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Executive summary 
 
Humane Society International undertook a study to determine the impact of France-based trophy 
hunters on wildlife in other countries. To conduct this research, we examined wildlife trophy 
import trade data obtained from the United Nations Environment Programme's World 
Conservation Monitoring Centre (UNEP-WCMC) Convention on International Trade in Endangered 
Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) Trade Database between 2005 and 2014, which is the most 
recent available data. 
 
Between 2005 and 2014, 9,697 CITES listed wildlife trophies were imported to France with an 
average of an estimated 970 trophies every year. Most originated in Mozambique, Tanzania, 
Namibia, and South Africa. 

Trophies of 58 different CITES-listed animals were imported between 2005 and 2014, including 
more than 2,800 trophies of four of the Africa Big Five species: 444 African lions, 1,130 African 
elephants, 1,196 African leopards and 65 African rhinos. 
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The ten species imported to France most frequently during the decade were Nile crocodiles, African 
leopards, African elephants, American black bears, Hartmann's mountain zebras, African lions, 
brown bears, common hippos, olive baboons and cheetahs. The African lion is listed as Vulnerable 
on the International Union for the Conservation of Nature Red List of Threatened Species (IUCN 
Red List). A proposal has been submitted to CITES by nine African lion range states – Niger, Chad, 
Côte d'Ivoire, Gabon, Guinea, Mali, Mauritania, Nigeria, and Togo, to uplist African lions to CITES 
Appendix I at 17th Conference of the Parties in the autumn of 2016. 
 
France is the largest importer of leopard trophies in the EU. Between 2005 and 2014, the country 
imported 1,196 leopard trophies, skins and bodies, comprising approximately 30% of the total EU 
leopard trophy imports. A recent studyi revealed that the leopard now occupies only 25–37% of its 
historic range and there are no accurate population counts in Africa. Furthermore, “[o]f the nine 
recognized subspecies, three (P. p. pardus, fusca, and saxicolor) account for 97% of the leopard’s 
extant range while another three (P. p. orientalis, nimr, and japonensis) have each lost as much as 
98% of their historic range.”ii 
 
The import of hunting trophies to the EU is actively defended by powerful pro-hunting interest 
groups, among which are the French Federation of National Hunters, the European Federation of 
Associations for Hunting and Conservation, and the International Council for Game and Wildlife 
Conservation. 
 
At present, there is no publicly available EU database documenting the trade of all species protected 
under the EU Habitats Directive, preventing organisations like our own from gaining access to the 
trade data on species commonly imported to the EU, and France specifically, as trophies. 
 

Introduction 
 
“Trophy hunting” is a form of hunting where killing, or pursuing with the intent to kill, wild animals 
is primarily motivated by the desire to obtain the animal, or parts of an animal, for display; to enter 
the kills into record books kept by trophy hunting organisations; and/or to compete with other 
trophy hunters for prizes for killing animals in certain categories. Trophies include, but are not 
limited to, parts—such as elephant ivory tusks, rhino horns or deer antlers—to entire heads that 
can be mounted on walls or complete bodies that can be formed into life-like poses by a 
taxidermist. Trophy hunters usually display their trophies in their homes or offices. 
 

1. France: third largest European importer of hunting trophies after Spain and 
Germany 
 
The European Union (EU) represents a major market for hunting trophy imports. 68,379 CITESiii 
listed wildlife trophies were imported to the EU from 2005 to 2014. In the EU, Spain (19% of all 
trophy imports), Germany (15% of all trophy imports) and France (14% of all trophy imports) are 
the three leading importers, comprising approximately 48% of the total EU trophy imports during 
the decade. 
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Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, gross imports of trophies for personal purpose, and 
trophies, bodies and skins for hunting trophy purpose. Filtered by importing country. iv 

 

2. Top countries exporting hunting trophies to France 
 
Between 2005 and 2014, 9,697 CITES listed wildlife trophies were imported to France with an 
average of 970 trophies every year.v Most originated in Mozambique (29% of all trophy imports), 
Tanzania (14% of all trophy imports), Namibia (10% of all trophy imports ), Canada (10% of all 
trophy imports) and South Africa (10% of all trophy imports), but other top countries of origin 
include Central African Republic, Cameroon, Zimbabwe, Russia, the United States of America, 
Argentina and Zambia. 
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Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, gross exports of trophies for personal purpose, and 
trophies, bodies and skins for hunting trophy purpose.vi 

3. Background on trophy hunting 
 
Many of the species sought by trophy hunters are threatened with extinction. For example, of the 
“Africa Big Five,” the black rhino is Critically Endangered according to the International Union for 
Conservation of Nature (IUCN), both the African lion and African elephant are Vulnerable, and both 
the African leopard and southern white rhino are Near Threatened.  
 
Scientists have produced a steady drumbeat of warnings that trophy hunting across African range 
states is unsustainable and is a threat to survival of various species. Multiple studies assessing lion 
populations have identified trophy hunting as a threat to the species.vii  Many animals, including the 
Africa Big Five, are killed in countries (such as Tanzania and Zimbabwe) with widespread 
corruption and absence of effective law enforcement that prevents money raised from trophy 
hunting from benefiting conservation efforts.viii Countries that permit trophy hunting often lack 
adequate population assessments, meaning that it is impossible to determine if the killings are 
sustainable. South Africa, for example, suspended exports of African leopard trophies for 2016 
citing poor knowledge of the population numbers.ix  
 
Moreover, hunters generally target the biggest and strongest males, meaning trophy hunting 
removes these animals from the breeding pool and unnaturally selects for smaller or weaker 
animals.x Trophy hunting has also been shown to disrupt family groups and social stability.xi  In 
places where trophy hunting is thriving, this has done nothing to thwart an onslaught of poaching, 
as is the case with South Africa and the rhinoceros poaching crisis.xii Moreover, enormous profits 
are generated through trophy hunting alternatives, such as wildlife watching. In South Africa alone, 
in 2014 tourism contributed R103.6 billion (or €6.04 billion), which is approximately 2% of South 
Africa’s 2014 GDP (€304.8 billion).xiii In 2013, it is estimated that the hunting contribution was a 
mere R1.2 billion (or €71.3 million).xiv  
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Many trophy hunters also kill animals that are purposefully bred for the bullet and hunted in fenced 
areas where the animal has no chance of escaping. “Canned hunting”, like that of lions in South 
Africa is recognised to have no conservation benefitsxv and even many hunters themselves oppose 
the practice.xvi   

A snapshot of “closed hunts” in France 
 
Hunters promote “closed hunts”, also known as “fenced hunts”, a type of hunt where animals 
have been bred in captivity to be shot by trophy hunters. These hunts are generally cheaper than 
hunting animals in the wild, their bodies are of higher quality because they often lack scarring of 
wild animals and are bred specifically for highly desired features (e.g. horn size). This type of kill 
is usually guaranteed.  
 
Several private properties in France offer hunts “a la carte.” Clients choose which kind of animals 
they want to shoot and the hunt is organised according to their choice. As an example, le 
Domaine du Boulay is a private property located in Presly, between Orleans and Bourges, 
offering fenced hunts of fallow deer, young stags, hinds, stags and wild boars. Most of the big 
game animals are raised outside of the property and then bought by the property owner. Clients 
can also choose the kind of hunts they want: chasse en battue (driven hunt) or chasse à l’affût 
(hunt from behind a blind). 

 

4. CITES-listed wildlife imported to France as trophies 
 
Trophies of 58 different CITES-listed animals were imported to France between 2005 and 2014, 
including more than 2,800 trophies of four of the Africa Big Five species: 444 African lions, 1,130 
African elephants, 1,196 African leopards and 65 African rhinos. The African buffalo is not listed 
under CITES, and so therefore, no data is available to track the trade. 

Among the top ten most common types of animals imported as trophies to France are Nile 
crocodiles, African leopards, African elephants, American black bears, Hartmann's mountain zebras, 
African lions, brown bears, common hippos, olive baboons and cheetahs (Table 1). 

TABLE 1. TOP 10 CITES-LISTED SPECIES OF ANIMALS IMPORTED AS TROPHIES TO 
FRANCE, 2005-2014* 

No Photo Common name Scientific name Total 
1 

 
Photo credit to Le Bonheur Crocodile 
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TABLE 1. TOP 10 CITES-LISTED SPECIES OF ANIMALS IMPORTED AS TROPHIES TO 
FRANCE, 2005-2014* 

No Photo Common name Scientific name Total 
2 

 
Photo credit: Steve Garvie/Flickr 
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TABLE 1. TOP 10 CITES-LISTED SPECIES OF ANIMALS IMPORTED AS TROPHIES TO 
FRANCE, 2005-2014* 

No Photo Common name Scientific name Total 
8 
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Papio anubis 

 
 

206 

10 

 
Photo credit: Wegmann/Wikipedia 

 
 
 

Cheetah 

 
 
 

Acinonyx jubatus 

 
 
 

194 

*Data retrieved from CITES Trade Database on March, 24th 2016xvii 

 
5. France’s decision to ban the import of lion hunting trophies  
 
In November 2015, the French Ministry of Ecology, Sustainable Development and Energy 
announced a ban on the import of African lion hunting trophies to France. In a communication 
addressed to the Brigitte Bardot Foundation and dated 12th November the French Environment 
Minister Ségolène Royal announced she had instructed officials to stop issuing permits for lion 
trophies.xviii  

She also informed of her Government’s intention to seek stricter regulations regarding the import 
of hunting trophies for other species to the EU. Furthermore, Ms. Royal declared that France will no 
longer issue re-export certificates for raw tusks and pieces of unworked ivory in an effort to combat 
ivory trafficking.   

The French Minister’s announcement was followed by Netherlands’ decision to ban the import of 
hunting trophies from over 200 species, as stated on 28th April 2016 by Martijn van Dam, State 
Secretary for Economic Affairs, in a letter to the Dutch Parliament.  
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France needs to take a stand for an EU ban of lion trophy imports 
 
CITES Appendix I proposal 
The 2015 IUCN Red List assessment of Panthera leo reported a significant and ongoing 
population decline and recent decline in extent of range at a continental level. Based on the 
assessment of 47 well-monitored lion populations, Panthera leo is inferred to have undergone a 
population reduction of approximately 43% over the past 21 years (approximately three lion 
generations, 1993-2014). There was an observed rate of decline of 60% in sample populations in 
most of the African range states, with the exception of Botswana, Namibia, South Africa and 
Zimbabwe where subpopulations increased by 11%. In the region of West Africa the total 
population is estimated to be just over 400 individuals. This has led to a regional classification of 
Critically Endangered. Finally, the species occupies only 8% of its historic range based on recent 
known and inferred decline.  
 
The African lion is listed on Appendix II of CITES. Species listed on Appendix II may be traded 
internationally, including for commercial purposes. A proposal has been submitted to CITES by 
Niger, Chad, Côte d’Ivoire, Gabon, Guinea, Mali, Mauritania, Nigeria, and Togo to uplist African 
lions to CITES Appendix I thus ending commercial trade and requiring import permits for all 
other trade. A vote on this proposal will take place at CITES CoP17 in the Autumn of 2016. An 
Appendix I listing would help reduce some of the threats that lions face through unsustainable 
trophy hunting and increasing commercial trade, particularly in lion bones and parts for 
traditional medicine. France must support this listing.  
 
France’s import ban of lions easily bypassed by trophy hunting outfitters 
HSI’s researchxix revealed that trophy hunting outfitters are encouraging potential clients to 
violate France’s lion trophy import ban. They recommend that hunters import lion trophies 
through Belgium or Switzerland, and then transport it, for example by car, to France. Although 
outfitters have stated that this should happen at the client’s own risk, they are actively advising 
on how to bypass the French Minister’s decision to ban the import of lion hunting trophies to 
France.  
 

 
6. France: largest importer of leopard trophies in the EU 
 
From 2005 to 2014, the parts of 3,945 leopards were imported to the European Union for hunting 
trophy purposes, including 28 bodies (all for hunting trophy purposes), 422 skins and 3,495 
trophies. France is the leading EU importer of leopards as trophies, having imported 1,196 in total 
(1,084 trophies, 111 skins and 1 body) between 2005 and 2014 and comprising approximately 
30% of the total EU leopard trophy imports. Spain follows France as the second largest importer 
(709 leopard trophies, or 18% of total EU leopard trophy imports) and third largest importer is 
Germany (519 leopard trophies, or 13% of the total). 
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Source: UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, gross imports of Panthera pardus trophies for personal 
purpose, and trophies, bodies and skins for hunting trophy purpose. Filtered by importing country.xx 

 
Who transports hunting trophies to France? 

  
Excessxxi is a French forwarding agent that almost exclusively transits hunting trophies from 
worldwide countries to France. The company is based in Roissy Charles de Gaulle airport, in Paris. 
Excess is the number one forwarding agent used by trophy hunting outfitters to import hunting 
trophies to France. Gondrand is another forwarding agent specialising in the import of hunting 
trophies to France.  

 

7. Primary pro-hunting lobby groups in France 
 
The import of hunting trophies is actively defended and promoted by a powerful French hunting 
interest group. The Federation of National Hunters (FNC) is France’s main pro-hunting lobby group. 
Established in 2000, the FNC lobbies EU institutions to promote and defend hunting. Its chairman, 
Charles Henry de Ponchalon, claims to represent about 1.4 million members and FNC revenue is 
€229 million.  
 
In the European Union, France’s trophy hunting interests are defended by the European Federation 
of Associations for Hunting and Conservation (FACE), the main EU based lobby group established in 
1977. FACE regularly holds events in the European Parliament, provides opportunities for hunters 
and EU policymakers to meet directly, participates in official advisory groups within the European 
Commission where EU policy proposals originate and their implementation brought forward. The 
Federation makes €950 million in revenue.xxii Their income primarily derives from membership 
fees, NGO grants and subsidies.  
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8. The lack of public data for species protected under the European legislation 
 
At present, there is no publicly available EU database documenting the trade of all species protected 
under the EU Habitats Directive. The only database allowing the EU to record the number of skins, 
bodies and trophies imported and exported to and from EU Member States is the CITES Trade 
Database, managed by UNEP WCMC. It currently holds over 13 million records of trade in wildlife 
and over 5,000 scientific names of animal taxa listed in the CITES Appendices. However, since the 
CITES Trade Database does not include most of the species protected under EU legislation, because 
they are not listed on CITES appendices, the trade data on these species is therefore inaccessible. 
 

9. CITES CoP17: proposals and working documents relevant to trophy hunting  
 
In preparation for the 17th CITES Conference of the Parties in the autumn of 2016, the parties have 
submitted several proposals for species that are trophy hunted in large numbers or are desired as a 
new trophy animal. The EU has also submitted a working document on hunting trophies of species 
listed in Appendix I or II, calling for important changes in how trade in trophies is regulated under 
CITES. 

Lions (Panthera leo). Niger, Chad, Côte d’Ivoire, Gabon, Guinea, Mali, Mauritania, Nigeria, and Togo 
have proposed to list all African populations of the lion on CITES Appendix I. The proposal aims to 
ensure that all possible measures are taken under CITES to halt and reverse the serious and 
continuing decline in lion populations through the strict control of international trade. One concern 
is that the few countries that have shown a small subpopulation increase in lions, including 
Botswana, Namibia, South Africa and Zimbabwe, will oppose this proposal. Unfortunately the latter 
three countries are also nations that have major trophy hunting industries and especially benefit 
from lion hunting. The listing on Appendix I would ensure that lion trophies are subject to stricter 
trade controls, and would prevent increased commercial trade (for example in lion bone). Split 
listing the lion with some populations on Appendix I and some on Appendix II would severely 
complicate law enforcement efforts due to the difficulty of distinguishing the source of specimens 
and the opportunity this provides to launder illegal lion products into legal trade. 

HSI calls on France to fully support this proposal and to take the lead in ensuring that other European 
member states all support an EU vote in favour of this proposal.  

Cape mountain zebra (Equus zebra zerba). South Africa has proposed to transfer this zebra 
species from Appendix I to II, thus reducing protection. The population is very small with only 
4,791 individuals. From 2010-2014 a total of 11 skins and 5 trophies, all wild-sourced, were 
exported from South Africa for hunting trophy purposes. The proposal states that listing the zebra 
on Appendix II would allow exports of trophy hunted specimens and thereby provide an economic 
incentive to landowners to maintain herds, thus expanding the population. However, South Africa is 
already exporting trophies of the species so this is not a good rationale for transferring the species 
to Appendix II. 

HSI calls on the French government to oppose this proposal. 

Florida panther (Puma concolor coryi) and Eastern cougar (Puma concolor couguar). Canada 
has proposed transfer these North American endemic subspecies of cougar from Appendix I to 
Appendix II, thus reducing protection. Both species have small population sizes and have 
experienced a decline in the number of individuals in the wild. The Florida panther numbers in 
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fewer than 200 individuals. The Eastern cougar is believed by some to be extinct but evidence 
shows that populations continue to exist. According to the CITES Trade Database, USA and Canada 
exported 1,069 P. concolor trophies for hunting trophy and personal purposes 2005-2014. Given 
the high level of international trade in Appendix-II listed P. concolor, there is demonstrable 
potential international demand for these subspecies and any increase in demand would threaten 
survival of these subspecies. 

HSI calls on France to oppose this proposal. 

Wood bison (Bison bison athabascae). Canada has proposed to delete the wood bison from 
Appendix II, thus reducing protection. However, the wood bison still meets Appendix II criteria 
because populations are small (only 5,213-7,191 mature individuals in Canada) and most 
subpopulations are very small (eight herds have fewer than 500 individuals each). Canada exported 
45 trophies between 2005 and 2014. A concern is that the removal from Appendix II will increase 
harvest and threaten survival of the species.   
 
HSI calls on France to oppose this proposal. 

EU Resolution and Decisions on the Proposal on Hunting Trophies of Species Listed in 
Appendix I or II. The EU has proposed critical changes to the way hunting trophy trade is 
regulated under CITES.xxiii HSI commends the EU for submitting this document and for recognizing 
that there are serious problems. Indeed, minimum conditions must be met for issuing export 
permits to ensure trade is not detrimental to survival, the Personal and Household Effects 
exemption must be removed because it allows certain Parties to circumvent CITES export permit 
requirements, and hunting quotas must be regularly reviewed by the Parties to ensure they are 
based on the best available science.   

 
Conclusion 
 
France is one of EU’s leading Member States when it comes to the import of hunting trophies. 
According to the UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade Database, it is the third largest European importer of 
hunting trophies and the main EU importer of leopard trophies, having imported 1,196 trophies, 
skins and bodies of leopards between 2005 and 2014. French trophy hunters have a significant 
impact on wildlife in other countries, having killed and imported trophies of an estimated 9,697 
wild animals between 2005 and 2014, comprising 58 different kinds of animals.  
 
Over the decade studied, France-based trophy hunters imported more than 2,800 trophies of four 
of the Africa Big Five species (African lion, African leopard, African elephant, African rhino), 
demonstrating a significant impact on these species, which are all threatened with extinction. 
Trophies imported to France are sourced from various countries around the world, but most 
trophies originated from Mozambique, Tanzania and Namibia. In November, 2015, France’s 
Minister of Ecology took action against trophy hunting by announcing her decision to ban the 
import of lion hunting trophies and to seek stricter regulations regarding the import of hunting 
trophies of other species to the EU.  
 
The CITES Conference of the Parties will take place in autumn of 2016 and HSI calls on France to 
support proposals that increase protection of trophy hunted species, especially taking a leadership 
role on the African lion uplisting proposal, and to oppose proposals that decrease species 
protections. 
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HSI's recommendations 
 
Following France’s decision to ban the import of all lion hunting trophies and to ensure that exports 
of all trophies are in compliance with CITES (non-detriment to the survival of the species), to help 
range States ensure the conservation of their species, and to ensure that France is not contributing 
to the decline of wildlife populations, Humane Society International/Europe recommends that: 

 France engage with fellow EU Member States to encourage adoption of similar prohibitions 
on lion trophy imports. 

 France require import permits for hunting trophies of Annex B species, which are currently 
exempted from that requirement (except for the six animal species mentioned in the EU 
measures on import of hunting trophiesxxiv: southern white rhinoceros, common 
hippopotamus, African elephant, argali sheep, African lion, and polar bear) 

 France ban the import of trophies of additional three species of the Africa Big Five (leopard, 
elephant, and rhino), and assesses sustainability of trophy hunting of the top 10 species 
imported to EU. 

 France support the CITES proposal to uplist the African lion to Appendix I, which would 
prohibit international commercial trade in lions and their parts and increase scrutiny of 
trade in trophies, at next CITES CoP17 in autumn 2016. 

 France oppose the proposals on the Cape mountain zebra, Florida panther, Eastern cougar, 
and wood bison – all species that may be threatened by increased trade, including for 
hunting trophy purposes, and meet the criteria of their current listing.  

 
                                                           
i Jacobson et al. (2016), Leopard (Panthera pardus) status, distribution, and the research efforts across its 
range. 
PeerJ 4:e1974; DOI 10.7717/peerj.1974 
ii Id. 
iii CITES (the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora). As noted in 
footnote iv, a specific methodology was used to determine this total. Other estimates may be less than or 
greater than 68,379, depending on how one defines trophies and the terms used to search the UNEP-WCMC 
CITES Trade Database. 
iv Methodology: this chart contains original analysis of trade data from the UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade 
Database. For this study, we selected all taxa, and selected under wildlife description “TRO,” which means 
“Trophy (all the parts of one animal)”, SKI, which means “Skin” and BOD which means “Body”, selected France 
as “importing countries.” Data were exported for wildlife description TRO for two recorded purposes, either 
“H” (Hunting Trophy) or “P” (Personal), and purpose “H” for wildlife descriptions SKI and BOD, respectively, 
for the period between 2005 to 2014.  Gross import data were retrieved on March, 24th 2016 with the 
aforementioned parameters.  
v Please note this figure may vary depending on methodology used to search the UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade 
Database. 
vi Methodology: This chart contains original analysis of trade data from the UNEP-WCMC CITES Trade 
Database. For this study, we selected all taxa, and selected under wildlife description “TRO,” which means 
“Trophy (all the parts of one animal)”, SKI, which means “Skin” and BOD which means “Body”, selected France 
as “importing countries.” Data were exported for wildlife description TRO for two recorded purposes, either 
“H” (Hunting Trophy) or “P” (Personal), and purpose “H” for wildlife descriptions SKI and BOD, respectively, 
for the period between 2005 to 2014.  Gross export data were retrieved on March, 24th 2016 with the 
aforementioned parameters.  
vii Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Two Lion Subspecies; Final Rule, 50 C.F.R. 17 
(2015).  (“Multiple researchers have documented declines in lion populations across the range of the species 
as a result of mismanaged trophy hunting. Specifically, negative impacts to lions from excessive offtakes have 
been documented in Benin (Sogbohossou et al. 2014, entire), Cameroon (Croes et al. 2011, entire), Tanzania 
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(Packer 2011, entire), Zambia (Rosenblatt et al. 2014, p. entire; Becker et al. 2013, entire), and Zimbabwe 
(Groom et al. 2014, entire; Davidson et al. 2011, entire; Loveridge et al. 2007, entire). Additionally, the effects 
of overharvesting can extend into adjacent national parks where hunting does not occur (Packer et al. 2013, 
p. 636).”) 
viii U.S. Fish and Wildlife, Importation of Elephant Hunting Trophies Taken in Tanzania and Zimbabwe in 2015 
and Beyond, Jul. 10, 2015, available at http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/questions-and-answers-
suspension-of-elephant-sport-hunted-trophies.pdf (“The Service does not have current information on how 
funds generated from elephant sport-hunting [in Zimbabwe] are utilized and cannot confirm whether 
revenue generated through sport hunting actually provides an incentive to local communities to conserve 
elephants.”) (“In 2014, questionable management practices, a lack of effective law enforcement, and weak 
governance have resulted in uncontrolled poaching and catastrophic population declines in Tanzania.”)  
ix Scientific Authority of South Africa, Non-detriment finding for Panthera pardus (Leopard), May 2015, 
https://www.environment.gov.za/sites/default/files/docs/ndf_forleopard.pdf.  (The non-detriment findings 
assessment “the export of hunting trophies at present poses a high risk to the survival of this species in South 
Africa” and this is “mostly due to poor management of harvest practices and a lack of reliable monitoring of 
leopard populations.”)  
x Pascoe, Jennifer., Intense trophy hunting leads to artificial evolution in horn size in bighorn sheep, Jan. 22, 
2016, available at http://phys.org/news/2016-01-intense-trophy-artificial-evolution-horn.html#jCp ("We 
have been wondering what influence selective hunting has on the evolution of a species," says David Coltman, 
professor of biological sciences at the University of Alberta. "What you have here is clearly artificial selection. 
You can imagine that harvested animals don't have any more offspring. Their genes are removed from the 
gene pool.") (“Their analysis of 39 years' worth of data collected on the sheep that were subject to intense 
trophy hunting for 23 of those years supports the contention that selective hunting led to a reduction in horn 
length through evolutionary change.”); See Pigeon, G., Festa-Bianchet, M., Coltman, D. W. and Pelletier, F. 
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