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CONVENTION ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE IN ENDANGERED SPECIES 

OF WILD FAUNA AND FLORA 

___________________ 

 

 

 

Twenty-fourth meeting of the Animals Committee 

Geneva, (Switzerland), 20-24 April 2009 

Periodic review of animal species included in the CITES Appendices 

PERIODIC REVIEW OF FELIDAE- PROGRESS REPORT FROM THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

1. This document has been submitted by the Scientific Authority of the United States of America*. The 

Annex to this document is provided herewith in English only, the language in which it was 

submitted. 

2. At the 24th meeting of the Animals Committee (Geneva, April 2008), the United States provided a 

progress report on its efforts to coordinate a review of the genus Lynx [see document AC23 

Doc. 11.2.1]. 

3. At the 24th meeting of the Animals Committee, a recommendation was adopted that a meeting be 

organized for the management and law enforcement authorities of the United States of America, 

Canada, and Mexico to meet with range States of the Eurasian Lynx (Lynx lynx) and Iberian Lynx 

(Lynx pardinus) to discuss possible problems of illegal trade of those species [see document AC23 

WG3 Doc.1]. The U.S. and The European Commission jointly organized a meeting that was held in 

Brussels on October 29, 2008. A report on the discussions and outcome from this meeting is 

presented in the attached report. 

4. In collaboration with its State partners and in consultation with Canada and Mexico, the Scientific 

Authority of the United States conducted in the summer of 2008 a survey of U.S. state and 

Canadian provincial authorities in order to obtain an updated bobcat (Lynx rufus) population estimate 

for the U.S. and Canadian populations. The results of this survey will be published in the scientific 

literature and available soon. Results of the survey reveal that the Lynx rufus range in North America 

is approximately 8,708,888 km² including 6,186,819 km² (71% of range) in the United States, 

1,702,545 km² (20% of range) in Mexico, and 819,524 km² (9% of range) in Canada. With the 

exception of the state of Florida where bobcat decline is attributed to habitat loss, no jurisdiction in 

the United States or Canada reported that bobcat populations are declining. Population estimates 

were available for 27 of the 47 states, representing 66.4% of the total range area (3,975,301 km² 

of 5,986,819 km²). The current estimated bobcat population for this area is 1,419,333 to 

2,638,738 bobcats. Given that population estimates are not available for 20 states representing 

33.6%, or 2,011,518 km², this estimate is very conservative and significantly under-represents the 

true population size in the United States. In 1981 using similar methodology it was estimated there 

were 725,000 to 1,017,000 bobcats in the United States (USFWS 1982). This population has 

                                            

*
 The geographical designations employed in this document do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part 

of the CITES Secretariat or the United Nations Environment Programme concerning the legal status of any country, territory, or 

area, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries. The responsibility for the contents of the document rests 

exclusively with its author. 
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clearly grown considerably since that time. Mexico reported on the status of the populations of Lynx 

rufus at AC23 [see document AC23 document 11.2.2]. 

5. The U.S. is committed to proceeding forward to address look alike issues raised at the Lynx meeting 

in Brussels including: (a) development of new identification materials with collaboration from Cornell 

University researchers for furs lacking ear tufts and tails; and (b) continuing discussions with the 

European Union and the Russian Federation on the possible illegal trade in Lynx lynx furs. 

6. In 2007, the United States of America contracted TRAFFIC North America to research and analyze 

information on trade in Lynx spp., including compilation of information on illegal trade in these 

species and an assessment of the potential for trade irregularities that are likely to occur due to the 

similarity of appearance among these species (see report at: 

http://www.fws.gov/international/pdf/TRAFFIC%20Lynx%20Trade%20Review%20for%20FWS%2

0FINAL.pdf). In February 2008, we sought a clarification on the export data analyzed in this report, 

and have determined that 96% of the Lynx rufus furs exported from the U.S. during the years 2000-

2004 were full pelts (with identifying ear tufts and tails) (E. Cooper Pers. Comm.). 
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Annex 

Report fromLynx species Meeting 

29 October, 2008, Brussels- Belgium 

Minutes 

• Welcome and introductions  

This workshop follows up on the Animals Committee's (AC) recommendation made in the Felidae 

working group and adopted by the 23rd Animals Committee that a meeting be organized for the 

management and law enforcement authorities of the United States of America, Canada, and Mexico to 

meet with range States of the Eurasian Lynx (Lynx lynx) and Iberian Lynx (Lynx pardinus) to discuss 

possible problems of illegal trade of those species. Customs officials of these countries are to also be 

present. Case studies of illegal trade in Lynx lynx and Lynx pardinus which have been undertaken are also 

to be discussed. 

This meeting was organized jointly by the U.S. Scientific Authority and The European Commission.  The 

U.S. with assistance from the EC generated and circulated some questions to range States in advance of 

this meeting so participants could have a meaningful dialogue focused on trade data, case 

studies/experiences with any illegal trade and identification issues rather than on perceptions of problems 

(see Annex 1).  For practical reasons, only the countries in the European region were approached. 

Attached in Annex 2 is the list of participants that attended the Lynx species meeting. 

For AC24 the U.S. will prepare a document that will report on discussions from this workshop and 

suggestions to move forward. 

• Descriptive synopsis of U.S. export process for bobcat furs to Europe and globally  (U.S. 

representative) 

Presentation by Kevin Garlick, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s (USFWS), Office of Law Enforcement, 

Branch Chief for Investigations provided this presentation. Bobcats (Lynx rufus) are believed to be at an 

all time high in terms of population size and distribution in the United States. Vast majority of U.S. 

exports go to Europe (mainly Italy) as whole skins for processing in Europe. Skins are tagged under the 

U.S. CITES legislation and, to be exported, tag numbers are reflected on the export permits. Every 

shipment is checked before export (document check plus physical checks in some cases). All U.S. 

exporters must fill out a U.S. wildlife declaration form (Document No. 3-177) and these must be cleared 

and stamped by USFWS. 

A case in Nevada-Utah where over 100 Bobcat skins were seized was presented. U.S. Law Enforcement 

has no evidence of poaching of Canadian lynx in the U.S. for export of products. 

Carolina Caceres, from Canada’s Scientific Authority, discussed their efforts for the export of Lynx 

species. Management is done at the provincial level in Canada; different documents are needed all along 

the chain of custody from harvest to export. 

• Descriptive synopsis of EU import process and procedures for Lynx spp. furs (EU representative) 

Lucy Swan, European Commission, presented the EU import processes and permitting procedures, and 

border and internal inspections. The bobcat (Lynx rufus) is listed in Annex B of the EU Wildlife Trade 

Regulations (comparable to Appendix II). EU import permits issued for Lynx rufus on a yearly basis are ca. 

200 for Canada and 70 for U.S. (2002-2007), which cover about 10,000 specimens imported from 

Canada per year (plus around 15,000 from the U.S.). The average number of export permits issued for 

Lynx lynx is under 10. Both Lynx lynx and Lynx pardinus are strictly protected under the EU Habitats 

Directive, although trophy hunting is allowed in certain Member States. Import of Lynx lynx for 

commercial purposes into the EU is prohibited as it is listed in Annex A in the EU. Through the listing of 

Lynx rufus in Annex B, proof of legal origin can be requested for trade of bobcat products in the EU 

which enables enforcement authorities to ensure the specimens for sale are not for example, a poached 

Lynx lynx. A concern by the EU is that illegally harvested Lynx lynx could end up in products of EU 

manufacturers and be sold as Lynx rufus or Lynx canadensis fur. 



AC24 Doc. 10.3 – p. 4 

 

• Presentation of cases of poaching and illegal trade in Lynx species in EU (EU) 

Amelie Knapp, TRAFFIC Europe, under contract with the European Commission, presented an overview 

of poaching and seizures of Lynx lynx and Lynx pardinus in the EU based on information submitted by 14 

EU Member States for this meeting (Annex 3). Some seizures of Lynx were made where the specimen 

was not identified down to species level.  Reported data also enables TRAFFIC to evaluate whether the 

illegal taking (poaching) of Lynx lynx is taking place for the fur trade or for other reasons, such as 

persecution as an unwanted livestock predator. 

Various range States on the European continent presented results from their analyses: 

Sweden: Sweden has undertaken an in-depth study on poaching of large predators. Although poaching is 

an important source of mortality of Lynx lynx in Sweden, the authorities don’t believe there to be a 

strong link between poached animals and illegal trade. Most poaching is not aimed at selling the 

specimens but to kill them because they are predators. 

Poland: 50-75% mortality of Eurasian Lynx in Poland is caused by poaching. Most animals are killed for 

predator control for livestock and reduced competition with other game species. If the fur is sold it is 

secondary by-catch.  Internet advertisements for Lynx rarely specify which species of Lynx is for sale. By 

inspections on markets, where only smaller parts of finished products are for sale, such as lining, it is 

difficult to identify the specimens at species level. Polish authorities found an advertisement for the sale 

of Lynx in Greece claiming to be Lynx from Poland.   

Known poaching and seizures seem only the tip of the iceberg. Polish authorities expressed concern that 

even a small increase in poaching will have an important negative impact on populations, and hence any 

measure that makes it easier to enter skins into trade (e.g., through de-listing of Lynx rufus from CITES) 

may create an incentive to poaching and illegal trade in  specimens of Lynx lynx. Most poaching is by-

catch of hunting for white tailed deer. Lynx lynx can be legally harvested in neighboring Russia but not 

legally traded in the EU. Currently authorities don’t have good tools other than genetics to identify parts. 

This was identified as an important problem in earlier discussions on de-listing of the Lynx rufus. If new 

identification tools prove to be practical and sufficient to identify different species on the market then the 

authorities may revise their objection to the de-listing of Lynx rufus. 

• Presentation of import/export procedures and cases of poaching and illegal trade in Lynx species 

in non-EU range States 

No interventions made 

• Discussion of Lynx species look-alike issues in the context of trade questions 

The primary impetus for this meeting as directed by the Animals Committee was to address the look-alike 

issue with Lynx and to discern if the concerns about Lynx pardinus and Lynx lynx entering in trade as 

Lynx rufus or Lynx canadensis is actual or hypothetical.  

In order to facilitate this investigation a questionnaire was circulated to all of the Lynx lynx and Lynx 

pardinus range States in the European region prior to the meeting.  

o Discussions revealed that in most cases the illegal poaching of Lynx lynx and Lynx 

pardinus is related to predator control to protect livestock and game animals. 

o Incidents/seizures were reported where Lynx lynx were illegally harvested because of 

predator concerns or imported illegally from the Russian Federation to EU countries. 

o No documented incidents were reported by the survey respondents of Lynx lynx or Lynx 

pardinus being entered into trade as Lynx rufus. 

 

Other Discussion and Questions/Issues Raised 

De-regulation of trade 

U.S. questioned why CITES appears to be moving towards deregulating trade in parts and products of 

certain taxa such as crocodilians, but not for others such as fur bearers. Some other participants agreed 
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that in general unnecessary administrative burdens without conservation purposes should be reduced, but 

highlighted that look-alike problems and conservation risks are to be assessed on a case by case basis. 

Identification of Lynx species: The Identification sheets in the CITES Identification Manual are inadequate 

for Lynx species identification at species level. The U.S. is developing a new Lynx species Identification 

manual through a contract with Cornell University that will be ready for the international community 

soon. The University has gathered models of Identification manuals for other taxa to determine which 

format is most useful. The European participants expressed the view that if good and easily accessible 

identification tools are available for skins, the issue of look-alike, which is why Lynx species were listed, 

may be resolved. Discussions took place as to what level parts and derivatives should be identified (pelts 

or smaller pieces), depending on the likelihood for illegal trade. While the U.S. expressed its view that it 

believes the only likelihood of any Lynx species entering trade in significant numbers from Canada and 

the U.S. would have to be as whole pelts not as small pieces or parts, the EU stated that, considering the 

conservation status of Lynx lynx and Lynx pardinus, there would at least need to be identification 

techniques for pelts without ears and tails. The U.S. pledged that it would look into identification 

techniques for hair differentiation and techniques for furs lacking ears and tails.  

Look-alike issues and listing on Appendix III/Annex B 

Discussion ensued on identifying problems and issues that would arise if Lynx rufus was delisted from 

CITES. Several EU countries indicated concerns that a simple delisting could allow Lynx lynx to enter 

trade more easily if there is no document trail for Lynx rufus entering international trade.  One possible 

option that received significant discussion involved down- listing Lynx rufus to CITES Appendix III and 

having the EU maintain it on their Annex B. This combined approach would allow for the retention of 

CITES documentation for shipments of Lynx rufus leaving the U.S. and other exporting countries and 

entering EU Member States. The paperwork received on the EU side would not change.  

The EU noted however that with an Appendix III listing the normal procedure would be for EU to list the 

Bobcat in Annex C in alignment with CITES under which there is no paper work and no proof of legal 

origin in internal trade required in the EU. It would seem inconsistent for the EU to retain Lynx rufus in 

Annex B for look-alike considerations with Lynx species, while CITES would remove the species from 

Appendix II on the basis that there are no look-alike risks at stake.   

Resources spent permitting and for NDF's 

Following a question to the U.S. whether delisting of Lynx rufus was considered in order to reduce the 

administrative permitting burden, the U.S. outlined that this was not the case, hence the willingness to 

consider Appendix III listing with similar permitting requirements. The U.S. however outlined that the 

main problem is the considerable time and resources needed in the U.S. to make NDF's for this look-alike 

species. The public does not understand how a species that is well managed and abundant with an 

increasing population at the same time can be listed as a CITES Appendix-II species.  Apparently the 

public perception is that the species must be in trouble because it is listed on Appendix II, even though 

it's for look-alike reasons. European participants responded that a better explanation of the look-alike 

listing which requires much less detailed NDF's could be another option to proceed to save resources.  

Status in Mexico 

Following an enquiry about the biological concerns for Bobcat in Mexico raised at CoP14, the U.S. 

responded, though it could not speak for Mexico, that it understands that their biological study has now 

been completed and populations are healthier than previously thought. Mexico has no commercial and 

international trade in furs of this species.  

• Ways to move forward with these issues and report to the 24th meeting of the Animals 

Committee 

• The U.S. would discuss the issue further with the Russian Federation as one of the main range 

States for Lynx lynx. It was furthermore acknowledged that much more information would be 

needed on the trade in Lynx species between the Russian Federation and China as well as other 

Asian countries (range States of Lynx lynx), including enforcement problems encountered. 

Furthermore, illegal trade in Lynx lynx to the EU from the Russian Federation should be 
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considered. Finally, it was thought useful to contact the relevant species (Cat) specialist group of 

IUCN. 

• The EU would look into a risk analysis for enforcement cases where data of seizures are known 

and further consideration would be given on the value of placing Lynx rufus on Annex B to 

preserve the document trail for enforcement purposes if Lynx rufus were to be down-listed to 

Appendix III. 

 

• While discussion of the participating countries today suggested that poaching of Lynx lynx is 

mostly for predator control and domestic animal protection, and that selling the fur is a "by-

product," more information was needed from Lynx range States not participating in the meeting, 

to determine whether similar conclusions would apply. 

• Explore and develop further what level of identification tools is necessary to address the real 

risks. 

• The U.S. and EU will prepare a report of this meeting and the U.S. will provide feedback 

information to AC24. 
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ANNEX 1 

Lynx spp. Trade Questions for CITES Management Authorities  

and Enforcement Agencies 

1.  What specific types of CITES-related Lynx spp. import/export violations have been documented in 

your country? 

2.  Generally speaking, how frequent are Lynx spp. import/export violations in your country (common, 

occasional, uncommon)?  

3.  What specific types of Lynx spp. import/export violations would you expect to occur in your country 

if:   

 a)  Lynx rufus (bobcat) were to be removed from the CITES Appendices?  or 

 b)  Lynx rufus (bobcat) were to be removed from Appendix II but included in Appendix III by the 

United States? 

4.  What is the extent of illegal hunting/poaching of Lynx lynx or Lynx pardinus in your country? 

5.  Does illegal hunting or poaching pose a threat to Lynx lynx or Lynx pardinus in your country?  If so: 

 a) What drives these illegal activities? and 

 b)  For what purpose(s) are the illegally obtained specimens used (e.g., are the specimens most likely 

discarded, used as trophies, or are they sold domestically or internationally)? 

6.   Are you aware of cases where illegally obtained specimens of Lynx species are passed off as legally 

obtained and sold on the market?  If so, how does this occur? (Provide examples, and specify which Lynx 

spp. are involved.) 

7.  Would the enforcement and control of poaching and trade violations in Lynx spp. be influenced in 

your country if: 

 

 a)  Lynx rufus (bobcat) were to be removed from the CITES Appendices?  or 

 b)  Lynx rufus (bobcat) were to be removed from Appendix II but included in Appendix III by the 

United States? 

8.  Would it be most likely for Lynx pelts taken in your country to be illegally entered into trade: a) 

through shipments of bobcats (Lynx rufus) coming from the United States; b) through shipments of Lynx 

lynx coming from other Lynx lynx range countries; or c) through shipments of Lynx canadensis coming 

from Canada?  

9.  Have customs officers or wildlife police officers in your country experienced difficulties in 

distinguishing between different species of Lynx skins?  If so, provide examples, and specify which Lynx 

spp. have been problematic with regards to identification.   

10.  If identification problems have been encountered by customs officers or wildlife police officers, what 

tools (e.g., more comprehensive identification manual, further identification techniques) would facilitate 

distinguishing the bobcat (Lynx rufus) from other Lynx species? 

11.  In your opinion, if Lynx lynx or Lynx pardinus were to be illegally entered into the market in 

significant numbers, would the initial entry into trade be as whole pelts, pieces/parts, or finished 

products?  
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12.  In your country, is the current prevalence of illegal trade of Lynx spp. products significant enough to 

affect management or survival of these species? 

13.  Do you believe adequate CITES safeguards exist in your country to ensure that CITES 

implementation is adequate to protect Lynx species from illegal trade or import to or export from your 

country?  If not, what are the greatest areas of enforcement weakness? 
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ANNEX 2 – LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 

 

 

  
 

  LYNX MEETING    

   9/29/2008    

   PARTICIPANTS LIST - final   

       

Name Organisation E-mail Address Tel/Fax 

BAKER, Osborne South Carolina Dept. of 
Natural Resources  

bakerb@dnr.sc.gov  PO Box 167  
Columbia, SC 29202 
U.S.A.  

Tel 1 (803) 734-3940  
fax 1 (803) 734-6020  

BROSMAN, Elika Tax and Customs Board 
Estonia 
Customs Control 
Department 

elika.brosman@emta.ee Narva mnt 9j 
15176 Tallinn 
ESTONIA 

Tel: +372 676 1777 

BUCKLEY, Jack Massachusetts Div. of 
Fisheries & Wildlife  

jack.buckley@state.me.us  251 Causeway St. Suite 
400  
Boston MA 02114 
U.S.A.  

Tel  1 (617) 626-1572  
Fax 1 (617) 626-1517  

CACERES, Carolina Canadian Wildlife 
Service / Service 
Canadien de la Faune 

Carolina.Caceres@ec.gc.ca Ottawa, ON, K1A 0H3 
CANADA 

Tel    +1 819 953-1429 
Fax   +1 819 994-3684 

CALDWELL, Carolyn Ohio Division of Wildlife  carolyn.caldwell@dnr.state.oh.us 2045 Morse Road G-3  
Columbus Ohio 43229 
U.S.A.  

Tel 1 (614) 265-6329  
Fax  1 (614) 262-1143 

CAZCU, Simona 
Roxana  

Ministry of Environment 
and Sustainable 
Development 
(Directorate for Nature 
Protection, Biodiversity, 
Biosafety)  

roxana.cazacu@mmediu.ro Blvd. Libertatii nr. 12, 
Sector 5, 040129 
Bucharest 
ROMANIA 

Tel: 00 40 21 316 05 31 
Fax: 00 40 21 316 02 82 

DEIMANTOVICA, Inta State Environmental 
Service in Latvia 

inta.deimantovica@vvd.gov.lv Rupniecibas 23  
Riga, LV – 1045 
LATVIA 

Tel: +371 67084232 
Fax: +371 29256227 

DIEMER, Michael Swedish Board of 
Agriculture 
Division for CITES and 
pet animals 

Michael.Diemer@sjv.se SE-551 82, Jönköping 
SWEDEN 

Tel: +46 36 15 58 59 
Fax: +46 36 15 50 05 

EGGINK, Henk DG Environment (unit 
E.2) 
European Commission  

Henk.Eggink@ec.europa.eu Office: BU-9 5/103 
B-1049 Brussels 
BELGIUM 

Tel: + 32 2 2990296 

GABRANE, Gunta Nature Protection Board  gunta.gabrane@dap.gov.lv Eksporta 5 
Riga, LV 1010  
LATVIA 

Tel: +371 67509761 

GARLICK, Kevin  U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service 
Office of Law 
Enforcement  

Kevin_Garlick@fws.gov 4501 N. Fairfax Drive, 
Room 110 
Arlington VA 22203 
U.S.A. 

Tel: (703) 358-1749  

GNAM, Rosemarie U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service 
Division of Scientific 
Authority  

Rosemarie_Gnam@fws.gov 4401 N. Fairfax Drive, 
Room 110 
Arlington VA 22203 
U.S.A. 

Tel: (703) 358-2497 
Fax: (703) 358-2276 

HAGSTEDT, Johanna The National Council for 
Crime Prevention  

johanna.hagstedt@bra.se  Box 1386 
111 93 Stockholm 
SWEDEN 

Tel. +46 (0)8 504 454 20 
Fax: +46 (0)8 411 90 75 
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IACOB, Claudia 
Mariana  

National Environmental 
Guard  

claudia.iacob@gnm.ro Directorate for Pollution 
Control and Natural 
Habitats 
Office for Control, 
ROMANIA 

Tel/Fax: +40 21 326 89 80 

KEPEL, Andrzej CITES Scientific 
Authority 
The State Council for 
Nature Conservation – 
CITES Committee 

Andrzej@salamandra.org.pl Szamarzewskiego 11/6 
60-514 Poznan 
POLAND 

tel./fax: (+48) 61 843-21-60 

KESKINEN, Jarkko National Board of 
Customs of Finland 

jarkko.keskinen@tulli.fi  Erottajankatu 2 
PL 512, 00101 Helsinki 
FINLAND 

Tel: +358 20 492 2570 
Fax: +358 20 492 2764 

KNAPP, Amelie European Commission 
delegation 

      

KRAWCZAK, Ewa Ministry of Finance -  
Customs Policy 
Department 

Ewa.Krawczak@mofnet.gov.pl 12 Świętokrzyska Str. 
00-916 Warsaw 
POLAND 

tel.: (+48) 22 694-38-23 
fax: (+48) 22 694-43-03 

KRNAC, Peter Customs Criminal Office  peter.krnac@colnasprava.sk 
 

Bajkalska 24 
824 97 Bratislava 26 
SLOVAK REPUBLIC 

tel: +421 2 58 25 12 21 
fax: +421 2 53 41 28 56 

LOUREIRO, João 
José  

Instituto da Conservação  
da Natureza e da 
Biodiversidade  

loureiroj@icnb.pt Rua de Santa Marta, 55 
1150-294 Lisbon 
PORTUGAL   

Tel. (+351) 21.3507900 
Fax. (+351) 21.3507986 

LUNDELL, Yvonne Swedish Environmental 
Protection Agency 
(Natural Resources Dept, 
Wildlife Management 
Unit) 

Yvonne.Lundell@naturvardsverket.se Valhallavägen 195 
SE-106 48 Stockholm 
SWEDEN 

Tel: + 46 8 698 14 14  
Fax:  + 46 8 20 29 25  

OHM, Doerthe DG Environment (unit 
E.2) 
European Commission 

Doerthe.Ohm@ec.europa.eu Office: BU-9 5/189 
B-1049 Brussels 
BELGIUM 

Tel: +32 2 2963692 

PAVICEVIC, Vladimir Ministry of Tourism and 
Environment of 
Montenegro 

vladimir.pavicevic@gov.me Rimski trg 46 
Podgorica 81000 
MONTENEGRO 

Tel:    +382 (0) 81 482 176 
Fax:    +382 (0) 81 234 237 

PIWOWARSKI, 
Wojciech 

Ministry of the 
Environment 
Department of Nature 
Conservation 

Wojciech.Piwowarski@mos.gov.pl Wawelska 52/54 
00-922 Warsaw 
POLAND 

tel.: (22) 57-92-407 
fax: (22) 57-92-730 

RUSNÁKOVÁ, Silvia Ministry of the 
Environment 
CITES Management 
Authority  

silvia.rusnakova@enviro.gov.sk Namestie L. Stura 1 
812 35 Bratislava 
SLOVAK REPUBLIC 

Tel:  +421 2 5956 2189 
Fax: +421 2 5956 2207 

SUGURIU, Irinel National Customs Office irinel.surugiu@customs.ro 13 Matei Millo Street, 
Sector 1 
010144 Bucharest 
ROMANIA 

Tel/Fax: +40 21 3193181 

SWAN, Lucy DG Environment (unit 
E.2) 
European Commission 

Lucy.Swan@ec.europa.eu Office: BU-9 5/119 
B-1049 Brussels 
BELGIUM 

Tel: + 32 2 2957701 

TÄÄR, Helena Estonian Environmental 
Inspectorate  

helena.taar@kki.ee  76 Kopli St, 10416  
Tallinn  
ESTONIA 

Tel: +3726962243     
Fax: +3726962237   

UCOVA, Silvie Agency for Nature and 
Landscape Protection 

silvie.ucova@nature.cz Nuselska 39,  
140 00 Praha 4 
CZECH REPUBLIC 

tel: +420 241 082 804 
fax: +420 241 082 805 

 



Internal briefing prepared by TRAFFIC Europe for the European Commission in accordance  

with the EC Monitoring Contract (No.070307/2007/479422/MAR/E2).   
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ANNEX 3 

Poaching and illegal trade in Eurasian and Iberian Lynx in the European Union  

 

Briefing prepared by TRAFFIC Europe  

October 2008 

 

The Bobcat Lynx rufus was listed in CITES Appendix II in 1977 along with all species of Felidae that had 
not already been listed. It was, and still is listed in accordance with Article II, paragraph 2 (b) and 
Criterion A in Annex 2b i.e. for look-alike reasons. At the 13th and 14th meetings of the Conference of the 
Parties (CoP13 and CoP14), the USA submitted proposals aiming to delete the Bobcat from the 
Appendices. The CoP13 proposal was withdrawn by the proponent, while the CoP14 proposal was 
rejected in a vote. Some Parties, especially the Member States of the European Union (EU), expressed 
concern about removal from the Appendices owing to potential problems controlling trade in other Lynx 
spp. and similar small cats owing to similarity of appearance with the Bobcat.  

CITES Decision 13.93 (Rev. CoP14) directs the Animals Committee to include the family Felidae in its 
Review of the Appendices, and in particular to focus initially on reviewing the Lynx species complex, 
which includes species that are listed because of similarity of appearance, such as the Bobcat. Under 
this Decision, the Animals Committee is mandated to: 

• Evaluate the listings of these species against the criteria for inclusion of species in Appendices I 
and II contained in CITES Resolution Conf. 9.24 (Rev. CoP13); 

• Assess the management and enforcement measures available to achieve effective control of 
trade in these species so as to resolve the continued need for look-alike listings; 

• Review trade information to determine whether these species are actually confused in trade or 
whether the look-alike problem is merely hypothetical.  

 

The Animal’s Committee, at its 23rd Meeting (Geneva, April 2008), recommended that a meeting be 
organized to bring together management and law enforcement authorities of the USA, Canada, and 
Mexico with range States of the Eurasian Lynx Lynx lynx and Iberian Lynx Lynx pardinus to discuss 
possible problems of illegal trade of those species. The Committee also recommended that Customs 
officials of these countries also be present and that case studies of illegal trade in Eurasian and Iberian 
Lynx be discussed at this meeting. 

This meeting will take place on 29 October 2008, in Brussels. The following document provides 
information regarding poaching and illegal trade in Eurasian and Iberian Lynx in the EU. This information 
was obtained from EU Member States directly, through a request for information on Lynx poaching and 
seizures. 

Background  

 

The Eurasian Lynx is distributed throughout Europe, Central Asia, East Asia and Siberia, with 
approximately 75% of the population ranging within the borders of the Russian Federation1. The 
Eurasian Lynx is classified as Not Threatened in the IUCN RedList 2007, based on an assessment 
conducted in 2002. Based on estimates of density and geographic range, the species’ total effective 
population size is estimated at below 50 000 mature breeding individuals, with a declining trend due to 
degradation of its habitat and prey base, and may possibly qualify as Vulnerable if these trends persist, 
or if better information on its status and range were available2. 

                                            

1 Cat Specialist Group (1996) IUCN/SSC Cat Specialist Group-Cat Species Information. IUCN, Gland, Switzerland. 

http://www.catsg.org/catsgportal/cat-website/20_cat-website/home/index_en.htm viewed 29 July 2008. 
2
 Cat Specialist Group (2002) Lynx lynx. In: IUCN 2007. 2007 IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. 

www.iucnredlist.org. Viewed on 14 July 2008.  
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According to the Guidelines for Population Level Management Plans for Large Carnivores in Europe3, 
harvest and/or illegal killing are a threat or a potential threat to all populations of Eurasian Lynx (Table 1) 

Table 1 

Population Name Threat 

Scandinavian Illegal killing has been documented to be a significant cause of mortality 
throughout Scandinavia 

Karelian Potentially harvest, although current levels are low 

Baltic Potentially illegal killing 

Carpathian Potentially illegal killing 

Bohemian-Bavarian Illegal killing 

Balkan Probably illegal killing 

Dinaric Illegal shooting 

Western Alps Illegal killing 

Eastern Alps Illegal killing 

Jura Illegal killing 

Vosges-Palatian Illegal killing 

Source: Linnell et al. (2008)3 

The Iberian Lynx is restricted to Spain and Portugal. It was included in CITES Appendix II in 1977 along 
with all Felidae spp. and was transferred to Appendix I in 1990. It is classified as Critically Endangered in 
the IUCN RedList 2007, based on an assessment conducted in 2002. Based on estimates of density and 
geographic range, the total effective population size of the Iberian lynx is estimated at 250 mature 
breeding individuals, with a declining trend due to habitat and prey base loss and persecution, and no 
subpopulation containing more than 50 mature breeding individuals4. 

Poaching and illegal trade in Eurasian and Iberian Lynx 

Member States were contacted regarding poaching and seizures of Eurasian and Iberian Lynx and 
their responses are provided in Annex 1 and summarised in Tables 2 and 3 below. 
 

Table 2 

Information about poaching and seizures of Lynx spp. reported by EU Member States 

Member State Information provided 

Czech Republic * In the time period 2004 – 2008 there have been 2 recorded seizures of Eurasian Lynx 
specimens (1 skin (unknown origin) and 1 body (from Russia)) and 1 Bobcat skin (unknown 
origin). 

* Reports of Eurasian Lynx poaching throughout the range in the Czech Republic with 
the majority coming from the areas of Southern and Western Bohemia, where the largest 
population lives (56 skulls of illegally hunted Eurasian Lynx were collected from there 
in the period 1995 – 2003). In addition, 3 Lynx were illegally killed and 5 more most 
probably. Poaching is involved in 80% of all recorded cases of Eurasian Lynx mortality in 
Southern and Western Bohemia.  

Finland * Customs: no seizures involving any lynx species or specimens between 2002-2007. 

                                                                                                                                         

 
3 
Linnell J., V. Salvatori & L. Boitani (2008). Guidelines for population level management plans for large 

carnivores in Europe. A Large Carnivore Initiative for Europe report prepared for the European 

Commission (contract 070501/2005/424162/MAR/B2). 
4
 Cat Specialist Group (2002) Lynx pardinus. In: IUCN 2007. 2007 IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. 

www.iucnredlist.org. Viewed on 14 July 2008. 
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Member State Information provided 

* Police: four lynx poaching cases investigated between 2006-July 2008. One of these 
cases was regarded as a 'borderline case', since there was a hunting license but the 
animal was felled outside the area covered by the license. 

Germany * Between 1997 and 2008, the following Lynx spp. seizures were made: 

-12 seizures of Eurasian Lynx (6 skins, 2 bodies, 3 trophies, 1 skin), of which 4 had the 
Russian Federation as country of origin and of export. 

-1 seizure of Iberian Lynx (1 skin), with Peru5 as country of origin and export 

-6 seizures of Canadian Lynx (1 garment, 2 skulls, 2 trophies, 1 skin), all with Canada or 
the USA as country of origin and/or export. 

-6 seizures of Bobcat (1 trophy, 2 garments, 2 skins and 2 skin pieces), all with Canada or 
the USA as country of origin and/or export. 

  

Greece * In 2001, Customs seized 74 whole skins of Eurasian Lynx illegally imported from 
Russia (origin and destination unknown). 

Lithuania Since January 2004, three incidents involving Lynx spp. were reported: 

* Two Eurasian Lynx shot in February 2006 in the Northern part of Lithuania (Joniskis 
district); 

* Two fur coats made of Lynx spp. were seized from a shop in June 2006; 

* An advertisement for the sale of a fur coat made of Lynx spp. was found on the 
internet in April 2008 and the coat was confiscated. 

The Netherlands Between January 2007 and August 2008, 4 seizures of Lynx spp. took place:  

* In October 2007, 1 coat from Eurasian Lynx was seized by Customs (origin China);  

* In February 2008, 1 taxidermied Bobcat body imported by postparcel was seized by 
Customs (origin USA, destination The Netherlands);  

* In August 2007, 1 Eurasian Lynx nail was seized by Customs (origin Singapore)  

* In May 2008, 4 skulls  of Canadian Lynx imported by post parcel were seized by 
Customs (origin Canada) 

Poland Confiscations: 
* In 2004, 1 Eurasian Lynx skin was confiscated (from the Russian Federation, 
destination Belgium); 
* In 2006, 6 Eurasian Lynx skins were confiscated (imported to Poland from the 
Russian Federation); 
*In 2008, 2 confiscations of Eurasian Lynx were reported by Customs (1 tanned skin 
and 1 taxidermied body, both imported from the Russian Federation); 
* In 2008, 1 case of an internet auction for a Canadian Lynx skin was investigated. 
Poaching:  
* According to the CITES Scientific Authority, poaching is an important threat for Polish 
population of Eurasian Lynx; 
* 1 dead body, 1 taxidermied specimen were found as well as a cut radio collar which 
may imply a third poaching incident; 
* Based on the literature, in Bialowieza Forest 3 out of 11 radio-collared Eurasian Lynx 
were killed illegally and in the Carpathian population 7 out of 11 Eurasian Lynx losses 
were due to poaching in 2001. 

                                            

5 Note that Peru is not a range State so it is unclear how this could be the country of origin. 
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Member State Information provided 

Portugal Since 1981, no poaching incidents or seizures of Iberian Lynx were reported in 
Portugal. 

However, during the monitoring of Iberian Lynx distribution between 1994-1997, 7 skins 
were identified, all belonging to private owners, that were supposedly obtained between 
1980 and 1993.  

Romania * No seizures of Lynx spp. made by the National Customs Authority or the National 
Environmental Guard.  
* Accordingly to the Forest Research and Management Planning Institute, 2-3 Eurasian 
Lynx are poached per year. 

Slovakia * In October 2006, 4 Eurasian Lynx specimens were seized. 
* In December 2006, 1 case of Eurasian Lynx poaching, the specimen was temporarily 
seized. 
* In July 2007, 1 Eurasian Lynx specimen was confiscated (source unknown, 
destination Slovakia). 
* In August 2007, 6 Eurasian Lynx specimens was temporarily seized. 
* In February 2008, 2 Eurasian Lynx specimens were poached and temporarily seized. 
* In May 2008, 1 Eurasian Lynx specimen was seized, it may have been poached. 

Slovenia * To date, Slovene enforcement authorities have not recorded any case of illegal trade in 
Eurasian Lynx.  

* The Hunting and Fisheries Inspectorate reports that trade does not pose any threat to 
Eurasian Lynx in Slovenia and poaching of this species is very scarce (no cases were 
recorded in the last five years).  

* Trade in hunting trophies from neighbouring countries is a reason for concern. 

Spain * No evidence of poaching or seizures for Iberian or Eurasian Lynx. 

Sweden *In an 11 year period, 60 reports involving substantial suspicions of Eurasian Lynx 
poaching were reported. This compares with researcher’s calculations of an average of 
100-150 specimens being poached annually. 

UK *In the last 3 years, there have not been any seizures of Eurasian or Iberian Lynx by 
Customs. 

* Between December 2006 and April 2008, there were 9 intelligence reports relating to 
Lynx furs involving: 

* 3 lynx furs for sale on eBay (2 with origin Russian Federation); 

* 1 lynx coat for sale on eBay; 

* 1 possible CITES offences relating to a Eurasian Lynx Skull  

* 1 possible display offences regarding a rescue centre in Peterborough that could have 
some larger cats such as Lynx; 

* 1 offence relating to a search on a taxidermist house in 2004; 

* 1 company in London selling fur coats including lynx.  

Source: Information submitted by EU Member States in response to a request sent out by the 
European Commission in July 2008. 
 
Eleven Eurasian Lynx range States within the EU responded to the request for information. Seven of 
these reported cases of poaching, representing a total of 79 poached animals, plus 65 animals which 
are strongly suspected to have been poached, 3 additional cases where poaching may have occurred, 
and 2-3 poached animals a year in Romania. For the Iberian Lynx, Spain did not report any cases of 
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poaching while Portugal reported that 7 skins were found which are thought to come from animals 
poached between 1980-1993 (Table 3). 
 
Of the fourteen EU Member States that responded to the request for information, six reported seizures 
involving Eurasian and/or Iberian Lynx (as well as one possible CITES offence relating to a Eurasian 
Lynx in the UK). In total, 104 specimens (skins, coats, bodies, trophies) plus one nail of Eurasian Lynx 
and one specimen of Iberian Lynx were reported to have been seized (Table 3). 
 
Table 3 

Overview of poaching and seizures of Eurasian and Iberian Lynx in the European Union, as 

reported by EU Member States 

  Poaching Seizures 

Member State Year/period Eurasian Lynx  Iberian Lynx Eurasian Lynx  Iberian Lynx 

Czech Republic 1995-2003 56 skulls found 
3 cases + 5 
strongly probable 
cases  

Not a range 
State 

2 cases None reported 

Finland 2006-July 
2008 

3 poaching cases 
4investigated + 1 
animal shot with 
a license but 
outside the area 
covered by the 
license. 

Not a range 
State 

None reported None reported 

Germany 1997-2008 None reported 

  

Not a range 
State 

6 skins, 2 bodies, 
3 trophies, 1 skin 
(of which 4 had 
the Russian 
Federation as 
country of origin 
and of export). 

1 skin, with 
Peru6 as 
country of 
origin and 
export  

Greece 2001 None reported Not a range 
State 

74 whole skins 
from Russia 
(origin and 
destination 
unknown) 

None reported 

Lithuania Jan. 2004-
2008 

2 cases Not a range 
State 

None reported None reported 

The Netherlands Jan. 2007-
Aug. 2008 

Not a range State Not a range 
State 

1 coat (origin 
China);  

1 nail (origin 
Singapore)  

None reported 

Poland 2001-2008 According to the 
CITES Scientific 
Authority, 
poaching is an 
important threat 
for Polish 
population of 
Eurasian Lynx 12 
cases + possible 
additional case 
(cut radio collar 

Not a range 
State 

1 skin (from the 
Russian 
Federation, 
destination 
Belgium), 
- 6 skins 
(imported to 
Poland from the 
Russian 
Federation); 
- 1 tanned skin 

None 
reported 

                                            

6 Note that Peru is not a range State so it is unclear how this could be the country of origin. 
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  Poaching Seizures 

Member State Year/period Eurasian Lynx  Iberian Lynx Eurasian Lynx  Iberian Lynx 

found but not the 
animal) 

and 1 
taxidermied 
body (both 
imported from 
the Russian 
Federation). 

Portugal 
1980-2008 

Not a range 
States 

7 skins were 
identified that 
are thought to 
relate to 
poaching in 
1980-1993 

None reported 
None reported 

Romania Not specified 2-3 cases per 
year 

Not a range 
State 

None reported None 
reported 

Slovakia Oct. 2006-
2008 

3 case 
 + 1 possible 
additional case. 

Not a range 
State 

6 specimens 
(source 
unknown) +6 
specimens 
temporarily 
seized. 

None 
reported 

Slovenia 2003-2008 None reported. 
The Hunting and 
Fisheries 
Inspectorate 
reports that 
poaching of this 
species is very 
scarce.  

Not a range 
States 

None reported  

 

None reported 

Spain Not specified None reported None reported None reported None reported 

Sweden 1997-2008 60 reports 
involving 
substantial 
suspicions of 
poaching. 
 Researchers 
calculated that an 
average of 100-
150 animals are 
poached 
annually. 

Not a range 
State 

None reported None 
reported 

UK 2005-2008 Not a range State  Not a range 
State 

1 possible 
CITES offences 
relating to a skull 

None reported 

Source: Information submitted by EU Member States in response to a request sent out by the 
European Commission in July 2008. Information about which Member States are range States are 
taken from UNEP-WCMC’s Species Database www.unep-wcmc.org.  
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Annex 3.1  

Incidences of poaching and seizures of Iberian and Eurasian Lynx reported by EU Member 

States 

 

Czech Republic 

 

Poaching: 

The majority of poachers have been recruited from legal organized association of huntsmen, which has a 
long-time history in our country. One of the reasons for poaching of large beasts (bear, wolf and lynx) is 
that the huntsmen consider these animals to be their competitors in hunting for other forest animals 
(such as roe deer, which are allowed to be hunted by the huntsmen legally).  

The scientific institution – the Academy of Sciences of the Czech Republic - conducted recently an 
anonymous survey concerning poaching of the large beasts among the members of this association. For 
this purpose, two hundred and four huntsmen were involved in this research, which covered 1,68% of 
huntsmen from the area of occurrence of Lynx lynx. The main results of the survey (incl. the questions 
and answers) concerning the Lynx only are given below: 

Does the Lynx belong to the nature of the Czech Republic? 

Yes 11,1% 

Yes, but . . . 40,5% 

No 48,4% 

Should be hunting of the Lynx allowed? 

Yes, all year 9,3% 

Yes, limitedly 84,8% 

No 5,9% 

I know about illegal hunting of the Lynx (at least one case). 

Yes 37,2% 

No 62,8% 

 

I have hunted a Lynx illegally. 

Yes, once 8,3% 

Yes, more than once 1,5% 

No 89,7% 

Without answer 0,5% 

The competent authorities have registered reports about poaching of Lynx from all the areas of its 
occurrence in the Czech Republic with the majority coming from the areas of Southern and Western 
Bohemia, where is the largest Lynx population. It was also being collected 56 skulls of illegally hunted 
Lynx in the period 1995 – 2003 in this region. Apart from that, the scientists of the Academy of Sciences 



Internal briefing prepared by TRAFFIC Europe for the European Commission in accordance  

with the EC Monitoring Contract (No.070307/2007/479422/MAR/E2).   

AC24 Doc. 10.3 – p. 18 

 
 

of the Czech Republic have observed 16 specimens of Lynx using the method of radiotelemetry; three 
Lynx were hunted illegally without fail, five Lynx most probably. The research reveals that poaching 
participates on mortality of Lynx specimens in 80% of all recorded cases in Southern and Western 
Bohemia. Lynx lynx belongs to the animals prohibited from hunting according to our national law (since 
July 2002). On the other hand, it is very difficult to produce evidence of concrete cases of illegal hunting. 
One of the reasons is that huntsmen are not willing to provide their testimony testifying against their 
acquaintances. No poacher has been convicted of illegal hunting of Lynx in the Czech Republic yet. 

Seizures: 

In the time period 2004 – 2008 there have been recorded three seizures of Lynx specimens. It concerned 
two specimens of Lynx lynx (skin – unknown origin, house search and body – seizure at the airport 
Ruzyně, import from Russia) and one specimen of Lynx rufus (skin - unknown origin).  

 
Source: Silvie Ucová, CITES Scientific Authority for the Czech Republic 

 

Finland 

 

-Customs: no seizures involving any lynx species or specimens between 2002-2007. 

-Police: four lynx poaching cases investigated between 2006-July 2008. One of these cases was 
regarded as a 'borderline case', since there was a hunting license but the animal was felled outside the 
area covered by the license. 

-Police: stashing of illegally hunted lynx: between 2006-July 2008 no investigated cases, but one noted 
as 'borderline case', where the skin(?) 'was bought from an unknown Russian man'. 

One earlier case (2002) caught some headlines in the papers, when the meat stash of a quite organised 
league (it seems that the action revolved around a small company registered as a meat and fish trading 
company established in 1999) in easternmost Finland was uncovered: it seems that they shot most 
'game' coming their way, also protected species (birds). At least one lynx carcass was found in their cold 
stores at the time of capture. 

-I also talked to one of our leading game expert, Ilpo Kojola at the Finnish Game and Fisheries Research 
Institute: the individual marking of live lynx specimens is only starting in Finland the coming winter, which 
means that there is no way to estimate the amount of poaching at the moment. It will take Finland ca 10 
years to obtain the same level of data as Sweden has today, and to draw any conclusions about the 
levels of poaching via this method. 

The lynx population is increasing in Finland, and it is also legally hunted each year (max 20 animals this 
year, and only with licenses issued with the aim of decreasing 'very serious damages'). 

Finally, FYI, the data and the experts' gut feeling about poaching of wolf and bear seems to be more 
substantial, for various reasons. According to my recollection, these species were the ones we more or 
less spontaneously commented on at the EG meeting in April this year. 

Source: Stella From, CITES Management Authority for Finland 

Germany 

Legally valid confiscations of specimens from Lynx spp., imported into Germany without the required documents 

1996 - 2008 (update: 29.09.2008)      

Year of 
confiscation Species Quantity Unit Description 

Country of 
origin 

Country of 
export 

1997 LYNX LYNX 1 PC SKU XX BY                                                                             
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1997 LYNX PARDINUS 1 PC SKI PE PE                                                                         

1997 LYNX CANADENSIS 1 PC TRO XX CA                                                                       

1998 LYNX LYNX 1 PC SKI AE AE                                                                             

1998 LYNX LYNX 1 PC SKI KZ KZ                                                                             

1998 LYNX LYNX 1 PC SKI RU RU                                                                             

1998 LYNX LYNX 1 PC TRO PK PK                                                    

2000 LYNX LYNX 1 PC SKI RU RU                                                                             

2000 LYNX RUFUS 1 PC SKI US US                                                                            

2000 LYNX RUFUS 1 PC TRO US US                                                                            

2001 LYNX CANADENSIS 1 PC SKI XX CA                                                                       

2001 LYNX CANADENSIS 1 PC SKU US US                  

2002 LYNX LYNX 1 PC BOD MN MN                                                                             

2002 LYNX LYNX 1 PC SKI RU RU                                                                

2003 LYNX LYNX 1 PC TRO RO RO                                                                             

2003 LYNX RUFUS 2 PC SKP XX US                                                                            

2004 LYNX LYNX 1 PC TRO RO RO                                                                             

2005 LYNX LYNX 1 PC BOD KZ KZ                                                                             

2005 LYNX RUFUS 1 PC SKI XX US                                   

2006 LYNX RUFUS 1 PC GAR US US                                                                            

2006 LYNX CANADENSIS 1 PC GAR CA US                                                                      

2006 LYNX CANADENSIS 1 PC SKU CA CA                                                                       

2006 LYNX CANADENSIS 1 PC TRO CA CA                                                                       

2007 LYNX RUFUS 1 PC GAR US US                                                                            

2008 LYNX LYNX 1 PC SKI RU RU                                                                             

 

Source: Mario Sterz, CITES Management Authority for Germany 
 

Greece 

In 2001, the E΄ Customs Office, located at the International Airport of Thessaloniki, seized 74 whole skins 
of Lynx lynx species illegally imported from Russia (their origin and destination were unknown). 

Source: G. Vardakis, CITES Management Authority for Greece 
 

Lithuania 

During the last few years (since 01.2004) in Lithuania are registred tree accidents with Lynx spp.: 

1. In 14.02.2006 in Northern part of Lithuania (Joniskis district) hunter during the legal hunting shot two 
animals Lynx lynx. Against this person was initiated criminal case. Both animals were confiscated and 
Person was penalaized for 1700 LTL (~500 Euros). After this incident Government of Lithuania speedily 
has adopted decision for caused damage and raised fine up to 15000 LTL (~ 4335 Euros). 

2. In 06.2006 during inspection in furshop were found two furcoats with details (in total 10 pieces) made 
from Lynx spp. fur. Any documents of origin for these furcoats were presented. These details were 
remowed from coat and confiscated. Shop owner was penalized for 500 LTL (~150 Euros). 

3. In 13.04.2008 In Internet was found an announcement for sale of Lynx spp. 

furcoat. Person was identifyted, Any documents of origin for these furcoats were presented. Furcoat was 
confiscated and person was penalized for 200 LTL (~60 Euros). 
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Source: Eugenijus Leonavicus, CITES Management Authority for Lithuania 
 

The Netherlands 

 

For all seizures from the Customs and the General Inspection Service we are the caretaker for these 
goods. Herewith we give 4 seizures in the period from 1 January  2007 till  31-august 2008.: 

Number: 6-21587 

1 coat from Felis Lynx 

Land of origin:  China 

date seizure ; 3th October 2007 

Place: airport Amsterdam.  

Seizure by: Customs 

 

Number  6-21903 

1  prepared Lynx rufus 

land of origin: USA / Destination in the Netherlands 

date of seizure: 18th of February 2008 

Place Central Post office Customs , Amsterdam 

Seizure by: Customs 

Remarks:  import by postparcel. 
 

Number: 6-22355 

1 nail of Lynx lynx 

land of origin : Singapore 

Dater of seizure; 29th of august 2007 

Place: Airport Amsterdam 

Seizure by : Customs 
 

Number: 6-22587 

4 skulls  Lynx Canadensis 

Land of origin: Canada 

Date of seizure; 30th of May 2008 

Place: Central Post office Customs, Amsterdam 

Seizure by: Customs 

Remarks: together with 6 skulls of Ursus americanus  and 2 skulls of Lontra Canadensis 

Imported by postparcel 

There are no seizures of living Lynx. 

Source: Henk Vonk, IBG Confiscated Goods in the Netherlands 
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Poland
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Source: Sylwia Jurzyk, Deputy Director of the Department of National Forms of Nature Conservation, 
Ministry of Environment 
 

Portugal 

Since Portugal signed and ratified CITES (1981) no poaching or seizures of Iberian Lynx were 
registered. 

However, we have knowledge of 7 skins identified during the monitoring of Iberian Lynx distribution that 
occurred under the LIFE project "Conservation of the Iberian Lynx (Lynx pardinus) in Portugal" (1994-
1997), that were supposedly obtained between 1980 and 1993. All those skins belonged to private 
owners kept confidential as a condition to allow access of researchers to genetic material. Since that we 
have no information on other specimens. 

Source: João José Loureiro, CITES Management Authority for Portugal 

 

Romania 

 

The National Customs Authority and also National Environmental Guard have informed the Management 
Authority that they haven’t seized specimens of Lynx spp. According to the information received from the 
Forest Research and Management Planning Institute, the poaching incidences is insignificant, with only 
a few cases reported every year (2-3 specimens/year). 

Source: Roxana Cazacu, CITES Management Authority for Romania
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Slovenia 

 

Up to date Slovene enforcement authorities (customs, police and inspectorates) have not recorded any case of 
illegal trade in this species. The Hunting and Fisheries Inspectorate (Simšič, 2006) reports  that trade does not 
pose any threat to lynx in Slovenia. According to Simšič, poaching of this species is also very scarce (no cases 
were recorded in the last five years).  

6.  Are there other identified threats to the species? 

The main threats to lynx population in Slovenia can be classified as follows: 

Insufficient lynx’s basic prey (roe deer) owing to its reduction caused by hunting and other activities such as 
forestry and agriculture  

Insufficient population size of lynx with regard to viability, and weak links between population nuclei in the Alps 
to the north and the Dinaric Mountains to the south 

Inbreeding as a consequence of the founder effect 

Fragmentation of habitat, which is severely limited by the oldest motorway section in Slovenia, as well as the 
potential fragmentation of large forest complexes in several regions. 

Opposition from certain interest groups (eg. sheep and goat farmers) to lynxes’ presence in a certain area, 
combined with low awareness of general public on this species and its role in the ecosystem 

Traffic. In Slovenia, losses caused by traffic represent 3,1 % of all specimes taken from the wild by all causes  

Poaching  

7.  Is this species being adversely impacted by trade, or is it likely to become so without continued listing in 
the Appendices? 

According to available information, trade does not pose a threat to the population of this species in Slovenia. 
However, trade in hunting trophies from neighbouring countries is a reason for concern. Precautionary principle 
should be applied when considering possible exclusion of  Lynx lynx from CITES Appendix II.  

Source: Robert Bolješič, CITES Management Authority for Slovenia 

Spain 

 

No evidence of poaching or seizures for Iberian or Eurasian Lynx. 
 
Source: Rosa Tortajada Perrote, CITES Management Authority for Spain 

 

Sweden 

We have discovered 76 reports of suspected poaching for lynxes. In 16 cases, the police or prosecutor judged 
has decided to drop the investigation because no crime is considered to have been committed. This 
consequently leaves 60 reports involving substantial suspicions of lynx poaching. The dark figure for illegal 
hunting appears to be even larger for lynxes than for wolves, when we look at 60 reported cases where there 
are substantial suspicions of illegal hunting over 11 years, compared with researchers calculations of 100-150 
poached lynxes annually. 

Source: Poaching for large predators – conflict in a lawless land? English summary of Brå report No 2007:22. 
Downloaded from 

http://www.bra.se/extra/measurepoint/?module_instance=4&name=Summary_illegal_jakt_stora_rovdjur.pdf&url
=/dynamaster/file_archive/080408/7aa8c04ec5033bdcd5247a03ad94a0ca/Summary%255fillegal%255fjakt%2
55fstora%255frovdjur.pdf on 18 September 2008. 
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UK 

 

-There have not been any seizures of Eurasian or Iberian Lynx by Customs in the last three years. 

Source: Peter Macnab, Customs & International CITES Policy, Her Majesty’s Revenue and Customs 

-However, there were 9 intelligence reports relating to Lynx furs dated between December 2006 and April 2008.  

1. Lynx fur being for sale on eBay – seller was living in Cornwall  
2. Russian lynx fur for sale on eBay – seller was living in London  
3. Russian lynx fur for sale on eBay – seller was a fashion boutique in London  
4. Lynx coat for sale on eBay – seller was living in Dorset  
5. Possibly CITES offences relating to a Eurasian Lynx Skull  
6. Lynx coat for sale on eBay - seller was living in London  
7. Possibly display offences regarding a rescue centre in Peterborough that could have 

some larger cats such as Lynx  
8. Relating to a search on a taxidermist house in 2004 in Norfolk  
9. Company in London selling fur coats including Lynx.  

 

Source: Natalie M. O. Smith, Criminal Intelligence Analyst, National Wildlife Crime Unit 
 

 


