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Protectionist NGOs Obstruct Real Conservation 
And the Dunning-Kruger Effect keeps them in power 

Editorial by Gerhard R. Damm 

READ TIME 9 MINS 

Through social media, protectionist NGOs are flourishing. Anti-hunting groups broadly refuse—or 

refute—scientific research and often ignore socio-economic factors while collecting millions in 

donations and saddling range states and rural communities with high conservation costs. It doesn’t 

have to be this way. 

Conservation used to be largely the purview of biologists and zoologists working for research 

universities or toiling in the field for government agencies. More recently, social sciences such 

as behavioral economics, sociology and ethics entered the conservation equation, followed by 

due consideration of the needs of rural communities and their livelihoods. Aldo Leopold, the 

venerated American environmentalist, ecologist, conservationist, forester and hunter, had 

suggested this holistic approach to wildlife management already in 1939. 

What Leopold did not foresee was the emergence of a class of NGO (non-governmental 

organization, usually non-profit, and targeting social or political issues) whose sole raison d’être 

is to deny the use of wildlife, be it for food, clothing, income, work, recreation or anything else, 
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especially hunting. These organizations now spread their anti-use campaigns around the globe 

through often-biased news releases and the massive mobilization of under- or misinformed 

followers on social media. And then the issues are uncritically taken up by celebrities and 

politicians vying for popularity and votes.  

Most news consumers, including celebrities and politicians, don’t fully grasp the complexity of 

conservation issues. This makes it easier to aggressively spread negative publicity about the 

use of natural resources, wildlife in particular. 

Protectionist NGOs typically refuse to accept conservation practices based on field research, 

socio-economic considerations and good science. By seeking to ban even regulated, 

sustainable, fee-paid hunting, their actions force wildlife-range states to dig into their own 

pockets to pay for conservation and to protect biodiversity. They also upset the livelihoods of 

indigenous communities, which are treated to the moralizing of urbanites whose lives and 

perspectives are fundamentally different. 

This relentless, misguided enviro-political activism raises serious ethical concerns, especially 

as it is no longer the pastime of a few fringe idealists. Today, the moral outrage of anti-hunting 

activists is global, well-directed and smacks of outright professionalism; anti-hunting 

campaigns are structured along hard-nosed business models. 

Groups like Humane Society International, the Humane Society of the US, Born Free, the 

International Fund for Animal Welfare and other ban-all-hunting movements are now market-

based. Together, they employ thousands of people, require large, steady revenue streams 

(generally in tax-deductible donations) and annually manage hundreds of millions of dollars, 

euros and pounds. 

Such size and professionalization are expensive. To keep donations flowing, these groups need 

to create the perception of permanent crisis. This demands constant publicity, outreach, 

advertising and promotion. It’s a cycle that can raise legitimacy and accountability questions: Is 

this NGO honest with its members and sponsors about objectives and achievements? Does it 

collect money to cover payrolls and ad buys, or does it fund real conservation action on the 

ground, be it in the field or the halls of power? 
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Typically, professional NGO activism is glossed over for the public. Member-donors are invited 

to see their organization’s spokespeople as untiring, idealistic campaigners and influencers. In 

fact, they are salaried lobbyists who live on the self-declared platform that they fight only for 

the common good. 

Such anti-use activists tend to employ science when it suits their needs and otherwise 

suppress or twist it. They rarely provide research-based solutions for the complex problems of 

habitat and wildlife conservation, or the needs of rural communities that co-exist with wildlife. 

Lobbyists have no responsibilities beyond selling their viewpoints, and the public often does 

not hold them accountable. All that’s required is an emotionally charged photo and a lurid 

headline—backed up by an interview on a chat show that is part of a sophisticated PR 

campaign. 

Should bloody images, arrogant slogans, half-true information and blatant refusals to 

compromise fail to sway the public, there’s the possibility of corruption, as in some apparent 

vote-buying at the recent CITES Convention in Geneva. Finally, our anti-use NGOs may simply 

invoke the Precautionary Principle: Resist any action or legislation whose effects may be 

disputed—by anyone, but especially by themselves. 

Protectionist NGOs also try to sabotage multilateral environmental agreements—CITES and 

the Convention on Migratory Species, for example—and national policies such as the 

reopening of elephant hunting in Botswana. In this, their tools are knee-jerk legislation like the 

proposed CECIL Act in the US and the ban on hunting-trophy imports to some EU countries 

and the UK. Protectionists also fight to shelter more and more species under legal umbrellas 

such as CITES and ESA, the US Endangered Species Act, whether or not wildlife scientists 

agree. 

Globally, billions of people, especially those who follow social media, are constantly subjected 

to this coordinated, relentless and professionally packaged barrage of protectionist 

propaganda—truly “fake news.” These campaigner-influencers and their organizations and 

followers will not take in any views, however credible, different from their own except to 

attack them. Their reactions to the letter (“Trophy hunting bans imperil biodiversity”) in Science 

Magazine in August, signed by 133 researchers and conservationists, myself among them, 

make this clear. 
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Professional protectionist NGOs are sophisticated operations, led by people whose expertise 

is management and fund-raising, and not conservation. They, and many of their ardent 

followers, appear to demonstrate a form of cognitive bias called the Dunning-Kruger Effect, an 

“illusory superiority” that “comes from the inability of people to recognize their lack of ability 

[in conservation sciences].”  

In other words, they’re too ignorant to realize how ignorant they are. Enjoying their emotional 

outrage and the mantra-like repetition of false information, anti-use zealots would rather 

remain atop the peak of Mt. Stupid—or descend into the Valley of Despair—rather than make 

the arduous climb up the Slope of Enlightenment. After all, studying peer-reviewed scientific 

papers is hard work, especially if the information doesn’t fit one’s preconceived beliefs. 

A couple of decades ago, DKE-infected anti-hunters were a minority that could be discounted. 

But with social media, which they have learned to use to great effect (and sustainable-use 

proponents have not), this sort of activism has become a serious challenge. Fact-based rebuttal 

or feedback is rarely successful; in fact, it is often suppressed on anti-use websites. Readjusting 

their ideas or moral compass, much less admitting that they were wrong, would put an end to 

their careers. Their goal is polarization, not constructive, solution-oriented dialogue. 
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Their disciples—such as Trevor Noah, who recently used platitudes and false information to 

belittle hunting on The Daily Show; Tory MP Zac Goldsmith, who serves in the Conservative 

Johnson-Cabinet as Minister of State for Environment and International Development, and 

just introduced legislation to ban imports of hunting trophies of animals on Cites Appendix I 

and II in the UK; or US Representative Raúl Grijalva (D-AZ) of CECIL Act (HR2245) fame —1

would do better to rely on sound advice from scientists instead of quoting biased ban-all-

hunting campaigns. 

Some would say that, as public personages, these leaders have a responsibility to seek out the 

truth: Regulated, sustainable hunting harms neither society nor biodiversity and its myriad 

components; on the contrary, it supports many aspects of conservation, and it can level the 

economic playing fields for many rural communities. 

Wildlife researchers, rural communities and government authorities in hunting states must 

realize that it is no longer enough to publish peer-reviewed papers in the academic literature. 

Conservation research results must be communicated to the global audience through news 

releases that speak to non-specialists in plain language. Those who value biodiversity and 

understand the needs of people who live with wildlife must also engage with the world at large 

via social media. 

Scientists especially must leave their academic cocoons and use all media outlets to counter 

false and out-of-context information—only relentless proactive engagement will get real 

science into the spotlight, eventually to be recognized by society in general and legislators in 

particular. 

As for the hunters among our readers: Recognize that you too may suffer from the Dunning-

Kruger Effect in some aspects of your life. Don’t settle for “we’ve always done it this way” or “I 

know what’s right”. Investigate, ask questions, look for better solutions and then, as necessary, 

adapt. (Begin by reading “Hunting & Social Media: Namibia Has a Position on That” in this issue, 

followed by “The Dilemmas of Wildlife Management.”) 

 The “Conserving Ecosystems by Ceasing the Importa7on of Large Animal Trophies” (CECIL) Act passed the US House 1

of Representa7ves’ Natural Resources CommiGee on September 18 on a straight party-line vote. ALer the vote, Rep. 
Tom McClintock (R-CA) called the legisla7on “Exhibit A” of the colonial aQtude of certain lawmakers, who persist in 
telling African countries how to manage their wildlife, and that this sen7ment is “deeply resented across the en7re 
[African] con7nent for good reason.”
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Sustainable hunting is only one piece in the complex puzzle of biodiversity conservation. Get 

active in hunting and conservation organizations. Practice and teach sustainable hunting, 

hunting ethics and fair chase. Stay informed about all aspects of conservation and true 

environmentalism. Speak and write to your local and regional news editors, the schools of your 

kids, your neighbors and friends. Expand your social network to spread factual information 

about the hunting side of the biodiversity/conservation story in understandable, non-

inflammatory language.  

Given some daylight, truth is powerful. 

Gerhard Damm is the joint Editor-in-Chief of Conservation Frontlines and President of Conservation 
Frontlines Foundation. 

Banner Image: A 2018 anti-hunting demonstration in New York City during WRATH, the Worldwide 
Rally Against Trophy Hunting. TheirTurn.net photo 

 A World That Values The Conservation And Livelihood Benefits Of Sustainable Wildlife Utilization 



Conservation Frontlines E-Magazine Vol.1-4, October 2019 Page 8

Conservationists Should Support Trophy Hunting 
By Catherine E. Semcer

READ TIME 12 MINUTES

Why I joined 132 other researchers and conservationists in signing the open letter “Trophy hunting 

bans imperil biodiversity,” published in Science Magazine on August 30, 2019. 

With the Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services 

(IPBES) reporting that 1 million species are at increased risk of extinction in the coming 

decades, ending trophy hunting may seem logical. However, bans on trophy hunting are likely 

to increase the challenge of conserving the world’s biodiversity. This is why 133 conservation 

researchers and practitioners, myself included, signed a letter  in Science Magazine last week 

highlighting why the trophy hunting bans currently being debated in the United States, United 

Kingdom and European Union are ill advised. 
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The signatories to the letter are neither politicians nor celebrities but rather people who have 

dedicated their lives to the study and conservation of wildlife. We are associated with 

institutions ranging from the University of Oxford to the IUCN, the International Union for 

Conservation of Nature, to the Frankfurt Zoological Society and other respected conservation 

and sustainable-development nonprofits. Most signatories, including me, are not trophy 

hunters and not all of us are entirely comfortable with trophy hunting—but we are all deeply 

uncomfortable with the loss of species and habitats that trophy hunting bans are likely to 

perpetuate. 

Preventing extinction by conserving habitat

Our position has been met with skepticism from activists, members of the media and the 

general public who find trophy hunting abhorrent. This is to be expected given the heightened 

emotions many feel at the sight of a dead animal considered rare or exotic. That such a scene 

could produce positive outcomes for the conservation of biodiversity seems nonsensical to 

such people; however, it is not. 

If we are to reverse the decline of a million or more species toward extinction, then the most 

fundamental action that must be taken is the conservation of habitat. The need for habitat 

conservation is woven throughout the Convention on Biological Diversity’s Aichi Targets, 

forms the foundation of two of the 17 United Nations Sustainable Development Goals and has 

been a longstanding goal of international assistance programs such as those overseen 

by USAID. 

In much of the world, especially in emerging markets like Africa, habitat conservation depends 

on making wildlife economically competitive with other land uses. Habitat conversion and 

degradation—particularly due to crop farming and herding of livestock—are among the 

top threats to species conservation in Africa and around the globe. Reducing the incentive to 

transform wildlands into pastures and farms by clearing woodland and killing wildlife that prey 

on livestock or compete for forage is essential to conservation. 

As our Science letter points out, trophy hunting operations in Sub-Saharan Africa have 

provided incentives to conserve an area of wildlife habitat more than six times the size of the 

US National Park System. This includes nearly 50 million acres (20.2 million ha) of private 

hunting reserves in South Africa that form a market-based conservation estate comprising 

16.8% of the country’s total land area. It also includes more than 14% of Zimbabwe’s total land 

 A World That Values The Conservation And Livelihood Benefits Of Sustainable Wildlife Utilization 

https://www.cbd.int/sp/targets/
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/?menu=1300
https://www.usaid.gov/biodiversity
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/10/9/095015
https://www.nature.com/news/biodiversity-the-ravages-of-guns-nets-and-bulldozers-1.20381
https://pubag.nal.usda.gov/catalog/2172265


Conservation Frontlines E-Magazine Vol.1-4, October 2019 Page 10

area. These areas multiply the conservation impact of adjacent protected areas such as 

national parks. 

This habitat conservation is a direct result of the fact that trophy hunting can be profitable for 

landowners and community members. In South Africa, most hunting reserves are former cattle 

ranches that were converted to wildlife conservation after legal changes allowed landowners 

to hold property rights in wildlife. These rights give landowners incentives to maintain high-

quality habitat on their land. They also encourage healthy wildlife populations that enable 

owners to sell hunting opportunities that, together with value-added products such as game 

meat, are worth an estimated $131 million per year to rural South Africans. 

In Zimbabwe, 777,000 households benefit from cost-sharing arrangements with trophy 

hunting operations under which they receive half of the accumulated revenues each year. This 

has led to a 15% to 25% increase in household incomes, depending on the region. In Zambia, 

trophy hunting has contributed to improved food security in a country where 63% of people 

live in poverty. The tangible benefits provided by trophy hunting encourage communities to 

see wildlands and healthy wildlife populations as economic assets rather than liabilities, and 

discourage the expansion of agriculture into undeveloped areas.  

Trophy hunting revenues also ensure that habitat is well cared for, especially where 

government budgets are limited. In Tanzania, all of the expenses related to the government’s 

anti-poaching activities are funded by trophy hunting. Poaching, along with habitat loss, has 

been identified as one of the most significant threats to the world’s biodiversity. 

Those seeking to ban all trophy hunting should take note of the fact that following US and 

European Union bans on the importation of lion trophies from Tanzania, the revenues to fund 

those anti-poaching units decreased by 23% and led to a corresponding decrease in the ability 

of rangers to safeguard wildlife. 

The long-term impacts of piecemeal bans like the ones against lion trophies remain to be seen, 

but they seem certain to risk undermining habitat conservation that is at the heart of global 

efforts to curtail extinctions. The economic viability of trophy hunting programs depends on 

their ability to manage a limited, regulated offtake of high-value species such as lion. Should 

this ability be denied—by, for example, import bans in the markets where most trophy hunters 
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come from—researchers believe wildlife would no longer be an economically competitive land 

use on more than 14 million acres of wildlands in Tanzania, Mozambique and Zambia alone. 

Wildlands like these provide habitat not only for well-known and charismatic species like lions, 

but also for countless birds, insects, small mammals, reptiles and fishes. While these creatures 

are often ignored by hunters and photo tourists alike, they collectively form a much greater 

share of the world’s biodiversity than the large mammals that draw millions of visitors to Africa 

each year. These “little things that run the world” must not be overlooked in the ongoing public 

debate around trophy hunting. 

For example, in Tanzania’s Kilombero Valley, a key wildlife corridor between the Selous Game 

Reserve and the Udzungwa Mountains, trophy hunting revenues provide economic incentives 

to keep intact wildlands that provide habitat for the Kilombero weaver, Kilombero cisticola, 

Kilombero white-tailed cisticola and Kilombero reed frog, all of which are endemic to the area. 

In South Africa, habitat provided by private hunting reserves has been credited with helping 

avert the extirpation of the leopard tortoise and the extinctions of the geometric tortoise and 

Waterberg copper butterfly. These reserves have also been essential in promoting the 

recovery of species on the IUCN Red List and the US Endangered Species Act. These include 

the white and black southern species of rhino, the bontebok and Cape Mountain zebra. 

In Mozambique’s Coutada 11, a hunting area covering roughly a million acres, 405,000 

hectares, scientists have discovered a species of mole rat, Cryptomis bierai, that may be 

taxonomically distinct. More discoveries like these likely await in Africa’s hunting areas—but 

for them to be appreciated by science and by those who benefit from healthy ecosystems, the 

habitat in these areas must be protected. 

The limits of photo-tourism

Critics of trophy hunting have suggested that such areas would be better conserved if they 

were converted to photo-tourism. These critics cite photo-tourism’s comparative advantage in 

total contribution to GDP as well as revenue generation and job creation. However, this 

argument ignores some critical contexts that demonstrate that trophy hunting and photo-

tourism are not interchangeable. 
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First, local support for conservation depends less on its overall contribution to national GDP 

and more on its benefits to households in and adjacent to conservation areas. While the number 

of jobs created by trophy hunting are low compared to the tourism industry overall and 

national labor markets, trophy hunting areas typically have low human population densities 

and small labor pools. Locally, there can be fewer than 1,000 households, and job creation 

stemming from trophy hunting can be significant. 

Second, while the contributions of trophy hunting to GDP are relatively small, they have a 

disproportionately large impact on the budgets of wildlife conservation agencies. Tanzania 

provides a prime example of this, with the Tanzania Wildlife Authority receiving 60% of its 

total operating budget from trophy hunting fees charged by the agency. 

In contrast, revenues from photo-tourism have a less consistent record of contributing to 

conservation. A 2016 report from the UN World Tourism Organization found that only half of 

photo-tourism operations in Africa were directly contributing to anti-poaching or other 

conservation efforts. 

Third, by focusing on cash generated by trophy hunting, critics ignore how those revenues 

compare with other conservation enterprises as well as the added economic value to local 

communities provided by trophy hunting. Even the lower end of the estimated revenue 

generation from trophy hunting is still one-third higher than the $142 million generated by 

protected-area entrance fees in 14 African countries. And, unlike photo-tourism, trophy 

hunting also contributes to local and regional food security. Researchers estimate that trophy 

hunting in Zambia provides more than 286,000 pounds (130,000 kg) of meat each year—with 

an estimated value of $600,000—to nearby rural communities. 

Finally, most of the areas currently used for trophy hunting lack the scenery, infrastructure, 

amenities and other qualities that are typically needed for photo-tourism. 

An analysis conducted in Botswana concluded that trophy hunting was the only economically 

viable wildlife-dependent land use on two-thirds of the country’s wildlife estate. 

Other research has concluded that only 22% of Botswana’s Northern Conservation Zone has 

intermediate to high potential for photo-tourism. 

Moreover, a study published in 2016 determined that if trophy hunting were removed from 

community conservancies in Namibia, 84% of those conservancies would become financially 
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insolvent. This insolvency would place a wildlife area five times the size of Yosemite National 

Park at increased risk of conversion to agriculture or development. 

What might befall Africa’s biodiversity if campaigns to ban trophy hunting are successful is 

already playing out in Kenya. Since banning big-game hunting, in 1977, the country has 

witnessed deeply troubling declines in its native biodiversity, including many species 

considered common in other countries where trophy hunting is integrated into the 

conservation system. These declines have simultaneously occurred with expanded livestock 

grazing in the country’s rural areas and increased political tensions between Kenyan wildlife 

authorities and rural communities over failures to address human-wildlife conflict and the lack 

of sharing of photo-tourism revenues. 

Lessons for a new Africa

While trophy hunting has made and is making significant contributions to the conservation of 

African biodiversity, it is important to recognize that these contributions are unlikely to be 

sustained over the coming decades. As discussed in a February 2019 IUCN report, 

participation in African trophy hunting is waning even without blanket bans in key US and 

European markets: Over the preceding eight years, South Africa has experienced a 60.5% 

decline in the number of visiting hunters, while in Namibia the number of visiting hunters 

declined by approximately 30% between 2007 and 2013. These trends highlight the risks of 

pegging conservation solely to tourism and recreation, as is often the case. 

At the same time that participation in hunting is declining, Africa is rapidly urbanizing and 

industrializing. These trends will likely reduce the threats to habitat from pastoralism and crop 

farming and open up opportunities for conservation that are either not dependent on, or not 

appropriate for, the kinds and scale of economic incentives that trophy hunting currently 

provides. However, these trends will also drive new threats to wildlife habitat, such as large-

scale development (for example, Botswana’s decision to build the Stiegler’s Gorge Dam in the 

Selous Game preserve) and expanded infrastructure, for which trophy hunting is unlikely to 

increase the relevant opportunity cost. 

In this context, trophy hunting can be understood as a tool that helps African decision makers 

manage the transitions their nations are undergoing. It buys time, preventing the loss of 

habitats and their biodiversity before solutions can be developed to face the conservation 

challenges that will accompany a more populous, urban and interconnected Africa. 
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As trophy hunting moves toward a twilight period, conservationists should be asking 

themselves what lessons the African experience with trophy hunting has provided, and how 

those lessons can be applied to overcome future conservation challenges. Solutions should 

draw from the large pool of African-born conservationists and nurture their higher-than-

average degree of receptiveness to delivering conservation through capitalism. This topic 

should be an ongoing theme at future Business of Conservation Conferences, US-Africa 

Business Summits, IUCN World Conservation Congresses, World Economic Forums and other 

high-level discussions. Doing so will increase the likelihood of conservation keeping pace with 

Africa’s rapidly expanding economies and the continent’s growing embrace of democracy and 

free trade.  

With 1 million or more species facing extinction globally, now is not the time to be taking 

conservation tools off the table. But that is exactly what trophy hunting bans will do—place 

millions of acres of habitat, and the countless species that rely on them, at risk. The focus of 

countries like the United States should be on helping African partners find a way forward in 

conserving biodiversity, not on criticizing the use of a tool that has successfully delivered 

conservation, often in the most difficult of circumstances. A helping hand will forge stronger 

friendships than a wagging finger, and strong friendships between nations are essential if we 

are to confront the challenge of mass extinction and the other threats facing our world. 

Catherine E. Semcer is a Research Fellow with the Property and Environment Research Center (PERC); 

her work focuses on rights and market-based solutions to policy challenges in environmental security, 

conservation finance and sustainability. This article was first published in September 2019 by PERC 

and is republished here with permission.  

Banner Photo: Bontebok in South Africa, courtesy of Ragnhild & Neil Crawford.
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Trophy Hunting Bans Imperil Biodiversity
By Amy Dickman, Rosie Cooney, Paul J. Johnson, Maxi Pia Louis, Dilys Roe and 128 signatories

READ TIME 4 MINUTES 

International scientists—many of them non-hunters—argue there is compelling evidence that ending 

trophy hunting risks land conversion and biodiversity loss. Trophy hunting can provide income for 

marginalized and impoverished rural communities. Effective hunting reforms should be prioritized 

over bans. 

Trophy hunting is under pressure: There are high-profile campaigns to ban it, and several 

governments have legislated against . In the United States, the CECIL Act  would prohibit lion 2 3

and elephant trophy imports2 from Tanzania, Zambia, and Zimbabwe and restrict imports of 

species listed as threatened or endangered on the Endangered Species Act. In addition to the 

 E. Ares, “Trophy hunting,” House of Commons Library Briefing Paper Number 7903 (2019); https://2

researchbriefings.parliament.uk/ResearchBriefing/Summary/CBP-7908
 US. Congress, H.R.2245—CECIL Act (2019); www.congress.gov/bill/116th-congress/house-bill/2245/text3
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United States, Australia, the Netherlands, and France have restricted trophy imports4, and the 

United Kingdom is under pressure to follow. Calls for hunting bans usually cite conservation 

concerns. However, there is compelling evidence that banning trophy hunting would 

negatively affect conservation. 

In African trophy hunting countries, more land has been conserved under trophy hunting than 

under National Parks  and ending trophy hunting risks land conversion and biodiversity loss . 4 5

Poorly managed trophy hunting can cause local population declines , but unless better land-6

use alternatives exist, hunting reforms—which have proved effective —should be prioritized 7

over bans . Positive population impacts of well-regulated hunting have been demonstrated for 8

many species, including rhinos, markhor, argali, bighorn sheep, and many African ungulates10.  

Trophy hunting can also provide income for marginalized and impoverished rural 

communities10. Viable alternatives are often lacking; opponents of hunting promote the 

substitution of photo-tourism, but many hunting areas are too re-mote or unappealing to 

attract sufficient visitors . Species such as lions fare worst in areas with-out photo-tourism or 9

trophy hunting , where unregulated killing can be far more prevalent than in hunting zones, 10

with serious repercussions for conservation and animal welfare . Focusing on trophy hunting 11

also distracts attention from the major threats to wildlife. 

The International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN), a global conservation authority, 

clearly concludes that “well managed trophy hunting can—and does—positively contribute to 

conservation and local livelihoods”10. Although there is considerable room for improvement, 

including in governance, management, and transparency of funding flows and community 

benefits , the IUCN calls for multiple steps to be taken before decisions are made that restrict 12

 P. A. Lindsey, P. A. Roulet, S. S. Romanach, Biol. Conserv. 134, 455 (2007)4

 E. Di Minin et al., Conserv. Biol. 27, 808 (2013)5

 C. Packer et al., Conserv. Biol. 25, 142 (2011)6

 C. M. Begg, J. R. B. Miller, K. S. Begg, J. Appl. Ecol. 55, 139 (2018)7

 IUCN, "Informing decisions on trophy hunting" (IUCN, Gland, Switzerland, 20168

 C. W. Winterbach, C. Whitesell, M. J. Somers, PLOS One 10, e0135595 (2015)9

 P. A. Lindsey et al., Biol. Conserv. 209, 137 (2017)10

 A. J. Dickman, in Conflicts in Conservation: Navigating To-wards Solutions, S. M. Redpath, R. J. Gutierrez, K. A. Wood, J. 11

C. Young, Eds. (Cambridge University Press, Cam-bridge, 2015), pp. 30–32
 IUCN SSC, "Guiding principles on trophy hunting as a tool for conservation incentives v 1.0 " (IUCN SSC, Gland, 12

Switzerland, 2012)

 A World That Values The Conservation And Livelihood Benefits Of Sustainable Wildlife Utilization 



Conservation Frontlines E-Magazine Vol.1-4, October 2019 Page 17

or end trophy hunting programs10. Crucially, as African countries call for a New Deal for Rural 

Communities  that allows them to achieve the self-de-termination to sustainably manage 13

wildlife and reduce poverty, it is incumbent on the international community not to undermine 

that. Some people find trophy hunting repugnant (including many of us), but conservation 

policy that is not based on science threatens habitat and biodiversity and risks disempowering 

and impoverishing rural communities. 

Amy Dickman and Paul J Johnson (corresponding author, email: paul.johnson@zoo.ox.ac.uk) are 

faculty member of the Wildlife Conservation Research Unit, Department of Zoology, University of 

Oxford. Rosie Cooney is a faculty member of the Fenner School of Environment and Society, 

Australian National University. Maxi Pia Louis works for the Namibian Association of CBNRM 

Support Organizations. Dilys Roe belongs to the Natural Resources Group, International Institute for 

Environment and Development, London. Except Paul J Johnson, all are members of the IUCN SSC 

Sustainable Use and Livelihoods Specialist Group. Of the 128 co-signatories, 41 are based in Africa, 6 

in Asia, and the balance come from Europe, North America and Australia, many of them belong to a 

wide range of SSC Specialist Groups, including a number of Specialist Group Chairs, as well as many  

leaders from highly active IUCN member organizations with large field conservation programs of 

species subject to hunting (download the complete list of signatories). This letter was first published 

by Science Magazine on August 30, 2019.  

Banner Image: Old Cape Buffalo Bull; Conny Damm photo.

 South Africa Trust, “Declaration—Voices of the communities: A new deal for rural communities and wildlife and natural 13

resources” (2019); www.southernafricatrust.org/2019/06/25/declaration-voices-of-the-communities-a-new-deal-for-rural-
communities-and-wildlife-and-natural-resources/
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CECIL Act Would Destroy Local Conservation Programs
By Fulton Upenyu Mangwanya

READ TIME 4 MINUTES 

Wildlife policies for Zimbabwe should not be dictated by US lawmakers who base their decisions on 

the rhetoric of anti-hunting activists instead of listening to wildlife experts living and working in 

Africa. 

The House Natural Resources Committee is considering H.R. 2245 , the “Conserving 14

Ecosystems by Ceasing the Importation of Large Animal Trophies Act” or “CECIL Act.” As the 

committee plans its next steps with this legislation this week, lawmakers should heed the 

insights of African wildlife managers like myself.  

Patience Gandiwa, my executive technical adviser of international conservation affairs at 

ZimParks, was the only African voice to testify before the Waters, Oceans and Wildlife 

 The CECIL Act passed the Committee on a straight party-line vote. Rep. Tom McClintock (R-CA) afterwards lamented 14

the colonial attitude certain lawmakers have in telling African countries how to best manage their wildlife.
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subcommittee hearing on this bill in July. I want to make it clear that US. lawmakers advocating 

for this legislation, to ban the importation of many big game species into the United States, are 

giving more credence to the baseless rhetoric of anti-hunting activists than to the carefully 

collected data gathered and analyzed by national wildlife authorities in Zimbabwe, Zambia and 

Tanzania. 

It will be very unfortunate if the US. starts to dictate wildlife conservation practices to us. 

Conservation decisions should be left to those of us who live in the countries in question, and 

who have experienced firsthand which measures or practices work best in our context, and 

which approaches do not help conservation. As Rep. Tom McClintock of California stated, “no 

one has more incentive to conserve the habitats and populations of these animals than the 

people and government of Zimbabwe.” That is true, and indeed we are the best protectors of 

our own wildlife resources. 

Our National Elephant Management Plan (2015-2020), for example, is a five-year strategic 

initiative designed by the Zimbabwe Parks and Wildlife Management Authority to create a 

well-managed and ecologically functional protected area network that would address critical 

issues such as poaching, operational funding, and human-wildlife conflicts in cooperation with 

our neighbors in southern Africa. Legal, regulated hunting is a critical tool within this plan, as it 

creates a monetary value for both the species and their habitat that in turn, incentivizes 

landowners and local communities to protect wildlife areas from human encroachment. These 

sound management practices have sustained a healthy and growing elephant population in 

Zimbabwe that would be put in needless jeopardy should the CECIL Act become law. Such a 

law will have far-reaching negative consequences, removing significant incentives for 

conservation of wildlife and habitat beyond the protected area wherein elephants and lions 

roam wild and free. 

It is well-documented and well-published in multiple scientific studies and technical reports 

produced by International Union for Conservation of Nature specialist groups that the single 

biggest threat to wildlife species such as elephant and lion in Africa is habitat loss. Zimbabwe’s 

network of six Transfrontier Conservation Areas alongside the Communal Areas Management 

Program for Indigenous Resources have worked to expand protected land in the country from 

13 to 26% of our total land area in Zimbabwe. Securing over five million hectares of land 

outside traditional protected areas is an achievement that was only realized due to the two 
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million US dollars in big game hunting revenue, which went to over 800,000 families in rural 

areas. The CECIL Act would rob such initiatives of this funding, eliminating incentives for local 

communities to participate in these effective conservation initiatives. 

Ultimately, our government’s interconnected conservation matrix relies heavily on community 

participation. Without money from sport hunting safaris, we would be unable to implement 

most of our flagship conservation plans. 

I am disappointed that some US lawmakers are focused on legislation rooted in unrealistic 

ideologies that would disempower the government and local communities of Zimbabwe. 

As lawmakers consider the CECIL Act in the coming weeks, I hope they understand the fact 

that ceasing the importation of big game animals from Zimbabwe will not contribute in any 

way to the conservation of ecosystems. In fact, it will have the exact opposite effect. 

Lawmakers who don’t believe this inconvenient truth are welcome to come visit us in 

Zimbabwe and see for themselves. I would personally welcome them to our national parks that 

are endowed with diverse wildlife resources and our local communities that live with wildlife 

so that they can share the successes and challenges of living with such iconic and yet 

dangerous wildlife species. 

Fulton Upenyu Mangwanya is Director General of the Zimbabwe Parks and Wildlife Management 

Authority (ZimParks). This Op-Ed was first published in The Washington Examiner. 
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Hunting & Social Media: Namibia Has a Position on That
Today’s hunters must take the Worldwide Web into account

By Silvio Calabi

READ TIME 4 MINUTES 

Social media posts of happy hunters with dead animals often dismay anti-hunters and non-hunters 

alike, with predictable negative consequences. Namibia’s Ministry of Tourism and Environment, which 

regulates that country’s safari trade, has said it wants to ban such posts outright. NAPHA, Namibia’s 

professional hunting body, has countered with a social-media code of conduct. All hunters everywhere 

should think long and hard before publicizing trophy photos. 

Between the Sahara and the Cape, no African nation has a more enlightened and effective 

approach to conservation, wildlife management and hunting than the Republic of Namibia. 
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Namibia has even written conservation and protection of natural resources into its 

Constitution: Article 95 says, “The State shall actively promote and maintain the welfare of the 

people by adopting international policies aimed at the following: maintenance of ecosystems, 

essential ecological processes, and biological diversity of Namibia, and utilisation of living 

natural resources on a sustainable basis for the benefit of all Namibians, both present and 

future.”  

As Constitutions go, Namibia’s is among the world’s newest; it was adopted in February 1990, 

a month before independence, so it benefits from modern thinking. One byproduct of this is 

that the MET, Namibia’s Ministry of Tourism and Environment, which oversees (among many 

other things) the safari trade, and NAPHA, the highly regarded and conservation-minded 

Namibian Professional Hunters Association, have figured out not only how to work together, 

mostly, but also how to provide high-quality, ethical, fair-chase fee-paid hunting that is both 

community-sensitive and sustainable.  

It likely came from ranchers in the American West, but the saying “if it pays, it stays” could have 

been coined in Namibia. In her 2018 address to the group’s annual general meeting, NAPHA 

president Danene van der Westhuyzen (the first woman to qualify as a dangerous-game PH in 

Namibia) pointed out that Namibia “has proven beyond any doubt its conservation efforts for 

all game species through responsible hunting. Despite the growth of our human population, 

our elephant population has increased from 7,000 to 23,500 over the last 20 years and the lion 

population in the northwest has increased from 20 to 150. We have the world’s largest free-

roaming populations of cheetah and black rhino, and well over 70% of Namibia is under one or 

other form of conservation management. This makes for one of the world’s largest contiguous 

areas of protected land. We have more wildlife in Namibia today than at any time in the past 

150 years.”  

Whether it’s labeled sport hunting, trophy hunting or conservation hunting, hunting tourism 

has become hugely important to Namibia, one of the world’s least populated countries. Anti-

hunting sentiment threatens not only Namibia’s wildlife management and conservation, but 

also many livelihoods in rural communities and among safari companies, professional hunters 

and their staffs. Thus Namibians follow the various hunting-related uproars on social media 

with particular interest—so much so that, in June 2018, Honourable Pohamba Shifeta, Minister 
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of Environment and Tourism, proposed a ban on posting photos of hunting trophies on social 

media.  

Such photos—not hunting itself—were unethical, he said. This caused a furor of its own, on 

both sides of the issue: Hunting operators protested that this would prevent them from 

marketing via the Internet; anti-hunters wondered (online, naturally) just what sort of wildlife 

slaughter the MET was trying to hide.  

After negotiations between NAPHA and the MET, the ministry agreed not to formalize its 

proposed ban and instead adopt the association’s own quickly drafted “Guide to Ethical 

Marketing Practices for Hunters.” The MET will soon release its new Wildlife Bill, which may 

clarify whether hunting permits can be yanked upon violation of these guidelines; meanwhile, 

the association is holding its members to them.  

In June this year, Namibia had its own “Cecil the lion” moment when an old elephant bull 

dubbed Voortrekker (“Pioneer”) was killed by a visiting hunter. The resultant outcry prompted 

the MET to issue an official statement defending its classification of Voortrekker as a “problem 

animal” to be shot. (NAPHA’s President also commented on the matter.) 

Voortrekker the elephant appeared on Facebook only a couple of times, and in video, not in 

grip-and-grin photos of the successful hunter. However, the speed with which Voortrekker 

media stories—most of them condemning the animal’s death—flashed across the world 

emphasized the points in NAPHA’s social-media guide, which opens with:  

“Hunting is often misunderstood and therefore the un- or misinformed public can easily be 

swayed and influenced. Hunting images can be viewed as controversial and, as a result thereof, 

elicit a negative reaction from the viewer. It is for this reason that the hunting professional and 

his or her client must, AT ALL TIMES, be cognizant of the potential reaction that any images 

might cause and consider this whenever posting on social media.”  

Cecil the lion was killed four years ago and has become a cultural touchpoint. Last year, photos 

of a woman from Texas with a giraffe trophy from South Africa went viral. The images had been 

on Facebook since 2017, but a group called Africlandpost discovered and tweeted them out 

over the caption “White american savage who is partly a neanderthal comes to Africa and 
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shoot down a very rare black giraffe coutresy of 

South Africa stupidity. Her name is Tess Thompson 

Talley. Please share.”  

Spelling, grammar and accuracy notwithstanding, 

people did share. As they did a “Brother Nature” 

tweet calling for a boycott of Jimmy John’s sandwich 

shops after someone found an old online photo of 

founder Jimmy John Liautaud sitting on a dead 

elephant’s foreleg and flashing two thumbs up to the 

camera. Even a private e-mail to just a hundred or so 

people can have unintended consequences, as Blake 

Fischer, an Idaho Fish and Game Commissioner, 

found out last year when he sent out crudely 

captioned safari photos of (among other things) a 

family of baboons he had killed in Namibia.  

One recipient—a friend?—wrote back, “I have a 

difficult time understanding how a person privileged 

to be an Idaho Fish and Game Commissioner can view such an action as sportsmanlike and an 

example to others. I’m sure what you did was legal, however, legal does not make it right.” 

Fischer’s problematic e-mail apparently did not go viral, but reportedly it sparked 1,454 emails 

and calls to the Idaho Governor’s office from as far away as Australia. All but 11 disapproved of 

Fischer.  

Fischer’s boss, Gov. C.L. Otter, demanded his resignation and said, “Every member of my 

administration is expected to exercise good judgment. Commissioner Fischer did not.” Fischer’s 

letter of resignation included a mea culpa that he “did not display an appropriate level of 

sportsmanship and respect for the animals that I harvested.”  (Some people might also question 

the word “harvest” used to describe the killing of baboons, generally not a species destined for 

the table.) 

Discrimination, sensitivity and legality aside, hunters tend to see the perception of what they 

do as a binary issue—for or against. However, there are really three groups in play here: 

hunters, anti-hunters and non-hunters. The third one may be the most important—and the 
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most susceptible to social media. Jason Roussos, now president of APHA, the African 

Professional Hunters Association, in an interview with The Hunting Report about social media 

posting, pointed out why it is critical for hunters to regulate their online conduct:  

“Forget the anti-hunters, I don’t care about them. But we do need to be sensitive and respectful 

to the position non-hunters—who are the majority out there—have in regard to hunting. Most 

non-hunters are ill-informed about trophy hunting, and by not being careful about what we do 

and don’t do, we are simply giving the antis more ammo to attack us with. If we lose the support 

of enough non-hunters [by turning them into anti-hunters], it’s lights out for us all.” 

One might think all this is nothing more—or less—than common sense. But, as Sister Meltrese 

used to tell us third-graders at Sacred Heart Elementary School, c. 1958, “Common sense is 

called common because it’s so rare.”  

Silvio Calabi is Co-Editor of Conservation Frontlines. 

Banner Photo: The lead image of NAPHA’s “Quick Guide to Ethical Marketing Practices for Hunters” 

shows a pair of young springbok rams sparring somewhere on the fringes of the Namib Desert. 

NAPHA photo 
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Momentum for Community-Based Conservation in Southern 
Africa Continues with Namibia’s Conservancy Forum 

By Joseph Goergen, Maxi Louis, Hilma Angula & Rosalia Iileka

READ TIME 5 MINUTES 

Community-based natural resource management must make a positive impact on livelihoods and 

good governance is essential for the future of successful community development and wildlife 

conservation in Namibia 

Following a series of collaborative events in Southern Africa, Namibia held its Conservancy 

Chairperson’s Forum in July in Otijwarongo. As a leading country in community-based natural 

resource management (CBNRM), the Ministry of Environment and Tourism and Namibian 

Association of CBNRM Support Organizations (NACSO) convened the chairs and managers of 

all 86 conservancies across Namibia. Safari Club International Foundation (SCIF) was 

recognized as a special guest in the meeting’s opening ceremony. 

Minister of Environment and Tourism, the Honorable Pohamba Shifeta, gave a strong message 

to the conservancy leadership on the critical aspect of transparent financial management. “We 
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need to do everything… to ensure that benefits to our communities… make a positive impact on 

livelihoods,” stated Shifeta. The Minister outlined a new directive that “at least 50% of the total 

annual income from tourism concessions and hunting activities…must be allocated towards the 

implementation of community development projects.” These projects, prioritized at the local 

level, may include drought relief, boreholes, electrification, classrooms, school materials, 

scholarships and health clinics. Invested directly into communities, in addition to employment 

opportunities and cash income from tourism concessions, these benefits provide the 

incentives for sustainable use of wildlife and to conserve large areas of communal land. 

Shifeta’s opening address made it clear that mismanagement of funds and individual gain over 

the rights of communities will not be tolerated.  

Minister Shifeta also had an important message to the hunting industry, calling for the highest 

standards of ethics and responsibility. “Conservation hunting is at the heart of the success of 

the communal conservancies in Namibia,” stated Shifeta. However, bad practice can damage 

the country’s reputation and negatively impact the industry. The Ministry has been developing 

a set of social media guidelines along with the Namibian Professional Hunting Association 

(NAPHA). “Let us work together to ensure hunting plays the part it can in eradicating poverty 

and furthering conservation in this country,” concluded the Minister.  

This announcement comes shortly after the controversial hunt of a problem elephant at the 

request of a community conservancy in the Northwest region made international media 

headlines. Stakeholders met separately to discuss issues of permitting conservation hunting 

tags to address human-wildlife conflict. 

Every conservancy and region of Namibia was represented at the chairperson’s forum, 

engaging in high level discussions across the group’s diverse cultures and language barriers. 

The goal of the meeting was to promote financial sustainability and good governance of the 

community conservancies. Priorities for the program moving forward include hosting 

mandatory annual general meetings and elections for governing Committees, monitoring and 

reporting on financial management, updating benefit distribution plans and creating game 

utilization plans.  

Namibia’s first conservancies were formed in 1998. Over the last 21 years, the CBNRM 

program has contributed significantly to community development targets in Namibia and 

globally. Namibia is a major success story in wildlife conservation thanks to this model, now 

 A World That Values The Conservation And Livelihood Benefits Of Sustainable Wildlife Utilization 



Conservation Frontlines E-Magazine Vol.1-4, October 2019 Page 28

home to the world’s largest free roaming population of black rhino and cheetah with growing 

numbers of elephant, lion and other species. SCIF supports NACSO’s community game guard 

training program. While wildlife crime remains a serious issue, rhino poaching has been 

drastically reduced to almost zero.   

This national community forum, the first in several years, comes after many other 

developments in Southern Africa to collaborate on community-based sustainable use issues. 

Earlier this year, President Masisi announced significant reform to Botswana’s wildlife sector, 

including reversing the previous administration’s suspension on tourist hunting and reopening 

hunting on state lands following an inclusive consultation process with rural communities 

impacted by elephant overpopulation and human-wildlife conflict. Several Heads of States 

later met in Kasane agreeing to a transboundary elephant management plan across the 

Kavango-Zambezi (KAZA) Transfrontier Conservation Area, the largest combination of 

protected areas in the world home to more than half of Africa’s elephant population. Finally, 

just last month, community voices from across Southern Africa made a “new deal” declaration 

at the UN Environment African Wildlife Economy Summit.   

Momentum in Southern Africa is extending to East Africa too, where Uganda recently gazetted 

a new community benefit program and sustainable use ideas are spreading even in Kenya. All 

of these announcements and events are leading up to cooperation among SADC countries on 

sustainable use positions at the upcoming CITES 18th Conference of the Parties, rescheduled in 

Geneva in late August, and a productive African Wildlife Consultative Forum (AWCF) co-

hosted by the Zimbabwe National Parks and Wildlife Management Authority and SCIF in 

Victoria Falls in November.  

After a resolution was adopted by the Community Chairperson’s Forum, NACSO gave SCIF 

staff a brief tour of the Kunene South region to learn first-hand how local conservancies are 

managed. The drought in Namibia remains severe and a massive challenge to livelihoods, 

livestock and wildlife, but tourism is still active. While photographic tourists and overlanding 

campers constitute a large number of visitors to this region, hunting provides a low 

environmental impact yet high value contribution where alternatives simply don’t exist. 

Leaders in Namibia’s conservation field also met to train the next generation on current CITES 

issues and young Namibian citizen conservationists were able to participate in hunting for the 

first time, giving them a powerful real-world experience in sustainable use.   
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As Namibia sets the example, Southern Africa is continuing to positively work together for the 

rights of their communities and to support sustainable use principles. Empowering local 

communities to benefit from tourism opportunities and have meaningful access to natural 

resources is the most critical aspect for the future of wildlife in Africa and hunting’s role in 

conservation.  

About the authors: Joseph Goergen is the Conservation Manager at Safari Club International 

Foundation, hosting the annual African Wildlife Consultative Forum and developing international 

policy positions on CITES species proposals.  Maxi Louis is the Director of the Namibian Association of 

CBNRM Support Organizations (NACSO). Hilma Angula is the Coordinator of NACSO’s institutional 

governance support to communal conservancies in Namibia and Rosalia Iileka works for the Namibia 

Nature Foundation.  

Banner Photo: Meeting participants, Joe Goergen photo

 A World That Values The Conservation And Livelihood Benefits Of Sustainable Wildlife Utilization 



Conservation Frontlines E-Magazine Vol.1-4, October 2019 Page 30

The Dilemmas of Wildlife Management
Human stewardship is a matter of perspective as well as needs

By Joe Pinson

READ TIME 14 MINS 

Over-population of certain wildlife species threatens habitat conservation and the survival of other 

species. How to deal with this issue is often a matter of value judgement and perspectives; science-

based wildlife management offers solutions. 

Modern humans have always utilized the natural world for survival and prosperity, thus 

unavoidably altering it. Today, unrestrained exploitation of nature’s resources is no longer 

acceptable, but the results of previous abuses remain. Wildlife species have been driven to 

extinction, some lost forever while others are reduced to remnants. The American bison, once 

roaming in the tens of millions and now a mere novelty in parks and private herds, is a potent 

reminder of such exploitation. However, although our collective mindset has swung in favor of 

nature, the need for intervention and management of nature is greater than ever.  
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The future of some species, such as the black and the white rhinoceros, requires re-developing 

and maintaining viable breeding populations. Others—the American whitetail deer and 

European wild boar, for example—present the opposite challenge. They are thriving; 

agriculture, the reduction of natural predators and even climate change have allowed these 

populations to expand far beyond their natural and historic levels. For the whitetail deer in 

particular, the park-like conditions of suburban communities in the US have created an endless 

supply of food and ideal edge habitat in well-maintained gardens and yards. 

Whether there are too few or too many of certain species, we humans must get involved. 

Failing to do so can have dire consequences, such as the Tsavo National Park elephant crash of 

1971, when too-high elephant populations combined with drought led to a massive die-off. 

Current conditions in elephant-range countries show this to be a clear and present danger 

once again in the coming decade. 

Whether elephants, deer or boar, unsustainably high animal numbers cause extreme damage 

to their ecosystem and may lead to crop losses, rampant disease and parasite infestations, and 

potentially fatal encounters with humans and infrastructure. Yet controlling and managing 

burgeoning populations of wildlife is now highly controversial, with different views and 

opinions often blocking or hobbling attempts at herd reduction. Achieving a balance for long-

term conservation is often emotionally opposed by extremists or those who do not understand 

the issues. The debate involves governments, animal-rights groups, conservationists, wildlife 

managers and scientists, landowners, hunters and—increasingly, via social media—private 

citizens from around the globe.  

(Ironically, often ignored in the debate are those who are most affected, the rural people who 

live in proximity to wild herds that have outgrown the carrying capacity of their habitat.) 

Restoring overabundant wildlife to sustainable numbers—and then keeping them at those 

levels—means eliminating animals from the herd, yet killing wildlife is less and less accepted as 

people become farther removed from nature. Conservationists and wildlife managers walk a 

thin line between public opinion and the feasibility and effectiveness of their methods. 
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Wildlife overpowering ecosystems

North America’s most popular game animal, the whitetail deer, is at the heart of these issues 

throughout much of its range. Numbers of these deer, reduced to dismal lows early in the 20th 

Century, have rebounded. In some areas, especially where suburban sprawl spreads into native 

habitat, deer populations have reached destructive proportions. Daniel Schmidt, editor of Deer 

& Deer Hunting, writes about the damage inflicted by whitetail deer in areas where their 

numbers are unsustainable: 

“It’s been nearly a century since Aldo Leopold taught us about the ‘Legacy Effect’ whitetails can 

have on a landscape. Whitetails, when living beyond their scientific capacities on the 

landscape, can cause almost irreparable harm to the ecosystem. The Legacy Effect, in short, 

calculates how long it will take for an over-browsed landscape to return to natural capacities 

once the whitetail population is brought below carrying capacity. 

“As we stand right now, there are areas in places like Wisconsin, Minnesota and Michigan 

where the effect is estimated at 100 years—meaning it would take a century of keeping deer 

populations at or below levels of approximately 35 deer per square mile of habitat for the 

habitat to ‘heal’ itself.” 
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Perception & values

The Legacy Effect is a startling concept to those who are uninformed about wildlife 

management, and public perception is the greatest obstacle facing those involved in wildlife 

management. Mike Bodenchuk is a wildlife biologist with both private and public-sector 

management experience. In his home state of Texas, deer are controlled by hunting, whenever 

practical, or by trap-and-transfer programs or culling by professional shooters. He knows how 

the public feels about wildlife and wildlife management, especially in urbanized areas: 

“There is dissention. Hunters would like more hunting opportunities. A few people believe no 

management should be applied. The community in general would prefer that their deer not be 

managed but recognize that the problem needs to be addressed; but some are against hunting 

and others do not see the capture of deer as humane—deer struggle under drop nets or in 

traps. 

“Most of the deer overabundance issues I’ve been involved with are in human-dominated 

landscapes. This might seem contradictory, but [in such places] there is a lack of management 

options—hunting seasons, for example—and there are no, or few, natural predators. People 

love to see wildlife and, where there is an abundance, humans make things worse by putting 

out feed and trying to tame the animals.”  

Such practices may seem harmless to 

suburban parents keen to introduce their 

children to nature, but when conflicts with 

wildlife arise—such as deer-vehicle 

collisions, which kill more than 300 people 

per year in the US and result in nearly 

30,000 hospitalizations, or destruction of 

shrubs and gardens—views can change 

quickly. When wildlife goes from novelty to 

nuisance to financial burden, the case for 

management makes itself. However, 

contention arises when people who are not 

affected or are far removed from the 
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problem base their involvement in the conversation on emotional rather than factual 

reasoning. 

Education & conversation

In Europe too, various deer, chamois and wild boar threaten ecosystems already significantly 

altered by human activity. Introduced species, like fallow, sika, muntjac and water deer were 

brought to Europe long ago, before the consequences of such actions were understood. 

Alex Vankov, owner of The Roe wildlife service, works to control these species and wild boar in 

the southeastern United Kingdom. He often comes to the aid of landowners desperate to 

reduce their wildlife to sustainable levels that no longer damage habitat and crops. With no 

large natural predators in Britain, he notes, it falls upon humans to close that gap.  

Vankov works to educate the public, especially young people, about wildlife issues. Via social 

media, he spreads content that shines a positive light on hunters and wildlife managers, 

seeking to bridge any divide with the public.  

“We shouldn’t try to defend ourselves,” Vankov says. “We should show why we are doing this 

and, most importantly, we must show the benefits of our work by collecting data and 
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presenting it in the right way, by the right people. We are very open about [culling] and how we 

are doing it. There is no need to try to hide the truth from the public.”  

Vankov feels that trying to hide the reality of wildlife management causes more harm in the 

long run, as sensitive issues almost always come to light. Vankov’s philosophy of transparency 

allows him some control over how information is presented and fosters educational 

conversation instead of inflammatory, emotionally charged rhetoric. 

Hunters are also to blame

Wildlife management challenges don’t come only from the public; hunters also must study the 

issues and adjust their behavior to benefit overall conservation. Mike Allison, CEO and founder 

of Jelen Premier Wildlife Services, in the UK, makes this point:  

“Hunting is generally, but not always, weighted towards the taking of male deer for trophies, 

while female deer are deliberately left to keep populations buoyant, to present more hunting 

opportunities. There are areas in the south of England that have suffered badly through 

hunting that is focused purely on males.”  

The trophy value of antlers aside, there is often a traditional taboo against the harvest of 

female animals. But this mindset is a management problem too, as it can create unsustainable 

male-female ratios, which ultimately reduce the health and quality of the herd, including the 

size of the males and their antlers or horns. In Europe’s privately managed lands, hunting 

quotas usually demand a calculated offtake of juveniles and females in addition to the valuable 

trophy males.  

In the United States, the whitetail deer’s current widespread overpopulation is in part due to 

the practice of under-harvesting females of the species. While trying to re-establish 

populations that had earlier been decimated, conservationists and hunters set a precedent of 

leaving does untouched in order to repopulate. Decades later, the success of this practice is 

clear—as is the folly of continuing it. Many new regulations encourage antlerless harvest, and 

in states with an “earn a buck” system, harvesting a doe is mandatory before a buck can be 

taken. Most hunters have now realized the importance of doe management, but the areas most 

affected by whitetail overpopulation typically restrict or even prevent hunting.  
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Hunting has its limitations as well. Even where bag limits are generous, hunters typically set 

their own harvests based on personal consumption. Hunters also like to see deer—efforts to 

reduce populations to numbers that would impact the frequency of sightings are met with 

resistance by hunters as well as non-hunters. The concept of “too many deer” does not seem to 

sink in until deer directly and negatively impact an individual. 

Where hunting falls short of management goals or is restricted, communities eventually search 

for other ways to reach sustainable balances. Each method, however, is met with opposition 

from one faction or another, preventing cohesive, decisive management practices to meet the 

issue head-on. 

Predator populations expand also

In the US, mountain lion populations are growing too, especially in states with limits on 

hunting. In Oregon, for example, hunting the big cats with dogs is not permitted. Since this ban 

went into effect, in 1994, cougar numbers have more than tripled. In the Greater Yellowstone 

Region, reintroduced gray wolves have reached numbers high enough to cause Montana, 

Wyoming and Idaho to allow hunting these animals.  

Predators offer a new set of dilemmas when their populations expand beyond sustainability. 

Foremost among these is more and sometimes dangerous encounters with humans. In 2018, 

two people, one in Oregon and another in Colorado, were attacked by mountain lions and in 

Wyoming a hunting guide was killed by grizzly bears while skinning an elk.  

Such incidents, however, are rare (so far) and highlight the worst cases. Much more common, 

and increasing, is predation on livestock. When livelihoods are threatened, the end result is 

typically the destruction of the animal to blame, and perhaps some that are not.  

Too many predators are also detrimental to populations of other species. The New Mexico 

Dept. of Game and Fish found that cougars decimated wild sheep populations and hindered 

the relocation and reintroduction of the animals—but with help from cattle. Quoting from the 

study: “Mountain lion predation may have limited the Sierra Ladron bighorn sheep population 

and could be imposing a destabilizing inverse density-dependent mortality. Mountain lions 

preyed on domestic cattle in the Sierra Ladron area and throughout desert bighorn sheep 

habitat in New Mexico; we therefore hypothesize that cattle ‘subsidized’ the diets of mountain 

lions (i.e., reduced or eliminated natural starvation). The ultimate cause of mortality for these 
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desert bighorn sheep may be related to subsidized mountain lion populations that do not 

appear to decline following native ungulate population decreases. In addition, the 

encroachment of woody vegetation may increase the hunting success of ambush predators like 

mountain lions. High mountain lion predation may require mitigation for the successful 

restoration of bighorn sheep.”  

Mitigation of unsustainable numbers of any species, whether mountain lions or whitetail deer, 

as well as the methods used, is the subject of continual debate. In regions where hunting or 

culling are unpalatable, other tactics such as translocation and sterilization enter the 

discussion.  

Sterilization: a humane option?

Capturing and relocating elephants, while enormously costly, dangerous and slow, can be 

effective, but moving whitetail deer from one overpopulated ecosystem to another makes no 

sense. Some wildlife districts have tried sterilization instead. However, experience has shown 

this is not feasible on typical government-agency budgets and outside of small populations in 

fenced enclosures. 

Chemical sterilization requires darting an animal, or the animal must be captured and 

tranquilized before the injection can be given by hand. In either case, dosages vary with the 

size of the animal, and then each dosed animal must be marked and sometimes tracked. On a 

large scale, with wild herds, this is virtually impossible, even if budgets were in place to fund 

such operations.  

Physical sterilization, although it permanently erases an animal's ability to breed, is no less 

problematic. Jacqui Posthumus, a game-farm manager and consultant at Trading Wild, in 

Limpopo, South Africa, understands the challenges: 

“Physical sterilization in wild animals is not a realistic option in South Africa. Veterinary costs, 

helicopter costs, a capture team, vehicles, a mobile sterile unit, immobilization drugs and any 

type of aftercare are just too expensive. Private landowners cannot afford this, and our 

government can definitely not afford it.”  

For wildlife population control, “hunting,” Posthumus concludes, “is generally the most cost-

effective option.”  

 A World That Values The Conservation And Livelihood Benefits Of Sustainable Wildlife Utilization 



Conservation Frontlines E-Magazine Vol.1-4, October 2019 Page 38

In addition, the long-term effects of sterilization are unclear and trials on deer and elephants 

have revealed another downside: When females don’t breed, subsequent heat cycles disrupt 

natural behavioral patterns, especially among males. Prolonged attempts to mate cause stress 

and reduce fitness while increasing aggression (sometimes against humans). While the idea of 

sterilization may appeal to mutualists and animal-rights groups, any push for it hinders 

conservation through traditional methods like hunting and culling. 

Mike Bodenchuk again: “It’s all a matter of values. If a deer dies due to decreased fitness 

because of human intervention, is that more natural or less offensive than if a deer dies by a 

sharpshooter’s bullet?” 

Nature’s own methods of culling are not “kind.” Urban societies usually give little thought to 

the actuality of natural death for wildlife, but ranchers, farmers and people in rural areas 

understand this: Whether by predation, natural selection, accident, or starvation or disease 

exacerbated by overpopulation, most wild animals die in pain, violently and slowly. It can be 

argued that death by a hunter’s well-placed bullet is kinder and quicker than succumbing to 

“brutal” nature. Indeed, some argue that such a death is fully natural also, as humans are 

predators too.   

Finding & keeping the balance

Where humans share habitat with wildlife, even in naturally sustainable numbers, there is 

often competition between the two. If wild animals destroy crops or even livestock but 

represent income and sustenance (physical and psychological), coexistence becomes a viable 

option. In the increasingly important matter of conservation, we must not tip the scales out of 

balance by catering to the extremes on either side of the issues. The burden of wildlife 

management should not fall upon the shoulders of a few; the concerted, unified involvement of 

biologists, wildlife managers, hunters and the public is needed to sustain wildlife populations. 

This is part of our role as stewards, and we should do it in a manner that benefits animals, the 

ecosystem and ourselves wisely and logically. As Amy Dickman, of Oxford University, and 132 

other wildlife and conservation experts say in a recent letter in Science Magazine: 

“conservation policy that is not based on science threatens habitat and biodiversity and risks 

disempowering and impoverishing rural communities.”  

 A World That Values The Conservation And Livelihood Benefits Of Sustainable Wildlife Utilization 

https://www.sciencemagazinedigital.org/sciencemagazine/30_august_2019/MobilePagedArticle.action?articleId=1515303


Conservation Frontlines E-Magazine Vol.1-4, October 2019 Page 39

Joe Pinson grew up fishing and hunting in the foothills and mountains of New Mexico. Now a resident 

of southeastern Oklahoma, he divides his time between family, cattle ranching and writing about the 

outdoors. 

Banner Photo: For whitetail deer, the park-like conditions of suburban communities in the US have 

created an endless supply of food and ideal edge habitat in well-maintained gardens and yards. 

Colleen Roberts photo 
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Saving Pakistan’s Ibex Hunting Program 
By Shafqat Hussain


READ TIME 5 MINUTES 

Pakistan’s ibex trophy hunting program, long considered a successful intervention, is showing signs of 

corruption that need to be nipped in the bud. 

Pakistan’s trophy hunting program has gained the reputation as one of the best managed 

sports hunting programs in the world. It is often quoted as an example of a successful 

community-based conservation program because of its benefits both to the animal numbers as 

well as to the participating communities. Six months ago, I wrote an article for a Pakistani daily 

in which I hailed the program for its positive results. Since then, however, I have done more 

ethnographic research in the communities involved in this program in the Hunza district and 

found some disturbing details. These details are new and have transpired only in the last 

couple of years, so they do not negate the positive evaluation that I, and others, had done of 
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this program previously. Moreover, this problem only affects ibex hunting and not markhor 

hunting. Here is the problem: each year in June the Gilgit-Baltistan (GB) Wildlife Department 

holds an auction for hunting permits for the coming season (November to March). The permits 

are issued to individuals and outfitters for hunting in participating communities throughout 

GB. About 60 permits are issued for ibex hunts. But, for the last two years, by the time the 

hunting season ends in March the actual number of ibex hunts that have taken place are more 

than 100: about twice as many [as] are approved at the auction in the previous June. That is, 

additional permits are issued after the initial auction.

The question is why do almost twice as many ibex hunts take place over the approved quota of 

60? There are two reasons for this, according to one GB Wildlife Department official who 

spoke to me on the condition of anonymity. First, when the hunting season starts in November, 

the GB Wildlife Department starts getting requests from influential people from down country 

who did not apply during the auction for a hunting permit. So, they have to issue extra permits. 

The second reason is that in the last two years the GB Wildlife Department started issuing 

permits to local GB residents at a concessionary rate. Previously, permits were only issued to 

foreign nationals who paid USD 3,000-5,000 and to Pakistan nationals who paid around PKR 

200,000 (USD 1,276) per permit. Since 2017, a third category of hunters – residents of GB – 

has been introduced who are charged only about PKR 100,000-150,000 (USD 638-957) for an 

ibex permit. The low cost of these permits has increased demand, including after the June 

auction.

The Gilgit Wildlife Department officials say that the problem of excess hunting permits is 

primarily because of requests from influential people from down country. However, officials of 

the Ministry of Climate Change, Islamabad, claim that it is not so much the pressure from 

influential people from down country that is driving excess hunting as the unchecked issuance 

of licenses to GB residents.

Hidden corruption

This current situation has led to a potential ecological problem. The initial quota of 60 trophies 

is, supposedly, based on an assessment of how many trophy sized animals – with horns of at 

least 38 inches (almost one metre) – are available to be shot that will not threaten the overall 

population. However, all the one hundred ibexes that are eventually shot during season are 

officially designated as legal size. There seems to be a discrepancy here. Unless the initial 
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quote is a serious underestimate of availability of trophy sized animals, then surely some of the 

100 trophies shot are not in fact legal size. So what is happening? I suspect that the GB wildlife 

guards, who accompany the hunters, are intentionally inaccurately reporting trophy sizes. This 

is especially true in the case when the hunters are GB residents because, according to one local 

community member, GB residents are not interested in trophy, but the meat – so it is not 

important to them whether the trophy is large or not. If this is true, there is a serious threat to 

the overall ibex population in GB through over-hunting, that is being systematically hidden by 

the very guards who are supposed to be monitoring the size of the trophies hunted.

Another existing problem which is exacerbated by the increased demand for permits is the 

uneven distribution of revenues to the villages. People applying for permits like to hunt where 

they do not have to do a strenuous trek to reach their quarry. There are certain villages in 

upper Hunza where it is notoriously easy to shoot an ibex. In places such as Khyber and villages 

further up near Khunjerab National Park, one can shoot an ibex without even coming out of 

one’s vehicle. In these villages, the actual number of hunts that take place at the end of the 

season doubles the quota set at the beginning of the season. For example, in June when the 

quota is auctioned Khyber village gets about 10 licenses, but in March when the season ends, 

the number of hunts that have taken place are 25. The same situation prevails in at Khunjerab 

village.

Use of military weapons

Another problem that the hunting program is facing is the lack of enforcement of hunting 

codes. GB wildlife staff and some community members told me that some influential people 

from down country come with automatic assault rifles of military grade. Rather than taking a 

single shot at the animal, the purported hunter releases a burst of bullets at the animal. One on 

occasion, an influential law-maker made his seven-year old son take multiple shots at an ibex 

with a Kalashnikov. These practices go against the basic ethics of sports hunting and turn the 

activity into butchery.

The local communities are also not happy with the current situation. Some community 

members told me that they have explicitly told the wildlife department not to bring local GB 

hunters to their villages. They said that they want either a foreign hunter or a non-GB 

Pakistani hunter. The reason for this preference is simple given that they get a much larger 

amount of money from foreign hunters. In Khunjerab the idea is being discussed of banning 
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trophy hunting altogether and in its stead initiate ecotourism based on wildlife viewing. They 

argue that the population of ibex in their areas have increased to an extent that it has become 

feasible economically to start shooting wildlife with a camera rather than a rifle.

These are new problems and new ideas, and the concerned authorities have time to do 

something about these negative developments before they become institutionalized and do 

irreversible damage to the program and its reputation.

Shafqat Hussain is an associate professor of anthropology at Trinity College, Connecticut, US. He is 

the author of Remoteness and Modernity: Transformation and Continuity in Northern Pakistan. 

His next book, The Snow Leopard and the Goat: Politics of Conservation in the Western 

Himalayas, will be published in November 2019. This article was first published on 3 September 

2019 by The ThirdPole.Net. 

Banner photo: Himalayan Ibex Class IV males. Vash Veer photo 
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Safari Hunting, Conservation and Sustainability
By Robin Hurt 


READ TIME 12 MINUTES

Africa’s wildlife and wild lands are disappearing and relentless attacks on hunting accelerate this 

process. A renowned safari veteran discusses hunting, conservation and sustainable use in Africa.

Dr. Amy Dickman and 132 other conservationists and scientists wrote—in Science Magazine on 

August 31, 2019—that “imposed bans or blanket restrictions on trophy hunting without viable 

alternatives will imperil biodiversity.” Dr. Dickman is not a hunter and has no desire to be one, 

but her statement is to the point.  

For myself, I hate the term trophy hunting, as it does not adequately describe what my peers and 

I do for a living. Instead, it gives an impression that the trophy is the only reason we hunt. 

Nothing could be further from the truth. I rather use safari hunting, although conservation 

hunting appropriately describes modern hunting in Africa too. 
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I am a licensed PH, professional hunter, and have been one my whole adult life—more than five 

and a half decades—throughout the game fields of Africa, wherever legal, licensed hunting is or 

was allowed. It’s what I do, and I am proud of my profession.  

I am also, by choice, a conservationist. I harbor a deep love and respect for wildlands and 

wildlife. My life would be meaningless and empty without them. On land under my care, I 

prefer to see wild animals roaming freely rather than domestic livestock.  

“Conservation” is often erroneously understood as strict protection. In reality, it stands for a 

host of activities relating to habitats and wildlife. Ultimately, conservation, in a holistic sense, is 

the sustainable and wise use of nature for the benefit of present and future generations.  

In today’s world, the Internet has become a tool for spreading information about the 

interlinking facets of biodiversity, conservation and hunting. Unfortunately, the Internet also 

became a broad battlefield for negative, bellicose and deliberately false anti-hunting 

propaganda. 

Most people who oppose hunting know animal meat as neatly wrapped packets from 

supermarket shelves. Users of cheaply produced meat, and also vegans, often conveniently 

forget that cattle and soybeans are produced on an industrial scale at the cost of great 

environmental damage, from over-fertilization of fields to the disappearance of rain forests. 

Wild animals, on the other hand, are the product of a far more natural, sustainable and 

evolutionary form of land use; they are a valuable asset for private landowners and rural 

communities. Wild animal meat is free of additives and antibiotics and is wholesome, tasty and 

nutritious. Wild animals do not require large swathes of land to be cleared and they thrive in 

natural environments, even dry zones. With climate change hugely affecting parts of Africa 

with drought, it is wildlife that better tolerates these changes. 

However, people sharing the land with wildlife must be able to make a living. Wildlife is a 

renewable crop, and its sustainable use must not be negated. Sustainable use is the salvation of 

wild lands and wildlife. The outcomes of the recent CITES conference in Geneva underline the 

problems that Africa’s wildlife and people face today. Denial-of-use sounds the death knell for 

wild animals.  
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Africa cannot be transformed into a huge national park. Yes, photographic tourism is 

tremendously valuable to African countries harboring big game animals. But something like 

70% of our wildlife occurs outside fully protected areas, and not many of these outlying 

regions are suitable for tourism. Reasons include a lack of infrastructure and adequate 

accommodation, remoteness and difficult access, disease vectors, civil unrest and limited 

game-viewing opportunities. It is here especially that wildlife needs to pay its own way if it is to 

survive.  

These outlying regions themselves need defending. They are important buffer zones for the 

protected areas and also corridors for wild animals to move and migrate freely. If the buffers 

are eroded, the core protected areas become vulnerable. Legal, licensed hunting is the most 

successful form of use there; the harvested animals provide meat and safari hunting provides 

jobs and income for the rural communities. 

Hunting bans, or the absence of regulated hunting brought about by civil unrest, have had and 

are having a devastating effect across Africa: Wildlife numbers diminish, habitat is destroyed 

and local communities suffer. 

CITES ’19 was a defeat for African Wildlife

At CITES 2019, in August in Geneva, the parties gave little credence to African conservation 

philosophies, models and successes. Member countries of SADC (the Southern African 

Development Community, which harbor most of our continent’s wildlife and have set aside 

vast tracts of land for conservation) were denied compensation for their wildlife stewardship 

and their sovereign rights were curtailed. It seemed they were punished for their good 

conservation programs.  

The Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species, CITES, was originally formed to 

control the use and trade of wildlife and wildlife products. But it has now been infiltrated by 

protectionist lobbies whose remit is based on the prohibition of any use. In Geneva, decisions 

were not rooted in science. Africans and their rural communities were denied a proportionate 

voice. Conservation and social sciences apparently do not matter. The CITES parties did not 

take into account that humans need to benefit from conservation of wildlife and habitat.  
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Conservation is hugely expensive. Yet SADC requests to sell stockpiles of ivory to pay for 

conservation were rejected by the vast majority of delegates. It’s not surprising that talk of 

quitting CITES prevailed after the conference.  

SADC countries were upset that their growing wildlife numbers and substantial conservation 

investments were not recognized. The glaringly obvious precedence of wildlife over people, 

and more so the relentless propaganda of protectionist NGOs, made our SADC governments 

question the relevance of CITES. 

This year’s CITES outcomes were a huge victory for those opposing any sustainable use. SADC 

countries suffered a humiliating defeat, but these countries are continuing to foot the high 

conservation bill, with little or nothing as reward.  

The sad case of our elephants

Today, nine SADC countries hold the vast majority of Africa’s elephants—in the case of 

Botswana, Zimbabwe and South Africa, far more than their habitats can support. The other 

elephant countries are fast approaching their maximum carrying capacities. 

If the numbers of these large herbivores keep growing, habitat destruction escalates and then, 

especially in drought conditions, be prepared for huge die-offs from starvation. It happened in 

Kenya’s Tsavo region in 1971, when thousands of elephants died (along with many other 

animals, including numerous black rhino).  

This leads to a problem. Should excess numbers be culled? Possibly. But in this day and age of 

misunderstanding of conservation and wildlife management, culling would cause international 

outrage. It is a most unlikely outcome.  

So, what to do with the excess populations?  

Sterilization is very complicated, problematic and costly. Translocation, to repopulate areas of 

suitable habitat where elephant numbers have been significantly reduced through poaching, 

may work. But it too is an immensely difficult and expensive proposition.  

In 2018, Namibia exported 205 elephants, and recently six more, to a protected area near 

Kinshasa, in the Congo. They are reportedly doing well and breeding. In Zimbabwe, Sango 

Conservancy owner Willy Pabst translocated 100 elephants, mostly at his own expense, to a 
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depleted area in the Zambezi Valley. They also are reportedly doing well. Laudable efforts 

both, but these numbers, though important, are minuscule when considering the extreme 

elephant over-population in some countries.  

It has been suggested to allow more elephant hunting at special rates and under special license 

to reduce numbers. But this form of culling does not appear to be a viable solution either. Most 

safari hunters do not have the skills to cleanly select and shoot a large number of animals. This 

is best left to the professionals. Safari hunting, where an old, individual male is selected, is a 

completely different activity and is valuable as a means of paying for conservation. 

In fact, the only solutions are professionally executed major culls and internationally funded 

large-scale translocations.  

There is one more option: Let nature takes its course, resulting in the tragic and wasteful death 

of tens of thousands of elephants along with much other wildlife.  

Giving back through custodianship

My wife Pauline and I consider ourselves custodians of the wildlife on the land under our care. 

Having earned our entire livelihood from wild animals, we want to give back. Here are several 

examples: 

We see the rhino poaching crisis as a challenge and, on land under our care, initiated a program 

we called Habitat for Rhino. We started by moving rhinos from vulnerable areas with high 

numbers to secure habitats with fewer or no rhino, to spread the risk. With our own funds and 

help from hunter-conservationist friends from America, we bought five Namibian white rhinos 

in 2014. Five years later, we have nine rhinos and some pregnant females. Because of the 

poaching threat, we employ a specialized, armed anti-poaching team full-time.  

Pauline and I understand that a minuscule number of old non-breeding black or white rhino 

bulls are under CITES approval to be hunted each year to help fund rhino conservation. I feel 

this is the only justification for hunting rhino today. Along with bringing in significant funds for 

conservation, this also protects younger, non-dominant bulls and helps boost reproduction. Yet 

we wouldn’t hunt any of our own rhino, on our lands, since we know each individual intimately 

and observe most of our rhinos daily.  
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At our place, game viewing, photo safaris and, most important, licensed, regulated hunting of 

common plains game are vital pillars in the funding of the heavy cost of rhino protection. 

Without hunting, and our generous friends’ support, Pauline and I are not able to afford to 

keep rhinos—it’s as simple as that. 

Currently, rhinos are a financial burden, with diminishing value, and a security risk. Ultimately, 

only a legal horn harvest and international sales will cover the full cost of rhino conservation. 

(Rhino horn can be safely harvested at least five times during a rhino’s 40-year life span.) Legal 

trading in horn will make rhinos more valuable and worth keeping, with more communities and 

landowners wanting to protect rhinos. 

A legal rhino-horn trade would reduce poaching, as the price of horn would drop to a level that 

makes poaching not worthwhile and allows traders to deal legally with a controlled product. 

Currently, with rhino horn in Asia fetching four times the price of gold, poaching continues 

unabated.  

In Tanzania years ago, my late friend Joseph Cullman, of New York, and the late Costa Mlay, 

former head of Tanzania’s Department of Wildlife, helped me establish a pioneering 

community wildlife project. We wanted to give village communities real benefit from the legal 

use of wildlife. A percentage of all safari game fees were paid to the communities for their 

priority requirements—medical, water, education, food and religious worship. This resulted in 

dispensaries, schools, teachers’ housing, water points, maize-grinding machines, tractors, 

plows, anti-poaching vehicles, ambulances, building a church and a mosque, and a mobile 

education unit that showed wildlife films to school children.  

This project has turned former poaching communities into anti-poachers. It is now mandatory 

for all safari companies in Tanzania to support community wildlife projects. If safari hunting 

were ever stopped, for whatever reason, in a very short time these communities would revert 

to poaching, as they would no longer benefit from the legal use of wildlife.  

On a similar note, philanthropist Paul Tudor Jones sponsored the reintroduction of black rhino 

to three areas in the North Serengeti, and Tony Fitzjohn arranged the translocation of black 

rhino to Mkomazi National Park, both in Tanzania. The result is a black rhino population of 167 

and growing. 
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The real effect of hunting bans

Tanzania banned hunting in 1973. In result, elephant, rhino and other animals were decimated. 

Commercial poachers—for ivory, rhino horn or bushmeat—don’t care if they kill small, large, 

female or male animals. Their motivation is quick riches. They are as indiscriminate as their 

preferred tools, steel-cable snares and foothold traps. The result is animal suffering and 

extermination. We witnessed this in Tanzania’s Maswa Game Reserve in the early 1980s. After 

eight years of the hunting ban and no legal presence in the bush of licensed safari operators, 

thousands upon thousands of herbivores and large numbers of predators had died. 

Luckily, the Tanzanians saw the mistake of the ban. Hunter-conservationists came to the call, 

invested in wildlife and safari operations, and salvaged the remnant herds in time.  

Botswana hosts the largest population of elephant in Africa—in excess of 130,000. Hunting 

was shut down in 2014. Poaching escalated. Wild animals killed or injured villagers and raided 

their fields. It was the village communities living with wild game who asked for a reversal of the 

hunting ban. This was duly considered by the Botswana government and now safari hunting 

will reopen under strict regulations and quotas, as before. It is only right that those rural 

communities be allowed to derive income from elephant hunting. Zambia and Uganda also 

both reversed their hunting bans because poaching got out of hand. When legitimate hunters 

are taken out of the picture, poachers replace them.  

It’s easy for a person unaware of African needs and the reality of living day to day with 

dangerous wild animals to dictate preservationist policies from a distance, or wave anti-

hunting placards on the streets of another country and continent. But imagine your gran was 

killed by an elephant while out collecting firewood. How would you react? 

Will safari hunting survive? 

I have often heard that the professional hunter is Africa’s most endangered species. If the 

current trend of misunderstanding professional safari hunting continues, this could well be the 

case.  

But we shouldn’t give in so easily. Safari hunting is an important economic driver, and many 

social and conservation projects depend on safari hunting.  
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Yet we do need to eliminate an element of unsavory behavior by a few so-called hunters. Their 

unacceptable behavior tars the entire hunting industry. Shooting of recently released animals 

in small fenced enclosures can’t be called hunting, and banning it requires appropriate action 

and tough legislation. Empowering self-regulation for professional hunting associations will do 

wonders to restrict lawlessness and unethical practices. The old and well-tried system of 

three-year apprenticeships for would-be professional hunters should be reintroduced as 

mandatory. It’s not enough to just pass an exam on game laws—practical experience earned in 

the bush under the leadership of a master guide is essential to learn good and ethical behavior 

and respect for wild animals. 

The whole point of proper hunting is the chance the animal has of escaping the hunter. When 

that chance is taken away, it is no longer hunting. The trophy is not be the principal reason to 

hunt. As a matter of fact, the trophy—although of value to the hunter—should be the least 

important factor in a hunt. Being in the bush close to nature, the spirit of adventure, stalking 

and tracking game up close and on foot, the camaraderie around the campfire—that’s what it’s 

all about. The horns or tusks from an old male, worn down with age, are an earned memento of 

all that.  

The Spanish philosopher José Ortega y Gasset eloquently said, “One does not hunt in order to 

kill. On the contrary, one kills in order to have hunted.” There is the difference. It’s a maxim that 

most professional hunters live by and that our clients have adopted.  

The message in all this? Please consider the positive side of safari hunting before damning it. 

Yes, wildlife is an evocative and emotional subject, but blanket condemnation, even if the 

intent is well-meant, can be disastrous for wild animals, let alone for the people who live with 

them and depend on them. Let’s have science dictate the way ahead, not emotion.  

There is space enough in Africa for both photographic and hunting safaris—as long as both 

benefit humans and wildlife. At our place, we do both in equal measure; they pay for the high 

cost of conservation.  

Whether we are pro- or anti-hunting, we all have the same ideal: the well-being of wild places 

and their wildlife. It’s time to put aside our prejudices and cooperate for a worthy common 

cause. 
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Born in London in 1945 as the eldest son of a Kenya game 

warden, the late Lt. Col. Roger Hurt, DSO, Robin Hurt grew 

up on the family ranch on the shores of Lake Naivasha in 

Kenya’s Great Rift Valley. By the age of 18, Robin was a 

fully licensed Professional Hunter and a member of 

EAPHA, the famed East African Professional Hunters 

Association. Robin has hunted professionally in Kenya, 

Tanzania, Uganda, Sudan, Central African Republic, 

Congo, Botswana, Zambia, Ethiopia and Namibia. He and 

his wife Pauline live full-time at their ranch in the foothills 

of the Gamsberg Mountain in Namibia. Robin’s new book, A Hunter’s Hunter—A Lifetime of African 

Safari, will be published next year by Safari Press. 

Banner Photo: White rhino cow and calf at Gamsberg/Namibia. Daniel Mousley photos 

Robin Hurt photo by the late Simon Clode.
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Developing Countries Kick Back Against Eco-
Colonialism

By Ivo Vegter

READ TIME 7 MINUTES 

The 16 nations of the Southern African Development Community (SADC) have threatened to 

withdraw from the Convention on the International Trade in Endangered Species (CITES), saying that 

it threatens their sovereignty over their natural resources. 

At the end of the 18th Conference of the Parties (COP18) to the Convention on the 

International Trade in Endangered Species of Fauna and Flora (CITES), the Tanzanian 

delegation took the floor to deliver an impassioned declaration on behalf of the 16 nations of 

the Southern African Development Community. The brief speech is worth quoting in full: 

This Declaration is made to express the grave concern that the SADC Parties mentioned here have 

with regards to the implementation of this Convention. 
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As members of the global multilateral system and democratic, representative governments, we are 

obliged to ensure that we meet our commitments to all those international agreements and 

declarations to which we are signatories, as well as responsibilities to our citizens. 

Recognizing that CITES is one of the oldest wildlife and trade agreements, we are obliged to give it due 

consideration but within the context of subsequent and contemporary agreements and declarations 

to which it bears relevance and to which we are also signatories. 

CITES in its Preamble accepted the principle of: ‘Recognizing that peoples and States are and should 

be the best protectors of their own wild fauna and flora’ and the Convention on Biological Diversity 

1992 in Article 3 provides that: ‘States have, in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations 

and the principles of international law, the sovereign right to exploit their own resources pursuant to 

their own environmental policies, and the responsibility to ensure that activities within their 

jurisdiction or control do not cause damage to the environment of other States or of areas beyond the 

limits of national jurisdiction.’ 

We contend that CITES, in form, substance and implementation, is not aligned with other 

international agreements of equal weight and arguably greater relevance to the challenges of today. 

These agreements emphasize the following principles: 

• sovereignty over the use of national resources; 

• inclusive, equitable development through the sustainable use of natural resources; 

• recognizing that rural communities living with wildlife have inalienable rights over the use of 

their resources; and 

• recognizing that in today’s world of rapid changes in climate and land use and the accelerating 

pace of transformation of wildlife habitat, the survival of wildlife depends on the perceptions 

and development needs of people living with wildlife. 

The way CITES is currently operating is contrary to its founding principles. Today CITES discards 

proven, working conservation models in favor of ideologically driven anti-use and anti-trade models. 

Such models are dictated by largely Western non-State actors who have no experience with, 

responsibility for, or ownership over wildlife resources. The result has been failure to adopt 
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progressive, equitable, inclusive and science-based conservation strategies. We believe this failure has 

arisen from the domination of protectionist ideology over science decision-making within CITES. 

This anti-sustainable use and anti-trade ideology now dominates decisions made by many States who 

are party to CITES. States are increasingly influenced by the dominance both at meetings of the 

decision-making structures of CITES and in their run-up by protectionist NGOs whose ideological 

position has no basis in science or experience and is not shared in any way by the Member States of 

SADC and their people. 

This conservation model is based on entrenched and emotive rhetoric and discourse, backed up by 

intense lobbying, as opposed to science. Foremost among these motifs now dominating CITES is the 

unfounded belief that all trade fuels illegal, unsustainable trade, ignoring clear evidence to the 

contrary. 

Examples of this are the attempts by others to impose new trade restrictions for species that are 

effectively conserved – and utilised – in our States, such as lions and giraffe, while the real threats in 

those States where such species are in decline due to habitat loss and human-wildlife conflict 

continue to go unattended. 

The Southern African countries have observed, with great discomfort, the polarized discussions on 

African charismatic large mammals at this CoP18. It is very disturbing to see the North/South divide 

across the African continent rearing its head again. 

We are further concerned that positions of some Parties appear to be based on national political 

considerations aimed at catering to the interests of national, intensively lobbied constituencies, as 

opposed to proven, science-based conservation strategies. This undermines the SADC States, on 

whom the responsibility to manage species falls, and our ability to do so effectively. As it is currently 

implemented, CITES undermines the rights of people living in rural areas of SADC States to have 

access to and use in a sustainable manner the natural resources present in their communities that are 

required to enjoy adequate living conditions and the right to participate in the management of these 

resources. The consensus expressed through CITES by the majority of States undermines our region in 

our efforts to secure social and environment justice through the sustainable use of our natural 

resources. In doing so it is compromising our ability to meet obligations and responsibilities to other 

multilateral agreements and to our peoples. 

 A World That Values The Conservation And Livelihood Benefits Of Sustainable Wildlife Utilization 



Conservation Frontlines E-Magazine Vol.1-4, October 2019 Page 56

The populations of iconic African wildlife species in our region illustrate the effectiveness of our 

conservation models. Similar examples of successful conservation outcomes have not been 

forthcoming under ideologically driven approaches to conservation. Yet, at previous meetings of the 

Conference of the Parties to CITES, efforts made by us to advance and strengthen the same 

conservation strategies that have worked so well have been rejected. 

Those who bear no cost of protecting our wildlife, nor bear any consequence for decisions of CITES on 

our species, vote without any accountability against working conservation models in southern Africa. 

To this end, we have had to invoke measures such as announcing a dispute, the first time ever in 

CITES. As members of the global community, we fully appreciate the importance of multilateral 

negotiations, such as those that take place within CITES, in identifying and collectively working 

towards solutions for the greater good of humanity. 

We have been committed Parties to CITES since its inception or our accession to it and would wish to 

remain so. But we can no longer ignore these glaring shortcomings and threats to our national 

interests and to our commitments to the broader multilateral context. Mr Chairman, the time has 

come to seriously reconsider whether there are any meaningful benefits from our membership to 

CITES. I thank you. 

A threat to leave CITES—a move for which I have advocated in the past—is no small thing. It 

will have very significant consequences, such as the possibility that remaining member 

countries simply refuse to trade with non-members, especially in products derived from 

wildlife ranching and conservation. 

But, heavily influenced by Western environmentalists and animal rights ideologues, the CITES 

countries have consistently interfered with the sovereign right of developing countries to 

manage the conservation of their wild ecosystems in such a way that their conservation or 

development also benefits their own people. 

Rich countries do so because it plays well with their political constituencies at home, and many 

poor countries vote alongside them because millions of dollars in conservation funding and 

other aid from large environmental groups are dependent upon meek compliance. This leaves 

the few countries that actually do have charismatic megafauna to protect without enough 

votes to protect their own national interests. 
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As Ed Stoddard recently put it in Daily Maverick, “fresh thinking is clearly needed” to resolve 

the “megafauna stalemate”. To do this, “focusing on communities is key,” according to Duan 

Biggs, senior research fellow for social-ecological systems and resilience at Griffith University, 

and Matthew H. Holden, lecturer in the Centre for Applications in Natural Resource 

Mathematics at the University of Queensland, writing in The Conversation. 

Conservation does not emerge from foreigners dictating to developing countries how to 

manage their natural resources, or prohibiting them from the sustainable utilization of nature 

and wildlife. Sustainable use is a key principle that CITES once promoted, but has long since 

abandoned in favor of a preservationist ideology promoted by green lobby groups and 

politicians pandering to their rich-world constituencies. 

[It is high time] that the developed world rejects the preservationist ideology of Western 

environmentalists and demands a return to conservation based on sustainable use that still, on 

paper, forms the basis for global conservation and biodiversity treaties. Any conservation 

policy that does not take into account the needs of local communities and domestic economies 

is doomed to failure. 

Preserving an imagined Eden for the satisfaction of rich-world elites, at the cost of the socio-

economic development of people in poor countries, is morally reprehensible and politically 

unworkable. 

The developing world does not need, and its people are refusing to accept, patronizing 

instructions on conservation and conditional offers of “aid” from what one can only call eco-

colonialists. Developing countries must put their own people and development first, and 

pursue home-grown sustainable use policies that have proved to be successful in the past, 

global opinion be damned.  

Ivo Vegter is a columnist and the author of Extreme Environment, a book on environmental 

exaggeration and how it harms emerging economies. He writes on this and many other matters, from 

the perspective of individual liberty and free markets. Many of Ivo’s articles are featured in the 

Conservation Frontlines Library. For space reasons this article was shortened, leaving out Ivo’s 

analysis of the burning forests in the Amazon. It is republished here with permission of DM and the 

author. You can read the full article as it was first published by The Daily Maverick. 

Banner Image: CITES Protected Species.
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The Latest on Angola’s Giant Sable
By Pedro vaz Pinto

READ TIME 8 MINUTES 

Since 2003, Pedro vaz Pinto has worked to conserve the giant or royal sable (Hippotragus niger 

variani, better known in Angola as Palanca Negra). This is his latest report from the Cangandala and 

Luando reserves, where, thanks to his relentless efforts, this enigmatic antelope still thrives. 

Rain came to Angola late in the last quarter of 2018 and ended early, by mid-March 2019 in 

most areas; although there was plenty of local variation, it became apparent that we were in 

for a drought later in the year. The December 2018 poaching incident in the Luando Reserve—

three men were arrested with the remains of a freshly and illegally killed giant sable female—

ended with the culprits set free by the local prosecutor, who apparently negotiated a deal with 

the poachers’ families. We are still hopeful that higher authorities will bring justice and 

punishment to these poachers and thereby set an example.  
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With some effort, we managed to maintain a permanent ranger presence at the advanced anti-

poaching post throughout the rainy season, although reaching the post with supplies and to 

rotate rangers proved to be difficult as the wet progressed. Our presence was crucial, since the 

effective security reach took in three of the five local giant sable herds. We expect to 

strengthen the post with better equipment before end of this year and plan to open new 

service roads and establish an even more distant post next year.

Four GPS collars—two on territorial bulls and two on females—are about to complete three 

years of tracking research. These collars allow us to better understand the whereabouts and 

behavior of giant sable, and they also contribute to better surveillance and security. As it 

happens, though, poaching activity appeared to be markedly lower in this area now.

Most significant, however, was the unexpected return of big predators. Lions have finally come 

back. In early June, our three rangers in the advanced post spent a sleepless night listening to 

the mighty roaring of a male. A lion roar can be frightening and may trigger visceral fear, 

especially when heard for the first time. To our rangers, lions were creatures of tales, never 

before seen, heard or smelled. The men were totally unprepared and, unsurprisingly, they 

panicked, even firing random shots into the forest. One of the “survivors” said that “the ground 

trembled beneath our feet when the lion roared” and “the roaring was so loud that leaves were 

falling from the trees all around us.”  

A couple of weeks later, another team had an even more memorable experience: Two rangers 

stumbled onto a small pride of lions—a male, a female and four cubs—chasing bushpigs. This is 

the first evidence of a resident lion pride in the Luando Reserve in many decades, and they are 

breeding successfully. Both rangers got the scare of their lives. They beat a hasty retreat, 

setting the grass on fire to guard their rear.  

The return of lions will certainly pose risks to some individual giant sable in our herds, but their 

presence reflects the recovery of the ecosystem and an increase in game populations. This 

unexpected development brings a new set of challenges, but also opportunities, which we will 

tackle in the future.

In July, our fifth aerial game-capture operation in 10 years took place in the Luando Reserve. 

The specialized team was led by Dr. Pete Morkel, one of our most experienced wildlife 

veterinarians, and Namibia-based Frans Henning piloted the Bell Jet Ranger helicopter. The 
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operation was sponsored by (in alphabetic order) Angola LNG, the ExxonMobil Foundation, the 

Segré Foundation, the Tusk Trust and the Whitley Fund. The Angolan military, both Air Force 

and Army, assisted with fuel, logistics and organization.  

The capture operation had these main objectives: 1) to update the census data on giant sable 

populations, including the location of the five known herds and detailed photo records to 

evaluate sex ratios and ages; 2) to dart as many as 20 giant sable and deploy as many as 15 new 

GPS/Iridium collars and, if necessary, a few additional VHF collars; 3) to assess threats, 

especially poaching, by visiting most of the water holes and, where appropriate, taking action 

against poachers. With the unexpected appearance of the small pride, we hoped for the 

opportunity to collar a lion, too.

The operation went exceptionally well and almost all results matched expectations. 

Unfortunately, the lions didn’t come to the party; we spotted none during our flights. In total, 

we darted 17 giant sable and deployed 15 GPS collars on nine females and six bulls. We 
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concluded the survey as planned, including the detailed demographic data and threat 

assessment. 

We collared four mature bulls, all presumed territorial; one of them accompanied a herd. The 

territorial bulls were chosen randomly. Their estimated ages were six, seven, eight and 12 

years. The 12-year-old bull had been darted, but not collared, in 2016. These mature bulls were 

very nice, healthy specimens, with horn lengths between 52 and 56 inches (132 – 142 cm). 

Twice we managed to photograph the largest bull we saw but were unable to dart and collar 

him.

We also came across several bachelor groups—young sable males who aggregate in small 

groups before eventually becoming solitary and establishing their own territories. These 

bachelor groups were comprised of two to seven males, three and four years old. We collared 

two four-year-old bulls from different bachelor groups; both were healthy, powerful young 

specimens with horns measuring 46 to 48 inches (117 – 122 cm).  

These young males often roam aimlessly and can easily get in trouble—they are more 

vulnerable to poaching or to being maimed or killed in fights with older bulls. (In order to better 

understand herd dynamics, we hope to establish and document the moment when these young 

bulls settle down and become territorial.)  

A big surprise was finding a bull alive and well that had been collared in 2013. We’d estimated 

him then to be around 12 years old, so now he was 18. We have never before found a bull older 

than 15 years. We darted the old boy and relieved him of his battered, worn-out tracking collar. 

He was in poor physical condition, with most of his teeth worn down to the gums. He probably 

doesn’t have more than a few more months to live.

As female giant sables are the crucial component of our conservation work, we were eager to 

tackle the herds. The first four breeding herds were fairly easy to locate and by the end of the 

seventh day of flying we had collared two cows in each of these herds plus a couple of 

territorial bulls. The fifth herd, with a home range farthest from our base of operations and 

from the other groups, proved much harder to find. Our data on this herd are scarce. This is 

one of our two largest groups and, although in a region of extensive anharas (natural clearings) 

and relatively open woodland, for some reason we always struggle to locate this group. (In 
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2009 and 2013, we didn’t find them at all, in 2011 we found only a very small subgroup that 

had temporarily split off, and in 2016 we got to them only on the very last day of flying.) 

The two GPS collars we had managed to put on individuals from this group in the past lasted 

just a few months before one collar failed and the female carrying the other one died. A VHF 

collar put on 2016 is missing in action; that cow was probably poached. The last remote data 

from this herd is now more than two years old, so our knowledge of the routines of this herd is 

relatively poor. During this year’s exercise, we kept finding bulls of this group, but not females. 

After several days and many hours of relentless searching, we finally found the herd on, again, 

the very last day of flying. We had only one GPS and one VHF collar left, and these were put on 

two cows. 

Comparing the 2016 and 2019 demographic data for these five Luando Reserve herds gave us 

an estimated population increase of roughly 15%. This is what a well-protected healthy 
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population could probably achieve (the Cangandala herd performs at this level); however, with 

the insecurity in Luando and the ongoing poaching, we had feared that their performance 

would be much worse.  

The comparison of demographic parameters (age structure and sex ratios) shows much better 

results for every herd than recorded in the past 10 years. The number of cows remained stable 

or even went down slightly, but the average age of the females has dropped, and the number of 

yearlings and immatures has increased significantly, all of which suggests a much healthier 

population overall. The age of darted females averaged seven years, and only one cow was 

estimated to be older than 10 years. The potential for growth in the short term is now higher.  

The pressure from snaring over the past three years appears to have gone down considerably. 

In years past, we’d determined that snares affect primarily young animals, and fatalities 

through snares are responsible for a skewed age structure and an unbalanced population. 

The impact of traps and snares can be inferred from scars carried by survivors. In previous 

operations, the proportion of injured individuals among darted animals stood between 20% 

and 25%. The injuries were often extremely nasty leg wounds with signs of necrosis or even 

missing legs. Dr. Morkel had to perform several emergency surgeries to remove rope and steel-

cable snares. Three animals we handled bore healed leg injuries; two of them, a bull and a cow, 

were around 12 years old, and the third was an eight-year-old female. The fact that the general 

population is now on average younger, while the older animals carry a much larger proportion 

of injuries when we know for a fact that young animals are the most vulnerable, is a very 

encouraging sign because it is consistent with the recent reduction in poaching.

We also found fewer other signs of poaching than in previous surveys. Not surprisingly, the 

herds closest to our new ranger post showed the fewest signs of poaching, although we did find 

some poachers’ camps. (It appears that they now hunt at night with spotlights and shotguns.) 

However, the herd farthest from our post still suffers from rampant poaching; we found plenty 

of traps around water holes. Some of these traps—large poles with steel cables or very large 

iron gin traps attached—were within a few hundred metres of where we found the herd and 

were clearly targeted at the sable. A joint anti-poaching incursion with the military will be 

carried out in coming weeks.
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We recorded two other antelope species, roan and reedbuck, daily; they appeared to be much 

more common than in any previous survey, likely because of the increased security in the 

reserve. The increased availability of these prey species probably also helps explain the 

reappearance of lions.

Pedro vaz Pinto, an Angolan researcher, is the man behind the Giant Sable Conservation Project. He 

began to look for the giant sable in 2003, and in 2005 camera traps finally proved its continued 

existence. In 2006, he was awarded the prestigious Whitley Award and in 2013 the international 

Terras Sem Sombra prize for biodiversity, in recognition of his giant sable efforts. Pedro’s published 

work on giant sable may be found here. See also more photos as well as this 8-minute video from the 

2019 expedition. 

Banner Photo: A dominant giant sable bull leads his herd. Pedro vaz Pinto photo. 
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A Rare Success
Near-extinct East African black rhino return to the wild

By Rubin Els, CEO, Thaba Tholo

READ TIME 9 MINUTES 
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In September, four male and five female East African black rhinos were translocated from South 

Africa’s private Thaba Tholo Game Ranch to the Grumeti Conservation area in northwestern 

Tanzania. 

Saving the life of any species on planet Earth is one of the greatest achievements a human 

being can accomplish. It’s also a challenge that enterprising conservation organizations such as 

the Thaba Tholo Game Ranch in South Africa, which has the largest population of East African 

rhino (Diceros bicornis michaeli) outside of its historic home range, love to take on.

However, for Limpopo-based Thaba Tholo, keeping the East African black rhino population 

with the view of translocating some of them back to East Africa, where they were being 

poached to extinction, was a delicate and daunting task. Thaba Tholo’s four successful 

translocations of these rare rhinos back to Tanzania and Rwanda, where they faced extinction, 

were historic achievements.

The crowning moment of this little-known, unprecedented and inspirational East African black 

rhino conservation effort happened on 11 September 2019, when a total of nine black rhino 

were translocated from South Africa’s privately run Thaba Tholo to the Grumeti Conservation 

Area, which forms part of the Greater Serengeti Ecosystem in the north-western part of 

Tanzania. The four male and five female East African black rhinos originate from a breeding 

population in South Africa that is renowned for its exceptional breeding success.

Origins of East African black rhinos 

The East African black rhino originated from the Kibodo area in Kenya in 1961. Following their 

introduction into South Africa, in Addo National Park, the population increased extremely 

slowly over the initial 18 years—by only four animals. Fortunately, once the population was 

introduced to and settled in at Thaba Tholo, the success rate of the population escalated.

“Within the following 20 years a total of 107 juveniles were born and the population 

quadrupled in size,” said Dr Petra Kretzschmar, scientist at the Leibniz Institute for Zoo and 

Wildlife Research, in Germany, who is responsible for the scientific management of the black 

rhino population.

The high security measures at the ranch where the black rhinos were kept, together with good 

pastures and scientific management of each animal, led to the project’s success.
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“Every animal has a studbook record, which contains the sex 

and age of the individual, its intercalving intervals, family 

tree and lineage records (in other words, who the mother 

and father were and traced back to great- and great-great-

grandfathers), fertility tests, pregnancy sonars as well as its 

genetic profile,” says Dr Kretzschmar. “This enables us to 

calculate the population growth, the individual intercalving 

interval and sex and age of each offspring, and to carefully 

select unrelated individuals as well as a sex-and-age 

structure (population demographics) that would be the most 

beneficial founder population to the northwestern side of 

the Serengeti.”

The amount of known information for each individual black 

rhino selected for this relocation project is astonishing.

Forty years ago, an estimated 500 to 700 East African black 

rhinos freely roamed the Serengeti-Mara ecosystem. 

Poaching then drove this black rhino population to near extinction.

Critically endangered

Today, the East African black rhino is critically endangered. An estimated 1,000 individuals 

remain in the wild. Of the remaining three Diceros bicornis subspecies (Southern-central Black 

Rhino, D. b. minor, Southwestern Black Rhino, D. b. bicornis and Eastern Black Rhino D. b. 

michaeli), the East African black rhino is by far the rarest. 

“I am proud that we are in a position to contribute to such a degree to the conservation of this 

iconic species,” said Rubin Els, CEO of Thaba Tholo. “It has taken a lot of vision, effort, planning 

and finances of various role players to have this nucleus population so well established in this 

time in history.”

Els notes that in South Africa the East African black rhino is ironically classified as an alien and 

invasive (unwanted) species, according to the South African environmental legislation, because 

their occurrence here is considered to be out of their natural home range. 
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“To me it was a no-brainer to establish a nucleus of East African black rhino in a place that was 

safe due to maximum security, intensive monitoring and where they could increase to their full 

capacity, away from the pressures of humans,” Els said. “Without all our logistics and scientific 

advice, we would have never been able to establish such a successful breeding population.

“After 20 years, all the planning and hard work have finally paid off, paving the way for us to 

start relocating meaningful numbers and new founder populations to areas and countries 

where they have become extinct.”

Conservationists say these are indeed exciting times for the successful East African black rhino 

translocation.

The translocation of nine of these rhinos to Tanzania is the fourth consignment of rhino sent 

from Thaba Tholo to former range states in Africa. The first translocation, to Tanzania in 2001, 

involved a partnership with the South African National Parks (SANParks). This was followed by 

the second translocation, in 2010, to the Serengeti National Park in Tanzania, in partnership 

with the Grumeti Fund.

Elsewhere in East Africa, a group of 18 black rhino were relocated from Thaba Tholo to the 

Akagera National Park in Rwanda in 2017. With the new population in Akagera, Rwanda 

became only the fourth African country to have the rare East African black rhino roam its soil.

The Grumeti Conservation Fund has been instrumental and a key partner in two of the three 

translocation events to Tanzania. “We are incredibly grateful for the willingness and assistance 

from the Tanzanian government and the Tanzania Wildlife Management Authority (TAWA) in 

particular,” said Stephan Cunliffe, executive director of the Grumeti Fund.

Meanwhile, Wouter Maree, general manager of Thaba Tholo, said the East African black rhino 

translocation initiative owes its success to the women and men behind the scenes who 

continue to give valuable financial, technical and professional support to the project. They 

include ranger corps, the security teams of Thaba Tholo, the management team, shareholders 

and the Grumeti Fund, veterinarians Drs. Andre Uys and Dawid Snyman, Dr. Cindy Harper and 

her special lab team, Conservation Solutions, who provided transport and expertise, and Dr. 

Petra Kretzschmar for years of expert advice.
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“Behind the scenes, there are a lot of unsung heroes,” says Maree. “These are the people who 

commit their lives and their very existence to the survival of rhinos, which is the cornerstone of 

success to the Thaba Tholo miracle.”

Little-known behind the scenes work 

There are many logistical and administrative tasks involved in the ultimate success of such a 

mammoth venture. But few people are aware of the crucial role of the rhino keepers, who put 

their lives on hold to care for the animals while they are in captivity.

There is a dedicated team that ensures the welfare of these special animals until they are 

ultimately released at their final destination. It starts with this team being involved during the 

capture of each animal. The immobilized rhinos are moved to holding pens (bomas), where they 

are kept for about three months and keepers spend “every practical moment” with the rhino. 
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Having been naturally from the wild, the black rhinos need to be calmed as quickly as possible. 

The keepers talk to them, feed them and clean their holding pens on daily. Additionally, they 

chop branches for them twice daily (they are browsers and need the food known to them), 

clean their water troughs and even provide mud baths for them during the heat.

In order to clean the bomas daily, the rhinos need to be taught to move from their boma into an 

empty adjacent one. All the dung, uneaten branches and food are carted out on wheelbarrows 

by hand. The water troughs are emptied and meticulously cleaned. Then new branches and 

feed are placed. Thereafter, the rhinos are moved back into the clean boma, where they find 

fresh food and water prepared for them by their hardworking, caring keepers.

Before long the rhinos get used to the daily routine. Over time, the keepers develop an intense 

bond with each rhino. They get to know each animal personally. Not many people know that 

black rhinos have different temperaments and personalities. They even have different moods 

(some are grumpy throughout, but some become loveable and even like human contact, while 

others remain aloof or neutral), along with different preferences of food (some like a specific 

type of tree while others prefer game pellets or thorn-tree pods).

Black rhinos are extremely intelligent animals and get bored easily in confinement. To break 

their monotonous routine and keep them happy, their keepers make great efforts to maintain a 

daily movement routine and talk to them in loving and lively voices. The black rhinos can be 

spoiled brats, some of them liking toys, such as tires, to keep them occupied.  

The point of these intense relationships with the rhinos is to allow them to adapt to their new 

captive environment as quickly as possible, since this ensures they remain in peak physical 

condition.

Translocation challenges

The transport and translocation/relocation leg of the project is extremely risky and stressful to 

the black rhinos. They need to be in tip-top condition (like an athlete before a marathon) in 

order to ensure that they travel safely and comfortably and settle successfully on the other 

side. Some of the keepers travel along with the rhinos on the cargo plane and assist with their 

acclimatization in their new country.
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The keepers who were involved in this relocation success story deserve to be named: George 

Kgamanyane, Jankie Sekoboane, Robynne and Ros-Amy Els, Jennifer Conaghan, Kevin Aron 

and Aiden Perring. They are truly the unknown and unsung heroes.

Sad stories of rhinos having died while being translocated have recently grabbed media 

headlines. Therefore, the partners in the East Africa black rhino translocation initiative are 

humbled by their four consecutive successful translocations.

“I am both excited and relieved that the animals travelled well during their long journey and 

that all nine rhinos arrived safely, but at the same time I am sad for having to part with my 

special guests,” said Robyne Els, one of the rhino keepers. 

Thaba Tholo is a 37,000-hectare (91,400-acre) game farm in the Limpopo Province of South Africa. 

The farm was created in 1990 by consolidating game and cattle farms before the Big Five and other 

rare species were reintroduced. Thaba Tholo is committed to the conservation of all species, especially 

endangered species. The game populations on the ranch are managed through live capture and 

limited hunting. Free-roaming predators, including lion, leopard, cheetah, brown hyena, caracal and 

other species also contribute to the natural selection process, which helps develop tough and vibrant 

animal populations, naturally adapted to withstand predation and disease. 

Banner Image: One of the four rhino bulls in the capture boma. Robynne Prinsloo photo
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False Bay: Death By A Thousand Cuts
By Tony Weaver

READ TIME 3 MINUTES 

Great white sharks are disappearing from South Africa’s False Bay. Tony Weaver describes the 

disquieting changes in the area.

When I was a kid, I often dreamed of going back in a time machine to when only Khoisan 

hunter-gatherers roamed the shores of False Bay and the fishing was superb. 

We all have some physical reference that defines our childhood. For many Capetonians, it is 

Table Mountain, even if seen from the bleakness of the Cape Flats. For others the Drakensberg, 

for the Kalahari kid the icy winter mornings or the smell of rain when summer comes. 
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For me, it is False Bay. I grew up surfing its waves, diving its kelp beds, playing on its beaches, 

fishing off its rocks and driving the most beautiful road in the world, Clarence Drive, to our 

family cottage near Cape Hangklip, the bay’s easternmost arm. 

The bay fed our family a seemingly endless supply of galjoen, yellowtail, katonkel, perlemoen, 

alikreukel and kreef. I know every surfing break between Cape Point and Cape Hangklip. 

I know what the wind does, how the southeaster turns the water on the eastern shores ice-

cold and clear, the diving is good, the ice-cream headaches from the cold water intense. The 

northwester warms the sea and the yellowtail come inshore to be hooked from Whale Rock 

and Blaauwkrans. 

That’s also when the swell picks up and gets focused by Rocky Bank, the reef at the mouth of 

False Bay, and creates rogue waves that sweep anglers from the rocks. The eastern arm of 

False Bay is haunted by their crosses. 

But my beloved bay is in grave danger. The City of Cape Town says that for the first time since 

2004, not a single great white shark has been spotted in the bay this year, down from an 

average 205 sightings a year. 

And a landmark study by 32 researchers was published in Elementa – Science of the 

Anthropocene, which synthesised more than 30 years [of] research into False Bay. 

They address the disappearance of the great whites by noting that “the reasons for the low 

sighting rates are unknown, but might be related to more favourable prey conditions along the 

east coast . . . the increased presence of killer whales Orcinus orca that target white sharks (and, 

specifically, their livers) as prey might also play a role.” 

The report’s essence includes that: by next year, the effluent of nearly two million people will 

enter the bay via leaking sewers, 11 rivers, multiple stormwater drains and polluted 

groundwater; wind and rainfall patterns are shifting because of climate change; kelp, crayfish, 

seabirds and pelagic fish are moving east; and overfishing has “led to alarming declines” (only 

yellowtail have increased) while perlemoen and crayfish stocks are close to collapse. 

For surfers, there is one bit of good news amid the gloom: there is likely to be a “shift of mid-

latitude cyclones to a more southerly latitude” and this may “generate waves with a more 
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southerly, and hence more direct, approach into False Bay”. Expect better and bigger waves in 

the bay.  

When I was a kid, I often dreamed of going back in a time machine to when only Khoisan 

hunter-gatherers roamed the shores of False Bay and the fishing was superb. 

I hope my grandchildren don’t look back and say “I wonder what it was like in Grandpa’s day 

when there were fish, and you could swim in False Bay without getting sick?” 

South African freelance photojournalist Tony Weaver is an environment writer, columnist and editor. 

This article first appeared in Die Burger on September 3, 2019, and is republished here with 

permission.  

Banner photo of False Bay courtesy of NASA.
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A Man of Value
Volker Grellmann—Conservationist, Farmer, Teacher, Hunter and 

Gentleman

By Gerhard R Damm


READ TIME 2.5 MINUTES

Volker Grellmann, the doyen of Namibian professional hunting, died of a heart attack on the 

early morning of September 16, 2019, at the age of 77.  

A tall and alluring man, with a rosy complexion and blue eyes, Volker had a booming vibrant 

voice. White bearded and whitehaired already when I met him first in the mid-1990s, Volker 

never minced words. Ethical hunting and wildlife conservation were important to him. Even 

more important were the people of Namibia.  
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A humble man with the memory of an elephant, Volker’s intolerance for ineptitude, unethical 

behavior, or the myopic views of extremists from both sides of the conservation aisle was 

legendary. But Volker also had a sparkling sense of humor, and with a twinkle in his eyes and his 

easy smile, Volker often regaled his listeners with wonderful stories from his rich and colorful 

life. 

Volker and his wife Anke are German-born. They sailed on the same boat from Hamburg to the 

shores of what was then still called South West Africa, yet they only met after arriving in 

Windhoek. Volker returned to Germany to study fashion design in Munich; back in Namibia, he 

became a furrier, designing elegant Swakara garments.  

On the side, he moonlighted as hunting safari outfitter; soon hunting and conservation were at 

the center of his life. In the late 1960s, Anke and Volker launched ANVO Hunting Safaris; and 

in 1974, this company became the nucleus of the first professional hunting organization in the 

country. Under Volker’s leadership, the early safari pioneers already thought in terms like wise 

use of natural resources, sustainable utilization, importance of biodiversity. In 1978, ANVO 

Safaris was awarded a ten-year trophy hunting contract for an enormous 15,000 square 

kilometer concession in Damaraland.  

Already early on Volker was a passionate advocate for the rural people living in communal 

rural areas. His objective was that they should benefit from their wildlife. The communal 

conservancies are one of the big success stories of Namibia, and Volker is an integral part of 

this development.  

Recognized amongst his peers as one of the stalwarts of the Namibian hunting fraternity and 

one of the founders and long-term president of the Namibia Professional Hunting Association 

(NAPHA), Volker played a pioneering role in the development and practice of rigorous hunting 

standards and ethics. As a teacher, he helped many capable rural residents to achieve their 

dreams. As a conciliator, he brought widely different characters around a table, adroitly 

moderating difficult discussions, and achieving sustainable solutions for people and wildlife.  

The work of this marvelous, valuable, and sincere giant of a man and true Namibian hunting 

and conservation icon impacts this and future generations of Namibians. His tracks across the 

Namibian landscapes are too large to miss.  
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This is your final Halali, old friend. Waidmanndank, for all you did for conservation and hunting. 

Rest in Peace. 

Banner Image: Volker Grellmann in action during a workshop. NASCO photo.
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Book Review

Through My Eyes: Journey of a Wildlife Veterinarian 
By Silvio Calabi

READ TIME 5 MINUTES 

CF’s Co-Editor reviews Dr. Michael D. Kock’s book Through My Eyes: Journey of a Wildlife 

Veterinarian. This eye-filling, readable chronicle of a life well spent seems to confirm what so many 

Nova, Nature and NatGeo TV shows hint at: That a career in wildlife conservation might just be as 

rewarding and even romantic as it appears. 

Through My Eyes: Journey of a Wildlife Veterinarian. 

Dr. Michael D. Kock. 2019. IWVS (Africa), Greyton, 

South Africa. Hardcover, 101/4 by 121/8 inches 

(26x30 cm), 71/4 pounds (3.3 Kg), 600 pages; with 

foreword, notes on photography, 

acknowledgements. ISBN 978-0-620-82883-3. 

US$100 + $15 shipping from www.through-my-

eyes.co.za.

There are veterinarians who look after your auntie’s 

poodle, and then there are veterinarians who 

tranquilize, treat and tag wild elephants. And other big, 

untamed beasts. Mike Kock—Dr. Michael D. Kock, to us ordinary mortals—is one of the latter, 

and he has the scars to show for it. He also has an extraordinary new book to show for it: 

Through My Eyes: Journey of a Wildlife Veterinarian is as big as a lasagna pan, weighs more than a 

magnum of champagne and contains 600 pages splashed with color. By sheer size, heft and eye 

appeal, it qualifies as a coffee-table book; by content, however, it amounts to a career-

counseling text for anyone attracted to wildlife science.  

Entertaining though it can be, this is not a book that one reads like a novel, from beginning to 

end, in bed at night. It’s just too big. The table of contents helps us get our arms around it: After 

the foreword and introduction, the chapter headings are “UK, USA and Qatar,” “Zimbabwe,” 
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“Botswana,” “Namibia,” “Mozambique,” “South Africa,” “Cameroon—The Savannah,” “Tropical 

Forest,” “South Sudan,” “Ethiopia,” “Uganda, Rwanda, Kenya and Tanzania.” The book winds up 

with “A Fishy Story—Around the World in 46 Days” and finally “Land Rovers.”  

Yes, a chapter about that other endangered African species, the venerable British Land Rover, 

nowadays nearly eclipsed—at least in the bush—by the Toyota Land Cruiser. Dr. Kock not only 

has a sense of humor, he also knows that field scientists do not thrive on just endless sets of 

data points.  

This is a serious book, too. In the foreword, John Hanks, former CEO of the World Wildlife 

Fund/South Africa and the Peace Parks Foundation, writes: “Through My Eyes has addressed 

with refreshing courage and an acute awareness that the people who live close to the animals 

hold the key to their sustainable future. If conservation of these species is to succeed, we must 

address immediate issues of poverty, high rates of human population growth, accelerating land 

transformation, the pervasive problems linked to corruption and, above all, the need to 

educate and mentor the leaders of the future. Michael Kock’s involvement in the innovative 

AHEAD (Animal & Human Health for the Environment And Development) programme since its 

inception encapsulates his genuine commitment to working with people, as do the many 

superb photographs of the extraordinary heterogeneity of the communities and individuals he 

encountered.” 

At the far end of the book, on page 593, is a photo of the author in 1990, at the age of 37. At 

Mana Pools, in Zimbabwe, he is watching a massive elephant bull. A camera with long lens 

hangs from one shoulder; an FAL rifle is on the other shoulder. The caption reads, in part, 

“Camera first and rifle only for protection, a supporter of hunting but not a hunter.” By email, 

Dr. Kock added, “The book has a strong sustainable-use message and challenges orthodoxy in 

the wildlife and conservation field based on practical experience and knowledge.”  

Mike Kock was born in South Africa in 1953, grew up in Zimbabwe (then Southern Rhodesia), 

was educated as a veterinarian in the UK and then, in 1976, went to the USA, where his 

professional life as a wildlife vet began—netting bighorn sheep from helicopters. After a stint in 

the Middle East, he returned to Africa in 1988. His veterinary career has now spanned 43 

years. 
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Through My Eyes is dense with text and captions. If, as the author 

believes, a picture “really is worth a thousand words,” the book’s 

1,400 photos add another 1.4 million words. The images go back 

to the days of slide film and continue to the digital present. Had 

he washed out of the vet business, Dr. Kock could have made a 

living as a photographer. His pictures capture field operations, 

people, vehicles, landscapes, equipment, animals (alive, 

tranquilized or poached), snares, rivers, aircraft and so on and so 

forth. Some are beautiful, some are gut-wrenching, all are 

instructive. At the end of each dawn-to-dark session of animal-

wrangling, in heat, dust or mud, Dr. Kock was more inclined to 

down a beer and a meal and fall into bed than to scribble notes, so the extensive photo record 

of each day’s work was his diary. 

IWVS (Africa), the publisher, is International Wildlife Veterinary Services, which normally puts 

out professional manuals for field vets and biologists. Through My Eyes is available only online; 

the website provides a close look at the book, too. Social media and groups such as the Wildlife 

Disease Association, the American Association of Zoo Veterinarians and various wildlife and 

conservation NGOs have moved the book along briskly. This month, Dr. Kock wraps up a 

speaking tour in the US and the UK, with more (including talk shows) to come in South Africa, 

followed by visits to universities as well as vet schools, museums, zoos and hunting 

organizations. Catch up with him when and where possible; it will be a fascinating talk. 
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Dr. Kock with a baby gorilla. 
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publisher
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Abstracts of Recently Published Papers on Hunting & 

Conservation 
By Editorial Team


READ TIME 15 MINUTES 

The Conservation Frontlines Team selected a range of new scientific, peer- reviewed papers. Scan the 

abstracts to get an overview. All items have links to the original papers. 

Ecological Effects of Free-Roaming Horses in North American Rangelands. 2019. Kirk W 

Davies and Chad S Boyd. BioScience XX: 1–8. Published by Oxford University Press on behalf 

of American Institute of Biological Sciences.  https://doi.org/10.1093/biosci/biz060  

Abstract: Free-roaming horses are a widespread conservation challenge. Horse use (grazing 

and related impacts) is largely unmanaged, leading to concerns about its impact on native plant 

communities and ecosystem function. We synthesized the literature to determine the 
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ecological effects of free-roaming horses in North American rangelands. Largely unmanaged 

horse use can alter plant community composition, diversity, and structure and can increase 

bare ground and erosion potential. Free-roaming-horse use has also been linked to negative 

impacts on native fauna. Horses have repeatedly been shown to limit and even exclude native 

wildlife's use of water sources. These effects would likely be greatly reduced if the horse 

populations were better managed, but sociopolitical factors often preclude improved 

management. Using rigorous ecological research to educate politicians and the general public 

may facilitate the development of science-based management of free-roaming horses; 

however, ecological effects may have to become more severe before such changes can be 

realized.

_________________ 

Conservation of the world’s mammals: status, protected areas, community efforts, and 

hunting. 2019. R Terry Bowyer, Mark S Boyce, Jacob R Goheen & Janet L Rachlow. Journal of 

Mammalogy, Volume 100, Issue 3, 23 May 2019, Pages 923–941, https://doi.org/10.1093/

jmammal/gyy180  

Abstract: Mammals are imperiled worldwide. Threats to terrestrial species are primarily from 

habitat loss or modification, and in some instances from commercial, illegal, or unregulated 

hunting. Terrestrial species are negatively affected throughout the tropics from deforestation. 

Threats to marine mammals are related to harvest, strikes in shipping lanes, pollution, and 

depleted levels of food resources. Hazards to marine species are pronounced in the North 

Atlantic Ocean, North Pacific Ocean, and oceans and seas flanking southeastern Asia. 

Protected areas designed to conserve mammals often are too small, too few, poorly delimited 

or isolated, and too unreliably supported. The new conservation science proposes that human 

livelihoods be considered alongside traditional preservationist perspectives. For conservation 

outside of protected areas to succeed, the protection of wild mammals and their habitats 

should result in benefit to local people, especially in rural or poor communities. Concerns 

about declining populations of large mammals in North America during the late 19th and early 

20th centuries resulted in the institution of regulations that contributed to the recovery of 

many populations. Today, in North America and Europe, wild populations are thriving and legal 

hunting is allowed for a number of mammals, something that is less common in many 

developing countries, where illegal killing remains a threat to conservation. Nevertheless, 
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populations of large mammals are resilient to regulated hunting because of density-dependent 

processes that result in increased reproduction, survival, and growth rates. Unfortunately, 

hunting is unregulated for cultural and economic reasons over much of the Earth. We are 

beginning to see effects of climate change and invasive species on risk of extinction for many 

species. The future of mammals, however, is entwined ultimately with the size, growth, and 

resource demands of the human population.

_________________ 

The value of argument analysis for understanding ethical considerations pertaining to 

trophy hunting and lion conservation. 2019. John A. Vucetich, Dawn Burnham, Paul J 

Johnson, Andrew J Loveridge, Michael Paul Nelson, Jeremy T Bruskotter & David W. 

Macdonald. Biological Conservation. Volume 235, July 2019, Pages 260-272. https://doi.org/

10.1016/j.biocon.2019.04.012 

Abstract: Wild lions are threatened by loss of habitat and prey and various forms of human-

caused mortality. Despite examples of locally effective lion conservation, many populations 

have declined drastically over recent decades, and prospects for averting those threats over 

the long-term and at large spatial scales are not especially bright. Yet, many maintain hope for 

the future of lions. Some believe trophy hunting of lions is an appropriate measure for 

conserving lions because it can incentivize maintenance of lands in a condition suitable for 

lions and other wildlife. Others disagree. We analyze the issue with formal argument analysis, 

an important tool in applied ethics. The analysis indicates that in some regions of Africa trophy 

hunting of lions would be inappropriate insomuch as at least one empirical premise – 

necessary for supporting the conclusion that trophy hunting of lions should be tolerated – does 

not hold. The analysis also draws on principles of utilitarianism and deontology. The value of 

this analysis does not emerge from expecting it to resolve the issue – that would be an 

inappropriate standard by which to judge even a purely scientific paper. Rather the value of 

argument analysis lies in clarifying premises and logic upon which an ethical view rests. While 

the authors are not uniform in their intuitions about one of the argument's ethical premises, 

we all agree the considerations offered here about that premise are essential for better 

understanding the issue. Reactions to this analysis – be they endorsements or criticisms – are 

vital for identifying critical points of disagreement more precisely than otherwise possible.
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Behavioral changes in African elephants in response to wildlife tourism. 2019. I D Szott, Y 

Pretorius, N F Koyama Journal of Zoology, Vol. 308, No. 3, July 2019. Pages: 164-174 

Abstract: Eco-tourism and human-wildlife interactions can lead to increases in stress, 

vigilance and aggression in many species, however studies investigating wildlife viewing are 

scarce. This study investigated how wildlife tourism affected free-ranging African elephant 

behavior over 15 months in Madikwe Game Reserve, South Africa. High tourist pressure 

(monthly tourist number in the reserve) was related to an increased likelihood of individual 

elephants displaying conspecific-directed aggression. Further, non-identified elephant herds 

were more likely to move away from tourists observing them from vehicles with increasing 

numbers of vehicles present. Non-consumptive wildlife tourism potentially aids in protection 

and conservation of species but simultaneously it could have negative effects on elephant 

welfare and should therefore be monitored closely.

_________________ 

Reclassification of the serows and gorals: the end of a never-ending story? 2019. Mori 

Emiliano, Nerva Luca & Lovari Sandro. Mammal Review (2019), The Mammal Society and John 

Wiley & Sons. https://doi.org/10.1111/mam.12154  

Abstract: 1. Taxonomy is partly a subjective matter, but it is instrumental for ecological, 

behavioral and especially conservation studies. According to the International Union for 

Conservation of Nature, goat-antelopes (Bovidae: Rupicaprini tribe) number 13 species, 62% 

of which are ‘Threatened’ or ‘Near Threatened’ with extinction. During recent decades, the 

number of extant species of goat-antelopes – especially in endemic Asian genera (goral: six 

species Naemorhedus spp.; serow: seven species Capricornis spp.) – has been inflated. 2. We have 

revised the taxonomy and phylogeny of the gorals and serows, for the first time using the total 

mitochondrial genome of all taxa. 3. We confirm the existence of three goral and four serow 

species. We can find no justification for the existence of Naemorhedus griseus (Chinese goral), 

Naemorhedus bedfordi (Himalayan goral) and Naemorhedus evansi (Burmese goral), which should 

be pooled together within Naemorhedus goral (brown goral). Two species of mainland serow are 

also recognized: Capricornis rubidus (red serow) and Capricornis sumatraensis (Sumatran serow). 

Capricornis rubidus and Naemorhedus baileyi (red goral) are the forms more closely related to 

the common Pliocenic, still-unknown ancestor. Among serows, Capricornis crispus is sister to all 
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remaining species. Capricornis rubidus and Capricornis swinhoei (Formosan serow) are sister 

species, probably the remnants of an older radiation of mainland serows.

_________________ 

The Role of well-regulated Hunting Tourism in Namibia – in effective Conservation 

Management. 2018. Lisa Schmitt & David Rempel. Published In: Bode, Freitag (Eds.): 

Universities, Entrepreneurship and Enterprise Development in Africa - Conference 

Proceedings 2018. Sankt Augustin, Germany, 13-14 September 2018. German African 

University Partnership Platform for the Development of Entrepreneurs and Small/Medium 

Enterprises. doi:10.18418/978-3-96043-071-1_98 

Abstract: Namibia’s hunting industry is increasingly threatened by animal rightists and 

opponent groups whose adversarial mindset is mostly based on emotion orientated 

information. The fatal consequences if closing hunting tourism in a country like Namibia are 

expounded in this study by critically investigating the input of well-regulated hunting tourism 

towards conservation in Namibia. Different factors have to be taken into consideration, 

regarding the country’s attributes that differ significantly from other countries and their 

methods to achieve successful conservation management strategies. By conducting an in-

depth interview with Mr. Volker Grellmann and by obtaining secondary data from local 

authorities and organizations, the current research investigates how well-regulated hunting 

tourism in Namibia is an important part of biodiversity conservation. The results outline that 

hunting tourism is crucial for the value of wildlife and yields for wildlife to have a greater 

benefit than livestock and crop farming in Namibia. Likewise, the country takes care of their 

valuable natural recourse. As a result, natural habitats are induced, and subsequently a steeply 

growing number of wildlife was recorded over the last 50 years in Namibia. Among others 

hunting tourism favors the development of rural areas and yields incentives to fight poaching 

and the illegal trade of wild animal products.

Towards Convivial Conservation. 2019. Bram Büscher & Robert Fletcher. Conservation and 

Society AOP: 1-14, 2019. DOI: 10.4103/cs.cs_19_75  

Abstract: Environmental conservation finds itself in desperate times. Saving nature, to be sure, 

has never been an easy proposition. But the arrival of the Anthropocene - the alleged new 

phase of world history in which humans dominate the earth-system seems to have upped the 
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ante dramatically; the choices facing the conservation community have now become 

particularly stark. Several proposals for revolutionizing conservation have been proposed, 

including ‘new’ conservation, ‘half Earth’ and more. These have triggered heated debates and 

potential for (contemplating) radical change. Here, we argue that these do not take political 

economic realities seriously enough and hence cannot lead us forward. Another approach to 

conservation is needed, one that takes seriously our economic system’s structural pressures, 

violent socio-ecological realities, cascading extinctions and increasingly authoritarian politics. 

We propose an alternative termed ‘convivial conservation’. Convivial conservation is a vision, a 

politics and a set of governance principles that realistically respond to the core pressures of 

our time. Drawing on a variety of perspectives in social theory and movements from around 

the globe, it proposes a post-capitalist approach to conservation that promotes radical equity, 

structural transformation and environmental justice and so contributes to an overarching 

movement to create a more equal and sustainable world.

_________________ 

Aligning environmental management with ecosystem resilience: a First Foods example from 

the Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation, Oregon, USA. 2018. Eric J. 

Quaempts, Krista L. Jones, Scott J. O'Daniel, Timothy J. Beechie & Geoffrey C. Poole. Ecology 

and Society 23(2):29.  

https://doi.org/10.5751/ES-10080-230229  

Abstract: The concept of “reciprocity” between humans and other biota arises from the 

creation belief of the Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation (CTUIR). The 

concept acknowledges a moral and practical obligation for humans and biota to care for and 

sustain one another, and arises from human gratitude and reverence for the contributions and 

sacrifices made by other biota to sustain human kind. Reciprocity has become a powerful 

organizing principle for the CTUIR Department of Natural Resources, fostering continuity 

across the actions and policies of environmental management programs at the CTUIR. 

Moreover, reciprocity is the foundation of the CTUIR “First Foods” management approach. We 

describe the cultural significance of First Foods, the First Foods management approach, a 

resulting management vision for resilient and functional river ecosystems, and subsequent 

shifts in management goals and planning among tribal environmental staff during the first 

decade of managing for First Foods. In presenting this management approach, we highlight 
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how reciprocity has helped align human values and management goals with ecosystem 

resilience, yielding management decisions that benefit individuals and communities, 

indigenous and nonindigenous, as well as human and nonhuman. We further describe the 

broader applicability of reciprocity-based approaches to natural resource management.

_________________ 

Using Incentives as Mitigation Measure for Human Wildlife Conflict Management in 

Namibia. 2018. Sem M. Shilongo, Morrie Sam & Amos Simuela. International Journal of 

Scientific and Research Publications, Volume 8, Issue 11, November 2018. ISSN 2250-3153 

Abstract: Local people living with wildlife also saw their possibility of response limited by laws 

and regulations and became more vulnerable to wildlife damages. Human-wildlife conflicts 

remain to this day a major concern for humans as well as a serious threat to the survival of 

many wildlife populations. Changing human values and attitudes are have been noted to be 

shaping wildlife management approaches, where eco-centric, protectionist views of wildlife 

may not recognize or accommodate the needs of those living with wildlife. The causes are 

diverse and inter-connected. As biodiversity declined, the world came to recognize the 

importance of wildlife and the necessity to preserve it. Biodiversity is crucial for the stability of 

ecosystems and their capacity to provide the ecosystem services necessary to sustain human 

life. In order to safeguard biodiversity, the conservative approach has been to shield 

biodiversity from human interventions. Human-Wildlife Conflict (HWC) management are 

means of control the occurrence of these incidents. If the damage is already done, 

compensation and insurance schemes developed to replace the loss but, in most cases, these 

schemes do not meet the initial targets. The scale and urgency of the HWC in the country 

required intervention from government through Ministry of Environment and Tourism (MET). 

MET developed Human Wildlife Conflict policy and it was first released in 2009 and it was 

aimed to address issues relate to HWC.

_________________ 

The fatal flaws of compassionate conservation. 2019. Meera Anna Oommen, Rosie Cooney, 

Madhuri Ramesh,  Michael Archer, Dan Brockington, Bram Buscher, Robert Fletcher, Daniel 

Natusch, Abi Taman Vanak, Grahame Webb & Kartik Shanker. Conservation Biology 33(1) DOI:

10.1111/cobi.13329   
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Abstract: Climate change, overconsumption, land-use intensification, widespread pollution, 

and other environmentally damaging factors are threatening Earth's biodiversity and its ability 

to provide ecosystem services essential for human survival. Article impact statement: Wallach 

et al.’s framing of compassionate conservation is flawed and impractical and could be 

dangerous for people, wildlife, and ecosystems.

_________________ 

Deconstructing compassionate conservation. 2019. Matt W. Hayward,  Alex Callen, Benjamin 

L. Allen, Guy Ballard, Femke Broekhuis, Cassandra Bugir, Rohan H. Clarke, John Clulow, Simon 

Clulow, Jennifer C. Daltry, Harriet T. Davies-Mostert, Peter J. S. Fleming, Andrea S. Griffin, 

Lachlan G. Howell, Graham I. H. Kerley, Kaya Klop-Toker, Sarah Legge, Tom Major, Ninon 

Meyer, Robert A. Montgomery, Katherine Moseby, Daniel M. Parker, Stéphanie Périquet, John 

Read, Robert J. Scanlon, Rebecca Seeto, Craig Shuttleworth, Michael J. Somers, Cottrell T. 

Tamessar, Katherine Tuft, Rose Upton, Marcia Valenzuela-Molina, Adrian Wayne, Ryan R. Witt 

& Wolfgang Wüster. Conservation Biology Vol. 33, Issue 4. https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/

abs/10.1111/cobi.13366  

Abstract: Compassionate conservation focuses on 4 tenets: first, do no harm; individuals 

matter; inclusivity of individual animals; and peaceful coexistence between humans and 

animals. Recently, compassionate conservation has been promoted as an alternative to 

conventional conservation philosophy. We believe examples presented by compassionate 

conservationists are deliberately or arbitrarily chosen to focus on mammals; inherently not 

compassionate; and offer ineffective conservation solutions. Compassionate conservation 

arbitrarily focuses on charismatic species, notably large predators and megaherbivores. The 

philosophy is not compassionate when it leaves invasive predators in the environment to cause 

harm to vastly more individuals of native species or uses the fear of harm by apex predators to 

terrorize mesopredators. Hindering the control of exotic species (megafauna, predators) in situ 

will not improve the conservation condition of the majority of biodiversity. The positions taken 

by so-called compassionate conservationists on particular species and on conservation 

actions could be extended to hinder other forms of conservation, including translocations, 

conservation fencing, and fertility control. Animal welfare is incredibly important to 

conservation, but ironically compassionate conservation does not offer the best welfare 

outcomes to animals and is often ineffective in achieving conservation goals. Consequently, 
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compassionate conservation may threaten public and governmental support for conservation 

because of the limited understanding of conservation problems by the general public. 

_________________ 

Hunting and mountain sheep: Do current harvest practices affect horn growth? Tayler N. 

LaSharr, Ryan A. Long, James R. Heffelfinger, Vernon C. Bleich, Paul R. Krausman, R. Terry 

Bowyer, Justin M. Shannon, Robert W. Klaver, Clay E. Brewer, Mike Cox, A. Andrew Holland, 

Anne Hubbs, Chadwick P. Lehman, Jonathan D. Muir, Bruce Sterling, Kevin L. Monteith. 

Evolutionary Applications. 2019;00:1–14. DOI: 10.1111/eva.12841 

Abstract: The influence of human harvest on evolution of secondary sexual characteristics has 

implications for sustainable management of wildlife populations. The phenotypic 

consequences of selectively removing males with large horns or antlers from ungulate 

populations have been a topic of heightened concern in recent years. Harvest can affect size of 

horn-like structures in two ways: (a) shifting age structure toward younger age classes, which 

can reduce the mean size of horn-like structures, or (b) selecting against genes that produce 

large, fast-growing males. We evaluated effects of age, climatic and forage conditions, and 

metrics of harvest on horn size and growth of mountain sheep (Ovis canadensis ssp.) in 72 hunt 

areas across North America from 1981 to 2016. In 50% of hunt areas, changes in mean horn 

size during the study

period were related to changes in age structure of harvested sheep. Environmental conditions 

explained directional changes in horn growth in 28% of hunt areas, 7% of which did not exhibit 

change before accounting for effects of the environment. After accounting for age and 

environment, horn size of mountain sheep was stable or increasing in the majority (~78%) of 

hunt areas. Age-specific horn size declined in 44% of hunt areas where harvest was regulated 

solely by morphological criteria, which supports the notion that harvest practices that are 

simultaneously selective and intensive might lead to changes in horn growth. Nevertheless, 

phenotypic consequences are not a foregone conclusion in the face of selective harvest; over 

half of the hunt areas with highly selective and intensive harvest did not exhibit agespecific 

declines in horn size. Our results demonstrate that while harvest regimes are an important 

consideration, horn growth of harvested male mountain sheep has remained largely stable, 

indicating that changes in horn growth patterns are an unlikely consequence of harvest across 

most of North America. 
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Illegal Wildlife Trade: Patterns, Processes, and Governance. Michael ‘t Sas-Rolfes, Daniel W.S. 

Challender, Amy Hinsley, Diogo Veríssimo and E.J. Milner-Gulland. Annual Review of 

Environment and Resources, Annu. Rev. Environ. Resour. 2019. 44:14.1–14.28. https://doi.org/

10.1146/annurev-environ-101718-033253.  

Abstract: Illegal wildlife trade (IWT) has increased in profile in recent years as a global policy 

issue, largely because of its association with declines in prominent internationally trafficked 

species. In this review, we explore the scale of IWT, associated threats to biodiversity, and 

appropriate responses to these threats. We discuss the historical development of IWT 

research and highlight the uncertainties that plague the evidence base, emphasizing the need 

for more systematic approaches to addressing evidence gaps in a way that minimizes the risk 

of unethical or counterproductive outcomes for wildlife and people. We highlight the need for 

evaluating interventions in order to learn, and the importance of sharing datasets and lessons 

learned. A more collaborative approach to linking IWT research, practice, and policy would 

better align public policy discourse and action with research evidence. This in turn would 

enable more effective policy making that contributes to reducing the threat to biodiversity 

that IWT represents.
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