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months, the young girl decided to hunt again, but this time she would hunt a black bear. 
The video shows two black bears peacefully foraging on berries hanging from bushes at 
the edge of a leafy meadow. The young girl smiles, sets her tripod up, rests her rifle upon 
it, and pulls the trigger. One of the bears falls down to the ground. She shoots again for 
good measure. The bear is dead (Figure 12). The other bear runs away. At this point Deb 
turns the lights back on and speaks to the inspiring nature of the story, how the young girl 
was able to summon up the courage to hunt again. She shows the trophy-hunting photo of 
the girl and her family with beaming smiles sitting behind the felled bear.  

A different interpretation would posit that this is a story of a young girl who arbitrarily 
selected and killed a bear unrelated to her previous attack. The hunt was more about overcoming 
 her fears and making herself  

feel better than conservation. In essence, this was a therapeutic kill: a bear’s life was 
taken for the sake of one’s emotional and psychological repair, yet the kill is framed and 
celebrated as courage. Heads nod in agreement. Deb later describes a hunt in which she killed a 
longhorn sheep, remarking how “God wanted me to have that one.”   
She ends her presentation with a slide that unequivocally demonstrates that women are a 

targeted demographic to increase gun manufacture sales 
(Figure 13). In 2001 only 10% of hunters were women, 
whereas by 2013 they made up 19% 
(http://nssf.org/hunting).	

She then emphasized the common refrain, ‘guns 
don’t kill people, people kill people’, meaning that 
“antis” are misguided in their attempt to undermine the 
2!"  Amendment. As an NRA member, Deb is less 
concerned about getting women to pull the trigger than 

boost gun manufacture sales and strengthen cultural identity.  
Safari Club International has made concerted efforts 

though to draw women into trophy hunting, as a number of women 
have been featured on the cover of their Safari Times monthly 
newsletter (Figure 14). Here we can see how the measurement of 
the animal is given and followed by references to hunting heritage 
and protecting the freedom to hunt. Left out of the newsletter is 
that the heritage of trophy hunting is terribly violent, and an 
exclusionary hobby born of capitalist differentiation and enjoyed 
by the leisure class.  

Figure	12:	
Psychological	repair 

Figure	13 
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Trophy hunters at the convention did not make the 
distinction between trophy hunting and subsistence 
hunting, instead choosing to conflate the two. The size of 
the horn is an essential component to the trophy-hunting 
story. The size is discussed between the safari operator, 
game farmer, professional hunter, and clientele. Safari 
operators work hard to ensure that they can meet the 

demands of their international clients, and in some cases will go to wildlife auctions to 
buy the specific individual species that fits the client’s criteria. This improves client 
satisfaction and leads to better testimonials that are found on safari websites and the 
brochures that are distributed at the convention. This relationship between client and 
safari operator has strengthened the wildlife ranching industry that farms wild animals 
(Carruthers, 2008) to be killed as trophies or bred as studs.  

In Your First African Safari, Craig Boddington, a professional hunter, contributor 
to Safari Times, television host, author of many hunting books, and can be seen advising 
elephant hunters about shot placement (“Center in the forehead is correct.”) 
(https://m.youtube.com/watch?v=B36Ypyg_JL, retrieved April 2019), led a panel 
discussion in front of an all white audience with the purpose of offering the prospective 
hunter all the necessary information they would need regarding guns, permits, 
applications, fees, safari companies and laws prior to a hunt in Africa. Additionally, his 
words sought to address and put hunters at ease regarding the tightened import 
restrictions on lion and elephant trophies. In reference to a first time Africa hunting 
experience, he said that “It is a life changing event. I know that some of you plan on 
going there to get it out of your system….Not going to happen. It is a matchless feeling.” 
Later, after acknowledging the new restrictions, he says,  

“Let’s not be all gloom and doom here. We all know that the elephant 
importation is a disaster right now. What happened with the lion is a 
greater disaster, but that does not mean that African hunting is on its way 
out. Things come and go; it follows a bell curve. Right now there are so 
many more countries available right now.”  
 
Craig Boddington attempts to assuage the crisis moment with promises of future 

hunts. The industry has been previously set back with import restrictions in Zimbabwe 
and Zambia with elephants (loosened in 2017), and lions and leopards from South Africa. 
Botswana enacted a hunting ban altogether (removed July 2019). Hunters frame this as 
being under siege, as previously discussed earlier in the paper. It also speaks to how 
“Africa” is left to fend for itself against unfair legislation guided by an environmentalist 
elite. Lastly, the notion that one is not being able to get Africa “out of your system” 
speaks to the broader, exotic spell that feminized Africa has over the masculine Western 
hunter.  
 Observations at SCI revealed that while a number of white South Africans 
understand conservation in the context of dispossessing black Africans from their land, 
American understandings of African conservation are appallingly ahistorical. These 
shortcomings can be attributed to frontier mythology that generally fails to recognize the 
displacement of indigenous people in North America in the production of conservation 
icons such as Yellowstone National Park. The political and social complications and 

Figure	14 
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contestations inherent to nature enclosures go virtually ignored by Americans. Processes 
of alienation and marginalization are obfuscated; meanwhile rural livelihoods are made 
more vulnerable. The fact is that conservation has been disastrous for many rural, 
indigenous, and local communities who have historically been dispossessed of land and 
who currently have legitimate land tenure claims. However, the fact that neoliberal 
conservation hunting enclosures, the ones typically found in South Africa, remain the 
panacea for meeting multiple state and international conservation goals deserves critical 
engagement.           
 “If it pays, it stays,” the CEO of PHASA told me. A number of South African 
game farm owners echoed this sentiment as well, some launching into greater detail than 
others. One particular farmer explicitly stated that monetary incentives to save animals 
must be in place. For example, he said that if leopards weren’t legally available to be 
trophy hunted, then farmers that spot them on their land would shoot them for fear of 
losing their other game. Herein lays the contradiction: leopards are not valued according 
to conservation principles that seek ecological protection and genetic diversity and health, 
but are rather valued according to fixed prices on the marketplace. The argument goes 
that if the leopard had an economic value then there would be an incentive to protect it. 
Because all species are not valued or produced the same, owners will make calculated 
business decisions that favor certain species over others. Hunters will argue that they’re 
forced to make these decisions because of outside interference that has made species such 
as leopards off limits until enough scientific data has been collected that provides 
evidence of a sustainable population. Game farmers have admitted that they know other 
farmers who simply trap these “vermin” species and kill them. This means that 
environmental laws have adverse effects on the species they’re meant to protect. On the 
other hand, this speaks to larger problems in the hunting industry that have focused too 
much on breeding super species for international clients drawn to trophy hunting record 
books (SCI, Rowland Ward, Boone and Crocket). Hunting can have adverse impacts on 
specific species, particularly reduction in genetic biodiversity, resilience, and ecological 
disturbance. The solution in South Africa has been wildlife ranching facilities that 
intentionally breed specific species to meet market demand. Intensive breeding 
production guarantees genetic replacement. It also guarantees the ability to meet market 
trends, and so the relationship of breeding and hunting is categorically a win-win 
scenario; hunters have an endless surplus of species to choose from while breeders have a 
market demand.  

Conclusion 

The purpose of SCI’s Annual Hunter’s Convention is to stimulate economic 
interest. No longer does conservation serve to critique the deleterious effects of 
capitalism; it rather reappropriates its logic to advance its own interests and expansion. At 
present, conservation involves the killing of wildlife that favors private capital 
accumulation. Recall how the presenter at the beginning of the session The Future of 
Elephant Conservation asked if anyone disagreed with her about hunting for 
conservation. This question was not intended to spark debate, but rather to silence any 
alternative views, values, practices, or conceptions of nature. It was quite simply meant to 
establish consensus, one that calls for increased surveillance, policing, and militarization 
of local environments in the war against wildlife crime/poaching. Conservation has long 
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had deep military roots, but it saw an intensification of militarized practices in the 1980s 
(Lunstrum, 2014). By the 1980s within official and popular conservation rhetoric, 
wildlife began to be understood as belonging to an expanded moral community, as 
poachers were denigrated as ruthless and morally lacking (Neumann, 2004). Such 
assumptions have led to a “just war” (Lunstrum, 2014). Elizabeth Lunstrum’s (2014) 
unpacks this ongoing practice in the article Green militarization: Anti-Poaching Efforts 
and the Spatial Contours of Kruger National Park. In this article she focuses on the 
convergence of conservation and militarization, called green militarization, challenging 
the increased use of military and paramilitary personnel, technologies, and partnerships 
used in the pursuit of conservation efforts (Lunstrum, 2014). Green militarization carries 
with it further unanticipated consequences, namely the creation of dangerous spaces for 
innocent bystanders who risk getting caught in the crossfire (Neumann, 2004; Lunstrum, 
2014). The most weighty, long-term consequences, however, might be the related to 
damaging social relationships within communities where people are transformed into 
police informants (Lunstrum, 2014). Additionally, the militarization of conservation has 
generated an arms race, one in which rangers and poachers literally race to procure more 
advanced killing technology. At the convention I was told that killing poachers is a last 
resort, and that they prefer to utilize GPS, drones and surveillance cameras, and pay local 
community members, some of whom are ‘reformed’ poachers, to search and identify 
traps and snares. They maintained that utilizing such technology, community support, and 
militaristic strategies, coupled with elite eco-hunting safaris was the superior model. 
They maintained that killing wildlife the “legal” and more moral way, helps feed 
communities and shows them that ‘incentivizing the kill’ pays long-term dividends.  

Green violence thrives on asymmetrical power relations and assumptions about 
land use and environmental degradation rooted in Western science and (post)-colonial 
discourse, as well as taken-for-granted market-based ideologies, policies and practices 
geared towards rescuing and repairing global biological diversity. An apolitical crisis of 
conservation narrative has essentially been constructed through a vast hegemonic 
network of international financial institutions, development agencies, NGOs and public-
private actors and partnerships, offering a grim picture of ‘pristine’ nature under threat, a 
world in which global charismatic species are under attack and endangered on account of 
“poachers” and criminal syndicates. Killing to keep the planet green, or rather killing to 
ensure the continued accumulation of green (capital) is only acceptable if committed by 
international white hunters. On the other hand, it is criminal for local communities, or 
rather the “poacher/Other” (Neumann, 1997) to hunt. Since the failure of the community-
based conservation turn in the 1990s, the conservation community and its donor agencies 
have (re)turned to a fortress enclosure ethic emboldened by neoliberal logics of 
privatization and the commodification of nature which has led to new nature enclosures 
and  technocratic investment in military technologies and strategies to stimulate 
economic growth and sustainable development, alleviate poverty, and win the ‘war on 
biodiversity’ (Neumann, 2004). 

The trophy hunting industry uses conservation as a vehicle to reproduce, rebrand, 
and market a very colonial hunting heritage. References to “hunting Africa,” as well 
couching critique in feminine terms reflects a pervasive masculinity inherent to the 
colonial practice of trophy hunting. Goodrich (2016) argues “hunting nature is a 
commodity that anchors a past nationalist masculine hierarchy in a reciprocal relationship 
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to game on privately owned land and collapses belonging into ownership.” Additionally, 
the industry is apprehensive about meeting the crisis of not being able to hunt, use their 
guns, and take “what is rightfully” theirs. The hunting community resembles a 
community in crisis, one seeking to green itself for the sake of economic repair. New 
valuations of nature are legitimizing and incentivizing new appropriations, and 
multiplying them, as ecosystems become compartmentalized and commodified in an ever 
greater variety of ways (Fairhead et al., 2012). Hunters are acting more like 
conservationists of hunting, looking to preserve their right to arms and the places in 
which they can hunt and kill. Maintaining these epistemologies requires spectacle and 
continued alliances with right-wing politicians and the gun lobby. The direct implications 
for conserving the hunting industry means the denial of more systematic, integrated, 
holistic dynamics of ecosystems ---- and the social-ecological relationships through 
which people live with and shape these (Fairhead et al., 2012). Moreover, “the 
pervasiveness of green market logics and valuations of nature in global discourses, media 
and consumer practices makes it too easy to dismiss peasant resistance as individual, 
isolated opposition: not as valid social mobilization, but anachronistic holding-out against 
a common-sense green tide” (Fairhead et al., 2012).  
 To conclude, this paper advances the scope of political ecology, as it emphasizes 
the significance of bringing right wing politics into conversation with trophy hunting in 
the context of international conservation. We can apply the term right wing political 
ecologies to a how complex cultural, political, and economic processes of neoliberalizing 
nature open new opportunities for wildlife exploitation through a cynical co-optation of 
the “green” economy. The industry employs three major themes that serve to drive trophy 
hunting at hunting conventions and multifarious media, which include the utilization of 
colonial representations of wildlife imagery and Africa, hunting humanitarianism and 
paternalism, and a politics of difference. The culmination of these themes is distinctly 
right wing. Geographers have heretofore barely scratched the surface in terms of 
exploring the impacts of right wing politics on international wildlife conservation and 
how it functions in time and space. Lack of meaningful critique allows state and non-state 
actors to drive a discourse rooted in colonial hierarchies and economic logic that has 
deadly consequences. The final implication is the continuation of green violence, a world 
in which humans and nonhuman animals are reduced to bare life, remain there and alive 
for the kill. Using Safari Club International Annual Hunter’s Convention as a site for 
critique provides us with significant insight into how discourses justify this exploitation, 
and in doing so should signal a call for greater exploration of such sites and how they 
work in tandem with state and non-state actors, as well as the formation of national and 
international conservation policy.  
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