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Trophy Hunting Facts 
Myths of trophy hunters debunked 
 

Every year, tens of thousands of wild animals worldwide are killed by trophy hunters with the 

aim of acquiring body parts of target animals as trophies – for example, full body mounts, 

tusks, horns, or skins. Rarer species are typically more expensive to shoot. Trophy hunters even 

target threatened and strictly protected species, such as elephants, rhinos, leopards and lions. 

To justify this gruesome hobby, the hunting lobby puts forward arguments that do not stand 

up to scientific scrutiny. This document provides evidence refuting the claims of the hunting 

lobby with facts. 

 

 

__________________________________________________ 

Myth 1: "Trophy hunting supports species conservation" 
 

Fact 1: Trophy hunting negatively impacts populations of 

endangered and protected species 
 

Due to the actions of humans, more species are threatened with extinction today than ever before. 

Scientists have identified the direct exploitation of animals, including hunting, as one of the main 

drivers.1 Even species that are internationally protected by the Convention on International Trade 

in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) or are classified as threatened by the 

International Union for the Conservation of Nature (IUCN) in its Red List of Threatened Species are 

the focus of trophy hunters and are killed in their thousands every year. These include elephants, 

rhinos, polar bears, and big cats such as lions and leopards. 

 

Populations of many hunted species have decreased dramatically. Scientific studies show that 

trophy hunting may not only deplete animal populations within hunting areas, but may also have 

negative impacts on populations in adjacent protected areas.2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Conversely, consistently 

implemented hunting bans or moratoria can demonstrably contribute to the recovery of hunted 

species.10 11 

 

 

_______________________________________________________________ 

Myth 2: "Trophy hunting targets surplus or old animals" 
 

Fact 2: Trophy hunters typically target animals in their prime that 

make the best trophies 
 

Trophy hunters typically target animals with physically impressive traits that they believe make the 

best trophies, such as those with the longest tusks, largest horns or darkest manes. These traits 

and their size are important signals for health and strong genetic predisposition. Animals 
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characterised by these traits are typically key individuals in a population and contribute 

disproportionately to reproductive success and survival, especially in social species where older 

animals often lead the group with their social and ecological knowledge.12 13 14 When trophy 

hunters kill those individuals that are largest, most experienced, and reproductively important, 

they facilitate unnatural selection that may have serious consequences.15 16 17 18 These include 

weakening the genetic health of the population19 20, changes in age and sex ratios5 21 22, reduction 

of reproduction rates23 24, decreases in adaptability and resilience12 25 and the lasting disruption of 

social dynamics.26 27 

 

In elephants, for example, older male individuals are typically the most important for reproduction, 

with musth males in the oldest age groups siring the majority of calves.28 These individuals are also 

important bachelor group leaders that are essential for healthy and stable populations.29 However, 

it is typically these animals that are targeted by trophy hunters due to their larger body and tusk 

sizes.  

The shooting of adult male lions, leopards, pumas or brown bears often leads to infanticide, 

meaning a successor kills the offspring sired by his predecessor in a social group or geographic 

area.26 30 31 32  

Studies on brown bears in Scandinavia, for example, showed that hunting led to unnatural 

selection, changes in the behaviour of animals and altered population dynamics that dictate 

reproduction rate.33 34 As a result, the negative impacts of trophy hunting go far beyond the 

shooting of an individual animal.  

 

Hunted species also come under pressure because, in addition to the size of the trophy, hunters 

value rarity when choosing their targets.35 This results in increased pressure on already threatened 

populations and species. Hunting associations and businesses further incite the demand for 

particularly impressive or rare trophies by holding competitions and offering hunting packages 

promoting and rewarding hunters who secure such trophies.  

 

 

_______________________________________________________ 

Myth 3: "Trophy hunting prevents poaching" 
 

Fact 3: Poaching and illegal practices are rampant in hunting 

areas 
 

Evidence of massive poaching and depleted animal populations in hunting areas contradict the 

claims made by the hunting lobby that the revenue generated through trophy hunting protects 

populations from poaching. An example is Mozambique's Niassa Game Reserve, a trophy hunting 

area where poaching for lions is rampant36 and where elephant populations have been severely 

depleted by poachers.37 Another example is the Selous Game Reserve in Tanzania, the largest 

hunting area in Africa, where approximately 55,000 elephants were poached between 2007 and 

2014, which reportedly constituted a population decline of 80 %.38 Ultimately, in 2018, the 

Tanzanian government accused hunting companies of involvement in the poaching crisis39 and 

shortly thereafter designated the northern part of the Selous Reserve as a national park - the 

largest in the country - where hunting is prohibited with the aim of promoting photographic safari 

tourism and better protecting wildlife. According to Chardonnet (2019), 72% of the big game 

hunting areas in Tanzania were no longer profitable for the hunting industry due to greatly reduced 

animal populations.11 
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Trophy hunters not only disrupt and reduce wildlife populations in hunting areas, but also kill 

animals originating from protected areas. In some instances, animals migrate from protected areas 

to reoccupy empty territories in hunting areas and thus become victims of trophy hunting 

themselves. A study in Zimbabwe found that 72% of the tagged adult male lions in the investigated 

area in Hwange National Park were killed by trophy hunters in the surrounding hunting zones.5 

Scientists refer to this phenomenon, which ultimately leads to the decline in populations within 

protected areas, as the "vacuum effect".5 In some cases, target animals are also deliberately lured 

out of protected areas with food for trophy hunting purposes.9 For example, Cecil, the lion killed 

by a trophy hunter in Zimbabwe in 2015 while wearing a research collar, was reportedly lured to 

the hunting blind using an elephant carcass.40 Nevertheless, in order to suggest that trophy hunting 

leads to growing animal populations, the hunting industry uses figures from fenced reserves, 

private hunting and breeding farms in southern Africa, which are not representative of wild 

populations in open ecosystems.41 42 43  

 

The targeting of threatened species by trophy hunters drives the demand for their parts and 

products and undermines global efforts to curb poaching and illegal trade: for example, there has 

been extensive media coverage of the use of hunting permits to facilitate the lucrative illegal trade 

in rhinoceros horn in Africa, Asia and Europe.44 45  

 

 

_______________________________________________________ 

Myth 4: " Trophy hunting is strictly regulated and sustainable" 
 

Fact 4: Corruption and mismanagement are widespread, 

regulation and control are lacking 
 

Corruption, mismanagement and conflicts of interest are widespread in the trophy hunting sector. 

In many countries that permit trophy hunting, there are serious problems with governance as well 

as a lack of regulation and control.6 46 47 48 Combined with high profit margins, this means that the 

rules governing hunting such as quotas, age or area restrictions are frequently not complied with 

and revenues generated from hunting fees typically fail to reach local communities.49 50 51 

 

Hunting quotas are often not based on reliable scientific data, but are arbitrary, based on 

inaccurate or outdated data, set to maximise profits of the hunting industry, or are politically 

influenced (e.g., 52 53 54 55 56 57). For many wild animal populations subject to trophy hunting, the 

scientific data required to calculate sustainable hunting quotas have not even been acquired. 

Therefore, in many cases, hunting quotas are established for animal populations for which the 

population size, age and sex demographics or trends are unknown or uncertain, which is contrary 

to rules and regulations in place for some species under CITES or national legislation.6 52 

 

For example, reliable population estimates for most leopard populations do not exist. It is 

therefore impossible to determine ‘sustainable’ leopard hunting quota levels. Nevertheless, the 

species is heavily targeted.58 59 60 According to scientific studies, leopard populations have 

plummeted dramatically in recent decades, due to habitat loss, poaching and poorly regulated 

trophy hunting.54 59 In spite of this, hunting quotas were increased almost sixfold between 1983 

and 2019.54 In recognition of the problem, the 18th Conference of the Parties to CITES adopted 

Decision 18.169 directing the CITES Secretariat to develop guidance that can assist Parties in the 

making of non-detriment findings for trade in leopard hunting trophies; however, to date this work 

has not been completed.61 A study published in 2026 concluded that leopard numbers within their 
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extant range are significantly lower than previously estimated, and noted that current CITES 

leopard hunting quotas exceed the recommended offtake threshold of 10% of the adult male 

population in more than half of the assessed trophy-hunting countries.62 

 

After the reintroduction of trophy hunting in 2019, Botswana started to set official elephant quotas 

from 2021 onwards, which increased from 325 to 415 animals in 2026.63 While Botswana defends 

its high quotas by pointing out that they relate to 0.3% of the total elephant population. However, 

trophy hunters mainly target old elephant bulls, which represent only a tiny fraction of the 

population. Schlossberg and Chase (2025) calculated that the current annual quota would reduce 

the number of the oldest bulls (aged 50 and above) by 50% each year, compared to a scenario 

without hunting. They concluded that Botswana’s elephant quotas are unsustainable.18 

Furthermore, in 2025 the Botswana Government announced that they have signed a 

Memorandum of Understanding with Conservation Force, a US hunting lobby organisation, “to 

strengthen cooperation in wildlife management and conservation through sustainable utilisation 

of natural resources”.64 On this occasion, the Ministry of Environment and Tourism acknowledged 

previous key collaborations with Conservation Force, including the development of the National 

Management Plans for elephants and leopards as well as the formulation of the non-detriment 

finding for elephants, which certifies the sustainability of elephant offtakes and is relevant for 

hunting trophy exports under CITES. Botswana thus openly confirmed that its conservation policy 

is guided by hunting interests rather than independent scientific evidence. 

 

  

_______________________________________________________ 

Myth 5: "Trophy hunting guarantees healthy animal populations” 
 

Fact 5: Trophy hunting disregards ecological and social 

complexity 
 

Given that the primary purpose of trophy hunting is to acquire animal parts for trophies, trophy 

hunters do not prioritise maintaining healthy animal populations and ecosystems. They typically 

target mature individuals in their prime that are particularly important to their populations – with 

corresponding negative genetic, social and ecological consequences (see also Fact 2).  

 

Claims that trophy hunting serves to care for and maintain wildlife populations or that it serves as 

a viable means of population control represent a misleading and false attempt to legitimise the 

activity as a wildlife management practice. Wildlife management practices should be based on 

science, without the conflicts of interest of profit-driven hunting outfitters, and should be 

conducted by proper management authorities with adequate oversight. Trophy hunting, however, 

is a commercial enterprise where consumers pay for the ‘right’ to kill animals – often of threatened 

and protected species – and to acquire a trophy, in which prices increase with the ‘quality’ of the 

trophy and rarity of the species.35 Accordingly, trophy hunting trips primarily reflect the interest in 

hunting charismatic, threatened megafauna species in remote areas of the world65, rather than 

any aspiration to contribute to maintain healthy animal populations. 

 

Trophy hunting is neither a humane nor effective tool for wildlife management, since it is driven 

by the economic interests of the hunting industry and demand of the hunters.  
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_______________________________________________________ 

Myth 6: "Trophy hunting reduces human-animal conflicts” 
 

Fact 6: Trophy hunting exacerbates conflicts between humans 

and animals 
 

The increasing encroachment of humans into wildlife habitats increases competition for resources 

and the potential for conflict between people and wild animals. Trophy hunters claim their 

activities mitigate such conflicts by removing alleged problem animals. Yet, in reality, it is often 

challenging to identify individual animals that cause problems, and in practice, trophy hunters 

prioritise targeting animals that will provide them with the best trophies, typically large mature 

males, the removal of which can disrupt social dynamics within animal groups, potentially 

exacerbating conflict with people.  

 

Studies also show that the killing of problem animals is not an effective way of resolving the conflict 

and often may even exacerbate it.66 67 The hunting of predominantly older individuals can disrupt 

social dynamics and lead to an increased proportion of inexperienced subadults that are bolder 

and more mobile. In the case of predators, it can result in animals venturing more frequently into 

human settlements and preying on farm animals as an easily available food source, especially if 

wild prey populations have already been depleted by human activities.68  

 

In addition, hunting can directly lead to human-animal conflicts. Elephants from populations that 

have been subject to illegal hunting for a long period of time are typically more responsive towards 

humans including expressing aggressive behaviour.69 Since older elephant bulls play an important 

role as leaders in male elephant social groups29 70 and their presence reduces aggression in 

younger males27 71; targeting these bulls disrupts elephant social dynamics and can lead to 

heightened aggression in younger males. As a result, human-elephant conflicts are likely to 

increase. In such circumstances, trophy hunting is not part of conflict resolution, but part of the 

problem, and human-wildlife conflict is a complex issue that requires bespoke, preferably non-

lethal solutions.72 

 

 

___________________________________________________________ 

Myth 7: "Trophy hunting reduces poverty" 
 

Fact 7: Most revenues from trophy hunting do not reach local 

communities 
 

The main beneficiaries of trophy hunting are (mostly foreign) hunting tour operators. As a 

consequence, trophy hunting is typically economically insignificant for local people and regional 

economies and in many cases results in social and economic inequalities. Studies suggest that the 

hunting industry’s contribution to the gross domestic product of the major African countries that 

allow trophy hunting is on average only 0.04% with communities typically receiving only 3 to 5% of 

the hunting revenue, which may equate to as little as USD 0.30 per person per year.73 74 75 Even in 

Namibia, where the per capita income from trophy hunting for communal conservancy members 

is highest amongst the major hunting countries, the local community members receive on average 
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only USD 5.90 per capita per year from trophy hunting and another USD 2.10 from game meat 

sales.76 In Zimbabwe, per capita income from trophy hunting among communities equates to just 

USD 4.00, which accounts for a maximum of 0.5% of the total income of households.77 

 

But even these small amounts often do not reach the local population. Numerous reports show 

that in reality, the revenues are not equitably redistributed but end up in the pockets of local elites 

or politicians.78 79 80 81 82 Additionally, trophy hunting often takes place on private farmland. In 

Namibia for example, 97% of animals are hunted on private farmland83, where the benefits accrue 

to large landowners and hunting tour operators and may never reach state authorities or village 

communities. As a consequence, revenues for the rural population are usually so low they do not 

provide sufficient incentives to preserve wildlife and ecosystems.73 According to a 2021 report from 

NACSO (umbrella organisation for the Namibian nature community reserves)76, almost 240,000 

people from local communities are directly involved in the Namibian Community Conservancies, 

but only 318 jobs are created by the hunting sector, including as few as 130 full time jobs. 

Furthermore, it is stated that NAD 1,877,262 (~USD 100,000) was earned by local employees in the 

hunting sector through wages in total. Based on 224 full-time positions (130 full-time plus 188 part-

time positions taken into calculation as half-time positions), the annual earnings per capita 

correspond to a full-time equivalent of around USD 460. This is 84% below the annual average 

wage in the low-income sector (~USD 2,880).84 

Another study from Namibia claims that trophy hunting exacerbates existing inequalities rather 

than reducing them, contrary to what is often claimed.85 An official report of the Namibian 

Parliament published 2025 comes to a similar conclusion: management structures of the 

conservancies are often outdated, suffer from limited financial capacities and are undermined by 

nepotism and tribalism. Also, conservancies have not themselves produced a single “trophy 

hunter” (i. e. professional hunter/qualified hunting guide), thus rely on external partners. However, 

conservancy members often do not have the knowledgeability or experience to negotiate 

concession deals in their favour (e.g. licences sold below market value) – a situation that 

perpetuates existing inequalities.86   

 

 

__________________________________________________________________ 

Myth 8: "Trophy hunting funds protected areas" 

 

Fact 8: Trophy hunting revenue barely contributes to preserving 

protected areas 
 

Trophy hunting often takes place on private land. Private reserves and farms are often fenced with 

their wildlife populations typically artificially settled and bred to ensure the availability of sought-

after trophy animals. Some even genetically manipulate wild animals through breeding 

programmes to meet the demands of trophy hunters. This selective breeding, often in intensive 

husbandry systems within fenced areas, poses considerable risks to biodiversity through genetic 

impoverishment, hybridisation of different species, and reduced survivability of individual 

animals.87 88 Money that is invested into this private sector does not support species conservation 

or ecologically sustainable protected areas. 

 

When considering revenues from trophy hunts conducted in and around public protected areas, it 

becomes clear that the costs of managing protected areas far exceed the revenues from trophy 

hunting. In Tanzania, for example, the hunting industry finances just 2% of the costs that would be 

required to maintain the biological integrity of the adjacent protected area.11 73 Accordingly, trophy 
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hunting does not provide sufficient incentives to protect wild animals and their habitats and as a 

consequence poaching is rampant in many hunting areas.78 

 

Close examination of the distribution of revenues from trophy hunting reveals that only a tiny 

proportion (typically 3 to 5%) goes towards the development of local areas and communities.73 74 
75 However, even this amount is not necessarily invested in species protection or in protected 

areas, but may be used, for example, for infrastructure or other projects. Thus, in reality, trophy 

hunting hardly contributes to the costs of maintaining protected areas and conserving species.    

 

 

_________________________________________________________________________________ 

Myth 9: "Trophy hunting cannot be replaced by photo tourism" 
 

Fact 9: Photo tourism provides vastly greater income and 

opportunities than trophy hunting 
 

Both the job opportunities and the income from the expanding photo tourism industry are much 

more important than those from trophy hunting. Eighty percent of the tourists travelling to Africa 

travel for wildlife viewing and in recent years Africa's 8,400 protected areas have generated 

upwards of USD 48 billion per year through nature-based wildlife tourism.89 In contrast, a 2017 

study suggested that economic benefits from trophy hunting in the eight major African hunting 

countries were estimated to be as little as USD 132 million.90 Furthermore, only 19,800 of a total of 

2.6 million wildlife tourism jobs in these countries are linked to trophy hunting.90  

 

Moreover, trophy hunters undermine other types of wildlife tourism since hunters kill the very wild 

animals that photo tourists are willing to pay to see. For example, as far back as 2014, a single 

African elephant was estimated to generate an average of USD 1.6 million over the course of its 

life through photo tourism91, while hunting operators sell permits to shoot such an elephant for 

an average of USD 30,000 to 40,000. In addition, the marketing and news stories of trophy hunts 

carry the risk of causing considerable damage to the image of travel destinations, which can also 

lead to corresponding economic losses.92 In 2021, the Cabinet of South Africa endorsed a 

government report that determined that “the captive lion breeding industry [which includes captive 

lion trophy hunting] did not contribute to conservation and was doing damage to South Africa’s 

conservation and tourism reputation”.93 In 2022, major international tourism companies, including 

Booking.com and the Expedia Group, stated that trophy hunting is “damaging South Africa’s brand 

as a tourist destination” and called for the South African government to reject and make a 

commitment to end trophy hunting and invest in wildlife-friendly non-consumptive economic 

alternatives.94   

 

Many areas that have been used for trophy hunting for decades, such as the Selous Game Reserve 

in Tanzania and the Niassa Game Reserve in Mozambique, are also attractive destinations for the 

growing photo tourism industry, but have not yet been developed and marketed for that purpose.  

 

Furthermore, reducing reliance on trophy hunting in general may open opportunities for new 

revenue sources that are not dependent on a small number of wealthy individuals, but rather 

encourage more sustainable and equitable options such as land use reforms, bottom-up 

management practices, conservation-compatible agriculture, domestic tourism and environmental 

investments.95 Charging international tourists with a conservation fee could be another alternative. 
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A 2024 study investigated tourist’s willingness to pay such a fee and calculated the amount per 

capita and day necessary to compensate for trophy hunting revenue using South Africa as an 

example. More than 84 % of respondents were in favour of the idea. As little as USD 6 to 7 

contributed by overseas and USD 3 to 4 by southern African tourists per day would generate funds 

equalling, potentially even exceeding trophy hunting revenue.96      

 

 

______________________________________________________________ 

Myth 10: "Trophy hunting is ethically acceptable" 
 

Fact 10: Killing for fun or a trophy is unethical and incompatible 

with animal welfare requirements  
 

The Ethics Specialist Group of the International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN)’s World 

Commission on Environmental Law (WCEL) concluded that trophy hunting is unethical and 

incompatible with the pursuit of a sustainable and just world.97 While the deliberate killing of most 

animals is highly regulated in order to reduce welfare harms, animals targeted by trophy hunters 

enjoy no such protections, and the trophy hunting industry even encourages hunters to use 

methods of killing which can and do increase animal suffering. Furthermore, hunting purely for the 

purpose of acquiring a trophy, for pleasure or as a status symbol fundamentally contradicts the 

growing recognition of animal sentience including Article 13 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the 

EU, which stipulates that animals are sentient beings and the UK’s Animal Welfare (Sentience) Act 

2022, which attributes this status to at least all vertebrate and some invertebrate animals. Thus, 

the frameworks require consideration to be given to the ways in which government policy might 

have an adverse effect on animal welfare.98 99 

 

This ethical contradiction is reflected in public opinion polls in major trophy importing and 

exporting countries. According to a representative survey in the EU, 81% of citizens in five major 

countries importing trophies (Germany, Denmark, Italy, Spain and Poland) consider trophy hunting 

to be unacceptable and oppose the import of hunting trophies.100 Similarly, 85% of UK citizens 

agreed in a 2022 survey that the government should introduce a ban on British hunters from 

bringing 'trophies' of endangered and vulnerable animals into Britain.101 Even in South Africa, one 

of the major exporters of hunting trophies, 68% of respondents (regardless of ethnic origin, 

gender, age and income) reject trophy hunting.102 

 

When hunting overseas, trophy hunters in many ways violate ethical principles and legal provisions 

applying in their home country as well as within the wider hunting community.65 For example, the 

trophy hunting industry promotes, and trophy hunters often employ, the use of cruel hunting 

methods which are prohibited in many European countries, such as hunting with bow and arrow, 

crossbows, muzzle loaders and pistols, hunting with dogs or shooting captive bred animals in small 

enclosures. Cruel hunting methods and the lack of experience of many trophy hunters contribute 

to the fact that target animals are often exposed to prolonged suffering. 

 

The methods used by trophy hunters disregard the fact that animals are sentient creatures that 

are capable of forming important social relationships and suffer when such relationships are 

disrupted. Several European countries have already drawn the appropriate conclusions: The 

Netherlands (in 2016), Finland (in 2023) and Belgium (in 2024) have already banned the import of 

hunting trophies of certain particularly threatened species.103 104 105 106 107 France already 

introduced an import ban on lion trophies in 2015, and in 2026 finally announced that it would 
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extend this ban – following the example set by other countries – to particularly endangered 

species.108 109 110 Similar proposals are being discussed in other European countries. The European 

Parliament has called for an import ban on trophies of CITES protected species in 2022 and called 

for more scrutiny in 2025.111 112 

 

 

_______________________________________________________________________ 

Myth 11: "Trophy hunting is a sustainable use of natural 

resources" 
 

Fact 11: Greenwashing prevails in the trophy hunting industry 
 

In order to make trophy hunting seem acceptable, the hunting lobby attempts to adopt a ‘green 

image’, utilising terms and references from nature conservation, such as "conservation hunting” or 

"sustainable use of natural resources". The fact is that trophy hunting reduces wild animals, 

including endangered species, to a commodity. The manipulation of language aims to obscure the 

reality that, at its core, trophy hunting is an overtly commercial industry with a vested interest in 

reducing restrictions on hunting and increasing business profits from the killing of animals, 

including endangered species, for ‘sport’. This greenwashing obscures the damage caused by 

trophy hunting to biodiversity conservation and animal welfare.  

 

 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Myth 12: "Import bans on hunting trophies undermine the 

sovereignty of communities in exporting countries” 
 

Fact 12: Importing countries have the right to adopt their own 

legislation on species conservation 
 

Considering the crisis facing nature and wildlife, of which overexploitation is a major causal factor, 

national trade restrictions aimed at protecting threatened species from exploitation are not only 

necessary but also explicitly provided for in international and European legislation. Restrictions on 

the importation of many wildlife products, including hunting trophies, are an important tool for 

wildlife conservation and are already in force internationally and in various countries worldwide. 

Contrary to hunting lobby claims, import bans do not prohibit source countries and their citizens 

from using their natural resources. Rather, governments of import market countries take 

responsibility for their role in the protection of wildlife and act on the basis of legal, ethical and 

social obligations. Trophy hunting is a business model that serves to profit individuals rather than 

the common good. When wild animals are viewed as commodities, there is a risk of excessive 

exploitation, especially for threatened species.  

 

Many local communities in source countries do not support trophy hunting. For example, 

interviews of households bordering Kruger National Park showed that the vast majority of 

respondents agree that animals should not be killed for commercial gain (> 94%) and that hunting 
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wildlife is inconsistent with Ubuntui (> 85 %). More than 73% disagreed with the statement that 

they would be better off if they were allowed to hunt wildlife to sell.113 The claim that regulations 

for animal protection and nature conservation disregard the sovereignty of communities is a bogus 

argument. It not only ignores international legislation, but also serves to disguise the interests of 

the hunting lobby in western countries. Ultimately, the trophy hunting industry is promoting its 

own agenda, with some pro-hunting groups making false claims that they somehow represent the 

"rights of millions of poor rural Africans”. It conceals that the share in trophy hunting revenues for 

local people is at best minimal (see Fact 7). Furthermore, it ignores the fact that Africa consists of 

various states, cultures and communities with diverse views and voices and that there is by no 

means widespread or consistent support for trophy hunting. On the contrary, in protest against 

the sale of trophy hunts at Europe’s largest hunting fair, more than 90 species conservation and 

animal welfare organisations from Africa as well as international experts addressed an open letter 

to the local government to call for a ban on the promotion of trophy hunting trips.114 Furthermore, 

in the course of the political debate around the Hunting Trophy (Import Prohibition) Bill in the UK, 

more than 100 wildlife conservation experts, advocates and community representatives “who live 

or work in countries throughout Africa” emphasised their strong support for a strict ban on the 

import of trophies from endangered and protected species due to the multitude of negative 

consequences caused by trophy hunting.115 183 NGOs from all around the world, including 56 

organisations from Africa, also published a statement, in which they voiced their opposition to 

trophy hunting.116  

 

 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Myth 13: "Import bans on hunting trophies are neo-colonial" 
 

Fact 13: Trophy hunting cements colonial structures and injustice 
 

Trophy hunting in foreign countries not only dates back to the colonial era, but also maintains 

colonial structures of inequality and exploitation. It originates in a narrative of chauvinism, 

colonialism and anthropocentrism117 that provides the wealthy and privileged, predominantly from 

overseas, with the opportunity to exploit wildlife, including threatened and protected species. The 

profits from trophy hunting are largely syphoned off by external elites, often facilitated by the 

exploitation of cheap labour in hunting areas.118 119 120 A study of Africans' views on trophy hunting 

reinforces criticism of its neo-colonial character because it gives Western elites privileged access 

to Africa's remaining wildlife and promotes corruption.121 Accordingly, representative surveys 

show that trophy hunting is not only rejected by an overwhelming majority of European citizens, 

but also, for example, by those in South Africa, which is the major African exporter of hunting 

trophies. In a recent public survey, two out of three South African respondents rejected trophy 

hunting.102 

 

The argument that import bans on hunting trophies are "neo-colonial", "racist" and violate human 

rights is part of a targeted disinformation campaign by the hunting lobby, with the aim of 

preventing import bans for hunting trophies in Europe and the US in order to protect profits. To 

this end, the hunting lobby has orchestrated a PR campaign through which it purports to represent 

the interests of African communities122 123, despite the industry’s main driver being profit for 

foreign outfitters. For example, the lobby organisation Resource Africa, which is registered in the 

UK and South Africa, has published various PR campaigns and sent letters to politicians in various 

 
i African philosophy that emphasises the interconnectedness of individuals with their surrounding reflected also in care 

and respect for nature and all living beings. 
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countries on behalf of the Community Leaders Network since 2020.124 The organisation (which was 

originally called Africa Resources Trust) is closely associated with hunting organisations and has 

been promoting trophy hunting and the commercial ivory trade since the mid-1990s. 

 

Together with Resource Africa, the hunting lobby organisation International Council for Game and 

Wildlife Conservation (CIC) has promoted a campaign under the slogan "Let Africans decide".125 126 

The narrative is that "Africans" [quote] are opposing the alleged curtailment of their self-

determination, human rights and livelihoods by “animal rights activists” and foreign politicians. 

Supporting this campaign, the CIC funded a film criticising German conservation politics and 

particularly the Green Party127 , which was subsequently revised and translated into English in a 

film entitled “The Eco Colonialists - an Exposé” in order to reach a wider audience.128 In an 

accompanying press release, the CIC quotes Maxi Pia Louis, Secretary of the self-styled ‘Community 

Leaders Network’ as saying "We Africans live from hunting. If it is abolished, it takes away people's 

livelihoods. They are being killed”. They introduce her as Director of NACSO, the umbrella 

organisation of Namibian nature community reserves concealing the fact that NACSO profits from 

trophy hunting in community areas and in turn prioritises hunting outfitters over other industries 

or solutions that may provide more ethical and sustainable activities. The close entanglement of 

the aforementioned organisations is also reflected in Maxi Pia Louis’ triple function as Director of 

NACSO129, Secretary of Community Leaders Network130  and board member of Resource Africa.131  

 

At least 27 governments around the world, including many European governments are members 

of the CIC along with many hunting organisations.132 133 The CIC claims to be a “politically 

independent, international non-governmental advisory board that advocates for wildlife 

conservation through the principles of sustainable use”.134 In reality the CIC lobbies vigorously for 

trophy hunting and commercial trade in endangered species. In late 2022, the German government 

withdrew their membership from the CIC emphasising that trophy hunting contradicts the 

fundamental political orientation of the Federal Government, and describing the CIC’s support of 

trophy hunting and their public opposition to hunting trophy import bans as intolerable.135 

 

In their attempts to further influence public opinion regarding trophy hunting, representatives of 

the hunting lobby engage in efforts to manipulate opinions and to emotionalise the debate. They 

even tried to make a putative connection to the "Black Lives Matter" movement.136 The U.S. hunting 

industry has engaged in “coordinated inauthentic behaviour” on social media in attempts to 

manipulate the public by promoting the idea that “criticism of trophy hunting is a form of 

neocolonialism”137 138 by financing a massive fake news campaign on social media under the slogan 

"Let Africa Live". When this became public, Facebook removed the relevant fake accounts.139 140 

 

 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Myth 14: "Conservationists and scientists support trophy 

hunting" 
 

Fact 14: Conflicts of interest and links to the hunting industry 

cloud objectivity 
 

The hunting lobby frequently refers to a small group of scientists who publicly advocate against 

restrictions on trophy imports in personal letters to politicians in various countries, on social media 

and in scientific journals. The inconsistencies and conflicts of interest found in a letter by 

conservation researchers and practitioners in the journal Science (2019), entitled "Trophy hunting 
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bans imperil biodiversity"141, resulted in an outcry within the scientific community and led to the 

publication of numerous counter-statements that pointed to flaws in their arguments.142 143 144 145 

146 The resulting opposition clearly indicates that their view of wildlife conservation and 

management does not represent the scientific majority. Furthermore, after publication it was 

revealed that signatories of the letter included hunting lobbyists and that four of the five main 

authors were financially connected to trophy hunting associations. In an addendum, Science now 

explicitly points out these conflicts of interest.141 147 Other publications also illustrate the close links 

between the hunting industry and certain “experts” 148 149 and the fact that the presentation of the 

hunting industry as a model for success (for example in Namibia) lacks objectivity and 

transparency.150 

 

Proponents of trophy hunting also repeatedly misrepresent a statement from a working group 

under the International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) claiming that trophy hunting has 

conservation value, as being representative of the broader IUCN position. However, that statement 

does not reflect the position of the IUCN, but of the Sustainable Use and Livelihoods Specialist Group, 

which is composed of many of the above-mentioned proponents of trophy hunting and which is 

predominantly funded by an organisation whose founder is a trophy hunter himself. In contrast, 

other expert groups within the IUCN have clearly positioned themselves against trophy hunting, 

including the IUCN Ethics Specialist Group of the World Commission on Environmental Law (WCEL) 

which rejects trophy hunting because it does not consider the practice to be consistent with IUCN 

principles.97 In addition, several publications of the IUCN Programme on African Protected Areas & 

Conservation (IUCN PAPACO) conclude that trophy hunting is not providing sufficient benefits for 

local people or species protection.11 73 
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