
 

 

 
 
 
 
24 January 2020 
 
 
Trophy Hunting Team 
Seacole building 
2 Marsham Street 
London 
SW1P 4DF 
  
 
Dear members of the Trophy Hunting Team,  
 
 
RE: CONSULTATION ON CONTROLS ON THE IMPORT AND EXPORT OF HUNTING TROPHIES 
 
On behalf of the Professional Hunters’ Association of South Africa’s (PHASA) Executive 
Committee, The PHASA Foundation and members, we express our sincere appreciation for the 
opportunity to present our views and supply evidence regarding the import and export of hunting 
trophies. 
 
We urge you to keep the facts in mind when making a serious decision which will impact 
numerous rural people’s lives and their ability to conserve and protect endangered species 
depending on the import of trophies (into the UK) as their most important source of income.   
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Dries van Coller 
President 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
 

RESPONSIBLE TROPHY HUNTERS SAVE WILDLIFE FROM EXTINCTION IN SOUTH AFRICA 
 
REPORT FROM THE PROFESSIONAL HUNTERS’ ASSOCIATION OF SOUTH AFRICA  
REGARDING UK GOVERNMENT CONSULTATION ON BANNING TROPHY IMPORTS TO THE UK 
 
A most important consequence of responsible wildlife ownership, hunting and game 
management is that species such as tsessebe, roan antelope, sable antelope, bontebok, black 
wildebeest, Cape mountain zebra, and black and white rhino have been saved from extinction in 
South Africa. In contrast, populations of wildlife and other rare species in the poorly managed, 
non-hunting areas of Africa are reported to be in serious decline. 
 

1. INTRODUCTION 
 
The Professional Hunters’ Association of South Africa (PHASA) is the largest association of 
professional hunters in the world. PHASA represents more than 800 rural businesses and our 
members are the backbone of the wildlife ranching sector. According to the green economy 
report, this sector provides over 65 000 jobs and trophy hunting generated an estimated R1.96 
billion in 2014 for the green economy (Taylor, 2016). 
 
We are gratified by the ongoing positive contribution made by our members, who engage in 
responsible trophy hunting, to the success of the South African wildlife economy, wildlife 
management, biodiversity conservation and adventure-hunting tourism activities in Africa. 
PHASA and its members fully support responsible, legal trophy hunting as one of the most 
important tools for sustainable wildlife management, and conservation of our magnificent 
biodiversity and wildlife heritage. We understand the importance that responsible trophy hunting 
has for our rural and biodiversity economies. 
 
In South Africa, trophy hunting is legally regulated and strictly monitored by the Department of 
Environment, Fisheries and Forestry (DEFF). Trophy hunting in South Africa has evolved into the 
most important wildlife management activity which, to a large extent, is supported, driven, and 
promoted by and for rural landholders, who carry the cost of conserving, protecting and living 
with wildlife on their land. 
 
The parliamentarians involved in the debate on whether to ban trophy imports to the UK are, 
therefore, kindly requested to consider the following points: 
 

- The relationship between trophy hunting and responsible tourism 
 

- Who is calling for the trade ban on trophy imports into the UK? 
 

- What is the reason, purpose or objective of this proposed trade embargo? 
 

 
 



 

 

 
 

- Which rural economies or biodiversity/wildlife conservation areas will benefit, or suffer 
from the unintended consequences of a UK ban on the importation of legally and 
responsibly hunted trophies? 

 
The purpose of this report is to provide some of the relevant information on trophy hunting, in an 
attempt to assist the UK government in addressing the above questions. 
 

2. BACKGROUND 
 

The vast open spaces of the wildlife areas of Africa are dwindling and shrinking under continuous 
pressure exerted by the continent’s ever-increasing impoverished rural human populations. The 
cause of this steady decline in African wildlife is that the benefits from wilderness areas usually 
cannot compete with agricultural activities, and wildlife is often in conflict with the livelihoods of 
rural people. 
 
The whole world needs to understand that, in Africa, if a wildlife asset pays, it stays. If it doesn’t, 
it is replaced with something that does pay (Thomson R, 2018). 
 
In recent times, however, the general trend of dwindling wildlife populations and biodiversity 
conservation in Africa has been reversed in South Africa. Since the 1970s, an estimated 20 million 
hectares of marginal, privately owned agricultural land in the country has voluntarily been 
converted to game ranches. The total area occupied by wildlife ranches is estimated to be in 
excess of 17 million hectares, which equates about 14% of South Africa’s land mass (Taylor, 2016). 
These privately or community-owned wildlife-production, hunting and conservation areas are 
funded and managed by rural landholders at minimal or NO cost to the taxpayer. 
 
The South African government is already financially overburdened with maintaining our national 
parks. During 2015 and 2016, South African National Parks (SANParks) collectively received 
government grants and other funding in excess of R2.6 billion. Without this funding, SANParks 
would have recorded a financial deficit of over R2 billion (SANParks, 2016). According to many of 
South Africa’s top conservationists, not one of our national or provincial parks in South Africa, 
which solely promote photographic tourism, are financially self-sustaining or economically viable. 
These parks are unable to cover their running costs from their income from photographic tourism. 
 
All legal and regulated hunting in South Africa takes place outside the six million hectares of 
protected areas such as the Kruger National Park, and other national and provincial parks, where 
no hunting is permitted. 
 
South Africa has become the world leader in the field of wildlife management, hunting and 
conservation, largely as a result of allowing ownership of wildlife on game ranches or game-
fenced land. Wildlife ownership has been the most important catalyst in promoting the positive 
economic viability of commercial wildlife production and utilisation, for the benefit of landholders 
and rural people. 
 



 

 

 
 
 
It is, furthermore, the constitutional right of the South African people to sustainably utilise all 
renewable natural resources, including wildlife, for our socio-economic and environmental 
benefit. 
 
Despite the positive role played by responsible and legal trophy hunting with regard to the South 
African wildlife production and conservation success story, this activity has been misrepresented,  
maligned and/or condemned by certain people claiming to be conservationists. A great deal of 
misinformation and anti-hunting propaganda has caused wrong perceptions of trophy hunting, 
leading to the activity not being supported by many well-meaning people and, in certain 
instances, being marginalised by some photographic tour operators. 
 
In order to be able to make an informed decision, the facts concerning trophy hunting, and the 
most important role that responsible trophy hunting plays in wildlife conservation and responsible 
tourism, need to be clarified. 
 

3. TROPHY HUNTING AND RESPONSIBLE TOURISM 
 
Responsible tourism seeks to harness the power of travel to bring about positive economic, 
social, cultural and environmental impact, and is a central pillar of South Africa’s National Tourism 
Policy. 
 
According to international tourism standards, the contribution that any tourism activity makes to 
responsible tourism should be measured in relation to social and cultural issues, economic 
benefits, as well as the environmental impact of that activity. 
 

3.1 Social and Cultural Issues Associated with Trophy Hunting 
 
Hunting is a most important aspect of Africa’s rich tradition and cultural heritage. 
 
It is the traditional, cultural heritage and constitutional right of South Africans to hunt 
responsibly and to sustainably use our renewable natural resources, including wildlife, for 
the socio-economic and environmental benefit of our people. 
 
Trophy hunting tourists are encouraged to respect and embrace the rights, traditions and 
cultures of our host rural communities. Hunters also respect the opinions and rights of 
those who do not wish to hunt for their own personal reasons, but it is only fair that they 
receive reciprocal respect for their right to hunt responsibly. 
 
Those who do not understand, or lack respect for our hunting traditions, culture, heritage 
and constitutional rights should refrain from bigotry in trying to impose their foreign 
ideologies on Africa’s rural hunting communities. 
 
Trophy hunters are among the most adventurous of all tourists visiting South Africa and 
spend a large proportion of their foreign currency in remote rural areas, which are mostly  



 

 

 
 
not common tourism destinations. Therefore, they create employment opportunities and a 
valuable income stream for the poorest, remote rural communities which reap little or no 
benefit from mass tourism. 
 
At the Biodiversity Economy Innovation Conference on 25 August 2018, the President of 
South Africa, Mr Cyril Ramaphosa, emphasised that the sustainable maintenance of the  
biodiversity economy can contribute towards our efforts to eradicate poverty and create 
economic opportunities for our people. He reiterated that we need to grow the current  
20 million ha of wildlife land in white ownership to 30 million ha by including black 
participants. In addition, we have to develop the wildlife economy through game farming, 
hunting, hospitality and the supply of game meat (Ramaphosa, 2018). 
 
Our PHASA members facilitate and promote remote rural tourism, and attend to the 
personal safety and security of our hunting guests on a 24-hour basis. 

 
RESPONSIBLE TROPHY HUNTING TOURISM HAS A MOST IMPORTANT, POSITIVE SOCIAL 
AND CULTURAL IMPACT 
 
3.2 Economic Benefits of Trophy Hunting 
 
According to research conducted by the North-West University’s Tourism Research in 
Economic Environs and Society Unit in South Africa, hunting contributes immensely to 
economic and infrastructure development in rural areas. 
 
What makes the spending of hunters so important is that hunting mainly occurs in rural 
areas, which are in dire need of job creation and economic development; between 70% and 
80% of trophy hunters’ spending takes place in the area of the hunt. In addition, hunting 
creates jobs, particularly in rural areas where employment is most needed. In three of the 
top hunting provinces – the Northern Cape, the Free State and Limpopo– hunting created 
some 31 500 jobs (17 806 in Limpopo, 9 072 in the Northern Cape and 4 558 in the Free 
State) (van der Merwe, 2018).These figures exclude the numbers employed in related 
industries, such as taxidermy services, shipping agents, couriers and airlines. The annual 
economic impact of the trophy-hunting value chain is far reaching. 
 
Research by the Endangered Wildlife Trust in 2016 concluded that the wildlife ranching 
industry in South Africa is substantial and, in 2014, was estimated to comprise 6 734 
properties with exemption permits and 2 245 open farms, covering an area of 17 041 900ha 
(Taylor, 2016). The main wildlife-based economic activities on these properties are game 
production with live game sales, trophy hunting, biltong hunting and game meat sales. 
Photographic tourism is of minor importance on South African game ranches and not 
evaluated in this report. 
 
The economic value of each activity was estimated as follows (Taylor, 2016): 
• Live game sales: R202/ha; total for SA: R4.328 billion (data not available for individual 
categories) 



 

 

 
 
• Trophy hunting: R234/ha; total for SA: R1.960 billion 
 
• Biltong hunting: R81/ha; total for SA: R0.650 billion 
 
• Culling for meat: R42/ha; total for SA: R349.7 million (excluding meat from trophy 
hunting). 
 
The total annual value of wildlife production on South African game ranches was in excess 
of R 7 billion. 
 
Trophy hunting is the most important activity underpinning the wildlife industry in South 
Africa, as it is the most valuable end product for wildlife produced on our game ranches. 
Trophy hunting also gave the greatest economic return per hectare of land under wildlife 
management. 

 
The South African Professional Hunting Statistics for 2018 estimate that trophy hunting 
contributed R1 773 984 496 to the economy (cost of the animals hunted only, no 
multipliers such as accommodation, meals, transportation and taxidermy). 
 
The fact that a large percentage of this valuable foreign currency (70‒80%) stimulates 
investment, economic growth, job creation and development where it is needed most, in 
our remote rural areas, which often do not benefit from photographic tourism, cannot be 
overemphasised. 
 
Generally, trophy hunters make the greatest individual economic contribution to host 
communities, compared to other forms of tourism. The 2016 financial report for the 
Timbavati Private Nature Reserve, bordering the Kruger National Park, revealed that 46 
trophy hunters who visited the reserve in 2016 spent three times more than the 24 000 
photographic tourists visiting the reserve over the same period. From this example, it is 
evident that the economic value of one trophy hunter equalled that of 1 565 non-hunting 
tourists. 
 
International hunters and their companions also visit and benefit other popular tourism 
destinations, such as the Kruger National Park and Cape Town, as an add-on to their 
hunting trips to South Africa. Furthermore, trophy hunting has a large, value-added or 
positive, indirect and induced economic impact, as mentioned above. 
 
RESPONSIBLE TROPHY HUNTING TOURISM has a SIGNIFICANT, POSITIVE ECONOMIC 
IMPACT where it is needed most — in the REMOTE RURAL AREAS of AFRICA 

 
3.3 Environmental and Wildlife Conservation Impact of Trophy Hunting 
 
The perception of hunting as ‘consumptive tourism’, while other activities such as game 
viewing, photographic safaris and bird watching are considered ‘non-consumptive’ is a  
 



 

 

 
 
gross misrepresentation of the facts. All tourism activities have an impact on the 
environment. 
 
Hunters have one of the smallest carbon or eco footprints in the tourism sector, with 
wildlife conservation and welfare concerns high on our list of priorities. As a direct result of 
the economic incentives generated from sustainable wildlife utilisation practices such as 
trophy hunting, there is more land under wildlife production and more wildlife itself in this 
country now than at any time over the last 100 years. The numbers of large game animals 
alone have increased nearly 40 times (Flack, 2011). 

 
Hunting is the chosen career for professional hunters, who carry out this activity primarily 
for commercial reasons, but are also passionate about managing, conserving and 
protecting wildlife populations, in order to ensure the sustainability of this well-regulated 
wildlife industry. These two motivations go hand in glove. 
 
The most important hunting ethic is that responsible hunters legally harvest selected 
individuals to protect, grow or maintain the population of these animals, so that they 
may be in harmony with their environment. 
 
Responsible trophy hunting typically removes surplus, non-breeding males that constitute 
between 0,5% and 4% of the population of different species, according to their relevant 
reproduction and growth rates. This is a most important wildlife management tool, which 
gives wildlife real economic value, for the benefit of individual or community landholders. 
The rural population is, therefore, encouraged to conserve wildlife, in preference to 
alternative land use options that have often led to a reduction in biodiversity conservation 
and the destruction of our wildlife heritage. 
 
In South Africa, an estimated 20 million hectares of privately owned, marginal, agricultural 
land has been converted to wildlife conservation and production areas on game ranches in 
recent times, largely due to the economic value of wildlife, the foundation of which is 
trophy hunting. This is about three times larger than the six million hectares of the state-
owned national and provincial parks in South Africa, where no hunting is permitted. 

 (Dry, 2016) 



 

 

 
 
Table 1 – The contribution of South Africa’s private wildlife sector, compared to that of 
parks, in saving endangered species 
 
A most important consequence of responsible wildlife ownership, hunting and game 
management is that species such as tsessebe, roan antelope, sable antelope, bontebok, 
black wildebeest, Cape mountain zebra, and black and white rhino have been saved from 
extinction in South Africa. In contrast, populations of wildlife and other rare species in the 
poorly managed, non-hunting areas of Africa are reported to be in serious decline. 

 
The South African Scientific Authority published their non-detriment finding (NDF) for 
black and white rhino in the Government Gazette No. 42660 of 22 August 2019. 
Reference is made to pages 48 and 49 of the South African Scientific Authority; White 
Rhino (NDF). 
 
Despite the translocation of significant numbers of white rhinoceros out of the country to 
stock protected areas in other African countries, zoos and safari parks worldwide, the 
rhinoceros population in South Africa is approximately 10 times larger since trophy hunting 
was introduced in 1968; a clear demonstration that this approach is sustainable and provides 
a positive contribution to conservation (Emslie, 2016) (Cooney, 2017) (Fig. 6 and 7). 
 

 (SASA, 2019) 



 

 

 
 
Table 2 – NDF report regarding the number of white and black rhinoceros hunted; the 
percentage of the estimated wild rhinoceros populations hunted; and the growth of the 
black rhinoceros population in South African and Namibia, even while hunted  
(SASA, 2019) 
 
 The Convention on International Trade of Endangered Species (CITES) 2019 accepted the 
South African recommendation that the annual trophy-hunting quota for black rhinoceros 
be calculated at 0,5% of the population. In effect, this means that nine trophy black 
rhinoceros bulls, which are over and above the number required for breeding, may now be  
sustainably hunted per annum and this trophy-hunting quota replaces the fixed quota of 
five animals per year. (SASA, 2019) 
 
It is of utmost importance to note that the Scientific Authority of South African (SASA) 
recognises the vital role that responsible trophy hunting continues to play in saving 
endangered populations of wildlife in South Africa. 
 
It is extremely unfortunate that many well-meaning, concerned citizens throughout the 
world do not understand that some of our most endangered animals have been, and can 
continue to be saved from extinction, through responsible trophy hunting. 
 
RESPONSIBLE TROPHY HUNTING TOURISM HAS A MOST IMPORTANT, POSITIVE 
WILDLIFE- BIODIVERSITY CONSERVATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

 
3.3.1 WHO is calling for the trade ban on trophy imports into the UK? 

 
Dr M Tolba, previous executive director of the UN Environmental Programme, 
warned CITES in 1992, “There are loud complaints from a number of developing 
countries that the rich countries are only interested in making Third World countries 
into a natural history museum. They are not giving food to their people” (Hutton, 
2010). 
 
Are those who are calling for the trade ban on trophy imports to the UK directly 
involved in, or personally committed to the protection and conservation of wildlife 
in South Africa, and other countries where trophy hunting is legally practised? 
 
In our experience, most of the negative perceptions and associated reputation risks 
concerning hunting are perpetuated by animal activist organisations and others 
who profiteer from creating emotional propaganda over sustainable hunting, and 
other wildlife management and utilisation issues. It is our informed conclusion that 
many of these organisations enrich themselves through fraudulently eliciting 
donations from our well-meaning and trusting public, under the guise of saving and 
protecting wildlife. 
 
Animal activists have been found wanting in their FALSE promise of protecting 
Africa’s animals through the discontinuance of responsible, legal hunting and the  



 

 

 
 
cessation of wise use of our wild, natural products of the land, for the benefit of our 
people. The policy of rendering wildlife and wildlife products valueless, in the name 
of conservation and photographic tourism, has failed in all the African countries 
which have followed this bankrupt ideology. 
 
Those who lack respect for African local traditions, culture, human rights, and the 
environment are promoting irresponsible tourism and the wasteful destruction of 
our wildlife heritage, and have NO right to impose their ideologies on others. All 
bigotry should be prevented from having any influence on government policy. 

 
3.3.2 WHAT are the reasons for the proposed trade ban on trophy hunting? 

 

 Hunting and Poaching 
The claim that legal and responsible trophy hunting in South Africa is linked to the 
illegal, criminal activity of wildlife poaching and is a threat to endangered species, is 
a gross, blatant misrepresentation of the facts. Trophy hunting has, in fact, been 
responsible for saving many populations of endangered animals and makes a 
positive contribution to biodiversity conservation in South Africa, as discussed 
previously. 

 
Despite the fact that the game-ranching estate in South Africa is three times larger 
than our formal protected areas (17 million ha versus six million), and conserves the 
corresponding greater numbers of wildlife, this sector is self-financed, with NO 
assistance from the state. 
 
South Africa currently protects over 90% of the world’s rhinoceros population; the 
latest figures indicate that 50% of rhino in South Africa are owned, conserved and 
protected by the private game ranchers of our country. South African game 
ranchers currently conserve more rhino than the combined numbers of rhino to be 
found in all other countries of the world, yet have NO vote at CITES. Similarly, South 
Africa as a country, which is the custodian of 90% of the world’s rhino, has only one 
vote. Alarmingly, the large number of countries that are members of CITES, yet do 
not have rhino, or have allowed the species to become extinct in their countries, 
also have one vote each, so they have nothing to lose regarding voting on decisions 
such as trade bans, which may have the dire result of the demise of our endangered 
wildlife. 
 
The livelihoods of professional hunters, game ranch managers, their families and 
staff depend on responsible, sustainable hunting. They are the first line of defence 
against armed poachers and wildlife criminal syndicates on South Africa’s game 
ranches. In addition, a UK trade ban on the importation of legally and responsibly 
hunted trophies would have a negative impact on the livelihoods of many rural 
African people and their ability to continue to protect our wildlife heritage. 
 
 



 

 

 
 

 Trophy Hunting and Genetic Diversity 
Trophy hunters are often accused of removing the finest specimens, thereby 
causing a negative impact on the genetic integrity of those animal populations. 
 
This is not true in South Africa, where responsible trophy hunting is a most 
important component of sound wildlife management. 
 
The genetic integrity or diversity within a population of animals is directly 
correlated with the size of that population. South African game ranches now 
conserve three times the number of wild animals conserved in our protected areas. 
Research has shown that ranched wildlife in South Africa has a similar or greater 
genetic diversity than that found in our parks, as the finest specimens of genetically 
diverse animals are used for breeding purposes. 
  
Responsible trophy hunters target older animals, which are past their prime and no 
longer required for breeding. The removal of non-breeding animals through trophy 
hunting has NO negative impact on the genetic diversity and growth of that wildlife 
population. 
 
It is most unfortunate that these facts are often twisted to promote the agenda of 
those wishing to discredit hunting. 

 
The selective removal or hunting of surplus males, which are not required for 
breeding purposes, from a wildlife population is a most important management 
tool, as it prevents inbreeding, improves the growth rate of the population by 
allowing the remaining breeding animals to have better access to an improved and 
more nutritious habitat, and optimises income for conservation. 
 

3.3.3 WHICH rural economies, biodiversity/wildlife conservation areas or wildlife 
populations will benefit, or suffer from the unintended consequences of a UK ban on the 
importation of legally and responsibly hunted trophies? 
 
Trade bans on wildlife and their products imposed by CITES over the last 45 years have, to 
our knowledge, not saved, or prevented the decline of a single wildlife species in the 
world. 
 
Trade bans that prevent the legal, sustainable use of wildlife or wildlife products have 
marginalised rural people, resulting in greater rural poverty and intensified poaching, with 
increased illegal wildlife trafficking and criminal activity, causing the wasteful destruction 
of our wildlife heritage. 
 
No rural economies, biodiversity/wildlife conservation areas or wildlife populations will  
benefit from a trophy trade ban to the UK. 
 
 



 

 

 
 
Policies that oppose the sustainable use of wildlife for the benefit of rural populations 
have resulted in increased rural poverty and intensified poaching, with hugely NEGATIVE 
SOCIAL, ECONOMIC and ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. 

 
4. CONCLUSION 

 
Responsible trophy hunters are, in fact, the most important and valued tourists visiting South 
Africa, as they bring about meaningful, positive economic, social, cultural, wildlife-biodiversity 
conservation and environmental impact. 
 
Trophy hunters stimulate wildlife-biodiversity conservation, economic growth and employment 
opportunities in the areas where there is the greatest need, i.e. the remote rural parts of our 
country. 
 
We have found a way to achieve improved biodiversity conservation, with improved ecological 
services, within the hunting and game-ranching sector of South Africa. This wildlife production 
and conservation estate comprises three times the landmass of our formal protected areas, with 
minimal or no cost to our government. 
 
Rural landholders will continue to invest in and develop wildlife production and conservation 
estates, should the responsible, wise and sustainable use of this renewable natural resource yield 
greater direct socio-economic benefits than other land use options, such as domestic livestock 
production. 
 
If, on the other hand, the economic viability of wildlife production and conservation in South 
Africa is reduced or undermined, through import restrictions on legitimate hunting trophies, 
economic sanctions or trade bans on ranched wildlife and their products, these animals will be 
largely eliminated by rural landowners. Wildlife will, therefore, cease to exist in any large numbers 
outside state-protected areas. 
 
What then are the reasons, or objectives of this proposed trade embargo, if it is not to gain 
political favour through the appeasement of, and/or submission to the unrealistic and 
unconstitutional demands of animal rights activists? 
 
PHASA respectfully requests the UK government to address the following questions during 
deliberations on the proposed ban of trophy imports to the UK. 
 

4.1 Do those who do not fully understand, or lack respect for African hunting traditions, 
culture and heritage, have the right to impose their foreign ideologies on others who bear 
the real financial and human cost of living by conserving, managing and protecting wildlife? 
 
4.2 Does the UK government believe it is right to impose trade bans on South African 
products which are legally and responsibly obtained from the wise and sustainable use of 
our renewable natural resources, while continuing trade in our finite, non-renewable 
mineral resources such as gold, diamonds and platinum? 



 

 

 
 
4.3 Responsible hunters respect the rights of those who do not wish to be involved in the 
wildlife management activity known as trophy hunting. Do our most valued visitors from 
the UK, who make a meaningful, positive contribution to the rural South African socio-
economic and wildlife-biodiversity conservation environment, not have the privilege to 
demand reciprocal respect for their right to hunt responsibly? 
 
4.4 Do responsible UK trophy hunters not have the right to return home with their legally 
obtained products of the land, derived from the wise and sustainable use of renewable 
natural resources, as a reminder of their exceptional African wildlife experience? 
 

PHASA formally thanks the UK government for this opportunity to give input regarding your 
commitment towards an improved environment for future generations. 
 
South Africa has become a world leader in wildlife management, production and conservation, 
along with improved environments and ecological services, through our unique wildlife 
management model, which encompasses responsible trophy hunting as a key component. 
 
PHASA fully supports the vision of President Cyril Ramaphosa. “Through the development of 
government and private sector partnerships, it is anticipated that the biodiversity economy will 
be able to create, for starters, 162 000 jobs and R47 billion can be invested in the biodiversity 
economy” (Ramaphosa, 2018). The proposed UK trade ban on legal trophies would have a huge 
negative impact on achieving this and growing the green economy in South Africa as envisaged 
by our president. 
 
PHASA welcomes the interaction with the UK government and would be willing to make a 
presentation to the UK Parliament on this subject.  
 
Should you require any further clarification or information, you are welcome to contact PHASA at 
info@phasa.co.za 
 
Kind regards 
Dries van Coller, President 
  

mailto:info@phasa.co.za
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