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While the dominance of policies from the Global North has shaped conservation practices,

gmail.com Africa. Effective conservation strategies may be enhanced by incorporating the expertise
and resources of the Global North alongside the knowledge, lived experiences, insights,
Article impact statement: Parachute conservation and leadership of local communities, scientists, and civil society groups from the Global
models are persistent; thus, a transformative shift is A A ¢

needed. South. This approach fosters mutual respect, equitable partnerships, and shared account-
ability and moves away from parachute conservation models toward more inclusive and
context-sensitive solutions for biodiversity conservation. We advocate for eliminating
parachute conservation practices in Africa and emphasize the importance of more inclusive
strategies prioritizing equitable north—south collaborations to address pressing biodiver-
sity challenges. Key challenges in Africa include financial transparency issues, misaligned
philanthropy, unbalanced representation of Indigenous perspectives, and the influence of
international organizations. Possible mechanisms to move away from conservation prac-
tices driven by colonial legacies, legacies in which policies are often developed in the Global
North and imposed on the Global South, sometimes without prior informed consent,
include free, prior, and informed consent on projects and equitable benefit-sharing mech-
anisms. By prioritizing the voices of local communities, including local scientific expertise
and Indigenous knowledge systems, we posit that a mote just and sustainable global envi-
ronmental policy framework can be realized that can contribute to the long-term well-being

of the planet and its people.
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INTRODUCTION

Affrican ecosystems vividly express the continent’s abundant
biodiversity and nature’s contributions to people (NCP). How-
ever, the governance of these ecosystems—encompassing
decision-making processes related to conservation policies,
resource allocation, and stakeholder engagement—often fails
to fully incorporate Africa’s unique contextual realities and
local perspectives (Smit et al., 2024). For instance, international
agreements or donor-driven conservation initiatives sometimes
impose external priorities that do not align with local needs
(Enrici et al,, 2023). Transparent and effective governance
is emerging as a key factor in natural resource management
because of the increasing complexity of natural resource con-
servation and increasing stakeholder conflicts over wildlife
resources. Historically, conservation decision-making in Africa
has been based on top-down approaches, parachute science,
or colonial practices with limited local community participation
(Collins et al., 2021; Miller et al., 2023). Researchers or insti-
tutions from the Global North are often detached from the
realities of African settings; they do not recognize local com-
munities as equal partners in conservation efforts. Instead, they
have too frequently treated them as passive recipients of an
agenda designed for the Global North (Mabele et al., 2023;
Tilley & Kalina, 2021). This approach has occasionally genet-
ated conflicts between conservationists and local communities,
thus negatively affecting not just social justice but also the effec-
tiveness of conservation initiatives (Collins et al., 2021). Article
8(j) of the United Nations Convention on Biological Diver-
sity (UNCBD) and Target 22 of the Kunming-Montreal Global
Biodiversity Framework (GBF) underscores the role of interna-
tional institutions when engaging Indigenous peoples and local
communities (IPs and LCs) in making decisions that directly
affect their lives (Joly, 2023; Morgera & Tsioumani, 2010). As
such, an emerging consensus about more inclusive conservation
initiatives means its approaches must be decolonized and code-
signed with the communities they affect, ensuring that these
efforts are rooted in antioppressive practices to achieve greater
justice and sustainability (Collins et al., 2021; Trisos et al., 2021).

Research and experience highlight the urgent need to
move away from fortress conservation and parachute science
(or colonial science) toward more convivial conservation—a
more inclusive, community-led, rights-based, and participatory
approach to conservation (Buscher & Fletcher, 2020; Collins
etal.,, 2021; de Vos, 2020; de Vos & Schwartz, 2022). This trans-
formation necessitates the full engagement of local communi-
ties, custodians, and guardians of local knowledge throughout
every phase of conservation decision-making, including plan-
ning, execution, and continuous monitoring and assessment.

This engagement with local communities is indispensable for
several reasons. First, these communities possess an intimate
understanding of the ecosystems they inhabit and the unique
challenges they face (Shaw, 2021). Their indigenous knowl-
edge is invaluable for genuinely shaping effective conservation
measures. For instance, the Sankuyo, Hwange, and Sobbe com-
munities in Botswana, Zimbabwe, and Namibia, respectively,
have long demonstrated the effectiveness of community-led
conservation, particularly within a supportive policy frame-
work that recognizes tenure and the right to self-determination
(Dube, 2019; Lubilo & Hebinck, 2019; Masunga & Thebe,
2015). Second, IPs and LCs are typically the primary stake-
holders in conservation endeavors and bear the consequences
of these efforts (Asase et al., 2022a; Shaw, 2021). Local
actors play an influential role in the decision-making process.
Finally, authentic engagement with IPs and LCs fosters trust
and collaboration between conservationists and these com-
munities, creating a sense of ownership, an imperative facet
of creating enduring and sustainable consetvation solutions
(Dahdouh-Guebas et al., 2003; de Vos & Schwartz, 2022;
Smyth, 2015).

INTEGRATING LOCAL PERSPECTIVES
FOR SUSTAINABLE CONSERVATION

Conservation efforts transcend merely safeguarding wildlife for
their aesthetic and ecological value in tourism and research
(Madzwamuse et al., 2020). Conservation must also prioritize
the livelihoods of local communities around conservation areas.
The challenges of human-wildlife conflicts across Africa, par-
ticularly those involving crop raiding by elephants and livestock
depredation by some species, such as lions (Panthera les) and
leopatds (Panthera pardus), highlight the need for strategies that
are not driven by fortress models, but that incorporate and
address the concerns of local communities (Bond & Mkutu,
2018; Milner-Gulland, 2021; Ruppert et al.,, 2022). Integrating
the insights of communities is critical in shaping sustain-
able socioecological frameworks that guide conservation and
planetary health (Mbaiwa & Hambira, 2023).

Dahdouh-Guebas et al. (2003) showed that research con-
ducted in the least developed countries has been frequently
published by institutions in the most industrialized nations,
often with minimal involvement from local institutions. This
trend remains prevalent two decades after their publication
called attention to this problem. More recently, Miller et al.
(2023) found that knowledge generation was still dominated by
the Global North, highlighting the practice of parachute science.
Smit et al. (2024) noted a higher prevalence of parachute sci-
ence in research conducted in Kruger National Park in South
Africa compared with Kakadu National Park in Australia. These
studies highlight the need for international organizations and
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institutions to transition from exclusionary approaches to more
participatory conservation that emphasizes equitable engage-
ment with IPs and LCs, particularly in Africa (Asase et al., 2022a;
Mabele et al., 2023; Miller et al., 2023). This shift is vital for
formulating and implementing equitable policies that resonate
with local ecological, cultural, and socioeconomic contexts,
thereby enhancing the effectiveness and sustainability of conser-
vation initiatives on the continent. By embracing a reimagined
approach to conservation that prioritizes inclusivity, equity,
and context-specific strategies, African conservation efforts
can transcend historical limitations and foster a future whete
ecosystems and communities coexist in a more harmonious
manner.

AFRICAN PERSPECTIVES AND
DYNAMICS OF SUSTAINABLE
CONSERVATION

The current discourse on African biodiversity conservation is
often overshadowed by globally dominant narratives, primar-
ily from the Global North (Genda et al., 2022; Smit et al,,
2024). These narratives usually emphasize preservationist ide-
ologies (e.g., fortress conservation) that may not fully align
with African cultural and socioeconomic contexts (Asase et al.,
2022b). This dichotomy—between externally driven conserva-
tion priorities and locally relevant strategies—has historically
resulted in misaligned conservation efforts that marginalize vital
local stakeholders in decision-making processes. For example,
policies promoting unrestricted wildlife movement might fail to
account for human—wildlife conflict and its effects on commu-
nity livelihoods (Bond & Mkutu, 2018). Such an approach has its
roots in the philosophical and historical contexts of the Global
North and frequently overlooks the unique cultural perspectives
and lived experiences of African citizens in their interactions
with wildlife, a gap noted in the literature (Bauer et al., 2021;
Binka, 2005; Madzwamuse et al., 2020).

Another example illustrating the historical and philosophical
context of conservation in Aftica is hunting. Traditionally, hunt-
ing in Africa has been a vital sustenance activity, but it is also
deeply woven into Africa’s cultural tapestry. Traditional hunting
practices demonstrate a nuanced balance between human needs
and ecological stewardship, emblematic of a symbiotic relation-
ship with the natural world (Agrawal et al., 2021; Kothari, 2021).
This time-honored connection with hunting can be extended to
contemporary practices, such trophy hunting, which, although
driven by demand from the Global North, when executed under
stringent and culturally appropriate regulations, can yield signif-
icant social, economic, and conservation benefits (Lindsey et al.,
20006; Tchakatumba et al., 2019). However, the ethical and ani-
mal welfare concerns surrounding trophy hunting necessitate a
balanced view that recognizes its potential positive impacts on
local communities and conservation. This balance is critical for
maintaining the integrity of sustainable practices within African
conservation strategies (Muposhi et al., 2010).

A notable example of the implications of external conserva-
tion decisions is the 2014 ban by the United States on elephant

trophy imports from Tanzania and Zimbabwe (Nyamayedenga
et al., 2021). This ban, implemented with minimal consultation
of the affected African communities, had far-reaching eco-
nomic and social consequences. While empirical evidence is
lacking, it is estimated that the ban affected over 3,000 indi-
viduals directly employed in Tanzania’s trophy hunting industry
and exacerbated human—wildlife conflicts in Zimbabwe (Dube,
2019; The-Citizen, 2014). The proposed, albeit later rejected,
2023 United Kingdom ban on importing legally obtained
wildlife trophies underscores the potential risks of such sweep-
ing regulations. While well intentioned, these actions can fail to
acknowledge the critical role of practices like trophy hunting in
some African countries’ wildlife management strategies (Parker
et al., 2020). The repercussions of such decisions dispropor-
tionately affect local communities at the forefront of wildlife
conservation, often without receiving fair benefits. Therefore,
it is imperative that any decision affecting local communities,
especially regarding sustainable practices such as trophy hunt-
ing, should be made through inclusive, consultative processes
that weigh both ethical considerations and the socioeconomic
realities of these communities.

Pastoralism also has a millennial legacy in Africa and plays
a crucial role in contemporary conservation in that it connects
livelihoods and ecosystems (Osano et al., 2013). Pastoral com-
munities have long managed wildlife habitats through traditional
grazing systems that promote biodiversity while sustaining their
livelihoods (Homewood et al., 2012; McGahey et al., 2008).
These practices have been refined over generations, provid-
ing a nuanced understanding of the natural environment and
its balance. In some regions, such as Kenya’s Maasai Mara
and Ethiopia’s Somali area, pastoralism serves as a testament
to the resilience and sustainability of these systems (McGahey
et al., 2008; Notenbaert et al., 2012). In the Maasai Mara, for
example, pastoral communities engage in transhumance and
adaptive management to ensure livestock and wildlife health
(Bedelian, 2014). This traditional land stewardship helps main-
tain migratory corridors for wildlife, which promotes ecological
connectivity and reduces human—wildlife conflict (Oduor, 2020;
Osano et al.,, 2013). These systems also provide valuable lessons
for fostering coexistence between people and wildlife. By rec-
ognizing the intricate relationship between pastoral livelihoods
and ecosystem health, conservation strategies can move beyond
rigid, exclusionary approaches toward more inclusive models
(Ruppert et al., 2022). This involves empowering pastoral com-
munities to play a central role in shaping policies that respect
ecological and sociocultural realities so that conservation efforts
are sustainable and equitable.

MOVING FORWARD WITH GLOBAL
NORTH AND GLOBAL SOUTH
COLLABORATION IN BIODIVERSITY
CONSERVATION

Implementing the GBF’s call for more inclusive and effec-
tive biodiversity conservation requires a fundamental shift in
global north—south dynamics, particularly concerning Africa.
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The GBF recognizes the rights of IPs and LCs, acknowledging
their crucial role in biodiversity conservation and the sustainable
use of natural resources (Kok et al., 2024). To achieve its goals,
the GBF calls for the active involvement of governments, busi-
nesses, and civil society in a whole-of-society approach. It also
promotes gender equality, with a specific target to ensure equal
participation in the implementation of conservation efforts
(Lucas et al., 2024). This comprehensive, inclusive, and account-
able approach is essential for reversing biodiversity loss and
promoting sustainable development. However, achieving this
entails acknowledging historical colonial injustices and moving
away from parachute conservation to empowering IPs and LCs
for genuine collaboration. Namibia’s Community-Based Natu-
ral Resource Management success highlights the potential of
such partnerships when local voices are central (Genda et al.,
2022; Schick et al., 2018). To achieve optimal and just conserva-
tion outcomes, conservationists from the Global North must
engage in equitable partnerships with IPs and LCs from the
initial planning phase, ensuring that conservation strategies are
culturally sensitive, ecologically relevant, and socially equitable
(Genda et al., 2022). This collaborative approach facilitates the
integration of traditional ecological knowledge and local per-
spectives, thereby enhancing the sustainability and effectiveness
of conservation efforts at local, regional, and global scales.

However, several challenges must be addressed to achieve
true collaboration: lack of prioritization of wildlife, financial
transparency issues, misaligned philanthropy, conflicting intet-
ests, unbalanced representation of Indigenous perspectives,
and the influence of international organizations, which can
sometimes complicate local decision-making. Wildlife is often
prioritized over the needs of local communities. Sustainable
biodiversity conservation depends on the well-being of local
communities, and international conservation organizations (e.g,
nongovernmental organizations) must engage with these com-
munities to understand their challenges. Prioritizing wildlife
over local communities’ needs undermines the biodiversity
and ecosystems conservation efforts aim to protect. Invest-
ing heavily in state-of-the-art wildlife centers while neglecting
basic infrastructure and essential services in nearby villages
risks alienating communities that coexist with wildlife. This
has been observed, for example, in communities surround-
ing Kruger National Park, where basic amenities still need to
be improved. Yet, wildlife has been prioritized, protected, and
often valued more than the well-being of the local population
(Reporters, 2024). This underscores the importance of integrat-
ing community priorities into conservation initiatives to ensure
that conservation efforts achieve greater success and long-term
sustainability.

The costs associated with donor conservation projects are
seldom disclosed, complicating efforts to identify the most cost-
effective interventions (White et al., 2022b; White et al., 2022a).
Greater transparency in donor budgets and the accessibility of
audited financial accounts can foster trust between local author-
ities, communities, and donors. In contrast, financial opacity
not only undermines confidence in conservation initiatives but
also impedes the potential for effective collaboration, ultimately

compromising the success and sustainability of conservation
efforts.

While financial support is essential, the success of conserva-
tion initiatives depends on cultural sensitivity and a commitment
to local communities’ well-being. Conservation projects must
consider ecological and social dynamics because undeclared
conflicts of interest may further undermine trust and effec-
tiveness. For instance, the allocation of financial resources to
conservation efforts that prioritize charismatic species. For
example, African elephant (Loxodonta Africana) conservation
may conflict with the immediate needs and priorities of local
communities, such as human—wildlife conflict mitigation or
livelihood support (Small, 2011). When philanthropic efforts
prioritize such agendas without cultural awareness, they risk
alienating the people they aim to support, ultimately reducing
the effectiveness of conservation efforts.

The Convention on International Trade in Endangered
Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) is critical in shaping
conservation policies and resource management across African
countries. However, the voices of IPs and LCs—who have deep
cultural and historical ties to the land and its resources—can be
marginalized within CITES decision-making processes (Kothari
et al., 2008). When wildlife management decisions are made
without genuine representation, they can lead to unintended
consequences, such as ineffective policies and policies that harm
local livelihoods or disrupt traditional practices. To address
this gap, international organizations need to actively involve
local stakeholders, including Indigenous knowledge holders,
community leaders, and grassroots organizations, in shaping
conservation policies. This approach ensures that initiatives are
decolonized and respectful of the communities they impact.

Despite globalization and technological advancements, I1Ps
and LCs retain invaluable grassroots knowledge of their envi-
ronments. When Indigenous knowledge systems are respected
and valued, communities become active stewards, taking owner-
ship of conservation efforts. For example, the pastoral practices
of the Masai Mara can help inform human—wildlife coexis-
tence strategies in areas dominated by wildlife conflict (Bedelian,
2014). African conservation can benefit from integrating this
Indigenous knowledge with scientific research.

Addressing these challenges can create a collaborative
approach that integrates traditional ecological knowledge and
local perspectives to broader conservation policies and instru-
ments, enhancing the sustainability and effectiveness of efforts
at both regional and global scales. This inclusive conservation
paradigm ensures that actions are informed by diverse perspec-
tives, which fosters sustainable and culturally sensitive solutions.
By nurturing equitable Global North and Global South col-
laborations that value Global South perspectives, it is possible
to forge a just, sustainable future where people and the planet
flourish.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We sincerely thank the reviewers and the editor for their valu-
able time, insightful comments, and constructive feedback,
which significantly improved the quality of the manuscript.

85UB01 7 SUOLLLOD 3AIIeR1D) [dedt dde Uy Aq pauenob ae Sapile VO ‘85N JO 3N oy Akeiqi8UlUO A8 ]I LD (SUOHIPUOD-PUE-SWLBIALID"AB | IM Afe.d1jBu [Uo//Sciy) SUORIPUOD pue SWLB | 8U 89S *[6202/0T/60] Uo AriqiTauljuo AB|im ‘puesieremiim JO AIseAIN AQ 28002 I00/TTTT OT/I0p/W0d" A3 IM A eI 1jBU 00 IqUOy//SANY WoJj pepeojumod ‘v ‘SZ02 ‘6ELTEZST



MPAKAIRI ET AL.

el

ORCID

Kudzai Shaun Mpakairi'® https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1929-
1464

Tatenda Dalu'® https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9019-7702
REFERENCES

Agrawal, A., Bawa, K., Brockington, D., Brosius, P., D’souza, R., Defties, R.,
Dove, M. R, Duffy, R., Kabra, A., & Kothari, A. (2021). An open letter to
the lead authors of ‘protecting’ 30% of the planet for nature: costs, benefits
and implications. Open Letter to Waldron et al. https://openlettertowaldronetal.
wordpress.com

Asase, A., Mzumara-Gawa, T. 1., Owino, J. O., Peterson, A. T., & Saupe, E.
(2022a). Replacing “parachute science” with “global science” in ecology and
conservation biology. Conservation Science and Practice, 4, e517.

Asase, A., Mzumara-Gawa, T. 1., Owino, ]. O., Peterson, A. T., & Saupe, E.
(2022b). Replacing “parachute science” with “global science” in ecology and
conservation biology. Conservation Science and Practice, 4, ¢517.

Bauer, H., Chardonnet, B., Scholte, P., Kamgang, S. A., Tiomoko, D. A., Tehou,
A. C, Sinsin, B., Gebresenbet, F, Asefa, A., Bobo, K. S., Garba, H., Abagana,
A. L., Diouck, D., Mohammed, A. A., & Sillero-Zubiri, C. (2021). Con-
sider divergent regional perspectives to enhance wildlife conservation across
Aftica. Nature Ecology & Evolution, 5, 149—-152.

Bedelian, C. (2014). Conservation, tourism and pastoral livelihoods: Wildlife
conservancies in the Maasai Mara. Kenya. UCL (University College London).

Binka, F (2005). Editorial: North—South research collaborations: A move
towards a true partnership? Zrgpical Medicine & International Health, 10,
207-209.

Bond, J., & Mkutu, K. (2018). Exploring the hidden costs of human—wildlife
conflict in northern Kenya. African Studies Review, 61, 33—54.

Buscher, B., & Fletcher, R. (2020). 7he conservation revolution: Radical ideas for saving
nature beyond the Anthropocene. Verso Books.

Collins, Y. A., Macguire-Rajpaul, V., Krauss, J. E., Asiyanbi, A., Jiménez, A.,
Bukhi Mabele, M., & Alexander-Owen, M. (2021). Plotting the coloniality of
conservation. Journal of Political Ecolggy, 28, 968-989.

Dahdouh-Guebas, I, Ahimbisibwe, J., Van Moll, R., & Koedam, N. (2003).
Neo-colonial science by the most industrialised upon the least developed
countries in peer-reviewed publishing, Scientometrics, 56, 329-343.

De Vos, A. (2020). The Problem of ‘Colonial Science’. Scentific Ameri-
can. https:/ /www.scientificamerican.com/article/the-problem-of-colonial-
science/

De Vos, A., & Schwartz, M. W. (2022). Confronting parachute science in
conservation. Conservation Science and Practice, 4, €12681.

Dube, N. (2019). Voices from the village on trophy hunting in Hwange district,
Zimbabwe. Ecological Economics, 159, 335-343.

Enrici, A., Gruby, R. L., Betsill, M. M., Le Cornu, E., Blackwatters, J. E., Basurto,
X., Govan, H., Holm, T., Jupiter, S. D., & Mangubhai, S. (2023). Who’s setting
the agenda? Philanthropic donor influence in marine conservation. Ecology
and Society, 28. https://ecologyandsociety.org/vol28 /iss3/art2/

Genda, P. A., Ngoteya, H. C., Caro, T., & Borgerhoff Mulder, M. (2022). Look-
ing up and down: Strong collaboration is only the first step in tackling
patachute science. Conservation Science and Practice, 4, 12677.

Homewood, K., Chenevix Trench, P, & Brockington, D. (2012). Pastoralism
and conservation—who benefits? Biodiversity conservation and poverty alleviation:
Exploring the evidence for a link, 239—-252.

Joly, C. A. (2023). The Kunming-Montréal Global Biodiversity Framework. SciELO
Brasil.

Kok, M., Marques, A., Bakkenes, M., Doelman, J., Hilbers, J., Immerzeel, R.,
Kriger, C., & Schipper, A. (2024). A prospective evaluation of the anmbition of the
Fkunming-montreal global biodiversity framework. PBL Netherlands environmental
assessment agency. https://www.pbl.nl/system/files/document/2024-10/
pbl-2024-Policy-brief-COP_16-5361.pdf [03 March 2025]

Kothari, A. (2021). Half-Earth or Whole-FEarth? Green or transformative
recovery? Where are the voices from the Global South? Oryx, 55, 161—
162.

Kothari, A., Tasneem Balasinorwala, I, Jaireth, H., & Rahimzadeh, A.
(2008). Local voices in global discussions: How far have international

conservation policy and practice integrated indigenous peoples and
local communities. Sustaining Cultural and Biological Diversity in a Rapidly
Changing World: Lessons for Global Policy, 2. In Sustaining cultural and biological
diversity in a rapidly changing world: Lessons for global policy (p. 2). Sympo-
sium on “Sustaining Cultural and Biological Diversity in a Rapidly
Changing World: Lessons for Global Policy,” American Museum of
Natural History, April 2-5, 2008. https://www.researchgate.net/profile/
Ashish-Kothari-6/publication/228430546_LOCAL_VOICES_IN_
GLOBAL_DISCUSSIONS_HOW_FAR_HAVE_INTERNATIONAL_
CONSERVATION_POLICY_AND_PRACTICE_INTEGRATED_
INDIGENOUS /links,/00b4953cdebd615¢a6000000/LOCAL-VOICES-
IN-GLOBAL-DISCUSSIONS-HOW-FAR-HAVE-INTERNATIONAL-
CONSERVATION-POLICY-AND-PRACTICE-INTEGRATED-
INDIGENOUS.pdf [03 March 2025]

Lindsey, P. A., Alexander, R., Frank, L. G., Mathieson, A., & Romanach, S.
(2006). Potential of trophy hunting to ctreate incentives for wildlife conser-
vation in Africa where alternative wildlife-based land uses may not be viable.
Aunimal conservation, 9, 283-291.

Lubilo, R., & Hebinck, P. (2019). ‘Local hunting’ and community-based natural
resource management in Namibia: Contestations and livelihoods. Geoforum,
101, 62-75.

Lucas, B., Cheeseman, K., & Van Doninck, N. (2024). Transformative Change
for Global Biodiversity: the Role of Gender Equality and Social Inclusion.
Background Notes for the Wilton Park Conference, September 2024. Wilton
Park. https://www.wiltonpark.org.uk/reports/transformative-change- for-
global-biodiversity-the-role-of-gender-equality-and-social-inclusion/  [03
March 2025]

Mabele, M. B., Kasongi, N. W, Nnko, H., Mwanyoka, L., Kiwango, W. A.,
& Makupa, E. (2023). Inequalities in the production and dissemination of
biodiversity conservation knowledge on Tanzania: A 50-year bibliometric
analysis. Biological Conservation, 279, 109910.

Madzwamuse, M., Rihoy, E., & Louis, M. (2020). Contested conservation:
implications for rights, democratization, and citizenship in Southern Africa.
Development (Cambridge, England), 63, 67-73.

Masunga, G. S., & Thebe, K. G. (2015). Znitiation Success of the Conservation Compo-
nent of Community-Based Natural Resonrce M. tin the Ok, Northern
Botswana.

Mbaiwa, J. E., & Hambira, W. L. (2023). Can the subaltern speak? Contradictions
in trophy hunting and wildlife conservation trajectory in Botswana. Journal of
Sustainable Tourism, 31, 1107-1125.

Mcgahey, D., Davies, ]., & Barrow, E. (2008). Pastoralism as conservation in the
Horn of Africa: Effective policies for conservation outcomes in the drylands
of Eastern Africa. Annals of Arid Zones, 46, 353-377.

Miller, J., White, T. B., & Christie, A. P. (2023). Parachute conservation:
Investigating trends in international research. Conservation Letters, 16, €12947.

Milner-Gulland, E. ]. (2021). The global conservation movement is divided but
not diverse: Reflections on 2020. Oryx, 55, 321-322.

Morgera, E., & Tsioumani, E. (2010). The evolution of benefit sharing: Link-
ing biodiversity and community livelihoods. Review of Enropean Community &
International Environmental Law, 19, 150-173.

Muposhi, V. K., Gandiwa, E., Bartels, P., & Makuza, S. M. (2016). Trophy hunt-
ing, conservation, and rural development in Zimbabwe: Issues, options, and
implications. [uternational Journal of Biodiversity, 2016, 8763980.

Notenbaert, A. M., Davies, J., De Leeuw, J., Said, M., Herrero, M., Manzano,
P.,, Waithaka, M., Aboud, A., & Omondi, S. (2012). Policies in support of
pastoralism and biodiversity in the heterogeneous drylands of East Africa.

Pastoralism: Research, Policy and Practice, 2, 1-17.

Nyamayedenga, S., Mashapa, C., Chateya, R. ]., & Gandiwa, E. (2021). An assess-
ment of the impact of the 2014 US elephant trophy importation ban on the
hunting patterns in Matetsi Hunting Complex, north-west Zimbabwe. Global
Ecology and Conservation, 30, €01758.

Oduor, A. M. (2020). Livelihood impacts and governance processes of
community-based wildlife conservation in Maasai Mara ecosystem, Kenya.
Journal of Environmental Management, 260, 110133.

Osano, P. M., Said, M. Y., De Leeuw, J., Moiko, S. S., Ole Kaclo, D., Schomers,
S., Birner, R., & Ogutu, . O. (2013). Pastoralism and ecosystem-based adap-
tation in Kenyan Masailand. Znzernational Journal of Climate Change Strategies and
Management, 5, 198-214.

85UB01 7 SUOLLLOD 3AIIeR1D) [dedt dde Uy Aq pauenob ae Sapile VO ‘85N JO 3N oy Akeiqi8UlUO A8 ]I LD (SUOHIPUOD-PUE-SWLBIALID"AB | IM Afe.d1jBu [Uo//Sciy) SUORIPUOD pue SWLB | 8U 89S *[6202/0T/60] Uo AriqiTauljuo AB|im ‘puesieremiim JO AIseAIN AQ 28002 I00/TTTT OT/I0p/W0d" A3 IM A eI 1jBU 00 IqUOy//SANY WoJj pepeojumod ‘v ‘SZ02 ‘6ELTEZST


https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1929-1464
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1929-1464
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1929-1464
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9019-7702
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9019-7702
https://openlettertowaldronetal.wordpress.com
https://openlettertowaldronetal.wordpress.com
https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/the-problem-of-colonial-science/
https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/the-problem-of-colonial-science/
https://ecologyandsociety.org/vol28/iss3/art2/
https://www.pbl.nl/system/files/document/2024-10/pbl-2024-Policy-brief-COP_16-5361.pdf
https://www.pbl.nl/system/files/document/2024-10/pbl-2024-Policy-brief-COP_16-5361.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Ashish-Kothari-6/publication/228430546_LOCAL_VOICES_IN_GLOBAL_DISCUSSIONS_HOW_FAR_HAVE_INTERNATIONAL_CONSERVATION_POLICY_AND_PRACTICE_INTEGRATED_INDIGENOUS/links/00b4953cdebd615ea6000000/LOCAL-VOICES-IN-GLOBAL-DISCUSSIONS-HOW-FAR-HAVE-INTERNATIONAL-CONSERVATION-POLICY-AND-PRACTICE-INTEGRATED-INDIGENOUS.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Ashish-Kothari-6/publication/228430546_LOCAL_VOICES_IN_GLOBAL_DISCUSSIONS_HOW_FAR_HAVE_INTERNATIONAL_CONSERVATION_POLICY_AND_PRACTICE_INTEGRATED_INDIGENOUS/links/00b4953cdebd615ea6000000/LOCAL-VOICES-IN-GLOBAL-DISCUSSIONS-HOW-FAR-HAVE-INTERNATIONAL-CONSERVATION-POLICY-AND-PRACTICE-INTEGRATED-INDIGENOUS.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Ashish-Kothari-6/publication/228430546_LOCAL_VOICES_IN_GLOBAL_DISCUSSIONS_HOW_FAR_HAVE_INTERNATIONAL_CONSERVATION_POLICY_AND_PRACTICE_INTEGRATED_INDIGENOUS/links/00b4953cdebd615ea6000000/LOCAL-VOICES-IN-GLOBAL-DISCUSSIONS-HOW-FAR-HAVE-INTERNATIONAL-CONSERVATION-POLICY-AND-PRACTICE-INTEGRATED-INDIGENOUS.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Ashish-Kothari-6/publication/228430546_LOCAL_VOICES_IN_GLOBAL_DISCUSSIONS_HOW_FAR_HAVE_INTERNATIONAL_CONSERVATION_POLICY_AND_PRACTICE_INTEGRATED_INDIGENOUS/links/00b4953cdebd615ea6000000/LOCAL-VOICES-IN-GLOBAL-DISCUSSIONS-HOW-FAR-HAVE-INTERNATIONAL-CONSERVATION-POLICY-AND-PRACTICE-INTEGRATED-INDIGENOUS.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Ashish-Kothari-6/publication/228430546_LOCAL_VOICES_IN_GLOBAL_DISCUSSIONS_HOW_FAR_HAVE_INTERNATIONAL_CONSERVATION_POLICY_AND_PRACTICE_INTEGRATED_INDIGENOUS/links/00b4953cdebd615ea6000000/LOCAL-VOICES-IN-GLOBAL-DISCUSSIONS-HOW-FAR-HAVE-INTERNATIONAL-CONSERVATION-POLICY-AND-PRACTICE-INTEGRATED-INDIGENOUS.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Ashish-Kothari-6/publication/228430546_LOCAL_VOICES_IN_GLOBAL_DISCUSSIONS_HOW_FAR_HAVE_INTERNATIONAL_CONSERVATION_POLICY_AND_PRACTICE_INTEGRATED_INDIGENOUS/links/00b4953cdebd615ea6000000/LOCAL-VOICES-IN-GLOBAL-DISCUSSIONS-HOW-FAR-HAVE-INTERNATIONAL-CONSERVATION-POLICY-AND-PRACTICE-INTEGRATED-INDIGENOUS.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Ashish-Kothari-6/publication/228430546_LOCAL_VOICES_IN_GLOBAL_DISCUSSIONS_HOW_FAR_HAVE_INTERNATIONAL_CONSERVATION_POLICY_AND_PRACTICE_INTEGRATED_INDIGENOUS/links/00b4953cdebd615ea6000000/LOCAL-VOICES-IN-GLOBAL-DISCUSSIONS-HOW-FAR-HAVE-INTERNATIONAL-CONSERVATION-POLICY-AND-PRACTICE-INTEGRATED-INDIGENOUS.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Ashish-Kothari-6/publication/228430546_LOCAL_VOICES_IN_GLOBAL_DISCUSSIONS_HOW_FAR_HAVE_INTERNATIONAL_CONSERVATION_POLICY_AND_PRACTICE_INTEGRATED_INDIGENOUS/links/00b4953cdebd615ea6000000/LOCAL-VOICES-IN-GLOBAL-DISCUSSIONS-HOW-FAR-HAVE-INTERNATIONAL-CONSERVATION-POLICY-AND-PRACTICE-INTEGRATED-INDIGENOUS.pdf
https://www.wiltonpark.org.uk/reports/transformative-change-for-global-biodiversity-the-role-of-gender-equality-and-social-inclusion/
https://www.wiltonpark.org.uk/reports/transformative-change-for-global-biodiversity-the-role-of-gender-equality-and-social-inclusion/

CONSERVATION BIOLOGY

“@" 60f6

Parker, K., De Vos, A., Clements, H. S., Biggs, D., & Biggs, R. (2020). Impacts
of a trophy hunting ban on private land conservation in South African
biodiversity hotspots. Conservation Science and Practice, 2, ¢214.

Reporters, R. (2024). From panic to partnerships: New thinking on pegple and poach-
ing [Online]. https://www.dailymaverick.co.za/article/2024-006-18-from-
panic-to-partnerships-new- thinking-on-people-and-poaching/  [Accessed
12 2024]

Ruppert, K. A, Lenguya, L., Letoluai, A., Limo, 1., Owen, M. A., Pilfold, N.
Wi, Wachira, P., & Glikman, J. A. (2022). Avoiding parachute science when
addressing conflict over wildlife. Conservation Science and Practice, 4, ¢548.

Schick, A., Sandig, C., Krause, A., Hobson, P. R., Porembski, S., & Ibisch, P. L.
(2018). People-centered and ecosystem-based knowledge co-production to
promote proactive biodiversity conservation and sustainable development in
Namibia. Environmental management, 62, 858-876.

Shaw, C. (2021). Defending territories of life through Indigenous and Com-
munity Conserved Areas (ICCAs). In Environmental Defenders (pp. 245-254).
Routledge.

Small, E. (2011). The new Noah’s Ark: Beautiful and useful species only. Part 1.
Biodiversity conservation issues and priotities. Biodiversity, 12, 232—247.

Smit, I. P. ], Fernandez, R. J., Menvielle, M. E,, Roux, D. J., Singh, N., Mabuza,
S., Mthombeni, B. M., Macgregor, N. A,, Fritz, H., Gandiwa, E., Foxcroft,
L. C., & Cook, C. N. (2024). From parachuting to partnership: Fostering
collaborative research in protected areas. Journal of Applied Ecology, 62(1), 28—
40.

Smyth, D. (2015). Indigenous protected areas and ICCAS: Commonalities,
contrasts and confusions. Parks, 21, 73-84.

Tchakatumba, P. K., Gandiwa, E., Mwakiwa, E., Clegg, B., & Nyasha, S. (2019).
Does the CAMPFIRE programme ensure economic benefits from wildlife
to households in Zimbabwe? Ecosystems and people, 15, 119-135.

The-Citizen. (2014). US body sues over ban on Tanzania trophies. 7he Cit-
izen, https://www.thecitizen.co.tz/tanzania/news/national /us-body-sues-
over-ban-on-tanzania-trophies-2508380 [03 March 2025], Month

Tilley, E., & Kalina, M. (2021). “My flight arrives at 5 am, can you pick me up?”:
The gatekeeping burden of the African academic. Journal of African Cultural
Studies, 33, 538-548.

Trisos, C. H., Auerbach, J., & Katti, M. (2021). Decoloniality and anti-oppressive
practices for a more ethical ecology. Nature Ecology & Evolution, 5, 1205~
1212.

White, T. B,, Petrovan, S. O., Booth, H., Correa, R. J., Gatt, Y., Martin, P. A,
Newell, H., Worthington, T. A., & Sutherland, W. J. (2022a). Determining
the economic costs and benefits of conservation actions: A decision support
framework. Conservation Science and Practice, 4, ¢12840.

White, T. B., Petrovan, S. O., Christie, A. P., Martin, P. A., & Sutherland, W. J.
(2022b). What is the price of conservation? A review of the status quo and
recommendations for improving cost reporting. Bioscience, 72, 461-471.

How to cite this article: Mpakairi, K. S., Dalu, T.,
Kupika, O. L., Tagwireyi, P., Kavhu, B., Muvengwi, J.,
Muposhi, V. K., Ndaimani, H., Madiri, T. H., Gandiwa,
E., & Sanganyado, E. (2025). African voices and their
role in improving north—south collaborations for
biodiversity conservation. Conservation Biology, 39,
€70032. https://dot.org/10.1111/cobi.70032

85UB01 7 SUOLLLOD 3AIIeR1D) [dedt dde Uy Aq pauenob ae Sapile VO ‘85N JO 3N oy Akeiqi8UlUO A8 ]I LD (SUOHIPUOD-PUE-SWLBIALID"AB | IM Afe.d1jBu [Uo//Sciy) SUORIPUOD pue SWLB | 8U 89S *[6202/0T/60] Uo AriqiTauljuo AB|im ‘puesieremiim JO AIseAIN AQ 28002 I00/TTTT OT/I0p/W0d" A3 IM A eI 1jBU 00 IqUOy//SANY WoJj pepeojumod ‘v ‘SZ02 ‘6ELTEZST


https://www.dailymaverick.co.za/article/2024-06-18-from-panic-to-partnerships-new-thinking-on-people-and-poaching/
https://www.dailymaverick.co.za/article/2024-06-18-from-panic-to-partnerships-new-thinking-on-people-and-poaching/
https://www.thecitizen.co.tz/tanzania/news/national/us-body-sues-over-ban-on-tanzania-trophies-2508380
https://www.thecitizen.co.tz/tanzania/news/national/us-body-sues-over-ban-on-tanzania-trophies-2508380
https://doi.org/10.1111/cobi.70032

	African voices and their role in improving north-south collaborations for biodiversity conservation
	Abstract
	INTRODUCTION
	INTEGRATING LOCAL PERSPECTIVES FOR SUSTAINABLE CONSERVATION
	AFRICAN PERSPECTIVES AND DYNAMICS OF SUSTAINABLE CONSERVATION
	MOVING FORWARD WITH GLOBAL NORTH AND GLOBAL SOUTH COLLABORATION IN BIODIVERSITY CONSERVATION
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
	ORCID
	REFERENCES


