Call for Papers: Association of American Geographers (AAG) Annual Meeting,
April 5-9, 2017, Boston

Conservation Law Enforcement: Policing Conservation Areas and the Trade in
Wildlife and Forest Products

Organizers: Francis Massé (York University) and William D. Moreto (University of Central
Florida)

The multiple conservation crises or “wars” on biodiversity as manifested most prominently in
the illegal logging and charcoal trade and the commercial poaching of rhinos, elephants, and
less iconic species like pangolin and abalone are gaining increasing attention in academic,
policy, and practitioner circles. Whether referred to as “conservation crimes”, “wildlife crimes”,
or “environmental crimes” the dramatic increase in crimes against nature and their connection
to the multi-billion-dollar illicit trade in wildlife and forest products has sparked a surge in
conservation law enforcement or green policing. We are seeing new energy and resources
being dedicated to conservation law enforcement from wildlife forensics (Johnson et al., 2014;
Ogden et al., 2009), intelligence-led conservation (Moreto, 2015), the militarization of
conservation areas and practice (Duffy, 2014; Lunstrum, 2014; see also Shaw & Rademeyer,
2016 ), and the use of technologies to monitor the movement of wildlife and people (Snitch,
2015). These approaches are coupled with new legislation and the training of judges,
prosecutors, and new environmental-specific law enforcement forces at national and
international levels all with the aim of combatting the illicit extraction of biodiversity and the
subsequent flow of wildlife and forest products.

Conservation law enforcement is not relegated to protected areas, but transgresses scales from
the investigation of a carcass to the development of international enforcement partnerships
involving a myriad of actors, many of whom are not traditionally associated with conservation
or the protection of biodiversity. Such approaches, while needed, are not without critique as
many argue that law enforcement alone is not enough to address crimes likes poaching
(Challender & MacMillan, 2014) to how certain approaches further alienate communities, result
in human-rights abuses, and may even be detrimental to conservation (Bischer &
Ramutsindela, 2015; Duffy et al., 2015; Lunstrum, 2014). In some cases, law enforcement may
diverge or take-away from an ecology or conservation-first approach while in others we see a
convergence between conservation and law enforcement science. What is certain is that the
rise in conservation crimes and the illegal trade in wildlife and forest products has led to a need
for conservation law enforcement that is (re)-shaping protected areas and conservation
practice with varying implications, both positive and negative.

Despite the use of geospatial technologies, its focus on particular spaces and movement
through them, and the cross-scalar nature of interventions all with the aim of governing
relations between people and ‘nature’ and/or spaces of conservation, geographers have little
engaged with the topic of conservation law enforcement. A noteworthy exception is the



literature on the militarization and securitization of conservation (Duffy, et al., 2015; Kelly &
Ybarra, 2016; Lunstrum, 2014). While important, conservation law enforcement and
interventions aimed at combatting the poaching crises and other conservation-related crimes
extend far beyond green militarization (Shaw & Rademeyer, 2016) and outright securitization
and often in much more nuanced ways.

Our aim in this session is to explore and further our understanding of conservation law
enforcement, the various forms it is taking, and its implications with a view to how we might
reach a balance between the need for law enforcement, a focus on conservation, and the
resource-use rights of populations within and around protected areas. In particular, we hope to
combine the insights from geography with those from other disciplines including criminology
and criminal justice, crime science, sociology, and political science, among others. We welcome
papers from scholars of different backgrounds as well as practitioners of conservation and
related law enforcement to bring together a variety of perspectives and contribute to a vibrant
and much-needed conversation on conservation law enforcement.

Potential paper topics could include, but are not limited to:

e Technologies and practices of conservation law enforcement, how they are (re)shaping
conservation spaces and practice, and with what implications

e The rise of conservation criminology and environmental crime science and their practice

e The balancing of conservation law enforcement, community rights, and community-
based natural resource management

e The intersection of conservation/environmental crimes and law enforcement with other
sectors

e The combining or synthesis of tools, technologies, and techniques of ecological and law
enforcement monitoring

e Theoretical approaches to understanding conservation law enforcement and
environmental crime

e Methodological issues or approaches to studying conservation law enforcement

Please e-mail abstracts of up to 250 words to Francis Massé (massef@yorku.ca) or William
Moreto (William.Moreto@ucf.edu) by Thursday October 20". Successful applicants will be
contacted by October 26" and will need to submit their abstracts online to the AAG thereafter.

Francis Massé, Ph.D. Candidate, Geography, York University
William D. Moreto, Assistant Professor, Criminal Justice, University of Central Florida
References

Blscher, B., & Ramutsindela, M. (2015). Green violence: Rhino poaching and the war to save
Southern Africa's peace parks. African Affairs, adv058.



Challender, D. W., & MacMillan, D. C. (2014). Poaching is more than an enforcement problem.
Conservation Letters, 7(5), 484-494.

Duffy, R. (2014). Waging a war to save biodiversity: the rise of militarized conservation.
International Affairs, 90(4), 819-834.

Duffy, R., St John, F., Biischer, B., & Brockington, D. (2015). The militarization of anti-poaching:
undermining long term goals? Environmental Conservation, 42(04), 345-348.

Johnson, R. N., Wilson-Wilde, L., & Linacre, A. (2014). Current and future directions of DNA in
wildlife forensic science. Forensic Science International: Genetics, 10, 1-11.

Kelly, A. B., & Ybarra, M. (2016). Introduction to themed issue:“Green security in protected
areas”. Geoforum, 69, 171-175.

Lunstrum, E. (2014). Green Militarization: Anti-Poaching Efforts and the Spatial Contours of
Kruger National Park. Annals of the Association of American Geographers, 104(4), 816-
832.

Moreto, W. D. (2015). Introducing intelligence-led conservation: bridging crime and
conservation science. Crime Science, 4(1), 1-11.

Ogden, R., Dawnay, N., & McEwing, R. (2009). Wildlife DNA forensics—bridging the gap
between conservation genetics and law enforcement. Endangered Species Research,
9(3), 179-195.

Shaw, M., & Rademeyer, J. (2016). A flawed war: rethinking 'Green Militarisation' in the Kruger
National Park. Politikon, 24: 173-192

Snitch, T. (2015). Satellites, mathematics and drones take down poachers in Africa. The
Conversation. Retrieved from https://theconversation.com/satellites-mathematics-and-
drones-take-down-poachers-in-africa-36638



