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Abstract

This paper explores the role of big game hunting in British colonial Kashmir between 1846 and 1947, and its cultural,
social, and environmental implications. Big game hunting was not merely a recreational pursuit for the British elite, but also
a powerful symbol of imperial authority and prestige. Through the institutionalization of hunting via elaborate licensing
systems, game preservation laws, and the establishment of wildlife reserves, the British reinforced their dominance over
Kashmir’s landscape and its people. The practice of hunting reflected the hierarchical structures of colonial society, where
hunting licences and access to prized game were reserved for the upper echelons of British and local elites. While these early
conservation efforts were framed as protecting wildlife, they were primarily aimed at preserving the hunting privileges of
the colonial elite. The local population, particularly the shikaris (hunting guides), played an essential yet subservient role in
these expeditions. So, this paper examines the environmental impact of overhunting and the legacy of British conservation
policies, laying the groundwork for modern wildlife management in Kashmir. The paper argues that British big game hunt-
ing in Kashmir was a multifaceted practice that combined the pursuit of sport with the assertion of imperial power, which
had a lasting influence on the region’s conservation policies.

Keywords Big game hunting - British colonialism - Imperial prestige - Kashmir wildlife management - Shikaris -

Colonial conservation policies

1 Introduction

In the 19th and early twentieth centuries, British imperial-
ism extended beyond military conquest and governance to
a domination of nature, reflected in the popular practice of
big game hunting. Nowhere was this more evident than in
Kashmir, a princely state in the northern part of British India
(Kinloch, 1885, pp. 2—7; Ward, 1887, p. 13). After the Treaty
of Amritsar in 1846, the princely state of Jammu and Kash-
mir came under the rule of the Dogra’s, but British influ-
ence loomed large. The region’s rich biodiversity made it
an attractive destination for British sportsmen (Mountaineer,
1860, pp. 1 & 233), and by the late nineteenth century, hunt-
ing in Kashmir had become a fashionable activity among the

D<) Suhail Farooq
mirsuhail455@gmail.com

Research Scholar, Department of History, Aligarh Muslim
University, Room No. 90-B, Sir Syed Hall (North), Aligarh,
Uttar Pradesh 202002, India

colonial elite (Lawrence, 1895, p. 106; Jalali, 1933, p. 71).
The mountainous terrains, dense forests, and unique fauna
of the region provided ideal conditions for big game hunting,
particularly for species like the Markhor (Capra falconeri),
Ibex (Capra ibex sibirica), and the Kashmir stag (Cervus
elaphus hanglu) (Darrah, 1898, pp. 427-28; Koenigsmarck,
1910, pp. 95-105). British officers, civil administrators, and
aristocrats all flocked to the region to participate in hunt-
ing expeditions, which symbolised more than sport; power,
wealth, and status for the British in the region.! The prime
hunting season, typically spanning from March to July, was
considered ideal for pursuing large game in the state (Ward,
1887, p. 4). Colonel Ward, chief overseer of Kashmir’s Gov-
ernment preserves for thirty years, catalogued 28 species

! The Annual Administration Report Jammu and Kashmir State for
1912-13, Jammu, 1915, p. 91. State Archives, Jammu.

@ Springer


http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1007/s43539-025-00167-2&domain=pdf
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4996-9405

202

Indian Journal of History of Science (2025) 60:201-208

of horned and antlered game in the region, including stags,
goats, ibex, chamois, sheep, and antelopes (Koenigsmarck,
1910, pp. 71-73). Hunting demanded patience, precision,
and adherence to strict protocols. Stalking prey required
skillful movement and strategic planning to avoid detection,
highlighting the meticulous nature of this pursuit (Burrard,
1925, p. 41).

2 Review of literature

This study employs a historical research methodology, rely-
ing on archival records, government reports, travelogues,
and secondary scholarly literature to examine big game
hunting in colonial Kashmir (1846-1947). A qualitative
approach is used to analyse hunting regulations, conserva-
tion policies, and the socio-economic role of local shikaris.
Primary sources, including Annual Administration Reports
and hunting manuals, provide insights into British imperial
hunting practices, while secondary sources contextualise
the broader historiographical debates on colonial conser-
vation and environmental transformation. Statistical data
on wildlife decline and hunting trends are also assessed to
evaluate the ecological impact of overhunting.

This study builds upon significant scholarly contribu-
tions to the historiography of colonial hunting in India, par-
ticularly the works of Mahesh Rangarajan, Ezra Rashkow,
Vijaya Ramadas Mandala, Fiona Natasha Mani, Shafqat
Hussain, and Wani & Bhat. These scholars provide criti-
cal frameworks for understanding the cultural, ecological,
and administrative dimensions of hunting under colonial
rule. Mahesh Rangarajan highlights the paradoxical nature
of colonial hunting, where conservation policies primar-
ily served the interests of imperial elites at the expense
of ecological balance and indigenous rights. His analysis
of selective species protection resonates with the study’s
focus on the imperial motivations behind early conserva-
tion efforts in Kashmir (Rangarajan, 1998, pp. 265-299).
Similarly, Ezra Rashkow’s concept of “subaltern shikaris”
underscores the exploitation of indigenous hunters, whose
indispensable expertise was systematically marginalized
under colonial structures (Rashkow, 2014, pp. 292-313).
This aligns with the study’s examination of the roles of
Kashmiri shikaris and their economic and cultural sub-
ordination. Vijaya Ramadas Mandala situates hunting as
a tool of governance, demonstrating how practices like
licensing and game reserves asserted imperial control
over marginal territories. This perspective complements
the study’s analysis of hunting practices in Kashmir as a
strategic mechanism to reinforce British authority (Man-
dala, 2015, pp. 75-110; 2018, pp. 38-78). Fiona Natasha
Mani, meanwhile, critiques the colonial ideology of “fair
play” in hunting, which British sportsmen used to claim
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moral and cultural superiority over indigenous practices.
This perspective enriches the study’s analysis of the hier-
archical dynamics and ideological dimensions of colonial
hunting (Mani, 2012, pp. 69-87).

Shafqat Hussain explores the symbolic dimensions of
hunting in constructing colonial identity and negotiating
power dynamics. His insights into the “moral ecology” of
hunting—where British sportsmen claimed moral superior-
ity over indigenous practices—are particularly relevant to
this study’s discussion of the ideological underpinnings of
hunting celebrations in Kashmir. Hussain’s analysis under-
scores the role of hunting as a tool for asserting colonial
masculinity and authority (Hussain, 2010, pp. 112—126).
Wani & Bhat contribute to this debate by analyzing sport
hunting in Kashmirl under Dogra rule, with a focus on
the colonial appropriation of indigenous hunting tradi-
tions. They argue that the identity of British sportsmen
was crafted in opposition to indigenous shikaris, who were
indispensable for their expertise but relegated to subordi-
nate roles. Their analysis of game laws, shooting routes,
and ceremonial displays provides crucial context for this
study’s examination of how hunting reinforced colonial
dominance over both nature and local populations (Wani
& Bhat, 2022, pp. 52-55).

By synthesizing these scholarly contributions, this
study situates the history of hunting in Kashmir within
broader historiographical debates on colonialism, demon-
strating how hunting served as an instrument of imperial
dominance, a site for asserting masculinity, and a driver
of ecological and cultural transformations.

3 Big game hunting as a symbol of imperial
power

For the British in India, hunting transcended mere recrea-
tion, embodying a ritual deeply rooted in imperial ideol-
ogy. The act of killing rare or dangerous animals, such
as the Markhor or Bengal tiger, was a powerful symbol
of dominion over nature, reinforcing the British assertion
of superiority over the wilderness and, by extension, the
Indian population they ruled (Hussain, 2010, pp. 112—126).
“Big Game” typically referred to larger animals, such as
deer, bears, markhor, and leopards, hunted for sport or tro-
phies, while “Small Game” included smaller animals or
birds, such as squirrels, ducks, pheasants, and partridges,
often hunted for sport or sustenance.

Kashmir’s hunting grounds became a favored destina-
tion for British officers, especially those from the British
Army, who sought an escape from the tedium of colonial
administration and military duties. Hunting was far more
than a leisure activity; it represented an esteemed pursuit
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Fig. 1 Colonial hunters in a Himalayan hunting camp, symbolizing British imperial authority and masculine dominance over nature and local
populations. (Source: Colonel Federick Markham, Shooting in the Himalayas. 4 Journal of Sporting Adventures and Travel in Chinese Tartary,

Ladac, Thibet, Cashmere, & c, 1854, p. 122.)

synonymous with masculinity, bravery, and heroism (Drew,
1875, p. 141; Neve, 1931, p. 151). Prominent locations such
as Dachigam, Khrew, and Hokarsar evolved into renowned
royal hunting reserves celebrated for their rich biodiver-
sity. These reserves hosted prized species, including the
barasingha (swamp deer), black bear, and leopard, which
captivated hunters across the colonial administration.” The
pursuit of dangerous animals like bears and leopards pro-
vided more than just sport; it was an opportunity to show-
case courage and mastery of skills (Fig. 1).

Hunting expeditions were more than sporting events; they
were social gatherings that fostered camaraderie among the
colonial elite. These outings reinforced imperial bonds and
showcased the social hierarchy of the British Empire. Promi-
nent figures like Major H.R. Wigram, General Sir W.E. Bird-
wood, and Colonel Sullivan often joined Maharajas on these
hunting expeditions.’ Lord Chelmsford, the Viceroy of India,
famously participated in a royal hunt at Dachigam. Similarly,
in 1919, Sir George Lloyd, along with Her Excellency and

2 Rules for Observance by Visitors & Residents in the territories
of the Maharaja of Jammu and Kashmir, 1902, pp. 52-53. State
Archives, Srinagar.

3 The Annual Administration Report Jammu and Kashmir State for
1913-14, Jammu, 1917, p. 109; The Annual Administration Report
Jammu and Kashmir State for 1920-23, Jammu, 1924, p. 105. State
Archives, Srinagar.

4 The Annual Administration Report of Jammu and Kashmir State
for 1918-1919, Jammu, 1923, p. 67; The Annual Administration

their staff, visited Kashmir for hunting activities.* Other nota-
ble dignitaries included Lord Hardinge, Sir John Hewett’s
party, Lord Reading, and Lord Rawlinson, the Commander-
in-Chief of the British Army.’ The participation of native
elites such as Maharajas and local rulers further amplified
these hunts’ symbolic and political significance. Native rulers
often maintained exclusive preserves and orchestrated elabo-
rate royal hunts to showcase their wealth and power. These
grand expeditions, involving thousands of beaters and large
entourages, became spectacles of status and control. Collabo-
ration with British dignitaries during these events reinforced
the loyalty of local rulers to the Empire while affirming their
dominance over their territories (Drew, 1875, pp. 74-76).
The rituals associated with hunting—including prepara-
tion, the selection of weaponry, and the strategic tracking
of game—helped reinforce a distinct colonial class identity.
They also asserted the authority of the colonial rulers over
both nature and local populations (Drew, 1875, pp. 74-75;
Lambert, 1877, p. 151). Successful hunts were widely cel-
ebrated, and the trophies—mounted heads and skins—were
transported back to Britain, where they adorned country
estates’ walls as valor and prestige emblems. The size and
rarity of the animals hunted, particularly iconic species like

Footnote 4 (continued)
Report of Jammu and Kashmir State for 1919-1920, Jammu, 1924, p.
71. State Archives,

Srinagar.
5 The Annual Administration Report Jammu and Kashmir State
for 1912-13, Jammu, 1915, pp. 91-92. State Archives, Jammu; The
Annual Administration Report Jammu and Kashmir State for 1920-
23, Jammu, 1924, p. 105. State Archives, Srinagar.
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Fig. 2 A collection of hunting trophies showcasing the colonial obsession with big-game hunting in India. (Source: Colonel Kinloch, (1885),
Large game shooting in Thibet, the Himalayas and Northern India, Thacker Spink and Co, Calcutta, Frontispiece.)

the Markhor with its dramatic spiral horns, became central
to these expeditions (Rothfield, 1918, pp. 62—-63). The Fig. 2
is a striking representation of colonial-era hunting culture,
where the collection and display of exotic wildlife trophies
symbolized accomplishment and status among hunters.

4 The institutionalization of hunting
in Kashmir

To manage and regulate hunting in Kashmir, the Game
Preservation Department was established in the early
twentieth century under the leadership of Major H.R.
Wigram. This department oversaw the issuance of hunt-
ing licenses, enforcement of game laws, and the creation
of reserves where wildlife populations could breed and
replenish. The formalization of these efforts culminated in
the Jammu and Kashmir Game Preservation Act of 1942,
which established a clear legal framework for hunting in
the region (Bairnsfather, 1914, p. 1).°

The licensing system for hunting was hierarchical and highly
structured, reflecting the elitism embedded in colonial hunting
culture. Different types of licenses were available, with fees
ranging from Rs. 20 to Rs. 175, depending on the species tar-
geted and the number of animals allowed. For instance, a Rs.
125 license permitted the holder to shoot up to two Markhor,
two Ibex, two Tibetan antelope, and other game species. In
contrast, a Rs. 50 license granted access to smaller game, such
as pheasants and partridges. Hunting in frontier regions such as

® The Jammu and Kashmir Game Preservation Act, 1942, Ranbir Gov-
ernment Press, Jammu, 1942, pp. 15-25. State Archives, Srinagar.

@ Springer

Ladakh and Baltistan was particularly expensive and exclusive,
further emphasizing the elitist nature of the sport. Additionally,
special permits were required for hunting within designated
reserves or sanctuaries (Arora, 1940, pp. 242-243). Hunting
seasons were strictly regulated, with designated times of the
year for hunting specific species. Furthermore, quotas were
enforced, limiting the number of animals that could be killed
per license. Exceeding these quotas necessitated the purchase
of additional licenses.” The creation of game reserves such as
Achabal, Dachigam, Astore, and the Khunmu Basin was driven
not by ecological conservation but by the colonial aim of sus-
taining wildlife populations for future hunting expeditions. This
objective is evident in regulations such as the ‘Rules for Obser-
vance by Visitors and Residents 1902’ and ‘the Jammu and
Kashmir Game Preservation Act 1942°.% By 1931, the total area
designated as game reserves in Kashmir Province exceeded
2,555 square miles, encompassing regions such as Baltistan,
Ladakh, and Astore. Similarly, reserves in Jammu Province
covered 2,282 square miles (Jalali, 1933, pp. 72—73). These
reserves played a critical role in maintaining wildlife popula-
tions, but their primary purpose was to ensure a steady supply
of game for the colonial elite rather than to promote broader
ecological preservation.

7 The Annual Administration Report Jammu and Kashmir State for
1912-13, Jammu, 1915, p. 89. State Archives, Jammu.

8 Rules for Observance by Visitors & Residents in the territories of
the Maharaja of Jammu and Kashmir, 1902, pp. 52-53; The Jammu
and Kashmir Game Preservation Act, 1942, Ranbir Government
Press, Jammu, 1942, pp. 14-16. State Archives, Srinagar.
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5 Game licences and the socio-economic
structure

By the early twentieth century, a formalized system for regu-
lating game hunting was established in Kashmir (Jalali, 1933,
p. 72). This licensing system reflected the colonial social hier-
archy, with the most expensive licenses reserved exclusively
for the British elite. These premium licenses granted access
to the most coveted game animals, ensuring that hunting
remained a privilege of the upper echelons of society (Arora,
1940, p. 244). Indian princes and nobility were occasion-
ally allowed to participate in these hunting expeditions, but
their access was carefully regulated, further underscoring
British superiority even among the Indian elite.” Lower-
cost licenses, which allowed for hunting smaller game, were
technically more accessible but still remained prohibitively
expensive for the average Kashmiri. In 1913, a total of 695
game licenses were issued, compared to 659 in 1912.'° This
number declined to 500 by 1926. In 1928, 919 licenses were
issued,!" and by 193738, the number had decreased to 700.'?
However, by 1945, the number of licenses issued surged to
1,911 and increased further to 2,272 in 1946."* While hunting
remained permissible, it became increasingly regulated under
more stringent wildlife management protocols over time.
The economic impact of hunting was significant, contrib-
uting both to state revenues and the broader local economy.
License fees generated substantial revenue for the colonial
administration. In 1905, income from the sale of licenses—
including fishing licenses—totalled Rs. 22925.'* By 1910,
Koenigsmarck reported that shooting licenses in Kashmir,
priced at 60 rupees each, contributed approximately Rs. 20000
annually to state revenue, primarily through European hunt-
ers. These hunting expeditions also provided seasonal employ-
ment for around 3,000 local laborers, including shikaris (local
guides), porters, cooks, and attendants. Additionally, they
stimulated Srinagar’s economy through the trade of natural

® The Annual Administration Report of Jammu and Kashmir State for
1923-1924, Jammu, 1925, p. 84. State Archives, Srinagar.

10 The Annual Administration Report Jammu and Kashmir State for
1912-13, Jammu, 1915, p. 88. State Archives, Jammu.

" Report of the Administration of Jammu and Kashmir State for the
yvear 1925-26, Jammu, 1928, p. 89; Report on the Administration of
the Jammu and Kashmir State for 1927-28, Jammu, 1932, p. 88. State
Archives, Srinagar.

12 The Annual Administration Report of Jammu and Kashmir State

for 1937-38, Jammu, 1939, p. 104. State Archives, Srinagar.

13 The Annual Administration Report of Jammu and Kashmir State

for 1946, 1947, p. 52. State Archives, Srinagar.

% Jammu and Kashmir Administrative Report for 1904-05, p. 125.
State Archives, Srinagar.

5 The Annual Administration Report of Jammu and Kashmir State
or 1935-36, Jammu, 1937, p. 34; The Annual Administration Report

S P P
Jammu and Kashmir State for 1944-45, Jammu, 1946, p. 55. State
Archives, Srinagar & Jammu Repository.

products and the sale of premium supplies (Koenigsmarck,
1910, p. 106). In the fiscal year 1935-36, revenue from large
and small game hunting licenses amounted to Rs. 15584. By
1945, this figure had nearly doubled to Rs. 27691.'> How-
ever, the economic benefits were unequally distributed. The
majority of profits flowed to the colonial administration and a
select group of local elites, leaving little for the wider popula-
tion. While hunting expeditions injected some money into the
local economy through the demand for services and goods, the
structural inequalities inherent in the colonial system ensured
that these benefits remained limited.

6 The role of shikaris: colonial dependency
and marginalisation in big game hunting

In the colonial context of big game hunting in Kashmir, Brit-
ish hunters often celebrated their conquests of wild animals
as demonstrations of courage, skill, and imperial superiority.
However, the success of these expeditions heavily depended
on the indispensable expertise and deep knowledge of local
shikaris, or hunting guides (Abruthnot, 1900, p. 88). These
shikaris, intimately familiar with the terrain, wildlife behav-
iour, and optimal hunting locations, were instrumental in
tracking, locating, and managing game (Ward, 1887, pp.
57-58; Norris, 1932, p. 186). Beyond their tracking pro-
ficiency, they ensured the smooth logistics of these expe-
ditions, enabling British hunters to operate effectively in
the harsh and challenging Himalayan environment (Jalali,
1933, p. 71). Despite their critical contributions, shikaris
were relegated to subservient roles within the rigid colonial
hierarchy, reflecting the broader racial and social divisions
of the era. The invaluable expertise of shikaris in navigat-
ing the rugged Himalayan terrain and understanding animal
behavior was often appropriated by British hunters, who
claimed these successes as their own, portraying them as
reflections of personal bravery and skill (Darrah, 1898, p.
433). Colonial narratives glorified the courage and prowess
of British sportsmen while downplaying the essential role
of shikaris, thereby perpetuating a narrative of British supe-
riority over indigenous knowledge and capabilities (Ward,
1896, pp. 148-149).

The socio-economic impact of big game hunting on the
local population, particularly the shikaris, was profound.
These expert trackers and guides, predominantly from the
mountain tribes of Kashmir and Ladakh, were indispensable
to British expeditions, often leading hunts across hazardous
and inaccessible terrain (Norris, 1932, p. 187). However,
their critical skills did not translate into equitable treatment.
While the British relied heavily on their expertise, shikaris
were regarded as subordinates within the colonial social
structure and were frequently underpaid for their physically
demanding and high-risk work (Ward, 1887, p. 65). For
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many locals in remote mountainous regions, working as a
shikari was one of the few economic opportunities available,
a dependence that British hunters often exploited, further
entrenching socio-economic inequalities. Colonial big game
hunting also disrupted traditional ways of life in the region.
For generations, hunting had been integral to the subsistence
practices of local communities. However, British-imposed
game laws increasingly restricted these activities (Jalali,
1933, p. 72). The establishment of game reserves, created
primarily to safeguard wildlife for the exclusive use of elite
colonial hunters, significantly curtailed local access to essen-
tial resources.'® Although local villagers were occasionally
granted special licenses to hunt for subsistence, these con-
cessions were limited and did little to mitigate the broader
loss of traditional hunting grounds.'” These restrictive game
laws undermined local communities’ economic livelihoods
and severed their cultural ties to long-standing hunting tradi-
tions, irrevocably altering the region’s social and ecological
fabric.'®

7 Technological advancements, overhunting,
and conservation policies

The introduction of advanced technologies in hunting
profoundly altered both its effectiveness and the ethical
dimensions of the sport. The transition from muzzle-
loading to breech-loading rifles significantly enhanced
efficiency, enabling hunters to fire multiple shots in rapid
succession (Brinckman, 1862, p. 179). This shift trans-
formed hunting from a skill-intensive endeavor into an
activity increasingly reliant on firepower. Flat-trajectory
rifles revolutionized the ability to judge distances in Kash-
mir’s challenging Himalayan terrain (Burrard, 1925, p.
304). Express rifles, celebrated by Kinloch for their light-
ness, accuracy, and power, became the preferred choice
for hunting game such as deer, antelope, and ibex (Kin-
loch, 1885, p. 218). For smaller game, rifles like the 0.22
offered quieter and more efficient alternatives, particularly
for species such as hares and pheasants (Norris, 1932, p.
193). However, these technological advancements raised
questions about whether hunting was becoming less about
personal skill and more about technological dominance.
The widespread use of these innovations led to a dramatic
decline in wildlife populations in Kashmir by the early
twentieth century. Iconic species such as the Markhor and

16 The Annual Administration Report Jammu and Kashmir State for

1912-13, Jammu, 1915, p. 89. State Archives, Jammu.

7 The Annual Administration Report Jammu and Kashmir State for
1914-1915, Jammu, 1918, pp. 102-103. State Archives, Srinagar.

18 Jammu and Kashmir Administrative Report for 1904-05, p. 126.
State Archives, Srinagar.
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the Kashmir stag became increasingly rare due to over-
hunting (Norris, 1932, p. 209). Ward observed as early
as 1896 that game populations had declined so sharply
that hunters had to travel several days away from settle-
ments to find suitable game. The logistical challenges
and expenses associated with reaching these remote areas
compounded the decline (Ward, 1896, pp. 1-107).

Recognizing the depletion of game, British authorities
implemented early conservation measures. Hunting was
strictly prohibited in Jammu, and in Kashmir, regulations
forbade the killing of female specimens of key species such
as Barasingha, Ibex, Markhor, Ovis ammon, Shapu, Bur-
hel, Tibetan antelope, and Tibetan gazelle (Ward, 1887, p.
viii). The establishment of game reserves and sanctuaries
became a cornerstone of conservation efforts in the region.
Dachigam Reserve, founded in the early twentieth century,
was a notable example, created to protect the breeding
grounds of the Kashmir stag.!” Additional reserves in Bal-
tistan and Ladakh were set up to safeguard specific species,
including the Tibetan antelope and Ibex (Jalali, 1933, p. 81).
These reserves were patrolled by state-appointed game war-
dens tasked with enforcing hunting regulations and prevent-
ing poaching.?’

Game laws aimed to curb excessive hunting and prevent
the extinction of critical species. For instance, in 1896, Raja
Amar Singh issued a notification prohibiting the capture or
killing of musk deer, regardless of gender (Collet, 1898,
pp- 177-178). Other measures, such as banning the use of
dogs and men to drive game, and outlawing the sale of ani-
mal horns and skins, were also enforced (Neve, 1931, p.
81; Arora, 1940, p. 244). Violators faced severe penalties,
including imprisonment, weapon confiscation, and the revo-
cation of hunting licenses. For European offenders, punish-
ment was determined at the discretion of the Resident.?!
Winter posed particular challenges for species such as the
Barasingha, which ventured into villages in search of food
and became easy targets for hunters (Lawrence, 1895, p.
106; Brinckman, 1862, pp. 82—83). While framed as eco-
logical initiatives, these conservation measures primarily
sought to sustain hunting opportunities for the British elite.
The reserves ensured that game populations were preserved
for future hunts rather than broader ecological preservation,
reflecting a self-serving approach to conservation (Table 1).

19 The Annual Administration Report for Jammu and Kashmir State
for 1915-1916, Jammu, 1919, p. 96. State Archives, Srinagar.

20 Jammu and Kashmir Administrative Report for 1904-05, p. 126.
State Archives, Srinagar.

21 Rules for the Preservation of Game in Jammu and Kashmir, March
1891, Foreign Department, External-A, Nos. 261-262. National
Archives of India, New Delhi.
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Table 1 Detailed records of animals hunted were meticulously maintained, illustrating the scale of hunting in the region during the early twen-

tieth century

Year Total game Animals killed
Shot (Offi-
cially)
1905 902 295 bears, 213 ibex, 85 sharpus, 61 barasinghas, 51 thars, 33 markhors and 21 leopards
1913 2298 1,128 foxes and jackals, 297 bears, 299 ibex, 99 Barasinghas, 32 thars, 54 markhors, 36 Tibetan antelopes, 30 ovis
ammons and the remaining 323 were distributed over 9 other species
1914 2380 1,113 foxes/jackals, 287 bears, 284 ibexes, 94 barasinghas, 64 thars, 58 markhors, 33 Tibetan antelopes, 25 ovis
ammons, 422 other species
1920-23 903 Ovis Ammon, Ibex, Markhor, smaller sheep/goats, Thar, Barasinghas

1923-24 1086
1925-26 2474

1928 888
1934-36 369 Not specified
1935-36 369 Not specified
1936-37 262 Not specified
1937-38 324
1938-39 194
5 sharpu
1939-40 138
lynx
194041 175
otters, 1 Tibetan antelope, 1 burhel
1942 47
1943 118
1943-44 61
1944-45 331
53 fox, 3 otters, 135 jackals
1946 61

14 black bear

4 Tibetan gazelle, 7 serows, 9 ammons, 1 snow leopard, Markhors, Ibex, Kashmir stags
6 Tibetan antelopes, 108 bears, 221 leopards, 103 wolves and other species
10 Tibetan antelopes, 300 foxes, 20 snow leopards, 20 wolves, 22 brown bears, 65 black bears, 40 leopards

96 leopards, 109 wolves, 48 bears, 12 sharpu, 10 burhel, 25 ibex, 8 markhor, 9 stags, 7 ovis ammon
52 leopards, 50 wolves, 27 black bears, 16 burhel, 10 ibex, 9 markhor, 9 Tibetan antelope, 9 red bear, 7 ovis ammon,

46 black bear, 40 leopards, 29 wolves, 6 ibex, 5 barasinghas, 4 sharpu, 3 brown bear, 2 markhor, 2 Tibetan antelope, 1
49 wolves, 43 black bear, 35 leopards, 14 ibex, 11 barasinghas, 5 sharpu, 4 goral, 3 markhor, 3 thar, 3 brown bear, 3

4 leopards, 25 wolves, 2 brown bear, 2 black bear, 5 sharpu, 5 ibex, 3 markhor, 1 barasingha

15 leopards, 34 wolves, 1 brown bear, 51 black bear, 1 sharpu, 7 ibex, 2 markhor, 7 barasingha

3 leopards, 2 wolves, 1 brown bear, 22 black bear, 7 sharpu, 6 burhel, 9 ibex, 2 markhor, 5 barasingha, 4 ammon

2 barasingha, 2 sharpu, 5 ibex, 1 markhor, 14 black bears, 3 leopards, 1 Himalayan lynx, 108 wild cats, 4 pine marten,

2 barasingha, 5 sharpu, 6 ammon, 3 ibex, 2 markhor, 1 gazelle, 3 burhel, 3 leopards, 16 wolves, 5 otters, 1 brown bear,

The data was taken from the Annual Administration
Report of Jammu and Kashmir State for the respective years.

As stricter conservation policies took effect and wildlife
populations declined, the grandeur of royal hunts began
to wane. Rising costs, logistical challenges, and growing
awareness of wildlife depletion further reduced the appeal
of hunting (Norris, 1932, pp. 184-185). By the 1930s and
1940s, the decline of British imperial power coincided with
the reduction in hunting expeditions. World War II curtailed
these activities as officers were recalled for military ser-
vice.?? By India’s independence in 1947, big game hunting
had largely disappeared from the colonial agenda.

8 Conclusion
The study concludes that big game hunting in colonial

Kashmir was a complex practice that intertwined impe-
rial dominance, elite recreation, and environmental

2 The Annual Administration Report Jammu and Kashmir State for
1943-44, Jammu, 1945, p. 62. State Archives, Srinagar.

manipulation. Institutionalized through hierarchical licens-
ing systems, restrictive game laws, and exclusive reserves,
hunting underscored the colonial power dynamics that
marginalized local communities and their traditional prac-
tices. While shikaris, or local hunting guides, were indis-
pensable to British expeditions due to their expertise and
intimate knowledge of the terrain, they were relegated to
subordinate roles, their contributions exploited and largely
unrecognized. The overhunting of iconic species such as
the Markhor and Kashmir stag led to the implementation
of early conservation measures, although these initiatives
were primarily driven by the desire to preserve the colo-
nial elite’s hunting privileges rather than genuine ecologi-
cal concerns. This paradoxical approach to conservation—
combining exploitation with preservation—exemplifies the
dual legacy of colonialism. While rooted in control and
exclusion, these measures inadvertently laid the ground-
work for modern wildlife conservation efforts, as seen in
reserves like Dachigam National Park. Ultimately, the
practice of big game hunting in Kashmir was emblem-
atic of British colonialism’s broader impact on the region,
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shaping its environmental and cultural landscapes in ways
that persist to this day.
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