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Protected Areas and Rural Livelihood:
An Overview of the Mediating Role of
Wildlife Tourism in Sub-Saharan Africa

Abstract. The present article deals with problem of the conservation of protected areas, in particular
therole of nature-based tourism in strengthening the relationship between protected areas and rural
communities. The article draws largely on the Sustainable Livelihood Framework developed by the
UK’s Department for International Development in 1999. The study is mainly based on a review of
the literature and documents published by major international and national organisations. It can
be concluded that benefits arising from protected areas in the form of revenues from nature-based
tourism tend to accrue largely to the international community, national governments and the private
sector, while a large amount of conservation costs are borne by local communities living in the vicin-
ity of these areas. If a significant part of revenues from tourism is not returned to local communities,
they will continue to view wildlife as a threat to their livelihoods and develop resentments against
conservation of protected areas.
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Introduction

Recognizing the connections between rural livelihoods and conservation of natural
resources in protected areas (pas) in developing countries, particularly in Sub-
Saharan Africa, is becoming increasingly important (Mbaiwa, 2021; Spenceley
et al., 2010; Turner, 2013). With approximately 70% of the world’s pas inhabited
by poor rural communities, and many others threatened by encroachment across
their borders, issues surrounding rural livelihoods and conservation of PAs cannot
be ignored (Terborgh & Peres, 2002). In some areas, PA authorities have created
buffer zones as a way of reducing human-wildlife conflict and pa encroachment
problems. However, buffer zones have failed to be sustainable solutions owing to
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many factors such as growing populations, climate change, land use change, etc.
(Oliver & Morecroft, 2014).

In many parts of the world, where governments have been more involved in
nature conservation, people have been driven (e.g. in Kenya, Uganda, Namibia,
Botswana, Ethiopia, South Africa, Argentina, Chile and Ecuador) out of their an-
cestral lands to create room for protected areas (Mukasa, 2014; Vidal, 2016). Tra-
ditional user rights of local populations, such as firewood collecting and hunting,
have often been severely restricted by conservation laws and tourism interests.
A forceful movement of people has been always associated with a lot of conflicts
between local communities and governments. For example, Neumann (1992)
shows that relocation of Maasai from the Serengeti National Park (SENAPA) trig-
gered retaliatory response that involved spearing of rhinos and setting fire to the
park area. Eviction of ethnic tribes from their ancestral land shows that the global
interest in conservation has worked against the interests of local people, who were
evicted without meaningful compensation (Dominguez & Luoma, 2020). In most
cases, a top-down management approach has been employed in such areas, ne-
glecting local community participation, particularly in the decision making pro-
cess regarding their resources and their livelihoods (McCabe, 2003). For example,
Kaltenborn et al. (2008) show that through the entire period between the First
World War and the uN’s Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples, adopted on 14 December 1960, all nature management in
Tanzania was strictly top down, often including forced translocation of groups
of people who happened to be in the way of hunting and conservation interests.
Clearly, early conservation practices in Sub-Saharan Africa seem to have neglected
the fact that effective protection of threatened areas needed the cooperation of lo-
cal communities. A high level of poaching activities in many pas in Sub-Saharan
Africa was a clear indication of the lack of local community support for conserva-
tion initiatives (Duffy, 2001). More recent studies indicate that in most pas in Sub-
Saharan Africa poaching has always been one of the major conservation challenges
(Assogba & Zhang, 2022; Knapp, 2012; Kideghesho, 2016a; Ramesh et al., 2017).

Over the years, there have been conflicts between local communities and Pas
management over the use of resources from pas. In an attempt to resolve these
conflicts, pAs managers and planners have been attempting to achieve conservation
objectives by soliciting support from local communities, especially those residing
next to pas (Rylance & Spenceley, 2013). Park managers have been supporting local
communities directly or indirectly by providing them with socio-economic sup-
port including direct provision of funds generated from tourism (Rylance, Snyman
& Spenceley, 2017; TANAPA, 2012). The goal has been to increase local communi-
ties’ support for conservation by addressing their needs and spreading benefits to
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residents (see e.g. Okumu & Muchapondwa, 2020; Rylance, Snyman & Spenceley,
2017). Theoretically, Pa authorities support local community livelihoods in vari-
ous ways through revenues generated from tourism, which eventually can make
local community aware of the economic benefits of wildlife and conservation in
general (see e.g. Rylance & Spenceley, 2013, 2016; Snyman & Bricker, 2019). Studies
suggests that the receipt of benefits from pas can make communities more open
to conservation (Goodman, 2002; Sekhar, 2003), However, the link between pas,
tourism and rural livelihoods is always contentious and unclear. While there are
many policies and strategies in Sub-Saharan Africa aiming to support the sustain-
ability of tourism development, the relationships between the tourism industry
and local communities are often complex, requiring more inclusive approaches to
support more resilient tourism and tourism-dependent communities in the region
(Saarinen, Moswete & Lubbe, 2022; Snyman & Spenceley, 2019). While local com-
munities acknowledge the contribution of tourism in their livelihoods, they feel
that the costs they incur due to conservation is higher than the benefits they receive
(Bwalya & Kapembwa, 2020; Kideghesho, 2008a, 2008b).

Given the aforementioned background of tourism in Sub-Saharan Africa, this
article reviews the concepts of PA conservation and rural livelihood and explores
the mediating role of wildlife tourism in enhancing both pa conservation and rural
livelihood. The author identifies factors that prevent conservation from contribut-
ing to sustainable rural livelihoods in Sub-Saharan Africa and recommends ways
in which these problems could be solved.

Research Method

This article presents an analysis of theoretical, conceptual and empirical knowl-
edge in the literature on Sub-Saharan Africa in order to put the past and recent
discussions on the topic within the broader context of sustainable development. It
largely draws on the Sustainable Livelihood Framework (sLE), which is a holistic
approach that tries to provide a means of understanding the fundamental causes
and dimensions of rural livelihood and poverty without collapsing the focus onto
just a few factors (Conroy & Litvinoff, 2013; DFID, 1999; Kunjuraman, 2022).
In addition to analysing articles on topics related to tourism, natural resources
conservation, pA conservation and rural livelihood, which are stored in electronic
databases such as Google Scholar, SAGE Journals online, JSTOR, Elsevier Publish-
ing and caB, the review included documents published by major international
and national organisations focusing on tourism, natural resources conservation
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and other issues related to pas and rural livelihood, including the United Nations
World Tourism Organization (UNWTO), the UK’s Department for International De-
velopment (DFID), the African Development Bank (ArDB), the International Union
for Conservation of Nature (1UCN), Tanzania National Parks Authority (TANAPA)
and the World Bank.

Rural Livelihood and the Dependence on Natural Resources

According to an old adage, “a problem well defined is half solved”, so the first step
in examining the concept of rural livelihood and natural resources conservation is
to define these terms from the perspective of developing countries. This is impor-
tant, first of all, because the degree of dependence on natural resources in devel-
oped countries is different from that of developing countries (Thomas & Twyman,
2005). Secondly, with issues such as climate change, population pressure or land
use change affecting and disrupting the development process and calling for ad-
aptation processes will only exacerbate inequalities in well-being between winners
and losers (Kates, 2000), the majority of losers are again likely to be among de-
veloping countries. High levels of natural-resource use and dependence observed
in many countries in Sub-Saharan Africa create vulnerability to climate change
(World Bank, 2000). Although many development partners around the world have
pledged resources and efforts to minimize factors contributing to climate change,
its effects continue to exert pressure on livelihoods of many rural communities,
thus, jeopardizing natural resources conservation (Amoah & Simatele, 2021).
According to Ellis (2000, p.10) rural livelihood can be defined as “a process
by which households construct a diverse portfolio of activities and social support
capabilities for survival in order to improve their standard of living”. Therefore,
“alivelihood comprises the capabilities, assets (including both material and social
resources) and the activities required for a living” (Chambers & Conway, 1992,
p. 6). SLF treats rural livelihood as a means to an end, rather than an outcome.
In this context, poverty is viewed as a typical outcome of livelihood strategy. In
supporting this view, Sen (1999) shows that poverty is a multidimensional phe-
nomenon that arises when people lack adequate income, access to resources and
education, suffer from poor health, insecurity, low self-confidence, a sense of pow-
erlessness and the absence of rights, such as freedom of speech and development.
The sLF is a poverty alleviation approach aiming at improving stakeholders’
understanding of the livelihoods of the poor. The importance of this approach is
that it shows the relationship between factors that constrain community livelihood
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opportunities. When the sLF is appropriately used, it can be useful for planning
rural development activities and assessing the contribution that existing activities
have made to sustaining livelihoods (Serrat & Serrat, 2017). According to the SLF,
“a livelihood comprises the capabilities, assets, and activities required for a means
of living. It is deemed sustainable when it can cope with and recover from stresses
and shocks and maintain or enhance its capabilities, assets, and activities both
now and in the future, while not undermining the natural resource base” (Ellis,
2000, p.10). The sLk has been widely applied to inform the design of policy and
development interventions aimed at reducing poverty in less developed countries
(Allison, 2005). At a practical level, the SLF starts with the community livelihoods
assessment and how they have been changed over time. The SLF is people centred,
and “fully respects their views, and it takes into consideration the influence of poli-
cies and institutions upon decisions of people or households” (DFID, 2001, p. 7).

The connection between poverty and biodiversity conservation is highly ac-
knowledged in the literature. A study by Fisher & Christopher (2007) concluded
that the overlap between severe multifaceted poverty and key areas of global bio-
diversity is great and needs to be acknowledged. A study by Sunderlin et al. (2007)
found that there was an important overlap between extreme poverty and key areas
of global biodiversity. As local communities are severely hit by poverty, their liveli-
hoods are likely to depend on illegal activities (e.g. illegal fishing, poaching, illegal
mining) from surrounding Pas.

Most rural livelihood intervention strategies are geared towards attaining
sustainable rural development (Lisocka-Jaegermann, 2015), which is defined as
“a historical process of social change in which societies are transformed over long
periods of time” (Thomas, 2000, p. 29), or a process through which societies change
to a better condition. Development may also be viewed more pragmatically as
plans, policies and activities of those organizations, voluntary sector agencies that
facilitate development or work to support or encourage social change. Studies in-
dicate that most livelihood activities in rural areas are linked to habitat fragmenta-
tion and the destruction of biodiversity and ecosystem services (Cobbinah, Black
& Thwaites, 2015). For example, rapid expansion and intensification of agriculture
in rural areas is considered to be a major driver of biodiversity losses and decrease
in ecosystem functionality (Mendenhall, Daily & Ehrlich, 2012).

Given the considerations mentioned above, it is clear that any discussion about
conservation in and around pas, particularly in rural areas, should view challenges
facing rural community livelihood from a broader perspective. Harrison (1988)
maintains that the prevailing livelihood and development paradigms are Western-
centric and have little or no impact upon the developmental challenges faced by
developing countries. Such challenges include persistent poverty (relative and ab-
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solute), unmet basic needs (food, sanitation, health care and so on), unemploy-
ment, low levels of education and literacy, restriction on political and cultural
freedom, gender inequalities and environmental problems.

The link between rural livelihood and biodiversity loss has been studied by
numerous researchers. For instance, Sharpley (2009) notes that increasing poverty,
inequality, lack of opportunities, environmental damage and biodiversity loss in
many parts of Africa are generally due to the failure of development as a global
project and outcomes of development policies based upon the western economic
ideology. While developing and developed countries may be using the same defi-
nition of development and livelihood, their implied meanings are in fact differ-
ent. For developing countries and rural communities in Sub-Saharan Africa in
particular, development may mean the ability to meet their daily basic needs such
as food, shelter and health care. Any development initiative in rural areas should
first address these basic needs because these needs are the main stressors of the
ecosystem and tend to hamper conservation initiatives.

Researchers and development organisations demonstrate that the rural poor tend
to be disproportionately dependent on natural resources such as forest compared
to rich urban communities (World Bank, 2000). A higher proportion of incomes
earned by members of rural poor communities comes from forests. Moreover, most
inhabitants of poor rural areas maintain diversified livelihood strategies because
they cannot obtain sufficient income from any single strategy to survive. This is why
most small farmers are not actually solely small agriculturalists, i.e. many depend on
forest and wildlife products in their livelihood systems (Sunderlin et al., 2005). Gen-
erally, livelihood diversification reflects the precariousness of rural communities to
survive in developing countries (Ellis, 2000). The concept of diversified livelihood
suggests that any development project that seeks to promote conservation, should
conceptualize interventions in terms of their effects on rural livelihood systems in
general rather than assessing specific income-generating activities.

In rural settings, natural resources provide a number of benefits (ecosystem ser-
vices). “Wild resources are known to provide famine foods following crop failure,
and money earned from the sale of forest products has been shown to subsidize
agricultural incomes” (McSweeney, 2004, p. 39). Studies indicate that many people
in Sub-Saharan Africa turn to forest resources as a form of natural insurance (Wun-
der, 2001). “Overall, the ‘natural insurance’ concept has led to increasing recogni-
tion that even small amounts of forest-derived earnings help to bridge income gaps
and so play a critical role in livelihood security (McSweeney, 2004, p. 40)”. Other
uses of wild resources from ecosystem include, food, fibre, fuel, genetic resources,
biochemical, ornamental resources and fresh water (Millennium Ecosystem As-
sessment, 2005).
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Sustainability and Resilience of Natural Resources:
Why Doeslt Matter for Rural Livelihood?

Contemporary debates on conservation have focused on depletion of non-renew-
able resources as a major obstacle for future development and threat to the exist-
ence of humankind. In recent decades, concern has grown globally over threats to
natural resources and corresponding rates of species extinction. Studies indicate
that changing social and economic conditions, as a result of rapid population
growth, technological advancements, poverty, and the pressure to exploit natural
resources, have substantial implications on the state of the environment of the de-
veloping countries (Spiteri & Nepalz, 2006). The use of natural resources in devel-
oping countries is particularly important because immediate livelihoods of many
people in these countries depend heavily on the surrounding natural resources.
There is an increasing awareness and acceptance that if the natural resource base
is to be sustained, this must be done in a productive manner that also benefits
local populations. As Gow (1992) put it, respect for natural resources must be ac-
companied by respect for human resources, failure to do so will always jeopardize
the sustainability of natural resources especially in rural poor communities where
there are few livelihood options.

Most natural resources are not resilient to anthropogenic activities so they must
be conserved in a sustainable manner (Mistry, 2014). Generally, resilience is de-
fined as the ability to return to an equilibrium following a perturbation; it is quanti-
fied in terms of return time (Tilman & Downing, 1994). Understanding resilience
of natural resources is highly significant because some species (both plants and
animals) have very low or even zero resilience. As a result, a number of species have
either already become extinct or are at the brink of extinction due to unsustainable
anthropogenic activities in and outside pas. (Verma & Sadguru, 2022). Kaltenborn
et al. (2008) show that livelihoods can become sustainable when they are adaptive,
resilient and provide sufficient resources for decent living. Therefore, pa outreach
programmes need to assess if they somehow contribute to more sustainable rural
livelihoods down to the individual level.
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Conservation of Natural Resources and
Tourism in Sub-Saharan Africa

In the context of livelihood improvement, natural resources conservation can be
viewed as an exercise in contradiction because stakeholders are frequently work-
ing at cross purposes (Sunderlin et al., 2005). A number of studies have shown that
natural resources are central to the survival of all human beings (see e.g. Millennium
Ecosystem Assessment, 2005). Natural resources conservation has created significant
social, economic and environmental benefits to urban as well as rural communities
in different parts of the world (Kideghesho, 2008a; Mbaiwa, Mbaiwa & Siphambe,
2019; Oldekop et al., 2016). Conservation has undeniably supported the survival of
populations of many species and habitats (Leverington et al., 2010). Without conser-
vation efforts many visitors to Pas could probably not see many species we see today
in many parts of the world (IUCN, 2003). By the same token, future generations will
not be able to see many of these species without conservation efforts (UNWTO,
n.d.). For example, a report by rucN shows that black rhino poaching started in
East Africa in the 1960s and spread rapidly to the west and south. Poaching pres-
sure escalated during the 1970s and 1980s as a result of the rising demand for rhino
horn in Asia and the Middle East. Economic and political instability in a number of
rhino range states gave commercial poachers the freedom to hunt rhino with little
chance of being caught (Kideghesho, 2016b; 2019; Lopes, 2014). The 1ucN report
shows further that the population of black rhinos, estimated at 100,000 individuals
in 1960s, drastically declined to reach a record low of 2,410 in 1995, but subsequently
doubled by the end of 2010 as a result of conservation efforts (IUCN, 2012).
Conservation contributes significantly, both directly and indirectly, to the gen-
eration of employment and foreign exchange earnings in many Sub-Sahara African
countries through international and domestic tourism (Snyman, 2012; Spenceley
& Meyer, 2012; UNWTO, n.d.). Tourism and natural resources conservation ac-
tivities are frequently linked because nature-based tourism often takes place in
protected areas of high biodiversity, which are home to local communities. In other
words, nature-based tourism depends on natural resources conservation and vice
versa. Scholars like Ulfstrand (2002, p. 71) believe that “tourism is the only hope for
African wildlife”. This view is supported by many scholars (see e.g. Rylance, 2017;
Spenceley, Snyman & Rylance, 2019; Steven, Castley & Buckley, 2013; Whitelaw,
King & Tolkach, 2014), who argue that management of many Pas in Sub-Sahara Af-
rica depends on revenues generated from tourism. For instance, the South African
National Parks (sanparks), a public entity responsible for managing South Africa’s
national parks, raises more than 80% of its funding from tourism (Biggs, 2014).
Emphasising the link between tourism and natural resources, Uddhammar
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(2006, p. 662) points out that “from a global-local perspective, the ‘commodity’ in
eco-tourism is, on the one hand highly local and thus cannot be exported along
any commodity chains other than by bringing the consumers to the actual places
where protected natural resources are located”. However, the contribution of tour-
ism to livelihood and conservation of natural resource largely depend on proper
formulation and implementation of national policies, regulations, strategies and
action plan (Rylance, 2012; Spenceley & Rylance, 2019). Therefore, tourism can
be both an opportunity for conserving nature and a threat if it is done improperly.
Both consumptive (e.g. hunting tourism) and non-consumptive uses (e.g. pho-
tographic tourism) of wildlife have the potential to generate significant amounts
of economic income and contribute to the livelihoods of rural people (Mbaiwa,
2015). For instance, reports about the development of conservancies in Namibia
and Zimbabwe show that wildlife has played a central role in land-use change and
income generation. In Namibia, the Community-Based Natural Resource Manage-
ment programme (CBNRM) comprises a major portion of all communal lands in the
country, so that large areas are now allocated to wildlife uses, alongside livestock
(Spenceley & Barnes, 2005). In Zimbabwe, revenues generated thanks to the pres-
ence of rhino on private land catalysed the change in land use from livestock to
wildlife (Spenceley & Barnes, 2005). Nevertheless, many scholars seem to agree
that unless major structural reforms of the tourism industry take place, the sector
is unlikely to improve rural livelihood, aid poverty reduction or reduce inequality
(e.g.- Rylance, 2012; Saarinen, Moswete & Lubbe, 2022; Snyman & Spenceley, 2019).
Some tourism scholars (e.g. Duffy, 2001, Wilson, 2017) argue that tourism is
frequently seen as a new kind of colonialism, a view that expressed by some African
scholars about two decades ago (see e.g. Manyara & Jones, 2007; Mbaiwa, 2005).
Some scholars also view tourism as an industry that exploits workers and resources
of less economically developed countries (LEDCs), commodifies traditional cul-
tures, entrenches inequality and deepens poverty (Duffy, 2001; Schilcher, 2007).
Despite these criticisms, myths and the view that tourism is not a worthwhile
or ‘serious’ local economic development strategy (Roe et al., 2004), tourism has
continued to be one of the pillars of conservation and socio-economic development
in many countries in Sub-Saharan African. For instance, a recent study by Rylance,
Snyman & Spenceley (2017, p. 139) shows that “park management agencies in
many Sub-Saharan Africa do not have sufficient funds to finance their conservation
management activities, and that most governments do not fund pas budgets fully”.
Another recent study by Spenceley & Snyman (2017, p. 52) shows how “a private
luxury safari lodge (Mombo Camp) and its holding company (Okavango Wilder-
ness Safaris) within the Okavango Delta of Botswana” “has influenced the destina-
tion’s quality standards” and “conservation of endangered species”. A more recent
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study by Mbaiwa & Mogende (2022, p. 236) in Botswana concluded that “despite
the differences between the Global North and South, trophy hunting provides in-
centives for wildlife conservation and rural communities’ development” and that
“any policy shifts such as ban on trophy hunting that affect wildlife conservation
and rural livelihoods need to be informed by a socio-ecological approach”

Similarly, in many African countries the objective behind establishing national
parks was mainly conservation and tourism. For instance, in Tanzania the mandate
of national parks as stated in the national park policy is “to manage and regulate the
use of areas designated as national parks by such means and measures to preserve
the country’s heritage, encompassing natural and cultural resources, both tangi-
ble and intangible resource values, including the fauna and flora, wildlife habitat,
natural processes, wilderness quality, and scenery therein and to provide for human
benefit and enjoyment of the same in such manner and by such means as will leave
them unimpaired for future generations” (URT, 1994). The Tanzania national park
mandate demonstrates clearly that there is a direct relationship between tourism
and conservation and that conservation should support livelihood of the people
and vice versa as depicted in Figure 1.

Protected areas
conservations

Nature based tourism Rural livelihood

Figure 1: The mediating role of tourism

Protected Areas and Tourism in Sub-
Saharan African: the Case of Tanzania

Nature and adventure travel and tourism have emerged as two of the fastest grow-
ing sectors in the tourism industry in Sub-Saharan Africa (AFDB, 2012). Despite
the ongoing global recession, “tourism has repeatedly shown itself to be an incred-
ibly resilient industry that bounces back quickly” (Sustainable Tourism Concepts
(n.d, p. 6). Taking an example of Tanzania, tourism is clearly of great economic
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significance to economic growth and development. Tanzania is commended for
possessing unmatched biodiversity, wildlife populations and wilderness scenery,
with around 30% of the country’s total land area set aside in exclusive state-pPas
(Nelson, 2012). In total, Tanzania has 22 national parks, 2 marine parks, 44 game-
controlled areas, 28 game reserves, several forest reserves, and 1 conservation area
(Ngorongoro Conservation Area), hosting the world’s renowned biodiversity, wild-
life, and unique ecosystems (TANAPA, 2022; Wamboye, Nyaronga & Sergi, 2020),
which annually attract many international tourists from all over the world. In
general, Tanzania is a fast growing global tourism destination, with approximately
one million visitors annually that account for approximately 10.6% of the coun-
try’s Gross Domestic Product (Gpp) (WTTC, 2022). In 2019, the industry created
1,53 million jobs, which is equivalent to 6.1% of the country’s total employment
(WTTC, 2022). “The tourism sector in Tanzania is also instrumental in the fight
against abject poverty through job creation and the development of a market for
traditional products” (Kyara, Rahman & Khanam, 2021, p. 1). The tourism industry
is also important in the development of other sectors, such as transport, hospitality
and agriculture (Wamboye, Nyaronga & Sergi, 2020; World Bank, 2021).

In an attempt to improve rural livelihood through conservation, in 1988 TANAPA
initiated a community conservation service (ccs) programme in the Serengeti
National Park as a pilot project. In 1992, ccs became a permanent department in
TANAPA. CCS has six objectives: (1) improving relations between individual parks
and local communities; (2) ensuring that the interests of the national park regard-
ing conservation and community welfare are presented and well known in society;
(3) facilitating the sharing of benefits with target communities; (4) assisting local
communities in getting access to information, resources and services which are
important for promoting sustainable development; (5) strengthening local institu-
tional capacity, including Community Based Organizations (CBOs) in addressing
conservation issues, and; (6) developing professional and collaborative linkages
with all community conservation stakeholders and to conduct community con-
servation education programs (URT, 1994, p. 38; Wordpress, n.d).

The covip-19 pandemic either stopped or suspended most pas activities, with
negative consequences to conservation finances, tourism businesses and the live-
lihoods of people who supply labour, goods and services to tourists and tourism
businesses (Cumming et al., 2021; Spenceley et al., 2021). However, recent studies
show that visitor traffic in certain pas has now almost bounced back to normal
(Caetano, 2022; Sharma, Thomas & Paul, 2021)
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Conclusion and Way Forward

This paper proposes that the Sustainable Livelihood Framework can be a useful tool
in improving policy and decision makers’ understanding of the wildlife tourism
sector in Sub-Saharan Africa and can provide a sound basis for improved policy de-
sign and decision making. The Sustainable Livelihood Framework can help policy
and decision makers to build a better understanding of the role of the wildlife tour-
ism sector in enhancing livelihoods of rural communities in Sub-Saharan Africa.

As has been demonstrated, pas not only support rural livelihoods but also offer
opportunities to support other economic activities often linked to private sector
businesses including tourism. Therefore, sound conservation of natural resources
is necessary to promote long term sustainability for the benefits of all.

The major challenge to conservation in many Sub-Sahara African countries,
however, is that, while the benefits of natural resources accrue to all, the conserva-
tion costs are mainly paid by few people, mostly poor, local people living adjacent
to Pas (see e.g. Kideghesho, 2008b). Moreover, some Pas in Sub-Saharan Africa
were established by evicting local populations from their ancestral lands. This raises
an important question about who should pay for conservation services (see e.g.
Kideghesho, 2008b). Despite the economic importance of wildlife and conservation
in general, local communities have arguably not derived enough benefits to offset
the costs they have had to sustain. This has greatly diminished incentives for local
people to support conservation efforts (see e.g. Kideghesho, 2008b).

It is undeniable that there have been some efforts from pas management (e.g.
through initiatives like the community conservation service program) to sup-
port rural livelihoods in an attempt to mitigate continuous conflicts and meet
conservation objectives in most countries in Sub-Saharan Africa. However, it is
clear that there is a substantial difference between the benefits provided through
PAs outreach programs (e.g. ccs) and what is needed by local communities in
terms of livelihood and poverty reduction. The little benefits provided to local
communities do little to improve livelihoods of local communities, who bear
most of the conservation costs. Generally, local people value community projects
that are initiated by paAs management; however, they feel that pAs management
should pay more attention to direct services at personal level because poverty
level differs from individual to individual within the same community. This
suggests that any livelihood improvement strategy designed by pas manage-
ment should involve local communities in assessing their pressing needs. Such
a strategy should further try to identify community members who are more
vulnerable to poverty so as to support them equitably. One of the approaches that
can be used to achieve this goal is through joint venture operations, where local
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community entities can become formal partners in the business as described by
Snyman & Spenceley (2019).

Contemporary studies show that any attempt to gain local community support
for conservation programmes is unlikely to succeed if the benefits of conservation
cannot exceed the costs. This view is supported by many authors (see e.g. Barnes,
Burgess & Pearce, 2019; Mbaiwa, 2018; Snyman, 2017), who show that unless there
is a significant domestic economic gain associated with wildlife, there will be insuf-
ficient arguments and incentives for conservation and local involvement (see e.g.
Butler & Rogerson, 2016; Mbaiwa, (2017). Kideghesho (2008b), Sindiga (2018) and
Hariohay et al., (2018) argue that the benefits, which are not focusing on immedi-
ate needs for the survival of the people, will rarely change people’s hostile attitude
towards conservation. Kideghesho also points out that support in the form of social
amenities cannot offset the costs incurred by individuals or households and can-
not overcome their vulnerability. Any support provided to local communities in
their villages (e.g. infrastructure construction) cannot be a substitute for fuel wood
or grazing land they had to give up for the sake of conservation. Thus, long-term
benefits cannot be appreciated by local communities if pressing problems in their
daily lives are not thoroughly addressed.

The studies reviewed in this article indicate that local communities acknowledge
the contribution of tourism and pas conservation to their livelihoods. However, they
feel that they are not benefiting enough from tourism, particularly from wildlife tour-
ism, which means the conservation costs exceed the benefits. To change this situation,
the following measures should be taken by pas authorities; improve relationships
between pas and local communities through ccs in order to reduce unnecessary
conflicts, improve mechanisms of profit sharing so that financial benefits from pas
can reach the majority, improve a compensation payment rates to lessen the effects
caused by wildlife to local communities, find better ways of dealing with human-
wildlife conflicts, find better ways of integrating local community in tourism busi-
ness e.g. building community lodges; provide more employment to local community
members living close to pas and also improve the visibility pas boundaries so that all
rangers are aware of where the boundaries are to avoid harassing local community.

References

AFDB (2012). African Development. Bank Stat Flash. Tourism in Africa: Recent trends.

Allison, E.H. (2005). Potential applications of a ‘sustainable livelihoods approach’ to management and
policy development for European inshore fisheries. Who owns the sea, 25-43.

Amoah, LN.A,, & Simatele, M.D. (2021). Food Security and Coping Strategies of Rural Household
Livelihoods to Climate Change in the Eastern Cape of South Africa. Front. Sustain. Food Syst, 5.



78 John T. Mgonja

Assogba, N.P,, & Zhang, D. (2022). An economic analysis of poaching: linking with village charac-
teristics surrounding a protected area. Human Dimensions of Wildlife, 27(5), 422-435.

Barnes, J., Burgess, J., & Pearce, D. (2019). Wildlife tourism. In Economics for the wilds (pp. 136-151).
Routledge.

Biggs, D. (2014). The development of a tourism research framework by South African National Parks
to inform management. Koedoe: African Protected Area Conservation and Science, 56(2), 1-9.

Butler, G., & Rogerson, C.M. (2016). Inclusive local tourism development in South Africa: Evidence
from Dullstroom. Local Economy, 31(1-2), 264-281.

Bwalya U.B., & Kapembwa, J. (2020). Economic benefits, local participation, and conservation ethic
in a Game management area: Evidence from Mambwe, Zambia. Tropical Conservation Science,
13,1940082920971754.

Caetano, I.C. (2022). Impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic on a non-governmental organization: the
case of Sabine Plattner African Charities (SPAC) and the Odzala-Kokoua National Park, Republic
of Congo. Doctoral dissertation.

Chambers, R., & Conway, G. (1992). Sustainable rural livelihoods: practical concepts for the 21st
century. Institute of Development Studies Discussion Paper 296. IDS.

Cobbinah, P.B., Black, R., & Thwaites, R. (2015). Biodiversity conservation and livelihoods in rural
Ghana: Impacts and coping strategies. Environmental Development, 15, 79-93.

Conroy, C., & Litvinoff, M. (2013). The greening of aid: Sustainable livelihoods in practice. Routledge.

Cumming, T., Seidl, A., Emerton, L., Spenceley, A., Kroner, R.G., Uwineza, Y., & van Zyl, H. (2021).
Building sustainable finance for resilient protected and conserved areas: Lessons from COV-
ID-19. Parks, 27, 149-160.

DFID (1999). Department for International Development. Sustainable livelihoods guidance sheets.

DFID (2001). Department for International Development. Sustainable livelihoods guidance sheets.

Dominguez, L., & Luoma, C. (2020). Decolonizing conservation policy: How colonial land and
conservation ideologies persist and perpetuate indigenous injustices at the expense of the envi-
ronment. Land, 9(3), 65.

Dufty, R. (2001). Killing for Conservation. Wildlife Policy in Zimbabwe. Indiana University Press.

Ellis, E (2000). Rural livelihoods and diversity in developing countries. Oxford University Press.

Fisher, B., & Christopher, T. (2007). Poverty and biodiversity: measuring the overlap of human pov-
erty and the biodiversity hotspots. Ecological economics, 62(1), 93-101.

Goodman, R. (2002). Pastoral livelihoods in Tanzania: Can the Maasai benefit from conservation?.
Current Issues in Tourism, 5(3-4), 280-286.

Gow, D.D. (1992). Poverty and natural resources: principles for environmental management and
sustainable development. Environmental impact assessment review, 12(1), 49-65.

Hariohay, K.M., Fyumagwa, R.D., Kideghesho, J.R., & Roskaft, E. (2018). Awareness and attitudes
of local people toward wildlife conservation in the Rungwa Game Reserve in Central Tanzania.
Human dimensions of wildlife, 23(6), 503-514.

Harrison, D. (1988). The sociology of modernization and development. Routledge.

IUCN (2003). “Sustainable livelihoods”. Media Brief for the World Parks Congress.

IUCN (2012). The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. https://www.iucnredlist.org/spe-
cies/6557/152728945 (2022.07.22).

Kaltenborn, B.P.,, Nyahongo, ].W., Kidegesho, ].R., & Haaland, H. (2008). Serengeti National Park and
its neighbours-Do they interact?. Journal for Nature Conservation, 16(2), 96-108.

Kates, R.W. (2000). Cautionary tales: adaptation and the global poor. Climate Change, 45, 5-17.

Kideghesho, J.R. (2008a). Co-existence between the traditional societies and wildlife in western
Serengeti, Tanzania: its relevancy in contemporary wildlife conservation efforts. Biodiversity
and Conservation, 17(8), 1861-1881.



Protected Areas and Rural Livelihood. .. 79

Kideghesho, J.R. (2008b). Who pays for wildlife conservation in Tanzania and who benefits?. In 12
Biennal Conference of the International Association of the Study of the Commons (pp. 14-18).
University of Gloucestershire.

Kideghesho, J.R. (2016a). The elephant poaching crisis in Tanzania: a need to reverse the trend and
the way forward. Tropical Conservation Science, 9(1), 369-388.

Kideghesho, J.R. (2016b). Reversing the trend of wildlife crime in Tanzania: challenges and oppor-
tunities. Biodiversity and Conservation, 25(3), 427-449.

Kideghesho, J.R. (2019). The contribution of research in combating wildlife poaching in Tanzania:
Review of existing literature. Natural resources management and biological sciences, 316-333.
Knapp, E.J. (2012). Why poaching pays: a summary of risks and benefits illegal hunters face in West-

ern Serengeti, Tanzania. Tropical Conservation Science, 5(4), 434-445.

Kunjuraman, V. (2022). A revised sustainable livelihood framework for community-based tourism
projects in developing countries. Current Issues in Tourism, 1-6.

Kyara, V.C., Rahman, M.M., & Khanam, R. (2021). Tourism expansion and economic growth in
Tanzania: A causality analysis. Heliyon, 7(5), €06966.

Leverington, E, Costa, K.L., Pavese, H., Lisle, A., & Hockings, M. (2010). A global analysis of pro-
tected area management effectiveness. Environmental management, 46(5), 685-698.

Lisocka-Jaegermann, B. (2015). Sustainable rural development or (sustainable) rural livelihoods?
Strategies for the 215t Century in peripheral regions. Barometr Regionalny. Analizy i Prognozy,
1, 13-20.

Lopes, A.A. (2014). Civil unrest and the poaching of rhinos in the Kaziranga National Park, India.
Ecological Economics, 103, 20-28.

Manyara, G., & Jones, E. (2007). Community-based enterprise development in Kenya: An exploration
of their potential as avenues of poverty reduction. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 15(6), 628-644.

Mbaiwa, J.E. (2005). Enclave tourism and its socio-economic impacts in the Okavango Delta, Bot-
swana. Tourism Management, 26(2), 157-172.

Mbaiwa, J.E. (2015). Community-based natural resource management in Botswana. Institutional ar-
rangements for conservation, development and tourism in Eastern and Southern Africa: A dynamic
perspective, 59-80.

Mbaiwa, J.E. (2017). Poverty or riches: Who benefits from the booming tourism industry in Bot-
swana?. Journal of Contemporary African Studies, 35(1), 93-112.

Mbaiwa, J.E. (2018). Effects of the safari hunting tourism ban on rural livelihoods and wildlife con-
servation in Northern Botswana. South African Geographical Journal, 100(1), 41-61.

Mbaiwa, J.E. (2021). Economic development, tourism and conservation in developing countries.
In J. Saarinen & J.M. Rogerson (Eds.), Tourism, Change and the Global South (pp. 187-204).
Routledge.

Mbaiwa, J.E., & Mogende, E. (2022). Lifting of the hunting ban and the elephant debate in Bot-
swana. Protected Areas and Tourism in Southern Africa: Conservation Goals and Community
Livelihoods, 131.

Mbaiwa, J.E., Mbaiwa, T., & Siphambe, G. (2019). The community-based natural resource manage-
ment programme in southern Africa-promise or peril? The case of Botswana. In Positive tourism
in Africa (pp. 11-22). Routledge.

McCabe, J.T. (2003). Sustainability and livelihood diversification among the Maasai of northern
Tanzania. Human Organization, 62(2), 100-111.

McSweeney, K. (2004). Forest product sale as natural insurance: the effects of household character-
istics and the nature of shock in eastern Honduras. Society and Natural Resources, 17(1), 39-56.

Mendenhall, C.D., Daily, G.C., & Ehrlich, PR. (2012). Improving estimates of biodiversity loss. Bio-
logical Conservation, 151(1), 32-34.

Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (2005). Ecosystems and human well-being: a framework for as-
sessment. Island Press.



80 John T. Mgonja

Mistry, J. (2014). Natural resource management: A critical appraisal. In The Companion to Develop-
ment Studies (pp. 383-386). Routledge.

Mukasa, N. (2014). The Batwa indigenous people of Uganda and their traditional forest land: Eviction,
non-collaboration and unfulfilled needs. Indigenous Policy Journal, 24(4).

Nelson, E. (2012). Blessing or curse? The political economy of tourism development in Tanzania.
Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 20(3), 359-375.

Neumann, R.P. (1992). Political ecology of wildlife conservation in the Mt. Meru area of North East
Tanzania. Land Degradation and Rehabilitation, 3, 99-113.

Okumu, B., & Muchapondwa, E. (2020). Welfare and forest cover impacts of incentive based conser-
vation: Evidence from Kenyan community forest associations. World Development, 129, 104890.

Oldekop, J.A., Holmes, G., Harris, W.E., & Evans, K.L. (2016). A global assessment of the social and
conservation outcomes of protected areas. Conservation Biology, 30(1), 133-141.

Oliver, T.H., & Morecroft, M.D. (2014). Interactions between climate change and land use change
on biodiversity: attribution problems, risks, and opportunities. Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews:
Climate Change, 5(3), 317-335.

Ramesh, T., Kalle, R., Rosenlund, H., & Downs, C.T. (2017). Low leopard populations in protected
areas of Maputaland: a consequence of poaching, habitat condition, abundance of prey, and a top
predator. Ecology and evolution, 7(6), 1964-1973.

Roe, D., Ashley, C., Page, S., & Meyer, D. (2004). Tourism and the poor: analysing and interpreting
tourism statistics from a poverty perspective. ODI working paper 16.

Rylance, A. (2012). Local economic development in Mozambique: an assessment of the implementa-
tion of tourism policy as a means to promote local economies. In A. Spenceley (Ed.), Responsible
tourism (pp. 55-68). Routledge.

Rylance, A. (2017). Estimating tourism’s contribution to conservation area financing in Mozambique.
Tourism and Hospitality Research, 17(1), 24-33.

Rylance, A., & Spenceley, A. (2013). Living outside the fence: Opportunities for neighbouring com-
munities to supply products and services to the Sabi Sand Game Reserve, South Africa. African
Journal for Physical Health Education, Recreation and Dance, 19(sup-3), 294-308.

Rylance, A., & Spenceley, A. (2016). Applying inclusive business approaches to nature-based tourism
in Namibia and South Africa. Tourism: An International Interdisciplinary Journal, 64(4), 371-383.

Rylance, A., Snyman, S., & Spenceley, A. (2017). The contribution of tourism revenue to financing
protected area management in Southern Africa. Tourism Review International, 21(2), 139-149.

Saarinen, J., Moswete, N.N., & Lubbe, B. (2022). Sustainable Tourism Development Needs in the
Southern African Context: Concluding Remarks. In Southern African Perspectives on Sustainable
Tourism Management: Tourism and Changing Localities (pp. 215-219). Springer International
Publishing.

Schilcher, D. (2007). Growth versus equity: The continuum of pro-poor tourism and neoliberal gov-
ernance. Current Issues in Tourism, 10(2-3), 166-193.

Sekhar N. (2003). Local people’s attitudes towards conservation and wildlife tourism around Sariska
Tiger Reserve, India. Journal of Environmental Management, 69, 339-347.

Sen, A. (1999). Development as freedom. Oxford University Press.

Serrat, O., & Serrat, O. (2017). The sustainable livelihoods approach. Knowledge solutions: Tools,
methods, and approaches to drive organizational performance, 21-26.

Sharma, G.D., Thomas, A., & Paul, J. (2021). Reviving tourism industry post-COVID-19: A resilience-
based framework. Tourism management perspectives, 37, 100786.

Sharpley, R. (2009). Tourism development and the environment: Beyond sustainability?. Earthscan.

Sindiga, I. (2018). Tourism and African development: Change and challenge of tourism in Kenya.
Routledge.



Protected Areas and Rural Livelihood. .. 81

Snyman, S.L. (2012). The role of tourism employment in poverty reduction and community percep-
tions of conservation and tourism in southern Africa. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 20(3),
395-416.

Snyman, S.L. (2017). The role of tourism employment in poverty reduction and community percep-
tions of conservation and tourism in southern Africa. In Tourism and Poverty Reduction (pp.
145-166). Routledge.

Snyman, S., & Bricker, K.S. (2019). Living on the edge: Benefit-sharing from protected area tourism.
Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 27(6), 705-719.

Snyman, S., & Spenceley, A. (2019). Joint venture lodge ownership partnership options. In Private
sector tourism in conservation areas in Africa (pp. 94-145). CAB International.

Spenceley, A., & Barnes, J. (2005). Economic Analysis of Rhino Conservation in a Land-use Context
within the SADC Region. CREDITS: SADC RPRC Task 6.3-1.2 (Phase II).

Spenceley, A., & Meyer, D. (2012). Tourism and poverty reduction: Theory and practice in less eco-
nomically developed countries. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 20(3), 297-317.

Spenceley, A., & Rylance, A. (2019). The contribution of tourism to achieving the United Nations
Sustainable Development Goals. A research agenda for sustainable tourism, 107-125.

Spenceley, A., & Snyman, S. (2017). Can a wildlife tourism company influence conservation and the
development of tourism in a specific destination? Tourism and hospitality research, 17(1), 52-67.

Spenceley, A., Habyalimana, S., Tusabe, R., & Mariza, D. (2010). Benefits to the poor from gorilla
tourism in Rwanda. Development Southern Africa, 27(5), 647-662.

Spenceley, A., McCool, S., Newsome, D., Baez, A., Barborak, J.R.,, Blye, C.J., ... & Zschiegner, A.K.
(2021). Tourism in protected and conserved areas amid the COVID-19 pandemic. Parks, (27),
103-118.

Spenceley, A., Snyman, S., & Rylance, A. (2019). Revenue sharing from tourism in terrestrial African
protected areas. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 27(6), 720-734.

Spiteri, A., & Nepalz, S.K. (2006). Incentive-based conservation programs in developing countries:
a review of some key issues and suggestions for improvements. Environmental Management,
37(1), 1-14.

Steven, R., Castley, ].G., & Buckley, R. (2013). Tourism revenue as a conservation tool for threatened
birds in protected areas. PloS one, 8(5), €62598.

Sunderlin, W.D., Angelsen, A., Belcher, B., Burgers, P, Nasi, R., Santoso, L., & Wunder, S. (2005).
Livelihoods, forests, and conservation in developing countries: an overview. World development,
33(9), 1383-1402.

Sunderlin, W.D., Dewi, S., & Puntodewo, A. (2007). Poverty and forests: multi-country analysis of
spatial association and proposed policy solutions. CIFOR Occasional Paper 47.

Sustainable Tourism Concepts (n.d.). Is There a Demand for Sustainable Tourism? Demand for tour-
ism world-wide. https://nmssanctuaries.blob.core.windows.net/sanctuaries-prod/media/archive/
management/international/pdfs/dayl_concepts_manual.pdf (2023.03.08).

TANAPA. (2012). Tanzania National Parks, the official site of the Tanzania National Parks. https://
www.tanzaniaparks.go.tz/pages/history. (2022.04.20).

TANAPA. (2022). Tanzania National Parks Authority. National parks. https://www.tanzaniaparks.
go.tz/ (2022.09.20).

Terborgh J., Peres C. (2002). The problem of people in parks. In J. Terborgh, C. Van Schaik, L.
Davenport, & M. Rao (Eds.), Making parks work: strategies for preserving tropical nature (pp.
307-319). Island Press.

Thomas, A. (2000). ‘Meaning and views of development. In T. Allen, & A. Thomas (Eds.), Poverty
and development into the 21+ century (pp. 23-48). Oxford University Press.

Thomas, D.S., & Twyman, C. (2005). Equity and justice in climate change adaptation amongst natural-
resource-dependent societies. Global Environmental Change, 15(2), 115-124.

Tilman, D., & Downing, J.A. (1994). Biodiversity and stability in grasslands. Nature, 367, 363-365.



82 John T. Mgonja

Turner, S. (2013). Community-based natural resource management and rural livelihoods. In Rights
Resources and Rural Development (pp. 59-80). Routledge.

Uddhammar, E. (2006). Development, conservation and tourism: conflict or symbiosis?. Review of
International Political Economy, 13(4), 656-678.

Ulfstrand, S. (2002). Savannah Lives: Animal Life and Human Evolution in Africa. Oxford University Press.

UNWTO (n.d.). Ecotourism and protected areas. https://www.unwto.org/sustainable-development/
ecotourism-and-protected-areas (2022.09.20).

URT (1994). National polices for national parks in Tanzania. Tanzania National Parks National Policy
Committee.

Verma, A.K., & Sadguru, P. (2022). Anthropogenic activities and Biodiversity threats. IJBI, 4(1).

Vidal, J. (2016). The tribes paying the brutal price of conservation. The Guardian, 28.

Wamboye, E.F, Nyaronga, PJ., & Sergi, B.S. (2020). What are the determinants of international tour-
ism in Tanzania?. World Development Perspectives, 17, 100175.

Whitelaw, P.A., King, B.E., & Tolkach, D. (2014). Protected areas, conservation and tourism-financing
the sustainable dream. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 22(4), 584-603.

Wilson, K.H. (2017). Spiritual tourism as the new colonialism: the maintenance of colonial hierarchy
in Cusco, Peru. University of Missouri-Columbia.

Wordpress (n.d). Karibu Tanzania National Parks. Community Conservation Service. https://tanza-
niaparksblog.wordpress.com/about/ (2023.03.08)

World Bank (2000). Can Africa claim the 21+ century?

World Bank (2021). International Tourism, Receipts Data. https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/
STINT.RCPT.XPZS (2022.09.19).

WTTC (2022). Annual Research: Key Highlights, Tanzania. https://wttc.org/DesktopModules/MVC/
FactSheets/pdf/704/218_20220613171254_Tanzania2022_.pdf (2023.03.08).

Waunder, S. (2001). Poverty alleviation and tropical forests — what scope for synergies?. World Devel-
opment, 29(11), 1817-1833.

Obszary chronione i zr6dta utrzymania na wsi: przeglad literatury na temat
posredniczacej roli turystyki przyrodniczej w Afryce Subsaharyjskiej

Streszczenie. Niniejszy artykut porusza zagadnienie ochrony obszarow chronionych, a szczegdlnie
roli turystyki przyrodniczej we wzmacnianiu relacji miedzy obszarami chronionymi a spoteczno$ciami
wiejskimi. Rozwazania w duzej mierze bazujg na zatozeniach Sustainable Livelihood Framework,
opracowanej przez brytyjskie Ministerstwo ds. Rozwoju Miedzynarodowego w 1999 roku. Praca opi-
era sie gtownie na przegladzie literatury i dokumentéw opublikowanych przez czotowe organizacje
miedzynarodowe i krajowe. Mozna stwierdzi¢, ze beneficjentami korzysci ptynacych zistnienia obszaréw
chronionych w postaci dochoddw z turystyki przyrodniczej sa zazwyczaj przedstawiciele spotecznosci
miedzynarodowej, rzady i sektor prywatny, podczas gdy duza czes¢ kosztow ochrony ponoszona jest
przez spotecznoscilokalne zyjace w poblizu tych obszardw. Jesli znaczna cze$¢ dochoddw z turystyki nie
zostanie zwrocona spotecznosciom lokalnym, nadal bedg one postrzegac dzika przyrode jako zagrozenie
dla swoich Zrédet utrzymaniai przejawiac nieche¢ do dziatar majacych na celu ochrone tych obszaréw.

Stowa kluczowe: turystyka, obszary chronione, zrédta utrzymania na wsi, Afryka Subsaharyjska
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