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ABSTRACT

Community Based Ecotourism is a form of tourismrevihecal communities have substantial control o
involvement in ecotourism development and managemi#m a major proportion of the benefits accruing the
community. The study sought to access the potemiaCommunity Based Ecotourism in Iko-Esai ComtpwiiCross
River State in Nigeria. Both primary and seconddaya were used for the study. Questionnaires atehiirews were
applied to collect primary data using a multistagethod while secondary data were from relevant dwmis from
CERCOPAN (an NGO operating in the area) as welbdmr past studies. A total of one hundred andyfsix (146)
questionnaires were administered to respondent&dn(2) selected wards in the community. Data veevayzed using
frequencies and percentages. The research restsated that CERCOPAN is the major body, assigtirf@ommunity
Based Ecotourism in the Community. There are enosmerotourism assets in the study area, includivg rich
tropical forests, wildlife species and cultural hiage of the people. Other sites yet to be develggre Ikpibitoi,
Bagamukum, Agorom Epkun and Owai. Ecotourism inattea was reported to have registered significaosifive
impact on the natural environment and the peogléhe area through active participation in all agpe of tourism
development while benefits from ecotourism are @tito the community. The community has good palzof being
organized and eager to see tourism and biodivecsityservation play a vital role in its economy. Ehgers in the area

are also well respected which is critical in ComntyBased Tourism development.

KEYWORDS:. CERCOPAN, Economy, Community Based EcotourismicReation

INTRODUCTION

Tourism is one of the world’s largest industry aagounts for more than 10% of total employment Bt of

global GDP. The total tourist trips have been poedi to increase to 1.6 billion by 2010 (The Moimtastitute, 2000).
Tourism associated with natural and protected ge@xourism) has been and continues to be a ggosentor in the
global tourism industry. The World Travel and Tauni Council (WTTC) estimated that regional tourisith increase by
52% in Northeast Asia, 103% in Southeast Asia, 119%outh Asia and 44% in Oceania between 1997286d, while
about $55 billion dollars was estimated as recéipt® tourism in the third world countries with igsificant proportion
in ecotourism (Whelan, 1991; Brandon, 1996). Coretérn through the growth in demand for Ecotourisas estimated
to range from 10% - 15%, while more optimistic foasts were up to 30% (WWF, 2001). environment amdans even
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though there are positive impacts to the economy.

In an attempt to differentiate between forms ofteadsm that advance the needs and concerns df loca
communities, and those that simply take place tnmahareas and in a search for more effectivaegjras for conservation
and development, several researchers began to gtipgldeerm “community-based ecotourism”, which igguaes the
need to promote both the quality of life of thealyveople and the conservation of resources (Bel3§9; Fitton, 1996;
Timothy and White, 1999; Denman, 2001; Scheyva8891 WWF (2001) defined community-based ecotoudsm
form of ecotourism where the local community hasssantial control over its development and managenaad a major
proportion of the benefits remain in the commurniitys a visitor-host interaction that has meanidgfarticipation by
both, and generates economic and conservationitefeaflocal communities and the natural environtnafering the
possibility of greater local control and participat These help to offer solutions to potentialitations, including
problems associated with defining the communitygroeming existing inequalities and gaining commyndnsensus
(Murphy, 1985; WWF, 2001).

Culturally, the value of community-based ecotourtenelopment stems from the emphasis placed oh loca
traditions and values while enabling social cohesi@mrmony and cooperation, which enhances indatidelf-reliance,

pride and hope for the future.

Community-based ecotourism is a new concept ofoecisim project initiative where business enterprise
owned and managed by the community. It also invobvdigher intensity of community participatiorpt@vide
widespread economic benefits and decision-makingepdo their communities themselves. This is entgrgis a more
effective strategy to salvage the problems of ecwigm, but its potentials are not fully comprehesh@nd its prospects
not clearly envisaged. Thus, in most communitiesenettcommunity-based ecotourism has been initiatéslio the
process of initiation, several areas are left dubhe market because they are either not discoveréadve not been
properly designed for the market. This has causeddduction in the possibility of generating optrmeconomic and

social benefits from this form of land use.

This study will therefore assess the potentialsomimunity-based ecotourism in Iko-Esai community of

Akamkpa local government area in Cross River State.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Iko-Esai community is located in the South-eastmrt of Nigeria in Akamkpa Local Government AreaCrbss
River State. It is 90 kilometers North of Calabathva total land mass of about 21,000 hectareg¢ssit

The temperature of Iko-Esai community ranges fréB2C with a relative humidity of 90-100% in the rainy
season and 70-80% in the dry season. The areaiaatérized by high rainfall with an average of08®m per annum

being recorded, while the dry season, last foroujptir (4) months (December to March).

Iko-Esai community consists of a moist tropical lamd forest in its natural state. The area has tabh2/000
hectares of community forest which is managed bycttimmunity and CERCOPAN including 400 hectareb@diout as
core area for intensive protection, 4000hectaresessarch area co—-managed by CERCOPAN and the coitynaund

3000hectares as farmlands. The soil is deep addiveghed with high humus content.
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The area consists of a rich diversity of wildlifeesies ranging from the small Primates includintipgaes and
Potos to medium size monkeys of the ge@escopithecusand Cercocerbusspecies to large primates which includes
chimpanzees and lowland gorillas. The area alssistnof a wide variety of ungulates species likékers as well as

golden cats, elephants, buffalos, countless spe€igisds and numerous butterfly species.
METHOD OF DATA COLLECTION

Both primary and secondary sources were used w@irodata for the study. A multi-method researchraggh
was adopted in the collection of primary data fog study (Garci, 2008). This involved collectingadacross the entire
study area through direct observation by the rebear(Levine et. al., 1980) through the adminigiratof standard
guestionnaires and interviews from key personskéstholders). Direct observations provided the nedes with
opportunities of building an inventory of tourisrasats in the study area. Key informant intervieveseaused to obtain
information on some specific issues in the studdaawo (2) of the interviews were conducted eachthe two (2)

selected wards while one (1) interview was conduetith the representative of CERCOPAN in the stadha.

Results from data collected were analyzed usinglsimescriptive statistics such as mean and pergest(SAS,
2002). Secondary data was from relevant documanBERCOPAN Office as well as past studies. Two wardEyeyeng

and Okoyong were purposely chosen for the studyomechundred and forty-six (146) questionnairesevegiministered.

RESULTS

Presence of Ecotourism Assets in the Area

Many potential tourism assets in the study areawecumented. Assets that were identified weresified into

four (4) main categories.
» Natural tourist attractions
»  Cultural tourist attractions
» Religious and archeological attractions
»  Skills
Details of this classification is shown in Tablarid figure 1 below.

Table 1: Categories of Tourist Attractions in 1ko-Esai Community

S/No. Category Assets

e Forests
¢ Mountains
e Caves
* Rivers/creeks

1 Natural tourist attractions *  Waterfall
* Islands
e Lakes and swamps
* Beaches
* Wildlife species
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e Handicraft
e Agriculture
2 Cultural tourist attractions »  Fishing
* Folklore
* Tradition and customs
* Village/shrine
- . .|« Archeolo
3 Religious and archeological attractions 109y
*  Worship sites
»  Shrines/playground
* Majority of the residents have local
knowledge of local plants and animals
e Medicinal and food value of plants and
. animals
4 Skills : .
e Train local guides
« Most residents communicate effectively
e« High hospitality among community
members
SourceField Survey, 2010
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Figure 1: Types of Tourist Attractions Present in ko-Esai Community

ORGANIZATIONS THAT ASSIST IN ECOTOURISM DEVELOPMENT IN
COMMUNITY
Figure 2 below shows the organizations that hekcimtourism development in Iko-Esai community.
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Source: Field Survey, 2010

Figure 2: Organizations that Assist in Ecotourism [@velopment in Iko-Esai community

IKO ESAI
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Based on the responses from administered questiesnia fig. 2, CERCOPAN was the highest contrilouto
ecotourism development in the community (98.6%lpofeéd by Forest Management Committee (FMC) and Conity
CERCOPAN Development Committee (CCDC) both contiilgy 23.3% each. The Cross River State Forestry

Commission contributes 8.2%, while Cross River dlal Park contributes 0.7% to ecotourism developinmetihe area.
COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION IN ECOTOURISM

Figure 3 below is the reflection of the respondems the opinion on the level of involvement by lbca

communities in community based tourism
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Figure 3: Involvement in Community Based EcotourismDevelopment

The result shows an overwhelming agreement by refgus that the community is fully involved in #iie
activities of tourism development in lko-Esai inding benefit sharing, decision making/managemergaatourism as

well as implementing and operation of ecotourism.

DISCUSSIONS

Assets

The community harbors a substantial number of agsesustain community based tourism as refleatdjure
1. The area also has high tropical forests with enoms species of flora and fauna which have a#tdaatorld attention
(WWF, 2001).

It was also reported that there are some undisedwecotourism potentials in the area. Some potest@ourism
assets not yet harnessed include Bagamogum, li&pikitd other areas. If these areas are propeviglaleed for visitors,

community based tourism in the area will be enhdnce
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All the respondents interviewed were of the opintleat the protection of wildlife species by the counity has
been given very serious attention. This has beeawaged in the community through the assistanc@EdRCOPAN that

is engaged in private conservation.

An inventory of potential tourism products in thee@ has commenced by CERCOPAN. A potential tourism
product is known as ‘community-based tourism asg@feuntain Institute 2000) and can range from netbased
activities and local handicrafts to cultural evef@®oper, 2004). Tourists are initially attractedain area because of its
unique features (Mitchell and Reid 2001); thereféhe assessment process should include an evaluaficthe
characteristics that make the community uniquetuCall assets, traditions of the people and wayfef &re ideally suited
to become tourism products because they encompéss features that make a community unique
(McKercher and Ho 2006).

CBT Opportunities in Iko-Esai Community

Iko-Esai community has untapped potential for temrithat have not been developed. Elders in the aorityn
are well respected which is critical in CBT devetemt (Mitchell and Reid 2001). Iko-Esai has the dfite of being
organized and having strong leadership. It is alsmmmunity that is eager to see tourism and badity conservation
play a vital role in its economy (Ives 2007). Ird#bn, the community is situated in an area t&ull of unique cultural
and natural attractions with relatively undisturbfedests which is seen as fundamental to attradiingists into the
community (Mitchell and Reid 2001).

The cultural features of the community will be aodostarting point for tourist development as thét not
require training and expensive funding for infrasture development. Cultural features that couldraeketed include

local dancing festivals, marriage ceremonies amdialnfestivals including the celebration of unigueps in the area.

The people of lko-Esai are very welcoming, friendiyd hospitable. They appreciate their culture laistbry
including matters related to their environment. fEhare elders in the community who still know madiout traditional
uses of plants that can be taught to touristsingsithe community. English is not the spoken lamgughroughout the

community, but some residents speak it and otherddabe willing to communicate in ‘pidgin english’.

With the consent of the community, some areas fflares) of the forest have been upgraded toeaazen for
protective conservation while some portion of temaining forest is co-managed by CERCOPAN and dmencunity as

research area.

There is a ban placed on the hunt and extracticowofe wildlife species in the area. The communigged bans

on indiscriminate exploitation of species in theecarea to ensure that conservation is successful.

Key informant interviews were conducted with keymgounity members. A key informant interview was
conducted with community leaders who are activelplved in the CERCOPAN Project. The developmerthis project
was assisted through funding from CERCOPAN and aia&d at providing training for some local commuymitembers.

Some level of support has also been received froms<LRiver State Forestry Commission and CrossrRlagonal Park.

A key informant interview was conducted with th@nesentative of CERCOPAN — a local NGO workingha t
community. He has worked in community developmentko-Esai in numerous capacities. The resultshefinterview

pointed to the fact that the elements for the ssEoé Community Based Tourism as expressed by @@ Kepresentative
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was because of high level of participatory procagsing NGO involvement and marketing as well as ghpport and

commitment of the local people.

There are a number of components and approachesdhawell in the development of CBT that will doibute
to its success (Cooper 2004). These elements gdaghes include: a participatory process thatissparent and strong
non-governmental organization (NGO) involvement.ufigm that is going to be community-based or conitgun
managed, needs to include the community from theetoof its development, beginning with the plannimgcess. CBT
initiatives that have employed an inclusive proctssn the onset of development have shown the gseatuccess
(Cooper 2004). To ensure long-term success of dhést destination, strong community support andigipation is
needed in the development process (Tosun 2000) pideess should not only be participatory, butdpament as well.
Transparency will aid in mitigating any conflictsat may arise (Cooper 2004). A community that igagied in the
planning and development process will simultangotmlild their capacity for the tourism industry,eonf the main
barriers initially identified (Mitchell and Reid 2Q).
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