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	1320 – 1340
	O’MALLEY, C.F.  Facilitating community involvement in threatened species recovery in Central Australia.

	1340 – 1400
	FOX, C.H.  Coexisting with Coyotes in North America: Community Based Approaches to Conflicts.

	1400 – 1420
	NORTON, T.; Puentener, R.; Manawatu, T.; Couch-Lewis, Y.; Nugent, G.; Wilson, K-J.; Spencer, A. Community involvement in the Kaupapa Kererū programme for enhancing New Zealand native pigeon (kererū, Hemiphaga novaeseelandiae) on Banks Peninsula.

	1420 – 1440
	AALANGDONG, O.I.; Jengre, N.S.B.  Communal hunting in the Guinea savanna zone of northern Ghana.

	1440 – 1500
	TORREALBA, I.; Carbonell, F. Learned lessons in environmental education and wildlife investigations with Costa Rica peasants and natives.

	1500 – 1520
	PETERSON, T.R.; Peterson, M.N.; Peterson, M.J.  Ethical Implications of integrating individual, population, and community-level concerns into decisions about wildlife research and management in urban areas.

	1520 – 1550
	Afternoon tea

	1550 – 1610
	BUDHATHOKI, P.  Buffer zone management initiative of Nepal: an innovative approach to park – people co-existence.

	1610 – 1630
	PARKER, D.M.  Giraffe in the Eastern Cape Province, South Africa: Tourism vs. the conservation of biodiversity.

	1630 – 1650
	MORLEY, C.G.  Wildlife concerns in Fiji.


O’MALLEY, Colleen F. XE "O’MALLEY, Colleen F."   

Threatened Species Network, P.O. Box 2796, Alice Springs, Northern Territory, Australia 0871.

Facilitating community involvement in threatened species recovery in Central Australia

The Threatened Species Network (TSN) is a partnership program between the Australian Commonwealth Government’s Natural Heritage Trust and WWF Australia aimed at educating and involving local communities in the recovery effort for the country’s 1600-odd nationally listed threatened species.

Central Australia holds the dubious world record for mammalian extinctions in recent times, and the key threatening processes of altered fire regimes, introduced predators and competitive herbivores are still causing declines amongst extant threatened species populations in the region. In Central Australia TSN works with two main land manager groups – pastoralists and Aboriginal people to undertake on-ground projects to implement actions identified in Recovery Plans or to trial novel community-led recovery approaches. Examples of TSN-facilitated community recovery projects include the Alice Springs Australian Plant Society’s Acacia latzii project that collects data on growth, recruitment, and grazing impacts on this threatened wattle which is restricted to two known locations on pastoral properties, Martu involvement in survey work and fire management for a suite of threatened fauna species in remote parts of the Great Sandy Desert in Western Australia, the Centralian Land Management Association’s Rock-wallaby Watch project monitoring populations of the black-footed rock-wallaby (Petrogale lateralis lateralis) on pastoral properties in the southern Northern Territory, and a collaborative project involving three Aboriginal Land Councils and the Arid Lands Environment Centre to develop a National Recovery Plan for the great desert skink (Egernia kintorei) and to implement priority recovery actions for this lizard. These examples will be used to assess the value of community involvement in the national recovery effort, and to highlight some of the opportunities and pitfalls associated with involving the community in threatened species recovery.

FOX, Camilla H. XE "FOX, Camilla H." 
Animal Protection Institute, P.O. Box 22505, Sacramento, California, 95822, United States. 

Coexisting with Coyotes in North America: Community Based Approaches to Conflicts

Coyotes (Canis latrans) have expanded their range in the United States threefold since the 1850s, largely in response to human alterations to the environment and the eradication of larger predators such as wolves, mountain lions, and grizzly bears. Opportunistic, resilient, and intelligent predators, coyotes have proven highly successful in their ability to adapt to changing landscapes, particularly at the urban/suburban wildland interface. As a result, conflicts between coyotes and humans have dramatically increased over the last decade.  Historically, the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Wildlife Services program has been responsible for the management of predators. Efforts to manage coyote populations have relied primarily on lethal means, including traps, poisons, and aerial gunning — methods increasingly criticized as unethical, ineffective, and/or indiscriminate. Public opposition to lethal control, along with biologists’ increased understanding of the ecological importance of coyotes and other native carnivores has led to greater demand for humane, socially acceptable, and ecologically sound management methods. I discuss: 1) the history of coyote management in the United States; 2) why lethal control of coyotes has been ineffective in reducing conflicts and coyote populations; 3) the role of coyotes in maintaining healthy ecosystems and species diversity; 4) examples of effective, cost-efficient, and ecologically sound alternatives for reducing conflicts between humans and coyotes; 5) the importance of collaboration between stakeholder groups and public and private agencies in designing and implementing coyote conflict mitigation plans; and 6) the need for increased public education and outreach efforts that address coexistence and nonlethal management practices.

NORTON, Takerei XE "NORTON, Takerei" , Rachel PUENTENER, Tim MANAWATU, Yvette COUCH-LEWIS, Graham NUGENT, Kerry-Jayne WILSON and Anita SPENCER

Te Rūnanga o Ngāi Tahu, P.O. Box 13-046, Christchurch, NZ (TN, RP); Te Rūnanga o Koukourarata, 127 Armagh St, Christchurch, NZ (TM); Te Hapū o Ngäti Wheke, P.O. Box 107, Lyttelton, NZ (YCL); Landcare Research, P.O. Box 69, Lincoln, NZ (GM); Lincoln University, P.O. Box 84, Canterbury, NZ (KJW); Department of Conservation, Private Bag 4715, Christchurch, New Zealand (AS).

Community involvement in the Kaupapa KererŪ programme for enhancing New Zealand native pigeon (kererŪ, Hemiphaga novaeseelandiae) on Banks Peninsula

The kererū is New Zealand’s only native endemic pigeon. It plays a key role in the restoration of native forests by distributing seeds of native trees. Banks Peninsula was once known for its abundance of kererü, a taonga (treasure) of the indigenous people, Ngäi Tahu.  Today, far fewer kereru exist, and only in fragmented remnants of native forest.  Kaupapa Kererü is an initiative to restore kererü communities in and around Banks Peninsula, and is powered by representatives of Ngāi Tahu, the Department of Conservation, Landcare Research, and Lincoln University. The initiative has a two-pronged approach, work is being done with local communities to raise awareness and support the restoration of kererü populations.  Ecological research is also being undertaken to elucidate information as a basis for improving habitat.  In this presentation we will present work on the community initiatives aspect of the Kaupapa Kererü programme.  Recent advances have included the development of a calendar, containing kererū illustrations by local school children, information on kereru biology, and survey forms to allow local people to report their kererü observations.

AALANGDONG, Oscar I. XE "AALANGDONG, Oscar I."  and Nicholas S. B. JENGRE

University of Development Studies, Ghana.

Communal hunting in the Guinea savanna zone of northern Ghana

Traditional communal hunting is part of the culture of many ethnic groups of Northern Ghana, and is a successful method because the efforts of the hunters complement one another. Because it is a major source of wildlife depletion it has been banned in Ghana. However, there are still people who go on communal hunting despite the ban, and the Wildlife Division has not been able to it. This study was carried out to gather information on communal hunting in the savanna zone and to find out the perception of the people on communal hunting. Discussions and interviews were held with hunters, opinion leaders, chiefs, and elders of some communities in northern Ghana. Field surveys were also conducted at the hunting grounds during the 2001 hunting season. The study showed that many people are involved in the communal hunting and that communal hunting was the main cause of bushfires in northern Ghana. Common animals killed were francolins, Togo hares, squirrels, guinea fowls, and grasscutters. Most hunters had no knowledge of the wildlife laws. There were many reasons why people went hunting. Most desired to extirpate wild animals as pests, some considered their involvement as a tradition, and others sougth economic rewards. The non-adherence to the law on communal hunting and the indiscriminate use of fire to hunt has resulted in environmental degradation. It is important to educate the people on the wildlife laws, especially on the ban on communal hunting. The law against communal hunting must also be reviewed for effective enforcement, and the law on bushfires should be enforced to sustain wildlife.

TORREALBA, Isa XE "TORREALBA, Isa"  and Fabricio CARBONELL

Non Profit Association MERALVIS.  P.O. Box. 1854-3000, Heredia,  Costa Rica. 

Learned Lessons in environmental education and Wildlife investigationS with Costa Rica peasants and natives

 “Improving Regional Rural Development through Wildlife Conservation” is a non-profit non-governmental organization that focuses on the human dimension in sustainable development through investigations of the practices of Latin rural people.  From 16 projects done in the past 5 years (8 with peasants and 8 with indigenous people) using methodologies that mixed applied ecology with social research, the main results showed that: (1) Both groups have commited and proactive people interested in empirical experimentation who might act as reproducers of Wildlife research and environmental education processes; (2) Wildlife management is done mainly by farming at a local scale, Wildlife ranching in larger areas and in semi-captivity is rare; (3) The establishment of non- governmental reserves, animal sanctuaries and other Wilderness Areas in a community administration for wildlife management, still is not perceived as a current need; (4) Wildlife conservation is perceived as a constraint for community forestry and agricultural development; (5) In more than 30 communities in four Latin American countries subsistence hunting and wildlife pets are the rule.  Management suggestions are:  (a) Wildlife management and conservation should be now focused on preserving what is left, besides natural resources sustainable use; (b) even in countries seen as strongly conservationist such as Costa Rica there is a need for Wildlife Management training to benefit wildlife and people.

PETERSON, Tarla R. XE "PETERSON, Tarla R." , M. Nils PETERSON and Markus J. PETERSON

Department of Communication, University of Utah, Salt Lake City, UT 84112-0491, USA (TRP);

Department of Wildlife and Fisheries Sciences, Texas A&M University, College Station, TX 77843, USA (MJP, MNP).

Ethical Implications of integrating individual, population, and community-level concerns into decisions about wildlife research and management in urban areas

Ethics are increasingly divisive within wildlife research and management. Public participation is becoming increasingly commonplace in wildlife research, particularly as more wildlife habitat is interspersed within urban areas. Given that both research and management increasingly depend on securing public cooperation, research methods should be reexamined to determine how the public perceives them. When evaluating the ethical use of any research method, the public generally focuses on individual animals while the wildlife profession generally focuses on populations. Problems may arise from conflicts between these perspectives. Further, in defending their population-level perspective, wildlife researchers may unwittingly perpetuate a false dichotomy between individuals and the populations formed by those individuals. A more satisfactory ethical perspective would require wildlife researchers to explicitly articulate how their research integrates concern for individuals, populations, and communities. Urban white-tailed deer (Odocoileus virginianus) research both typifies and magnifies the ethical dissonance between wildlife managers and the public. We reviewed literature on white-tailed deer capture techniques and found that some methods allow researchers to integrate a Kantian focus on individuals with a Leopoldian focus on populations and communities. Those that are passive, silent, fast, and yield low mortality and injury rates demonstrate respect for individual animals, can be combined with education to generate public support for wildlife research in urban areas.

BUDHATHOKI, Prabhu XE "BUDHATHOKI, Prabhu" 
International Centre for Protected Landscapes, University of Greenwich, UK. P.O. Box 4257, Kathmandu, Nepal.

Buffer zone management initiative of Nepal: an innovative approach to park – people co-existence

Protected areas of Nepal are fairly successful in protecting many globally endangered species such as tiger, snow leopard, one horned rhinoceros and elephant. However, striking a good balance between wildlife and people has been always a challenge as these animals destroy lives and property of the people living close to the park. Park managers in Nepal have been adopting various reconciliatory strategies. To address the park-people conflict, a buffer zone concept was introduced in 1995 to link conservation benefits (park income) to socio economic development of the communities living in the buffer zones. So far, the buffer zone programme has been adopting ‘indirect and community compensation’ approaches to compensate the resources forgone. This paper presents an overview of biodiversity conservation paradigms and emergence of buffer zone initiatives in Nepal. It also describes strategies and approaches adopted to translate the concept into practice to ensure better human – wildlife coexistence and active participation of indigenous people in biodiversity conservation. A study in Royal Chitwan and the Mount Everest (Sagarmatha) National Parks reveals that buffer zones have been successful in changing park- people relation from hostility to harmony. Buffer zone management policy of Nepal is believed to be quite progressive and its unique and innovative management practices in developing park - people partnership in conservation seem useful to many developing countries in the tropics.  

PARKER, Daniel M. XE "PARKER, Daniel M." 
Department of Zoology and Entomology, Rhodes University, P.O. Box 94, Grahamstown, 6140, South Africa.

Giraffe in the Eastern Cape Province, South Africa: Tourism vs. the conservation of biodiversity

Charismatic mega-fauna, such as giraffe (Giraffa camelopardalis), are synonymous with Africa and the African experience for international tourists. However, the introduction of species beyond their natural distribution for the purposes of tourism and financial gain raises a number of ecological and highly emotive questions. Research into the ecological repercussions of extralimital herbivore introductions is limited. As part of a larger study on the feeding biology of giraffe in the Eastern Cape Province, owners of giraffe were canvassed with a questionnaire to assess their perspective on giraffe introductions. Eighteen questionnaires were sent out to giraffe owners, twelve were returned. Most owners introduced giraffe to their properties because of their potential to attract tourists (58.3%) while 25.0% merely had “soft spots” for them. A significant proportion (83.3%) of properties with giraffe were areas once used for small-stock farming but are now operating as more lucrative game farms or reserves. Eight of the twelve properties reported regular births. The giraffe on the remaining four properties were sexually immature. Fifty-eight percent of giraffe owners reported deaths on their properties, most of which were attributed to stress during translocation. Giraffe impact (tree defoliation/death) was only reported on four properties and included defoliation of Boscia oleoides and Sideroxylon inerme, and the death of an Acacia karroo tree. Our results suggest that the introduction of giraffe has enhanced the tourism potential and marketability of the Province. In addition, impact of giraffe appears to occur as isolated incidents and more research into the possible effects of giraffe on the overall biodiversity of the region is still required.

MORLEY, Craig G. XE "MORLEY, Craig G." 
Biology Department, The University of the South Pacific, P.O. Box 1168, Laucala Bay, Suva, Republic of Fiji Islands. 

Wildlife concerns in Fiji

Probably the greatest threat facing Fijian wildlife is the introduction of invasive species and the lack of awareness by local people to the problems these species create. Extirpation is common throughout Fiji with only a few strongholds left for many of our endemic species. In the past year, I visited twelve of Fiji’s outer islands, half of which had mongooses (Herpestes javanicus), most had feral goats (Capra hircus) and pigs (Sus scrofa), and all had giant toads (Bufo marinus), cats (Felis catus), dogs (Canis familiaris) and at least one rat species (Rattus rattus, R. norvegicus, and R. exulans). Part of the problem is that people have become accustomed to these introduced species and accept them as part of their natural fauna. Indeed, many are welcomed as food sources and it is difficult to convince people that they have any negative effects. When interviewed, many elders had noticed a decline in native wildlife but never attributed it to introduced species. Conservation is rarely practiced in Fiji, but if we are to safeguard its wildlife we must convince the people that these invasive species should not spread. Fiji is at a crossroads, it still has much of its wildlife and forests but the Fijians are already bombarded with campaigns for a variety of causes and to lobby for another cause would probably desensitise the message. The question I wish to raise is, how do wildlife managers, get our message across to people who (a) do not necessarily see these animals as potential threats, (b) are more concerned with meeting their day-to-day needs, and (c) have few resources, if any, to pay for any eradication of pests?


