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Abstract

This study was carried outin the communities bangeOld Oyo National Park located in
Oyo State, to determine the level of participatidnural dwellers in conservation practices.
The park has five ranges from which three rangé&sde, Marguba and Oyo-lle were
purposively selected for the study. Also, a tofadeven villages were purposively selected
fromthe three rangesviz: Alakuuko and Ajebanaifielm Tede range; Abanlaand Lukutu
from Marguba range; and Alada, Alaba and Ogundirfrom Oyo-ile range. Fifty
respondents were randomly sampled from each ofrdimges to give a total of 150
respondents. Descriptive and inferential statssticere used for the analysis of data. The
study revealed, among others, that those that neaeicipated in various conservation
activites and management of the park were the &39i§34.9%), followed by those that
occasionally participated in the activities (30.0%kx, marital status, educational level and
religion of the respondents were not significanBy< 0.05) associated with the level of
participation in the conservation practices. Thegendents occasional participation levels
in conservation practices such as boundary demaroatonstruction of jeep track, and
planting of hedges were rated as: 45.8%, 48.5%8%2respectively, while the activities that
were never participated in by the respondents artepoaching patrol, veterinary care, fire
control and excursion or visitation into the patkat were rated as: 75.5%, 70.3%, 42.2%
and 55.7% respectively. It was further revealedt tan straint was the highest predictor of
rural dwellers’ participation in conservation ancamagement of the park (B = 1.221). This
was followed in sequence by the ranges (B = 0.6faR)ily size (B = 0.120)and gender (B =
0.787). Recommendations such as enlightenment cgmpepair of roads and provision of
other basic amenities are made to enhance ruralidvgép articipation in conservation and
managementof Old Oyo National Park.
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I ntroduction

In pre-colonial tmes, religious beliefs and piEedi played important rokes in the protection
of forest patches and ther widife in various tpaof Nigeria (NEST, 1991). People could
not explot sacred anmals and habitats, and caesdy they remaned n their pristine state
(FAO, 1991). However, with the advent of colomagime n the country and the subsequent
spread of western values and cukures, the traditionethods of conservation gradualy
dsappeared and sacred forests became huntingdgrqlmahoro, 1991).



The regime, having recognized the renewabiity aes$t resources vis a Vvis their fnitabiity

and perhaps as a way of ensuring perpetual sugplforest products, especially timber,

therefore embarked on forest reservation programhms was anchored by the Department
of Forestry, which was faced with a number of gmotd. For nstance, in many areas, the
programme was vehemently resisted as the ruralletierelrongly perceived it as a way to

seize their lands. More so, bureaucracy, bush, freglequate and ii-trained staff and the
operations of the Health Department’s tsetse dosttheme that encouraged the destruction
of vegetation, among others are some of the mmgndiobems. As a result, only 5.8

percent rather than the original projected 25 méreé the country’s forests and woodlands
had been protected by 1940 (Dickenson, 1981). oédi the grand design of the colonial
government, n establishing forest reserves, wasemsure continuous timber supply to

Europe, these reserves also functioned as refugesvid animals, and later some of them

were turned into wildlife reserves and natonalkpaFAO, 1988).

Historicaly, Nchor (1996) documented that a RegioBame Preservation Unit (GPU) was
created n the Northern Regon in 1953, Game Pratimr Unit commitee proposed the
establishment of Yankari Game Reserve in BauchieStmhich was eventualy estabished in
1956 (K.L.N.P., 1989). In the Western Region, widife reserves were created namely;
Old Oyo, Ado Ekti, Akure, Olbkemej, Ibadan crowend and Oyo province. However, the
Old Oyo was later merged with Upper Ogun. Theseewtie only reserves that received
attention for further devebpment. In the East®egion, a Widife Advisory Commitee
was created in 1956, which identified a sanctuary gorilas in Obudu Mountains (Nchor,
1996). In 1965, the most comprehensive report aerfidin Widlfe resources was publshed.
This report suggested the establishment of a Wididvisory Agency whose duty was to
protect the Wildife resources and to promote memsgt programmes, research and public
educaton (Petrides, 1995). It further recommernitiadl National Parks and Game Reserves
should be established to protect biotic resournetei country.

Increases in human population have created morearderfor land, food and export crop
production.  Similarly, the demand for wild haresbstwood as a source of fuel for cooking,
and cottage industries, such as brick making abdctm curing is growing. Human beings
rely on nature for food, water, energy, clothingeler, minerals, drugs and more; and they
rely on the milions of animal and plant specieskéep the system that provides those needs
in running order (Okeyoyin, 1996). In spite ofstlwbvious fact, the natural world is being
destroyed, and wildife is under pressure. Oftlal current threats to wildife, loss of habtat
is the most dangerous, and this arises from inoessse as wel as demand for forest
products (Ayeni, 1995). Old Oyo National Parke likthers, has suffered indiscriminate and
uninhibted destructve human actvites includihgntng for a long time and some valuable
species of animak are near extncton and rarelgns (Adetoro, 2002). Against this
background, this study, therefore, aimed at det#rgnithe level of participation (either as
benefit or constraint) of the rural dwelers in s&rvaton and management of Old Oyo
National Park.

M ethodology

The study was carried out n the communiies bogleDld Oyo National Park located in
Oyo State, Southwest of Nigeria. The Park is ohe¢he eight National Parks in Nigeria
intially created by Decree No. 36 of 1991, whictasvlater repealed and replaced with Act
No. 46 of 1999. It lies between htitudél® and 905N and longitude 5 and 420°E.
The Park covers a land area of approximately 2pA3R51,200ha), making it the fourth
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largest park in Nigera after Gashaka-Gumt (68haQ) Kainji Lake (538,000ha) and Cross
River (400,000ha) (Nigerian National Park Servi@900). The entre park les in the

southermn part of the Southern Gunea Savanna €fidlr Several large mammal species are
st common. These include western Kob, Roan Igme westem hartebeest, grimm’s

duiker, oribi, crested porcupine, anubis baboortagpamonkey, buffalo, tantalus monkey, red
river hog, spotted hyena and lions exist but raréhe vegetation in the park has been
clssified into four sub-types. These consst ofisée woodland and forest outliers in the
southeastern part mixed open savanna woodanckircehtral part; outcrop vegetation n the
northeast, and riparian grassland and fringing V&odd occupying the forest plains and
valleys along the Ogun river.

| Map of Oid Oyo National Park, showing drainage
system, road system and nearest towns.
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Fig. 1: Map of Old Oyo National Park, showing dranage system,road system and
nearest towns.

The Park has five ranges, namely: Tede, Igbohagitta, Yemoso and Oyo-lle, of which
Tede, Marguba and Oyo-lle were purposively sele@edhe study due to their peculiarities.
Tede range was known to have more woodiand andtatege Marguba range has more
valuable species of animals, whie Oyo-lle range,aacient Oyo Empre, has several cultural
and historical features.



A total of seven vilages were purposively selecteam the three ranges due to their
proximity to the park and perceived greater ppetion of dwelers in the conservation and
management of the park. The selected vilages vwidaikuuko and Ajebamidele from Tede
range, Abanla and Lukutu from Marguba range anddadlalaba and Ogundran from Oyo-
le range. Due to farly equal population numbersl d&and mass in all the vilages (Federal
Office of Statistics, 2006), fitty respondents weassdomly sampled from each range to gve
atotal of 150 respondents.

Structured interview scheduke was used to eldiormaton from the respondents. The
dependent variable is the rural dwellers’ level phrticipation in conservation and

management of the Park  This was measured usimgartcipation scale thus: Never

partcipated (O), No Longer Participating (1), Csicealy participating (2), and stil

partcipatng (3). The independent varables eelage, sex, marital status, educational
level, family size, income generating activitiesgnéfits derived, constraints to participation
and rural dwellers’ perception of the purpose fonicw the park was established. Rural
dwellers were asked to mark either No or Yes apditentfied benefts. Rural dwellers

were also asked to mark ether No or Yes agaimsitiiced constraints.

Descriptive and inferential statistcs were used tlee analysis of data. The descriptive
statistics used were frequency counts, percentagdsmean. The Inferential statistcs used to
test hypotheses were chi-square and Pearson Pridiootent Correlation (PPMC) in
determining the relationship between dependent &agpendent varables. Regression
analysis was also used to determine the contrbutio some independent variables to the
dependent variables.

The multiple regression equation s: Y = 0.862 @38Xy — 0.787% + 0.120% + 1.221%

Where, X = Name of the range; »& Gender; X = Famiy size; X = Constraints

Results and Discussion
The personal and socib-economic characteristiagheofural dwellers identified in the study
area were age, sex, marital status, household rsiiggon, educational status and income

generating activities.

TABLE1: Distribution of the respondentsaccordingto their persond and socio-
economic characteristics

Variables Frequency Percentage
(N = 150) (%)

1. Age (year)

Below 26 44 29.3
26 - 36 33 22.0
37 - 47 28 18.7
48 — 58 17 11.3
59 - 69 12 8.0
Above 69 16 10.7
2. Sex
Male 103 68.7
Female 47 313
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3. Marital status

Single 24 16.0
Married 123 82.0
Divorced 3 2.0
4, Household size
Below 5 101 67.3
5-9 41 27.4
Above 9 8 54
5. Religion
Chrstianity 45 30.0
Islam 9 66.0
Tradtional 6 4.0
6. Educational level
Non-Formal Education 97 64.7
Primary Education A 22.6
Secondary Education 15 10.0
Tertiary Education 4 2.7
7. Income-generating activities
Farming 112 74.7
Hunting 10 6.6
Charcoal making 3 2.0
Cattle trading 12 8.0
Marketing/milling 13 8.7

Source: Field survey, 2005.

The result of the analysis as presented in Tabhalved that the many of the respondents
were below 26 years of age, which represented @&ent. Majority (70.0%) were 47 years
and below. Only 30.0 percent were above 48 yealswdiich implies that the people lving

near the park were in their productve years amy tmade their livelihood from resources
therein.

About 68.7 percent of the people were males whikl8 percent were females. A total of
82.0 percent were married, 16.0% were single atyl 268 percent were dvorced. This
agreed with Jbowo's (1992) assertion that majookythe aduit population in any society is
made up of married peopke. Further more, the sesekealed that 67.3 percent of the rural
dwellers have a household size less than 4, whi8 gercent have between 5 and 9 whie
5.4 percent have househod size above 9. Thidt festher revealed that most people in
these communities have large families ranging fiborto 9 children (94.6%) with many other
extended family members depending on them. Abou® @fercent were Muslims, 30.0
percent were Christians while only 4.0 percent wieagliional worshippers. Analysis of the
educational level of the rural dwelers shows thdt7percent did not receive any formal
educaton, 22.6 percent had primary educaton witk® and 2.7 percent had secondary and
tertiary education respectively.
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Table 2: Chi-Square (x? Andysis Showing associaion between the level of
participation and some selected social characteristics of rural dwellers

Socil variables X? df P DECISION REMARK
Gender 0238 1 9.045 AcceptHo NS
Marital Status 0179 2 4989 AcceptHo NS
Educational level 0202 3 6.359 Accept Ho NS
Religion 0109 2 1.796 Accept Ho NS

Source: Field survey, 2005.
df = Degree of Freedom.

The resultt of the Chisquarg?d analysis shows that all the p-values were gretiam their
correspondingx?2 — vales. Therefore, in each of the case, nyibthgsis was accepted,
which means that sex; marital status, educatioesél |and religon had no signiicant
relationship with the level of respondents’ papétion in conservation practices (Table 2).

The resutt shows that all the respondents (100%ager in one activity or the other n the
protected area. These include farming, rearing ashedticated animals, cutting and gathering

of trees as well as other nfrastructure developmédnch were observed to be inimical to the
set goals and objectives of the protected area.

Table 3: Distribution of respondentsaccording to perceived benefits derived from
the conservaion area
No Yes
Benefits Frequency Percentage FrequencyPercentage
(N = 150) (%) (N = 150) (%)

1. Ease of transportation due to

construction of good roads

inking major towns in the

range 124 82.7 26 17.3
2. Provision of electricity in

the communities. 150 100 - -
3. Provison of good water for

community use. 150 100 - -
4, Provison of employment

for community members. 89 59.3 61 40.7
5. Preservation of beneficial

trees for later use 21 14.0 129 86.0
6. Economic development of

the communities due to

improved buying and

seling, settng of industries 0 60.0 60 40.0

7. Provison of fnancial and
moral support to the commu-



10.

11.

nties during festval 150
Provision of school (education)
as a means of giving enighte nment
during festival. 147
Preservation of culural

heritage and historical ruins/
stes. A
Provison of good health
faciities to the communties 149
Provison of morey for
community development

activity 150

100.0

98.0

2.7

9.3

100.0

116

2.6

77.3

0.7

Source: Field survey, 2005

Tabke 3 shows the perceptional variables of theporekents, which ndicated that the rural
inhabitants enpyed the folowing benefits: prawisiof employment (40.7%), preservation of
beneficial trees (86%), economic benefit of buyamgd seling of their produces (40.0%) and
preservation of cukural and historical sites (%).3 Other areas they were lacking benefit
derivable from the Park were bad road (82.7%), mectrcity (82.7%), lack of good water
(100%), lack of health faciiies (99.3%) and kadick of good school (98.0%) that would

have enightened the populce.

It was obvious fatmove that the communities lack social

amenites like good water, road, school and eddgtriThese laxties have become pecular
to the conservation areas due to the rural aremensttey were mostly located.

Table 4:

conservaion and management of activities (N=150)

Distribution of respondents according to their levels of participation in

Never No Longer Occasionaly  Still
Conservation Activities participated ~ partidpate participated ~ partidpate
1 Anti-poaching patrol. 75.5% (113) 15.5% (24) 5.8 3.5% (5)
2 Boundary demarcatio 0.6% (1 13.4% (20 45.8% (69 40.2% (60
3 Jeep track construction in the p: 0.8% (2 6.2% (9 48.5% (72  44.5% (67
4 Tourists/vistors’ guart 8.0% (12 11.4% (18 12.5% (18 68.1% (102
5 Conservation/HuntersEducation 28.5% (43 15.4% (23 30.0% (45 26.1% (39
Club.
6 Souvenirs/Gi-making and 7.6% (11 0.5% (1 15.4% (23  76.5% (115
marketing to the visitors.
7 Veterinary/Healthcare of the wi 70.3% (105 12.5% (19 10.0% (15 7.2% (11
animaks.
8 Rescie/ Apprehension of wounde 63.2% (95 0.7% (1 14.0% (21  22.1% (33
escaped animak.
9 Excursion into the par 55.7% (84 0.6% (1 35.2% (53 9.5% (14
10 Planting of hedges around the p 8.2% (12 2.5% (4 72.8% (108 16.5% (25
11 Fire warden fr effective fre 45.2% (68 15.5% (23 15.4% (23 23.9% (36
management plan.
(T ota) Mean % 34.9% (546 10.0% (143 30.0% (456 25.0% (407

Source: Field survey 2009\ = Number of respondents on each activity.



Tabk 4 shows the level of participation of theatutwellers in conservation and management
activities. Of those that occasionally participatd®.8 percent indicated that they particpated
in boundary demarcation, 48.5 percent n constuoctdf gpep track, and 72.8 percent in
plantng of hedges around the park were occasporadrticipated. The actviies that are
currently partcipated are 30.2 percent i bounddemarcation, 44.5 percent in jeep-track
construction, 68.1 percent in tourists’'/visitorsuagd and 76.5 percent souvenirs/gift-making
and marketing. Those actvities that were nevertigigated by the respondents are 75.5
percent antipoaching patrol, 70.3 percent headthe ¢ veterinary of the animals 55.7 percent
those that never made excursion in to the park 4h@ percent those that never particpated
in the effective fre control. The study howevervealed that community members were
effectively engaged in the park activities, sometigpated in the clearing of park boundaries
and plnting of hedges around the park. The meaneptage reveal that those that never
participated in various conservation activities amdnagement of the park are the highest
(34.9%), followed by those that occasionally paodted in the activities (30.0%). Only 25.5
percent are currently participating while those ttha longer participating are the least
(10.0%).

Table 5: Distribution of respondents according to constraintsto their participation
in conservation and management activities

No Yes
Benefits Frequency Percentage FrequencyPercentage
(N = 150) (%) (N = 150) (%)

1. Lack of freedom to move in and

out of the park at will 9 6.0 141 94.0
2. Fear to enter forest/conservation 7 4.7 143 95.3
3. Lack of adequate money/finance

to meet needs. 84 56.0 66 44.0
4. Restriction on places of rituals 77 51.3 73 48.7
5. Restrictions on traditional

hunting practices 51 34.0 99 66.0
6. Ban on mining/exploitation of

minerals within the park 53 35.3 97 64.7
7. Fear of being arrested by game guard 4 2.7 146 97.3
8. Restrictions on kiling of wid

animak in the park at will. 24 16.0 126 84.0
9. Fear of being attacked 11 7.3 139 92.7
10. Prohibition on hunting and

seling of bush meats 45 30.0 105 70.0
11. Ban on land cutivation atthe area 7 7 4. 143 95.3
12. Lack of awareness of the

activities of the park 17 11.3 133 88.7
13. No akemative sources to wid

resources. 97 64.7 53 35.3
14. Fear of being attacked by wild

animals 20 13.3 130 86.7

Source: Field Survey, 2005.
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The result showed different constraints to pagdiim of the rural dwellers in conservation
and management actvites. About 97.3 percenthef nural dwellers indicated fear of being
arrested by the Game guards as a constraint to flagticipation. Many respondents also
indicated lack of freedom to move in and out of ek at will (94.0%), kack of awareness of

the activties of the park (88.7%) and ban on lanotivaton within the park (95.3%) as their
constraints (See table 5).

Multipe regression analyss was used to determtine amount of variation in dependent
variable that is accounted for by the independeatiables. The dependent variable is
represented by “Y” and it determines the rural devel participation in conservation and
management actvities of the Old Oyo National park

The independent variables were regressed and ¢iedér-square of 0.452. This means that
45.2 percent variaton i participation level iscaanted for by the independent variables.
About 46 percent of the variabiity in the level ghrticipation of the rural dwellers was
explained by the explanatory variables. The maltglorrelaton coefficient r (0.672) was
statisticaly significant. This is because f ca&D.827) is greater thangp (1.85) at P = 0.05
level of significance. That is,cff > Fap The result of the multiple regression analy$isves
that there was positve and negative significariatiomship between rural dwelers’ level of
participation in conservaton and management of phek and name of the range, family size,
constraints and gender. Constraint was the higpesdictor of rural dwellers’ participation
in conservation and management of the park (B 21).2 This was followed in sequence by
name of the range (B = 0.633), family size (B =20)1and gender (B = 0.787).

There was postive significant relationshpp betwesonstraints and level of participation of
the rural dwellers’ in the conservaton and managamof the park. This impies that rural
dwellers’ participaton will be low if the varioudentfied constraints are not removed or
reduced to a minimal level The less constraiis people have, the more their participation
will be and the better it is for the actualzatioh the obgctives for which the park was
established. Name of the range also have positnd significant relationship wih rural

dwellers’ level of participation. It was discovdrén this study that more people particpated
in the conservaton and management of Marguba rdhga other ranges visited. This is
because Marguba range serves as the headquanead éther ranges. More tourist activities
are carried out in ths range than others. Ruratldrs were sometime employed to clear
park boundaries. Some were employed as staff. otHér ranges could be developed and
raised to standard, people will participate morecahse it wil gve avenue for activties ike

jeep track construction, boundary demarcation athéroactivities in which rural dwellers can

actively participate.

Family size showed positve significant relatiopshwith rural dwellers participaton. The
larger the size of a famiy, the more tendencies tfem to participate in conservation and
management of the park sihce such partcipatonnos free. A token is being paid to
compensate whoever partcipated. Gender has negitt significant relationship wih rural
dwellers’ partcipation. Males particpated moteart their female counterpart. This could be
because the job requires some level of courageaddsntime and a deal of effort. This kind
of relatonship is an inverse one.

66



Conclusion and Recommendations

It can be concluded from the above that the mgjok the people in the communites
borderng the park are in their active or prodietiyears. Gender, marital status, educational
level and religion of the rural dwellers did notosh any significant relatonship wih their
level of participation in conservation and managetmef OIld Oyo National Park. The
variables dd not infuence ther participation @gonservation activites; there was significant
difference (P < 0.05) between male and female rwahakllers’ level of participation in
conservation and management of Old Oyo NationalkPar

The study reveals that community members were egtinvolved in the national park
management, their participation are in differengrdes and agreed with Ayeni (1995) that,
tradtionaly and culturally, African communties ere originally lInked with their natural
resources and these are inseparable. These ceuldhdying cultural practices, worships and
beliefs of people that encouraged conservation praflection of certain animal species and
wild areas. Fadare (1996) observed that differadigénous communities that make up each
nation have had causes to protect certain areadawdpe (1996) pointed out that natural
resources and management have always been partpamndl of the African way of life.
Hence, what were considered as conservation effomss activiies today can be said to have
stemmed from or regarded as improvements on taglitiapproaches to forest protection and
preservation in natural society all over the world.

Community members chimed that there was lack eedom or assess to the conservation
area. As a result of this problem, transportattbngoods and services to urban centers are
seriously impared. Adetoro (2002) reported tha people see the park as not offering them
enough benefits and support; hence it failed tdill fther fkvelhood needs. This s because
most of the protected areas in developing countaiess located in the rural areas where the
basic infrastructural faciities are absent or a@ in good supply. Based on the outcome of
the study, the folowing recommendations were maudeorder to enhance rural dwellers’
participation in conservation and management ofiddat park in Nigeria especially Old Oyo
Natonal Park, and to assist management of the parkchieve the objectives for which it
was established. Government and other Non-govenahérganizations (NGOs) should put
in place concrete plans and establish adult edurcatlasses for rural people, so that their
iteracy level can be improved upon or enhanceche Ppark management should embark upon
publc enlightenment campaign in the media and camites bordering the park on the need
for conservaton of wildife. The park managemenhodd also organize and form
Conservation Education Club (CEC) in publc schoolsThis will assist little chidren and
youths to imbbe the sprit of conservation fromiditwvod. They can also serve as means to
reach their parents and enlighten them on the impoe of conservaton of national
endowments or resources. A central park'commumityatons commitee should be
constituted wih representatives from the park aath of the communties bordering the
park. The central committee should meet regultohdiscuss the progress of the park. This
knd of administraton wil give the rural people sense of belonging, and help them to do
everything possible to achieve the objectives fdmiclv the park was established. This will
discourage poaching and other llegal activites tire park. People arrested for ilegal
activities should be referred to the central coneaifor appropriate actions and discpline;
Government should repair al the roads linkihg mamwvns bordering the park to ease the
problem of transportation and high cost; Basic aties such as good water, electricity,
schools and health faciities should be provided Bgvernment, NGOs and private
individuals for the benefit of the rural people; G®s should be encouraged to participate

67



actively in the funding and management of Nigeriatibhal Parks, especialy Old Oyo
National Park.

References

Adetoro, A.O. (2002). Socio-economic Factors in the management of Old Qgtional
Park. Unpubished Ph.D. Dissertation, University ofdian. P p 235.

Ayeni, J. S. O. (1995). Polcy paper on Wildifeaper Preented at National Seminar on
Natural Resources Conservation. 1995 National Gentee on Wildife and
other Natural Resources. Held n Abuja, Nov. 3{64%

Dickenson, R.E. (1981). Effects of tropical defiagion on climate. In: Blowing in the
wind: Deforestation and Long-range ImplicationStudies in Third world
societies, 14, College of Wiliam and Mary, Wiliabigg, USA. Pp 34-38.

F.A.O. (1988). Plant Genetic Resources: Their Consdervation in-$or Human use.
Booklet prepared by the FAO Forestry Department dollaboration with
UNESCO/UNEP/IUCN Rome, FAO. Pp 16-20.

F.A.O. (1991). Plan of Action for Peoples’ Participation in RurBlevelopment.Twenty
Sixth Session, FAO Conference, Rome, 9 — 28 Novemt®@9l. pp 3-10.

Federal Office of Statistics and P opulaton Ceng2Q06). Year 2006 Population figure for
the Federal Republic of Nigeria, Oyo State Human &and mass figure
submitted to the State Government 2006p 153.

Fadare, A.O. (1989).Poaching and lllegal grazing activies in Old Oyational Park.
Unpublished B.Sc. dissertation, University of lbad# p 68.

Inahoro, I. (1991). Conservation efforts: the Nimeexperience. A paper presented at a
symposium on tropical forests at Ibadan during isit of Dr. V. Furstenbery,
a German Professor of Forestry to Nigeria betwe®&r 22 Nov., 1991. p. 16.

K.L.N.P. (1989). A handbook for Park and Game @saprepared for Kainji Lake National
Park Management Board (Federal Ministry of Agrimgf Water Resources
and Rural Development). Pp 45-56.

NEST (1991). Nigerian Envronmental Study/Team geéfie’'s Threatened Envt. A National
Profile. Edited by D.U.U. Okali and Oni P. 1. (198d.) pp 85.

Nchor, A.A. (1996). Integrating Local Communiti#ss the Management of Cross River
Natonal Park. In: Essential Partnership: The Forest and The People.
Proceedings of South Eastern Nigeria and South &vesCameroon held at
Obudu Cattle Ranch and Resort, Obaniku Local Quaent Area. 20 — %%
October, 1996, p, 135 — 140.

Nigerian National Park Service (2000). National IBamDiary for Year 2000, Garki Main
Office, Abuja, Nigeria. Edited by Eagle PublicatioRp 65.

Okeyoyin, O.A. (1996). Environmental problems irigétia: Conservation education as an
antidote. The Nigeria Parks magaziné. (2): 5- 6.

Olawoye, J.E. (1996). Sociological issues in sugkde forest managementGhana Journal
of ForestryWol. 3. pp50-55.

Petrides, G.A. (1995). Advisory Report on Widliend National Parks in Nigeria. Special
Publcation No. 18 American Committee for Interomdil Wildlife P rotection,
Bronx, New York. Pp 13-44.

68



