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Alsstract

The trend of-forest and wildlife management worldwide is towards community participiion .
the management of forestiy and wildlife resources. There is an urgent need to stem the sate ¢t
deiorestation and extinction of wildlife species in ngerla Burefits from community wild!ife tha:
mekes it appealing include the maintenance.of a healthy ecosystem in linc with the Clean
Dev:iopment Mechanism of the Kyoto Protocol, procuction of wildiife species including insects
for food and for cash, produciion of birds, reptiles and fish for sale as pets, the use of wi!d animals
‘as tourist attractions, the production of luxury itenis such as pictures, fans and rousical
instraments and the use of wild animals and their products for medicinal ‘or magical purposes
In:dcquate consultation and bad leadership structures in the community may hinder the
im>lementation of community forestry and wildlife projects in rural communities. 't was
recommended that Federal and state governments should collaborate with NGOs wittin ani!
ou side the country to promote community forestry and wildlife management in Nigeria.

Iniroduction

In recent decades, it has been increasingly recognized that centralized forest and wildlife
management regimes have often failed to manage resources in a sustainable way because they.
have been regid (Raufflet and Barrigan, 2006) and have deprived local people of motivaticr: to use
and manage resources in a sustainable way. The focus today is on shared management, \.ith the
local community having partial control over management of protected areas and their bonetits.
The most important mechanism for forest in developing countries is the Clean Develspment
Mechanism (CDM) of the Kyoto Protocol, wiich allows developed countries to meet « par: »f
their green house gas reduction obligations through offset projects in developing couintrict
Projects may include agrofcrests or urban forests and must be undertaken by low-incom:e
comut:unitics 2nd individuals. The forest and wildlife ressuices are being depleted at a fust tatea'!
over the world. Nigeria lost a staggering 55% of its old-growth forest (FAQ, 2007). Policy and
legislation alone have proved ineffective in controliing the situatic:1. There is an urgent ineed far.
practical steps to be taken ir: order to miiigate climate change. Coramunity forestry and ¥ildliiz
management options have been found to be very effective in the sustainable management of forest
an. wildlife resources. This paper rev iews the practice of community forestry and ‘#ildii:
Management in Nigeria with a view to crawing aitention of all stakeholders to its huge otentia!
benefits and thus promote the practice.

Unsustainable Uses of the Forest and Wildlife Resourcés

There are numerous cases of bad agricultural, forestry and wildlife practices that necess.tate an
urgent change in policy and strategies of forest and wildlife maragement in Nigeria.
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Bushmeat trade

T 1e trade in bush meat (the flesh of wild animals) is still booming especially in the filh (i
zone of Nigeria. Daily, large numbers of fresh and dried flesh of wild animals sre hm\, & b,
(1 ¢ high ways and the streets in the-urbiai wicas inaddition to the PREEInL stiuds o 0 i
Tae wild animals Killed and sold wichede diose thit are on the endianyered .~:;u;iw.—.
tr.onkeys. roanantelope and busli ios

L eforestation

There is a high rate of deforestation in e mangrove, hnbh forest and der nvcd suvanist zones of
Nigeria. in the coastal areas, various species of mangrove trees are cut for timber and [uel wood.
Red mangrove (Chizophora mangle and Rhizophora racemosa) are in hot derhapd forfugl v od
because they burn very well even when wet and are known locally as “Kerosene fire wotd”. Iri the
savanna and derived savanna zones of the country, alarge volume of wood is harvested and scic as
tuel wood. Women and children curry bundles of fuel wood from the villagesw the nearby i
for sale. Traders go to the villages and buy large voluiites of dried wo od wlmh they coivey v/ th
Lorries and pick up vans to the urbai centers for sale. Some of the wees are felled wrec: wd
allowed to dry before being split into pieces and stacked for sale. 1his has hasiei the adyancem i
«fthe savanna southwards into the forest ureas. In the high forest zone, timber merclianis whe are
desperate to make money cut down trees in disregard of the forest laws and regulaticns. Thiey

carry arms while on their illegal mission and arc ready to kill any forest depaﬂment oificial mat
confrontsthem.

Encroachment into the forest reserves and national parks .

Large hectares of forest reserves and national parks land have been lost to people whe 2ncraacy
into theses areas illegally. They clear the forest and build their houses especially in areas that the
forest or wildlife resource is close to residential areas. Some clear the forest and piant their
agricultural crops.

Unsustainable agricultural practices

Shifting cultivation is still the dominant cropping system being practiced in the forested areas of
Nigeria. Large hectares of the forest are cleared and burnt for cultivation. The area is used for two
or three years and abandoned for a new area.

Bush fires

Annual bush burning is still a common practice in the savanna areas of the country. The busi' is
burnt for farming and hunting. The removal of vegetation through bush fire exposes the lar d to
wind and rain ercsion in addition to changing the vegetation structure from forest to savannah.

The Status Of Community Forestry And Wiidlite Management In Nigeriz.

The approved National Forest Policy in Nigeria has provided for innovative approaches to
community participation in and outside forest reserves and game reserves (Approve Naticnal
Forest Policy, 2006).

~.The.practice of Community Forestry and Wildlife Management in Nigeria is still in ifs infaricy.
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Only Cross River Statc out of the 36 states of the Federation and the Federal Capital Teritc. 5
a well organized Community Forestry Programnie. Presently. there are over 73 organized I ’vl( S
spread across the state. Seventeen »f (hem have been recognized by the state Forestry
Commission and have been given certific. tes of recognition . The total area of community tores s
in Cross River State is 98,400 hectarces ¢ vebor, 2007). In 2007, FAO engaged the services of
number of consultants to collect basclin : duta on community forestry in differént cwlug- ul
zones of the country. Preliminary reports of the study indicate that many communities are willin2
toadopt the practice if they know clearly tlie benefits that will accrue to them (Ogar et-al., 2008).

Benefits Of Community Wildlife M:nagement
Forest trees have a long gestation'period. This often discourages pecole especially the poor from:
investing in forestry projects. Integratiny  wildJife management programme into comunity

forestry will make forestry project attractive as the wildlife will bring in quick returns while the
torest trees are still far from reaching maturity.

Biotic function values of wildlife

Wildlife plays indispensable roles in the maintenance of complex, healthy ecosystems as these
ceorystems éxe indispensable (o human well being, the role of wildlife is also indisperisable.

Biotic function values of wildlife arc those that result from the ways in which animals interact
witl: the biasphere and the geosphere. These include pollination, seed dispersal, nutrient cveling,
pest control and many others including a wide range of forest products, water catchiaents,
modcrating scasonal flooding, carbon scquestration and serving, as reserves for times ef drought
or other clireatic stress. Local communities often are not aware of the full range of these

environmental services nor the direct negative affects that losing them would have on their
livelihood.

Commercial prodaction of insects foi food

Invertebrate plays a major role in the diets of many tropical people.

In Southeast Asia, attempts have been made to breed calcrplll.qu of the tropical butterfly Papili-
polytes for food. These caterpiilars grow to harvestable size in 17 days and have a quicker food
conversion rai¢ than any other popular animal used for food production. In South Africa.
caterpillar of the moparie moth (Carrimbrasia belina) are being roused for food. Annuat salcs
through co-operative markets now aniount to over 1.5 million kg ol dried cateipillars. In Nigeria
caterpillars of the raphia palm beetles(Oryctes spp and Rhynchophorus spp) are eaten to a great
extent in the Niger Delta Region. Sticks of fried caterpillars are hawked along the hq:,!.wayc
especially on the Sapale-Warri express way. This market could be developed by raising the
caterpillars in commercial quantities and selling them in a more hygienic way. Other f ojects
include the rearing of snails for food and for sale. Frogs and fish can be raised in rice padd.=s and
irrigation canals. Supporting and encouraging community integration into marketing systems
through training, marketing informatior: system, infrastructure development or developr:ent ot
product processing, and preservation techiziques are some of the ways in which community
torestry project can promote income generation through wiidlife markets.



Forestry Association of Nigerian (FAN) Conference 2008 ,_,

Non-food Economic Products of Wildlife

The pet mark 4

Sott management or partial domestication ot wild animal can be directed at uses other thin [t
For example even though parrots are frequently eaten for food, they are much more valiable
pets. Inchina royal pythons are produced in large numbers and sold as pets.

Wild animais and tourism
Wild animals may assume more value to local communities through tourism. Tourists are clearly

willing to pay to see wild animals. It has been calculated that every male lion living free in the
national parks of Kenya currently is worth US 2 to 3 million in its lifetime as a tourist attraction.
He also stated that in Amazanian Peru, an adult macaw might be worth U$$22.000 to US$ | 65.00

inits lifetime through what tourist will pay to see it in the wild.

Wild animals and luxury products

In many cases, meat may be far from the most remunerative product that a community cai obia n
from a wild species. The comparative advantage of wildsgpecies may lie in the luxury produs s
that can be made from them such as pictures, fans and musical instruments made {rom featliers
wings, teeth (e.g elephant ivory) bones, elytra shells and other parts of animal bodies. These mig: 1
include pictures made from buttertly wings or birds feathers, pinned insects, pOISON-ArTON 1roy:
and aquarium. There are already well-developed national and international markets for scme o,
these products such as aquarium fish in which lecal communitics could participate in the:,
production and sale. |

Wild animals and medicine

The trade in wild animal products for imedicinal vr magical purposcs g ancient and wide e
Markets throughout the tropics are full of animal products for ihese purposes includgin:: skine.
teetir, bones, bezoar stones, fats and live animals. In many cases, such as with rhinos. the tradc i1
aniinal products has endangered the species. Such trade is ot to be encouraged.

Potentials of Community Forestry and Wiidlife Management In Nigeriz

Oguretal (2003) reported that Community Forestry is not a new idea because the local population
had managed their forests before the colonial masters' arrival. Forest conservation by the locals, is
evident in the presence of “evil forest”, “sacred hills” and “sacred waters” which served cultural.
social and economic values and totems that inundate the belief system of the people (Gjating.
1997, Anukwa, 2003; and Ogar et al, 2003). :

Effective protection ‘

Experience shows that local people in contrast to commercial enterprises are interested i1
maintaining their forest resources in the long run. Because they depend directly on the rcsour:.c
and have limited access to more attractive alternatives. Communities also have a contnuous
presence in the area.
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Potective use of resoirces

. L] ~ . -
o many communiucs. the harvesung ol nor-timber forest product 1s often more iportain than
tberand can be adapted spontancously to local needs and ciapacitics.

Barrires to Successful Comraunity Forestry and Wildlife Management
According Lo Sarre (1992). barriers to successtul forestry and wildlite resources managm.:m
inic lude the follewing:

e Communities may lack the technical skills to manage the existing forest or to plant new
 ones. Co :
® Communities may not have sufticient capltal to establish viable processing laci!itics.
¢ - The outside agency that is promoting community forestry may be dmnb S0 wilhi 4
fon b ular outcomie m muid an onteome not necessarty in tune with the wants and needs,

L0 COTIITUEILY L guestion

Ay ordiiz 1 Pokorny and Johnson O. (2008). efforts to put community forestry into practice in
th. Amazon region especially in Peru. Bolisa, Equadorand. Brazil have achieved only modes: -
rexults. [t was revealed that considerable external resources are needed 1 overcome thie technical,
legal and inancial barriers inherent in the curreni community forestry framework.
Land conflicts destroy both hemun and natural resources in the cornzunitics that
continually experience border classes. They half developments in the affected wivas.
retard progressand cause Fumine throdgh iarm lands and forest lunds destriction (UKpaea g
clai 199)3).

Abrndeic (2000 ) dentiied coton sourees ol contitets m conuunity torest
estates Lo include:

- Inadequate consultation with the community beforeproject exceution.
E Bad leadership structures within the community.

Breach ol agreements and uncqual sharing ol resources benefits and employ nien s e
the potential beneliciaries.

De apite these and other obstacles, conmmunicy lorestry also offers opportunitiss. Local people
whe are oftei bluined tor the destruction of the forest, have the opportunity 1o establish . jong-
tefin"source of income. Foresters have the opportunity o rediscover the grassroots o i
profession and the nation has the opportunity to develop a forest-based industry wlhicit has
widespread community support. |
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Conclusiois And Recommendations .

Conclusions o &

There is urgent need for the introduction of community forestry and wildlife management in
many communities in Nigeria. This will check the unsustainable uses of forestry and wildlife
resources in the country. Benetits that could be derived from the practice of comumunity lorestry
and ‘wildlife include production of bush meat for food and for cash, pet- market trade, procguction
of luxury items for cash and promotion of tourism. Barriers 0 community [ JEESITY
implementation are not serious enough .. Jiscourage the introduction of the practic.: i Miesrie,

Recommendations .
Government should collaborate with Non governmental organizations (NGOs) within anu
outside the country to promote community forestry and wildlife management in Nigeria:
Capacity building programmes should be organized for all stakeholders in order to increase”
KN wviedy e Ol Culli mmul\ fores SUY aked .o i cnanagenient, !
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