BEST: International Journal of Humanities, Arts,

N
Medicine and Sciences (BEST: IJHAMS) o
ISSN (P): 2348-0521, ISSN (E): 2454-4728 O BeSt Journals

Vol. 4, Issue 7, Jul 2016, 9-18 Knowledge to Wisdom
© BEST Journals

FUTURE OF WILDLIFE LIES IN INTEGRITY OF HUMAN: ECON OMICAL
PROSPERITY OR SURVIVAL VALUE?

THAPA, RAKSHYA ' & GUPTA, AJAY KUMAR 2
Tribhuvan University, Nepal

12Mlangalayatan University, India

ABSTRACT

This paper presents the results of research coadlirtimajor tourist destinations of Chitwan- Saarahd Kasara
which is near to Chitwan National Park (CNP). Thekphas experienced the problems associated withrggrogenic
activities like habitat degradation, poaching, ptdins which have threatened the wildlife. Our tssshowed that the
visit by tourist inside the park has largely infheed the wildlife and their activities. Tourism astshes the linkages
between the local community and economy and is emed with the development of the area howeverag &lso
negatively impacted the local community and wilelliThus, our study suggest that the well and sysiermanagement
plan should be prepared and implemented for mattiegassociation between wildlife, local communitdaourists, a
beneficial one. Future planning on conservatioricped and strategies should be emphasized instesdfgcusing on
raising the revenue from tourism and growing semiotogical condition of local community because fong term

sustainability of the protected areas, nature bamgism is the urgent need.

KEYWORDS: Chitwan National Park (CNP), Protected Areas (PAgprid Database on Protected Areas (WDPA),
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INTRODUCTION

The modern concern takes the Protected Areas @Asihe of the most significant form of habitat usgdhuman
and protecting it with obligations. PAs have becarsignificant tool especially in conserving vayief species within the
biological world (Lopoukhine, 2008). According thet World Database on Protected Areas (WDPA) recdhise are
now 160,000 protected areas worldwide covering rntlome 13 % of the earth's land surface (Oli et2811,3). Ferraro and
Hanauer (2011) stated that PAs lessen poverty pplging ecosystem services, ecotourism servicestangroviding
socio-economic development. PAs provides variougctliand indirect benefits like recreation, tourisetological
processes, biodiversity, education and researchydimg consumptive and non consumptive valuesdBiand Sherman,
1991). The values of protected areas are not aldimgst and commercial but also possess indirdciega options values,

existence values and non-use benefits (Pearce anani\11994).

The Protected Areas (PAs) in developing countregehexperienced towards the growth in the paste2isy In
case of Asia, PAs have been established at thatiegi of second quarter of this century (Mishra829with the concept
taken from western country. Nepal is a least dgxedocountries on the list of United Nations (UN)end the National
parks and PAs works under the Department of NatiBiasks and Wildlife Conservation (DNPWC), Ministo§ Forest

and Soil Conservation (MFSC) and it's main aimoionserve and manage the rich and varieties afiesp®f Nepal
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especially targeting the Protected areas and wid(DNPWC, 2010). The National Parks and Wildli@®nservation
(NPWC) act of 1973 has provided the legislation e management and protection of protected ardsepfl. The
country comprises ten national parks, three widigserves, one hunting reserve, six conservateEasand eleven buffer
zones. More than 19.7% of the total area of thentgu147,181 sq km) is declared as Protected éRgak 2010). PAs

have wide role, but the core aim is to alleviateguty and contribute in the development of nation.

In the past the PAs had implemented the "fines fandes" approach in managing the natural resouands
wildlife but later after the realization of locakgple's need and support in the wildlife managemit integrated
conservation approach was introduced with the mepf benefiting both wildlife and local communifihis approach
was mainly done to reduce the dependency of peoplerest's resources and to provide alternativeces of income to
local communities through the direct payment ootigh opportunities with the aim of alleviating payeand raising

awareness towards conservation of natural resaurces

Tourism today has grown up to be one of the mastial industrial sectors. It has been recognizethasvorld's
largest generator of employment and wealth globdlburism generates more than 11.7 % of the glGvaks Domestic
Product (GDP) (WTO, 1999). Tourism has employed &0llon people and is supposed in transportingrapimately
700 million international traveler per year and flgure is expected to double by 2020 (Roe and bagt) 2001).The
tourism industry is responsible for the economjmalsperity of the developing countries like Nepspecially to foreign
exchange earnings, employment and GDP. So, itlisvieel that tourism helps in alleviating povertptigh has positive
and negative effects. The positive aspects is e@lab economical advantages, capacity buildinginitrg and
empowerment, enhancing collective benefits and ldpweent while negative aspects includes the digplent of local
people, inflated price, loss of access to resoumoessocial and cultural disruption. These days,nifiture based tourism,
wildlife tourism, eco-tourism and community basedrtsm has been a major focus throughout the wditese all are
based on sustainable use of resources and besigditsig by the local people. Moreover, these alblives both cultural

and environmental tourism and add up the benefited local community.

Tourism industry in case of Nepal is also takem@s of the most vibrant and crucial sectors of sambnomic
development playing a fundamental role in employtmépproximately 30% of Nepalese depends on tourismtheir
livelihood (Pandey, 2003). Since 1970s, tourism hasn incorporated to National development stratiegyNepal.
Tourism influences the tradition and culture and gopularity expands worldwide. The effect of teariis not always
productive and beneficial. The resource demandswifsm can severely affect the local people. Toursector seems to
create economic and legal problems because the gnid values of the materials rises up and mdstlydacal people seem
to be affected. Besides, habitat degradation, g¢ioerof waste, depletion of resources and poltutice the effects caused
due to improper tourism (Bandyopadhyay and TemB&p® Tourism on one side enhances the socio-econmmogress
while on other sides it leads to increment of iilliactivities, raise in price of daily requirementseds, increment of
pollutants/litter, habitat fragmentation and thestiireatening case of tourism can be seen in ®eaté\reas (PAs) where
the flow of visitors not only affect the daily agties of wildlife but also modify the behavior wifildlife gradually due to
their adaptability of day to day disturbances edaty visitor's activities.Thus, disturbances aedioth short and long
term effects on wildlife. It is thereby very essahto study the impacts of visitors on wildlife catheir consequences to

achieve the conservation goals.

Index Copernicus Value: 3.0 — Articles can be semd editor.bestjournals@gmail.com



Future of Wildlife lies in Integrity of Human: Econ omical Prosperity or Survival Value? 11

STUDY AREA

Chitwan district lies about 146 km south west frémthmandu valley, the Capital of Nepal. It is thaim
destination of attraction for tourists and abou¥64@f the Nepal's population occupies the teraiaegChitwan National
Park (CNP) was formerly recognized as Royal Chitidational Park. It lies in the inner terai regioh ©hitwan,
Makwanpur, Nawalparasi and Parsa districts of Nepas at southern part of Chitwan district. ChétnvNational Park
(CNP) is in a tropical and subtropical bioclimatizne and is mainly characterized by three climsgiasons, namely hot,
monsoon and winter. Initially, the area of CNP aede544 sq km and 1996, 750 sq krareas were separated as a buffer
zone (DNPWC, 1997). The Park now covers a totad afe932 sq km. It is surrounded by Parsa WildRieserve in the
east and India in the southeast. Balmiki tiger geary and Udaipur sanctuary lies across the bastlerdia. The park was
gazetted in 1973, as the first national park ofdbentry. The park has magnificent fauna and fldtge faunal diversity
comprises 68 species of mammals, 544 speciesas, b6 species of herpeto-fauna, and 126 specieshe, 150 species
of butterfly as well as several invertebrate spstigp://www.chitwannationalpark.gov.np) and therdl diversity
comprises 600 plant species that includes 3 gyneraspl3 Pteridophytes, 415 Dicotyledons, 137 Mot&cb6 species
of Orchids (UNESCO, 2003). CNP has been well-knglobally because of its unique and diversified gstems, thus

has international significances.
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Figure 1: Chitwan National Park and Buffer Zone

The nature based tourism in CNP was started in Nkpang 1960s. The main objectives of tourismhia park is
to enrich the experience of visitor and anticipghtar role in protecting cultural heritage for fitugeneration. Tourism in
Nepal has been doubled as compared to the pastdeeca the proper security services. The Park stibesncrease in
trend in the number of tourists visiting the Pastarted with 836 in 1974-1975 to 1,46,662 touiiist010-2011. CNP is
one of the important destination for the touristsiol attracts more than 145,000 visitors in a yéa.annual tourist
influx of last year (July 2010-June 2011) was 1@62{ww.tourism.gov.np); 172,425 in the fiscal year 2013-14 and
178,220 in the fiscal year 2014-TEhé Himalayan Times, July 23, 2015).
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Figure 2: Number of Tourists at CNP
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The figure above shows that the flow of touristanisreasing gradually as compared to previous y The
number of Visitors visiting Chitwan National Pait€RNP) stoor at 172,425 in fiscal year 20-14 and as per the records
received recently from the authorities of the Parkotal of 178,220 tourists visited the Nationallein the fiscal yea
201445.Thus the figure shows that the CNP has beetothist attractin site.

OBJECTIVES

The mainobjective of the study to determine the impact of tourisgstivities on wildlife especially large

mammals.
METHODOLOGY

The researcher used mixed method approaches tayirfgu the study. The mixed methods design is uin
capturing best of both qualitative and quantitafpproache The questionaires used for stu include both open ended
type questions and closed type questions so asderstand the ongoing issues and problems propEhly.purposive
sampling methd was selected by the resear: for taking a sample siz&he sample size of the study has been calcu
by using the Krejcie and Morgan (1970) model fotedmining sample size of the tourist and sample size was 85.The
main goal of purposive samptji was to focus on particular characteristics gfopulation that are of interest. Be
convenient and less time consuming this method sedescted for tourists as they come for short spatinte. After
collecting data they were analyzed by using colerized software program SPSS version 21 and thessacy tables ar

charts were prepared bylvanced exce
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Figure 3: Purposive Sampling Method

RESULTS

General Characteristics of Tourists

The total sample of tourists taken was 85 but thveeee 83 respondengiving their detail on age. The age
characteristics of two respondents were found mig 41 tourists were between the age grou-30, 18 falls in between
3140, 9 were above 50, 8 ranges betwee-50 and 7 respondents were up to 20. The tourikentéor sample wer
above 16 year. The highest respondents were betiveeage 2-30, followed by 3140, above 50, 50 and then the least

numbers ofespondents were below 2ge group.
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Figure 4: Age Group of the Respondents

Out of 85 respondents, 52 were Males and 33 wemales. Majority of the Male and Female respondesetie

between the age group 21-30.

Figure 5: Sex of the Respondents

The highest Participants for the interview were &8abs compared to Females as per educational backhr
wise. 37 Males and 26 females had attended Untydrsivel, 4 Males and 3 Females were from HigheroBdary level.8
Males and 4 Females were from Secondary Levellzere tvere only 2 Males from Primary Level.

Figure 6: Education Level of the Respondents
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Flow of Tourists Affecting Wild Mammals

The visitors were questioned whether the high imftd tourist affect the wild mammals or not.

Table 1: Wildlife Affected by Flow of Tourists

Yes 60 70.6 75.9 75.9
alid No 19 22.4 24.1 100.0
Total 79 92.9 100.0
Missing System 6 7.1

Out of 79 (92.9%) respondents, 60 (70.6%) said tigtt inflow of visitors affect wildlife while 1922.4%) said

it does not.

Figure 7: Wildlife Affected by Flow of Tourists

Activities of Tourists Disturbing Wild Mammals
The question was raised about what sort of toadsvities can affect wild mammals.

Table 2: Activities of Tourists Affecting Wildlife

Jeep safari 25.9 26.2 26.2
Elephant safari 7 8.2 8.3 34.5
Taking photos, video 5 5.9 6.0 40.5

Valid Mak@ng sounq 5 5.9 6.0 46.4
Making pollution 32 37.6 38.1 84.5
1&5 8 9.4 9.5 94.0
All of the above 5 5.9 6.0 100.0
Total 84 98 8 100.0

Missing System

Out of 84 (98.8%) respondents, 32 (37.6%) said wikimmals are affected by pollution, 22 (25.9%) skadp
safari as the cause, 5 (5.9%) respondents listetbglaphy/video grapy as the factor, 7 (8.2%) sdégbhant safari can
affect mammals, 5 (5.9%) assumed the noise/sourduped by tourists on excitement after noticing mmeais can have
negative effect on wild mammals, 8 (9.4%) visitsesd that Jeep safari and Pollution both distreiéd animals while
remaining 5 (5.9%) said all of the above reasong lzen effect on the wild animals.
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Cameras 40 47.1 48.8 48.8
\Water 5 5.9 6.1 54.9
Valid Juices and food item 5 5.9 6.1 61.0
1&2 25 29.4 30.5 91.5
All of the above 7 8.2 8.5 100.0
Total 82 96.5 100.0
Missing System 3 3.5

15

Out of 82 (96.5%) respondents, 40 (47.1%) saidttig carry cameras with them, 5 (5.9%) said tlag twater
with them, 5 (5.9%) said they carry Juices and fibeehs, 25 (29.4%) respondents stated that they tath cameras and
water with them and remaining 7(8.2%) respondeaits they carry all of the items mentioned above.

Figure 8: ltems Carried by Visitors

DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

International tourism at present, occupies fourthcp among the world's leading industries afterrgyne
chemicals and automotives (Honey and Gilpin, 208&Ye, we studied the interrelationship of touretsl mammals to
determine the causes and effects of interactiocofting to Dearden and Rollins (2002), the comlimaof human use
and preservation is very tough to maintain becaurse of the greatest threats to ecological integatyhe activity of
tourists within the Parks. Ecological integrity beefers to the carrying capacity to manage theessf human impacts on
wild animals of the park. Payne and Nielsen (20@®)e stated ecological carrying capacity as "thmalgity of natural

environment to withstand human use".

Our results showed that the different activitiefeeting wildlife includes pollution, jeep safarilephant safari,
making sounds and taking photographs / videos. bae our study showed that the wildlife is maialfffected by the
high flow of tourists. The overflow of tourists ates challenges in balancing conservation priariied tourism so it is
very urgent to limit the number of visitors' entegyithe Park. The report has showed that CNP iggrézed with nature
based tourism in these recent years and to makacdessful, the boundaries should be maintaineakssmot to surpass

anything above carrying capacity. Overcrowding disties the quality. Nature based tourism is fatiregproblems with
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growing tourism, over flow and overcrowding and me\wy disturbing the nature and wildlife (Newsomedvi-Dowling,
2012). Similarly, Kafle (2014) in his study at CN#so mentioned the view given by visitors wheravds suggested to
keep the number of tourists at limit so as to preseature and wildlife. Thus, our results showsat wild mammals are
influenced mainly by the exceeding number of tdwassit disturbs the wild animals and their daityivdties. Therefore, a
policy should be made to minimize the impact créatee to overpopulation and the guideline is nergs®r the proper
track. Our study showed that the items like canagid water are often being carried by visitors wiriérelling inside the
Park but few visitors were also found carrying @g@and food items. In some cases, a visitor irdealfy comes closer to
wild animals to take photographs or watch them frdose distance which may be risk. Ream (1979) admuns" the
problem is harassment of wildlife....it is what phgaphers, skiers and bird watchers do-". It iséfare very essential to
make clear and transparent policies regarding the ahd don'ts for the visitors while entering desithe park. The Park
management should be aware regarding the itemeddy visitors while entering the park and shaostigctly check the
items to make sure that everything is fine as @hensmall negligence sometimes can pay the higts.cbberefore, the
proper guidelines are required to minimize the affaf tourism on wildlife. Tourism should be pladhenanaged and
undertaken in such a way that besides managingveiity it should be economically viable, enviroemtally sustainable
and socially equitable (Ibrahim and Hassan, 20{Mildlife conservation thus is the responsibilitytniman and future of
wildlife lies in integrity of human. Conservatiotésalways argue in favor of wildlife with a queryvildlife for

Economical prosperity or for survival value?
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