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GEO 6938 (Section 6345)   

AFS (Section 6515)                                          

Management of Protected Areas in Africa 

and the Americas 

Course Outline 

The purpose of this course is to examine the political economic question “who are parks for?”; the 

economic and ecological question “what are parks for?”; and the institutional and managerial question 

“how are these goals best achieved?”.   Readings, lectures and seminars will provide you with the 

material  from which I expect you to analyze the performance of a park that you choose using this 

framework.  I expect you to develop the outline of your paper through a PowerPoint presentation.  I will 

ask you to write three short papers (8 page max) relevant to these questions.  You will pull these 

together into a single paper/presentation by the end of term. 

 

1. 26 August: Introduction and Expectations 

2. 2 September: Many Roads to Conservation 

3. 9 September: History of Protected Areas 

4. 16 September: Natural Science, Resilience and Adaptive Management, and Monitoring Biodiversity 

5. 23 September: Economic Principles Useful for Conservationists 

Paper 1 

6. 30 September: Effectiveness and Performance of Parks 

7. 7 October: Politics and Park Management 

8. 14 October: Private Conservation 

Paper 2 

9. 21 October: Community conservation and ICDPs 

10. 28 October: Conserving Landscapes 

11. 4 November: Park Planning 

12. 11 November: veterans day  

13. 18 November: Managing Park Agencies  

Paper 3 

14. 25 November:  THANKSGIVING 

15. 2 December: Parks and people – Narratives and Counter-narratives 

Final Case Study 

16. 9 December: Wrap up 
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Grading: 

Attendance and Participation  5% 
Presentations, including case study 25% 
Short papers    30% 
Final essay    25% 
Peer review of essays   15% 

Conservation is always and inevitably a political process and conservationists are thus political actors 

(paraphrasing Rodgers, 2005). 

The purpose of this course is to encourage students to critically evaluate conservation notions 

underlying protected areas including biological, economic and political performance and sustainability.  

The course will be taught from a practical angle, and will emphasize concepts that drive real-world 

conservation but are seldom included in the standard course on conservation biology: the political 

economy of the state; organizational and performance management; economics and property rights; 

and so on. 

Interdisciplinary work, even more than all other academic and applied activities, is a social process 

(Rodgers, 2005) 

If conservation is highly political in nature, it is also multi-disciplinary.  Using practical experience and 

familiarity with the protected area movements in Africa, and student’s familiarity globally, we will (with 

some reference to North America), introduce students to a range of useful topics: the history and 

genesis of protected area philosophies and regimes; key ecological principles; and the socio-economic 

and political dimensions of protected area management.  We will also introduce and debate the concept 

of management planning.  Finally, we will look at questions including sustainable use, the management 

of park agencies, economics, and adaptive management.   

This is a new course into somewhat uncharted territory with many unresolved contradictions.  For 

instance, the concept of parks, their philosophy and their values are increasingly contested.  Moreover, 

there are more parks than ever before yet conservation is still commonly considered to be failing – this 

is one of the few examples of globally set goals (10% protected) being achieved.  We therefore 

anticipate working together to bring more clarity to some of these issues.  I have provided key articles in 

electronic format, but may add or change readings during the course to adapt it to your needs. 

 The course will be run in a highly participatory manner.  This takes more preparation by all of us.  We 

expect you to prepare for each class by reading and thinking about the given articles.  I will also be 

evaluating and training you in different forms of communication useful to conservationists – writing, 

presenting, discussing.

Grading Scale 

A 70%+ 

B+ 60-70% 

B 50-60% 

C <50% 
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1. Attendance and Participation (5% of final grade) 

Students will be expected to be in the classroom by 9:35.  The class will break for 10 minutes at an 

appropriate mid-point.  Being consistently late will count against a student in the final grade.  Active 

participation in class discussions is critical to this class, and could make a difference in the final grade. 

2. Presentations (25% of final grade) 

Students will be expected to work in pairs to give one, or possibly two, 10-20 minute presentations 

related to the readings and topics of the week. 

Each student will also be required to provide a 15 minute presentation of their case study, outlining the 

points they intend to develop in their papers.  This should be used as a mechanism for planning their 

paper/s.  If students want to work on this in pairs of groups, this will be encouraged. 

3. Short Papers (30% of final grade) 

You are expected to write three short discussion paper (2-3,000 words) that are properly referenced and 

demonstrates that you have read, understand and further researched the topics in question.  The 

purpose of the paper is three-fold: 

  To assess if you have absorbed the readings 
  To assess if you have extended yourself beyond these readings, through further reading, curiosity 

and imagination 

  To work with you to learn how to better structure and write articles. 
The papers should be organized around your opinions.  It is important to demonstrate that you are 

learning to organize your writing around your own thoughts;  I will be looking for essays that 

demonstrate that you are learning to have confidence in your own ideas and are using references in 

support of your ideas rather than allow them to guide you.  Any form of plagiarism is completely 

unacceptable: you should NEVER copy and paste from others without full and proper acknowledgement.   

Marks will be given for clarity (in writing, in the structure of your paper, and in the way you discuss the 
various viewpoints); for understanding of the topic; and for independence of thought and analysis.  Text 
may not exceed 8 pages, 12 point font.  Less is better … and more work!  I would strongly suggest that 
you plan the essay in note form or as 2-3 PowerPoint slides before getting down to write it, making sure 
you introduce the topic and your question, discuss the relevant issues and literature, and then form your 
own conclusions. 
 
4. Cases Study and Project Evaluation (30% of final grade) 

At the beginning of the semester, each student will be asked to choose a community conservation 

programme, normally but not exclusively in Africa.  That student will be expected to become an expert 

in that programme.   At the end of the semester, each student will be expected to provide an evaluation 
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of their case study against the inter-disciplinary principles developed during the course in the form of a 

short essay that describes performance metrics (30%).  Page limit 10, 12 point font. 

5. Peer review of Papers 

To promote group learning, each student will be expected to peer-review the papers written by their 

colleagues, and to submit a semi-standardized review to both the writer of the paper and to the 

Professor.  Each student should expect to review three each of Papers 1-3.  This is worth 15% of final 

grade.  Peers will be given one week to return their comments, in the form of a one page standard form 

and penciled comments on the text.   

Policy on Late Papers 

Papers not handed in on time will not be marked without prior agreement with me.  In the case of unexpected 

events, I expect the student to contact me within 24 hours to explain their reasons. 

Cheating and Plagiarism 

All students should observe the University of Florida‟s standards of academic honesty. Progress in the social 

sciences is predicated on the principle of open access to theories and results produced by other scholars. We 

staunchly seek to guard our peers‟ intellectual property because that is the only way we can make sure that science 

as we know it survives. You are expected to participate fully in our efforts. In the event that a student is found 

cheating or plagiarizing, the student will automatically fail the course and will be reported to Student Judicial 

Affairs. 

 

Acts of Cheating and Plagiarism include: 

 Turning in a paper or any other assignment that was written by someone else (i.e. another student, a research 

service, a scholar, downloaded off the internet). 

 Copying, verbatim, a sentence or a paragraph of text from the work of another author without properly 

acknowledging the source through a commonly accepted citation style and using quotation marks. 

 Paraphrasing (i.e. restating in your own words) text written by another author without citing that author. 

 Using an unique idea or concept which you discovered in a specific reading without citing the author. 

 

Titles of Papers 
Paper 1:  Introduce the park that you have chosen as a case study.  If at all possible, describe how it was 
promulgated, who drove this process and why, relating this to the general history of protected areas.  In 
the light of the principles of park selection, describe the natural assets of the park.  Assess its performing 
in conserving these assets both within the park, and in the larger landscape of which it is a part. (There 
are readings on performance assessment systems towards the end of the course.) 
 
Paper 2: Assess how well the park is performing at an economic (societal) and financial (private) level. 
 
Paper 3: Looking inward, how well is the park governed and managed?  Looking outward, is the park 
politically and socially sustainable?  Provide metrics to support your case. 
 
Case Study: Bring the information that you have gathered in the previous essays together to provide a 
coherent assessment of the ecological, economic and socio-political performance and sustainability of 
the park. 
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Readings 
General Texts 
Borgerhoff Mulder, M. and P. Coppolillo (2005). Conservation.  Linking Ecology, Economics, and Culture. 

Princeton, Princeton University Press. 

Child, B., Ed. (2004). Parks in Transition.  Biodiversity, Rural Development and the Bottom Line. London, 

Earthscan. 

Runte, A. (1979). National Parks.  The American Experience. Lincoln & London, University of Nebraska Press. 

 
1. 26 August: Introduction and Expectations 

Defining Protected Area Management Categories, http://www.unep- http://www.unep-

wcmc.org/protected_areas/categories/index.html 

Bishop, K., Dudley, N., Phillips, A. and Stolton, S. 2004 Speaking a Common Language.  Uses and performance of 

the IUCN System of Management Categories for Protected Areas, IUCN, p 10-18 

 

2. 2 September: Many Roads to Conservation 

The purpose of these readings is to describe, generally, the „many roads to conservation‟ and to expose 

you to well-articulated viewpoints from scholars and practioners. 
 

Borgerhoff Mulder, M. and P. Coppolillo (2005). Chapter 1. The many Roads to Conservation, In: Conservation.  

Linking Ecology, Economics, and Culture. Princeton, Princeton University Press: 1-26. 

Murphree, M.W. 2002 Protected Areas and the Commons, The Common Property Resource Digest, p1-3 plus 

comments from respondents 

Jepson, Paul & Canney, Susan 2003 Values-led Conservation.  Global Ecology & Biogeography 12, 271-274 

Murphree, M.W. 1999 Enhancing Sustainable Use.  Incentives, Politics and Science.  Berkeley Workshop on 

Environmental Politics, Working Paper 99-2. 

Roe, E. and Hollands, M. 2004 Protected Areas.  How much is Enough? IIED 

Andrade 2003 Science and Society at the World Parks Congress, Conservation Biology, 19 (1) : 4-6 

Bawa, K. 2004 Reconciling Conservation Paradigms, Conservation Biology, 18 (4) : 859-860 

Read also the book review of Terbough‟s “Requiem to Nature” 

 

3. 9 September: History of Protected Areas 

Runte, A. (1979). National Parks.  The American Experience. Lincoln & London, University of Nebraska Press. 

Pouliquen-Young, O. 1997 Evolution of the system of protected areas in Western Australia, Environmental 

Conservation 24 (2) : 168-181. 

Child, G. 2002 An historical perspective of Wildlife conservation in southern Africa. A presentation prepared for the 

Southern African Sustainable Use Specialist Group Symposium on Wildlife and Land Use, held in Paarl, 

South Africa. 

Grainger, J. and O. LLewellyn (undated). Sustainable use: lessons from a cultural tradition in Saudi Arabia. 

Mittermeier, R.A., Do Fonesca, G.A.B., Rylands, A.B. and Brandon, K. 2005 A Brief History of Biodiversity 

Conservation in Brazil, Conservation Biology 19 (3) : 601-607. 

 

The book by Parker is probably the most insightful and honest assessment of parks in East Africa (but is 

difficult to get).  Graham Child‟s book describes one of the best crafted park and conservation programs 

in Africa, but is also difficult to get (you can borrow a copy from me, and there is one in the library) 
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Parker, I (2004) What I tell you three times is true.  Conservation, Ivory, History, Politics, Librario Publishing Ltd, 

Moray: 41-49 

Child, G (1995) Wildlife and People.  The Zimbabwean Success 

 

4. 16 September: Natural Science, Resilience and Adaptive Management, and Monitoring 

Biodiversity 

Borgerhoff Mulder, M. and P. Coppolillo (2005), “The Natural Science behind it all” p53-80 
Walker, B., C. S. Holling, et al. (2004). "Resilience, Adaptability and transformability in Social-ecological 

Systems." Ecology and Society 9(2): 2-10. 

Wallington, t. J., R. J. Hobbs, et al. (2005). "Implications of Current Ecological Thinking for Biodiversity 

Conservation: a Review of the Salient Issues." Ecology and Society 10(1): 1-15. 

Grumbine, E. R. (1997). "Reflections on "What is Ecosystem Management?"" Conservation Biology 11(1): 41-47. 

 

Selection criteria for parks 

Powell, G. V. N., J. Barborak, et al. (2000). "Assessing representativeness of protected natural areas in Costa Rica 

for conserving biodiversity: a preliminary gap analysis." Biological Conservation 93: 35-41. 

Rodrigues, A. S. and e. al (2004). "Global Gap Analysis: Priority Regions for Expanding the Global Protected-Area 

Network." BioScience 54(12): 1092-1100. 

Cantu´, C., R. G. Wright, et al. (2004). "Assessment of current and proposed nature reserves of Mexico based on 

their capacity to protect geophysical features and biodiversity." Biological Conservation 115: 411-417. 

MacKinnon, J., K. MacKinnon, et al. (1986). Managing Protected Areas in teh Tropics. Gland, Switzerland, 

International Union for the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources. (readchapter 3 “basis for 

Selection of Sites for Protected Areas: 27-54 

 

5. 23 September: Economic Principles Useful for Conservationists 

Krug (1999) provides a good simple introduction to PA economics in southern Africa p4-18 (see also 

Turpie et al (2004) who describe the types of value for Pas (p17-18). , as also does IUCN (1998 p11-13)).  

IUCN also looks at valuation techniques (p15-22).  Please read Reed‟s paper, p17-25 and 76-86.  To look 

at the value of a PA from the perspective of an economist, see Turpie et al (2004) p 34-44, and 54-57.   

de Soto, Hernando The Mystery of Capital, 21st Annual Morgenthau Memorial Lecture on Ethics and Foreign 

Policy 

Ferraro, P. J. and A. Kiss (2002). "Direct Payments to Conserve Biodiversity." Science 298: 1718-. 

Krug, W. 1999 Private Supply of Protected Land in Southern Africa: A Review of Markets, Approaches, Barriers 

and Issues Workshop Paper World Bank / OECD International Workshop on Market Creation for 

Biodiversity Products and Services Paris, 25 and 26 January 2001 

Reed, T. 1999 The Function And Structure Of Protected Area Authorities Considerations for Financial and 

Organizational Management, Summer Internship Program World Bank 1999 

Power, T., 2002 The Economic Foundation of Public Parks 

Wilkie, D., Carpenter, J. and Zhang, Q. 2001 The under-financing of protected areas in the Congo Basin: so many 

parks and so little willingness-to-pay Biodiversity and Conservation 10: 691–709, 2001. 

Turpie, J., Lange, G-M, Martin, R. Davies, R., Barnes, J. 2004   Economic Value and Financing of Namibia‟s 

Protected Areas. UNDP 

Other 

For a much quoted summary of PA finances, please read James, A, Green, M. and Paine J., 1999 A 

Global Review of Protected Areas Budget and Staff, World Conservation Monitoring Center  

See also SASUSG Principles; Cullen; Kothari; Turner 
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6. 30 September: Effectiveness and Performance of Parks 

How do we know if parks are effective?  For what and for whom? See Bruner, and the responses by 

Vanclay and Rodrigues for an overview of the efficacy of protected areas, and a broader look at the 

institution of protected areas by Hayes.  Mittermeier et al evaluate wilderness and empty lands for their 

biodiversity contribution.  Pimm comments on the global value of protected areas.  Cumming‟s gives a 

regional assessment of park performance in southern Africa and broadens the scope of evaluation (see pdf 

in Lesson 1), while Cumming et al‟s survey of park boundaries in Zimbabwe provides a fascinating 

insight into the real relationship between parks and biodiversity conservation – ask yourself if this park is 

successful or not.   Wittemyer et al show that human populations are growing fastest on park borders – 

why, and what does this indicate? Hockings provides an overview of park assessment systems.  You 

should familiarize yourself with the World Bank /WWF performance criteria (see also my comments). 

Bruner, A., Gullison, R., Rice, E. & da Fonseca, G.  Bruner 2001 Effectiveness of Parks in Protecting Tropical 

Biodiversity, Science 291 5 January 2001 

Vanclay, J. 2001 The Effectiveness of Parks, Science  293 10 August 2001 

Cumming, D. 2004 Performance and Parks in a Century of Change, In: Child, B. (editor) Parks in transition.  

Biodiversity, Rural Development and the Bottom Line : 105-124. 

Cumming, D. et al 1997, Elephants, Woodland and Biodiversity in Southern African, South African Journal of 

Science 93: 231-236 

Hayes, T. (2006) Parks, People, and Forest Protection: An Institutional Assessment of the Effectiveness of Protected 

Areas. World Development 34(12): 2064-2075.  

Hockings, M. (2003) Systems for Assessing the Effectiveness of Management in Protected Areas. BioScience 53(9): 

823-832. 

Mittermeier, R, Mittermeier, C., Brooks, T., Pilgrim, J., Konstant, W., da Fonseca, G., and Kormos, C. 2003 

Wilderness and biodiversity conservation, PNAS 100 (18): 10309-10313 

Pimm, S., et al 2001 Can We Defy Nature‟s End?, Science 293: 2207-2208 

Rodrigues, A. S., S. J. Andelman, et al. (2004). "Effectiveness of the global protected area network in representing 

species diversity." Nature 428(8 April 2004). 

Wittemyer, G., Elsen, P., William T. Bean, Coleman, A., O. Burton & Brashares, J. S. (2008) Accelerated Human 

Population Growth at Protected Area Edges. Science 321: 123-126. 

WorldBank and WWF (2003). Reporting Progress at Protected Area Sites. A simple site-level tracking tool 

developed for the World Bank and WWF. Washington, D.C. 

 
See also: 
Child, B. 2002 The Use of Resources by South African National Parks, Consultant‟s Report and Recommendations 

Towards a Resource Use Policy (draft policy also attached) 

Dudley, N., Belokurov, A., Borodin, O. Higgins-Zogib, L,  Hockings, M.., Lacerda, L. and Stolton, S. 2004 How 

effective are protected areas? A preliminary analysis of forest protected areas by WWF – the largest ever 

global assessment of protected area management effectiveness, WWF-International, Gland 

7. 7  October: Politics and Park Management 

Grindle and Thomas describe how bureaucracies work in developing countries, while North discusses the 

process of institutional change.  Robbins talks about reality, parks and people landscapes.  For an 

interesting political history of parks in Africa and Asia see Rangarajan. 

 

Grindle, M., S. and J. Thomas, W. (1991). Public Choices and Policy Change.  The Political Economy of reform in 

developing Countries. Baltimore and London, The Johns Hopkins University Press. 
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 North, D. C. (2003). Understanding the Process of Economic Change. Forum Series on the Role of Institutions in 

Promoting Economic Growth, Mercatus Center at George Mason University and The IRIS Center. 

Robbins, P. (2001) Tracking Invasive Land Covers in India, or Why Our Landscapes Have Never Been Modern. 

Annals of the Association of American Geographers 91(4): 637-659. 

Rangarajan, M. (2003) Parks, Politics and History: Conservation Dilemmas in Africa. Conservation and Society 

1(1): 77-98. 

 

For corruption see the series of articles and response by Ferraro, Smith, Walpole etc. on the CD. 

Smith, R. J., Muir, R. D. J., Walpole, M. J., Balmford, A. & Leader-Williams, N. (2007) Revisiting the Links 

between Governance and Biodiversity Loss. Conservation Biology 21(4): 899-900. 

Katzner, T. E. (2005) Corruption - a double-edged sword for conservation?  A response to Smith & Walpole. Oryx 

3(39): 3. 

Ferraro, P. (2005) Corruption and conservation: the need for empirical anayses.  A response to Smith & Walpole. 

Oryx 39(3): 257-259. 

Smith, R. J. & Walpole, M. J. (2005) Should conservationists pay more attention to corruption? Oryx 39(3): 251-

256. 

 

If you have the time, and want the way you think about conservation changed, read the excellent book by 

Gibson Politicians and Poacher.  Escobar is interesting on the political ecology and language of 

biodiversity conservation. Bates and Rudel provide a political ecology explanation for parks formation. 

Escobar, A. (1998) Whose knowledge, Whose nature?  Biodiversity, Conservation, and the Political Ecology of 

Social Movements. Journal of Political Ecology 5: 53-82. 

Bates, D. & Rudel, T. K. (2000) The Political Ecology of Conserving Tropical Rain Forests : A Cross-National 

Analysis. Society & Natural Resources 13: 619-634. 

 

8. 14 October: Private Conservation 

A good place to start understanding the emergence of private conservation is the special issue of Parks 

Vol 15 no 2 devoted to “Private Protected Areas. http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/parks_15_2.pdf.  I 

would also suggest that you read Bond‟s chapter in Parks and Transition which tries to assess 

performance and risk of private conservation.  Should you need an economic primer on the rationale for 

private conservation, ready Krug. 

Recommended: 
 Parks Vol 15 no 2 “Private Protected Areas” http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/parks_15_2.pdf.   

Bond, I., Child, B., Harpe, D. d. l., Jones, B., Barnes, J. & Anderson, H. (2004) Private Land Contribution to 

Conservation in South Africa. In: Parks in Transition.  Biodiversity, Rural Development and the Bottom 

Line, ed. B. Child, pp. 29-62. London: Earthscan. 

Krug, W. (2001) Private Supply of Protected Land in Southern Africa: A Review of Markets, Approaches, Barriers 

and Issues. In: World Bank / OECD International Workshop on Market Creation for Biodiversity Products 

and Services, Paris: Centre for Social and Economic Research on the Global Environment 

(CSERGE),University College London. 

Optional: 
Barnes, J. and B. Jones, Eds. ((draft)). Game ranching in Namibia. 

LANGHOLZ, J. and J. LASSOIE (2001). "COMBINING CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT ON 

PRIVATE LANDS: LESSONS FROM COSTA RICA." Environment, Development and Sustainability 3: 

309-322. 

http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/parks_15_2.pdf
http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/parks_15_2.pdf
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Langholz, J. A. and G. I. H. Kerley (2006). Combianing Conservation and Development on Private Lands: An 

Assessment of Ecotourism-Based Private Game reserves in the Eastern Cape, Center for African 

Conservation Ecology, Nelson Mandela Metropolitan University: 31. 

 
9. 21 October: Community conservation and ICDPs 

Parks Vol 16 no 1 “Community Conserved Areas” http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/parks_16_1_forweb.pdf 

 

(Murphree 2004) 

(Wilshusen et al. 2002) 

Da Cunha 

Guha 

Pinedo-Vasquez 

Lane and McDonald (community participation in planning is complex) 

Johnson & nelson (community conserved areas/forests in Mexico) 

 

10. 28 October: Conserving Landscapes 

 

11. 4 November: Park Planning and Participation 

I have provided you with three well-known „standard‟ texts on park planning: by Thomas & Middleton, 

Worboys et al and Lockwood et al (the latter two are versions of the same).  Skim Thomas & Middleton, 

and carefully read and summarise one of the others.  For interesting discussion on participation read 

Brody and Steele.  I will give you a real life example of park planning – background is provided in 

“Lessons from Luangwa” .  If you are interested in how participation adds value read Brody (participation 

in Florida) and Beierle (good paper on Great Lakes Region) 

Lockwood, M., Worboys, G. & Kothari, A. (2006) Managing Protected Areas.  A Global Guide. London: Earthscan. 

P292-327 

Worboys, G., Lockwood, M. & lacy, T. D. (2001) Protected Area Management. Principles and Practice. Oxford: 

Oxford University Press. P114-139 

Thomas L. and Middleton 2003 Guidelines for Management Planning of Protected Areas, WCPA Best Practice 

Protected Area Guidelines Series No. 10. IUCN 

Other 

Beierle, T. C. & Konisky, D. M. (2000) Values, Conflict, and Trust in Participatory Environmental Planning. 

Journal of Policy Analysis and Management 19(4): 587-602. 

Brody, S. D. (2003) Measuring the effects of stakeholder participation on the quality of local plans based on the 

principles of collaborative ecosystem management. Journal of Planning Education and Research 22: 407-

419. 

Jackson (IUCN‟s take on the Logical Framework approach) 

Lurie and Clark (how not to do participation) 

 

12. 25 November: Managing Park Agencies 

Peter Drucker provides valuable insights into the relationship between the structure and performance of 

service institutions, such as those dominating protected area management (i.e. both protected area agencies 
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and NGOs).  Reed’s unpublished manuscript is very well thought through and innovative.  Also re-look at 

the World Bank WWF tracking tool 

Drucker, P. 1973 Management: Tasks, Responsibilities, Practices, p 58-73, 131-166 

Reed, T. (2002) The Function and Structure of Protected Area Authorities.  Considerations for Financial and 

Organizational Management. In: Washington D.C.: World Bank, p1-32;  66-86  

The-World-Bank & WWF (2003) Reporting Progress at Protected Area Sites.  A simple site-level tracking tool 

developed for the World Bank and WWF. In: p. 15p. World Bank/WWF Forest Alliance. 

 

13. Managing Parks in the Third World: A New Philosophy? 

Southern Africa has been a crucible for conservation innovation – read the three articles by Graham Child, 
Marshall Murphree and Brian Child to get a feel for this emerging philosophy (you will find Child B and 
Murphree’s articles in Parks in Transition in folder 1).  Also read Cernea and Schmidt-Soltau for a more 
complex view.  You might also find a consultancy policy report I did for South African National Parks 
interesting. 
 
Cernea, M. & Schmidt-Soltau, K. (2003) National Parks and Poverty Risks: Is Population Resettlement the 

Solution? 

Child, B. 2004 Parks in Transition: Biodiversity, Development and the Bottom Line: In Child, B. (editor) Parks in 

Transition: Biodiversity, Rural Development and the Bottom Line, p233-256. 

Child, G. 1995 Wildlife and People.  The Zimbabwean Success, p 32-80 

Murphree, M. 2004 Who and What are Parks for in Transitional Societies? In Child, B. (editor) Parks in Transition: 

Biodiversity, Rural Development and the Bottom Line, p217-231. 

Child, B. (2002) The Use of Resources by South African National Parks. Philosophical Underpinning in Support of 

a Resource Use Policy. In: Pretoria, South Africa: South African National Parks. 

 

14. 9 December: Wrap up 

 

Other Interesting Papers 

Escobar, A. (1998) Whose Knowledge, Whose Nature?  biodiversity, Conservation and the Political Ecology of 

Social Movements. Journal of Political Ecology 5: 53-82. 

James, A., Gaston, K., S. & Balmford, A. (2001) Can We Afford to Conserve Biodiversity? BioScience 51(1): 43-

52. 

Jeffrey A. McNeely, Kent H. Redford & Carter, A. S. (2003) A TAXONOMY OF SUPPORT: HOW AND WHY 

NEW CONSTITUENCIES ARE SUPPORTING PROTECTED AREAS. In: Framework Paper for World 

Parks Congress Workshop II.5, on Building Support from New Constituencies Durban, South Africa,11-13 

September 2003. 

Murphree, M., W. (2004) Communal approaches to natural resource management in Africa: from whence to where? 

In: Breslauer Symposium on Natural resource Issues in Africa, University of California, Berkeley. 

Peres, C., A. (2005) Why we need Megareserves in Amazonia. Conservation Biology 19(3): 728-733. 

Pinedo-Vasquez, M., Pasqualle, J. B., Torres, D. D. C. & Coffey, K. (2002) A tradition of change: the dynamic 

relationship between biodiversity and society in sector Muyuy, Peru. Environmental Science & Policy 5: 

43-53. 

Salafsky, N., Margoluis, R., Redford, k. & Robinson, j. (2002) Improving the Practice of Conservation: a 

Conceptual Framework and Research Agenda for Conservation Science. Conservation Biology 16(6): 

1469-1479. 

Wilshusen, P. R., Brechin, S. R., Fortwangler, C. L. & West, P. C. (2002) Reinventing a Square Wheel: Critique of a 

Resurgent ``Protection Paradigm‟‟ in International Biodiversity Conservation. Society and Natural 

Resources 15: 17-40. 

 


