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development is ad hoc and controlled by a minority of elite. The local people 
thus face the reality of loosing access to the growing tourism industry and 
suffering long-term environmental costs attached to unplanned development. 

' ~~ 
; ~,-",;,.," f­
Trirhl .I ... ~.(i: ; 

SOUTH 
AFRICA 

.-----..- . 

IIHA 

, ', NAMi81A 

Map 1: Tht1 RichlersvelJ regioll ill South Africa and Masoala region in Madagascar (not drawn to scale) 

20 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

are 1I'0 .. :\U9 case 

area. 

• 

• 

• 

a 

• are are 

case C'I"\~:'''''I''''''' reasons: 

• 

ecotourism de,'eloom,ent 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

3. 

a 

22 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

are 

1. 

3. 

5. 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

24 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

2S 



University of Cape Town

7/1hle . Inslillitional Assessment inm/Fed ;11 Fc%/(rism Wf}melll in the 

24 

some 



University of Cape TownLocal Develooment Assessment: 

to 

27 



University of Cape Town

26 

on 
serves as a to as 

Assessment: 

resources 

as 

28 



University of Cape Town

Assessment: 

RPs 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n



University of Cape Town

Tahle 3: /lIsJituliolla/ Assessment illl'o/vl!d in 1','colollri:;111 Jevelonmelll ill the A4asoala 

Toamasina 



University of Cape Town



University of Cape Town

a year 

l"obHl"lne to occur on is to of I"ol"",,::>nt' 



University of Cape Town

western coast 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

case 

TaMe -I .. UD.~·la(:les luen11l'IeU 'M .. ,,",,.,rr'" a COJmOllraJtive Institutional Assessment 

case 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

5 Df'IOW 

Pal'lic,'DaI'ion Network each case 

are 

1. 

41 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

38 It is nec:ess;ary to hOM .. ,,,,,,,.., nl' .. ,,,,,ra sector 

42 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

39 to section 25. 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

the role 

44 



University of Cape Town

TaMe 6: /pmJtL'II1<' Ohsfades ill fhe Facililalioll Process among RPs the Richfl!rsl'l!/d 

" 

" 

" 

" 

to 

Allie" 



University of Cape Town

not I".al::llt.cti into 

JlIII: 



University of Cape Town

47 



University of Cape Town

on 

nPtllllf"f"n RPs occurs 

8 a 

4'1 



University of Cape Town

2 

(}hsfac/cs 1IllllC 1'(ldlirafirm alllollR UPs ill the Richtersl'dd 

1. 11:". ........ ,"' .... relclltlclnSllU 

1.1 been 

answer It is therefore necessary 

AQ 



University of Cape Town

2. F"rm." .... 

In\/1"1I\11'>(1 in 

access to resource 

int.:anr",tM into 

II;n 



University of Cape Town

terms 

4.4 Does 

11;1 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

ro 

00 

l"\ 
II 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

6 7 are 

Tahle R: Comparing the Ohstacles in the Facilitation Process in .\m"J.'nd;1I /nt,''''I1>1nlinJl among lU)s ill the 
each of the case studies 

53 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

54 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

case 

TaM" 9: Comparing some Outcomes facilitation Process ill the each (!f the case studies 

1. 

ss 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

57 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n
I"'I'irin",t-inn' in 

Brohman J. 1996: 

Dr::>rt-it-'"n,o ... c - Artists of the 

nic::;:.tinr"lc to rh;:lnn", Df",ith::or & 

rr,riin;:lt-;nn in in Nature Tourism. 

An to Do,-, ... '.::,_' -",nt-o.-o;; De'telCtOment 

D.A. Ecotourism - an U.K. 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

Tourism. 1=" .. 1-1->.",..",., UK. 

in 

Rienier 

Environment 

Lucie 

M::.t", .. i","c to 

59 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

in 
U.S.A. 

in 

train van 

On 

in nrn,ort in 
U.K. 

PretoriU5 P. 

to 

'fu,v_n, .. ",.", tourism in Tourism 
Great Britain. 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

Protected Areas. 

U.K. 

rnn:~"""" J. 

in N 

sources 

case 

48 




