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ABSTRACT Sustainable tourism (ST) development in Zanzibar is considered as one of the vital activities that
could generate income for day-to-day management of protected areas through benefit-sharing. This paper examines
the potential of benefit-sharing from sustainable tourism in the Kiwengwa-Pongwe tourism zone (KPTZ) in
Zanzibar from two major routes: water services and tourist attractions from Kiwengwa-Pongwe forest reserve
(KPFR). Nine (9) out of thirteen (13) hoteliers and 35 tourists participated in a willingness to pay (WTP) survey
conducted in August 2006. Data were obtained through questionnaires, interviews, focus group discussions and field
observations. Great potential exists for the Kiwengwa-Pongwe tourism zone in Zanzibar to generate significant
economic benefits from tourism business. However, the inexistence of an appropriate benefit-sharing mechanism
makes the attainment of this goal difficult. If a benefit-sharing mechanism is properly instituted to allow an
equitable economic, social and environmental benefit-sharing, tourism stakeholders and the surrounding communities

would be able to generate enough revenue for financing a number of local sustainable development initiatives.

1.INTRODUCTION

The issue of sustainable tourism (ST) was
clearly addressed by the World Summit on
Sustainable Development held in Johannesburg
in 2002, and presented in Chapter 1V, paragraph
43 of the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation.
The chapter, among other things, emphasizesthe
promotion of sustainable tourism development
and capacity-building in order to contribute to
the strengthening of rural and local communities
which includes, among many actions, devel oping
programmes that encourage people to parti-
cipate in eco-tourism, enabling indigenous and
local communities to develop and benefit from
eco-tourism, and enhancing stakeholder
cooperation in tourism development and
heritage preservation, in order to improve the
protection of the environment, natural resources
and cultural heritage (WSSD, 2002).

Accordingto Eagleset a. (2002: 161) and the
World Tourism Organisations (WTO, 1999: 5),
tourism involves the activities of persons
travelling to and staying in places outside their
usual environment for not more than one
consecutive year for leisure, business and other
purposes and also refers to the provision of
servicesin support of thisact. It isregarded asa
major source that provides material benefits for

the poor and can bring cultural pride, a sense of
ownership and control (Benavides and Perz-
Ducy, 2001: 59). It is considered to have greater
impacts on employment, economic growth nd
foreign exchange earningsin particular.

There are many developed definitions of ST
that are based on touristic activities that respect
and conserve a location’s economic, environ-
mental, and socio-cultural balances. According
toWTO (1999: 18, 389), ST refersto thekind of
tourism that meets the needs of the present
tourists and host regions while protecting and
enhancing opportunities for the future. In its
purest sense, ST is an industry which makes a
low impact on environment and local culture,
while helping to generate income, employment,
and conservation of local ecosystems (Hens,
2006: 36-47).

ST issaid to be informative in the sense that
tourists learn about the destination and how to
help sustain its character while deepening their
own travel experiences. On the other hand,
residents learn that the ordinary and familiar
means of life may be of interest and value to
outsiders. ST is also supportive of the integrity
of the place and is beneficial to local residents
and the conservation of resource. It respects
local cultureand tradition, strivesfor quality, not
quantity. It thus embraces all segments of the
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industry and uses guidelines and criteria that
seek to reduce environmental impacts through
measurabl e benchmarks, and improvetourism’s
contribution to sustainable development and
environmental conservation. The only way that
may ensure sustainable tourism requires
enhanced cooperation and concrete partnerships
among tourism actors that include industry,
government at all levels, local communities,
protected areas managers and planners, and the
tourists themselves (Eagles et a., 2002: 49). In
this case, benefit sharing is an important
management tool to consider in motivating
stakeholders.

2. GLOBAL SIGNIFICANCE OF
SUSTAINABLE TOURISM

Sustainable tourism has proved to be an
effectiveinstrument for realizing the Millennium
Development Goals (Frangialli, 2006: 1). It has
proved to be important in addressing the first
goal related to poverty alleviation: providing
sustainable development opportunity to
isolated, poor communities, even in the most
remoterural areas.

Globally, tourism contributes significantly to
thenations’ gross national products (GNP). The
sector produces 4.4% of thetotal gross domestic
product (GDP) and employs around 200 million
people (WTO, 1999: 213). Thisisaresult of an
increased annual number of tourists to
international destinationsfrom 25 millionin 1950
to 808 millionin 2005, generating revenue of more
than US$800 billion (WTO, 20064). In Africa
alone, international tourist arrivals hasincreased
from 28 million to 40 million between 2000 and
2005 - an averagegrowth of 5.6 % ayear, compared
to a worldwide 3.1 % a year - resulted in a
doubling of receipts from US$10.5 hillion to
US$21.3hillion (WTO, 2006b).

Tourism can contribute to overall socio-
economic devel opment through the provision of
roads, telephones, piped and treated water
supplies, waste disposal and recycling and
sewage treatment (Benavides and Perz-Ducy,
2001: 65) and which can facilitate opportunities
for further devel opment and maximized benefits
for the sector. It can help in the sustainable
management of protected areas and support the
protection of natural resourcesaslocal communities
realise the value of their asset through benefit
sharing. Tourism represents 40% of all exports of

services, making it one of the largest categories of
international trade, with more potentia that could
benefit poor countries(WTO, 20064).

3. TOURISM DEVELOPMENT TRENDS IN
TANZANIA

Tourism playsavital rolein the economy of
the United Republic of Tanzania (URT). Itisthe
major source of foreign exchange; it accounts
for about 16% of the GDP and nearly 25% of the
total export earnings with an estimated 14,800
jobsin 1999 (Luhanho 2001). Furthermore, in
2005 foreign exchange receipts from tourism
accounted for US$1,083.50 million from 624,020
tourists (Fig. 1) (URT, 2006: 149). Thetargetisto
reach one million tourists by the year 2010.

Zanzibar experiencesthe same general trend
occurring inthe URT. Being aheaven for nature
tourism, Zanzibar has been influenced by a
dramaticincreasein number of visitorsfrom42,141
touristsin 1990 to 113,237 in year 2005, mostly
enjoying the spice tour (CTZ, 2001; News 24.
Com, 2005; Agence France-Presse, 2005). The
contribution of the tourism sector to GDP rose
from5.1%1in 199510 5.5% in 1999 (Orjala, 2006:
28). This sector employsabout 45,000 peopleand
is likely to surpass agriculture as Zanzibar’s
leading revenue earner by 2015. Currently, the
tourism sector contributes 35% to the GDP (News
24. Com, 2005; Agence France-Presse, 2005).

4. SUSTAINABLE TOURISM
DEVELOPMENT ANDBENEFIT SHARING
IN ZANZIBAR

Sustainable tourism devel opment in Zanzibar
has been viewed as one of the areas that could
help run the day-to-day protected area manage-
ment activities through benefit-sharing. Eco-
tourism, which is regarded as a sub-set of
sustai nabletourism (Watkin, 2003: 6) isthemain
form of tourism inthe country and focuses on an
active conservation of natural and cultural
heritages that include local and indigenous
communities in its planning, development,
operationsand benefit sharing (WTO, 1999: 119).

Where as the traditional system of reserve
administration in Zanzibar has been to deposit
revenue accrued from protected areas in the
treasury, advocacy has been madeto allow some
revenue retention for management and commu-
nity (sharing) development. Since 1997, there has
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been asystem of sharing therevenue (Fig.2) from
the tourism businesses with communities
through the Forest Authority’s initiatives. For
example, therevenuein the Jozani National Park
isshared proportionally (Finnie 2003: 32).

Moreover, the Forest Authority has develop-
ed a community-managed project (Pete-Jozani
Mangrove Boardwalk) (Fig. 3) as an additional
visitors' attraction to the park, so as to enhance
the revenue sharing system with partner
communities. The benefits shared are used to
fund a number of community development
projects such as schools, health services, safe
water supply and many others.

Fig. 3. Pete Jozani Mangrove Board walk. A Community
Tourist Project

5. APPROACHANDMETHODS

5.1 Sourcesof Data

Information was obtained from four main
sources. questionnaires distributed to hoteliers
and visitorsat Kiwengwa-Pongwe tourism zone,
interview of key informants, focus group
discussions and visual observation by the
authors in August 2006. Questionnaire data for
willingnessto pay for water and tourism services
from KPFR were obtained from 9 hoteliers (70%)
and 35 tourists. Household data on community’s
socio-economic characteristics, existing benefit-
sharing mechanisms, and potential benefits of
environmental services and the role of benefit-
sharing in sustainabl e tourism was obtained from
106 respondents (20%). Semi-structured
interviewswere conducted to 26 key informants

including the Department for Commercial Crops,
Fruits and Forestry (DCCFF) staff working for
the KPFR conservation project (7), practitioners
on water management (3) and village key
informants (16). In order to eval uate the accuracy
of data collected from household questionnaires
and interviews, two focus group discussions
were held in each shehia! as per Kasemir et al.
(2003). Each discussion involved 5 — 6
community members, who arewell informed on
the community natural resources incentives,
benefit sharing mechanisms and sustainable
tourism.

5.2 Study Site

This study was conducted in Kaskazini
(North) Region of Ungujalsland. Thestudy area
comprises primarily of the Kiwengwa-Pongwe
Forest Reserve (Fig. 4), which is about 37 km
north of Zanzibar Municipality. The reserve is
located between coordinates 538000 to 544100
Eastings and 9329900 to 9343700 Northings
(DCCFF 2003: 3). It is the only single largest
existing natural forest foundin the Northern zone
of Ungujalsland surrounded by fifteen villages
including Gulioni, Kairo and Kumbaurembo
(Kiwengwa), Pwani Mchangani, Kandwi,
Kinunduni, Mchekeni, Mgonjoni, Kibuteni,
Upenja, Gamba, Mwadudu, Pongwe, Ndudu and
Chokaani.

Theresearch was confined to fivevillagesin
two shehiasin the Kaskazini (North) and Kusini
(South) Regionsof Ungujalsland. The selection
of these shehias was based on the community
commitments towards natural resources
conservation in KPFR and the opportunity for
sustainable tourism in the area. The selected
villagesare Gulioni, Kairo and Kumbaurembo (in
the shehia of Kiwengwa) and Pongwe and Ndudu
(in the shehia of Pongwe). According to the 2002
census (URT 2003: 180,183), thetotal population
of Kiwengwais 2,429 people of whom 1,308 are
maleand 1,121 arefemale. Pongwe has about 513
people of whom 253 are male and 260 arefemal e,
and a total of 415 and 115 households in
Kiwengwaand Pongwe respectively.

Agriculture and fishing form the basic
occupations for livelihood sustenance and food
security in the study area. Tourism oriented
businesses, including guidance, product supply

1 Shehia refers to the lowest administrative unit in the region that constitutes one or more villages.
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(fruits, vegetables and fish products) to tourist
hotels have overtaken the traditional means of
earning income for family maintenance. Other
minor occupations include sea weed farming,
Government employment, petty cash business
and extraction of forest products for domestic
and commercial purposes.

5.3DataAnalysis

Datafrom this study were both qualitatively
and quantitatively analyzed. Qualitative data
were analyzed using content and structural
functional analytical techniques in which
componentsof verbal discussionsfrom different
respondents were broken down into the smallest
meaningful units of information, values and
attitudes of respondents. Quantitative datawere
analysed with the aid of Statistical Package for
Social Sciences (SPSS) version 15 and Excel
Spread Sheet in Office 2003. Frequency distri-
bution tables and computation of proportionsin
percentage were used in analyzing the socio-
economic variablesfor the households, hoteliers
and touristsvisiting Kiwengwa-Pongwe tourism
zone.

Financid benefitsfrom KPFR weredetermined
through the analysis of willingnessto pay (WTP)
surveysfor water servicesand reserve attractions.
WTP survey data were analyzed through the
examination of the frequency distribution of
responsesto WTP questions. The analysisaimed
at determining the consistency of the respondents
answers and the establishment of statistical
relationships that were used to aggregate
responses of the population of hoteliers and
visitors under study. Respondents’ answers
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Fig. 5. Household responses for any formal agreement
that allows access to benefits
Source: Field data, 2006

yielded adataset of individual willingnessto pay
‘point estima-tes'which were used to construct
the frequency distribution. Answers to yes/no
questions placed each respondent’s WTP in an
interval defined by the last value accepted and
thelast valueregjected. Thisinformation wasused
to predict the WTPfor water servicesto hoteliers
and entry feefor attractionsto visitorsat specified
prices/fees.

Frequency distributions of WTP bids were
used to estimate the total WTP for agiven level
of water servicesand attractions, and the revenue
from providing the services from KPFR at a
specified price/fee was estimated. Total WTPwas
calculated by multiplying the frequency
distribution of the sample by thetotal population
to get the estimated population in each WTP
interval. By assuming that the mid-point of each
interval is the mean WTP. The population was
multiplied by thismean to estimatethetotal WTP.
The total expected revenues were estimated by
first predicting the total number of individuals
that would be willing to pay for the service at a
specified fee/price and then multiplied by the
price.

6.RESULTSAND DISCUSSION
6.1Bendfit - Cogt Sharingand M echanism | nvolved

Kiwengwa-Pongwetourism zone (KPTZ) has
a great potential to fully gain local economic
benefits from tourism business in the area. But
thefact isthat thereare very low benefitsenjoyed
by the community becausethereisneither alegal

sharing

| do not
know
13%

No
56%
Fig. 6. Household response for any formal agreement

that allows benefit
Source: Field data, 2006
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agreement nor a recognised mechanism for
sharing benefits. According to the interviews
conducted in August 2006, 94% of the respon-
dents answered ‘No’ for any formal agreement
that allows accessto benefits (Fig. 5), while 56%
recognized the in-existence of such kind of
agreement (Fig. 6).

The respondents mentioned a number of
reasons for not accessing these benefits:
inexistence of sharing mechanism (44.3%), lack of
local institutions to facilitate sharing opera-tions
(15.7%), inexistence of the benefits them-selves
(11.4%) as well as the inexistence of a formal
agreement that allows sharing (4.3%) (Fig. 7).

| do not know

No local institutions
to facilitate sharing

No agreements to
allow sharing

No mechanisms for
sharing

No benefits to be
shared

0 10 20 30 40 50
Percentage response
Fig. 7. Household responses for the reasons of not

getting the benefits
Source: Field data, 2006

Intheir opinion, involvement of thecommunity
in management (40.8%), provision of educationto
the community (32%) and development of
appropriate benefit-sharing mechanisms (24.3%),
are the only ways that can help to develop and
sustain tourismand natural resources management
(53.8%) on top of building community trust in
conservation (36.8%) inthearea(Fig. 8).

I do not know

Involve community

in management

Build management capacity
of local institutions

Develop mechanism that
will allow benefit sharing

Percentage responses

Fig. 8. Community opinions on how to improve
the ituation as far sustainable NR management is
concer ned

Source: Field data, 2006

Ascited by Eagleset d. (2002: 29), [IUCN advises
that protected areas, especially in Africa be
repositioned ‘in the context of community
development and the local economy’. This can be
possible through improved communication,
improvement of road infrastructures, promotion of
educationinthelocal communitiesand health care
services. These issues are receiving attention in
Kiwengwa-Pongwetourism zone. Somehamletsin
theareaarereceiving fundsfrom hotelsfor village
deve opment. For example, in Kumbaurembovillage
the local government is getting some funds from
the neighbouring hotels to develop infrastructure
like roads, schools and sportsfacilities.

Moreover, 51% of the respondents stated that
their community isdirectly connected to the water
supply system of hotels extracting water from
KPFR. A contrary situation exists in the Pongwe
areawhere potablewater istill an unsolved puzzle
to even hoteliers. With regard to health services,
the study found that only 2.2% of the respondents
in Kiwengwa area are aware that some hotels are
providing health servicefree of chargeonthebasis
of an arranged schedule.

Although environmental and social benefits
do exist in Kiwengwa-Pongwe tourism zone, the
scope of this study does not cover them. They
are the focus of other studies still underway.
Because Kiwengwa-Pongwe is a newly desig-
nated reserve (2005), there are very few studies
have been conducted in the area. However,
tourism devel opment wasin place before official
gazettment of the reserve.

In any sustainable tourism development
pursuit, both benefits and costs are accrued at
the economic, social and environmental levels.
If these are not well managed, attaining sustain-
able tourism becomes questionable. In terms of
financial and economic costs, tourism can
increase demand for goods, services and
facilities. Kiwengwa-Pongwetourism zoneiswell
balanced in this respect as the zone is also well
covered by tourist hotels, quality lodgings and
restaurants. Furthermore, the area has a lot of
attractions (Table 10) and many traditional
souvenirs.

Social costs are normally expensive as
tourists may disturb community value systems
and activities and compete for recreational
places. Poorly planned tourism development
projects and programmes can lead to increased
congestion, littering, vandalism and crime (Eagles
et al., 2002: 31). This has been witnessed in
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Kiwengwa village where hotel owners were
competing with the community with regard to
the access road which passes through right in
the middle of the hotel area and dividing two
sub-villages. This led to chaos and mis-
understanding to the point that the central
government had to intervene to ensure peace
and sustainable tourism in the area. The
community lost their accessroad and wasforced
to construct a new road from the other side of
the village. The community sacrificed their
access road upon realizing the benefits of
sustainable tourism ahead. However, the fruits
of their [abour are till quite remote.

Kiwengwa-Pongwetourism zoneisavictim of
congestion asanumber of people cometowork in
thehotel sector. Different nationalities, mainly from
East Africa, are attracted to job opportunities
available in the area. Business partners from
mainland Tanzania have found a good market for
their goods and ‘services', mainly paintings and
wood carvings. However, some of these people
cometotheareafor different purposes. For example,
therehave been afew occasionsduringwhich armed
robberies have been reported in some hotels.

Tourism at Kiwengwa-Pongwe zone has
imposed very high costsin terms of biodiversity
loss. Initial poor planning of the sector has
resulted in clearance of vast forested areas to
allow for hotel development. Furthermore, asthe
hotels do not have a good area for the disposal
of their solid waste, the wastes are secretly and
haphazardly dumped in the KPFR. Though a
number of training programmes on proper
disposal of solid wastes have been conducted,
there is no possibility of recovering the costs.
The only way is to share the cost and benefits
from what has been established. In other words,
to make good the opportunity costs incurred
from biodiversity loss, amost plausible solution
is to share the benefits and costs of tourism
development equitably amongst the various
stakeholders.

6.2WillingnesstoPay for Environmental Services

The coastal area of Kiwengwa-Pongwe
tourism zone is covered by a range of tourist
hotels, of which about 66% are of three to five
stars status (Fig. 9). About 78% of these hotels
extract potablewater directly from the Kiwengwa:
Pongwe Forest reserve catchment area(Table 1).
At least, 43% of these hotels extract more than
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Hoteliers WTP survey restricted the study
to only two prediction scenarios (Table 3).
Assuming that hoteliersarewilling to pay for all
water that they extract from KPFR at the price of

34%
[ No status
M Three Stars hotel

Q [ Four Stars hotel

O Five Stars hotel
22%

33%

11%

Fig. 9. Status of hotels around Kiwengwa-Pongwe
tourism zone
Source: Field data analysis, 2007

5000 litres of water per day. Thisis areserved
catchment that is managed using a participatory
approach by the surrounding communities and
the Government of Zanzibar.

If an appropriate sharing mechanism is
instituted to facilitate water benefit sharing with
hoteliers, the surrounding community of KPFR
will generate adequate funds to finance a good
number of local development initiatives.

The WTP survey for water services reveals
that 78% of hoteliersarewilling to pay for water
extraction from KPFR (Fig. 10) and that 83% are
willing to contribute between US$1-5 per 100 litres
(Fig. 11) of water extracted. The majority of the
hotel sare extracting between morethan 5000 litres
per day (42.9%) and 100—500 litresaday (28.6%)
(Tablel). Theonly problemin KPFRislack of an
appropriate benefit-sharing mechanism.

B Yes

H No

Fig. 10. Hoteliers' Willingness to Pay response
Source: Field data analysis, 2007
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KPTZ is covered by 13 touristic hotels that
have the potential of extracting water directly
fromKPFR. From Table 1, itisclear that 43% (5.5)
of these hotels extract 100375 units of water per
year, whereby 1 unit isequivalent to 100 litres of
water, (50 units/day x 365 days x 5.5 hotels). In
addition, 29% (3.7) extract 405.15 units/year (0.3
units/day x 365 daysx 3.7 hotels) and 14% (0.8)
extract 2190 units/year (7.5 units/day x 365 days
x 0.8 hotels).

The hoteliers’ willingness to pay for KPFR
water resources is estimated to be amean WTP
of US$3.83 per unit, with astandard deviation of
US$2.24. The confidence limits at 0.05 level of
significance were found to be in the range of
US$3.16 to US$4.51 per unit. The total annual
willingness to pay for water services was
calculated tobe US$394,718.91 (Table2), whichis
equivalent to the area of the graph in Figure 12.
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Table 1: Percentage of Water sources and amount
extracted from KPFR

Sources Percentage Amount Percentage
sources (%) extracted  extraction (%)
Extract 77.8 100-500 28.6
direct litres
from KPFR
Own water 22.2 501-1000 14.3
sources litres
Total 100 More than 42.9
5000 litres
| do not 14.2
know the
amount
Total 100

Source: Field data, 2006

Table 2: Response of hoteliers’ WTP for water
services from KPFR
Intervals Mid- Resp-Frequency Total Total
for WTP poi- onse distribution num WTP
bids nts data (%) ber of
(USss/ water
100 litres) units
(100 litres
Junit)
1-5 3 5 83 85808 257425.38
6-10 8 1 17 17162 137293.53
11-15 13 0 0 0 0.00
16-20 18 0 0 0 0.00
20 + 23 0 0 0 0.00
6 100 102970 394718.91

Source: Field data analysis, 2007

N.B: Mid-point for the last category is assumed to be
UsS$23

3 4 5

Potential fees to be charged (US$/unit)
Fig. 12. Hoteliers total WTP for water services from KPFR
Source: Field data analysis, 2007
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US$3 per unit of water, the management expects
to collect an estimated revenue of US$308,910.45.
Nonetheless, if the charged priceisincreased to
US$8, on the prediction that hoteliers will be
willing to pay 50% of the amount of water they
extract, the management will get revenue
reaching US$411,880.60 (Table 3). However, this
is too ambitious from the mean willingness to
pay of US$3.83.

Table 3: Total expected annual revenue from
Hoteliers WTP
Mid- Freq Predicted Number of Expected
points uency % of units that revenue
distri  hoteliers hoteliers are
bution willing  willing to pay at
(%) to pay different fees
3 83 100 102970.15 308910.45
8 17 50 51485.08 411880.60
13 0
18 0
23 0
100

Source: Field data analysis, 2007

Tourism based on protected areas can be a
key factor in supporting the conservation of
natural and cultural heritage (Eagleset al., 2002:
27). It can generate funds through entrance and
servicefeeswhich can be used to sustain efficient
resource management. For instance, in the Jozani
National park in Zanzibar an entrancefee (of US$38
per head) has been instituted for visitors who
want to explore the park and enjoy the nature.
This activity attracts about 20,000 tourists
annually and generating about US$160,000,
which is retained for park and surrounding
communities’ development (Finnie, 2003: 31).
Revenue retention and sharing mechanismshave
been installed and stakeholders are getting their
shares accordingly (Table 4).

Table 4: Percentage shares of revenue retained
in Jozani National Park

Beneficiary/Activities Percen
tage
Share
(%)
1. Retained and used for National Park 33.60
Management activities
2. Retained by the Department responsible  30.00

for Forestry (DCCFF) for the development
of forest resources throughout Zanzibar
3. Retained by local communities to be used to 22.40
compensate farmers for crops lost to
monkeys and for local development initiatives
4. Retained by the Treasury 14.00

Source: Finnie, 2003:33
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The same mechanism is possible in
Kiwengwa-Pongwe forest reserve since the area
isvery rich in tourist attractions that can easily
be paid for (Table 10). The number of tourists
visiting Kiwengwa-Pongwe Tourism zone (KPTZ)
is promising. The results of the study indicate
that 56% of hotelsreceive morethan 5,000 visitors
per year whiletherest get between 1,000 - 4,999
(22%) and 100 - 499 (22%) visitors per year (Fig.
13). Roughly, KPTZ receivesup to 52,000 visitors
per year, out of which 88% (45,760) arewillingto
pay for the servicesat KPFR (Fig. 14).

-22%
56%
22%

[ 100-499 visitors
Il 1000-4999 visitors
O 5000 and above visitors

Fig. 13. Proportion of annual hotel visitation at
KPTZ
Source: Field data analysis, 2007

100.00 1 88.24

80.00 1
60.00 17
40.00 1

11.76
20.00 1

Percentage responses

0.00 1
Yes No

Responses

Fig. 14. Visitors willingness to pay response
Source: Field data analysis, 2007

When asked to state the maximum amount
that they would bewilling to pay asentry feesfor
the services and attractionsavailableat KPFR in
a close ended bid willingness to pay study
conducted in August (2006), 74% of the
respondents indicated their willingness to pay
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between US$1 and US$6 per head (Table 5) for
the potential services and attractions of KPFR.

From the results presented in Table 5, the
survey gives a mean willingness to pay of
US$5.20 per head with a standard deviation of
US$3.24. The confidence limits at 0.05 level of
significance were found to be in the range of
US$4.80to US$H5.60 per head. Thetotal calculated
willingness to pay of visitors for the KPFR from
entry feesisUS$237,952 per year (Table5), which
isgraphically depictedin Figure 15.

Table 5: Response of visitors' WTP and total WTP
for the KPFR

Intervals Mid- Response Frequency Total Total
for WTP points data distribu- number WTP
bids tion (%) of visi-

(US$) tors/year

1-3 2 11 37 16779 33557
4-6 5 11 37 16779 83893
7-9 8 3 10 4576 36608

Source: Field data analysis, 2007
N.B: Mid-point for the last category is assumed to be
US$11

18000~
16000
= 14000+

—e— Mid point bids

Expected No. of

Visitors
(2]
o
o
S

0 T T T 1
2 5 8 11

Potential Fees to be charged (US$)

Fig. 15. Graphical representation of the total willing-
ness to pay of visitors of KPFR
Source: Field data analysis, 2007

From the prediction that 80% of touristsvisiting
KPFR arewilling to pay an entrance fee of US$5,
KPFR should expect to receive 36,608 visitorsand
generate an estimated revenue of US$183,040 per
year (Table 6). However, amaximum fee of US$8
may be charged based on the prediction that 60%
of vistors(27,456 vistorsper year) will visit KPFR.
This corresponds to what is charged in Jozani
National Park (Finnie2003; 32). Ontheother hand,
if the smallest fee of US$2 is charged per head,
100% (45,760) of visitorswill bewilling to pay and
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generate an annual grossrevenue of US$91,520 as
isillustrated in Figure 16. If equitably shared, this
revenue can act as an incentive for community
participation in the management of natural
resources and tourism.

Table 6: Total expected annual revenue from
KPFR’s visitors

Mid- Freg- Predicted % # of visitors Expected
points uency of visitors who are revenue
distri willing to willing to
bution pay pay at diff
(%) erent fees
2 37 100 45760 91520
5 37 80 36608 183040
8 10 60 27456 219648
11 17 25 11440 125840
100
Source: Field data analysis, 2007
W Expected
2500001 annual
g") revnues at
S 2000007 different
§ 150000~ predictions
c
2 100000+
(]
14
» SOOOO-J
[%2]
o
Q) 0+ T T T

Expected Fees (US$)

Fig. 16. Expected annual gross revenues at different
entry fees and predictions
Source: Field data analysis, 2007

One of the critical challenges of benefit-
sharing at KPFR is the inexistence of a benefit-
sharing mechanism. The process of getting an
appropriate mechanism is dependent on an
effective and efficient management system that
considers the community as an important and
equal development stakeholder.

Considering the fact that the KPFR has a
similar ecosystem likethat of Jozani Nationa Park
(INP), the benefit-sharing mechanism of thelatter
has been applied to the present study to provide
aninsight on thefinancial benefit that Kiwengwa
Pongwe communities can generate from entrance
feesto KPFR.

Under the prevailing benefit-sharing
mechanism at JNP, local communities retain
22.4% (Finnie 2003: 31), which is used for
compensation and financing local development
initiatives. If the same percentage will be applied
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at KPFR, communities will be able to get about
US$69,195.94 and US$92,261.25 per year as
compensation for water servicesthey provideto
hoteliers according to the first and second
scenarios respectively (Table 7). On the other
hand, the community’s share of visitors’
willingness to pay ranges from US$20,500.48,

Table 7: Expected annual community benefit
according to different scenarios on hotelierss WTP
at KPFR

Predicted %  Number of Expected  Expected
of Hoteliers units that revenue community
willing hoteliers are share
to pay willing to pay

at different fees
100 102970.15  308910.45 69195.94
50 51485.08 411880.60 92261.25

Source: Field data analysis, 2007

Table 8: Expected annual community benefit
according to different scenarios on visitors' WTP
at KPFR

Predicted %  # of visitors Expected Expected
of visitors who are willing  revenue community
willing to pay at share

to pay different fees

100 45760 91520 20500.48
80 36608 183040 41000.96
60 27456 219648 49201.152
25 11440 125840 28188.16

Source: Field data analysis, 2007

Teacher or other civil

servants
Seaweed farmer 3%

6%

Handicraftman
6%

Trader
8%

Tourism Related
Occupations
14%
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US$28,188.16, US$41,000.96 to US$H49,201. 15 for
thefirgt, first, second, third and fourth prediction
scenarios (Table 8).

6.3 TheRoleof SustainableTourism at
Kiwengwa-PongweTourism Zone

Sustainable tourism (ST) development aims
to take advantage of the interest shown by tour-
ists so as to enhance economic opportunities,
protect the natural and cultural heritage and ad-
vance the quality of life of al concerned. In this
way, tourism will help to increase jobs and in-
comein local areas. WTO (2006a) records indi-
catethat tourism empl oysabout 200 million people
around the world.

At Kiwengwa-Pongwe tourism zone, the sec-
tor employs 14% of the community members(Fig.
17) as tour guides, employees in the hotels and
asowners of restaurants; it isthird to agriculture
and fishing. Moreover, tourism contributes about
15.2% of theincometo thelocal community (Table
9) - second to crop and fish production.

In addition to job creation, tourismisregarded
as a source of foreign exchange. Most of the
touristsvisiting Zanzibar are of international ori-
gin and therefore provide foreign exchange for
economic development, as it isin many coun-
tries (Eagleset a., 2002: 24). But to secure such
benefits there must be products and services for

Retired
2%

Subsistent farmer
32%

Fishing
29%

Fig. 17. Main occupations at Kiwengwa-Pongwe Tourism Zone, Zanzibar
Source: Field data analysis, 2007
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Table 9: Major sources of income at Kiwengwa-
Pongwe Zone

Source of income

Percentage to
community members

(%)
1. Crop and fish production 65.70
2. Small scale trading 14.30
3. Tourist related income
(Hotel employee and
other tourism businesses) 15.20
4. Civil servant 1.00

Source: Field data, 2006.

tourists to spend money on. It is also necessary
to minimize the amount of economic |eakages of
thelocal areas. Thiswill ensure self-sustenance
in tourism and reduce dependency on imported
goods and services.

Kiwengwa-Pongwe tourism zone can be
considered to be self-sufficient in terms of
availability of goods and services that tourists
can spend on. Theareaisprivileged by anumber
of ecotouristic attractions (Table 10). Some
attractionsareillustrated in figures 18-29.

7. CONCLUSION

The following conclusions are drawn from
the study on ‘ Sustainable Tourism and Benefit
Sharing in Zanzibar’:

e There is a great potential in Kiwengwa-
Pongwe Tourism Zone (KPTZ) to achieve
sustai nable tourism through benefit-sharing.
The zone has a good number of attractions
worth visiting and a natural ecosystem
(KPFR) very richin environmental services
that can sustain tourism. The existence of
potential buyers of environmental services
(hoteliersand agood number of visitors) from

105

the reserve (water and forest attractions) as
well as their willingness to share benefits
makes sustai nabl e tourism even more possi-
ble. Theexisting policiesand lawsgoverning
the zone and the surrounding community’s
commitment to sustai nabl e tourism makesits
realizationfeasible.

The study has found greater willingness for
benefit-sharing from all concerned parties—
hoteliers, visitors and surrounding commu-
nities. But their commitment to contributeto
sustainable tourism is constrained by the
inexistence of a benefit-sharing mechanism
that allows them to enjoy the benefits to be
generated in the sector. Effortsto share some
benefits, such ashealth services, water supp-
ly, education support servicesand infrastruc-
ture development, have been made by inves-
tors (hoteliers) whiles they await the esta-
blishment of a benefit-sharing mechanism.
The mechanism has to be put in place by
Department for Commercial Crops, Fruitsand
Forestry (DCCFF), which is the leading
institution with regard to sustainable tourism.
Presently, the pace of developing the mecha
nismisvery slow and needsto be accelerated
S0 as to motivate the various stakeholders to
actively participate in sustainable tourism. In
other words, benefit-sharing mechanism is
paramount at KPTZ.

Though potential benefits of sustainable
tourism at KPTZ are real, associated social
and environmental costs constitute one part
of the equation. Therefore, proper planning
is fundamental if these negative (costs)
aspects of sustainable tourism are to be
effectively mitigated. The aim is to signifi-
cantly increase the benefits side of the

Table 10: Eco-touristic attractions at Kiwengwa-Pongwe Zone

Ecological attractions

Social attractions

1. Natural, beautiful dry and watered caves - about
8 caves. Seven caves with water and one dry.

2. Spices as well as agricultural plots grown along
on the way to the caves.

A W

5. Beautiful beaches with white sands

. Attractive landscapes.
. Good natural forest which is very rich in species
diversity of more than 100species.

~N o

. Natural habitats for a wide diversity of flora and fauna.

. Wildlife including red colobus monkeys, variety of birds,
duikers, antelopes, bats and a good number of butterflies.

1. Community gift shops.
2. Swahili culture surrounding the area
Native people selling local products to

tourists as well a acting as local guides
Biking

o bk w

Generally beach tourism including boat
driving and sun bathing.
6. Diving and snorkelling

Source: Field data, 2006
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equation and minimize the costs. This can
only beachieved by creating positive effects/
impacts on sustai nabl e tourism stakehol ders
and the surrounding communities. The
study shows that there are enormous
opportunitiesfor sustainabletourism related
businesses the local communities can
engage in to foster sustainable development
of KPFR.

* Inaddition, the potential economic benefits
from KPRF can play agreater rolein ensuring
sustainable resource management in the
reserve. If the benefitsare equitably shared,
the joint management team will get
substantial funds to run the day-to-day
activities of thereserve and thereby enhance
the conservation of KPFR and the quality
water supply to the tourism industry. Under
the prevailing benefit-sharing mechanism at
Jozani National Park (JNP), whereby 22.4%
of financial benefitsisretained, communities
at KPFR have the potential to get between
US$69195.94 to US$92261.25 per year asa
levy for water services from hoteliers and
about US$20500.48 to US$49201.15 per year
from visitors at KPFR. Though a number of
obstacles are hindering economic benefit-
sharing at KPTZ, thereis great potential for
benefit-sharing to positively influence local
attitudes towards efficient natural resources
and sustai nabl e tourism management.

» More studies on environmental and social
benefits and costs in the KPTZ are needed
to produce a complete analysis of the
sustainabletourism situation in KPFR. Since
sustainable tourism development depends
highly on shared costs and benefits amongst
the stakeholders, a complete package of
relevant information is crucial for effective
planning. The stakeholders and the commu-
nities should be educated to understand that
tourism development is a double-faced
endeavour. On the one hand, it can provide
more job opportunities and revenue to help
sustain acommunity’seconomy (WTO 1999:
361) and on the other, it may accelerate
negative changes in the cultural and natural
environment. Therefore, effective planning
of sustainable development should be done
so asto prevent and/or mitigate the negative
effects while at same time maximizing the
positiveimpacts.

MAKAME KITWANA MAKAME AND EMMANUEL KWESI BOON

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We are grateful to the Flemish Interuniversity
Council (VLIR) of Belgiumfor providing financia
support for thisstudy. We are al so thankful to all
relevant assistants who assisted in data
collectioninthe study areaaswell ascommunity
leaders, household heads, key informants, the
DCCFF and Water Department staff, touristsand
hotel management in the East Coast zone for
providing the required information and data for
this study.

LIST OFACRONYMS ABBREVIATIONS
AND TERMINOLOGIESUSED

CTz Commission for Tourism Zanzibar
DCCFF Department for Commercial Crops,
Fruits and Forestry
GDP Gross domestic products
GNP Gross national products

HOUSEHOLD: All people living together and share
common services in a homestead.

INP Jozani National park

KASKAZINI  Swahili name for the Northern
administrative region

KPFR Kiwengwa-Pongwe Forest Reserve

KPTZ Kiwengwa-Pongwe Tourism Zone

KUSINI Swahili name for the Southern
administrative region

NGOs Non-Governmental Organisation(s)

MADEMA: Locally made fish traps that resemble
basket. Main raw material is wood from
macphesonia gracilis = mjoma’

SHEHA: The village/shehia leader.

SHEHIA: Lowest administrative unit in the region
that constitutes one or more villages.

SMz The Swahili abbreviation - Serikali ya
Mapinduzi ya Zanzibar for the
Revolutionary Government of Zanzibar.

URT United Republic of Tanzania

WIKIPEDIA: The Free encyclopaedia.

WSSD World Summit for Sustainable
Development

WTO World Tourism Organisation

WTP Willingness to Pay
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