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Abstract

Tourism/ecotourism has the greatest pro-poor immactrural communities because the customer coméiseto
facility/product creating room for direct sell thdsstering the creation of the economic multipleffect. As a
result of overuse of farmlands over the years,dgidfom agriculture have been dwindling culminatingthe
phenomenon of “trying livelihoods”in Sirigu. Alteaitively,some residentsare now taking control ofrtiog/n
destiny by embracing tourism development as a me&arenhancing their livelihood. A sample size 00 44
respondents was obtained from the community makseg of both simple random and purposive sampling
techniques. Results analyzed revealed that stafietsivere serious minded aboutissues regardingahesm-
development nexus. Many women were engaged irstouelated income generation activities and revenue
accruing to the community wasquite impressive. §thdy recommended that a map of the village bele/&d
visitors to foster private/guided village tours athomestic tourism be encouraged to further boostips.

Keywords: Sirigu, community-based ecotourism, livelihood emteanent, stakeholders, income generation,
Introduction

Ecotourism is an alternative form of tourism tretonsistently gaining grounds on aglobal scalinduhe past
few years (UNWTO, 2001). It is one of the newegbantunities for income generation from natural teses
without destroying the environment (Colvin, 1998% fundamental principles refer to minimizing ngga
impact on the environment, representing the logliices and actively contributing to the economalseeing of
host communities as well as the stakeholders imebMEcotourismhas the potential to become a drofer
sustainable tourism development and also provideodpnities for the development of the disadvantage
marginalized and rural areas leading to povertgvation. It stimulates economic development andaavell-
being of people and at the same time preservingahgral environment and cultural heritage throaglareness
creation.

Strong arguments have been advanced in supportdetsm playing a central role in conservation ancl
development in Sub-Saharan Africa. The growth ehwnity-based ecotourism for instance in this redias
been the strongest in the global market in the feasyears due to the positive economic impactsherpeople in
the region making it an increasingly important ity in East and Southern Africa (UNWTO, 2001). 6coism
activities using natural resource attractions imat rural areas can be important sources of ecanom
diversification and livelihood opportunity (Ashlest al., 2001; UNWTO, 2002). For instance, in Ken$a,
N’gwesi Community-Based Ecotourism Site was awartthedEquator Initiative Award at the World Summit o
Sustainable Development in Johannesburg,South&finc2002 due to how the destination impacts ecncelly
on the local residents. Again, in South Africa, BBid Ridge Thakadu River Safari Camp within Madik@ame
Reserve is a 100% owned community-based ecotowitenwhich gives numerous economic returns to dall
people(www.africacommunity-based ecotourism.com.).

In Ghana, community-based ecotourism came to thesiftce 1996 towards developing economically and
culturally sensitive locations in rural parts oétbountry (Ghana Tourism Authority, 1996).
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It has created opportunities for rural communitiesarn income and created tourism related jobsugir the
conservation of local ecosystems and culture. Duide contribution of community-based ecotourisnsdoio-
economic development of local people, such laudabtéects receive funding from donor agencies sash
USAID and Netherland Development Organization (SN which Sirigu Pottery and Art in the
KasenaNankanaWest District in the Upper East Reigione of the few lucky beneficiaries.Sirigu isomed with
infrastructure such as a guest house which fosteesnight stay, large craft display rooms for iatgive craft
workshops, summer huts for meetings and opporamitir village tours. The community has unique syiob
wall decorations (fostering village tours) whickratt visitors fromhome and abroad.

Problem statement

With a growing interest to spend leisure time intuna related facilities and increasing awareness on
environmentalism, ecotourism has become one offdbest growing segments of the tourism industiiie
world (UNWTO, 2001). The declaration of the yeaf2@s International Year of Ecotourism by World fiisun
Organization reflects the importance of ecotourianthe global industry. It provides better linkagesduces
leakages of benefits out of a country, createsllecaployments, creates the multiplier effect andtdos
sustainable development (Khan, 1997;Belsky, 1999).

In Ghana, the tourism sector places fourth behwid,gocoa and foreign remittances and earned tevérat is
equivalent to 6.2% of Gross Domestic Product(Migigif Tourism, Ghana,2010) of which community-based
ecotourism plays a crucial part. The core aim ahmmnity-based ecotourism is poverty alleviationrumal
communities through the creation of sustainableorime-generating tourism activities,while conserviing
delicate and sensitive ecological and cultural weses in their environments.

Community-based ecotourism sites offer potentiadeffies to the individual, communities and the nates a
whole, in areas such as the creation of employnfiergign exchange earningsand improving the welédlecal
people among others (Mbaiwa, 2003). Community-bassmtourism has therefore been given much attention
these days as it yields the results of the purfasehich it has been advocated for. Based on bowe benefits
derived from the community-based ecotourism iriited generally, one therefore wonders if any suehefits
come the way of the local people of Sirigu in thesEnaNankana West District by way of livelihood
enhancement, hence the need for this research.

Objectives of the Study

The general aim of the study is to ascertain theliiood enhancement opportunities brought in ttadevof
ecotourism development in Sirigu whilst the speaibjectives were to:

Identify the income generating ecotourism relateti/aies in the community.
Assessthe level of female participation in the tigwment ofecotourism in Sirigu.
Identify the key stakeholders in the Sirigu ecoisnrsite.

What the Literature Says

A searchin the literature, suggests that the temotourism’ was coinedby Hector Ceballos-Lascuréimg was
at the time (July, 1983) was Director General ofxMan Ministry of Urban Development and Ecology. He
provided the first definition of theterm later thyatar at a conference in Mexico City:

“Ecotourism is tourism that involves travelling telatively undisturbed natural areas with the spiecobjective
of studying,admiring and enjoying the scenery asdaiild plants andanimals, as well as any existotural
aspects (both past andpresent) found in these deawurism implies a scientific,aesthetic or padphical
approach, although the ‘ecotourist’ isnot requiremibe a professional scientist, artist or philosepiihe main
point is that the person who practices ecotourisagtie opportunity of immersing him or herself inuna in a
waythat most people cannot enjoy in their routinghan existence.This person will eventually acquire
consciousness andknowledge of the natural envirotinbegether with its culturalaspects, that willvest him
into somebody keenly involved inconservation isfeballos-Lascurain, 1996)".

In general, ecotourism should satisfy conservadiod development objectives (Lindberg,Enriquez apbde,
1996).
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Community-Based Ecotourism in Ghana

The term “community-based ecotourism” is used tecdbe ecotourism ventures that are characteriyelidh
environmental consideration, increased control eswblvement of the local residents, as well as ificant
benefits for the host community (WWHF-Internation2001).This concept is clearly distinguished frotheo
ecotourism ventures that are largely or even totalanned and managed by outside operators andaene
negligible benefits for local people (Akama, 19%@d in Scheyvens, 1999).

Community-based ecotourismrefers more specificedlytourism activities or enterprises that invohadl
communities; it operates in their lands, and isebasn their cultural andnatural assets and attrast{Nelson,
2004). Community-based ecotourism therefore issoumvhich focuses on travel to areas with natutehetions
(rather than, say, urban areas), and which con&sbio environmental conservation and local livadith
enhancement.Ghana has emerged as a pioneer isltheffcommunity-based ecotourism which aims wate a
mutually beneficial three—way relationship betwemnservationist,the tourist and local communitiébe
southern part of the country has numerous commimaised ecotourism destinations such as the Xaw Bir
Watching Sanctuary in the Volta Region, Bobiri Rufty Sanctuaryin the Ashanti Region and Boabenggie
Monkey Sanctuary in the BrongAhafo Region to ment@ofew. In the northern part of Ghana,communityeloa
ecotourism sites ranges from Paga Crocodile Poodgd Hills and Tengzug Shrines and the Sirigu Ppted
Art in the Upper East Region. Notable in the Upp&ast Region is the award winningWechiauHippo Saargtu

Participation in Community-Based Ecotourism

Local community participation in all endeavours exfotourism is not a new concept.The word particpat
implies how and to what extent people are ablehtoestheir views, take part in an activity, projpetgramme,
decision—making, profit sharing and other issuésted to the tourism development process.The nmogoitant
reason for the inclusion of local inhabitants imtecrism is equity, taking into consideration tlumservation of
the area through ecotourism development which tably entails restrictions in the traditional usagfelocal
resources by the residents (Eagles et al., 1964 mitLindberg, 1998).

In fact, numerous studies indicate the importarfaaamrporating the perceptions, values and intevéthe local
people in the very region where theecotourism nesgdestination is found (Vincent and Thomson,2002e
involvement of local people should be encouragethfthe very beginning by promoting public dialoguel by
enabling them to participate in the process of sleci making and profit sharing (Diamantis, 2004)eTmain
underlying concept for the development of commub#ged ecotourism is the empowerment of local geopl
This is only possible when ecotourism planning saleto consideration the views, the perceptions and
preferences of the local inhabitants (WWF-Intewai,2001). Community participation in communitysbd
ecotourism makes the project sustainable and attaeobjective in its establishment.

When people do not receive sufficient benefits essalt of non- participation, they are prone tgalep negative
attitude towardsecotourismdevelopment. This migituo for example when indigenous people whose gairvi
depends heavily upon the exploitation of the nattgsource perceive tourism as a threat that degprikiem of
their livelihood by competing with others over lamahd resource (Ross and Wall,1999). In such
instances,community-based ecotourism is very likelyeither fail completely or not succeed to theiimum
possible degree thus, remaining far from the déstestainability(McCool and Moisey, 2001).

Stakeholders in Community-Based Ecotourism

Stakeholdersare organizations, individuals anditirtigins directly or indirectly involved in develowent,
operation and management of community-based edstoysrojects. The organizations include governnienta
agencies such as research institutions,non-govetiainénstitutions, local people,traditional authi@s and
tourists. Stakeholder’sinterest in community- baseatourism can affect the outcome oftourism deymlkent. In
fact, tourism is complex and dynamic, with linkagasd independencies and therefore requires multiple
stakeholders with diverse and divergent views aaldes. Stakeholders assume collective responsbifior the
ongoing directions and success of any ecotourisabkshment (Gray, 1989).

Community-based ecotourism should therefore invatelaborative effort of all the stakeholders tooiav
creation of imbalances and uneven developmentaibadsm sites.
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The ecotourism industry is complex because ofatsire and dynamics between its stakeholders(Lawrenal,
1997). Each group brings to the industry its ownodanterests, capabilities, strategies and trawist and if not
well structured conflict may arise andat the et tommunity-based ecotourism may not give therelgsi
benefits to the stakeholders involved.

Benefits of Community-Based Ecotourism

Community-based ecotourism helps improve standhliging for example through increased disposableme

of individuals. Besides these,there is an undeglyioncept of development of community-based ecistiour
which is empowerment of local people. In particuthe concept of empowerment of host communities b
divided into four different categories: Economig@sological, social and political.In economic terrasotourism
generates long-term benefits that are distributpdtably within the host communities and can bedufsg the
constant improvement of the community’s infrastowet Moreover, ecotourism can contribute to the
psychological empowerment of the local people byagicing their sense of self-esteem and by cultiggpiride
for their cultural and natural heritage. This happ&ecause ecotourism reveals to the public theeval host
community in terms of natural beauty or culturailqueness. In addition, ecotourism may strengtheiasbonds
within the community by promoting cooperation amatsgmembers. Finally, ecotourism brings abouttjmali
empowerment, since it creates a forum for the esqioe of peoples’ voices concerning issues of local
development (Scheyvens,1999).

The concept of community-based ecotourism developrgpears to meet the majority of the targetsésheed
in the definition of sustainable tourism, sincednstitutes a tool for both social empowerment kmdj-term
economic development of the local communities (WiMErnational, 2001). This is even more crucialdorall,
rural and remote communities that often suffer frbra lack of governmental attention and assistaSedf-
development through ecotourism is particularly imgot for these communities, since it gives peadpie
opportunity to utilize their own internal strengthsd resources in order to become more self-sefficfJoppe,
1996).

Wearing and Neil (1999) stated that the more olwi@ason to initiate an ecotourism project is taimie the
benefits of tourism,specifically:(a) additional ezwe to the local business and other services, @ramedicare,
banking, car hire, cottage industries,souvenir phap tourism attractions; (b) increased market lacal
products, example, locally grown produce, artifagtdue added goods thereby sustaining traditionsioms; (c)
employment of local labour and expertise, exampeeqgtour guides, retail sales assistance, restatmale
waitingstaff; (d) source of funding for the prdiea of and enhancement or maintenance of natuiactions
and symbols of cultural heritage; and (e) heighdesmmmunity awarenessof the value of local indigesnculture
and natural environment. Benefits to the local hess area and itscommunities are the major reason f
undertaking community-based ecotourism. It is ats® of the outcomes desired by all stakeholders in
community-based ecotourism.

Community-Based Ecotourism and Poverty Alleviation

Poverty alleviation through tourism is defined agrism that generates net benefits tothe poorgnigteconomic
benefits, but also creating positive socio-cultiaatlenvironmental benefits to the poor (Ashley, 2004any
countries have adopted community-based ecotoursna @ool for poverty alleviation.In Asia, the Great
Mekrong Sub-region comprising Cambodia, The Pe&#psblic of China, LaosPeoples Democratic Republic,
Myanmar, Thailand and Vietnam have set up paradigiated poverty alleviation strategies which statteat
community-based ecotourism should be a major saefrsecuring the biodiversity in the sub-region ataling

a major role in tackling the issue of poverty (WZ@)5). There has been an employment creation drtiper
basis as guides, drivers and home stay managerssemite payment benefits which they used to fund
community development projects such as agriculszbpol projects, water among others. Africa’s ptyves at

the centre stage in cotemporary development delateause the situation is bad and getting worse. In
accordance with the Millennium Development Godig, World Tourism Organization has placed tourisrthat
forefront of poverty reduction in Africa. Communbased ecotourism in particular has been advoctted
within the academic literature as an important camity economic development strategy due to the niate
economic and social benefits that the sector camergée while also protecting the natural resouraseb
(Mulindwa, 2007).
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In Tanzania, community-based ecotourism has bedmam®d as a tool for poverty alleviation.A bulkto@irism
investment is concentrated in a small number dbglg community owned famous parks in the northaarts of
the country such as Serengeti, Ngorongoro, Tarangimke Manyara among others (Nelson, 2004). Inn@ha
community-based ecotourism has received much aiteat the national level due to opportunitiesas fcreated
for rural communities to earn income and has coe&arism related jobs through the conservatioriooél
ecosystem and culture. These gains have been @atsdl as a show of significant impact on povelgviation
(Ghana Tourism Authority, 2010).

Challenges toCommunity-Based Ecotourism

In terms of community-based ecotourism managentieate are some issuesof concern such as carrypagita
and the problem of benefit flow to local people eaotourism sites (Bhoj and Jan, 2007). By definitio
ecotourism preferssmall number of tourists but angncases, controland monitoring of the carryingacities of
target areasis often difficult. The impact of teuoni on the environment includesdepletion of nattgaburces,
pollution, soil erosion,natural habitat loss, irased pressure on endangeredspecies and heighte@nedability
to forest fires (Sri Lanka Tourism Development Aarity, 2011).Negative impacts from tourism occurentthe
levelof visitor use is greater than the environrserbilityto cope with this use within the accepealimits
ofchange. There are arguments about the influxudits, economic benefits from tourism andinfraste
development which suggest that if theseare not getharoperly, they may turn ecotourisminto mairestrenass
tourism. Currently, there arenegative impacts imeanstances but these could increasein the long-sad as
noted by Autthapon&Suthida (2010),all stakeholdeduding localpeople have had very little expeties in
managingecotourism and its varying objectivegveral critical factors according to them haverbaoted
asconstraints for the progress of poverty allesiathrough community-based ecotourigjay limited access of
thepoor to the tourism market; (b) lack of commareiability for their product in term ofvalue armutice; (c)
weak marketing capability; (d) lack of intergovemmial suitable policyframework and (e) inadequeigwledge
about tourism and service skill, managing andimgletimg at local level.

Methodology
The Study Area

Sirigu in the Upper East Region of Ghana is locatkxse to the border with Burkina Faso and about 17
kilometers leftwards off the main Bolgataga-Navrongad. It is in Kasena Nankana West District with
administrative capital at Paga. It is east of thent of Navrongo. Sirigu shares boundary with fastes villages
namely:Natunniato the north, Zoko to the South, Yoahe east and Mirigu to the west. Its administea
boundaries are Basengo, Dalongo,Gunwado and Pgedlikasena-Nankana West District Profile, Popuratio
and HousingCensus,2000). Sirigu is popular througl@hanaian history for its pottery, basket weavamgl
unique symbolic wall decorations. Sirigu has a patan of four thousand two hundred and thirty one
(4,231)people.Females constitute the majority nuinge2,182 and the males 2,049 (Population and iHgus
Census, 2000). The fertility of the land is pooedo overuse over the years pushing people intteryaind
basket weaving. Subsistence farming is practicethgthe raining season.

Data Collection

Data collection was from November 2011 to April 201Data was gathered using tools such as intesyiew
guestionnaire administration while secondary dada ebtained from the Ghana Tourism Authorityrediafiice
in Bolgatanga.

Tools of Data Collection

Semi-structured questionnairewere used to seekniafiton from respondents in the community espsciaibse
engaged in pottery, basket weaving and making loéroartifacts. Leaders of Sirigu Women Organizafion
Pottery and Art(SWOPA), tour guides, Sirigu comntyshiased ecotourism Management Team, workers of the
Tourist Information Officeand Ghana Tourism Authipffice at Bolgatanga were the target. Informatsought
after includedthe revenue generationlevels of loeasidents and the facility, while visitor numbersd revenue
per visitor was sourced from the Ghana Tourism Arith (Bolgatanga). Interviews were scheduled tal fout

the level of community participation and the imaat the ecotourism site on the community.
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Sampling

A sample size of 440 respondents was obtained frencommunity making use of both purposive and Emp
random sampling techniques. The 440 respondernitedrat is clearly more than 10% of the populatibisirigu
(4,231) which is seen as representative for rekasork. Those into the tourism development efforttsas tour
guides, opinion leaders, members of the Sirigu Wo@eganisationof Pottery and Arts (SWOPA), offisialf
the tourism information office, the regional offioé the Ghana Tourism Authority and the tourism agament
committee were purposively selected because thiy key information while the simple random methodsw
employed to select 320 household heads to alsgoatkeén the study (see Table 1).

Table 1: Number/groups of respondents contacted

Respondent groups Number of Percentage
respondents | (%)
Tour guides 8 1.8
Opinion leaders 22 5.0
Members of SWOPA 68 16.0
Tourism Management Team 12 2.7
Employees of Tourism Information Office 6 1.3
Officials of Ghana Tourism Authority Office (Bolgaiga) 4 0.9
Household heads 320 72.3
Total 440 100.0

Source: Field survey, 2012

Out of the 440 respondents contacted, 40% coreditfémale while 60% were male. This high purposive
involvement of women was because of theengagenfetiteoSirigu Women Organization in Pottery and Art
(SWOPA) members and also due to the fact that mogsehold heads (men) asked their spouses to @spon
because they perceived the tourism project in tmngunity to be largely controlled by women and ashsfelt
most women could give relevant information on thmhalf.Majority of respondents (63%) have had stewel

of education comprising 4% primary level educatidsfo Junior High School level leavers and 14% Sdrigh
School leavers. However, about 37% of them hadrodl education but were all actively involved.

Results and Discussions

Many of the workers in the Sirigu Community Potteagd Arts Project (aside from those in the Tourism
Information Office) are self employed earning in@based on their own resourcefulness, on guestirdial the
kinds of activity of interest engaged by the guest.

Main Ecotourism Related Income Generation Activities in Sirigu.

Data analyzed from respondents on the main touridated income generation activities in Sirigu aaded that
pottery, basketry, wall designing (see plates,% a@nd 6), village tour (traditional homes, chialace, sacred
grove and local market), overnight stay in locglest-guest house (see platel), do-it-yourself sassfinvolving
the guests taking up art learning sessions at-adegtimes referred to as interactive craft workshpincluding
artifacts and souvenir shopping are the main tounielated income generating activities in Sirigtne3e
activities serve as sources of livelihood enhanecgropportunities and is in consonance with Asataj(2001)
who opined that ecotourism activities should getegrecome to the host community and also furthefioms the
statement by Ghana Tourism Authority (1996), thabmefrom ecotourism activities serve as a meapwérty
alleviation in rural areas in Ghana.Figure 1 depibese ecotourism related income generation aesvn Sirigu
community with the highest income generating atilseing pottery (18%).
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Figurel: Main ecotourism income generation acteifin Sirigu
Source: Field survey, 2012

These ecotourism activities offer visitors an drgitpackage at the destination and each of theaséties attract
a fee when pursued by the guest. Table 2 showstth@us activities per fees charged.

Table 2: Ecotourism related income generating actities in Sirigu per fees charged

Activity Visitor category Price (Ghc)

Village tours (chief palace, local Ghanaian 3.00

homes, local market, sacred grove) Non-Ghanaian 4.00
Student (Ghanaian) 1.50

Wall design/canvas painting Ghanaian 5.00
Non-Ghanaian 6.00
Student (Ghanaian) 3.00

Overnight stay in local styled-guest Ghanaian 25.00

house. Non-Ghanaian 25.00
Student (Ghanaian) 25.00

Pots and baskets Ghanaian Prices ranges from 6.00-15.00
Non-Ghanaian depending on their sizes

Do-it —yourself sessions (interactive Ghanaian 5.00

craft workshops) Non-Ghanaian 6.00
Student (Ghanaian) 3.00

Artifacts and souvenir shopping Ghanaians Prices ranges from 3.00-15.00
Non-Ghanaians depending on the item picked
Student (Ghanaian)

Pick-up tour All visitors One way Return
Paga, Bolga. Navrongo,Bongo | 25.00 35.00
Tongo 40.00 50.00
Widnaba 80.00 100.00

Source: SWOPA Information Centre, 2012.
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Community Participation

Results indicate that the natives were activelylved in tourism activities in the community inclng the
decision making process and managementfrom theptioce of the project in 2002.The community comes
together in the form of durbars to discuss isswtaming to tourism and (92%) of respondents tdteto this
fact. The involvement of the local people agreeth whe assertion made by Diamantis(2004), that conity:
based ecotourism should involve the local residénts the beginning by promoting public dialoguecidion
making process as well as profit sharing.As a whynwolving the community, all fourteen (14) pernesut
employees at the site are natives of Sirigu ansl s created employment for the local people hwhigrees
with Wearing and Neil(1999) that ecotourism ocesagdmployment for local people (reflected in ecomddes,
sales assistants, caretakers at local lodge, coukslrivers).The rate of women participation isyveigh (about
90%) and this has led to the establishment of $ivipmen Organization for Pottery and Art (SWOPAHUS,
the people welcome ideas on improving any touristivity in the community for they see it as an ogipoity
for livelihood enhancement.

Benefits Derived by Community

Analysis has revealedthat the community has redeseene benefits since the establishment of the coriya

based ecotourism project in Sirigu. Respondent®%dCcontend that the community has benefited frototal

often (10) toilet facilities and five (5)borehol&®m project proceeds whilea community library andchool
blockwere both also donated by tourists. The comtysnshare of proceeds from the site (variablecpatage
based on revenue obtained) is used for these coityrdevelopments. In addition, a micro credit sckenas
been established and is open to members of SWO®A Which they obtain ‘soft loans’ for establishmerfit
local retail businesses. Again there is always stawel of capital injection into the local economlySirigu as
visitors spend some money on indigenous food andesuor shopping. These benefits received are is@ogance
with the assertion made by Ghana Tourist Authg2§10),that the gains in community-based ecotoutiswe
been consolidated as a show of significant impagbaverty alleviation.Table 3shows benefits derifredn the
ecotourism project in the community.

Table 3: Benefits derived from ecotourism

Benefits Absolute number of respondents Percerdhgespondents
(%)

Bole hole in the community 698 28.9

Toilets (KVIP) 652 27.0

Income from souvenir trade 422 17.0

School block donated by tourists 242 10.0

Access to micro credit 211 9.0

Library donated by tourists 194 8.0

Total 2419 99.9

*These results are from multiple responses.
Source: Field survey, 2012.

The Sirigu Pottery and Art Project right from itstablishment continue to achieve its visitor dagtsal
performance. Information from management indic#tes the average daily arrival is between 21-30stpuélhe
peak arrival periods were 2007 and 2008 with sldgdline from 2009 to 2011. The decline in arrivaeés due to
the withdrawal of support from funding agencie I8NV-Netherlands Development Organization and ddnit
States Agency for International Development (USAHDwever, records from SWOPA Information Centre
indicates that international arrivals outweighed domestic arrivals since the inception of the gmbjn 2003 as
indicated in table 4 while Figure 2 also giveseamttin the revenue pattern.
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Table 4: Arrivals and Receipts at Sirigu Pottery ad ArtProject Site

YEAR DOMESTIC INTERNATIONAL REVENUE (GHc)
ARRIVALS ARRIVALS

2003 223 711 4,619.00
2004 476 745 5,821.00
2006 642 1092 12,221.50
2007 996 1205 15,385.10
2008 1213 1228 18,554.80
2009 742 1094 18,645.30
2010 77 1063 21,500.00
2011 704 943 22,346.20
TOTAL 5773 8081 160,492.90

Source: SWOPA Information Centre, 2012.
*Despite drop in arrivals after 2008, revenue ils lsigh because fees were raised.

Revenue (GHc)
25,000

20,000

15,000
= Revenue (GH)
10,000
5,000 I
O _J T T T T T T T

2003 2004 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Figure 2: Bar graph showing receipt trends at #stidation (Sirigu)
Source: Field survey, 2012

Key Stakeholders and their Roles

An interview with officials of Sirigu Pottery andrAProject revealed that the community is represeiity the
chief, elders and the assemblyman forming parhefdtakeholders. The community takes part in thusibs
making process especially with issues pertainingtorism and making sure that any proposed tourism
developments taking place is in cognizance witlalldeliefs, culture and needs.

Ghana Tourism Authority is also one of the stakdérd identified. They help in the improvement ofrkeging
of tourism products and creation of tourism awassrsessions tailored for target groups in the comityuThe
authority also organizes training for the managena employees of the destination concerning ecisin
management.
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There are NGOs that are also key stakeholders. rélddonservation Research Centre, SNV Netherlands
Development Organization, United States Peace @ah@sa, Friends of Sirigu, Felix Foundation and U3A
support the destination with funds and trainingoefsonnel at the site. Visitors arriving are altakesholders.
Their ideas, suggestions and support are incompaiato the tourism planning process

Challenges to the Sirigu Pottery and Art Project

The Sirigu Pottery and Art Project like any othemenunity-based ecotourism site face a number ostcaints.

There have been inadequate funds from funding agernd the government. This has resulted in inzateq
facilities at the site. Fluctuating visitor inflodanguage barrier between the tour guides andstisufinon-English
guests), poor commercial viability of productsenms of value and price and thepoor nature ofadhd to Sirigu

are some of the challenges the destination is fetd

However, the management of the project is makiagtic efforts at addressing these challenges. Laxtsts are
being trained to make transition from painting égWwalls to painting on small canvas; from the oéoam and
stones to the use of brush, paint and canvas. $@efucolours, the style, composition and themesdh@an the
ancient tradition are being intensified to presegheeauthenticity of their art products. This wiglp add value to
the products in terms of market price.Again eff@is being made to ensure good market for thenlymts via
posters, brochures and the use of internet faslith source assistance from funding agencies.

Conclusion and Recommendations

The tourism sector is a major contributor to sa@onomic development and can be used as a toeldiace

poverty at the national, regionaland rural areaSliana. The evolution of community-based ecotouinis@hana

has triggered enormous interest among people asdsétaa stage for ecotourism development as viefiag

received much attention at the national level duiné positive results it has delivered in termsisitor numbers
and revenue generation. Sirigu community-basedadsi project has gained a considerable dint ofesss and
also presented challenges for other community-basedourism destinations as it has a moderatelyngtr
infrastructural base and diversified tourism redaitgcome generating activities that are offered gmckage to
visitors from which revenue is derived to enhareelivelihood of the community members.

This study has generally brought to the fore the¢ flaat community-based ecotourism can be usedsami@gic
tool for poverty alleviation as in the case of @irin the KasenaNankana West District in the Uizt Region.
The enhancement of livelihood through tourism ealatncome generating activities at this destinathars
beenmade possible because the management andtgdysiding at Sirigu community-based ecotourisrject

is done in conjunction with the local community alhniis indeed a true reflection of the meaning ohgwnity-
based ecotourism: that is, ecotourism venture athvithere is increased control and involvementdooél
residents as well as significant benefits for tlosthcommunity’ (WWF-International, 2001), and withis
strategic management, the destination is now pagdnby quite a lot of Ghanaians (about 42%) and-no
Ghanaians (58%). Thus, the community continuesitihér exploit markets for pottery, basketry anahiags;
its prime revenue base and other activities relie¢durism in the community.

Recommendations
The study recommended that:

1. The management should develop a town plan or mégrtiver strengthen its ecotour offerings whichlue
home and village tours (visit to the chief's palatraditional homes and sacred grove) and pickaypst
should be expanded.

2. An eco-museum should be established in the commtmihelp preserve some old artistic works thatpeo
have done. This can give mythological insight itlie values and ancient traditions of the commuaitgl
further enhance the ability of future generatianketirn the former ways of life of their ancestors.

3. The destination should establish linkages with iofligter destinations such as Paga Crocodile Pofithaba
and Tongo Hills includingTengzug Shrines and oftrérate tourism companies so that their ideas tsmtze
incorporated in the ecotourism development process.

4. An awareness campaign should be intensified tetadipanaians to help stimulate domestic tourisnis Wil
increase domestic arrivals at the destination teath increase in revenue in the community.
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