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Abstract- Eco-tourism is primarily a low impact nature of tourism which contributes to the maintenance of spees and habitats either
directly through contribution to conservation and/ar indirectly by providing revenues sufficient for local people to value, and therefore,
protect their wildlife and heritage areas. This pagr presents a study done in areas adjacent to Kit Mayi cultural site about the effect
of ecotourism initiatives on the livelihoods of loal community living adjacent to it. Study targeted500 people and used a sample size of
70 heads of households drawn from target populatignvho were randomly selected in the interval of evg 4th homestead within the
study area. For key informant interviews purposivesampling was used to identify the respondents by e of the roles they play in
tourism sector. This paper relied on both primary ard secondary data to provide an account of ecotouns initiatives and improvement

in the livelihoods of the locals. Most outstandingesult from the local community’s perspective is tht ecotourism activities can create
jobs and generate wealth as well as facilitate thgrowth of social networks locally knownchamas which in turn improve the livelihoods

of the local community.
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|. BACKGROUND

Travel and tourism are among the fastest growing
industries and a major source of foreign excharagaiegs
for many developing countries [1]. The United Naso
World Tourism Organization reported an increasethe
number of international arrivals to 1.1 billion 2017[ 2].
This economic importance of tourism has captured th
attention of the world. Conversely, the growth ofiism
poses threat to cultural and biological divershg. a result,
ecotourism is an alternative form of tourism that i
consistently gaining grounds on a global scale nduthe
past few years [3]. It is a sustainable form otural
resource-based tourism that focuses primarily on
experiencing and learning about nature [4]. It d¢gfly
occurs in natural areas, and should contribute he t
conservation or preservation of the same. According
Fennell [5] ecotourism is “Nature tourism encompagsll
forms of adventurous, low-impact tourist activitiediich
uses natural resources in a wild or undevelopeth fer
including species, habitats, landscape, scenerysaticand
fresh water features. Ecotourism activities usirgjural
resource attractions in remote rural areas canmpsritant
sources of economic diversification and livelihood

opportunity ([6],[7]; [8]). For instance, in Keny&|'gwesi
Ecotourism Site was awarded the Equator Initiativeard

at the World Summit on Sustainable Development in
Johannesburg, South Africa, in 2002 due to how the
destination impacts economically on the local restd.
Again, in South Africa, Buffalo Ridge Thakadu Riv&afari
Camp within Madikwe Game Reserve is a 100% owned
ecotourism site which gives numerous economic nstto
the local people (www.africacommunity-based
ecotourism.com.). In Ghana, ecotourism gained pnenge
since 1996 towards developing economically anducailty
sensitive locations in rural parts of the count®y. It has
created opportunities for rural communities to eagome
and created tourism related jobs through the ceatien of
local ecosystems and culture. Due to the contébutf
ecotourism to socioeconomic development of locaippe
such laudable projects receive funding from dorganaies
such as USAID and Netherland Development Orgamiaati
(SNV) to which Siring Pottery and Art in the Karenn
Nangana West District in the Upper East Regionnis of
the few lucky beneficiaries.

Despite interventions that have been put in plaze t
encourage participation in ecotourism initiativaatistics
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show that over 60 per cent of population in Kisutdanya
is poor compared to the national average of 4&pet as at
2006 [10]. This can be attributed to the fact ttet locals
lack information about how to get involved and when
participate in ecotourism initiatives. This papeegents a
study in which ecotourism initiatives are analyzéal find
out the effect it has on the livelihood of localnmounity
around kit mikayi cultural site in Kisumu, with tHeasic
premise that once the economic value of eco-tourism
activities is exposed it becomes easier to mobpieple to
participate in it.

Il. LITERATURE REVIEW
2.0 Introduction

Ecotourism was first defined by Hector Ceballos-
Lascurain in the early 1980’s [11]. Hector Ceballos

Lascurain recounted his initial definition in a 500
interview.
“...Tourism that involves travelling to relatively

undisturbed natural areas with the specific objeft
studying, admiring and enjoying the scenery andwiisl
plants and animals, as well as any existing cultaspects
(both past and present) found in these areas. Gisho
implies a scientific, aesthetic or philosophicalpagach,
although the ‘ecotourism’ is not required to be a
professional scientist, artist or philosopher. Than point

is that the person who practices ecotourism has the
opportunity of immersing him or herself in naturea way
that most people cannot enjoy in their routine, aarb
existences.” [12].

A definition for ecotourism agreed upon by all lyas to
be found despite its roots in the early 1980’s. oTmost
commonly cited definitions are put forward by theeQec
Declaration of Ecotourism and the International tBaasm
Society. The Quebec Declaration of Ecotourism d@sfin
ecotourism as tourism that:

“Contributes actively to the conservation of natwad
cultural heritage; includes local and indigenousioaunities
in its planning, developing and operation, and fdbates]
to its well-being; interprets the natural and cdttheritage
of the destination to visitors; [and] lends itséitter to
independent travelers, as well as to organizedstotismall
group sizes.” [13].

The International Ecotourism Society (IES) defines
ecotourism as ‘responsible travel to natural aréeest
conserves the environment and improves the wefighef
local people” [14].

2.1 Local communities and ecotourism

Murphy [15]; Jamal and Getz [16] established thet t
use of the term community in tourism research haisdad
considerably over the past twenty years. Thankghto
evolution of tourism products, the community carngr
these cultural resources as a tourism commoditgaRiess
of this growth, not many researchers have devotedhm
attention to defining community. Researchers cantista
refer to an assemblage of people dwelling in thmesa
location. Some include a perception of ecosystelmabitat
in their explanation. Sociologist Bernard (17) expéd the
differences between the communities that are an
accumulation of people at a specific site. What'eren
community can be typified by social interplay, imécy,
moral actions, relationship and perpetuation thhotigne.
Besides, Stoddard [18] found that the interdepecelen
concept of community needs, social organizatiorte@an
sharing prizes and beliefs by the community members
directed the many-faceted relations.

According to the discovery of [19] about the dotites
participation in the nature-based tourism aspe¥ ©f the
50 million domestic tourism trips taken each vyear i
Thailand are nature based. It can also be assuhmed t
whatever the level of nature-based participatioat all
would qualify as ecotourism. He added that at le¥t
million of the trips happen outside protected aresisere
the formal opportunities for ecotourism are extrBme
limited at present. Furthermore, ecotourism alludes
methods of recreational behavior among Thais ammrot
Southeast Asians when referring to nature and riotepted
areas, visits are prone to be a holiday experiémaaving
large groups on public holidays or vacations, and
concentrated on pleasure-based recreation by thielleni
class people. This was brought to [20] attentiomt th
Thailand is probably situated about halfway betwE€esta
Rica and Kenya, if considered in western cultures

2.2 Impacts of ecotourism on the livelihood of loda
community

2.2.1 Economic impacts

[21] provided a practical notion that when thinking
whether or not a community has been given economic
freedom by an ecotourism business, it is necegsattyink
about opportunities, which have been derived froothb
casual and formal sector employment and business
opportunities. Provision of education to the haghmunity
can reduce the level of unemployment. Meanwhileneso
economic gains are from time to time gained by a
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community. Problems may occur if these are spastrenatil
cannot supply a constant, foolproof income. Besides
concerns may derive over parity in the scatterifg o
economic profits. It is hard and not certain toeefively
accept that all community members possess equal
importance and the same rights including opporiesitn

life with mutual targets. This brings to the ideat
comprehension of [22] that to identify the susthiligy of

an ecotourism business, the allotment of econoraitefits
from this genre of tourism is only as pressing las éxact
quantity of benefits a community may come by.

2.2.2 Environmental impacts

With [23] explanation, people have become increggin
aware of the unfavorable socio-cultural and envirental
effects of unlimited mass tourism. The merginglef term
‘eco’ implies that ecotourism should be an envirentally
accountable form of tourism. Actually, if it doestnact
according to this requirement, then the naturaiaetions
will experience degradation so that the touristdl wo
longer visit. The level of those ecotourism actist
indirectly states that comparatively fewer touristsll
arrive. In consequence, the supporting facilitias be kept
up to a minimum and will be less intrusive. Itisportant to
realize that any human activity relying on the ofa large
amount of ecological resources like ecotourism oaroe
sustained continually if the consequential doctdiees not
give any support to its organization. Ecotourisnithwits
meanings of good environmental management and ransui
supporting funding of environment, should provideiable
economic choice to utilization of the environment.
Nevertheless, [24] emphasized that the effect emttural
ecology is consequential as graphically observedaitural
parks in the Alpine region. Present developmendigtant
areas to provide domestic and international toupsesents
a future which will damage rural ecosystems in tays. It
is through increasing stress for construction aiough
urging traditional rural activities and practicé®b]. Those
will cause the management of natural resources @o b
neglected. [26] agreed that environmental issuesural
areas are not always caused by abandonment ancigeo
Harsh problems of environmental degradation are pls
down to over utilization of resources integratedhwihe
lack of resource management.

2.2.3 Social impacts

Thanks to [27] understanding, social empowerment
means that a community’s sense of unity has bearedror
made more effective by an activity like ecotourishacial
empowerment may take place when the tourists’ iietiv

bring about crime, begging, discovery of tourishgestion,

or prostitution forcing local residents to move rfraheir
original habitats and loss of genuine sense ofepl§26]
contended that the effects of tourism might also be
favorable. Because of providing lodging accommautafor

the arrival of a large number of tourists and wist local
residents have the advantage of access to upgraded
infrastructure, facilities and services such andpart, waste
water management and so on thus improving envirotathe
quality. Also, thanks to the better life and thereased
prosperity to those local residents, local values attitudes
can be altered. Therefore, the local communitieshecome
more ecologically circumspect and place greateromamce

on local resources and their cultural inheritance.

2.2.4 Cultural impacts

[28] found that within most destinations, the degte
which tourisms’ negative socio-cultural results eiegs on
several conditions, including paramount divergerioe
monetary status between tourists and the host caitynu
large cultural and racial differences between &igsrand the
host society, strong desires of tourists to stakhieir own
cultural norms. In the meantime, brisk growth af thurism
industry at the destination, judgment and involvemia
material focused on tourists, high number of tdsris
depending on local population, more noticeable isour
beyond the destination economy and external maatipul
over a principal segment of the tourism industryn ca
influence socio-cultural concerns. Through [28]dfitgs,
the socio-cultural costs take place as a conseguehthe
economic costs, even certain reporters from thepatip
group have suggested that the socio-cultural impmect
anticipated as the continual cost of the econoraielhits. In
[29] conception, the true socio-cultural costs gatesl by
the stated variables may be categorized into many
interblended genres based on an alteration of resef80]
found that the vitality of anthropologists for the
development of sustainable tourism in the develppin
nations should not be overlooked. Clearly, in jgatér, in
nature-based tourism, the role of the hosts musebéer to
the sustainable tourism development procedure. rowige
them this central role, it is critical to have aeal
comprehension of their culture. The change phase is
accelerated by these local influences instead ahgbe
imposed from outside.

2.3 Level of Income

Expansion of ecotourism initiatives in a community
creates opportunities for individuals to invest related
enterprises for income generation. Tourism stineslat
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investment, improving income, which influences #ility
by local people to access tourism benefits. In 20I9$650
billion in capital investment, or 4.5 percent ofaioworld
economy, was driven by Travel & Tourism. While atjpm
of this is related to individual investments iniféies that
directly benefit tourists, such as the constructidrhotels
and resorts; tourism also drives infrastructurersmpments
that collectively benefit tourists, local residentnd the
wider economy [31].Growth in the ecotourism sector
typically leads to development of restaurants, beaades,
retail establishments, theatres and other touristated
businesses.

These businesses help to improve the quality efftf
local residents by expanding the choices availabtiem in
their local community. For example, the increase in
international business and leisure travel in Abwahihhas
led to private investments in Saadiyat Island, & of
residential and leisure projects off the coast bfiAhabi.
Once completed, the island will act as a hub adrimational
commerce and upscale cultural district providinghast
world class amenities for tourist and residentalofi Dhabi,
including access to a world class championship golfrse
as well as branches of the Louvre and Guggenheim
museums [31]. The big challenge is not only to emnage
tourism growth but also to ensure that this growgh
sustainable. Most South Australians consider tbatigm
has a positive impact on their region and can Istasmable
in the future. Concerns were only expressed in
environmentally sensitive areas. South Australiesidents
recognize that tourism can create employment oppibigs
and can create demand for business.

2.5 Development of Social Networks in the local
community

The tendency of people to come together and foriako
groups is inherent in the structure of the socity the
ways in which such group take shape and evolvetioveiis
a theme that run through large parts of social negie
research. The study of groups and communities $o al
fundamental in ecotourism [32] . For instance,dkielution
of informal close knit groups within a large orgeation can
provide insight to the organization global decisibaking
the effects of ecotourism initiatives on the libelod of
local community and the discussion with an interoesed
forum can be used to follow the emergence and the
popularity of new ideas and technologies. The digit
domain has a significance growth in the scale atthess
of online community and social media, through tiee r
social networking site beginning with Friendsterd aits

relatives and continuing to more recent systemuifiolg
Myspace, Facebook and live journal as well as mgih

Understanding the structure and dynamics of social
group is a natural goal for network analysis sisigeh group
tends to be embedded with larger social structSiace
many people are already in social groups for omasae or
another they should upgrade the existing Chama amo
investment club instead of forming a new group.sTis
because old groups have gone through the teethotdem
associated with association and members as well as
acquainted with each other. With years of helpiagheother
in merry go rounds or social welfare group thisugracan
easily graduate into investment clubs thus thisraghg has
advantage of having previous financial interactmabling
members to know how each other can commit finalygial
credit worthiness or even their level of commitmeat
responsibility

I1l. MATERIALS AND METHODS

Kit Mikayi is a tourist's attraction site at Centiaeme
Location in Kisumu County, Kenya. Three mystically
arranged granite rocks characterize the site, whbee
largest and centrally imposed one symbolizes ttst Wife
in a polygamous Luo family set up. The one on thbtrand
the left represent the second and third wives &t trder.
Tourists visit this community through Kit Mikayi dend
rock, which is an opportunity for the local comntynio
participate in ecotourism tourism. Socio-econonutivities
of the area are livestock keeping, crop cultivatismall
scale businesses, cultural activities and fishiftge area is
an emerging tourist destination which has been adeea
for niche product development within Western Kenya
tourism circuit. Tourists frequently visit the péacto
experience the rock formation of Kit Mikayi LegeRabck.
There is potential for ecotourism given the facattthe
indigenous knowledge and mythical stories behirertck
is with the host community. The rich cultural vaiue
practices and cultural events are some of the fiateareas
for ecotourism at Kit Mikayi in Kisumu County.

The research design used in this study was explyrat
through interview based surveys. This was becatse t
study was a qualitative research which involved
conversations with the host community members t@inb
in-depth information about their way of life, ecotsm
initiatives and the livelihood of the local commiyni

The study targeted heads of households at Easn®tha
and Kit Mikayi Sub-Locations in Central Seme Looati
and 6 key informants (County Director of Tourismguaty
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Director of Culture, CEO of Lake Victoria Tourism
Association, Curator of Kisumu Museum, Chief of Eas
Seme Location and the coordinator of Kit Mikayi
Cooperative groups). 10% of the sample size wad use
conduct pilot study for validity and reliability oflata
collection tools. The nature of the accessible patfmn
depended on the time and resources of the researche

The data was collected using semi structured
questionnaires containing questions administered to
respondents to solicit information appropriate émralysis
[34,35,36,37]. The study used descriptive stasistihich

are intended to illuminate the data, so that itgeco
characteristics were revealed, thus organize, suinepand
describe the data.

Qualitative data was collected from open and coaed
allow for exploratory and descriptive data analydimta
analysis was of great significance as it was the garough
which variables were employed to code data in toeys
bringing out meaning in content. Data was analyasitig
inferential statistics and descriptive statistiagthwhe aid of
SPSS. Tables, frequencies, percentages was prdsamd
interpreted.
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Figure 1. A map of Kit Mikayi Tourists' Site

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The most relevant socio-demographic variables @stdmple are shown in table 1.

Table 1: Socio demographic profile

VARIABLE % VARIABLE %
Gender Marital Status
Men 40 Married 50
Women 60 Single, 30
Widowed 15
Divorced. 5

Vol. 7 No. 1 February 2018

ISSN: 2509-0119 92



The Effect of Ecotourism Initiatives on the Livelihood of Local Community around Kit Mikayi Site in Kisumu County, Kenya

Age Level of Education
None 30
Below 25 19 Primary 25
25-35 27 Secondary 20
36-45 23 Degree 18
Over 45 31 Masters 7
Monthly Income Tourist Services
Accommodation 0
High(50,000) 2 Homestay 7
Medium(20,000) 17 Guide 36
Low(5,000) 81 Shop 13
Restaurant 0
Transport 0
Traditional 43
performances

The study analyzed the demographics of the local
community around Kit Mikayi on six variables: Gende
Age, Monthly Income, Marital Status, and Level of
education and Tourist Services. On gender it idexi that
majority of the people living around the culturégksare of
the female gender (60%). The study showed thaavkeage
age of household heads at Kit Mikayi is 31 yeats ol his
reflects a youthful population, which can easilyapidto
tourism activities and start small enterprises enegate
income for poverty reduction. On monthly incomeeg th
results indicate that the majority of the areadests earn a
low income (81%). This implies that the communignaise
eco-tourism initiatives to diversify their sourcesincome.
On the question of marital status, 50 of the redpats
indicated that they are married. This is due ® fict that
the area has a rural setting and marriage is peefetue to
numerous responsibilities. This could mean thatisps are
able to help each in planning, decision making and
implementation of ecotourism initiatives. Resultslevel of
education reveals a majority of locals who ar¢eithte and
a group slightly below average going beyond prinlarel
of education. On the issue of tourist servicesrefieby the
local community, it is clear that a higher percgetaf the
services offered by Kit Mikayi residents (43%) are

entertaining visitors with traditional performancder
example dancing and (36%) are in the form of iggid
visitors to the direction of Kit Mikayi rock .Tlse who
operate curio shops are 14 per cent and thdseare
engaged in home stay services to tourists are bplgr cent
of the respondents. The research revealed that no
respondent owned accommodation facility, restaummt
transport for the service of the tourists in thisnenunity.
Most of the people who guide tourists said thay thienply
give direction of the touristssite to the visitors but not for
business. This means that ecotourism at Kit Mikyi
underdeveloped and therefore has not been redtyetie
local community. The kind of tourism that takesgalat Kit
Mikayi is either religious or is linked to foreigmased tour
guides who have nothing to do with development raf t
community.

4.1 Effects of ecotourism initiatives

Statements were presented to the respondents & giv
their views on effects of ecotourism initiatives dhe
livelihood of the local community. The scores rarfgom
1(strongly disagree) to 5(strongly agree) as itated in
Table 2 below.
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Table 2: Effects of ecotourism initiatives

Statement Percentages
4 3 ‘ 2 ‘ 1

1 | Ecotourism has created opportunities for small 7 21 14 35 21
enterprises in this community

2 | Ecotourism has improved the livelihood of thealoc | 29 21 14 21 14
community

3 | Ecotourism has facilitated growth in the othertgeof | 11 7 39 23 33
the economy

4 | Promote culture and conservation of Kit Mikaiye s 50 36 7 7 0

5 | Ecotourism brings together people 36 43 4 19 1B

Likert scale for effects of ecotourism initiatives the
livelihood of the local community 5=strongly agree,
4=agree, 3 =not sure, 2=disagree 1=strongly disagre

Table 2 shows that 11% of the respondents agresd th
ecotourism have improved the growth in other ssotdrthe
economy for example transport sector. Responddrit®)
agreed that ecotourism has created opportunitiesrfall
scale businesses. 29 per cent agreed that ectoinas
improved the livelihood of local community. Theysal
agreed (36%) that ecotourism brings together pefipla
common good. Most respondents (50%) agreed that
ecotourism promote culture and conservation ofMikayi
site. These results indicate that ecotourism idl sti
underdeveloped hence the community is not bengfamit
should.

4.2 Responses on the level of income

Table 3: Responses on the level of income

Table 4: views on the development of social netwosk

Ratings Frequencies Percentages
Yes 45 64.2
No 25 35.8
Total 70 100

Table 4 shows that 64% agree that ecotourism has
enabled them to form social networks for examplarGar's,
merry-go-round and other social group which helpghie
contribution of fund for the local residents to getolved in
the ecotourism initiatives.

4.4 Key informants views

Key informants opinions regarding the effects of
ecotourism are displayed by table 5 below. Likegls for
effects of ecotourism initiatives , development sufcial
networks, level of income and sustainability of umat

resources on the livelihood of the local community
Frequency Percentages (%) 5=strongly .agree,4=agree, 3 =not sure, 2=disagree
Yes 39 64 1=strongly disagree
No 25 36 Table 5: Informants views on effects of ecotourism
Total | 70 100 initiatives
Table 3 shows that the highest percentage of regmis Statements Percentages
(64%) agrees that ecotourism have improved thel lefe
income of the poor. On the other hand 36% of thepdad 3 ) 372 1
respondents do not agree that eco-tourism has iragrthe
livelihoods of the poor in the community. Therefore 1 | Ecotourism has 33 33| 0] 33] O
ecotourism has increased people’s capacity to geotor improved the livelihood
themselves and lift themselves out of poverty byvaling of the local community
an alternative to income diversification. 2 | Ecotourism has affected67 161 ol 171 o
4.3 Views on the developments of social networks the level of income in
the community
To answer the question on the development of social 3 | Ecotourism has 83 0 17 0
networks on the livelihood of the local community.
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contributed to
sustainability of natural
resources

4 | Ecotourism should be | 83 0 0| 17| O
the platform for skills
training and learning
new ideas for the
community

5 | Ecotourism should 83 0 0O 17
create employment
opportunities to
graduates at all levels

The key informants (33%) agreed that ecotourism has
improved the livelihood of the local community anoluKit
Mikayi despite the local community using the atti@t area
for religious purposes. During discussions with thkey
informants, the experts supported the fact that tmos
community members are not even aware of the bertbfit
accrue from ecotourism and therefore are hostil®uoism
related issues at Kit Mikayi.

The informants also agreed (83%) that ecotouriss1 ha
affected the level of income that the locals haveved to a
level of earning an income as result of engaging in
ecotourism initiatives and therefore the majority them
suggested that people should be empowered to emltiagic
knowledge and ability to participate in ecotourism a
business to improve their livelihood.

V.CONCLUSION

The study sought to explore effects of ecotourism
initiatives on improving the livelihoods of the Hc
community adjacent to Kit Mikayi cultural site inigamu
County. The attraction site has immense potential i
uplifting the lives of the local community througihgaging
in ecotourism initiatives. In addition, tourists ear
increasingly becoming environmentally conscious and
support projects that benefit the community. Tinelifigs of
this study revealed that the average age groupsidents of
Kit Mikayi is 31 years old, which reflects a youthf
community which can be trained on matters of tldugtry
for employment and entrepreneurship. These graups
very young and energetic and can engage in ecstauri
initiatives. If only community members can be fully
involved in ecotourism initiatives their livelihosdcan
improve.
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