
 

1 
 

 

International Joint Management Bibliography  

Contents 
Literature on evaluating joint management of Indigenous Protected Areas (partnerships, processes 

and relationships), cultural biodiversity indicators and the nature-culture divide .................................. 2 

Joint management in international literature ........................................................................................ 16 

Joint Management in Africa .................................................................................................................... 23 

Southern Africa (Botswana, Lesotho, Namibia, South Africa, Swaziland) .......................................... 25 

Eastern Africa (Burundi, Comoros, Djibouti, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Kenya, Madagascar, Malawi, 

Mauritius, Mayotte, Mozambique, Reunion, Rwanda, Seychelles, Somalia, South Sudan, Tanzania, 

Uganda, Zambia, Zimbabwe) .............................................................................................................. 28 

Central Africa (Angola, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Republic of the Congo, Dem 

Republic of the Congo, Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, Sao Time and Principe) ...................................... 31 

Western Africa (Benin, Burkina Faso, Cape Verde, Cote d’lvoire, Gambia, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-

Bissau, Liberia, Mali, Mauritania, Niger, Nigeria, Saint Helena, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Togo) ........... 32 

Northern Africa (Algeria, Canary Islands, Ceuta, Egypt, Libya, Madeira, Melila, Morocco, Sudan, 

Western Sahara) ................................................................................................................................. 33 

Joint management in the Asia/Pacific region1 ........................................................................................ 35 

Joint management in Canada and USA ................................................................................................... 47 

Joint management in Latin America ....................................................................................................... 50 

Joint management in New Zealand ........................................................................................................ 54 

 

 

  

                                                           
1
 Please see ‘Australian Joint Management Bibliography’, National Environmental Research Program, 2012 for a comprehensive 

bibliography of Australian literature on joint management. New Zealand sources are produced in the section titled ‘Joint 
Management in New Zealand’. 



 

2 
 

Literature on evaluating joint management of Indigenous Protected Areas 

(partnerships, processes and relationships), cultural biodiversity indicators 

and the nature-culture divide 
Abrams, P, Borroini-Feyerabend,  G, Gardern, J & Heylings, P 2003, ‘Evaluating governance: A handbook 

to accompany a participatory process for a protected area’, report for Parks Canada and 

CEESP/CMWG/TILCEPA presented at the Vth World Parks Congress, Durban (South Africa), September 

2003. http://www.iucn.org/about/union/commissions/ceesp/topics/governance/shared.cfm  

Adams, M 2004, ‘Negotiating nature: new approaches to social-ecological relationships’, paper 
presented at NSW Department of Environment, 20 February 2004.  Available at: 
http://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/resources/cee/michaeladams.pdf 
 
Adams, M & English, A 2005, ‘“Biodiversity is a whitefella word”: changing relationships between 

Aboriginal people and the NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service’, in Taylor, L et al (eds), The Power of 

Knowledge, the Resonance of Tradition, Aboriginal Studies Press, Canberra, pp. 86-97. 

Alsop R, Frost-Bertelsen M & Holland J, 2006, Empowerment in Practice: From Analysis to 
Implementation, Washington, The World Bank.  Available at: 
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTEMPOWERMENT/Resources/Empowerment_in_Practice.pdf 
 
Armitage D, Marschke M & Plummer R, 2007, ‘Adaptive co-management and the paradox of learning’, 
Global Environmental Change (in press) (13pp) 
 
Bare, J 2005, ‘Evaluation and the Sacred Bundle’, in Coffman J (ed.) The Evaluation Exchange XI(2), 

Summer, Issue on Evaluation Methodology), Cambridge, MA, Harvard Family Research Project, Harvard 

Graduate School of Education.  

Barsoux, J-L & Manzoni, JF 2002, What Procedural Justice Theory Tells Managers, Literature review on 

Fair Process – Procedural Justice used in writing The Set-up-to-Fail Syndrome: How Good Managers 

Cause Great People to Fail.  

Bartlett, A 2004, Entry Points for Empowerment, Report for CARE Bangladesh. Available at: 

http://expert.care.at/downloads/careexpert/CARE_Analytical_Toolbox.pdf  

Beltrán, J (ed.) 2000, Indigenous and Traditional Peoples and Protected Areas. Principles, guidelines and 
case studies, IUCN and WWF International, Gland (Switzerland) and Cambridge (United Kingdom). 
Available at: http://greenwonderland.com/upload/document/indigenouspeopleandpas-iucn.pdf 
 
Bhattacharya D K, Brondizio E S, Spierenbug M et. Al, 2005, ‘Cultural Services’, in Chopra K, Leemans R, 
Kumar P & Simons H (eds), Ecosystems and Human Well-being: Policy Responses, Vol. 3,  Findings of the 
Responses Working Group of the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment, Washington DC: Island Press.  
Available at: http://www.millenniumassessment.org/documents/document.319.aspx.pdf 
 
Biermann F, Chan M, Mert A & Pattberg P, 2007,  ‘Multi-stakeholder partnerships for sustainable 
development: does the promise hold?’, paper presented at the 2007 Amsterdam Conference on the 
Human Dimensions of Global Environmental Change, 24-26 May. 

http://www.iucn.org/about/union/commissions/ceesp/topics/governance/shared.cfm
http://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/resources/cee/michaeladams.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTEMPOWERMENT/Resources/Empowerment_in_Practice.pdf
http://expert.care.at/downloads/careexpert/CARE_Analytical_Toolbox.pdf
http://greenwonderland.com/upload/document/indigenouspeopleandpas-iucn.pdf
http://www.millenniumassessment.org/documents/document.319.aspx.pdf


 

3 
 

 
Blyth M, de Koning J & Cooper V, 1992,  ‘Joint management of Kakadu National Park’, in Birckhead J, De 
Lacy T & Smith L (eds),  Aboriginal involvement in parks and protected areas,  Canberra, Aboriginal 
Studies Press. 
  
Borrini-Feyerabend G, 2003, Community Conserved Areas (CCAs) and Co-managed Protected Areas 
(CMPAs) – Towards Equitable and Effective Conservation in the Context of Global Change (draft). Report 
of the IUCN joint CEESP/WCPA Theme on Indigenous and Local Community, Equity and Protected Areas, 
for the Ecosystem, Protected Areas and People Project,  Gland, Switzerland, IUCN. Available at: 
http://www.iucn.org/themes/ceesp/Publications/TILCEPA/Global%20Report-GBF-May%2003-part1.pdf 
 
Borrini-Feyerabend, G 1996, Collaborative Management of Protected Areas: Tailoring the Approach to 

the Context, IUCN Social Policy Group, IUCN, Gland, Switzerland.  Available at: 

http://www.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/1996-032.pdf 

Borrini-Feyerabend, G, Kothari, A & Oviedo, G 2004, Indigenous and Local Communities and Protected 

Areas. Towards equity and enhanced conservation, IUCN/WCPA Best Practice Series, 11, Gland 

(Switzerland) and Cambridge (United Kingdom). 

Borrini-Feyerabend, G, Pimbert, M, Farvar, MT, Kothari, A & Reynard, Y 2004,  Sharing Power: Learning-

by-Doing in Co-management of Natural Resources Throughout the World, International Institute for 

Environment and Development & IUCN Commission on Environmental Economic and Social Policy’s 

Collaborative Management Working Group, IUCN CEESP CMWG, London, IIED and Tehran.  Available at: 

http://www.iucn.org/themes/ceesp/Publications/sharingpower.htm#download 

Brehm, V 2001, NGOs and Partnership, NGO Policy Briefing Paper No.4, The International NGO Training 

and Research Centre, Oxford. Available online at: 

http://www.dochas.ie/Shared/Files/4/INTRAC_policy_paper_on_NGO_partnership.pdf  

Brosius, JP 2004, ‘What counts as local knowledge in global environmental assessments and 

Conventions?’, paper presented at Millennium Ecosystem Assessment conference Bridging Scales and 

Epistemologies:  Linking Local Knowledge and Global Science in Multi-Scale Assessments, Alexandrina, 

Egypt March 17-20, 2004. 

Brosius J P, 2005, ‘What counts as local knowledge in global environmental assessments and 
Conventions?’ in Reid W V, Berkes F, Wilbanks T & Capistrano D (eds),  Bridging Scales and Knowledge 
Systems: Concepts and Applications in Ecosystem Assessment,  A contribution to the Millennium 
Ecosystem Assessment produced by the World Resources Institute,  Washington, Covelo, London, Island 
Press.  Available at: http://www.millenniumassessment.org/documents/bridging/bridging.07.pdf 
 
Burkardt, N 2001, ‘Thoughts on motivational problems in networks’, in Mandell, MP (ed.) Getting Results 

Through Collaboration: Networks and Network Structures for Public Policy and Management, Quorum 

Books, Westport, CT & London, pp. 239-241. 

Caillon, S & Degeorges, P 2007, ‘Biodiversity: negotiating the border between nature and culture’, 

Biodiversity Conservation, vol. 16, pp. 2919-2931. 

http://www.iucn.org/themes/ceesp/Publications/TILCEPA/Global%20Report-GBF-May%2003-part1.pdf
http://www.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/1996-032.pdf
http://www.iucn.org/themes/ceesp/Publications/sharingpower.htm#download
http://www.dochas.ie/Shared/Files/4/INTRAC_policy_paper_on_NGO_partnership.pdf
http://www.millenniumassessment.org/documents/bridging/bridging.07.pdf


 

4 
 

Caplan, K 2005, Partnership Accountability: Unpacking the Concept, Practitioner Note Series, Building 

Partnerships for Development, London. Available at: 

http://www.bpdws.org/bpd/web/d/doc_4.pdf?statsHandlerDone=1 

Caplan, K 2003, Plotting Partnerships: Ensuring Accountability and Fostering Innovation, Practitioner 

Note Series, Building Partnerships for Development, London. Available at: 

http://www.bpdws.org/bpd/web/d/doc_80.pdf?statsHandlerDone=1 

Caplan, K, Gomme, J, Mugabi, J & Stott, L 2007, Assessing Partnership Performance: Understanding the 

Drivers for Success, Building Partnerships for Development, London. Available at: 

http://partnership.esflive.eu/files/Assessing%20Partnership%20Performance.pdf  

Caplan, K & Jones, D 2002, Partnership Indicators: Measuring the Effectiveness of Multi-sector 

Approaches to Service Provision, Practitioner Note Series, Building Partnerships for Development, 

London. Available at: http://portals.wi.wur.nl/files/docs/msp/indicate.pdf  

Cardinal, N 2004, ‘Challenges and implications for using ATK for species conservation: a case study of 

Northern Canada wolverines’, paper presented at Millennium Ecosystem Assessment conference 

Bridging Scales and Epistemologies: Linking Local Knowledge and Global Science in Multi-Scale 

Assessments, Alexandrina, Egypt, March 17-20, 2004. 

Carlsson, L & Berkes, F 2005, ‘Co-management: concepts and methodological implications’, Journal of 

Environmental Management, vol. 75, pp. 65-76.  

Castro, AP & Nielsen, E 2001, ‘Indigenous people and co-management: Implications for conflict 

management’, Environmental Science and Policy, vol. 4, no. 4/5, pp. 229-239. 

Commonwealth of Australia 2007, Growing up Strong: The first 10 years of Indigenous Protected Areas in 

Australia, Department of the Environment and Water Resources, Canberra. Available at: 

www.environment.gov.au/indigenous/publications/pubs/ipa-growing-up-strong.pdf 

Conley, A & Moote, MA 2003, ‘Evaluating collaborative natural resource management’, Society and 

Natural Resources, vol. 16, no. 5, pp. 371-386. 

Corbett, T, Lane, M & Clifford, C 1998, Achieving Indigenous Involvement in Management of Protected 

Areas: Lessons from Recent Australian Experience, Centre for Australian Public Sector Management, 

Nathan, Queensland. 

Creech, H 2001, Measuring while you Manage: Planning, Monitoring and Evaluating Knowledge 

Networks, International Institute for Sustainable Development, Winnipeg, Manitoba. Available at: 

http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2001/networks_evaluation.pdf 

Creech, H & Ramji, A 2004, Knowledge Networks: Guidelines for Assessment, Working Paper, 

International Institute for Sustainable Development, Winnipeg, Manitoba. Available at: 

http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2004/networks_guidelines_for_assessment.pdf 

http://www.bpdws.org/bpd/web/d/doc_4.pdf?statsHandlerDone=1
http://www.bpdws.org/bpd/web/d/doc_80.pdf?statsHandlerDone=1
http://partnership.esflive.eu/files/Assessing%20Partnership%20Performance.pdf
http://portals.wi.wur.nl/files/docs/msp/indicate.pdf
http://www.environment.gov.au/indigenous/publications/pubs/ipa-growing-up-strong.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2001/networks_evaluation.pdf
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2004/networks_guidelines_for_assessment.pdf


 

5 
 

Cundill, G, Fabricius, C & Marti, N 2004, ‘Foghorns to the future: using knowledge and transdisciplinarity 

to navigate the uncharted waters of complex social-ecological systems’, paper presented at Millennium 

Ecosystem Assessment conference Bridging Scales and Epistemologies: Linking Local Knowledge and 

Global Science in Multi-Scale Assessments, Alexandrina, Egypt, March 17-20, 2004. 

Curtis, D 1995, ‘Power to the people: rethinking community development’, in Nelson, N & Wright, S 

(eds), Power and Participatory Development: Theory and Practice, Intermediate Technology Publications, 

London, pp. 115- 124. 

Daiyi, N, Ford, L & Rose, DB 2002, ‘Life in Country: ecological restoration on Aboriginal homelands’, 

Cultural Survival Quarterly, vol. 26, no. 2, pp. 11-12. 

Davies, J, Higginbottom, K, Noack, D, Ross, H & Young, E 1999, Sustaining Eden: Indigenous Community 

Wildlife Management in Australia, International Institute for Environment and Development, London. 

Available at: http://www.iied.org/pubs/pdf/full/7788IIED.pdf 

Davis, M 2005, ‘Bridging the gap or crossing a bridge? Indigenous knowledge and the language of law 

and policy’, in Reid, WV, Berkes, F, Wilbanks, T & Capistrano, D (eds), Bridging Scales and Knowledge 

Systems: Concepts and Applications in Ecosystem Assessment, A contribution to the Millennium 

Ecosystem Assessment produced by the World Resources Institute, Island Press, Washington, Covelo, 

London. Available at: http://www.millenniumassessment.org/documents/bridging/bridging.08.pdf 

DeFries, R, Pagiola, S et.al 2005, ‘Analytical approaches for assessing ecosystem condition and human 

well-being’, in Hassan, R, Scholes, R & Ash, N (eds), Ecosystems and Human Well-being: Current State 

and Trends, Volume 1, Findings of the Condition and Trends Working Group of the Millennium 

Ecosystem Assessment, Island Press, Washington, Covelo, London. Available at: 

http://www.millenniumassessment.org/documents/document.271.aspx.pdf 

Dore, J, Woodhill, J, Andrews, K & Keating, C 2003, ‘Sustainable regional development: lessons from 

Australian efforts’, in Dovers, S & Wild River, S (eds), Managing Australia’s Environment, The Federation 

Press, Sydney, pp. 154-180. 

Dovers, S 2005, ‘Policy analysis, environment and sustainability’, in Grafton, RQ, Robin, L & Wasson, RJ 

(eds), Understanding the Environment Bridging the Disciplinary Divides, UNSW Press, Sydney, pp. 76-96. 

Dudley, N & Parish, J 2006, Closing the Gap. Creating Ecologically Representative Protected Area 

Systems: A Guide to Conducting Gap Assessments of Protected Area Systems for the Convention on 

Biological Diversity, CBD Technical Series 24, Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity, 

Montreal, Canada. 

Eamer, J 2004, ‘Keep it simple and be relevant: the first nine years of the Arctic Borderlands Ecological 

Knowledge Co-op’, paper presented at Millennium Ecosystem Assessment conference Bridging Scales 

and Epistemologies: Linking Local Knowledge and Global Science in Multi-Scale Assessments, 

Alexandrina, Egypt, March 17-20, 2004. Available at: 

http://ma.caudillweb.com/documents/bridging/papers/eamer.joan.pdf 

http://www.iied.org/pubs/pdf/full/7788IIED.pdf
http://www.millenniumassessment.org/documents/bridging/bridging.08.pdf
http://www.millenniumassessment.org/documents/document.271.aspx.pdf
http://ma.caudillweb.com/documents/bridging/papers/eamer.joan.pdf


 

6 
 

El-Ansari, W & Weiss, ES 2006, ‘Quality of research on community partnerships: developing the evidence 

base’, Health Education Research, vol. 21, no. 2, pp. 175-180. Available at: 

http://her.oxfordjournals.org/cgi/reprint/21/2/175 

Employer’s Organisation for Local Government (n. d).  Smarter Partnerships.  Web resources: 
http://www.lgpartnerships.com/ 
 
Fawcett, SB et.al 1995, ‘Using empowerment theory in collaborative partnerships for community health 

and development’, American Journal of Community Psychology, vol. 23, no. 5, pp. 677-697. 

Fourmile, H 1997, ‘Human rights and Indigenous Australians’, paper presented at Seminar Session 2 

Sharing the Natural Resources, Australian Reconciliation Conference, Melbourne, 26 – 28 May 1997.  

Fowler, A 2000, Partnerships: Negotiating Relationships. A Resource for Non-Governmental Development 

Organisations, Occasional Paper Series No.32, The International NGO Training and Research Centre, 

Oxford.  

Francis, C, Margolin, FS, Casey, E & Hasnain-Wynia, R 2002, Evaluating Community-Based Partnerships: 

Why? When? Who? What? How?, CCN Briefing, Winter, Health Research and Educational Trust, Chicago, 

IL. Available at: 

http://www.thecmafoundation.org/projects/pdfs/rxwellness/Evaluating%20Community%20Based%20P

arnterships.pdf  

Garza, H 2005, ‘Evaluating partnerships: seven success factors’, The Evaluation Exchange, vol. XI, no. 1, 

Spring, Harvard Family Research Project, Harvard Graduate School of Education, Cambridge, MA. 

Available at: http://www.hfrp.org/evaluation/the-evaluation-exchange/issue-archive/complementary-

learning/evaluating-partnerships-seven-success-factors  

Gawler, M (ed.) 2002, ‘Strategies for wise use of wetlands: best practices in participatory management’, 

proceedings of workshop held at the 2nd International Conference on Wetlands and Development, Dakar, 

Senegal, November 1998. Available at: http://www.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/2002-012.pdf 

George, M, Innes, J & Ross, H 2004, Managing Sea Country Together: Key Issues for Developing Co-

operative Management for the Great Barrier Reef World Heritage Area, CRC Reef Research Centre 

Technical Report No.50, CRC Reef Research Centre, Townsville. Available at: 

http://www.reef.crc.org.au/publications/techreport/documents/TechnicalReport50.pdf 

Gilligan, B 2006, The Indigenous Protected Areas Programme 2006 Evaluation, Department of the 

Environment and Heritage, Canberra. Available at: 

www.environment.gov.au/indigenous/publications/pubs/ipap-evaluation.pdf  

Govan H, 2003, Co-management of natural resources in Central America: The road to “equitable 
distribution of the benefits of biodiversity” or another empty discourse of the technical elite?  
Contribution to IUCN’s Ecosystems, Protected Areas & People Initiative: Lessons Learned in Community-
Based Management and Co-Management of Natural Resources and Protected Areas.  Available at: 
http://www.iucn.org/themes/ceesp/Publications/TILCEPA/CCA-HGovan.pdf 

http://her.oxfordjournals.org/cgi/reprint/21/2/175
http://www.lgpartnerships.com/
http://www.thecmafoundation.org/projects/pdfs/rxwellness/Evaluating%20Community%20Based%20Parnterships.pdf
http://www.thecmafoundation.org/projects/pdfs/rxwellness/Evaluating%20Community%20Based%20Parnterships.pdf
http://www.hfrp.org/evaluation/the-evaluation-exchange/issue-archive/complementary-learning/evaluating-partnerships-seven-success-factors
http://www.hfrp.org/evaluation/the-evaluation-exchange/issue-archive/complementary-learning/evaluating-partnerships-seven-success-factors
http://www.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/2002-012.pdf
http://www.reef.crc.org.au/publications/techreport/documents/TechnicalReport50.pdf
http://www.environment.gov.au/indigenous/publications/pubs/ipap-evaluation.pdf
http://www.iucn.org/themes/ceesp/Publications/TILCEPA/CCA-HGovan.pdf


 

7 
 

 
Hailey, J & Sorgenfrei, M 2004, Measuring Success: Issues in Performance Measurement, Occasional 

Papers Series No.44, INTRAC Praxis Programme, The International NGO Training and Research Centre, 

Ofxord. Available online at http://www.intrac.org/docs/OPS44Final.pdf 

Hailey, J, James, R & Wrigley, R 2005, Rising to the Challenges: Assessing the Impacts of Organisational 

Capacity Building, Praxis Paper No. 2, The International NGO Training and Research Centre, Oxford. 

Available online at: www.intrac.org/pages/PraxisPaper2.html 

Hazell, DL, Heinsohn, RG & Lindenmayer, DB 2005, ‘Ecology’, in Grafton, RQ, Robin, L & Wasson, RJ (eds), 

Understanding the Environment Bridging the Disciplinary Divides, UNSW Press, Sydney, pp. 97-112. 

Head, L, Trigger, D & Woodward, E 2004, Nature, culture and the challenges of environmental 

sustainability: bridging the science/humanities divide.  An emerging research network, University of 

Wollongong & University of Western Australia (Australian Research Council Special Research Initiative ID 

SR0354620).  

Heap, S 1998, NGOs and the Private Sector: Potential for Partnerships?, Occasional Papers Series No. 27,  
The International NGO Training and Research Centre, Oxford. Available at: 
http://www.intrac.org/data/files/resources/94/OPS-27-NGOs-and-the-Private-Sector.pdf 
Hemmati M, 2002, Multi-stakeholder Processes for Governance and Sustainability: Beyond Deadlock and 
Conflict, London, UK & Sterling, VA, Earthscan. Available at: 
http://minuhemmati.net/msp/msp_book.htm 
 
Hill S & Coombes B, 2004, ‘The limits to participation in dis-equilibrium ecology: Māori involvement in 
habitat restoration within Te Urewera National Park’, Science as Culture, vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 37-74. 
 
Hjern, B & Porter, DO 1981, ‘Implementation structures: a new unit of analysis’, Organization Studies, 
no. 2/3, pp. 211-227. Available at: http://intl-oss.sagepub.com/cgi/reprint/2/3/211 
 
Hockings, M, Stolton, S & Dudley, N 2002, Evaluating Effectiveness: A Summary for Park Managers and 
Policy Makers, WWF & IUCN, Gland. Available at: 
http://planet.botany.uwc.ac.za/nisl/Conservation%20Biology/Fifth_World_Parks_congress_Durban_200
3/stream%20outputs/Background%20Documents/EME%20Summary%20Paper.pdf 
 
Hockings, M, Stolton, S, Leverington, F, Dudley, N & Courrau, J 2005, Evaluating Effectiveness: A 

Framework for Assessing Management Effectiveness of Protected Areas. 2nd Edition, Best Practice 

Protected Area Guidelines Series No.14 (Valentine P, editor), IUCN WCPA, James Cook University and 

Rainforest CRC, Gland, Switzerland & Cambridge, UK. Available at: http://www.iucn.org/dbtw-

wpd/edocs/PAG-014.pdf 

Hurrell, S & Tennyson, R 2007, Rio-Tinto: Tackling the Cross-sector Partnership Challenge, The Prince of 
Wales International Business Leaders Forum (The Partnering Initiative), London. Available at: h 
http://thepartneringinitiative.org.s109685.gridserver.com/w/wp-
content/uploads/2011/08/RioTinto.pdf  
 

http://www.intrac.org/docs/OPS44Final.pdf
http://www.intrac.org/pages/PraxisPaper2.html
http://www.intrac.org/data/files/resources/94/OPS-27-NGOs-and-the-Private-Sector.pdf
http://minuhemmati.net/msp/msp_book.htm
http://intl-oss.sagepub.com/cgi/reprint/2/3/211
http://planet.botany.uwc.ac.za/nisl/Conservation%20Biology/Fifth_World_Parks_congress_Durban_2003/stream%20outputs/Background%20Documents/EME%20Summary%20Paper.pdf
http://planet.botany.uwc.ac.za/nisl/Conservation%20Biology/Fifth_World_Parks_congress_Durban_2003/stream%20outputs/Background%20Documents/EME%20Summary%20Paper.pdf
http://www.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/PAG-014.pdf
http://www.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/PAG-014.pdf
http://thepartneringinitiative.org/mainpages/rp/pubs/
http://thepartneringinitiative.org/mainpages/rp/pubs/
http://thepartneringinitiative.org/mainpages/rp/pubs/


 

8 
 

Innes, JE & Booher, DE 1999, ‘Consensus building and complex adaptive systems: a framework for 

evaluating collaborative planning’, Journal of the American Planning Association, vol. 65, no. 4, pp. 412-

423. 

International Council for Local Environmental Initiatives 1996, The Local Agenda 21 Planning Guide: An 

Introduction to Sustainable Development Planning, International Development Research Centre, Ottawa, 

Ontario. Available at: http://www.idrc.ca/en/ev-9322-201-1-DO_TOPIC.html#begining 

James, R 2001, Practical Guidelines for the Monitoring and Evaluation of Capacity-Building: Experiences 

from Africa, Occasional Paper Series No. 36, The International NGO Training and Research Centre, 

Oxford. Available online at: www.intrac.org/docs/OPS36.pdf 

James, R 2005, ‘Quick and Dirty’ Evaluation of Capacity Building: Using Participatory Exercises. 

PraxisNote No. 15, The International NGO Training and Research Centre, Oxford. Available online at: 

http://www.intrac.org/data/files/resources/183/Praxis-Note-15-Quick-and-Dirty-Evaluation-of-Capacity-

Building.pdf  

Jesson, J 2005, Evaluating Public Partnerships: A Review of Current Practices, Approaches and Toolkits, 

M.E.L Working Paper WP05.02, Measurement Evaluation Learning, Birmingham. Available at: www.m-e-

l.co.uk/casestudies/05.02_Evaluating_Partnerships.pdf 

Jobin, D 2005, Assessing Partnership Performance: A Transaction-Cost-Based Approach, (draft, for 
comment). Available at: http://evi.sagepub.com/content/14/4/437.short 
 
Jones, D 2001, Conceiving and Managing Partnerships: A Guiding Framework, Practitioner Note Series, 

Business Partners for Development Water and Sanitation Cluster, London. 

Jones, G 2000, ‘Outcomes-based evaluation of management for protected areas – a methodology for 

incorporating evaluation into management plans’, in Rana, D & Edelman, E (eds), The Design and 

Management of Forest Protected Areas, WWF International, Gland. Available at: 

http://assets.panda.org/downloads/beyondthetrees.pdf 

Karjala, MK, Sherry, EE & Dewhurst, SM 2004, ‘Criteria and indicators for sustainable forest planning: a 

framework for recording Aboriginal resource and social values’, Forest Policy and Economics, vol, 6, pp. 

95-110. 

Keast, R, Mandell, M & Brown, K 2006, ‘Mixing state, market and network governance modes: the role 
of government in “crowded” policy domains’, International Journal of Organization Theory and Behavior, 
vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 27-50. Available at: http://eprints.qut.edu.au/4832/ 
Kendall G, 2005, ‘A burgeoning role for Aboriginal knowledge’, Ecos, June-July: 10-13 (Interviews with 
Sue Jackson, Debbie Bird Rose and Steve Johnson), Melbourne, CSIRO Publishing. 
 
Klitgaard, R 2001, ‘Evaluating of, for and through partnerships’, Concluding presentation at the World 

Bank Conference on Evaluation and Development: The Partnership Dimension, Washington July 23-24. 

Available at: http://www.worldbank.org/html/oed/partnershipconference/images/robert-klitgaard.pdf  

http://www.idrc.ca/en/ev-9322-201-1-DO_TOPIC.html#begining
http://www.intrac.org/docs/OPS36.pdf
http://www.intrac.org/data/files/resources/183/Praxis-Note-15-Quick-and-Dirty-Evaluation-of-Capacity-Building.pdf
http://www.intrac.org/data/files/resources/183/Praxis-Note-15-Quick-and-Dirty-Evaluation-of-Capacity-Building.pdf
http://www.m-e-l.co.uk/casestudies/05.02_Evaluating_Partnerships.pdf
http://www.m-e-l.co.uk/casestudies/05.02_Evaluating_Partnerships.pdf
http://evi.sagepub.com/content/14/4/437.short
http://assets.panda.org/downloads/beyondthetrees.pdf
http://eprints.qut.edu.au/4832/
http://www.worldbank.org/html/oed/partnershipconference/images/robert-klitgaard.pdf


 

9 
 

Lane, J 1995, ‘Non-governmental organizations and participatory development: the concept in theory 

versus the concept in practice’, in Nelson, N & Wright, S (eds), Power and Participatory Development: 

Theory and Practice, Intermediate Technology Publications, London, pp. 181 – 191. 

Lawrence, D 1996, Managing Parks/Managing ‘Country’. Joint management of Aboriginal owned 
protected areas in Australia, Research Paper 2, Department of the Parliamentary Library, Canberra. 
Lowndes V & Skelcher C, 1998, ‘The dynamics of multi-organizational partnerships: an analysis of 
changing modes of governance’, Public Administration, no.  76 (Summer), pp. 313-333. 
 
Maiero, M & Shen, X 2004, Commonalities between Cultural and Bio-diversity, Term paper, Center for 

Development Research, University of Bonn. Available at: 

http://www.zef.de/fileadmin/downloads/forum/docprog/Termpapers/2004_2_Shen_Maiero.pdf 

Maton, KI & Salem, DB 1995, ‘Organizational characteristics of empowering community settings: a 

multiple case study approach’, American Journal of Community Psychology, vol. 23, no. 5, pp. 631-655. 

McMillan, B, Florin, P, Stevenson, J, Kerman, B & Mitchell, RE 1995, ‘Empowerment praxis in community 

coalitions’, American Journal of Community Psychology, vol. 23, no. 5, pp. 699-727. 

Menzies, CR 2004, ‘Intellectual skepticism, operational optimism: overcoming barriers to integrating 
local ecological knowledge in a multi-scale assessment in the Tsimshian Territory’,  paper presented at 
Millennium Ecosystem Assessment conference Bridging Scales and Epistemologies: Linking Local 
Knowledge and Global Science in Multi-Scale Assessments, Alexandrina, Egypt, March 17-20, 2004. 
Millennium Ecosystem Assessment 200?  ‘Dealing with scale’, in Ecosystems and Human Well-Being: A 
Framework for Assessment.  Washington, Covelo, London: Island Press.  Available at: 
http://www.millenniumassessment.org/documents/document.303.aspx.pdf 
 
Millennium Ecosystem Assessment 2003, ‘Dealing with scale’, in Ecosystems and Human Well-Being: A 

Framework for Assessment, Island Press, Washington, Covelo, London. Available at: 

http://www.millenniumassessment.org/documents/document.303.aspx.pdf 

Mitchell, B 2005, ‘Participatory partnerships: engaging and empowering to enhance environmental 

management and quality of life?’, Social Indicators Research, vol. 71, pp. 123-144. 

Nadkarni, M & Chauhan, M 2004, ‘Assessment and empowerment’, paper presented at Millennium 

Ecosystem Assessment conference Bridging Scales and Epistemologies: Linking Local Knowledge and 

Global Science in Multi-Scale Assessments, Alexandrina, Egypt, March 17-20, 2004. Available at: 

http://www.unep.org/maweb/documents/bridging/papers/nadkarni.manoj.pdf 

Nelson, L 2001, ‘Environmental networks: relying on process or outcome for motivation’, in Mandell, MP 

(ed.) Getting Results Through Collaboration: Networks and Network Structures for Public Policy and 

Management, Quorum Books, Westport, CT & London, pp. 89-102. 

Nelson, N & Wright, S 1995, ‘Participation and power’, in Nelson, N & Wright, S (eds), Power and 

Participatory Development: Theory and Practice, Intermediate Technology Publications, London, pp. 1-

18. 

http://www.zef.de/fileadmin/downloads/forum/docprog/Termpapers/2004_2_Shen_Maiero.pdf
http://www.millenniumassessment.org/documents/document.303.aspx.pdf
http://www.millenniumassessment.org/documents/document.303.aspx.pdf


 

10 
 

Nelson, N & Wright, S 1995, ‘Participatory research and participant observation: two incompatible 

approaches’, in Nelson, N & Wright, S (eds), Power and Participatory Development: Theory and Practice, 

Intermediate Technology Publications, London, pp. 43-59. 

Nutting M 1994.  ‘Competing interests or common ground: Aboriginal participation in the management 
of protected areas’, Habitat Australia 22(1): 28-37. 
 
Oakley, P & Clayton, A 2000, The Monitoring and Evaluation of Empowerment: A Resource Document, 

Occasional Paper Series No. 26, The International NGO Training and Research Centre, Oxford. Available 

online at: www.intrac.org/docs/OPS26final.pdf 

Olsson, P & Folke, C 2004, ‘Adaptive co-management for building resilience in social-ecological systems’, 

Environmental Management, vol. 34, no. 1, pp. 75-90. 

Orchard, K, Ross, H & Young, E 2003, ‘Institutions and processes for resource and environmental 

management in the Indigenous domain’, in Dovers, S & Wild River, S (eds), Managing Australia’s 

Environment, The Federation Press, Sydney, pp. 413-441. 

Petrova, T 2004, ‘Integration of scientific and traditional knowledge in the protection of sacred sites in 

the Russian Arctic’, paper presented at Millennium Ecosystem Assessment conference Bridging Scales 

and Epistemologies: Linking Local Knowledge and Global Science in Multi-Scale Assessments, 

Alexandrina, Egypt, March 17-20, 2004. Available at: 

http://www.unep.org/maweb/documents/bridging/papers/petrova.tatyana.pdf  

Pinkerton E, 1992, ‘Translating legal rights into management practice: overcoming barriers to the 
exercise of co-management’, Human Organization, vol. 51, no. 4, pp. 330-341. 
 
Plummer, R & Armitage, D 2007, ‘A resilience-based framework for evaluating adaptive co-management: 

linking ecology, economics and society in a complex world’, Ecological Economics, vol. 61, pp. 62-74. 

Plummer, R & Armitage, DR 2007, ‘Charting the new territory of adaptive co-management: a Delphi 

study’, Ecology and Society, vol. 12, no. 2, pp. 10. 

Plummer, R & Fennell, D 2007, ‘Exploring co-management theory: prospects for sociobiology and 

reciprocal altruism’, Journal of Environmental Management, vol. 85, pp. 944-955. 

Plummer, R & FitzGibbon, J 2006, ‘People matter: the importance of social capital in the co-

management of natural resources’, Natural Resources Forum, no. 30, pp. 51-62. 

Plummer, R & Fitzgibbon, J 2004, ‘Co-management of natural resources: proposal for a conceptual 

framework’, Environmental Management, vol. 33, no. 6, pp. 876-885.  

Pomeroy, RS, Parks, JE & Watson, LM 2004, How is your MPA doing?  A Guidebook of Natural and Social 

Indicators for Evaluating Marine Protected Areas Management Effectiveness, IUCN Protected Areas 

Programme, WWF and NOAA, IUCN, Gland, Switzerland & Cambridge, UK. Available at: 

http://www.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/PAPS-012.pdf 

http://www.intrac.org/docs/OPS26final.pdf
http://www.unep.org/maweb/documents/bridging/papers/petrova.tatyana.pdf
http://www.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/PAPS-012.pdf


 

11 
 

Pretty, JN & Scoones, I 1995, ‘Institutionalizing adaptive planning and local level concerns: looking to the 

future’, in Nelson, N & Wright, S (eds), Power and Participatory Development: Theory and Practice, 

Intermediate Technology Publications, London, pp. 157 – 169. 

Rist, S, Wiesmann, U & Zimmermann, A 2004, ‘From epistemic monoculture to cooperation between 

epistemic communities – development research and sustainability’, paper presented at Millennium 

Ecosystem Assessment conference Bridging Scales and Epistemologies: Linking Local Knowledge and 

Global Science in Multi-Scale Assessments, Alexandrina, Egypt, March 17-20, 2004. Available at: 

http://ma.caudillweb.com/documents/bridging/papers/rist.stephan.pdf 

Roberts, K & Coutts, J 2007, Evaluating Empowerment: The Human Element of Capacity Building, A 

report for the Cooperative Venture for Capacity Building in Rural Industries, RIRDC Publication No 

07/063, Rural Industries Research and Development Corporation, Canberra. Available at: 

https://rirdc.infoservices.com.au/downloads/07-063  

Rose, DB 2005, ‘An Indigenous philosophical ecology: situating the human’, The Australian Journal of 

Anthropology, vol. 16, no. 3, pp. 294-305. 

Rose, DB 2002, ‘The power of generosity’, Cultural Survival Quarterly, vol. 26, no. 2, pp. 48. 

Rose, DB 2001, ‘Connecting with Ecological Futures’, position paper prepared for The National 

Humanities and Social Sciences Summit, 26-27 July 2001, Canberra. Available at: 

https://digitalcollections.anu.edu.au/bitstream/1885/41038/2/cef.pdf  

Rose, DB 1998, ‘Exploring an Aboriginal land ethic’, in Edwards, WH (ed.) Traditional Aboriginal Society 

(2nd ed), Macmillan Education Australia, Melbourne, pp. 288 – 296. 

Rose, DB 1996, Nourishing Terrains: Australian Aboriginal Views of Landscape and Wilderness, Australian 

Heritage Commission, Canberra.  

Rose, DB 1996, ‘Ecological justice for the 21st century’, Northern Analyst 1 (March-July 1996), Canberra & 

Darwin, North Australia Research Unit, Australian National University.  

Rose, DB, James, D & Watson, C 2003, Indigenous Kinship with the Natural World in New South Wales, 

NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service, Hurstville. 

Rose, DB & Clarke, A (eds) 1997, Tracking Knowledge in North Australian Landscapes: Studies in 

Indigenous and Settler Ecological Knowledge Systems, North Australia Research Unit, Australian National 

University, Canberra & Darwin. 

Ross, H, Innes, J, George, M & Gorman, K (eds) 2004, Traditional Owner Aspirations Towards Co-
operative Management of the Great Barrier Reef World Heritage Area: Community Case Studies, CRC 
Reef Research Centre Technical Report No. 56, CRC Reef Research Centre, Townsville. Available at: 
http://www.reef.crc.org.au/publications/techreport/pdf/Technical%20Report%2056.pdf 
 

http://ma.caudillweb.com/documents/bridging/papers/rist.stephan.pdf
https://rirdc.infoservices.com.au/downloads/07-063
https://digitalcollections.anu.edu.au/bitstream/1885/41038/2/cef.pdf
http://www.reef.crc.org.au/publications/techreport/pdf/Technical%20Report%2056.pdf


 

12 
 

Salafsky, N, Margoluis, R & Redford, K 2001, Adaptive Management: A Tool for Conservation 
Practitioners, Biodiversity Support Program, Washington D.C. Available at: 
http://sanctuaries.noaa.gov/management/international/pdfs/adaptive_mangement.pdf 
 
Saway, DVL 2004, ‘Global responsibility and local knowledge systems’, paper presented at Millennium 

Ecosystem Assessment conference Bridging Scales and Epistemologies: Linking Local Knowledge and 

Global Science in Multi-Scale Assessments, Alexandrina, Egypt, March 17-20, 2004. Available at: 

http://ma.caudillweb.com/documents/bridging/papers/saway.datu.pdf 

Scherl, LM et al. 2004, Can Protected Areas Contribute to Poverty Reduction? Opportunities and 

Limitations, IUCN, Gland, Switzerland & Cambridge, UK. Available at: http://www.iucn.org/dbtw-

wpd/edocs/2004-047.pdf 

Selin, S & Chaves, D 1995, ‘Developing a collaborative model for environmental planning and 

management’, Environmental Management, vol. 19, no. 2, pp. 189-195. 

Singleton, S 2002, ‘Collaborative environmental planning in the American West: the good, the bad and 

the ugly’, Environmental Politics, vol. 11, no. 3, pp. 54-75. 

Smulovitz, C & Walton, M 2002, ‘Evaluating empowerment (Latin America and Caribbean Region’), paper 

presented at Workshop on Measuring Empowerment: Cross-Disciplinary Perspectives, Washington: 

World Bank, February 4-5, 2003. Available at: 

http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTEMPOWERMENT/Resources/486312-1095970750368/529763-

1095970803335/walton.pdf 

Smyth, D & Jaired, H (eds) 2003, ‘Innovative Governance: Indigenous Peoples, Local Communities and 

Protected Areas’, prepared for the IUCN CEESP & WCPA Theme on Indigenous and Local Communities 

Equity and Protected Areas (TILCEPA) at the World Parks Congress, Durban, September 2003, Ane 

Books, New Delhi. 

Smyth, D 2001, ‘Joint management of national parks in Australia’, in Baker, R, Davies, J & Young, E (eds), 

Working on Country. Contemporary indigenous management of Australia’s lands and coastal regions, 

Oxford University Press, Oxford (United Kingdom). 

Smyth, D & Sutherland, J 1996, Indigenous Protected Areas: Conservation Partnerships with Indigenous 

Landholders, Environment Australia, Canberra. 

South Australia Department for Environment and Heritage (DEH) 2007, Kuka Kanyini Pilot Project at 

Watarru Second Annual Report July 2005 – June 2006, Watarru Community, DEH, Department of 

Premier and Cabinet, Aboriginal Lands Taskforce and APY Land Management, Adelaide. 

Stott, L 2007, Conflicting Cultures: Lessons from a UN-Business Partnership, The Prince of Wales 

International Business Leaders Forum (The Partnering Initiative), London. Available at: 

http://thepartneringinitiative.org/mainpages/rp/pubs/index.php 

 

http://sanctuaries.noaa.gov/management/international/pdfs/adaptive_mangement.pdf
http://ma.caudillweb.com/documents/bridging/papers/saway.datu.pdf
http://www.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/2004-047.pdf
http://www.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/2004-047.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTEMPOWERMENT/Resources/486312-1095970750368/529763-1095970803335/walton.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTEMPOWERMENT/Resources/486312-1095970750368/529763-1095970803335/walton.pdf
http://thepartneringinitiative.org/mainpages/rp/pubs/index.php


 

13 
 

Taskforce on Economic Benefits of Protected Areas of the World Commission on Protected Areas of 

IUCN, in collaboration with the Economics Service Unit of IUCN 1998, Economic Values of Protected 

Areas: Guidelines for Protected Area Managers, IUCN, Gland, Switzerland & Cambridge, UK. Available at: 

http://www.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/PAG-002.pdf 

Tengo, M & Belfrage, K 2004, ‘Mapping of management practices to address local ecological knowledge 

– cross-scale learning from cases in Sweden and Tanzania’, paper presented at Millennium Ecosystem 

Assessment conference Bridging Scales and Epistemologies: Linking Local Knowledge and Global Science 

in Multi-Scale Assessments, Alexandrina, Egypt, March 17-20, 2004. 

Tennyson, R 2003, The Partnering Toolbook, The International Business Leaders Forum & Global Alliance 

for Improved Nutrition, London. Available at: 

http://www.energizeinc.com/art/subj/documents/ThePartneringToolbookMarch2004.pdf  

The Institute of Public Health in Ireland (n. d), Measuring the Impact of Partnerships. Available at: 

http://www.publichealth.ie/sites/default/files/documents/files/Partnership_Leaflet.pdf 

The Partnering Initiative (n. d),  Monitoring and Evaluating Partnerships (flyer), London, The Prince of 
Wales International Business Leaders Forum. Available at: 
http://thepartneringinitiative.org/home/evaluation.pdf 
 
The Prince of Wales International Business Leaders Forum (IBLF), 2006, Partnership Matters Current 
Issues in Cross-Sector Collaboration, Issue 4 (special edition), London, IBLF (The Partnering Initiative) 
Available at: 
http://thepartneringinitiative.org/mainpages/rp/pubs/documents/PartnershipMatters4.pdf 
 
The Prince of Wales International Business Leaders Forum (IBLF) 2005, Partnership Matters Current 

Issues in Cross-Sector Collaboration, Issue 3, University of Cambridge on behalf of The Partnering 

Initiative, Cambridge. Available at: http://thepartneringinitiative.org.s109685.gridserver.com/w/wp-

content/uploads/2011/08/PartnershipMatters3.pdf  

The Prince of Wales International Business Leaders Forum (IBLF) 2004, Partnership Matters Current 
Issues in Cross-Sector Collaboration, Issue 2, IBLF (The Partnering Initiative), London. Available at: 
http://thepartneringinitiative.org.s109685.gridserver.com/w/wp-
content/uploads/2011/08/PartnershipMatters2.pdf 
 
The World Conservation Union (IUCN) World Commission on Protected Areas 2003, Parks, vol. 13, no. 1, 

Conservation Partnerships in Africa, IUCN, Gland, Switzerland.  Available at: 

https://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/parks_13_1.pdf  

The World Conservation Union (IUCN) World Commission on Protected Areas 2002, Parks, vol. 12, no. 2, 
Local Communities and Protected Areas, IUCN, Gland, Switzerland. Available at: 
https://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/parks12_2.pdf 
 

http://www.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/PAG-002.pdf
http://www.energizeinc.com/art/subj/documents/ThePartneringToolbookMarch2004.pdf
http://www.publichealth.ie/sites/default/files/documents/files/Partnership_Leaflet.pdf
http://thepartneringinitiative.org/home/evaluation.pdf
http://thepartneringinitiative.org/mainpages/rp/pubs/documents/PartnershipMatters4.pdf
http://thepartneringinitiative.org.s109685.gridserver.com/w/wp-content/uploads/2011/08/PartnershipMatters3.pdf
http://thepartneringinitiative.org.s109685.gridserver.com/w/wp-content/uploads/2011/08/PartnershipMatters3.pdf
http://thepartneringinitiative.org.s109685.gridserver.com/w/wp-content/uploads/2011/08/PartnershipMatters2.pdf
http://thepartneringinitiative.org.s109685.gridserver.com/w/wp-content/uploads/2011/08/PartnershipMatters2.pdf
https://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/parks_13_1.pdf
https://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/parks12_2.pdf


 

14 
 

The World Conservation Union (IUCN) World Commission on Protected Areas and World Wide Fund for 

Nature 1999, Principles and Guidelines on Indigenous and Traditional Peoples and Protected Areas, IUCN 

& WWF, Gland, Switzerland. Available at: http://www.iucn.org/themes/spg/Files/guidelines.doc 

Thomas L & Middleton J 2003, Guidelines for Management Planning of Protected Areas, Best Practice 
Protected Area Guidelines Series No.10 (Phillips A, ed), IUCN World Commission on Protected Areas, 
University of Cardiff Department of Regional Planning, IUCN, Gland, Switzerland & Cambridge, UK.  
Available at: http://data.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/PAG-010.pdf 
 
Victorian Government Department of Sustainability and Environment (DSE) 2007, Indigenous 

Partnership Framework 2007-2010, DSE, Melbourne. Available at: 

http://www.dse.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0011/96680/Indigenous_Partnership-final.pdf  

State Government of Victoria 2004, Co-operative Management Agreement between Yorta Yorta Nation 
Aboriginal Corporation and The State of Victoria, Government of Victoria, Melbourne. Available at: 
http://www.atns.net.au/agreement.asp?EntityID=2508 
 
Venn, TJ 2007, ‘Economic implications of inalienable and communal native title: the case of Wik forestry 

in Australia’, Ecological Economics, vol. 64, pp. 131-142. 

Walshe, C, Caress, A, Chew-Graham, C & Todd, C 2007, ‘Evaluating partnership working: lessons for 

palliative care’, European Journal of Cancer Care, vol. 16, pp. 48-54. Available at: http://www.blackwell-

synergy.com/doi/pdf/10.1111/j.1365-2354.2006.00702.x 

Warfield, W 1993, ‘Public-policy conflict resolution: the nexus between culture and process’, in Sandole, 

DJD & van der Merwe, H (eds), Conflict Resolution Theory and Practice, Manchester University Press, 

Manchester, UK, pp. 176-193. Summary available at: 

http://www.beyondintractability.org/artsum/warfield-publicpolicy  

Western Australia Department of Conservation and Land Management (CALM) 2003, Indigenous 

Ownership and Joint Management of Conservation Lands in Western Australia: Consultation Paper, 

CALM, Bentley, WA. 

Woodley, E, with Crowley, E, Dookie, C & Carmen, A 2006, ‘Cultural indicators of Indigenous Peoples’ 

food and agro-ecological systems’, Draft summary for discussion, Prepared for the Second Global 

Consultation on the Right to Food and Food Sovereignty for Indigenous Peoples, Puerto Cabezas, 

Nicaragua, 7-9 September 2006. Available at: 

http://www.fao.org/sard/common/ecg/2653/en/CulturalIndicators_exsum16oct.pdf 

Woodley, E 2004, ‘Local and Indigenous ecological knowledge as an emergent property of a complex 

system: a case study in the Solomon Islands’, paper presented at Millennium Ecosystem Assessment 

conference Bridging Scales and Epistemologies: Linking Local Knowledge and Global Science in Multi-

Scale Assessments, Alexandrina, Egypt, March 17-20, 2004.  

http://www.iucn.org/themes/spg/Files/guidelines.doc
http://data.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/PAG-010.pdf
http://www.dse.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0011/96680/Indigenous_Partnership-final.pdf
http://www.atns.net.au/agreement.asp?EntityID=2508
http://www.blackwell-synergy.com/doi/pdf/10.1111/j.1365-2354.2006.00702.x
http://www.blackwell-synergy.com/doi/pdf/10.1111/j.1365-2354.2006.00702.x
http://www.beyondintractability.org/artsum/warfield-publicpolicy
http://www.fao.org/sard/common/ecg/2653/en/CulturalIndicators_exsum16oct.pdf


 

15 
 

Yu, P 2000, ‘Conservation and cultural survival through coexistence: the democratisation of national 

parks in Western Australia’, Keynote address to the public forum The reform of CALM: are the proposed 

new conservation laws adequate? 11 March 2000, Alexander Library Theatrette.   

Zenz, A 2000, ‘Evaluating empowerment: the World Vision Area Development Programme’, paper 

presented at the New Zealand DevNet Conference Poverty, Prosperity and Progress, Victoria University, 

Wellington 17 November.  

 

  



 

16 
 

Joint management in international literature  

 
Abbot, J & Guijt, I 1998, Changing Views on Change: Participatory approaches to monitoring the 

environment, SARL Discussion Paper 2, International Institute for Environment and Development, 

London. Available at: http://www.cgiar-ilac.org/files/Abbot_changing_views.pdf  

Agrawal, A 1995, ‘Dismantling the divide between Indigenous and scientific knowledge’, Development 

and Change, vol. 26, pp. 31-432. 

Alcala, AC & Vusse, FJ 1994, ‘The role of government in coastal resource management’, in Pomeroy, RS 

(ed.), Community Management and Common Property of Coastal Fisheries in Asia and the Pacific: 

Concepts, Methods and Experiences, International Centre for Living Aquatic Resources Management, 

Manila. 

Apte, T & Kothari, A 2000, ‘Joint Protected Area Management: A Simple Guide How it will Benefit 

Wildlife and People’, Kalapavriksh, Pune, India. 

This booklet is about a collaborative system of protecting natural environments, known as Joint 

Protected Area Management (JPAM). JPAM attempts to conserve protected areas in a way 

whereby local communities, wildlife and wildlife habitats can co-exist by mutually benefiting each 

other, and in which government officials, local people and others work together. The booklet is 

organised in a simple question and answer format and will be useful for forest officials, NGOs, 

social activists, local community representatives, conservation researchers, academics and others 

who are interested in the conservation of biodiversity and livelihoods based on biodiversity. 

Bahuguna, VK 1992, Collective Resource Management: An experience of Harda Forest Division, Regional 

Centre for Wastelands Development, Bhopal (India). 

Bainbridge, V, Foerster, S, Pasteur, K, Pimbert, MP, Pratt, G & Arroyo, IY 2000, Transforming 

Bureaucracies. Institutionalising participation in natural resource management: an annotated 

bibliography, International Institute for Environment and Development, London and Institute for 

Development Studies, Brighton (United Kingdom). 

Baiocchi, G 2003, ‘Participation, activism, and politics: the Porto Alegre experiment’ in Fung, A & Wright, 

E (eds), Deepening Democracy. Institutional innovations in empowered participatory governance, Verso 

Books, London, pp. 45-76. 

Baland, JM & Platteau, JP 1996, Halting Degradation of Natural Resources. Is there a role for rural 

communities? FAO, Rome and Clarendon Press, Oxford (United Kingdom). 

Barraclough, SL & Pimbert, M 2004, Property Rights and Participation in Natural Resource Management, 

International Institute for Environment and Development, London and UNRISD, Geneva (Switzerland). 

http://www.cgiar-ilac.org/files/Abbot_changing_views.pdf


 

17 
 

Barton, T, Borrini-Feyerabend, G, de Sherbinin, A & Warren, P 1997, Our People, Our Resources. 

Supporting rural communities in participatory action research on population dynamics and the local 

environment, IUCN, Gland (Switzerland). 

Berkes, F 1994, ‘Co-management: Bridging the two solitudes’, Northern Perspectives, vol. 22, no. 2/3, pp. 

18-20. 

Berkes, F 1995, ‘Community-based management and co-management as tools for empowerment’, in 

Singh, N & Titi, V (eds.) Empowerment towards sustainable development, Zed Books, Fernwood, Halifax, 

Canada, pp. 138-146. 

Berkes, F & Henley, T 1997, ‘Co-management and traditional knowledge: Threat or opportunity?’ Policy 

Options, vol. 18, no. 2, pp. 29-31. 

Berkes, F, George & Preston, RJ 1991, ‘Co-management’, Alternatives, vol. 18, no. 2, pp. 12-18. 

Bertrand, A & Weber, J 1995, ‘From state to local commons in Madagascar: a national policy for local 

management of renewable resources’, paper presented at the Fifth Conference of the International 

Association for the Study of Common Property, Body (Norway) 24-28 May 1995. 

Blackburn, J & Holland, J (eds) 1998, Who Changes? Institutionalising participation in development, 

Intermediate Technology Publications, London. 

Borrini-Feyerabend, G 1994, Enhancing People’s Participation in the Tropical Forestry Action Plan, FAO, 

Rome. 

Borrini-Feyerabend, G 2004, ‘Participatory democracy in natural resource management: a Columbus’ 

egg?’ in Representing Communities, University of Atlanta, Altamira Press, Georgia (USA). 

Borrini-Feyerabend, G, Farvar, MT, Nguinguiri, JC & Ndangan, VA 2000, Co-management of Natural 

Resources: Organising, Negotiating and Learning-by-doing, GTZ, Kasparek Verlag (Germany). Available 

online at http://data.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/2000-082.pdf  

Brockington, D 2003, ‘Injustice and conservation: is local support necessary for sustainable protected 

areas?’, Policy Matters, vol, 12, pp. 22-30. 

Brown, M & Wyckoff-Baird, B 1994, Designing Integrated Conservation and Development Projects, 

Biodiversity Support Program with PVO-NGO/NRMS and World Wildlife Fund, Washington DC. 

Bruch, C & Filbey, M 2002, ‘Emerging global norms in public involvement’, in Bruch (ed.) The New 

‘Public’: the Globalisation of Public Participation, Environmental Law Institute, Washington DC. 

Campbell, A 1994, Landcare. Communities shaping the land and the future, Allen and Unwin, Sydney 

(Australia). 

Campbell, T 1996, ‘Co-management of Aboriginal resources’, Information North, vol. 22, no. 1, pp. 1-6. 

http://data.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/2000-082.pdf


 

18 
 

Castellanet, C & Jordan, CF 2002, Participatory Action Research in Natural Resource Management, Taylor 

and Francis, New York, USA. 

CBDC Programme 1994, The Protocol for the Community Biodiversity Development and Conservation 

Programme. Barcelona accord and MOU, The CBCD Programme, Wageningen (The Netherlands). 

CENESTA 2004, The Qanat System in Iran: a Globally Indigenous Agricultural Heritage System, report 

prepared for the GIAHS project, UN Food and Agriculture Organisation. 

Cernea, M (ed.) 1985, Putting People First. Sociological variables in rural development, The World Bank, 

Washington DC. 

Cernea, M & Schmidt-Soltau, K 2003, ‘The end of forcible displacements? Making conservation and 

impoverishment incompatible’, Policy Matters, vol. 12, pp. 42-51. 

CJIR 2003, Uniting Science and Participation for Sustainable Livelihoods and Adaptive Natural Resource 

Management, Earthscan, London. 

Chester, J & Marshall, C 2003, ‘Aboriginal land management – indigenous protected areas’, presentation 

in the Governance Stream of the Vth World Parks Congress, Durban (South Africa), September 2003. 

Colchester, M 2003, Salvaging Nature: Indigenous Peoples, Protected Areas and Biodiversity 

Conservation, World Rainforest Movmenet and Forest Peoples Programme, Moreton in Marsh (United 

Kingdom). 

Dalal-Clayton, B & Bass, S 2002, Sustainable Development Strategies. A resource book, International 

Institute for Environment and Development and United Nations Development Programme, London. 

De Lacy, T & Lawson, B 1997, ‘The Uluru/Kakadu model: joint management of Aboriginal owned 

National Parks in Australia’, in Stevens, S (ed.) Conservation through Cultural Survival, Island Press, 

Washington DC, pp. 155-191. 

De Sherbinin, A (ed.) 2000, Establishing and Strengthening Local Communities’ and Indigenous Peoples’ 

Participation in the Management of Wetlands, Handbook No 5 for the Wise Use of Wetlands, Ramsar 

Convention Bureau, Gland (Switzerland). 

Durning, AT 1992, Guardians of the Land. Indigenous peoples and the health of the earth, Worldwatch 

Paper 112, Worldwatch Institute, Washington DC. 

Dwyer, PD 1994, ‘Modern conservation and indigenous peoples in search of wisdom’, Pacific 

Conservation Biology, vol, 1, pp. 91-97. 

Esman, M & Uphoff, N 1984, Local Organizations. Intermediaries in rural development, Cornell University 

Press, Ithaca, New York (USA). 

Estrella, M & Iszatt, N (eds), Beyond Good Governance. Participatory democracy in the Philippines, 

Institute for Popular Democracy, Quezon City (The Philippines). 



 

19 
 

Fals-Borda, O & Rahman, M 1991, Action and Knowledge. Breaking the monopoly with participatory 

action research, Apex Press, New York (USA). 

Farvar, MT & Berkes, F 1989, ‘Common property resources: ecology and community-based sustainable 

development (introduction and overview)’, in Berkes, F (ed.) Common Property Resources. Ecology and 

community-based sustainable development, Belhaven Press, London, pp. 1-17. 

Finger-Stitch, A & Finger, M 2003, State Versus Participation. Natural resources management in Europe, 

IIED-IDS Institutionalising Participation Series, International Institute for Environment and Development, 

London. 

Freudenberger, M 1996, Community-based conservation and resource management agreements: issues 

and strategies for the World Wildlife Fund, draft manuscript, WWF-US, Washington DC. 

Fung, A & Wright, EO 2003, Deepening Democracy. Institutional innovations in empowered participatory 

governance, Verso Books, London. 

Ghai, D & Vivian, JM (eds) 1992, Grassroots Environmental Action. People’s participation in sustainable 

development, Routledge, London. 

GRAIN 2004, ‘Community or commodity: what future for traditional knowledge?’ Seedling, July 2004. 

Guijt, I 1998, Participatory Monitoring and Impact Assessment of Sustainable Agriculture Initiatives: an 

Introduction to the Key Elements, SARL Discussion Paper 1, International Institute for Environment and 

Development, London. 

Happynook, TM 2000, ‘Cultural biodiversity: Indigenous relationships within their environment’, paper 

presented at International Institute of Fisheries Economics and Trade conference Microbehavior and 

Macroresults, Corvallis, Oregon USA, 10-14 July 2000. Available at: 

http://oregonstate.edu/dept/iifet/2000/papers/happynook2.pdf 

Haugh, A 1994, ‘Balancing rights, powers, and privileges: A window on comanagement experience in 

Manitoba’, Northern Perspectives, vol. 22, no. 2/3, pp. 28-32. 

Hemmati, M 2002, Multi-stakeholder Processes for Governance and Sustainability: Beyond Deadlock and 

Conflict, Earthscan, London, UK & Sterling, VA.  

Hickey, S & Mohan, G (eds) 2004, Participation: From Tyranny to Transformation, Zed books, London. 

Hill, MA & Press, AJ 1994, ‘Kakadu National Park: an Australian Experience in co-management’, in 

Western, D & Wright, RM, Natural Connections, Island Press, Washington DC, pp. 135-160. 

Hjern, B & Porter, DO 1981, ‘Implementation structures: a new unit of analysis’, Organization Studies, 

no. 2/3, pp. 211-227. Available at: http://intl-oss.sagepub.com/cgi/reprint/2/3/211 

IUCN 1997, Indigenous Peoples and Sustainability, IUCN Inter Commission Task Force on Indigenous 

Peoples, Gland (Switzerland). 

http://oregonstate.edu/dept/iifet/2000/papers/happynook2.pdf
http://intl-oss.sagepub.com/cgi/reprint/2/3/211


 

20 
 

Jeanrenaud, S 2002, People-oriented Approaches in Global Conservation. Is the leopard changing its 

spots?, IIED-IDS Institutionalising Participation Series, International Institute for Environment and 

Development, London and Institute for Development Studies, Brighton (United Kingdom). 

Jeffrey, R & Vira, B (eds) 2001, Conflict and cooperation in participatory natural resource management, 

Palgrave, New York. 

Kendall, G 2005, ‘A burgeoning role for Aboriginal knowledge’, Ecos, June-July: 10-13 (Interviews with 

Sue Jackson, Debbie Bird Rose and Steve Johnson), CSIRO Publishing, Melbourne. 

Kothari, A & IIPA Team 1997, Joint Management of Protected Areas: an Action Research Project, Indian 

Institute of Public Administration (IIPA), New Delhi. 

Laird, SA (ed.) 2002, Biodiversity and Traditional Knowledge. Equitable partnerships in practice, 

Earthscan, London. 

Lane, MB 2001, Affirming new directions in planning theory: Comanagement of protected areas. Society 

and Natural Resources, vol. 14, no. 8, pp. 657-671. 

Larsen, PB 2006, Reconciling indigenous peoples and protected areas: rights, governance and equitable 

cost and benefit sharing, Discussion Paper, IUCN, Gland. Available online at: 

http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/iucn_reconciling_ip_and_pa.pdf  

Lewis, C 1997, Managing Conflicts in Protected Areas, IUCN, Gland (Switzerland). 

Lightfoot, C, Alders, C & Dolberg, F 2002, Linking Local Learners. Negotiating new development 

relationships between village, district and nation, Agroforum (Denmark) and ISG (The Netherlands). 

Lowndes, V & Skelcher, C 1998, ‘The dynamics of multi-organizational partnerships: an analysis of 

changing modes of governance’, Public Administration, 76 (Summer), pp. 313-333. 

Lowndes, V & Stoker, G 1998, Guidance on enhancing public participation in local government: a 

research report the Department of Environment, Transport and Regions, DETR, London. 

Lynch, OJ & Talbott, K 1995, Balancing Acts. Community-based forest management and national law in 

Asia and the Pacific, World Resources Institute, Washington DC. 

Maffi, L, Oviedo, G & Larson, P 2000, Indigenous and Traditional Peoples of the World and Ecoregion 

Conservation. An integrated approach to conserving the world’s biological and cultural diversity, 

research report for WWF, Gland (Switzerland). 

McNeely, JA (ed.) 1995, Expanding Partnerships in Conservation, Island Press, Washington DC. 

Millennium Ecosystem Assessment 2003, ‘Concepts of ecosystem value and valuation approaches’, in 

Ecosystems and Human Well-Being: A Framework for Assessment, Island Press, Washington, Covelo, 

London. Available at: http://www.millenniumassessment.org/documents/document.304.aspx.pdf 

http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/iucn_reconciling_ip_and_pa.pdf
http://www.millenniumassessment.org/documents/document.304.aspx.pdf


 

21 
 

Nelson, J & Zadek, S 2001, Partnership Alchemy. New social partnerships in Europe, The Copenhagen 

Centre, Copenhage. 

Notzke, C 1993, ‘Aboriginal peoples and natural resources: Co-management, the way of the future?’, 

Research and Exploration, vol. 9, pp. 395-397. 

Notzke, C 1995, ‘A new perspective in aboriginal natural resource management: Comanagement. 

Geoforum’, vol. 26, no. 2, pp. 187-209. 

NRTEE 1998, Sustainable Strategies for Oceans: a Co-management Guide, National Round Table on the 

Environment and the Economy (NRTEE), Ottawa. 

Osherenko, G 1988, Sharing power with native users. Co-management regimes for native wildlife’, CARC 

Policy Paper No 5, Canadian Arctic Resources Committee, Ottawa. 

Pimbert, MP 2004, ‘Natural resources, people and participation’, PLA Notes, 50, Special anniversary 

issue of Participatory Learning and Action, International Institute for Environment and Development, 

London/ 

Pimbert, MP & Pretty, J 1995, Parks, People and Professionals. Putting ‘participation’ into protected area 

management, UNRISD-IIED-WWF Discussion Paper 57, UNRISD, Geneva (Switzerland). 

Pinkerton, E (ed.) 1989, Co-operative Management of Local Fisheries. New directions for improved 

management and community development, University of British Columbia Press, Vancouver (Canada). 

Ramirez, R 2002, ‘A conceptual map of land conflict management: organizing the parts of two puzzles’, 

Land Tenure Service, FAO, Rome. Available at: http://www.fao.org/sd/2002/IN0301_en.htm 

Rathore, BMS 1997, New partnerships for conservation, paper presented at the Regional Workshop on 

Community-based Conservation, UNESCO/MAB, Indian Institute of Public Administration, New Delhi, 

February 9-11, 1997. 

RUPFOR 2002, Joint Forest Management. A decade of partnership, Joint Forest Management Cell, 

Resource Unit for Participatory Forestry, Ministry of Environment and Forests, Government of India, 

New Delhi. 

Schmidt, S, Gongor, G, Kar, K & Swenson, K 2002, ‘Community organizing – a key step towards 

sustainable livelihoods and co-management of natural resources in Mongolia’, Policy Matters, vol. 10, 

pp. 71-74. 

Stanciu, E 2001, ‘First steps towards collaborative management of Retezat National Park, Romania’, CM 

News 5, pp. 7. 

Thrupp, LA 1996, New Partnerships for Sustainable Agriculture, World Resources Institute, Washington 

D.C. 

http://www.fao.org/sd/2002/IN0301_en.htm


 

22 
 

Timko, JA & Satterfield, T 2008, ‘Seeking Social Equity in National Parks: Experiments with Evaluation in 

Canada and South Africa’, Conservation and Society, vol. 6, no. 3, pp. 238-254.  

Triantafyllidis, A 1996, Linking Local People and Parks, a Participatory Rural Appraisal Study in the Aveto 

Regional Park, Italy, M.S. Dissertation, University of Edinburgh, Edinburgh (Scotland). 

Wall, G, Hallman, S & Skibicki, A 1995, Shared and co-operative management models of national parks 

and national historic sites between governments and aboriginal peoples: An international comparative 

review, paper presented at Workshop on the Co-Management of Protected Places, March 4-5 1995, 

Edmonton, Alberta. 

Weaver, SM 1991, ‘The role of Aboriginals in the management of Australia’s Coburg and Kakadu 

National Parks’, in West, PC & Brechin, SR (eds), Resident Peoples and National Parks, University of 

Arizona Press, Tuscon, Arizona (USA), pp. 311-332. 

 

 
 

  



 

23 
 

Joint Management in Africa 
Adams, W & Hulme, D 2001, ‘Conservation and Communities: Changing Narratives, Policies and 

Practices in African Conservation’, in Hulme, D & Murphree, M (eds), African Wildlife and Livelihoods: 

The Promise and Performance of Community Conservation, Oxford, James Curry, pp. 9-23.  

Alden Wily, L 2002, ‘Participatory forest management in Africa: an overview of progress and issues’, 

Second International workshop on participatory forestry in Africa, ‘Defining the way forward: 

Sustainable livelihoods and sustainable forest management through participatory forestry’, Arusha, 

United Republic of Tanzania, pp. 31-58. 

Alden Wiley, L and Mbaya, S 2001, Land, People and Forests in Eastern and Southern Africa at the 

Beginning of the 21st Century: The impact of land relations on the role of communities in forest future, 

Natural Resources International and IUCN, Nairobi. http://data.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/2000-019-

07.pdf  

Borrine-Feyerabend, G & Sandwith, T 2003, ‘From Guns and fences to Paternalism to Partnerships: the 

Slow Disentangling of Africa’s Protected Areas’, Parks, vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 1-5. 

Fraser, EDG, Dougill, AJ, Mabee, WE, Reen, M & McAlpine P 2005, ‘Bottom up and top down: Analysis of 

participatory processes for sustainability indicator identification as a pathway to community 

empowerment and sustainable environmental management’ Journal of Environmental Management, 

vol. 78, pp. 114-127. 

The modern environmental management literature stresses the need for community 

involvement to identify indicators to monitor progress towards sustainable development and 

environmental management goals. The purpose of this paper is to assess the impact of 

participatory processes on sustainability indicator identification and environmental 

management in three disparate case studies. The first is a process of developing partnerships 

between First Nations communities, environmental groups, and forestry companies to resolve 

conflicts over forest management in Western Canada. The second describes a situation in 

Botswana where local pastoral communities worked with development researchers to reduce 

desertification. The third case study details an on-going government led process of developing 

sustainability indicators in Guernsey, UK, that was designed to monitor the environmental, 

social, and economic impacts of changes in the economy. The comparative assessment 

between case studies allows us to draw three primary conclusions. (1) The identification and 

collection of sustainability indicators not only provide valuable databases for making 

management decisions, but the process of engaging people to select indicators also provides 

an opportunity for community empowerment that conventional development approaches have 

failed to provide. (2) Multi-stakeholder processes must formally feed into decision-making 

forums or they risk being viewed as irrelevant by policy-makers and stakeholders. (3) Since 

ecological boundaries rarely meet up with political jurisdictions, it is necessary to be flexible 

when choosing the scale at which monitoring and decision-making occurs. This requires an 

http://data.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/2000-019-07.pdf
http://data.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/2000-019-07.pdf


 

24 
 

awareness of major environmental pathways that run through landscapes to understand how 

seemingly remote areas may be connected in ways that are not immediately apparent. 

Jones, BTB 2007, ‘Synthesis of the CBNRM Policy and Legislation in Botswana, Malawi, Mozambique, 

Namibia, Zambia and Zimbabwe’ WWF-SARPO Occasional Paper Series 16. 

Nelson, F & Agrawal, A 2008, ‘Patronage or Participation? Community-Based Natural Resource 

Management Reform in Sub-Saharan Africa’, Development and Change, vol. 39, pp. 557-585. 

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com.virtual.anu.edu.au/doi/10.1111/j.1467-7660.2008.00496.x/pdf  

Raakjaer Nielson, J, Degnbol, P, Kuperan Viswanathan, K, Ahmed, M, Hara, M & Mustapha Raja 

Abdullah, N 2004, ‘Fisheries co-management – an institutional innovation? Lessons from South East Asia 

and Southern Africa’, Marine Policy, vol. 28, pp. 151-160. 

Roe, D, Nelson, F & Sandbrook, C (eds) 2009, ‘Community management of natural resources in Africa: 

Impacts, experiences and future directions’, Natural Resource Issues No. 18, International Institute for 

Environment and Development, London, UK. http://pubs.iied.org/pdfs/17503IIED.pdf 

Rozemeijer, N 2003, ‘CBNRM in Botswana: Revisiting the assumptions after 10 years of implementation’, 

IUCN/SNV CBNRM Support Program in Botswana. 

  

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com.virtual.anu.edu.au/doi/10.1111/j.1467-7660.2008.00496.x/pdf
http://pubs.iied.org/pdfs/17503IIED.pdf


 

25 
 

Southern Africa (Botswana, Lesotho, Namibia, South Africa, Swaziland) 

Anderson, J 1995, ‘Agreements between conservation agencies and tribal neighbors in South Africa’, in 

McNeeley (ed.), Expanding Partnerships in Conservation, Island Press, Washington DC, pp. 261-269. 

http://books.google.com.au/books/about/Expanding_partnerships_in_conservation.html?id=9DrwAAA

AMAAJ&redir_esc=y  

Carruthers, J 2007, ‘South Africa: A World in One Country’: Land Restitution in National Parks and 

Protected Areas’, Conservation and Society, vol. 5, no. 3, pp. 292-306. 

http://www.conservationandsociety.org/temp/ConservatSoc53292-8039156_221951.pdf  

Child, B 2003, ‘Origins and efficacy of modern community-based natural resource management 

(CBNRM) practices in the Southern Africa region’, paper presented at the regional workshop on Local 

Communities and Conservation: Issues and Challenges Towards a More Equitable and Sustainable 

Future, Pretoria (South Africa), 26-28 February 2003. 

Cundill, G, Thondhlana, G, Sisitka, L, Shackleton, S & Blore, M 2013, ‘Land Claims and the Pursuit of Co-

Management on Four Protected Areas in South Africa’, Land Use Policy, vol. 35, pp. 171-178. 

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0264837713001087  

de Koning, M 2010, Analysis of a Model Designed for Land Restitution in Protected Areas in South Africa 

(Thesis), University of South Africa. 

http://uir.unisa.ac.za/bitstream/handle/10500/4042/thesis_de%20koning_m.pdf?sequence=1  

de Koning, M 2009, ‘Co-Management and its Options in Protected Areas of South Africa’, Africanus, vol. 

39, no. 2, pp. 5-17. http://www.sabinet.co.za/abstracts/canus/canus_v39_n2_a2.html  

de Villiers, B (ed.) 1999, Land Claims and National Parks: The Makuleke Experience, HSRC Press, Pretoria. 

http://books.google.com.au/books?hl=en&lr=&id=AsaZPjpjLz4C&oi=fnd&pg=PA1&dq=co-

management+kruger+national+park+Makuleke&ots=0ZlfR7O5ry&sig=4GnwmijdT7s97UpSlf-

TKQyZeQw#v=onepage&q=co-management%20kruger%20national%20park%20Makuleke&f=false  

de Villiers, B 2001, ‘Rights of Indigenous People and Conservation: Joint Management of National Parks 

in South Africa and Australia’, in Sampford, CG & Round, T (eds), Beyond the Republic: Meeting the 

Global Challenges to Constitutionalism, The Federation Press, Sydney, pp. 279-290. 

http://books.google.com.au/books?id=PBysJWqv_P0C&pg=PA279&lpg=PA279&dq=%22Rights+of+Indig

enous+People+and+Conservation:+Joint+Management+of+National+Parks+in+South+Africa+and+Austra

lia%22&source=bl&ots=M2NBhTUgq6&sig=E82mry7ONJUIibfgbMEbq0rR0pg&hl=en&sa=X&ei=CfPUUda

zMqq6iAeIx4CoDA&ved=0CD0Q6AEwAw#v=onepage&q=%22Rights%20of%20Indigenous%20People%20

and%20Conservation%3A%20Joint%20Management%20of%20National%20Parks%20in%20South%20Afr

ica%20and%20Australia%22&f=false  

de Villiers 1999, ‘Makuleke land claim and the Kruger National Park – Joint Management – A Benchmark 

for Conservation Areas?’, SA Public Law, pp. 309-330. 

http://books.google.com.au/books/about/Expanding_partnerships_in_conservation.html?id=9DrwAAAAMAAJ&redir_esc=y
http://books.google.com.au/books/about/Expanding_partnerships_in_conservation.html?id=9DrwAAAAMAAJ&redir_esc=y
http://www.conservationandsociety.org/temp/ConservatSoc53292-8039156_221951.pdf
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0264837713001087
http://uir.unisa.ac.za/bitstream/handle/10500/4042/thesis_de%20koning_m.pdf?sequence=1
http://www.sabinet.co.za/abstracts/canus/canus_v39_n2_a2.html
http://books.google.com.au/books?hl=en&lr=&id=AsaZPjpjLz4C&oi=fnd&pg=PA1&dq=co-management+kruger+national+park+Makuleke&ots=0ZlfR7O5ry&sig=4GnwmijdT7s97UpSlf-TKQyZeQw#v=onepage&q=co-management%20kruger%20national%20park%20Makuleke&f=false
http://books.google.com.au/books?hl=en&lr=&id=AsaZPjpjLz4C&oi=fnd&pg=PA1&dq=co-management+kruger+national+park+Makuleke&ots=0ZlfR7O5ry&sig=4GnwmijdT7s97UpSlf-TKQyZeQw#v=onepage&q=co-management%20kruger%20national%20park%20Makuleke&f=false
http://books.google.com.au/books?hl=en&lr=&id=AsaZPjpjLz4C&oi=fnd&pg=PA1&dq=co-management+kruger+national+park+Makuleke&ots=0ZlfR7O5ry&sig=4GnwmijdT7s97UpSlf-TKQyZeQw#v=onepage&q=co-management%20kruger%20national%20park%20Makuleke&f=false
http://books.google.com.au/books?id=PBysJWqv_P0C&pg=PA279&lpg=PA279&dq=%22Rights+of+Indigenous+People+and+Conservation:+Joint+Management+of+National+Parks+in+South+Africa+and+Australia%22&source=bl&ots=M2NBhTUgq6&sig=E82mry7ONJUIibfgbMEbq0rR0pg&hl=en&sa=X&ei=CfPUUdazMqq6iAeIx4CoDA&ved=0CD0Q6AEwAw#v=onepage&q=%22Rights%20of%20Indigenous%20People%20and%20Conservation%3A%20Joint%20Management%20of%20National%20Parks%20in%20South%20Africa%20and%20Australia%22&f=false
http://books.google.com.au/books?id=PBysJWqv_P0C&pg=PA279&lpg=PA279&dq=%22Rights+of+Indigenous+People+and+Conservation:+Joint+Management+of+National+Parks+in+South+Africa+and+Australia%22&source=bl&ots=M2NBhTUgq6&sig=E82mry7ONJUIibfgbMEbq0rR0pg&hl=en&sa=X&ei=CfPUUdazMqq6iAeIx4CoDA&ved=0CD0Q6AEwAw#v=onepage&q=%22Rights%20of%20Indigenous%20People%20and%20Conservation%3A%20Joint%20Management%20of%20National%20Parks%20in%20South%20Africa%20and%20Australia%22&f=false
http://books.google.com.au/books?id=PBysJWqv_P0C&pg=PA279&lpg=PA279&dq=%22Rights+of+Indigenous+People+and+Conservation:+Joint+Management+of+National+Parks+in+South+Africa+and+Australia%22&source=bl&ots=M2NBhTUgq6&sig=E82mry7ONJUIibfgbMEbq0rR0pg&hl=en&sa=X&ei=CfPUUdazMqq6iAeIx4CoDA&ved=0CD0Q6AEwAw#v=onepage&q=%22Rights%20of%20Indigenous%20People%20and%20Conservation%3A%20Joint%20Management%20of%20National%20Parks%20in%20South%20Africa%20and%20Australia%22&f=false
http://books.google.com.au/books?id=PBysJWqv_P0C&pg=PA279&lpg=PA279&dq=%22Rights+of+Indigenous+People+and+Conservation:+Joint+Management+of+National+Parks+in+South+Africa+and+Australia%22&source=bl&ots=M2NBhTUgq6&sig=E82mry7ONJUIibfgbMEbq0rR0pg&hl=en&sa=X&ei=CfPUUdazMqq6iAeIx4CoDA&ved=0CD0Q6AEwAw#v=onepage&q=%22Rights%20of%20Indigenous%20People%20and%20Conservation%3A%20Joint%20Management%20of%20National%20Parks%20in%20South%20Africa%20and%20Australia%22&f=false
http://books.google.com.au/books?id=PBysJWqv_P0C&pg=PA279&lpg=PA279&dq=%22Rights+of+Indigenous+People+and+Conservation:+Joint+Management+of+National+Parks+in+South+Africa+and+Australia%22&source=bl&ots=M2NBhTUgq6&sig=E82mry7ONJUIibfgbMEbq0rR0pg&hl=en&sa=X&ei=CfPUUdazMqq6iAeIx4CoDA&ved=0CD0Q6AEwAw#v=onepage&q=%22Rights%20of%20Indigenous%20People%20and%20Conservation%3A%20Joint%20Management%20of%20National%20Parks%20in%20South%20Africa%20and%20Australia%22&f=false
http://books.google.com.au/books?id=PBysJWqv_P0C&pg=PA279&lpg=PA279&dq=%22Rights+of+Indigenous+People+and+Conservation:+Joint+Management+of+National+Parks+in+South+Africa+and+Australia%22&source=bl&ots=M2NBhTUgq6&sig=E82mry7ONJUIibfgbMEbq0rR0pg&hl=en&sa=X&ei=CfPUUdazMqq6iAeIx4CoDA&ved=0CD0Q6AEwAw#v=onepage&q=%22Rights%20of%20Indigenous%20People%20and%20Conservation%3A%20Joint%20Management%20of%20National%20Parks%20in%20South%20Africa%20and%20Australia%22&f=false


 

26 
 

Fay, D 2007, ‘Mutual Gains and Distributive Ideologies in South Africa: Theorizing Negotiations between 

Communities and Protected Areas’, Human Ecology, vol. 35, no. 1, pp. 81-95. 

http://search.proquest.com.virtual.anu.edu.au/docview/205999306/fulltextPDF/13F0D5A8C407BBBB43

3/7?accountid=8330  

Grossman, D & Holden, P 2009, ‘Towards Transformation: Contractual National Parks in South Africa’, in 

Suich, H. Child, B and Spenceley, A (eds.), Evolution and Innovation in Wildlife Conservation: Parks and 

Game Ranches to Transfrontier Conservation Areas, Earthscan, UK and USA, pp. 357-373. 

http://books.google.com.au/books?hl=en&lr=&id=zwBk0OuiyK4C&oi=fnd&pg=PA357&dq=co-

management+kruger+national+park+Makuleke&ots=wfhq9ik0mr&sig=StHi8ukh4ykG23hp12CsZuuQNc

M#v=onepage&q=co-management%20kruger%20national%20park%20Makuleke&f=false  

Kepe, T 2008, ‘Land Claims and Comanagement of Protected Areas in South Africa: Exploring the 

Challenges’, Environmental Management, vol. 41, no. 3, pp. 311-321. 

http://link.springer.com.virtual.anu.edu.au/content/pdf/10.1007%2Fs00267-007-9034-x.pdf  

Kepe, T, Cousins, B & Turner, S (2001), ‘Resource Tenure and Power Relations in Community Wildlife: 

The Case of Mkambati Area, South Africa’, Society and natural Resources, vol. 14, no. 10, pp. 911-925. 

http://www.tandfonline.com.virtual.anu.edu.au/doi/pdf/10.1080/089419201753242814  

Magome, H & Murombedzi, J 2002, ‘Sharing South African National Parks: Community land and 

conservation in a democratic South Africa’, in Adams, WM & Mulligan, M (eds), Decolonizing Nature: 

Strategies for Conservation in a Post-Colonial Era, Earthscan Publications Ltd, UK and USA. 

http://books.google.com.au/books?hl=en&lr=&id=30Yefk9aIL8C&oi=fnd&pg=PA108&dq=co-

management+kruger+national+park+Makuleke&ots=v_3zbjtUi3&sig=V_oYK5axUjQ4_suC9lJoH_NyhCY#v

=onepage&q=co-management%20kruger%20national%20park%20Makuleke&f=false  

Reid, H, Fig, D, Magone, H & Leader-Williams, N 2004, ‘Co-management of Contractual National Parks in 

South Africa: Lessons from Australia’, Conservation & Society, vol. 2, no. 2, pp. 377-409. 

http://www.conservationandsociety.org/temp/ConservatSoc22377-862287_001422.pdf  

Reid, H 2001, ‘Contractual National Parks and the Makuleke Community’, Human Ecology, vol. 29, no. 2, 

pp. 135-155. http://www.jstor.org.virtual.anu.edu.au/stable/pdfplus/4603391.pdf?acceptTC=true  

Reid, H & Turner, S 2004, ‘The Richtersveld and Makuleke contractual parks in South Africa: Win-win for 

communities and conservation?’, in Fabricius, C (ed.) Rights, Resources and Rural Development: 

Community-based Natural Resource Management in Southern Africa, Earthscan, UK and USA, pp. 223-

235. http://books.google.com.au/books?hl=en&lr=&id=BcIuakDIE_MC&oi=fnd&pg=PA223&dq=co-

management+kruger+national+park+Makuleke&ots=3hhMLkr6Fj&sig=U6TIZnG3f5bb4pZVm2EbsBG3XE

o#v=onepage&q=co-management%20kruger%20national%20park%20Makuleke&f=false  

Steenkamp, CI & Grossman, D 2001, People and Parks: Cracks in the Paradigm, IUCN South Africa Policy 

Think Tank 10. http://academia.edu/1208503/People_and_parks_cracks_in_the_paradigm  

http://search.proquest.com.virtual.anu.edu.au/docview/205999306/fulltextPDF/13F0D5A8C407BBBB433/7?accountid=8330
http://search.proquest.com.virtual.anu.edu.au/docview/205999306/fulltextPDF/13F0D5A8C407BBBB433/7?accountid=8330
http://books.google.com.au/books?hl=en&lr=&id=zwBk0OuiyK4C&oi=fnd&pg=PA357&dq=co-management+kruger+national+park+Makuleke&ots=wfhq9ik0mr&sig=StHi8ukh4ykG23hp12CsZuuQNcM#v=onepage&q=co-management%20kruger%20national%20park%20Makuleke&f=false
http://books.google.com.au/books?hl=en&lr=&id=zwBk0OuiyK4C&oi=fnd&pg=PA357&dq=co-management+kruger+national+park+Makuleke&ots=wfhq9ik0mr&sig=StHi8ukh4ykG23hp12CsZuuQNcM#v=onepage&q=co-management%20kruger%20national%20park%20Makuleke&f=false
http://books.google.com.au/books?hl=en&lr=&id=zwBk0OuiyK4C&oi=fnd&pg=PA357&dq=co-management+kruger+national+park+Makuleke&ots=wfhq9ik0mr&sig=StHi8ukh4ykG23hp12CsZuuQNcM#v=onepage&q=co-management%20kruger%20national%20park%20Makuleke&f=false
http://link.springer.com.virtual.anu.edu.au/content/pdf/10.1007%2Fs00267-007-9034-x.pdf
http://www.tandfonline.com.virtual.anu.edu.au/doi/pdf/10.1080/089419201753242814
http://books.google.com.au/books?hl=en&lr=&id=30Yefk9aIL8C&oi=fnd&pg=PA108&dq=co-management+kruger+national+park+Makuleke&ots=v_3zbjtUi3&sig=V_oYK5axUjQ4_suC9lJoH_NyhCY#v=onepage&q=co-management%20kruger%20national%20park%20Makuleke&f=false
http://books.google.com.au/books?hl=en&lr=&id=30Yefk9aIL8C&oi=fnd&pg=PA108&dq=co-management+kruger+national+park+Makuleke&ots=v_3zbjtUi3&sig=V_oYK5axUjQ4_suC9lJoH_NyhCY#v=onepage&q=co-management%20kruger%20national%20park%20Makuleke&f=false
http://books.google.com.au/books?hl=en&lr=&id=30Yefk9aIL8C&oi=fnd&pg=PA108&dq=co-management+kruger+national+park+Makuleke&ots=v_3zbjtUi3&sig=V_oYK5axUjQ4_suC9lJoH_NyhCY#v=onepage&q=co-management%20kruger%20national%20park%20Makuleke&f=false
http://www.conservationandsociety.org/temp/ConservatSoc22377-862287_001422.pdf
http://www.jstor.org.virtual.anu.edu.au/stable/pdfplus/4603391.pdf?acceptTC=true
http://books.google.com.au/books?hl=en&lr=&id=BcIuakDIE_MC&oi=fnd&pg=PA223&dq=co-management+kruger+national+park+Makuleke&ots=3hhMLkr6Fj&sig=U6TIZnG3f5bb4pZVm2EbsBG3XEo#v=onepage&q=co-management%20kruger%20national%20park%20Makuleke&f=false
http://books.google.com.au/books?hl=en&lr=&id=BcIuakDIE_MC&oi=fnd&pg=PA223&dq=co-management+kruger+national+park+Makuleke&ots=3hhMLkr6Fj&sig=U6TIZnG3f5bb4pZVm2EbsBG3XEo#v=onepage&q=co-management%20kruger%20national%20park%20Makuleke&f=false
http://books.google.com.au/books?hl=en&lr=&id=BcIuakDIE_MC&oi=fnd&pg=PA223&dq=co-management+kruger+national+park+Makuleke&ots=3hhMLkr6Fj&sig=U6TIZnG3f5bb4pZVm2EbsBG3XEo#v=onepage&q=co-management%20kruger%20national%20park%20Makuleke&f=false
http://academia.edu/1208503/People_and_parks_cracks_in_the_paradigm


 

27 
 

Thakadu, OT 2005, ‘Success Factors in Community Based Natural Resources Management in Northern 

Botswana: Lessons from Practice’, Natural Resources Forum, vol. 29, no. 3, pp. 199-212. 

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1477-

8947.2005.00130.x/abstract?deniedAccessCustomisedMessage=&userIsAuthenticated=false  

Winer, N 1996, ‘Collaborative management and community rights: the Chobe Enclave (Botswana)’, 

paper presented in the workshop on Collaborative Management for Conservation, First World 

Conservation Congress, Montreal (Canada) 17 October 1996. 

 

  

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1477-8947.2005.00130.x/abstract?deniedAccessCustomisedMessage=&userIsAuthenticated=false
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1477-8947.2005.00130.x/abstract?deniedAccessCustomisedMessage=&userIsAuthenticated=false


 

28 
 

Eastern Africa (Burundi, Comoros, Djibouti, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Kenya, Madagascar, Malawi, 

Mauritius, Mayotte, Mozambique, Reunion, Rwanda, Seychelles, Somalia, South Sudan, 

Tanzania, Uganda, Zambia, Zimbabwe) 

Baldus, R, Kibonde, B & Siege, L 2003, ’15 Years Seeking Conservation Partnerships in the Selous Game 

Reserve and Buffer Zones of Tanzania’, Parks, vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 50-61. http://wildlife-

baldus.com/download/Parks13_1-pp50-80.pdf  

During the 1980s a rapid increase in poaching led to a significant drop in elephant numbers in the 

Selous Game Reserve, one of Africa’s oldest and largest protected areas. Since 1987, the 

Governments of Tanzania and Germany have cooperated there in a joint ‘Selous Conservation 

Programme’ to rehabilitate the reserve. Other agencies subsequently joined in a seldom-

achieved partnership between donors. The programme managed to significantly reduce poaching 

and enhance management capacity. Income from safari-hunting (90% of the total) and 

photographic tourism greatly increased. A ‘retention fund scheme’ has been established, 

whereby half of the income generated remains with the reserve for management and investment 

purposes (around US$ 1.8 million per annum). Consequently, the reserve stands on its own feet 

financially, although complementary outside assistance is continuing. Collaborative arrangements 

with private sector investors have been developed as well as with local authorities and 51 

communities in the buffer zones, which now manage their own wildlife areas and have a share in 

the conservation benefits. This experience of ‘Community-based Conservation’ has largely served 

as a model for Tanzania’s new wildlife policy, now incorporated into the national Wildlife Act. 

Bassi, M 2003, ‘Enhancing Equity in the Relationship between Protected Areas and Local Communities in 

the Context of Global Change: Horn of Africa and Kenya’, TILCEPA Report. 

http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/cca_mbassi.pdf  

Blaikie, P 2006, ‘Is Small Really Beautiful? Community-based Natural Resource Management in Malawi 

and Botswana’, World Development, vol. 34, no. 11, pp. 1942-1957. 

Community-based natural resource management (CBNRM) remains a popular policy with many 

international funding institutions, in spite of growing evidence of its disappointing outcomes. It is 

underpinned by theoretically justified benefits which serve to reproduce and market it. The 

paper explores approaches to understand and rectify these failures. The conclusion is that 

explanatory effort should be expanded from the ‘‘facilitating characteristics’’ of potentially 

successful CBNRM sites to include two sets of interfaces—those between donors and recipient 

states, and between the state (especially the local state) and CBNRMs at the local level. 

Illustrative examples in Botswana and Malawi are given throughout the discussion. 

Blomley, T & Namara, A 2003, ‘Devolving Rights or Shedding Responsibilities? Community Conservation 

in Uganda over the Last Decade’, IUCN Policy Matters, vol. 12, pp. 283-289. 

Blomley, T, Pfliegner, K, Isango, J, Eliakimu, Z, Ahrends, A & Burgess, N 2008, ‘Seeing the wood for the 

trees: an assessment of the impact of participatory forest management on forest condition in Tanzania’, 

Oryx vol. 42, no.3, pp. 380-391. 

http://wildlife-baldus.com/download/Parks13_1-pp50-80.pdf
http://wildlife-baldus.com/download/Parks13_1-pp50-80.pdf
http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/cca_mbassi.pdf


 

29 
 

Over the past 15 years the Tanzanian government has promoted participatory forest 

management (both joint forest management and community-based forest management) as a 

major strategy for managing natural forests for sustainable use and conservation. Such 

management is currently either operational or in the process of being established in.3.6million 
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1,629 m, Panié is the highest point in the country. The mountain slopes are very steep and the 

range plunges directly into the lagoon: the New Caledonia Lagoons World Heritage Site, inscribed 

in 2008 (UNESCO 2008). The reserve is in a 35,000-ha rainforest; the largest in the country. Here 

we report on the management of this reserve and the participation of the local population. 
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Abstract: The involvement of indigenous peoples in natural resource management varies widely 

around the world, and invariably involves complex interactions. This paper examines the 

experiences of indigenous peoples in Canada and the Philippines with respect to their 

participation in fisheries management and policy, and how the mismatch between formal 

frameworks and local practice affects this participation. Combining approaches based on 

sustainable livelihoods and those relating to rights over natural resource access and management 
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