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Abstract: Protected areas are increasingly frequented by transhumant cattle herds. This phenomenon has grown in recent
decades in West Africa. In order to make a state of play of the use of areas protected by cattle herds, through its history,
the causes of their presence and the consequences on natural resources and propose mechanisms for managing
transhumance in protected areas, a bibliographical review of scientific work carried out in this direction has been made.
It shows that the search for pastoral resources during the drought has been the basis for the entry of transhumant herders
into these protected areas. From an ecological point of view, the debate is between those who claim that livestock is in
direct competition with wildlife for access to forage resources and those suggesting that livestock and wildlife interact
through a complex combination of competition / facilitation depending on the season and abundance of resources. The
mode of management of transhumance in West African forests depends on the category of protected areas. Some
protected areas have opted for strict management and others for concerted management. This is the case for Park W,
which, through the regional project (ECOPAS) has developed a common strategy for the management of transhumance
in this protected area. Despite these various proposals, the protected areas of West Africa continue to suffer pastoral
pressure. It is then necessary to propose a sustainable management mode which will make it possible to make judicious
use of the pastoral resources of these protected areas without compromising their biodiversity.
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INTRODUCTION

In West Africa, all categories of protected
areas are affected by the phenomenon of dry season
transhumance [1]. Despite the prohibitions, many
transhumant herders exploit national parks and wildlife
reserves [2]. This illegal use of pastures in protected
areas constitutes a threat to biodiversity conservation

[3]

Thus, regional park W and other protected
areas in northern Benin are under severe pressure from
transhumant herds [4, 5, 6, 7]. More than 1171 herds
totaling 101,309 cattle were counted in the WAPOK
complex (W, Arly, Pendjari, Oti-Mondouri and Kéran)
and its periphery in 2003 [8], this number rose to 682
herds is 52,646 cattle in 2012 [9]. Similarly, in Senegal,
Niokolo Koba Park is home to important herds
including small ruminants from the Sylvopastoral zone
of Senegal and Mali, which descend in the dry season to
exploit pastures and water [10]. The presence of these
herds in these protected areas causes a serious
degradation of the tree formations. So the gallery forests

disappearing, woodlands and wooded savannahs are
reduced at the expense of a strong expansion of shrub
and grassland [11, 10, 12, 13]. This degradation is
caused mainly by bush fires and overexploitation of
pastures in these protected areas. However,
transhumance is also increasingly cited as an effective
means of adapting to sustainable changes and
management of natural resources [10]. Throughout the
literature, the debate is ecologically opposed by those
who claim that livestock is in direct competition with
wildlife for access to forage resources [14], and those
who qualify this regard, some authors suggesting that
livestock and wildlife interact through a complex
combination of competition / facilitation depending on
the season and abundance of resources [15] and species
considered [16]. Some authors suggest that pastoralism
is responsible for the low densities of fauna currently
encountered in West Africa [17]. Other authors question
the very reality of environmental degradation due to
pastoralism that would negatively affect wildlife [18].
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The categories of protected areas according to
the International Union for the Conservation of Nature
(IUCN) are 6 and correspond globally and very
schematically to a progressive evolution from territories
which are to be kept as natural as possible (1 to 3) to
areas where human intervention is increasingly visible
(category 4, 5 and 6) [19]. Management of the
relationship between livestock and wildlife also
depends on protected area categories. Today, forests are
increasingly co-managed with local people. But
transhumant herders are not invited to participate in this
co-management [20].

This literature review attempts to make a stay
of play of the use of the protected areas by the
transhumant herders in West Africa through its history,
the reasons for their presence and impact on natural
resources and propose mechanisms for managing the
transhumance of certain protected areas.

METHODOLOGY

The documentary review is the tool used in
this scientific work. Several papers, including papers,
theses, papers and technical reports dealing with
transhumance in protected areas in the West African
region were consulted. The data obtained have been
synthesized in order to make the history of
transhumance in protected areas, the mutual impacts
transhumance-protected areas and the mechanisms of
their management. The tool used is triangulation to
verify information according to the different sources. A
diachronic analysis was also made to highlight the
management of transhumance in protected areas in
Benin.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
History and causes of transhumance in protected
areas of West Africa

Two main categories of history can be noted in
the exploitation of protected areas by livestock in West
Africa. The first concerns pastoral areas which were
later transformed into protected areas by the colonial or
post-colonial administration. Indeed, during pre-
colonial periods, certain areas were exploited by
hunters, herders and farmers under the control of
chiefdoms or pre-colonial kingdoms. Benoit, M [21]
noted some temporary human activities in Park W prior
to its creation. He pointed out that migratory
movements occurred in the Niger valley area before the
creation of this reserve at the beginning of the 19th
century [22]. Similarly, some migratory corridors from
the Macina to the Sokoto were later transformed into a
reserve [23]. This shows that some pastoral areas have
long been exploited by cattle prior to their classification
as protected areas. The second category of history
concerns the West African protected areas which were
considered "The wilderness" of a no man’s land. Some
protected areas have long remained unoccupied because
they are unhealthy for humans (mosquitoes /
onchocerciasis, mosquitoes / malaria) and livestock

(tsetse flies / trypanosomosis) [24]. During these
periods, it is important to note that there was a feeding
abundance for livestock in these West African regions.

But the situation of animal food abundance
will gradually deteriorate with the increase in cattle
numbers and the appearance of droughts in 1973 and
1984. Toutain, B et al. [24] also notes that the barriers
to the penetration of areas protected by livestock have
also been partially lifted by climate change, clearing,
progress in the campaigns for the treatment of animal
vectors and preventive measures for medical and
veterinary control. For example, the Sahel herders did
not cross the Benin border (Niger River and Tapoa
River) until 1984. Efforts to control tsetse and
trypanosomosis, as well as drier climatic conditions,
would have significantly reduced or relegated livestock
health zones further south [25]. Thus, after the 1984
drought in Niger, there was an extension of the pastoral
area to the south of Park W, in Burkina Faso, Benin,
Nigeria [26].

Boutrais, J [23] found that the end of the 20th
century in West Africa was marked by a gradual
extension of pastoral areas in the savannahs of the
South, all Sudanese and Sudano-Guinean zones, from
Senegal to North- Cameroon and the Central African
Republic (Figure 1). Bernardet, P [27] also noted this
pastoral expansion in lvory Coast. Indeed, in 1985,
Fulani herders still occupy only an area contiguous to
the border of Burkina Faso with Ivory Coast but, a few
years later, their range extends to almost all the north of
the country, by completely enveloping the national park
of Comoe [27]. The spread of pastoralism to the south is
justified on the basis of ecological and political factors
[23]. In some countries, colonial administrations
forbade pastoralists to settle in the south for veterinary
reasons and for fear of conflicts between populations.
Other causes that are no less negligible can explain the
presence of livestock herds in protected areas, namely
the occupation of pastoral areas in the peripheral areas
of the areas by the fields, the concern to avoid the
damage of fields (farmer-herder conflict) and weak
monitoring of protected areas [28,7].

In areas of political instability, protected areas
are faced with an uncontrolled and illegal exploitation
of natural resources. For example, in Togo in the 1990s,
following the subsequent socio-political crisis to the
advent of democracy, the monitoring system for the
protection of protected areas has weakened. Thus, the
populations have partially or totally invaded the
protected areas by exploiting in an anarchic and illicit
way the forest and wildlife resources [29, 30].

Protected areas become attractive to escape the
scarcity of grazing areas, occupation transhumance
corridors, the unsuitability of land legislation and the
many social conflicts[31, 7]. Thus, the transhumant
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movement in the savannas eventually invaded most of
the protected areas in the Sudanian zone [23].

In several West African countries, outbreaks of
transhumance have reached the peri-forest savannahs of
the Guinean zone, as is the case in Benin [32] and Togo
[33]. Most of the transhumance axes cross protected

/
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Transhumances
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areas (classified forests, wildlife reserve, national parks,
sacred forests, sanctuaries) (Figure 1). Indeed, these
spaces are zones of concentration of floristic and faunal
biodiversity. They are characterized by the relative
abundance of vegetation and watercourses. In the eyes
of pastoralists, they represent good quality pasture area
during the dry season [34].

National
Nature Reserve

///\
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Fig-1 : Transhumance itineraries showing movements of herds around and within protected areas of West Africa
[23, 10, 34, 13, 35]

Mutual transhumance-protected area effects on
flora

- Damage to the flora

Transhumance in protected areas is a form of
disturbance of ecosystems such as bush fires [25]. The
pasture and grazing of cattle herds can seriously
degrade the floristic composition and floristic richness
of natural rangelands, and therefore the biological
diversity of protected areas [36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41]. But
it is important to note that the impact of livestock on
biodiversity will depend on the type of environment
(savanna, Sahel, etc.) and the intensity of grazing in this
environment. Thus, in humid savanna a heavy load
causes the scrubland and eliminates the good
herbaceous forage species [42, 40, 43, 44], through the
colonization of pastoral areas by undeserved species
(Zornia glochidiata) and or undesirable species Sida
cordifolia and Cassia tora throughout the area [4, 45].
While in the Sahel, all vegetation, including ligneous,
can decline [46]. The presence of animals can probably
cause a mutilation of the seeds of rare ligneous forage
species [40]. Considering the wild origin of domestic
animals, the impacts of the presence of livestock in
protected areas will appear unclear that, the question
arises as to whether wild animals can not cause the
same damage and even more to the biological diversity
of these protected areas. For example, African elephants
(Loxodonta) destroy thousands of trees each year in
protected areas [47], but this does not sound like a
degradation of the habitats of other animal species in
view of the priority for elephant conservation for the

national and international community. Also, dikdiks
(Madoqua) can have an impact on trees as important as
elephants (Loxodonta), they can slow down or stop the
regeneration of trees like Acacias [48]. In this context,
the presence of livestock in protected areas poses no
major problem, but rather the carrying capacity of the
natural rangelands of these areas to support many cattle
herds in transhumance in these protected areas. It is
unanimously recognized that when overgrazing causes
the degradation of the vegetation cover and
consequently leads to the regression of forage resources
[43, 49, 44, 50]. Domestic livestock can also cause the
introduction of seeds of invasive plant species from
open areas (fields, fallow land, human habitats) or from
Sahelian countries via transhumance [40]. The structure
of herbaceous vegetation can change by spreading
species in response to repeated trampling of cattle
herds. In the same way [13] added that the multiple
itineraries of cattle herds in transhumance in protected
areas also have serious consequences on forage
resources. Repeated consumption over time of
individuals of the most desirable species limits their
growth and chance of survival and results in a decrease
in the height and recovery of these species [51].

- Beneficial effects on the flora

Other research supports the beneficial effect of
livestock in protected areas and attributes this to the
beneficial effect of herbivory on ecosystems. Animal
load in the natural rangelands of protected areas is a
very fundamental decision-making element regarding
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the possibility of opening protected areas to livestock.
Indeed, several studies conducted in this direction in
different environments have shown that when animal
load is reasonable and well distributed over time, plant
biodiversity increases [52, 53, 54]. This confirms the
theory that species diversity is maximized at
intermediate levels of disturbance [55]. Similarly, the
African savannah is the result of a long history of co-
evolution of vegetation, fires and ungulates [56]. The
herbivores then generate a heterogeneity which favors
the diversity of animal and plant species through their
action on the vegetation. As a result, herbivory reduces
the amount of herbaceous biomass and thus the
frequency and violence of vegetation fires, which
displaces the herb / ligneous balance for the benefit of
the woody [56]. A protected area where large
herbivores are very rare or absent as is the case in most
classified forests, departs from a natural environment.
This can lead to dysfunctions in the forest ecosystem. In
this context, controlled or reasonable grazing of
domestic animals in West African savannas appears to
be an ecological engineering solution to alleviate the
imbalance of wild herbivores [40].

Mutual transhumance-protected area impacts on
wildlife
- Damage to wildlife

Many conservationists consider livestock as a
threat to wildlife and its habitat. Wambwa, E [57]
shows, for example, from his observations in Kenya,
that there are exchanges of various pathologies between
livestock and wildlife when they live together. Boutrais,
J [23] reports that in W N Park, the buffalo population
fell sharply in 1984 as a result of an epidemic of
rinderpest introduced by transhumant zebu. Similarly,
curators of protected areas indicate that livestock would
compete with wildlife for food, at least with species
with which it shares the same ecological niche [58].
This seems to be the case between cattle and certain
herbivores, such as buffalo or wildebeest [59] who have
a very close diet. The argument that livestock is a threat
to wildlife is therefore not, in the absolute sense, false,
but it is valid in both directions. Indeed, [60] have
observed that wildlife has direct negative influences
(predation, vectors or reservoirs of diseases, etc.) or
indirect effects with restricting access to natural
resources (water, fodder, salt cures, etc.) on domestic
livestock. In addition, the herders incriminate wildlife,
especially buffalo, in the occurrence of foot-and-mouth
disease in their herd [58]. Although competition
between fauna and domestic  livestock s
unguestionable, there are cases where there are none:
cattle coexist well with koudous, grazers with which
they have a very niche cover limit [59]. In addition,
intermediate-rate herbivores, such as impala, consume
the same herbaceous plants as cattle [59, 61], But cattle
are better competitors in this type of forage, and impala
seem to modify their diet depending on the presence of
cattle [61]. The authors add that the conclusions would
be significantly different if we consider small

ruminants, especially goats, which consume a large part
of wood in their diets. Nevertheless, from a strictly
ecological point of view, nature cannot be mimed
perfectly by introducing cattle as a substitute for an
absent fauna. In the original ecosystems of the savanna,
the many species of herbivores, by their diversity of
size, of diet (thicknesses or grazers ...), of physiology
(ability to digest various types of forage) and behavior
(preference for particular environments, more or less
territorial character, daily and seasonal mobility ...)
occupy complementary ecological niches, so that their
impact on the environment is distributed. It is naive to
think that nature can be appropriately imitated by
introducing livestock as a substitute for extinct
herbivorous fauna, and caution is still needed [40] even
if care is taken to use herds of several species of
domestic ruminants [62].

- Beneficial effects on wildlife

Many scientific studies [21, 63, 40, 60, 23] show,
however, that these ecosystems have long been part of
the annual grazing range of the surrounding and even
remote pastoral populations. The trends indicate that the
pastoral use of protected areas is likely to increase
because open space is increasingly scarce and of poor
quality due to the agricultural grabbing of pastures and
the overall anthropogenic pressure [60]. Based on some
observations,  existing arguments to  support
exclusionary policies [18], rather successful experiences
of cohabitation are also reported. Bayer, W et al. [64],
by  fairly illustrative  examples,  emphasize
complementarities. Thus, they show that the giraffe
grazing on the upper floors (from 5 m), keeps the
savannah ecosystems open, thus promoting shrubs,
small trees and herbaceous plants usable by domestic
livestock. They add that livestock, by grazing in
wetlands, bring in nutrients consumed by waterfowl and
fish. In the same way, [65] have observed a coexistence
without interference between birds and cattle in the
Djoudj National Park in Senegal. Boutrais, J [23]
reports the results of a coexistence experiment between
wildlife and domestic livestock conducted between
1970 and 1980 in an area in Kenya that resulted in an
increase in the elephant population of this locality,
whereas the surrounding areas saw their fall. Moreover,
Bayer, W and Ciofolo, | [66] argue that the cost /
benefit ratio of coexistence between wildlife and
domestic animals is favorable. In the Sahelian Northeast
of Mali, pastoral breeding contributes to the
maintenance of the elephants of the Gourma, respecting
the itineraries and the ease of access to the water points.
Pastors recognize the importance of these elephant
herds and exploit shared resources [20].

All this encourages a compromise between
conservation actions and pastoral activities, the current
challenges being to ensure the legitimate needs of
pastoral populations without compromising the
preservation of the heritage of protected areas in their
diversity [58].
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Management of transhumance in protected areas
- State management

The problem of the use of protected areas by
livestock is all the more complex as in many countries
the separation of decision-making centers (ministries) in
charge of agriculture, protected areas and livestock, is
not counterbalanced by coordination on the ground.
Action synergy is rare [56].

Management of the relationship between livestock
and wildlife depends on the protected area. In Djoudj,
animals are prohibited according to the texts, but to the
extent that the animal numbers of the riverside villages
are low, they are allowed to frequent the park. No
problem of cohabitation is reported for the moment
unlike the Niokolo koba Park where the tension is
permanent between riparian, transhumant herders and
services of National Parks. Despite the total prohibition
of penetration into the Park, 1/8 of the Park is
frequented by livestock, which sometimes travels up to
16 km inland. Permanent conflicts exist between eco-
guards and transhumant herders [25,10].

In Benin, according to their categories, protected
areas are managed by three different institutions: the
National Center of Wildlife Reserves (CENAGREF),
which manages the National Parks and their Hunting
Areas, the Office National du Bois (ONAB), Which
manages the classified forests of Agrimey, Lama and
Djighé and the Directorate General of Forests and
Natural Resources (DGFRN), which implements the
State's management policy at the level of other
classified forests [67]. The herders who carry out
transhumance within forests with a management plan
pay a financial contribution per animal per year [68].
The fines are also paid by herders in the case of illegal
logging [43]. Integration of ruminant livestock herders
into forest management programs and  territory
management while taking account of climatic and
anthropogenic factors in the use of natural rangelands is
necessary [69, 13].

Faced with the often deadly open conflicts recorded
by foreign transhumant peoples in Benin, the decision
to suspend the practice of cross-border transhumance in
February 1995 did not hinder the rush of international
transhumant herds on Benin. On the contrary, this
decision, which is not respected by this foreign
transhumant, puts them in a status of illegality and, as a
result, they are forced to evolve underground; hence
fraudulent practices of all kinds making the national
management of this complex activity.

- Collaborative management

The lack of forage resources in peripheries is often used
to justify the use of protected areas. This can be done by
farmers, who burn the crop residues sought by livestock
or are increasingly exploiting lowlands developed for
small-scale irrigation in the dry season. Thus, farmers,

agricultural services and other irrigation project
initiators must be involved with full awareness of their
responsibilities [56].

In case of difficulties, [56] suggest that the
conservator of the protected area should take the
initiative to manage this problem as much as possible.
They must then consult the livestock services, the
representatives of transhumant, those of the riparian
villages and any other influential local actor that may be
involved. To open up protected areas to herds, it is very
important to understand all the elements of the problem
and to prioritize them before deciding whether to open
the protected area to livestock [70]. Kiéma et al. [56]
add that opening the protected area to the herds can
only appear as a limited tolerance in time and space,
limited also in the rights of authorized users.

Thus, for the manager, the decision to take is
an unavoidable responsibility, additional to his strict
preservative role. It takes it to participate in regional
development dynamics, to contribute to the local
economy, to respond to social or humanitarian
considerations, and also to prevent or mitigate the risks
of tension and conflicts with herders. It allows it to
control a pressure rather than undergo it.

In order to manage the problem of
transhumance in Park W, the ECOPAS program has
adopted an approach based on knowledge of the
spatiotemporal dynamics of transhumance so as to
understand its determinants and to be able to negotiate
with the different stakeholders , at different levels of
power (from breeders to senior officials); which was
mainly aimed at managing the land issues raised by the
agro-pastoral dynamics around the protected area [4].
This initiative had led to the establishment of a
concerted management of cross-border transhumance in
the region of the W regional park (Benin, Burkina Faso
and Niger) in order to reduce the recurring conflicts
between transhumant and foresters and farmers [71].

In the Gadabeji classified forest in Niger, the
herders have a right to pasture in the first six months of
the year during the dry season, thus contributing to the
maintenance of the environment [20]. North of Dakoro,
in Niger, the real regeneration of the trees was made
thanks to the herds and their movements, including in
classified forests.

With the advent of decentralization,
communities at the grassroots level can participate in
the management of protected areas in their territory.
Thus, community projects may decide to develop
livestock farming in the peripheral areas of protected
areas by creating sufficient facilities to divert breeders
from the interest of entering the reserves.
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CONCLUSIONS

The study established a situation of
transhumance and management of natural resources in
protected areas in West Africa. The causes and impacts
of the exploitation of these protected areas by
transhumant herds have been reviewed in the literature.
The state of play has highlighted the main causes of
transhumance in protected areas, which makes it
possible to better formulate proposals for adapting and
improving transhumance in the light of the major issues
and challenges facing it. These proposals relate to the
conduct of studies that can predict the dynamics of
transhumance in protected areas and propose a model
for sustainable management of transhumance in these
protected areas  without compromising their
biodiversity. The many examples cited in the
management of transhumance in protected areas reveal
once again the great diversity of situations and a
universal solution cannot be found. Each case must
develop its own modes of conduct.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors thank the International Foundation
for Science (IFS) for funding this study by the grant
D/5824-1. They also expressed their acknowledgments
to laboratory of Ecology, Health and Animal
Production, Faculty of Agronomy, University of
Parakou for the documentation and the research
framework.

REFERENCES

1. Sournia, G. (1989). Les aires protégées au Sahel :
leur rb6le, leur impact dans les politiques
d’aménagement du territoire et de développement
économique et régional,” Cahiers Géographiques
Rouen, no. 32, pp. 53-59.

2. Ly, L. (2001). Tendances d’évolution du droit de la
faune et des aires protégées en Afrique occidentale.
Organisation des Nations Unies pour I'alimentation
et I'agriculture (FAO). Bureau juridique.

3. Kabala, D. M. (1994). Protection des écosystémes
et développement des Sociétés, état d’urgence en
Afrique. Paris: Editions L’Harmattan.

4. Convers, A. (2002). Etat des lieux spatialisé et
quantitatif de la transhumance dans la zone
périphérique d’influence au Parc national du W
(Niger). CIRAD-EMVT/Université de Montpellier
2

5. Paris, A. (2002). Etat des lieux spatialisé et
quantitatif de la transhumance dans la zone
périphérique d’influence du Parc National du W
(Burkina Faso), Meémoire DESS, Université
Montpellier I, Cirad Emvt, Montpellier 2.

6. Tamou, C. (2002). Etat des lieux quantitatif et
spatialisé de la transhumance dans la zone
périphérique d’influence du Parc National du W
(Bénin),  Mémoire  d’ingénieur  agronome,
Université d’ Abomey-Calavi, Abomey-Calavi.

7. Assani, S. A., Alkoiret, T. I, Houinato, M., &
Mensah, G. A. (2016). Typology Of Cattle Herds

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

In Transhumance In The Classified Forest Of
Upper Alibori Northern Benin. European
Scientific Journal, 12 (15).

Bouché, P., Lungren G., Hiein, B., & Onondi, P.
(2003). Recensement aérien total de I’Ecosystéme
W Arly Pendjari Oti-Mandouri-Keran (WAPOK),

Rapport définitif.
Bouché, P., Aboudou, M., Amadou, S. A,
Amahowe, O. |, Djibey, M., Halilou-Malam

Garba, H., ... & Mamane, A. (2012). Inventaire
aérien de 1’écosystéeme W- Arly-Pendjari; Mai —
Juin 2012. Ouagadougou, Burkina Faso: CITES-
MIKE, WAP/UNOPS, Benin, Burkina Faso, Niger.
FAO (2012). La transhumance transfrontaliére en
Afrique de I’Ouest : Proposition de plan d’action.
Organisation ~ des  Nations  Unies  pour
I’ Alimentation et I’ Agriculture (FAO),
Ouagadougou.

Orékan, V. A. (2007). Implémentation du modéle
local CLUE-s aux transformations spatiales
dans le Centre Bénin aux moyens de
données socio-économiques et de  télédétection.
Thése de doctorat, Université de Bonn, Bonn,
Suisse.

Issiaka, N. T., Arouna, O., & Imorou, I. T. (2006).
Cartographie De La Dynamique Spatio-Temporelle
Des  Parcours  Naturels Des  Troupeaux
Transhumants Dans Les Communes De Banikoara
Et De Karimama Au Benin (Afrique De L’ouest),
European Scientific Journal, 12 (32).

Assani, S. A., Alkoiret, T. I.,, Baco, M. N. &
Houinato, M. (2017). Transhumance map and
pastoral calendar of cattle herds exploiting the
forage resources of the Classified Forest of Upper
Alibori Northern Benin. International Research
Journal of Natural Applied Sciences, 4 (4), 50-70

Prins, H. H. T. (2000). Competition Between
Wildlife and Livestock in Africa, In Wildlife
conservation by sustainable use (pp. 51-80).
Springer Netherlands.

Odadi, W., Karachi, M. K., Abdulrazak, S. &
Young, T. P. (2011). African wild ungulates
compete with or facilitate cattle depending on
season. Science, 333 (6050), 1753-1755

Young, T. P., Palmer, T. & Gadd, M. (2005).
Competition and compensation among cattle,
zebras, and elephants in a semi-arid savanna in
Laikipia, Kenya. Biological Conservation, 122 (2),
351-359.

Jewel, P. (1980). Ecology and management of of
game animals and domestic livestock in African
sannahs. Human Ecology Savannah Environement.
353-382.

Homewood, K. & Rodgers, W. A. (1984).
Pastoralism and conservation,” Human Ecology, 12
(4). 431-441.

UICN (2002). Lignes directrices pour les catégories
de gestion des aires protégées, Commission des
parcs nationaux et des aires protégées de I’'Union
mondiale pour la conservation de la nature avec

Available Online: http://scholarsmepub.com/haya/

78


http://scholarsmepub.com/haya/

ASSANI S. Alassan et al.; Haya: Saudi J. Life Sci.; Vol-2, 1ss-3 (Apr-Jun, 2017):73-80

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

217.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

lassistance du Centre mondial de la surveillance
continue de la conservation.

LEAD (2002). Pastoralisme et environnement: le
contrdle et la gestion de I’espace Pastoralisme et
aires protégées. La Buvette des Alpages.

Benoit, M.  (1998). Dynamique des parcours
pastoraux dans la région du parc national du W du
Niger. Séminaire-atélier sur «Utilisation durable
de l'eau, des zones humides et de la diversité
biologique dans les écosystémes partagés, Bénin,
BF, Niger, Togo. Tenu du, 16.

Benoit, M. (1999). Statut et usages du sol en
périphérie du parc national du ‘W’ du Niger: 3.
Introduction a ’étude des paysages du canton de
Tamou (périphérie du parc national du ‘W’ du
Niger)

Boutrais, J. (2008). Pastoralisme et aires protégées
d’Afrique de I’Ouest en regard de I’Afrique de
I’Est. Aires Protégées Espaces Durables. 215-246.
Toutain, B., Marty, A., Bourgeot, A., Ickowicz, A.
& Lhoste, P. (2012). Pastoralisme en zone seche.
Le cas de [I’Afrique subsaharienne, Fiche
thématique du CSFD n°9, 2p.” Agropolis
Productions.

Toutain B., Visscher M.-N. D., & Dulieu D.
(2004). Pastoralism and Protected Areas: Lessons
Learned from Western Africa. Human Dimensions
of Wildlife, 9 (4). 287-295.

Manceron, S. (2011). Intervenir en périphérie pour
la conservation des aires protégées : réexamen d’un
postulat. La situation du Parc du W et des éleveurs
mobiles,” Thése de doctorat, Université Paris Ouest
Nanterre- La Défense, Paris.

Bernardet, P. (1999). Peuls en mouvement, Peuls
en conflit, en moyenne et haute Cote d’Ivoire, de
1950 a 1990. Figures peules, Kathala, Paris, 407-
444,

Amadou, B. & Boutrais, J. (2012). Logiques
pastorales et de conservation de la nature: les
transhumances et le Parc du W (Niger, Burkina
Faso, Bénin). Autrepart, (60), 55-75.

Aubréville, A. (1937). Remarques écologiques sur
la distribution géographique de quelques espéces
d’Acacia en Afriqgue Occidentale. Revue de
Botanique Appliquée et d'Agriculture Coloniale.
17(195). 796-804.

Tchamie, T. T. K. (1994). Parcs et aires protégées -
Enseignements a tirer de 1’hostilité des populations
locales a 1’égard des aires protégées au Togo. Rev.
Int For. Ind For, (45) ,1-8.

Lesse, P. (2009). Transhumance et Changement
climatique : Productivité et capacité de charge des
paturages naturels des communes riveraines de la
Réserve de Biosphére Transfrontaliecre du W,”
Mémoire d’Ingénieur Agronome, FSA/UAC.
Houndagba C. J.,, Tente, A. B. & Guedou, R.
(2007). Dynamique des foréts classées dans le
cours moyen de 1’Ouémé au Bénin : Kétou, Dogo
et Ouémé-Boukou. in Quelles aires protégées pour
l'Afrique de [1’Ouest? Conservation de la

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

biodiversité et développement, Ed., Fournier A.,
Sinsin B., Mensah G. A., 325-335.

Yahaya, N. Z. (2014). La Transhumance
transfrontaliere en Afrique de 1°Ouest,” Rev.
Maroco-Esp. Droit Int. Relat. Int., Paix et Sécurité
Internationales, (2), 31-46.

CORAF/WECARD (2015).Transhumance
transfrontaliére et conflits liés a 1’utilisation des
ressources naturelles en Afrique de I’Ouest.
Protected Planet (2017). Location of the protected
areas in the West Africa.

César, J. (2005). L’évaluation des ressources
fourragéres naturelles.  Production fourragére
tropicale. CIRDES, CIRAD, Ouagadougou,
Document de synthése.

Turner, M. D., Hiernaux, P. & Schlecht, E.
(2005). The Distribution of Grazing Pressure in
Relation to Vegetation Resources in Semi-arid
West Africa: The Role of Herding. Ecosystems. 8
(6), 668—681.

Peco, B., Sanchez, A. M., & Azcérate, F. M.
(2006). Abandonment in grazing systems:
Consequences for vegetation and soil. Agric.
Ecosyst. Environ. 113 (1-4), 284-294.
Hahn-Hadjali, K., Schmidt, M., & Thiombiano, A.
(2006). Phytodiversity dynamics in pastured and
protected West African savannas. Taxonomy and
ecology of African plants, their conservation and
sustainable use.351-359.

Kiema, S. (2007). Elevage extensif et conservation
de la diversité biologique dans les aires protégées
de [’Ouest burkinabé: arrét sur leur histoire,
épreuves de la gestion actuelle, état et dynamique
de la végétation.

Devineau, J.-L., Fournier, A. & Nignan, S. (2009).
Ordinary biodiversity’ in western Burkina Faso
(West Africa) : what vegetation do the state forests

conserve ?. Biodiversity Conservation., 18 (8),
2075-2099.
César, J. (1994). Gestion et aménagement de

I’espace pastoral. A la croisée des parcours:
pasteurs, éleveurs, cultivateurs, Agritrop.
Bouraima, K. (2007). Etat des lieux quantitatif et
spatialisé de la transhumance dans la commune de
Gogounou. Mémoire  d’ingénieur agronome,
Faculté d’Agronomie de 1’Université de Parakou,
Parakou, Bénin.

Assani, S. A. Caractérisation des troupeaux bovins
en transhumance dans la forét classée de 1’Alibori
supérieur au Nord du Bénin. Mémoire DEA,
Universit¢é ~ d’Abomey-Calavi, Abomey-Calavi,
2015.

Hiernaux P. & Houérou, H. N. L. (2006). Les
parcours du Sahel. Sci. Chang. Planétaires Sécher.,
17 (1), 51-71.

Turner M. D. & Hiernaux, P. (2008). Changing
Access to Labor, Pastures, and Knowledge: The
Extensification of Grazing Management in Sudano-
Sahelian West Africa. Hum. Ecol., 36 (1), 59-80.

Available Online: http://scholarsmepub.com/haya/

79


http://scholarsmepub.com/haya/

ASSANI S. Alassan et al.; Haya: Saudi J. Life Sci.; Vol-2, 1ss-3 (Apr-Jun, 2017):73-80

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

Poilecot, P., Boulanodji, E., Taloua, N., Djimet, B.,
Ngui T., & Singa J. (2007). Parc national de
Zakouma : des elephants et des arbres. Bois Forets
Trop. (291), 13-24.

Augustine D. J. & Mcnaughton, S. J. (2004).
Regulation of shrub dynamics by native browsing
ungulates on East African rangeland. J. Appl. Ecol.,
41(1),45-58.

Harchies, M., Binot, A. & Wolff, E. (2007).
Impacts mutuels de la conservation et de 1’¢levage
transhumants sur 1’occupation des sols et les
ressources environnementales,” VertigO - Rev.
Electronique En Sci. Environ., (4).

Lesse, P. (2017). Gestion et modélisation de la
dynamique des parcours de transhumance dans un
contexte de variabilités climatiques au Nord-Est du
Bénin. Thése de doctorat, Université d’Abomey-
Calavi, Abomey-Calavi.

Archaux, F., Boulanger, V., Camaret, S., Corcket,
E., Dupouey, J. L., Forgeard, F., ... & Ulrich, E.
(2009). RENECOFOR. Dix ans de suivi de la
végétation forestiére: aspects méthodologiques et
évolution temporelle de la flore (1994/1995- 2005)
(pp. 474-p). Office National des Foréts.

Devoto M. & Medan, D. (2004). Effects of grazing
disturbance on the reproduction of a perennial herb,
Cypellaherbertii (Lindl.) Herb. (Iridaceae),” Plant
Syst. Evol., 243 (3-4), 165-173.

Loeser, M. R. R,, Sisk, T. D. & Crews, T. E.
(2007). Impact of Grazing Intensity during Drought
in an Arizona Grassland. Conserv. Biol., 21(1).87—
97.

Andrieu, N., Josien, E. & Duru, M. (2007).
Relationships between diversity of grassland
vegetation, field characteristics and land use
management practices assessed at the farm level.
Agric. Ecosyst. Environ., (120),(2—-4), 359-3609.
Connell, J. H. (1978). Diversity in tropical rain
forests and coral reefs. Science, (199), (4335),
1302-1310.

Kiéma, S., Fournier, A. & Toutain, B. (2009).
Gérer le paturage du bétail dans les aires protégées
de savane.

Wambwa, E. N., & Mudakha, D. (2004). A
comparative study of gastrointestinal parasites
between ranched and free ranging Burchells zebra
(Equus burchelli antiquorum) in Isiolo district,
Kenya. Journal of veterinary science, 5(3), 215-
220.

Sawadogo, I. (2011). Ressources fourragéres et
représentations des éleveurs, évolution des
pratiques pastorales en contexte d’aire protégée :
Cas du terroir de Kotchari a la périphérie de la
réserve de biosphére du W au Burkina Faso. Thése
de doctorat, Museum National d’histoire naturelle,
Paris.

Fritz, H. (1995). Etude des systemes mixtes
d'herbivores sauvages et domestiques en savane

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

africaine: structure des peuplements et partage de
la ressource (Doctoral dissertation).

Binot, A., Castel, V., & Caron, A. (2006).
L’interface faune-bétail en Afrique subsaharienne.
Science et changements planétaires/ Sécheresse,
17(1), 349-361.

Fritz, H., De Garine-Wichatitsky, M., & Letessier,
G. (1996). Habitat use by sympatric wild and
domestic herbivores in an African savanna
woodland: the influence of cattle spatial behaviour.
Journal of Applied Ecology, 589-598.

Louppe, D., Ouattara, N., Zoumana, C. & César, J.
(1999). Influence du paturage, par trois espéces
animales domestiques, sur la dynamique de la
végétation des jachéres du Nord de la Cote
d’Ivoire.

Ickowicz, A., Touré, I, & Usengumuremyi, J.
(2000). Etude de I'impact du bétail sur la végétation
du parc national des oiseaux du Djoudj (PNOD).
Bayer, W., Ciofolo, I. & Lossau, A. (2004).
Complementary Management of Wildlife and
Livestock in West Africa - Utopia or Development
Perspective?

Touré, I, Ickowicz, A., Sagna, C. &
Usengumuremyi, J. (2001). Etude de I’impact du
bétail sur les ressources du Parc National de Djoud]
(PNOD-Senegal). Faune sauvage et bétail:
complémentarité, coexistence ou compétition?.
Bayer W. & Ciofolo, I. (2004). Gestion
complémentaire de la faune sauvage et du bétail en
Afrique de [’Ouest: utopie ou perspective de
développement?: Franz./Engl., 1., Aufl. Géttingen:
Sierke Verlag.

Sinsin, B., Kassa, B. & Kidjo, F. (2009). Réseau
des Aires Protégées du Bénin. Zones d’importance
écologique particuliére.522-529.

Djogbenou, C. P., Kakai, R. G., Arouna, O. &
Sinsin B. (2011). Analyse des perceptions locales
des aménagements forestiers participatifs au Bénin.
VertigO - Rev. Electronique En Sci. Environ., 11
D).

Djenontin, A. J. (2010). Dynamique des stratégies
et des pratiques d’utilisation des parcours naturels
pour I’alimentation des troupeaux bovins au Nord-
Est du Bénin. These de doctorat, Université
d’Abomey-Calavi, Abomey-Calavi.

Fournier A. & Toutain, B. (2007). Suivi des
activitts en matiére de pastoralisme et de
transhumance dans la zone d’influence du parc
régional du W du Niger. Programme ECOPAS-
Parc W, Rapport d’expertise pour le programme
ECOPAS-Parc W.

Kagoné, H., Toutan, B., Dulieu, D., Houinato, M.,
Boureima, A. & Nocker, U. (2006). Pastoralisme et
aires protégées en Afrique de I’Ouest : Du conflit &
la gestion concertée de la transhumance
transfrontaliére dans la région du parc Régional W
(Bénin, Burkina-Faso, Niger). Bull. Anim. Health
Prod. Afr., 54 (1), 43-52.

Available Online: http://scholarsmepub.com/haya/

80


http://scholarsmepub.com/haya/

