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Abstract:  
This paper aims to analyze the effects of biodiversity conservation on sustainable 
livelihood diversification of rural communities in South Africa. Global evidence 
demonstrated a nuanced connection between biodiversity conservation and 
sustainable livelihood diversification. Biodiversity conservation is flourishing, 
and its industry has grown to a point where it accounts for a big part of South 
Africa's Gross Domestic Product. However, it remains a concern that the poverty 
levels in rural communities continue to rise, and there is no improvement brought 
by biodiversity conservation towards sustainable livelihood diversification. This 
is a theoretical paper that adopted the qualitative research method. The data for 
the paper was compiled through a desktop study wherein newspapers, scholarly 
journal articles, and government documents related to the effects of biodiversity 
conservation on sustainable livelihood diversification of rural communities in 
South Africa. Therefore, Document analysis was appropriate and selected to 
analyze the data. The paper found that balancing biodiversity conservation and 
sustainable livelihood diversification remains challenging in South Africa. This 
makes it difficult for rural communities to have sustainable livelihood 
diversification. This paper concludes that biodiversity conservation needs to do 
more justice to ensuring sustainable livelihood diversification for rural 
communities in the country. Therefore, it recommends the government delegate 
candidates or departments to continuously monitor and ensure that nature 
reserves practicing biodiversity conservation give back to nearby rural 
communities. Biodiversity conservation policies and legislations in line with the 
development of rural communities should be reviewed, adjusted, and ensured 
that they have operated accordingly. 
Keywords: Biodiversity Conservation; Sustainable Livelihood Diversification; 
Rural Communities; Poverty, Employment 
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INTRODUCTION 
This paper aims to analyze the effects of biodiversity conservation on sustainable livelihood 

diversification of rural communities in South Africa. Global evidence demonstrated a nuanced 
connection between biodiversity conservation and sustainable livelihood diversification 
(Kingmengsi et al., 2020). In recent years, nature reserves have functioned as isles of biodiversity 
conservation in isolation from rural communities (Kingmengsi et al., 2019). Nevertheless, there is a 
rising agreement that nature reserves are extra operative in biodiversity conservation, 
predominantly in developing countries. The nature reserves should include the livelihood needs of 
rural communities where they frequently share borders (Kingmengsi et al., 2019). This is because 
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the majority of these rural communities previously pre-date the nature reserves and have previously 
existing rights to resources in them. 

Furthermore, rural communities have often been unfavorably affected by their designation. 
Biodiversity conservation is flourishing, and its industry has grown to a point where it accounts for 
a big part of South Africa’s Gross Domestic Products (Kingmengsi et al., 2020). However, it remains 
a concern that the poverty levels in rural communities continue to rise, and there is no improvement 
brought by biodiversity conservation towards sustainable livelihood diversification. According to 
the literature, successful biodiversity conservation relies on the partnership, engrossment, and 
support of rural and local communities (Kingmengsi et al., 2019). 

Connections between growth and conservation were established in the 1970s and early 1980s, 
culminating in the formulation of the World Conservation Strategy led by IUCN and other 
institutions (Kingmengsi et al., 2020). The World Conservation Strategy acknowledged the 
boundedness of natural resources and the necessity for guaranteeing their sustainable use (Gibbens 
& Schoeman, 2021). Acknowledgment of the significance of biodiversity conservation and its 
connections to global growth concerns has risen substantially during the roughly four and a half 
years since the 1972 Stockholm Conference on the Human Environment (Kingmengsi et al., 2019). 
Stockholm decided that natural resources are essential for economic development and that 
conservation and improvement are inseparably associated (Woyesa & Kumar, 2020). A period later, 
after Stockholm, the 1982 World Congress on Parks and Protected Areas in Bali marked a main 
revolving idea in conservation repetition by cheering methods that endorsed superior local 
contribution and sustainable use of resources (Woyesa & Kumar, 2020; Rachel et al., 2021). The fifth 
objective of the Bali Action Plan was the rise of a connection between endangered part 
administration and sustainable development and Endorsement, precisely recognizing that people 
living in or near endangered parts can support endangered area organizations if they feel they share 
properly in the reimbursements flowing from endangered areas, are appropriately rewarded for any 
misplaced right, and are taken into account in preparation and processes (Woyesa & Kumar, 2020). 
The rank of incorporating biodiversity conservation with sustainable economic improvement was 
further underscored in 1987 in the report issued by the World Commission on Environment and 
Development, Our Common Future (Gibbens & Schoeman, 2021). The report coined the term 
sustainable development and gave it its worldwide catchphrase level it now appreciates. A further 
official international dedication to the objectives of conservation and growth was established at the 
1992 UNCED (the Rio Earth Summit) when countries drafted the CBD to address the loss of 
biodiversity and develop mechanisms for funding (Woyesa & Kumar, 2020).  

Gibbens and Schoeman (2021) contended that The CBD consists of critical objectives, and they 
are biological diversity conservation, sustainable use of the components of biodiversity, and the last 
one is the reasonable and unbiassed distribution of the reimbursements resulting from the 
employment of inherent resources. The CBD states that fiscal and communal growth and poverty 
alleviation are developing countries' first and overriding priorities (Kingmengsi et al., 2019). Article 
8 of the CBD on in situ conservation calls for systems and measures for protected areas to conserve 
and sustainably use biological diversity, as well as requiring countries to promote efforts to support 
environmentally sound and sustainable development in areas neighboring endangered parts, with 
an opinion to broadening protection of these areas. The CBD offers a judicial justification for relating 
poverty concerns to conservation and also nods that poverty can threaten the survival of protected 
areas (Kingmengsi et al., 2019). The recognition that natural resources are significant for sustainable 
development was further underscored in 2000 by implementing the MDGs intended to reduce 
poverty in underprivileged countries worldwide by 2015 (Gibbens & Schoeman, 2021). The United 
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Nations Summit on Sustainable Development held in Johannesburg in 2002 was a follow-up to Rio. 
According to Gibbens and Schoeman (2021), biodiversity conservation was the basis for sustainable 
development inseparably correlated with economics and growth. 

Furthermore, the 5th World Parks Congress organized in Durban, South Africa, in September 
2003 highlights the centrality of national parks for biodiversity conservation and sustainable 
development with the theme 'Benefits Beyond Boundaries'; emphasis was put on that areas must be 
endangered and not anti-people but in support for people (Gibbens & Schoeman, 2021). 
Furthermore, emphasis was put on that protected areas should play a significant role in 
accomplishing sustainable development and ensuring that poverty is alleviated (Aazami & Shanazi, 
2020). As stated above, this paper aims to analyze the effects of biodiversity conservation on 
sustainable livelihood diversification of rural communities in South Africa. 

This paper is divided into six sections. The first section provides an introduction to the study. 
The second section is the literature review, which comprises four themes: theoretical framework, 
characteristics and livelihood activities of rural communities, biodiversity conservation, and rural 
communities. As well as the biodiversity conservation policy implications for rural communities. 
The third section is the methodology and material used, and the fourth section discusses the results 
or findings from the study. Last but not least is the Conclusion and recommendations of the 
investigation. The last section of the paper provides a list of references from which information was 
drawn to validate the study's argument and obtain answers to unanswered questions. 
 
METHOD 

This section provides a straightforward methodology used to investigate the effects of 
biodiversity conservation on rural livelihoods. It comprises research design, sampling method, 
research instrument, data collection, and analysis. 

Research design. This theoretical paper relied on a normative research design to investigate 
the effects of biodiversity conservation on sustainable livelihood diversification of rural 
communities in South Africa. This research design is relevant to the study because it does not control 
variance and uses secondary data as a source of information. Nonetheless, the design is criticized 
for its remoteness from practical genuineness. It dedicates itself to evaluating the standard at the 
expense of the concerns of applying normative reasoning to practical challenges. Nevertheless, this 
did not pose any adverse effect on the purpose of the study. 

Sampling method. To source relevant information, the purposive sampling method was 
adopted to select journal articles, newspapers, and other government documents published between 
2018 and 2023. 

Research instrument. This paper adopted the qualitative research instrument. The researcher 
chose a qualitative research instrument owing to the limited and rare nature of research on the effects 
of biodiversity conservation on sustainable livelihood diversification of rural communities in South 
Africa. The research instrument delivered adaptable instructions on how the study should progress. 
A qualitative research instrument is usually used to get a detailed understanding once there is 
insufficient knowledge about the phenomenon and the researcher believes that the current 
information or theories may be prejudiced. Using the qualitative research instrument in this study 
was crucial because little information is available about the effects of biodiversity conservation on 
sustainable livelihood diversification of rural communities in South Africa. 

Data collection. The data for the paper was compiled through a desktop study wherein 
newspapers, scholarly journal articles, and government documents related to the effects of 
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biodiversity conservation on sustainable livelihood diversification of rural communities in South 
Africa. 

Data analysis. Document analysis was appropriate and selected to analyze the data. 
Document analysis involves appraising electronic and tangible documents to explain and gain 
knowledge of their significance and enhance the understanding they provide. Utilizing the 
document analysis empowered the study to acquire fundamental motives, beliefs, and enthusiasm 
for the constant investigation of the effects of biodiversity conservation on sustainable livelihood 
diversification of rural communities in South Africa (Armitage et al., 2020). Diverse resources were 
assembled, data from the resources was compiled, and validity was confirmed by referencing other 
scholars with similar studies. This paper drew a conclusion based on the data collected through a 
desktop study. 
 
RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

The paper found that refining rural livelihoods is a multifaceted responsibility requiring a 
complicated tactic. It starts with acknowledging that rural livelihoods and ecology protection must 
be more entangled. Deep teamwork between agriculturalists, public society administrations, 
establishments, and administrations who comprehend the urgent authority for universal alteration 
along the entire source chain. The paper found that rural communities are usually small in size as 
compared to urban communities. The houses built are very few and easy to count. However, the 
spacing between the houses is vast, unlike in urban communities. The paper found that the 
population density is low, and the residents usually have close relationships and face-to-face contact 
with each other. Agriculture is mostly the central occupation of the rural residents and serves as the 
foundation of the rural economy. The regularity of social communication in rural areas is shorter 
than in urban areas. 

Nevertheless, the communication amount retains more steadiness and permanence. The 
relations and contacts in the primary classes are profound. The family satisfies the desires of the 
fellows and exercises power over them.  

The paper found that rural residents have solid and close contact with nature. This is because 
much of their everyday doings rotates around the natural environment. South Africa's policy and 
legislative framework for biodiversity is developed well, delivering a robust foundation for 
biodiversity conservation and viable utilization. South Africa is one of the few countries worldwide 
to have a Biodiversity Act and a National Biodiversity Institute. According to the Constitution of 
South Africa, everyone has the right to a healthy, safe, and sound environment. However, it is also 
the responsibility of every person to ensure that the environment is protected and used accordingly 
to achieve sustainable development. The acts continue to emphasize the need for people to ensure 
that pollution and ecological degradation are avoided most if not all, the time. The National 
Environmental Management: Biodiversity Act (Act 10 of 2004) pursues to deliver for the 
management and conservation of South Africa's biodiversity within the framework of the National 
Environmental Management Act, 1998. The National Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan 
(NBSAP) (2005) emphasizes the development of national strategies, plans, or sequencers for the 
conservation and maintainable habit of biological diversity or familiarise for this determination 
prevailing approaches, strategies or packages which shall imitate, put in the ground alia, the actions 
set out in this convention appropriate to the contracting Party concerned. 

 
CONCLUSION 
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This paper concludes that biodiversity conservation needs to do more justice to ensuring 
sustainable livelihood diversification for rural communities in the country. Biodiversity 
conservation continues to flourish, and its industry continues to grow to a point where it accounts 
for a big part of South Africa's Gross Domestic Product. Conversely, it remains alarming that the 
poverty levels in rural communities continue to rise, and there needs to be improvement brought by 
biodiversity conservation towards sustainable livelihood diversification. Therefore, it recommends 
the government delegate candidates or departments to continuously monitor and ensure that nature 
reserves practicing biodiversity conservation give back to nearby rural communities. Biodiversity 
conservation policies and legislations in line with the development of communities should be 
reviewed, adjusted, and ensured that they have operated accordingly. Suppose farmers can earn a 
better income through a guarantee. In that case, they have a robust inducement to adopt the other 
necessities on the average that support better maintenance, including those that protect soil well-
being and build climate flexibility. 
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