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Abstract 

 

This trial study was one of the activities of the first phase of a research network aimed at building 

partnerships across disciplines and developing genuine engagement between the regional 

communities/public and relevant environmental scientists. The trial explored the issue of human-

wildlife interaction, a topical issue that affects local development like grassroots livelihood, the 

tourism industry, food production, wildlife management. The trial looked into ways of managing 

the interaction, especially, the elephant-human interaction. 

 

Mmadinare was selected for the trial research area for this study. The study on human-wildlife 

interaction has relevance to the Mmadinare region, because of the persistent occurrence and 

negative effects of such interactions. This pilot research was intended to establish the extent of the 

human-wildlife interactions and explore strategies that can be devised to address this problem and 

safeguard the species from the imminent threat of extinction.  

 

This qualitative study adopted a community-based approach because it took place at Mmadinare 

community and fully engaged community members through their village leaders (chiefs/Dikgosi). 

Furthermore, this trial study confirms earlier findings by other studies on the subject that human 

wildlife conflicts impact negatively on socio-economic livelihoods of people.  

 

The trial project explored the potential of production of the chilli pepper within a designated 

community farm in Botswana as a means of promoting  i) human wildlife interaction and 

consequently co-existence and ii) improvement of rural livelihoods. However, the community 

preferred a nature reserve where they can diversify their activities and include chilli pepper 

production. Based on the results, researchers recommended specific strategies that could be used to 

improve the welfare of Mmadinare community: Among these strategies is to engage all 

stakeholders within the community in identifying mutual objectives regarding conservation of 

natural resources and the welfare of the community. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This trial study report is Botswana’s contribution to the first phase of a four country research 

network on ‘Community Engagement and Public Pedagogies’. The research theme is ‘Building 

Connections: Sustainable Futures in Africa’. The research network is funded by the United 

Kingdom’s Economic and Social Research Council (ESRC) and coordinated by the University of 

Glasgow.  

 

As part of Africa which has significant concentrations of the world’s wildlife, Botswana has an 

increasing elephant population estimated between 130 000 and 200 000. This wildlife resource 

causes human wildlife interactions which threaten human life, property and the economy. 

Carnivores may kill or injure humans and domestic animals.  Buffaloes transmit foot and mouth 

disease which negatively affects the livestock industry in Botswana. 

 

The Terms of Reference for the trial study were to identify human-wildlife interaction types and 

effects, obtain evidence and establish the times of occurrence, identify the stakeholders who address 

the effects of these interactions, and compile a detailed report on how the community feels the 

issues experienced could be addressed. 

 

The research investigated the problems faced by the community due to interaction with wildlife, 

how it affects their subsistence agriculture, at which season the community suffers the most from 

the interactions and the challenges the community wish to focus their attention on regarding their 

interactions with wildlife. This research emphasised qualitative aspects which facilitated the 

researchers’ interaction with the affected local community allowing the latter to lead the data 

gathering process. Such an approach was in line with the research network’s idea of “thinking 

outside the box”. 

 

The study research method was community forum discussion after purposive selection of 

participants who had been impacted by wildlife. Information was obtained from the research 

participants through six (6) questions relating to the human wildlife interactions. The questions 

were what, where, when, why, who and how. The researchers analysed documented reports on 

wildlife human interaction impacts in the community forum. 

 

The study found that the community had, and continued to have, human wildlife interaction with 

species such as elephants, kudu, hyena and leopards. The human wildlife interaction has a regional 

footprint as far as Bobonong and along the rivers of Shashe and Motloutse. Several hotspots areas 
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around Mmadinare were named by the community. Their greatest concern with human wildlife 

interaction was the damage caused by elephants to property such as borehole equipment, water 

pipes, watering troughs, ploughing areas perimeter fences, crops and wells. 

 

The locals gave three explanations for the increased human wildlife interactions.  Firstly, was the 

human population growth which led to land use conflict when humans occupied areas previously 

used by wildlife. Secondly, the three dams constructed in the region provide water which attracted 

wildlife permanently. Lastly, instability and poaching in neighbouring Zimbabwe caused wildlife to 

seek refuge in relatively safer Botswana.  

 

The community informed the researchers that four government departments deal with the human 

wildlife interactions. These are the Botswana Police Service, Department of Wildlife & National 

Parks, the Department of Crop Production and the District Council. There was concern with the 

delayed reaction to reports of crop and arable field fence damage by wildlife, which often led to 

secondary damage by livestock before the fence is repaired. Compensation excludes both crop loss 

and cost of labour for erecting damaged fence.  

 

During the research the Mmadinare community explored strategies to mitigate the negative impacts 

of their encounter with wildlife. The community suggested eleven (11) ways of dealing with 

elephants in the area. The suggestions are summarised into four categories. The first category is use 

of deterrents such as electric fence, chilli pepper, beating drums, burning tyres, lighting the area and 

firing bullets. The second category is managing elephants through culling and relocation together 

with establishing a community managed nature reserve. The third was to enhance potential 

compensation by using fencing material with good compensation rates and urging for revised 

compensation rates. The fourth category was to reduce land use conflicts by discouraging the 

increased number of growing settlements. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

mvg1z
Highlight

mvg1z
Highlight

mvg1z
Highlight

mvg1z
Highlight

mvg1z
Highlight

mvg1z
Highlight

mvg1z
Highlight

mvg1z
Highlight



6 
 

 

Chapter 1 

1.0 Introduction 

This trial study was one of the activities of the first phase of a research network on an area of 

Mitigating the Implementation Gap of Environmental Initiatives through Community Engagement 

and Public Pedagogies. The organizing theme is ‘Building Connections: Sustainable Futures in 

Africa’. The research network is funded by the Economic and Social Research Council (ESRC) and 

coordinated by Dr Mia Perry of the University of Glasgow, School of Education. Botswana is one 

of four African countries participating in this international strategic research network. Botswana is 

represented by four staff members of the University of Botswana, (two from Department of Adult 

Education; one from Okavango Research Institute and one from Department of Environmental 

Science.  

 

1.1 Network Objectives 

The network’s objectives are: 

 Build partnerships between social scientists and environmental scientists  to enable practical 

implementation of environment sustainability and food security initiatives in Africa 

 Develop the most effective and appropriate research design to integrate regional specific 

environmental challenges with genuine engagement between the regional 

communities/public and relevant environmental scientists. 

 Build stable and productive relationships across disciplines and geographical regions in 

order to establish a strong foundation of expertise and capacity to address the gap between 

scientifically led initiatives and policies and implementation by communities/public. 

 

1.2 Botswana’s Involvement and Contribution to Network’s objectives 

In May 2017, UB staff who are members of the Economic and Social Research Council (ESRC)-

University of Glasgow Network hosted an international seminar on a theme “Building Connections: 

Sustainable Futures in Africa”. The network is funded by the Economic and Social Research 

Council (ESRC) and coordinated by the University of Glasgow, School of Education, under the 

leadership of Mia Perry and her team. The seminar was attended by network members from 

Scotland, Nigeria, Ghana, Malawi and Kenya. Among other things, this seminar was a great 

platform for members to exchange ideas on ways of mitigating Gaps in Environmental 

Initiatives/Issues through Community Engagement and Public Pedagogies. Each country was asked 

to define and propose an area of interest in relation to this critical focus.  

 

The Botswana team proposed to explore the issue of human-wildlife interaction. This is a topical 

issue that affects local development like grassroots livelihood, the tourism industry, food 
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production, wildlife management. It also has an international dimension as wildlife moves in and 

out of the country. During the trial study period, Botswana team looked into ways of managing the 

interaction, especially, the elephant-human interaction.  

 

1.3 The trial setting 

There are several human wildlife interaction hotspot areas. One of them is the Mmadinare area and 

its associated localities. Mmadinare was selected for the trial research area for this study. The study 

was conducted in Mmadinare village and associated localites, found in the eastern part of Central 

District of Botswana, situated 15 km from the town of Selibe Phikwe. The village is situated along 

the ephemeral Motloutse river (a tributary of the Limpopo river), which passes in the northern part 

of the village (MDT, 2014). Mmadinare has a Trust – Mmadinare Development Trust, which is a 

community based natural resources management program.  

 

Map1: Map of Botswana showing Mmadinare 

 

 

The village is prone to crop raiding elephants and other wild animals. Whilst so, studies on human 

wildlife interactions have concentrated on the northern part of Botswana, such as the Ngamiland 

district, Chobe district and the Boteti sub-district in the Central District (e.g., Gupta, 2013; 

Mayberry, 2015; Sekondeko R. Noga et al., 2015). Areas in the north-eastern Botswana, where 
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elephants’ problems are common, have received little attention. Initiatives developed to mitigate 

human elephant interaction are also biased towards areas where more studies on human wildlife 

conflicts have been conducted (e.g., Jackson, Mosojane, Ferreira, & van Aarde, 2008; Sekondeko 

Ronnie Noga et al., 2017; Songhurst, McCulloch, & Stronza, 2015). The study area thereby serves 

to extend an applied study to the neglected area in the north-eastern Botswana.   

 

 

1.4 The trial road map 

The ToRs for the trial period were: 

i. Identify the extent to which Mmadinare is affected by human-wildlife interaction 

ii. Obtain records or evidence of human-wildlife interactions in consultation with relevant 

institutions (e.g. Botswana Police, Department of Wildlife, Local Administration Staff, 

Kgotla, Schools). 

iii. Establish the period/season when Mmadinare residents experience high interaction with 

wildlife  

iv. Chronicle/document type or nature of human-wildlife interactions experienced in the 

Mmadinare region and community’s responses to such interactions 

v. Document stakeholders involved in addressing human-wildlife interaction and the nature of 

assistance provided.  

vi. Compile the community’s suggestions on how best they can be helped to deal with 

challenges brought by their interactions with wildlife.  

vii. Compile report indicating the nature, extent and some consequences of the interaction as 

well as suggestions of what can be done to address its disturbing effects. 

 

1.5 Engaging to learn and apply 

The study on human-wildlife interaction has high degree of relevance to the Mmadinare region, 

particularly Mmadinare community and the nation of Botswana at large because of the persistent 

occurrence and negative effects of such interactions and the decline in elephant populations in the 

African continent. This pilot research was intended to establish the extent of the human-wildlife 

interactions and explore strategies that can be devised to address this problem and safeguard the 

species from the looming threat of extinction.  

1.6 Main Objectives  

 Engage with communities to learn from them and apply what we have learnt to trial 

processes and approaches. 

 Research on impact of human wildlife interaction on livelihoods 

 Generate appropriate community based pedagogies/strategies 
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Research Questions 

Data collection involved asking questions such as: 

 What practical problems does the Mmadinare (and satellite settlements) community face as 

a result of their interaction with wildlife? 

 When (at what time of the year) does the Mmadinare (and satellite settlements) community 

experience high interaction with wildlife (elephants)? 

 What challenges regarding the interaction of Mmadinare (and satellite settlements) 

community with wildlife do community members want to focus their attention on? 

These questions guided the selection of meaningful research methods and techniques used in this 

study. The main interaction between researchers and stakeholders (community members, wildlife 

officers, the police and local leadership) was encouraged, techniques such as interviewing, journal 

writing, taped interactions, critical incidents, narrative accounts, and focus groups discussion were 

used in this study.   
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Chapter 2 

 

2.0 Global perspectives on human wildlife interaction  

Human beings have interacted with wildlife as long as human beings have lived on earth.  The 

human wildlife interactions often result in human-wildlife conflicts, which come in different forms, 

types and intensities throughout the world (Lamarque et al., 2009). Africa, housing the largest 

concentrations of wild animals both in density and diversity (Seoraj-Pillai & Pillay, 2017), is among 

global hotspot areas in terms of human wildlife conflicts. The presence and abundance of large 

herbivores and carnivores tends to escalate the human wildlife conflict as the sight of these is 

considered a threat.  Reliance on subsistence agriculture by local communities for livelihoods tends 

to heighten human wildlife conflicts as the wildlife is not only viewed as a threat to human life, but 

livelihoods and property as well (Thirgood, Woodroffe, & Rabinowitz, 2005).  

 

Botswana, in southern Africa is endowed with wilderness and wildlife, with an increasing elephant 

population estimated at 130,000-200,000 (Chase, 2011; Government of Botswana, 2012). The 

elephant range has been restricted to northern Botswana, and with the ever increasing human 

population the elephant range is getting smaller and smaller, although there have been reports and 

sightings of elephants in areas far beyond their normal distribution range. The recent media reports 

show elephants sighting in the south, central and south western Botswana (Mmegi News, 2017). 

The threat with elephants is the trail of destruction they leave on their way such as destruction of 

human property (boreholes, fences ) and crops, human death and injuries (Lamarque et al., 2009). 

Other species such as carnivores, while they could also cause human death and injury, they are a 

threat to pastoral farmers as they tend to kill domestic livestock (Gupta, 2013). Other large 

herbivores such as buffaloes transmit animal diseases such as foot and mouth. In the northern part 

of Botswana, more especially the Ngamiland district, the elephant and buffalo have negatively 

affected agriculture. Livestock from the district is barred from being sold in lucrative EU markets 

due to recurring FMD. On one hand, arable agriculture is also adversely affected as farmers can 

hardly harvest due to marauding elephants. The two wildlife species therefore adversely affects the 

main subsistence livelihood, being arable and pastoral agriculture (Gumbo, 2017; Sello, 2012; 

Vanderpost, 2007). 

 

The causes of human wildlife conflicts are documented in literature, being expansion of human 

development (e.g., settlements) into wildlife habitats, and the intrusion of wildlife species on human 

settlements. The former is caused by constricting wildlife habitats due to the effects of the latter and 

consequently resulting in competition of resources. Studies also have extensively documented the 

impacts of human wildlife conflicts on socio-economic livelihoods of people (Barua, Bhagwat, & 
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Jadhav, 2013; Khumalo & Yung, 2015). These include loss of crops, thereby impacting food 

security. Wild animals also transmit diseases, such as the foot and mouth disease. In Botswana, 

when cattle cross into areas with buffaloes or buffaloes cross into communal areas with livestock, 

the cattle are killed. Most of the human wildlife conflicts hotspots areas are among the most poorest 

in the country, such as the Ngamiland district. 

 

Mitigation measures to address human wildlife interactions have been put in place. These include 

monetary compensation, deemed inadequate as it does not cover the costs of the agricultural 

product, i.e., either crops or livestock lost. Other measures include those meant to protect crops or 

livestock from destruction by problem animals such as kraals and fence designs that are predator 

proof. For crops, solar powered electric fences have been put around arable fields, but the 

maintenance and sustainability of these have been a challenge. This has rendered such fences not 

functional and ineffective in the long run.   

 

Other mitigation measures came through collaborative conservation initiatives between government 

and local communities, commonly implemented through CBNRM programs (Khumalo & Yung, 

2015; Thakadu, 2005). CBNRM is premised on the notion that when communities living within the 

wildlife areas realise significant economic returns  from using the natural resources in the areas they 

reside in, then they will be encouraged to regard those natural resources that bring them benefits 

and partake in the sustainable utilization of these resources and thus co-exist with them.  CBNRM 

implementation in Botswana strived towards this for the past 25 years, but the introduction of 

hunting ban in 2014 compromised the ability of CBNRM to serve as an effective human wildlife 

conflict option (Mbaiwa, 2017). This is so because the problem animals are no longer hunted and 

local communities are not currently getting optimal benefits that will offset the costs they incur. 

With CBNRM getting to the backstage as mitigation, other mitigation measures have been proposed 

and tested. These include chilli pepper and beehive fence deterrents used specifically for the most 

destructive elephants. These elephant crop raiding deterrents have been piloted by government and 

NGOs in the Ngamiland region (Noga, Kolawole, Thakadu, & Masunga, 2015; Sekondeko Ronnie 

Noga, Kolawole, Thakadu, & Masunga, 2017). While the deterrents have the potential of promoting 

co-existence, concerns are that the chilli pepper is not locally available and thereby imported 

externally. The chilli pepper is currently given to farmers freely by government during the piloting 

phase. The sustainability of chilli pepper hands-outs is doubtful, more so that the chilli pepper used 

is not available in the country.  

While this may be a challenge, it also presents an opportunity for local communities to venture in 

chilli pepper production for use as elephant crop raiding deterrent and promote food security. 

Moreover, since the chilli pepper is not locally produced, local communities can market the pepper 

in elephant prone areas of Botswana as an economic activity, thereby improving their socio-
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economic livelihoods. The trial project explored the potential of production of the chilli pepper 

within a designated community farm in Botswana as a means of promoting  i) human wildlife 

interaction and consequently co-existence and ii) improvement of rural livelihoods. It is anticipated 

that producing the chilli pepper locally will contribute to local economies while deterring elephants 

from crop destruction will contribute to food security.     
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Chapter 3 

 

3.0 Forum processes – community based pedagogies and strategies 

Basically, the design for this study is qualitative that prompts researchers to engage with local 

communities in discussing issues of interest to both of them. In this case, for example, human-

wildlife interaction is an area of interest to researchers currently occupied with ‘Environmental 

Issues and Sustainable Futures’ and communities who consistently experience distressing 

interactions with wildlife. Qualitative research is quite plausible in this study because of its goal of 

bringing together researchers and local communities to engage as partners in exploring a well-

focused research area, and in this case, human-wildlife interactions. It also provides the flexibility to 

think outside the ‘box’ by means of enabling the researcher to allow the community to lead the 

process of data generation. 

 

This qualitative study adopts a community-based approach because it took place at Mmadinare 

community and fully engaged community members through their village leaders (chiefs/Dikgosi). 

As Hills and Mullett (2000) say, using this type of research is a way to appreciate that community 

members cannot be left out in a research that purports to make a difference in the way such 

communities encounter and deal with particular challenges. In this type of research, rresearchers 

come with an understanding that community members “know best what their own needs are, and 

with genuine participation, they can make great contribution, (http://www.hc-

sc.gc.ca/hppb/wired/community.html. Actually, Heron (1996) warns that "to generate knowledge 

about persons without their full participation in deciding how to generate it, is to misrepresent their 

personhood and to abuse by neglect their capacity for autonomy intentionally. It is fundamentally 

unethical" (p. 21). Of particular importance in this study is to engage Mmadinare community 

members in exploring and making sense of their encounter with wildlife and jointly work out 

strategies for mitigating the negative impact of such an encounter.  

 

Using community-based research approach in this study had the following implications for 

researchers;  

(i) To involve Mmadinare community members in exploring the nature and challenges of 

their interaction with wildlife especially elephant during ploughing season 

(ii) To initiate and garner early ownership of the study by Mmadinare Community members 

through active engagement in this study. 

http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/hppb/wired/community.html
http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/hppb/wired/community.html
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(iii) To sustain research collaboration between Mmadinare community members and UB 

researchers so that community members participate in all phases of this research, as 

necessary 

(iv) Community members and researchers to jointly address an identified challenge that 

interfere with the lives and development of Mmadinare community 

3. 1 Forum interaction processes 

A number of data collection methods including accompanying techniques shall be used to engage 

with Mmadinare community members and allow them to share their experiences of interacting with 

wildlife. The main technique  was community forum complemented by social 

indicators/documented evidence of the interaction. Individual interviews with those who have felt 

the interaction more was done thus applying a reputational approach.  A brief explanation of the 

main approach follows. 

 

3.1.1Community Forum/kgotla approach 

Community forum as a qualitative research method will give the researchers quality time to interact 

with community members using a platform that they are familiar with, the ‘kgotla’ (village meeting 

place) or community halls. Villages are accustomed to using the Kgotla as a platform for freely 

discussing issues that affect them as a community, just like the interaction with wildlife does. The 

approach accorded both researchers and community members an opportunity to meet face-to-face 

and share meaningful and relevant evidence about the community’s interaction with the wildlife 

particularly elephants and especially during ploughing time. Engaging community members in this 

way helped researchers to further refine and formalize 

human-life interaction as a true researchable area, 

particularly for the Mmadinare community.  Active 

involvement of community members was a principal 

means through which researchers made sense of 

communities’ experiences and ways in which this 

challenge can be addressed. This type of engagement 

helped partners to develop new ways of thinking about 

their interaction with wildlife and ways to minimize the 

debilitating effects of such interaction.  

 

Community forum process     

Some community members shared their personal 

interaction with wildlife while others narrated what they 

had witnessed or heard. There was free flow of information in a relaxed atmosphere in a context 

Picture 1: Community forum 
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where villagers are used to express themselves freely for it is traditionally believed that in a 

community forum (kgotla) all ideas are great and therefore welcomed (mafoko a kgotla a mantle 

otlhe) or those who may digress do so in the spirit of sharing their viewpoints (mmualebe o abo a 

bua la gagwe). This is meant to encourage a spirit of tolerance for divergent viewpoints. This 

process took place in the morning of 10 July 2017 which was the first day of trial field work. After 

the forum that involved a large group, in the afternoon ten members who had had direct interaction 

with wildlife remained behind and narrated their experiences which were recorded.  

 

Site visits 

Community members who had had interaction with wildlife volunteered to take researchers to their 

ploughing farms to view the destruction caused by elephants the following day 11 March 2017. 

Three ploughing fields were visited and pictures were taken which are included in this report.  

 

Picture 2: Abandoned ploughing fields 
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Member check 

The final and third day of the trial entailed researchers reporting back to the community the on a 

few points.   

Picture 3: Individual story telling 

 

 

3.2 Archival interaction 

Document analysis was conducted during the whole duration of the study as a back-up to and 

extension of the other kinds of data collection. Document research has the advantage of being (for 

the most part) unobtrusive and offering possibilities for careful examination that participant 

observation and interviewing at times do not. The issue was identifying the types of documents that 

must be given highest importance and identifying their location and availability.  

 

3.3 Reaching out to intended participants 

Our initial ambition was not to reach the whole population but to draw a roughly representative 

sample of community members who could eloquently share their stories as lived experiences. This 

community population was stratified – mostly by role or position in community engagements and 

farmers who had interacted with wildlife.  The majority of the community member group was 

composed of older people with greater experience and insight into the evolution of human wildlife 

interaction in their area. Their perceptions and experience of the subject were very significant, 

because they are on the average more knowledgeable and have had a longer experience than most 

people.  
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3.4 Interaction/communication achievements 

The process of data capturing was based on the inquiry matrix below.  

Table 1 

Inquiry Matrix for Data Capturing 

 

Question  Reflection Question Action required Expected outcome 

1. What? What practical problems 

does the Mmadinare 

community face as a 

result of their interaction 

with wildlife? 

 

 

 

Chronicle human 

wildlife conflict issues 

with respondents 

Compile report 

indicating the nature, 

extent and some 

consequences of the 

interaction as well as 

suggestions of what can 

be done to address its 

disturbing effects 

2. Where? Where does the 

Mmadinare community 

experience    interaction 

with wildlife              

Identify precise hotspot 

areas where this 

interaction   

 occurs.   

 

Document areas where 

the Mmadinare 

community  experiences                                                           

interaction with wildlife 

3. When? When (at what time of 

the year - seasons) does 

the Mmadinare 

community experience 

high interaction with 

wildlife (elephants)? 

 

Establish the 

period/season when 

Mmadinare residents 

experience high 

interaction with wildlife 

Document the time of 

year when the 

community experiences 

high interaction with 

wildlife. 

4. Why? Obtain records or 

evidence of why human-

wildlife interactions 

have become a 

challenge in Mmadinare 

Establish the reasons 

that explain why human 

and wildlife interaction 

has become an issue in 

Mmadinare 

Report reasons that lead 

to human and wildlife 

interaction being an 

issue in Mmadinare 

5. Who? Obtain records or 

evidence of human-

wildlife interactions in 

consultation with 

relevant institutions 

Establish who partners 

with communities in 

addressing human-life 

interaction and the 

nature of assistance 

provided 

Document partners with 

communities in 

addressing human-life 

interaction 

6. How? Document type or nature 

of human-wildlife 

interactions experienced 

in the Nata region and 

community’s responses 

to such interactions 

Compile community’s 

suggestions of how best 

they can be helped to 

deal with challenges 

brought by their 

interactions with 

wildlife 

Report how the 
community members 

want to focus their 

attention on or address 

the problem 

 

Data capturing process during the forum 

The information was tape recorded and researchers took scribed notes during deliberations. Where 

necessary, researchers requested community members to clarify or explain further some of their 

observations.  Community members participated in the spirit of the kgotla where everyone is free to 

share their views. At the end of the forum a summary of information attained from the community 

was fed back to the community. Ten individuals who had had direct interaction with wildlife 

volunteered to share their stories in depth. Two individuals were picked by the chief to participate 

on the basis of their frequent negative interaction with wildlife. These individuals were given the 

platform to tell their stories. The information was recorded using a tape recorder and researchers 
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took scribed notes. At the end of the forum, researchers met to compare notes to enhance the 

trustworthiness of the information.  

Picture 4: Researchers reflecting 

 

The following day, researchers visited with affected individuals who had volunteered to take them 

to their farms to show the destruction caused by elephants.  These were also tape recorded, captured 

through video and pictures were taken.  

On the third and final day of the forum, the ten participants who had took part in the first meeting 

and had given testimonies of their interaction with wildlife met again with researchers with a view 

validating the information that had been generated. Researchers took turns to report back on a 

specified theme what the community had shared. The community validated the information and 

added more details. 

 

Data analysis 

Data analysis was based on the questions and themes reflected on the data capturing matrix shared 

above in Table 1. All the information from each set of data that was relevant to a specific theme was 

placed together meaningfully, avoiding duplication where applicable.  

 

 

 

 

 

 



19 
 

 

Chapter 4 

4.0 Trial Achievements - Human Wildlife Interaction in Mmadinare  

In this chapter researchers report findings of the trial research. The community of Mmadinare 

articulated their experiences with regards to their personal interaction with wildlife. The community 

demonstrated a high level of interest to share information and agreed that the issue of human 

wildlife interaction is real in Mmadinare. The community suggested ways through which they could 

be assisted to deal with their interaction with wildlife but also emphasised that they also have a role 

to play in helping themselves to address the problem. The discussions were guided by the following 

questions that have already being explained above. These are What? Where? When? Why? Who 

and How? The findings presented below are offering answers to these questions. 

4.1 Practical problems of human wildlife interaction in Mmadinare (What?) 

The community pointed out that the issue of human wildlife interaction is a reality in their 

environment. They stated that wildlife species involved in this interaction, which is often a problem 

or negative includes elephants, kudu and predators such as hyena and leopards. They stated that 

most of the destruction is caused by elephants which destroy their property in the form of farm 

fences and boreholes engines and pipes. Apart from property, most destruction is caused by 

elephants on crops, followed by kudu. Predators mostly kills goats, with hyenas being most 

destructive on the goats. While the hyena was deemed most destructive on goats, it is also not 

compensated for when it has caused damage as it is regarded not a threat to human life. 

The damage therefore affects both pastoral and arable farmers. The participants indicated that 

elephants destroy all forms of crops such as sorghum, millet, and maize, with the exception of 

lablab crop, which is planted as a fodder crop for cattle. One farmer indicated that elephants 

frequented his crop field so much that he referred to his field as having been a home to the 

elephants. He said, you know these elephants stayed in my field so much that if they were pregnant 

they could have given birth in my field. All his crops were destroyed and researchers witnessed the 

devastation.  

Over and above the elephants’ crop raiding and destruction of property, participants indicated that 

they are also a threat to human life.    
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Picture 5: Damaged field 

 

 

4.2 Hotspot Areas in Mmadinare where human wildlife interaction occurs (Where?) 

The community indicated that the interactions occur at ploughing farms and cattle posts as well as 

the village. This is due to the fact that land use has changed as areas which used to be inhabited by 

wildlife are now turned into human settlements, thereby prompting the need for humans to coexist 

with wildlife. The hotspots areas or places mostly affected are Robelela, Chokwe, Lepokole, 

Maphaneng, Mahatane, Span Plek, which are the immediate environs of Mmadinare. The human 

elephant interactions however extend up to Bobonong and spans the broader areas of Sedibe, 

Shashe and Motloutse rivers.  

 

4. 3 The season when Mmadinare residents experience high interaction with wildlife (When?) 

The community stated that they have coexisted with wildlife since time immemorial. At that time 

there was peaceful coexistence as their habitat was not interfered with and when they came close to 

human activities it was easy to scare them away. Nowadays due to increasing human wildlife 

interaction, elephants appear seasonally in search of food and water. One participant observed that 

by their nature elephants do not like to be where people are but they are often compelled to interact 

with people because of changes to their natural environment associated with human development. 
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Elephants are able to smell fresh crops and they therefore come during the growing to harvest 

period. One participant explained that the visit by the research team would be more fruitful during 

the peak time so that the extent of elephants destruction may be witnessed.  

Mostly, incidents of destruction happen at night because elephants cannot cope with the heat during 

the day and they also avoid human disturbance. The community stated that it is difficult to tell when 

elephants are going to invade their fields and to determine their movements. For instance, one 

farmer explained that elephants are so unpredictable in nature because “one never knows when they 

will strike again”.  In 2013 they destroyed all his crops but when they came back to his crop field a 

few years later, they never caused any damage. Some indicated that the last incident they 

experienced happened last in 2013. The most recent was this year 2017.  

 

4.4 Why human and wildlife interaction has become an issue in Mmadinare 

The community stated that both human and wildlife populations have increased significantly. This 

has resulted in humans encroaching into areas which used to be solely wildlife range. This is a 

result of growth in both elephant and human population. There is therefore conflict in land use 

between humans and wild animals. At times it is difficult to understand what the elephant wants and 

can do. For instance, one farmer said, two male elephants came to my cattle post and entered the 

cattle kraal…I had used both gum poles and ordinary poles from trees and they were all 

dismantled. I was left with no kraal and the elephants just walked away. Although the elephants 

were drawn by the smell of water, they did not drink. This left me wondering as to what exactly 

those elephants wanted. 

Developments such as dams and new human settlements in the vicinity have resulted in humans and 

wildlife coming close to each other. There are three major dams constructed in the area, being 

Shashe, Letsibogo, and Dikgatlong dams. These dams have provided permanent water sources 

attracting elephants into the areas. Elephants need water and food which they find in areas reserved 

for human activities and development. This causes conflict as a result of competition for the same 

resources. However, the community realize from a conservation perspective that there is need for 

humans to co-exist with wildlife. Another challenge that led to increased numbers of elephants can 

be attributed to instability or conflict that used to exist in neighbouring countries. As a result, 

elephants fled to Botswana and found peaceful abode which led to heightened incidents of conflict 

between humans and wildlife in affected villages. Elephants tend to stick to their traditional 

migratory routes and this exacerbates the problem.  

While elephants destroy property, crops and are threat to human life, their destruction also brings 

alongside additional challenges and problems. They destroy veterinary fences which control cattle 

movements and diseases. They also destroy fences making the international boundary between 
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Botswana and Zimbabwe. When fences are destroyed, cattle from both countries cross on either 

side thereby heightening the risk of foot and mouth disease (FMD) transmission.  All cattle that has 

either mixed with cattle from across the border are killed forthwith to control FMD. Open 

international boundary fence all promote stock theft across borders, mainly into Zimbabwe. 

Destruction of fences by elephants also opens up way for other livestock to enter fields and raid 

crops, more so that the Department of Wildlife and National Parks personnel takes time to come 

and asses their damage and crop raids. The research team witnessed a field of one of the participants 

that was totally raided of all crops, initially by elephants and later by domestic livestock as 

elephants opened way for them through the fence.  Areas such as Sedibe and Bobonong frequently 

experience these problems and challenges. 

 

4.5 Partners with communities in addressing human- wildlife interaction (Who?)  

The community revealed that people affected are both pastoral and arable farmers, whose crops, 

livestock and property are destroyed by elephants and predators. A community member present 

narrated how he was drastically affected by the destruction caused by elephants in his crop farm. It 

was revealed that elephants can easily kill people and therefore there is always an element of risk 

for farmers.  

The community revealed that the people who are usually involved in addressing issues of human 

wildlife interaction are the Botswana Police, Department of Wildlife & National Parks (DWNP) 

officers, Department of Crop Production (DCP) officials and the District council. The reports of 

such incidents are given to the police officers and DWNP officers; the assessment of damage for 

compensation is carried out by DCP officers while the district council office processes 

compensation payments.  

The community also felt that they have a role to play in this problem rather than just folding their 

arms and expecting help from government. 

It was revealed that even those who are not farmers are affected because once border fences are 

destroyed, they open up movement of thieves across international boundaries with stolen goods 

becomes extremely easy for perpetrators and difficult to police.  

The problem of elephants was equated to the food and mouth disease (FMD) by one farmer, who 

explained that without intervention it results in death, similarly the community relies on farming 

and lack of intervention on human wildlife conflict would also bring starvation which can also 

cause death. It was revealed that women farmers were afraid of being alone at the farms because 

illegal immigrants easily cross into the country due to destroyed fences and incidents of rape have 

escalated. The problem of elephants in the area is thereby multidimensional. 
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4.6 Community’s responses to human-wildlife interactions (How?) 

The community suggested various ways of dealing with the problem that emanates from human 

wildlife interaction. They emphasised the need to promote co-existence, with control and benefits 

accruing to them. The community desires to have a permanent solution to the wildlife problem and 

suggested various way of combatting the problem. The community strongly felt that elephants 

within their area should not be decimated but rather be utilised for community benefit as way of 

offsetting costs of co-existence. The proposed solutions included some traditional and conventional 

measures. Among suggested ideas were the following; 

i. Development of a community-managed nature reserve: Participants explained that they 

have secured land for this purpose as a Trust. To this effect, one participant indicated that this 

approach will enable them to derive benefits from wildlife by way of ‘milking them’. While the 

participants intended to develop the nature reserve, they indicated that the biggest challenge was 

funding and expertise. The community indicated that the nature reserve within their area will 

promote economic growth within their area through tourism, employment creation, awareness 

creation on natural resources conservation. The community expressed that a nature reserve is the 

best option because it can give people knowledge of how to co-exist with animals and provide 

educational training to community youth as escort guides to control animal movement. Their 

greatest need is knowledge of how to coexist with wildlife. The community reported that they 

applied for government assistance but did not get any response. 

ii. Use of electric fence: The participants said that there is a need to utilise solar for electric 

fences around 1) cluster of ploughing fields; 2) boundary lines to separate ploughing fields from 

livestock grazing areas; and 3) veterinary fences.  This will help to deter elephants and reduce crop 

raiding and fence damage by elephants as well as other opportunistic challenges such as livestock 

crop raiding. The community indicated that nowadays, arable and pastoral lands are in one place, so 

the fence could be used as a barrier between the two. Cluster fencing using solar power since 

Botswana is endowed with a lot of sunshine. 

iii. Chilli pepper: Participants said that they have only heard about the use of chilli pepper but 

do not have any practicable experience in using it. However, they indicated that the innovation may 

be constrained by water problems in the area, more so if they have to plant it alongside their 

ploughing fields. They have no funds to explore water resources as individuals but might consider 

formation of syndicates, clusters or cooperatives. The problem with chilli pepper is that it only 

works when it starts fruiting.  

iv. Beating of drums and cans: This works by making sounds or noise to scare elephants 

away. The challenge, as highlighted by the community is that most elephants crop raiding 
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incidences are during the night. In the past, this used to be a community team work, but due to theft, 

risks of rapes, most people do not permanently stay at their arable lands. The community also noted 

that in the past, they used to kill one or two elephants to scare the others away. However, the 

practice is currently prohibited under laws regulating wildlife. 

v. Burning of tyres: Some participants indicated that they burn tyres to scare away elephants 

as elephants generally cannot withstand the smell of burning tyres and light. The practice was 

considered practically not feasible because one cannot tell when the elephants would come, tyres 

will also get finished and mostly incidents happen at night when people are sleeping. Community 

members were cautioned that tyre burning produces a lot of smoke that can be a life hazard and 

adds carbon into the atmosphere, thereby contributing to climate change, which is an global concern 

and challenge.  

vi. Controlling elephants: Participants expressed that elephants population is the area can be 

controlled through relocation, culling or hunting to reduce their population.  None of these control 

measures are possible under current wildlife regulations. A proposal to translocate some elephants 

to Mozambique in the past did not materialize. They suggested that culling by selling to countries 

which need elephants must be pursued. Hunting was a possibility but the hunting ban prevents it. 

One participant stated that as farmers they are often tempted to kill these elephants but hindered by 

the hunting ban law which came into effect in 2014. If it were possible the origin of elephants that 

immigrate into the area could be identified and relocated back when they start being problem 

animals. In the absence of natural predators, elephants increase at a high rate.  

 

viii. Use of lighting: Other approaches employed by other community members included 

lighting fires or using lights.  One participant observed that elephants are very intelligent and 

revealed that when they tried some elephant chasing strategies such as the use of solar power lights, 

elephants would within a short time move to a spot where there are no lights. For example, 

elephants would use a different entry point where there would be no lights to enter the crop fields. 

This therefore demands that the whole perimeter of the field must be lit. Solar powered lights 

present an opportunity and need further investigation. 

 

x. Construction using effective kraals and fencing materials: Some farmers indicated that 

use of common traditional logs to construct field fences and kraals is not effective in that they are 

not strong enough to withstand wildlife destruction. They also indicated that the traditional logs do 

not attract adequate compensation as opposed to treated gum poles. Therefore using  effective and 
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valuable materials for fencing farms that would not only strengthen the fields, but also increase the 

value of compensation because the value system of compensation is determined by the type of 

materials used Participants indicated that hyenas have a tendency of invading kraals and killing 

livestock.  

xi. Proper land-use planning: Participants indicated that both residential areas and wildlife 

ranges are mixed up thereby promoting a conflict between humans and wildlife, mainly elephants. 

The participants suggested that there is need to control growth of new settlements. They said 

currently, when a locality reaches a population of 500 people, they are declared a gazetted 

settlement, which will attract social infrustracture and other developments. These settlements often 

mushroom along traditional migratory routes of wildlife, thereby interfering with traditional wildlife 

movements. To this effect, the community proposed the need to review policies with a view to 

controlling mushrooming of new settlements. There is also a need to zone traditional migration 

areas of elephants so that new developments in the form of new settlements do not interfere with the 

migratory corridors. The participants also noted that modern developments have changed the 

human-wildlife dynamics, such as development of permanent water sources (e.g., dams) and 

settlements that encroach into traditional elephant ranges. It is therefore necessary that proper land-

use planning is undertaken to avoid escalating the human-elephant interaction problems and 

challenges. 

xii. Other deterrent mechanisms: Another practice in place to control elephant movements 

employed includes firing of live or rubber bullets into the air to scare elephants away. Participants 

indicated that the approach is not effective as either the elephants get used to the practice or are 

pushed to other areas where they will cause same destruction. They suggested that when such 

exercises are done, officers controlling animal movement should be spread over a wider area so 

they may control elephants running into other areas. The community observed that since human and 

wildlife population were growing and were continuing to grow, the issue of driving wildlife away 

would not work because when they are driven from one place they go to another place where there 

are other people.  

xiii. Compensation for wildlife destruction or damage: Participants indicated that another 

measure employed by government is compensation for damage caused by wildlife such as 

elephants. However, they lamented that the compensation is not only too little but is also usually 

delayed. One farmer said, I felt that the compensation was very little, but learnt that it was due to 

the use of ordinary poles for fencing my kraal. This was a lesson for us as farmers to always use 

quality fencing materials such as gum poles and fences for fencing our crop fields and kraals as 

they had a better compensation value.  
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Another farmer shared the same sentiments. The participant mentioned that she reported the case to 

the Department of Wildlife & National Parks (DWNP) office  who came to assess the damage 

caused by the elephants. The officers ultimately came back with a sum of P149.00 as a 

compensation for the damage caused. This was a very small amount compared to the damage 

caused by the elephants but the assessment was based on the quality of material used to construct 

the kraal. Farmers are not compensated labor costs. There is no compensation for loss of life, rather, 

the family would be given about P35 000.00 to cover funeral expenses only. Researchers witnessed 

farms that had been abandoned by people who went to live elsewhere because of fear of elephants.  

The community informed researchers that it takes about a year to receive compensation and also the 

response to reports of damage at times comes when evidence is eroded. Noted that quick response 

to reports would be appreciated as it is difficult to stay a long time without fixing the problem since 

this would lead to more damage of crops or property. One example given was that when elephants 

destroy fences, cattle also get access into farms which they would otherwise not have had. This at 

times forces farmers to repair the damage before assessment which is always delayed, 

disadvantaging the farmer. 

The participants also lamented that compensation excludes damage caused by certain wildlife 

species such as hyenas. They indicated that damage by hyenas is massive in that they can close 

kraals by killing all small stocks such as goats. Apart from hyenas excluded, other crops such as 

melons and water melons are excluded during assessment. For property destroyed such as fence and 

poles, compensation does not include labour costs which one may have incurred while constructing 

the same or even costs for repairing the damage. In other instances, officials demand proof of 

wildlife destruction such as wanting to see areas where the teeth of a leopard entered within the 

skin. These demands are often made even after such officials come for assessment very late after 

the incident. They therefore recommend that destruction caused by hyena and labour costs should 

be considered for compensation.  
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Chapter 5 

5.0 Summary and conclusion 

The findings have confirmed that dependence on subsistence agriculture by communities for 

livelihoods is inclined to heighten human wildlife conflicts as the                                                  

animals are not only seen as a threat to human life, but their means of sustaining themselves and 

damage to their property.   

The causes of human wildlife conflicts as documented in literature, being encroachment of human 

developments (e.g., settlements) into wildlife habitats, and the intrusion of wildlife species in 

human settlements are confirmed in this trial study. Furthermore, this trial study confirms earlier 

findings by other studies on the subject that human wildlife conflicts impact negatively on socio-

economic livelihoods of people.  

 

Mmadinare community envisions the development of a community based Trust that will develop 

and manage a nature reserve to facilitate collaborative conservation initiatives between government 

and the community. This is possible under the community based natural resources management 

(CBNRM) initiative that promotes the notion that when communities living within the wildlife 

areas receive benefits of living with the wildlife resources, and those benefits exceed the cost they 

incur, then they will effectively manage wild animals and co-exist with them.   

The trial project explored the potential of production of the chilli pepper within a designated 

community farm in Botswana as a means of promoting  i) human wildlife interaction and 

consequently co-existence and ii) improvement of rural livelihoods. However, the community did 

not show keen interest as they did not have experience of such a project. Instead, the community 

prefers a nature reserve where they can diversify their activities and include chilli pepper 

production.  

Based on the results, researchers recommend that specific strategies could be used to improve the 

welfare of Mmadinare community:  

(i) Implement recommendations of the Mmadinare Development Trust strategy, following CBNRM 

program approach. Key among the strategic document recommendation is the need to develop a 

community Nature Reserve that will contribute to community empowerment, benefit sharing, and 

employment creation through tourism initiatives. The initiative will also contribute to conservation 

and environmental awareness.  

(ii) Engage all stakeholders such as Botswana Police, Department of Wildlife & National Parks, 

Local Authorities such as Tribal Administration (Kgotla), District Administration, Land Board and 

District Council and other stakeholders within the community in identifying mutual objectives 

regarding conservation of natural resources and the welfare of the community. 
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(iii) Consider long term sustainability of interventions on human wildlife interaction grounded on 

profitable viability including conservation education, collaboration, dialogue among various 

stakeholders, improved compensation policy. 

 (iv) Inspire farmers to adopt farming practices that would minimise yield or property losses.  

v) Future network meetings may consider inviting community representatives. This was suggested 

by the community that one of the chiefs could be invited to one of our network meetings. 

 

Table 2: Roles and Responsibilities 

Role Description Name 

Project 

Coordinator/Leader 

& Principal 

Research 

Responsible to lead and manage the project.  She is the 

team point of contact for all correspondences with the 

Network.  Will guide and actively participate in the design 

of the study processes and deliverables 

 

Prof. Oitshepile 

Modise 

Principal 

researcher & 

Advisor  

Work closely with the Coordinator in planning and ensuring 

that entry to the field has been assured. Point of reference in 

term of Community Approaches and pedagogies.   

Prof. Rebecca 

Lekoko 

 

Principal 

Researcher & Area 

Specialist 

 

Provide key input in all stages of research in connection 

with the research area being explored.  

Dr. Olekae Thakadu 

 

Principal 

Researcher and 

Quality Assurance  

 

Provide the key functions of the right choice of data 

collection, analysis and writing process including document 

editing and quality control. 

 

Dr. Masego 

Mpotokwane 

Administration 

Assistant 

Assist in all main phases of the study – desk top, making 

contacts, entry into the field, networking,  

Goitsemodimo 

Mmeko 

 

 

Deliverables & Schedule 

The key deliverables and milestone dates as per the Schedule of Activities are as indicated in the 

table below. 

Deliverable / Milestone Date 

Final report September 2017 

Result of Trial Study (Stage 1) August  2017 

Field Research and Preliminary Analysis –Draft 

Report 
June-July  2017 

Proposal Writing May 2017 
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APPENDICES 

1. Strategic Network Project- Botswana team 
 

Community Experiences –Story telling 

During the focus group discussion participants shared their testimonies and experiences with 

elephants. These were participants whose fields and properties had been destroyed by elephants. 

Participant one: Male 

In 2013 at the cattle post, two male elephants came to my cattle post and entered the cattle kraal. 

They took away fencing poles and unplugged a total of seven water pipes from the borehole engine. 

I had used both gum poles and ordinary poles from trees and they were all dismantled. I was left 

with no kraal and the elephants just walked away. Although the elephants were drawn by the smell 

of water, they did not drink. This left me wondering as to what exactly did these elephants want. 

I was later compensated for fencing and engine water pipes. The compensation came after a year of 

which I had gone through some difficulties without a kraal. I had to go to Selebi-Phikwe town to get 

quotations for a fencing of about 1.8m, which was equivalent to the size of my kraal. I was 

compensated for P2800.00, which was a cost of fencing all four sides of the kraal.  

The wildlife officers had come to tape my kraal during their assessment of the destructions caused 

by the elephants and concluded that each side of the kraal would cost P700.00. The amount was 

then multiplied by four sides of the kraal which came to a total of P2800.00. I felt that the 

compensation was very little, but learnt that it was due to the use of ordinary poles for fencing my 

kraal. This was a lesson for us as farmers to always use quality fencing materials such as gum poles 

and fences for fencing our crop fields and kraals as they had a better compensation.  

Ever since the encounter with elephants in 2013, they have never destroyed my cattle post again. 

Elephants are so unpredictable in nature. For example they came back to my crop field a few years 

later, but they never caused any damage. One never knows when they will strike again. 

Participant two: Female (Gosego Ramore) 

In my cattle post the elephants also dismantled the cattle kraal in 2013. There were only a few cattle 

in the kraal and therefore they managed to escape without being hurt. I reported the case to the 

wildlife department who came to assess the damage caused by the elephants. After a while the 

wildlife officers came back with a sum of P149.00 as a compensation for the damage caused. 

This was just a little money compared to the damage caused by elephants. I was so discouraged to 

the extent that I could not ask wild life officers of the criterion used to compensate farmers as there 

was disparity in the way it was done. 

Participant three: Male (Kgosi Kepaletswe). 

I started experiencing conflict with elephants in 2017, which troubled me a lot in my crop field. In 

the previous years I never had any encounter with elephants. Although this was my first encounter 
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with elephants, they frequented my crop field so much as if my field was their home. You know 

these elephants stayed in my field so much that if they were pregnant they could have given birth in 

my field. They owned my crop field to the extent that I did not harvest anything this year, although 

I had ploughed. 

The reason why the elephants frequented my field was due to the fact that my neighboring crop 

fields were not ploughed, and therefore I was the only one who had crops which attracted the 

elephants. The elephants never came in large numbers, but in groups of two’s, three’s and four’s, 

sometimes even one would come. The elephants came as frequently as seven times during the 

harvesting season, which is usually between March and June, and this was too much on me.  

Although the elephants did not come in large numbers, each time they came they left a massive 

destruction. They destroyed the fencing and crops to the effect that I could not harvest anything. 

Even though I had planted a lot of various crops which I had expected to harvest, I came out with 

nothing.  

Since the elephant came frequently in my crop field, it became so much for the wild life officers to 

keep coming back to my field for assessment of the damage caused. Eventually they taped the 

whole field, even where the elephants had not done any damage and told me to never report 

although the elephants came back again. The wildlife officers explained that they had compensated 

for the damage in advance. I was grieved by this because the elephants kept on coming. In the end 

the damage caused by the elephants exceeded the compensation paid to me. I did not benefit from 

the compensation, and worst of all the money is not yet paid as we speak. I am still waiting for the 

compensation to be paid.  

The elephants have troubled me so much that I and my wife are no longer staying in the fields 

because the elephants are a threat to our lives. 

Participant four: Male (Mr Moseki Moseki)  

My cattle post is situated some 28km North of Mmadinare village and is called “Marulaamabedi” in 

Setswana. I have come a long way with this experience with elephants as I was born where they 

live. As much as my cattle post is well fenced I still experience trouble with elephants because they 

are not afraid of the fence despite the strength and durability. Since 2013 till 2017 elephants have 

been coming yearly to my cattle post, because in the previous years I had not ploughed anything.  

This explains that elephants come in search of food and water. By nature elephants do not like 

where people are but they are often compelled to interact with people because of climate change 

and human development. Rivers and dams are the most habitat attractions for elephants therefore 

villages which are centered on rivers and dams are the most frequented by elephants. Since 

Mmadinare village is situated between two rivers (Letlhakane and Motloutse) and two dams 

(Letsibogo and Dikgathong), it explains why there are a lot of elephants in that area. Because 

elephants are not fond of humans they only come at night when people are sleeping and leave in the 

early hours of the morning, around 4 am. They never want to cross paths with human being that is 

why they are so dangerous and destructive when they interact with them. 

This year (2017) the elephants only destroyed the crop field fencing because I have not ploughed 

the type of crop they eat. I have planted a cattle feed crop called “Lab-lab” which is not edible to 

elephants. Although I have been reporting to wildlife department each year for the damage caused 

by elephants, their response has always come late. This has made it difficult for wildlife officers to 
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properly assess the damage as evidence would have eroded with time, hence comprised 

compensation. 

As farmers we are often tempted to kill these elephants but hindered by the hunting ban law which 

was introduced in … Elephants are very troublesome as they are also intelligent. When we try some 

elephant chasing strategies such as the use of solar power lights, elephants will use common sense 

to move to where there are no lights. For example, elephants will use a different entry point where 

there will be no lights to enter the crop fields because they are scared of the light by nature. 

Elephants can destroy fencing massively especially when they are with young ones. This is because 

they have to create a way for their young ones to pass through. 

I also have another cattle post in the Nata region in a village called Gweta, where I use an engine to 

draw water from the borehole. One day elephants came looking for water and when they could not 

get any water, they threw the engine and the water pipes inside the borehole. You can see how 

unpredictable and destructive elephants are. 

 

 

2. Scenarios of elephants in action 
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