	TOURISM:KENYA
	Good Point
	Bad Point
	SUSTAINABILITY?
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	Social
Effect
	The Maasai people are now settled in permanent homes / buildings with a more reliable  and cleaner supply of water.
	The Maasai are nomadic people. Their ancient way of life has gone. They have to leave the reserve each evening
	Yes - Health of children may be improved by clean water. No – become overdependent on tourism.

	
	Economic
Effect
	The government intends that 25% of the money gained from tourism should go to local people.
	The Maasai become dependent on ‘easy’ cash from visitors. Locals only see 2% of the money spent at the reserve.
	Y – a better standard of living and more job opportunities. N – many jobs go to foreigners.

	
	Environmental
Effect
	The wildlife is protected in the game reserves and the money from tourism can be used to ensure this happens.
	There are so many tourist safari vehicles that they damage the dirt tracks and off track they destroy the vegetation.
	Y – compensation paid for animal damage. N – ecosystem damaged and then visitors stay away.
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	Social
Effect
	Money earned from tourism can improve local services like water supplies.
	Tourism can corrupt people and especially the young. They do ‘silly’ things to earn easy money.
	Y – clean water longer life expectancy. N – young become ‘indolent’.

	
	Economic
Effect 
	Tourism provides lots of jobs (all year round in Kenya’s climate) from hotel work to driving glass bottomed boats. 
	In 2005 1.68 foreign visitors spent $680 million – but one terrorist bomb could lead to a collapse in the numbers.
	Y – all year round jobs paying OK wages. N – tourists are ‘fickle’ they may stay away.

	
	Environmental
Effect
	Money from tourism can reclaim damaged cement quarries turning them into wildlife parks for tourists.
	The glass bottomed boats and their anchors damage the fragile coral reefs. The coral is dying.
	Y – tourism money provides attractions. N – tourism damages the environment then they stay away.


