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Support from Forest Department(FD)
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Literature review

VP in Kumaon Division

Forestdegradation
(Ballabh etal., 2002)

>\Why local resources management institutions are on the decline ?
= strong control by the Forest Department over these people’s institutions
(Ballabh et al., 2002)
>There Is a steady decline in instituted forest management practice
= quantitative and qualitative decline of once dense and well-managed Van
Panchayat forest in the Kumaon hills in the central Himalayas.
(Balooni et al., 2007) High performance of MC

Are local resource management institutions on the decline? Further study
There Is the case of Van Panchayat forest
In the Kumaon hills in the central Himalayas of India

VP in Garhwal Division

Increasing VP number

(Rawat, 1999 UFD, 2009 )

Livelihood improvement "‘

Sustainable Forest management

1. Measurement of VP by biomass approach 2. More data of another VPs
3. Improvement of educational level of the local people with support of NGOs

’ Interview from Van Panchayat members (n=41) R

N
-

Impact on the current VP conditions after VP was formed The consciousness MC and MP(micro plan)

/8% respondents depend on the

/ \
I \
. . . I
! | | | firewood routinely, which is necessary | I
I H Badly degraded the micre olan L . for maintaining their livelihood '
I the micro plan? g . I
! .DEErEdEd Have you ever ‘ ‘ ‘ T . :
: Remain same participatedin - Yes 88 % respondents are satisfied with I
I | making the micro- 16 13 the condition and management of VP. | |
I Improved a little plan? [
| No |
I Highly improved Doyou think MC N :
I will receive o - -
| No answer benefit sharing 20 15 Are. Mos_t of the wllagers did not h_ave any I
[ from the final | | | | guestion of the existence of micro-plan :
| harvest? ! i ! i i and almost fixed MC members. I
| 0% 20% A0% 60% 80% 100% i
- I
I » ; o . . .
I R P S —— Relation between MC member’s composition and the factors || The consistence of caste is not fairto |
egenerate forest future generation . . . I
: 1] | | | | | consider the proportion of the villagers. | ;
: Increased access to forest products | | )2 Factors Explained valuable: LPG is the indicator of the I
[ o i - - - ) 5 MC members or not . : l
I Wage employment opportunities | | 2 Fishers p Result :> Independence of firewood, :
: Socilal aspects ' ' ' )7 Caste 404 i Rejected MC members depend on firewood. |
i 1IN Migrant 0.303 0.27 Accepted mber i — I
» _ - 1
: Forced by foresst department | Critical value: 5 side study 0.74 0.93 Accepted 27 |
I Noidea le X:>406(5%)  Cell phone - 0.50 Accepted :
[ i Dish TV - 0.17 Accepted -
E P } I
|‘ Others 1 P . < P<0.05 Liguefied petroleum gas(LPG) : 0.0003 Rejected d; Not MC /)
\\ 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 VP distance - 1.32 Accepted ﬂ . Mc ,I
“ The reason of that challenge (N=41, multiple answers ) (Sample no.| Collecting firewood - 0.37 Accepted o SC
N\ Grazing animals - 0.29 Accepted Caste

. (SC : Scheduled Caste OC : Other Caste)



