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Role of forest commons
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Hypothetical performance of forest areas
under different management objectives
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Extent and spread! of ferest
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Increasing prominence of rural
collective institutions

Table 1. Social capital formation in selected agricultural and rural resource management sectors (since the early 1990s). This table suggests that 455,000

to 520,000 groups have been formed. Additional groups have been formed in farmers’ research, fishery, and wildlife programs in a wide variety of countries
(27).

. Local groups
Countries and programs (thousand)

Watershed and catchment groups

Australia (4500 Landcare groups containing about one-third of all farmers), Brazil (15,000 to 17,000 54 to 58
microbacias groups), Guatemala, and Honduras (700 to 1100 groups), India (30,000 groups in both state
government and nongovernmental organization programs), Kenya (3000 to 4500 Ministry of Agriculture
catchment committees), United States (1000 farmer-led watershed initiatives)

Irrigation water users’ groups

Sri Lanka, Nepal, India, Philippines, and Pakistan (water users groups as part of government irrigation 58
programs)

Microfinance institutions
Bangladesh (Grameen Bank and Proshika), Nepal, India, Sri Lanka, Vietnam, China, Philippines, Fiji, Tonga, 252 to 295
Solomon Islands, Papua New Guinea, Indonesia, and Malaysia

Joint and participatory forest management
India and Nepal (joint forest management and forest protection committees) 73

Integrated pest management

Indonesia, Vietnam, Bangladesh, Sri Lanka, China, Philippines, and India (farmers trained in farmer field 18 to 36
schools)



Distribution of forest ownership

Country name Public Private

Comm. /. Indit/ Total
Indigenous Eirm

Govt. = Community.
Alfrica 670.8 4.2 1179 9.8 696, 7
Asia 226! 15,1 101.4 9.2 418.5
LAt Amencea VA6 106.5 66,7 106.5 1057.3
[Developed Counties 144313 20.0 0 34456, Av37.9
[Develeping Counties 174458 (1258 1800 1255 24720

Fejizl 3188.1 145.8 150.0 466.4  3910.0

FAO 2005, Forest Trends 2002, Agrawal 2007

More than 180 million hectares created in the past two decades




Research on forest commons




Rural resource governance
Institutions: Forest commons




Collective action and local
enforcement




Importance of local enforcement
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The IERI research program




Wh a.t iS I F R I ? A group of quite short people on the average?

Recent photograph of IFRI researchers in Bogor, Ind  onesia (2006)




IFRI Conceptual Model






IFRI Data as of September 2006
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Country Frecuericy
Bolivia 10
Guatemela 5
Iricliza 3/
.enye 11
Vlexico S
Nepzl 51
Tanzanla 6
Ugancda 25
United States )
[otzl 152




-
o

\/

( #
11
(]
0
|
( #
£,
#
@,

Metnods and moclel

0

Pie

0

11

11

11

]
<

11

.
<

—s

1

1

.
<"

ie



_l

Prelirmineary findings: Enforcernent
and 1is Irnpact or forest condition
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Predicted Probabilities
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Probability of Deforestation
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Probability of Deforestation
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Further Information about IFRI

IFRI website at



