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How do charcoal producers in Village 2 collaborate with each other compared to other villages?
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Risks for Village 2’s social

network

* Charcoal producers
indicate that
associations are being
discontinued.

* Charcoal producers
limitedly interact with
the village government.

* Some charcoal
producers operate
alone.

Participatory forest
management fosters much
collaboration between
charcoal producers

In the absence of
participatory forestry,
charcoal producers barely
interact with each other
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* Lack of shared goals

* Limited knowledge
sharing

* Limited social cohesion
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Distribution of charcoal producer livelihood resources in different villages
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 For each bag, an amount equal to the price charcoal producers earn goes to the '
village forest fund, which is invested in forest protection and community Villages
development projects.
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This poster contains research findings of a PhD project carried out by Hanneke van ‘t Veen at the University of Zurich together with Tanzanian and Swiss collaborators
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