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Indigenous community in Peruvian Amazon and timber resources
:Case study of Native Community “Dos de Mayo”
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Fig2 Map of the Swidden Sites of D Viliage in 2009
Note 1. Locations of swidden sites pnncipally were recorded by “Gannin B0CSx" GPS receiver,
Some villagers were interviewed in order to gain complementary information to confirm
Incations
Source: Field Research
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Fig. 3. Frequencies of Vanous Foods m Meals
Note 1: The research was conducted from May 9 to May 28, 2009, from June 9 to June 29, 2009, and from
July 6 tol8, 2009. Thirteen households were selected, and women or household members who prepare meals
were principally interviewed. Observations and interviews were conducted atotal of over 1213 times.
Note 2: In the right-hand figure, the category “Others” includes canning fish (1.5%), eggs (0.7%), maize
(0.6%) shellfish (0.6%), and cassava (0.2%).
Note 3: Occasionally, villegers ate only & staple food or only a side dish. Also, they sometimes ate two or
more side dishes together.

Source: Field Research
HHFT) Ohashi et a/{2011)
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Fig.5 Sociograms of banana distribution in the D village
Note 1: The rescarch was conducted from May 910 29 and from June 8 to July 18, 2009, for a total of 62 days. Since
member of houschold 6 was working for a timbér produstion company, the household was researched from May 910 29
and from Junc 20 to July 18, 2009, for atotal of 30 days,
Note 2: Lineages are basically categorized by matrilocal residences. Yet, houscholds 3, 7,9, 11, and 13 have patritocal
rosidences, because the wives of 3, 11, and 13 had migratcd from cther communities. 7 and 9 mamied villagers, 7 lives
patrilocally, and 9 lives near the house of his father in the lowland.
Source: Field Research e
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Fig. 4. Self-sufficiency Rates for Bananas in Meals in Each Household (n=913)
Hote 1: When a househald cooked and mixed bananas self-supplied by its members and bananes acquired
from other households, both examples were counted by 0.5. But such instances were observed only L1 times
Note 2: Because a household member worked for & tamber production operstion, housthold 6 was
seseasched from May 6 to 29 and from July 6 to 13, 2009, for a totel of 37days.
Source: Field Research
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Post-harvest in seflimen! Harvests from other households' fiolds.
o ﬁmwﬂﬂhn s:;:r: ':;}-T:-‘ T R:m‘":r";"’ i Harests permitied by ownars) Tacit-parmission mmﬂh
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1 | toe32| 2010| s20] 24| 126] 74| od| 00| 00| 06| 00] 00
7 5380| 705| o16| 243| 82| 00| 00| 124] 24| 00| 115] 228
3 9422| 1120| 191.1| 649 632| 00| 00| 00| 248] 156] 87| 18
4 | 11527 1523 897 151| 223] 00| 00| 563] 00| o00] 00| 00
5 6720 76| 620.7| 170.0] 157 11.0] 29| 1147] 00| 00| 358] 2685
6 2459 2514| 44| 44| 00| 00| 00] 00] 00| 00] 00| 00
7 6578| 30| 2205| 722| 44| 00| 00| 558] 5298] 128| 00| 223
8 | 1599 4957| 00| 00| o00]| 00| 00] 00| 00| o00] 00| 00
9 368.1| 56.1| 4108| 180] 40| 15| 00| 00| 80| 3694] 00| 00
10 | bs448| 256 224| 120| 00] 00| o00] 00| 00| 104] 00| oo
11 | 3749| 271| 2173| 422| e86| 00| 00| 425] %85| 125] 00| 134
12 | o473| as2| 194| 120| 74| 00| o0d] 00| 00| 00] 00| oo
13 | 6197] 00| 1408| 389| 82| 08| o00] 00| 00| 00] 00| 30

Note I: The research was conducted. from May 9 t0.29, and June 8 fo July 1%, 2009, 62 days in toial Since a member of houschold 6 was working for a fmber
production operation, that houschold was researched from May 9 fo 29, and from Junc 20 to July 18, 2009, for a total of 50 days.
Note 2: In this table, weight the banana skin. Primarily, bananas were weighed by a spring balance and scale with a 10-g capacity. Some bananas were measured
by sight estimation. The first author calculaied uverage weights of bananas harvested from each field based on u sample of weighed bananas, The edible portion

of bananas in D village is 47.3%.

Note 3: Generally speaking, the unit of banana distribution and acquisition in the village is a “hand.” while it is a “bunch” when acquired from others” fields,
Note 4: In this table. harvests from ficlds whose owners were nat absent from the village were categorized under “owner is absent” because the harvesters did
not tell from which farms they harvested bananas. On the other hand. the category "Supply to others™ was allowed with the permission of the owners or close

kinship with the owners.
Source: Ficld Research
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* Background: Commons study, environmental sociology in Japan
* What is Native Community?
* Who can access to forest resources?

Plural actors and various forest resources

“The tragedy of the commons” (Hardin 1968)

“ Governing the commons ” (Ostrom 1990)

“ The drama of the commons ” (National Research Council 2002)
Common property resources(CPRs)

After becoming a native community, and after the introduction of “community- E o | ) . )
based” forest management (timber production). ocus on not‘on y formal property right but also informal rules and actual use in
the community

Sustainable management of resources
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Reviews of Environmental Sociology in Japan Reviews of Environmental Sociology in Japan

o BREER NMEENIDDLLSEN TOHEREROIEREE forest | = RIEH /3> R Environmental Governance

resource rights in local societies under the interaction with outsiders 711 (2009:35) TERFFACITIL (H /3 A0 M) B EE TE-EFNETOPYEESE

AT government AT, MEERCZORKICHERGEEL MM, HALIBHICEALEL o !
* CBFMEWNSO—H)L-2ELXHA  B#ZEXLTEAORAEFIE (M 2001 ‘ A= THEBESNTINPO/NGOLEE S Hf-, BEIEFHLL{H |
# B immigrant laborers (Z&B 2006) HHEOTHE—, TOEADER |
B (R 1R commercial logging &R FED 44 A community member who live in » Cross-Scale Linkages (Berkes 2002): R4 — L& #8 A 1= BE RS 0D &8

city (B0 2004) « H (2008) AEADER— AFBFHFIELGRICRLEBEEOBEA L |
Hh T H & DIREFEM E a forester from the local community (FB3 2013) > EfFE |
| —HETIEALLY the government is not a uniform entity

o LTTFT4Y— Legitimacy
ENEAGBEOLLICERT DS BE- KB (S A 2006)
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Discussions of Environmental Governance

o JEREIH 7342 A (Folke et al. 2005)
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» Adaptive governance(Folke et al. 2005; Miyauchi 2013)
= Collaborative governance(Inoue, 2004)

a “mechanism for the administration of the environment and resources realized through the

solidarity and collaboration of a range of diverse stakeholders centered around local residents”

= Question for the discussion based on the assumption of participation (Sato 2009)
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= Qutsiders
Commercial logging company, government, National NGO, donors etc.
« Insiders?

Actors: Villagers (community member), families and members of other
villages, maderero

Resources: Royalty, timbers, medicines etc.
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Commons studies on the relation between local society and timber recourses in Peruvian
Amazon

#53% & J& (Stocks 1986 ; Pinho 2012)

FI-EO2 1= FAEDRRAD K BHEE (Lee 2010)

A#ERESE R4 (Stocks and Hartshorn 1992)
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Stocks 1986, Pinho 2012: Marine resources

Lee 2010: Community business

Stocks and Hartshorn 1992: Logging activity with a company

Few studies addressing local communities composed of highly mobile members

There is criticism that “community ” are wrongfully conceptualized as spatially small
units with homogeneous social structures and sure norms, but cross-scale linkages
between local communities and the outside world attracts a growing interest (Agrawal
and Gibson 1999)
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Focusing on
1970s: Registration as a native community
Rights for forest recourses were introduced based on indigenismo by the government
2000s: Implementation of timber production project
In order to protect the rights of indigenous people

For the improvement of people’s income through “community-based” forest
management.
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What's Native Community?

o 1974%F (|54 REEHE T 3 (cf Favre 1996) DH LI 7 (Garcia) BUE Y
o BHAE >OBEFERL. AIDESEP (Asociacion Interétnica de Desarrollo de la Selva
Peruana) ., ORAU (Organizacién Regional de AIDESEP-Ucayali) |Z#8 24 Al B
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o BEREENSERINERCHEEEEZENELT
= IBC(Instituto bién comun) A 1T
- EHHQ01251288)
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2TEMiHi10,879,392ha
= RIEH : F & (jefe de la communidad) . Bh{% (teniente) . 7% (agente municipal)
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2006 Projecto “bosques inundables”

o AT R SR E IR £ B > 1-UNDP 3L IRIIPA (Instituto de Investigaciones de la Amazonia
Peruana) ERE. {TBUF BLLI CRA
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» Implementing community-based project. The project began in 2006. A
national institution, [IAP brought a community-based project to D community.
* “resident = the exclusive user of resources,” : villagers were directed to

enclose forest resources so that non-villagers would be excluded, and to cut
trees by themselves to increase their income.





