Poverty and ecosystem services Impacts of
Tanzaniais wildlife Management Areas: PIMA
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Acceptance of WMAs Community benefits
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Community benefits Wealth data and
Public development projects
Wealth ranking dataset
WMA reduced - 13,573 households, 42 villages
contribuFon? - ParCcipatory wealth ranking
Va. - 91% - Recall relaCve to anchor events
o 82% Analysis:
e - 1% - Bayesian hierarchical cumulaCve logit
it 60% - Response = wealth category
O oa 3% (ordered: YEry poor < Poor < l_\lormal <Rich)
. - Cut-o points vary between villages
- 43% - Predictors:
' ' '
» 2 PR . " - Before/Ager
- WMA/Control

ki - Wealth ranking ibefore®

- WMA leadership posiCon
Community leadership posiCon
Female-headed household

Households who had to
contribute (fully or partly)



Wealth change

Broken down to village level Household-level WMA e ects
(hh in village WITH WMA revenues vs hh in villages WITHOUT WMA revenues)
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Direct household income

Frequency and distribuCon by wealth

WMA & VNRC



Discussion
Wealth changes?

Have WMAs helped rural wealth?
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