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What Impacts Do Local People Experience?
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Table 3: Basic information of the three sample communities

Community Name Number of Area of Pillar industry Main community management strategies

type households land
Inside Luoyigou Village 470 62.0 km* Tourism, agriculture, Human-wildlife conflict compensation, rural-tourism support,
community and cultivation beekeeping training, infrastructure construction, forest ranger

employment, etc.

Gateway Yinping Village 642 39.7 km* Tourism and Rural-tourism support, beekeeping training, infrastructure
community agriculture construction, forest ranger employment, etc.

Fringe Donggiao Village 445 27.92 km’ Agriculture and Beekeeping training, forest ranger employment, etc.
community cultivation

Yinping — tourism




The authority’s efforts
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The authority’s efforts




Field work

Interviews with local people

296 Valid questionnaires




Social impact famework

Economy and livelihoods

Indicated by employment, benefits sharing, eco-
compensation, and livelihood change

Based on Vanclay (2002) & Jones et al. (2020)




(E)

Table 2: Indicators for the social impact of ities in/around national park
Category Indicator Description Source
Economy and E1: employment Local people have access to job opportunities provided by the Giant Panda National Park Refs. [8][39]
livelihoods Administration (GPNPA)

Personal characteristics + Social impact indicators

E2: benefits sharing

Local people get economic and other benefits from the management of GPNP

Ref. [6]

E3: eco-compensation

Local people receive fair compensation for their contribution to ecological conservation

Ref. [8]

E4: livelihood change

The management and conservation of GPNP do not impact traditional livelihoods of local
people

Refs. [39][40]

Local culture

©

C1: cultural value

The construction of GPNP is conducive to enhancing locals’ sense of identity and pride to their
hometown

Ref. [36]

C2: traditional knowledge

Local traditional knowledge is recognized by the conservation management of GPNP

Refs. [40][44]

C3: cultural heritage

The construction of GPNP is conducive to the preservation of the local agricultural and cultural
heritage

Refs. [36][40]

C4: cultural landscape

The construction of GPNP is conducive to the preservation of the local traditional residence and
cultural landscape

Refs. [40][45]

Social relations

S1: social network

Local people trust their relatives and neighbors

Refs. [36][42]

)
S2: social cohesion Local people are closely connected without conflicts Refs. [36][42]
Kowledge and K1: capacity building Local people can participate in skill training and industry-support programs organized by GPNP Ref. [43]
education
(K) K2: environmental education Local people can participate in educational activities related to ecological conservation Refs. [36][43]
K3: environmental behaviors Local people can participate in ecological conservation work such as forest fire prevention and Refs. [36][42]
patrol
Living L1: livability The construction of GPNP has effectively protected the natural environment surrounding the Refs. [39][42]
environment communities
L
L2: basic social services and The construction of GPNP has improved the basic social services and facilities in the Refs. [39][42]
facilities surrounding communities
Equity and R1:legal rights The construction of GPNP respects locals’ legal and traditional rights Refs. [36][39]
rights
(R) R2:land ownership GPNP has no conflict with local people on land ownership, usage or management right Refs. [39][41]

R3: decision making

The decision-making process of GPNPA fully respects local people’s opinions

Refs. [39][41]

R4: participation in

management

GPNP provides convenient channels and fair procedures to encourage public participation in

management

Refs. [8][41]
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Method: Principal component analysis
Result 1: Social relationships > local culture > equity and rights > economy and livelihoods > knowledge and education

E1: employment

Economy & £ benefite shart
T : benefits sharin
livelihoods ]
E3: eco-compensation
C1: cultural value
Local C2: traditional knowledge
Culture C3: cultural heritage
Cé4: cultural landscape
Social S1: social network
relationship S2: social cohesion
K1: capacity building
Knowledge &
Education K2: environmental education
K3: environmental behaviors
) R1: legal rights
Equity &
. R3: decision making
rights

R4: participation in management

32 98

34 72

50 136

8 80

12 47

w
[
N ‘

0 50 100 150 200 250 3

o
o

Strongly disagree
 Disagree
I Neutral
. Agree
| Strongly agree




Method: one-way ANOVA analysis

Result 2

 Comprehensive social impacts: Gateway > Inside >Fringe
 Economy & livelihoods; knowledge & education: no difference
* Local culture: Gateway>Inside

* Social relations: Gateway>Fringe

* Equity&rights: Gateway>Inside
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Reasons for the differences
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Regulations of Nature Reserves




Main findings
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e Relatively positive impacts
* villages have various perceptions

e Limited concerns on fringe communities

Zhang, Yu., Zhang, Yi., 2023, Social Impact Assessment of the Giant Panda National Park in China: A Comparative Analysis of the Inside, Gateway, and Fringe
Communities. Landscape Architecture Frontiers, https://doi.org/10.15302/J-LAF-1-020078
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Let’s continue the conversation!

Post questions and comments in the IAIA24 app.
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