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concessions, have affected the common forest resources trees per person of the community, and only can be community or neighboring communities.
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Conclusions

community forestry

. T | * Commitment and participation by the community in projects related to conservation and agroforestry practices
promoted by different stakeholders.

Social Forest * Forest management plans in the communal land are based only on selective logging through inaccurate practices

component of motor-manual operations.
* Poor practical knowledge by the community about sustainable forest management.
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