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Abstract: 

The preference promoters for respondents to live in and work for forests are identified and arranged in the 
descending order of endorsement (strongly agree) include Lack of alternative sources of income, Forests 
improve water and air quality, Working in a natural environment, Increasing demand for natural products, 
Working in a healthy environment, Forests are renewable resources, Low skill requirement for the use of 
natural resources, Forests regulate climate, Unemployment problem, Forests protect the mankind from 
natural hazards, Dependence on Minor Forest Produce (MFP) for livelihoods, Resource availability 
within the reach of the people, and Poor living conditions. Forests not only accommodate the myriad 
species but also act as a survival support system to the communities that depended on them. The 
effectiveness of Indian forest governance in addressing the issues of afforestation, biodiversity 
conservation, and future carbon storehouse; similarly, there are efforts to minimize the pressure on forest 
resources, thereby putting them as an integral part of food-energy-water cycle. Almost a quarter of the 
Indian geographical area is covered by diverse forests which have been proven to be an integral part of 
the Indian economy. Indian forests not only act as a source of livelihood for forest-dependent people, but 
also are a habitat to diverse flora and fauna. 
Keywords: MFP, Sustainable Development, Forest, Livelihood, Communities, climate change and 
Unemployment  
 

Introduction: 

Covering over 30 percent of the world’s total land area, forests – commonly known as the 

“lungs” of our planet – represent a natural carbon sink – a reservoir that stores carbon 

emissions and lowers the concentration of CO2 in the atmosphere. Being home to 80 percent of 

land animals and plants, forests are essential to biodiversity all around the world; in addition, 

forests regulate water cycles, maintain soil quality, and reduce the risks of natural disasters 

such as floods. They also play a central role in the economy as about 1.6 billion people 

globally depend on them for their livelihoods and daily subsistence needs. Currently, the world 

still loses about 14.5 million hectares of forests annually, an area equivalent to the size of 27 

million football fields or bigger than the size of Tajikistan. In this piece, WIPO GREEN 

explores currently available green technology solutions for forest management and how they 
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can be used to enhance forest health and biodiversity. Improving the lives of tribal 

communities. 

Many tribal communities in India suffer from severe discrimination and destitution, despite 

living in areas rich in natural resources. The modernization of the Indian society and industries 

has resulted in the exploitation of these resources, such as forests, relegating the local 

communities to the margins. At the same time, such modernization has become an important 

source of revenue for the states. Large forests have been designated as “reserved” and put 

under the control of the state department, for the regulated extraction of timber and other 

produce. Consequently, tribal communities have been denied access to these resources, leading 

to conflicts between the community and the state’s claim to the entire forest wealth. It is 

crucial for governments to formulate effective strategies to address these conflicts through 

developmental activities. To improve collaborative effort between the state and local 

communities, the latter must be increasingly integrated into modern society. Traditional and/or 

existing techniques in forestry including planting, regeneration, thinning and harvesting are 

fundamental for implementation of mitigation options such as afforestation, reforestation, and 

forest management. Further, improvement of such sustainable techniques is required and transfer 

could build capacity in developing countries. 

Objective of the Study: 

The main objective of this paper preference promoter to live in and work for forests of ITDA 
Utnoor in Adilabad District, Telangana state. 

Methodology: 

 For the purpose of present study, 368 are selected from the scheduled areas of ITDA Utnoor in 
Adilabad, The sample respondents are selected mostly by adhering to the principle of stratified 
random sampling, and the criterion for stratification of sample respondents is economic status. 
The primary data are collected directly from the respondents by administering a pre designed 
questionnaire/schedule. Simple percentages, graphs, frequency distribution, 3-point Likert scale 
have been employed in order to study the objective of the study. 
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Results and Analysis: 

Table-1 

Preference promoter- Increasing demand for natural products 

 Level of 

agreement 

Frequency Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

 Disagree 26 7.1 7.1 

Agree 113 30.7 37.8 

Strongly agree 229 62.2 100.0 

Total 368 100.0   

Source: Primary data 

Table-1 shows that there is an increasing demand for natural products and hence sample primary 
stakeholders preferred to live in and work for forests which is strongly agreed by 62.2 percent, 
just agreed by 30.7 percent and disagreed by 7.1 percent of the respondents. 

Table-2 

Preference promoter- Resource availability within the reach of the people 
 

  Level of agreement Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 

 Disagree 33 9.0 9.0 

Agree 219 59.5 68.5 

Strongly agree 116 31.5 100.0 

Total 368 100.0   

Source: Primary data 

Table-2 shows that resource availability is within the reach and hence sample primary 
stakeholders preferred to live in and work for forests which is strongly agreed by 31.5 percent, 
just agreed by 59.5 percent and disagreed by 9 percent of the respondents. 
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Table-3 

Preference promoter- Low skill requirement for the use of natural resources 
 

  Level of agreement Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 

 Disagree 38 10.3 10.3 

Agree 118 32.1 42.4 

Strongly agree 212 57.6 100.0 

Total 368 100.0   

Source: Primary data 

Table-3 shows that low skill requirement for the use of natural resources which prompted the 

sample primary stakeholders preferred to live in and work for forests which is strongly agreed by 

57.6 percent, just agreed by 32.1 percent and disagreed by 10.3 percent of the respondents.  

Table-4 

Preference promoter- Working in a natural environment 
 

  Level of 

agreement 

Frequency Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

 Disagree 31 8.4 8.4 

Agree 104 28.3 36.7 

Strongly 

agree 

233 63.3 100.0 

Total 368 100.0   

Source: Primary data 

Table-4 shows that working in a natural environment which prompted the sample primary 

stakeholders preferred to live in and work for forests which is strongly agreed by 63.3 percent, 

just agreed by 28.3 percent and disagreed by 8.4 percent of the respondents.  
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Table-5 

Preference promoter- Dependence on MFP for livelihoods 
 

  Level of 

agreement 

Frequency Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

 Disagree 40 10.9 10.9 

Agree 172 46.7 57.6 

Strongly 

agree 

156 42.4 100.0 

Total 368 100.0   

Source: Primary data 

Table-5 shows that dependence on MFP for livelihoods which prompted the sample primary 

stakeholders preferred to live in and work for forests which is strongly agreed by 42.4 percent, 

just agreed by 46.7 percent and disagreed by 10.9 percent of the respondents.  

Table-6 

Preference promoter- Forests are renewable resources 

  Level of 

agreement 

Frequency Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

 Disagree 33 9.0 9.0 

Agree 113 30.7 39.7 

Strongly 

agree 

222 60.3 100.0 

Total 368 100.0   

Source: Primary data 

Table-6 shows that forests are renewable resources and hence the sample primary stakeholders 

preferred to live in and work for forests which is strongly agreed by 60.3 percent, just agreed by 

30.7 percent and disagreed by 9 percent of the respondents. 
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Table-7 

Preference promoter- Forests improve water and air quality 
 

  Level of 

agreement 

Frequency Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

 Disagree 28 7.6 7.6 

Agree 85 23.1 30.7 

Strongly 

agree 

255 69.3 100.0 

Total 368 100.0   

Source: Primary data 

Table-7 shows that forests improve water and air quality and hence the sample primary 

stakeholders preferred to live in and work for forests which is strongly agreed by 69.3 percent, 

just agreed by 23.1 percent and disagreed by 7.6 percent of the respondents. 

Table-8 

Preference promoter- Forests protect the mankind from natural hazards 
 

  Level of 

agreement 

Frequency Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

 Disagree 45 12.2 12.2 

Agree 141 38.3 50.5 

Strongly agree 182 49.5 100.0 

Total 368 100.0   

Source: Primary data 

Table-8 shows that forests protect the mankind from natural hazards and hence the sample 

primary stakeholders preferred to live in and work for forests which is strongly agreed by 49.5 

percent, just agreed by 38.3 percent and disagreed by 12.2 percent of the respondents.  
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Table-9 

Preference promoter- Working in a healthy environment 
 

  Level of 

agreement 

Frequency Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

 Disagree 39 10.6 10.6 

Agree 101 27.4 38.0 

Strongly 

agree 

228 62.0 100.0 

Total 368 100.0   

Source: Primary data 

Table-9 shows that working in a healthy environment which prompted the sample primary 

stakeholders preferred to live in and work for forests which is strongly agreed by 62 percent, just 

agreed by 27.4 percent and disagreed by 10.6 percent of the respondents.  

Table-10 

Preference promoter- Poor living conditions 

  Level of 

agreement 

Frequency Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

 Disagree 34 9.2 9.2 

Agree 223 60.6 69.8 

Strongly 

agree 

111 30.2 100.0 

Total 368 100.0   

Source: Primary data 

Table-10 shows that poor living conditions which prompted the sample primary stakeholders 

preferred to live in and work for forests which is strongly agreed by 30.2 percent, just agreed by 

60.6 percent and disagreed by 9.2 percent of the respondents. 
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Table-11 

Preference promoter- Unemployment problem 
 

Level of 

agreement 

Frequency Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

 Disagree 34 9.2 9.2 

Agree 139 37.8 47.0 

Strongly 

agree 

195 53.0 100.0 

Total 368 100.0   

Source: Primary data 

Table-11 shows that unemployment problem which prompted the sample primary stakeholders 

preferred to live in and work for forests which is strongly agreed by 53 percent, just agreed by 

37.8 percent and disagreed by 9.2 percent of the respondents.  

Table-12 

Preference promoter- Lack of alternative sources of income 
 

  Level of 

agreement 

Frequency Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

 Disagree 21 5.7 5.7 

Agree 76 20.7 26.4 

Strongly 

agree 

271 73.6 100.0 

Total 368 100.0   

Source: Primary data 

Table-12 shows that lack of alternative sources of income which prompted the sample primary 

stakeholders preferred to live in and work for forests which is strongly agreed by 73.6 percent, 

just agreed by 20.7 percent and disagreed by 5.7 percent of the respondents. 

Conclusion: 
 The preference promoters for respondents to live in and work for forests are identified and 

arranged in the descending order of endorsement (strongly agree) include Lack of alternative 
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sources of income, Forests improve water and air quality, Working in a natural environment, 

Increasing demand for natural products, Working in a healthy environment, Forests are 

renewable resources, Low skill requirement for the use of natural resources, Forests regulate 

climate, Unemployment problem, Forests protect the mankind from natural hazards, Dependence 

on MFP for livelihoods, Resource availability within the reach of the people, and Poor living 

conditions. Forests not only accommodate the myriad species but also act as a survival support system 

to the communities that depended on them. The effectiveness of Indian forest governance in addressing 

the issues of afforestation, biodiversity conservation, and future carbon storehouse; similarly, there are 

efforts to minimize the pressure on forest resources, thereby putting them as an integral part of food-

energy-water cycle. Almost a quarter of the Indian geographical area is covered by diverse forests which 

have been proven to be an integral part of the Indian economy. Indian forests not only act as a source of 

livelihood for forest-dependent people, but also are a habitat to diverse flora and fauna. 
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