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What Drives Collective Action to Establish Collective Forestry
Shareholding Cooperative Organizations? An Analysis based on a Case
Study in X Village, Sha County, Fujian Province, China
Long Hexing Lin Sujiao  Liu Jinlong
Abstract: Studies on collective forest property rights and management policies in China tend to focus on how to mobilize the
investment potential and management incentives of individual farmers, with less attention paid to how a community can
success in managing forests collectively. After a new round of the collective forest property rights reform, collective forestry
shareholding cooperatives, as a new type of organizations that all members of a community can join and benefit in accordance
with their shares, are emerging in some developed regions. They have achieved good ecological, economic, and social benefits.
Based on the institutional analysis and development framework, this article presents an analysis of the driving forces of
collective action to establish a collective forestry shareholding cooperative organization at X village, Sha County, Fujian
Province, China. The study finds that members in the community can voluntarily form collective action to formulate
institutions of forest property rights, benefit distribution and decision-making. The existence of forest land managed by the
community, the homogeneity of livelihoods within the community, and the effectiveness of village representative assembly are
three key factors that affect collective action to establish forestry shareholding cooperative organizations. The findings suggest
that privatization or marketization cannot be a panacea, and community forest management should be highlighted so as to

diversify institutions that manage collectively-owned forest resources.
Key Words: Collective Forest Property Rights; Community Forest Management; Collective Action; Collective Forestry

Shareholding Cooperative Organization
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