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Protected Areas and Their Effects on Local Communities: Insights from Vietnam
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This dissertation aims to evaluate the impacts of protected areas (PAs) in Vietnam on local communities. Using a
qualitative case study approach, it includes seven chapters. Chapters 4, 5, and 6 are the main findings.

Chapter 1 introduces the research context and objectives; Chapter 2 reviews the scientific foundation and relevant
literature; and Chapter 3 synthesizes legal frameworks related to the topic. Chapter 4 analyzes Phong Nha—Ke Bang
National Park (PNKB) and its impacts on local livelihoods. PNKB’s establishment excluded locals from forest-based
livelihoods, adopting a strict “fortress conservation” model that prohibited local access and allowed only tourism as a
resource use. However, tourism benefits were unevenly shared. The majority ethnic group, which migrated to the bufter
zone in 1975 and settled in lowland areas central to tourism, directly benefited. Conversely, the minority ethnic group,
resettled to upland areas, shifted to low-income rice and forestry activities and could not participate in tourism, widening
livelihood disparities. The Payment for Forest Environmental Services (PFES) policy, intended to support co-
management and local benefits, also failed to include locals as PFES sellers and buyers, deepening inequalities.

Chapter 5 discusses the Tram Chim Ramsar Site (TC), where conservation has been ongoing for over 25 years. In
2006, fortress conservation was temporarily relaxed by allowing fishing under Resource User Groups (RUGs), signaling
a move toward co-management. However, after international support ended, the program was abruptly stopped, and
local authorities reverted to fortress conservation, excluding community rights and resource access. Although wise-use
tourism has contributed to local development, many former RUG members faced financial and skills barriers to joining
tourism. As a result, many migrated to urban areas for work, exacerbating community inequalities.

Chapter 6 examines the Cu Lao Cham Marine Protected Area (CLC), where geographic and ecological factors made
complete separation from resources impractical. Authorities involved local communities in CLC zoning, reducing
conflict and increasing support. The Territorial Use Rights for Fishing (TURF) model secured exclusive fishing areas
for locals, protecting livelihoods and encouraging conservation. After CLC’s establishment in 2005, tourism emerged
as an alternative livelihood, supported by training programs. By 2013, 57.8% of locals engaged in tourism, often
alongside fishing or services, improving livelihood stability and resilience. Chapter 7 concludes the PAs’ impacts on
local communities.

Overall, the dissertation shows that PAs negatively and positively affect local livelihoods and resource
management. While fortress conservation excludes local participation and creates inequalities, co-
management and conservation-livelihood initiatives benefit communities. Future PAs implementations
should integrate co-management practices and ensure fair benefit-sharing to achieve conservation goals

while supporting equitable, sustainable local livelihoods.
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