APPENDIX 1 
Purpose and method of studies included in meta-synthesis. *Study was conducted at the regional level if the number of conservancies considered is not indicated.
	Study reference
	Region and number of target area conservancies included*
	Purpose
	Data and methods

	Bandyopadhyay et al., (2008)
	Kunene and Caprivi (7)
	Threefold purpose: (1) Are households living in conservancies better off than those living outside? (2) Who participates in conservancies and are the wealthier households more likely to participate? (3) Are the benefits reaching all the community or only those households that participate in the conservancy?
	Household survey (n = 965) in conservancy and control areas. Qualitative and quantitative data 

	Boudreaux (2007)

	North west (1)
	Investigates how Namibia’s changes to its property rights environment through CBNRM are alleviating poverty in some communities


	Key informant interviews (KIIs) (n  = ?) of conservancy members and other CBNRM stakeholders 

	Collomb (2008)
	Caprivi (1) 
	Investigates the impact of tourism on local residents’ well-being and satisfaction with conservancies and tourism


	Survey (n  = 60); results presented for only 30. 

Primarily quantitative data 

	de Kock (2007)
	Caprivi (1)
	Was the conservancy meeting stated aims and objectives; whether people and wildlife were benefiting from community natural resource management
	Structured interviews (n = 145), semi-structured interviews, informal discussions; document analysis; participant observation (PO). Primarily qualitative data 

	Diez et al. (2007)
	National (8)
	To consider members’ perceptions of conservancies and benefits received
	Survey of conservancy residents (n = 110). Qualitative and quantitative data 

	Long (2002)
	 Kunene (1)
	To explore what is meant by the term benefit
	Stakeholder interviews (n = ?). Primarily qualitative data

	Mosimane and Muranda (2007)
	Kunene (1)
	To assess the impact of Torra conservancy on poverty 

The impact of conservancies income on the livelihoods of communities; the nature of conservancy benefits (including impact)
	Household head interviews (n = ?); focus group discussions (FGDs); participatory poverty analysis methods (PPAMs). Primarily qualitative data 

	Mosimane and Sisinyize (2007) 
	Caprivi (1) 
	To assess the impact of Salambala conservancy on poverty 
	Household head interviews (n = ?); FGDs; PPAMs. Primarily qualitative data

	Mosimane and Tubatole (2007)
	Caprivi (1) 
	To assess the impact of Mayuni conservancy on poverty 
	Household head interviews (n = ?); FGDs; PPAMs. Primarily qualitative data

	Mulonga and Murphy (2003)
	Caprivi, Kunene
	Processes used by Namibian conservancies to return collective revenue, generated from wildlife use, to conservancy members
	Interviews (n = 101); workshops. Primarily qualitative data

	Mulonga et al. (2003)
	Caprivi (3)
	Determining extent of human–wildlife conflict (HWC), and livelihood impact, in Caprivi
	Interviews targeting poorer households (n = 21); FGDs; Ministry of Environment and Tourism (MET) problem animal data analysis; conservancy event book data analysis. Quantitative and qualitative data

	Mulonga (2003)
	Caprivi (2) 
	Understanding of the types of natural resources used by households
	Household survey (n = 39); focus group discussion; MET poaching data analysis. Qualitative and quantitative data

	Murphy (2002a)
	Caprivi (1)
	Livelihoods profile of conservancy residents, including history of the conservancy
	Workshops using participatory methods. Primarily qualitative data 

	Murphy and Mulonga (2002a)
	Caprivi (2)
	Livelihoods profile of conservancy residents
	Interviews (n = 66); participatory workshops. Primarily qualitative data

	Murphy and Mulonga (2002b)
	Caprivi (1)
	Review of the first benefit distribution by Salambala 

Knowledge of Salambala Conservancy’s revenue generation, decision making; use of benefits
	Interviews (n = 66). Primarily qualitative data 

	Murphy and Suich (2003)
	Caprivi
	Livelihood impacts of craft income
	Interviews of crafters (n = 20); craft sales data analysis. Qualitative and quantitative data 

	Murphy (2002b)
	Caprivi (1)
	Livelihoods profile of conservancy residents; including history of the conservancy
	Workshops using participatory methods. Primarily qualitative data 

	Scanlon (2005)

	Kunene (1)
	Examines the influence of conservation benefits on the attitudes and behaviour of residents 
	Individual interviews (n = 44); KIIs. Qualitative and quantitative data 

	Schiffer (2004)

	Kunene (1)
	Understanding the sociopolitical effects of communal area conservancies and CBNRM
	KIIs (n = 80); participant observation. Primarily quantitative data 

	Schuschnigg (2005)
	Caprivi (4)
	Examination of the interactions between conservancy institutions and communities
	Village-level interviews (n = ?) FGDs; KIIs; semi-structured interviews; informal discussion; participant observation; conservancy membership data analysis. Primarily qualitative data 

	Suich and Murphy (2002)
	Caprivi (2)
	Livelihood impacts of craft income in Caprivi
	Interview of crafters (n = 24); workshops using participatory methods; craft purchase data analysis. Qualitative and quantitative data 

	Suich (2003)
	Kunene and Caprivi (6)
	Partial results livelihoods impacts of CBNRM on conservancy
	Household surveys (n = 1192). Primarily quantitative data 

	Vaughan and Katjiua (2003)
	Kunene 
	Understanding community and livelihood natural resource management issues, impacts and development options
	Participatory workshop. Primarily qualitative data 

	Vaughan et al. (2003a)
	Kunene
	Greater understanding of the use of wildlife and its importance to households, HWC. History of wildlife in Kunene, roles and responsibilities of stakeholders, HWC
	Workshop. Primarily qualitative data 

	Vaughan et al. (2003b)
	Kunene (1)
	To review the 2003 individual cash payout of the conservancy, knowledge of conservancy decision making, use of conservancy money
	Interviews (n = 67). Primarily qualitative data 
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