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A NOTE FROM THE EDITORS

We have departed slightly from our usual CPR FORUM format in this issue.
Instead of the single FORUM commentary and set of responses, we have asked
three contributors to write commentaries on the same general topic: the relation-
ship between theory and practice in the field of common property resource man-
agement. The result, as our readers will see, is a varied interpretation of the task
by the three writers, each of whom thinks about and uses theories of property in
different contexts. As always, the opinions expressed are those of the authors
and do not necessarily reflect the opinions of the editors or the position of the
IASCP. We expect that these pieces will generate a great deal of further thought
amongst our diverse readership, given their widespread interest in and commit-
ment to both the development of theory and the implementation of theoretical
ideas in natural resource management practice. We invite you all to write us
with your own thoughts and ideas about this topic. We will consider all contribu-
tions for publication in the Letters section of subsequent Digests. Enjoy.
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Scientists, Chickens, and Other Practitioners
LARS CARLSSON

Lulea University, Sweden

WHAT USE DO LOCAL PEOPLE IN MALI, NEPAL, OR ITALY HAVE FOR
research on common-pool resources (CPR)? To put it another way, under what cir-
cumstances can the practical and the theoretical world of property studies meet? This
question is relevant for all types of empirical research. Throughout the existence of the
International Association for the Study of Common Property (IASCP), its annual con-
ferences have attracted researchers as well as practitioners. The idea is that the two
worlds they represent will be cross-fertilized. Supposedly this is done by enhancing
applied research, and by stimulating exchange of practical experiences and more for-
mal academic products. The conferences contain two types of contributions: case
descriptions without explicit aspirations to theory making and more traditional
research products with a significant level of abstraction and generalization. Can these
two groups ever really meet? This article is intended to offer some tentative answers to
this question.

The question itself is brought about by a debate that took place during the sixth
continued on page 2


