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Constituting the Commons: the Eighth Biennial Conference of the International Association for the Study of Common Property was
held from May 28th through June first in Bloomington, Indiana, USA and it was a wonderful success. Fifty three countries were
represented by almost 600 common property scholars and practitioners.

Perhaps the main centerpiece of Constituting the Commons was the intensive discussion of the Regionalization Initiative, the
IASCP'’s drive to make itself into more of a truly global organization. For one thing, many people thought that the woediZeegion
tion” did not really communicate what we were trying to do through this effort, although we are continuing to use the leord unti
replacement can be found. In this is§liearla Britt offers a report of the regionalization discussions at the Conference.

Practical steps to strengthen the IASCP in particular regions have already begun. For one thing, the IASCP Council has accepted
proposal from a group led by the Center for Applied Social Science at the University of Zimbabwe to hold the 2002 biesmial conf
ence in Southern Africa. IASCP also held a very successful panel at the World Congress of Rural Sociology in Brazil.d his helpe
bolster growing IASCP activities in Latin America, including a Latin AmeriRagional Beain the December Digest that will be

tied directly to an exciting CPR Forum on current issues in formal theory.

One of the key events at Constituting the Commons, and perhaps the one that gave the most intellectual content thus far to what
Regionalization is all about, was PresidBohnie McCalg address, particularly the second section entitled “Edges, Fields and

Regions.” We reproduce the address here infijoy!
Presigential

Reports from Constituting the
Commons: The Eighth Biennial
Conference of the IASCP Post-modernism and the Management of

Natural and Common Resources

Presidential Address .........coocevvevvenneenn. 1 Bonnie J. McCay

Rutgers University
Post-modernism and the Management of
Natural and Common Resources . .
Modernism in Common Resource Management
To explain what | mean by “post-modern” | must first define “modern,”
which is, among other things, the dominant perspective in the “tradi-
tional” field of natural resource management (NRM). The tradition of
Bridding Divides: A S Rebort of Di | which I speak is not very old, perhaps a century or so; it is the way people
raging biviaes: ummary Report o ISCUSSIONg . . s
from the Regionalization Sessions at the IASCP20402"€ ed.ucated in schc_;ols and universities and the way of government
CEMETETGE agencies charged with common pool resource management, for example,
fisheries, agriculture, forestry, and water management.

Bonnie J. MCCAY .......cccuveeeeeiiiiiieee e 1.

Regionalization Reports .........ccccccoeeneeee 9

Charla BIitl .......ccveeeiiieeiiie e 9.
One “modern” feature of traditional NRM is that it is organized around
utilitarian values: the greatest amount for the greatest number is one way
Recent Publications .......oomweeooeeeo 1 of expressing utilitarianism. More generally, it means a focus on human
use-values (Table 1). A second modern feature is that it is commodity-
ANNOUNCEMENTS oo 1 oriented. The use-values of most importance are those that are market-

able, that is, commaodities. Although recreational and subsistence values
are acknowledged, most modern resource management is still organized
around the production of fish, timber, and other products for sale, and
recreational values are also often expressed in market terms.
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effects, and we expect predictable relationships among

The Common Property eiements of the models.
Finally, modern resource management has little to say

ReSOU I’CG DlgeSt about people except as sources of constraints and

demands on the system. The social dimension is
reduced to some estimate of extraction or harvest rates.

Published with support from It is expressed by how many pounds of fish are caught,
how many logs or board-feet of timber are taken out of a
the Ford Foundation forest, or how many acre-feet of water are used for
irrigation.
and Two models, or simplified representations of reality, are
commonly used to show the challenge of managing
the Rockefeller Brothers Fund renewable, living populations. Each emphasizes the
problem created when they are treated as public re-
Editor sources, to which access is open. One is the familiar
narrative about the “tragedy of the commons” and the
Douglas C. Wilson other is an iconic figure (figure 1), known in fisheries as

the Schaefer-Gordon production model, or bioeconomic
model. | turn to the latter, a popular way of visualizing
and talking about modern NRM in fisheries and wildlife

A third feature of modern NRM is that its science and ~Management, environmental economics, and other
policy often rely on data sets and models about a singlefields.

species. The diversity and complexity of natural systemg&igure 1 shows levels of production or “yield” at

are reduced and simplified to more “manageable” populalifferent levels of harvest or “effort.” It refers to one
tions of single species, the ones of most utility. A fishenypopulation of fish and an undefined group which is
management plan, for example, will be for lobster, or formaking decisions about increasing effort to harvest
herring, or for cod, and not for any combination of the individuals of that population. The special feature of a
three even though they may be found in the same area, renewable but finite natural resource is what economists
have significant ecological interactions, and play roles incall the backward-bending supply curve: at some point
the same fish harvesting enterprises. A forest manage- adding more effort will no longer increase production.
ment plan will emphasize the species of commercial  Instead, it will begin to reduce production: increased
importance, even when they are found in mixed stands. effort, declining yields. A famous objective of manage-

Fourth, in the tradition we have inherited from the late Ment is to somehow keep levels of extraction at that

19th century NRM is organized hierarchically, from the Point on the curve which yields maximum sustainable

top down. This is an outgrowth of the development of Yield (MSY).

government responsibility for management of public landdodern resource management has focused on proxies of
and waters, and the practice in many modern nation-stateg goal of MSY, using harvest quotas, technology

of making virtually all common pool resources either  constraints, and other measures. When simple econom-
public or private. Governments also control funds ics are added, as in the cost line of figure 1, which
available for managing public goods, and they have mucfhows that as effort increases, so does cost, this diagram
of the enforcement capability required, given that “the becomes a representation of the open access problem,
state” is such in part by having a monopoly on the use o#lso known as ‘the tragedy of the commons,’ and hence

force. an argument for government intervention or privatiza-
Fifth, in this tradition, resource management decisions, tion. Figure 1 shows that increased effort increases
like other important decisions, are ideally based on ~ Yield, up to a point, but costs also rise, and at some
information that has been collected and interpreted ~ Point costs and yield intersect. At that open access

through the lens of science. Therefore, there is a scien-€quilibrium, any additional unit of effort (say another

tific monopoly on data and analysis in many of the waysfish net) will no longer pay off. Marginal returns are

in which we think about managing common pool re- zero. Rational people will stop entering or investing in

sources. Sixth, the scientific models used to understandthe activity.

and predict population changes tend to be deterministic The tragedy is two-fold: at equilibrium, all profits are

ones. That is part of modernism. We look for positive gone, and yield may be lower than MSY. ltis far to the
right of the optimal point for MSY. It is even farther
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Table 1: “Traditional” Management

-

Utilitarian Values

Commadity Production (MSY)

Single Species Models & Mgmt.
Deterministic Scientific Models
Top-Down; Govi. & Expert-Based
Scientific Monopoly on Data & Analysis
“Zocial” = Level of Resource Use

sustainable ways to manage those resources. As Peter
Taylor has argued its strong assumption that the common
resource users are atomized, undifferentiated individuals
faced with similar choices and holding similar resources,
contributes to the role of this grand theory in glossing
over, and perhaps contributing to, the exploitation of
disadvantaged groups, indigenous peoples, and minority
populations.

Second is emphasis on social fluidity and indeterminacy.
“In response to changing conditions, individuals and
institutions must constantly reconstitute themselves, so
their appearances and realities are inherently uncertain,

indeterminate, and in flux” (Rudel and Gerson 1999:

215). This feature is mirrored in changing perspectives in

ecology, which challenge more “modernist” notions such
away from the point of optimal profitability (MNEY, as equilibria, stability, and the unfolding order indicated
maximum net economic yield). This is the classic view by ecological succession, with greater attention to insta-
of the open access problem as well as the argument for bility, indeterminacy, chaotic processes, and
limiting access even to the point of sole ownership. The unpredictability. This perspective is a major challenge to
lack of secure exclusive property rights creates perversethe reigning models of natural resource management,
incentives, so that what seems rational to the individual which project simple and determinate relationships
actors (like adding more effort to extract resources between mortality and future recruitment, between catch
beyond MSY, as long as there is some profit to be made)and yield, between present and future. Translated into the
is not rational for the larger system (the productivity of scientific endeavor of NRM, it calls for the sort of
which could be higher if effort were controlled) nor, in  profound paradigm shift that Jim Wilson and others have
the long-run, for the individual actors themselves (at leastrgued for.
some of whom could ha_lve higher returns to their effort if o major feature of changes in natural resource manage-
overall effort were restricted). ment throughout the world is stronger emphasis on local

“Post-modernism” communities, including attention to the local impacts of

The practitioners of post-modernism in the humanities NRM policies and, in particular, policies based on
and social sciences may be proud of the fact that it is veigommunity-based management and co-management. It is
hard to define: one of their claims is that realities are not
only socially constructed but plural. Happily, Rudel and
Gerson (1999) have nonetheless isolated components of
post-modernism (see also the many authors they cite).

First is rejection of metanarratives or grand theories
which make claims of universality, truth, and objectivity.
A post-modern perspective is that “...all knowledge is
situated, produced by people in specific social locations
at particular moments in time”. Some postmodernists,
such as Lyotard, challenge any scheme or practice that
privileges scientifically-generated knowledge as “the
truth,” insisting on multiple truths.

The tragedy-of-the-commons theory qualifies as such a
meta-narrative, and it has come under attack from an
“embeddedness” perspective which places situation and
context as primary. It deserves other post-modern criti-
cisms, too, following Rudel and Gerson (1999). It
essentializes and therefore places beyond question certain
ideas such as the superiority of private property and the
intractable nature of free-rider disincentives for collective
action. It often obscures divergent realities, such as the
reality that common resource users may have developed
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telling, then, that post-modernism places greater primacy  post-Modern Natural Resource

on the Iopal. If multiple truths are important, then local Management: Ecosystem Management
perspectives--and knowledge--must be attended to. If . .
indeterminacy and uncertainty are general features, theH suggest that therfa IS a post-modern perspectlve N
we must question generalizations about society and NRM, and that we ve e“ven come UP with a (much”
ecology, devoting ourselves to understanding the specif-ConteSted).label for it ecosy“stem manageiment. (I
ics of particular places and times--the local--in relation tg!>€ quot_atlon marks ?”’“”d manag_ement to suggest
their histories and larger contexts. The localism of post- _the hubris qf the very idea of managing an“ecos_ysterr:,
modernism also has a political edge; local struggles are just as earlier | used scare quotes around “traditional

often the only feasible means of resistance where elites tc;lhlnt at theJac_t;h?]t NRM 'S N fath nr?t very 0|.d at q
maintain control over most sources of power (Foucault all, compared with the experience of the societies an

quoted in Rudel and Gerson 1999). ecosystems to which it is applied). Ecosystem man-

he other hand derni _ ioh bagementinthe United States is a loosely structured set
On the other hand, a post-modemist perspective might 6t divergent and alternative values, approaches, and

to' (a]uesr]tlon the very nqtlonfof “Ioga'l Co'mrnﬁc'ru;y,” qlqng perspectives that can be identified in the rhetoric,
with other categories, insofar as it is simplified, privi- policies, and actions of NRM agencies (such as the

leged as a primary explanatory force, and used to 0bSCU{R g Forest Service), non-governmental organizations
other realities. Arun Agrawal and Clark Gibson suggest

that it implies the existence (such as the Nature Conser-
and ability to delineate clear vancy), international
boundaries among communi-  Figure 1: The Open-Access Problem development and assistance
ties and between levels and groups (including those
scales of organization and | | COMTR favoring community-based
activity, when such might not | ) resource management), and
be true, given the actual : of course individual

linkages and trajectories of === | scholars and practitioners.
power and influence among === Table 2 lists some of the
people and institutions. _ i _ features of ecosystem

The last two features of post- Efmey) Eimay)  E(0a) management as evident in
modernism identified by Rudel === reviews of recent literature
and Gerson are polyvocality ' and in contrast with those
and the importance of Signs identified as “traditional”
and texts. Polyvocality--multiple voices--is recognizable NRM in Table 1.

in this Common Property Conference and others througfkirst, ytilitarian values are now side-by-side or com-

the participation of practitioners who bring “voices from peting with what the pioneering ecologist Aldo

the commons”. Awareness of the difficulty many people | eopold called “the land ethic,” or non-anthropocen-

have articulating their views, speaking in their own tric values such as ecological integrity and

voices, and having them heard, a recurrent theme of  piggiversity. A plurality of values and contested

discussion when planning conferences like these, is alsq,isions and meanings. Second, deterministic and

part of post-modernist analyses. Finally, signs--not just gjngle-species or “stock” analyses are recognized as

words but artifacts, art, buildings, landscapes and more-jnagequate given the complexities, discontinuities, and

have only contingent and situated connections with the gy rprises of natural systems. This leads to a humbler

things they represent. Consequently, meaning is uncer-ggjence, because it is very difficult to model much less

tain, and increasingly so with the rapid expansion of  panage complex ecological systems. This is opening

technologies for communication. Hence the importance,y space for claims to other sources of knowledge

in meetings like this, of attempts to agreed upon terms - jncjyding that of resource users (i.e. the “traditional

but also to recognize the likelihood that we have very  gcological knowledge” movement), as well as frac-

different ways of interpreting the words, actions, and  tjoys interest-driven claims to knowledge masquerad-

other signs around us. ing as science (i.e. ‘junk science”). We must accept a
high degree of uncertainty and possibly intractable
ignorance. Within the existing management commu-
nity, that in turn has led to calls, such as those of Carl
Walters, for adaptive management, i.e., for manage-
ment interventions which are designed to reduce
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uncertainty and respond to new knowledge although  Finally, the “community” aspect of privatized systems is
others, like Emory Roe, argue that uncertainties, contin- often narrowed to those who hold and own exclusive
gencies and variability call instead for a more decentral- rights; many others who work for and with them are

ized, local-community driven search for solutions. excluded from participation in any significant decision-
Finally, this “post-modern” version of NRM—which making. On the other hand, holders of more or less
today, in practice and rhetoric, includes some elements dfperfect” access rights do have incentives for collabora-
the modern approach and has many components, not alltion and stewardship, particularly in relation to improv-
clearly connected—has a very different approach to the ing the value of their rights. They may have incentives
human dimension. It is not reduced to estimates of and improved ways to be accountable for contributing to
harvest takes or measures of effort. People are not just industry-based regulation and research, as shown in New
takers of the resource. At the very least, democratic ideaBealand’s ITQ fisheries where rights-holding companies
of “public participation” are added on to the pastiche of have set up third-party corporations to carry out research.
ecosystem management. People become active partici- Good post-modernists, we say that we need to know the
pants in the system in many ways, including as monitors specifics and how they might be changing. Moreover, we
and managers, as experimenters and withesses .Commureed to be aware that many people are hurt by these
nity-based or localized and arrangements but their voices
area-based management have not been heard, and to
emerges as a possibility and inquire what there is about the
reality. This links with some politics and persuasion in the

Table 2: Ecosystem *Management”

of the other elements of . i == policy process that has caused
ecosystem management. For * Utilitarian & “Land Ethic" Values this to happen.

instance, a humbler science is  + Multiple-Species; Habitat, Interactions;

a;:crc])mpanl_?d by a]?p;]reuatlon Discontinuities Post-Modernism and

of the significant of the . , . Community-Based
knowledge and experience of Hurnhle[* Science, Accepting Managemé/nt

lay people, of non-scientists, Uncertainty The metanarratives used in the
of “traditional ecological + Adaptive & Bioregional Mgmt

past have precluded recogni-
Bottom-Up, Collaborative tion of community-based

“Social' = Active, Engaged User Groups ~ control, perhaps even commu-
nity-based exclusive property

knowledge.”

Modernism, Post-

m(.)dernlsm, and & Communities rights. Critics have argued for
Privatized Access community-based manage-
Rights ment, but as Agrawal and Gibson (1999) have argued that

too is premised on overly simplified, essentialist ideas.
Jentoft and | have used the language of “market failure or
community failure” to provoke a different way of think-

ing about problems in NRM which emphasizes the
embeddedness of the decisions of individual actors and
the institutions they create. It also requires that we

The “modern” NRM approach leads to an emphasis on
either central government control or exclusive --and
individualized--property rights as the institutional solu-
tions to problems in managing common resources. One
line of argument is that once we take an “ecosystem _ _ : _ )
management” perspective, the argument for exclusive, examine the_many dimensions of community that pertain
tradeable property rights deserves even more critical [ Property rights.

scrutiny. For example, in fisheries individualized and  Elinor Ostrom and Meg McKean among others address
tradeable allocations of quotas (ITQs) have been advo- What really matters to communities and their capacities
cated and implemented. Obviously they are designed for dealing with the challenges of relying on common
around the commodity-orientation of modernist NRM.  pool resources. Examples include the existence of
Ecosystem management is not. Moreover, these Systemlgoundaries and clear membership criteria, the capacity to
have been created to manage and allocate rights to singl@onitor behavior and to recognize feedback, the fair or
species even though the activities to which they are equitable distribution of power and resources, and well-
applied involve many other species. The holders of the defined political and property rights (whether private,
quasi-private access rights respond more and more to  public, or common). Taking a more legalistic perspec-
market Signa|3. Market Signa|s are Conveyed through tive, we would also ask about the duration of community
prices, and we all know that markets have short-term  rights--to the resource, its products, and to make deci-
horizons. Ecological systems have longer horizons.  sions about the resources-; the legitimacy of the process;
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the nature of transferability within and outside the
community; relations among the generations; and the
alienability or inalienability of rights to property and

decision-making.
Conclusion

talking about challenging existing systems and the
traditional way of thinking about natural and common

What happens at the edges, the overlapping boundaries of
ecological systems? At the edges, ecologists have shown
us, there is much cross-fertilization and evolution; often

high diversity and productivity. So, for example, at the
“ecotones” where the woodland and grassland or the sand

In my use of the Concept of post-modernism | have beendune and inter-tidal marine zone meet, some wonderful

things happen, the “edge effect.” Biodiversity is likely to
be high, natural selection is working overtime, and produc-

resource management. About recognizing the specificitylivity can be even greater than at the centers of the ecologi-
of people’s lives and their institutions and the history andcal systems that overlap at these edges.

culture behind them and giving respect to the reality of

| have appropriated the “edge effect” as a metaphor for one

people’s lives and the ecosystems on which they dependof the outcomes of globalization, the bringing together of

About accepting the contingency and complexity of

people, ideas and institutions from very different systems.

property and other institutions that affect how people usdn our case, we share an interest in what is happening to
and manage natural resources. | suggest that these and common pool resources and the people who depend on

other elements of the diffuse
but influential cultural change
known as post-modernism are
found within the rubric of
“ecosystem management” and
that they also encapsulate
much of what people who
study “common property” are
doing and thinking about.

There is, however, at least one
point on which many of us
students of common property

Table 3: Post-Modernism & The Commons

= Thstercal. Coltural and Geographical

Specitioly

Contingency & Complexaty of Property

Multiple Voices & Perspectives
Social Construction & Production of
Mature, Knowledoe, and Soamety

them. We come from very
different systems indeed, from
communist, socialist, and
capitalist political economies,
from totalitarian to openly
democratic regimes, from
ancient to new nations, and so
forth. We come from agrarian
and industrial areas, from the
South to the North, from
tropical and semi-tropical to
temperate and sub-Arctic;

from the dominant millenarian
religions like Islamic, Chris-
tianity and Judaism, to thou-
sands of alternative ways of

institutions diverge sharply
from many academic post-
modernists. Respecting the
specificity of people’s lives,
histories, institutions and environments means more thamelating to the spiritual in life and death. We come from
personal encounters with and interpretations of them--orthe continents of Asia and Europe, from Africa, South and
their texts. Respectful scholarship also and above all  North America, Australia, the archipelagos of southeast
demands careful, empirical, and reproducible research: Asia, the great islands of Papua New Guinea; the smaller
natural and social science. We would agree, however, islands of the Pacific, and the Atlantic, Mediterranean and
that respectful and accountable scholarship also involvedndian seas. We come from so many different places, and
engagement, making one’s own scholarship relevant to we bring the particular histories and cultures of those

the needs and goals of the people being studied. | spealplaces and our personal lives with us. So many edges, as
as an academic scholar. The many practitioners among we meet and exchange data and narratives, theories, and
have their criteria, too, for respectful engagement with methods. We have much to gain from the “edge effect”
those who really depend on and care about common anctreated by our encounters with each other at meetings such
natural resources. as the conference in Bloomington, Indiana.

Let me take this ecological metaphor one step further to
introduce the topic of IASCP’s Regionalization Initiative.
What happens at the edges of ecological communities

_ _ depends on composition and functioning of those commu-
In the second part of my presidential address to the Com- iies themselves. Imagine an ecological system which has
mon Property Conference 2000, | use the concept of “edg@aqyced its species richness: for example, a corn field,
effect” from ecology to argue for the importance of which is found next to an ecological system that has been
interdisciplinary and inter-regional interactions. Those  4jtered by the grass, lawns, and asphalt driveways and
“edge” interactions benefit from strength within the roads of a housing development. What are the “edges”
disciplines and within the regions. going to be like there? Probably a scattering of weeds,

« BUT ALSC: Bespect for the Reality of
Lafe, Human and Nos=Human

Presidential Address Part Il:
Edges, Fields, and Regions:

Page 6



September 2000

herbs, thorny bushes and wildflowers along a drainage ~ Solution, if by globalization we refer to linkages and '
ditch. In Comparison’ imagine the edge where a forested processes that are dominated by “the NOI‘th,” the wealthier

woodland meets a freshwater pond, and this edge is industrialized, capitalist nations and their intellectual and
inhabited and visited by creatures large and small, by cultural institutions. Recall a recent issue of CPR Digest
swimming plankton and swarming insects, by water that featured critical debate about the role of the World

buffalo and giraffes, all making their imprints on this edge Bank and other international lending institutions, and

and benefitting from the diversity of its resources. Just so@rguments that actions supported by policies of those

| argue, we will contribute the most to our encounters at  institutions have weakened or altogether obliterated access
conferences such as this, where we are at the edges of ot common resources and communal institutions for

usual work, when we come from vibrant local and regiondnanaging them. And we all are aware of the pernicious
communities of scholarship and practice. power of the “tragedy of the commons” intellectual model

Edges and Fields: in justifying anti-commons policies, overlooking the

: potentials and powers of local resource users and their
The problem is that common property researchers and N
community institutions to manage and restore common

practitioners are usually isolated, in different disciplines,
resources.

institutions, organizations, and places, making it hard to be _
engaged with others in communities of inquiry and action. The IASCP was formed largely in response to that para-

Indeed, that's what makes meetings like this so valuable. 9igm. and today it is known best as a network that supports
Through them we have largely overcome disciplinary the developmenf[ of alterr_1at|v¢ perspectives on the com-
isolation and stagnation. Through our common focus on MONS. As such it dovetails with and supports the paradigm

“the commons,” on how people use and manage common®f “community-based resource management,” which is _
pool and commonly-held resources, we anthropologists, NOW part-and-parcel of most rural development projects in

economists, mathematicians, sociologists, psychologists, 1he South. The hard question we have to ask-—and the
political scientists, biologists, lawyers, geographers, one that may have been meant by Ken WI|SOFI' and _others at
specialists in community development, members of local the foundations when they asked us to “globalize’--is
communities, and others have come up with some exciting?hether the IASCP is itself prone to hegemonic globaliz-

ideas and findings, on the overlapped edges and boundarlBg- Aré the theoretical preoccupations and perspectives
of our separate areas of expertise. Arguing from my espoused by members of IASCP and realized in develop-

ecology metaphor, the quality and productivity of what ment efforts dominated by a few pa_lrgdigms tr_lat emanate
happens at these edges is strengthened by the quality, from “the North™? Have we over-privileged voices from

diversity, dynamics of each of the disciplines. And vice the North and marginalized those of “the South™? Are the
versa. policies and ideas expressed in the South generated from

Edges and Regions: practitioners, scholars, and policy-makers there? Are some

h 4 will h ith | Iof these appropriated by people from the North? Is our
The same can and will happen wit _respect to our cu_turg reliance on the English language appropriate to the needs
geography. That is the central thesis of the Regionalizati

o ; I : -atiof people throughout the world struggling to address
Initiative. We come from all continents (except Antarctlca,problems of ‘the commons'?

| think) and virtually all regions of the world. We come h i ‘ has b held b le lik
from homes and communities embedded in the many The presi ency o IAS_CP as been held by peopie like
myself—academic, middle-class, white North Americans.

“Great” and “Small” cultural and religious traditions of the _ o , _
world. We come from development centers, colleges, The Executive Council is, happily, far more diverse, and
gon the presidency will be too. | will take the risk of

universities, and government agencies scattered around t78°! that all of h 1ain vi  th bl ;
globe. And we come from distinct communities of schol- sr?ylng ata S usds ar]:e _ahc.er z'n VIEW O | efpro err|15 OI
ars and practitioners. When we come together—at the commons based on faith in the potentials of some loca

meetings like this, in the pages of the CPR Digest, in the communities of resource users, under some circumstances,
“commons” listserv, through our publications available on to contain and minimize those problems. These ideas are

the Web-site, and in the many thousands of ways that we shared widely within IASCP and beyond.  However, we

collaborate with each other—we are creating transnationa:f’hOUId boclel;:oncerned thaft ?13 theﬁ/ l((j'lffufse a:]a globallzmlg
and intercultural “edge effects,” not just interdisciplinary pace and become part of the too'- |'ts or change, people
ones. may overlook the need for questioning and testing them

The IASCP Regionalization Initiative and their applicability to particular landscapes, seascapes,

) ) and political-economies.
IASCP’s Executive Council was challenged by the Ford Here are some cautionary issues that come to mind:
Foundation and the Rockefeller Brothers Fund, two of our y _ _ '
supporters, to “globalize” IASCP. The Council felt that ~Many people who have had leadership roles in IASCP and
“globalization” may be one of the problems, not the have published books that are widely cited in “common
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property” circles share enthusiasm about local democracyties for the generation and communication of new ideas,

and leadership which others, from other regions and with methods, and theories.

other experiences, might find very naive. Too much of the work in environment and development
Methodological individualism—the firm basis for prison- has been based on the application of theories and methods
ers dilemma sorts of understandings of commons prob- that come from “the North” rather than those that have
lems--may be questioned by those whose backgrounds, been generated and tested by researchers in “the South.” In
training, and experiences lead to greater appreciation of tfilee future the bibliographic citations used in common
cultural and spiritual embeddedness of individual action property studies should be in more languages than English
within collective structures. Others may have greater aweand give primary space to the work of scholars and practi-

of the power of agents of the state and multinational tioners throughout the world.
corporations to constrain and diminish the agency of Speaking only for myself, but expecting that what | have to
individuals. They may also have reasons to fear the say would be seconded by colleagues such as Jim Acheson,

consequences of individual and local-level action where  Fikret Berkes, Elinor Ostrom, Meg McKean, Louise
violence and police-power are used to protect the privi-  Fortmann, Dan Bromley, and many others at the “most
leged power of elites, state agents, and corporations over often cited” center of common property studies to date—I
common property resources. hope that our work, coming from our “northern” and North
Writings about the commons are dominated by the Englisfimerican experience, is continually and fervently chal-
language, although there are some notable exceptions. dagged by researchers and writers from developing coun-
of our new initiatives is to sponsor bibliographic work in  tries. | also hope that they can find the resources and
other languages. The tendency to focus on natural resourgcio-political “space” to communicate their own ideas and
management may be seen as off-the-mark by those who approaches to the problems of local, regional and global
live and work in situations where the issue is simply accessommons. Again, that is what our Regionalization Initia-
to resources, for the sake of the survival and health of  tive hopes to facilitate.

one’s family. It may also be questioned by more radical Let me close with a return to my metaphor. Some of the
environmentalists who worry about the anthropocentrism rich ecological “edges” were created by people as bound-
of NRM, and by others who are working on common pool aries, namely the hedgerows that fence off the fields and
and common property problems in urban areas. pastures of the countryside of Southern England and other
Those are some of the reasons why the IASCP has creatdgtlaces, creating a mosaic whose ecological richness lies in
a “Regionalization Initiative.” We have begun to sharpen the hedges themselves, bursting with life. In past decades
the focus of our collective resources—enhanced by the the loss of the hedges to large-scale agriculture has become
Ford Foundation-—to help give greater voice and power toa major issue in England. An irony, is that many of these
alternative views and other experiences. IASCP should bbedges were created in past centuries as part of the enclo-
an instrument for enriching globalized knowledge and ~ sure movement, transforming open fields that were part of
understandings of CPR issues rather than an instrument fervillage’s common inheritance to privately owned fields,
“imperial” globalization. We-—all of us—can work to ~ and in the process displacing thousands of agrarian work-
strengthen the communities of knowledge and practice in ers, the “tragedy of the commoners.”

the major regions of the world: East Asia, Southeast Asiaat the Bloomington, Indiana conference, many people
South Asia; Micronesia and Melanesia in the Western  were concerned that the Regionalization Initiative was
Pacific; Africa; the Middle East; Eastern Europe; Western creating distinctions and difference where there should
and Northern Europe; South and Central America; North have been none. That was never the intent, and partici-
America. Getting back to the ecology analogy, the result pants as well as IASCP officers have worked hard to make
will be even richer and more productive meetings, as the sure that it did not happen. But it is a reminder, reinforced
“edge effect” takes place. by the little history lesson above, that the very meaning of
In sum: Increased interaction of scholars and practitionersfield and edge --and region--is itself a changing and

of researchers and local communities, in different parts ofcontested part of social and historical processes.

the world will create richer and more diverse “edge For futher information:

effec‘Fs when we g_et together for these I,ntematlon_al Agrawal, Arun and Clark C. Gibson. 1999. Enchantment and
_m_e_etl_ngs_. The main objective of |ASCP_S regionalized Disenchantment: The Role of Community in Natural Resource
initiative is to help researchers, community development Conservation. World Development 27(4): 629-649.
workers, local leaders, and others who live and work in Rudel, Thomas K. and Judith Gerson. 1999. Postmodernism,

regions outside North America increase their own capacity ~ Institutional Change, and Academic Workers: A Sociology of
to address challenges in CPR management. | hope that the Knowledge. Social Science Quarterly 80(2): 213-228.
initiative is able to leverage resources to create opportuni-
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Bridging Divides: A Summary Report of plans based on the perspectives and concerns of the
Discussions from the Regionalization IASCP’s membership worldwide.
Sessions at the IASCP 2000 Conference  The regionalization meetings were well attended, with
. diverse and interesting perspectives raised. Approxi-

Charla B”tt, i mately 120 people were at the Plenary, and substantial

Cornell University numbers also attended the region-specific meetings: 45
people in the Africa grouping, 41 in the Asia and Pacific
About a year ago a new program for diversifying and  grouping, 24 in the Latin America grouping, and 13 in the
strengthening links between people engaged in the studyzurope and North America grouping. Given the number
of common property was initiated by the IASCP. This of parallel sessions competing for time and attention
became know as the Regionalization Program, and it  during the conference, these numbers suggest a fairly
represents an effort to expand conversations between keen interest. The hope was that through these meetings
practitioners and academics, between disciplines, and a sense of “ownership” might develop, and a kind of
between and within different regions of the world. The consensus about a meaningful mandate and/or program

idea is to increase regional
participation and global
access, and to facilitate a
better balance in the flows of
information, perspectives an
representations. Objectives
of the Program include
bridging divides in language
and locations by facilitating

possibilities could begin to
take shape, based on IASCP
membership participation and
ideas. | believe that this was
accomplished to a certain
extent. Below | outline
discussions, outcomes and
proposed initiatives.

Plenary Session

networks and more effective
sharing information about
CPRs through different
media, forums and people.
This article is a report on th

Consultatlye process that too The Author and Friends on a Conference Break. formed, with practitioners,
place during the IASCP 2000 Photo Courtesy Victoria Edwards scholars, and researchers
Conference regarding how and, indeed, if the Regional- working in and/or from (or otherwise interested in)
ization Program should move forward. particular regions participating in one of four different

Because of the expense of bringing together IASCP ~ and broadly-defined regional and language groupings.
members from different regions and countries, until the The division into four groupings (and in the other ses-
Bloomington conference, opportunities for discussion ~ Sions that followed) was based on meeting and time

about “regionalizing” the IASCP were limited. Through- constraints, and does not indicate or otherwise reflect

out the Conference, however, great emphasis was placetfgions as defined by the IASCP or its members.

on the idea in order to learn from the experience and  In order to achieve a balance between open and structured
benefit from the perspectives of attending members and participation, three questions were supplied to each

other interested persons. At different venues —in hall- group, with facilitators present to help guide discussions.
ways, during coffee breaks and at sessions — numerous Participants were also encouraged to raise other issues or
informal discussions took place. In addition, five differ- ideas, unrelated to these questions if they chose to do so.
ent regionalization-related sessions were held. These The questions were:

started with a plenary on the first day, and were followed
by four region-specific meetings focused on Africa, Asia
and the Pacific, Europe and North America, and Latin
America during the remainder of the Conference. The . ) )
group meetings brought together people with interests inEXa@mplesfideas might include:
specific areas of the world. The idea was that these ~ Local chapters?

meetings would enhance networking opportunities, as  Local editors for the CPR Digest?
well as help to establish national and regional action Regional conferences?

On May 3%, 2000, from 5:30

P.M.. to 7:00 P.M.., a plenary
was held which was open to

all interested persons. In the
meeting small groups were

What do you think would be the most effective
ways to regionalize the IASCP’s membership and activi-
ties?

Networking?
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How should regional units within the IASCP be well as basic documents and bibliographies translated
strengthened and expanded? into Portuguese and Spanish would be helpful. In par-
Particularly in terms of: ticular, the need for translating important CPR-related
concepts into Portuguese and Spanish was emphasized, in
order to build a “common and translated understanding”.
It was suggested that a discussion list serve could be
established to collect and disseminate information about
useful and important papers, articles, and books (portions
of), with the idea of compiling a monograph and in order
(3)  institutional rules or norms? to expand discussions on CPRs, CPR theory, and the

What would be your top three priorities in an regionalization of the IASCP.

action plan for making the Regionalization Program morepther ideas included: integrating information about CPRs
effective? and the IASCP with other institutions or disciplines, such
as rural sociology, ecology, and ethnobiology (among
others); convening meetings and
workshops as well as organizing
specific CPR-related courses; printing
booklets in Spanish and Portuguese
(using less-technical terms) for rural
communities; and, askinigterciéncia
a journal, to publish a special issue on
CPRs.
A working group was formed to
strengthen links within a core group
working on CPRs as well as build a
“critical mass” for working out and
implementing institutional arrange-
ments. Focal points are being identi-
fied nationally and, in the case of a

large and diverse country like Brazil, in
were more informal and, as noted, were meant to bring different sub-regions. Criteria for selection included:

together people with interests in specific regions in ordemwillingness, time-availability, and access to technical
to share information about ongoing CPR-related activitiesesources. It was thought that engaging and building on
as well as create opportunities for better and more diverdbe contacts of members who are less senior in terms of

Q communication channels (flows of information,
methods and means of communicating);

2) organizational structures (regional or national,
funded by IASCP or not, a branch of the IASCP or
independent);

From each group a short presentation
was given at the end of the meeting.

It was apparent from these that the
group discussions had raised diverse
and interesting perspectives on the
challenges and opportunities posed by
the idea of broadening and diversify-
ing linkages within the IASCP.
Comments from these presentations
are incorporated in the meetings
discussions outlined below, because
many of the conversations that were
begun in the plenary continued in
region-based meetings — as explained £
and outlined below. These meetings

network links between IASCP members. their positions and extent of competing obligations,
Group Meeting for Latin America: would be the best way to move forward and diversify

In this meeting earlier discussions that occurred in the lINks. In addition, a proposal that the IASCP board

plenary were deepened by identifying more specific membership should have an even distribution of board

strategies and individuals, with the aim of translating ~ Members from the different regions was raised.
priorities into practice. The top three priorities related to: ~ Group Meeting for Europe and North

QD Dissemination. Ways of sharing information and America:

the different methods and media for accomplishing this There was less enthusiasm in meetings of the Europe and

objective. North America group, because feelings about regionaliz-

2) Survey. The need to identify and define com-  Nd the IASCP were mixed. Many did not see a need,

mons, and who is involved in the context of Latin with reservations centered on time-constraints, informa-

America. tion overloads, and the idea that the strength of the
IASCP is in its international nature and structure.

For those who did see a need for regional efforts, particu-
larly within Europe, it was mentioned that there have
been ongoing efforts to expand links without success for
a number of years. However, a further point was that
The group decided that a home page linked to the IU  regions of the “South” do see a need, and efforts in this
server as part of the IASCP web site with address lists agjirection might help to strengthen interactions within and

3 Institutional arrangements. Different “focal
points” or individuals and institutions for facilitating
linkages and the sharing of information.
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between different parts of the world. An especially The gap between discussions at the IASCP 2000 confer-

important objective since most researchers based in Norfiic® and what happens at the local level was highlighted,
America and Europe conduct their studies in the “SouthWith discussions about the shortage of practical and

and there is a need for them to more effectively share thdmplementation-oriented presentations or papers. It was
information drawn from their research within those suggested that more grass roots involvement is needed,
countries and regions. perhaps through regional conferences that can more

Recommendations included building on and strengthen- effectively address the needs, questions, and concerns of
«?ctual resource users.

ing links to existing networks, organizations, and “interes o
groups,” as well as raising the profile of CPRs in related 1he group also recommended establishing a database of

conferences and meetings. One outcome was the formaN€mbers in regions and NGOs working on CPR issues.
tion of a working group from Europe which will coordi- A Web site was suggested, but this should not duplicate
nate to set up and propose panels on CPRs for confer- a_lval!able sources; rather, it shquld provide links. Priori-
ences in Europe — such as for the Ecological Economics{i€s included: the need for training on CPRs and support-
conference and others — to raise awareness of CPR thedR@ young researchers and fieldwork; and, establishing
and better share information about the IASCP. aims _and objectives on a country-by-country basis, but
Other points included: The with links to the IASCP.

need for more diversified g - ow

publications, perhaps a v LT =i
refereed journal that would p 8 &

focus more on theory; havingi®

smaller workshops in Europef “=* |
focused on commons in
specific geographical regions,
such as the Alps, and con- =
ducted in different languages, -
such as French; and, the ne?:
to reach new groups and

Group Meeting for
Africa:

Initially there was much
discussion about problem-
atic aspects of establishing
and maintaining networks
and the idea of strengthen-
ing the IASCP regionally.
There seemed to be a
general feeling that this was
imposed. This changed

. €t rlf:'-'""_'.i-i:w"'-'- i B e )

individuals by, for example, =520 SRS il when the time allocated for

attracting and identifying On a Conference Field Trip. Photo Courtesy Jan Riseth the meeting was over, and

people whose work does not _ there was frustration that no

fit in strictly-defined discipline-based conferences. strategy had been devised. As the group stayed into a
Group Meeting for Asia and the Pacific: second hour of discussions, the tenor of the meeting

Discussion focused on the need for deciding the purpose@anged and | was informed that there was interest in this
and objectives of regionalizing the IASCP, and consider-©" SO many people would not have attended.

ing what might be the “value-added” or benefits from thisSuggestions included: identifying, diversifying, and

as distinguished from present networks. Advantages Strengthening links with existing networks, such as the
included: access to broader regional perspectives and Pan-African Symposium, among others. In particular,
concerns; the possibility of a need for an advocacy role there was concern about making the IASCP network more
for regional groups; and, opportunities for comparing  inclusive, by reaching out to researchers and practitioners
case studies regionally and sub-regionally, holding working on CPRs who may not be part of existing or
region-based conferences and building better links with known networks. Questions were also raised about how
other organizations. Disadvantages included: duplicatingo channel and manage information, so that more practi-
already existing networks; problems of diversity; and,  cal experience from the field could be highlighted and
questions about the appropriateness or usefulness of ~ shared on a regular basis — instead of the “Northern” and
dividing up or lumping together the diversity of Asia and theory-driven perspectives that tend to dominate the

the Pacific. IASCP. Information, it was noted, is important and a

The group endorsed the need for regional meetings or central “clearing house” may be needed to collect and
chapters based on geography or shared interests. It wagn@nage information. A non-bureaucratic structure was

noted that each and every country has CPR problems, aftf© rfecommended. Not a “mini IASCP” or something
many of these are similar — thereby enhancing the need that replaces the IASCP, but rather focal points and/or

for sharing information and identifying institutions or ~ Sub-chapters in different areas of the region that might
individuals who can facilitate national and regional strengthen connections and awareness about the IASCP.

linkages as well as collect and disseminate information.
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Specific activities might include: producing and editing a

CPR Digest by and for the Africa Region; occasional
meetings which would bring together scholars and
practitioners to share experiences and result in publica-

tions; and, the exchange of ideas through email and web

site links. It was also suggested that efforts in Africa
could benefit substantially from having the next IASCP

RECENT PUBLICATIONS

Compiled by Charlotte Hess
Books
Agrawal, Arun, and K. Sivaramakrishnan, eds. 2001.

conference in Zimbabwe, and that information should beAgrarian Environments: Resources, Represents, and the
shared with and coordinated through CASS about potenRule in India Durham, NC: Duke University Press.

tial participants and ideas for Africa-focused themes.
What Next?

As is evident from the interactions and discussions
outlined above, a number of concrete and practical

Alsop, Ruth, Elon Gilbert, John Farrington, and Rajiv
Khandelwal. 2000 Coalitions of Interest: Partnerships for
Processes of Agricultural Changehousand Oaks, CA:
Sage.

initiatives have been proposed. A fair amount of enthusiBoelens,Rutgerd, and Frédéric Appollin. 199@xigation
asm was generated and it is important, especially at thisin the Andean Community: A Social Constructidalombo,

early stage, to build upon this momentum. Follow-up
activities might include (but not be limited to):

QD Coordination and support provision for regional
workshops;
2) Contact-building and support for establishing

focal points in Latin America, Africa, and Asia and the
Pacific;

3) Information-sharing about members and CPR-
related activities;

4) Identifying existing networks and establishing or
enhancing links to and from the IASCP;

(5) Disseminating informational reports;

(6) Coordinating and/or writing proposals for sup-
porting translation of IASCP informational materials as

well as CPR-related papers, articles and/or portions of
books;

) Establishing a list of NGOs working on CPR
issues, and making that available to members;

(8) Investigating mirror-sites and the possibility of
home pages for different regions and languages, being
linked to IASCP web site and the U server.

My term as Regionalization Program Coordinator ended

Sri Lanka: International Water Management Institute.

Bruns, Bryan R., and Ruth S. Meinzen-Dick, eds. 2000.
Negotiating Water Right®&New Delhi, India: Vistaar for the
International Food Policy Research Institute.

Buckingham-Hatfield, Susan. 2000Gender and Environ-
ment New York: Routledge.

Dinar, Ariel, ed. 2000The Political Economy of Water
Pricing ReformsNew York: Oxford.

Gibson, Clark C., Margaret A. McKean, and Elinor Ostrom,
eds. 2000People and Forests: Communities, Institutions,
and GovernanceCambridge, MA: The MIT Press.

Gren, Ing-Marie, Kerry Turner, and Fredrik Wulff, eds.
2000.Managing a Sea: The Ecological Economics of the
Baltic. London: Earthscan.

Mayers, James, and Stephen Bass 198licy that Works
for Forests and Peopléondon: International Institute for
Environment and Development (IIED).

Mugabe, John. 1999Intellectual Property Protection and
Traditional KnowledgeNairobi: African Centre for Tech-
nology Studies (ACTS).

Oygard, Ragnar, Trond Vedeld, and Jens Aune. 1999.
Good Practices in Drylands Manageméntashington, DC:
The International Bank for Reconstruction and Develop-
ment/ The World Bank.

in August 2000. Michelle Curtain, Secretary-Treasurer of 'Udh: Thomas, Robert Costanza, and Herman Daly. 2000.

the IASCP, is following-up on many of the ideas and
initiatives discussed. Thanks again to all who kindly
shared their time, insights, and information during the
IASCP 2000 Conference. We look forward to hearing

more from you about efforts within your area to diversify,

strengthen and expand the sharing of information about
CPR-related activities, and otherwise bridge divides in
language and locations.

The Local Palitics of Global Sustainabilitywashington,
DC: Island.

Sandberg,Audun. 1999.Conditions for Community-Based
Governance of Biodiversitdodoe, Norway: Nordland
Research Institute.

Shutkin, William A. 2000. The Land That Could Be:
Environmentalism and Democracy in the Twenty-First
Century Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Van Beek,Martin, Kristoffer Brix Bertelsen, and Poul
Pedersen, eds. 199%dakh: Culture, History, and Devel-

Page 12



September 2000

opment between Himalaya and Karakoram
Langelandsgade, Denmark: Aarhus University.

Articles
Abbink, Klaus, Bernd Irlenbusch, and Elke Renner. 2000.

Chavez,Octavio E. 2000. “Mining of Internationally
Shared Aquifers: The El Paso-Juarez Cdsetural
Resources Journdl0(2): 237-260.

Cleaver, Frances. 2000. “Analysing Gender Roles in

“The Moonlighting Game: Experimental Study on Reciproccommunity Natural Resource Management: Negotiation,

ity and Retribution.’Journal of Economic Behavior and
Organization42(2):265-277.

Acheson,James. 2000. “Clearcutting Maine: Implications
for the Theory of Common Property Resourckisifnan
Ecology28(2):145-169.

Aggarwal, R. M. 2000. “Possibilities and Limitations to
Cooperation in Small Groups: The Case of Group-Owned
Wells in Southern IndiaX¥Vorld Developmer28(8):1481-
1497.

Alberini, Anna, and Alan Krupnick. 2000. “Cost-of-lliness
and Willingness-to-Pay Estimates of the Benefits of Im-
proved Air Quality: Evidence from TaiwarLand Econom-
ics 76(1):37-53.

Altieri, Miguel A. 2000. “Enhancing Productivity and
Multifunctionality of Traditional Farming in Latin
America.”International Journal of Sustainable Develop-
ment and World Ecologg(1):50-61.

Life Courses and Social InclusiodDS Bulletin31(2):60-
67.

Collier, George A. 2000. “Zapatismo Resurgent: Land and
Autonomy in Chiapas.NACLA Report on the Americas
33(5):20-39.

Cropper, Maureen L. 2000. “Has Economic Research
Answered the Needs of Environmental Policy@trnal of
Environmental Economics and Managen9(3):328-350.

Croson, Rachel T. A., and Melanie Beth Marks. 2000.
“Step Returns in Threshold Public Goods: A Meta- and
Experimental Analysis.Experimental Economic3):239-
259.

Dayton-Johnson,Jeff. 2000. “Determinants of Collective
Action on the Local Commons: A Model with Evidence
from Mexico.” Journal of Development Economics
62(1):181-208.

Dayton-Johnson,Jeff. 2000. “Choosing Rules to Govern

Blatter, Joachim, and Helen Ingram. 2000. “States, Markef® Commons: A Model with Evidence from Mexico.”

and Beyond: Governance of Transboundary Water Re-
sources.Natural Resources JourndD(2):439-473.

Brinkerhoff, M. B., and Jacob J. C. 1999. “Mindfulness
and Quasi-Religious Meaning Systems: An Empirical
Exploration within the Context of Ecological Sustainability
and Deep EcologyJournal for the Scientific Study of
Religion38(4): 524-542.

Journal of Economic Behavior & Organizatid®:19-41.

Dhesi,Autar. 2000. “Social Capital and Community
Development. Community Development Jourrg8(3):199-

Downie, Alex, and Deidre Elrick. 2000. “Weaving the
Treads: Community Development and Organizing Around
the Environment: A Scottish Perspectiv€dmmunity

Brown, Katrina, and Sergio Rosendo. 2000. “Environmen-Pévelopment Journd5(3):245-254.
talists, Rubber Tappers and Empowerment: The Politics afeufournaud, Christian, Michael Jerrett, John T. Quinn, and

Economics of Extractive ReserveBé&velopment and
Change31(1):201-227.

Budlender, D. 2000. “The Political Economy of Women's
Budgets in the SouthWorld Developmer28(7):1365-
1378.

Cain, Jeremy, Charles Batchelor, and Dominic Waughray.

Virginia Maclaren. 2000. “Economy-Wide Effects of Forest
Policies: A General Equilibrium Assessment from Viet-
nam.”Land Economicg6(1):15-27.

Eisenhauer,Brian W., Richard S. Krannich, and Dale J.
Blahna. 2000. “Attachments to Special Places on Public
Lands: An Analysis of Activities, Reason for Attachments,

1999. “Belief Networks: A Framework for the Participatory@1d Community ConnectionsSbciety & Natural Resources
Development of Natural Resource Management Strategies].’3(5): 421-442.

Environment, Development and Sustainabili{®):123-133.

Cairns, M., and D. P. Garrity. 1999. “Improving Shifting
Cultivation in Southeast Asia by Building on Indigenous
Fallow Management Strategies\groforestry Systen#&/(1/
3):37-48.

Campbell, B.M. et al. 2000. “Economic Comparisons of
Livestock Production in Communal Grazing Lands in
Zimbabwe.”Ecological Economic83(3):413-438.

Carneiro da Cunha, Manuela, and Mauro de Alameida.

Ekoko, Francois. 2000. “Balancing Politics, Economics and
Conservation: The Case of the Cameroon Forestry Law
Reform.”Development and Chan@&(1):131-154.

Endres, A., and V. Radke. 1999. “Land Use, Biodiversity,
and Sustainability.Zeitschrift fur Nationalokonomie

(Journal of Economicsj0(1):1-16.

Etemadi, Felisa U. 2000. “Civil Society Participation in

City Governance in Cebu CityEnvironment and Urbaniza-
tion 12(1):57-72.

2000. “Indigenous People, Traditional People, and Conser-

vation in the Amazon.Daedalusl29(2):315-339.

Page 13



Common Property Resource Digest

Evers, B., and B. Walters. 2000. “Extra-Household FactorsGrundy, Isla et al. 2000. “Implications of Co-Management
and Women Farmers’ Supply Response in Sub-Saharan for Benefits from Natural Resources for Rural Households
Africa.” World Developmer28(7):1341-1346. in North- Western ZimbabweEcological Economics

Ewing, Sarah A., Rodger B. Grayson, and Robert M. 33(3):369-381.

Argent. 2000. “Science, Citizens, and Catchments: DecisioBupta, Joyeeta. 2000. “North-South Aspects of the Climate
Support for Catchment Planning in Australi@dciety and Change Issue: Towards a Negotiating Theory and Strategy for
Natural Resource$3(5):443-459. Developing Countriesfhternational Journal of Sustainable

Fearnside,Philip M. 2000. “Global Warming and Tropical Developmeri(2):115-135.
Land-Use Change: Greenhouse Gas Emissions from BiomGurven, Michael, Kim Hill, and Richard Lyles. 2000.
ass Burning, Decomposition and Soils in Forest ConversiorifFood Transfers Among Hiwi Foragers of Venezuela: Tests

Shifting Cultivation and Secondary VegetatioGlimatic of Reciprocity."Human Ecology8(2):171-218.
Change46(1/2):115-158. de Haan,Leo. 2000. “Globalization, Localization and
Ferguson,T., and C. Melolidakis 2000. “Games with Finite Sustainable Livelihood.Sociologia RuraligtO(3):339-365.
Resources.International Journal of Game Theory Haedrich, Richard L., and Lawrence C. Hamilton. 2000.
29(2):289-303. “The Fall and Future of Newfoundland’s Cod Fishery.”

Fox, Jefferson et al. 2000. “Shifting Cultivation: A New Society and Natural Resourck3(4):359-372.
Old Paradigm for Managing Tropical ForesBidScience  Hebard, Elaine Moore. 2000. “A Focus on a Binational

50(6):521-28. Watershed with a View toward Fostering a Cross-Border
Franzel, S. 1999. “Socioeconomic Factors Affecting the  Dialogue.”Natural Resources JourndD(2):281-340.
Adoption Potential of Improved Tree Fallows in Africa.” Hotte, L., N. Van Long, and H. Tian. 2000. “International
Agroforestry Systen#(1/3):305-322. Trade with Endogenous Enforcement of Property Rights.”

Gambiza,J., W. Bond, P. G. H. Frost, and S. Higgins. 2000Journal of Development Econom&2(1):25-54.
“A Simulation Model of Miombo Woodland Dynamics Howard, Dale C. P., and Peggy Ann Howard. 2000.

Under Different Management Regime&cological Eco- “Towards Sustainability of Human Services: Assessing
nomics33(3):353-368. Community Self- Determination and Self-Reliance.”

Gauld, Richard. 2000. “Maintaining Centralized Control in Canadian Journal of Program Evaluatidi(1):25-40.
Community-Based Forestry: Policy Constructioninthe  |ngram, Helen. 2000. “Transboundary Groundwater on the
Philippines.”Development and Changd(1):229-254. U.S.-Mexico Border: Is the Glass Half Full, Half Empty, or
Gbadegesin Adeniyi, and Olatubosum Ayileka. 2000. Even on the TableNatural Resources JourndD(2):185-

“Avoiding the Mistakes of the Past: Towards a Community 188.
Oriented Management Strategy for the Proposed National jain, A., S. O. Ral, and E. Sharma 2000. “Hydro-Ecological

Park in Abuja-Nigeria.Land Use Policyl7(2):89-100. Analysis of a Sacred Watershed System in Relation to Land-
Gersbach,H. 2000. “Public Information and Social Use/Cover Change from Sikkim Himalay&atena
Choice.”Social Choice and WelfarE7(1):25-31. 40(3):263-278.

Glaesel,Heidi. 2000. “State and Local Resistance to the Jiggins, Janice. 2000. “Interactive Valuation: The Social
Expansion of Two Environmentally Harmful Marine Fishing Construction of the Value of Ecological Servicéstérna-
Techniques in KenyaSociety and Natural Resources tional Journal of Environment and Pollutid2(4):436-450.
13(4):321-338. Johnson,Leslie Main. 2000. “A Place That's Good,’
Godoy, R., D. Wilkie, and T. S. Brokaw. 2000. “Valuation Gitksan Landscape Perception and Ethnoecolddyriian
of Consumption and Sale of Forest Goods from a Central Ecology28(2):301-325.

American Rain ForestNature406(6791):62-63. Keser, Claudia, and Frans van Winden. 2000. “Conditional
Gowdy, John M. 2000. “Terms and Concepts in EcologicalCooperation and Voluntary Contributions to Public Goods.”
Economics.'Wildlife Society Bulletir28(1):26-51. Scandinavian Journal of Economib82(1):23-39.

Gray, Kevin R. 2000. “International Environmental Impact Klopp, Jacqueline. 2000. “Pilfering the Public: The Prob-
Assessment: Potential for a Multilateral Environmental lem of Land Grabbing in Contemporary Kenyafiica
Agreement."Colorado Journal of International Environ- Today47(1):7-26.

mental Law and Polic§1(1):83-128. Knapp, Keith C., and Perry A. Sadorsky 2000. “Economics
Gregory, Robin. 2000. “Using Stakeholder Values to Makeof Agroforestry Production in Irrigated Agriculture.”
Smarter Environmental Decision&hvironmen#2(5):34- Journal of Agricultural and Resource Econon&g1):286-
44, 306.

Page 14



September 2000

Kneeshaw,Daniel D. et al. 2000. “Development of Inte-

grated Ecological Standards of Sustainable Forest Manage-

ment at an Operational Scal&lie Forestry Chronicle AN N O U N C E M E N TS
76(3):481-493.

Knight, John. 2000. “From Timber to Tourism: Send Letters and Annoucementto Doug Wilson, Editor,

Recommaditizing the Japanese ForeSevelopment and CPR Digest. Institute for Fisheries Management, North Sea

Change31(1):341-359. Center, PO Box 104, DK-9850, Hirtshals, Denmark.
Lankford, Bruce, and Tom Franks. 2000. “The Sustainablgyy@ifm.dk Tel: 45 98 94 28 55 fax: 45 98 94 42 68

Coexistence of Wetlands and Rice Irrigation: A Case Study=or membership, dues, back issues, and missing copies
from Tanzania.The Journal of Environment and Develop- contact Michelle Curtain, P.O. Box 2355 Gary, IN 46409 USA
ment9(2):119-137. iascp@indiana.edu Tel: 01-219-980-1433 Fax: 01-219-980-
Leach, Melissa, and James Fairhead. 2000. “Fashioned 2801

Forest Pasts, Occluded Histories? International Environ- For questionsabout IASCP papers and research, contact
mental Analysis in West African Locale®evelopment Charlotte Hess, Information Officer, IASCP, 1U., 513 N. Park,

and Change31(1):35-59. Bloomington, IN 47408 USA iascp@indiana.edu Tel: 01-812-
Li, Tania Murray. 2000. “Constituting Tribal Space: 855-9636 Fax:: 01-812-855-3150

Ind'genou_s Idenm}_/ an_d Respurce POWCS in Indonesia.” The Value of Forests: International Conference on Forests and
Comparative Studies in Society and Histé2¢1):149-179. Sustainable Development

Lindenmayer, David B., Chris R. Margules, and Daniel B. United Nations University Tokyo, Japan

Botkin. 2000. “Indicators of Biodiversity for Ecologically October 12-13, 2000

Sustainable Forest Managemef@dnservation Biology The objective of this conference is to highlight the multiple values of
14(4):941-950. forests in promoting sustainable development. Various fora have

. . already looked into the problems that the earth’s forests face, but there
Luckert, M. K., J. Wilson, and A. B. Cunningham. 2000. s siill a need to find ways of bringing the discussion forwards towards

“Household Resource Allocations in Response to Risk andaction-based solutions. Highlighting the different values of forests to

Returns in a Communal Area of Western Zimbabwe.” determine the needed areas for future research, and gaps in forest
Ecological Economic83(3):383-394. management policy that need to be developed, can do this. Itis
) intended that through discussions doable paths of actions can be set
Continued on page 16 and worked upon by the various actors.

Contact: Jerry Velasquez jerry@geic.or.jp
http://www.geic.or.jp/forest

JULY 1, 1999- JUNE 30, 2000 IASCP MEMBERSHIP CARD

Renew your membership now and you will not miss any of your membership benefits; including: subscriptions to The CPEcBimpesegistration at our nearly
annual meetings; conference abstracts, and the opportunity to contribute to the growth of the IASCP. Contact the IABCRIdffiosal information or visit our web site.

MEMBERSHIP INFORMATION: Renewal__ New  (Please check one)
Last Name First Name Middle
Address:
City State/Province: Postal Code/Zip: Country:
Email Address:
INDIVIDUAL MEMBERSHIP * CHECK MEMBERSHIP YEAR(s):
$15,000 OF MOre......c.ceecvrveennn. US $30.00 July 1, 2000- June 30, 2001
OR $14,999 or less.................. US $8.00 July 1, 2001- June 30, 2002
July 1, 2002- June 30, 2003
Total dues payment @US $30.00.................. $
Total dues payment @ US $ 8.00.................. $ *Institutional membership fees are a fli8 £66.00.

PAYMENT INFORMATION :
You can return this card to IASCP with:
___Acheck payable to IASCP
__ MasterCard ___Visa___Discover | Card Number
If your situation prevents you from remitting payment using the above methods, please indicate that and write a briefregplématiorm.

Signature | Exp. Date: OR Email, phone amfiatidhetanfo

THE INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE STUDY OF COMMON PROPERTY
P.O. Box 2355 Gary IN 46409 USA Phone: 219-980-1433 Fax: 219-980-2801 e-mail: iascp@indiana.edu http://vevesiitdiascp

Page 15



Common Property Resource Digest

Lugo, A. E., and H. Gucinski. 2000. “Function, Effects, and Price, Colin. 2000. “Valuation of Unpriced Products: Contin-

Management of Forest RoadBdrest Ecology and Manage-  gent Valuation, Cost-Benefit Analysis and Participatory
ment1333(3): 249-262. Democracy.’Land Use Policyl 7(3):187-196.

Mahapatra, Ajay Kumar. 2000. “Planning Economic Land- Richardson, Benjamin J. 2000. “Environmental Law in
Use Models for Dryland Farm Forestry in Indimternational ~ Postcolonial Societies: Straddling the Local-Global Institu-
Journal of Sustainable Development and World Ecology ~tional Spectrum.Colorado Journal of International Environ-
7(1):25-40. mental Law and Polic§1(1):1-82.

Martinez-Fernandez, J., M. A. Esteve-Selma, and J. F. CalvoRudd, Murray. 2000. “Live Long and Prosper: Collective
Sendin. 2000. “Environmental and Socioeconomic InteractioA§tion, Social Capital and Social VisioriEtological Econom-
in the Evolution of Traditional Irrigated Lands: A Dynamic  ics 34(234):131-144.

System Model. Human Ecology8(2):279-299. Rudel, Thomas K. 2000. “Organizing for Sustainable Devel-
McCarthy, John F. 2000. “The Changing Regime: Forest opment: Conservation Organizations and the Struggle to
Property and Reformasi in IndonesiBgvelopment and Protect Tropical Rain Forests in Esmeraldas, Ecuadlomtiio
Change31(1):91-129. 29(2):78-82.

Meert, Henk. 2000. “Rural Community Life and the Impor- Ruiz, Maria de Lourdes Murguia. 2000. “El Agua en la

tance of Reciprocal Survival StrategieSdciologia Ruralis Reserva de la Biosfera el Pinacate y Grand Desierto de Alter,
40(3):319-338. Sonora, Mexico: Communidades, Vida Silvestre y la Frontera

Mekonnen, Alemu. 2000. “Valuation of Community Forestry con Estados UnidosNatural Resources JourndD(2):411-

in Ethiopia: A Contingent Valuation Study of Rural House-
holds.” Environment and Development Econoni(3):289- Russell,Steven, and Elizabeth Vidler 2000. “The Rise and Fall

308. of Government-Community Partnerships for Urban Develop-
Merio, Maurizio, and Eduardo Rojas Briales. 2000. “Public ment: Grassroots Testimony from Colombgrivironment and

Goods and Externalities Linked to Mediterranean Forests: YrPanization12(1):73-86. o
Economic Nature and Policyl’and Use PolicyL 7(3):197-208. Salafsky,N., and E. Wollenberg. 2000. “Linking Livelihoods
Murray, Michael. 2000. “Social Capital Formation and and Conservation: A Conceptual Framework and Scale for
Healthy Communities: Insights from the Colorado Healthy Assessing the Integration of Human Needs and Biodiversity.”
Communities Initiative. Community Development Journal ~ WWorld Developmer2§(8):1421-1438.

35(2):99-108. Saleth,R. Maria, and Ariel Dinar 2000. “Institutional Changes in
Newmark, William D., and John L. Hough. 2000. “Conserv- Global Water Sector: Trends, Patterns, and Implicatidiater

ing Wildlife in Africa: Integrated Conservation and Develop- Policy 2(3):175-199. _
ment Projects and BeyondioSciencé&0(7):585-592. Shams,Numa, and Mahfuzuddin Ahmed. 2000. “Common

Nygren, Anja. 2000. “Development Discources and Peasant-and Private Property Linkages in the Low-Land Forest-Fishery-

Forest Relations: Natural Resource Utilization as Social ~ ~-2/Ming Systems of Cambodiddurnal of Sustainable

Process.Development and Chan@a(1):11-34. Agnculture }5(4)'59'88' '

Nyssen,J., Haile Mitiku, and J. Deckers. 2000. “Soiland  Sivaramakrishnan, K. 2000. “State Sciences and Develop-
ment Histories: Encoding Local Forestry Knowledge in

Water Conservation in Tigray (Northern Ethiopia): The
Bengal.”"Development and Changa (1):61-89.

Traditional Daget Technique and Its Integration with Intro-

duced Techniquesl’and Degradation & Development Sundar, Nandini. 2000. “Unpacking the ‘Joint’ in Joint Forest
11(3):199-208. Management.Development and Chang&(1):255-279.

O'Neill, J., and M. Walsh. 2000. “Landscape Conflicts: Sutter, Daniel. 2000. “The Transition from Authoritarian
Preferences, Identities and Rightsahdscape Ecology Rule: A Game Theoretic Approaclidurnal of Theoretical
15(3):281-289. Politics 12(1): 67-90.

Pérez,Leticia Merino. 1999. “La Gestion Colectiva de los ~ Theodori, Gene L., and A. E. Luloff. 2000. “Urbanization and
Recursos ForestalesCbmercio Exteriod9(12):1121-1133.  Community Attachment in Rural Areasstciety & Natural

Place,Frank, and Keijiro Otsuka. 2000. “Population PressurdteS0urced3(5):399-420.

Land Tenure, and Tree Resource Management in Uganda.” Thorburn, C. C. 2000. “Changing Customary Marine Re-
Land Economic§6(2):233-251. source Management Practice and Institutions: The Case of Sas

Postel,Sandra L. 2000. “Entering an Era of Water Scarcity: -0/ i.n the Kei Islands, Indonesiatorld Development
The Challenges AheadEcological Applicationd0(4):941- 28(8):1461-1479.
948.

Page 16



September 2000

Tian, Guogiang. 2000. “The Property Rights and the Nature of
Chinese Collective Enterprisesdurnal of Comparative
Economic28(2):247-268.

Trottier, Julie. 2000. “Water and the Challenge of Palestinian
Institution Building.”Journal of Palestine Studi&®/
2(114):35-50.

Varady, Robert G., Margaret Ann Moote, and Robert
Merideth. 2000. “Water Management Options for the Upper
San Pedro Basin: Assessing the Social and Institutional Land-
scape.'Natural Resources JourndD(2):223-235.

Vari, Anna. 2000. “Partnership between Local Government
and the Local Community in the Area of Social Policy: An
Hungarian ExperiencePublic Managemer2(2):239-249.

de Waal, Fans B. M., Filippo Aureli, and Peter G. Judge. 2000.
“Coping with Crowding."Scientific Americar76-81.

Watt, Sheila, Cassie Higgins, and Andrew Kendrick. 2000.
“Community Participation in the Development of Services: A
Move Towards Community Empowermer@dmmunity
Development Journ&5(2):120-132.

Weinberg, Bill. 2000. “Water Wars: Navajo Nation Reasserts
Rights to the Colorado RiverNative Americas: Akwe:kon'’s
Journal of Indigenous Issué&3(2):15-37.

Yochai, Benkler. 2000. “From Consumers to Users: Shifting
the Deeper Structures of Regulation Toward Sustainable
Commons and User AccesB&deral Communications Law
Journal52(3):561-579.

Zhuravskaya, Ekaterina V. 2000. “Incentives to Provide
Local Public Goods: Fiscal Federalism, Russian Stytitnal
of Public Economie$6(3):337-368.

Page

17



