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This issue of the CPR Digest continues our preparation for the Commons in an Age of Global Transtion: Challenges, Risks

and Opportunities - the 10th Biennial Meeting of the | ASCP by continuing our series of forums on meeting themes. This
issue highlightstheme number 10: Demographic Change and Commons Management

Leticia Durand and Rosalva Landa start us off by giving an overview of the global migration situation and the challenges it
posesfor themigrants home communities. They arguethat the essential thing for controlling migration and itsimpactsissocial
capital. Then Dan Kloogter points out that migration is an expression of larger processes of sociad and economic change that
have highly variable impacts on rural communities. Lena Lazos Chavero reenforces the importance of social capital for
migration by pointing to itsimportance al along the migration chain. Next, Tad Muter shaugh focusses on the link between
commons management and migration through the reproduction of acommunalist ideology. Sara Curran followsby raising the
question of the different kinds of social capital in rural communities how it may be as much an ingredient of themigration
process as something that migration acts upon. Finally, Lawrence Hamilton turnsthe question of migration and common
property resources around by pointing out that resource depletion from poor commons management is often an important

driver of out-migration. ENnjoy!
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major changes, especiadly for rura areasin developing
regionssuch asAfricaor Latin America, whichwill be
probably losing peopleby illnessor emigration. How
could commons management be affected by current
demographic trends? Are communities capable of dealing
with these changesand maintaining or adapting their
ingtitutional arrangements?To explorethesequestions,
wewould liketo take as an exampl e the experience of
internationa migrationinMexico, acountry sending
360,000 peopleto the United Statesevery year and
whereremittancesresultin an annua money income
superior totenhbilliondollars.

Migrantsfrom Mexican Northern and Centreregions
(i.e. Durango, Zacatecas, Nayarit, Guang uato) have
made up the greatest migration streamsto the USA until
recently, when Southern states|like Chigpasand Veracruz
wereadded tothelist of migrant-sending regions. The
tropica portion of the country differsfromtherest
because common property and collective governance
traditionsarefar morewidespread, dueto the
coexistenceof agreat number of indigenouscommunities
and the prevaenceof thegido, atypeof collectiveland
property instituted after the revolutionary period. Some
South stateslike Oaxacaand Guerrero are by now
typica migrant-sending states, while other haveonly
recently been added to thelist, such asVeracruz. In
Mexico, the net annual flow of peoplemigratingtothe
United Stateshasgrown morethan 12 timesinthelast
30years. Asaresult, now thereare communitiesin
Mexicowithno men at al. Just women, childrenand
elder peopleremain.

Migration takes many forms. Sometimes migrantscome
back totheir placeevery year for holidays(i.e.
Christmas), but in other casesthe contact is preserved
only by sending remittances. Another common strategy is
tomigratetemporally every two or threeyears,
alternating resi dence between the United Statesand the
home community. Inany case, aswewill see, migration
atersthe socia dynamicsand resourcedllocationin rural
communities

When subs stence depends|ess on the community
resources, goodsthat were probably highly appreciated
inthe past loseimportanceinthe context of migration. In
theMexican state of Morel os, for example, landisno
longer thelimited resourceit was 20 yearsago. Older
peasantsin severa communitiesof the state declarethat
nowadaysthereisplenty of land, sincemany plotsare
being abandoned dueto migration. Thisis
understandableif we consider that around 15 to 20% of
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the householdsin the South portion of the state have at
least onemember livinginthe USA. Asthey put it:
Everyonehereisnow livingintheother sde (USA) and
nobody wantsto farm theland anymore. Although
migration may improvethequality of local ecosystemshby
adleviating popul ation pressure on theenvironment, this
will not necessarily mean sustainable populationlevels
dueto the conditionsinwhich plotsare abandoned.
Furthermore, migrationislikely to promote
environmenta deterioration, Sncetheavailability of
economic resourcesfrom remittances could lead
householdstoincreasetheland areaunder use, or to
intensfy production by meansof machinery and chemical
fertilizers. Likewise, thereduction of adult population
makesdifficult for the NGOs, governmentsand
academic agenciesto implement preservation and
resource management projects. However, we must note
that the effects of migration on common resourcesare
mediated by theway migrationimpactstheingtitutions
that regul ate those resources.

AsMutershaugh hasargued, migration alowsvillagersto
evadelocal responsbilities, hence weakeningloca and
regional networks. Migrantsandtheir relativesstaying
homeavoid communal dutiesnot only because of their
physical absence, but also because migration transforms
theway peopl e perceivethe community anditsaffairs.

Theworst consequences of migration happenwhen the
ingtitutionsthat regul ate the use of resourcesbecame
weakened. Thisgtuationisbecoming commonin
Mexicanrura villages. Every gidoismade up of severd
gjidatarios, that is, peoplewho legaly possessaplotin
thecommunity. Community decisonsaretaken by an
organ called asambleagjidal (gida assembly) that is
conformed by al thegidatarios. When gidatarios
temporaly or permanently migrateto the USA, they may
not be able anymoreto defend their interestsor positions
with respect to their own land or communal resources
such aswater or forests. In such case, the assembly
would not work asarepresentative organ, and natural
resourcescould beused for individua or factional
interests. In the sameway, migration reducesthe number
of gidatariosor young menin general who areavailable
for performing communal tasks; thisreducesthe
community |abour avail ability and work capacity, which
makesthat dutiesvery difficult to performfor maintaining
commund infrastructure and productiveactivities, or for
protecting common resources, may be delayed or
abandoned at all. When skilled and networked leaders
migrate, migration aso diminishesthe capacitiesof the

glido asawholeto defend communal resourcesor
negotiate with other actors such asneighbouring
communities, government agenciesor NGO's.
Nevertheless, remittances could betransformedinto an
important ingredient to improve common resources
management and local development, inadditiontothe
experienceand skillsthat migrantscould acquireina
foreignnation.

Atthehouseholdleve, itiswell known that some
familiesarebetter positioned than othersfor migration,
depending ontheir gender composition, theage of their
membersand the social and family rolesthey play. The
samesituation arisesin relation to communitiesand their
common management ingtitutions: The best prepared
communitiesor theoneswhichwill undergolessadverse
consequencesfrom migration, arethosewhich are
capableto control it.

Thequestionis: What can control migration?Inour view,
thepresence of socia capital isessential.

Socid capital may be conceivedin many forms, but it
mainly includestrust, reciprocity norms, participation
networks, and forma or informa rules. According to
OstromandAhn itisan attributeof individualsand their
socid relations, whichincreasesthe capacity to solve
collectiveaction problems, such asthesocid disruptions
caused by migration inthisparticular case. Oaxacaisthe
satewith the greatest indigenous popul ationin Mexico
and oneof itsregions, the Mixteca, exhibitshigh
migration rates. In many villagesof thearea, thereare
strong communa government ingtitutionsbased on
collectiveand unpaid labour participation. Somerecent
studies have documented the power of collectivelabour
regulation to control the accessto common resources
and evento determineif one gidatario continuesto

bel ong to the community or not, according to his
achievement of communal duties. In order to accomplish
an assigned task, gidatarioscan performit themselves,
pay someoneelsetodoit, or otherwise pay achargefor
not doing so. Migrantswho are absent for long periods
could accumul ate considerable debtsand obligations,
putting at staketheir right towork in communal landsor
their membership to thecommunity. Theserulesincrease
migration cogtsfor individua swhilereducing themfor
thecommunity, ensuring thevillage accessto labour in
order to maintainitscommunal infrastructure, communal
land production, and administrative and negotiating

capacity.
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Tempora migrationin someareas of the Mixtecaispart
of adiversified Srategy to obtain anincomethroughout
theyear, without suppressing local productive practices
or dissolvingtraditional customs. Thisshowstheway in
which even very isolated and poor villages can devel op
srategiesto advantageoudy facethe conditionsdictated
by the nation-state context, aswell astheimportant role
that socia capital playsinthese processes.
Unfortunately, thisisnot the casefor most Mexicanrura
communities, which have been deeply transformed by
internationa migration. Infact, themgjority of villages
with lessthan 500 inhabitants and somekind of road
accessarevirtualy depopul ated.

| eticiad@servidor.unam.mx
rlanda@col mex.mx
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Local Commons with Global Implications
in a Footloose World

Dan Klooster
Department of Geogr aphy
Florida StateUniversity, USA

In partsof Northern Mexico, small farmslie abandoned
and common property forest ownersaredispersedin
the USA and Mexican cities. Only atiny number of
community membersparticipatein decisionsabout
loggingintheir forest commons. Inalightly populated
landscape, the exclusion of outsiderswho steal timber is
increasingly difficult. Inone successful common property
gido, however, the professiond forester in charge of
logging isareturned migrant fromthe USA, wherehe
gaveup awell-paying job. Hisgjidoisnow certified as
awell-managed forest by an international non-
governmental organization anditswood enters
globalized supply chainsthat end in Home Depot and
Ikeastores.

In Central Mexico, areturned migrant liveson hisUS
socia security stipend, servesasacommunity |leader,
and dreamsof establishingasmall cooperativetolog
pinesin oldfieldsabandoned 40 yearsago, when a
guest worker program created work opportunitiesinthe
USA.. Inhiscommunity, remittancesfrom absent family
membersprovideacrucid pillar of support for those

who stay. At the sametime, thosewho stay continue
to usethevillagecommonsfor firewood, agriculture,
and building materids. Meanwhile, many emigrants
build housesinthevillagein hopesof retiring there,
and asahedge against stricter emigration policiesin
theUS.

In Southern Mexico, anindigenouscommunity
renowned for sustainablelogging activitieshastrouble
retaining memberswith the skillsneeded in carpentry
workshops, and forest management teams. Young
men leave, taking their skillswith them. At the same
time, many communitiesin thisregion experiment with
ingtitutionsthat permit membersto work elsewhere
without abandoning communal serviceobligations.

Tointerpret these contradictory examplesof rural
change, it helpsto understand migration and
demographic change assymptomsof larger
processesof global social and economic changethat
affect therural commons. Hereisanincomplete,
preliminary list of factorsthat might affect rural
demography and Mexico'srura commons:

* USimmigration and labour lawsthat create work
opportunities, but often without creating stable rights of
residence.

* Theeconomic viability of small-scaleagriculture
amidst environmentally destructive commercial
agriculture and the hypocritical free trade agreements
that allow rich countriesto subsidize politically
important agricultural sectors but force poor countries to
open up their marketsto foreign competition.

* Communication technologies and financial institutions
that permit therelatively easy flow of information and
remittances across borders. These connect physically
distant members of transnational familiesto each other.

* Rural access to education, healthcare and other
governmental services.

® The physical characteristics of the ecosystems and
organisms that generate common property resources.

* The presence and absence of markets for these
resources, including ecosystem services.

* The strength of the social capital that ties peoplein
sending areas together.

Under theinfluence of such conditions, changesto the
rural commonswill vary greatly from placeto place.

Rural commonswill probably surviveinoneformor
another, despitethesetransformations. Despite
substantial out-migration, rural populationsin Mexico
and most other L atin American countriescontinuesto
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grow in absolute numbers, for example. Inorder toraise
childrenand support theelderly, themgority of Latin
Americanswho stubbornly stay put makeuse of therural
commonsto stretch the meagreremittancesfrom those
who haveleft. They grow someof their food inthe
agricultura commons, grazeanimalsin stripsof roadside
pasture, and usefirewood and building materials
gathered inthecommons. Inthisway, therural commons
of Latin Americacontinueto play animportant roleinthe
socid reproduction of labour. Increasingly marginal for
the production of commaodities, these commonswill
remainimportant for the production of labourers, and
crucid for the continual transformation of aglobal
€conomy.

Findly, thecomplex changesto therurad commonswill
a so haveimplicationsfor theglobal commons.

hed - il
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Increasing numbersof peoplewill consumemore
resources and produce morewaste, especidly if they are
displacedtothe USA, wherelifestylesconsumea
disproportionate share of theworld’ sresources. Even
moretroubling, however, aretheimplicationsfor the
conservation of agricultural biodiversity. Throughtheir
commons-embedded practices planting cropsand
managing vegetation, rura peopleinLatinAmerica
maintaintraditiona crop varietiesof globa importance.
Agricultura abandonment and the destruction of therural
commonsthat embed these practiceswill erodecrop
genetic resources devel oped over thousands of years of
careful selection.

dklooste@garnet.acns.fsu.edu
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Ties Woven to Defend the Original
Territory

LenalLazosChavero
Instituto de I nvestigaciones Sociales
Univer sidad Nacional AutonomadeM exico

The paper of LeticiaDurand and RosalvaL andapoints
toacrucia set of problemsinrural areasof developing
countries. We cannot understand today the dynamics of
rura communitieswithout taking migrationinto
consideration. Sincethe decade of the sixties, migration
hasbeen animportant issuein theanthropologica and
sociological literature. Thisliteratureraisesthe question
of the consequences of migration for thesocia and
cultural dynamicsof the peasant familiesand
communities. Thisquestion hasreceived numerous
answersdepending on thetheoretical approach. Mainly,
during theearly years, migration wasclearly associated
with modernization and acculturation. L ater, new
research resultsdemonstrated the complexity and the
wideand contradictory range of social, economical,
political, and cultural consequences provoked by
migration. And only for thelast decade, hasmigration has
been discussed in relation with management of natural
resources, common property, and collective governance
traditions.

Astheauthorspointed out, migration aterssocia
dynamicsand resourcealocation. Inthissense, wehave
apatchwork of possihilities. In some cases, migration
producesrupturesand loss of responsibility towardsthe
origina communitiesamong migrantsaswell asamong
residents. Thislossof responghility, astheauthors
indicated, canlead to environmental deteriorationand a
lossof control over the conservation of natural
resources. Inthese cases, migrantsare not ableto create
networksthat could maintain anidentity fegling of
belonging.

In someother cases, however, migrants of the same
community haverecreated new socia networksinthe
different placesof migration, often with residentsof their
origina communities. Through astrong political
organization, migrantscanreinforcether cultural
practicesand identify feelingsof belonging.
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Thenew appropriation of territoriesresultsina
reterritorialization, asMichadl Kearney hasnamedit,
whichisstrengthened by these socia and cultura
networksthat structurethelife of migrantsat different
levels. The sense of anew territory, and thelossof their
origind territory, meansthat,on many occasions, migrants
recreate asymbolicterritory. Thissense of belonging
producesaresponsi bility to conservetheir tiesto their
origina territory. As Durand and L andahave declared,
thisnew scenario may fortify socid indtitutionsinthe
origina communities.

When networksare continuoudy woven among migrants
of many distant places, e.g. Chicago, New York, rural
areasin California, Mexico City, or OaxacaCity, and
their original communities, e.g., San EstebanAtatlauca,
MixtecaRegion, socia capita
isbeing constantly recreated.

Moreover, the dynamicsof
migration show apattern
where, in certain periods,
permanent migrantscan
transformed themselves, even
after twenty years, back into
resdentsof their origina
communities. In other periods,
residents migrate. Hencea
cyclic pattern develops. Many
socid, economic, and political
factorscan explaintherhythm
of thesecycles, indeed there
existsan enormousliterature

about it, but what it isimportant to understand arethe
tiesthat arewoven in order to formul ate a sense of
responsibility to defend theorigind territory.

| certainly agreewith Durand and Landa' sgenera
conclusion. Theeffectsof migration onthecommon
property resources depend on these networks, the social
participation, the sense of belonging and the socia
capital constructed among migrantsand residentsin
order to defend actively and collectively their territories
and to struggleto conservetheir natural resources.

L azos@servidor.unam.mx

Another Sign From Mexico

CPREGRHM

Demographic Change, Commons
Management, and Migration: A Response

Tad Muter shaugh
University of Kentucky, USA

AsDurand and Landanote, common property studies
bringa new perspectiveto migrationanalysis, shifting
thefocusto commund ingtitutionsand away froman
exclusvefocuson family-network processes. Though
theprivileging of family relationsand networkshas
yielded tremendous benefits, it hastended towardsan

empirica andtheoretica
dightingof community
relations: common property
sudieshelptofill thislacunae
by bringing attentionto
community governance
mechanismsthat both affect,
and are affected by, migration.

Takentogether, the
exceptiond, internationd
wedalthof common property
studiesunderscoresthe
necessary relation between
commonsand itsgovernance.
InMexico, asinother world
regions, ethnographic work
hastraced the contoursof common property,
demondtrating that thecommonsis inseparablefromthe
collectivelabor relationsand communalist ideologies
that bind so many indigenouscommunes and collective
environmental management networkstogether, athough
never inquitethesameway. TheMexican instantiation
of common property and collectivework has showna
marvel ousability to reconfigureitself to meet new
chdlenges. Emerging fromindigenousgovernance
modalities in colonid times, perhapsasacorporate
communal response totheexpansion of latifundias,
communal governance includescommon property, aset
of adminigtrativepractices, and anideology of
communality. Thiscommunaist socia diaectichas
served asthelynchpin of cultural survival for Mexican
indigenouscommunities,

Page 6



June 2004

However, recent trendsin migration and the
demographic shiftswithwhichitisassociated
particularly the consequent hourglass-shaped age
structure created by the removal of 15-35year old
women and menwhileyoungstersand elderly remain
will certainly haveaprofoundimpact upon thefutureof
the commons, bringing new management challenges.
Firgt, theexodusof so many younger communalists
undercutstheir training in communal management
practices. Although scholars of common property will
recognizethe subtl ety and socio-technical complexity of
indigenous commons management technol ogies, many
migration scholarsview (educational) sojourningand
(labor) migration asavehicleto human capital
development and may fail to appreciatetheimportance
of long apprenticeshipsin communal technologies.

Itistruethat in some casestheincreased capabilities of
migrants may makethem better ableto defend their
communa property andingtitutions, assomemigrants
havethemsalves argued, yet thisisl think ahighly
contingent sort of argument inwhich outcomesare
dependent uponloca histories, culturesand
geographies. In Oaxaca, common property ismanaged
under acommuna structurethat, typically, includes
adminigrative officersknown ascargo-holdersand
planned work partiescalled tequios. This cargo/tequio
adminigtrativeframework isresponsiblefor

reproducing common property both asaproductive
capacity in itsownright and asapublicinfrastructurein
support of family-based production. These political
indtitutions includewomen’sindependent management
capabilities, athough, inthe case of Oaxaca, women's
inditutionsare increasingly integrated into communal
governance. Itisnot easy for migrantsto step back in
totheseinstitutions, and, as| haveargued el sewhere,
migration may well reduce thecommunal pool of skilled
labor availabletodothe everyday networking with
NGOswithin Mexicothat would help todefend
communitiesfrom registration and repartition.

To pick up onthislast point, any migration-induced
difficultiesaremade doubly problematic by, and perhaps
palein comparison to, the neoliberal-induced attackson
the legal and ingtitutional basisof common property. In
particular, theingtitutiona matrix of Mexican Revolution-
eraingtitutionshave been either dismantled or redirected
tomilitatefor the dissol ution of common property. By
hook or crook, so-called * brigadistas’ from Mexican
ingtitutions such asPROCEDE rangefredly throughout
Mexico promotingthe repartition of thecommons.

Thesearethered challengesof the contemporary
commons, confronted not justin Mexico, but globally.
Fortunately commundiststhemsalveshavenot passvely
enduredthese changes, but haveworkedtoincrease
their communal capacitiesand protect common
property and communa ingtitutions. For instance, |
havefound that communally-governedvillagesare, in
many cases, morecapableof integrating into
‘aternativetradeorganizations suchas organic coffee
producer networksthat requireastronglocal
governance capacity to succeed. Thishas, inmany
instances, reinvigorated communal culturesand given
thebestand brightest communalistsnew opportunities
toincreasetheir technical capabilities. Thetrick isto
seehow scholar-advocates of the commons may foster
thesetransnational liaisonsso asto build aglobal
commonsto thebenefit of, rather than to the detriment
to, local commons,

mutersba@uky.edu
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What Types of Social Capital are We
Talking About?

SaraCurran
Depar tment of Sociology, Princeton Univer sity USA

The Durand and Landaessay providesan important
statement about the possible effects of migration upon
common property resource managementssystems. In
thiscase, theauthorsarguethat migrationtothe U.S.
fromMexicoisdisrupting thesocid relaionsinthe
communitiesof origin, becausethesocia capita
associated with gidosisbeing eroded. Indeed, this
could bethe case, but | would want to know more about
themigration processesat work in each community, the
quality of social capital resources, the sourceand
recipientsof social capital, and the quality of thegjidosin
question, beforel would agree.

Recent scholarship about Mexico-U.S. migration
indicatesconsderablevariability intheszeand quality of
Mexican- U.S. migrant networks. For quality, itishas
been argued that trust and reciprocity arethekey
ingredientsof somemigrant socia networks, giventhe
risksof migration. How might thisrelateto socia capital
inplacesof origin?It could bethat communitieswith
pre-existing, strong gidosmight havehigh level sof socia
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capital that trand ateinto strong migrant social networks.
Or, perhaps strong gidosdiminishthelikelihood of out-
migrationinitially. Subsequently, communitiesthat are
latecomersto themigrant stream may suffer greater
disruptiveeffects.

Inother migration scholarship, it hasbeen noted that
transnationa tiesfrom destinationsback toorigin
communitiescan affect community invesments, politica
dructures, and environmental outcomesin communitiesof
origin. How might thesefactorsaffect gidos socid

capitdl?

CPREGRHM

Out of the North

LawrenceC.Hamilton
Depar tment of Sociology, Univer sity of New
HampshireUSA

Discussionsof inter-regional migration oftenfocuson
what might be called South-to-North flows, suchas
MexicototheU.S. Inthisnotel useNorthinadifferent

By posingtheclaimthat sense, meaning Far North -
migration .undermlr@the . thenorthernrim of the
social capital associated with Atlantic (NorthAtlanticArc)
gjidos, the Durand and =B e .. 4 andthenorthcircumpolar
Landaessay raisesan Pt '.*a_,.__F*'? L T == *" lands. Overthepast 14

intriguing questioninmy
mind. If socia capital is
associated with glidosand
social capital isalso akey
ingredient of themigration
process, then how arethe
twotypesof socia capital
related to each?Arethey
fungibleresourcesor isthe
comparison oneof apples
and oranges? My guessis
that they areoneand the
same, but that Durand and Landamight consider
widening their lensto consider avariationinmigration
processes and associated social capital, aswell as
variaioningidosand associated socid capital. A fully
elaborated set of possible cases, may revea important
insightson the character, content, and formation of socia
capitd.

curran@princeton.edu

Sgufiordur in Northern Iceland, a dedlining village that was once
“ The Herring Capital of the\World” . Photo Lawrence Harmilton

~ years, my colleaguesand|
- havestudied migrationflows
¥ out of thisNorth. Such
flowsoccur withinsome
highly devel oped countries,
d including Canada, theU.S.
and Norway, but likelow-
latitudeflowsthey move
fromless-developedto
more-devel oped places.
They arecomparableto

low-latitudeflowsin
proportion though not in magnitude.

Therearesomequitevisiblemigrantsinto the North:
predominantly young men drawn by resource-extraction,
construction and transportation work, or by the
extensive public-sector economy. On scalesof yearsto
decades, however, their migrationtendsto betemporary.
Sociologically, amoreinteresting patternistheflow of
native northernersto the south. Many native northerners
areindigenous peoples, such as Sami or Inuit, whose
cultural identity islinked to landscapeswheretheir
ancestorslived for thousands of years. Others, scarcely
less“indigenous,” are descendantsof farmersand fisher
folk with many centuriesof northern history themselves.
For such northerners, moving south can bealarge
cultural step. Making it larger isthe concern that
northern educationsand experiencesmight not havefully
prepared them for urban lifein the south. Because
northern communitiestendto besmall - often, justa
hundred to afew thousand people - the demographic
consequencesof out-migration canbelarge
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Out-migration draws away more energetic, skilled and
ambitiousyoung adults- socid and human capita asmall
community canill affordtolose. Their departure
weakenspotentia for sustainable development and gives
morereason for the next personto leave. Paradoxically,
out-migration might beviewed asapositivesigninsome
places, evidencethat local familiesand schoolsare
raising young peoplewho can get away - which many
adolescentssay they would liketodo. Trendsinthesize
of northern communitiesdepend mainly on balances
between migration and births. Infishingvillagesaround
Newfoundland, Iceland or north Norway, net out-
migration dominateslow birth
rates, producing loca decline.
InArcticRussia, risng death
rateserodethe population as
well. InnorthernAlaska, high
birth ratesdrive population
upwardsinsomevillages
despitenet out-migration.

M ore nativewomen than men
leavethe North. “Female
flight” reflectspushand pull
factors- gender differencesin
the appeal of modernvs.
traditiona roles, in attitudes
about education and careers,
andin experienceswithvillage
andurbanlife. Marriageto
outsiders, who eventua ly move back to the south,
providesan asymmetrica mobility path. Femaeflight
leavesademographicfootprint: relative shortagesof
womeninthe source communities, creating problemsfor
both malesand femaleswho remain.

Living resourcessustained traditiona societies
throughout the North, and remain very important today.
AcrosstheNorth AtlanticArc, from Newfoundland to
north Norway, exist some of the most fisheries-
dependent placeson earth. A variety of common-
property management schemes have struggled to keep
catchesfrom becoming fatally high amidst the urgent
needs of stakeholdersin competing fisherieslargeor
small, from different portsor nations, and for predators
or prey - al of them depending on complex ecosystems
embedded in changeable seas. Management hasfailed
spectacularly in someinstances, with the collapse of
labour-intensivefisheriesfor cod off Newfoundland and
West Greenland, or herring off |celand and Norway.
Other fisheriesfluctuate wildly, or seelong-term declines.

Ready for Oaxaca in August?

New fisheriestargeting invertebratessuch ascrab or
shrimp haveflourished after predatorswereremoved,
but they tend to belesslabour intensive. Fisheries
troublescan directly drive out-migration, asseenwhen
fish catchesand migration flowsaregraphed ontime
plotstogether. Such plotssometimesalso reveal more
gradua out-migration preceding thefisheriescriss.
Better commons management might reduce out-
migration but not endit; there arefurther reasonswhy
young folks choose not to beafisherman, or a
fisherman’'swife.

Other common-property
resourcesimportant to
northern peoplesinclude
caribou and marinemammals
intheNorthAmericanArctic,
or reindeer andtheir grazing
groundsin northern Europe
and Russia. Problemswith
theseresources could make
lifemuch harder for
indigenous peoples, but their
linksto migration areless
studied.

Thearticlesbelow providea
few pointsof entry to
researchonmigrationfrom
the North.

Hamilton, L. C. and C. L. Seyfrit. 1994. “Coming out of the
country: Community size and gender balance among Alaskan
Natives.” Arctic Anthropology 31(1):16-25.
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ANNOUNCEMENTS

Send L etters and Annoucements to Doug Wilson, Editor,
CPR Digest, The Inditute for Fisheries Management, North
Sea Center, PO Box 104, DK-9850, Hirtshas, Denmark.
dw@ifm.dk Tel: 4598 94 28 55 Fax:: 4598 94 42 68

For membership, dues, back issues, and missing copies
MichelleCurtain, PO. Box 2355 Gary, IN 46409 USA Tdl: 01-
219-980-1433 Fax:: 01-219-980-2801 iascp@indiana.edu

For questions about |ASCP papers and research, contact
Charlotte Hess, Information Officer, IASCP, 513 N. Park,
Bloomington, IN 47408 USA iascp@indianaedu Td: 01-
812-855-9636 Fax: 01-812-855-3150

TheCommonsin an Ageof

Global Trangtion: Challenges,
Risksand Opportunities
The 10th Bienniel Meeting of the IASCP

Oaxaca, Mexico, August 9—13, 2004
Hogted by theUniver sdad Nacional AuténomadeM éxico

Thetheme and title for the conferenceis* The Commonsin an Age of
Global Trangtion: Challenges, Risksand Opportunities’. Assuch, IASCP
2004 seeks to stimulate further discussion upon many of the themes that
wereraised during the 2002 conferencein Zimbabwe, where* Globaisation”
wasthe central focus.

Ten sub-themesfor the conference have been suggested below. Thegod isto
foster deeper discussions acrossdl themes, including the anadysis of
ingtitutiona frameworks, the importance and influence of marketsand public
policy-making, and the interrel ationships between policies and indtitutions at
locd, regiondl, netiond andintemationd leve swithinthecontext of globd transtion.
Please note that broader papers covering topics that cut across more than
oneof theten conference sub-themesare dso welcome.

Farmer Managed Irrigation Systems
Promotion Trust Third international Seminar On:
Farm er Managed Irrigation Systemsand
Governance Alternatives

Objective of the Seminar

The objective of the seminar isto share and disseminate the knowledge
and experience about Farmer Managed Irrigation Systems (FMIS) and
the opportunities of governance aternatives offered by them.

Seminar date and Venue
Thursday and Friday, 9-10 September, 2004, Kathmandu, Nepal.

Seminar Sequence

The seminar will follow these sequential steps: i) inauguration ii)
bestowing honor awards to distinguished FMIS scholars/icons of honor
iii) key-note speeches by icons of honor iv) presentation of research
papers v) plenary discussion on the papers presented vi) vote of
thanks.

Support to beProvided

FMIS Promotion Trust will not provide any international travel
support to the international participants. It will provide food and
accommodation of reasonable standard to them. In-country partici-
pants will pay for their travel-costs. The Trust will provide lunch and
teato all the participants during the seminar.

Further Information

Thefull text of the papers, after having been scrutinized and accepted,
will be published as a part of the seminar proceedings and one copy of
the published proceedings will be made available to each participant
later. The paper contributors are requested to send their abstracts on
the seminar theme and relevant sub-themes at the address given below.
The last date of submission of abstract is 15 July, 2004. The full paper
should be sent by the middle of August, 2004. The Trust would also
like to know from the contributors as to their preference of aid of the
presentation aid (power-point or overhead projector).

For information about submiting papers or any other inquiry about the
seminar, please contact at the following address:

Dr. Prachanda Pradhan, Chairman (E-mail : pradhanp@mos.com.np)
Farmer Managed Irrigation Systems Promotion Trust

Min Bhawan, G. P. O. Box No. 1207

Kathmandu, Nepal

Phone: 977-1-493664

Fax : 977-1-482008
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Littoral 2004
Seventh Internationa
Conference& Exhibition

Delivering Sustainable Coasts:

Connecting Science and Policy

20t-22" September 2004
Aberdeen Exhibition and Conference Centre,
Aberdeen, Scotland, UK

A joint EUROCOAST and EUCC-The Coastal Union conference,
supported by CoastNET, the UK’s national coastal network. Littoral
2004 isamajor European event attracting an international audience
of coastal researchers, managers, practitioners, and industry.

For more information visit www.littoral2004.org, or contact the
conference office on enquiries@littoral2004.org or tel/fax +44 (0)1223

333438.

Call for ProposalstoHost | ASCP 2006

IASCP is now accepting preliminary proposals from individuals/organiza-
tions interested in HOSTING our 11th biennial conference scheduled for
2006.

Those interested should submit a two page statement identifying your
interests in hosting an IASCP conference. The most useful statement will
include the following information:

1. proposed program chair (listing qualifications); 2. identification of
the sponsoring organization; 3. list of potential co-sponsors; 4.
proposed themes and sub-themes; 5. identification of appropriate
venues; 6. proposed logistical arrangements, including field trips; 7.
proposed funding sources; and 8. projected budgetary information.
Proposals must be received by Michelle Curtain, IASCP Executive
Director, no later than May 10, 2004. You may send your proposals by
email to: iascp@indiana.edu or via postal mail to: IASCP, PO Box 2355,
Gary, IN 46409 USA.

Become a member
of the
Digital Library of
the Commons!

You areinvited to submit your working papers, pre-
and post-printsto the Digital Library of the Commons

http://dic/dlib/indiana.edu

You may either upload them el ectronically ontheweb

or send them through regular postal mail touswherewe
will digitize, convert themto PDF format and upload
themfor you. If you do not wish to make your work
availablethroughthedigitd library, wetill encourage
you to submit your work to the Workshop Research
Library, theworld'slargest collection on common-pool
resources.

Sendto: Charlotte Hess, | ASCP | nformation Officer

Workshopin Palitical theory and Policy Andlysis
IndianaUniversity , 513 N. Park Bloomington, IN
48408 USA

JULY 1, 2004 - JUNE 30, 2005 IASCP MEMBERSHIP CARD
Renew your membership now and you will not miss any of your membership bendfits; including: subscriptions to The CPR Digest; discount registration a  our nearly

annua meetings, conference abstracts, and the opportunity to contribute to the growth of the IASCP. Contact the IASCP office for additiond information or vist our web ste.

MEMBERSHIP INFORMATION: Renewa New (Please check one)
Last Name First Name Middle
Address:
City State/Province: Postal Code/Zip: Country:

Email Address:

INDIVIDUAL MEMBERSHIP*
$50,000 Or MOre......cccrvmveenenees
$20,000 - 49,999...

$19,000 and 1€SS...ocvreirerennene.

Total dues payment @US $60.00........cccceurennees $
Total dues payment @ US $ 40.00......
Total dues payment @ US $ 10.00........ccceureneees $

*|nstitutional membership fees are a suggested flat rate of US $120.00.

PAYMENT INFORMATION:
You can return this card to IASCP with:
A check payable to IASCP
MasterCard __ Visa _ Discover | Card Number

CHECK MEMBERSHIP YEAR(S):
July 1, 2004- June 30, 2005
July 1,2005 - June30, 2006
July 1, 2006 - June 30, 2007

For either individuals or institutions, if your financial situation prevents you from making a full

payment at this time please indicate that and we will contact you.
Signature |

Exp. Date:

OR Email, phone or fax the information to:

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://www.iascp.org
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