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Reclaiming Eden

Biological and Cultural Conservationism

They are called paradises an
earth, bt all is not well in the pro-
tected areas of the world. Regions
considered protected in govern-
ment statistics and maps sometimes
lack real protection in fact, while
many of the protected areas that do
exist face a variety of threats, includ-
ing illegal posching, plant extrac-
ron, logging, mining, pollution,
and climate change, “Protected” ar-
eas are often in need of protection
themselves, and many indigenous
people living inside these areas are
also threatened.

With the Warld Parks Caon-
gress set o ke place in Durban,
South Africa, in fall 2003, Sqraen-
dering Paradive?, a freely available
report produced by the World
Wildlife Fund, is as pertinent today
as when it was published in 2000,
From the volume’s introduction,
one expects to find a balanced ac-
count of the current state of the
worlds protected areas as well as a
discussion of indigenous peoples’
roles in the establishment, mainte-
nance, and support of these special
pockers on the earth’s surface. Set
out in five parts, the report opens
with an overview of the extent of the
global protecred-areas netwaork,
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identifying the degrees of threat wo
these areas, examining the phenom-
enon of “paper parks™ and also in-
vestigating the underlving causes of
threars o protected areas. It then
derails the growing threats to the
worlds protected areas, focusing on
land-use changes and the rise in the
extraction of resources such as odl,
gas, pold, and copper. The authors
also dizenss cxternal theears inelud-
ing indigenous resistance and civil
wars.

Tl‘li.'i QEclinn % F::l“uu'l.-l:l |'r_l.' a
summary of previous surveys of pro-
tected areas. Among the most in-
teresting is the work undertaken by
The Nature Conservancy (TNC) in
its Parks in Peril (PiP) program
launched in 1990, Initiating a broad
analysis of the ecological, social, and
political issues faced by parks in the
FiP portfolio, TNC emerged with
a repart thar showed that virtually
J” lht |ur1m srunidied Wi rulm_'r-
ahle to large-scale threats that had
their origins far from the park
houndaries. These threats include
pollution, mining, road construc-
tion, timbher poaching, rourism de-
velopment, rtelephone  and
electricity infrastructure, agricul-
tural expansion, overgrazing, and
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government-sponsored eoloniza-
tron, In other studies, the clear chal-
lenge that emerged for managers of
protected areas was the reconcilia-
tion of the local communitys de-
imands for resoorces and incomes
from the protected arca with the re-
quirements of hiodiversity conser-
vation. National laws often officially
prohibit aceess o almost all the re-
SOUNCES 1IN 3 prun:uc:l aren. How-
ever, some local communities have
been managing these resources long
before the establishment of the na-
tional park or sancroary and have
tew other opuons. Suddenly re-
stricting their acoess to land and re-
sources they regard as their own
causes hostilioy and sometmes se-
vere hardship.

The valume ends with a de-
tailed set of case studies undertaken
by the authors and selected o illus-
trate the somewhat theoretical js-
sues sddressed in earlier sectiong of
the book. The 16 cases eover a
broad geographical range from
Morth, Central, and South America,
Africa, Europe, and Southeast and
South Asia to Mew Zealand, OF
these, two case studies in particular
relate the concerns of indigenous
peoples or local communities to dif-
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ficulties in managing the land as a
marure preserve: Ethiopias Simen
Mountain National Park and
Pakistans Khunjerab Mational Park
EHIII!I {iL'\'L' SEFHMES ThrEats 1o Iht:if
well-being. In Ethiopia, human
setthement within the park bound-
ary is regarded with deep concern.
Orriginally, nearly 73 percent of the
indigenous inhabitants of this re-
gion were forcibly relocared o
other arcas. During the civil unrest
of the 19805, however, these people
returned to the mownein park, leav-
ing conservation authorities with a
|.*1||:'njl.|.-|.':|:l|'l||: “|:l|'|i;':'|| l.'|'|;l||-:.'l1}:|: (1]
babance the needs of higﬂ&l[. threat-
l.'|'|r_'|.| 5-|.H.1'i1::1 Mu‘l‘l s [IIL‘ "l'l-';lli:l i|rr.'!'.
with these of 1.1.I'|-|:IIILL'I.I and il'l'lpl:.l-. =
erished human communities.” In
thie case of the Khunjerab MNanonal
Park, indigenous residents” rights
ani rraditional access to resources
were ignored when the park was es-
wablished in 1975, The local com-
munities’ centuries-old grazing
nights to the central-lving lands of
the newly creared park were never
afldressed. but neither was 2 ban an
their access successfully imple-
mented. In this ease, the back of con-
sultation with and recognition of
lncal communines righ:.ﬂ 0o gra-
ing exacerbated the situation to the
point of having a negative imipact
on the very species the park was es-
tablished ro protect

Concerns regarding the inclu-
S 1!1- II'I11I1.'.|.‘I'|II-II-\ CTMTHMIUMNS N
the conservarion process from the
very beginning are not the main fo-
cus of the book, which comes a5 a
disappoinmment. Most conservation
efforts in the 20th century were
based on romantic notions of pris-
tine wilderness, and consequently
people inhabiting areas identified
for protection were regularly re-
moved on the assumption that the
presence of people 15 harmiful to na-
ture. For decades, indigenous

A dead fish lies by the
Guadiamar river after
a 1998 voxic waste
spell in southern
Spain seoped into
ground water in
Donana Park, one of
Europe’s largest

willdlife reserses.

peoples have suffered band expro-
priation and outright expulsion at
the hands of national and interna-
tional agencies bent on establishing
reserves and parklands o protect
habitats and prevene species extine-
tion. (Cruestions have begun to arise
about some of the underlying as-
sumipgions concerning the exclusion
of people from protected areas. This
volume does ask these questions,
but in 2 muted, almost peripheral
way. It focuses instead on how to
ensure that hisdiversity schemes
continue to work, unfortunarely rel-
egating local and indigenous o the
proverhial back sear. Local people
are lumped together asa single uni-
ficd caregory of life. In the descrip-
tion of the Khunjerab MNational
Park, for example, the suthors sim-
ply write that local people have tra-
ditional land holdings; in contrast,
they make an effort to provide the
common and scientific names of the
endangered species.

The failure to differentiate and

acknowledge the uniqueness of
peoples and their culture 15 not the
fault of the suthors, but rather the
material they are dealing with. De-
rived from many sources, it funda-
mentally represents the perspective
of the natural sciences that domi-
nate comservanion work, Flowever,
the recognition that conservation
cannot work withoot the COMRET=
mom of lneal and |.|1|||§_r¢'r|n||'-. p._-n|1-'|._*-u
FEuIres thae m;'l.'nrm'lwI!.,rltm'nrnl' thi
vulnerability of human cultures as
well. Many societics, with their spe-
cial languages and cultures, are also
threarened by foreed removal, dis-
persal, or restricted access o tradi-
tional lands. The quest for the
parmership with and participation
of local residents in defending dhe
necds of “protected areas” demands
a further rethinking and perhaps re-
balancing of the needs of hoth
threatened human cultures and en-
dangered flora and fauna,
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