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"]11ruughnut most of the
H0th century, they have faced enor-
mous pressure io change their way of
life and adapt toa more “modern® and
settled existence. And as we enter the
21st century, mobile peoples are
increasingly threatened by interna-
tional biodiversity and conservation
movemenis, which do not recognize
their rights to use land traditdonally
inhabited by them,

Settlement Schemes

Dhrimg thve First hall of the 20th cen-
tury, an ambivalent attitude toward
nmiads prevailed, with various efforts
at private land registration and large-
scile settlement schemes being set up
with varying degrees of success. With
the consolidation of state power and
authority after World War [1, howev-
ef, many nations had the determined
aim af :nhlp}'riris Ll rnilg_'a'._nln_p[:.' MOV E=
ments of their nomadic peoples and,
ingtead, settling them in one place.
People who moved were regarded as
a threat to the security of the setthed
Their way of life was seen fo be back-
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ment efforts directed at

- nomadic peoples in the second
half of the 20th cenlury were
designed to make nomadic peoples
“modern” largely by settling them and
turming them info ranchers or farmers.
Maost of these efforts failed, resulting in
social dizlocation, destroved economies
and political disempowerment. Indesd
the resulting disintegration of nomadic
communities frequently created mew
problems for the nation-staie,

The second half of the 20th century
and the beginning of the 21st century
can be characterized by a growing
concern with the world s biodiversity,
Most conservation efforts in the 20th
century were based on romantic
nobions of pristine wilderness. Hence
people found in arcas earmarked for
protection were regularly removed,
the assumption being that people
destroy nabure.

Expulsion

Ihdiﬂ_ﬂ:‘h}uﬁ- i.H.'I.II.I'I.‘L':\, foar 1.!n|.'4._a1.||::.,
have suffered lend expropriation and
outright expulsion at the hands of
national and international agencies
bent on establishing reserves and

wrhich al d
Questions have begun to be ask
about some of the underlying
assumptions concerning people’s
exclusion from protected areas.

The Earth Summit of 1992 gave a
prominent place to indigenous and
traditional peoples, and Article 22 of
the Rio Declaration explicitly notes
that “Indigenous peoples and their
communities and other local commu-
nities have a vital role in environmen-
tal management and development
because of their h.lLll_1W|.ll_'|,IH‘;' and tradi-
Boral F"FIIE'I-IZLH States should reCog-
mize and |iu|'.. support their identity,
culture and interests and enable their
effective participation in the achieve-
ment of sustainable development.”
The Convention on Biological Diversi-
ty which was also finalized at the
Earth Surmit makes provisions rele-
vant to indigenous peoples. More
recently, in 15 the World Wide Fund
for Mature International adopted a
Statement of Principles on Indigenous
Fmph’."s and Conservaltion, and i the
same year the World Conservation
Lmion (TLUCN) adopted seven different
resolutions on indigenous peoples.
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Marginalization

Thiz l‘l'llighh."l"u."l." [UI:'I.H-. ]'||::-w:"|.'¢r_
largely falls on settled peoples whose
settlement density and accessibility
mikes advocacy and activism, on their
behalf and often with them, mare fea-
sible and media-friendly. Mobile peo-
ple who inhabit extensive and season-
al tracts of semiarid land, savannah or
ropical forests largely continue to be
igrored or find their traditiomal buant-
ing, grazing or farming lands still

ring confiscated, cordoned off and
marked out as "nature reserves” with-
out consultation. The very fact of their
mobility acts against them on the
natioral and inkernational stage.

In a world where land law is writ-
ten by those of fixed abode and is
defined by private property, not com-
Fon progey, it is difficult o make a
case of larwd boss when the aggriev-
ed party is not permanently
situated on the contested
dibe. Thuz mobile Fi.ﬂp[(l—s._,
[ 1] ﬂ'll"':r' huambiere amd !;nrh-
erers, pastoralists or farme
ers, have systematically
been left out of the growing
movement o recognize indigenous
rights in conservation and biodivens-
ty. Mobile peoples” widespread dis-
Iribution over vast tracts of land, their
extremely low lard-people ratios and
the distrust with which governments
treat such groups have rendered them
largely marginalized if not invisible,
mubed if not disfranchized and dis-
empowered.

One step in the direction of specifi-
cilly recognizing the rights and con-
tributions of mobile peoples in con-
servation and biodiversity was set in

maotion in Jordan in 2002, A group of
concerned professionals met in the
Wadi Dana Mature Reserve in April of
that year to consider a comprehensive
approach to mobile peoples and con-
servation. The term “mobile peoples”
was clarified to mean a subset of
indigenous and iraditional peoples
whaose livelihoods depend on exten-
give common property use of natural
resoUrces over an area, who use
mobility as & management strategy for
dealing with sustainable use and con-
wrvabion, and who possess a diztine-
tiviee cultural identity and natural
FESOURoE management syshem.

Dana Declaration

At the end of this meeting, the fol-
I-:rwing declaration was agreed, now
known as the Dana Declaration:

ﬂlﬂ'Eﬁttrpulsmatthehmdsnf
lllhi'l;:;ﬂﬂll agencies bent on estak

The world faces unprecedeated Hireats
fo the conseration amd sustaimable use of
its bivefipwrsity, . . .

The Nukad pressaces of fen popilie
tion dymrics, swersestminable consiemption
pealterng, eliminie :.'flmu*r ardd global aud
FiEI il eevisirieg ﬁlrrr-: Phorimadenr hoth iy
corsertation of bisloszical resowrces and
the tiveliioods of many indigenois and
traditioal peogiles, . . .

Mobile peoples are discriminated
dgainst. Their righls, Jm.h.'q!rurg rights of
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ot Wadi B sireggle bo memioin
in tha foce of lorge-soobe influass of

access fo warfaral resouerces, are Lr_,l"rru
derfed and conmpenbional conscrpalivn
pﬂr-t'll'f'n.‘:t in'.'dra_;:ﬁ'a_u:“r'wll'f_ll.' address therr con
CETFIE. ﬂh“ﬁ:’__ﬁh.‘fﬂ.-ﬂ_. |ET,"-|"I||IJH' iorkly H.lrpﬂn_'
of global e’JrﬂrJge', underneine Fheir
Tifestilis, revitice Nieie anbil ity do e fir bals
ance with mefiere and Nieeates teir very
extstenrce as dislinct peoples,

Monetheless, Mrough Heir fradiliomal
respurce use proclices and cillire-hased
respect for neture, many mobile pemles

are sHill moking a sigmiffcanr cowrtril-
ffou to e ivinlenance of the
atrily's eoosystents, apecivs mrd
genelic  diversity—even

Phrarghy Nris ofietns gows dnrrec.

ognized. Thus e inlerests of
mobile peoples amd consera-
tion conoerge, especially as they
face a number of commron challenges.
Theere iz therefore an urgent need o crente
a nruduaily ri.'i'ral.lrnrr:mg partuership
Betureenr mobile proples ad Hiose inmooloed
il comseroalion,

The participants at the Wadi Dana
conference committed themselves bo
promoting conservation praclices
which consider the rights and capaci-
ties of mobile peoples based on a set
of cleady defined principles.

The Dana Declaration serves to
remind us that protecting the full cul-
tural diversity of humanity, the settled
and the mobile, is alzo part of the
broader biodiversity that we all seck
to preserve. In September, it was
endorsed by representatives of mobile
i]'ld.iﬂunuux P-l:l:rph:'s- at the Waorld
Parks Congress in Durban, South
Africa.[]
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