Theories of economic growth
January 9th
Classical Theories:
-as populations grow, how do you meet those growing needs?
Pre WW1/2, protectionism: National landowning classes: influential
			        tariffs
Protectionist policies detrimental, couldn’t trade, had to be self-sufficient

Ricardo – comparative advantage
	Need trade, not self-sufficient
	Produce those things that one country is best at producing
	e.g. industrialized – manufactured goods, tropics – agricultural goods
	Latin America: 19th century end, big push for coffee
	Problems: lack of food security, South dependant on North, cost of agriculture to the North does not represent the actual cost – cost transferred to producer; South at disadvantage, can’t advance
	
Implications: encourage developing countries to produce and export agricultural goods and raw materials

Neo-classical Theories:
Post WW2 1950s / 1960s
Micro-oriented ‘rational’ economic behaviour: how do people make decisions, buying power, economic predictions based on populations and their trends
Mono-economic approach – universal principles
Advocate market-oriented policies
e.g. Keynesian Growth: focus on creating aggregate demand
			raising employment ($ for consumption)
			State intervention to balance and maintain growth
Implications: both socialist and capitalist models – industrialization and infrastructure construction key
		Borrow (World Bank) for mega projects
		Some countries strong and powerful, some not, why?
		Why are developing countries still not industrializing? 
		Realized social aspects played a role in the economy

Early Social Theories of Development
To explain why developing countries not ‘progressing’ – social-cultural barriers?
Weber: Modern Rationalism
World view: their culture shapes their understandings, perspectives
Basic differences between different parts of the world
Big change: Protestant work ethics: individuals not God responsible for life on earth (material well-being)
Rostow: Linear stages of economic growth
Traditional society: primitive, fatalistic attitudes, limited technology / production
Preconditions for ‘take-off’: investment in manufacturing (small scale production), progress through education, financial institutions) 
Take-off: rise in technology and scientific thinking, systems of banking / investment
Drive to maturity
High mass consumption stage
Implications:
Development = modernization = westernization
Isolate factors acting as barriers to capitalist development and thinking
Change ‘backward’ thinking and behaviours
Install new ethics

Critiques of Linear Stages
Ignores global historical processes
Ignores specific pre-capitalist histories of developing countries (all = equally backward)
World has changed: developing countries cannot follow same path
Overly-focused on end result of high mass consumption
Focus on cultural change, not structural factors

Neo-liberalism
1970s 1980s: revival of classical (Smithian) economic theories
Washington Consensus
-reduce government spending
-free up trade
-create private property and free market institutions
Structural Adjustment Policies (SAPs)

General outcomes of economic-led development
Technological development
Industrialization
Commercial farming – most efficient for big producers; crowds out small farmers
Urbanization – migration from rural areas

Critiques of economic growth theories
Overly simplistic assumptions and culture-bound
Designed by distant agencies / bureaucrats
Primarily benefits elite nationals and or foreign investors
Ignores social and structural factors
Little concern for social and environmental consequences (e.g. towns re-located because of planned flooding)

Structuralism
Focus on distinct marco-economic structures of developing countries
Came from the Latin American conferences
Focused on trade theory and problems of export agriculture
Modernize agricultural sector
Trade strategies: import-substitution
Promote labour-intensive and capital saving industrialization strategy

Marxist and Neo-marxist Theories
Focus on uneven power relations among countries (developed vs developing)
Dependency theories: (e.g. A.G. Frank)
			Uneven relationships in world capitalist system cause of underdevelopment
Metropole and satellite countries: surplus flow from satellites to metropole
These relationships persisted after the end of colonialization

World Systems Theory
Wallerstein
Longer historical perspective
Focus on cyclical fluctuations

Critiques
Overly deterministic
Evidence doesn’t always support the theory
Ignored internal class relations
Too theoretical, not enough empirical research
Doesn’t incorporate cultural factors

Post-structuralism, post-modernism and grassroots approaches
1970s – 1980s: critiques of macro, structurally-oriented theories and ‘top down’ policies
Focus on persistent poverty and more directly meeting human needs
Shift away from broad policies, macro projects (dams, roads)

Basic needs approach
1970s: top down approaches not reducing poverty
ILO and WB (McNamara) shifted focus – aid for poor directly
Basic personal consumption: food, clothing, shelter
Access to essential services: clean water, sanitation, education, healthcare
Access to paid employment
Healthy environment
Participate in decision-making
Foundation of most development projects today

Post-modernism and alternative development
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Levels of Involvement
[image: ]

Individual Level: Households/ Individual / Gender / Age
Community Level: Local Organisations / Infrastructure /
 Natural Resources / Community Services / Cultural Contexts
Social Level: NGOs / Physical Infrastructure / Social Structures / 
National Social Movements / State Policies / National Economy and Markets
International Level: World Markets / Multilateral Organisations / International NGOs / International Social Movements

Examining how these levels interact with each other, influence and contribute to change.


Developmentalist Confirguration
De Sardan
Holistic approach (socialist approach)
Development as social phenomenon
Contexts (historical, economic, political, cultural, social, environment, infrastructure)
Actor-oriented perspectives: relationships and worldviews
Bio-physical environment
Trying to understand what is happening, how? (Not if development is good or bad)
What factors influence the outcome
Have to understand context to make connections

FGB: Introduction
Initial purpose: evaluate effectiveness of coops to help with risks of export production
Theoretical issues addressed: commodity approach; links between historical and contemporary farmers, processors, marketers
Issues uncovered as research continued:
How research was designed:
Why research was designed:

Chapter 1
Agricultural Export Production: Implications for Macro and Micro-level Development
Consequences of Export Agriculture in terms of human development
Intersection of Macro factors and micro contexts

Attraction for Farmers
Easy to store and handle
Value can be very high for an agricultural product
Can be grown on very steep slopes (not usable for other crops – high altitude) 
Yields high for a tree crop
Labor-intensive, rather than capital intensive
Can be stored for long periods of times
Doesn’t grow in Europe and North America where markets are largest
Can be processed with relatively simple technology

Map: Key Coffee-producing Regions of Latin America
Mexico: mainly southern region
Honduras, Nicaragua, Costa Rica, El Salvador, Panama (Central America), Brazil, Peru

Chart: Comparative Human Development Indicators (HNHDP 2011) 

Coffee Production in Central America
18th century: rising demand in Europe
Costa Rica 1st in Latin America to establish coffee as export
1880s – major cash crop throughout Central America, Colombia, Venezuela
Boom-Bust Cycles: macro and micro impacts
Coffee became important during prohibition – social drink
New drink, exotic, high demand, medicinal purposes
Business and coffee – coffee shops, intellectual

Attempts to Mitigate Problems of Dependency
Crop diversification: 
Coffee grows on trees – time investment, makes it worthwhile to wait out the bad times
lack of better alternatives; risks 
Import substitution (Central American Common Market):
Industry needed imported machinery
Conflict within CACM countries
Capital intensive; few jobs; limited market for consumer goods
International Coffee Organization (ICO)
1958 – International Coffee Agreements (ICAs)
Failed to renew in 1989 – coffee market unregulated (neo-liberalism)

Social-Historical Contexts: Rest of Central America
Extreme inequalities in land distribution: encomiendas (elites got large parcels of land and the labor – indigenous peoples living there)
Large indigenous populations (labour abundance)
Ladinos and European immigrants invade indigenous lands (mountainous lands)
Elites controlled legal system, land and labour
Result:
Extreme inequality
Those with no capital to invest became disenfranchised
Low wages; poor conditions, no alternatives

Coffee Production and Development in Costa Rica
Isolated and rugged terrain
Few natural resources desired by settlers
Low population density
Relatively equitable land distribution when coffee began
Still open frontier for small farmers
Elite opted to control processing, not production

Result:
Large numbers of small farmers growing coffee
High wages and technological innovations (in processing)

Processors and Farmers in Costa Rica
Beneficios (processing centers) were powerful, but needed farmers
Beneficios collude to keep prices low (charging farmers to process their beans)
Controlled credit: government credit -> beneficios -> farmers

Costa Rican State Policies and Coffee Production
Late 1800s early 1900s: laissez-faire policies
1931: first major coffee tax
Invested in infrastructure, education

ICAFE (Instituto del Café)
Regulates sales and production; controls for quality
e.g. prohibits robustas (cheaper, darker, more sour coffee)
prohibits use of quick-ripening chemicals
supported farmer cooperatives
but elites still controlled lucrative exporting
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Problems Facing Small Farmers
Dependency on external markets
Monocultural production
Boom-bust nature of agricultural export markets
Limited resources
Household dynamics
Reliance on middlemen (buyers, processors, exporters)

Cooperatives as Development Initiatives
Promoted by Alliance for Progress Latin America (1960s – 70s) and states throughout the developing world
Promoted to stop violence and provide stability
To improve income for small, disadvantage producers
Economies of scale (buying in bulk, re-distribution = cheaper)
Control more of the production process (process coffee further by themselves, higher price)
Eliminate intermediaries
Producers = shareholders => profits returned via higher crop prices
Profits don’t go to a company – directly back to you
Perceived as equitable: 1 member = 1 vote
Empowering: members participate in decision – democratic; grassroots, participatory
Most ended up being state operated cooperatives – forced, controlled, not grassroots
Means of distributing social services – veterinary services, health, etc
Problematic: farmers must agree to reduce their share so that money goes to those services

Export Agriculture and Rural Development
Ultimately: how has export agriculture affected rural livelihoods in terms of equity, empowerment, and the environment?
Take-over of big companies / farmers – migration, social unrest, shift workers?
Cooperatives? 
Are agricultural cooperatives an effective means of mitigating problems of export agricultural production and contributing to rural equitable rural development? Can that help farmers survive?
But first we need to understand the nature of coffee-production and coffee-producing households.

MAP: PEREZ ZELEDON (COSTA RICA)

Palomas and Santa Cruz
Extent of involvement in agricultural export economy:
Village level
Household level
Impacts of agricultural export production:
Incomes and livelihoods
Gender
Responses and behaviours as indicators

Coffee Production
Planting, maintaining
Harvesting
Processing
Exporting

Agricultural Production and Farming Households in Perez Zeledon
Production: coffee, sugar, other crops, livestock
Inter-household relationships
Reciprocity – generalized and balanced
Market exchange
Key household resources: land, labour
Categorization of households: marginal, self-sufficient, employer
Evidence of stratification due to agricultural exports

Minifundia
	Community
	Marginal
	Self-Sufficient
	Employer
	Median

	Palomas
	1.04
	4.0
	41.26
	2.07

	Santa Cruz
	1.21
	4.0
	49.82
	2.07
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Coffee and Household Equity Issues 
Gender, Agricultural Production and Development Issues
Why do we need to understand gender division of labor?
Does export agriculture impact men and women equally?
how do cultural perceptions of gender affect household strategies? collective organization?

labor
gender division (household vs. coffee production)
biological versus socio-cultural explanations
men perform more labor-intensive tasks (i.e. fertilization, maintenance, etc.)
young children and older women do not often participate in the harvest
not biological (i.e. women in SSA who assist)
knowledge systems sent father-to-son or from male-to-male in catina (informal)
inappropriate/problematic for women to be unaccompanied by a man in catina

land
men vs. women
patterns of inheritance (de jure vs de facto)
commercial agriculture seen as the men’s domain (girls will concede land)
household decision-making power

Parents and Children
household production strategies
cooperative oriented
independent oriented
generation and power
who controls property? (i.e. woman who refused to give up land before she died)

Collective Efforts to Improve Conditions
Community Development Associations (ADCs)
collective action at local level
operate under national Institute for Community Development (participatory development initiative)
provides small yearly budget
democratically-organized with elected leaders (not only elites participate)
not grassroots per se, but highly participatory
identify own needs
design and implement self-help projects
projects and funding
use networks to secure money
projects vary (i.e. cemetery in Palomas)

Coops in Costa Rica
earliest formed in 1940s and were actively promoted in the 1960s (Alliance for Progress)
state provided financial incentives and created a favorable climate
10 year exemption from property taxes
no import duties on tools, machinery, agricultural inputs
priority access to transportation
processing coops to provide competition to the beneficios
coops able to modernize more easily then private firms

Early Problems with Coops
rapid increase in coop production and difficulties managing skills
exporting still monopolized by large firms
lack of technically qualified personnel
high debt
high rates of mismanagement, corruption, lack of member participation
large percentage of early coops went bankrupt
government mandated and controlled versus grassroots oriented

Cooperagri
main coop in Perez Zeledon, formed in 1962 as a farmer initiative
problems
poor track records of earlier coops
ideological opposition
communism
loss of lands
sabotage (crop destroyed, bickering)
management problems

Coopeagri’s Strategies for Success
main focus was improving farmer incomes
diversified interests to avoid dependence on a single crop
 sugar refinery
milk processing plant
women’s group for craft production (culturally appropriate income generation)
credit and loan branch
professional managers
members of the coop, have coop’s best interests at heart
improve coffee quality
demand high % of ripe cherries 
develop brand name labels (marketing the producer, beginnings of ‘fair trade’)
eliminate middlemen
 vertical integration
improve selling position
build trust, create personal relationships with buyers (Europe)
improve access to market information for farmers
keep costs low
profits back to farmers as higher prices
partner with farmer’s union (producers/laborers)
tensions between sindicalismo and solidarismo movements
programs for landless farmers

Coopeagri and Household Marketing Strategies
coop versus private beneficios (only 25% of farmers sold exclusively to Coopeagri)
ideology: pros and cons
notion of working together, collective action
fears of communism, socialism
costs of joining (land title, membership fees)
perceptions of risks associated with coops
marginal households and savings policies
rely on family, sell own labor
land holding small in relation to family size
social capital
5% of farmer payment for crop into savings account, for use by coop
harvest labor and coop policies
credit: rates and processes
security and trust
familial ties to factories
what does this all imply in terms of promotion of coops as development initiatives?

Coping with the Coffee Crisis (1990s)
end of coffee agreements and liberalization of markets
adjust production strategies
reduce amount of fertilization, pesticide use, weeding/pruning (yields decrease)
organic (higher prices, less input needed)
costs of certification
crops susceptible to disease
monocultural production, no organic fertilizers
diversify
pros and cons of alternative crops
 sugar (Palomas well-suited for refinery)
“exit option”
subsistence farming (producing only for family)
soils, land availability (shifting cultivation)
need for cash (“ratchet effect”)
less income at macro level (government spending)
cannot sustain population growth
wage labor
not many opportunities in area
transportation difficult
“follow the harvest”
micro-enterprises
men and women
craft production (limited, small scale)
education
migration

Migration and Development
debates over capital for investment versus capital for consumption, dependency on remittances
money not being invested but spent on “lifestyle” items, creates a dependency on this migrant lifestyle

Changing Economic Conditions in Costa Rica
Neoliberal policies 
Pushed by world bank to open up markets
Co-ops can engage directly in export
Payment for environmental services – gives money to farmers to make sure they are being environmentally friendly with their productions; specifically to reforest areas

Costa Rican economy diversifying
Tourism #1 sector
Non-traditional exports (tropical fruits – pineapple, bananas)
Industrial goods – microchips
Obstacles to US migration – people returned in early 2000s
Coffee: crisis, but recovering
2001: 0.45 -> 2007: 1.07 -> 2011: 2.24
Growth in specialty markets: organic, gourmet, ‘alternative’
Environmental regulations and practices of beneficios
Water and waste
Processing by quality
‘wet’ washing – lots of water, better quality, higher price; water goes back into water (with tanic acid – waste) and solid waste as well (bean pulps) = problems with rivers
Using processing waste to produce organic fertilizer

Alternative Trade markets: fair trade
Social and environmental value added
Lesser known groups: rainforest alliance, etc
Idea: more of the profits go directly to the farmer than the traditional method
Deals with poverty, equity (level the playing field for the small producers to compete with large producers), empowerment, environmental sustainability and development
5 criteria for Fair Trade Organizations (FTOs)
Is the only program that guarantees a minimum price for farmers
Pay higher prices
1.26 / lb base price or US .10 / lb above world price (was .05)
0.20 for organic (was .15)
Premium to be used on social programs
Commit to long term partnerships
Democratically organized producer associations (co-ops)
Encourage sustainable production practices
Sustainable -> become organic gradually
Raise customer awareness (i.e. increase demand)
These criteria are developed by the north

Video: Guatemala: human price of coffee, 2006 by Films for the Humanities and Sciences (available in UOttawa library catalogue online)
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Problems with Fair Trade and Alternative Markets
Low demand – can’t sell entire crop at Fair Trade prices (only partial crop) 
Certification costs – monetary costs; 
costs of monitoring and enforcing (not using child labour, environmentally sustainability – amount of chemicals used, etc)
Some costs not measurable – how to deal with the stress associated – leadership decisions, hard on family / friendship ties, etc. 
Time costs as well

Power and participation: 
Gender equity: participation; 
coopeagri programs (women could participate, but was a much lower participation rate than men)
Access to markets vs form of neo-colonialism

Production restrictions for ‘sustainability’ and organic produce
Yields and costs:
	Types of Production
	Approximate Yields (Q / ha)

	Conventional
	60+

	‘Sustainable’
	30 – 40

	Organic
	15 - 20



Labour (e.g. Mexico)
Mexico exports people as labourers; makes it hard for farmers to hire (very expensive)
Costa Rica: cost of living 3rd highest in Latin America (cost for labour is high)
Not always the best price (e.g. emerging gourmet buyers) (2+ years of contracts) 

Environment and Production Strategies
	Types of production
	Market price
	Market size access
	Approx. gross earnings

	Conventional
 (gourmet)
	106 (140+)
	Broad / easy
Broad-limited vs limited
	6 360 
8 400

	Sustainable
	131
	Limited / limited
	4585

	Organic
	141
	Very Limited
	2538

	Fair trade
	126
	Extensive limited / very limited 
	4410 (min)

	Fair trade organic
	156
	Extensive limited / limited
	2808



Fair Trade in Costa Rica
Different roles in Production and Marketing Strategies
Coope Montes de Oro (organic / sustainable)
CoopeSarapiqui (domestic value-added market)
Coopeagri (very limited – costs of certification)

Coffee and Economic Change in Perez Zeledon
Boom-amid-bust Paradox:
Migration and remittances
Infrastructural Improvements: transport and telecommunications
Tourism
Wage labour and education
Coffee production and processing: flight of private beneficios (they closed down and left) when prices dropped
Creation of ‘micro-beneficios’ international funding for smaller producers to build dry tiny processing plants; can self-sell at a niche level
Coopeagri – currently biggest producer (pays highest price; taken over other factory workers)

Coopeagri Strategies 21st Century
Corporation Coopeagri
Increasing diversification
Biggest employer – has supermarket below offices 
Coffee marketing
Direct sales abroad: multiple production and marketing strategies
FT and gourmet

Farmer Responses to Changing Domestic and International Economies
Exit strategy
Cut for cattle (not very many; 1 – 3, based on plot size) 
Neglect (cut wage labour or less attention to the crop)
Sell (wage labour)

Persist
Strategic selling: local factories vs gourmet coyotes
Diversification: new agricultural opportunities for domestic market: wage labour

Invest: new small business opportunities
Generational differences (less likely to get into farming – education)

Annotated Bibliography
February 25 NOT February 13, as mentioned in the syllabus weekly details
Topic and Research Question
At least 6 academic sources (peer reviewed)
Go through class material (books) to find topic – doesn’t have to be very prominent; must draw on something from the course; doesn’t have to be about the same countries (e.g. coffee production in Kenya)
Hand-out is available online; titled “Guidelines for Writing Annotated Bibliography”
Very small project: ‘My topic is: ________________’ and small write up for each source
Is not supposed to be very hard

February 4
Broader agriculture and rural development issues
75% of world’s poor in rural areas – agriculture essential in terms of:
Economic growth
Environmental sustainability
Poverty alleviation and food security
Household and individual level
National concerns: 2007 – 08 world food price crisis
Retreat  from the countryside
Much of developing world out-migration continues
e.g. of 26 million ha arable land in Mexico, 12 million abandoned

Land Grabbing
Elsewhere: shift in control of production
Large scale land acquisitions by domestic and transnational companies, governments and individuals for food (37%) and biofuel production (21%)
Neoliberal policies removed many restrictions on foreign land ownership, but also national companies and individuals
Advocates:
Opportunity to reverse long standing underinvestment in agriculture
Critics:
Countries attracting investor interest are those with weak land governance
Land insecurity and tenure:
e.g. only 2 – 10% of  land in Africa formally titled; customary lands remain under control of states -> displacement
lack of inclusive and participatory consultations
domestic food security issues

Investors and Targeted Areas
Investors
Agribusinesses
Foreign governments (e.g. China and gulf States): fear of national food security
Other forms of land-grabbing: ex-pat (e.g. in Perez Zeledon)
Targeted Areas:
Sub-saharan Africa: 2/3 large scale acquisitions
Latin America:
Not as prominent (but increasing: e.g. Peru, Guatamala)
Trans-latina companies

What is the ‘developmentalist configuration’ in the context of coffee production in Perez Zeldon?
Coined by de Sardan
Holistic approach
How actors interact with each other; influence each other; affects end results
Change depends on how factors (interrealated actions) integrate
Development as a social phenomenon
Mindset / outlook of the actor
Describes the nature of development

Why / how does an understanding of how farming households operate and the livelihood strategies they devise help us in understanding larger issues of rural development and policy?
Helps us understand other issues: gender, their different roles in production; education
How all issues are related; solutions must be multi-pronged
Not an expressive link between the farmers and large scale productions
By examing how they make decisions, it gives an inside look into why they made those decisions (e.g. traditional women’s roles) 
Is important to make good analyses and accurate conclusions

How do state policies affect the ability of small-scale producers to survive and (hopefully) prosper?
Enforcing better standards –easier to sell on the market; more desirable; land protection / environment
Subsidies
State policies are influenced by making money – no point in making hardships for the farmers – will destroy that sector of the economy
State provided financial incentives and created favourable climate for coops:
10 year exemption from property taxes
No import duties on tools or machinery
Priority access to transportation
Government privileged the coops over the private beneficios; coops were able to modernize much easier than other companies – persisted while they failed – ended up buying those failing companies
State changes school holidays to conincide with harvesting – supporting the needs of its citizens
State takes over the role of distributor – less stress on farmers / coops
Neo-liberalism: state sponsors de-regulation, new players on the field

How can we best gauge the contributions / effectiveness of organisations like cooperatives and FTOs in contributing to broad-scale rural development goals?
Empirical data

Conservation and Globalization
February 11
Conservation and Globalization
Key Theoretical and Topic Issues
Alternative Development: participation, empowerment, agency
Civil Society: via NGOs
Discourses of Development and Power
Social Movements
Historical processes – Sustainable Development
Conservation as Sustainable Development (ecotourism)
Resource Management Theories

Foucault: Power-Truth-Knowledge
Development as practiced is strategy for social control and power
Development – ethnocentric (European thought / ideas); instutionalized
Values and solutions imposed
‘Discourse analysis’ to identify how power obtained and maintained: how and why ideas are bought forth; who supports them; 
Focus on difference and micro-politics (ground level problems)
‘local knowledge’: define and solve own problems

Alternative Development: Participation, Empowerment, Agency
Focus on localised issues
External interventions mediated and transformed locally
Less powerful can and do change events (J. Scott)
Development has different meanings and implications for different social groups: culture and worldviews
Interventions: both resource and constraint
Development from below: people define and solve problems
Role of civil society

Insufficient involvement of target groups in projects
Instrumentalists: a means to achieve (more effective)
Poor can be mobilized: bottom-up growth
Social justice advocates: a goal in itself
Poverty: result of disempowerment from economic and political life
Decentralisation and NGO
Provide forum for people to voice their opinions
Closer to poor populations than government; work with poor and marginal groups
Independent of government interests; provide check on state power

Post Developmentalism
Development is the problem; goals not achievable – nor should be
Language of development = language of power (Escobar, Foucoult)
Professionalization of development: expert vs local knowledge
Denies peoples’ capacities to model own behaviours; make own choices

Alternatives to Development
Advocate: 
Grassroots social movements determine path
Question notion of modernity
e.g. Latouche and simple living

Critiques of Post Developmentalism
Treats development as single hegemonic practice
Little empricial research
Lack of attention to agency
Deny poverty exits; fail to recognize scarcity of resources
Fails to recognize benefits of modern ‘scientific’ knowledge
Over-romanticizes traditional societies
Assume all local goals are same, that social movements represent all
Many theorists come from privileged classes

Enivornmental Impacts of Development
Post WWII Development Projects
Mega projects
Hydro-electric Damns (e.g. Narmada; Three Gorges)
Roads: easier access; increased migration to new regions
Commercial agriculture: deforestation; chemical inputs
YNCs: extractive industries (oil, minerals)
Environmental regulations lax or non-existant
Corps not held accountable for environment impacts

Limits to Growth Debate
1972: ‘Club of Rome’ report
Earth’s carrying capacity to be exceeded by middle 21st century
Curb population growth
Increase conservation efforts
Critics:
Double standard for developing vs developed countries (can’t industrialize = pollution = can’t develop)
Evidence shows new technologies and prices have minimized negative environmental impacts
Environmental Kuznets Curve (EKC)

1983: World commission on Environment and Development (WCED) (Bruntland Report)
Environmental degradation limits economic growth
Poverty and marginalization contribute to environmental degradation
Important, but ‘fuzzy’ concept

Poverty and Environment
1992: UN conference on Environment and Development (UNCED)
Rio de Janeiro, Brazil (Earth Summit) 
Emphasis on poverty and environment relationship
Poverty -> degradation -> poverty -> degradation
Most of the world’s poor depend directly on natural resources; must resort to over-exploitation of resources; conservation a luxury (e.g. Igoe)
2009: 900+ million lived in ecologically marginal areas (IFAD)
Women suffer the most
Issue of scale

Conservation and Economic development
Conservation and conflict
Community based conservation – ‘participatory’
e.g. via eco-tourism / cultural tourism
Preserve a nation’s natural resources while profiting from them
Alternative to more environmental damaging industries
Provide financing for parks and conservation areas; income for local peoples
Encourages both public and private conservation efforts
Reduces over-exploitation by giving local people viable economic alternatives
Helps people preserve cultural identities

February 13
Conservation and Economic Development
Over-capacity
Often haphazard projects
‘leakage’ – most controlled by foreign investors – profits to developed world
Most jobs are unskilled; low paying
Alienation of local peoples from resources
Unstable; also prone to fluctuations in demands and cultural tourism
Tourists and cultural performance: essentializes local culture as ‘pre-modern’

Equity, Consumption and Environmental Justice
Political Ecology
Combines concerns of ecology and environment with political economy
Focus on underlying structural inequalities
Emphasis on relationships among all actors (developmentalist configuration)
e.g. deforestation in Amazon
shifting cultivation vs resource extraction; cattle ranching
eco-apartheid 
wealthiest benefit from economic growth; poorest bear most costs
high consumption in industrialized countries
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Tanzania, the Maasai, and Natural Resource Management
Historic and Socio-Economic Overview
late 19th century (British and German)
post-WWI (British)
took high quality pasture for farms and ranches
1961 Tanzania gained independence through a relatively peaceful process
Nyerere (President) advocates socialist model 
ujamaa (1960-70s) meaning “familyhood”
collective agriculture
villagization (settlement)

Tanzania Today
agriculture accounts for 80% of work force (quarter of GDP)
farming, export agriculture
UN HDI rank is 152 (low-income country)
120+ ethnic groups (different language, customs, etc.)
“Indigenous” Peoples
Igoe: indigenous peoples defined in relation to acceptance or rejection of ‘modernization’ and ‘globalization’ - marginalized

UN Working Group on Indigenous Peoples
historical continuity with pre-invasion or pre-colonial societies
consider themselves distinct from current dominant sectors of society (marginalized)
determined to preserve ethnic identity
strong ties to territory and resources

Maasai
pastoralist group in East Africa, cattle are central to social and economic organization
subsistence (food, animal products)
medium of exchange (indicators or wealth and identity)
lend/give to create social bonds (e.g. bride price)
wealthy lend to poorer

Pastoralist Systems and Resource Use
Savanna ecosystem
erratic rainfall (time and space)
distinct wet and dry seasons
in recent years, has seen increased degradation and desertification (period drought)

Rift Valley Ecosystem and Maasai Herding
based on traditional ecological knowledge (TEK)
extensive land use in which mobility is key and they exploit multiple econiches 
wet/dry season (temporal variation)
space (spatial variation)

“Tragedy of the Commons” (Hardin)
common property will be degraded due to rational actors (humans who are fundamentally self-interested)
solution is private property or centralized state control (e.g. group ranches, Kenya)
problems
common property regimes/institutions versus open access resources
issues of boundaries
national parks close to permanent water sources

Compatibility with Wildlife
East African savanna not pristine wilderness (anthropogenic) and has been carefully managed by those who live there (e.g. indigenous)
wildlife and livestock
depends on same grass, same wet/dry migration seasons
human management beneficial to livestock and wildlife
controlled burning
promote new grass growth
destroy tse-tse fly scrub habitat
exclusion of farms and permanent agriculture to protect pastures and migration routes
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British Colonial Policies and the Environment in Africa
Humans separate from nature (judeo-christian roots)
Indigenous systems: inheritently destructive or non productive
Pristine wilderness vs anthropogenic landscape
Drought reserves seen as empty / unused
Converted into commercial farm and game reserves

Europeans had ‘civilizing mission’
Cultural evolutionary model: savagery -> barbarism -> civilization
Landscapes for production and consumption (pleasure)
Colonists more appreciative of natural landscape and better conservators

Post-Independence Resource Management in Tanzania
Promoted national parks and consercation areas (today 31% country protected status)
To fund development
Contain local communities (re: socialist ujaama policies)
College of African Wildlife Management and Community
Conversation Service (CCS) established
Based on US ‘fortress model’

National Park Model of Conservation
Concept emerged U.S. late 19th century
Circle and exclude / fortress model
Relies on forced exclusion of local people
Humans seen as separate from nature
Excosystems threatened by human activity, not restored to pristine condition
Ecodomain reified wilderness filled with wildlife and spectacular natural features (s. Nugent)

Initially single purupose: has changed through time
Elite hunting grounds -> preservation of large species -> biodiversity
Changing role of indigenous peoples / justifications for exclusion
(accepted -> excluded -> provisionally accepted)
e.g. too ignorant to appreciate what they have
not ‘truly local’ peoples; not indigenous to territory, but recent-comers, thus no rights
to protect biodiversity (global good)

Conservation vs Pastoralism
Conservationist arguments
Overgrazing and degradation in livestock areas; threat to preservation of wildlife
State control necessary
Strict exclusion; no humans
Parks / conservation areas for model for conservation

Consequences of Fortress Conservation Model in East Africa
High costs / few benefits for Ordinary Africans
Lack of local input – controlled by state, international conservation organisations and African elites
Prohibitively high entrance fees
Few direct benefits for locals

Loss of access to resources and livelihoods
Pastoralists:
Forced onto margins
e.g. Massai: forced out of Serengiti, but allowed to remain Ngorogngoro Conservation but restricted activities
loss of grazing land
loss of drought reserves – parks built around permanent water sources; wildlife still mobile: unfair advantage over livestock
increasingly turn to agriculture / agro-pastoralism to survive

Farmers:
Small farmers displaced (e.g. Mount Meru and Mount Kilimanjaro)
Crop destruction from wildlife

All:
Loss of use of common resources – firewood, medicinal plants, hunting

III) Increased Degradation
High Monitoring and Enforcement Costs
Over-grazing on park perimeter
Decreased vegetation and soil erosion = dimished pasture
Used by conservationists to support anti-pastoralist claims
Restrictions on grazing on park borders
Herders close to parks turn to farming
Increase in tsetse flies
Increase in poaching
Some for subsistence; some big business; automatic weapons
Increase in farms = obstruct wildlife migration routes
Corruption: illegal use of park resources by park officials

IV: Increased Conflict
Forced evictions and relocation; homes and properties often destroyed
Heavily armed, underpaid rangers, overzealous, human reights abuses
Poachers target tourists as retribution for increased security around parks

Culture of resistence to conservation
Symbolic killings of large animals as signs of protest
Formation of anti-conservation organizations

Issue of fairness
Rewards enjoyed by foreigners / elites vs locals
e.g. Tony Fitzjohn (rhino rehab project) residence inside Mkomazi Game Reserve

Pastoralism vs Conservation?
Igoe arguments
Compatability of pastoralism with wildlife 
Other causes of degradation
Loss of territory: parks, land grabbing – large commercial farms and other elite investment interests
At root: power
Different notions of environment and people’s place within
Those with resources (money and political influence) control discourse
Pastoralists (and others) have little voice / influence

Political ecology: explains degradation in terms of differential responses to access to and control over resources

March 4
Global Trends and Forces of Change in Tanzania and Elsewhere (1980’s – 90’s)
Problems of Socialist Model
Cost of ujama and social programs
Failing agricultural sector – farmers leaving the market (going to black market or subsistence farming) 

Economic liberalization and free markets
SAPs; government withdrawl, deregulation (create ‘enabling environment)
Increase in commercial farms (e.g. coffee; flowers)
Privatization of tourism industry

Political liberalization (multi-party elections)
Strengthing of Civil Society
Necessary for functioning democracies

1980’s-90s: Context of Rapid increase in number of NGOs in Tanzania
Alienation of land
Tanzanian “Investment Promotion Center”
Allocation of rural lands to foreign investors and Tanzanian elites
Conversion of communal lands from subsistence to ‘productive’ uses
Processes not transparent
Most people were unaware until new owners came and kicked them off the land

Communites Form NGOs to Challenge
e.g. Pastoralists of the Highlands (PoH): some success, but intimidated

‘Scaling up’: Local Social Movements and NGOs
Global funding for local social movements
Successful local movement can become blueprints
Donor agendas, project funding and funding cycles’ project ‘procedures’

‘Associational revolution’
Rapid infusion of funds: aide money diverted from states to NGOs
Re-oriented local NGOs from local concerns -> global funding efforts
Demand for local NGOs skyrocketed

NGOs as ‘alternative livelihoods’
One of few opportunities for now unemployed civil servants / educated middle class
NGO leaders tailor messages to meet donor agendas
Legitimate NGOs vs ‘briefcse’ NGOs: opportunistic organisations

Community based Conservation (CBC)
Increased Conflict and Degradation -> change approach
Participatory, sustainable development:
Dual goals: preserve resources and livelihoods
Instrumentalist vs ideological

Coordinated by Transnational and National ENGOs
e.g. World Wildlife Fund (WWF)
international Union for the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (IUCN)
African Wildlife Fund (AWF)

Involve local peoples in conservation efforts (stakeholders)
‘local’ NGOs as partners; intermediaries: create links between global institutions and local communities (‘scaling up’)
E.g. good neighbourliness Project (Tanzania 1990s)

Theoretical Basis of CBC
Provide market incentives for conservation efforts:
Revenue Sharing: money from conservation for development projects
Income opportunities (use of infrastructure rights to certain resources; tourism)
Draw on traditional environmental knowledge (TEK)
Local users monitor changes; protect against unauthorized users
e.g. turtle nesting site, Costa Rica
Wildlife Management Areas (WMAs), Tanzania

Video: Wildlife Management Areas in Tanzania, Promoting Community Based Conservation and Livelihoods

Problems with CBC
Cost vs benefits for local communities
Small percentage profits for development projects
Most ecotourism profits go to tour operators / lodge owners
Communities still bear most costs of conservation

Conflicting Goals
‘Community’ goals vs investor interests vs goals of International Conservation Organisations vs state interests
‘good neighbourliness’: conservation vs Maasai definitions (mutual cooperation)

Power
Those most affected often politically weak
Funding externally controlled by global institutions (or state)

Adverse consequences of ecotourism / ethnotourism
Environmental
Cultural

Representation and participation
Problems:
What is participation?
Little real input; pre-determined projects -> NGOs elicit ‘participation’
e.g. Good Neighbour community map-making project

Participation as empowerment

Time demands

‘Local leaders’ as representatives: communities not homogenous

Defining ‘communities’: not always spatially contiguous; tend to think of them as geographically bounded – not always the case

NGOs as representatives?
E.g. AWF and Good Neighbour project: PoH vs Maa PDO

Choices often of convenience or politically motivated
Distrust, funding cycles and justification -> choice of Maa PDO

Models of Conservation
Fortress / exclusionary model
CBC aka CBNRM – Community Based Conservation Natural Resource Management
e.g. WMAs
e.g. CAMPFIRE (Communal Areas Management Program for Indigenous Resources (Zimbabwe 1989)
55 agricultural communites – local role in management
To directly target rural poverty
Game management complementary to agriculture
Crop losses offset by monetary benefit from hunting and ecotourism
BUT: defining communities (not always spatially continguous)
Some had more resources and benefits than other communities

Other models: 
ICDPs – Integrated Conservation and Development Porgrams
Co-management
Indigenous Stewardship
Vary in focus on conservation / environment and sustaining human livelihoods

Local peoples and conservation practices
Exclusionary Model			Co-management			Indigenous Controlled
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Exclusionary model:
e.g. US National Parks: variations, but predominantly NPS managed

Provisionally Inclusionary (limited / proscribed use righhts) no management
e.g. Brazil’s Xingu National Park: indigenous peoples as endangered species

Integrated Conservation and Development Programs
e.g. UNESCO Man and the Biosphre
Multiple use zones: a) core zone b) buffer zone c) manipulation zone

 Co-management: 
Equal partners (but varies)
Combine scientific and indigenous knowledge systems and expertise
e.g. Alaska, Australia, Nepal (a multiple-zone model)

Indigenous management:
legal authority to exclude outsiders
e.g. Kuna Yala (Panama) – Kuna NGO allied with ENGOs (but problems)
e.g. Ute Mountain Tribal Park
miarginal incomes
cultural autonomy and total control
protection of resources (cultural)
also mining

Conservation and Livelihoods Revisited
Poverty and environmental degradation
Poverty-> environmental degradation
Poverty needs to be addressed to prevent; poor need to benefit

Population Growth

Proximity of Marginalized Peoples to biologically (and commercially) valued resources

Privileging of Knowledge and Control of Discourse
TEK vs Scientific
Population arguments vs economic and political marginalization

Issues of control
Usually little or no decision making power
Marginalized / less powerful form alliances with external interests (strategies of extraversion)
ENGOs (and sometimes TNCs)

Land Rights

Political Ecology Model of Environmental Conditions

Power and Political Forces
Local, national, global actors and relationships
e.g. type of government policies, power of NGOs and private interests
/			 		|					\
Economic factors	
Sustistence system, available assets and
 access to e.g. financial and natural capital
						|
Cultural beliefs
											\
Structural Factors
Land rights, infrastructure, social norms

              |
 People’s Behaviour
              |
        Environmental Conditions
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Daughters of Gardeners
What region of India?
Haryana 21 million (Shahargoan)
Varanasi

Who is involved?
Flourishing illegal industry – abortion clinics, ultrasound services, unlicensed doctors
Small contr

Why is it happening?
Purda – isolation of women (lack of power) (forced to stay in the home)
Patriarchy – desire for sons
Education leads to abortion?
Death ritual: must have a son for fire pyre (ends eternal rebirth = sets them free)
Minimum 40 grand for a wedding (bride’s family) PLUS dowry

What are some implications?
Dowries = economic system designed to extort in laws
Makes selective abortion very enticing
36 million women missing
Huge demand for wives
Children as young as 10 are sold by their families for as little as 100 dollars
Men cannot marry

What is being done to change things?

March 25
India at Colonization
British consolidated rule 1750
Highly developed pre-colonial civilization
15th and 16th centuires one of largest economies (equal to China and Europe)
Heavily involved in global trade
Vast body of scholarly literature, religious and artistic works
High population densities; intensive agriculture
Hierarchical: large land owners and tenants (usually based on caste)
Ethnically and linguistically diverse region
British ruled through existing elites; co-opted trade

Post Independence Development
Gained independence 1947
Predominantly Hindu; but large Muslim minority
State run development model; followed Soviet Union 5 year plan
1950s and 60s food shortages
Rapidly growing population (500 million by 1970s)
Poor coordination of transport
Green revolution: worldwide phenomenon in which developing countries adopted new high-yielding varieties, chemical inputs, improved irrigation systems
Questions concerning contributions towards inequity in the country side; but, dramtically increased yields and food supplies

Overview of Modern India
Early 1990s: began economic liberalization
One of the fastest growing economies and 2nd largest population
Enormous ethnic and linguistic diversity; Hindi and English widely spoken
Dynamic Information and Communication Technology (ICT) and film sectors
Increasingly urban (30% population)
High rates rural-urban migration
Employment hopes
Access to services

Caste and Class
Large, educated, skilled and prosperous middle class
Both men and women highly educated and employed
Large inequalities: caste, class, gender
Poverty rates still around 20%: lower castes and gender
Caste: a social category in which membership is determined by birth and fixed for life
4 major hierarchical varnas (castes) – and many sub-castes
Brahmins (Priests)
Kshatriyas (Warriors)
Vaishyas (traders or producers)
Shudras (Menial workers)
Untouchables (Harijans / Dalits) – not a caste
Typically linked to occupation (but caution: varies and not obvious – e.g. Brahmins are priests)
Tyaditionally was a system of inter-related rights and obligations among caste groups
Flexible vs fixed caste ranking: individual cannot change caste, but evidence that caste groups can improve ‘ranking’ and status of the group
e.g. some castes high status in rural areas, but low socio-economic status in urban areas
evidence that system became more rigid with British rules (reinforced categories during censuses)
Post-Independence (1950s) untouchability outlawed
Untouchable now Schedule Castes and Scheduled Tribes
Reservation system enacted (Affirmative action = employment)
1997 Narayanan (Dalit) elected President
Midwives considered untouchables as well (bodily functions / fluids)

Intensive Agriculture and Gender Roles
Patrilineal / patrilocal Residency: typically linked to intensive agriculture
Sons: labour farming (plowing excusively male); defense (against encroachment and protection of women); old age security (joint family households)
Daughters: depending on particular caste group; labour crucial: until married, helped with light fieldwork (e.g. weeding, harvesting, processing crops; caring for animals); outside natal village, always accompanied by male and veiled (prevent sexual predation)

Subsistence and Marriage Patterns in North India
Patrilineal inheritance (male line)
Patrilocal post marital residence
Village exogamous (marry outside village)
Caste endogamous (marry within caste)
Dowry: collection of gifts (good and cash) from bride’s family to groom’s family at time of wedding
Can often be: annual income of a family, many must borrow
Primary indicator of status of natal family
Some provide extra-large dowries to ‘marry up’ to higher ranking families (hypergamy): increases family’s status
Also indicates the status of groom’s family

General Implications
Daughters: leave natal families; live with husbands family far away; huge marriage expenses – seen as burden; must be guarded before marriage
Sons: preferred; received greater share of household resources; inherit land; all decision-making male
1961: Dowry Prohibition Act – but remains common practice

Pre-1970d Shahargaon
Established relatively recently (250 years ago) by land-poor Jat families
Agricultural / farming caste; landowners
Loss of status as land not good and struggled to do well as farmers (‘hilly’ status)
Dominated by other nearby Jat villages: threat of encroachment on lands; competition in marketing
Low status: hard to establish economic and marital alliances: Sharahagaon Jat even offered goods to brides’ families to obtain wives for sons
Practiced ‘non traditional’ marriages – further lowered status

Post 1970s Shahargaon
1972 residents of Shaharagaon incorporated into Urban New Delhi (not via migration)
Delhi Development Authority (DDA):
Acquired agricultural lands from rural villages surrounding Delhi to transform into urban neighborhoods
Families kept residential plots; received compensation money for agricultural land
Newresidential and commercial complexes
Shahargaon Jats left farming for urban jobs or businesses
No longer grew food but bought
No programs in place to smooth transition

Changing Income Earning Strategies
1980s: DDA developed Shahargoan’s agricultural lands; area of intense commercial activity; real estate values increased
Major income sources
Renting space a major source of income
Sell or rent portions of residential properties (some built additional floors to rent) 
Lax enforcement of building codes and regulations due to Red Thread protection of ‘village land’ allowed easy construction
Commercial businesses (large and small)

April 3
Chapter 7 /8: don’t need to read

Intersection of Culture, Technology and Policy

Urbanization, Class and Gender Inequalities
Evidence of increasing stratification
Group A (affluenet – 29%)
Had larger landholdings prior to incorporation
Successfully invest compensation money into businesses (but increasingly difficult to compete with international franchises)
Group B (middle income – 54%)
Did not invest, but main income from rents
Some other sources of outside income – low paying jobs
Group C (poor – 17%)
Could not or did not invest (smaller or no landholdings prior)
Lived in interior of village – location not commercially valuable

Urbanization, Status and Marriage
Urbanization overall improved economic status of Shahargaon Jats
Enhanced status for Shaharagaon Jats – now better marriage opportunities:
Can demand high dowries from wealthy rural families
Rural daughters-in-law help keep ties with rural past
Can pay high dowries to marry off daughters to wealthy rural families for social prestige; expand social networks

Population Policies, Family Planning and Missing Girls
Population Concerns and Policies
1952: world’s first national Family Planning Program
Mid-1970s: under Prime Minister Indira Gandhi
Encouraged use of contraceptives
Some forced sterilization for men with 2 children
1980s: 2 child policy promoted, but unachievable
2000: more integrated approach
Improve health care infrastructure
Make contraceptives easily available
Promote integrated child health-reproductive
All contraceptives and family planning services free
Population still a big concern: India expected to overtake China in 2030
2000: 2 child policy back on agenda (not law everywhere)
Number of policies linked to 2 child norm (2CN)
e.g. birth payments – but only first 2 live births

Family Planning Practices in Shahargaon
In agrarian societies, large family vital to farming households
No attempt to limit family size: more children maximizes chance for more sons
Techniques for ‘determining’ sex unreliable; no selective abortion
Older women rarely used temporary contraception

1980s, increase temporary contraceptive use among younger couples
Shift from rural subsistence economy to urban market economy
More exposure to state-promoted family planning campaigns
Easy availability and cheap
Ultrasound now available

Technology and Development
Diffusion: process by which an innovation or invention is distributed over time among members of a social system or between social systems
Natural process of cultural change
Technology transfer: a key component of development efforts
e.g. Green Revolution: application of agricultural innovations: new techniques, seed varieties, irrigation
CIT: communications and Information Technologies
Allow for information flows; greater connectivity; networks

Factors Affecting Diffusion and Adoption
Characteristics of the technology
Degree of improvement
Cost
Individual factors: risk tolerance: risk vs poor
Socio-Cultural Context: appropriate technology; syncretism: blending traits from two or more cultural sources to form new trait or system

Impacts of Technological Change
Positive
Can improve productivity (e.g. Green Revolution Technology)
Can improve health and increase life expectancies
e.g. medical diagnostic technology; vaccinations, drugs, etc.

Negative
Can lead to destruction of old social and economic systems
Can reinforce inequities; opportunities for some; barriers for others
Powerful socio-economic stratifier: e.g. digital divide: those with access to computers and internet communication technologies versus those without

Technology and FSA
Can determine potential problems with fetus: e.g. amniocentesis and ultrasound
Also can determine sex
Ultrasound most impact: non-invasive, no risk to mother or infant; not 100% accurate
Can be followed by selective abortion – usually female selective abortion (FSA)
e.g. China, India, Pakistan

Socio-Economic Factors and FSA
urbanization
Rapid shifts in livelihoods
Availability of resoures
Preferences in family size – increased favour of sons

Economic status
Economic group
A	656
B	563
C	526
The sex ratio goes down, as the classification goes lower.

Community history and cultural factors defining sons as assets; daughters as liabilities

Education:
Higher education positively linked to higher FSA
Maternal education: grade 10+ => lower sex ratios
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