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About IASCP

The IASCP is an association devoted to bringing together a group of international and interdisciplinary researchers, practitioners, and policymakers for the purpose of fostering better understanding, improvements, and sustainable solutions for environmental, electronic, and other types of shared resource that is a commons or common-pool resource.  Please visit our website for additional information about the IASCP http://www.iascp.org.

Conference Host

The official conference host will be The Center for Agrarian Studies (Pusat Kajian Agraria, or PKA) of the Bogor Agricultural University (Institut Pertanian Bogor, or IPB), Indonesia. IPB is the largest and oldest agricultural university in Indonesia, and is situated in Bogor, West Java, and 60 kilometers south of the capital, Jakarta. 

PKA was established in December 1999 as the newest in a suite of research institutes at IPB. The Center is devoted to the study of agrarian questions in support of the agrarian reform process in Indonesia. The Center’s staff and directors include many of Indonesia’s foremost scholars in the field of agrarian research. PKA-IPB’s leadership includes:

The Center’s goals are:

· To promote the development of policies in agrarian and related fields in support of a balanced fulfilment of the state’s as well as community-wide interests.  

· To provide references and recommendations through studies of agrarian problems and issues.

· To foster the development of expertise in the field of agrarian studies.

· To foster the cooperation between national as well as international institutions 

Conference Chairperson and Organizing Committee

Conference Chairperson:  Ernan Rustiadi, Director of the Center for Regional Development Planning

Co-chairperson:
Satyawan Sunito, Executive Secretary of the Center for Agrarian Studies.

Organizing Committee:
Moira Moeliono: CIFOR
Hery Purnomo: CIFOR
Soeryo Ariwibowo: Environmental Study Centre (PSL-IPB)
Martua Sirait: ICRAF
Indriatmo Soetarto: ICRAF
Damayanti Buchori: Faculty of Agriculture, IPB
Craig Thorburn: Monash University, Melbourne, Australia

Why Indonesia?

In Indonesia, common property has a rich and diverse history. The rich biological and cultural diversity of the archipelagic nation is mirrored by the variety of social institutions associated with natural resource ownership and management. Much of the country’s forest, river and coastal and marine territories and resources have been collective managed by local communities for many generations. Like elsewhere in the world, globalization and modernization have led to fundamental changes in the way common property is understood and practiced in Indonesia. The legal framework inherited from the colonial period, and reinforced by global market forces, provides almost no space for common or communal property. Imbalanced distribution of wealth and power, demographic pressures and internecine strife weaken and undermine existing institutions and practices. Recent political and economic shocks present new challenges and opportunities for communities and individuals. The new national water resources law, with its emphasis on privatization and rationalization, is one example of the profound changes taking place in the country. 

Indonesia will thus provide an interesting backdrop for the IASCP2006, where local and international participants can use the opportunity to explore, analyze, discuss and articulate issues of common property practices and institutions, and compare local and regional experiences with research from around the world. For IASCP, a conference in Indonesia will provide the opportunity to mobilize alumni and to increase its membership in Indonesia and the Asia Pacific region as a whole. As well, such conference is an opportunity to reach out to scholars and practitioners of the region, who have been left out or only loosely linked to the IASCP network and its products.

For Indonesia, holding the IASCP conference will help highlight issues that until recently were too politically sensitive to discuss. It will help reach influential policy-makers, the public and media and thereby support the cause of bringing back the commons to the people. In Indonesia’s changing sociopolitical, any endeavors that call attention to natural resource management and property rights issues are beneficial.

About the theme

Recent IASCP conferences have highlighted globalization and its challenges. For the 2006 conference, the committee sought a theme that emphasizes issues of importance to Indonesian communities and policy-makers, but that also encompasses supranational topics and concerns. Internationally emphasis has shifted to new arenas of innovation and contestation and new institutional forms – such as the virtual commons, the ownership of ideas and information, and global commons. In the case of Indonesia, the issue of survival and adaptation are of highest importance. The organizing committee proposes the following conference theme and sub-themes:

Conference theme:  Survival of the Commons:  Mounting Challenges & New Realities

Conference Sub-themes

1.1  Contemporary analytical tools and theoretical questions

Over the past two decades, analyses of common property rights have used the comparative case study method, and in rarer cases, game theory, modeling and statistical tools. The use of soft system methodology, systems dynamics, fuzzy cognitive mapping, cellular automata, decision theory, artificial intelligence, and agent-based models have also provided potentially new insights into the structures, processes, and functions of commons arrangements. These tools can investigate the dynamic and complex interactions among structure, actor and institution.
More widespread use of multiple analytical tools is crucial to the continuing vitality of the field of commons studies. Under this theme, we welcome paper and panel proposals that move away from the traditional reliance of commons scholars on case study description.  We welcome papers that illustrate the use of contemporary analytical tools and that provide inferences derived from these approaches. Panels that bring together several studies under a common idea or argument will be especially welcome.  We also welcome panels on theoretical approaches in analysis of  the concept of common property.
1.2  Conservation policy and the commons

For urban, industrialized societies, the Protected Area (PA) approach for conservation remains the paramount model for the use of nature, and it is still held out as a paradigm for the developing world. In many regions of the developing world however, designation of protected areas for conservation has resulted in a shift from common property to state property which in practice means open access.  As a result, natural resources are sometimes degraded rather than conserved.  In an attempt to reverse this trend, new, participatory approaches have been introduced.  
At the same time, there is a growing movement by indigenous peoples demanding control over lands they feel have been alienated illegally.  However, one of the major problems facing such a movement is the growing heterogeneity of many rural villages. Which traditions are to be followed? Also, indigenous peoples supported by non-governmental organizations claim that traditional systems are more conservation-oriented. A closer look at traditional systems shows that this is not always the case.  Migration as well as global economic processes have changed local systems irrevocably.
Papers to be submitted under this sub-theme will link globalization with local-level issues and concerns regarding conservation. They will identify and analyze the linkages between PAs and other conservation programs and indigenous and/or local communities, especially in light of changes being experienced in this age of global transition. Of particular interest is transnational collaboration for conservation and what it means for the involved parties. We also welcome papers that offer insights into many of the contemporary problems experienced by PAs and suggestions of how law and policy could be better designed to promote and balance the needs of conservation and local communities. 
1.3  Culture, identity, and survival of the commons

Indigenous and other local peoples control a large portion of the world’s common property resources.  In the long history of interaction between these peoples and their natural environments, a complex system of culture and adaptation has evolved.  In this process large portions of the world’s common pool resources came under the control of indigenous and other local peoples.  The process of modernization and globalization, however, has engulfed these peoples at varying levels of intensity and with different consequences.  There are, however, certain general patterns of how external forces have intervened and have affected the livelihoods of indigenous and local people.  The more integrated the indigenous and other local people are into the dominant economic and political system, the more they have had to surrender rights on their former natural resources.  Integration into the dominant economic and political system has been followed by the loss of local institutions, such as NRM systems, political systems and belief systems.  Often, these processes of integration are followed by, or are part of, the enforcement of new institutions, belief systems and cultural norms by external forces.  In many cases indigenous and other local peoples became second class citizens in these new political environments.  Meanwhile, the privatization and commoditization of the commons has taken place, jeopardizing indigenous peoples and the commons.
Papers submitted for this sub-theme will investigate the effects of state intervention and globalization on the commons and on the destiny of indigenous and other local peoples.  How are indigenous groups confronting these challenges?  What changes are occurring in the relationships between indigenous groups and their traditional resources, territories and knowledge? What kind of strategies and policies are best to help indigenous groups gain and regain control over their patrimonies? To what extent has recognition of indigenous people’s territorial rights led to improved “livelihoods”?
1.4  Local resource rights and management institutions

There is a new global commons emerging with new frontiers such as global partnerships, geographical indication, and internet communications. Some of these create new opportunities for sustainable resource use, employment absorption and poverty alleviation.  However, different actors may have different access to this commons.  It can empower some actors and is disempowering for others.  It is a myth that common pool resources are all small and traditional.  The information revolution is known for having created a digital divide between those who have access to the internet and those who do not.  New international institutions such as the Kyoto Protocol have been developed to govern the use of common pool resources such as the atmosphere, air, the gene pool, and oceans.  

Under this theme, emerging institutional arrangements will be explored and promising and problematic examples identified. What are the best possible agreements, arrangements, institutional mechanisms, and structures of partnerships, including those between global and national actors? What are some of the basic conditions for success? What are the roles of different players in enforcing rules? What is a realistic balance between market-driven adjustments and government and/or international regulation? What is the impact of these new global commons on the distribution of power among different actors at different levels?

1.5  New frontiers (the new global commons)

Capitalism and the global market are driving the world towards increasing privatization of natural resources.  More and more, the commons and communal lands have been converted to private property, where exclusion rather than inclusion becomes the norm.  The case of water illustrates the problems imposed by this trend.  The right to sufficient clean drinking water is a basic human right, yet access to water is being privatized at a time when it is becoming scarce.
Papers invited for this sub-theme will analyze the drivers of privatization and its implications in the context of common pool resources.  How will the public interest be fulfilled when common pool resources such as water are privatized?  How will privatization affect economically marginalized people?  What is the role for the state in this process? What is the appropriate role for institutions that aim towards social responsibility?
1.6  Privatization

With increasing development, the contribution of the agriculture, fisheries, and forestry sectors to the economy is decreasing in relative terms, and the role of the industrial sectors is increasing.  However, the problems of poverty and environmental degradation around the world are escalating in many countries.  Revitalizing agriculture, fisheries and forestry to increase community welfare while preserving the environment is tremendously complex, especially in developing countries where regulations and institutions are not well established and enforced.  Several efforts have been made to strengthen local institutions for managing common pool resources.  While revitalizing

these sectors attracts more attention, mostly among economists and government officers, there has been little discussion on the link of this revitalization to the concept of commons and to influence policy makers on this subject.  

This session will discuss the following issues: (a) The competitive roles of the agriculture, fisheries, and forestry sectors in job creation, poverty alleviation and environmental preservation; (b) Good practices in common pool resource management in agriculture, fisheries, and forestry; (c) collaborative natural resource management and employment; (d) Costs and benefits of managing common pool resources in agriculture, fisheries, and forestry; (e) Structure-actor-institution inter-linkages in  revitalizing the agriculture, fisheries, and forestry sectors; and (f) Models, tools and processes to influence policy makers and make impact towards revitalizing agriculture, fisheries, and forestry.

1.7  Resurgent commons within public or private property

In many parts of the world, institutionalization of the rights to manage local natural  resources have been shown to have a significant role in influencing community livelihood and conservation of natural resources. Nevertheless, the rights and the institutions that are currently in place varies and have a complex relationship with the economic, social, political situation and the characteristic of the natural resources that are being managed.  Therefore, the approach  needed to maintain the rights to manage the institutions that are currently in place needs to be specific and unique based on the specificity of the locality.  At present, many countries and international institutions have tried to improve poverty -related policies from the ‘basic needs fulfillment’ approach toward ‘rights based’ approach in managing the natural resources and environment.
 
Papers that will be discussed under this theme are expected to cover issues ranging from the forms of institutions that are involved in natural resources management  and its relationship with the economic, social,  and political conditions that are affecting them. Other topic that can be covered include internal and external factors of the society that can either weaken or even destroy local existing institution, and the dynamic that exists within the society  in responding to the economic, social and political changes from outside. Various kinds of study cases can be used to refer how local communities can or cannot maintain and defend their rights and their local institutions. 
1.8  The commons and the fate of agriculture, forestry, and fisheries

In recent years, several countries are changing the approach used in their natural resource management, i.e. from centralized to decentralized approach. Through these changes, local governments have more influence on the management of the natural resources.  Results of these changes varies across the globe, with some countries showing success, while others are still struggling with this new approach. The failure can be attributed to the fact that key factors have not been properly identified and thoroughly considered, hence leading to the failure of decentralization in many instances.  The legal reforms that are carried out are mostly not followed by solutions to solve fundamental problems such as the rights to manage natural resources, lack of capacity of the local institutions and limited access to information for decision making. 
Papers that will be discussed under this theme are expected to cover issues on legal reform for implementation of the decentralization policies in relation to the efficiency of natural resources management and efforts to increase communities’ livelihood. Other topics covered under this sub-theme include the basis on implementing decentralization and the politics and the roles of different parties that are involved in decision making and enforcement of decentralization and key factors in the successes and failures of the implementation of decentralization. 
1.9  The state, legal reform, and decentralization

In many developing countries, land and natural resources are owned by the state.  In the utilization of the land and natural resources, government has a dominant role (state owned or state property)  and is often acting as representative of the public, in the name of the people, and often stated as state/government’s interest.  To develop its economy, the land and other natural resources are often allocated to the private sector, either through privatization or by providing certain licenses and authorities to the private industries in managing the natural resources. These kind of situation, which has been going on for a long time, weakens the communal rights (common property) and even eliminate its existence. Furthermore, the uniformity of policies across nation can create new problems in the field.
 This sub-theme will cover such topics as efforts on establishing and strengthening collective actions by different stakeholders, including by the community themselves, in the midst of privatization and strong government control on natural resources.  The focus can be on the main argument behind the birth of those initiatives, the process that took place, actors playing significant roles from outside or within the community, and also the processes of institutionalizion as a follow up of the achievements that has been reached.  The economic and political impact, the legal reform and government policies can also be added to widen the scope of the topics discussed under this sub-theme. 
Special Panel Series:  “The International Journal of the Commons”

In addition to the above themes, a set of panels will focus on an effort to provide an excellent synthesis of where we stand in regard to core theoretical issues and/or specific substantive concerns related to a particular sector.  A selection of papers presented at this series of panels will be published in January of 2007 in the very first issue of the “International Journal of the Commons”.  This is the new journal that IASCP plans to start publishing in 2007.  The inaugural issue will provide an overview of where we have come in our understanding of key theoretical and policy issues in the study of the commons.  Papers that provide an update of findings related to inshore fisheries, irrigation systems, pastoral systems, digital commons, and forestry would be of major assistance in helping summarize for all of us where we are.  This would be particularly important for students who wish to gain a good overview before they start their own research.  Synthesis articles on the impact of the size of a group, its heterogeneity, the kinds of rules in use, the level of governance arrangements, and other major issues are also encouraged.  

Guidelines for the abstract submissions 

We invite anyone interested in the survival of the commons to participate in the conference.  We encourage researchers and practitioners to submit proposals for a panel, individual paper, or poster presentation. The panel, paper, or poster abstracts of 500 words, or less, should be submitted in word or word perfect format to the conference secretariat at: iascp06@indiana.edu, by November 15, 2005.

Please send a Word or Word-Perfect file as an e-mail attachment ALONG WITH THE FOLLOWING FORM:

	IASCP 2006 Abstract Submission Form 



	Surname
	

	First Name
	

	Mailing Address
	

	Country
	

	Email
	

	Phone Number 
	

	Fax Number
	

	Funding Needed

(Indicate Yes or No)
	

	Indicate theme if applicable 
	


The above form MUST accompany your abstract submission
An international committee of commons researchers and practitioners will review all abstracts.  Abstracts are accepted based on quality and appropriateness to the conference. Interested participants are encouraged to submit an abstract on their topic of expertise that will be suitable for discussion and debate, even if it does not necessarily fit in the stated conference sub-themes. 

The conference secretariat will notify individuals of acceptance by January 15, 2006.  The final papers should be submitted by April 15, 2006.  

The committee requests that panel proposals are limited to 2-4 papers (maximum 4). Panel proposals should include an abstract and abstract submission form for each paper. Funding for panel proposals will be considered in the same group as paper presentations and considered according to individual abstracts in each panel proposal. 

Funding for Participants

In the past, we have only been able to fund a limited number of participants so strongly encourage all persons to seek independent funding.  The FORD Foundation, IDRC, and the Christensen Fund have supported travel to past IASCP conferences. We are hopeful that they will be able to partially fund a small number of conference participants at IASCP2006. Please indicate on your abstract submission form if you will need partial funding to attend the conference.

Multiple Submission Guidelines

In order to keep the participation at the conference as wide as possible, the program co-chairs discourage multiple submissions for single-authored paper/poster presentation. Most professional associations and funding agencies require that a person present a paper/poster at the meeting. Allowing multiple single-authored paper/poster presentations by one person would reduce the possibility for other participants to obtain funding to attend the conference. Therefore, the program committee will follow the below guidelines regarding multiple submissions: 

· We CANNOT accept two or more single authored papers from the same person;

· We CANNOT accept more than two papers that have the same author as one of the co-authors; 

· An author presenting a paper at a panel CANNOT be the discussant for the same panel; and 

· An author presenting a paper at a panel CAN chair a panel. 

*Please note the following exception. Individuals who submit abstracts for themes 

1.1 – 1.9 may also submit a separate abstract for the special panel series on the “International Journal of the Commons”.  Please indicate on the abstract submission form if you are submitting an abstract for the special panel series.

   

Contact Information:

IASCP2006 Conference Committee

Email:     Iascp06@indiana.edu
Website:  http://www.iascp.org 

