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Preface

IN SPITE OF A GENERATION of heavily funded global efforts, there
has been limited success in halting global environmental degrada-
tion and biodiversity loss. Recent reviews of the field attribute this to
pervasive and fundamental failures in the focus of management and
conservation programs (Whitten, Holmes, and McKinnon 2001;
Clark 2002). We believe that one of the factors underlying these fail-
ures is systematic differences between the northern industrialized
countries and the southern less industrialized countries in the way
in which environmental problems are perceived and approached.
Whereas there is great diversity within the North and the South,
there also are systematic differences between the two in the way in
which the major threats to the environment, and the best means of
mitigating these threats, are framed. This also applies to the even
more fundamental differences between North and South regarding
the analytic frameworks or paradigms within which environmental
threats are investigated. Scholars working in industrialized northern
nations tend to naturalize their own scholarly norms and implicitly
assume that they prevail, or at least should prevail, throughout the
world. In fact, the scholarly conventions according to which the
causes of and solutions to environmental degradation are framed,
studied, and then reported, may vary profoundly between northern
and southern nations.

This volume represents an effort to come to grips with this vari-
ation with respect to one region of the world, Southeast Asia. It rep-
resents the fruits of a four-year project funded by the John D. and
Catherine T. MacArthur Foundation. The project was explicitly
designed to be interdisciplinary and collaborative. Percy E. Sajise and
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Preface XV

Michael R. Dove were coprincipal investigators on the grant. Dr.
Sajise is a Cornell-trained biologist and Dr. Dove is a Stanford-
trained anthropologist. Dr. Amity Doolittle, a Yale-trained social ecol-
ogist, joined the project at a later date to assist in analysis and
publication of the project’s findings. The project was formally co-
ordinated by two institutions with wide experience in multinational
research in the region: the Southeast Asian Ministers” Educational
Organization Regional Center for Graduate Study and Research in
Agriculture (SEAMEO-SEARCA, then headed by Dr. Sajise), the
primary agricultural research and educational institution for the
Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN); and the East-West
Center (where Dr. Dove was then based), a federally funded U.S.
organization that has carried out programs of education and research
in the Asia-Pacific region since 1960. Much of the project’s field re-
search was carried out in partnership with two national centers: the
Institute for Environmental Science and Management at the Univer-
sity of the Philippines at Los Bafios (IESAM); and the Institute of
Ecology (10E) at Padjadjaran University in Bandung, Indonesia.
These are two of the foremost institutions in the region carrying out
research on the interface between society and environment.

Faculty and students at both IESAM and 10E, hailing from both
the natural and social sciences, participated in the multiyear research
program, as did a number of doctoral and postdoctoral students at
the East-West Center and the University of Hawaii. (Altogether, the
project’s research findings served as the basis for one dozen under-
graduate and graduate theses.) To foster a dialogue among all of the
project participants, workshops were held once or twice a year
throughout the life of the project, alternating in location between Los
Bafios and Bandung. A culminating writing workshop was held at
the East-West Center, where project participants were brought
together to write up the results of their work. Considerable project
resources were devoted to translating and editing the writings of the
contributors, making this for some their first international, English-
language publication.

Throughout the project there was an emphasis on eliding the
conventional concepts that contribute to the failure of so many
conservation efforts. These include such things as the community
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bias: the persisting tendency of conservation projects to problematize
local communities, in contravention to which the project supported
research designed to identify both the ways in which local commu-
nities support conservation and the ways in which supracommunity
forces undermine it. More notably, this refers to the unproblematized
paradigms that govern not only the ways in which the environment
and society are conceived, but also norms of scholarly research and
representation, the nature of the scholarly voice, and the critical role
of the scholar in society. Our project and this volume have endeav-
ored to make paradigmatic differences explicit and to construct ways
to talk across them but not erase them.

In this volume there is, as a result, a challenging mixture of views
and voices. The volume reflects in this respect the reality of the
diversity, contradiction, and even conflict within the global conser-
vation community. We believe as editors that it is better to try to
represent this diversity than to try to resolve it. For it seems likely
that only approaches to conservation that recognize this human,
social, and academic diversity as the reality, and indeed as a source
of strength versus weakness, can have any hope of success.
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