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Abstract

The review article examines the debate on the poverfy-emvironmeni
hypothesiy postulated by the Brundiland Commission. Different theorelical
perspectives ugree on the fundamental postulation of this hypothesis.
However, they differ in their explanation of poverty, land degradation and
development problems. The roles of population growth, market forces,
knowledge of farm and environmenial managemeni. physical factors and
the state are perceived differently by the different perspectives presented.
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Introduction

“Muny parts of the world are caught in a vicious dovvmrardy spiral: poor
people are forced 1o overuse environmental resources to swrvive from doy
to day amd their impaverisiuent of the environment further impoverishes
them, muaking their survival ever more difficult and wnceriain ™ (WCED
FOB7: chapter 1. paragraph 3)

There has been  a coincidental  correlation  between  the  rate ol
crvironmental degradation and increasing poverty in the South, Sl
crosion. deforestation and waler depletion. among other things. is said o
he caused by poverty and to put in jeopardy the main livelihood of most
rural people. In addition, the dependent nature of raral people on
environmental resources makes them vulnerable even to minor climate
changes. the bleak picture painted by cnvironmental pessimists. who
depict the unfolding of an environmental nightmare. forms the hasis ol the
povertyv-environment hypothesis. Environmental deterioration is scen as
the result of the acts of mithions of poor farmers struggling for survival,
croding land by cutting down trees Tor warmth and fuel and hy overuse.
thus Jeaving the landscape denuded. Countering these views are those
rescarchers sympathetic to the situation of peasants and their environment,
They shifl the hlame from poor peasants to climate change and to national
and international cconomic policies. [Furthermore. there has been a shitt
from the polemic of single Tactor explanations that hlame cither natare or
humans 1o more integrated [rameworks recognising the existence of
patterned relationships hetween climatic events. rural population densitics
and tvpes of eovironmental degradation.

In the minority view in development thinking a peopled-centred bottom-up
paradigm is  still  standing  strong. 1t stresses  participation  and
decentralisation in contrast 1o top-down planning which stll domimates
development practice. Towever. international organisations and national
covernments fortunately realise to some degree that rural people are
indispensahle in the tormudation of environmental pohicies because of their
knowledee of the environment and because their co-operation must be
solicited for any policy o suecead. Fhe poverty-environment by pothesis
says that poverty Teads to population gronth duc o the destre ol poor
people o mvest in more children as a source ol ceonomic and social
sceurity. A Malthusian speetre Tollows the increase in population whereby
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land fragmentation. depletion of soil fertility, wood cutting and other
hiophysical resource deterioration resulls in migration and colonisation of’
physically marginal fand. This in e leads tooa fall 10 food production.
declining standards of living and hence poverts . Luck ol aceess (o
alternative  employment  in wrban arcas results o rural people
wverexplotting thetr environment in order (o survive.

e multitude of hypotheses regarding the causes of land degradation and
its relationship to poverty can he grouped nto four: the classical, the
political ceonomist. the neoliberal. and the regional political ceology
views. These views will be studied in relation to the poyerty-eny ironment
hy pothesis.

The classical view

The classical view s cespoused by physical ceologists using neo-
Malthusian analytical rameworks. They regard natural factors such as
drought. excessive rainfall or floods. high temperatures and certain sonl
mechanisms as operating side by side with human factors that are caused
by mercasing population and poor management of land resources. A
Kangwar t19820 quoted in Chambers 1983y explans:

“Mankind todayv iy fuced with many challenges, the higgest being
Sfrom the population explosion and poor resource management.”

He stresses good soil management as crucial (o the survival of mankind.
1The population variable is seen as having a direct causal impact in
activating  the  downward  spirals ol poverty  and  environmental
degradation. 1t is assumed that cconemically. the poor are forced to torgo
long term investment in the nateral resource base in lavour ol a short-term
prelerence. The classical view sees mounting demographic pressure on
natural resources as the paramount lactor that causes environmental
decline and poverty (Ehrtich 19710 Iickholm 1976, Brown 1989, I'hrlich
and Ehrlich 1990, Hofstad 1997). The carrving capacits of the carth is
seen as finite and resource destruction results when too many people
mtensify their ef forts o extract food and other needs. Tenee as population
mereases. natural vesources decrease. and this leads to mgration and
human  rescttlement changes. This i turn results in destruction of

=
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hiodiversity. The solution 1o environmental degradation is thercfore
simply control of population growth.

Poverty is attrihuted to the characteristics or condition ol poor people.
Parasites. discases. malnutrtion. insanitary conditions and poor housing
arc teparded as proxtmate causes. Phe physical weakness interiacts with
other disadvantages to perpetuate poverty. Uncontrolled population growth
and uncontrolled cxploitation of resources, in this view. comhine in a
vicious cirele: the more people there are. the more they destroy the Tong
term potential of fragile environments making the poor even poorer.

The issue of appropriatencss of resource management practices constitutes
a strong causal cxplanatory factor under this view. Poor people arc
accuscd of cmploying inefficient resource management systems and
farming practices that arc deleterious to the environment. This is duc 1o
their lack of skills, ithitcracy and fatalistic attitudes. and the use of out-
moded tools. Poor management of the environment by these —unskitfed”
larmers leads to the destruction ol the environment. which in turn reduces
the output they can extract from i, This results in a falling standard of
living and a scll-generating poverty trap.

The neoliberal view

Ihe neoliberal view 1s based on the assumption that the best way of
allocating natural resources is through the market. Neoliherats advocate a
shift of the role of the state from its traditional proactive role ol promoting
productive activitics 1o one of providing only the necessary conditions for
private business. The market is scen as a perlect instrument that allocates
all resources in the most judicious manner. The neoliberal view argues that
competition neeessarily lcads to the appropriate management of resources.
The removal of market distortions is a nceessary and sufficient condition
for environmental redemption (Aubynn 1997). Individuals. organisations
and firms arc supposcd to act rationalty in their resource usage in order to
remain in competition and in existence. These well-functioning markets
arc said 1o he ahsent or distorted in developing countrics  where
governments are interfering with them and where common property land
lenure svstems  exist. Communal tenure i treated as an obstacle 1o
lechnical progress. Agricultural intensilication. it is argued. cannot take
place outside private property. Environmental degradation in the tropics s
altributed to faulty incentive systoms affecting cconomic and demographic
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behaviour centred on the use of common propeny resources (Hardin 1968)
and to “irrational iraditional™ land usc decisions of small produccrs.

A reduction of the role of governments in influencing the market. the
liberalisation of trade and privatisation schemes have been suggested as
remedies 10 underdevelopment and hence environmental deterioration. The
introduction of Structural Adjustment Programmces (SAP) all over the
South and lastern Furope has becn scen as necessary in removing
dirigisme and infusing ctficiency by allowing markets “to set prices right™.
I‘conomic growth resulting [rom SAP was also supposed to benelitl the
cconomies socially and environmentally. The above objective was born
out of the assumption of the operation of the cnvironmental Kuznets
hypothests,  This  hypothesis  c¢xamines thc relationship between
cnvironmental degradation and income per capita, which takes a U-shape.
It is argued that at the initial stages of cconomic development. growth in
income is  accompanicd by incvitable nepative cnvironmental
conscquences duc to  intensive quantitative cxpansion ol resource
extraction (Auhvnn 1997). The situation is thought 1o change afier a whilce
when ¢nvironmental awareness. technology developments. and structural
changes emerge. with sustained cconomic growth resulting in a levelling-
off and a gradual decline in environmental degradation (Dasgupta and
Maler 1996).

The political cconomy view

Political cconomists see rural poverty as a conscquence of processes that
concentrate wealth and power. They agree that poverty is 1o be understood
primarily in terms of cconomic forces. social relations, property rights and
power {Kurien 1978, in Chambers 1983). This conceptualisation ol
poverty reveals the view that poverty is cssentially a social phenomenon
and only secondarily a material or physical one.

The neo-Marxist dependency perspective s resorted to when explaining
the process of wealth concentration. Internationally. the richer countrics
control trade and make poor countries pouorer hy exploiting them. They usce
mechanising such as unequal exchanpe. monopoly over a range ol
resources (institutional and material) and repatriation of profits from
capital investments, Within countries or internaily. the ruling classes and
other categories ol the bourgeoisie exploit the tower classes through shitts
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in rural-urban terms ol trade and mvestment in ourban mdustries und
services, And within rural arcas themschves. the local chite - Tand owners.
merchants. moneylenders and burcaucrats - consolidate then power and
wealth, A scenario is created whereby the local chte dramn resources [rom
rural environments. which in turn are shared by the urban bourgeoisic.
Higher up the ladder. monopoly capitalism direets resources from poor
countrics  through uncqual exchange and capital imvestment (o 1ich
countrics. Two important processes ad in the above scenario: technologs
“and commercialisation. Capital intensive technology subsidised through
loreign aid. overvalued exchange rates and direet government support s
accessible 1o only those who already command credit and land (Irank
1969, Chambers 1983, Amin 1997).

Commercialisation. on the other hand. introduces products that out-
compete rural products. therchy stilling local industry. Both concentrate
wealth and create inequality. which i turn destroys the social system of
cealitarian communal hite. Hesselberg aseribes the worsening of living
standards Tor a part of Botswana's population in the 19805 1o destruction
of the social sastem ol subsistence tor the purpose of intearating the
country into the global market cconomy (1essetberg 1983),

The rural poor lose in these processes, as low international prices for
products of their countries reflect the low prices internally for rural
praduce, L.ow prices ol agricultural products coupled with rising prices of
agricultural inputs create poverty and concentrate wealth in the hands of
the powerful. The local chite and some urban bourgeotste buy  or
appropriate the best lands or common resources. make labourers out of the
original peasant population and suppress wages. This makes the poor
poorer and rural families become impoverished and isolated without the
capacity to improve the lands they use.

I'xternal factors arc seen as the most crucial in this perspective. as they
alter production svstems that in turn mduce  environmentat  decline
(Murdoch 198G, Smitth and O Kecte 1980 quoted in iekholm and Brown
1977). These tactors, which take the torm of inappropriate and exploitative
technology and poor prices of traded items. account for the environmental
decline being experienced in these regions. Governments in the South arc
forced to emphasize export production for the global market and
encourage international corporations into their countrics, A consequence 1s
the usc of Western technology that s often not made lor tropical
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environmtents.  Phese  inappropriate management  practices and
lechnologies are said 0 result in environmental destruction. Alternatively
viewed.  the  excessive demands  in the Devcloped World  for
cnvironmentally destructine commaodities are blamed for the deterioration
ol the environment (Nations and Komer 1983: guoted in Boyo 1997
My ers §989).

The regional political ccology view

The regional pobitical ccology econcept emerged in response to the
objective of providing an integrated analysis of the man-cnvironment
relationships through the integration of both physical/human ccology and
political cconomy.  Regional  political  ccology  recognises  multiple
causation. multiple objectives and multiple internventions. Blaikic (1985)
and Blaikic and Brookficld (1987) formulated the Regional Political
Feology Framework, This framework is influenced by Marxist concepts of
dependeney  and - margimalisation  as well as by human  ceology
perspectines. The framework examines the interacting roles that social
institutions at various eeographical levels pliy in ereating constraints and
possibilitics attecting human decisions that in turn affect those imstitutions
as well as the natural covtronment (Stenich 1993y Stonich (1993)
summarises the essentwa! elements of the approach as fotlows:

. Political ccology combines the concerns of ceology and political
cconomy. thus integrating human and physteal approaches 1o
cnvironmental destruction.

. Analysis follows a “chain of explanation”™ through different levels
of examination analysis. beginning with the decisions of focal land
managers  (such as  farmers). the interrelation among  local
managers and other groups in society which alfeet local Tand
management. as well as the roles of the state and the world
CCONOMY

. Because political cconomy insinuates the analyvsis ol structures
which are external o local groups and which attect options and
decistons. considerable attention 1s Tocused on the ways in which
mternational capitalism and the state alfeet natoral resources and
local people.
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The approach also cmphasises both place-based and non-place-based
analysts. There is a nced to study the physical manifestation of the
problem of land degradation in a place-based analvsis. Such a study s
location specific and conjunctural because it 1) reveals physical symptoms
and physiographic variables: 2} directs concern 1o other places where there
is no degradation, but where processes of displacement of land users s
causing dcgradation at another site: 3) shows other places that feel the
effect of soil erosion downstream in the form of deposition and floods
(Blaikie 1985).

Non-place-based analysis involves networks ol cconomic and political
rclations acting directly and indirectly upon Jand users and the
environment. Social factors are expressed in land-use patterns. the spatial
patterns of agricultural technology and other more complex “cco-class™
rclationships (spatial marginalisation and marginalisation in weaker
proups). They arc also the political-cconomic structures within which
land-usc decisions are made (Blaikic 1985).

The theoretical approach in sum secks te investipate why the decisions of
land managers somcetimes cause environmental deterioration, subverting
their own livclihoods. Rcegional political ccology, like the political
cconomy analysis. docs recognise the fact that poor people engage in
practices that degrade the cnvironment. but stops short of putting the
blamec on them. Blaikic and Brooklield (1987) explain that both the
processes of development and underdevelopment can lead to soil crosion,
[Land degradation can undermine and frustrate economic development. just
as low levels of cconomic development can have a strong causal impact on
the incidence of land degradation. Blaikie (1985) describes the reciprocal
link as the desperate ceocide of the poor: small producers who cause soil
croston heccause they arc poor and desperate and whose problematic
condition soil erosion in turn exacerhates.

“They [the poor| may be forced to destroy their own environment
in attempts to delay their own destruction.” (quoted in Durning
1989: p 23)

The cco-demographic concept of the reeional political ccology framework
outlines how core-periphery relations and capitalism lead to land tenure
changes that causc the marginalisation of peasants through displacement
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mto [raeile ceosvsiems. O Brien 11995 in her studies of delorestation and
climate chanee in Selva Facandona. Mexico. states that “common causal
explanation ol deforestation such  as tmber  extraction.  peasant
colontsation and agricultural and hivestock  expansion. althoueh overt
causes. do litte to truly explain the process of deforestation. Rather. one
must consider cconomic. soctal and political relations that have made the
Sebva 1 acandona a {ocus of land speculations, a source for rapid capntal
accumulation. a reluue for displaced and disempowered people. a political
salety valve for concessionary agrarian policics. a base for a revolutionary
movement and a spothghit [or national and international conservaiion
strieeles”™ (O Brien 1995 p 43).

I hese entittements are voverned by political and cconomic powers ot the
local fesel and detine the rules of legitimaey of cach houschold tVessa-
Matti 1993, Shifts i entittement olten cause the degradation of land and
human resources (Krokfors 1997)0 In Kroktors” model. bad  income
opportunities. low sacietal capabilities and low physical capabilities o the
fand all contribute to a decreasing lund capability (degradation). which in
turn s closely related to inereased poverty. Simply put. the lower the
ability ol people to increase their stundards of living through cultiv ation
and other income sources. the lower the capability of the institutions in
society o provide the necessary conditions for production. and the .ower
the resilience wd quantity ol the resource base, the higher the risk of

TV PRI KT TS IR 1 0

F'he main notion expressed here 18 that smatl producers are displaced to
less tertile or envirenmentally more vulnerable locations because of land
expropriattons by the state or by large agricultural business companics.
small producers are placed in a position where they may be forced to
over-explait a scarce resource moorder to survive (Blatkic 19830 Grainger
199 Stonich (1993 asserts that inequality in access to land and the
myestment patterns of laree landowners, neither of which depends on
population  pressure. are at the core of widespread  environmental
destruction i the Honduras. Lhe Toibal Grazing Land Policy {TGHP) in
Botswana., which tavours large cattle owncers. has been characterised as a
land grab. the taking away of large grazing arcas traditionally uscd by
small farmers (Hesselbera 1993),
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Synthesis and discussion

The vartous development perspectives discussed above present a major
opinmion on the poverty-environment hypothesis: poverty s lorcing poor
people 1o degrade their environment, which in turn makes them poorer.
The views vary a great deal in explaining that outcome in terms ol the
solutions proposed and the weights assigned to variables such as
population growth, government policics. free markets. institutions and
technology . Over the past decade views on development problems from
different camps have begun to comverge. showmg (he miportanee of
mtegrative and multidisciplinary stodies. which the World Bank. the INIE
and the Poited Nations have been sponsoring and promoting.,

I'rom the views outlined aboy e one can identify two main hnes of thought:
1 The extent ot and solutions to the problems of Tand degradation are

well known. The problem s to get people to implement these
solutions (the classic and neoliberal views).

(]
—

The nature and extent of land degradation are  impericctly
uniderstoud. TLocal peopie often reject (western) conseryation
technologies for good reasons. and in fact. oflen adopt thewr own
individual and collective approaches 1o sustainable lisclihood
practices (the political cconomy and regional political ccolopy
Views)

The Brundiiand  Commussion’s  report or the poverly cavaromiment
hs pothests sought 1o mteerate explanations from the pohitical ceonomists
and the neoliberals, It is therctore dilticult 1o identily a clear-cul locus of
the hypothesis both on problem  identification and  on institational
prescription. One realises that among the hosts of presernptions ady ocated
by the UN. those actually being exccuted belong 1o the neoliberal iacas off
the World Bank and the JMLE. This trend can be explaned i the hght of
financial capabiiity. These international finance institutions onfy provide
funds to support policies they consider germane to their cherished path or
development of liberalised markets. Poveny alleviation and e trommental
projects have, contrary to original intentions. enriched project oflicers,
increased income incqualitics and turther distoried markets, Poverts
alleviation  programs have also become political tools tor sanning
clections and for achieving other politicid coals m poor countries 5 tokhe
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FOUS ) Tave we seen a dechne m Tund degradation m o response o redueed
poverty 1o Avainst popular expectation the trend ol land  degradation
coittitives unabated.

[lowever. it should be noted that the views under cach perspective have
heen modified over the years. The point of departure of the various
perspectives s assessed by looking at the most important variables that
have been used 1 explaining poverty. land degradation and development
problems m the South

Population growth

The classic and the neoliberal vicws stan on the premise that rapid
population growth is inimical 10 cconomic development. and that physical
conditions of a place interact with increasing  population o cause
environmental decline. A farge and  increasing  population  that s
predominantly agrarian and is sustained by a [ragile ceosy stem. as pertains
in suh-Saharan Africa, casily over-mines the resources available. The
pressure of population can raise agrneultural demand. feading m turm o the
abuse ol marginal land and other natural resources (World Bank 19911,
Population growth is both cause and eftect of environmental problems.
Population growth is said 1o cause land degradation. which resulis m
porverty . Poverty in turn prevents people from sustainable management of
natural resourees,

The politicat cconomists and regional political ecologists see other
tactors as having overriding inffuence on population growth. Population
erowth 1s not seen as having plased a major role in the peneration of
poverty and  resource  degradation. Population growth  is rather
hypothesized as eventually having good cnvironmentul conscquences axs it
brings about technological development and improvement in managerial
skills. There has however been a change in this view as some authors
under this umbrella now recognise the potential danger that population
erowth poses o the environment and development. However. they still
matmain that i other factors were o function well, the population variable
waould not be a major problem (Blaikic 1989, 0" Brien 1995).
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The role of market forces and the state

The classic view ascribes an important role to the state. Land and wuter
conservation programimes were the main prioritics of states at the
beginning ol the century through to the 1970s. Capitalist planning
constituted the main development strategy as opposed to free market
policics.

The neoliberal view mainly advocates Iree markets and a reduction in he
role ol governments in productive activities, nvironmental degradation s
attributed o faulty incentive systems attecting economic and demographic
hehaviour based on the use of common property resources. Inappropriate
and cxcessive government interventions in markets and incompetent.
inelficient and corrupt state burcaucracics all contribute to the state of
poverty and environmental degradation.

Political cconomists and regional political ccologists blame both the role
of governments and {ree markets for the environmental and development
problems in the South. The incorporation of pre-capitalist socictics into the
world market crealed constraints upon local people, which made them to
take decisions that degraded thewr environment. Growing inequality and
socio-cconomic differentiation within peasant communitics and in their
relationships with traders and state agencies results in the impoverishment
ol small farmers. and this in tarn forces the poor o over-exploit their
crviremment (Blaikic and Brookield 198700 The socio-palitico-cconomie
repercussions of the oxpansion ol capttalism hay e been commereialisation.
appropriation  of lands  for  conservation and  private  enterprises
introduction ol inappropriate teehnology. misuse of echnologs and the
“evils™ of structural adjustment. These processes shape the land use
decisions and survival strategics ot the people. Fven though the state is
scen as not doimng enough to bring about development or actually being
blamed for mismanageinent of the ceonomies. the ultimate answer to these
problems is seen as coming {rom the state, Recent post-modernists think
the answer will come  from social movements  that  will  modih
governments” role to make it a more pro-people centred one.
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Local resource management

The classic and ncoliberal views blame resource degradation on the
management practices and communal tenure system prevalent in rural
socictics.  The communal tenure system (s said to causc resource
degradation. as cvery member of a community looks at the net benelfit off
emploving more resources rather than considering the ultimate danger 1
poses to the whole community (Hardin 19683, Unchanging micthods ~uch
as shifting culuvation. bush tallowing and grazing technigues in the tace
ol growing populations result in resource degradation.

Neoliberals now agree that resource management practices of the poer are
sustainable. but add that the pressure ot population on resources makes
such practices untenable. Hence the need o adopt modern technology
from advanced nations and to change from communal tenure systems o
private ownership, The World Bank’s World Development Report 1992
accepts that people and institutions arc rational and rcasonable in their
behaviour when people’s objectives and knowledge and the structures
within which they make their decisions are taken into account,

Political cconomists and regional political ecologists dJdclend the
farming systems and resource tenure $ystems that have been blamed b the
classie and neoliberal views. The agricaltural systems practised hase been
proven to be more sustainable than imported systems. Local people otten
reject conservation technologles for good reasons. and adopt their own
indisvidual and collectve approaches that in the past have resulted in
sustainable livelthood practices {Chambers 1983). Degradation has been
found 1o be prevalent on both common and private property. Lhis negates
the assumption of rational resource utilisation under private property. In
addition. Africa's communal land tenure systemns provide a social sccurity
net tor all members ol familics who own land. Evidence shows that
traditional tenure systems are not lixed bui change in response to changes
In socio-cconomic conditions (Amanor 1999, 20035).

The role of poverty

The classic view imphcitly argues that poverty leads to land degradation.
Population growth and poor resource management resull in fand
degradation. which crodes the hivelihood ol the people. making them
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destroy emronmental resources. Phe neoliberat view dreues openly that
covironmiental - chalienges  stem directin - Irom poverty. Increasing
mmpoverishment and fack ot other allemanves torce a swelling number ot
poor and landless peopic 10 put unprecedented pressures on the naturad
resotrey se m therr strugele o survive, Past resource deeradation s said
w deepen today’s povertys whoe today s poverty mahkes tovery aand o
cater tor or restore the aericuliural resource hase. o twd allenuatn ey to
detorestation. 1o prevent deserlilieatton, (o contral crosion ar o replenish
sotl nutnents, xareme poverts forees people 1o nugrate to maraimal tands,

Pohucal economists concentrate mostly on the ickle-down eftects ol
laroer processes on rural people s actions, Fhe pohitical cconomisis see
rural poverty as a consequence ol processes winch coneentrate wealtn and
posver. New economie forees. soctal relatons. property riehts and power
patterns  emerge which are characterised by production  tor export.
explottation at all levels. prolit-making motives, misuse of technology and
environmental  destruction. The above charactersties, i addition to
uncqual exchange, monopoiy by advanced nations over a ranee of
resources  and - repatrtauoen ol profits by foreign nrmss eventually
impoyvertsh these nattons and throw them mto an underdes elopmen. trap.
[he explottation of rural people makes them poor and Torees thent to adopt
survival - siradeetes that destroy the ensironment. They  are thus
exvcutioners of the final task dictated by externat and internal factors,

Regional political ccologists explicitly acknowicdge the consequences of
the activities ol poor people on the environment, Blaikie £ 198331 blamces the
land use patterns ol poor peasants Tor the soil crosion in rural Nepal. Sen
(1981 relates the reradation process to a loss ol the ability to acceess
resources inoan enyironmentally friendby wav, Low incomues and access
~vms dictated by cconomic ord social processes. which are results of
capttalisms” oxpansion. lead to land degradation. The poor are said to
destroy their matn livelihood in order 1o delay their own destruction. il
poor do not willully degrade the environment, but lack the resources to
avoid degrading their environment. Lack ol asscts and  productive
resources. and vulnerability to both slow and gradual and sudden and
catastrophic entittement declines. are said to result in poor resource
manacement,
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Solutions to poverty and land degradation

The classic view proposcs a control of population through cducational
campaigns and availability of contraceptives, technolopy  transfer.
stringent and extensive land and water conservation programs. as potent
sofutions (o poverty and land degradation.

Neoliberals arcue that the way out of the victous circle of poverty lics in
reducing poverty through agricultural growth. promoted by a rehance on
farmers™ responses to marked incentives (World Bank 1990: quoted 1
Biot et al. 1992), They proposc an economic appreach to the environment.
including the evolution of property rights and contractual arrangement. as
well as appropriate and  burcaucratic  regulation. market support. a
curtailment of the role of governments in influencing the market. the
I cralisation of trade and privatisation schemes. However., they do not
provide enough insight into how the state can perform necessary functions
when the idea is that it should minimize its overall role.

To the political economists solving the underdevelopment conundrum has
to do with ensuring fair international trade, stopping cxploitation by all
categories.  removing  incyualitics  from  socicty. and  changing  the
elobalisation contours that are encouraging monopoly, The state 15 seen as
an eneny in the development process and at the same time as the
mstitution that should carry out the cgahtarian relorms being suggested.
Development 1s seen in the same tight as the classic view where socictics
move from a lower level " primith e stage o a higher / technological stage.

Regional political ceologists advocate that different solutions be resorted
toin dilferent socio-political situations. Broadly. they advocate that
development should be from within and must follow a bottom-up approach
imvolving land uvsers. govermnments. non-governmental organisations and
donors. Imposition of development strategies from donor agencies is
criticised. but technology development and other fessons from developed
countrics are scen as offering leapfrog jump possibilitics. Retorms in
mstitutions that create room for social and cconomic incentives that reduce
poverty and promote envirenmental sustanability are advocated.
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Conclusion

‘This review has shown that although the various perspectives presented
have a commeon view on poverty’s negative impact on the environment at
a general level. there are important differences when it comes to the
cxplanation for both poverty and land degradation. The emphasis the
Brundtland report placed on poverty in the overall explanation of
cnvironmental deterioration is not tenable. Today there is an agreement
that poverty impacts ncgatively on the environment in certain places. at
certain times and regarding certain issues. Poverty was not and is not the
inain explanation for global or national environmental problems. Most. if’
not all. regional and local ccological degradation also has external causcs.
The perspectives discussed in this review clearly show a disagreement on
thc main cxplanations and on the emphasis on cither internal or external
forces. This is very wcll brought out in the presentation of the ideas
regarding how to solve environmental prohlems.
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