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Welcome to the June 2007 Commons Digest. In thisissue we highlight the importance of ahistorical perspectivein commons research.
Tine DeMoor |eads the Commons Forumwith her commentary outlining her view of the role of long-term historical development of
commons as a source of inspiration for research and policy. Audun Sandberg responds to the lead essay with his agreement that
historian’s knowledge about the pre-conditions for commons institutions is important, and goes further to call on social scientists and
historians to bridge the gap between the disciplines. Evelyn Chiatells usthat the lack of historic perspective in commonswork is
often the result of the mistaken belief that the past was relatively static and insular, but that history can enlighten us on the adaptabil -
ity of societies and communities. Brad Walters focuses on another issue in the historical perspective- that historical analysisis
scientificinits own right. The Commons Forum closes with an essay by Sarah Strauss. Using a perspective informed from her work in
Switzerland and Wyoming, Sarah agrees in the importance of the long-term perspective in commons and points out at the chasm

between tradition and modernity isbut amirage.

Please also take alook at the Announcements where we extend an invitation to report on commons-related organisations and research
through profilesin the Digest and web discussions on the IASC homepage. Enjoy!
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The past is not aanother country: The long-term historical
development of commons as a source of inspiration for
research and policy.

Tine DeM oor
Resear ch Institutefor History and Culture
University of Utrecht, theNetherlands

Managing co-editor, I nternational Journal of the Commons

Many negative effects of human use of resources do not becomevisible
until after lengthy periodsof time, often even centuries. One could
assumeit thereforeto be obviousto integrate long-term historica devel-
opmentsinto case-studieson common pool resources, in particular when
we' retrying to understand how the regulation of the use of common pool
resourcesworked and what changes of that regulation could bring aboui.
However, whenever ahistorical perspectiveisintegrated inthecommons
studiesthisismostly restricted to the 19" century. Thedistant past seems
to be - for many commons-researchers- another country. At the same
timehistorians, tending to berather descriptive and often hardly inter-
ested inthetheoretical implicationsof their research, hardly searchto
benefit from the model sand frameworksrepetitively tested by sociolo-
gists, economigts, and others. Thisisamissed opportunity. After al, in
the period we can study because of sufficient inheritance of written
documents (from the 10" century onwards), the homo sapiensdid not
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changeto such an extent that we couldn’t comparehis
behaviour over long periodsof time. Seenfrom aworld
history perspective, whether thishomo sapiensbe-
haved as an economicusor reciprocansismorea
matter of circumstances—ecological, economic, socid,
cultura- than of human biology or evolution. | believe
that part of thelimited mutual interest between historians
and other social scientistsisdueto therather negative
and static view of the pre-1800 village common that
wascreated inthe 1960s. Inthisshort articlel will try to
start correcting that image. Europe, being the areaof the
worldwiththemost extensively studied history of the
commons—from common arableto common woodland-
will hereby play an exemplary roleinthis, but other
regionscould be at |east asinteresting to test the possi-
bilitiesof cooperation between disciplines.

Over time, and in particular sincethe middle of the
twentieth century, theterm * commons’ hasbeenusedin
many ways. Previoudy, inthe historical documents
‘commons referred to commonland, oftenintheform
of pasture, or meadowland. Commonsinthehistorical
senserefer to land that was used and managed by
severa peopleor householdsduring acertain period, in
distinction to land that was used by only one person or
household throughout thewholeyear. Thevariety of
aternativenamingsin English (e.g., openfield, common
meadow, common waste) and in other languages

(mar kegenootschappen, meenten (Dutch),
Genossenschaften (German) to give just afew ex-
amples) hasover timeled to considerable confusionand
hasfor along time prevented scientific comparison of
theemergence and functioning of commons. Inthe
middle of thetwentieth century, thecommon asa
physical phenomenon started to be used repeatedly by
scientistsfrom other disciplinestoindicate collective
property. Though hewasnot thefirst to ‘ conceptuaise’
thehistorical commons, Hardin's* thetragedy of the
commons' can be considered asabench mark inthe
evolution of thediscourse on thecommons.

Hardin caused considerable confusion by givingafase
account of the historica functioning of thecommons.
The* common” Hardin described wasland whereupon
no property rightsrested, thusmaking it very easy for
everyoneto overuseit. Heasksthereader to ‘ Picturea
pasture opentoal’. Andthen: ‘It isto be expected that
each herdsman will try to keep asmany cattle aspos-
sbleonthecommons.’ However, thehistorical common
wasnot at al opentoal. Onthecontrary: al the
commons had clear rules about the conditionsto be-
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comealegitimate user, and onthedo’sand don’tsif you
had obtained membership. The European villagersstarted
fromtheearly 12" century onwardsto formalisetheir
cooperationinland usage and management by writing
down regulations. Theseregulationswereoften highly

sophisticated intheir design, showing theawarenessof the
commonersinthe dangersthat luredin cooperation. They,

for example, often used graduated sanctioning systems,
not sparing thosewho didn’t report freeriding either. In
trying to prevent the commonersbeing seduced by the
market, it was often prohibited to put cattle on the com-
mon summer pasture that had been bought ontheearly
spring cattle market. The common wasnot aplaceto
fatten up your cattlebut it was an essential part of the
mixed agricultural system asthe manure produced by the
cattlewasindispensablefor thearableland. Thisconnec-
tion between the arableland and the common wasvital
for the pre-industrial agricultura system. Ashasbeen
shown for several Western European countriesthe
regulationsof the European commonsmatched Lin
Ostrom’sfamousdesign principles pretty well. When
putting these rulesinto practice, the commonersshowed
an often remarkable ability to guard the ecological bal-
ance on their common and to adjust to changing socid
and economic circumstances. In plenty of occasionsthe
number of cattleallowed on the common wasrestricted
to the carrying capacity of the pasture, and if thisnumber
was not set in advance, the number of cattle could be
regulated by using price mechanisms. Plenty of other
examplesof rulesand practice could show that intheir

grivefor astriking abalance between efficiency and utility

the commonersautonomoudy designed animpressive set
of rulesthey put adequately into practice. Thisallowed
themtokeepthe‘tragedy’ well at adistance.

Topicsother than natural resources have emerged since
the 1990sin the commonsdebate. Hereagain, inspira-
tion can befound in along-term perspectiveasinthe

same period of theemergence of commonsweasofinda
sort of knowledge common emerging. Craft and merchant

guilds—which Putnam considered to be pivotal inthe
development of democracy in Northern Italy (Putnam et
al. 2003)- were set up to exchange and saf eguard know!-
edge about trade, products and production processes.
History here confirmswhat wefind inthe experimental
anthropological research, that market integration can
encourage cooperation, aswasa so recently shown by
amongst othersHerbert Gintisand Samuel Bowles. The
emergence of commonsand guildshappenedin aperiod
of increasing market integration: in someregionsof

Western Europe as much as 60% of the population had
been active onthelabour market, aready during the
latemiddleages. At thesametimehistorica andysis
also suggestsother factorsthat might haveplayed arole
inthe population’swillingnessto cooperate. Thereare
juridical (for examplethe creation of the concept of
universitas) and social factors (the particular marriage/
family pattern of Western Europe) that also may have
plaid afundamental rolein changing theface of the
history of cooperation. Theevolution of cooperation
over amere 1000 yearsin Europe suggestsamultitude
of new pathsof anadysisfor sociologica and anthropo-
logica studiesof present day commons.

Inthefuture, we—ascommons-researchersfrom
variousdisciplines- shouldtry to closetheinterdiscipli-
nary gap. Historianshavefor along timeprimarily
focussed on the di ssol ution of the commons, whereby
externd factorslikeindustridisation and population
growth were considered asthe motors of this process.
Inthese stories, the commonersthemsalvesusualy play
apassiveroleand are approached asagroup, without
much attention for the potential influence of the com-
monersasindividuals. Among 19" century commons-
historians, therewasaso aclear interest for theorigins
of thecommons, but here again theindividua motiva
tionsto own and useland collectively werelargely
ignored. And moreover, those motivations, whether
individual or group-directed, wereinthehistorical
debate not linked to the causesfor the dissol ution of the
commons. More attention should gotowhat laysin
between origin (in Europe, mainly 11-13" century) and
dissolution (in Europe, mainly 18"-19" century): the
functioning of the commons, which hasbeen one of the
prime concernsof theother socia scientists. Social
scientistshave used concepts asthe prisoner’sdi-
lemma, freeriding, and reciprocity toidentify problem-
aticrelationshi psbetween individual aspirationsand
group dynamics, and have put less stresson external
factorsascausesfor themalfunctioning or even dissolu-
tion of acommon. Sociol ogistsand economistsgener-
aly put themainresponsibility for the dissol ution of the
commonswiththeindividual. Thisdivergenceinre-
search traditions shouldn’t beahindrance for more
interdisciplinary commonsresearchinthefuture. The
sociologica debateonindividua responsibility of the
commonerscan beenriched by linking it to theinflu-
enceof externd factors, which hasbeen at thefore of
historians describing the di ssol ution of the commons
and viceversa. A solutiontoidentify thelinksbetween
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thedifferent aspectsas discussed by commons-re-
searchers, could bethe use of an analytical framework
that focuses on the main functions of acommon, and the
interaction between these functions. thecommon asa
resource, asan ingtitution and asaproperty regime

Thelongevity of many commons (several centuries)
should berecognised asasignfor ingtitutional flexibility.
Adapting to change and the passing on of valuesand
normsover hundredsof yearsisnot easily done-but, as
seein many commons- it can bedone. Including the
commonsof the past would add abundant diachronical
evidence of what isnow primarily based on contempo-
rary casestudies. Oneof thedifficultiesof experimental
research haslong been thedifficulty to repeat Situations
—over several generations- and to takeinto account
reputational mechanisms. Notwithstanding the problem-
atic aspectsof historical research (e.g., thelack of oral
sources), thereisoften sufficient written materia |eft to
analysethe behaviour of generationsof commoners. And
we can discover thepitfals. wherethe self-governance
of the commonswasthreatened, atragedy could often
not beavoided, asin contemporary examples. This
information could help usunderstand and predict what
happenson commonsinvillagesinthird-world countries
that arefacinglevelsof e.g. market integration smilar to
thevillagesin the European past. That pastisnot an-
other country; they didn’t do thingsall that much differ-
ently there. Onthe contrary.

For Further Reading :

Bowles, S. 2004. Foundations of Human Sociality. Economic
experiments and ethnographic evidence fromfifteen small-scale
societies. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

De Moor, Martina, Leigh Shaw-Taylor, and Paul Warde, eds. 2002.
The management of common land in north west Europe, ¢.1500-
1850. CORN Publication Series, 8. Turnhout : Brepols.

DeMoor, Tine. 2007. Avoiding tragedies. A Flemish common and
its commoners under the pressure of social and economic change
during the eighteenth century. Economic History Review.

Putnam, Robert D. 1993. Making democracy work. Civic traditions
in Modern Italy. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Vivier, Nadine, and Marie-Danielle Demélas. 2003. Les propriétés
collectivesface aux attaqueslibérales (1750-1914). Europe
occidentale et Amérique latine. Rennes. Presses Universitairesde
Rennes.

tine.demoor @l et.uu.nl

CommonsForum
Response

Bridging the Gap between Disciplines
Audun Sandberg

Associate Professor, Bodg Univer sity College,
Norway

In her lead essay, Tine DeM oor directsour attention to
theobvious, but often forgotten, fact that the past isnot
anentirely different country from the present and that
they wholivedinthe past did not do thingsall that much
differently there. Not only isthepast still withusinthe
formof ingtitutional layersof customs, lawsand doc-
trinesthat still shape apath dependent future. But more
importantly, the past was not the stable stateit isoften
imagined, astatic traditiona society that did not change
until modernity arrived withitsdynamicsand turned
everything upside down. Onthecontrary, seeninthe
long perspective, the past always seemsto have changed
and thusalways contai ned seeds of thefuture. Tine
arguesthat at |east after the 10" century onwards, we
have enough historica evidenceto comparethe
behaviour of homo sapiensover timeand that wecan
show how boththeir individual and collective behaviour
can be explained amatter of circumstances—whether
ecological, economic, socia and culturd, rather thanas
aresult of somegrand evolutionary design. She chooses
the European Common—inall itsvariety - to provethat
thestudy of long linesof ingtitutiona development canbe
most useful in understanding contemporary collective
choicedilemmeas.

Tineisvery right in pointing out that much of thelack of
mutua interest in resource governanceissues between
historiansand other socia scientistsistherather negative
and static view of the pre-1800 village common that
wascreated inthe 1960’s. And she usesthisimageto
explain how Hardin could make such erroneous assump-
tionsabout the historical common and why consequently
hisanalysis could turn out sowrong—and have such
grave consequencesin termsof privatisationonaworld
scalethroughthelatter part of the 20" century. What
Tinedoesnot point to, however, isthefact that thisstatic
view wasin many ways created much earlier, morethan
100 yearsearlier when the*enclosure movement” and
theenclosuredebateraged intheindustriaizing Europe,
with famous combatants|ike Fustel de Coulangeand
Henry Sumner Maine. It wasalso at thistimethat much
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of thesocia scienceswereformed under the pressure of
solving thethreegreat questionsof thetime: “Die
Sosdfrage’, “dieArbeterfrage’ and“dieAgrafrage’
Still all 1% year studentsin Sociology aretaught the
difference between* Gemeinschaft” and“ Gesdllschaft” as
thebest way of dichotomizingthe*traditiona” andthe
“modern”. Thusthe past became even more stereotyped
asthestatic, unchangeabl e agrarian society where
everybody did al tasksthemselvesand whereeveryone
thought the sameway in some sort of mechanical solidar-
ity. Whether deliberately or not, thiscontrastingwiththe
vibrant, dynamic and speciaized modern gesdll schaft,

a so stigmatti zed theempirical modelsof the* idedl type’,
the commons, the allmend and the genossenschaft as
old-fashioned and best suited for the garbage heap of
history. Whileinfact, asRobert Netting hasshown us,
the erdgenossenschaft wasavery efficient economic
and ecol ogica governance machine, which programmed
al economic activity inthea pinecommunitiesand
secured what today iscalled " sustainable devel opment”.

But as Tinesuggest, we sometimeshaveto look at really
long linesof development to redly understand the
changesthat takesplace. Suchimportant linescan be
alsofoundinthedevelopment of juridical doctrinesin
Europe, wherethelegal revolution of pope Gregor VI
combined withtheextremeindividudism of therenais-
sancegradually produced the*WesternMaxime’ that
“No oneshould beforced to stay in co-proprietorship
againg their will!” Thiscombined with the convenience
of individud collaterd security intheemerging banking
system produced what after 1000 yearsisnow known
asthevictory of Roman Law over Germanic Law and
other folk laws. However, as Tinedoesnot mention,
juridical factorsarevery oftentheresult of politicsand
power struggles. Thuswe should a so remember that in
understanding thelong lines of devel opment betweenthe
originof European commons, andtheir dissolution, itis
also necessary to understand the growth of the nation
state—especialy the nation state that emerged after the
Great French Revolution. Thisstatewasfounded onthe
obligation to defend the* freedoms’ of theindividua
citizensonitsterritory, among these, thefreedomto own
property. But thisinvolved not only protecting citizens
from thievesand externa enemies, but a so defending
individual sagainst oppression by tribes, clans, lineages
and other “secondary groups’, whichin many cases
werethefoundationfor variouskindsof “Commons’. A
by-product of thiswas of course also to keep down such
territorially based secondary groupsthat could bea

challengeto theunity of the nation. The nation-statethus
became animportant agent in changing therelationships
to property at thelocal level. Thereforeland consolida
tion, registration and individualization wasnot only about
agriculturd efficiency and food surplusfor thenew
industrial class, but a so about ayoung nations seeking
legitimacy withindividua citizenswhoseindividua
property rightswere guaranteed by the same state. So
when “new legal doctrines’ are applied by themodern
European tates, likeinternationd treatiesonindigenous
collectiverightsto land and water, thereaction among
theformer loyd citizens should be analysed onthebasis
of thislong*“ partnership” between the state and the
individud.

Today thereisno doubt that the Commons, asaform of
collectiveaction, monitoring and self disciplining, hasa
future: Either aslocally based governance systems—or
inpartnershipwith apartialy withdrawn statein some
kind of co-management arrangement. With theadvance
of adaptive ecosystem governance practicesin many
jurisdictions, thedemand for knowledge about “ com-
mons-likesystems” will only grow. Here both the
knowledge of socid scientistsabout theinternal dynam-
icsof collectives—andthe historiansand legal scholars
knowledge about the externd preconditionsfor a
commons-typeingtitutionto function and survive, isof
equal importance. So hereweshouldjoin Tinein her call
to bridge the gap between the disciplines.

Audun.Sandberg@hibo.no

CommonsForum
Response

The digant past and other ‘pasts as fodder
for understanding state-society relations
and extra-local influences on society
Evelyn Chia(Ms)

Dept. Palitical and Social Change, Resear ch

School of Pacificand Asian Studies, TheAustr a-
lian National Univer sity

Theneglect of thedistant past—i.e. pre-1800 Europeor
theequivdent of pre-1800 (pre-indugtrid revolutionand
expangon of amarket economy) Europed sewhereinthe
study of commonsisperhapsdueto mistaken perceptions
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of the past asrel atively saticand insular ascomparedtothe
upheavasof the 19" century. Wars, collapseand dterna-
tively amagamationsof kingdoms, disease—weredl
ubstantid upheavasinthemsdaves. Thequestionistowhat
extent did such phenomenaaffect theability of acommunity
to creste sustainablerulesof governance over acommon-
pool resource. Theanswer would bequiteobvious, | would
suppose- toasgnificant degree. They wereinfact as
disruptiveof rulesof thecommonsastheexpanson of the
market, theadvent of mercantilism, andthelndudtria
Revolutionin England and subsequently intherest of
Europeinthelate 18"to 19" century. In addition, these
upheava soften affected thenature of socid interactions
within peopleinacommunity and peoplebetweenthe
community andtherest of thekingdom or country, asthe
casemay be. Anditisprecisay theformand natureof such
socid interactions, theleve of trust, thelevel of socid
capitd, if youwill, and perceptionsof acommoninterest
that affectsthecrestion of ingtitutionsthat govern common-
pool resources. Assuch, | would agreewith Tinethat we
should expand our scope of analysisto beyond therecent
past tothemoredistant past. Thequestionis—how dowe
doit, without subscribing to asort of path dependency that
leavesnoroomfor theoretica integration.

My first answer would be—to seek how such events
affected socid interaction of suchcommunities Theten-
dency to overlook thisaspect of andysisisperhapsthe
misconceptionthat suchcommunities wererddively
homogeneousand henceinteractionsbetween membersof
acommunity wered sorelatively homogeneous. More
importantly, theimplication of suchanassumptionasoleads
toseeingthe' community’ asadatic entity that doesnot
changeor adapt to exogenousshocks. I nditutiond change
doesindeed happen over aperiod of time, inresponseto
sructurd conditions, but they a so requirehuman agency to
mould thoseconditions. Itisnot dwaysthe casethat
humansare subject to conditionsof whichthey haveno
power over and arereducedto creating rulesthat are
ultimately il containedwithinthestructura condiitionsof
thegame. Indtitutiona theory tdlsusthat itispossbleto
changetherulesof thegame, indeed, peopledothat dl the
time. However, itisa o possibleto changethenatureand
objectiveof thegameitsdf, and by extensontherulesof the
game. Think outsdethebox. Shift thefocusof thegame—
that requiresagency, and an gpped to morefundamenta
fedingsof human associaionaswel asideologicd and
mord exhortationsbeyond themerehomo economicusor
even bounded-rationdity modd. Anditisoften human

agency that isvery muchignoredinour focusoningtitu-
tiond arrangements.

| would surmisethat thefocuson the 1800sonwardsis
duetotheeventsphenomenathat | listed above—namey
theemergenceof free-market cgpitdismandthelndudtria
Revolutionwhichfundamentally changed socid rdaion-
shipsand theway that exchangesof goodsand commodi-
tiesweredone. Thesetwo phenomenaaffected thenature
of sodd interactionsinvery sgnificantways. Frdly, the
mechanisation of production processesrendered the
factory/industrid production paramount inpeopl€ slives
rather thantheagriculturd (or other) communitiesinwhich
peoplelivedin, duringwhich productionwasaimed at
moreor lesstheloca consumersor for self-consumption.
Secondly, mechani sation enabled theaccumul ation of
surpluspremised uponahigher leve of extractionof natura
resources. Thehigher demand on naturd resources
required achangeintheway whichlocad communities
managed their resources and adapted to the community as
well asindudtrid pressures.

However, thestatusof the community vis-a-visthe
extrdocd, and thenatureof extraction of natura resources
aredsofactorsthat areaffected by nation-building—a
processthat isnot uniqueto the period after the 1800s.
Theriseandfdl of kingdoms, and thequestion of how
rulersmobilised natura resourcesand peoplefor war
agang other nations, or kingdoms, asthecasemay be, are
theproverbid questionsof nation-building that accompany
eechsageof paliticd trandformation. Aswithmy research
of Chinaintheearly stagesof nation-building after the
establishment of the People sRepublic of Chinain 1949,
the state sought to control far-flung placesthat were
previoudy consderedthe’ periphery’ andinorder tofold
these placesintothestate-led developmentd fold, they
triedtotransformsociety and rurd communitiesinways
that were unprecedentedin China. Themeasuresthey
employed sought to bresk thehold of traditiond authority
intheseplaces, and supplant the Party-State astheeminent
authority of dl aspectsof paliticd and economiclife,
including theway peoplemanaged natura resources.
Natura resourcesnolonger belonged tothecommunities,
they belonged tothestate. Communitieswerere egatedto
custodiansof theenvironment, and had tofollow state
initiativesthat wereoften very much againg thetraditiond
conceptsof forests, land, and water. Thedisastersof the
Greet Leap Forward, for example, that precipitated
rampant exploitation of forestsand timber must haveruled
againg loca ideasabout timber use. How did peopleand
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loca communitiesjudtify or cometotermswithsuch
exploitation?What istheroleof locd communities, therole
of leaders(widdy defined) in shaping thediscourse of
exploitation and hencesuccesstully chdlenging externdly-
imposed rulesonthelir communities?Althoughtheseare
guestionsthat arefrequently-asked thesedaysinthe
development literature, they are sdldom asked of periods
often deemed too distant and remote to warrant compari-
son. Asiswiththecasewithglobaisationand how that is
oftenrecreated and reshaped at locd levels, thesamelogic
appliesto periodsthat experienced extralocd influenceson
conceptionsof thecommon good, theusageof naturd
resources, conceptsof leedership, theroleof theindividud
andthecommunity withinwhichthe*commongood isto
bedefined. What | am suggesting therefore (asperhaps
someof themany expertshavedready sarted doing) isan
examination of centrd-loca andregion-locd interactions
that affect not just theability of locd * communities tocreste
and enforcethar ownrulesof governance, but dso how the
discourseof the*commongood' that hasshaped these
rules. AswiththeGreat Legp Forward, and seemingly
irrationd policiesof the Chinese Party-Statethat runs
agang ingrained knowledgeof certain natura resources,
sudiessuggest thet therewas substantia res stanceto state-
hegemoni c discourse of thecommon good and usage of
natura resources. However, in peopl€ sadaptability, we
dsofindacertain complicity to state-rhetoricthat canrange
fromreasonsof politicd sef-interest to somethingas
fundamentd assurvival.

Assuch, my agreement with theauthor’scall tostudy the
digant past semsnot fromanintringcinterestin Europe
pre-1800s, but rather fromthe belief that therearecertain
societd transformationsthat not just the 1800sonwardsare
privileged to. Fromthispremise, thepast and history
providesarich sourceof informationonwhichtodwell on
theadaptability of societiesand communities, theingenuity
of thehuman racein adjugting to changing conditions, and
theroleof ideas, ideology and va uesin shapingwhat isthe
common good. Thecommon good, then, | suppasewould
definethen what iscons dered asthe optimal outcome.
Ignoring how the common good cameto be shaped or
defined, and theroleof human agency (ether inresponseto
endogenousor exogenouschanges) inthisprocessof
definitionwould neglect awholel ot of sociopalitica dynam-
icswithinandwithout theselocdl ‘ communities . These
sociopolitical dynamicstrandateintothestrengthandform
of socid capitd, and contribute or detract fromtheeffective
governanceof any resource.

evelyn.chia@anu.edu.au

CommonsForum
Response

Making History Matter

Brad Walters
AssociateProfessor and Coor dinator of Environ-
mental Studies, Mount Allison Univer sity, Canada

The study of collective action and common property
resource management could be deeply enriched by
research that adoptsamoreexplicit, analytically histori-
cal perspective. However, “the past isanother country”
presentsthe study of historical commonsasif this
remainsadistinct disciplinary pursuit fromthat of con-
temporary socio-economic approaches. Insodoing, it
tendsto re-enforce acounter-productive and arguably
fasedudism betweenthehistorically “ descriptive” and
the contemporary socid “ scientific.” It further argues
that thevaueof historical studiesbemeasuredinterms
of their contributionto the devel opment of generd
commonstheory. Inshort, historical informationisseen
asakind of untapped pool of empirical information that
can be put to thetest of contemporary theory.

But some of uswould arguethat historica andysisis
scientificinitsownright, at least whereinitinvolvesthe
intentional search for and rigorouseva uation of causal
relationshi ps between changes or eventsover time.
Taking thisview, thedevel opment and refinement of
general commonstheory inthe socia sciencesissecond-
ary tothegoal of pursuing and establishing robust
causa-historical explanationsabout thingsthat are of
interest to us. In short, let ususetheory to serve our
needsfor better understanding, rather than place our
investigationsat the service of testing or proving some
predetermined theory or model.

My own experienceisthat, wherehistorical information
issought to better understand present day patterns of
collective action and commons management, findingsare
ambiguous, and tend to challenge, if not sharply contra-
dict existing theory and assumptions. Secureland tenure
encouraged tree planting in somecommunities, yet
insecuretenurewasaprimary motivefor treeplantingin
others. The same peoplewho practiced sound resource
management at one point intime destroyed those same
resourcesat alater date. Heavy-handed state manage-
ment of acritical ecological areafalledinthe 1980s, but
then recovered to succeed inthe 1990s. And so on. It
wasnot difficult in each of these casesto explainthe
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contradictions, but accepted theoriesand model s of
collective action and commons management were often
not needed to do so (Walterset al., 1999; Walters,
2004).

Inshort, careful attention to history tendsto humble, not
empower genera theory. Butinsodoing, it putstheory
initsproper place; namely, inthe service of (but not the
direction of) researcherswho seek to explain why
collective action and commons management emerge,
persist and declineat particular pointsintimesandin
particular places.

Detailed written recordsof thekind called forin*“the
past isnot another country” are scarcefor most of the
devel oping world. Here, ora history remainsthemost
ready source of information about the past and thetools
of ethnography themost vauablefor retrieving it. While
knowledge of thedistant past may be unobtainable,
critical insightscan begained from ora historiesof
memorable past eventsand their causal influenceon
present-day patternsof behavior, socia organization and
resource management (Walterset al. 1999). Theory and
model sabout collectiveaction canassist in our piecing-
together someof the puzzles, but researchersshould be
willing to set these aside and embrace the unexpected
and idiosyncratic asthese emerge during the course of
study.

For Further Reading:

Walters, B.B., A. Cadelina, A. Cardano, and E. Visitacion. 1999.
Community history and rural development: Why some farmers
participate more readily than others. Agricultural Systems 59:193-
214,

Walters, B.B. 2004. L ocal management of mangrove forestsin the
Philippines: Successful conservation or efficient resource exploita-
tion? Human Ecology 32:177-195.

bwalters@mta.ca
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CommonsForum
Response

Living on (under?) the Edge: The Com-
mons between Environmental Risk and
Economic Development

Sarah Strauss
AssociatePr ofessor, Depar tment of Anthropology,
Univer sity of Wyoming, USA

SittingintheCity Council meeting for hours waiting
patiently asthedemocratic processplayed out, | triedto
think of what | would say when my turnto spesk came
around. Theconcernthat had brought metothemeeting
washow to get thecity of Laramietotakesignificant eps
toreduceitscarbon footprint and thustread morelightly on
the planet, reducing thedamage doneto thegloba com-
mons. But beforethat topic could bediscussed, we needed
to clear theagendaof anearlier questionregarding the
protection of our loca aguifer fromthepotentia negetive
impactsof another new housing project.

Sincethisdl took placeas| wasinthemiddleof writingmy
responseto” ThePastisNot Another Country,” our
management of theloca commonswe ghed heavily onmy
mind. Thegtuaiontha wasunfoldinginmy WWyoming
town thisweek recalled strongly thekindsof issuesthat |
havelearned about through my higtorical and ethnographic
research concerningthevillageof Leukerbadinthe Swiss
Alps AsTinesuggests, “ Theevol ution of cooperation over
amere 1000 yearsin Europe suggestsamultitude of new
pathsof andys sfor sociologica and anthropologica
studiesof present day commons.” Becauseweare
fortunateenough to haveaccessto aroughly 500-year-old
higtorical recordfor Leukerbad (incomparisontotheless
than 150-year record for Laramie), itispossibleto com-
pare past experiencesin managing thecommonstoavoid
collectiveriskswith contemporary stuationsthat pit private
ganagang publicwefare. | could not agreemorewiththe
suggestionthat higtoriansand socid scientists(not to
mention natural scientistsl) need to spend moretimein
conversation, uncovering andlearning fromtheexperiences
of the"longuedurée”

Leukerbadislocated a theend of asdevaley that
extendsnorthward fromthemainvaley of theRhoneRiver,
inthe Swisscanton of Vaas\Wallis. Inthepad,

L eukerbadnershaverecognizedther extremevulnerability
toava anchedestruction. Therecorded history of the
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villageover the past five hundred yearshasdemondtrated
that attentiontothisparticular typeof naturd hazardwas
crucid for surviva . Representationsof such concern gppear
inanumber of ways, theearliest that | havefound areinthe
WhiteBook, theprimary villagehistorica document, which
containswrittenrecordsof legal and adminidrativedecisons
regardingthevillagefrom 1501 til 1909. Thislesther-
bound book, the current iteration of whichwastranscribed
fromearlier documentsstartingin 1697, had beenal but
forgotten by most locd community memberswhenitwas
fird showntomein2001. Whiledl communitiesinthe
Vaasmaintained suchrecordsat onetime, themgority of
them havebeenlogt tofireor other natura disastersover
theyears, or smply forgotten. Few remainintact, andthe
ability totakedigita photographsof thisdocument, pageby
page, andto havethefundstotrandateit fromitsorigina
combinationof Latinandearly modern Germaninto
contemporary high German, hasdlowed amarvel ous
resourceto be preserved to the benefit of theentire

L eukerbad community.

Attentionto avalanchedanger inthe WhiteBook isrepre-
sentedintwo primary ways. intermsof environmental
regulation through maintenanceof thecommon resource of
theBannwald, or protectiveforest zone, and of recognition
of thethreet to human safety that habitationinavaanche-
proneareasawaysentals.

The seventeenth chapter of theWhiteBook, alegd remedy
origindly writtenin 1573, discussestwo dairy farmersfrom
the Mayen and Supersaxo dpswho wereforbiddenfrom
taking any wood fromthe Bannwad of that regionfor a
period of twenty years, in order to curb theoveruse of
forest resourcesandtheresulting weskening of thevillage's
defensesagaing avdanchedamageinthisregion. The
document notesthat

“through this excessive tree cutting, the mentioned dairy
farm Du Mayen at many, indeed at most locations, slid,
dides and is damaged and heavily ruined and its trees are
devastated. This has been obvious for along timeand is
clearly visibletoday whilevisiting the site. [Furthermore,
this lumber cutting] [happened] beyond the hitherto
customary law; and other [reasons for dispute were brought
forward] that are left out here for the reason of brevity. To
prevent future damage, it was extremely necessary to find a
remedy [and], finally, to [restore] peace, love/friendship and
benefit of both parties through the negotiations between
righteous men” (The White Book).

Anaysisof theWhite Book hasa so beenfacilitated by the
exigenceof avolumeof aerid photographsof theregion,
labelled with placenamesintheold dia ect—aproject
concelved of and executed by villagee dersto prevent the

totd lossof thisimportantinformation. Leukerbadnershave
adwayslivedinalandscapecharacterized by ahigh degree
of avdancherisk, and despitetherather extremenature of
thisuncertainlife, they haveworked continualy to deflect
therisksinfavour of continued devel opment of thelr water-
based economy.

AsLeukerbad’ sreputation asaKurort, or Spa, grew, the
number of guesthousesontheeastern sideof theDalad so
increased. Inthislocation, which had cometobethevillage
center, themgor thermd source, the St. Laurencespring,
flowed out of theground a 50°C and nearly 1000 [/minute.
Butineach century following thefounding of thechurchin
1501, mgor avdanchesdestroyed thishighly vulnerable
section of town. Theworst avaanche catastropheinterms
of humanlifewasthat of 1719, inwhich 52 peoplelost their
livesanddl theguesthouseswith theexception of the
enormousHote Maison Blancheweredestroyed. The
avadanchecamejust uptothechurch building, but though
dightly damaged, it wasfor themost part Spared. Since
then, ontheday of S. Antonius—patron saint of avalanche
victims—aspecid massissaidtoremember thesetrag-
edies. When | attended thisceremony in 2001, thenames
of thevictims, dongwith maritd Satus, age, maidenname
forwomen, family relationships, and other bitsof info
available (egthat one person wasknown as Johannesthe
Blind) wereread doud, withtheeffect of making the
magnitudeof thetragedy for avillageof 500 quiteclear—
10% of the population diedin oneday.

Additiona avalanchesin1720, 1756, and 1767 culminated
withtheflattening of oneof themgor bathhousesby
another avdanchein 1793. Duringthe 18" century, efforts
weremadeto build small avdanchedeflectionwalls, but it
wasnot until 1829/30 that construction of an800foot long
and 17 foot highwall beganto securethevillage center from
itsrepeated cyclesof destructionand rebuilding. Thelatest
effortinthisregard wascompleted only twoyearsago, with
sophigticated structuresonthetop of thewesterndliffs.

Asmoreeffectivecontrolsweredesigned, however,
complacency setin. 1n1999, avery heavy snow year, a
building a the southern edge of townwasseverdly dam-
aged by anavdanchethat wastheresult of addiberately set
explosvecharge. Thebuilding that wasdamaged had been
built after 1980, inan areaknown to native L eukerbadners
asadangerousplace, aplacewherenoonewouldwakin
winter, nor keeplivestock. Infact,acommunity develop-
ment plan crested by an architecturd designclassfromthe
SwissFederd Inditute of Technology inthe 1960sshows
that they recommended the samething astheold timers—
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that no devel opment take placein thisregion because of its
vulnerability todamagefromavaanches

By the 1980s, however, one could arguethat L eukerbad had
becomeasmuch of alatemodern Risk Society, inUlrich
Beck’ssense, asany other placeintheWest; thevillagers
concernwith cooperativedigribution of “goods’ inthe
largely communal, subs stence-based society had presumably
been replaced withamoreindividudigtic perspectiveaccom-
panied by grester concernfor distribution of “ bads’—théat is,
risks. Theloca council caculated thedegreeof risk for
buildinglargesructuresinwhat should havebeenanava
lanche protection zoneagaingt prospect for increased profit
throughlow cost housing devel opment for thesurgingarmy
of guestworkerswhowereproviding thefoundationfor an
economic boominthetourismindustry—bothintermsof the
goasand theski area—that lasted through the early 1990s;
thedecison at that timecameout onthes deof devel opment
that would profit individud property ownersandemployers
intheregionmorethanit would protect thewider community.

Yet, wemodernsarerarely ascompletely rationa inour
maximization of profit aswehavebeen portrayed. Following
our lead essay, | do see, bothin Leukerbad andinLaramie,
morerecent demongtrationsthat the* sociologica debateon
individud responghility of thecommonerscan beenriched by
linkingittotheinfluenceof externd factors” Aswehave
moved into the 21% century, more choiceshave been made
insupport of therangeof commonsthat benefit our commu-
nities—whether materid, likeweter or forest resources, or
knowledge-based, or even probabilisticrisksto hedthor
hearth. We, the peopleof Laramieand L eukerbad, have
continued to show that theimagined chasm betweentradition
and modernity blursinto amiragethat reflectsback uponthe
two.

For Further Reading

Beck, Ulrich (1992 [1986]) Risk Society (trans. Mark Ritter).
London: Sage Publications.

White Book, ch.17, p. 100; tr. Latin-German, T. Schmid and tr.
German-English, J. Seifert. Seealso White Book, ch.8, onthe
delimitations of woodcutting in other regions, 1508.

strauss@uwyo.edu
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Projectpyofil e

Contested Common Land: environmental
governance, law and sustainable land

management ¢.1600-2006

A three-year project funded as part of the Landscape and
Environment Programme of the Arts and Humanities Research
Council (http://mww.landscape.ac.uk/index.htm)

Principal | nvestigator

Professor ChrisRodgers, Newcastle Law School,
NewcastleUniversty

Co-Invedtigators

Dr AngusWinchester, History Department, Lancaster
Universty

Dr. Patrick Olivier, Ingtitutefor Informatics, Newcastle
Universty.

Start Date: 1 February 2007, Duration: 36 months

The Common land of England and Walesisanimportant
common resourcewith multiple (and often conflicting)
land uses. It provides some of our most ecologically
sengitiveenvironmentsand landscapes; it isan important

agricultural resource (especially intheuplands); anda
recreational resourcethat provides pubic accesstothe
countrysidefor walking and other recreationa uses. This
collaborative project bringstogether historiansfrom
Lancaster University with expertisein manorial court
archiva research, and environmentd lawyersin
NewcastleLaw Schoal, to examinetheenvironmental
governanceof common land fromaninterdisciplinary,
historica and contemporary perspective. Virtua redity
imaging softwareisbeing devel oped by the Ingtitutefor
Informaticsat Newcastle University.

Theproject hastwo interdisciplinary foci; (i) an examina-
tion of the management of common land sincethe 17th
century using historical methodsof enquiry. Thiswill
examinethelegd mechanismsfor regulating land useand
the principlesapplied to the governance of commonland
e.g. through theformer manorid court system. And (ii)
an examination of modern governance mechanismsand
theemergence of sustainableland management asa
discrete objectivefor thefuture of our Commons.

M odern farming methods, intenserecreational useand
other land use pressureshaveresulted in the degradation
of much common land. Thishasimportant policy impli-
cationsfor thedelivery of nature conservation, recre-
ationa accessand other land useprioritiesfor our
commons. The CommonsAct 2006 will introduce anew
legd framework for the governance of common land,
amed a improving theenvironmenta governanceof
common land and improving the protection of both the
biodiversity and landscape val uesof our commons. The
CommonsA.ct 2006 isbased on asalf-regulatory model.
Itintroduces measures enabling commonersto establish
statutory commons councilswith legal powersto pass
binding regul ationsto regul ate agriculturd activities, the
management of vegetation and the exercise of common
rightson each common. They will also have power to
enter into binding agreementson behdf of their members
with governmental agenciesto promotesustainable
management. Theresearch project will placethe sustain-
ablemanagement of Commonsin historical perspective
by using four case studiestoillustratethe changing
patternsof land use, differing management principlesand
regul atory mechanismsapplied to common land from
¢.1600 to the modern day. Thesewill bedrawn from
Commonsin Cumbria, North Yorkshire, Norfolk and
Powys. Theresearchwill marry archiva evidencewith
qualitative datagenerated by semi-structured interviews
with stakeholdersin thefour case study areas. Common-
ers, land managers, voluntary groupsand the public
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agenciesrespons blefor the governance of common land
ineach casestudy area, will beinvolved inthe project
through the process of qualitative datacollectionand
through participationin seminarsfor stakeholdersto be
held in each case study areain the concluding phase of
theresearch project. Theproject will concludewithan
assessment of theimpact of different modelsof self-
regulation onthebiodiversity and landscape vauesof the
commonsin each of thefour case study areas, and for
theeffectiveimplementation of thewider objectivesof
the CommonsAct 2006. Virtua Redlity imaging software
will beusedtoillustratetheimpactsonthebiodiversity
and landscape of each case study of different land
management optionsfor ddlivering sustainable manage-
ment. Thestakeholder meetingswill, therefore, not only
provideaforumfor the dissemination of theresearchto
key stakeholdersand policy makers. they will dsoinform
decision making by stakehol ders seeking toimprovethe
management of the commonsin the casestudy areas,
withinthe new salf regul atory framework of the Com-
monsA.ct 2006.

Contact details

Professor Christopher Rodgers (Principa Investigator)
NewcastleLaw School, Newcastle University, 21-24 Windsor
Terrace, Newcastleupon Tyne, UK, NE1 7RU

Tel: 01912227612 (dlirect)

c.p.rodgers@ncl.ac.uk

Dr Angus J L Winchester (Co-Investigator)

Department of History, Lancaster University, Lancaster, UK, LA1
NG

Te: 01524592559
awinchester@lancaster.ac.uk

Dr Eleanor Sraughton (Research Associate)

Department of History, Lancaster University, Lancaster, UK, LA1
NG

Tdl.: 01524593392
e.straughton@lancaster.ac.uk

Mar gherita Pieraccini (Project Doctoral Student)

NewcastleLaw School, Newcastle University, 21-24 \Windsor
Terrace, Newcastleupon Tyne, UK, NE1 7RU

margherita.pieraccini @ncl.ac.uk

Dr Patrick Olivier & Dr D G Jackson (Virtud redity imaging)

Ingtitutefor Informatics, Devonshire Building, Newcastle Univer-
styNEL7RU
Tel: 0191 246 4630/4920

PL.Olivier@ncl.ac.uk; D.GJackson@ncl.ac.uk

Projectprfile

ENIGMA OF COMMONS: SURVIVING
AND MANAGEMENT OF COMMON
POOL RESOURCES IN EUROPEAN
RURAL COMMUNITIES

Research carried out over thelast few decadeshas
confirmed the historical and current importance of
communal goodsand rights. Thisisnot merely the
remnant of an archaic past.

Thefact of thesurvival of theseingtitutionsover long
periodsof time, from Mediaeval timesup tothe 19"
Century, and thewidevariety of communal typologies(in
regard to definitionsof users, accessrules, limitations
and prohibitions,...) expresstheefficiency of thecom-
munity system in adapting to different social and ecologi-
cal environments. Thisrecord of permanencein success
leadsoneto think that communa modelsof resource
management must have offered advantagesto usersfor
the production and reproduction of food items, raw
materialsand other goodsand services.

Inorder to study thisissue, wein Spain haveinitiated the
research project “ Enigmaof Commons: Surviving and

M anagement of Common Pool Resourcesin European
Rural Communities’ (MEC-HUM2006-01277), with
the support of theMinistry of Education and Science
through thecall to tendersfor thel+D+i projects.
Management respons bility for the project hasbeen given
tothe Public University of Navarre, which providesthe
bulk of theresearchers(J.M.Lana, JM.Aizpurua, J.De
laTorre, A. Arizkun, GSanz-L afuente, J.Benito,
PGdlilea, L.Llorente, A.Zamora, JMadariaga,
E.Mguelo), but researchersfrom other universitiesare
aso participating, such asl.Iriarte-Gofii, JR.Moreno
and GGOmez-Urdanez (Zaragoza), A.M.Linares
(Extremadura), A.Ortega(Granada), J.A.Serrano
(Barcelona), TinedeMoor (Utrecht) and Erling Berge
(Trondheim).

Our hypothesisisthat over time, and despiteits configu-
ration asaspacefor conflict among socia groupsand
classes, thistypeof ingtitution hasshown an ability to
adapt to changing contextsand under certain conditions
has contributed to driving balanced devel opment in both
environmental and socid terms. Thisbeing so, wemight
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beinthe presence of aninstitution ableto generate socia
cohesivenessthrough the redistribution of opportunities
and the shared restating of community operating rules
and norms, thus contributing to theidentification of
individua subjectswiththecommunitiesinwhichthey
act.

Consequently, the concrete objectives of the project
addresstheandysisof communal ingtitutionsfroma
comparative historical perspective, asfromthesaection
of anumber of in-depth case studies, contrasting them
withtheinformation provided by specidist literature. The
following aspectswill be addressed:

1. The establishing of aclassification of goods and re-
sources that are susceptible to communal appropriation and
management: woods, grasslands, pastures, farmland,
watercourses for irrigation or energy production, buildings,
devices, mills, stores, parks and recreational space, land-
scapes, etc. The question is asked: Are there some resources
that are more appropriate for community management?

2. The establishing of aclassification of communal regimes,
through user identification, permitted use, banned behaviors,
exclusion rules and community access points,... by means of
a systematic study of local documentation (byelaws,
sentences, accounts books and municipa minutes) between
the 15" and 20" Centuries.

3. The establishing of aclassification of communal institu-
tions (town councils, neighborhood committees, districts,
commonwealths, cattle breeder guilds and irrigation associa-
tions) and their relationships with other external agents
(feudal lords, the Church, the religious orders, cities, Crown
or State).

4, Thedesigning of asimple economic model inwhich
several products or services are simultaneously provided by
the land; a) identifying the essential features distinguishing
communal property from private and public property; b)
analyzing in the model the relationship between the degree
of complementariness or of compatibility between the goods
and services derived from the land and the forms of property
and use of the same; and c) presenting the communal system
as acollection of behaviors that may be interpreted as
strategies of equilibrium.

5. A comparative analysisof decision-making mechanisms
within theframework of therural community and their
efficiency to guarantee the sustainability of resources and
social cohesion, from ahistorical and theoretical perspective.

6. Identification of thereal benefits obtained by individual
subjects from the communal institution, aswell asits
contribution to the living standards of the rural population.
Through comparing the long-term history of municipal
accounts in those areas that conserved or lost their commu-
nal facilities. From atheoretical perspective, theideaisto
study the strong and weak points of the thesis associating
increased economic value of aresource with the definition of
exclusive property rights.

These objectives necessitate aconsiderableempiric
research effort in compiling and exploiting archive
sources. The documentation offering the best results
includesloca laws, administrativelicensesandfiles,
lawsuitsandjudges sentences, government reportsand
findings, organization and repopul ation plans, State
adminigtration and city hall consortia, agrarianreform
files, population surveysand tax assessmentsand real
estate surveys, plusmunicipa budgets and accounts.

With thisproject it isexpected to obtain better knowl-
edgeof thecommonsregime: itseffectivefunctioningin
differentia contexts; theidentity of itsusersanditseffect
onther standardsof living; itsrulesystemsand the
modification processes of the same; itsrolein food and
raw materia s production systems; itsimplicationsfor
environmenta preservation and the socia cohesion of
rural communities; the exogenousor endogenousten-
sionsthat condition itsdevelopment, aswell asthe nature
of itstransformations.

Likewise, itishopedtoisolatethevariablespossibly
explaining the poor functioning of ingtitutionsin the cases
of depletion or deterioration of resources, or contrarily
the successobtained in maintaining sustainable use
modesthat are compati blewith economic devel opment
andrising standardsof living.

Itisalso sought to advanceinthe knowledge of different
public policiesof tutel age and management of common
goodsand their effectson the social and ecol ogical
context.

Thiswill enable usto propose new modes of manage-
ment of communal resourcesinthefuturethat aremore
inaccordance with the post-industrial society of the 21
Century.

CONTACTS: Jose Miguel LanaBerasain, Dept. of
Economy, Public University of Navarre, E-31006,
Pamplona-lruiia, Spain. E-mall:
josem.|ana@unavarra.es. Phone: 0034948169667
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ANNOUNCEMENTS

Send Letters and Announcements to Alyne Delaney,
Editor, Commons Digest, The Institutefor Fisheries
Management, North Sea Center, PO Box 104, DK-9850,
Hirtshals, Denmark. ad@ifm.dk Tel: 4598 94 28 55
Fax:: 459894 42 68

For membership, dues, back issues, and missing
copies Michelle Curtain, PO. Box 2355 Gary, IN 46409
USA Tdl: 01-219-980-1433 Fax:: 01-219-980-2801
iascp@indiana.edu

|ASC Announcements

Practitioner’s Profiles

The Digest will soon begin running acolumn
profiling commons-related networks,
organisations, and/or individuals. Please
submit submissions, questions, and thoughts
to the editor at ad@ifm.dk.

Commons Collaboration

The Digest will also run acolumn, Project
Profiles, highlighting projects which emphasize
collaborationin commonsresearch. If youwould
like your project profiled, or if you seek
collaborating partners, please contact the
editor: ad@ifm.dk

Thel ASC ‘s On-line Discussion
Board

Members are reminded our newly updated
webpage has a discussion board—perfect for
connecting to the |ASC commons community,
whether for discussing Commonsissues,
finding project partners, or forming panels
and finding roommates for the 2008 biennial
meeting.

The 2008 Biennial |ASC conferencein
Cheltenham, England isonly oneyear away
SO now isthetimeto start planning!

ENGLAND 2008

Coming Soon!

Thel12thBiennia |ASC Conference
Announcement

Check out the| ASC Webpage
aswell as
The Commons Digest
for further details.

Hopeto seeyou there!
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JULY 1, 2007 - JUNE 30, 2008 |lASC MEMBERSHIP CARD

Renew your membership now and you will not missany of your membership benefits; includ-
ing: subscriptionsto The Commons Digest; discount registration at our nearly annual meet-
ings,; conference abstracts, and the opportunity to contribute to the growth of the IASC. Con-
tact the IASC office for additional information or visit our web site.

MEMBERSHIPINFORMATION: Renewal New (Please check one)
Last Name FirstName Middle
Address:

City State/Province: Postal Code/Zip: Country:

Email Address:

INDIVIDUAL MEMBERSHI P* CHECK MEMBERSHIPYEAR(s):
$50,000 Or MOre.......ccceevrvvreenens US $100.00 July 1, 2007- June 30, 2008
$20,000 - 49,999.........ccccvrunee. US $50.00 July 1, 2008 - June 30, 2009
$19,000 and less.......coevveeeennen. US$ 10.00 July 1, 2009 - June 30, 2010
Total duespayment @US$100.00..........cccceeee.. $
Total duespayment @ US$ 50.00...........cccceeee.. $
Total duespayment @ US$10.00...........ccccevee.. $

* | nstitutional membershipfeesareasuggested flat rateof US$120.00.

PAYMENT INFORMATION:
Y oucanreturnthiscardto |ASC with:
____Acheck payableto IASC
___ MasterCard___ Visa __ Discover | Card Number

For either individua sor ingtitutions, if your financial situation preventsyoufrom makingafull
payment at thistimepleaseindicatethat and wewill contact you.

Signature | Exp.Date: OR

Email, phoneor fax theinformationto:

THE INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE STUDY OF THE COMMONS
P.O. Box 2355 Gary IN 46409 USA Phone: 219-980-1433 Fax: 219-980-2801
e-mail: iascp@indiana.edu http://www.iascp.org
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