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Introduction

While Bromley (1991) holds that ‘property’ and ‘ownership’ are largely consequential to formed expressions of the relationship defined between humans and their natural environment, Macpherson (1978) defines ‘it’ as a political relationship between individuals whereas, Waldron (1988) believes that it is ‘the power’ to control access and use of a resource that is defined in terms of Property Rights and Ownership. The term ‘property’ is therefore a modern economic construct whereby economists have ‘framed’ it according to their own individualistic perceptions of such socio-political and economic relations.

The issue of Common Property Resource Management and the question of sustainability rights in a Globalized economy entail critical cognition. The most common vignette of Common Property Management stems from the 1990 government circular that sought to involve local communities towards regenerating degraded forest cover that officially marked the launch of Joint Forest Management of over 14 million hectares of land under 62,890 JFM groups as of December 2001 (Saigal, 2001) however the decade after had shown the inadequacies of JFM to bring about desired consequences due to it’s unilateral state-centric apparatus. The government had more often than not used the CNBRM as a euphemism to proliferate its quintessential brand of top-down bureaucracy. 

The Proposed Research would look into the dialectic of economic and political ‘framings’ to understand the way in which ‘common property’ and the notion of ‘commons’ have been recognized in the development literature: laws and policies in the Indian states of Jharkhand and West Bengal. The basic objective of the study would be to examine what impact did globalization have had on the rights discourse; the rights dissonance imminent in the issue of managing common property due to the obvious positioned disparities (that are a consequence of a diversity of vested interests) and the manner in which these disparities could be effectively diminished if not altogether alleviated. The study would also explore the dynamics of livelihood vis-à-vis management of CPRs and enunciate the quandary of land rights (also the politics of reclamation of char land in the aforesaid region). The case studies would be done essentially at: 

1. Jadugoda (a census town in the Purbi Singbhum district of the Jharkhand state) &

2. *Dahi (a village at the Gopiballavpur block of the Jhargram division in the state of West Bengal)

* Subject to availability of time and financial support. 

Interestingly, also pertinent to the case of the Subarnarekha river basin region, is the issue of ‘pollution crisis’ (including uncontrolled mining practices especially those of radioactive elements) that faces the local communities and has deep rooted ramifications on both the geo-physical as well as the socio-economic status of the region. 

Jadugoda, the quintessential adivasi land situated in the eastern peninsular region of the Indian state of Jharkhand has had witnessed a protracted saga of dispossession and exploitation of the tribal people. Portrayed in a visual essay of forests and rivers and home to adivasis such as the Santhals, Hoas, Oraons and Mundas, the land bears testimony to the one of deadliest decays of modern day marvels that thwarts the lives of these tribal people in the form of unrestrained uranium mining and milling practices. The issue of radioactive waste management also has negative bearings on the people in this region. Rich in minerals and natural resources, the region continues to suffer state repression and abuse of both its natural as well as human resources. Displaced from their ancestral land by force these adivasi people are made to live in extreme uninhabitable radioactive environment that incessantly endanger their healthy existence and right to safe living. It is in the light of this backdrop that an attempt would be made to study the manner in which the issue of ‘common property’ can be understood.  

The study would thereby examine whether ‘common environment’ is an extension of common property and assess the patterns of change that has occurred with regard to the question of functionality of local institutions and the metamorphosis that has taken place in people’s claim making processes in the present scenario. This apart the study would furthermore draw on the contribution of women in the context of CPRM and their social location in the community understanding of politico-economic as well as legal rights in the aforesaid regions.

Review of Literature

The research would draw upon diverse approaches, epistemological underpinnings from literature pertaining to the whole gamut of common property resources and the laws that sanctify it &/ do not vis-à-vis the rights discourse, policies, experiences in the aforementioned region especially by looking into the development literature that has come into being post globalisation coupled with the patterns of perceivable change that has taken place over a period of time in such literature.

Research Methodology

· The methodology would basically entail Qualitative research methods. The qualitative enquiry would be confined to the major two-pronged apparatus namely, Focus Group Discussions (FGDs) with the people in the Jadugoda region and In Depth Interviews (IDIs) with Key Informants mostly opinion leaders of the local/ tribal communities, government representatives, and UCIL representatives.

· The proceedings of the FGDs and IDIs would be recorded verbatim and transcribed on a computer system. Subsequently Content Analysis would be done with the captured information on the aspects of managing common property, patterns of perceivable change that has taken place with regard to managing ‘such’ property, livelihood versus radiation dilemmas and on steps taken by the government towards handling the ‘pollution crisis’ in these regions. (Content analysis would entail basically finding key words and phrases that on isolation indicate the major focus of any discussion recorded in vivo. Finally the content-analysed information would be subjected to ethnographic assay for generating reports). 

· In ethnographic assessments people's behaviour is studied in everyday contexts, rather than under experimental conditions created by the researcher. The analysis of the data involves interpretation of the meanings and functions of human actions and mainly takes the form of verbal descriptions and explanations, with quantification and statistical analysis playing a subordinate role at most. Typical ethnographic research employs three kinds of data collection: interviews, observation, and documents. This in turn produces three kinds of data: quotations, descriptions, and excerpts of documents resulting in one product: narrative description. Thus the study would employ these techniques in conducting the research. 

· The researcher herself would conduct the survey and hence it could be assumed that the field research data would not be contaminated and there would be no dilution of information for this reason alone. Hence the data would reflect the true character of the common property paradigm in understanding the functionality of local institutions.
· The findings would thereafter be interpreted and further analysed to arrive at concluding the research making certain observations of cardinal salience regarding the notion of the ‘commons’ and the way in which common property gains meaning especially in the context of the pollution crisis in the Jadugoda region and the way the politics of ‘rights’ is played out in the contemporariness of ‘globalizing institutions.’   .
· Finally policy prescriptions and recommendations would be made in an effort towards emanating ambiguity free horizontal models that do not abide by vertical decision making monolithic structures alone but also attempt towards ensuring a clear-cut dialogue between the idea of the ‘commons’ and the local institutions in facilitating and managing the ‘common’. 

 Work Schedule for the Study

	 
	Year 2009-2010

	Sr.
	Activity
	June
	July
	Aug
	Sept
	Oct
	Nov
	Dec
	Jan
	Feb

	1
	Studying the nuances of CPRs 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	in the context of functionality 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	of local institutions
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2
	Understanding the fulcrum of 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	the rights discourse in recognizing
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	people's claim making processes
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	and their community understanding
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	of the 'common' including women's
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	role in such processes
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	3
	Field work at Jadugoda (Jharkhand)
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4
	Field work at Dahi * (West Bengal)
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5
	Understanding the way in which 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	the notion of 'commons' is 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	recognized post globalisation
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6
	Developing newer models 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	in bettering existing policies- 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	policy recommendations in ensuring 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	semantic ambiguity free models
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7
	Submission of 1st Draft of the Paper
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	8
	2nd Workshop on final suggestions 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	to bettering the research 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	9
	Final draft submission
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


* Subject to availability of time and funds
Conclusion
Finally conclusions and suggestions would be offered on the basis of the aforementioned case studies that would be a result of both literature review as well as primary information gathered on field through FGDs and IDIs. It is thus through secondary review of literature coupled with primary research that an attempt to bridge the hiatus between prescription and praxis would be made through recommendations that would merely not entail a simplistic vertical top-down but an assimilatory and participatory bottom-up method.  

ACRONYMS USED:

CBNRM            
Community Based Natural Resource Management

CPR                  

Common Property Resources

CPRM                 
Common Property Resource Management

FGD                   
 Focus Group Discussions

IDIs                      
 In- Depth Interviews 

JFM                    
 Joint Forest Management

UCIL


Uranium Corporation of India Limited
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