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INTERNATIONAL UNION OF ANTHROPOLOGICAL
AND ETHNOLOGICAL SCIENCES
COMMISSION ON FOLK LAW AND LEGAL PLURALISM

The Commission on Folk Law and Legal Pluralism was established in 1978 by the International
Union of Anthropologica and Ethnological Sciences (IUAIES), and affiliated with the
International Association of Legal Science (IALS), on the initiative of Professor G. van den
Steenhoven, of the Ingtitute of Folk Law, Nijmegen, the Netherlands.

By September 2000 more than 350 lawyers, anthropologists and other social scientists,
representing all regions of the world and concerned with folk law in both theory and practice,
were participants in the activities of the Commission. The growth of the Commission reflects a
growing awareness of the contemporary existence of legal plurality, not only in countries with
indigenous peoples and ethnic minorities, but also in the industrialised societies as such. The
Commission's primary purpose, according to its Constitution, is "to further knowledge and
understanding of folk law and legal pluralism, with a focus upon theoretica and practical
problems resulting from the interaction of folk law and state law". Its activities include, where
appropriate, "assisting in making sympathetic and constructive contributions to the solution of
problems connected with the interaction of folk law and state law, and thus to the future of
indigenous, ethnic and socia groups, governed by folk law, in the modern world".

The Commission's four major current activities are the issue of a Newdletter (thrice every two
years); the organization of international symposia; hosting international courses, and the
initiation and encouragement of Regional Working Groups in different parts of the world.

The Commission's first scientific symposium was held in Bellagio, Italy, in 1981 on the theme
"State Institutions and their Use of Folk Law". The second, on "The Actual and Legal Position of
Ethnic and Cultural Minorities', took place in Vancouver, in 1983. Two symposia were held in
1986: in Tutzing, Bavaria, Germany, on "Formal and Informa Socia Security", and in Sydney,
on "Folk Law and Indigenous Rights - A Comparative Perspective'. Since 1986, along series of
symposia have been held in Zagreb (Croatia, 1988), Ottawa (Canada, 1990), Amsterdam
(Netherlands, 1991), Wellington (New Zealand, 1992), Mexico City (Mexico,1993), Accra
(Ghana,1995), Moscow (Russia, 1997), Williamsburg (U.S.A., 1998), Arica, (Chile, 2000) and
Chiang Mai (Thailand, 2002).

Publications of the Commission include: People s Law and State Law: the Bellagio Papers (eds.
Antony Allott and Gordon R. Woodman, Foris, Dordrecht 1985); Papers from the Vancouver
Symposia, a specia issue of the Journal of Legal Pluralism (no. 23, 1985); Indigenous Law and
the Sate (further papers from the Vancouver symposia, eds. Bradford W. Morse and Gorden R.
Woodman, Foris, Dordrecht 1988); Between Kinship and the State: Social Security and Law in
Developing Countries (eds. F. von Benda-Beckmann et.a., Foris, Dordrecht 1988); Group
Rights: Strategies for Assisting the Fourth World (eds. R. Kuppe, M. Wiber and A. Griffiths), in:
Law and Anthropology 5/1990; The Socio-Legal Position of Women in Changing Society (C. La
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Prairie and F. Baerends), in Journal of Legal Pluralism - special double issue, no. 30/ 31, 1990-
1991; and Legal Pluralismin Industrial Societies, (eds. Carol Greenhouse and Fons Strijbosch),
in Journal of Legal Pluralism 1993 (special issue). The Commission has aso produced
proceedings from each of the congresses listed above.

Membership is open to anyone with a serious and substantial scholarly or practical commitment
to or involvement in the field of folk law and legal pluralism. Those interested in joining are
invited to communicate with the Executive Secretary, Prof. Melanie Wiber, c/o Anthropology
Department, University of New Brunswick, p/o Box 4400, Fredericton, N.B. Canada E3B 5A3
E-mail: wiber@unb.ca

For further information, back issues of the newsletter, news on upcoming conferences, and for
membership forms, please see the website at www.unb.cal/cflp/
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1. From the Editor
Melanie G. Wiber

This has been an extremely busy year for the Commission, with an international congressin
August, hosted by the University of New Brunswick and funded through the generous support of the
Ford Foundation (India and Indonesia offices), the Social Sciences and Humanities Council of
Canada, the Canadian Department of Indian and Northern Affairs, and by the University of New
Brunswick. In association with the congress, Gordon Woodman and JoAnne Fiske also organized a
four-day international course in lega pluralism (see the report this issue). The Commission is
extremely grateful to those members who made their expertise available for this course (Franz and
Keebet von Benda-Beckmann, Arnaldo Godoy, Anne Griffiths, Brad Morse, Jacques Vanderlinden,
Gordon Woodman, and Werner Zips). We aso have to thank the regional volunteers who provided
excellent context on the case studies, including Chris Milley (Canada- East Coast), David Trigger
(Australia), Peter Grant (Canada — West Coast), and Natasha Novikova (Russian North). Finally, |
would like to thank one of the participants, Dr. Surinder K. Shukla (India) who volunteered at the
last moment to assist Anne Griffiths in exploring the gender aspects of legal pluralism. The feedback
from the participants was that the course was a very worthwhile experience. One of the students
will be publishing hisimpressions of the course in the next issue of the newsletter.

An interesting feature of the congress itself was the Specia Panel Discussion on the Treaty
Process since Marshall, which brought together First Nation representatives from the province of
New Brunswick and the Chief Federal Negotiator (Mr. Thomas Molloy) in an exploratory
discussion of the longstanding treaty issues in that province. The Commission thanks Brad Morse
and Robert Groves, as well as Melanie Nice-Paul from the New Brunswick Aboriginal People’'s
Council for organizing this event. The position papers presented by most parties are available on the
website (Www.unb.ca/cflp/ under the link for the Canada Congress 2004). | have also included
Tom Molloy’s paper in thisissue, to provide the Newsletter readers with access to a brief outline of
the negotiation process as the federal government seesiit.

| have also followed a longstanding practice in the Commission, and have included a list of
members contact information in thisissue of the newsletter. There are at least two reasons for this.
One reason is that it allows members to check the list for accuracy (and please let me know if there
are any problems with your entry, or with the entry of someone you know well). The other reason is
that it provides an excellent resource for those of us interested in legal pluralism issues in other
regions around the globe. As the process for maintaining this membership list is a bit more
complicated than you might think, please let me know if you see any errors or omissionsin the list.

In terms of upcoming issues, once again | encourage al members to use the newdletter to
communicate with each other and with the Commission executive. News, events, research plans,
research reports, small essays on topical problems, book reviews and other submissions are al very
welcome. In the next issue, | will be contributing a review essay based on Information Feudalism.
Who Owns the Knowledge Economy? by Peter Drahos and John Braithwaite, as well as a recent
court decision in Canada on genetically modified agricultural crops.

And since | am writing this in early December, | take the opportunity to wish a very Merry
Christmas and a Happy New Y ear to those of us following that tradition.
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2. Minutes of the Executive Body,
June 17, 2004

Present: Anne Griffiths (President and Chair), Melanie G. Wiber (Secretary), Keebet von
Benda-Beckmann (past president), Franz von Benda-Beckmann, Werner Zips

Regrets. Gordon Woodman, René Kuppe

Agenda

1. Welcome
Anne Griffiths welcomed the members of the EB to Edinburgh and expressed the
regret of both Gordon Woodman and René Kuppe who were unable to attend.

2. The agenda was approved as circulated.

3. Announcements:

a)

b)

Anne Griffiths noted that the Canada Congress planning was coming aong
well, and she congratulated the organizers of both course and congress.

Keebet von Benda-Beckmann announced plans for a Conference on Law and
Religion to be held next August at the Max Planck Institute. In addition, there
are plans underway to hold a Law and Development meeting this fall in
Germany, and an Order and Disorder workshop in the coming months.
Finally, Keebet and Franz von Benda-Beckmann have been invited to lecture
at Onati in June 2005.

Anne Griffith reported on the ongoing series of meetings on Developing the
Anthropology of Law in a Transnational World. The first of these meetings
was held in Halle on critical issues in legal anthropology (2001), as was the
second on mobile law and mobile people (2002). A London meeting (2003)
attracted in the range of 50 participants and primarily involved graduate
students from Great Britain and Scotland. The upcoming June 2004 meeting
in Edinburgh, focusing on governmentality and the state, had invited an
international set of scholars, with a good response from that community.
September 2004 meetings were also planned, organized by Jane Cowan.
Finally, there were plans to hold another international gathering in Edinburgh
summer of 2005 which would focus on space, territoriality and time.
Publication plans from these meetings were well advanced: the mobile law
volume will appear in Ashgate, and publishers were aready expressing
interest in the Edinburgh 2004 volume.

3. Approva of the Minutes of July 5, 2003
The minutes were approved without correction. It was noted that the only
business arising was covered under the existing agenda.



4. Canada 2004

a) Report of the Local Planning Committee — Melanie Wiber distributed a
written report on the upcoming Canada Congress, to take place in August
2004. This outlined the budget (174,738 CAD) — much of which was funding
tied to travel costs of regional participants (Ford India, Ford Indonesia,
DIAND). Core funding was received from SSHRC (30,000 CAD). All
panels had sufficient contributions to go forward with the exception of “Legal
Constructions of Nature”. Two options for organization of concurrent
sessions were presented, and the members of the EB discussed these and
recommended arranging more rooms so that morning might be devoted to
plenary sessions. The report also specified the arrangements worked out with
the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade, with respect to visa applications
for participants traveling from countries requiring visa approval. A book table
was suggested and Melanie agreed to notify participants of the opportunity to
advertise recent publications. Given a reduction in the funding requested for
the congress, plans for proceedings are to distribute the papers via CD.

b) Report of the Course Organizers — Melanie Wiber presented a report on the
course on behalf of Gordon Woodman. A fina list of instructors was
approved, and a provisional program for the four day event was discussed.

5. Publications

a) A publication from the Chiang Ma proceedings is in the final stages of
production by Dik Roth and his colleagues, and a small amount of production
funding has been allocated from the Chiang Mai Ford fund to support this.

b) No other publications from Chiang Mai are currently being considered.

c) Melanie Wiber reported that René Kuppe expressed interest in a special issue
of the journal Law and Anthropology, based on the papers of the aboriginal
panel from the Canada Congress 2004. Gordon Woodman had also expressed
interest in publishing select papersin the Journal of Legal Pluralism.

6. Report of the Secretary

Melanie Wiber reported that 64 members were currently in good standing, plus
the non-dues paying members from developing nations. The membership currently
stands at just over 300 members. The same difficulty in transferring dues continues. At
our last EB meeting there was some discussion of opening a European account, since
European members would be able to transfer funds to such an account without a fee
under the new EU banking policy. We need to revisit this idea.

Melanie once again thanked the Max Planck Institute for Social Anthropology,
which made possible the production and distribution of our latest newsletter. This has
saved the Commission considerable resources.

7. New Business:
a. International Law and Society Association — Anne Griffiths and Keebet von
Benda-Beckmann had received a letter suggesting the creation of an
international law and society association. Thisletter was signed by Manolo
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Calvo, Bill Felstiner and Volkmar Gessner. However, there was some
doubt about the support for such a movement, and it was also noted that
many international organizations exist, without being well connected one
to the other. It was suggested that Anne respond with the observation that
the Commission would endorse any effort to increase contact between
existing organizations, but was not prepared at present to support a new
organi zation.

Next Congress of the Commission

Some plans to hold an upcoming meeting of the Commission in Europe
seem to have lost momentum, and several other options were suggested,
including Indonesia. Anne suggested that the next Congress of the [IUAES
should be a priority for the Commission, as we missed the last one in
Florence. The IUAES is planning a workshop in India in 2005, which
Werner Zips hopes to attend. However, there seems little time to plan a
panel for that workshop on behalf of the Commission. The next World
Congress of the [IUAES will bein Chinain 2008. It was decided to put the
guestion before the General Meeting of the Commission to be held in
association with the Canada Congress in August and see if local
organizers could be identified for specific locales.
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3. Minutes of the General Mesting,
August 28, 2004

1. Welcome from the President:
Anne Griffiths welcomed those present and introduced the members of the Executive Body
of the Commission (Keebet von Benda-Beckmann, past president; Melanie Wiber, secretary;
Werner Zips, publications; Gordon Woodman, Franz von Benda-Beckmann). She extended
the regrets of Rene Kuppe who could not attend.

Anne reminded the members that the Executive Body was drawn from the Board of the
Commission, which in turnis elected every three years. Thelast electionstook place in 2003
and they will again take place in 2006. She encourages anyone interested to become
involved in that election.

2. Announcement of the Agenda:
Proceedings of the 2004 Congress
Publications of the Commission
Report of the Asian Working Group
Plans for Future Congress of the Commission
New Business

No additions/amendments to the Agenda were proposed.

3. Proceedings of the 2004 Congress

Melanie Wiber reported that due to funding considerations, the 2004 Congress Proceedings
would be published and distributed in CD format, rather than as hard copy volumes. It was also
suggested that the papers could be mounted on the Commission website if there were no objections.
There were questions about the subsequent publications of any selected papers from the Congressin
journals or dternative volumes. After further discussion, it was decided that the publication of
papers on the website would not be useful, but that the proceedings, which will be an unedited
collection of the papers as distributed at the Congress, should not be an impediment to further
publication plans.

Participants in the Congress were requested to submit electronic copies of their papers to Melanie
Wiber by October 15" for inclusion in the proceedings. Melanie agreed to make an announcement
about this on the final day of the Congress.

In aresponse to a question about timing of the distribution of the proceedings, Melanie reported that
she hoped to have the CD created and distributed by the end of October.



4. Publications of the Commission

a) Werner Zips reported that there will be an edited volume from the Chiang Mai congress,
based on the papers from the water panel.

b) The Corruption panel organizers (Monique Nuijten and Gerhard Anders) announced that
they have publication plans for their Congress 2004 panel papers, in the form of an edited
volume.

c) Melanie Wiber reported that Rene Kuppe had expressed interest in producing a special
issue of the journal Law and Anthropology, to be based on the papers from the aborigina
panel (Congress 2004).

d) Gordon Woodman reported that he is interested in a number of papers from the 2004
Congress for publication in the Journal of Lega Pluralism. He will be contacting
individual authors after the distribution of the proceedings. Gordon aso announced that
the Journal of Legal Pluraism will soon be available electronicaly, and that it was
moving to a new publisher and that he hoped this would solve any problems with
subscriptions and distribution.

5. Report of the Asian Working Group

Sulis Irianto reported that the Asian participants who were attending Canada Congress 2004
had held a planning meeting on August 27". The minutes of the meeting would be sent to Melanie
Wiber to be included in the next Commission Newdletter, but a verbal report could be made here at
the General Meeting of the Commission.

The members attending the Asian working group planning meeting agreed to organize an Asian
Initiative on Legal Pluralism, with the following organizationa structure and officers. K.T.
Thomson (Coordinator), Sulis Irianto (secretary), Country Representatives (drawing first on
participants of the Chiang Mai congress and expanding from there). The following activities were
listed as priorities for the group: development of a directory of members with institutional
affiliation; the organization of a planning/training workshop in Cochin, Delhi or Rajistan for April
or early March 2005; network building; establishment of a working relationship with the
Commission; establishment of a method of communication (elist of members, Pampa Mukerjee to
moderate) and awebsite; creation of regional projectsto generate core funding.

Franz von Benda-Beckmann reported that Ford India has approved expending the remainder of the
Chaing Ma grant on encouraging such an Asian network. He requested that the Asian Group
submit a proposal to him, for presentation to Ford India, and including the plans for a meeting to
take place before August 2005.

6. Future Congress Plans

Anne Griffiths discussed some aternative sites under discussion for the next Congress of the
Commission. As we are a daughter organization of the IUAES, the Executive Body hopes that the
Commission will participate in their upcoming World Congress in China in 2008. However, it
would be useful to have a Commission meeting before that time, and she invited proposals from the
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floor for alocation. It was mentioned that the IUAES will be holding a workshop in Indiain 2005,
but the members agreed that there was little time to plan a panel for that workshop on behalf of the
Commission.

K.T. Thomson suggested that the Asian Working Group could host a congress in Indonesiain 2006.
This had been discussed as one activity during their planning meeting, and Sulis and Y onariza
agreed to look into this option.  Franz von Benda-Beckmann suggested that linking up with a
regional institution was useful, and suggested that they identify alocal planning committee for the
congress as soon as possible.

The discussion then turned to potential panel topics and several were suggested: subsoil resources
and mining; transnational soft law (including development agencies); severa headings under Trade
Relations (quality management and international standards, corporate or business law;
Bioprospecting; TRIPS; Intellectual Property rights); Conservation and Human Rights;
state/governance and community-based management; religion; poverty; sovereignty (emerging);
democracy and participation (which Natasha Novikova reported will be the theme of the next
summer school on legal pluralism in Russia).

The Commission Executive Body thanked the members present for their ideas and the Asian group
committed to further dialogue with the Commission on planning the next Commission Congress.

Meeting adjourned.
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4. Report on the International Course on Legal Pluralism,
August 21-24, 2004

Gordon Woodman, October 2004

The Commission on Folk Law and Legal Pluralism held a four-day International
Course on the subject “Plural Society and Socia Cohesion: Challenges under Legal
Pluralism” immediately before the XIVth Congress of the Commission at the
University of New Brunswick, Fredericton, Canada. This was the latest in a series of
pre- and post-Congress courses held in Wellington, Accra, Moscow, Arica and
Chiang Mai, on which there have been reports in earlier numbers of the Commission
Newsletter.

Objectives

The announcement of the course stated: “The course aims at capacity building on the
complex issues of lega pluralism by drawing on the expertise of international
scholars in the field who attend the conference. It will provide a combination of
practica and theoretical insights into some of the central questions and problems
facing those concerned with all aspects of social cohesion in plural societies today.
The course will enhance the capacity to develop the necessary legal anthropological
techniques and skills to understand and reshape problems of legal pluraism. The
purpose of the course is to familiarize the participants with current international
debates and to offer them a comparative perspective that alows them to rethink their
own research and practical work. Specia attention will be given to the position of
indigenous peoples.”

Programme

The course extended over four full days. With some exceptions the timetable for each
day provided for one morning and one afternoon session, each session lasting a total
of three hours including a break for refreshments. Each session consisted of two or
more presentations by instructors, followed by discussion among participants and
instructors, often divided into four separate groups.

The topics of sessions and the presenters were:

Developments of the theory of legal pluralism in the course of the last quarter
of the XXth century up to now (Jacques Vanderlinden).

General Theory of Legal Pluralism (Franz von Benda-Beckmann, Werner
Zips)

Natural resources and the claims of indigenous minorities - rights, control,
conservation (David Trigger, Peter Grant)

Gender issuesin the debate about social cohesion and legal pluralism (Anne
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Griffiths, Surinder Shukla)
Human Rights Issues (Brad Morse, Natasha Novikova)

Transnational issues - transnational law, globalizing influences, migration
(Keebet von Benda-Beckmann, Arnaldo Godoy)

There were also
presentations by representatives of first nations;

a Roundtable Discussion on Activism by and on behalf of folk-law groups
(with presentations by Chris Milley and Peter Grant, and contributions by David
Trigger, Brad Morse, Natasha Novikova, and Arnaldo Godoy as discussants);

aField Trip to alocal salmon stock preservation hatchery and a nature reserve.
Attendance

There were 24 participants. The number had been expected to be higher, but
problems arose over funding which was called into question by the authorising agency
after the organisers had been led to believe that it had been fully authorised. This
happened one week before the course was due to start and forced a number of
intending participants to cancel at a date too late to fill their places with others who
had previously shown an interest.

Participants were professionally concerned with aspects of legal pluralism in atotal of
14 countries. 7 were concerned with various communities in Indonesia and another 7
with communities in India. There were 15 instructors and organisers, aso from a
variety of countries; two others were prevented by last-minute problems from
attending.

Appraisal

At the end of the course participants were asked for their views through a written
guestionnaire consisting of a few general questions and a request for comments at
large. 9 responses have been received. | would like to conclude that the majority did
not reply because they had no criticisms, but no doubt the experts in social scientific
research among us would quite rightly see this as a conclusion unsupported by
adequate evidence. It may however be noted that all the responses received
contained complimentary comments. These were much appreciated, although for the
purpose of learning lessons for the future | concentrate in this report on the more
critical comments.

Virtually al respondents showed a desire to relate the course to their own particular
fields of work, and many had suggestions as to how this might have been done more
intensively. Five suggested that it would have been helpful to encourage more
discussion of individual experiences, the presentation of case-histories or more group
discussion. It was suggested that the group discussions which took place were
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especially useful, athough one respondent considered that they became “too
conceptual” at times (perhaps because of attempts by participants to find analogies
between widely different experiences?) Related to these were a number of comments
with respect to the concentration (to a certain degree) in the presentations on issues
concerning minority indigenous peoples. Four comments were to the effect that this
concentration was more than they would have liked. Some of these respondents and
others said that they would have liked more attention to be given to the philosophy of
law and the theory of legal pluralism. Some had suggestions as to particular topics
which might have been discussed, such as the challenges presented by legal pluralism
in the wake of decentralisation of governmental functions.

There were several helpful comments about the practical arrangements. Two
respondents mentioned that they would have liked the reading materials to be
distributed some time in advance of the course — and a number of comments by
participants and instructors which | heard during and after the course confirmed that
there was disappointment about the failure to do this very effectively. (I might add
that it was our intention, as it was in previous courses, to distribute the materials a
month or so in advance, and that various practical difficulties, asin previous courses,
held up and frustrated the process.) | have mentioned that some would have liked
more small-group discussion. Two also said that it would have been desirable to have
more diversity in the modes of presentation by instructors, one pointing out that more
use of visual aids could have been especially helpful for those participants who were
not native English speakers.

| believe that the general atmosphere of the course was summed up by a respondent
who remarked on the features of “dialogue and mutual respect”. These were to be
expected in a Commission event, but it is pleasing to hear that they were noticed. My
own impression as one of the organisers was that everyone concerned, participants
and instructors, found the course interesting and stimulating, and the days enjoyable.
| believe also that the fact of the course contributed significantly to the success of the
conference.

Finally, Persons

Thanks are due to the instructors. | think it was obvious that every one had devoted
significant time and care to preparing their presentations, some had made sacrifices to
attend, and all made real contributions, in addition to their presentations, by spending
as much time as they could mixing with participants and continuing the discussions
informally. The participants — | find it quite unacceptable to speak of “students’ in
this context, except in so far as all of us are life-long students in our fields — were
without exception as amiable and lively as anyone could have hoped.

Vital aspects of the financing were handled by Keebet and Franz von Benda-
Beckmann, Anne Griffiths and Melanie Wiber. The organisers of the course were
Joanne Fiske, Melanie Wiber and Gordon Woodman. Joanne put in substantial work
beforehand but was very unfortunately prevented by a family tragedy from attending.
Melanie also put in a great deal of work, and, luckily for all of us, could not escape
from Fredericton for the duration (although it would have been understandable had
she wished to) as she livesthere. She solved amyriad of problems and averted
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various disasters before and during the course by the simple expedient of devoting 24
hours a day to working on and worrying about the organisation of the course and the
Congress. Shirley von Sychowski as administrative assistant also contributed hugely
in time and effort, and Melody Nice-Paul somehow fitted in time to ensure that we

had practical and sensitive input from local indigenous groups and local activities
relevant to our interests.
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5. News: We Received

5.1 Announcement of a New Resour ce

I've the pleasure to introduce you, and the CFLP, to our /Lega Cultures & Law of Culture/
International resources Page <http://www.estig.ipbeja.pt/~ac_direito/culturahtml>, one of the few
centered on these subjects. This Page was built by the Law Area of Beja Polytechnic (Portugal) in
order to alow a web-based teaching of Law <http://www.estig.ipbegja.pt/~ac_direito/>, also with a
simplified index in English <http://www.estig.ipbgja.pt/~ac_direito/res.ntml>.

Best regards,

Manuel David Masseno, Professor of Law

masseno@netvisao.pt

5.2 International Congress on Developing the Anthropology of Law in a
Transnational World

Anne Griffiths

Many of you will be aware that over the last three years we have been working on
developing the Anthropology of Law by integrating and extending the theoretical, methodological
and empirical approaches that have underpinned the field. A first meeting funded by the Max Planck
Institute for Social Anthropology in Halle in 2001 asked scholars to reflect on their own research
and on the critical issues in anthropology of law today. A second Halle (2002) conference ‘Mobile
People, Mobile Law: Expanding Legal Relations in a Contracting World' followed, the papers from
which are now being published in a book by Ashgate in Austin Sarat’s series Law, Justice and
Power, and edited by F. and K. von Benda-Beckmann and Anne Griffiths.

We then shifted our venue for discussions to Edinburgh to open up the dialogue with more
scholars from the UK and received funding from the ESRC (UK) and the Wenner Gren Foundation
(USA) to explore the theme of Developing Anthropology of Law in a Transnationa World:
Governmentality, the State and Transnational Processes of Law, at an international conference in
Edinburgh in June 2004. Building on discussions about the transnational nature of law the
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conference aimed to examine 1) the operation and effects of legal pluralism at multiple levels; 2) the
ways in which states regulate and respond to pluralism in contexts where they can no longer be
viewed as the central standpoint from which to analyse law and its impact on communities and
social actors; 3) the role of international human rights as perceived and utilised by various
constituencies including indigenous people, minorities, states, non-governmental organisations and
individuals. A volume is aso under development from this set of June 2004 meetings, possibly to
appear in Berghahn Press.

As part of the second year programme on Developing Anthropology of Law in a
Transnational World, workshops on the theme of Space, Territoriality and Time, will be held at the
University of London, 25M-27" April and University of Edinburgh, 10" — 12" June 2005. These
workshops aim to bring together an interdisciplinary group of scholars to develop a more integrated
approach to an anthropology of law in theory and practice that strives to integrate a cartography and
geography of law in society. Building on discussions about the transnational nature of law which
were centred last year on Governmentality, the 2005 workshops will explore the following:

1) How do we approach the temporal and spatial “existence” of “law in society”?

2) how do we conceive of law’s existence in time and space, other than through an assertion of
normative validity based upon legal or socio-legal dogmatics?;

3) How do we address the problem of scale and the relationship between “micro- action” and
“macro-structures’ and between micro-processes and macro-scale processes and outcomesin
thefield of law?,

4) how can we talk about the existence and maintenance of law at a larger geographical scae
than the time - and space - bound scale at which single processes of reproduction take place?;

5) What are the social consequences of the ways in which law and rights are actually localised
in places?

Any Commission members who are interested in acquiring more information about the
workshops should contact Peter Fitzpatrick about the London workshop or Anne Griffiths about the
Edinburgh workshop at peter.fitzpatrick@clickvision.co.uk or Anne.Griffiths@ed.ac.uk
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5.3 Call for Papers. Law’s Empire Conference

Robert Menzies

10 December 2004

2nd Call For Papers

Law's Empire Conference

Harrison Hot Springs Resort, British Columbia
Saturday, June 25 to Thursday, June 30, 2005

Critically engaged socio-legal scholars around the world are increasingly taking on the challenge of
understanding “Law’s Empire” both in relation to the contemporary wave of globalization and in
tracing out the socio-legal history and historical carry-forwards from the last age of Empire. This
theme will form the focus for a conference to be held on 25-30 June 2005 and hosted by the
Canadian Law and Society Association in collaboration with the Association for Canadian Studies
in Australia and New Zealand; the Australia and New Zealand Law and History Society; and a
number of co-sponsoring faculties and institutes. Though particular emphasis is placed on
comparative literatures being developed in relation to socio-lega issues in Canada and the
Antipodes, other law and society scholarship is aso very much welcomed.

Please send proposals of papers or panels to menzies@sfu.ca using the form available at:
http://www.law.ubc.calevents/2005/june/06_25 2005 empire.html

Graduate students are encouraged to submit papers. For information on student financial support and
application procedures please refer to the conference web site.

Papers may be presented in English or French. Proposals will be accepted on a rolling basis. No
proposals received after Monday, April 4, 2005 can be considered. Delegates are responsible for
making their own travel arrangements. All bookings of accommodation and payment of registration
fees are arranged directly with the

conference hotel.

The additional conference information is available at the above web site. To be added to the
conference announcements e-list please send a request to <pue@law.ubc.ca>

(With apologies for redundant postings)



17

10 Decembre 2004

2e Appel de communications

Conference: L'Empire du droit

Centre de villégiature Harrison Hot Springs, Colombie-Britannique
Du samedi 25 juin au jeudi 30 juin 2005

De par le monde, des analystes critiques du courant droit et société entreprennent I’ éude de
«L"empire du droit». lIs S'y consacrent tant au regard de la vague actuelle de mondialisation que de
I” histoire socio-juridique de I’ époque des Empires dont ils dégagent les vestiges. Ce theme est au
coaur d'une conférence qui aura lieu du 25e au 30e juin 2005, programmé par |’ Association
canadienne droit et société avec le co-patronage de I'Association for Canadian Studies in Australia
and New Zedand; the Australia and New Zealand Law and History Society; et plusieurs corps
enseignant et instituts participants. Bien que |’accent soit mis sur le traitement comparatif de
guestions socio-juridiques au Canada et aux Antipodes, nous accueillerons tout aussi favorablement
d' autres types d’ analyse s'inscrivant dans la mouvance droit et société.

Veuillez faire parvenir vos propositions de communications ou de panels a <menzies@sfu.ca>, a
I"aide du formulaire reproduit &

http://www.law.ubc.calevents/2005/june/06_25 2005 _empire.html

Nous invitons les étudiant(e)s aux cycles supérieurs a presenter des communications. Pour obtenir
des détails au sujet d'aide financiére d'étudiant et des procédures d'applications, référez-vous svp au
site Web de conférence.

Communications en francgais et anglais acceptées. Les propositions seront choisies a mesure qu’ elles
seront déposées. Aucune proposition recue aprés le lundi 4 avril 2005 ne sera acceptée. Les
participants sont responsables de leurs propres dispositions de voyage. Les réservations se font
directement aupres de |’ hétel, de méme que le paiement des frais d’ inscription.

L'autre information de conférence est disponible au site Web ci-dessus. Afin de sinscrire a l'e-liste
de conférence, svp adressez un email a pue@law.ubc.ca

(Nos excuses pour tous messages doubles)

khkkhkkhkhkhkkhkhkhkhkhhkkhkhhkhhhhkhkhhkhhhkhhkhhkhkhhkhhkhkhkhhhkhkhhkhkkhkhkkhkkhkkkhkk,kx**%

W. Wesley Pue, Faculty of Law, University of British Columbia

Hugo Cyr, Département des sciences juridiques, Université du Québec a Montréal
FionaKéely, Faculty of Law, University of British Columbia

Robert Menzies, School of Criminology, Simon Fraser University
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6. Regional Working Group Reports

6.1 Minutesof the Asian Initiative Group, August 2004

Prepared by Ruchi Pant

The Asian Participants at the X1V International Congress of Folk Law and Legal
Pluralism met in the Common Lounge of the Harrington Hall, St. Thomas University on
27" August 2004 to discuss the formation and proposed activities of an Asian Network
Forum.

An agenda was enlisted with consensus as follows:

Name of the groups

Organisational Structure and its relationship to the Commission
Plan of Activities

Communication

Fund raising

arwdpE

Name of the Group

Different names were proposed for the group such as the Asian Forum for Folk Law and
Lega Pluralism, Asian Committee on Lega Pluralism, Asian Working Group on Folk
Law and Lega Pluralism, etc. But finaly it was felt that asit is afledgling initiative with
amodest beginning, lets al cal it the Asian Initiative on Legal Pluralism. When there
is a better representation of other Asian countries, perhaps we could cal it either a
working group or a committee. Hence the association will henceforth be known as *Asian
Initiative on Legal Pluralism’.

Organisational Structure

It was felt that there should be a coordinator, a secretary and country representatives for
the functioning of the Initiative. Just like the Commission where the President is from
one country and the Secretary from another country, the Asian Initiative should also have
the Coordinator and Secretary from different countries. Dr. K.T. Thomson from Cochin
University of Science and Technology, School of Industrial Fisheries, Cochin, Kerala,
India has been nominated as the Coordinator of the Initiative. Dr. Sulistyowati from
Indonesia has been nominated as the Secretary of the Initiative. The nominations are for a
period of two years. The country representatives are as follows:

Ruchi Pant and Nidhi Gupta, India

Bishnu Ra Upreti, Nepal

Huma (Sandra Moniaga/Herlambang) and PSA Univ. Andalas (YYonariza/lHelmi),
Indonesia

Ranjit (Sri Lanka)
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Masami (Japan)

Some participants suggested that we should have an executive committee or board for the
Asian Initiative but the idea was dropped as it was too early for such aformal structure of
the initiative. It was understood that the country representatives have to support the
Coordinator and Secretary of the Initiative.

The other point under Organisational matters was to assess the relationship between the
Asian Initiative and the Commission. Some felt that the Asian Initiative should be
independent while others felt that at such formative stages, it will be better for the
Initiative to be part of the Commission for the Initiative will gain credibility and funding
possibility by being part of the Commission.

Membership: Since many countries were not represented and we cannot just invite
members from all Asian countries at random to become members. It would be better that
the Initiative has an organic growth. It was felt that it this juncture, only those other Asian
countries would be contacted who had participated at the X111 International Congress of
Folk Law and Lega Pluraism held in Chiang Mai in April 2002. These countries are
Nepal, Philippines, Thailand, Vietnam, etc. Current members could contact these
representatives from other countries and introduce them to the Initiative and the
Coordinator will induct them.

Plan of Activities

It was felt that activities should be planned as short term, medium term and long term.
After having discussed various activities, it was felt that the foremost thing would be to
have the Asian Regional Meeting at the earliest. In a preliminary meeting held on the
same day (27" August, 2004) before the meeting of the Asian Initiative, Prof. Franz von
Benda Beckmann explained the requirement of the Ford Foundation grant, which
necessitated the holding of this meeting by August 2005. Ford aso required that a short-
term course on Lega Pluraism be incorporated in the Asian Regional Meeting. Two
countries- India and Indonesia were short-listed for holding the Asian Regional Mest in
2005. The participants felt that the Asian Regional Meet could be held in India as the
next Congressis being held in Indonesia. The Indian participants were of the opinion that
the Meet in India could be held either in Cochin in April 2005 or in Alwar, Ragjasthan, in
March 2005. The participants felt that the programme of the Asian Regiona Meet should
focus on brain storming and working paper presentations, besides the course which could
be held simultaneously. The venue would be finalised once Dr. Thomson is able to make
an estimate of the expenses involved in bringing people from different countries together
and the other costs for organising such a meeting. Dr. Thomson said that he would be
able to work out the expenses by third week of September. Given the limitations of funds,
it was felt that the participation from each country may have to be restricted to a
maximum of two from each country. Huma (Indonesia) said that it could support one
extra persons travel. Similarly other organisations or institutions could also try to do this,
i.e., look for additional funds for attending the meeting.
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It was felt that the duration of the meeting would be three days. The meeting would be in
the nature of a Planning workshop to develop medium and long-term goas of the
initiative. One day would be devoted to sharing of institutiona and individual
experiences in the field of legal pluralism (research, education, advocacy etc.). Some
medium and long term collaborative activities will be arranged based on lesson learned
gathered from the first day workshop. The other day could be for planning ahead and the
long-term activities for the Asian Initiative and also for discussing some of the joint
collaborative projects in the region depending on the interests of the members. One day
for field trip. A two-day long course could run simultaneously while the planning
meeting is being held.

Due to paucity of funds, no other activity is being planned for the time being. One of the
activities that could be done in the short run with absolutely no funding is compilation of
adirectory and a database on the profile of each member of the Asian Initiative and their
specialisation/ expertise as to how they could contribute or help the Initiative. Sandra,
Sulis and Ruchi volunteered to prepare a format and compile information and send it by
email to all.

It was aso decided that the process of developing joint projects on different subjects of
interest should be initiated prior to the Asian Initiative meeting so that some of these
could be finalised or be in advanced stage of formulation at the meeting.

Communication

Two things were discussed — first, preparing an e-list of the members. Pampa Mukerjee
from India agreed to do the needful and circulate the list. It was aso felt that the group
would need a moderator for regular communication amongst the group to keep the
initiative going. Pampa M ukerjee also agreed to do this of she can cope with it.

Dr. Thomson offered that he could have a web — page designed for the initiative. It was
felt that it would be useful if this web site could be a link to the Commission website. It
was decided to check if permissions would be required from the University of New
Brunswick as the commission’sweb siteis a part of the University website.

(Note: this was discussed with the commission members later and they have given the
permission for including the Asian Initiative information and updates to the Commission
website)

Fund Raising

Some suggested that it would be a good idea to have a nominal membership fee to start
building a corpus for the Asian Initiative. While others felt that collection of membership
may entail a cumbersome process requiring a Constitution/ byelaws of the network,
resolution from the board, a bank account, etc. Hence this idea was dropped.

Another way of building a corpus was suggested by Dr. Thomson. Whenever any joint
project under the Asian Initiative receives funds, 10-15% goes to the Corpus building for
the Initiative. The participants accepted this. Thiswould entail opening a bank account
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and would require further discussion as to where the bank account should be opened and
who will operate the account.

The meeting was attended by:

K.T. Thomson, India

Bishnu Upreti, Nepal

Ruchi Pant, India

Myrna Safitri, Indonesia

Pampa Mukerjee, India
Sulistyowati Irianto, Indonesia

Y onariza, Indonesia

W.A. Ranjit Wickramasingha, Sri Lanka
Sandra Moniaga, Indonesia
Herlambang Pradana, Indonesia
Aceng Hidayat, Indonesia (Berlin)
Vishal Narain, India

Rival G. Ahmad, Indonesia
Surinder Shukla, India*

Ronald Titehelu, Indonesia*
Masami Moki Tachibana, Japan*

Note *

These three persons were not present in the Asian Initiative meeting but were present in
the preliminary meeting held on the same day a the Anthropology Department,
University of Brunswick and showed interest in the setting up of the Asian Initiative and
participating in it actively.



22

6.2 About the Asian Initiativein Legal Pluralism

Theinitiative

The Asian Initiative on Legal Pluralism is a network of scholars concerned with the
social dynamics of Asiatic societies through the application of concepts and ideas broadly
provided in the discipline on Legal Pluralism. This initiative was evolved at the 13"
international congress of the Commission on Falk law and Legal Pluralism held in New

Brunswick University, Fredericton, Canadain August 2004

Objectives

1. To conduct socialy relevant research that provides deeper understanding of the
social dynamics of Asian economies

2. To facilitate exchange of ideas among its members

3. To organize training programs for researchers, government officials and socid
activists in the non governmental sector on the applications of legal pluralism and

4. To empower their problem solving capabilities through the application of
knowledge on Legal Pluralism.

Activities

1. To design and inaugurate website of the Initiative discussions are ongoing with

experts and the website will be launched in January 2005

2. To organize a training workshop for policy makers, government officials and
selected social activists on the relevance of legal pluralism for understanding use

of natural resources and environment.
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3. To network the relevant agencies (academics, research ingtitutes, local
governments, non governmental and social activists in Asia) and ensure their

cooperation and assistance in the activities of the Initiative.

News and Announcements

The Asian Initiative on Legal Pluralism in association with Cochin University of Science

and Technology, Cochin, Kerala, India announces itsfirst training workshop

Topic

NATURAL RESOURCE CONFLICTS AND RESOURCE GOVERNANCE
IN ASIA: LEGAL PLURALIST PERSPECTIVES

Venue Cochin, Keraa, India

Time and Duration 3 daysin April 2005

Budget

Activities Amount Rs. Uss

Hosting website and mai ntenance 2005-06 1,50,000 3333.33

Training workshop 2005 12,00,000 26666.67

Networking local governments and other interest | 1,00,000 2222.22

groups

Travel and administrative costs 1,50,000 3333.33
16,00,000 35555.55

Note: 1 US$ =Indian Rs. 45.
Additional fundswill be collected internally through national funding agencies
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Details of Cochin workshop 2005

The Asian Initiative on Legal Pluralism in association with Cochin University of Science

and Technology, Cochin, Kerala, India announces its first training workshop

NATURAL RESOURCE CONFLICTSAND RESOURCE GOVERNANCE IN
ASIA: LEGAL PLURALIST PERSPECTIVES

Context

This theme is selected due to its practical significance in Asian economies in general and
the recent socio economic dynamics of Kerala in particular. The Kerala economy and
society of late have been struggling hard to make rational decisions on the uses of its
natural resources due to escalating conflicts among various stakeholders involved in the
decision making processes. The recent decisions of the State to liberalize access to the
uses of natural resources and environment have been objected sharply by various local
communities and political parties. These conflicts have been greatly witnessed in the use
of coastal resources like fisheries, tourism and mining, water harvesting and forest
resources. The recent attempts of the State to crush the struggles of tribal communities
for their rights over forestlands have been widely criticized by the world community as
anti-human and uncivilized. We believe that thisis not an isolated instance limited to the
boundaries of this State. Similar instances have been reported from other Asian countries
aswell.

Many scholars have been analyzing similar issues in other parts of the world using legal
pluralist framework suggesting practical solutions to redress conflicts over use and
abuses of natura resources. Hence the Initiative decided that such issues need to be
addressed through a training program designed exclusively for State officials,

bureaucrats, political managers, peopl€’ s representatives of the local state, legal experts
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and other socia activities interested in this dynamics. In fact, the Legal Pluralism

perspective provides a number of practical suggestions for the rational use of resources

under such conflicting situations. The workshop will debate these issues and evolve

practical solutions to resource management using legal pluralism perspectives.

Venue

Time and Duration

Sectors

Participants

Experts

Cochin, Keraa, India

3 daysin April 2005

Fisheries, Water resources, Coastal zones and Forest
resources

State officials, bureaucrats, political managers, lega
experts people's representatives of the local state,
environmental NGO’ s and other socia activities interested
in this dynamics.

International experts on legal pluralism and Asian Scholars
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7. Report on the conference “L aw as resour ce and obstacle in development”,
September 30" — October 1%, 2004

EvaDiehl, André Pessoa

From September 30, 2004, until October 1%, 2004, a workshop on “Law as resource and obstacle in
development” took place in the Max Planck Institute for Social Anthropology. The workshop was
organised jointly by the Indtitute and the Workgroup Development Anthropology
(Arbeitsgemeinschaft Entwicklungsethnologie, AGEE). Its am was to discuss the interrelation
between interventions of international development cooperation and the legal structure of social,
economic and political living conditions. On the one hand, the question was whether law can be
utilised as a resource in order to implement certain development goals (legal engineering), and
under which circumstances this is possible. On the other hand, it was to be examined how the law
existing in a particular region influences measures aimed at development, including legal measures.
Through exchanging ideas and experience, policy makers, development practitioners and scientists
aimed at developing an understanding of the kind and scope of influences that law can have on
societal processes of change. At the same time, it was hoped to find a common language between
scientists and practitioners of development cooperation and to call attention to the constraints under
which both have to operate.

Introduction and general debates

In a first presentation, Franz von Benda-Beckmann gave an overview over the increasing
integration of law and the idea of legal pluralism into development cooperation. He traced the rise
and initial euphoria of the law-and-development-movement in the 1960s and its disillusionment
because of failuresin the 1970s — failures which resulted from a naive belief in the capability of law
to automatically generate desired forms of conduct.

In the beginning of the 1990s, the World Bank redefined law as an “economically relevant” factor,
and law once again became an integrated part of the development discourse. Since then, according
to Benda-Beckmann, development policy makers increasingly think in terms of legal pluralism,
such that instead of one single law, the relationship between state law, international, local and
religious law as well as project law is considered. He pointed out that law as a developmental
resource can easily be used as a means of privileging minority elites, but that it is much more
difficult to employ it for the benefit of the powerless. However, many of the undesired
consequences of legal development activities are predictable today.

In the following presentation, Friederike Diaby-Pentzlin elaborated the difficulties in the
communication between development cooperation and social science and argued that different
expectations and constraints could inhibit collaboration between the two. In her view, researchers
had left chances for intervention unused and rather taken to a habit of producing ex post
evaluations, which were often negative. It would be better if researchers were already involved in
the planning phase. She explained that the German Agency for Technical Cooperation (Deutsche
Gesellschaft fur Technische Zusammenarbeit, GTZ) had learnt from its mistakes and was quite
capable to implement regionaly adapted programmes with a multi-level approach. Yet there
remained problems because programmes were often too complex, and because mainly short-term
successes were rewarded. This is complemented by political constraints and, for scientists, by the
problem of receiving much less recognition for practical recommendations of a development policy
nature, than for approved publications. Talking about the interrelation between different types of
law, Diaby-Pentzlin diagnosed a worrying lack of legal institutions on the meso-level in many
countries. In some development projects, therefore, an attempt is made to conjoin local and national
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law on that level. Projects taking legal pluralism as their starting point already exist, but in practice
thereisrelatively little experience with this approach.

In the discussion, it was stressed that while the concept law does not only refer to state law, even
from alegal pluralist point of view not every norm or habit could be considered a legal norm. The
participants then turned to the question of in how far legal pluralism can contribute to the cohesion
of a society, and whether the parallel existence of different legal systems might not rather constitute
an obstacle for the developmental goal of inclusion. While conventional legal advice is generally
directed exclusively at a state-legitimated legal order, it is not sufficient to “improve’ state law
only. After all, a practice valued as not in accordance with state law might at the same time
represent compliance with another type of law. Moreover, changes in the use which people make of
law and rights are usually achieved through non-legal techniques.

In the following comment, Michael Schonhuth pointed to the role of culture in development
cooperation. Throughout the 1990s, the German Federal Ministry for Economic Cooperation and
Development (Bundesministerium fur Entwicklung und Zusammenarbeit, BMZ) had tried to
operationalise the “cultural dimension” several times according to its concept of socio-cultural
factors, but without success. After identifying fields of tension between which international
development discourses on culture are moving, Schénhuth highlighted the importance also as legal
anthropologists to be familiar with these discourses, even if these did not employ a social-
anthropological concept of culture. In his view, culture — as factor, dimension or object — could
become a key to the dialogue with practitioners of development. In the reaction to his contribution,
culture was labelled a cross-sectional theme: cultural practices are relevant in every field of
development cooperation. For instance, cultural knowledge is also transferred through the
construction of awell.

Mechthild Ringer then spoke about the implications of legal pluralism for legal security and
democracy as developmental goals, introducing approaches of advising governments in developing
countries. According to Ringer, advice on lega pluralism is a highly sensitive, political issue
because of the parallel existence of law and power structures and particularly different structures of
resource allocation. Legal matters thus cannot be regarded in isolation from conflicts of power and
distribution. Therefore, legal advice can lead to tensions regarding values codified in the
constitution and regarding the integrative capabilities of structurally different legal systems within
one national territory. As a result, the rule of law and a national legal unity - which could be a tool
of identity formation - could be jeopardised.

Runger highlighted possibilities of cooperation for social scientists and development institutions in
the scientifically founded impact assessment of legal interventions by partner organisations, drawn
up under the restrictions of project reality. She stressed the importance of building up local
scientific resources as well as creating quick methods of assessing the impact of development
projects in a form differentiated according to target groups and continued over a certain period of
time.

In the discussion some participants pointed out that despite social scientists interest in impact
assessment, a difficulty in their cooperation with practitioners could be that developmental themes
often changed more quickly than a corresponding research project could be completed. Others
emphasized that the implementing institutions in turn had to adapt to changing political partners and
their different priorities.

Law-making in international cooperation

Using the example of the Souss-region in Southern Morocco, Bertram Turner explained how the
initiatives of several development agencies in that region had activated local potentials of violence
resulting from the tension between local law and international concepts of sustainable development,
environmental protection and the fight against poverty. Among other factors, the single-sided
support of certain groups of the population and resource scarcity resulting from a successful
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marketing project had led to the escalation of violence. Apart from this, a fragmentation of the
juridical set-up in the region had ensued. According to Turner, another shortcoming of development
cooperation had been that the projects were implemented through local environmental organisations
without consulting local Sufis or other legal authorities. Turner explained that conflict avoidance
could not be an imperative goal of development cooperation since conflicts were a necessary
element accompanying processes of social change.

Nevertheless, Oliver Meinecke pointed out in his comment on the presentation, peaceful
mechanisms of conflict resolution should be considered in the design of al projects, not only in
programmes focusing on conflict prevention. Friederike Diaby-Pentzlin explained that a
comprehensive cross-department approach was indeed necessary, but that a divison into
departments like “resource management” and “conflict prevention” might prove to be a hindrance
tothis.

In the following presentation, Markus Weilenmann asked whether “project law” functions as a
“vicarious agent” of development organisations. He pointed at parallels between development
projects and legal norms: both stipulate a desired causal relationship between a normative starting
point and a future reality. Like law, development projects derive their existence from the gap
between “is’ and “should”’, and both aim at congruence of the required and the actual redlity.
Weilenmann used the term “project law” on the one hand as a label for those organisational
regulations which control the making of development projects, and on the other hand, as a term
designating those norms devised by the project personnel during implementation. These include
rules prescribing a certain conduct required from the local population. Weilenmann considers
project law an instrument of power regulating the relationship between donor and receiving society
as well as between the project personnel and the target group. It would therefore be crucia that
donors surrender their project law to democratic control.

Shalini Randeria, who unfortunately could not be present in person, pointed out in her comment that
not every development policy concept can be called project law. Moreover, different forms of
project law operate in a country at the same time, each for the duration of the corresponding project.
Furthermore, she discussed the implications which project law can have for state sovereignty. She
used the term “scattered sovereignty” in order to describe the breaking-up of state sovereignty under
the influence of transnational actors.

In the discussion it was emphasised that since development cooperation is always process-oriented,
project law, like all law, should not be seen asrigid entity. However, it was stressed that the export
of procedures and concepts of development cooperation does have a normative character. Since this
export follows certain rules, one could indeed speak of project law. Some participants inquired
where the limits of flexibility could be found in a project. Further, they said that the donor country’s
values should be made visible in the project design. It was suggested to examine more in depth in
how far development organisations produce law; this could be done, for example, in a workshop on
good governance.

In the first presentation of the following day, project law and the relationship between development
policy makers and target groups continued to be the topic. Referring to her research in the Dutch
Development Ministry and on the implementation of Dutch development projects, Jilles van Gastel
favoured the term “policy practices’ over “project law". According to her experience, the guidelines
or policy for a project are not fixed in advance, but develop continually during its implementation.
Using the “Ganuza dilemma’ as an example, van Gastel showed how a term had come to live alife
of its own in the Dutch development discourse, floating freely until it hardly bore any more
resemblance to its origina meaning. Ganuza, working with the Swedish Agency for Research
Coordination with Development Countries, had called attention to a dilemma in the relationship
between donors and recipients of development assistance. According to him, the governments of
recipient countries often could not be regarded as representatives of their own people because of the
lack of a serious debate between the scientific community, the productive sector and the political
society. Moreover, donor countries often set priorities according to their own values and objectives,
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despite the claim that it is the recipient country that should set the priorities. The question is, then,
how foreign scientists can draft development policies and strategies if there is not even a consensus
on priorities and the course of action in the development country itself.

A “stakeholder-approach”, according to which the civil society in the recipient country should
decide on its own about desired strategies, was criticised as merely shifting the Ganuza-dilemma
south: as aresult, decisions would be produced by power relations there.

In her comment, Veronika Fuest pointed at the increased complexity of institutions on the local and
national level as a result of interventions of development assistance. She criticised development
organisations as lacking sufficient means of correcting their errors. According to her the policy
debate continues to oscillate between two opinions, i.e. that either the donor organisations or that
the government of the recipient country know what its needs are. In addition, Fuest observed an
increased interest in research about development planning and policy making in northern countries,
as van Gastel’ s project exemplified.

Representatives of the GTZ confirmed that their organisation was indeed interested in research on
its own decision-making processes and said this could be a field of study for social anthropologists
interested in development cooperation. In the course of the discussion it was suggested that the
terms “policy practices” and “project law” should be seen as complementary rather than as
oppositions. It was furthermore observed that a similar discrepancy as described by van Gastel
between normative claims and actual practices could be found in other development organisations
andinreligions.

The“|carus-effect”

In the following presentation, Philip Quarles van Ufford discussed this discrepancy by means of the
|carus metaphor, according to which the targets of development politicians and practitioners are set
so high that failure is predestined. While the idea of “development” had been much more linked to
international relations in the 1950s, a great number of concepts have now deteriorated to become
mere commodities on the market of development policies. According to van Ufford, an ever
repetitive use of the same objectives and plans for realisation can be observed. Using the example
of an unsuccessful project of Dutch development cooperation in Indonesia, van Ufford showed that
the same project approach continued to be used despite the fact that the activities were extended
from “physical engineering” (infrastructure) to “socia engineering” (issuing land rights).
Commenting on his talk, Keebet von Benda-Beckmann took up van Ufford's anaysis of the
ahistorical mode of thinking in project cycles as a reason for hectic planning and exaggerated
expectations. In the course of projects, sharp breaks frequently occur, rendering projects instable
and unreliable for the recipients of development cooperation. Thisis in contrast with the demanded
sustainability of programmes. Accordingly, difficult questions arise concerning the rule of law,
which requires reliability which then is prohibited by the cyclical character of monitoring and
control. Furthermore, an assumption of order inherent in development planning produces an
inability to cope with complex situations and contexts and the lack of order in the target society.
The workshop then discussed how stakeholders could be involved earlier in project planning and
considered some of the difficulties in issuing land rights that could have. For instance, it was
explained, a frequent consequence of land reform is land accumulation in the hands of a minority
gite. A transmigration project like the one described by van Ufford in effect amounted to an
expropriation of the people affected.

Examples of success
In the two final presentations Rita Schafer and Juliane Osterhaus introduced two more successful

projects and approaches. Rita Schéfer reported on the research network
Women and Law in Southern Africa (WLSA), which carries out comprehensive and country-
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specific, interdisciplinary legal research in southern Africa and makes great efforts to make its
research results locally available.

In the discussion it was pointed out that in contrast to the development activities in Turner’s
example, the work of WLSA did not interfere directly with local constellations of power.
Nevertheless, parts of the male population felt threatened by WLSA in their domains of power. It
was emphasised that an association with WLSA might create problems for socio-anthropological
fieldwork, e.g. because it might hamper accessto informants like local chiefs.

The next example was a project of the NGO Hunde in Oromia, Ethiopia, aimed at strengthening
women’s rights through non-state legal institutions. In her description of the project, Juliane
Osterhaus explained that there had been complaints in the region that women’s legal claims could
not be pursued and enforced through state institutions. In the work of the NGO, which was later
admitted as a member to the advisory board on local GTZ projects, elders proved to play akey role
in their capacity of calling attention to some nearly forgotten cultural traditions for the protection of
women. Thus it became possible to replace a more recently invented tradition, which had been used
to justify the oppression of women, with local customary law based on an older tradition. Osterhaus
further indicated that women could access non-state institutions more easily and felt they were
treated more respectfully there. According to her, the example shows that local law is flexible and
projects can therefore try to accommodate local law with international human rights standards,
instead of relying on state law exclusively. In the discussion, the project was also rated as an
example of how local activities could be incorporated into development programmes in the future.

Conclusions and outlook

In the final discussion the results of two days were summarised and the question raised whether the
attempt to create a common language between scientists and practitioners had been successful.
Helen Ahrens and Christoph Antweiler pointed out that while there had been a consensus on legal
pluralism being a useful concept, there remained different opinions on which norms should be
regarded as legaly valid, i.e. only those acknowledged or at least tolerated by a country’s
government, or other norms as well.

In two small groups, the participants discussed the most important points of contact and
collaboration between social scientists and practitioners, as well as requests directed at one another.
One possible goal of cooperation that emerged was to involve social anthropologists in project
planning and impact monitoring. The GTZ representatives highlighted that the organisation had
local know-how and the project structure to offer to social scientists, and that it was interested in
enabling research for master, PhD or postdoctoral theses conducted in the framework of their
projects. On the other hand, some researchers expressed an interest in collaborating in projects.
Some are aready involved in the evaluation of projects or as supervisors for researchers
collaborating with GTZ. In the discussion, the participants cautioned against creating an artificial
opposition between fundamental research and development cooperation. The mere fact that many
participants worked at the interface between social anthropology and development cooperation and
could not be readily labelled either “scientist” or “practitioner” proved the appropriateness of afinal
comment calling socia anthropologists and development practitioners “natural allies’. The
atmosphere during the whole conference was extremely agreeable and conducive to the mutual
exchange of knowledge. Vivid debates were continued during the coffee breaks and in an informal
environment during common dinners. At the end of the workshop, all parties desired a continuation
of the dialogue. Since in the present workshop development cooperation was mainly represented by
members of the GTZ, it was also emphasised that the dialogue should be extended to other
development organisations in the future.
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Abstract
The Made-in-Atlantic Process: Aboriginal and Treaty Rights Negotiations in the Maritimes and
Quebec, by Tom Malloy, O.C., Q.C., LL.B.

Canada has a treaty-making tradition which began with the Peace and Friendship Treaties between
the British Crown, Mi'kmag and Maliseet First Nations in 1725 and continued post-confederation
with the numbered treaties in the prairies and in the north.

Federal policies for negotiating modern treaties and agreements exercising existing treaty rights
have adapted over time to the changing legal, political and cultura landscape and due to the
Government of Canada's preference to negotiate rather than litigate rights issues with Aborigina
groups. Modern treaty-making is a unique accommodation amongst all parties and requires a lot of
creativity to address the diverse circumstances and interests of al parties. However, the negotiation
process does tend to follow a number of steps or stages: historic and legal research, exploratory
discussions, framework agreement negotiations, negotiations on an agreement-in-principle, and
signing and ratifying afinal agreement.

In response to the Marshall decision and as part of the Government of Canada's desire to negotiate
with Aborigina groups and interested provinces in the Maritimes and Gaspé region, the federal
government launched a strategy to address socio-economic pressures and begin a long-term process
to seek agreement on how existing Aboriginal and treaty rights will be exercised. There is
continuing progress toward establishing negotiations processes in each province.
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There is no model to follow in the Atlantic to negotiate treaty and Aborigina rights and title - a
situation unigue to Atlantic Canada. The parties are designing and implementing a unique, made-in
Atlantic process which is shaping the future of modern treaty-making in Canada.

The Made-in-Atlantic Process. Aboriginal and Treaty Rights Negotiations in the Maritimes
and Quebec

Introduction and History

It seems very fitting for the University of New Brunswick to host a conference on plural societies
and social cohesion at a time when Atlantic Canada is celebrating its unique and diverse cultura
heritage. The year 2004 is the 400th anniversary of Champlain's settlement in the new world: the
birth of Acadian culture in North America and the first attempt by the French at year-round
colonization in what they caled La Cadie. This auspicious anniversary is also an opportunity to
recognise the vital contribution of the peoples of the Passamaquody, Maliseet and Mi‘kmaq First
Nations to the survival and adaptation of our European ancestors in this new world.

According to Champlain's accounts, the first settlers on Saint Croix Island had many interactions
with the Native people of the region. Settlers across what is today New Brunswick, Nova Scotia,
Price Edward Iland and the Gaspé traded with local First Nations out of necessity in difficult times.
These early trade relations and later strategic alliances with the Passamaquody, Maliseet and
Mi'kmagq were of significant importance as the British and French competed for control of North
America.

The Mi’kmag of north-eastern Canada inhabited a traditional territory comprised of Cape Breton
Island, mainland Nova Scotia, Prince Edward Island, the eastern and north-eastern portions of New
Brunswick, and the Gaspé Peninsula. Their long-established hunting and fishing patterns led to a
lifestyle aong the seacoast and inland on maor river systems and lakes, and they traded and
interacted with other Aboriginal peoples such as the Maliseet, Mohawk and Inuit.

The Maliseet lived in western New Brunswick, as far north as Riviere du Loup and west into Maine.
Hunting territories were passed down through families, and permanent fishing and agricultural
settlements were established aong the St. John River. The Maliseet and Mi’ kmag became allies as
members of the Wabanaki Confederacy opposing the English, and the Maliseet also interacted with
the Iroquois and Mohawk on the edges of their territory.

In an effort to encourage First Nations to ally and cooperate with the British instead of the French,
and to ensure that the Mi’kmag and Maliseet were able to continue to provide for themselves
through their traditiona livelihood, the British Crown entered into a series of Peace and Friendship
treaties with Mi’kmag and Maliseet First Nations between 1725 and 1779. These treaties set out
long-standing promises, mutual obligations and benefits for both parties. Unlike later treaties signed
by the British Crown in other parts of Canada, the Peace and Friendship treaties did not require First
Nations to surrender any of their rights to the lands and resources they had traditionally used and
occupied.
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Following Britain’s acquisition of all of the Maritimes and Gaspé at the end of the Seven Y ears War
in 1763, European settlers and later Loyalists settled and consolidated power over the present day
Maritime provinces. The development of the fur trade and European occupation of coastal and
riverside areas significantly impacted traditiona hunting, fishing, gathering and trapping practices
for both the Mi’kmag and Maliseet, and First Nations territories and livelihoods went through a
period of unprecedented upheaval.

Canada’s Treaty-Making Traditions'

In 1763, the British Crown issued a Royal Proclamation providing that only the Crown should enter
into arrangements with Aborigina peoples regarding their land rights. Subsequently, treaties became
the standard mechanism by which the Crown addressed Aboriginal rights and interests in lands to
facilitate settlement. Following the creation of Canada in 1867, the Canadian federal government
assumed responsibility for Indians and lands reserved for Indians. From 1867 to 1923, the Canadian
government negotiated treaties covering most of central and western Canada and parts of the north.

From 1923 to 1973, treaty-making in Canada came to a halt. The political and treaty relationships
between the Crown and Aboriginal peoplesincreasingly gave way to a wardship relationship, during
which time the federal government assumed responsibility for the administration of Indian
communities, their lands and assets, and for the provision of programs and services. However,
Aboriginal political movements in Canada began in the 1960s to mount court challenges and
political actions to reassert and protect both Aboriginal and treaty rights.

The federal government’s policy on modern treaty-making was introduced in response to the 1973
Supreme Court decision in R. v. Calder that recognized the continuing existence of Aboriginal rights
in Canada. The federa government’s policy response re-affirmed Canada’ s commitments to honour
historic treaties and was the first in a series of policies to address outstanding Aboriginal and treaty
rights in Canada. This policy was entitled the federal Comprehensive Land Claims Policy, and it
started the federal government and Aboriginal parties upon a path of reconciling different objectives
and views of negotiations and Aborigina rightsin Canada by building modern-day treaties.

In 1982, existing Aborigina and treaty rights were recognized and affirmed in the Constitution of
Canada. This constitutional recognition places significant limits on the ability of government to
interfere with Aboriginal or treaty rights, and creates duties on government to justify any limitation
on their enjoyment. The Comprehensive Land Claims policy was revised in 1983 to acknowledge
the constitutional recognition of rights acquired through modern land claim agreements, and then

| would like to acknowledge the work of Barry Dewar (Director General, Director General of the Comprehensive
Claims Branch, Indian and Northern Affairs Canada) on Canada s history of Treaty Making, contained in his paper
entitled: Analysis of Principles, Processes and the Essential Elements of Modern Treaty-Making: The Canadian
Experience, presented to the United Nations Seminar on Treaties, Agreements and Other Constructive Arrangements
Between States and Indigenous Peoples, in Geneva on December 2003.
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significantly amended in 1986 following an extensive period of consultation with Aboriginal and
other groups. The revised policy allowed for greater flexibility in land tenure, provided a clearer
definition of the topics for negotiation, established a requirement for implementation plans, and
allowed for the retention of Aborigina rights on land which Aboriginal people will hold following
the conclusion of a claim settlement, to the extent that such rights are not inconsistent with the
settlement agreement.

In 1995, the federal government recognized the Inherent Rights of Self-Government as an existing
Aboriginal right within section 35(1) of the Constitution Act, 1982. In doing so, the government set
out a policy for implementing this inherent right through negotiating practical arrangements which
operate within the framework of the Canadian constitution. Negotiating both Aborigina land rights
and self-government has expanded the focus of modern treaty-making from reconciling legal rights
to establishing the foundation of an ongoing relationship between Aborigina governments and other
governments within the Canadian federation.

The federal approach to dealing with certainty has evolved over time. In the past, to achieve
certainty over land and resources, treaties in Canada have required the Aboriginal party to surrender
their rights to lands and resource in exchange for the rights and benefits set out in a treaty. However,
alternatives to ceding, releasing or surrendering rights have been developed. The parties to the
Nisga atreaty (signed 2000) agreed that Aboriginal rights would continue as modified by the treaty.
The Tlicho treaty (signed 2003) includes a provision which states that the Tlicho will not assert or
exercise their rights to lands and resources except as set out in their treaty. Federal policies for
negotiating modern treaties have adapted over time to the changing legal, political and cultural
landscape and due to the Government of Canada' s preference to negotiate rather than litigate rights
issues with Aboriginal groups.

Modern Treaty-Making Process

Modern treaty-making is a unique accommodation amongst the Aboriginal parties and the federal
and provincial/territorial governments involved, and therefore requires significant innovation to
address the diverse circumstances and interests of al parties. Negotiating these treaties does tend to
go through a number of steps or stages.

The process generally begins with historical and legal research to determine the likelihood that
Aboriginal rights and title continue to exist. The historical research can be undertaken
cooperatively, and all parties who wish to negotiate may also enter into a preliminary Umbrella
Agreement to set the foundation for future negotiations. The research process can take a number of
years, as can creating an Umbrella Agreement.

The federal government must secure authority or a mandate from the federal Cabinet to begin
negotiations. This authority provides the chief federal negotiator with general permission to enter
into Framework Agreement negotiations, and to participate in exploratory discussions with the
provincial/territorial government and Aboriginal parties to set up a process and identify subject-
matters for negotiation. Negotiating a Framework Agreement can take a number of years.
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Once a Framework Agreement is signed and ratified by all parties, the federal government must
secure another, more specific mandate to begin negotiations on an Agreement-in-Principle. This
agreement is far more detailed, covering a broad range of areas and issues, and can take five years to
negotiate and have been known to take many years.

Once the Aboriginal, federal, and provincia/territorial parties have signed and legally ratified an
Agreement-in-Principle, the federal government must again secure a mandate to negotiate a Final
Agreement. Settling a Final Agreement can again take many years. An Implementation Agreement
is aso negotiated simultaneously with details on how the modern treaty will be realised.

Mar shall Decision and Federal Response

Courts have long called for the resolution of treaty and Aboriginal right issues, including title,
through negotiation. Prior to 1973, 40 percent of Canada was covered by treaties, and now modern
treaties have addressed Aboriginal land rights in an additional 40 percent of Canadian territory.
Through these modern treaties, Aborigina groups have secured ownership of over 600,000 square
kilometres of land, gained control over capital transfers exceeding $2.4 billion, obtained a variety of
economic and resource devel opment benefits, and created political self-government arrangements.

Great gains have been made through modern treaty-making in the north, and the federal government
is now shifting its focus south and east to the Quebec and Atlantic regions.

Uncertainty remains in the Atlantic region concerning the meaning and effect of the Peace and
Friendship Treaties with the Mi’kmag and Maliseet. Because these treaties did not involve the
surrender of rights to land and resources, there is the likelihood that both treaty and Aborigina
rights continue to exist and are therefore protected under s. 35 of the Constitution Act, 1982.

On September 17, 1999, the Supreme Court of Canadain the Marshall decision found that the Peace
and Friendship Treaties of 1760-61 affirmed the right of certain Aboriginal groups to provide for
their own sustenance by taking the products of their hunting, fishing and gathering activities, and
trading them in the pursuit of a“moderate livelihood.” This decision potentially affects 34 Mi’kmag
and Maliseet First Nations in Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince Edward Island and the Gaspé
Region of Québec.

On February 9, 2001, the Minister of Indian and Northern Affairs announced the launch of the
Government of Canada’ s long-term strategy to address the Marshall decision. This strategy is unique
to the Maritime and Gaspé regions, and it combines short term measures to address socia-economic
problems, with alonger-term strategy for addressing outstanding treaty and Aboriginal rightsissues.

The federal response has three main components:
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* Negotiate immediate measures to address socio-economic pressures facing Mi’ kmag and Maliseet
(e.g., economic development, capacity building, and cooperative management opportunitiesin
relation to National Parks and migratory birds);

* Consult on the possible creation of Mi’kmag and Maliseet Treaty Commission(s); and,

* Begin long-term processes to consider issues of Aboriginal and treaty rights with Mi’ kmag and
Maliseet groups and interested provinces in Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince Edward Island
and the Gaspé region of Quebec.

Economic development and capacity building initiatives have been undertaken to address pressures
facing Mi’kmagq and Maliseet such as pursuing additions to reserves; increased support for
workshops, consultation and policy development; a focus on resolving specific claims; and a range
of other measures to improve socio-economic conditions of the Mi’kmaq and Maliseet in the
Atlantic.

After lengthy consultation with all parties, | as Chief Federal Negotiator concluded that Aboriginal
organizations and provincial governments are not interested in creating a Treaty Commission(s) at
this time on the East Coast. It was felt that continued work on capacity-building and the
identification and potential resolution of issues associated with long-term processes dealing with
Aboriginal and treaty rights should take precedence.

At the same time, in February 2001 the Minister of Fisheries and Oceans had a mandate to facilitate
the immediate participation of Mi’kmaq and Maliseet communities in the commercial fishery. The
Department of Fisheries and Oceans, and successfully negotiated short-term agreements with 31 of
the 34 First Nations potentially affected by the Marshall decision between 2001 and 2004.

Where We Are Today

Canada received a mandate to begin long-term processes to consider issues of Aboriginal and treaty
rights with Mi’ kmag and Maliseet groups in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick in February 2000, and
in Prince Edward Island and the Gaspé region of Quebec in September 2003. The goal of these
negotiations is to seek agreement on how existing Aboriginal and treaty rights will be exercised, not
to renegotiate treaties or seek extinguishment of existing treaty and Aborigina rights.

Canada, Nova Scotia and the Mi’kmaqg of Nova Scotia have agreed to enter into a Made-in-Nova
Scotia Process to provide a constructive and practical way forward. This is part of the unique
process set out in the 2002 Umbrella Agreement, which among other things set out an agreement to
resolve outstanding Aboriginal and treaty rights issues through negotiation instead of relying on the
courts or resorting to confrontation. Framework Agreement negotiations which commenced in
November 2003 are progressing well and the parties are optimistic that agreement can be reached.

In PEI and the Gaspé region of Quebec, First Nations have agreed to participate in tripartite
exploratory discussions and in the proposed negotiations. Both provincial governments are in the
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process of clarifying their mandates to participate in these discussions. Tripartite negotiations or
exploratory discussions are expected to begin in each province later this year.

In New Brunswick, technical-level tripartite exploratory discussions began in January, 2004
between the federal and provincial governments and representatives from Mi’kmag and Maliseet
groups. These discussions are providing a valuable opportunity for the parties to raise issues of
concern and to determine if there is enough common ground to warrant negotiations. Aborigina
leadership will be meeting internally to develop a unified approach to the proposed negotiations.
The province has indicated that it will participate in negotiations as well, and once it has a better
sense of First Nations interests relating to the proposed process it will seek a negotiating mandate.
Canada will continue to work with the provincial government and Mi’kmag and Maliseet groupsin
New Brunswick so that negotiations can begin as soon as the other parties are ready.

Challenges, Opportunities and Conclusions

Negotiation is the most practical and constructive means to address treaty obligations, address other
potential Aboriginal rights, and help build a new relationship between governments, Aborigina
peoples and Atlantic Canadians. It's a flexible instrument, allowing the parties to come up with a
plan together for what will be negotiated and how, and it’ s the method advocated by the courts.

The long-term or Marshall process in the Maritime and Gaspé regions is designed to consider issues
of Aborigina and treaty rights with Mi’ kmag and Maliseet groups and establish the foundation of an
ongoing relationship with Aboriginal governments as part of the Canadian federation.

Negotiating treaty rights at the same time as Aboriginal rights creates a special situation unlike any
other found in Canada. There is no model or generic approach to follow on how to proceed in these
negotiations, because this is the only region in Canada where treaty rights coexist with Aboriginal
rights. We will only succeed if there is understanding, good will and cooperation on all sides. We
are designing and implementing a process unigue to the Maritimes and Gaspé; made for the Atlantic
in an effort to integrate discussions on self-government and land with negotiations on treaty and
Aborigina rights. The future of modern treaty-making is being created today, right here in the
Atlantic. After all, as Justice Lamer said in the Delgamuukw decision, “Let us face it, we are all
here to stay.”?

2 Delgamuukw v. BC, (1997) 3 SC.R. 1010, Lamer C.J. at para 186



COMMISSION ON FOLK LAW AND LEGAL
PLURALISM
Mailing List
Updated October 2004

38
9. Membership List

Aalborg, H.

Mr. H. Aalborg
Byvangen 5
Bronshoj

DK-2700 Denmark

hhaalborg@mail.tele.dk

Abel, Richard

Dr. Richard Abel

Professor UCLA Law School
LOS ANGELES, CA

USA 90095-1476

Abel@law.ucla.edu

Adinkrah, K.O.

Mr. K.O. Adinkrah

Senior Lecturer Ghana School of
Law

P.O. Box 179

ACCRA, Ghana

Agersnap, T.

Torben Agersnap

Institute of Organization and
Sociology

Copenhagen Business School
Solbjerg Place 03

DK 2000 Copenhagen F,
Denmark

ta.ioa@cbs.dk

Aleck, Jonathan

Mr. Jonathan Aleck
Representative of Australia
Council of the International Civil
Aviation Organization

999 University Street, Suite 16.15
Montreal, Quebec, Canada H3C
5J9

Australia@icao.int

Alum Jr. R. A.

Prof. Mr. R. A. Alum, Jr.

New Jersey Dept. of Education
P.O. Box 578, Meadowview
Station,

NORTH BERGEN

NJ, USA 07047-3166 0578

ralum@ramapo.edu

Amarasinghe, O.

Oscar Amarasinghe
Department of Agricultural
Economics

Faculty of Agriculture
University of Ruhuna
Mapalana, Kamburupitiya
Sri Lanka

oamarasinghe@yahoo.
com




39
9. Membership List

Ambler, J. John Ambler ambler@care.org
Care International
ASIA UNIT
Thailand

Ammar, N. Ms. N. Ammar Ammarn@Trumbell.Ke

Criminal Justice Studies
Kent State University

4314 Mahoning Ave., N.W.
WARREN, Ohio, USA 44483

nt.edu

Anders, Gerhard

Gerhard Anders
Universitat Zirich
Ethnologisches Seminar
Andreasstr. 15, 5. OG
CH-8050 Oerlikon

anders@access.unizh.
ch

Angelo, A,

Dr. A Angelo, Professor

Faculty of Law, Te Kauhanganui
Tatai Ture

Victoria University, P.O. Box 600
WELLINGTON, New Zealand

tangelo@vuw.ac.nz

Ansari, Ghaus

Mr. Ghaus Ansari
Commission on Urban
Anthropology

Institut fur Volkerkunde
Universitatsstrasse 7
Vienna Austria A-1010

Babich, Irina Ms. Irina Babich babich@bk.ru
Institute of Ethnology &
Anthropology, Russian Academy of
Science
Moscow, Russia
Bach, K. Kirsten Bach kirsten.haugaard.bch@
Centre for Development Research | get2net.dk
GL. Kongevej 5 Kirsten.Bach@cdr.dk
1610 Copenhagen, DENMARK kba@cdr.dk
Baerends, E. Mrs. E. Baerends

Lecturer Faculty of Law,
Rotterdam University
Oude Kijk in 't Jatstraat 26
9712 EK - GRONINGEN
The Netherlands

Basnet, Rupa

Rupa Basnet

King Mahendra Trust for Nature
Conservation (KMTNC)
Jawalakhel, GPO Box 3712
Kathmandu, NEPAL

rupa@mos.com.np
rbasnet@kmtnc.org.np




40
9. Membership List

Bavinck, Maarten

Mr. Maarten Bavinck

Center for Maritime Research
(MARE)

Plantage Muidergracht 4
1018 TV Amsterdam

The Netherlands

mbavinck@siswo.uva.n
[

Baxi, U.

Mr. U. Baxi

Vice-Chancellor, University of Delhi
University Road

DELHI-110007 India

U-Baxi@msn.com

Beamish, C. M.

Mrs. C. M. Beamish
P.O.Box 1437

56 Font Street

SIOUX LOOKOUT
Ontario Canada POV 2T0

Bekker, J.C.

Mr. J.C. Bekker

P.O. Box 504, Factie Glen
Pretoria

South Africa

janbekker@worldonline
.co.za

Bell, D.

Mrs. D. Bell

Women’s Studies Program

The George Washington University
837 22" St, NW

Washington, DC 20052, USA

dbell@gwu.edu

Benda-Beckmann, F. von

Prof. Dr. Franz von Benda-
Beckmann

Max Planck Institute for Social
Anthropology

Postfach 110351

D-06017 Halle, Germany

fbenda@eth.mpg.de

Benda-Beckmann, K. von

Prof. Dr. Keebet von Benda-
Beckmann,

Max Planck Institute for Social
Anthropology

Postfach 110351

D-06017 Halle, Germany

kbenda@eth.mpg.de

Bentzon, A.

Dr. Agnete Weis Bentzon
Institute of Legal Science,
University of Copenhagen
St. Kanikkestraede 18
Copenhagen K

Denmark

agnete.weis.bentzon@j
ur.ku.dk

Bernasor, Sarah S.

Sarah S. Bernasor
37 Lopez Village
Matina

Davao City
Philippines

sarah_bernasor@hotm
ail.com




4
9. Membership List

Bhattarai, Lok Prashad

Lok Prasad Bhattarai

c/o Bhola Bhattarai

Member Secretatry

Federation of Community Forestry
Users, Nepal (FECUFUN), Purano
Baneswor, Kathmandu

G.P.O. 5723

Nepal

Ibhattarai@hotmail.com
Pixel@wlink.com.np
Ibhattarai@enet.com.np

Blundo, Giorgio

SHADYC-EHESS

Centre de la Vicille Charité
2 rue de la Charité

13002 Marseille, France

blundo@ehess.univ-
mrs.fr

Bock, M.

M. Bock

Jr. Los Manzanos 119
San Isidro

Lima, Peru

mbock@ombudsman.g
ob.pe

Bocker, A.G.M.

Ms. A.G.M. Bdcker

Institute for Sociology of Law
Catholic University Nijmegen
P.O. Box 9049

NL-6500 KK NIJMEGEN
The Netherlands

A.Bocker@jur.kun.nl

Boediarto, A.

Mr. A. Boediarto

JI. Cempaka Putih Timur VII-23
JAKARTA

Indonesia 10510

Boelens, R.

Rutgerd Boelens

Wageningen University

Dept. of Environmental Sciences
Irrigation and Water Engineering
Group

Wageningen, The Netherlands

Rutgerd.Boelens@user
s.tct.wag-ur.nl

Brighenti, Andrea

Anrea Brighenti

Via Franz Kafka, 8
38066 Riva del Garda
Italy

brighenti@fildir.unimi.it

Brooker, Douglas

Douglas Brooker

35 Tetherdown
Muswell Hill

N10 1NB London, U.K.

Brunnegger, S.

Sandra Brunnegger
88 Chesterton Road
Cambridge

CB4 1ER, UK

sandrabrunnegger@ya
hoo.com




42
9. Membership List

Bruns, Bryan

Bryan Bruns

C-723 Lanna Condo

38/200 Sukasem Road Soi 2
T. Patan A. Muang

Chiang Mai 50300 THAILAND

BryanBruns@BryanBru
ns.com

Brusina, Olga

Ms. Olga Brusina

Inst. of Ethnology and Anthropology
Leninsky pr. 32-A

MOSCOW, Russia 117334

brusina@iea.ras.ru

Léon Buskens

P.O. Box 363
2300 AJ Leiden
Netherlands

L.P.H.M.Buskens@let.l
eidenuniv.nl

Care, Jennifer Corrin

Jennifer Corrin Care
Senior Lecturer

T.C. Beirne School of Law
University of Queensland
St Lucia, Qld. Australia

j.care@law.ug.edu.au

Carter, G. D.

Mr. G. D. Carter

c/o Maori Land Court,

P. O Box 620
HAMILTON, New Zealand

Castro Lucic, M.

Dr. M. Castro Lucic
Department of Anthropology
University of Chile
CASILLA, Chile 10115

mcastro@abello.dic.uc
hile.cl

Chantrill, Paul

Paul Chantrill

School of Social Work and Applied
Human Sciences

University of Queensland

11 Salisbury Road

Ipswich 4305, QLD, Australia

p.chantril@ug.edu.au

Chapeskie, A.

Mr. A. Chapeskie

The Taiga Institute for Land,
Culture and Economy

Suite A - 150 Main Street South
Kenora, ONTARIO,

Canada, P9N 1S9

achapeskie@taigainstit
ute.org

Chaudhry, Shivani

Shivani Chaudhry

Center for International
Environmental Law (CIEL), 1367,
Connecticut Ave., NW., #300,
Washington, DC - 20009 USA

schaudhry@ciel.org

Chenaut, V.

Mrs. V. Chenaut
CIESAS-Golfo

Avda. Encanto esg. Antonio
Nava, Colonia El Mirador
XALAPA, Ver. México

vchenaut@ciesas_golfo
.edu.mx




43
9. Membership List

Chiang Mai University

Chiang Mai University
Women'’s Studies Centre
Faculty of Social Sciences
Huay Keaw Rd. Chiang Mai,
THAILAND 50200

piyarat@chiangmai.ac.t
h

Chiang Mai University

Chiang Mai University
Regional Centre for Social
Sciences and Sustainable
Development (RCSD)
Faculty of Social Sciences
Huay Keaw Rd. Chiang Mai,
THAILAND 50200

rcsd@soc.cmu.ac.th

Chiang Mai University

Chiang Mai University

Thai University Consortium For
Environment and Development-
Sustainable Land Use and Natural
Resources Management Program
(DMU - TUCED - SLUSE)

Faculty of Social Sciences

Huay Keaw Rd. Chiang Mai,
THAILAND 50200

sluse@soc.emu.ac.th

Conn, Steve

Mr. Steve Conn

P.O. Box 1690
Seward, Alaska, 99664
USA

steveconn@hotmail.co
m

Cérdova, J. P.

Juan Pohlenz Cérdova

Centro de Estudios de Fronteras y
Chicanos A.C.

Privada Cipreses # 3, Col. Los
Alcanfores

San Cristobal de Las Casas, C.P.
29246

Chiapas, México.

pohlenz50@hotmail.co
m

Cottinho, A.

Mr. A. Cottinho

Dept. di Scienze Sociali
Universita di Torino

Via S.Ottavio 20
TORINO, ltaly I-10124

da Luz Asquini, L. Izabel

Mrs. L. Izabel da Luz Asquini
Commisslo Pro-Indio de SOo
Paulo

Rua Ministro Godoy 1484,
SO0 PAULO, SP Brasil 05015

Dascalopoulos-Capetanakis, S.

Mrs. S. Dascalopoulos-Capetanakis
University of the Aegean

30 Voulgaroctonou Str.

ATHENS, Greece 11472




44
9. Membership List

Davis-Stephens, L

Ms. L Davis-Stephens
Colby Community College
1255 South Range
COLBY, KS

USA 67701

linda@katie.colby.cc.ks
.us

de longh, R.

Mr. R. de longh

Dept. of Indonesian and Malayan
Studies

University of Sydney

SYDNEY, NSW

Australia 2006

de Koning, P.

Mr. P. de Koning

Dept. of Socio-Legal Studies, Law
Erasmus University

Postbus 1738 Rotterdam
Netherlands NL-3000 DR

de Langen, Maaike

Maaike de Langen

Van Vollenhoven Instituut
P.O. Box 9520

2300 RA Leiden

The Netherlands

m.s.delangen@Ilaw.leid
enuniv.nl

Demas, J. V.

J. V. Demas

2014 Sherman Avenue
Evanston, IL

U.S.A. 60201-3242

Desfaziendo Entuertos

Desfaziendo Entuertos
Clo Mr. E. Castillo, Editor
Appartado Postal 14-0034
Lima 14, Peru

Dewes, W.

Mr. W. Dewes

Whainiho Developments Ltd.
145 Kawaha Point Road
ROTORUA, New Zealand

whaimutu@whainiho.co
.nz

Dixit, Ajaya Mani

Ajaya Mani Dixit

Nepal Water Conservation
Foundation

P.O. Box 2221
Kathmandu

Nepal

nwcf@wlink.com.np

Dontree, Suthinee

Suthinee Dontree
Department of Geography
Faculty of Social Sciences
Chiang Mai University
Chiang Mai, Thailand 50200

suthinee@soc.cmu.ac.t
h




45
9. Membership List

Droits et Democratie

Droits et Democratie

101, boul. de Maisonneuve Est
Bureau 1100

Montreal, Quebec, H2L 4P9

ichrdd@web.apc.org

Duncan, Nick

University of East Anglia
Norwich NR4 7TJ

n.Duncan@uea.ac.uk

Dupret, B.

Dr. B. Dupret

CEDEJ, Amb. France en Egypte
128 bis, rue de I'Université
F-75351 PARIS 07 SP

France

cedej@idsc.gov.eg

Eberhard, Christoph

Eberhard, Christoph
10, rue Albert Priolet
F-78100 Saint Germain-en-Laye

c.eberhard@free.fr

Effendi, Nursyirwan

Nursyirwan Effendi

Andalas University, Dept. of
Anthropology, Fac. of Social and
Political Science (FISIP)

Kampus Limau Manis, P.O. Box
166

Padang - Sumatera Barat

neffendi_99@yahoo.co
m

Ekanem, John Bosco

Dr. John Bosco Ekanem
St. Mary’s Presbytery
24 Victoria Road
Shifnal, Shropshire
TF11 8AE

England

Erlich, R.

Mr. R. Erlich

Alaska Trial Courts
P.O.Box 317
KOTZEBUE, Alaska
USA 99752

Faedda, Barbara

Ms. Barbara Faedda
Via Massimi 154
00136 Roma, Italy

brblc@libero.it

Falk Moore, Sally

Dr. Sally Falk Moore
Department of Anthropology
Harvard University

348 William James Hall
CAMBRIDGE, MA USA 02138

Moore@wijh.harvard.ed
u




46
9. Membership List

Fianza, Myrthena L.

Myrthena L. Fianza

Mindanao State University
Dept. of Political Science
College of Social Science &
Humanities

Mirami City, PHIL

P.0.Box 5670, lligan City, 9200
Philippines

mlifiaza@eudoramail.co
m

Finkler, Harald

Mr. Harald Finkler

1138 Blasdell Ave.Ottawa,Ontario
K1K OC2

Director Circumpolar Liaison
Directorate

Indian and Northern Affairs Canada
#208- 404 Laurier Avenue, East
Ottawa, Ontario, KIN 6R2

finklerh@inac.gc.ca

Fisiy, C.F.

Dr. C.F. Fisiy

The World Bank
AFTES-Room J3-112
1818 H. Street

N.W. Washington, D.C.
USA 20433

Fitzpatrick, Peter

Mr. Peter Fitzpatrick
School of Law
Birkbeck, Malet Street
London WC1E 7HX

peter.fitzpatrick@clickvi
sion.co.uk

Foblets, M.-C.S.F.G.

Mrs. M.-C.S.F.G. Foblets
Centrum voor Sociale en Culturele
Antropologie

Catholic University Leuven
Tiensestraat 102

B-3000 LEUVEN, Belgium

Marie-
Claire.Foblets@ant.kul
euven.ac.be

Fondahl, G.

Dr. G. Fondahl

Professor, Geography Department
University of Northern British
Columbia

3333 University Way,

Prince George, B.C.

Canada V2N 479

fondahlg@unbc.ca

Fortmann, L.

Dr. Louise P. Fortmann

Dept. of Environmental Studies
University of California

207 Giannini Hall # 3310
BERKELEY, California

USA 94720-3310

fortmann@nature.berke
ley.edu




47
9. Membership List

Foster, Sarah J.

Ms. Sarah J. Foster

Office of the Chief Justice

Navajo Nation

Box 520

WINDOW ROCK, AZ, USA 86515

Fulton, Kathryn

Department of Anthropology -
University of Oregon

718 Quanagh Ct.

Florence, OR 97439

kdiscourse@yahoo.co
m

Galanter, M.

Mr. M. Galanter

Professor, Law School
University of Wisconsin
MADISON, Wis., USA 53706

msgalant@facstaff.wisc
.edu

Ganjanapan, Anan

Dr. Anan Ganjanapan
Department of Sociology
And Anthropology

Faculty of Social Sciences
Chiang Mai University
Chiang Mai, Thailand 50200

Ganjanapan, Santita

Santita Ganjanapan

Chiang Mai University

Faculty of Social Sciences, Dept. of
Geography

Chiang Mai 50200, THAILAND

santita@chiangmai.ac.t
h

Gardella, J.C.

Mr. J.C. Gardella

Faculdad de Derecho,
Universidad Nacional de Rosario,
Cordoba 2020

2000 ROSARIO, Santa Fe,
Argentina

Garrett-Goodyear, H.

Mr. H. Garrett-Goodyear
Dept. of History

Mount Holyoke College
SOUTH HADLEY, MA

hgarrett@mtholyoke.ed
u

USA 01075
Garza, A. M. A. M. Garza annagarza@prodigy.ne
Felipe Flores no. 14 t.mx
San Cristobal das Casas, Chiapas
24200 Mexico
Gautam, M.K. Dr. M.K. Gautam Madan.Gautam@anu.e

Comm. on Museums and Cultural
Heritage

Rijksmuseum voor Volkenkunde
Postbus 212

2300 EA Leiden

Netherlands

du.au




48
9. Membership List

Gay, F.

Ms. F. Gay
Rublevskoye 34-2-388
121609 MOSCOW, Russia

Gentes, Ingo

Ingo Gentes

University of Berlin

Master en Anthropology

Professor at the Universidad
Academia de Humanismo Cristiano
Santiago de Chile

igentes@eclac.cl

Ginn, P.J.

Ms. P.J. Ginn

Department of
Anthropology/Sociology
University of British Columbia
6303 N.W. Marine Drive
VANCOUVER, B.C.

Canada V6T 171

pjginn@unixg.ubc.ca

Glenn, H.P.

Mr. H.P. Glenn

3644 Peel
MONTREAL, Quebec
Canada H3A 1W9

glennp@falaw.lan.mcgil
l.ca

Godoy, Arnaldo

Mr. Arnaldo Godoy

UNOPAR

Rua Dr. Elias Cesar 220/302
Londrina, Parana, Brazil CEP
86015640

larinal@sercomtel.com.
br

Godoy, Larissa

UNOPAR /

University of North Parana
Londrina, BRAZIL

SQSW 304 bloco i apartament 503
Brasilia/DF Brazil CEP 70 673 409

larinalit@hotmail.com

Gonzalez, J.-A.

Dr. J.-A. Gonzalez

Instituto de Investigaciones
Juridicas

04510 Ciudad Universitaria
UNAM, MEXICO D. F.

jagg@servidor.unam.m
X

Gould, Larry

College of Social and Behavioral
Sciences

Northern Arizona University

PO Box 15700, Flagstaff AZ 86011-
5700

Grande, Elisabetta

Mrs. Elisabetta Grande
VIA AIRALI 59 100023 CHIERI
TORINO, ITALY

betta99@hotmail.com

Grant, Peter

Hutchins, Soroka & Grant
900-777 Hornby Street
Vancouver, BC CANADA
V6Z 1S4

pgrant@hsgnativelaw.c
om




49
9. Membership List

Greenhouse, C.J.

Dr. C.J. Greenhouse
Dept. of Anthropology
Indiana University
Student Building
BLOOMINGTON, Indiana

cgreenho@princeton.e
du

USA 47405
Griffiths, Anne Anne Griffiths eusl|18@srv0.law.ed.ac.
Old College uk

University of Edinburgh
School of Law

South Bridge
Edinburgh EH8 9YL
Scotland

Eme.Griffiths@ed.ac.u
k

Griffiths, John

Dr. John Giriffiths

Department of Legal Theory, Law
Faculty

University of Groningen

P.O. Box 716

NL- 9700 AS GRONINGEN,

The Netherlands

j-griffiths@rechten.rug.n
I

Griffiths, C.T.

Mr. C.T. Griffiths

Dept. of Criminology
Simon Fraser University
BURNABY, B.C
Canada V5A 1S6

curt griffiths@sfu.ca

Groves, Robert

The Aboriginal Affairs Group

rkgroves@magma.ca
rkgroves@taag.ca

Guevera-Gil, A.J.

A.J. Guevera-Gil
Los Cisnes 271
Lima 27, PERU

aguevar@pucp.edu.pe

Gupta, Radhika

Radhika Gupta

Winrock International India
7, Poorvi Marg; Vasant Vihar
New Delhi - 110057, INDIA

radhika@winrockindia.o
rg

Gyandoh Jr., S.O.

Mr. S.O. Gyandoh Jr.

School of Law

Temple University

1719 N. Broad Street
PHILIDELPHIA, USA 19122-6098

sgyandoh@vm.temple.
edu

Hainzl, Gehald Waidhausenstraf3e 11/6 Gerald.hainzl@aon.at
A-1140 Vienna
AUSTRIA

Hayden, R.M. Mr. R.M. Hayden rhayden@pitt.edu

Administrator of Justice Program,
University of Pittsburgh

435 Cathedral of Learning
PITTSBURGH, PA USA 15260




50
9. Membership List

Haysom, V.N.G.

Mr. V.N.G. Haysom
195 Fairmont Street
P.O. Box 690
Mahone Bay

Nova Scotia, Canada
B0OJ 2EO

Heise, W.

Mr. W. Heise

Am Rahlfsberg 17
D-30900 Wedemark
Germany

Heiselef@aol.com

Hellum, Anne

Mrs. Anne Hellum
University of Oslo
Department of Public and
International Law
Faculty of Law

Potboks 6706

St. Olavs. Pl.

0130 Oslo

Anne.hellum@jus.uio.n
o]

Helmi

Helmi

Center for Irrigation, Land and
Water Resources, and
Development

Studies,

PSI-SDALP Universitas Anadalas
JI. Musa Enda Kampus Unand, Air

Tawar
Padang, Indonesia

psi-ua@indosat.net.id

Henry, H.

Mr. H. Henrl
Heikelintie 19 A
SF-02700 KAUNIAINEN
Finland

hagen.henry@kolumbu
s.fi

Hertz, E.

Ms. E. Hertz

Institut d’ethnologie
Université de Neuchatel
Rue St-Nicolas 4
CH-2000 Neuchatel
SWITZERLAND

Ellen.Hertz@unine.ch

Heuberger, Valeria

Mrs. Valeria Heuberger
Austrian Institute of East and
South-East European Studies
Josefsplatz 6

VIENNA, Austria A-1010

Valeria.Heuberger@osi
.ac.at

Heymann Ababio, A.M.

Ms. A.M. Heymann Ababio
P. O. Box 251

LEGON - ACCRA

Ghana




51
9. Membership List

Hiatt, Les

Research Section, AIATSIS,
Box 552,
Canberra ACT 2601, Australia.

Les.Hiatt@aiatsis.gov.a
u

Hidayat, Aceng

Griya Indah Raya 29
Kompleks Good Year Sindang
Barang 16610
Bogor-Indonesia.

a.hidayat@gmail.com

Hidayat, Rakhmat

Rakhmat Hidayat

WARSI (Information Conservation
Forum)

JI. Teuku Umar No. 24
RT.09/RW.03 Kel. Pematang
Kandis

Bangko - Jambi - INDONESIA

warsi@jambi.wasantara
.net.id

Hill, Douglas

Douglas Hill

Curtin University of Technology
School of Social Sciences

Wa 6103, AUSTRALIA

hilldo7 @ses.curtin.edu.
au

Hingston, K.

Mr. K. Hingston

Maori Land Court of New Zealand
Private Bag

ROTURUA, New Zealand

Hinz, M.O.

Dr. M.O. Hinz
Private Bag 13301
WINDHOEK
Republic of Namibia

okavango@mweb.com.
na

Hirtz, F.

Mr. F. Hirtz

Dept. of Behavioral Sciences
University of California, Davis
DAVIS, CA, USA 95616

fwhirtz@ucdavis.edu

Hoekema, André J.

Dr. André J. Hoekema
Bickersgracht 220

NL-11013 LH AMSTERDAM,
Netherlands

hoekema@jur.uva.nl

Hoffman, P. T.

Dr. P. T. Hoffman

School of Law

University of Nebraska

P.O. Box 830902

LINCOLN, NE USA 68583-0902

phoffman@unl.edu

Hohenwart-Gerlachstein, A.

A. Hohenwart-Gerlachstein
IUAES Commission on Urgent
Anthropological Research
Institut fur Volkerkunde
Universitatsstrasse 7

Vienna, Austria




52
9. Membership List

Holden, Livia

Emmy Noether - Group
Comparative Microsociology of
Criminal Procedures
Altensteinstr. 2-4

D- 14195 Berlin

Aivilll@yahoo.it

Howard, SacaJawea Qualla

SacaJawea Qualla Howard
750 Hamilton Street
Schenectady, N.Y. 12307
U.S.A.

Huber, S.

S. Huber

0.Z. Achterburgwal 119
Amsterdam, NL-1012 DE
The Netherlands

Huntington, Michael

Sun Moon University

College of Humanities

100 Kalsan-ri, Tangjeong-myun
Asan-si, Chung-nam 336-708
Republic of Korea

michaelh@sunmoon.ac
kr

Ibanga, M.

M. Ibanga

Faculty of Law

University of Calabar

Calabar, Cross River State, Nigeria

Mibanga@unical.anpa.
net.ng

Institut Interculturel de Montreal

Institut Interculturel de Montreal
4917 Rue St.Urbain
MONTREAL, Que

Canada H2T 2W1

info@iim.qc.ca

Irianto, Sulistyowati Laurentia

Laurentia Sulistyowati Irianto
University of Indonesia

Center for Women and Gender
Studies

4™ Floor, Rectorat Building
Salemba Raya No. 4

Jakarta 10430, INDONESIA

yohannes.irianto@roch
e.com
sulis@pacific.net.id

Ismagilova, R.

Dr. R. Ismagilova

Director Department of Ethno-
Cultural Studies

Institute for African Studies
30/1 Spiridonovka Street
MOSCOW, Russia 103001

dir@inafr.msk.su

Itthihirunwong, Pikul

Pikul Itthihirunwong

Department of Political Sciences
Faculty of Social Sciences
Chiang Mai University

Chiang Mai, Thailand 50200

pikul@soc.cmu.ac.th




53
9. Membership List

Jara Gomez, Fabiola

Department of Cultural
Anthropology

Utrecht University
Bovensevenwonden 83

3524 CK Utrecht, NETHERLANDS

flaragomez@fss.uu.nl

Jayawardena, Kishali Pinto

Kishali Pinto Jayawardena
No 12B Sarasavi Gardens
Nawala Road, Nugegoda
Sri Lanka

kasha@slt.lk

Jessep, O.D.

Mr. O.D. Jessep
Dept. of Law

UNSW

P.O. Box 1 Sydney
2052 NSW, Australia

0.jessep@unsw.edu.au

Jha, Nitish

Nitish Jha

International Water Management
Institute (IWMI)

Africa Regional Office

Private Bag X813, Silverton 0127
Pretoria, South Africa

N.JHA@CGIAR.ORG

John, A. G.

A. G. John

Inst. fur Entwicklungsforschung und
-politik

Ruhr Universitat Bochum

Gebaude GB/Universitatsstrasse
150

D-44801 Bochum, Germany

Anja.G.John@Ruhr-
uni-Bochum.de

John, Liangsi Niumai

Liangsi Niumai John
Care-Centre for Environment and
Rural Poor, United Northblock - B
KK Road, ‘A’ - Mao Colony,
Nimapur - 797112

Nagaland, INDIA

ccerp@rediffmail.com

Johnson, Derek

Derek Johnson

Department of Sociology and
Anthropology

University of Guelph

Guelph, Ontario, Canada
N1G 2W1

djohnson@uoguelph.ca

Juan, P.

P. Juan

Calle 28 de Agosto #11

San Christobel de Las Casas
CP 29200 Chiapas, Mexico

Pohlenz@servidor.una
m.mx

Jumpa Pefia, Antonio

Residentie Holleberg
Schapenstraat 37, Bus 1.83
3000 Leuven

BELGIUM

apena@pucp.edu.pe




54
9. Membership List

Jyotishi, Amalendu

Amalendu Jyotishi

Assistant Professor

Gujarat Institute of Development
Research

Gota, Ahmedabad 380 060
Guijarat, India

amalendu@agraffiti.net
amal@gidr.ac.in

Kaiyoorawong, Sayamol

Ms. Syamol Kaiyoorawong
584/31 Soi Yancharoean Asolee-
Dindang Rd.

Din-Dang Bangkok 10310
THAILAND

noksayamol@hotmail.c
om

Kalmirah, Julia

Julia Kalmirah

The Indonesian Biodiversity
Foundation (KEHATI)

Patra Jasa Bldg. 2" Floor, Room 6
-1

JI. Jenderal Gatut Subroto, Kav. 32-
34

Jakarta 12950, INDONESIA

julia@kehati.or.id

Dr. Ellen-Rose Kambel

Brantasgracht 7
1019 RK Amsterdam
The Netherlands

E: ekambel@planet.nl

Kandel, R.F.

R.F. Kandel

Loyola Law School
1441 W. Olympic Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90302
USA

Rkandel@Imulaco.Imu.
edu

Karunaharan, K

K. Karunaharan
Bharathidasan University
Tiruchirapalli, Tamil Nadu
INDIA, Pin 620024

karunaharan66 @rediff
mail.com
karuna@bdu.ernet.in

Kato, T.

Mr. T. Kato

Faculty of Law, Meiji University
1-1, Kanda Surugadai, Chiyoda-Ku
TOKYO 101, Japan

Kearney, John

Center for Community Based
Management

St. Francis Xavier University
P.O. Box 5000

Antigonish, N.S. B2G 2W5
Canada

jkearney@stfx.ca

Khanal, Dil Raj

Dil Raj Khanal

Federation of Community Forest
Users, Nepal (FECOFUN)

Purano Baneshower, Kathamandu,
Post Box No. 8219, Nepal

bram@fecofun.wlink.co
m.np




55
9. Membership List

Khanal, Ram Prasad

Ram Prasad Khanal

Mountain Resources Management
Group (MRMG)

Naxal, Nagpoknari, Kathmandu
P.O. Box No. 4610

Kathmandu, NEPAL

rpkhanal@wlink.com.np

Kitiarsa, Pattana

Pattana Kitiarsa

Suranaree University of Technology
School of General Education,
Institute of Social Technology
University Ave., Muang District,
Nakhon Ratchasima, 30000
THAILAND

pattana@ccs.sut.ac.th

Klep, Katrien Cultural Anthropology k.f.m.klep@fss.uu.nl
Utrecht University k.klep@wanadoo.nl
Bovensevenwonden 83
3524 CK Utrecht, NETHERLANDS

Kludze, A.K.P. Mr. A.K.P. Kludze kludze@camden.rutger

School of Law

Rutgers University

5th & Penn Streets
CAMDEN, N.J., U.S.A. 08102

s.edu

Klutschewsky, Alexej

Bachgasse 12/1/6
1160 Wien
AUSTRIA

albork@web.de

Kojder, A.

Mr. A. Kojder

Faculty of Law

University of Warsaw

ul. Sobieskiego 104/22
00-764 Warsaw, POLAND

andrzej.kojder@mokoto
w.2a.pl

Kondrashova, A.

Ms. A. Kondrashova
Lenin Street 192-47
STAVROPOL, Russia 355004

Kosinsky, Leszek A.

Attn. Leszek A. Kosinsky

Conseil International des Sciences
Sociales

Maison de I'Unesco

1 Rue Miollis

Paris, France 75732

Kovaljashkina, E.

Ms. E. Kovaljashkina
Michurina 61-B, 53 TOMSK
Russia 634063

Kriekhoff, V.

Mr. V. Kriekhoff

Perum dosen Ul no. 99
Ciputat 15419

Selatan JAKARTA, Indonesia




56
9. Membership List

Krjukova, S. Ms. S. Krjukova kriukova@iea.ras.ru
Inst. of Ethnology and Anthropology
Leninsky pr., 32-A
MOSCOW, Russia

Kulcsar, K. Mr. K. Kulcsar

Faculty for Legal and Political
Science

E6tvos Lérand University
Roosevelt tOr 9

H-1051 BUDAPEST V
Hungary

Kumado, C.E.K.

Mr. C.E.K. Kumado
Faculty of Law
University of Ghana
LEGON, Ghana

Kumar, U.

Prof. U. Kumar

Department Head
Department of Private Law
Faculty of Law

University of Lesotho

Roma 180, LESOTHO, Africa

Kuppe, Rene

Dr. Rene Kuppe

Institut fir Recht und Religion
Universitat Wien

Freyung 6/Stg 2/4

A-1010 Wien

Austria

rene.kuppe@univie.ac.
at

Kurian, Matthew

International Water Management
Institute

South East Asia regional office
7" Floor IFRPD Building
Kasetsart University campus,
Bangkok THAILAND

m.kurian@caqiar.org

Kwan, Diana

Indian Claims Commission
P.O. Box 1750 — Stn. B

427 Laurier Ave. W — suite 400
Ottawa, ON K1P 1A2

dkwan@indianclaims.c
a

Kydd, Donna L.

Donna L. Kydd

Barrister & Solicitor

Donna L. Kydd Law Corporation
Suite 220-1505 West Broadway

Vancouver, B.C., Canada, V6J 476

dikydd@kyddlaw.ca

Ladley, A.

Mr. A. Ladley

Faculty of Law

Victoria University of Wellington
P.O. Box 600, WELLINGTON
New Zealand




57
9. Membership List

Laeuger, Victoria A.

Ms. Victoria A. Laeuger
Acquisitions Dept., Law Library
University Wisconsin- Madison
MADISON, WI, USA 53706

Lafargue, Regis

Mr. Regis Lafargue
175, rue du Temple,
75003 Paris France

Landeo, L.

L. Landeo
Av. San Borja Norte 610-503
Lima 41, Peru

llandeo@ombudsman.g
ob.pe

Laudjeng, Hedar

Hedar Laudjeng

YBH Bantaya (Member of HUMA)
Jalan Beringin | No. 10
Kelurahan Nunu — Palu 94222
Sulawesi Tengah, INDONESIA

bantaya@palu.wasanta
ra.net.id

Law Library (Boalt Hall)

Law Library (Boalt Hall)
Acquisition/Serials
University of California
Berkeley, CA 94720-2499
U.S.A.

Law and Society Review

Law and Society Review
Saocial Science Building
University of Wisconsin
Madison, Wisconsin U.S.A.

Le Roy, E.,

Mr. E. Le Roy

Laboratoire d'anthropologie
juridique

Université de Paris 1

14 rue Cujas PARIS
Cedex 05 France F-75231

Laip@univ-parisl.fr
Leroylaj@univ-parisl.fr

Lund, Christian

International Development Studies
Roskilde University
4000 Roskilde, Denmark

clund@ruc.dk

Lynch, Owen J.

Owen J. Lynch

Senior Attorney

Center for International
Environmental Law (CIEL)
1367 Connecticut Avenue
Northwest

Washington, DC 20036 USA

olynch@ciel.org

Maaka, R.C.A.

R.C.A. Maaka

Maori Department

University of Canterbury
CHRIST CHURCH. New Zealand




58
9. Membership List

Maboreke, M.

Ms. M. Maboreke

Faculty of Law

University of Zimbabwe

Box MP 167, Mount Pleasant
HARARE, Zimbabwe

MacNaughton, A.

Mr. Andrew MacNaughton
4-3-201 Miyanomori

3-8 Chuo-ku

Sapporo, JAPAN, 064-0953

amac@gol.com
kaitenman@hotmail.co
m

Madhavan, P. K. S.

Mr. P. K. S. Madhavan
Chairman, Aware

5-9-24/78 Lake Hill Road,
Andhra Pradesh
HYDERABAD-500463, India

Madsen, S. T.

Mr. S. T. Madsen

Strandgade 92, 2 th
COPENHAGEN K, Denmark DK-
1401

stig@nias.ku.dk

Magnarella, P. J.

Mr. P. J. Magnarella

University of Florida

441 Grinter Hall

GAINESVILLE, USA 352 392 6929

Paulmag@anthro.ufl.ed
u

Mahapatra, L. K.

Dr. L. K. Mahapatra
Anthropology Department
UTKAL University

Satyangar 16, BHUBANESWAR-
751007

INDIA
Mairitsch Manuela Manuela Mairitsch A9404121@unet,univie
Schoffelgasse 42/3 .ac.at
1180 Vienna
Austria

Makarabhirom, Pearmsak

Pearmsak Makarabhiron
Kusetsart University

Regional Community Forestry
Training Centre

P.0.Box 1111, Jatujak, Bangkok
10903, THAILAND

ftcpsm@ku.ac.th

Makaramba, R.

Mr. R. Makaramba

Faculty of Law

University of Dar es Salaam
P.O. Box 35093

DAR ES SALAAM, Tanzania

Letizia Mancini

Istituto di Filosofia e Sociologia del
diritto

Via Festa del Perdono 7

20122 Millano (Italya)




59
9. Membership List

McBeath, G.A.

Mr. G.A. McBeath

Dept. of Political Science
University of Alaska
FAIRBANKS, AK

USA 9975

Meinzen-Dick, Ruth

Ms. Ruth Meinzen-Dick
International Food Policy Research
Institute

2033 K Street, N.W.,

Washington, D.C.

U.S.A. 20006

R.Meinzen-
Dick@CGIAR.ORG
R.Meinzen-
Dick@cgnet.com

Menon, Ajit

Ajit Menon

H-17/G-3 Sea Breeze Apartments
Thiruvalluvar Nagar
Thiruvanmiyur

Chennai 600 041

India

jitumenon@yahoo.com

Mensah-Brown, A.K.

Mr. A.K. Mensah-Brown

Land Administration Research
Center

University of Science and
Technology

KUMASI, Ghana

Merry, S.E.

Dr. S.E. Merry

Dept. of Anthropology
Wellesley College

106 Central Street
WELLESLEY, MA 02481
USA

smerry@wellesley.edu

Mishra, Tapan Kumar

Tapan Kumar Mishra

Raja N. L. Khan Woman'’s College
Midnapur; West Berjal INDIA, Pin 7-
21102

mishartapan@hotmail.c
om

Miskova, E.

Ms. Elena Miskova

Inst. of Ethnology and Anthropology
Moscow State University

Leninsky pr., 32-D

MOSCOW, Russia

miskova@iea.ras.ru
elena_miskova@mail.r
u

Moniaga, Sandra

Sandra Moniaga

HUMA

JI. Jatimulya 1V/21

Pasar Minggu, Jakarta 12540
INDONESIA

sandra@nusa.or.id
psdhm@indo.net.id




60
9. Membership List

Morantz, T.

Ms. T. Morantz

Dept. of Anthropology
McGill University

855 Sherbrooke St. West
MONTREAL, Québec
Canada H3A 217

Morantz@leacock.lan.
mcgill.ca

Moreau, A.

A. Moreau

Rua Jacarézinho 147
SOO PAULO 01456-020
Brasil

Mori, M.

Prof. M. Mori

Anthropology, Faculty of Human
Studies

Kyoto Bunkyo University

80 Senzoku, Makishima UJI 611-
0041

Japan

Masamimi@po.kbu.ac.j
p

Morse, B. W.

Dr. B. W. Morse

Faculty of Law

University of Ottawa, 57 Louis
Pasteur Str

OTTAWA, Ontario

Canada, K1N 6N5

b.morse@uottawa.ca

Moti, J.R.

Mr. J.R. Moti

P.O. Box 409
GLEBE, NSW 2037
Australia

Moura, M. M.

Mrs. M. M. Moura

Rua Escobar Ortiz 235
VN Concei¢ldo

04512 SAO PAULO-SP
Brasil 04512

Mukherjee, Pampa

Pampa Mukherjee

Panjab University

Dept. of Political Science, Arts
Block 1V, Panjab University,
Chandigarh - 160014 INDIA

pampa@pu.ae.in

pmk@rediffmail.com

Munoz-Moya, Elvira

Elvira MuCoz Moya

Instituto Internacional de Sociologia
Juridica, International Institute for
the Sociology of Law

Centro de Documentacién, Centre
of Documentation

Apdo. 28

E-20560 OOati (Gipuzkoa) Espalla

elvira@iisj.es




61
9. Membership List

Nam, I. Ms. I. Nam
Internatsionalistow 8, ap. 25
TOMSK
Russia 634057
Nas, P.J.M. Dr. P.J.M. Nas NAS@FSW.leidenuniv.

Secretary-General IUAES
Postbus 9555

2300 RB Leiden
Netherlands

nl

Native Law Centre Library

Native Law Centre Library
University of Saskatchewan

101 Diefenbaker Place
SASKATOON

Saskatchewan Canada S7N OWO0

Neuhaus, Juliane

Juliane Neuhaus
Haberacher

8498 Gibswil-Ried
Schweiz

juleneuhaus@gmx.de

Ngo Youmba, Friede

C/O Langewitz

Sociology Department Research
centre

Feldkamp 100 33699 Bielefeld
Germany

Siri_mart@yahoo.fr

Nhat, Phan Dang

Phan Dang Nhat

Institute of Folklore,

Doctor & Assistant Prof. Science
Director of the Research Center for
supporting the traditional Culture
and Technology

Institute of Folklore

9B Dang Tat, Ba Dinh, Hanoi
Vietham

nhatdang@cinet.netma
n.vn

Nielsen, Hans Chr. Korsholm

Institute of Anthropology
University of Copenhagen
Frederiksholms Kanal 4

1220 Copenhagen K - Denmark

Hc.Nielsen@anth.ku.dk
etnohc@moes.hum.au.
dk

Nielsen, M. O.

Mrs. M. O. Nielsen

Criminal Justice

Northern Arizona University

P.O. Box 15005

FLAGSTAFF, AZ, USA 86011-5005

m.nielsen@nau.edu




62
9. Membership List

Nuijten, Monique

Rural Development Sociology
Landbouw Universitaet
Hollandsewegl — 6706 KN
Wageningen, The Netherlands
Home - Geertebolwerk 33
3511 XA Utrecht

The Netherlands

Monique.nuijten@wur.n
I

Niumai, Liangsi John

Liangsi Niumai John

Project Officer

Care Centre for Environment &
Rural Poor, United North Block-B,
“A” Mao Colony, K.K. Road,
Dimapur — 797 112

Nagaland, India

ccerp@rediffmail.com

Nkwae, Boipuso

Boipuso Nkwae

University of New Brunswick
Dept. of Geodesy and Geomatics
Engineering

P. O. Box 4400, Fredericton,

NB E3B 5A3

Canada

boipuso@unb.ca

Noceti, M. B.

Ms. M. B. Noceti

Pza. Sarmiento No. 5 (19 y 66)
LA PLATA BS.AS.

Argentina CP 1900

Crivos@isis.unlp.edu.ar

Novikova, N.

Mrs. N. Novikova

Inst. of Ethnology and Anthropology
Leninsky pr., 32-A

MOSCOW, Russia 119334

novn@orc.ru

Nuijten, M.

Mrs. M. Nuijten

Department of Rural Development
Sociology

Hollandseweg 1

6706 KN WAGENINGEN

The Netherlands

Monique.Nuijten@wur.
nl

Nurjaya, | Nyoman

Dr. | Nyoman Nurjaya, Sh. Mh.
Brawijaya University

Faculty of Law

Jalan M. Haryono No. 169
Malang 65145, East Java
INDONESIA

nurjayai@yahoo.com
deputi3@menlh.go.id




63
9. Membership List

Oomen, Barbara

Ms. Barbara Oomen

Development Studies

Faculty of Societal and Behavioural
Sciences

Nieuwe Prinsengracht 130

1018 VZ Amsterdam

The Netherlands

B.M.Oomen@uva.nl

Otto, J.M.

Mr. J.M. Otto

Van Vollenhoven Institute for Law,
Governance and Development
P.O. Box 9520

2300 RA Leiden

The Netherlands

Oud, P.

Peter Oud

Peter Oud Film & Photography
Barrnsweg 41

3735 ML Bosch en Duin

The Netherlands

info@peteroud.nl

Pangare, Ganesh

Ganesh Pangare
M-60, 1% Floor, Saket,
New Delhi 110 017
India

pangare@vsnl.com
pangarecmf@yahoo.co
m

Pant, Ruchi

Ruchi Pant

16 Deshbandhu Apartments
Kalkaiji

New Delhi 110019

India

slg_ecoserve@sanchar
net.in
ruchi_kumaon@yahoo.
com

Parthasarathy, D.

D. Parthasarathy

Indian Institute of Technology
Dept. of Humanistics & Social
Science

[IT Bombay, Powai, Mumbai -
400076

INDIA

dp@hss.iitb.ac.in

Patel, R.

Reena Patel

Lecturer in Law
University of Warwick
Coventry CV4 7AL
UK

lasbv@dredd.csv.warwi
ck.ac.uk

Peletz, M.

Mr. M. Peletz

Dept. of Sociology/Anthropology
Colgate University

HAMILTON, NT

USA 13346




64
9. Membership List

People’s Library

People’s Library

Associazione per i Popoli Minacciati
P.O. Box 6282

[-50127 Florence

Italy

Perdana, Wiratraman R. Herlambag

Jalan Ngagel Timur 45 Surabaya
60283
Jawa Timur - Indonesia

rhp_lbh@hotmail.com

Perminov, G.

Prof. G. Perminov
Parkovaya, d. 50, K. 3, Kv. 17
MOSCOW, Russia 105425

Peskov, Vladislav

Association of Nenets People of
"Yasavey"

Rybnikov street 1a, off. 3
Naryan-Mar

Nenets autonomus region, Russian
Federation

e_
mail:vladpskv@mail.ru
, yasavey@atnet.ru
website:
www.raipon.net/yasav

ey

Petersen, H.

Ms. Hanne Petersen

Institute of Legal Science, Section B
University of Copenhagen

Studiestr. 6,

DK-1455 Copenhagen, Denmark

Hanne.Petersen@jur.k
u.dk

Pfaff-Czarnecka, Joanna

Prof. Dr. Joanna Pfaff-Czarnecka
University Bielefeld, Faculty of
Sociology

P.O. Box 100131

33501 Bielefeld, Germany

joanna.pfaff@uni-
bielefeld.de

Phuc, To Xuan

To Xuan Phuc

Center for Agricultural Research and
Environmental Studies

Hanoi Agricultural University,
Vietnam

Hanoi, Vietnam

txphuc2001@yahoo.c
om
cares@hn.vnn.vn

Pinkoski, Marc

1010 Foul Bay Road
Victoria, BC
V8R 4J1

pinkoski@uvic.ca

Pirie, Fernanda

Max Planck Institute for Social
Anthropology

Advokatenveg 36

Halle/Saale D06114 Germany

pirie@eth.mpg.de

Placido, Alex

Attn: Dr. Alex Placido, ETHOS
CEAJ, Faculdad de Derechoy CC.
PP.

Universidad de Lima.

Av. Javier Prado Este S/N
Monterrico, LIMA, Peru




65
9. Membership List

Portier, K.

Dr. K. Portier

Steenstraat 10

MILLINGEN A/D RIJN NL- 6566 AP
The Netherlands

Poudel, Rabi

Rabi Poudel

Institute of Agriculture and Animal
Science

(IAAS), Tribhuvan University,
Rampur

Chitwan, Nepal

rabiss@mail.com.np

Pradhan, R.

Mr. Rajendra Pd Pradhan
ICNEC

GPO Box 10447
KATHMANDU, Nepal

rpradhan@mail.com.n
p

Pradhan, Ujjwal

Ujjwal Pradhan

The Ford Foundation

S. Widjojo Centre, 11th. Floor, JL.
Jend. Sudirman 72, P.O.Box 2030
Jakarta 10020

u.pradhan@fordfound.
org

Preechasilapakul, Somchai

Somchai Preechasilapakul
Dept. of Law

Faculty of Social Sciences
Chiang Mai University
Chiang Mai 50200
Thailand

Prill-Brett, June

Mrs. June Prill-Brett
Cordillera Studies Center
University of the Philippines,
BAGUIO CITY

Philippines 2600

Prillbrett@yahoo.com
noants@mozcom.com

Proulx, Craig

St. Thomas University
Department of Anthropology

51 Dineen Drive Fredericton, NB,
CANADA

E3B 5G3

cproulx@stu.ca

Pue, W.

Mr. W. Pue

Faculty of Law. UBC
1822 East Mall,
VANCOUVER, B.C.
Canada V6T 171

Punjabi, Riyaz

Riyaz Punjabi

International Centre for Peace
Studies

A-39 (1st. Floor)

South Extension - |, New Delhi —
110 049

INDIA




66
9. Membership List

Rahanjo, Diah Y.

Diah Y. Rahanjo

The Ford Foundation - Jakarta
S. Widjoyo Bldg., 11" Floor

JI. Jend. Sudirman Kav. 71
Jakarta — INDONESIA

or: P.O. Box 2030

D.Rahanjo@fordfound
.org

Rajan, J. B.

Dr. J. B. Rajan

Reserch Coordinator

Fisheries Research Cell

PCO Centre, Spencer Junction
Trivandrum-695039, Kerala State
INDIA

jbrajan@yahoo.com

Randeria, Shalini

Shalini Randeria
Universitat Zurich
Ethnologisches Seminar
Andreasstr. 15, 5. OG
CH-8050 Oerlikon

randeria@access.uniz
h.ch

Rasing, W. Mr. W. Rasing
Fleminghstraat 72
NL- 6532 XH NIJMEGEN
The Netherlands

Ray, D.I. Dr. D.l. Ray

Political Science

University of Calgary

2500 University Drive, N.W.
Calgary, Alberta

Canada T2N 1N4

Regairaz, Laura Teves

Laura Teves Regairaz
Laboratorio de Investigaciones
Etnograficas

Universidad Nacional de La Plata
56 Nro. 571 Dpto. 3

(1900) La Plata

Argentina

Iteves@museo.fcnym.
unlp.edu.ar
laurateves@netverk.c
om.ar

Regional Center for
Social Sciences

Regional Center for Social Sciences
and Sustainable

Development

Local Host

Faculty of Social Sciences

Chiang Mai University

Chiang Mai, Thailand 50200

rcsd@soc.cmu.ac.th

Regmi, A.

Amreeta Regmi

Wageningen Agriculture University
A 10/4 Vasant Vihar

New Delhi 110057

INDIA

alcreg@del2.vsnl.net.i
n
amreeta_regmi@hotm
ail.com




67
9. Membership List

Renteln, A. D.

Mrs. Alison D. Renteln

Dept. of Political Science, VKC 327
University of Southern California
LOS ANGELES, CA 90089-0044
USA

arenteln@usc.edu

Reyntjens, F.

Mr. F. Reyntjens

Institute of Development Policy and
Management

University of Antwerp
Middelheimlaan 1

B-2020 ANTWERPEN, Belgium

freyntie@ruca.ua.ac.b
e

Rohrl, V.

Dr. V. Rohrl

College of Arts and Letters
San Diego State University
SAN DIEGO, CA

USA 92182-0377

vrohrl@mail.sdsu.edu

Roth, Dik

Dik Roth

Wageningen University

Dep. Of Social Sciences

Law and Governance Group
Wageningen

Hollandseweg 1 6706 KN
Wageningen, NETHERLANDS

dik roth@planet.nl

Rouland, N.

Mr. N. Rouland

Faculté de Droit d'Aix en Provence
Domaine des Vences, F-13122
VENTABRER

France

rounor@aol.com

Rout, Mr. Satyapirya

Institute for Social and Economic
Change (ISEC)

Nagarbhavi — PO,

Bangalore — 560072,

Karnataka, India

Royal Anthropological Institute

Royal Anthropological Institute
Center for Anthropology

The British Museum

Great Russell Street

London, WC1B 3DG

U.K.

btaplin@thebritishmus
eum.ac.uk

Rubinoff, J.A.

Janet A. Rubinoff

York Center for Asian Research
York University 270 York Lanes
Toronto, Ontario, Canada M3J 1P3
Mailing Address:

92 Maplewood Ave.

Toronto, Ontario, Canada M6C 1J5

janetr@yorku.ca




68
9. Membership List

Sack, P.

Mr. P. Sack, Senior Fellow
Research School of Social Sciences
Australian National University
CANBERRA, ACT 0200, Australia

Saipankaew, Wanaruk

Wanaruk Saipankaew

Chiang Mai University

Faculty of Science, Dept. of Biology
Chiang Mai 50200 THAILAND

wanaruk@chiangmai.
ac.th

Salamone, F.

Mr. F. Salamone

Dept. of Sociology

lona College

NEW ROCHELLE, NY USA 10801

FSalamone@lona.edu

Salazar Barberi, M. C.

M. C. Salazar Barberi
Tornehoj 40
DK-3520 Farum
Denmark

msoby@hotmail.com

Salzman, P.C.

Prof. P.C. Salzman
Department of Anthropology
McGill University

855 Sherbrooke Street West
Montreal, Quebec

Canada H3A 2T7

Sanchez Gomez, F.J.

F.J. Sanchez Gomez

Calle Ninos Heroes #2

San Christobel de Las Casas
Chiapas, Mexico 29200

fisg@servidor.unam.m
X

Schaumburg-Mdller, S.

Sten Schaumburg-Mdller
Associate Professor, Ph.D.
Department of Jurisprudence
School of Law

Aarhus University, Denmark

ssm@jura.au.dk

Schreiner, A.

Mrs. A. Schreiner

Dept. of Sociology of Law, Law
Faculty

University of Amsterdam

P.O. Box 1030

NL-1000 BA AMSTERDAM
The Netherlands

schreiner@jur.uva.nl

Schneider, Peter

Peter Schneider

250 West 82nd Street
New York, N.J. 10024
USA

schneider@fordham.e
du

Schneider, Jane

Jane Schneider

250 West 82nd Street
New York, N.J. 10024
USA

jschneider@gc.cuny.e
du




69
9. Membership List

Schreiber, Dorothee

McGill University — Dept. Of
Anthropology

Room 717 Stephen Leacock
Building

855 Sherbrooke St. W

Montreal QC CANADA H3A 2T7

dkschrei@interchange
.ubc.ca

Schrijnen, C.M. Mr. C.M. Schrijnen
Burgemeester Serrarislaan 19
NL- 4835 LG BREDA
Netherlands
Scoular, J. Jane Scoular jane.scoular@strath.a

Lecturer in Law

Law School

University of Strathclyde
Stenhouse Building, 173 Cathedral
Street,

Glasgow, G4 ORQ, UK

c.uk

Sezgin, Yuksel

Yuksel Sezgin,
11111 NE 12™ St. C209
Belleme, Washington, USA 98004

ysezgin@u.washingto
n.edu

Shakya, Purna Man

Purna Man Shakya

Lecturer

Faculty of Law, Bhrikutimandap
Tribhuvan University

GPO Box 8975EPC439
Kathmandu, Nepal

reliance@wlink.com.n
p

Sharma, Prakash Mani

Prakash Mani Sharma
PRO PUBLIC

P. O. Box 14307
Kathmundu, NEPAL

propublic@wlink.com.
np

Srinivas, Burra

Burra Srinivas

Jawaharlal Nehru University
International Legal Studies Division
Room No. 218-E Mahanadi Hostel
New Delhi - 110067

INDIA

burrasri@hotmail.com
burrasri@rediffmail.co
m

Shukla, Surinder K.

Dr. Surinder K Shukla

# E1/116,Panjab University
Sector 14,Chandigarh- 160014
INDIA

surinderkshukla@hot
mail.com

Sierra, M.T.

Mrs. M.T. Sierra

CIESAS (Centro de Investicaciones
y Estudios Superiores en
Antropologia)

Apdo Postal 22-048, Tlalpan 14000
MEXICO D.F., Mexico

mtsierrac@hotmail.co
m




70
9. Membership List

Silfverberg, K. M.

Ms. K. M. Silfverberg
UM/MOS

Box 176

00161 HELSINKI, Finland

Silva, O. Sampaio

Mr. O. Sampaio Silva
Pacaembu

Rua José de Freitas Guimaraes
328.

01237 SAO PAULO-SP

Brasil

Simarmata, Rikardo

Rikardo Simarmata

Association for Community and
Ecology - Based Legal Reform
(HUMA)

JI. Jatimulya IV No. 21

Jati Padang, Pasar Minggu, Jakarta
Selatan

Jakarta 12540 - INDONESIA

Simbolon, I.

Ms. I. Simbolon

Asian Development Bank

Social Development Specialist

6 ADB Avenue, Mandaluyong City
0401,

P.O. Box 789

0980 Manila, The Philippines

indirasimbolon@adb.o
rg

Singh, Veera Kaul

Veera Kaul Singh

Centre for Environmental Law
WWE- India

172-B, Lodi Estate, New Delhi -
110003, INDIA

veeraksingh@hotmail.
com

Slaats, H.

Mr. H. Slaats

Institute of Folk Law
Catholic University
P.O.Box 9049

NL-6500 KK NIJIMEGEN
The Netherlands

H.Slaats@jur.kun.nl

Smandych, Russell C.

Russell C. Smandych
Department of Sociology
University of Manitoba
Winnipeg, MB

Canada R3T 2N2

rsmandy@Ms.UManit
oba.CA

Smart, Alan

Department of Anthropology
University of Calgary
Calgary, AB T2N 1N4

asmart@ucalgary.ca




71
9. Membership List

Snyder, F.G.

Dr. F.G. Snyder

CERIC

Université d’Aix-Marseille 11|
38 ave. de I'Europe
F-13090 Aix en Provence,
France

francis.snyder@wana
doo.fr

Sodemba, Indra Kumar

Indra Kumar Sodemba
Research Associate

Water Rights Project
FREEDEAL

Anamnagar

GPO Box 6561, Kathmandu
Nepal

indra_sodemba@hotm
ail.com
freed1@freed.wlink.co
m.np

Soehandera, Djaka

Djaka Soehandera

Law Faculty, University of
Pancasila,

Srengseng Sawah, South Jakarta
Indonesia

djakas@centrin.net.id
djakas@hotmail.com

Sono, Miharu

Mr. Miharu Sono
2-32-3-206 Touhoku
Niiza, 352-0001,
Japan

sono@orange.plala.or
Al

Soreng, Siri Ulfsdatter

Norwegian College of Fishery
Science

The University of Tromso
N-9037 Tromso NORWAY

siris@nfh.uit.no

Srinivas, Burra

Burra Srinivas

International Legal Studies Division
Jawaharlal Nehru University

New Delhi

Mailing address:

Room No. 218-E

Mahanadi Hostel

Jawaharlal Nehru University

New Delhi-110067

India

burrasri@hotmail.com
burrasri@rediffmail.co
m

Stewart, F. H.

Mr. F. H. Stewart

Dept. of Islamic and Middle Eastern
Studies

The Hebrew University

Mount Scopus

91 905 Jerusalem

Israel

MSSFRANK@MSCC.
HUJI.AC.IL
FS19@nyu.edu

Stoger-Eising, V.

Ms. V. Stoger-Eising
Blucherstrasse 7
D-80634 MUNCHEN
Germany

Stoeger-
Eising@vka.fak12.uni-
muenchen.de




72
9. Membership List

Stoeltje, B.

Beverly Stoeltje

Assoc. Prof.

Depts. Of Anthropology, Folklore
& Ethnomusicology

Indiana University

Bloomington, IN 47408

USA

stoeltie@indiana.edu

Strickland, R.J.

Dr. R.J. Strickland

Dean of the School of Law
University of Oregon

1221 University of Oregon
EUGENE, OREGON
U.S.A. 97403-1221

Rstrickland@law.uore
gon.edu

Strijbosch, Fons

Dr. Fons Strijbosch

Institute of Folk Law, Catholic
University

P.O.Box 9049

6500 KK NIJMEGEN
Netherlands

F.Strijposch@jur.kun.
nl

Stroup, G.

Mr. G. Stroup

Institute of Social and Cultural
Anthropology

University of Oxford

51 Banbury Road

OXFORD, England OX2 6PE

Struycken, A.V.M.

Dr. A.V.M. Struycken
Faculty of Law
Catholic University
P.0O.Box 9049
NL-6500 KK Nijmegen
Netherlands

t.struycken@jur.kun.nl

Sunderland, E.

Prof. E. Sunderland

President IUAES

University College of North Wales
Bangor, LL57 2DG Gwynnedd
U.K.

Svechnikova, L.

Dr. L. Svechnikova
Dzerginskogo Street 78-4
STAVROPOL, Russia 355004

Svensson, T.G.

Mr. Tom G. Svensson

Dept. and Museum of Anthropology
University of Oslo

Postboks 6762, St. Olavs Plass
N-0130, OSLO, Norway

t.g.svensson@ukm.uio
.no




73
9. Membership List

Tachibama, Masami Mori

Dept. of Anthropology
Faculty of Human Studies
Kyoto Bunkyo University
80 Senzoku, Makishima, Uji
Kyoto 611-0041 Japan

masamimi@po.kbu.ac
p

Thapa, K.B.

Kanak Bikram Thapa
Dean Faculty of Law
Tribhuvan University
Kathmandu, Nepal

Thapa, S.

Sunita Thapa
G.P.O. Box: 8975
EPC 1450
Jawalakhel
Kathmandu, Nepal

icnec@wlink.com.np

Thomson, K. T.

Dr. K. T. Thomson

Reader, School of Industrial
Fisheries

Cochin University of Science and
Technology, Cochin 682 016,
Kerala, INDIA

thomsonkt@rediffmail.
com

Tinh, V.X.

Vuong Xuan Tinh

Institute of Ethnology

27 — Tran Xuan Soan, Hanoi
Vietnam

vxtinh@bdvn.vnd.net

Tishkov, V.

Mr. V. Tishkov

Director

Inst. of Ethnology and Anthropology
Russian Academy of Sciences
32-A, Leninsky Prospect
MOSCOW, Russia 117334

tishkov@iea.ras.ru

Titahelu, Ronald Zelfiahys

Dr. Ronald Zelfiahys Titahelu, Sh,
Ms.

Senior Lecturer

Law School of Sam Ratulangi
University

Manado 95115, North Sulawesi
Indonesia

r_titahelu@yahoo.com

Tokunaga, K.

Mr. K. Tokunaga
Aichi Danchi A2-406
Aza Aichi 123-5
Ginowah-Shi
OKINAWA-Ken
Japan 901-22




74
9. Membership List

Toufique, K.A.

Kazi Ali Toufique

Research Fellow

Bangladesh Institute of
Development Studies

Dhaka, Bangladesh

Mailing Address:

E-17 Agargaon, Sher-e-Bangla
Nagar,

GPO Box 3854, Dhaka 1207,
Bangladesh

lintu@sdnbd.org

Trotha, T. von

Mr. Trutz von Trotha
Fachbereich 1, Soziologie
Universitat Gesamthochschule
Siegen

57068 Siegen
Adolf-Reichwein-Str. 2

samlowitz@soziologie
.uni-siegen.de

Turner, B.

B. Turner

Max Planck Institute for Social
Anthropology

Postfach 110351

D-06017 Halle

Germany

turner@eth.mpg.de

Turner, Simon

Department of Globalisation and
Governance

Danish Institute for International
Studies

Strandgade 56,

DK-1401 Copenhagen K
Denmark

stu@diis.dk

Turton, A.

A. Turton

P.O. Box 302
RANT EN DAL
1751 South Africa

Ubink, Janine

Van Vollenhoven Institute for Law,
Governance and Development
Faculty of Law

Postbus 9520 2300

RA Leiden THE NETHERLANDS

j.ubink@law.leidenuni

v.nl

Udas, P.B.

Pranita Bhushan Udas
P.O. Box 11914
Kathmandu, Nepal

pranitabhushan@hotm
ail.com
pranitabhushan@yaho
o0.com

Ueda, D.

Mr. D. Ueda

Sugiyama Jogakuen University
17-3 Hoshigaoka-Motomachi
Chikusa-ku

Nagoya 464-8662, Japan




75
9. Membership List

Upreti, B.R.

Friends for Peace
117/36 Puja Prathisthan Marg
Baneshwor Height
Kathmandu, Nepal

bishnu.upreti@kcl.ac.
uk
bupreti@ffp.org.np

Urteaga-Crovetto, Patricia

Patricia Urteaga-Crovetto
Los Cisnes 271

Lima 27

Peru

purteaga@pucp.edu.p
e

Uwazie, Ernest

Ernest Uwazie

Center for African Peace & Conflict
Resolution

California State University

6000 J street, Sacramento

CA 95819-6085.

uwazieee@csus.edu

UW Madison

UW Madison
Acquisitions Department
UW Law Library

975 Bascom Mall
Madison, WI 53706
Attn: Carol Kaufman

Valdivia Dounce, Teresa

Mtra. Teresa Valdivia Dounce
Instituto de Investigaciones
Antroplogicas

UNAM Circuito Exteriors/n, Ciudad
Universitaria

Delegacion Coyacan, c. p. 04510
Mexico, D. F.

teresavd@yahoo.com

van den Berg, Jolanda

Jolanda van den Berg
Wageningen University and
Research Centre

Agricultural Economics Research
Institute (LEI)

P.O. Box 29703

2502 LS The Hague

The Netherlands

J.vandenBerg@lei.wa
g-ur.nl

van den Bergh, G.

Professor Dr. G. C. J.J. van den
Bergh

Proosdijweg 1

Nijmegen

Netherlands NL-6525 ET




76
9. Membership List

van de Sandt, J.

J. van de Sandt

Wijttenbachstraat 56-1,

1093 JE, Amsterdam.

Work address: Faculty of Law,
Department of Sociology and
Anthropology of Law, University of
Amsterdam,

P.O. Box 1030, 1000 BA
Amsterdam., The Netherlands

sandt@jur.uva.nl

j-J-vandesandt@uva.nl

van Notten, M.

M. van Notten
P.O. Box 62327
Addis Abeba, Ethiopia

van Rossum, W.

Mr. W. van Rossum

Dept. of Sociology of Law
University of Amsterdam
P.O. Box 1030

1000 BA AMSTERDAM, The
Netherlands

rossum@jur.uva.nl

van Rouveroy van Nieuwaal, E.A.B.

Mr. E.A.B. van Rouveroy van
Nieuwaal

E.A.B.Afrika Studie Centrum
P.O. Box 9555

NL-2300 RB LEIDEN

The Netherlands

Vanderlinden, J.

Dr. J. Vanderlinden
Faculte de droit

University de Moncton
Avenue de I'Université
Moncton, Canada E1A 3E9

Vanderj@umoncton.c
a

Vani, M. S.

M. S. Vani

Development Centre for Alternative
Policies

62 Babar Road

New Delhi 110001

INDIA

vanims2001@yahoo.c
om

Veer, Cor

Cor Veer

Kasetsart University

Regional Community Forestry
Center (RECOFTE)

Box 1111

Bangkok 10903, THAILAND

ftccor@ku.ac.th




77
9. Membership List

De Vries, Pieter

Dept. Of Social Sciences, Rural
Development Sociology
Wageningen University and
Research Centre - Landbouw
Universiteit

Hollandseweg 1

6706 KN Wageningen
NETHERLANDS

Pieter.deVries@wur.nl

Wanitzek, U. Dr. U. Wanitzek Ulrike.Wanitzek@uni-
Institut fUr Afrikastudien bayreuth.de
Universitat Bayreuth
Postfach 101251
D-95540 BAYREUTH, Germany

Warren, C. Dr. Carol Warren c_warren@central.mur

Asian Studies Program
Murdoch University
PERTH WA 6150, Australia

doch.edu.au

Weilenmann, M.

Dr. M. Weilenmann

Buro fur Konfliktforschung
in Entwicklungslandern
Alpenstrasse 25

CH-8803 RUSCHLIKON,
Switzerland

Office for Conflict Research in
developing Countries
Alpenstrasse 25

CH 8803 Riischlikon

drmweilenmann@acc
ess.ch

Westermark, G.

Mr. G. Westermark

Dept. of Anthropology and Sociology
Santa Clara University

SANTA CLARA, USA 95053

gwestermark@scu.ed
u

Wiber, Melanie

Dr. Melanie Wiber

Dept. of Anthropology
University of New Brunswick
P.O. Box 4400
FREDERICTON, N.B.
Canada E3B 5A3

wiber@unb.ca

Wickramasinghe, W.A. Ranjit

292 /D Annasswatta Road
Galahitiyawa, Ganemulla str SRI
LANKA

University of Amsterdam, Centre for
Maritime Research (MARE)
Plantage Muidergracht 4

1018 TV Amsterdam THE
NETHERLANDS

Warwickramasinghe33

@yahoo.com




78
9. Membership List

Willekens, H.

Mr. H. Willekens
Martin-Boyken-Ring 36
31141 Hildesheim
Germany

harry.willekens@t-
online.de

Williams, Chief Judge

Chief Judge Williams
Maori Land Court
Private Bag 2750
Wellington, N.Z.

Wongweerapant, Nittaya

Nittaya Wongweerapant
Sustainable Land Use and Natural
Resource

Management Program (SLUSE)
Faculty of Social Sciences

Chiang Mai, Thailand 50200

Woodman, Gordon

Prof. Dr. Gordon Woodman
Faculty of Law

University of Birmingham

P.O. Box 363, Edgbaston
BIRMINGHAM, England B15 2TT

G.R.Woodman@bham
.ac.uk

Yonariza

Griya Andalas DII/05/01
Perumahan Unand

Ulu Gadut Padang 25231
INDONESIA

psi-ua@indosat.net.id

Zion, James W.

Dr. James W. Zion
Jurisconsult

8126 Camino del Venado
Albuguerque, NM 87120

JZion@aol.com

Zips, W.

W. Zips

Institut flr Ethnologie, Kultur und
Sozialanthropologie

Universitat Wien
Universitatsstrasse 7/4 1010
A-1010 Wien

Austria

werner.zips@univie.ac
at

Znoj, Heinzpeter

Institut fir Ethnologie
Universitat Bern
Langgassstrasse 49a - 3012 Bern

znoj@ethno.unibe.ch

Zwarteveen, M.

Margreet Zwarteveen
Wageningen University

Dep. of Environmental Sciences
Irrigation and Water Engineering
Group

The Netherlands

Margreet.Zwarteveen
@users.tct.wag-ur.nl






