


People draw resources from nature in order to live, but not all a ‘
pogenic modifications of ecosystems necessarily cause degradi : ' ,
For example, land clearing for agriculture can be a problem if nc

lated, but some clearing of undergrowth, for example, is esse _ e
prevent large-scale degradation, such as from large fires. j

Legitimate use of land and resources, through agriculture, anim .
bandry, forestry, fishing or mining, requires possession or use rig
statutory legal framework is part of the institu-tional setting that d
these rights, but is only a part of it. Social norm% alsutgsic-ture  §
thems. Together with legal rules, social norms define who may &
particular resource, the kind of use they can make of it and under what

conditions, and which authorities are responsible for defining andenfti¢ts related to control and use of resources. This objective may

cing these rights. Social norms are not always congruent with writteellale. criteria for maintaining conditions of use, so that the resources

They are often described as ‘informal’ because they are not defimélll pnostide for the livelihoods of future generations. Rural societies have
recognised by it. Yet, they are legitimate for local stake-holders aristdigeally established land tenure rules to preserve certain resources,
more relevant. regulate offtake and organise overlapping and compet-ing uses of the

Land tenure security is an essential condition for the sustainable n¥&8d&€ they control. But these norms inevitably evolve with demographic,
gement of land resources. The ability and incentive of users to impi@figh¢Political and economic changes. They may be called into question

sustainable practices or to invest in actions that reverse land degréfiibRéw pressures and un-certainties emerge, which push people to take
are directly linked to how secure they feel in their access to land. & Short-term perspective. Social norms are often weakened and practices

. . . beﬁome exploitative where long-term considerations no longer prevail.
Land tenure security does not necessarily demand private ownership

of land. Land tenure security is not associated with any particular type

of ownership, whether public, collective or private. It is first ancéfqt%-”ures in land governance are central factors
most a matter for the institutions and governance bodies requ%'sé@ﬁ.lg to land degradation

for guaranteeing the legitimate rights of holders when these rights are

challenged, regardless of their nature. Land degradation occurs mainly in situations where resources are used
without clearly associated rights, and where local authorities are either
not able to regulate use, maintain contradictory regulations, or fail to ar-
bitrate tensions between different land users. Avoiding such degradation
requires that land tenure rules are adapted both to the ecosystem and

Land governance and land degradation: the socio-economic con-text, such that local authorities are capable of
enforcing sustainable practices. These rules must also evolve in order to

key InSIthS Into complex relatlonshlps allow land tenure systems to cope with environmental, economic and de-

1. La_.nd governance is a matter Of_ SOCi{i| and p_0|itiCalographic changes —for example, limiting the access of certain social
relations above all, and secondarily of interactions groups to certain areas and at certain times, or through establishing new

between people and land rules for use of a specific resource.

Land governance organises who has access to resources. These modes
depend on the type of use made of the land (agriculture, pasto‘rgalifw
o}

forestry, etc.), and take the form of a wide range of individual and,co elcj:pden Changes in local land tenure rules lead

tive rights. Land governance may also include rules that specify b§/0W al’r]nd degradatlon

how and when a particular resource may be exploited. Finally, landlassige degradation processes may occur when demographic and com-
nance often combines a range of different customary, administratieectal pressures on land or competing uses increase rapidly. The arrival
project-based authorities. of external economic agents, such as charcoal burners or firms, or the

. . demar\g for access to resources by new generations, may lead to the
Land governance does not necessarily have an environmental puré)ose. S
Ve development or

. S . . . [-yse of woodland, fallow land or pasture. Finally,
main objective is the regulation of social relations and management of | .
conservation projects may also encourage local people to over-use the

surrounding landscape, if land values rise and people suffer eviction.

4. Land degradation can be prevented or reversed if
land governance regimes are deemed socially
legitimate and well adapted to local issues

States and international aid have often undermined local modes of
resource governance, by call-ing for “rational” systems of management
that ignore the specificities of local ecosystems and rules. To avoid the
degradation caused by such lack of understanding and the resulting
conflicts, these states would benefit from recognising the rights that
local societies exert on the resources of their territory, and supporting
negotiated and equitable agreements between all local interest groups.

2.The term "norms" is more generic than "rules". It also includes values, principles, and not only prescriptions or prohibitions.

For example, such local rights can be made evident through agreentients favourcertain uses and users, they inevitably risk to induc

of local conventions, and ensuring the state and its officials rélspeptclusion of others. Disregarding local land rights, even if the

such accords. are “informal” in the eyes of the law, will likely be a source of failur
and potential conflict.

5. Land governance must support the coexistence of
agricultural and pastoral land-use 2. Securing land tenure and promoting investment

Mobility is a key way of regulating pressure on dryland resource:(sj(v)vhri]<91t necessarily entail the formalisation of rights

are variable over space and time. Seasonal mobility is critical for Eagteralliterature and policy documents commonly present the le
production to operate effectively. Pastoralism is not in itself a sofwcmalisation of land rights as a necessary and sufficient condition
degradation, but both agro-pastoralists and pastoralists have foumvgstinent in land rehabilitation and conservation. However, these ce
production systems challenged by continual expansion of cultivatioksmeed more careful examination. On the one hand, many empil
former grazing zones. Herding peoples rarely have formally recegrdgesi show that significant productive investments occur in the
rights. Land rehabilitation and anti-degradation projects must talkdsetace of formal rights (e.g. West African peasant plantation agricultu
account the need to maintain a balance between cultivated and @nazhng other hand, they show that legal formalisation of land rights
areas, ensuring herds can access water and move through the lamid$sayfficient to create the conditions for investment in peasant societie
via recognised pathways or “corridors”. Negotiated grazing agrd@mietsbsence of an accessible credit system, or of a credible just
should be encouraged, where they do not already exist, as well asgsb@ma)lt may also be a source of tension and insecurity, or even
tion bodies to which parties involved in a dispute could have recowselasidn, for certain categories of rights-holders, especially if the ¢
find a fair arbitration. legal framework proposed is based on individual private property.

6. Social tensions linked to land degradation do not

automatically lead to violent conflicts 3. Land rehabilitation depends on building social

consensus at landscape level
Media and political discourse highlights the links between resource de- . S . .
. . . X . é implementation of a land rehabilitation project requires local ne
gradation, land tenure ten-sions and violent conflicts, partlcularl¥.t ose, . . . . . .
. iations to identify the wide range of interests involved, to build comg

between farmers and herders in the Sahel. Increased pressure gn land . ) .
mise and to agree the actions to be undertaken. The fight against la

and the scarcity of resources have led to growing competitioc% or

. qradation is above all the responsibility of local stakeholders wh
control over land. But land tenure tensions do not always lead 1o, . . .
may decide to implement measures that they consider relevant an

violent conflict. The failure of local institutions to prevent and resoly . . . .
. . . o . easible on their private plots, or on their family- and community-owne
such tensions plays a major role in their violent escalation. Moreqvert . e .
L , " ?nds. ey must have the means, technical and material, financial ¢
escalation is not pre-ordaiihédppens as a consequence of political . . . . . .
. . . e e institutional, alongside some certainty about benefiting from the fruits
interests, and inter-ventions by specific intermediaries, sucq as - o o
. .their ef-forts. Landscape rehabilitation cannot rely on individual initiati
warlords and fighters —who usually are external to local somefles—_ S . .
. . . alone: these initiatives must be coordinated at the level of a portior
seeking to profit from violence.

landscape or of a watershed if they are to be ecologi-cally effective.

Any land intervention will generate both economic

Taking local land tenure regimes into accouriihd political challenges

in land rehabilitation actions

Any land intervention redefines, at least partially, the rules of access
Land rehabilitation involves a set of interventions aimed at reygssingre considered legitimate uses. It can prohibit the use of cert
degradation and regenerat-ing soils and vegetation. It requires §aRiohs of land —temporarily or permanently— and thus impact the |
priate land governance, but also specific actions, such as the proieelign of the people who used them. Through investment or plant
of some areas and installation of anti-erosion bunds, tree or pgdg@ntions also change the value of land and thus the competition
plantations, etc. Financed by public and increasingly private fundg figfifol. Identifying these issues is essential for understanding th
interventions have a range of impli-cations. interests of different stakeholder groups, the con-straints the inter

vention is likely to place on them, and for negotiating terms that are

1. Rehabilitation actions take place in areas which ageseptable to the majority.
used and controled, according to given property rights

Actions to combat degradation take place in areas that are subject to
existing rights, even if these are considered “informal” or illegal from the
State’s point of view. One cannot reforest or carry out anti-erosion works
in a given area without taking into account existing land rights, the
stake-holders who have access to such resources, and those who control
this access. For example, not everyone is allowed to plant trees or build
anti-erosion bunds on the land they are using: local norms normally
consider such long-term investments in land to be a means of asserting
rights over the land, appropriating it and consequently excluding other
rights-holders. Such investments are thus often forbidden to women,
socially disadvantaged groups, tenants or land borrowers.-When inter



