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Introduction

　　One　of　the　explicit　things　emerging　from　two　decades　of　debate　is　that　successfUl　nature　conservation　would　be　determined　on

the　local　community’s　participation．　Empowerment，　endogenous　development，　rapid　rural　appraisal，　and　self：reliance　number

among　the　many　development　advocates，　including　community－based　conservation（CBC）（Chambers　1994，　Mangaraj°2000－

2001，Nel　et　a1．2000，　Little　l　994）．The　approaches　asserted　to　redirect　development　because　top－down　approaches　were　flawed

by　not　trickling　down　any　assumed　social　prosperity　effect，　but　inevitably　creating　poverty　and　environmental　degradation　among

the　other　development　failures　highlighted　in　the　last　millennium（Korten　l　990）．The　failUres　attribute　to　the　exclusion　of　the

local　communities　who　are　directly　involved　in　the　control　of　the　resources．

　　Parallel　to　this　view　is　the　perceived　factors　and　consequences　of　mangrove　degradation，　leading　recently　to　its　preservation．

Boon（2001）suggests　that　the　problem　in　assessing　the　costs　of　mangrove　damages　is　difficult　because　the　consequences　are　often

geographically　and　socially　remote丘om　the　places　where　the　decisions　are　made　and　the　environmental　interventions　take　place．

Hence，　development　strategies　encouraging　mangrove　destruction　through　reclamation　enhances　poverty　among　those　who

directly　subsist　upon　the　mangrove　resources．

　　Although，　there　are　controversies　in　the　power　exerted　over　the　control　of　resources，　in　the　Samoan　islands　a　hierarchy　of　chief

（mαtαのsystem　still　controls　about　eighty　percent　of　land　via　customary　ownership，　including　mangrove　areas．　Therefbre，10ng－

term　survival　of　conservation　pr（）j　ects　may　be　uncertain，　when　families　face　a　dilemma　in　an　attempt　to　maintain　conservation

aims　fbr　mangrove　biodiversity　as　opposed　to　the　daily　socio－economic　sustainability　of　the　villagers　whose　livelihood　also

depends　on　the　mangrove　resources．　It　is　indispensable　to　clarifンcommunity－based　participation　and　conservation，　along　with　its

spatial　development，　befbre　detailing　the　mangroves’CBC　pr（）ject　in　Samoa．

Community－Based　Participation　and　Conservation

　　Community－based　participation　is　defined　as　the“organized　efforts　to　increase　control　over　resources”by　Pearse＆Stiefel

（1979），and　Paul（1987）in　Little（1994）．Therefbre，　locals　should　direct　and　execute　any　development　pr（）j　ect　that　intends　to

enhance　their　well－being　in　terms　of　income，　personal　growth，　selfreliance　or　other　values　they　cherish．　This　was　observed　as　to

the　community－based　participation　bee－keeping　efforts　in　Zimbabwe（Nel　et　al．2000）．

　　Over　the　past　decade，　CBC　also　became　fashionable　as　it　spread　globally　through　the　management　of　natural　fbrests　in

Zimbabwe，　Costa　Rica，　Nepal，　and　Australia（Donovan　l　994，　Hill＆Press　l　994，　Metcalfe　l　994，　Wells　l　994）．Although　CBC　is

viewed　as　a　new　paradigm　in　human－environment　relationships　of　this　era，　Little（1994）argued　that　community　or　indigenous

control　over　resources　had　been　intact　in　many　traditional　Oceanic　societies　as　in　Micronesia（Johannes　l　982），Samoa（Cox＆

Elmqvist　l　991），and　Papua　New　Guinea（Pearl　l　994）．

　　Particular　reference　to　mangroves　indicated　that　community　effort　to　restore　them　has　advanced　in　Asia（Hong　et　al，1996）．

However，　mangrove’s　CBC　had　been　studied　limitedly　in　Samoa，　excepting，　brief　references　made　in　Boon（2001）．Hence，　the

attempt　of　this　paper　is　to　examine　a　case　in　Sa　’anapu　and　Sataoa　villages，　as　the　first　trial　in　Samoa　as　illustrated　in　Figure　l

（Tiatia　200　1　，　pers．　eomm．）．This　paper　will　trace　the　factors　that　prompted　a　CBC　pr（）j　ect　in　this　area，　and　discuss　the　communi－

ty　attitudes　toward　the　pr（）j　ect，
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Establishing　a　Community－Based　Project　in　Samoa

　　The　CBC　project　initiative　enabled　local　communities　like　those　in　Samoa　to　partake　in　mangrove　conservation，　thus　protecting

its　biodiversity．　The　idea　was　influenced　by　the“Earth　Summit”held　in　Rio　de　Janeiro，　June　1992．　Commitments　to　support　this

trickled　down　to　the　local　levels。

Internationatわiod’versゴty　convention

　　Community－based　programme　began　as　a　commitment　to　save　the　world’s　mangrove　ecosystems　emphasized　in　the“Earth

Summit”．Nine　months　afしer　the　convention，　Samoa　Govemment　developed　an　interest　in　being　a　Party　to　three　environmental

treaties，　including　the　Convention　on　Biological　Diversity（CBD）．The　absence　of　an　intemational　organization　dealing　with　the

preservation　of　genetic　diversity　to　a　large　extent　provided　the　impetus　to　adopt　the　CBD　toward　mangrove　preservation　in　Samoa

（Peteru　l　993：65）．To　pursue　this，　the　Summit　called　upon　the　developed　and　developing　nations　to　cooperate　in　overcoming

poverty　and　land　degradation，　thus　protecting　natural　habitats　including　mangrove’s　biodiversity　to　support　a　healthy　environment

toward　sustainable　development．　In　effect，　developed　countries　poured　fUnding　to　various　environmental　institutions1）through

grants，　which　assisted　the　establishment　of　the　South　Pacific　Biodiversity　Conservation　Pr（）ject（SPBCP）1ed　by　the　Department

of　Environment　and　Conservation（DEC）of　Samoa’s　Department　of　Lands，　Survey　and　Environment（DLSE）（SPBCP　l　993）．

ハlationat　CO〃Z〃lit〃3ent

　　As　a　concomitant　to　saving　the　environment，　Samoa　had　its　own　national　strategy　plan，　a　vision　that　socia1，　cultura1，　and　envi－

ronmental　values　should　be　incorporated　into　various　policy　refbrms　to　improve　socio－economic　conditions（GOS　l　998：4）．

However，　even　with　a　low　population　growth　rate　of　O．7％due　to　emigration，　Samoa　has　experienced　environmental　degradation．

Two　devastat壼ng　cyclones　in　the　l　990s，　coupled　with　the　taro　blight，　and　alarming　environmental　issues，　including　mangrove

defbrestation　through　reclamation　fbr　urban　infrastructures　and　rubbish　dumping，　resulted　in　severe　biodiversity　loss　and　socio－

economic　decline　of　the　country（Taule’alo董993）．Since　seventy　to　eighty　percent　of　Samoans　rely　on　marine　protein　fbr　their

daily　diet，　overfishing　and　mangrove　destruction　have　already　caused　a　rapid　decrease　ofmarine　resources　frorri　the　urban　Vaiusu

Bay（Zann　l　991）．In　effect，　the　DEC　created　the　SPBCP　to　preserve　the　remaining　mangrove　areas　with　a（ljoining　coral　reefs，

which　are　less　abundant　than　other　Pacific　Islands．

Locat　CO〃Z〃li広〃lent

　　Prior　to　this　commitment，　moves　fbr　fbrest　protection　had　progressed．　In　comprehensive　inventory　reports　by　Park　et　al．

（1992）and　Pearsall＆Whistler（1991），Sa’anapu　and　Sataoa　mangrove　was　earmarked　as　one　of　the　important　sites　to　be　con－

served．　The　CBC　Area　Pr（）ject　concept　was　coined　in　l　994　by　the　DEC，　whose　overall　aim　was，‘to　conserve彦he　bio（iiversity
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（SPBCP　l993：2）．

Sa塵anapu－Sataoa　Community－Based　Consenlation　Area

　　Sa’anapu　and　Sataoa　villages　are　located　in　Upolu’s　southern　coast　and　75　hectares　ofmangroves　demarcated　for　the　CBC　pr（’j－

ect　lie　within　the　vicinity　of　the　villages（Figure　2）．Three　factors　led　to　the　prioritization　ofthis　site　for　conservation．
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Figure　2：Sa’anapu　and　Sataoa　village　mangrove　and　proposed　rainfbrest　CBC　site

Source∴A（tapted　from　SPB　CP（1993）．Contours　were〃zαrked　from　T（～pogr｛zphic　Map　2000，

Sαmoα一σπ加olu・WesちApiα，　Sαmoα』LSE

　　First，　Sぬnapu－Sataoa　mangrove　is　one　of　the　five　most　threatened　coastal　lowland　ecosystems．　Globally，　the　two　maj　or　man－

9，・ve・peci…fS・m・a，　th・B・㎎磁α卿η・・而・α（‘㎎・’α脚・th・m・1・m・ngr・v・）・nd　th・Rhi・・ph・・a　m・ng1・（t・g・

fafihe・・th・f・m・1・m・ng・・v・），・・e・ank・d・・th・4th　m・・t・nd・ng・・ed・nd・a・e・peci・・1・b・1・d・・G4・0・S・m・an　l・・al　b・・i・・

2nd　or　82．　The　continuous　decline　of　mangrove　fbrest，　fish　resources　and　biodiversity　throughout　Samoa　meant　a　rising　value　of

this　site　fbr　conservation，　A　diversified　plant　species　app弓nded　in　SPBCP（1993）also　gave　rise　to　the　importance　of　protecting

the　areas’biodiversity，　For　these　reasons，　Park　et　al．（1992）declared　Sa’anapu－Sataoa　mangrove　as　one　of　the　fburteen　key　low－

land　sites　of　natural　ecological　significance　to　be　conserved．

　　Second，　mangroves　have　a　key　role　to　sustain　lagoon　fisheries　on　which　coastal　villagers　depend，　as　manifested　by　Taule’alo

（1993），Thaman（1993）and　Boon（2001）on　mangrove　biodiversity’s　role　in　providing　medicine，　ailment，　and　other　products　fbr
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the　locals’　cultUral　festivities．　This　provided　an　opportunity　to　link　ecosystem　conservation　with　sustainable　development　in　sup－

port　ofthe　Summit’s　themes．

　　Third，　the　villagers　involved　made　a　commitment　to　conservation，　increasing　the　likelihood　of　the　project’s　success．

Considering　the　fact　that　mangroves　are　located　on　the　cμstomary　land，　DEC　had　to　make　negotiations2）with　the　locals　to　gain

their　conservation　efforts．　Following　are　the　locals’efforts　and　concerns　of　the　mangrove’s　CBC　pr（）j　ect．

Participation　Efforts　and　Concerns　of　the　Mangrovesl　CBC　Project

The　f　rst　field　observations　and　casual　interviews　began　in　December　1995　to　ten　locals　who　were　mainiy　fishermen　and　farm－

ers　of　Sa’anapu　and　Sataoa．3）Afbllow　up　investigation　on　the　locals’participation　efforts　and　concerns　of　the　mangrove’s　CBC

pr（）J°ect　was　conducted　in　December　2001　and　July　2002，　with　not　only　the　initial　contacts　but　also　CBC　pr（）ject　implementation

・伍・i・1・（T・b1・1）．Th・q…i・・i・・1・d・d・P・n－end・d　q…ti・n・・n・i）h・w　th・p・・ject・w・・i・t・・duced・nd　impl・m・nt・d，　ii）it、

advantages　and　disadvantages，　and　iii）the　concerns　emerging　from　the　pr（）j　ect．　Through　the　interviews　it　was　indicated　that　the

efforts　to　support　the　CBC　pr（）ject　were　conducted　by　the　villages’top　chiefs　who　established　the　Tourism　Management

Committee（TMC）in　cooperation　with　the　CBC　pr（）j　ect　officials．　By　this　time，　some　local　family－based　enterprises　had　flour－

ished，　as　evident　by　the　new　occupational　status　portrayed　in　Table　l．

Table　1：Characteristics　of　the　respondents　before　and　after　the　Sa’anapu－Sataoa　mangrove’s　CBC　prq’ect　was

established　in　l　995

Respondent　Sex 　　　Occupation　status

Pre－CBC　　　Post－CBC
Sa’anapu I

II

III

夏V

V

MMFFM

Pn，　Fs，　Fm　　　TMC

Fs，　Fm　　　　　PM，　IO，　EG，　CG

Hw，　Sg，　W，　H，し

Hw，　Sg，　W，　H，　L

Fs，　Fm　　　　　EG

Sataoa Vl

VII

VIIl

IX

X

MFFMM

Fs，　Fm

Hw，　L

Hw，　H，　W，　L

Fs，　Fm

Fs，　Flh

PoS，　EG，10

Store　ProPrietor

BFP，　Pp

EG．CG
Othθrs

DEC　representative

SPREP　re　resentative

ー四皿XX MM

SPREP

CAsoi）

SPREP

Source．・Field　survept　in　Dece〃めεr　1995，　and　f（）llow　up　in　2001　an（i　2002．

Pn－Pulenu　’u（mayor）；Fs－Fisherman；Fm－Farmer；Hw－Housewife；Sg－Shellfish　gathering；W－Weaving行ne－

mats，　hats，　fans，　etc．；H－Handicraft，　L－Lei　making，　TMC－Tour　Management　Committee；PM－Pr（）j　ect　Manager；

10－Information　Officer；EG－Eco－tour　Guide；CG－Canoe　Guide；PoS－Principal　of　Schoo1（Wesley　College）

Schoo1；BFP－Beach　fale　Proprietor；Pp－Pot　plant；CASO－Conservation　Area　Support　Officer

Note：

1）CASO　had　two　officers　in　succession　and　the　author　interviewed　both，　the　recent　one　being　Iteli　Tiatia．

　　Recognizing　the　importance　of　mangroves　for　both　their　livelihoed　and　the　environment，　the　village　council　of　the　two　villages

called　upon　their　chiefs　fbr　a　meeting　to　establish　rules　and　sanctions　regarding　the　sustainable　uses　of　the　mangroves－related

products」n　effect，　regulations　set　required　the　locals　to　prohibit　the　catch－and－sale　of　young　crabs，　fishes　and　other　marine　ani－

mals．　To　reinfbrce　this，　an　appointed　chief　watches　and　accuses　anyone　who　breaches　this　rule　to　the　village　council．　Ifcaught，　a
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行ne　will　be　imposed　upon　one’s　family　through　money，　fine　mats，　livestock，　tin一行sh　cartons，　or　other　form　of　payments　deter－

mined　by　the　council．　In　case　ofrepeated　offence　the　relatives　will　also　be　fined，　and　this　assures　the　effectiveness　ofthe　pr（）ject．

　　There　are　other　cooperative　effbrts。　Since　the　establishment　ofthe　mangrove’s　CBC　area，　fbreign　tourists　have　been　attracted　to

the　area，　giving　multiplying　effect　on　some　locals．　Villagers，　fbr　instance，　have　built　a　traditional　thatched　house（fale）as　the

Infbrmation　Center，　which　has　been　run　by　a　manager　and　an　information　officer　appointed　by　the　council．　As　explicit　in　Table　l，

some　ofthe　respondents，　who　had　been　originally　fishermen　and　farmers　usual　in　Sa’anapu，　became　TMC　members　to　administer

the　CBC　pr（）ject．　Others　became　the　pr（）j　ect　managers　and／or　infbrmation　officers，　ecotour　and　canoe　guides．　On　the　tourists’

request，　the　knowledgeable　local　ecotour　guide　takes　them　on　a　canoe　tour　fbr　sightseeing　and　investigation　of　various　species

living　in　mangrove　swamps．　According　to　the　villagers，　up　to　now，　there　is　an　average　of　three　to　fbur　visitors　per　week　to　the　CBC

area．

　　Along　with　the　canoe　tour　service，　trail　walks　have　been　designed　and　operated．　Other　locals　are　trying　to　become　proprietors

ofgeneral　store　and　private　traditional　beach　fale，4）as　illustrated　by　the　secondary　occupational　status　of　the　two　Sataoan　women

respondents　in　Table　l．Some　have　made　souvenir　textiles　and　handicrafts　available　for　the　tourists．　These　services　have　yielded

additional　income　that　contributes　toward　the　Common　Fund（CF）fbr　each　of　the　local　communities’touri　sm　business．　As　shown

in　Table　2a，　if　two　visitors　pay　ST＄37（US＄11．21）each　to　visit　the　Sataoa　mangrove，10％of　its　total　will　be　allocated　to　the

tourist　firm　who　promoted　the　area　fbr　tourism，　while　the　rest　of　the　amount　is　added　to　the　community’s　revenue．　This　is　to　be

paid　to　the　proj　ect　manager　on　term　basis　agreed　by　the　village　council　as　within　every　three　months　in　the　case　of　the　Sa’anapu’s

pr（）ject　manager，　and　on　a　daily　basis　to　the　guide，　canoe　owners（ST＄8＝US＄2．42　as　in　1995），and　fbr　the　coconuts　cultivated　fbr

the　tourists’beverage．　The　rest　is　fbr　the　CF　and　the　Sataoa　community　tourism　business．　According　to　the　local　mayors　and　CBC

pr（）j　ect　managers，　ifthey　obtain　more　fUnds　in　the　future，　there　is　a　long－teml　plan　to　renovate　the　village　schools．

　　　　　　　　　　Table　2

　　　　　　　　　　a）Example　oftour　costing　allocation　to　the　Sa’anapu－Sataoa　mangrove’sCBC　area

　　　　　　　　　　Source’　Terrα　Firmα　（1999’　11，

　　　　　　　　　　b）Family－based　beach　fale　revenue　allocation　to　the　Sataoa　mangrove’s　CBC　area

　　　　　　　　　　Source．・Sαtαoα　Femαle　Respondent　VZ11α8　in　Table　1，　July　2002，　Sαtαoα．

19951 10％goes　to　Tour　Agent　who　sells　the　tour

1f　two　tourists　do ST＄7．40（oommisslon）

酌θσヨ〃oθ加〃・ヨf ST＄66．60　goes　to　Sataoa　community　tourism　business

5冶亡ヨ04〃7θ燈β〃oα〃 ST＄18ecotour　guide

伽〃70ηθy80ク ST＄80anoe　owner

ST＄8　Sataoa　CF

57「∫37κ2亡o〃7曾亡5 ST＄8　Sa’anapu　CF

ST＄74 ST＄2　coconuts

The　rest－ST＄22．60　is　revenue　for　the　Sataoa　community

tourism　business　of　which　10％of　ST＄66．60（＄6．60）is　paid

to　the　Prqject　manager（on　term　basis　agreed　by　the

village　council）

1998 ST＄50．00ρθr〃4gカ2 ST＄5　ecotour　　ide

ST＄15canoe　owner
ST＄30．00　is　revenue　for　beach商必proprietor

伽θ加ルθ酌胆θ〃7θヨなoooo〃〃f伽編加蜘
∂〃ゴ〃705σ碗o〃θが

Notes：

ST　Sαmoαn　tα1αCF　Common　fund

1）Initial　costing　when　the　pr（）ject　was　proposed　and　operated　in　l　995

2）Reported　costing　based　on　a　fbllow　up　to　Sataoa，　July　2002．

　　As　for　the　family－based　enterprises，　an　average　ofone　tourist　per　fortnight　accommodates　the　beach　fales．　For　the　families，　the

amount　of　ST＄50（US＄15．15）per　night　accommodation，　ST＄5（US＄1．51）is　allocated　to　the　ecotour　guide　and　ST＄15（US＄4．54）

to　the　canoe　owner，　while　the　rest　is　their　revenue（Table　2b）。The　up－going　socio－economic　status　of　some　villagers　illustrate

their　potential　to　be　involved　in　another　area　of　employment　other　than　a　fi　sherman，　farner　or　a　chiefs　wife．　Another　village　proj一
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ect　has　been　established　where　the　mullet　is　farmed　and　then　thrown　back　into　the　sea　for　their　consumption．　In　these　cases，　the

mangrove’s　CBC　scheme　has　proven　to　possess　a　myriad　ofsocio－economic　benefits．

　　On　the　contrary，　uncertainty　and　misunderstandings　also　arise　amongst　other　chiefs．　Some　locals　doubted　the　CBC　pr（）j　ect，

since　they　believe　it　was　discouraging　that　the　shellfish，　crab　and　fin－fish　fishing　and　lei　making　utilized　from　mangrove　products

were　to　be　ceased．　Other　negated　attitudes　stemmed　fヒom　misconceptions　that　moneys　offered　in　the　pr（）ject　negotiations　were

unequally　distributed　and　shared　amongst　a　few　high　chiefs．　Also，　dwellers　are　prohibited　fヒom　subsist｛ng　on　mangrove　marine

products　fbr　daily　consumption　and　income，　but　asked　to　proceed　only　once　a　week　or　fbrtnightly　to　preserve　the　mangroves　and

its　products　in　the　area．

　　For　those　who　have　become　private　beach　fale　proprietors，　tourists’occupancy　is　quite　low．　According　to　a　respondent，　cur－

rently，　there　is　two　to　three　guests’occupancy　per　month　on　the　average．　However，　it　takes　two　or　three　months　befbre　the　next

tourist　comes，　since　only　those　with　mangrove　research　interests　are　attracted　to　the　site．　Low　fヤequency「of　occupancy　rates　wilI

discourage　the　locals’interests，　which　is　a　potential　obstacle　to　the　long－term　survival　of　the　mangrove’s　CBC　pr（）ject．

　　Moreover，　not　all　locals　became　proprietors　as　exempli∬ed　by　only　two　women　respondents　in　Table　l．Many　subsist　daily　on

fin－fish，　and　occasionally　on　shellfish　and　crabs　fbr　consumption　and　cash．　Some　collect　firewood　fbr　domestic　cooking，　too．

Since　the　prohibition，　community　members　had　improvised　by　clearing　inland　fbrests　on　their　customary　land　situated　away　fヒom

the　coast，　in　order　to　cultivate　banana，　coconut，　yam，　taro　and　other　agricultural　crops　fbr　consumption　and　cash（Boon　2001）．

These　families　argue　that，　crops　take　about　six　months　to　harvest　and　cannot　meet　their　daily　needs、　For　these　reasons，　not　all

community　members　supPort　the　conservation　pr（）ject．　So　far，　there　is　ambivalence　in　the　justification　of　the　conservation　pro－

gramme　when　basic　needs　cannot　be　satisfied　within　such　circumstances．

Conclusion

　　In　Samoa，　networking　with　extemal　bodies　to　pursue　CBC　within，　fbr，　and　by　the　community　is　a　recent　phenomenon．　Its　pop－

ularity　within　the　last　decade　is　highlighted　by　the　proliferation　ofdeclared　reserves，　Iocal　based　beach　fales，　mangrove　rainfbrest

visits　ranging　f卜om　forest　trekking　to　swamp　canoeing　in　mangrove　reserves．　Although，　CBC　was　initiated　as　an　ongoing　SPBCP

towards　mangrove　ecosystems，　local　communities　are　becoming　the　pr（）ject　beneficiaries．　The　CBC　approach　is　also　appropriate

given　that　Samoa　i　s　not　wel1－endowed　with　mangroves　which　are　regarded　eriticαlly　threαtened．

　　While　mangrove　conservation　is　important　fbr　long－term　biodiversity　goals，　daily　livelihood　of　the　local　dwellers　should　also

be　considered．　Otherwise，　there　is　a　danger　ofthe　scheme　to　be　short－lived　and　ironically　defeating　its　sustainable　purpose．　If　this

will　be　the　case，　CBC　is　potentially　flawed　and　remains　controversial．
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Notes

1）For　instance，　the　Overseas　Development　Assistance，　through　the　Global　Environment　Facility，　provides　fUnds　to　set　up　bio－

diversity　status　databases．　The　South　Pacific　Regional　Environment　Programme　located　in　Apia，　the　capital　of　Samoa，　manages

these，　which　are　transmitted　through　the　United　Nation　Development　Programme　and　Australia　International　Development

Assistance　Bureau，　befbre　distributing　to　the　local　institutions．　About　5　million　dollars　were　provided　to　establish　South　Pacific

Biodiversity　Conservation　programmes（SPBCP　l　993）．

2）This　was　through　a　f珍fa’αtαuα　’igα（trading）and　feu彦αgα’igα（negotiation）process　whereby　the　DEC　approached　the

Village　Counci1（Fono）to　trade　the　mangroves　fbr　preservation，　while　they　assisted　the　communities　initially　through　ginger

farming．　Although，　it　was　impermanent，　other　measures　were　developed　such　as　technical　training　of　some　locals　to　become　pr（’j－

ect　managers，　ecotour　guides，　and　family－based　tourist　entrepreneurs．　The　Fono　is　the　supreme　decision－making　body　in　the　vil－

1age　and　there　is　a　separate　one　fbr　each　of　the　villages　concemed（Tiatia　2001　pers．　comm．）．

3＞Refer　to　an　earlier　study　by　the　author－Boon’s（2001）paper　on‘‘A　socio－economic　anαlysis　of　mαngrove　degrαdation

in　8α〃ZOα．　

4）According　to　a　Sataoa　respondent，　her　traditional　beach　faleS　are　reported　in　the　Lonely　Plαnet　book　series　on　Samoa：

Lαnu量8　beαcん駕ε8．　When　her　family　built　the　fales　in　l　995，0vernight　charge　was　ST＄37（US＄11．21）．From　l　998，　it　was

raised　to　ST＄50．00（US＄15．15）including　three　meals（Table　2b）．In　Sa’anapu　there　isハ4αnuiα　’s　beαch　fbles．
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サモアにおける地域に根差したマングローブ林の保全

ブーン・ジュリエット・メイビッズ

　サモアでは、二十年わたる議論の結果、マングローブ林の保全を成功させるためには、地域共同体の参与が不

可欠となった。もし、プロジェクトが地域共同体の経済・社会福祉の維持に貢献できれば、保全戦略は効果が期

待できる。理論的には、地域に根差した保全は、その共同体内部で、共同体によって、共同体のために、なされ

なければならない。しかしながら、現地観察と、住民、プロジェクト・マネージャー、そのプロジェクトに携わっ

た環境省職員やNGOスタッフへの聞き取り調査によると、プロジェクトは地域共同体の日常経済や社会的要求を

支えるためと言うよりも、むしろ国際的な環境条約にうたわれた「生物多様性維持」という目的を追求している

ように思える。受益者が少数である場合には、利害対立や誤解が生まれ、地域密着型の保護計画に、あいまいな

態度をとる地域住民もいる。地域密着型の保護プロジェクトは、いまだ論争の渦中にある。

キーワード　生物多様性、地域に根差した保全、開発、マングローブ林、地域共同体の参与、サモア

449


