New tiger reserve
sparks a debate

NVIRONMEN-
TAL activists and
filmmakers here
have locked
homs in a heated
debate over H_O".'.'
best to protect wildlife,
sperifically tigers, They form
two distinet groups — those
who believe that tribal peo-
ple kil tigers so they should
be allowed nowhere near the
animal and those who hail
adivasis as the natural pro-
tectors of wildlife
The latest debate has been
aparked off by the news that
Tamll Madu government is plan-
ning Lo make Bathyurnangalam
forest a tger eserve. The 111
on the Nilgin foothills that lies
contiguous with the Biligiriran-
gaswamy Temple Wildlite Sane-
tuary in Ohamarajanagar distriet

People must be able to
co-exist with tigers

of Karnataka which 18 an ele-
phanl serrideor, hasides baing a
tiger hubitat, It has provided @
rich finld of research for many
wildlife selentists. It was alse
part of the termtaory of popchar
and gandalwood amuggler
Vb rsp .

Across the border in Kar-
nataka, at the tiger reserves of
Bandipur, Nagarhole and else-
where too, the debate hes been
hot. The “pro-ciger’ activists
argue Lthat the only way to make
the jungles safe for tipers — and
other animals - is b drivoe away
forest-dwellers and resettie them
i Faraway hamlets, The 'pro-pes-

e’ lobby views Lhis argument ax
w lot of eattle eoopeca, seying that
wdivasis know best — how to pro-
tect the forests, Ove safely and to
Eeep Ligers from poachers,

There j& lttle empirical evi-
dence avaikable in Indka to prove
elther case. Many tribals have
reen caught Killlng tigers that
devour thelr cagtle, And there are
casas of gdivasis belng driven out
of land earmerked for tigers and
papar tiiars — only to And poseh-
&rs, sSmugglers and tourists hav-

Ing a fNeld day. sually the dis-
placed tribal people slip into
poverty withiuk secess to forest
rMsOurens. Commonn Sense and
lovgrie weould ﬂ]nm’: human rights

over tha rights of the animals,
howewer raro they may be, Cure

Crowded: Denizen of the Bandipur Tiger Reserve (abowve) and tribals facing displacement (helow)

rent national laws actually place
people over animals in [orests.
Forest dwellers have a begal right
OveT the resources of the jungle
Diehard conservatbinonists are not
very happy with such a law
Foresters often find it & bit hard
vt eing able Lo book & tribal for
felling & trem to build & hug
Acrarding to social workers, in
Karnataka forests now they are
boing booked under the Indian
Frenml Codn on charges of threat
assaull, thelt and s on
International experience alsge
suggests that driving people
away Irom forests often serves
only the Interests of conserva-
tioniats, not necegsarlly the pes-
ple being driven ouk, or animals
In whose name this circus goes
on. Soientists give two com-
pelling arguments in Lhis regard.

Sne

Firscly, since virtually all eco s¥a-
tema include an element of
human use and interyention, arti-
Gredally exeluding this aspect nins
the sk of reducing biodiversity
rather than preservimg if.
Second, the technical and bois-
teal costs of excluding human
Betivity from protectad ATens sre
wery high and such efforts RAlmost
eertainly fail, Such moves will
wlirnate the local people from
ronservation nbjectives and in
turn would require Rn aver
im:rn:ls:nF und, eventuznlly unsuas-
Lainable levels of spending — on
surveillinre and p-cﬁi.‘.':ng.

Stlll. a lot of people are dis-
Mased from Chelr forests. Comser-
vation i5 a major cause for devel-
opment-Inoueed displacement n
India that involves miillons
of people



