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abstract

This paper is part of a research programme which focuses on continental Southeast Asia’s highlands and aiming at studying how population livelihoods have been transformed by protected area delineation. These environmental State actions are amongst the most recent of a long lineage of interventions in mountainous areas. While former interventions have transformed spatial landmarks of local people, the protected area programmes, nearly everywhere in continental Southeast Asia, have even more deeply disrupted local territorial organization: access to territory is not just changed; after implementation, it is strictly prohibited, at least officially, on the paper. Communities touched by these “environmental measures”, be them autochthonous or “allochthonous”, are sometimes obliged to rebuild a large part of their spatial landmarks, and more generally, of their geography. While it is clear that in most situations where protected areas have been delineated in continental Southeast Asia local people were not involved in the definition of these conservation projects, a hypothesis emerges: the implementation of a protected area network, especially in mountainous areas where most of the “forest peasants” can be found, contributes to the marginalization of these people while, paradoxically, the territory is better integrated to the national body.
The objective of this paper is to present how this marginalization process has been studied, using a multiscalar grid and data collected during three fieldwork campaigns in Vietnam (2005, 2006 and 2007). Especially, we want to go further than the current assumptions which see marginality as something that we can grasp only with static indicators: soils, climate, slopes, remoteness, poverty, infrastructures, etc. From our point of view, and we draw much on Claude Raffestin’s theoretical work, marginality is, on the one hand, socially constructed in power relations, and, on the other hand, varying according to the geographical levels.
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