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Foreword

The founding of the International Centre for Inte-
grated Mountain Development (ICIMOD) in 1983 was the
first time ever that an organisation had been established
to address the problems of mountain areas. Since that
time, much headway has been made, particularly in the
context of conceptualisation of the problems of mountain
areas and how they should be addressed. In the early years,
ICIMOD was quite successful in promoting the mountain
perspective for application to development plans and poli-
cies for the mountains. It has also been successful in bring-
ing together an interesting array of dynamic ‘mountain
thinkers’; viz., men and women who have devoted the
whole or most of their professional lives to scientific en-
quiry into various aspects of mountain development. The
author of this book is one of these ‘mountain thinkers’.

Dr. Robert Rhoades attempts here to break new con-
ceptual ground in addressing the problems of sustainable
agriculture in the Hindu Kush-Himalayas. He commences
by revisiting the Himalayan dilemmas and mountain per-
spectives in the earlier work of mountain professionals.His
vision is to think innovatively about old problems and to
devise means of involving the very people who benefit or
suffer most from development interventions; mountain
farmers. Dr. Rhoades’ review of past conceptualisations
on mountain development is thorough. He addresses the
perspectives of all of the previous approaches under the
categorisations of ‘half-empty’, ‘half -full’, and ‘empty’,
glasses in terms of socioeconomic approaches to moun-
tain problems. This is supported by a thorough examina-
tion of the different perspectives of ‘sustainability’ in gen-
eral and sustainable agriculture in particular.

Following the inclusion of a mountain chapter in the
UNCED (Rio) document (Agenda 21), mountain develop-
ment and the accompanying concern of mountain scien-
tists have finally come of age. Not long ago, the moun-



tains were marginalised in thought as well as in practice.
This is not true today, more and more researchers and
development planners are realising and accepting the cru-
cial roles the environment of the mountains and the well-
being of their inhabitants play in integrated and sustain-
able development of vast areas of the earth’s surface which
are home to the majority of the world’s population. This
was not so in 1990 when ICIMOD hosted the first interna-
tional conference on sustainable mountain agriculture.It
was in a paper delivered at that conference that Dr. Rhoades
first suggested the use of the word montology to refer to
mountain knowledge. We are all fully aware that work in
the mountains involves the use of a variety of sciences,
technologies, and skills - no single one of these will en-
sure a bright future for the majority of rural poor who
inhabit these awesome and difficult terrains. However, the
very importance of mountain research and development,
the marginalisation of the mountains in the past, and the
far-reaching effects that circumstances in the mountains
have on the populations in the plains and valleys merit a
word; a word of their own-the mountains deserve no less,
particularly the Hindu Kush-Himalayas which form the
youngest and largest mountain chain on earth.

ICIMOD wishes to thank Dr. Rhoades for approach-
ing his assignment with a conscientious and diligent spirit.
Conceptualisation of such difficult topics requires utmost
commitment to the task at hand. This book was written
during a three months’ stay at ICIMOD during the sec-
ond half of 1996. It was part of a larger project on Sus-
tainable Mountain Agriculture, funded by the Ford Foun-
dation. Without its generous support it would not have
been possible for ICIMOD to undertake such an exercise.
I hope that,in publishing this book, ICIMOD has added to
the body of knowledge that will eventually free the moun-
tain people from the seemingly never-ending cycle of pov-
erty and bring them into the light of the 21st century to
enjoy the just fruits of their arduous labours.

Egbert Pelinck
Director General
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Abstract

New conceptual ground is broken in this book in
addressing the problems of sustainable agriculture in the
Hindu Kush-Himalayas. The Himalayan dilemmas and
mountain perspectives in the earlier work of mountain
professionals is reviewed. The author’s vision is to think
innovatively about old problems and to devise means of
involving the very people who benefit or suffer most from
development interventions; mountain farmers. The review
of past conceptualisations on mountain development in
the early part of the book is thoroughly undertaken, and
the perspectives of all of the previous approaches are ad-
dressed under the categorisations of ‘half-empty’, ‘half -
full’, and ‘empty’ glasses in terms of socioeconomic ap-
proaches to mountain problems. This is supported by a
thorough examination of the different perspectives of
‘sustainability’ in general and sustainable agriculture in
particular.

Among the innovations suggested by the author are
the introduction of a ‘Mountain Agricultural Systems and
Societies’ Information Files’ (MASSIF) project which in-
volves computerised mapping of mountain agricultural
systems and societies based on government statistics,
ethnodata (ethnographic and ethnobiological), grey lit-
erature, and non-conventional sources of information. The
final chapter of this book contains a number of well
thought out recommendations to promote sustainable
mountain agriculture in the 21st century. Among the ex-
cellent recommendations made, the establishment of g
mountain science, a composite of disciplines applied to
mountain research and development, namely, montology,
is strongly recommended by the author as a means of
ending for once and for all the marginalisation of this
extremely important and endangered ecosytem and all of
its inhabitants.
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