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Summary:

This review examines the social, economic, and political effects of environmental conservation projects as they
are manifested in protected areas. We pay special attention to people living in and dis- placed from protected
areas, analyze the worldwide growth of protected areas over the past 20 years, and offer suggestions for future
research trajectories in anthropology. We examine protected areas as a way of seeing, understanding, and
producing nature (environment) and culture (society) and as a way of attempting to manage and control the
relationship between the two. We focus on social, economic, scientific, and political changes in places where
there are protected areas and in the urban centers that control these areas. We also examine violence, conflict,
power relations, and governmentality as they are connected to the processes of protection. Finally, we examine
discourse and its effects and argue that anthropology needs to move beyond the current examinations of
language and power to attend to the ways in which protected areas produce space, place, and peoples.




