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The study analyses the relationships among different policy and program
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degradation.

Vosti, S.A., Witcover, J., and Carpenter, C.L. 2002. “Agricultural Intensification by Smallholders in
the Western Brazilian Amazon: From Deforestation to Sustainable Land Use”. Research Report
130, IFPRI, 2002.

The study examines the potential of policy and technological change to slow
deforestation rates in the study area, by comparing the effects of these changes
on income. It presents findings that could be use by policy makers who must
balance instruments that regulate forest and land use with those that require a
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forests.
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This article examines the evolution of policy recommendations concerning rural
land issues since the formulation of the World Bank's "Land Reform Policy
Paper" in 1975. It highlights a number of new elements that need to be
incorporated in the guiding principals enshrined in this paper. These include: the
recognition that communal tenure systems can be more cost-effective than
formal title; that titling programs should be judged on their equity as well as their
efficiency; that the potential of land rental markets has often been severely
underestimated; that land-sale markets enhance efficiency only if they are
integrated into a broader effort at developing rural factor markets; and that land
reform is more likely to result in a reduction of poverty if it harnesses (rather than
undermines) the operation of land markets and is implemented in a decentralized
fashion.
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A review that analyses the policies and issues of fertilizer use in West Africa. It
focuses on the validity, effectiveness and usefulness of fertilizer subsidies in
different countries. The report is based on existing research whether done in
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implementation of fertilizer subsidies, and second, to study the impact of their
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The study presents results that support the conclusion that had there been
effective land reform and restructuring of government expenditure and taxation,
trade and exchange rate policies under the Economic Structural Adjustment
Program 1991-1995 (ESAP) could have helped to promote income growth and
equity in Zimbabwe.
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The study discusses options for improving rural livelihoods and land
management for three broad domains, namely: areas of high agricultural
potential and favorable market access; areas of high agricultural potential but
less favorable market access; and areas of lower agricultural potential.




