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Opinion

Conservation initiatives around the globe aim to improve
livelihoods of the poor through sustainable conservation
of natural resources [1-3]. But, these initiatives, in many
instances, are guided by the theories and know-how of natural
science with less attention to social issues without taking into
account social science expertise and participatory processes
for the conservation of natural resources [4,5]. Consequently,
interdisciplinary research by mainstreaming social science is
important for sustainable conservation of natural resources.

Mainstreaming social science strengthens conservation
initiatives to ensure sustainable use of resources through
peoples’ participation. Because the skills, expertise and
knowledge of social scientists [6] help improve public
understanding of conservation policy and practice by pursuing
the critical questions [4]. Besides, social science generates
evidence for an appropriate governance of conservation that
transforms conventional tenets of conservation [4]. Thus, social
science mainstreaming socializes conservation to appropriately
interpret community needs that prioritize to people-driven
sustainable conservation.

Notwithstanding, natural scientists may argue that
social science mainstreaming may not bring a solution to all
conservation issues. That is why social scientists and natural
scientists should work closely in a trans-disciplinary team to
jointly design conservation objectives to work together from the
initial planning stages of the project cycle to its conclusion [4].
Therefore, the ideological, institutional, knowledge, and capacity
barriers for mainstreaming social science in conservation
should be addressed to facilitate meaningful interaction and
collaboration between social scientists and natural scientists,

and interaction of social scientists with trans-disciplines [4].

Mainstreaming social science in conservation would foster
adaptive management including monitoring, evaluation and

communicating findings regarding conservation initiatives to
improve public policy and programming. For instance, social
scientists are given an important role in tracking and monitoring
of the United Nations Sustainable Development [7,8]. Social
science mainstreaming should be prioritized by conservation
scientists and in conservation programs, institutions, and
global conservation policies at the local to global scale [4]. Thus,
institutional commitments and allocation of funding would
enable social scientists to mainstream livelihoods, poverty, and
other social issues in conservation.

The world in the twenty first century is more committed
to reducing hunger and poverty for a more equitable and
peaceful society [3]. Conservation and sustainable use of natural
resources contributes to reducing poverty in developing world
and contributes to improving quality of living in the developed
world. However, ensuring that the conservation benefits are
realized in an equitable manner requires proper assessment
of social issues such as social inequalities, peoples’ needs,
aissues causing conflict, access to and control over resources,
representation, decision-making processes, etc. The results of
such assessments facilitate an integration of pragmatic solutions
in the conservation programs Hossain et al. [1]. Better outcomes
to reduce poverty and achieve sustainability are achieved when
social science is mainstreamed at all tiers of conservation of
natural resources and environment [3].
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