Land tenure:

LAND TENURE and taxation are at the heart of all major problems
in the Third World. The political elites hold power because they con-
trol their society’s natural resourc
ces of

5. And they escape the consequen-
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Possession, as the old legal saying reminds us, is nine-tenths ot the
law. The landowners, directly - or indirectly through the military -
possess the faw because they control property rights.
the
balance of power. They seek to achieve this by prescribing the redistribu-
tion of land. And since no-one likes to give up what he has got. this
generates a conflict which is rarcly resolved peacefully

“Where land ownership has been reformed, 1t has been done by
soldiers and revolutionaries.
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