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EXECUTIVE   SUMMARY
Agrarian Conditions in Indonesia 

When Indonesia achieved its independence in 1945, the agrarian structure was very imbalanced, with a heavy concentration of land ownership in a few hands, and a large landless and near landless rural majority. In an attempt to address the agrarian question in 1960, the Soekarno’s government developed an agrarian reform policy which was based on the new Basic Agrarian Law No. 5 (known as UUPA 1960).  Unfortunately this attempt at agrarian reform did not achieve meaningful results, as implementation was halted by the new regime in 1967.

Landlessness and land-poor status continued to be the norm. In 1983 the percentage of farmers controlling (owning or renting from other parties) land of less than 0,5 hectares was 40,8 %.  In the next ten years, this percentage increased to 48,5 %, and the Agriculture Census in 2003 showed that  the number of peasants with these micro farms grew to 56,5 % of the total of farm families in Indonesia.  Today some 70% of farmers control only 13 % of the land, while 30 % of farmers control fully 87 % of farmland.  Not unrelated to the agrarian problem is the growth of unemployment, now reaching 41 unemployed and underemployed people.  

Agrarian Conflict and Violence toward Peasants

Indonesia today is characterized not only by extremely unequal access to land, but also by agrarian conflict and violence toward peasants. In general, the agrarian conflicts begin with disputes over access and tenure, in which in development itself becomes a complex conflict. The intensity of conflict is growing rapidly today, as landless and land poor farmers – the poorest of the poor - engage in a wide range of efforts to gain access to the life-giving resource of land.  As they struggle for land, they are increasingly met by state instruments such as police and the military, as processes that begin with manipulation often end in violence toward the landless farmers. The violence can be in the form of intimidation, terror, condemnation/eviction, detainment, shooting/killing, etc.  The available data indicates that there have been approximately one thousand such cases of agrarian conflicts during the period of 1979 – 2006.

We have found that the degree of violence in a given conflict is partially determined by the size of the land in dispute, the number of the people impacted, the location of the conflict, the state apparatus involved, and the roles played by foreign and domestic private sector actors. 

Some of the policies maintaining the imbalance of the agrarian structure and causing agrarian conflict include: 
· In the attempt to achieve food self-sufficiently in Indonesia, the new era regime implemented a green revolution program, an attempt at agricultural modernization that by and large benefited only large farm owners and investors in rural areas.

· The government has often used the security apparatus (Indonesian National Army or Police), organized groups (paramilitaries), and bureaucracy to evict peoples from farmland, including from their ancestral lands and forests, on behalf of the interests of the large- scale investors.

· The transition of the national political system has created a new problem, as regional autonomy has become an impediment to the implementation of the agrarian reform.  Regional governments are very aggressive toward peasants in their desire to attract investors.

· A series of new laws, policies, concessions and regulations designed to boost exports of natural gas and other products, including the Basic Forestry Law, the Law of Foreign Investment, the Law of Mining, the Law of Water, and other laws directly related to the use of agrarian resources, have placed new control over resources in a small number of hands.   This has often been exacerbated by the impacts of the World Bank, the IMF and the WTO.

· The government has in a number of cases supported the conversion of fertile farmland to industrial use, real estate, housing, golf courses, large damn development, plantations, industrial forestry, and other usages that take it out of the agriculture sector. To implement these conversions, the government has misused the Right to State Control clause in the Basic Agrarian Law 1960. 

All of these factors, policies and actions have been accompanied with greater structural and physical violence against peasants, both landless and with land.  The violence in Indonesia today, caused by agrarian conflicts, is easy to see, to feel, and to recognize, even by general public. The newest, well-publicized cases include the violence accompanied by the detainment of peasants, especially members of FSPI, in Tanak awu, West Nusa Tenggara and in Bandar Pasir Mandoge, North Sumatra.  Sadly, alternative so-called conflict resolution methods have only benefiting certain parties, as happened in Bulukumba, South Sulawesi, where the farmers are still the object of the conflict.

To implement genuine agrarian reform based on the Basic Agrarian Law (UUPA 1960)

Because of UUPA, which is still on the books, Indonesia already has a legal framework for agrarian reform with national scope.  Within UUPA there are some basic principles for the implementation of agrarian reform:

1. National principles 

2. The ultimate control over land, water, sky and resources under, beneath and over the soil  rests with the state, and can only be utilized for public, people’s prosperity 

3. Recognition of rights of  indigenous people 

4. The principle that land has social function 

5. The Principle that only Indonesian citizens have rights to own land 

6. Principles on equality between men and women with regard to agrarian resources 

7. The Principle of “land for the tiller,” that there should no “exploitation of man by man” in land tenure arrangements

8. Principle for land reform 

9. Principle for cooperatives for farming activities.

In short, a genuine agrarian reform can be carried using these already existing legal principles. 

[image: image7.png]A vision for the future




Peasant Organization Position on Agrarian Reform 

Under such conditions, how do farmer organizations see their position and role? To establish agrarian justice for all Indonesian people, laws are not enough.  Peasant organizations must lead a political struggle for land, and must forge alliances and unity with other sectors, including workers, fisherfolk, intellectuals, and other progressive groups. These are the principles of the role of peasant organization role in achieving the implementation of agrarian reform:

· FSPI as association of peasant and indigenous peoples’ organizations struggling for the implementation of agrarian reform. 

· FSPI as initiator in building coalition/alliance with other institution and individuals in favor of agrarian reforms, such as university intellectuals, non government organizations, journalists, and international organizations, among others.

· FSPI has positioned itself as a pressure group to force the government to exhibit the political will to implement genuine agrarian reform.

· FSPI sees agrarian reform as the foundation for larger political reform in Indonesia today.

· Together with other allies in the international community, FSPI is taking a strong position against free trade because of it negative impacts on domestic agriculture. 
Agrarian Conflict and Violence Toward Peasants in Indonesia

1.0
General Condition on Economic-Social in Indonesia
Indonesia is the largest archipelago in the world having 17. 508 of small and big islands. The population in Indonesia in 2004 was about 219. 142. 000 people. Indonesia spans from 6 degrees of North Latitude up to 11 degrees of South Latitude and from 97 degrees up to 141 degrees of East Longitude, and lies between two continents, i.e. Asia and Australia/Oceania continents. This strategic position influences the culture, social, politic, and economic significantly. Indonesia stretches along 3. 977 miles between the India and the Pacific Oceans. If the waters among the islands are united, so the large of Indonesia will be 1.9 million miles square.

The fifth major island in Indonesia are : Sumatra with the large of 473.606 km square, Java is 132.107 km square, Kalimantan (the third largest island in the world) is 539.460 km square, Sulawesi is 189.216 km square, and Papua is 421.981 km square. Due to this condition, Indonesia has various cultures, tribes, and traditions. There are 33 provinces
 in Indonesia as well. 

Another characteristic of Indonesia is, around the archipelago there are plenty of mountains both volcanoes and others. From those mountains stream brooks uniting into rivers and ending into sea. Although Indonesia is an archipelago, the large of the land is 57 times larger than the Netherlands, and 5 times larger than Japan. Besides it, we  have a nature position spreading along the equator, enabling the sun shines the whole natures along the time. We can do farming a whole time for a year fully without any glasshouse technology such as in the Netherlands and Japan. Since that Indonesia gains the benefit of the ecological and economical sides. 

In 1997, the economic of Indonesia faced a great crisis due to the change of national and International political climate. Until this day, the foreign debt is up to IDR 1,282 trillion (March 2005). It makes each new born baby should pay US $811. The national leader turnover without political-economic paradigm change resulted on many consequences toward the Indonesian farmers, particularly the peasants, the farmhands, the labors, the women, the students, and the youth. The inconsistency of the govt’s political-economic policies on the agriculture world refrains the peasants and the farmhands from the agrarian resources, particularly the control and the land owning. The interference of the international institutions such as World Bank, IMF, and WTO has lengthened the list of the anti-people policies, just mentions the Presidential Decree No 36/2005 on the land provision for the implementation of the public interest’s development, the rejection of the Constitution Court toward the people’s demand to revoke the Law No. 7/2004 on Water Resource,   the attempt to revise the Basic Agrarian Law No.5/ 1960, the ratification of the Plantation Law No 18/2004 and the weak protection toward the farmers on the free trade of agriculture products, particularly in the relation with the agreement on WTO.  

The live of the labor, with a decentralized political policy of minimum wage, has become the toy of the local ruler. The wage rising which lately protested and oppressed by the labors almost in all big cities was unheeded. All is understand that the liberalization of industrial relationship has advantaged the investors. Just take a look at how easy is the mass discharge
, the outsourced working contract system, the minimum wage and the social insurance which is almost nil and the insurance of education and  family’s health as well. As a note, the minimum wage of the DKI Jakarta province as the Capital City of the Republic of Indonesia in 2006 is only IDR 819.100. The farmers and the labors put as a shield to avoid a social uprising due to the high inflation
. 

It is proved from the economic growth in the fourth quarter of 2005 was drop compared to the former quarter. Such condition is known from the decrease of the gross domestic product’s growth at the constant basic price in 2000 on the fourth quarter of 2005 which was minus 2,18% compared to the third quarter of 2005. The main factor is the agriculture sector noted down the minus growth of 19,86%. The purchasing power of the people was weakening due to the inflation which raised up to 100% from 8,7% in October 2005 into 17% at the end of the year
.
Another indication is the unstable of the Farmer Exchange Rate
 on February 2005 was 100.05, it decreased 1.22% compared to January 2005 reaching up to 101.29. On September 2005 from 19 provinces observed, 6 provinces increased, 1 province was stable, while 12 provinces decreased. The biggest hike of the Farmer Exchange Rate happened in the Province of Riau, i.e. 5.63 % , while the biggest decline happened in the Province of Bengkulu, i.e. 1.82 %
. Thus, the Farmer Exchange Rate was getting worst after the fuel rising reaching up to 126% on October 2005. The fluctuation of this Rate is caused by many factors, such as at the rice great harvest, the exchange rate of Rupiah toward US Dollar, the agriculture’s cost production and others
, shown in the graphic 1.

Graphic 1. National Farmer Exchange Rate January 1994 up to September 2005  (1993=100)
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Source: Central Bureau Statistics (BPS) January 2006
The youth’s life both in the urban and rural areas are the same. The youngsters become unemployed and are squeezed by the high education fees. Liberalization of education creates the State-owned Legal Body increasing the fund withdrawal from the wider society. It impacts on the pragmatism of the intellect groups.  

The majority of the unemployment rate reaching about 41,6 million is the youngsters. From that number, the open unemployed is around 11,6 million people, while the rest is under employed. Around 36 million people get incomes under IDR 150.000,- per month from the total number of working people of 106,9 million people
. This number is potential to increase due to the rising fuels last October 2005. The women’s life suffering from long domestification becomes more suffering. Discrimination and exploitation have always followed the women’s step. Under the limitation of education, the choice of being a migrant worker does not also have space in the govt’s policy. The number of women working as migrant workers is quite significant, in Hong Kong there are about 105. 000 women working as migrant workers
 for 13 hours a day due to a research conducted. Unfortunately, the migrant workers are not only squeezed, but also be the target in their country with various kinds of illegal tax
, deception, and other inhumane treatments.
1.1
Poverty and Hunger
Poverty and hunger mentioned here mean a condition of a family or a group of people who can not afford to fulfill his/their life’s needs, and even for their basic needs. In concrete, they are poor since it can be seen from their social-economic condition, such as house ownership and condition, consumption capacity, quality and quantity of food consumed, and their capacity to fill other needs such as health and so on. However, it is realized that the economic factor is the determinant factor and poverty condition has faced an advancement on the new indicators such as  gender injustice,  live safety and comfortability, and other things which can not be estimated just from its economical factor. According to Wagimin, poverty is closely related to the injustice controlling of the agrarian structure.

In Indonesia, the threat of marasmus particularly to babies and toddlers has become the unsolved problem up to now. Considering that more than 110 million of Indonesian people
 are in the category of poor, therefore this threat is so serious.  As an illustration, in 1998 the number of children aging 0-4 years, which was 1. 201. 450 faced a serious hunger. This number has increased up to 4 million children.  Even, the toddlers dying for being malnourished increased up to 50%, from 59 children become 101 children in a week (17-24/5/1999). 
Table 1.   Malnutrition Cases during January – June 2005

	Province
	Marasmus
	Malnutrition 
	Died
	Area

	Riau
	3
	50. 983 children
	 
	Riau Islands

	Lampung
	17
	162.186 children
	2 children
	Bandar Lampung

	Banten
	11
	88.391 children
	4 children
	Lebak, Serang and Tangerang

	DKI Jakarta and Bogor
	7
	165. 417 children
	 
	North Jakarta and Bogor

	Central Java
	1
	409. 469 children
	3 children
	Wonogiri, Klaten, Boyolali, Sragen, Solo, Tegal, Semarang

	East Java
	1. 875
	666. 250 children 
	25 children
	Madiun, Batu, Malang, Bondowoso, Jember, Kediri, Ponorogo, and Banyuwangi

	West Nusa  Tenggara 
	903
	136. 372 children
	21 children
	Mataram, West Lombok, Central Lombok, East  Lombok, Bima District, Bima City and Dompu District

	East Nusa Tenggara 
	285
	178. 027 children
	32 children
	Kupang, South of Central Timor, North of Central Timor, Belu, Alor, Lembata, East Flores, Sikka, Manggarai, East and West Sumba Barat, Rote and Nadeo

	Papua
	 
	69. 883 children
	1 child
	Yapen, Waropen, Jaya Pura, Jaya Wijaya

	West Sulawesi 
	3
	21. 557 children
	 
	Unrecorded 

	South Kalimantan 
	16
	45. 379 children
	 
	unrecorded

	Nanggroe Aceh Darussalam
	 
	148. 047 children
	2 children
	Lhokseumawe and Bireuen

	West Kalimantan 
	349
	63. 860 children
	 
	unrecorded

	West Java
	108
	486. 255 children
	 
	Tasikmalaya, Kuningan, Cirebon and Cianjur

	Total
	 
	 
	100 children
	 


Source: as it quoted by Indonesian Human Rights and Legal Aid Association from Tempo News Room, data January-June 2005, 
This hunger cases keeps happening particularly in the hinterlands which nota bene is the area having rich and various agrarian resources. For example, in the hinterland of Kalimantan, the people eat once a day. In the Java Island, there are 4, 5 million women and 8 million children of pre-school ages suffering from malnutrition.  The area of East Indonesia, i.e. West Nusa Tenggara Province reported the condition of many Districts facing food crisis, i.e. Lembata, East Flores, West Sumba, East Sumba, South of Central Timor, and Sikka. As it quoted in Kompas 2005, the Regent Belu Joachim Lopez admitted that Belu was also in the condition of food insecurity.  The same thing was strengthened by the Vice Governor of East Nusa Tenggara, who is also the Board of the Operational Coordinator Unit of East Nusa Tenggara, Frans Leburaya saying that there were 8 Districts having threatened
. Therefore, such cases above are determined as the outstanding incident since the cases are national and stalk to many areas.
The poverty and hunger condition will be worsened due to the hike of fuel price, in the beginning, the Central Bureau Statistic predicted that the number of poor people (with the standard income below IDR 175.000,- or US $ 17,5 
per family) would increase up to 60 million people. However, the revised calculation showed that the direct impact of the fuel rising reaching up to 100% per 1 October 2005 caused the number of poor people increased up to 70 million people. The poverty line has shifted, previously the income per month was below IDR 175.000 per family becomes IDR 250.000 per family. It also happens to labors who are estimated will spend their income for transportation around 15 – 50 percents
.  In addition, according to agricultural expert the expenditure of household on food is around 70%, while for the poor household is around 80% from the income. Out of the debate on the number of poor people from the version of the Central Bureau Statistics, the poorest people are those living in the rural areas and work in the agriculture sector. The biggest difference such as in 2002 shown that the number of the people working in the industrial sector is only 4,471 million people and in the service sector is 7,571 million people compared to the agriculture sector, which is 20, 605 million people. 
Table. 2   Indonesian Poor People based on Job Sector 1999 – 2002

(in thousand people)

	Employment Status of the Household’s Head
	1999
	2000
	2001
	2002

	Unemployed
	        4,063 
	     3,560 
	     2,349 
	     3,072 

	Agricultural
	       25,997 
	    20,109 
	    23,375 
	    20,605 

	Industry
	        6,069 
	     5,380 
	     4,401 
	     4,471 

	Services
	       11,840 
	     9,784 
	     6,984 
	     7,571 

	Total
	       47,969 
	    38,833 
	    37,109 
	    35,719 

	source: Kompas Research and Development and Central Bureau Statistics 2003
	 
	 
	 


The cause of the poverty is an impact of the ruler activity marginalizing the majority of the people having no access toward the agrarian resources which is the same as power and economic. Likewise the marasmus, this is not merely a technical problem of definition on the health concept or a common social-economic. This problem is a political incident, justice, and the fulfillment of the people’s human rights which must be protected by the constitution having violated by the state apparatus. The absorbed of the agrarian wealth to abroad and the power center through both national and international corporations are the concrete cases. As a matter of fact, the state must be responsible for the protection and the fulfillment of the people’s human rights formally and legally, as it mentioned in the Constitution of the Republic of Indonesia 1945 Article 27 (sub article 2) stating the right of proper live and job, and Article 34 stating that the rights of poor people and abandoned children are maintained by the state. In addition, those are strengthened in the amendment of the Constitution of the Republic of Indonesia 1945, i.e. Article 28A, 28C, and 28H guaranteeing the rights for health services, healthy environment, and the protection from discrimination. It means that there is no reason for the state to neglect its people’s human rights since it is legally and formally mentioned in the Constitution of the Republic of Indonesia, the people’s human rights must be protected.
2.0
Basic Conception of Agrarian, Agrarian Conflict, and Violence 
2.1
 Basic Conception of Agrarian and Agrarian Reform
Agrarian Reform is a corrective attempt to restructure the unbalanced agrarian structure, which enables the man-to-man exploitation, into a new order with a structure based on agrarian justice. The agrarian justice is a condition where it is guaranteed that there shall be no concentration in the controlling and the use of agrarian resources by some people. The agrarian justice is also a phenomenon of the liberty of the Indonesian people for their fatherland substantially.
Genuine Agrarian Reform according to Christo doulou (1990) quoted by GWR 2004 is a reform which is quite drastic, implemented in a certain term, be planned, and proposed to develop the structure of land controlling.......”

The idea of agrarian reform is believed as a possible way to empower the rural people from their marginal position, as well as to release themselves from being exploited by the big economic power and from the pressure of the dominant power of the politic class.

The agrarian reform is then expected to be able to create the process of reform and redevelopment of people’s social structure, particularly the rural people, so the basic of the healthy-modern agriculture will be achieved, the certainty of land ownership for the people as their source of live is guaranteed, the social welfare system and the social guarantee for the rural people will be achieved, and the use of the agrarian resource as great as possible is given as well. 

The Origin (Etymology)

The term of Agrarian comes from the Latin ‘ager’, meaning : a) field, b) cluster of village (antonym of cities), c) area; state land (see, Latin-Indonesian Dictionary by Prent.et al., 1969;also World Book Dictionary, 1982). The twin of ‘ager’ is ‘agger’ meaning:a) protector dike; b) River dike; c) dam road; d) land ruins;  e) hill.

From those definitions, it seems that the term of ‘agrarian’ includes not only ‘land’ or ‘agriculture’. The words of ‘cluster of village’, ‘hill’, and ‘area’ show clearly the wider meaning since it includes anything contained. The word ‘cluster of village’ has shown that it is a place where there are many plants, waters, rivers, mining, housings, and people.  

Indeed, the whole meanings above sound like putting an emphasis connotation on ‘land’, however, it is just due to the land containing all. In the Rome Ancient time, certainly the concepts of ‘environment’, ‘natural resources’, and ‘mining’ have not recognized since the people’s dominant activities at that time were hunting in the jungle or farming to produce food.
Without stopping just in the etymology explanation, we should better explore the use and the definition of ‘agrarian’ historically in the context of ‘agrarian reform’ through what had been written by the world’s experts. Therefore, we should investigate the brief history of the Ancient Rome Era. The exploration to the Ancient Rome is very important since the origin of the term ‘agrarian’ sources from the Ancient Rome Era, even though as an idea, it can be traced backward further. 
The idea of area division structuring is estimated to happen thousand years before century. In addition, Leviticus book in the old bible described the redistribution of land controlling each 50 years (see R. King 1977: 28; J. Proterman et.al 1990:3). However, the one that accepted and agreed as the historical fact by the historian is what we know as “land reform” which firstly happened in ancient Greek, at the Solon’s crown, 594 years before century.

The law of Solon did not certainly use the term of “agrarian” since the Greek is not Latin. The law was named as “seisachtheia”, meaning as “shaking the burden”. The burden includes many unharmonious relations between the landlord and the land user, between the land user and the cultivator, between the owner of the livestock, between the livestock and the shepherd, and so on, including the problems of profit sharing, taxation, relation between the ruler and the slave, etc. 

Generally, there were not many experts researching and analyzing the agrarian reform for the last 20 century. The historical incidents recorded in encyclopedia and other literature impose more on land reform taking the land redistribution into prioritize. For example, we can search and read about land reform in Russia before revolution under the crown of Stolypin (1906), followed by the Soviet Reform (1917), Mexico Reform and Japan Reform under Mc Arthur’s crown (1945) and Egypt (1952).

Such cases in those countries are used as the study subject by Elias.H.Tuma (1965) which firstly  put in the thesis for Ph.D degree in Barkeley, California and published in a book entitled: Twenty-Six Centuries Of Agrarian Reform; A Comparative Analysis. The quotation below has clearly stated that the agrarian reform is wider than the definition Land reform, since it includes some factors in the agrarian structure;

“on the basis of this scheme Agrarian Reform maybe defined as a rapid improvement in one or more of the sectors of the agrarian structure. This definition subsumes both of the historical conception of land reform and the modern one of agrarian reform. Thus agrarian reform will consist of two general areas of reform: land tenure and land operation reform (Tuma, 1965:14)

The rapid reform of the agrarian structure includes (a) land sharecropping reform, which clearly about the relation between the owner and the sharecropper of the land, (b) the change on land ownership, cultivation pattern, and requirements to control (Tuma 1965:221). The agrarian structure consists of sectors used by Tuma as a “common Denominator” to analyze the cases in his study.

Without referring to definitions formulated in details in Tuma’s book (pg. 17-18) we call the essences as :a)land ownership, b) land and income concentration, c) Class differentiation d)Large Vs Small scale operation; e)Underemployment; f)Surplus Labor. Due to the findings of those sectors, Tuma also underlined the UN’s decision (before 1965) to accept the land reform program as the inseparable step from the process to industrialization of a country (“….is closely associated with attempts to industrialize”).

The examples which have been succeeded in Asia are: Japan, Taiwan, RRC, and Vietnam. Referring to the cases in Asia, it seems that the agriculture sector is stronger to smooth the process of industrialization although it is in the crisis condition.

The founding fathers of the Republic of Indonesia seemed to know more about the  development so they accepted the formulation of the Basic Agrarian Law No. 5/1960 Article I: “The earth, the water, and the space…………and so on”. The main urgent problem at that time was to improve the fate of our agrarian people focusing on the agriculture and the land reform. The formulation of the Basic Agrarian Law 1960 had clearly reflected that their point of view was further than the definition of the agrarian in the sole meaning of agriculture. Such thing was the direct translation from the state’s constitution, i.e. Constitution of the Republic of Indonesia Article 33 Sub article 3, sounding ”The earth, water and the natural resources contained inside are controlled by the state and used widely for the people’s welfare”.
“The earth, water, and space” include the whole wealth under or above them (read Article I Sub article I s/d 5), so forestry, mining, and the wealth under the river and the sea, and the environment as well have already included. It means that the terms of natural resources (which capital bias and exploitative), the environment, and the layout are the new terms of the old sectors which have not been chose and have been included in the Basic Agrarian Law 1960. Besides including various objects of agrarian, the agrarian definition includes also the elements of social life referring to the agrarian subject as it explains in the meaning of social life. The subject element in this case pointed to man controlling and advantaging the earth and the whole contents or the agrarian object specifically. In other words, the agrarian objects are not merely in the forms of asset, but are the basic of the achieved economic, social, politic powers. 
According to Endriatmo Soetarto (2005) it means that in every agrarian source, the complex agrarian relation involves. The agrarian relation meant here is not only the relation between man and the agrarian objects, particularly the land (which is viewed as the magic-religion in the agrarian countries), but also include the relation between man to man. 
2.2
 Basic Conception of Agrarian Conflict and Violence 
With the conception of the agrarian and the agrarian reform above, so the locus of the understanding on the agrarian problem is not simply from the whole activity of the agrarian subjects related socially, economically, and politically. From such situation the controlling and ownership structures of the agrarian sources are formed. If each relation is balance and harmonic, the conflict relatively will not occur, in turn, if the relation is imbalance, the conflict will occur. The agrarian conflict will occur if there is a clash between the interest inter and between the agrarian subjects or there is an overlapping on the claim of the access toward the agrarian object.

Basically, the symptom of the conflict in the agrarian relation is always there, both abstract and concrete. According to Endriatmo Soetarto, et.al, quoted from the agrarian expert the conflict symptom, is rooted on these three things as follows
:
1. who is entitle to control the agrarian sources and the wealth contained;

2. who is entitle to use the agrarian sources and the wealth;
3. Who is entitle to take decision on the control and the use of the agrarian source and the wealth.
Afterwards, the agrarian conflict includes the meaning of the conflict among those three above, between two parties or more, and even big groups like the govt. representing the state power. 
The agrarian conflict itself occurs when the parties conflicted owning the different position and motivation on the use of the agrarian sources, but having the same interest that is to own and to control the agrarian sources. Commonly, the biggest portion in this case is the land with the whole potency of the product and the natural resources above or inside. 
Therefore, what is meant by the agrarian conflict in this report is the dispute on a land both with what is grown above and with what is contained inside involving many subjects. One of the subjects meant mainly is the state having the biggest authority to issue various kinds of policies to manage, control, exploit with various kinds of law instrument both in giving the license and the rights to use the land.  The dominant factors are commonly these policies giving ease to the big private corporation, the state-owned enterprise, foreign corporation, or the development projects run by the govt. independently or jointly with the private.
Generally, it is realized that the agrarian conflict is started by the dispute on the agrarian sources which in the development becomes a complex conflict. The intensity of the conflict is getting higher along with the agrarian policies guarded by a big power like  govt. instrument and the involved of the state instrument such as police and military, so in the following practice is in the form of forced will. It is ended with manipulation and violence toward the farmers. The violence can be intimidation, terror, condemnation/eviction, detainment, shooting/killing, and other subjugations using violence instrument both civilian and military with gun such as in military practice in the dispute areas.
Many perceptions and concepts about the agrarian conflict above are the reality depiction of the agrarian condition in Indonesia nowadays. According to Gunawan Wiradi
, the reality of the agrarian condition in Indonesia is basically conflictual; a condition rooted on the imbalance of the agrarian sources in these three forms below:
1. Imbalance in the structure of land “owning” and “controlling”;

2. Imbalance in the “allotment” of the land use and;

3. Incompatibility in the perception and the concept of the agrarian.
The three basic above represent the interests of the farmers, rural-urban people, urban poor people and landless facing the govt representing the entrepreneurs/investors and the ruler. Those last actors often involve the police and military apparatus who are usually in the side of the govt. and the investors and also the civil people like the social organization or the plantation workers put to face the people. If in the cities there are many condemnations which actively use the disciplinarian police or “Pamong Praja” police backed up by the police and using the civilian. 
The relation between the land and the development finally explains not only an economic relation, but also a social-politic relation. In this area, we should learn from the practice of New Era’s authoritarian political practice by the use of the law instrument, manipulation, violence, and other forcing instruments. Thus, it is valid if the sociologist like Max Weber from the beginning had stated that a state through its apparatus has an effective forcing power which is hard to be neglected by its people. 

It is obviously that the imbalance and the injustice of land controlling will create a long dispute and conflict, not the stability. The experience in Indonesia showing that many provinces face a great injustice in both short and long time.  Therefore, from time to time, injustice can create the fall of the victims more than the victims fallen in the attempt to establish the succeed land reform. 

Therefore, the degree of violence in the conflict is also determined by the large of the land being disputed, the number of the people impacted, the place of the conflict, the apparatus involved in, and also capitals both foreign and domestic. 
3.0
Injustice of the Agrarian Structure and the Conflict happening
 
In the first part of this report, we have described the general condition of the social and the economic in the last decade, how in the middle of the wealth natural resources and the agrarian sources there are many people who live in hunger and poverty.  
It has also mentioned that the poverty is not merely a technical economic calculation, there is also a structural problem inside. There is an imbalance social structure giving way to the exploitation on man to man, man to natural resources
The recent growing agrarian condition has threatened the live of the farmers, worsened the service of the nature toward the farmers, underestimated the ability of farmers’ productivity, and reduced the farmers’ welfare. Such agrarian conditions are worsened by the ruling govt. who gets rid of the farmers with their decision, by armed military forcing the farmers with violence, and by the giant corporations sucking the farmers’ wealth. The capitalism globalization has worked through the international agreements and decisions trapping the farmers
.   

The agrarian imbalance has widened to happen, because since the new era regime took power – under the Soeharto’s regime for 32 years, the agrarian reform is not implemented. It is caused by the change of the state orientation, from socialist-populist into capitalism, putting the program of agrarian reform as solely a technical or administrative program. As the basic development which is going to conduct in Indonesia, the agrarian problem is not viewed as a principle problem which has to be implemented first. 
The capitalization on the agrarian has caused the farmers who are generally poor to not owning and sovereign on the agrarian sources. The agrarian structure is related to three things, i.e. first, to the controlling on the agrarian sources and the natural resources, or instruments enabling the working of the life’s need production; second, to the production level. The control on the production determines the production way; third, to the distribution and the use of the products
.
Generally, from the agrarian conflict experienced by Federation of Indonesian Peasant Union’s members the biggest part is the conflict in the plantation area, both state and private plantation (344 cases).  Afterwards, in successive are the cases related to the building of the public or city facilities (243 cases), the cases in the forestry and mining sectors (141 cases and 59 cases).  The data recorded by the Consortium of Agrarian Reform up to 2001 mentioned that the number of disputes happened is 1,753 cases.
There are many dynamics occurred in the process of solving the disputes. When those cases are accumulated into conflict and facing each other, many kinds of violence will occur. It has been mentioned before that what is meant by the agrarian conflict in this report is simply about the dispute process between two parties or more to compete for the agrarian sources or other natural resources. These disputes lead to various kinds of violence such as tyrannical treatment, shooting, terror, intimidation, and even kidnapping. It happens not only to the farmers, but also to the activists or the board of the farmers’ organization. Based on the clarification done by the Consortium of Agrarian Reform after the fall of the Soeharto’s regime until December 2000, at least there were 14 people died, 6 cases of kidnapping, 21 cases of shooting toward the farmers. Afterwards, there was also the detainment of 936 people in 73 cases. There were also the burning, destruction, and the clearing of the farmers’ plants away occurring in 28 cases for the large area of 307. 954 hectares.  
Thus the general description of the agrarian conflicts experienced directly by the members of FSPI and other farmer community in general, therefore, we have to conduct an observation on the injustice structure of agrarian causing imbalance and the conflicts happening are the controlling on the farmland, plantation, forestry, and mining. 
	Table 3.  The Number of the Agrarian  Conflict Cases and kinds of violence toward the farmers happening the related cases 

	In the Reform Era (post Soeharto’s regime) in 20 Provinces in sIndonesia
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	No.
	Provinces
	Kinds of violence

	
	
	tyrannical treatment
	killing
	shooting
	kidnapping
	detainment
	burning/destruction of houses
	Clearing away/plant burnings
	Direct Terror
	Direct Intimidation
	otherss

	1
	DI ACEH
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 
	 
	2
	2
	 

	2
	North Sumatra
	14
	4
	7
	2
	13
	10
	5
	20
	25
	9

	3
	RIAU
	1
	1
	1
	 
	2
	2
	1
	4
	5
	6

	4
	South Sumatra
	2
	1
	1
	 
	7
	 
	2
	7
	13
	1

	5
	BENGKULU
	 
	 
	1
	 
	3
	 
	 
	3
	3
	2

	6
	LAMPUNG
	4
	2
	2
	 
	1
	5
	3
	7
	9
	3

	7
	DKI JAKARTA
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 
	1
	6
	6
	3

	8
	West Java
	6
	 
	 
	1
	17
	1
	2
	66
	63
	33

	9
	Central Java
	1
	1
	1
	 
	2
	1
	1
	4
	14
	3

	10
	DI YOGYAKARTA
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 
	 
	2
	 

	11
	East Java
	9
	5
	7
	2
	17
	6
	2
	11
	24
	11

	12
	West Kalimantan
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1
	1
	 

	13
	East  Kalimantan
	1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1
	4
	7
	3

	14
	Central Kalimantan
	1
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 
	 
	3
	2
	1

	15
	South  Kalimantan
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	2
	 
	2
	 

	16
	South Sulawesi
	1
	 
	1
	1
	5
	1
	10
	13
	16
	12

	17
	Central Sulawesi
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 
	 
	2
	2
	 

	18
	South East Sulawesi
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 
	1
	1
	2
	1

	19
	North Sulawesi
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	2
	3
	 

	20
	East Nusa Tenggara
	1
	 
	 
	 
	1
	 
	 
	1
	1
	 

	J U M L A H
	41
	14
	21
	6
	73
	27
	31
	157
	202
	88

	Source: Data-base on Agrarian Disputes, Consortium of Agrarian Reform
, per 23 December 2000
	
	
	
	
	
	


3.1
The Injustice of Controlling and the Conflict in the Farmland

The development orientation on the economic growth makes the agrarian policy imposing more on the side of the production increase. In the beginning of 1973, along with the changing of the international political constellations, the program of Green Revolution was implemented. At that time, there were 45,6% of farming enterprise owning only 0,26 ha.  In 1983, the farmland for the peasants did not change, but their number decreased into 40,8% of the total of the farming enterprise. It might possibly due to most of them were homeless and farmhand. The indication shown in the census of 1993 stating that the number of the farmhands was 9, 054 million, compared to the former number that was 5, 032 million. It means that there was an increase of 4 million of farmhands in a decade from 1983-1993. Afterwards, in 1993 the large of the peasants’ controlling had drastically decreased almost a half of the previous one that was 0,17 ha. 
So did with the farmhand, there was a significant increase into 11, 7 million in 2003. From the total of the farmhand during 1983 to 2003, the percentage was increase into 19,5% in 1983, and became 35,1% in 1993 and the last was up to 45% in 2003. In 1993, there were 1,3% of the farming  enterprise controlling the land of 11,90 ha. There were 10,6% controlling the land more than 3 ha, while 39,6% controlling only 0,90 ha and 48,5% controlling only 0,17 ha.
Table.   4  
the increase of peasants’ and farmhands’ households 1983-2003
	Year
	Farmhands
(million)
	Peasants 
(million)
	Total

	1983
	5,032
	9,5
	14, 532 juta

	1993
	9,054
	10,9
	19, 954 juta

	2003*
	11,7
	13,7
	25, 4 juta





Source: SP 1993, seri A2, BPS and * compilation from various sources
Meanwhile, the farmers’ household in the last 10 years during 1993 – 2003 increased from 19,95 million families into 25,4 million. Then the peasants’ household also increased from 10,9 million households into 13, 7 million households or increased about 2,8 million of farmers’ household shifted into peasants’ household. The fact was worsened by the imbalance in the distribution of land controlling. Around 70% of the farmers owning only 13 % of land, while the rest of the 30 % farmers controlled 87 % the exist land.

From those statistic data of the Central Bureau Statistics in Indonesia, it explains clearly that during the implementation of the Green Revolution, the numbers of the peasants and the farmhands were increased, and the concentration on the land controlling was more unbalance, only a small number of people control tens of hectares of the land.
According to Endang Suhendar, et.al (1998) the elite of the village which number was 15% of the rural people were one of the supporter of the new era (the impetus of implementation of the Green Revolution in Indonesia). Although its number was so small, this group controlled the biggest part of the agriculture land and had a strong influence in the society.
In the middle of the narrowed agriculture sector along with the biggest unbalance of the land controlling, the labor force in the agriculture sector showed the biggest number. for example, in East Java in 2003, the number of the labor force in the agriculture sector was the biggest number from other  provinces that  was 7, 782 million followed by the Province of Central Java that was 6, 385 million.  Those numbers were based on the data showing that 56,5% of the total of the peasants  toward the national agriculture households, there was 54, 4 % of households out of Java, the rest of 45, 1% is out of Java.

Graphic.  2 Labor Force in the Agriculture sectors ins 2003
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source; Research and development Kompas and Bureau Central Statistics, 2004

Conflict in the Agriculture land

The farmland particularly in the agrarian countries like Indonesia, not only has economical-social values, but also related to the religious and tradition values. Like the example of the conflict in the farmland of Tanak Awu, Central Lombok, West Nusa Tenggara Province among the peasants, the local govt., and Angkasa Pura I Ltd. (State-owned Company). This conflict occurred after the govt. announced the plan to build an international airport started in 1995 on the people’s land of 850 ha
.
The number of the people of Tanak Awu in 2003 was 7.812 people consisting of 3.645 men and 4.167 women with the rapidity of 752 people per km square. The main job of the people is farmers about 2.631 people, followed by traders 258 people, in transportation sector 71 people, handyman 42 people, state-civil employment non teacher 16 people and labor 11 people
. The people of Tanak Awu are Moslem. In 2003, there were 2.185  families, 1.725 were in the status of marriage, 460 were widow/widower/single status. From those number, the household’s head who were not educated were 1.160 people, elementary/junior high school graduates were  703, and higher education 322
. 

The causes of the conflict in Tanak  Awu
The different point of view toward the land, between the local govt. of West NUsa Tenggara and the farmers put the plan of international airport building into lots of problems. The majority of the people of Tanak Awu  is farmer. It is depicted from the large of the area of 556 Ha rice field, 422 Ha dried land, 86 Ha for housing and 13 Ha for other facilities. The explanation of the differences of point of view on the perception and the conception of agrarian by Gunawan Wiradi is reflected in this case.
The farmers’ perception on the land is sbased on the concept of ‘Gumi Paer’ according to L. Gde Suparman
, a prominent figure of Sasak tribe , ‘paer’ is an area occupied, controlled, owned by a community organization based on ascribed status such as village, hamlet, cluster, etc.   Besides, ‘paer’ is also the area to make a living and is used to limit the area. At first, ‘Gumi Paer’ occurred due to the will of some people in the village which  commonly consisted of some families (kuren) moving to a place to develop a farmland and staying there (Pundut). 

In order to develop the farmland, activities were done in stages as follows:
First, ‘Menjango’, is the activity of surveying the land which is going to be used, to see the condition whether it is proper or improper to be used as farmland. Second, ‘Membangar’, is the activity of mapping the land by giving a sign to the location going to be used. In this activity, there is a term known as bangar owner, i.e. a rule that prohibit someone to enter or to take the land which has been signed by others. Third, ‘Bukak tanak’, is the activity of land processing and planting. After this stage, it will determine whether they will stay ‘berepuk’ (Pundut) in that location or they will only do farming there. 
In the new location, they determine the limitation of paer area, by using the geographic condition such as mountain, river, hill, road, and other places. 
With the ‘Gumi Paer’ Concept, the peasant community of  Tanak Awu indeed forbidden by taboo to sell the land, since selling the land can be regarded as disappearing their ancestor great effort having sacrificed their life to clear the land when the area of Tanak Awu was still a jungle, as well as land is regarded as unsold commodity. 
While according to the govt.’s view, land is a commodity. The charm of West Nusa Tenggara tourism particularly the beautiful Lombok Island has made the former governor of West Nusa Tenggara, Mayjen TNI (purn) Warsito changed the direction of West Nusa Tenggara’s development from the prior development focus in the time of the former governor leadership, Kol. (purn) Gatot Suherman, i.e. agriculture sector. Accordingly, since the year of 1989 by the issued of Regional Regulation, Level I West Nusa Tenggara Province No. 9 / 1989, the focus of West Nusa Tenggara’s development is tourism sector without denying the agricultural sector. 
It is this Regional Regulation which becomes the basic legitimation of the starting to work on the coastal area in South Lombok, particularly Kute, Gerupuk, and Tanjung Aan areas,. The management of these areas was given to LTDC (Lombok Tourism Development Corporation.) 

The government concluded that an International airport must be existed, otherwise the tourism in West Nusa Tenggara particularly Lombok will run slower. The awareness of the importance of the International airport in West Nusa Tenggara was taken into concrete started from surveying the airport building area. The result of the survey recommended the area of South Lombok consisting of three villages; Penujak sub district of Praya Barat, TanakAwu – Pujut Sub District, and Ketare Village, Pujut Sub District plus several hectares of land in the Lajut Village, Central Praya Sub District as an appropriate area for the building of International Airport. 
Land Provision contradicted to Law 
Noting that the land removal for the sake of the International airport building in Tanak Awu was in the year of 1995, therefore, the implementation automatically has to be based on the Presidential Decree No. 55 / 1993.

In the Presidential Decree No. 55 / 1993 on Land Provision for Public Interest, there has to be exist the mechanism of discussion for an agreement in the implementation of the removal, in the article 10 of this presidential decree below:
1. Convention is done directly between the right holder of the land and the government institution needing the land 
2. In the number of right holder of the land, it is impossible to hold an effective convention as it mentioned in the sub article 1, the committee of land provision, government institution needing the land,  and representatives pointed by the right holder for the land who are also acted as their attorney
3. Convention mentioned in the sub article 1 is led by the head of the land provision committee.
The land provision for the airport building in Tanak Awu requires a convention in getting the agreement of the land owner in releasing their land. Convention is a process or activity to share one another by the attitude of accepting idea or opinion of one another based on a sincerity among parties to reach an agreement on the form and the amount of the compensation. In this case direct dialogue is brought into notice, but in fact it does not happen in the practice.
Set up Convention 
Since the people of Tanak Awu heard the news that there will be built an International Airport and the removal of their land for the need of the building, there many questions rising in their mind starting from their compensation until their fate after the building, it means that socialization to the land owner is needed. 
For the socialization, meetings of the land provision committee were held. Unfortunately, the socialization was prioritized for the involving figures in the village, who might be not the land owner. While those land owners with their knowledge and education limitation were regarded less important. They were regarded as more submissive and agreed on the decision of their leading figures
.
The government assumed that the agreed of the people is commonly depended on the leading figures’ direction. The government forgot that this is a totally different case it is a matter of their live continuation which can not be represented or given to the subjectivity policy of those leading figures in any reason.
This thing continued when the committee conducted a convention to determine the amount of the compensation, plants, and buildings on the land. The convention was conducted once and in a short time in 6 July 1995. According to Musammah, in the convention not all of the land owner attend and they did not give any authority to be represented by others, but the committee claimed that the convention was already fixed according to the quorum. 

There were some people attending the convention to sound their protest and question about the unchangeable of the negotiated price in Penunjak to be taken into effective in Tanak Awu. It was not answer or dialogue openness that they got, in fact they were regarded as disturbing the convention and were sent out from the convention area which was held in the ”Belek” Mosque  (”Khairil I’tihad” Mosque), TanakAwu. After that, the convention went so fast only to ratify the agreement formulized before.
This led to many lands paid not to the owner or there were mistakes in the payment, for example an owner who has 80 are was paid for the land of 23 are
.
Things to be investigated on the price of the land 
From the beginning, the farmers did not want to sell their land, but finally with “the force”, they let their rights for land to Angkasa Pura I, Ltd. There is an odd thing on the price of the land, i.e. the last land price according to Purchasing Value of Land Object (PVLO) before the compensation payment (1995) in Tanak Awu was IDR 2. 450/Meter square, then in the Debt Taxt Notice Letter as the evidence, we know that the PVLO in Tanak Awu decreased suddenly in 1995 (condemnation process) and increased in 1996 (the same as the PVLO before the condemnation). This change happened only in the condemnation areas. 

Table. 5: On the Change of PVLO during 1993-1996

	Year
	PVLO

	1993
	IDR 3. 500/M 2

	1994
	IDR 3. 500/M 2

	1995
	IDR 2. 450/M 2

	1996
	IDR 3. 500/M 2


Intimidation toward the land owner
The disagreement of the land owners toward the procession and the price bargain as what has been said above were not responded wisely by the government, for the reason of chasing the deadline. The government became hasty and used intimidation ways to the people refusing or even only asking critically about the airport existence.

In every meeting, police and army in complete uniform and weapon stood by there. The people opposing the meeting would be taken into KODIM (Military Duty Command) office and those disagreeing with the way developed by the government in the meeting would be sent out from the meeting forum. 
The people of Tanak Awu complain about the terror they faced. Before conducting actions or hearing or sounding their complaint to the Indonesian Legislative Assembly, the civilians or apparatus frightened or threatened them with many things (they would not get the same service from any government institution for any service, they would not get any opportunity for generation to become state civil employment, they would be tortured, killed
, their house would be burned and etc.). 

To abrogate the movement of the people, after conducting the action they were frightened by many equal actions where the government mobilized the mass in the village to conduct an equal action for their own sake and even the village chief and the sub district head had to take part in those actions
. Such as what had happened on the last 25 January 2006, where the peasants demonstrated and were attacked by a group who contradicted to the farmers’ action. 
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Picture 1.; The police shot the participants of the Farmer’s General Meeting brutally in Tanak awu – West Nusa Tenggara, 18-Sept-2005,    Doc. FSPI

On the last 18 September 2005, an incident of the shooting toward the farmers was done by the police. At that time, the farmers organized a general meeting to commemorate the national farmer’s day. In the shooting there were 27 farmers who were shot and 6 farmers were wounded by beatens. At the same time, 4 farmers were detained. The conflict is happening until today. The intimidation and the detainment process continue to happen and the last happened at the beginning of January where the chairman of the local organization Mr. Lalu Khaerudin was detained with three other farmers.
Based on that thing, it is viewed that the conflict of the international airport building was caused by the difference in the point of view toward the land between the farmers and the local govt and the inaccurate land taking process. 
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Picture 2: Shell of bullets and tear gas used by th epolice to dismiss the Farmer’s General Meeting in Tanak awu – West Nusa Tenggara 18 September 2006 

3.2
 The Injustice of Controlling Structure and the Conflict in the Sector of Forestry
The large of the Indonesian natural origin forest decreased significantly. Until this day, Indonesia has lost its origin forest for about 72% [World Resource Institute, 1997]. The unrestrained felling of the Indonesian forest for tens of years and caused the massive decreased of tropical forest. The rapid of forest destruction for the period of 1985-1997 was noted about 1,6 million hectares per year, while for the period of 1997-2000 became 3,8 million hectares per year. It brings Indonesia the highest level of forest destruction in the world. In Indonesia based on the image interpretation of land satellite in 2000, there were 101,73 million hectares of land and forest which were damaged, 59,62 million hectares of the number above was in the area of forest. [Forest Planning Body of Forestry Department, 2003]
. 
Why it can happen? It is easy if we observe it through the policy issued by the govt. i.e. Right for Forest Effort (HPH) and Right for Industrial Plant (HTI). Those rights are given to both foreign and domestic investors. The foreign investor interested in the forest is Singapore,  Japan, Hong Kong, dan South Korea. 
Until 1994
, the govt. had reserved 3.841.777 hectares of areas to build an Industrial Forest Plant which would be done by 38 corporations. From those 38 corporations, the  biggest five were occupied by corporations joined in the group of Barito Pasific (1.018.700 ha or 26,5 %), Kalimanis (614.080 ha or 16,0 %), Raja Garuda Mas (428.560 ha or 11,2 %), Dayak Besar (376.000 ha or 9,8 %) and Kayu Lapis Indonesia (300.000 ha or 7,8 %). While the rest was , 1.104.437 ha or 28,7 % owned by other corporation. Therefore, Barito Pacific dominated the biggest land, approaching the large of other 23 corporations (see the Table below).

Table. 6
Conglomerates in the Industrial Forest Plant’s Development
	No.
	Name
	Project
	The large of the land (Ha)
	Percentage

	1. 
	Barito Pacific
	4 units
	1.018.700
	26,5%

	2. 
	Kalimanis
	4 units
	614.080
	16,0%

	3. 
	Raja Garuda Mas
	2 units
	428.560
	11,2%

	4. 
	Dayak Besar
	1 unit
	376.000
	9,8%

	5. 
	Kayu Lapis Indonesia
	1 unit
	300.000
	7,8%

	
	Sub Total
	15 units
	2.737.340
	71,3%

	6. 
	Other corporations
	23 units
	1.104.437
	28,7%

	
	Total
	38 units
	
	100,0%



  Source: Hedar   and Arimbi HP, 1997

Until 1990, the govt. of Indonesia had given concession to 578 of the Right for Foreign Effort’s holders exploiting 59, 9 million hectares of forest. Until now, there are 296 timber processing industries and 119 plywood industries. Firstly, this forest exploitation was done by the foreign investors, until 1978 there were 95 foreign corporations having the concession on forest. In addition, they cooperated with 89 domestic corporations
.
Other corporation dominating the forest is the State-owned Enterprise, that is perhutani/inhutani (Indonesian Forest Corporation). Perhutani/inhutani controls the area of production forest outside the area which concession was given to the holder of Right for Forest Effort.  Department of Agriculture established a Central Java Forestry Corporation known as Central Java Perhutani 1961. Perhutani controls the forest area in Java for 2, 7 million hectares consisting of forest, mountain, lake, and water. Based on the function of the forest, Perhutani is given as the right to manage the Production Forest divided into Management Unit I (Central Java), Management Unit II (East Java) and Management Unit III (West Java), for details take a look at table 9, below:
	Table. 7

 the Large of the Area of Perhutani according to its function up to  December 2003



	No
	Forest Functions
	Unit I Central Java (Ha)
	Unit II East Java (Ha)
	Unit III West Java (Ha)
	Total

	1
	Production forest
	573.241,63
	812.950,40
	453.556,70
	1.839.748,10

	2
	Corservation / natural conservation /tourism
	74.355,18
	548.558,50
	616.789,94
	1.239.703,62

	 

Total
	647.596,81
	1.361.508,90
	1.361.508,90
	3.079.451,72

	    Source: Perhutani, as  it quoted by  Handiko.
	


Although the level of forest “development” is so sensitive and all at once in the Indonesian archipelago, the level of forest exploitation is also high. According to Endang Suhendar dkk (1998), the contribution toward the Gross DomesticProduct is very small. At the constant price level in 1983, the contribution of the forestry sectors is only 5% toward the agriculture sector, and is around 1% toward the Gross Domestic Products.  Besides, the sub sector contribution of forestry toward the absorb of labor force is low as wells. The sub sector of forestry is able to give a contribution of 0,3% labor force and o,5 % toward the agriculture sector.
	Conflict in the Forestry Sector experienced by the members of  FSPI
The Case of Cibaliung- Banten Peasant:

Violence and Detainment 
The example of people’s oppression done by the govt. siding on the investor is the land case between the farmers of Cibaliung, Sub district Cibaliung, District Pandeglang – Banten with the State-Owned Forestry Enterprise Unit III  West Java, Perhutani. The Subdistrict of Cibaliung has 5 villages: Sukajadi, Mahendra, Mendung, and Cibingbin. Cibaliung is located at the hills next to the area of Perhutani’s. since 1930, the farmers of Cibaliung had stayed the land in Cibaliung Banten Pandeglang Banten for farming and staying. The Dutch colonialization withdrew the tax from the farmers (well known as ‘Cap Singa’ or Lion Brand and lastly known as the term of girik). It continues to the launch of reforestation program involving the Cibaliung farmers and its management is given to Perhutani.

However, the people living nearby the forest get many unfair treatments done by Perhutani BKPH Cikeusik KPH Banten, claiming that the farmers’ land is the Perhutani’s land. It is a dispute becoming a long agrarian conflict with the detainment and intimidation process.  The Cibaliung farmer admitted having a 100 hectares land claimed by Perhutani. Indeed, the land is occupied by 300 farmer households having land certification. They also asked to pay the tax of the land. It proves that the govt. has legally recognized the land ownership and controlling for the local farmers.
However, at the end of 1999, the farmers faced direct resist from Perhutani baked up by the local govt. with the help of the police, on 5 March 2000, the party from Perhutani and the local govt. conducted a forced condemnation toward the farmers’ houses and farmland occupied by them. The police also detained the farmers resisting or regarded as organizing other farmers to resist Perhutani.

Finally, 17 peasants were detained by the police, dragged and sent into court and were sentenced 1-2 years each farmer. The strange was that the farmers’ detainment was not due the land conflict, but due to the wood stealing in the area of Perhutani. 

The same incident reoccurred on December 2000 where 150 farmer families reclaiming the land of 200 hectares and they were succeed to occupy the land. However, it caused 40 farmers detained on 11-13 November 2001. This detainment was done without showing the detain letter. The accusation given is the wood stealing belonging to Perhutani and they also investigated without having any access to be accompanied by a lawyer.
The land expropriation and arbitrarily detainment done by the police toward the farmer in Cibaliung keeps continuing. Again, 2 farmers were detained, one of them aging 92 and jailed for about 8 months with the accusation of wood stealing. The intimidation done by Perhutani through the police can be said as a terror. The Perhutani in this case became the reporter and the farmers of Cibaliung became the suspected. The involvement of the police caused many house burning and destruction of farmland, and even the seeds storaged intheir house. They also dragged into a truck and shot the livestock.  In the court, the farmers felt that the legal process was far from being fair.  

At their release, some farmers having jailed for some years still faced various barrier, so they were set free at night.


3.3
The injustice of controlling structure and the conflict in the plantation sector
The history of plantation is the history of colonialisation for the people of Indonesia. Since 19 century the existence of big plantation was introduced by the Dutch colonialism. Due to its character of big scale and expansive, plantation needs a large land. At first, the private plantation was not many. However, since the oil boom in Indonesia had faded, the govt. started to see the plantation sector by giving many easiness to the investors to work on it. To improve the non-oil and natural gas export, so the plantation enterprise was designed in various manners to bring lots of income for the state. No wonder if many corporations get the Right to Use an enterprise easily with the method of People’s Core Plantation in many areas, particularly in Sumatra, Kalimantan, and Sulawesi.  
This kind of plantation called by the World Bank as the Nucleus Estate and Smallholders Scheme, is actually an exploitation for the people’s big-scale plantation. With this method, the small-scale plantation unit is mobilized into a big unity, controlled by the investor to keep dependency afterwards. It starts from the factory’s building, transportation, and sale price determination of plantation products. 
In the sharp decrease of farmland owned by the farmers, the increase number and proportion of peasants’ household, and the limited number of the proper land to be cultivated, the giant plantation corporations have grown gloriously. Until 1994, the increase of the farmland controlled by the big plantation had not happened before, twice bigger from the large of the plantation in 1938 (see table below).

Table. 8
The growth of the big farmland in Indonesia (1938 - 1994)

	Year 
	The number of big Plantation 
	The land controlled (ha)
	Average (ha)

	1938
	2.400
	2.500.000
	1.042

	1963
	1.100
	1.600.000
	1.455

	1994
	1.409
	4.232.000
	3.361



           

 Source: Central Bureau Statistics and other sources
Based on the controlling of the land in the people’s agriculture sector, plantation growth, particularly for palm oil has increased rapidly. In ten years, the growth is 120%. During 1993 – 1997, the growth was 1, 338 million hectares in 1998 the growth was 1, 828 million hectares. Each year until 2003 in average the growth is around 2, 5 million hectares, see the table below.
Table.  9
The growth of Palm oil plantation in Indonesia (in 1,000 ha)

	Year 
	1993-97
	1998
	1999
	2000
	2001
	2002
	2003
	Growth

	The large of Palm oil
	1,338
	1,828
	2,022
	2,208
	2,465
	2,734
	2,937
	120%


Source: anonym, Draft of a research 2003 

The biggest control of the palm oil plantation is in the private hand. In 2002, the private sector controlled 57 % or 2. 394,4 million ha from the total of palm oil plantation of 4. 116,6 million ha. It was followed by the people plantation around 1. 222,3 million ha or 30% and the control of the state-owned enterprise was around 541 million ha or 13%
.
We can also see the growth of palm oil in Indonesia reached its momentum in 1985 with the large of the land around 600.000 hectares became 3 million hectares in 1999. From 60 % of the large of palm oil plantation in Indonesia, 4,6 million hectares were controlled by 27 groups of corporations, including the Archipelago Plantation, Ltd. (PTPN), having concession of 770.000 hectares. 75% of those 27 groups were owned by the foreign corporations
.
The conglomeration in agriculture sector happens due to the mismatch strategy of agriculture development that is emphasizing the agriculture development on the agribusiness scale. It is impossible done by the farmers who generally are small scale farmers since they do not have enough access to the land. Consequently, the profit taken by the conglomerates can not be felt by farmers obviously. 
In 31 years, during 1963 – 1994, the control of farmland by the big plantation grew rapidly. In 1938, there were 2.400 of big plantation controlling 2.500.000 hectares of farmland (averagely 1.042 hectares), so in 1994, there were 1.409 plantations controlling the farmland of 4.232.000 hectares (averagely 3.361 hectares). The development of the plantation enterprise and the limitation of proper land for agriculture enterprise is one of the trigger of the agrarian conflict in the last two decades
.


The development of big plantation enterprise is mostly accompanied by the loosing of the land controlling from the farmers, both by violence and ‘peaceful’ ways. Furthermore, the farmers do not have any independence to determine kinds of commodity that can be planted in their land. It is added with the sensitivity of the farmer’s bargain position to determine the commodity price. The dependency of the farmers in determining the commodity going to be planted and the low bargain position happen generally in the plantation with the pattern of People’s Core Plantation.  This condition is like the system of cultuurstelsel run by the govt. of Netherlands E. Indies more than three and half centuries. 
Conflict in the plantation sector
As it has been described above that the plantation sector is the highest number of the 1.753 conflict cases. From this number, the plantation sector dominated is 19, 6 % or 344 cases. 

According to data issued by the General Director of Plantation Production as it quoted by Syaiful Bahari (2004) up to August 2003, there are 575 cases in the plantation sector. 225 cases happened in the private plantation and 350 cases happened in the state plantation. Those cases happened in 20 provinces, the most happened is in the Province of North Sumatra with 298 cases or 52% of the total cases. From those cases 544 cases (95%) are related to the land dispute, only a small part related to the production pillage and plant destruction that is 31 cases (5%). It means that majority of the conflict happened is based on the problems of rights to land controlling, not criminals as it often stated by the govt
. For the plantation conflict, there are two eminent cases, i.e. North Sumatra and South Sulawesi cases.
	Conflict experienced by the member of FSPI

1. Land dispute between North Sumatra Peasant Union and 
Bandar Pasir Mandoge Unit II Bakrie Sumatra Plantations, Ltd.
Continued into detainment of 5  members of North Sumatra Peasant Union by the police
· Land struggled is located in Sei Kopas village, Bandar Pasir Mandoge Subdistrict, Asahan District, the name was Silau Jawa village. The land clearing was done by the people since 1953.

· In 1983, the regent of Asahan at that time, Dr. Bahmit Muhammad, urged the people to invent the land to the local govt. in order to be used for People’s Core Plantation ± 674 Ha.

· The land without any explanation had belonged to BSP, Ltd. (Bakrie Sumatera Plantations)

· In 1999, the people of Sei Kopas formed a farming group “Maju Bersatu” with member ± 250 household head to unite the perception to demand on the land which had been ever used for the pattern People’s Core Plantation.

· When the govt. did not respect the people’s aspiration, in 2003 the people of Sei Kopas claimed the land. The farmers started to plant the land with the hard and food plants and also built three units of buildings. The land disputed is 220 Ha.

· On 31 March 2005, a meeting was conducted between the farmer in Bandar Pasir Mandoge unit II and the Local House of Asahan signing an agreement that the party of PTPN III Huta Padang plantation, PTPN IV Sei Kopas, Jaya Baru,Ltd. Sei Kopas, and BSP, Ltd. Kisaran will not intimidate the people and will not clean the plant on the land controlled by the people.
· On 6 April 2005, the Local House of Asahan reviewed the conflict land in Bandar Pasir Mandoge Unit II.

· On 7 April 2005, a meeting was conducted between the farmers and PTPN III Huta Padang Plantation, PTPN IV Sei Kopas, Jaya Baru, Ltd Sei Kopas and BSP, Ltd Kisaran facilitating by the Local House of Asahan. The meeting ended with an agreement that the land controlled by the people was expelled from the Right to Use the Enterprise.

· On 18 May 2005, a meeting was conducted between the govt. of Asahan District issuing an instruction to the Subdistrict head of Bandar Pasir Mandoge to solve the conflict between the people and the corporation.

· On 18 August 2005, 5 people of Sei Kopas were called by the police with the accusation of land destruction in that area. The fifth people were: Bonar Manurung (48 y.o), Julia br. Manik (55 y.o), Sulaiman Tobing ( 40 y.o), Masri br. Tampubolon (45 y.o), and Charles Manurung (26 y.o).

· On 19 August 2005, the members of farmer group “Maju Bersatu” met the security who could be use as the evidences, Mangunsong and Sutrisno. These two men confessed that they were sent by the corporation to take a wet log and a burnt log. They took those logs from other village, i.e. ladang Hasibuan and ladang Ma Toni, outside the areal struggled by this farmer group. These two men had reported to Bandar Pasir Mandoge and Asahan Police Resorts for the slander. The report was accompanied by Hesti Dolok Saribu and Sibuea.

· On 23 August 2005, the fifth men slandered as doing destruction were called back by the Asahan Police Resort to be met with the security of the corporation to prove that they were not guilty. Unfortunately, they were detained by the Asahan Police.

· Unti today, the member of farmer group “Maju Bersatu” and other farmer groups in the area of Bandar Pasir Mandoge unit II, Asahan, are still holding out of the Asahan Police to demand the release of their friends.
· At the present time, January 2006, the court will file their case with the accusation of destruction in the plantation. (source: North Sumatra Peasant Union (SPSU)).




	Experienced by Bulukumba people

2. The Bloody Bulukumba,

The humanity crime of PP  London Sumatra Indonesia, Ltd. and the police toward the farmers and the indigenous people of Kajang
Monday afternoon, in the Bonto village Mangiring Bulukumba, when the sun went down, the police threw out the hot bullet from their guns. The farmers wanting to defend their land ran to avoid the bullets. One was dead with a shot in his head. While 5 people, Timoro (was shot in the calf), Ansu (was shot in the thigh), Sembang (was shot in the arm), Siing (was shot on the palm hand) and Zaing (was shot in the calf). 3 other people were detained, Satarin and his wife, while the rest had not been identified. 

The people wanting to take their land back having taken by force by Lonsum escaped them selves. Those who could not escape were taken by the police. Until the last July 2003, there were 4 women and 20 men detained in the Bulukumba Police Resort. Almost all were wounded by beaten. While there were 11 men wounded by shot, a woman and 4 men died. It is a temporary data, it possibly to increase since the living victims did not get a proper health service. 

The incident happening in Bulukumba that afternoon is not a sudden incident, since the history had noted that during 1981-1988 in Kampong Ompoa Kukumba there was a condemnation of 20 houses and people field. In Kampong Tangkalua 4 houses were burnt and 201 houses were condemned. In Kampong Bukia 9 houses, rice field, and people’s garden were condemned. Kampong Batulapisi there was a condemnation of 475 houses. In Kampong Allae and Sarrea, people’s garden was condemned. In Kampong Pangisokan, a condemnation of houses and land happened.  On 5-9 March 2003, a condemnation of 5 houses in Kampong Lapparayya Bonto Mangiring Village with the shooting of 2 farmers done by the employee of Lonsum, Ltd. named Andi Abdul Malik alias Kr. Makking.

The team of National Commission on Human Rights led by MM Billah, with Hasballah M Saad and Yuwaldi, and 2 Investigator staffs, i.e. Nanang Rahardjo and Hilmy Rosyida having investigated for 5 days from 30 Juli to 3 August 2003 with the Duty Letter No. 114/TUA/VII/2003 describing that their investigation result on Friday 8 August 2003 that there were many different versions on the incident happening  on 21 July 2003, particularly from the Republic of Indonesian Police and the interviewed witnesses; the detain of the people without any legal detainment letter; there was a confiscation on some goods without any confiscation letter; information on the violence (kicking, beating, and shooting) done by the police toward the people; there was a threat toward the people and the  police; information on the sweeping done by the police; there were ancestor lands and places regarded as sacral places by the indigenous community which were planted rubber trees; the signed of the official report of investigation done by the witness/suspected without telling the content of the official report to the people signing the report; there were some personnel of “security” of Lonsum, Ltd. bringing gun; the indigenous community regarded the police not only as the protector and the public servant, but also as the govt. apparatus bringing the insecure feeling to the people; there was  people’s housing destruction and eviction of the people from the housing area; the detainees were fed only once a day; there was an information that the head of the police resort involved in the violence action toward the detainees; the victims are let to rotten for 6 days in the corpse room, so there were many maggots in the corpses, and the blood transfusion needed by the victim did not conducted. 

Such things are strengthen by the investigation result of the Foundation of Indonesian Legal Aid that there was violation done by the police of Bulukumba, including illegal detainment toward 25 people on 21, 25, and 26 July 2003 where the detainment was done without any detainment letter and some of the people taken were not involved in the incident of 21 July 2003 (violation toward Article 17, 18 sub article (1), and 19 Criminal Code); the illegal detainment toward 41 people on 22-24 July 2003, 22-31 July 2003 and 26-30 July 2003, where the detainment done without any official letter (violation toward the Article 21 Criminal Code); the illegal raid toward 3 victims on 23 and 24 July 2003, where the raid was done without any official letter to conduct a raid, entering a house without watched by the two witnesses or entering someone’s house without witnessed by the head of the village or the environment chairman, so they did not make any news on the raid (violation toward the Article 31, 125 , and 126 Criminal Code), and ; the illegal investigation toward 41 people on 21 July 2003 and 22-27 July 2003, where at the detainment, the incarceration and the raid are done without any written letter. There were intimidation and other underestimated treatment when the detainment and the intimidation done by the Bulukumba (violation toward the Article of  52, 54, 55, 56 sub article (1), 75 sub article (1) point b, c, d, 114, and 117 sub article (1) Criminal Code. 

While the National Commission’s team stated that there is any indication of human right consisting the right to live (violating article 9 sub article (1) and article 33 sub article (2) Law No. 39 / 1999, the tyrannical treatment (violating Article 33 sub article (1) Law No. 39 /1999, arbitrary detainment (violating article 34 Law No. 39 / 1999), the entitle right (violating  article 29 sub article (1) and the article 36 up to 37 Law No. 33 /1999), right for safety feeling (violating article 28 up to 35 Law No. 39 /1999), the right for fair legal treatment (violating Article 3 sub article (2) Law No. 39/1999), right to get justice (violating article 17 Law No. 39 / 1999, and the rights for social, economic, and culture as well.

To solve the conflict in Bulukumba, a team was set. The team consists of corporations, local govt., local House, police, people, activists, and lawyer. With the imbalance in the negotiation forums on January 2006, the Lonsum, Ltd. finally gave the land of 271 hectares to the people, with a note that there will no more discussion on the Right to Use the Enterprise of Lonsum, Ltd.  However, the people and the farmers rejected, since according to them the problem of the Right to use the Enterprise must be solved due to it was the trigger of the conflict happening until today *.
While in the other side, it is a pity for Indonesia that the Police still defend a corporation which is in the condition of ‘severe illness’ and will not be cured. During 2000-2001 the corporation suffered from financial problem, even the Napan Groups as one of the shareholders in Lonsum Group was in the ten biggest of bad debtors in BPPN, while Ibrahim Risjad (the chairman of Risjadson Group, who is also one of the shareholders of Lonsum Group) as the Commissaries President of London Sumatera Indonesia Plantation, Ltd. is one of the fourth biggest debtor in Indonesia, besides Sudwikatmono, The Nin King, and Liem Hendra who was finally saved by the President Instruction with the guarantee of free from the law suit and law process. (Release and Discharge – R&D).

The bloody note of Lonsum happens not only in Bulukumba, but also in Pergulaan–North Sumatra, Jempang–East Kalimantan and Pinang River–South Sumatera which have been shed the people’s blood in defending their living place and their ancestor heritage. 

(National Solidarity for (SnuB) 11 August 2003 and *Achmad Ya’kub, 2006) 


3.4
 The Injustice of Controlling structure and the Conflict in the Mining Sector
Early in the new era regime’s power, the mining sector was a great asset giving income expected as the capital of development and ironically with the corruption rumor in the mining sector led the new era regime’s power collapsed in 1998. the mining exploitation was started when the new era regime issued a policy in the mining sector, i.e Basic Mining Law/1967. this law was issued to guarantee the investors to invest in the mining sector. Since that time, the international big-scale corporations came, particularly in the oil-mining as the pioneer of the coming of the foreign investment. 

The control on the mining was started legally by the Working Agreement or Mining Authority. The mining authority is the authority given only to the state enterprise or the domestic enterprise. However, this authority has also the clause stating the license to transform the power with a certain mechanism to foreign parties, foreign corporation. Such mechanism is well known as Working Agreement. The control of the working agreement or mining authority has always not been detected. However, the big mining has generally controlled hundreds and even thousands hectares of mining land. 

The description on how the mining situation in Indonesia could be seen in 1999, according to Price waterhouse cooper as it quoted by Jatam, Indonesia knowing as the World’s second biggest tin producer, the world’s third biggets thermal coal exporter, the world’s third biggest copper producer, the world’s fifth biggest gold producer, and the world’s seventh biggest nickel producer. 

The first foreign corporation getting the Working Contract at the same year with the ratified of mining law (1967) was Freeport Indonesia, Ltd, an American corporation operating in Irian Jaya which then became the biggest mining corporation on gold and copper along the beginning of the new era. With many eases Freeport, Ltd. can run its bussiness, one of them is the  tax exemption of land and building, of growth rate until 1991
. Moreover, its control on the land mining reached up to 2,6 million hectares.  However, the Indonesian govt. Got only 1,1 – 3 % of the share from Freeport, Ltd reaching up to US $ 496 million per year. As a matter of fact, according to its Director President, Adriyanto Mochribie, Freeport roughly get a gross income of US$ 10 –  12 million or more or less around US$ 4.015. 000.000 (US$ 4 billion) in a year 
.

Another foreign mining corporation is Newmont, Ltd. operating since 1996, both in the Nusa Tenggara and Sulawesi have exploited the mining land of 84. 240 hectares.  Another one is Kelian Equatorial  Mining, Ltd. operating in East Kalimantan, it is a gold mining, controlling over 286.000 hectares.  So does the national mining corporation like Aneka Tambang, Ltd. opertaing since 1930s on 6.000 hectares of land.  Generally, up to the year of 1996, there were 833 of both national and foreign mining corporation controlling more than 36 million hectares
.

According to data collected by Jatam, by opening mine workings in the conservation areas, the govt. expects that it will improve the economic of Indonesia. In fact, the contribution of the mining industry to the state is vely low. During 1993–1995, their contribution was only 2,54%–2,92 % of the Gross Domestic Income and increased only up to 10,44% in 2005. It is still under the contribution of the agriculture sector reaching up to 13,41%. Besides, according to the research of Price Waterhouse Coopers (PwC), the expenditure of 12 biggest mining corporations in Indonesia during 1994–1998, which was almost 95,3% was used for import purchase. It means that the money was back to the foreign pocket only 4,7% left in the domestic. During the time, the state has been deceived by the contribution rate of the mining sector to the economic growth of Indonesia. According to Price Waterhouse Coopers (PWC) the income of the state in 1998 from the 12 mining industries being surveyed was 5,6 trillion. At a glance, this number was so big. The mining actors in Indonesia, including the govt., were always proud of that income.
	Conflict in the Mining Sector
Between the People of Papua (Irian Jaya) and Freeport Indonesia, Ltd.
‘Amungme’ means the first man or the genuine man. The population of this tribe is more than 14.000 million people. On 8 January 1974, the ‘Amungme’ tribe with the govt. and Freeport known as foreign investor signed an agreement called as “January Agreement” stating that: “the ‘Amungme’ people without any license are forbidden to enter specific areas, such as Jelsegel-Ongospel Mount or Ore Mount or Ertzberg. As the compensation, Freeport will build health clinics, housings, shopping centers, markets, and job opportunity for the ‘Amungme’ tribe. 

The people do not realize that the agreement has made them loosing for everything. Live without having lands. The traditional and sacral routes have become forbidden areas. All promised facilities mean nothing. It can not be imagined,  the sacral mountain has change into a big hole of more than 300 meters depth. Here, the conflict began. The Sagoo forest as the food source had dissapeared, the mountains as the place of worship were destroyed. The people started to worry. Since it began to operate (1967 – up to now), the tailing waste of Freeport from 7.275 tons/day in 1973 increases up to 223.100 tons/day now and has changed 35.000 ha of forest into ‘desert’ tailing.14 

The protest of ‘Amungme’  tribe in 1977 on the oppression they faced since Freeport began to operate was paid by the destruction of their gardens, houses, and also the killing of the ‘Amungme’ tribe done by the security troop. Although the official data mentioned that about 900 people died in the incident, an unofficial data mentioned that actually the victims were two times of the official data. It is known that Freeport has paid the security fund each year to the military. In 2002 Freeport deposited US$ 5,6 million (around IDR 50 billion) to the Indonesian National Army. This fund included the cost of hotel, fuels, military transportation service. Moreover, about US$ 400 thousand (around IDR 3,5 billion) was used to build the “supporting facilities”. Freeport also confessed that they had spent US$ 4,7 million (around IDR41 billion) in 2001 to pay for 2.300 personnel of national army. It strengthens the fact that the mining corporation has always related to the militarization. 
recently, on February 2006 the conflict has come into surface again. Along with the shooting of 3 Papua people having looked for a good fortune on the waste canal of Freeport’s which is 300 meters depths. The people were banned to enter that area with the safety and the security reasons of landslide. Consequently, the  people blocked the Mil 72-74 in Tembagapura on 24 Februari 2006. It made the mining work in grasberg totally stop. So did the production process in the factory. In Jakarta, the case was responded by the university students from Papua, attacking the Freeport office at the building of 89 in Kuningan on 23 February  2006 at 3.30 a.m. Ten of them were detained. 

Along with the increase of mining commodity production in Indonesia, the increase of the production level is linier to the increase of environment destruction and the human rights’ violation around the mining area. 
(source Endang Suhendar, et.al. 1998, JATAM from many quotation source, Ahmad Yakub, Kompas February 2006, Metro TV 2006).


3.5
Typhology on the form of Violation and  Subjugation toward Farmers in the 
Conflict
The examples of the agrarian conflict cases above have strongly proved that due to capitalization process on the natural resources has widened the imbalance and the injustice toward the majority of the people since the last 35 years without any attempt to implement the genuine agrarian reform to break them. From the depiction of the conflicts described before, practically shown in the table 3 and 4, the biggest conflict happens in the areas of plantation, public facilities, housing, production forest, industrial, dam/irrigation, tourism, mining, military facilities, conservation forest, embankment, govt.’s facilities, waters, transmigration, and others which are about 1.753 cases.

The people have to  square off with the govt., the military/police, state-owned enterprise, private corporations both foreign and domestic. This thing has even happened to some parties above at once. In addition, the support for the people from the religious leader and politicians in the House is so low. In fact, they have become the supporters outside the farmers. For example, with their religious power, the Indonesian Ulemas (moslem religious leader) Council in East Java had stated that it is forbidden for the farmers to reclaim the land. The organized civilians who always conduct physical attack to the farmers are also involved. 

From the total of 1,753 land disputes spreading all over Indonesian provinces, the large of the area being disputed is around 10. 9 million hectares sacrificing more than 1 million families. The total of the conflict cases between the people and the govt. through its apparatus is 719 cases, through its military/police is 59 cases, between the people and the national corporation/state-owned enterprise is 219 cases, and the biggest cases happen between the people and the private corporations both foreign and domestic that is 833 cases
. 

In solving the conflict, violences can not be avoided. From the description of the cases  above, it can be said that there are a solution method and a violence typology which are prominent and repeated in every sector of the agrarian conflict. Just mentions the cases of  Cibaliung-Banten and Tanak Awu-West Nusa Tenggara. Those conflicts can not be separated from the govt.’s policies on the forestry and the national corporation (Indonesian Forestry Corporation) for the case of Cibaliung-Banten and on the public facility and the national corporation (Angkasa Pura I, Ltd.) for the case of Tanak Awu-West Nusa Tenggara. These cases represented the conflict between the farmers and the state involving the military/police. In Tanak Awu, the involvement of the civilians from the independent security organization is very big. The concrete example was the attack of the farmers’ demonstration on 25 January 2006 by thousand of civilians from the independent security organization. In Banten, the organization well known as ‘jawara’ (people who are invulnerable to weapons and master in self-defense) is always used to repress and terror the farmers. 

Meanwhile, the cases in Bulukumba, South Sulawesi and Pasir Mandoge, North Sumatra represent the conflict between the farmers and the private corporations both foreign and domestic. Both cases are the conflicts of big plantation involving the military and the police in its solutions. It is the same as the conflict in the mining sector between the people of Papua and the the private foreign corporation operating in Indonesia since 1967, that is Freeport, Ltd. The military seemed siding on this American corporation involved in the case causing the death of hundred people.
From the whole examples above, the model of the solution for the conflicts above is very exclusive that is the involved of the state structure such as the military/the police, judiciary, or the local/regional govt. supporting the investment interest. In the framework of democracy today, the active involvement of the regional govt. both province and district is getting stronger. The regional autonomy has created a new dimension in the agrarian conflict, the structural agrarian problem  has turned into the horizontal dimension problem.
There is a new wide-opened development for the farmers’ struggle to win the conflict. The farmers start to organize and mobilize themselves into groups or join the farming organization at the level of province, national, and even international. In addition, there are farmers who are coordinated in people’s independent organizations. The international solidarity is open now, both in the form of protest letter/statement proposed to the govt., corporations, the military/the police and in the form of solidarity demonstration in their own country proposed to the embassy of the conflict country. 
From the discussion above, in short it can be said that the typology of the agrarian conflict as the attempt of subjugation toward the farmers demanding on the implementation of the agrarian reform is categorized as follows:

1. Tyrannical treatment
2. Killing
3. Shooting toward both farmers and livestocks
4. Kidnapping
5. Detainment
6. incarceration
7. House Burning and destruction
8. Plant clearing and burningpembabatan dan pembakaran tanaman

9. Direct terror
10. Direct intimidation
The detainment and the incarceration toward the farmers are often done excessively by the police. The police coming are tens without using their uniform and without any detainment letter. There are many detainment  done not because of land dispute/ conflict but because of criminal act. For example, the farmers are accused for the stealing of wood, for threatening the functionary, provocating, or for unpleasant manner. Direct intimidation, beating, or threat  are always happened during the detainment. 

The subjugation methods toward the farmers can be the ritual ceremony or state ceremony in the conflict area, land limitation stake, signpost installing or other signs/symbols of the building, the blockade and the attack of the demonstrating farmers, equal demonstration of other groups
, and even the military/the police exercise in the conflict area.
There are also other methods to weaken the farmers’ struggle to implement the agrarian reform, such as
, First, giving the stigma (labelling) of Communist, provocator, development barrier, and other accusation to the farmers. Second, the compensation given without any discussion with the farmers. Even though there is a discussion, it is more dominated by the ruler with various kinds of threatment, physically, by terror, or right withdrawal over the land unilaterally. Third, tackling the farmers’ report on the action done by the opposing party. Indeed, what is happened is that the police forwards the report of the opposing party along with the detainment toward the farmers although there is no strong evidence. Fourth, various kinds of substantive manipulations, such as the use of the religion idioms or making the farmers believe that the land taken is to build facilities that make them more prosperous and the use of govt. symbol as “father” and the  farmers as “children”. Fifth, delegitimation of people’s right evidence on land. The modern law recognized by the govt. is the administrative evidence of land ownership, while many people control and cultivate the land for generations and limit their land with the stake of the trees, stones, cemetry, and others. Even though they have the legal certificate, sometimes the opposing party also have the same certicate as their’s. Sixth, manipulation on the farmers’ signature. By this manipulation, it seems that the transferring of the rights for land use has happened. This manipulation can be in the agreement letter or in the attendance letter when the development socialization done.

From the discussion on the agrarian conflict above, there are some important points on the imbalance and the injustice of the controlling on the agrarian resource which are triggered by the govt.’s policies. Based on this report, those policies which are still happening up to now are below: 

1. In the attempt to achieve food independency in Indonesia, the new era regime implemented a green revolution program, an attempt of agriculture modernization by introducing an agricultural technology in the sector of food plant, by neglecting the imbalance of farmland owning and domination happening before in Indonesia. Such policy has caused the green revolution program to benefit only large farmland owners and investors in rural areas.
2. The government has used military arms such as security apparatus (Indonesian National Army or Police of Republic of Indonesia), organized groups, and bureaucracy to force the people to hand over their farmlands, ancestor land, and people’ forest for the interest of the big scale investors.
3. The transition of the political system at the present time. The region autonomy has become a new problem for the implementation of the agrarian reform. From its practice the regional govt. is very aggressive in chasing for the profit on the regional income by opening the entrance of investment. It is due to the big authority of the govt. followed by the controlling structure unsiding to the farmers, particularly the peasants.
4. To increase the export of non-oil and natural gas, the government issued agrarian policies giving power to some peoples to control agrarian resources unlimitedly and arbitrarily. It was indicated by the issued of Basic Forestry Law, Foreign Investment Law, Mining Law, Watery Law, Plantation Law, Presidential Decree No. 36/2005 and other policies related directly to the use of agrarian resources. The interference of the international institution such as World Bank, IMF, and WTO on those policies is so big..

5. The government issued some policies causing the conversion on the fertile farmland to be industrial land, real estate housing-tourism, golf yard, giant dam construction, plantation, industrial forestry, and other usages outside the agriculture sector. To make the program success, the government has misused the Right to Control the State mentioned in the Basic Agrarian Law the year of 1960. The Right to Control the State is misused and manipulated to not acknowledge the peoples’ sovereignty. This can be seen from the situation where there is no government’s real admission toward the rights of the indigenous peoples in the agrarian resource’s controlling and ownership.
4.0
Implementing the Agrarian Reform based on the Basic Principle of the Basic 
Agrarian Law 1960 

4.1
 The birth of  the basic Agrarian Law (UUPA) 1960

The birth of the Basic Agrarian Law 1960 had been through a long process which took about 12 years. It started from the forming of “the Yogya Agrarian Committees” (1948), “Jakarta Agrarian Committees” (1951), “Soewahjo Committees” (1955), “Panitia Negara State Committees of Agraria Affairs” (1956), “Soenarjo’s Design” (1958), “Sadjarwo’s Design” (1960), which was finally processed and accepted by the Gotong Royong’s House (DPR-GR), led by Hajj Zainul Arifin at that time. The Basic Agrarian Law 1960 was not formulated by the House’s Commission, by the Special Committee of the House, but it was formulated by the State Committees involving many parties. In the history of the Republic of Indonesia, there were two problem which the laws were formulated by the State Committees that are the Law on Agrarian and the Law on Finance, it reflects how fundamental the agrarian problem is.
.

Through that long process, the Basic Agrarian Law was born which is the manifestation of the Basic Constitution 1945 Article 33 (original text) and the reflection of the attempts of the founding fathers of the Republic of Indonesian at that time to reconstruct the imbalance of the agrarian reform to be more fair as the consequence of the product of the colonialism and feodalism systems. Therefore, the birth of the Basic Agrarian Law for the Indonesian people, particularly the peasants and the farmhands, is the precious momentum for the implementation of the Agrarian Reform. Through the Presidential Decree No. 169 / 1963, President Soekarno put the day of the Basic Agrarian Law’s birth as the National Day of the Indonesian Farmers. Therefore, the soul and the spirit of the Basic Agrarian Law 1960 have clearly stated to break the structural injustice in order to provide a social precondition to build prosperity, happiness, and justice for the people through the agrarian reform in order to accomplish the national revolution.
By the enactment of the Basic Agrarian Law, Indonesia has already had a legal law on the agrarian reform for the national scope. The national agrarian law should have function as basic in protecting production resources on land, water, space, and also all resources beneath and over it and it should be dedicated for the prosperity of the whole people. The goals of the Basic Agrarian Law (UUPA) as mentioned before are below:

1. To put foundation for formulating the national agrarian law, as a mean to bring prosperity to people, justice for people and state, mainly for the peasant in achieving justice and prosperity 

2. To put foundation for unity and simplify for land law.

3. To put foundation and legal certainty over the rights on land for all people.
It is true from the 67 Articles in the Basic Agrarian Law as the Basic Law, 53 Articles are related to land management, 10 articles are related to the basic determination, 2 articles are related to the Rights to the Use of Water and Space, and 2 articles on the sanctionand shifting determination. Such asituation is based on that land is the main agrarian source. Because Basic Agrarian Law is the basic law, so other related law on agrarian should refer to the Basic Agrarian Law. Within the UUPA there are some principles as basic and soul for implementation of agrarian reform:

1. National principles 

2. Principle on the ultimate control over land, water, sky and resources under, beneath and over it should be on the state and utilize only for the people prosperity 

3. Recognition to indigenous people 

4. principle of land has social function 

5. Principle that only Indonesian citizen has the rights to own land 

6. Principle on equality between men and women over agrarian resources 

7. Principle land for the tiller, land should be done by its owner and no exploitation way in doing land (explotation l’homme par l’homme)

8. Principle on land reform, both principles on cooperatives and on farming activities. 
4.2
Landreform as the first step to implement the agrarian reform
Within the Basic Agrarian Law (UUPA) known as Panca Program/ five program of Agrarian Reform in ,  there is a guideline on the agrarian reform in Indonesia. The fourth program mentions “to reconstruct the ownership and control over land and its law relation related to land utilization to achieve equality, prosperity, justice which then known as “land reform”.  

So, how is the connection among the Basic Agrarian Law, Agrarian Reform, adn Landreform? The connection is explicitly stating that the Basic Agrarian Law 1960 is the basic juridical foundation for the implementation of the Agrarian Rfeorm in Indonesia. Agrarian Reform is a corrective attempt to restructure the imbalance agrarian, which enables the man-to-man exploitation, into a new order with a structure based on agrarian justice. The agrarian justice is a condition where it is guaranteed that there shall be no concentration in the controlling and the use of agrarian resources by some peoples. The agrarian justice is also a phenomenon of the liberty of the Indonesian peoples for their fatherland substantially. Therefore, the first step to implement the Agrarian Reform is by implementing the Landreform program, which is stated in the UUPA’s explanation   as ”Farmland has to be cultivate actively by its owner”. Then it is followed by the improvement of the farmers’ ability with some education programs, loans, agriculture technology ownership, fair trade system, and support the growing of the farmer organizations and farmers’ cooperation, and other infrastructures. In brief, the Genuine Agrarian Reform can be described as follows
:


Activities of the Land reform as a collective program are as follows:

A. Determination of landreform management and reconstruction of other things
· Ban on ownership and control over land exceeding maximal land owning.

· Ban to have absentee land.
· The regulation on land exceeding maximal land limit, land of absentee owner, and land owned by former Sultanate.
· Regulation on the share of the farming harvest.

· Banning of pawn of land
landreform object
 the object of  landreform is lands going to be distributed to those entitled for, which was called as “redis land”. As it mentioned in the Presidential Decree 224 /1961, stating that land being the object of land reform is:
· The rest of the lands from it maximum limitation as it mentioned above by following the Law No. 56 prp /1960 and the land falls to the state since its owner breaks the regulations.

· The Lands taking by the govt. since the owner lives out side of the subdistrict, called as the “absentee land”
· ‘swapraja’ and ‘ex-swapraja’ lands (ex-kingdom lands) that have been undertaken by the state as it mentioned in the fourth dictum of UUPA, Letter A stating that the rights and the authority on the earth and the water from ‘swapraja’ and ‘ex-swapraja’, since the issued of this law had been omitted and undertaken by the state.

· Lands control directly by the state will be explained furthermore by the Minister of Agrarian.

Land Reform Subject 
Land reform subject is people who will receive the land being distributed. The subject of landreform going to have the land with the status of ownership is arranged by following priority. This priority is given to those who need  and depend their livelihood from farming and have close realtion to the land cultivated. Let’s take a look at the article 8 sub article 1, Presidential Decree No 224 / 1961 as follows:

(1) By recalling the article 9 to 12 and 14, so the land mentioned in the article 1 letters a,d and c is distributed with the ownership to the farmers by the Landreform Regional Committee level II, according to the priority as follows:
a. The cultivator of the land;

b. The farmhand of the ex-owner cultivating the land;

c. Work with the ex-owner of the land;

d. The cultivator having less than 3 years cultivate the land;

e. The cultivator working on the land of the owner;

f. The cultivator of the land which by the govt. is given for other interest based on the article 4 sub article (2) and (3);

g. The cultivator of land less than 0,5 ha;

h. The owner of the land less than 0,5 ha;

i. Farmers and or other farmhands.

B. General Concept on the operational of the Agrarian Reform 
The principle of the landreform mentioned above based on the UUPA 1960 is the attempt to implement the agrarian reform. Therefore, our understanding on the Genuine Agrarian Reform is a corrective attempt to restructure the imbalance agrarian, which enables the man-to-man exploitation, into a new order with a structure based on agrarian justice. The agrarian justice is a condition where it is guaranteed that there shall be no concentration in the controlling and the use of agrarian resources by some peoples. The agrarian justice is also a phenomenon of the liberty of the Indonesian peoples for their fatherland substantially. 

The agrarian reform is expected to be able to create the restructuring and redeveloping processes of the Indonesian social structure, particularly in rural society. Therefore, the healthy modern basic agriculture is created, the assurance of peoples’ land owning as their living resources is guaranteed, the social welfare system and social guarantee for the rural society are created, and the use of natural resources for the people’s prosperity are achieved. 
Thus, the agrarian reform demanded has to follow the principle of people’s sovereignty, not the state’s sovereignty, which respects highly the diverse culture, human rights, democracy, sustainable ecology, gender justice, and also the perpetuity and quality height of human civilization.
The implementation of the agrarian reform is not just stop on the landreform, therefore, at the condition under the influence and the market pressure of the neoliberalism, things that should be accomplished and implemented are as follows:

1. Adjustment related to the agrarian sources
2. Adjustment related to the control of the agrarian sources
3. Adjustment related to the production of agriculture
4. Adjustment related to the marketing of the agriculture production
5. Adjustment related to the freedom of joining organizations for the farmers
With such condition, how do farmer organizations take their position and role? To establish the agrarian justice for the whole Indonesian people, a struggle instrument is needed to unite the people’s powers. The national unification to struggle the genuine agrarian reform is developed based on the concentration of people’s power nationally. The farmers both peasants and farmhands are placed as the principal factor of the struggle with the support from the labors, the fisher folks, the intellectuals, and other progressive groups. Below are principles and basic of peasant organization role to implement agrarian reform
;

1. FSPI as association of the peasant organization and indigenous people struggling put its position as pioneer and in front line to implement agrarian reform. 

2. FSPI put itself as initiator in building coalition/alliance with other institution and individuals pro of agrarian reforms, such as intellectuals in university, non government organization, journalists, also other international organization.

3. FSPI positioned itself as pressure group to government to have a political will to implement agrarian reform genuinely.

4. FSPI positioned it self as the control group for the implementation of agrarian reform.

5. FSPI put agrarian reform as the foundation of total reform in Indonesia today.

6. Together with other international community internationals positioned itself as people power to oppose the international power of free trade. 
5.0
Closing
We have realized that when Indonesia achieved her independence in 1945, the condition of agrarian structure in Indonesia was imbalanced. There were centralization of domination and land owning to some people, and on the contrary, a big number of Indonesian people only dominated and owned a small number of the farmland. As an attempt to solve the agrarian imbalance in Indonesia since the year of 1960, the Soekarno’s government issued a policy to implement an agrarian reform in Indonesia, which was indicated by the issued of Basic Agrarian Law No. 5 the year of 1960. according to Gunawan Wiradi, the failed agrarian reform is due to the unfulfilled terms consisting of 4 basic things, i.e.   the elite ruler and the elite bussines are being separated, the existence of political will,  the strong people organization, and the last is the strong data.

Our view is what has been written on this report that the genuine agrarian reform is the way to achieve the justice order of the agrarian structure. Wherein that agrarian reform is started by the program of land reform, and the existence of the fair production order and market creation.
The genuine agrarian reform will make the imbalance between the rural and urban areas dissapear, as well as the imbalance between industry and agriculture bringing the strong national industry and democratic people. 

Therefore, there is no reason for the govt. to revise the Basic Agrarian Law 1960.  the most important thing right now is implementing the mandate in the Basic Agrarian Law 1960,  with various descriptions to omit any weaknesses
. The one that has to be done by the state is to revoke all regulations and law contradicted to the genuine agrarian reform and implement the Basic Agrarian Law 1960 consequently. The lack of political will and the lack of separation between the elite bussines and the elite will be the barrier of the agrarian reform implementation. To implement the agrarian reform, it is the role of the organization to insist the govt. to implement it as well. Thus, it is expected that the long agrarian conflict can be eliminated since we view that the if the agrarian reform is not implemented, the social-economic-politic problems can not be fixed.
Last, it is expected that the commemoration of the 25th year of the World Conference on Agraria Reform and Rural Development  in Porto Allegre, Brasil on  7-10 March 2006 attended by the Indonesian govt. organized in the different International’s social-economic-politic condition when WCARRD organized in 1979.  so, the International Conference on Agrarian Reform and Rural Develpoment (ICARRD) is open for legitimating the implementation of the agrarian reform program and the rural development  which is anti-people motorized by World Bank, IMF dan WTO. 

Therefore, in this ICARRD conference, we urge to all elements of farmers’ organization, fisherfolks, indigenous people, youth, unversity students, and urban-poor society to raise the power to implement the genuine agrarian reform. The farmers, both peasants and farmhands, is palce as the principal factor with the support of the labors, fishers, intellectuals, and other progressive groups.
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� FSPI  Writing Panel on National Report, Henry Saragih, Achmad Ya'kub, Tejo Pramono and FSPI’s Presidiums. This report was made based on the result of the Round Table Discussion on the Agrarian Conflict and the violence toward the Peasants in Indonesia.


� www.indonesia.go.id


� As an example: PPD as the biggest transportation company in DKI Jakarta in the beginning of 2006 discharges its employees up to 80%.


� The Vice President of Republic of Indonesia M. Jusuf Kalla announced in many medias that the food policy will be fitted to push the inflation. This statement can be seen in Kompas daily newpapers / www.kompas.com


� Kompas February 2006


� The Farmer Exchange Rate is the comparison between the price index received by the farmers and the price index paid by the farmers shown in percentage


� BPS, the official of statistic data report No. 25/VIII/2 May 2005 and No. 4/IX/2 January 2006


� The Farmer Exchange Rate shown in the graphic 1, the sharp increase happened when the prices of export commodity of agriculture and plantation products increased drastically. The rapid change of currency exchange rate in 1998 made the Indonesian agriculture products become cheap in the foreign country, but increased sharply in the domestic. The farmers, particularly people plantation sub sector, got the profit from the crisis but last for a while. The price of goods and services for the agriculture enterprise tended to increase after the crisis culmination passed, accordingly the agriculture production cost increased, so the Farmer Exchange Rate decreased.  


� Kompas,   February 2006


� The draft on estimation rate mentioned by the General Consul of Republic of Indonesia for Hong Kong on December 2005


� It revealed to the public after the President conducted visitation to the International airport Soekarno-Hatta and direct investigation of the House’s women members being under cover as migrant workers in the 3rd terminal, 2005


� Fspi’s Presidium Wagimin at the workshop on the Agrarian Conflict and Violence toward the Farmers Bogor 2006


� World Bank 2002


� Kompas 16 April 2002, 16 March 2005, and 28 may 2005, 


� Currency exchange rate US$ 1= IDR 10.000


� Building A Hope, Year End Note 2005, Center of Study and People’s development (PKP) Bina Swadaya





� The understanding on the agrarian and the agrarian reform is placed here as the key of the agrarian reform’s struggle which has shifted and compromised. The essay matter is rewritten with some changes made by Sediono MP. Tjondronegoro and Gunawan Wiradi in many chance discussions, and also from the discussion matter of biweekly in FSPI together with Gunawan Wiradi, Henry Saragih, Idham Samudra Bey, etc.


� It is also discussed in the Round Table Discussion on the Agrarian Conflict and Violence toward the Peasants in Indonesia, FSPI and FAO, Jakarta 2006


� Round Table Discussion on the Agrarian Conflict and Violence toward the Peasants in Indonesia, FSPI and FAO, Jakarta 2006


� This report describes the injustice on the control of the land and the natural resources contained above and under it, such as farmland, forestry,  plantation, and mining. Due to the time limitation, the writer did not include the sea, water, air, and other agrarian resources 


� The text of conference conducted by FSPI, National Commission on Human Rights and other organizations on the “agrarian Reform to protect and fulfilled the farmers’ rights  on April 2001.  


� Compilation of Endriatmo, et.al. 1998.


� The conflict in this discussion gives only prominent conflicts, since it was believed that there were many conflicts in each agrarian sector happened during the decade of 1979-2006.


� Actually, the agrarian conflict in the agriculture sector is generally dominating, depending on the allotment such as plantation, forestry, etc. in the example, this conflict is for the international airport.  Casuistically, the transmigration program which the household’s life is from the agriculture sector which is horizontal, such as in Kalimantan, between the people of “new comer” from Madura with the “origin people”. According to the research of Endang Suhendar, et al (1998), the information on the agrarian conflict in the agriculture sector has more portions after the second portion in 1980-s. It closely related to land dispute cases due to the deregulation of the agrarian policy.


� This writing is processed from the result of the study of Suhaimi, for the need of the undergraduate thesis used by the secretariat of West Nusa Tenggara Peasant Union (Serta-NTB).


� Pujut Subdistrict in statistic, Central Bureaau Statistics Central-Lombok 2003


� BKKBN Data of Central Lombok 2003


� Interview on 3 November 2004


� Interview with Tohir, a land owner in Tanak Awu


� It is admitted by the govt. On the meeting with the people of Kute and TanakAwu accompanied by the student senate of the Mataram University and the local govt. in the office of Pujut Subdistrict on 6 August 1998. interview with Herman Saputra, a senate member of Mataram University


� Post Metro, 3 July 2004


� NTB Post, 22 July 2004


� JATAM


� Source: Hedar  L. and Arimbi HP, 1997. The shadow of Culturstelsel and Domein Verklaring in the Agrarian political Practice, Jakarta.


� Endang , et.al, Farmer and Agrarian Conflict, Bandung 1998


� Kompas 2004


� Anonym draft of a research, 2003


� From many sources


� According to the writer, the destruction and the pillage of production is still related to the land dispute. From the experience on the plantation conflict, status quo is always taken for the land. However, the “inducement” of the opposing party or the urgent needs can not be delayed, so the peasants will harvest the crop. The destruction usually is a part of the farmers resist movement.


� Opcit, Suhendar, et.al


� Statement on the LIVE intreview via telephone at the News Station Metro TV on 23 February 2006 at 7.30 AM (West Indonesian Time)


� Opcit, Data recorded up to 1996.


�Ibid, 2001.


� These types had been explained by Henry Saragih on the book of “Peasantry’s Resistance”, 1998


� Ibid, Henry Saragih with some new additionals done by the writers. 


� Private communication with Gunawan Wiradi in many opportunities during 2003-2006


� Seminar and Workshop results, “Agrarian Conflict and Violence toward Farmers in Indonesia”, February Bogor 2006





� Workshop of FSPI on the Implementation of Agrarian Reform, Jakarta 2004, see also Prof. Dr. Muchsin, SH, 2002 and Irwan Nirwana, et.al, 2002





� FSPI Position Paper on Agrarian Reform in Indonesia, Congress II, Malang-East Java, February 2003


� At the present time, the govt. through the National Land Agency is proposing the revision on the Basic Agrarian Refprm. At his last statement in Tempo newspaper, 20 February 2006 the Head of the National Land Agency, DR. Joyo Winoto stated that the govt. will give guarantee for the rights to land and building for the applicant investors. This policy is to give the ease for the foreign corporation investing the share in Indonesia. This policy is mentioned in the Basic Agrarian Law which is going to be put in the amandment, so the land removal done by the investors for the building of infrastructure can be used as the guarantee. The same thing about the land removal being the barrier of the project development was stated by the Vice President, Jusuf Kalla. It is clearly seen that the interest accomodating in the revision of the Basic Agrarian Law 1960 is the interest of foreign and domestic investments, not for the people. 
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