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Abstract

This paper discusses the argumentative turn amongst farmers and the other different
stakeholders in the case of land disputes, Kebumen, Central Java, Indonesia. While policy
makers insisted that the land function conversion from agriculture and tourism to mining was
needed to support local development as through the absorption of labors into employment
sector, as well as to improve local people’s income, local farmers insisted that the conversion
merely uprooting their ownership of land and let them back to periods where they were jobless
and lack of source of income decades ago. This paper applied qualitative research supported
with observation and interviews with parties involved in the case, to highlight the
argumentative turn within land policy, which in the case of Kebumen leads to policy conflict.
This paper identtifies the elite-driven policy in the land dispute cases in Kebumen has led policy
close to discussions with various stakeholders, which are necessary to be heard in the policy
making. This finding highlights the idea that policy creates within itself politics that is in-line
with the interest of the elites, and yet, resulted in the feedback loop, manifested through the
strong resistance of the community.

Keywords: policy argumentation, political economi, land conflict, decentralization.

*) Corresponding Author
E-mail : laila.alfirdaus@live.undip.ac.id

Introduction

The discussion of land disputes in public policy is often depicted through the
narration of authoritarianism (Joshi, 2022; Wolford et al., 2013), colonialism and
repression (Zambakari, 2017), which highlight problem of structure (Dadashpoor, 2021)
and power in relation to land (Simmons, 2004). The discussion is helpful to map out lag
and discrepancies in terms of decision making towards land, where superstructure in
public policy tends to privilege elite in terms of land ownership (Boone, 2013). This
clearly refers to the domination of the state of often being in the side of business
sectors rather than of the local people, resulting in the exclusion and marginalization of
poor local people to their own resources.

In Indonesian context, there have been empirical studies to point out this way of
seeing, as presented by Muhammad and Pascarina (2017) on land dispute in Bandung
Regency, West Java, which highlight (imbalanced) power relations between the
government and society. The other studies are mentioned by Ramadani (2022), which
highlights conflict in agricultural land, der Muur (2018) on forest land conflict,
Dhiaulhag and McCarthy (2020) on indigenous rights on forest land, and Bachriadi and
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Suryana (2016) local people’'s land’'s grabbing in the case of energy companies’
establishment, East Java.

All the above-mentioned studies portray the running of power relations in land
acquisition, which refers to the political economy of land policy. In those cases, the
state is understood as the dominating power, while the local people are the powerless
ones. Those confirm what Kolers (2009) points out as the territorial power exposure, to
portray the excessive role of the state in dominating land, which ended up in the
marginalization of the indigenous and local people from their access to land. The study
deepens our understanding about the relationship between power, the state and land.

Yet, studies with the emphasis on the structuralist approach as such used to
overlook daily pictures of policy processes where parties involved within the conflict are
both battling intensely to win the policy as through policy argumentation to pursue
their goals through agenda setting. In fact, local community and indigenous people
often resist, and propose rejection to the state’s approach, by applying a series of
argumentation to win the policy agenda (Weible, 2012). Thus, through the elaboration
of policy argumentation, as the case of land conflict in Southern Kebumen, this paper
argues that there is no such a linear stream in the process of policy making (Gasper,
1996), despite its result in the imbalance of access and privileges.

This paper tries to reveal the policy argumentation in the land conflict, which
involves the local government and community, to explain how the policy is debated
amongst interrelated parties, including those that are understood to have hierarchical
relationship, as between the government and citizen. Welfare, increased investment,
economic growth and national security, as food and energy, are amongst
argumentation developed by the state to justify its orientation and decision of policy
(Alonso-Fradejas, 2012; Hall, 2004, 2011; Margulis et al., 2013). Meanwhile, citizen, has
its own definition of welfare and development, of which often is contradictory to what
the state has defined. The argumentative turn as revealed above reminds us of
Colebatch (2009) who defines policy, not only as a concept or practice, but also
justification of it, in which each party involved within, competes for policy
argumentation, to win the decision making.

In the case of land conflict, as in Kebumen, and many other cases,
argumentative turn features the decision-making processes (Fisher, 2015), yet, has not
been sufficiently elaborated. This paper tries to elaborate the issue by mapping
arguments between farmers and the local government, to explain how the policy
process in the case of conflict towards land was underwent.

As can be seen in Kebumen, it is known that the government stays still in its
position to pursue mining and security projects, which yet kept being protested by the
community, up to date. The conflict within policy persists, despite being already
occurred for almost two decades, as the policy dialogues are not adequately
accommodated, and change did not yet to discuss (Beckert et al., 2014; Lucas &
Warren, 2013). In many occasions, even the conflict involved repressive approach by
military, confirms skepticism amongst scholars (Barber & Talbott, 2020). Although
farmers’ rejection toward the policy is backed up with clear argument of retaining the
source of life through agriculture and coastal tourism, there is no enough room for
dialogues, confirming strong vested interest in the cases (Pisani, 2014). Meanwhile,
authority without participation tends to lead to conflict (Riggs, et. al., 2016; Boehmer
and Sobek 2005; Guiterrez and Borras 2004), as can be seen in the Kebumen case.

Nevertheless, society is an active agent that does not stop to challenge the
government’s argumentation of “welfare” and “security” by actively taking part in
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campaign through both legal and extra-legal modes (Bakker and Moniaga, 2010).
Policy conflict is seen to be one of the ways to produce (personal) economic wealth, in
addition to the equation of supply and demand as the traditional understanding of
wealth defines (Garfinkel and Skaperdas 1996). Farmer's rebuttal raised up, when the
state is hijacked by predatory elite and uses the state's authority through rent seeking
practices to drive public policy that benefit them and their groups (Mohtadi and Roe
2003; Reinika and Svensson, 2004). Citing Marxist perspective, Timothy Besley
underlines this as a contestation of interest (Besley 2007; Chaudry and Garner, 2007),
and a practice of rent seeking Richard Boyd and Tak-Wing Ngo (2006), which later on
leading to an unequal wealth distribution (Weingast and Wittman 2006; Deutsch, et. al,,
2006; Hall, 2004). Rebuttal arose as there is no trust by the citizen in the government,
because of the sustaining unjust and unequal wealth, and closeness for discussion
(Skjeggedal, et. al., 2021; Marshal and Ozawa 2003).

Research Methods

This paper is based on qualitative research conducted in Kebumen, began in
2010 and 2011. The research is continued with additional data collection in later years
up to 2020-2022. Main data collection methods are key informant interviews in which
in this research the researcher visited local activists in rural areas, academicians, non-
government organization activists, local legislators, and local government officials. Data
was analyzed using interpretive methods, and the authors conducted triangulation by
comparing data from interviews with secondary data from the available documents.
Triangulation is also conducted from data collected amongst informants.

Results and Discussion
The land conflict cases: military occupation in setrojenar and iron sand mining
project planning in mirit, Southern Kebumen.

Land conflict in Kebumen is divided into two main cases, Setrojenar, which
relates to military occupation and Mirit, which relates to iron sand mining planning. The
first occurred since the new order era (1982), the second since reformasi era (2005).
Local community aspiration to use land for an agriculture and tourism area, was
opposed by the government, which supposed to use land for security and mining area.
Amongst the phenomenal token of the conflict in Setrojenar is the military attack to
civilian farmers on 16 April 2011. The attack originated from the debate between the
farmers and the military due to the military action to pulling off the farmers’ ballyhoos
expressing the farmers’ rejection of the military drills in their areas. Being resistant to
the farmers’ protest, the military followed it up with the attacks to the farmers,
including those who just coming back from commemoration. The root of the conflict is,
military claims that the land status is military owned based on letter issued by National
Land Body. However, local farmers rejected the military’s claim considering the process
of acquisition that was not transparent.

Two years before 2009, tension happened because military prohibited the
village youth to establish gate to enter the coast of Setrojenar from the farming and
dwelling complex. The prohibition was based on argument that area for gate
development was part of military drilling areas. The youth kept building the cemented
gate, but military alleged them as breaking the law. The youth, however, saw that the
allegation was groundless, because they believe that the land is the farmers’ property.

Prior the gate case, on 7 Desember 2007, there were about 60 farmers that
protested the use of their land to be a military drilling area. Their reasons were clear;
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the military drill did not bring any advantage for the society. They notified that there
have been 5 elementary students that were killed after grabbing the remaining missiles
in 1997, which were thought to be not active anymore. There were also some farmers
that get injured from the remaining arms of the military in their agricultural areas. The
training activity also often destroyed the fruits that were ready for harvesting. The
military often did this without any prior notification.

All of these troublesome began when Soeharto, the New Order's president,
instructed the military to establish the Army’s Research and Development Office on the
farmers’ land in 1981. Military started to buy village government’s land, from a village
apparatus. What made the farmers keep questioning is, the coverage of land claimed
by military was getting wider and wider. People started to feel that military did not only
borrow the land, or buy land illegally from village apparatus, but also tried to occupy it.
Yet, military rejected the allegation. They claimed what they did is only to take back the
state’s land from the farmers. While the farmers believe that the state’s land only covers
0-250 meter from the coastal line, the military believes it is up to 500 meters, and later
on even they say it is 1000 meter from the coastal line. Different perceptions about the
border of the land between the farmers and the military have led the tension getting
sharper and sharper.

Farmers continued their protest in 2019, and this resulted in 16 people injured.
In 2020, military repeated their action to destroy farming area for the war drilling
purpose. This caused tension seems to be never end (Amri, 2022). A bit different from
the society in Setrojenar who have to have deal with the military, in Mirit sub-district
people have to deal with the local government. Far before the outbreak in Setrojenar, in
April 2011, the southern Mirit sub-district residents had been shocked by the news
reporting the government’s approval on iron sand mining project planning. The news
reported that Environmental Impacts Analysis License had been issued by the provincial
government on 31 January 2011.

The planning of the iron sand mining project had actually been spread amongst
the society since 2006, when Rustriningsih was elected to be Kebumen's head for the
second term. It has caused a heated debate, with the up and down response from the
government. Although the company had pocketed the license in 2007 and 2008, in
2009 the license was suspended. When Rustriningsih left Kebumen and moved to
Semarang, Central Java, for her new position as the province's vice governor, and
Kebumen was led by Nashiruddin, things related to this seemed to get harder than in
the past. The similar hardship happened when Buyar Winarso replaced Nashiruddin as
district head, after a hard election in 2011. Government looked like out of reach, and
driven by a span of dynasty that tries to dominate local decision making (Amundsen,
2013).

Farmers, organized in FMMS (Forum Masyarakat Mirit Selatan—Collective
Forum of Southern Mirit Society) felt that government never involved them in public
dialogues. Government, without any discussions with society, changed the purpose of
Souther coastal area from farming and tourism to be security/defense and mining area
through the issuance of Land Use and Management Planning in the mid 2012. This is
what the farmers were about to reject. Their demand for public hearing was also hardly
responded. Farmers believed there was manipulation in community’s signed approval
that environmental impact analysis can be issued without their consent. Meanwhile,
since 2009 southern Mirit community has sent a rejection letter to the local
government. If summarized, below is the explanation of the conflict in the two areas.
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Table 1. Summary of the land conflict cases in southern Kebumen

Setrojenar Village, Buluspesantren sub- Mirit sub-district
district (including 6 villages)

Issues Military-led land grabbing Iron sand mining
The state’'s excuse  National security Local revenue
The state's Military institution Local government
representative
The role of military  Direct Indirect

Since 1981 (Research and Development Since 2005
Range of time Service established), but resistance was

expressed just since 2006-2007

TNI attack on 16 April 2011 2011 environmental impact
The culmination of analysis and the refusal of
resistance RTRW (regional and spasial

planning)

The citizens' lost Agriculture and land Agriculture, land,

social cohession

Source: author’s summary of the cases

Scrutinizing Argumentative Turn in Southern Kebumen Land Conflict

The cases of land conflict in Kebumen allows us to understand different
interpretation of what is called as “welfare” between the state and the community. The
disputed interpretation, is what Jessop (2013) coins as the social production of
intersubjective meaning in translating and framing public policy and its outcomes.
Through scrutinizing how problem or issues are defined/explained, it is then more
possible for us to understand the competition of interest between parties, which is
often inherent within the imbalanced power relations (Adnan, 2013 and Verma, 2014).
Below is explained arguments that lies beneath the conflict, which explains more deeply
why conflict happened, and why policy approaches to resolve the problem often do not
work.

Land and Its Argued Meaning for Farmers

For agricultural society like people in Southern Kebumen, land has a deep
meaning, not only economically, but also personally and socially. It is not only seen
from its function, as for generating crop results, to make a life, but also as personal and
social values. “Sedumuk bathuk senyari bumi” is the fundamental value for the people,
which explain land as a token of life, universe, and existence. Both the Setrojenar and
Mirit community relies their source of life, personally and socially, highly on land. Land
is the people’s soul. Therefore, the take-over is defined as stealing their soul.

Land Grabbing Argument and Military’s Inconsistence

While military insisted that the land they claimed is for the interest of the
national country, farmers see it as a form of grabbing. For farmers, extended land as the
military claimed is not legal, because the military is not consistent with their claiming.
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At first, the military claimed that their land was up to 250 from the coastal line.
But then, it was extended to 500 m, and in 2007, it even claimed their land for
up to 1000 meters from the coastal land. When we urged them to give us proof,
and they could not provide it, they could not do so. Then, they withdrew their
claim. The farmers that their land was claimed by the military are able to show
their certificate. We knew that their claim of 1000 meters at the moment was
because they wanted to support the iron sand mining business coming from
Jakarta businessmen. People strongly protested the action, until the plan was
canceled in 2012. Yet, they kept insisting for the 500 meters. This is what we are
still struggling until now. (Interview, 2023)

The actions taken against the land of the residents of Kebumen can be regarded
as a form of land appropriation, deviating significantly from the intended goal of
promoting well-being. Regarding the people involved “security”, as military claims, is
not an acceptable excuse to grab, because people feel military never has willingness to
sit together to have dialogue to make everything clear. Security reason, as such, for the
people, is similar to what McMichael (2013) terms as “security mercantilism”, which can
be applied to explain grabbing that is operated in the name of national security
purpose, but with the expense of the loss of the land of the farmers. The same
“grabbing” argument is expressed by Mirit farmers, where approval of land use
conversion to be mining area, is manipulated.

| could identify exactly names of my neighbors who support or reject the mining
plan. | can say, most of them disagree with the planning, and the signed
approval for mining license through the released Environmental Assessment
result is not true. (Interview, 2023)

The term “grabbing”, for the people, both in Setrojenar and Mirit”, as such has
strong meaning of “forcefully taking over” the land, and therefore, it should be
protested to allow the “struggle over dispossession” and “struggle over exploitation” to
get the farmers’ right back over land (Hall, 2015).

National security for who?

The Setrojenar community finds it unacceptable to justify the military's
acquisition of land for national security purposes, as previously discussed. National
security justification for the community sounds awkward, because for them, how could
the military claim it is for national security purpose while it creates insecurity for
community? The military trainings that are too close to the community residence and
farming areas endanger the community, including women and children. The planting of
martyrs in the private land of the community also disregards the community safety. The
farmers realize that strengthening of the national security through the military trainings
is necessary. The community even does not have any objection to take part in national
defense if it is needed. However, they do not agree if the training should be conducted
near the residential areas. The military should find the other areas that are far from the
community surroundings. In addition, mining for farmers is also seen to only create
insecurity of food stock in society. It is because mining converts land use, and kill the
agriculture activities. Therefore, mining project planning is highly rejected, because it
threatened farmers' life.
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Land for life

As argued earlier, one of the strong excuses of the military to grab the land in
Southern Kebumen is for national security. However, for society land is for life. Farming
and rural tourism are what the society aspires in terms of land, and cultivation is the
thing the society aspires to do on their land. For the people, as such, land is
fundamental asset, which does not only have economic value but also social.
Economically, land provides the source of life. Sociologically, land is the source of
ownership, in which pride, privilege, and social status are attached to the ownership of
land in their social life.

Land grabbing, again, is unacceptable, because, it is just recent the community
can enjoy the result. Previously, land in Southern Kebumen was known to dry and hard
to cultivate because it contains sand. They thought that land like that was not good for
farming. Decades ago, despite having wide land, people were unemployed. Southern
Kebumen, even, was known as “criminal” area, until a group of agriculture professors
from Universitas Gadjah Mada developed a technique called coastal farming. The
program was successful, and people got skillful to develop farming. Within the last
three decades, those communities are even known as the best producers of agricultural
products in Kebumen, including fruits and vegetables. So, it is just recently that the
community can have a decent life. Military and local government's intension to take
over the land for security and mining purpose, therefore, felt like stealing happiness
they just have before the community.

Therefore, they do not believe in security and mining project brought by the
government. For them, the local government’s argument of local revenue generation as
through mining sounds non-sense. The question the farmers pose is, “revenue for
who?". They understand well that government is not free from corruption, and local
revenue will only be used to pay the government staff. All of those planning is seen
merely as an exploitation. Like security, local government’'s revenue is seen only a
“mask” to land grabbing. The community’s skepticism applied to CSR fund, offered to
convince farmers to release their land. Kebumen people have learned from their
neighbors in Purworejo and Cilacap districts that land reclamation and CSR never come
true. In Purworejo, even CSR from ANTAM (Aneka Tambang Corp.) a state-owned
entreprise, has led to corruption case that involved big universities in the province.
They do not believe in the temptation.

Mining project planning is also argued to threaten thousands of farmers’
employment. A young farmer has calculated that there are about 2000-3000 farmers in
6 villages in Mirit, which means there are about 10.000-12.000 population to feed.
Being aware that mining is a capital-intensive industry, they do not believe that mining
will save their jobs. Conversely, it will steal theirs.

Mining is argued as source of disaster and environment destruction

In the government’s perspective, the community’'s expectation of disaster risk
due to the mining project is exaggerating. For the government, mining enables people
to dig valuable materials. Worrying about disaster, which often occurs unpredictably
and not regularly, for the government, is not necessary, as disaster is not like rain,
which is seasonal in its nature. Even, the Aceh’s experience of tsunami, for instance,
according to the government information, occurs only every two centuries. If this
worrying expectation is affirmed, the region will lose its opportunity to gain revenue.

Similarly, the fear of environmental degradation due to mining is not pointless.
The government sees that there is no direct effect of mining activity on environment.
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The issue that water will be contaminated is non-sense. It is the natural phenomenon
that can cause the water contaminated, for the very close distance of the spring to the
salty sea. It is not because of the mining activity.

Of course, for the community, all these explanations are seen as lip service.
People have seen the impacts of mining in the other regions. There is no evidence that
mining is safe to surrounding people. The dust, the holes, the soil and water quality are
often impacted. They also realize that returning land to its original beings after
reclamation is not likely to happen. Destruction after military drilling in farmers’
watermelon plantation is clear evidence of the impact. They could not imagine if the
mining was proceeded. Therefore, people rejected both land acquisition in Setrojenar
and Mirit. If resumed, the arguments contested in the land conflict in Southern
Kebumen, can be described as following.

Table 2. Summary of Argument Contestation in Southern Kebumen Land Conflict
The State (Military and Local

Points of Arguments Government) Community

Land Status State’s own and/or for Source of Living and Life

State’s Interest
Meaning of Land Security Purpose (Setrojenar)  Ownership, social pride, land is
and Economic Purpose life
(Mirit)
Land Use or Land Military exercise (Setrijenar) Agriculture and coastal tourism
Conversion's Use and local government
revenue (Mirit)

Activity risks No risk Military exercise causes killing
and injuries, mining causes
disaster and environmental
degradation

Possible other lost No lost Family (through injuries) and

employment (for farmers)
Source: summary of data collection

Argumentative turn in Indonesian local land conflict analysis

Learning from the experience of Setrojenar and Mirit village's farmers in
Kebumen, in resisting the land acquisition in the name of national security and
economic development, through a series of argumentative turn the farmers highlighted
allows us to learn about problem definition, deliberation, practical reasoning, rhetoric
and problem solving (Jessop, 2013) from the sides of those who usually unheard in
decision making. This lets us understand why the land acquisition policy is conflicted,
and therefore, a detailed picture of policy processes and complexities can be described.

First of all, through the arguments the farmers highlight we can see differences
in defining policy problems. What the government raises as problems, as national
security and improved local government’s revenue, is not problems for the farmers.
Main problems the farmers raised up is the living generation that is sustainable and
reliable. Yet, from the way military and district government responded to the problems,
we can see that this issue is not counted important for them. For the farmers, the
military and district government'’s repressive and non-participatory approach is out of
context.

Secondly, scrutinizing the span of arguments the farmers highlighted, we are
also allowed to understand the practical reasoning of their insistence in retaining their
land from the military occupation in Setrojenar and land conversion planning in Mirit.
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This can be seen in how farmers define and give meanings to land, which is not only
economical, but also social and personal. Yet, military and district government merely
saw the land from their pragmatic point of view. Thus, it looks shallow and narrow.

By applying argumentative turn in analyzing the case, we can see 'how messy”
the problem of land conflict in Southern Kebumen is, but, thus, referring to Fischer and
Gottweis (2013), we also can make it clear the "why” aspects of the stagnancy of
deliberation in the decision-making processes. Factors of “interest” can be sensed more
clearly, and thus, what we call as “land authoritarianism”, or, “land colonialism”, can be
understood better.

In the Indonesian wider context, further, the disputed arguments about land
also reveals a big hole in Indonesian macro politics (Oliveira, 2021), which is often seen
too optimistic following the success of the withdrawing of the military from the
parliamentary seats. Through this issue and how it is problematized by the farmers, and
responded by the authority, we can see that military reform has still big holes, which go
along with the rise of oligarchy (Visser, et. al., 2012), which in Indonesia can be related
to the birth of local autonomy and direct election in post reformasi era (Warburton
and Aspinall, 2019; Liddle, 2013).

Conclusion

From the discussion above, it can be seen that the elaboration of land conflict
through the lens of argumentative turn is helpful to reveal the clearer picture of
decision-making processes that are often biased to the elites, and overlooked in the
discussion of land grabbing. The argumentative turn, as applied above, can explain how
problem is described and understood by grass-root community, which in fact, is
contrary to the power holders, in this case military institution and the district
government. The very different definition of problems illuminates the root causes of the
conflict, which is underpinned with the non-democratic has been noted to limit
discussions with communities, both that reside in Setrojenar, who were dealing with
military expanded occupation in the farming land, and Mirit, who were attracted on the
land conversion policy, from farming to mining.

Further, by applying argumentative turn, this study is enabled to elaborate the
detailed practical reasoning of the farmers’ resistance toward the military and district
government. The arguments’ span that range from the meaning of land, the definition
of land grabbing, the lost that people might bear as burden following the policy, and
risk of the new activities introduced and supposed to introduce in the areas explain us
the loud and clear critique of the policy that is contradictory to the “security” and
“welfare” meaning the government often promoted. As such, the use of argumentative
turn in this analysis enriched the discussion on land grabbing which is often identified
using structuralist approach. As identified in the literature research processes, existing
studies used to apply grand narratives to explain the land conflict, and use
terminologies that identify structuralism in the analysis, as land colonialism,
authoritarianism, and so forth. The application of argumentative turn in this study is not
to undermine the use of grand narrative, as mentioned above. Rather, this is to clarify
how that grand narratives work in the empirical processes.

Acknowledgement

Authors would like to express their appreciation to Faculty of Social and Political
Sciences University of Diponegoro that has supported the funding of the research, as
well as all informants during the fieldworks.

285



References

Adnan, S.(2013) Land grabs and primitive accumulation in deltaic Bangladesh:
Interactions between neoliberal globalization, state interventions, power
relations and peasant resistance. The Journal of Peasant Studies, 40:1, 87-
128, DOI: 10.1080/03066150.2012.753058

Alonso-Fradejas, A. (2012) Land control-grabbing in Guatemala: The political economy
of contemporary agrarian change. Canadian Journal of Development Studies /
Revue canadienne d'études du développement, 33:4, 509-
528, DOI: 10.1080/02255189.2012.743455

Amundsen, I. 2013. Democratic dynasties? Internal party democracy in Bangladesh.
Party Politics 22, no 1, 49-58. https://doi.org/10.1177/1354068813511378

Bachriadi, D. & Suryana, E. (2016) Land grabbing and speculation for energy business: a
case study of ExxonMobil in East Java, Indonesia. Canadian Journal of
Development Studies / Revue canadienne d'études du
développement, 37:4, 578-594, DOI: 10.1080/02255189.2016.1197825

Bakker, L, & Moniaga, S. (2010). The Space Between: Land claims and the law in
Indonesia. Asian Journal of Social Science, 38(2), 187-203.
doi: https://doi.org/10.1163/156853110X490890

Barber, C. W., and Talbott, K. (2003). The Chainsaw and the Gun: The Role of the military
in deforesting Indonesia. Boca Raton: CRC Press.

Beckert, B., Dittrich, C., & Adiwibowo, S. (2014). Contested land: an analysis of multi-
layered conflicts in Jambi Province, Sumatra, Indonesia. ASEAS - Austrian Journal
of South-East Asian Studies, 7(1), 75-92. https:// doi.org/10.14764/10.ASEAS-
2014.1-6

Besley, Timothy. 2007. The new political economy. The Economic Journal 117, F540—
F557.

Boehmer, C. and Sobek, D. 2005. Violent adolescence: State development and the
propensity for militarized interstate conflict. Journal of Peace Research 42 (1), 5-
26. https://doi.org/10.1177/0022343305049664

Boone, C. (2013). Land regimes and the structure of politics: Patterns of land-related
conflict. Africa: Journal of the International African Institute, 83(1), 188-203.

Boyd, R., Galjart, B. and Ngo, T. (2006). Political Conflict and Development in East Asia
and Latin America. New York: Routledge.

Chaudhry, A. and Garner, P. (2007). Do governments suppress growth? Institutions,
rent-seeking, and innovation blocking in a model of Schumpeterian growth.
Economics and Politics, 19 (1), 35-52. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-
0343.2007.00301.x

Colebatch, H. K. (2009). Policy. Maidenhead, England, New York: Open University Press.

Dadashpoor, H. & Ahani, S. (2021) Land conflict management measures in peri-urban
areas: a meta-synthesis review, Journal of Environmental Planning and
Management, 64:11, 1909-1939, DOI: 10.1080/09640568.2020.1852916

Deutsch, M., Coleman, P. and Marcus, E. (eds.). (2006). The handbook of conflict
resolution: Theory and practice, 2nd ed. San Fransisco: John Wiley and Son.

Fischer, F. & Gottweis, H. (2013) The argumentative turn in public policy revisited:
twenty years later, Critical Policy Studies, 7(4), 425-433, DOI:
10.1080/19460171.2013.851164

Fischer, F. (2015). Handbook of critical policy studies. Cheltenham: Elgaronline.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.4337/9781783472352

286


https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1080/03066150.2012.753058
https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1080/02255189.2012.743455
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1354068813511378
https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1080/02255189.2016.1197825
https://doi.org/10.1163/156853110X490890
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022343305049664
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0343.2007.00301.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0343.2007.00301.x
https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1080/09640568.2020.1852916
https://doi.org/10.4337/9781783472352

Garfinkel, M. and Skaperda, S. (1996). The Political Economy of Conflict and
Appropriation. New York: Cambridge University Press.

Gasper, D. (1996). Analyzing policy arguments, The European Journal of Development
Research, 8:1,36-62, DOI: 10.1080/09578819608426652

Gutierrez, E. and Borras, Jr. S. (2004). The Moro Conflict: Landlessness and Misdirected
State Policies. Policy Paper No. 8, 1-89. Washington: East-West Center.

Hall, R. (2004). A Political economy of land reform in South Africa. Review of African
Political Economy, 31(100), 213-227, DOI: 10.1080/0305624042000262257

Hall, R., Edelman, M., Borras Jr., S. M., Scoones, |, White, B. & Wolford, W. (2015)
Resistance, acquiescence or incorporation? An introduction to land grabbing
and political reactions ‘from below'. The Journal of Peasant Studies, 42(3-
4), 467-488, DOI: 10.1080/03066150.2015.1036746

Hall, R, et. al. (2011) Land grabbing in Southern Africa: the many faces of the investor
rush. Review of African Political Economy, 38 (128), 193-
214, DOI: 10.1080/03056244.2011.582753

Jessop, B.(2013). The returns of the argumentative turn. Critical Policy
Studies, 7(4), 434-439, DOI: 10.1080/19460171.2013.851165

Joshi, S. (2022) Gendered repertoires of contention: women's resistance, authoritarian
state formation, and land grabbing in Cambodia. International Feminist Journal
of Politics, 24(2), 198-220, DOI: 10.1080/14616742.2022.2053295

Liddle, R. W. (2013). Improving the quality of democracy in Indonesia: Toward a theory
of action. Indonesia, 96, 59-80. https://doi.org/10.5728/indonesia.96.0057

Lucas, A. and Warren. C. (2013). Land for the people: The State and Agrarian Conflict in
Indonesia. Boston: Ohio University Press.

Margulis, M. E., McKeon, N. & Borras Jr, S.(2013) Land grabbing and global
governance: Critical perspectives. Globalizations, 10 (M, 1-
23, DOI: 10.1080/14747731.2013.764151

Marshal, G. and Ozawa, C. (2003). Mediated Negotiation and Democratic Theory:
Implications for Practice. In W.J. Pammer, Jr. and J. Killian (Eds.), Handbook of
Conflict Management, 207-219. New York: Marcel Dekker.

McMichael, P. (2013) Land grabbing as security mercantilism in international relations.
Globalizations, 10(1), 47-64, DOI: 10.1080/14747731.2013.760925

Mohtadi, H. and Roe, T. L. (2003). Democracy, rent seeking, public spending and
growth. Journal of Public Economics, 87(3-4), 445-466.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0047-2727(01)00135-9

Muhammad, F. & Pascarina, C. (2017). Relasi Kuasa dalam Perebutan Lahan di Situs
Candi Bojongmenje. UMBARA: Indonesian Journal of Anthropology, 2(1), 45-55.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.24198/umbara.v2i1.15678.

Oliveira, G. de L. T., McKay, B. M., & Liu, J. (2021). Beyond land grabs: new insights on
land struggles and global agrarian change. Globalizations, 18(3), 321-
338, DOI: 10.1080/14747731.2020.1843842

Omar, I, & Ismail, M. (2009). Kotaka's model in land acquisition for infrastructure
provision in Malaysia. Journal of Financial Management of Property and
Construction, 14 (3), 194-207. https://doi.org/10.1037/rev000010026.

Pisani, E. (2014). Indonesia in Pieces: The Downside of Decentralization. Foreign Affairs
93(4), 142-152.

Ramadani, F. (2022). Konflik sosial perebutan lahan perkebunan. Paradigma: The Journal
of Sociology, 11 (1), 1-34.

287


https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1080/09578819608426652
https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1080/0305624042000262257
https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1080/03066150.2015.1036746
https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1080/03056244.2011.582753
https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1080/19460171.2013.851165
https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1080/14616742.2022.2053295
https://doi.org/10.5728/indonesia.96.0057
https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1080/14747731.2013.764151
https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1080/14747731.2013.760925
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0047-2727(01)00135-9
https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1080/14747731.2020.1843842
https://doi.org/10.1037/rev000010026

Reinikka, R. and Svensson, J. (2004), Local capture: Evidence from a central government
transfer program in Uganda. Quarterly Journal of Economics, 119(2), 679-705.
doi: 10.1162/0033553041382120

Riggs R. A, Sayer, J., Margules C., Boedhihartono' A. K., Langston, J. D., and Sutanto, H.
(2016). Forest tenure and conflict in Indonesia: Contested rights in Rempek
Village, Lombok. Land Use Policy 57, 241-249.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2016.06.002

Simmons, C. S. (2004). The Political Economy of Land Conflict in the Eastern Brazilian
Amazon. Annals of the Association of American Geographers, 94(1), 183-206.

Skjeggedal, T., Flemsaeter, F. & Gundersen, V. (2021). Land use planning in disputed
mountain areas: conflicting interests and common arenas. Journal of
Environmental Planning and Management, 64:7, 1133-
1155, DOI: 10.1080/09640568.2020.1812379

van der Muur, W. (2018) Forest conflicts and the informal nature of realizing indigenous
land rights in Indonesia, Citizenship Studies, 22:2, 160-
174, DOI: 10.1080/13621025.2018.1445495

Verma, R. (2014) Land Grabs, Power, and Gender in East and Southern Africa: So, What's
New? Feminist Economics, 20(1), 52-75, DOI: 10.1080/13545701.2014.897739

Visser, O., Mamonova, N. & Spoor, M. (2012) Oligarchs, megafarms and land reserves:
understanding land grabbing in Russia. The Journal of Peasant Studies, 39(3-
4), 899-931, DOI: 10.1080/03066150.2012.675574

Warburton, E., & Aspinall, E. (2019). Explaining Indonesia’s Democratic Regression: Structure,
Agency and Popular Opinion. Contemporary Southeast Asia, 41(2), 255-285.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/26798854

Weible, C. M., Heikkila, T., deLeon, P., & Sabatier, P. A. (2012). Understanding and
influencing the policy process. Policy Sciences, 45(1), 1-21.

Weingast, B. and Wittman, D. (eds.). (2006). The Oxford Handbook of Political Economy.
New York: Oxford University Press.

Wolford, W., Borras, Jr., S., Hall, R,, Scoones, I., & White, B. (2013). Governing global land
deals the role of the state in the rush for land. Wiley Balckwell: West Sussex.

Zambakari, D. C. (2017). Land Grab and Institutional Legacy of Colonialism: The Case of
Sudan. Consilience: The Journal of Sustainable Development, 18(2), 193-204.

288


https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0264837716305403#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0264837716305403#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0264837716305403#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0264837716305403#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0264837716305403#!
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2016.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1080/09640568.2020.1812379
https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1080/13621025.2018.1445495
https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1080/13545701.2014.897739
https://doi-org.ezproxy.ugm.ac.id/10.1080/03066150.2012.675574
https://www.jstor.org/stable/26798854

