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Studies of environmental governance and development policy in Southeast Asia have 

long focused on the roles of the state and the market. However, the 21st century has 

seen the emergence of new actors and dynamics. The workshop proposes to look at 

these contemporary issues in the context of globalization, focusing on case studies 

from Indonesia, the Philippines and Myanmar. 

 

Workshop Schedule: 

13:00-13:05 - Opening: Prof. Ito 

13:05-13:45 – Keynote speaker: Prof. Jin Sato 

13:45-14:00 - Q&A Session 

14:00-14:20 - Presentation: Rosita Dewi 

14:20-14:40 – Presentation: Viviane Lopes 

14:40-15:00 – Commentator: Prof. Laurens Bakker 

15:00-15:15 – Q&A Session 

15:15-15:25 - Coffee break 

15:25-16:05 – Keynote speaker: Prof. Gerben Nooteboom 

16:05-16:20 - Q&A Session 

16:20-16:40 - Presentation: Mohamad Shohibuddin 

16:40-17:00 – Presentation: Yukari Sekine 

17:00-17:15 – Commentator: Madoka Onizuka. Mekong Watch 

17:15-17:30 – Q&A Session 

 
MC: KINYUA LABAN KITHINJI  

PhD Candidate, Graduate School of Global Studies, Sophia University 
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KEYNOTE SPEAKERS 

PROF. JIN SATO 
Department of Pioneering Asian Studies, Institute for Advanced Studies on Asia, 

University of Tokyo 
hwaka@rr.iij4u.or.jp 

 
Jin Sato is a Professor at the Institute of Advanced Studies on Asia, the University of                
Tokyo. He has a joint affiliation with Princeton University (as a Visiting Professor of              
Woodrow Wilson School in Spring 2015, and a Visiting Associate Professor of East             
Asian Studies Department in Spring 2014). He was previously affiliated with the            
Agrarian Studies Program at Yale (1998-99). His recent publications include an edited            
volume, Governance of Natural Resources: Uncovering the Social Purpose of Materials           
in Nature (United Nations University Press, 2013) and a co-edited book, The Rise of              
Asian Donors: Japan’s Impact on the Evolution of Emerging Donors (Routledge, 2012).            
In addition to the two single authored books in Japanese, he has numerous             
publications in international peer reviewed journals such as Comparative Studies in           
Society and History, World Development, Journal of Development Studies,         
Development and Change, and Sustainability Science on foreign aid and natural           
resource politics in Asia. He won the Japan Academy Medal in the field of humanities               
and social sciences for the year 2013. 

 

Colors of the State: The Making of Environmental Spectrum in Asia 

 
Environmental discourse today is full of color symbolism. Green parties are           
established not only in Europe but also in countries like Australia and Japan. The              
“blue revolution” became a popular term in the conferences of international           
organizations such as the UN to refer to the critical need for water access in poorer                
regions of the globe. The “red list” itemizes endangered species in biodiversity            
conservation efforts. The future of nuclear energy is dependent on the availability of             
“yellow cake” (uranium concentrate powder). More recently, U.S. President Obama          
referred to the shale gas as the trigger for “brown revolutions.” 
 
The present paper begins from a description of the historical sequence of “coloring”             
initiated by the states of Siam (called Thailand officially after 1949) and Japan to seek               
for an explanation in the variation of environmental management in Asia. I ask three              
questions: 1) In what sequence did the highlighting of specific color domains proceed,             
making each of them a distinctive field of policy attention, and why? 2) how do such                
sequences reveal intra-state dilemmas, invoking contradiction between competing        
sectors? And, 3) how do such state actions (and inactions) over the control of natural               
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resources and the environment result in a particular form of state-society relations            
that go beyond the realm of “environmental management”? 

The focus on colors and the causal relations among them should not blind us to the                 
fact that these elements in nature serve as indispensable sources of our livelihood.             
Highlighting certain aspects of nature induces changes not only in the way people             
relate to nature but also, and more importantly, in how people relate to each other.               
In this regard, I argue that state interventions in resource control have created an              
enduring impact on society by changing the institutional arrangements for resource           
use. 

More specifically, I examine issues related to white (metal) and green (wood) in             
the late 19th century and red (energy) and blue (water) during the peak period of               
economic growth in these two countries. Siam and Japan were the only countries in              
Asia that remained independent of Western colonization. Both countries began their           
modernization process in the late 19th century, starting from predominantly          
agriculture-based decentralized polities that became highly centralized states.  

 
 
 

PROF. GERBEN NOOTEBOOM 
Department of Anthropology and Sociology, University of Amsterdam 

G.Nooteboom@uva.nl 
 

Gerben Nooteboom is associate professor at the University of Amsterdam. He works            
as lecturer and researcher at the Department of Anthropology and Sociology,           
teaching courses on State and Society, Social Theory and Anthropology of           
Development, and he is educational director of the Master Contemporary Asian           
Studies. As a researcher, he has worked on issues of social security, poverty,             
inequality, rural transformation, social change, ethnic violence, livelihood, migration,         
child labour, illegality and human adaptation to environmental change. He conducted           
fieldwork in East Java and East Kalimantan. Currently, most of his research deals with              
anthropological perspectives on and critiques of development, risk, rural         
transformation, and social science in Southeast Asia, for which he started two            
research projects on rural change in Central Java. 

Positive Consequences of Bad Policies? Understanding farm tree planting and rural 
transformation in Central Java, Indonesia 

 
Despite all the failed reforestation policies in Indonesia, during the last two decades,             
a slow process of regreening has been taking place in Java. Most of the reforestation               
has been taking place on private farmland and outside government owned forest            
areas or communal forests. Where state programmes for replanting continue to fail,            
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Javanese farmers start to plant trees on their own land which was previously used for               
food production (such as cassava, maize or groundnut). It is this paradox,            
afforestation on farm land in the context of failed governmental tree planting on             
communal and government land, which will be at the centre of my presentation. I              
strongly believe that the ‘spontaneous’ replanting of trees on (often marginal lands            
previously used for food production) can be understood as a proxy for important             
transformations taking place in rural Java and probably Southeast Asia at large. 

While population figures remain relatively constant (in absolute terms) now lands are            
used for fast growing and slow growing precious trees which demand less labour and              
offer cash when cut. The shift from subsistence crops to cash tree crops does not only                
involved new agrarian cycles and time horizons, it also might signify great            
demographic shifts taking place as a result of aging, migration, changes in rural labour              
costs and reciprocity. Will tree planting be the final blow of village-wide institutions             
of shared poverty and social security?  

Where most attention has been directed to the outer islands of Indonesia, the draft              
paper (with Louella de Graaf and Pande Made Kutenegara) describes tree (re)planting            
in two locations in Central Java. It analyses the reasons for planting, its links to rural                
transformations and how it affects women and the rural poor living in Sriharjo,             
Yogyakarta, and Pemalang, Central Java. Special attention is given to the rural            
transformations and socio-economic impact of re-greening projects outside        
state-owned forests on private lands. In Sriharjo, predominantly slow growing, but           
expensive, trees are planted, while in Pemalang fast growing trees are planted. 

The case-studies show that such farm tree planting financially benefits rural families            
with land but excludes landless people from participation in forestry and its financial             
benefits. Moreover, where landowners benefit from cheap and labour extensive tree           
production, landless villagers lose access to share cropping opportunities and local           
food production and are forced to find alternative sources of income. 

The findings in the paper are based on qualitative and quantitative data collection             
methods including participant observation, life histories, semi-structured interviews,        
a household survey, and open interviews with stakeholders such as peasants, land            
owners, government officials and traders collected between 2012 and 2014. 
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COMMENTATORS 

 

PROF LAURENS BAKKER 
 Institute of Anthropology and Development Studies, University of Amsterdam 

l.g.h.bakker@uva.nl 
 
Prof. Laurens Bakker is an assistant professor from the University of Amsterdam            
whose research focuses on socio-legal and socio-economic interests in Southeast          
Asia. His current projects concern the position and influence of regional militias in             
Indonesia, the legal frameworks governing international ‘land grabs’ in Indonesia and           
the Philippines and the international trade in edible bird nests. His Ph.D. was on social               
understanding and arguing of land law in East Kalimantan. Recent publications           
include an edited issue of the Australia Pacific Journal of Anthropology on Justice in              
Indonesia and contributions to various edited books on violence or land grabs.  

 
 

MS. MADOKA ONIZUKA 
Burma Program Coordinator, Mekong Watch. 

simsalam@nifty.com 
 

Mekong Watch is a Japanese NGO based in Tokyo, that combines research and             
advocacy to address and prevent the negative environmental and social impacts of            
development in the Mekong Region. Mekong Watch is especially concerned about           
the lack of consultation with affected communities in development planning and           
implementation and the role of Japanese financing. By contacting communities          
directly, it tries to bridge the information and communication gaps between them            
and decision-makers in Japan. 
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PRESENTERS 

ROSITA DEWI 
PhD Candidate, Center for Southeast Asian Studies, Kyoto University 

ro_sita2000@yahoo.com 
 

The dilemma of participatory mapping in Merauke Integrated Food and Energy 
Estate, Papua, Indonesia 

 

Participatory mapping has been considered as an important mechanism to the           
indigenous people for struggling their claim over customary land. On this counter            
mapping, participatory mapping is believed as an effective tool to counter the            
government mapping. This perception also was shared among NGOs in Indonesia           
who advocate for the Merauke indigenous people “Marind Anim”. The NGOs           
believes that participatory mapping could stop the land grabbing under Merauke           
Integrated Food and Energy Estate (MIFEE) project and finally protect the Marind            
Anim adat (customary).  

Contrary to the ideal purpose of the participatory mapping in MIFEE area, the             
mapping has initiated problems. First, for the adat community it caused the            
fragmentation and conflict among the communities. Second, the legal recognition of           
the adat lands can lead to the co-optation of the adat lands by the company and the                 
state. Or it can be said that the participatory mapping is creating a new space for                
“legal land grabbing”. The participatory mapping makes clear who owns which tract            
of adat land. That means that a company can easily identify the target of negotiation               
for land grabbing. Usually the key problem of any company to land exploitation has              
been the unclearness of the landowners of adat lands. Furthermore, once a portion             
of adat land is fixed as a land owned by one adat member, it can quite easily change                  
the adat land into a private land. The adat land can be leased easily through the legal                 
ways. If we learn from the lesson from other examples of participatory mapping in              
other part of Indonesia, it would possibly change the perception over the adat lands.              
The adat land ceases to exist and the private land ownership can become the              
dominant land ownership even in Papua. 

In this sense, the participatory mapping can become double-edged sword. On one            
side, it can become an instrument to protect the adat land. But on the other side, it                 
also can become a new instrument to accelerate the land grabbing. 
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VIVIANE LOPES 
M.A Candidate, Graduate School of Global Studies, Sophia University 

lopes1103@gmail.com 
 

Politicising international development aid: Samal Island and its market-led land 
reform 

This paper looks at the question of how international development aid, conceived and             
presented in the shape of depoliticised policies, is re-politicised once it enters the             
national and local spheres. It is based on a case study of the Community-Driven              
Agrarian Reform and Poverty Reduction Program in the Philippines - CMARPRP, a            
market-led land reform promoted by the World Bank at the Island Garden City of              
Samal, Philippines. 
 
The main argument is that political dynamics among an existing legal framework, the             
action of government entities and the local community have operated on the ground             
to reach some of the outcomes CMARPRP had intended to leave to private action.              
Social cohesion and private initiative, when present, were not in themselves sufficient            
to promote change, as expected by policymakers. In addition, the fragmented nature            
of the community, in terms of identity and social insertion, has led to different              
interactions with CMARPRP. 

CMARPRP in Samal was neither a success nor a complete failure on what concerns the               
transfer of land. However, it was not a conflict-free scheme undertaken by willing             
private actors. This paper corroborates the argument that international development          
aid projects mold political and power outcomes while being concomitantly used and            
reshaped by actors involved in the process. 

 
MOHAMAD SHOHIBUDDIN 

 PhD Candidate, Department of Anthropology and Sociology, University of 
Amsterdam 

shohib@gmail.com 
 

"The Securitisation of Agribusiness Program in Post-conflict Aceh and its Impact on 
Peace Process and Land Control: The Case of Sugarcane Expansion in the Gayo 

Highlands." 

Land distribution to former combatants and war victims constituted a key element in             
peacebuilding and post-conflict development agenda in Aceh following the 2005          
peace agreement between the Indonesian government and the Free Aceh Movement           
(GAM). However, despite its promise to consolidate peace through inclusive          
reintegration assistance, in particuar through land distribution programe, it ironically          
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resulted in perpetuation of wartime antagonism as well as in new form of agrarian              
inequality. 

This article points out to ‘securitisation’ practices by conflicting parties (Buzan et al             
1998) as a key factor behind these regressive, unintended outcomes. Some issues            
around land distribution—either as part of reintegration assistance or as part of            
post-conflict development programme—have been elevated to ‘security matters’ by         
competing parties as a political move to serve their stakes. Under this situation, those              
with powers succeeded to profit from land distribution programmes at the expense            
of war victims and low rank combatants. 

 

YUKARI SEKINE 

M.A Candidate, Graduate School of Global Studies, Sophia University 
yukisekine@gmail.com 

 
“Globalization and local land governance: confiscation and political contention 

in transitioning Myanmar’s Dawei Special Economic Zone” 

Recent political and economic reforms in Myanmar have led to a qualitative shift in              
the way land is understood institutionally. Competing visions of land are emerging            
and new dynamics of contestation are manifesting in response to the expanding            
market-oriented vision of land. The present study focuses on the Dawei Special            
Economic Zone area, in the southern Tenasserim division, and understands such           
visions as being increasingly linked to global trends, but inevitably embedded in past             
legacies. The research combines theories of agrarian studies with social movement           
theory, dialoguing with the contemporary focus on globalization and         
transnationalism. 

  
The paper argues that although the cause for dispossession and insecurity may be the              
expansion of market-oriented land relations that follow the Western idea of           
economically useful private properties, these occur in combination with remnants of           
state abuse that have been a historic cause of land tenure insecurity in the country. At                
the same time, the political and economic reforms have expanded the opportunity            
structure within which contestation has emerged, increasing the repertoires and          
transnational networks for collective action against dispossession. Social movements         
in Dawei have not explicitly framed their claims against globalization and           
neoliberalism, as other transnational agrarian movements have, but are increasingly          
engaged in international discourses of human rights and sustainable development.          
Contention is a multidirectional process of alliance-building. Vertically, claims are          
directed to different levels: local, national and transnational; and horizontally,          
bridging across different political and social actors with different interests. 
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