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PROPERTY AND CITIZENSHIP IN DEVELOPING SOCIETIES 

No single political institution controls space. Neither in recent democracies nor in one-party 

regimes, or in post-conflict societies, do governments actually wield the control they aspire to 

exercise. Therefore, people protect their claims by whatever means available in order to solidify 

access and secure exclusion of others. Actors address different institutions to have claims 

validated, and they will fashion their claims to land according to the nature of the institution. 

Conversely, however, political institutions will attempt to validate certain claims as rights and thus 

attempt to establish political authority – and sovereignty. The production of property rights in varied 

forms and the intertwined production of political subjects results in the inclusion and exclusion of 

people.  

 

We invite papers that analyse the assemblages of governing powers and investigate the 

institutional dynamics of recognition and exclusion and what institutions become the results of 

these processes? In particular we welcome papers that deal with connections between access to 

land and resources, and political identity and subjectivity. In this lies a profound question about 

state formation.  

 

The papers can engage with these questions in rural, peri-urban and urban settings alike.  

 

FUNDING 

The Conference is made possible through the funding from the ProCit research group 

(www.procit.dk), and the Agrarian Expansion initiative (www.eilenberg.dk).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



	  
	  

TRAVEL TO AND WITHIN COPENHAGEN 

There are several ways of traveling in Copenhagen. The two big hubs are Central Station (da: 

Hovedbanegården/København H) with S-trains, intercity trains and buses, and Nørreport Station 

with S-trains, metro, regional trains and buses. Travel by train, bus and metro can be scheduled 

electronically through www.rejseplanen.dk. 

CURRENCY 

In Denmark we use Danish Kroner (DKK), and not Euro. Please note that 1 US Dollar is equivalent 

to 6.5 DKK, while 1 Euro is equivalent to 7,5 DKK. 

 

TICKET AND ZONE SYSTEM 

All public transport in Copenhagen operates on a zone system. The smallest ticket is the two-zone 

ticket which costs 24 DKK and can be purchased from ticket offices vending machines and bus 

drivers. It allows you to travel around Copenhagen in two zones (the zone where you stamped or 

purchased the ticket plus one adjacent zone) for one hour. You can switch freely between all 

trains, Metro, and buses within this hour, as long as your last trip starts before the time is up (your 

ticket will be time stamped in fifteen minute intervals). As long as you stay inside the city centre 

more than two zones should not be needed, but in case you have personal arrangements outside 

the city centre, please check the zone maps in the stations or ask locals if help is needed. Night 

buses work all night (1AM-5AM daily) and the price of ticket is the same as during the day. A ten-

trip klippekort gives you a discount of around forty percent and can be bought in kiosks and ticket 

offices. For regional trains, S-tog and Metro a ticket must be bought and time stamped before 

boarding the trains. For buses, tickets can be bought from the driver but not klippekort which must 

be purchased beforehand. 

By Metro: The Metro runs non-stop with a four minutes interval during the day and a fifteen 

minutes interval during the night. The easiest way to get to the University is by the Metro. The stop 

at Forum is a 5 minute walk from the University. Note that many of the hotels we have 

recommended are in walking distance to the University. 

By Taxi: Cabs are easy to find all over Copenhagen. But otherwise you can dial Dantaxi on +45 70 

25 25 25. Prices range from 11 to 16 DKK per Kilometer depending on the time of day. 

By Bus: Copenhagen has an extensive and efficient bus network. It can be troublesome for 

visitors to figure out. If you want to use a bus, we recommend that you find the address you are 

leaving from and the address you are heading to and plot it in on rejseplanen.dk. It thoroughly 



	  
	  

explains how to get from A to B. Also, ask the bus driver to tell you, when you are supposed to get 

off the bus. Otherwise we recommend that you either find a cab or use the Metro or the S-trains if 

they are nearby instead. 

By S-Train: The S-train service works very similar to the Metro. It is the backbone of the city’s 

transit system, and it runs from early morning to late night with ten minute intervals. In some cases 

the S-train may be more convenient for you than the Metro as the system is more extensive. 

 

FROM KASTRUP AIRPORT 

It takes fourteen minutes by Metro to get from Copenhagen’s Kastrup Airport to the stop at Forum. 

You need a ticket for three zones which can be purchased from one of the automated vending 

machines or the ticket counter located inside the atrium and costs 36 DKK for a single journey. 

Here you can also buy klippekort.  
 

HOTELS 

As noted, the conference will not be able to cover the costs of plane tickets and accommodation for 

participants and you will therefore need to arrange your own flight, bed and breakfast 

accommodation in Copenhagen for the duration of the course. 

The venue is located at University of Copenhagen’s Frederiksberg Campus. Some of the closest 

hotels we will recommend are (mentioned in price level): 

- The Avenue hotel,www.avenuehotel.dk (walking distance to venue app. 7 min) 

- Ibsens hotel,www.ibsenshotel.dk (walking distance to venue app. 20 min or metro app. 10 

min) 

- Axel hotel Guldsmede ,www.hotelguldsmeden.com (walking distance to venue 20 min) 

- Radisson Blu www.radissonblu.dk/falconerhotel-koebenhavn (walking distance to venue 

app. 15 min) 

- Cabinn,www.cabinn.com/english/kbh/kbh.html (choose either CABINN express, 

Scandinavia (walking distance 5-10 min. or City) 

- Hostels, www.hostelworld.com/hostels/Copenhagen/Denmark (Copenhagen is not a big 

city, therefore hostels in Copenhagen City also can be useful and then use Metro (From 

Forum Metro station it takes 5-10 min walk to venue) 

 

IMPORTANT ADDRESSES 



	  
	  

Hotels (see above) 

University (conference venue):  

University of Copenhagen 

Frederiksberg Campus 

Bülowsvej 17 

1870 Frederiksberg C 

Tel: +45 353 32828 

E-mail: life@life.ku.dk  

Univerisity (panels venue): 

University of Copenhagen 

Frederiksberg Campus 

Rolighedsvej 23 & 25 

1870 Frederiksberg C 

Tel: +45 353 32828 

E-mail: life@life.ku.dk 

Restaurant for the conference dinner: 

Madklubben Vesterbro 

Vesterbrogade 62 

1620 København V 

Tel: +45 38414143 

E-mail: vesterbro@bistrobooking.dk 

 

Canal Tour: 

Netto-bådene A/S 

Havnerundfart 

Havnegade 44 (Custom House) 

1058 København 

Tel: +45 32544102

 

CONTACT INFORMATION 

Christian Lund 
E-mail: clund@foi.ku.dk 
Tel: +45 28496982 

Michael Eilenberg 

E-mail: michael@eilenberg.dk 

Tel: +45 24765593 

Christine Svop 

E-mail: christinesvop@gmail.com  

Tel: +45 26235891 
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PROGRAM 
 

 Tuesday 28 May 2013 
13.00  

Registration (Bülowsvej 17, Aud. A-01-01) 
 

14.00 Opening & Welcome Address (Bülowsvej 17, Aud. A-01-01) 
  

Christian Lund 
University of Copenhagen 

 
15.00 1st. Keynote address (Bülowsvej 17, Aud. A-01-01) 

  
Janine Ubink 

Leiden University 
 

16.00 2nd. Keynote address (Bülowsvej 17, Aud. A-01-01) 
  

James Holston 
University of California, Berkeley 

 
17.00 End of day one 

 

  



 

 

Wednesday 29 May 2013 
09.00  

Panel 1(a): 
Land Enclosures and 

Contested Commodities 
 

 
Panel 2(a): 

Resources and Entitlements 
in Changing Rural Contexts 

 
Panel 3(a): 

Identity and Urban Space 
 

 
Panel 4(a): 

Resettlement, Resources 
and the Reordering of 

Authority 
 

  
Chair: 

Laurens Bakker 
University of Nijmegen 

 

 
Chair: 

Benedikt Korf 
University of Zürich 

 
Chair: 

Karen Lauterbach 
University of Copenhagen 

 
Chair: 

Steffen Jensen 
Danish Institute against 

Torture 
 

  
Michael Dwyer 

University of California, 
Berkeley 

 

 
Jeroen Adam 

Ghent University 

 
Mathieu Hilgers 

Goldsmith, University of 
London 

 

 
Amanda Hammar: 

University of Copenhagen 

10.00  
Prakash Kashwan 

University of Connecticut 

 
Muriel Cote 

University of Gothenburg 

 
Rony Emmeneger 
University of Zürich 

 
Vasudha Chhotray 

University of East Anglia 
 

11.00  
Michael Eilenberg 
University of Aarhus 

 

 
Sarah Byrne 

University of Zürich 

 
Sten Hagberg & Gabriella 

Körling 
Uppsala University 

	  

 
Pyone Myat Thu 

Australian National 
University 

12.00 Lunch 
  



14.00  
Panel 1(b): 

Land Enclosures and 
Contested Commodities 

 
Panel 2(b): 

Resources and Entitlements 
in Changing Rural Contexts 

 
Panel 3(b): 

Identity and Urban Space 
 

 
Panel 4(b): 

Resettlement, Resources 
and the Reordering of 

Authority 
 

  
Chair: 

Michael Eilenberg 
University of Aarhus 

 

 
Chair: 

Muriel Cote 
University of Gothenburg 

 
Chair: 

Sten Hagberg 
Uppsala University 

 

 
Chair: 

Amanda Hammar: 
University of Copenhagen 

  
Timothy  Raeymaekers 

University of Zürich 
 

 
Benedikt Korf & Hagmann 
University of Zürich/Roskilde 

University 
 

 
Mikaela Le Meur 

University of Bruxelles 

 
Quentin Gausset 

University of Copenhagen 

15.00  
Laurens Bakker 

University of Nijmegen 

 
Rocio Hiraldo 

University of East 
Anglia/University of 

Copenhagen 
 

 
Karen Lauterbach 

University of Copenhagen 

 
Steffen Jensen & 

Shireen Ally: 
Danish Institute against 

Torture 
 

16.00  
Antang Yamo 

Yaounde I University 
 

 
Marie Gagné 

University of Toronto 

 
Jakob Trane Ibsen 
Roskilde University 

 
Thomas Sikor 

University of East Anglia 

17.00 End of Day 2 
20.30 Shared dinner at Madklubben Vesterbro (Vesterbrogade 62) 

 

 

 

 

Thursday 30 May 2013 



09.00  
Panel 1(c): 

Land Enclosures and 
Contested Commodities 

 
Panel 2(c): 

Resources and Entitlements 
in Changing Rural Contexts 

 
Panel 3(c): 

Identity and Urban Space 
 

 
Panel 5(a): 

Contentious Resources 
and Property 

 
  

Chair: 
Christian Lenz 

University of North 
Carolina, Chapel Hill 

 

 
Chair: 

Purabi Bose 
Wageningen University 

 

 
Chair: 

Mathieu Hilgers 
Goldsmith, University of 

London 
 

 
Chair: 

Ole Mertz 
University of Copenhagen 

 

  
Pierre Petit 

Bruxelles University 
 

 
Andrea Nightingale 

University of Gothenburg 

 
Naseem Badiey 

California State University, 
Monterey Bay 

 

 
Signe Cold-Ravnkilde & 

Mikkel Funder 
Danish Institute for 

International Studies 
 

10.00  
Erin Collins 

University of California, 
Berkeley 

 
Bindhy Wasini Pandey & 

Sushma Yadav 
University of Delhi 

 

 
Emilija Zabiliute 

Danish Institute against 
Torture 

 
Martin Skrydstrup 

University of Copenhagen 

11.00  
Michiel Kohne 

Wageningen University 
 

 
Erika Sörensen 
Umeå University 

 
Eric Hahonou 

Roskilde University 
 

 
Veronica Gomez 

Centre Norbert Elias, 
Marseille 

 
12.00 Lunch 
14.00 3rd Keynote Address 

  
Filip de Boeck 

University of Leuven 
 

16.00 End of day three 
18.00 Canal Tour (Havnegade 44 at Custom House with Nettobådene) 

 



Friday 31 May 2013 
09.00  

Panel 1(d): 
Land Enclosures and 

Contested Commodities 

 
Panel 2(d): 

Resources and Entitlements 
in Changing Rural Contexts 

 
Panel 5(b): 

Contentious Resources and 
Property 

 

 

  
Chair: 

Pierre Petit 
Bruxelles University 

 

 
Chair: 

Andrea Nightingale 
University of Gothenburg 

 
Chair: 

Mikkel Funder 
Danish Institute for 

International Studies 
 

 

  
Rebecca Monson 
Australian National 

University 

 
Purabi Bose 

Wageningen University 
 

 
Maria Theresa Armijos 

University of Sussex	  
 

 

10.00  
Christian Lenz 

University of North 
Carolina, Chapel Hill 

 

 
Jean-Christophe Diepart & 

David Dupuis 
University of Liège & 

University of Bruxelles 
 

 
Nírvia Ravena de Sousa 
Federal University of Pará-

Brazil 

 

11.00  
Irene Vélez-Torres 

University of 
Copenhagen 

 

 
Noer Fauzi Rachman (Oji) 

Sajogyo Institute	  
 

 
Ole Mertz & Rikke Brandt 

Brogaard 
University of Copenhagen 

 

 

12.00 Closing Remarks & Next Steps 
  

Jesse Ribot 
University of Illinois 

 
13.00 End of day four 

 



1st Keynote address  

Women and customary inheritance rights: from exclusion to inclusion 
Janine Ubink 
Leiden Univerisity, The Netherlands 

In many countries in the developing world, particularly in Africa, access to natural resources such as 
land and water is largely regulated by customary law and traditional authorities. One aspect of 
customary regulation of natural resources that has troubled many governments regards the 
phenomenon of ‘property grabbing’ or widow chasing’. This refers to the customary inheritance 
norm that states that upon a man’s death, his estate is inherited by his matrilineal family, often 
leaving his widow destitute. Despite a customary obligation of the husband’s family to support needy 
widows and children, this often results in the widow and her children being chased out of the house, 
back to her own matrilineal family. 

Several African countries have undertaken attempts to abolish this customary practice. Most 
countries have used the method of statutory legislation to try and protect the property of widows 
after the death of their husband. This has for instance been undertaken in Ghana, Malawi, 
Zimbabwe, Liberia and Rwanda. Application at the local level of the statutes is, however, considered 
minimal, due partly to problems internal to the statutes such as vague wording and being based on 
assumptions that are largely urban-based and therefore insufficiently adapted to rural structures of 
kinship, marriage and co-habitation. However, the main issues hampering effectiveness of the 
statutes are the limited awareness most people have of their statutory rights, the pervasiveness of 
cultural norms and beliefs surrounding property ownership and gender relations, problems of 
widows in accessing police and state justice structures, and the limited extent to which traditional 
justice structures are aware of, and are willing to apply, the statutory norms. 

This paper describes above-mentioned attempts to alter customary inheritance practices through 
statutory legislation in African countries, and compares them with an endeavor undertaken in 
northern Namibia to eradicate widow chasing by the Owambo Traditional Authorities in a process of 
‘self-recording’. The following questions are central. What factors prompted the Owambo Traditional 
Authorities to change their customary inheritance norm and to engage in a process of self-
recording? Was there a widely felt need in Owambo society for this process and/or did the 
government demand the implementation of changes? How was the resolution agreed on by the 
Traditional Authorities translated into local legislation? What processes of dissemination and legal 
awareness creation were used? What was the impact of the changed norm on local practice in the 
area? How widely is this norm currently known and accepted? And finally, to what extent is it now 
being observed by the people and enforced by the traditional leaders? By answering these 
questions, this paper hopes to provide insight into the consequences and effectiveness of an 
alternative method of altering customary norms. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 1(a): Land Enclosures and Contested Commodities 

Formalizing the Concession? A Genealogy of Regulatory Illegibility in 
the Lao PDR 
Michael Dwyer  
University of Bern, Switzerland 

Since the mid-2000s, the Lao People’s Democratic Republic has been experiencing a low-level 
regulatory crisis. Caused by, on the one hand, extensive official efforts to recruit investors to the 
expensive and (socially and environmentally) disruptive work of large-scale resource development, 
and on the other hand, equally extensive difficulties in tracking the locations, identities, activities and 
effects of particular investment projects, Laos’s ongoing problems with the regulation of “state” land 
have attracted the attention of central government authorities, members of civil society, and foreign 
donors and lenders. 

While explanations vary about why Laos’s “Turning Land into Capital” policy has gone off the rails, 
many – such as those that focus on corruption or rent-seeking – converge on the absence or (at 
best) the weakness of the state. Like many explanations, the “weak (internal) state” thesis captures 
bits of truth without providing practically adequate insights that might be used to address the 
situation concretely. While state weakness is a welcome corrective to the all-powerful “GOL” 
[Government of Laos] narrative common in some parts of the international community, it only begins 
to gesture to the land-specific dimensions of Laos’s regulatory problem. This paper attempts to take 
this topic head on by focusing on the period of state formation that preceded the concession boom 
of the 2000s: looking at the period from the late 1980s to the late 1990s, when top-level officials 
attempted to reorient Laos’s economy to a market-based engine of development, this paper argues 
that today’s regulatory crisis is in fact a legacy of illegibility that was institutionalized during this 
earlier era. Today, as regulators fail to create bureaucracies that transmit project-level information 
continuously from hinterland to center – and make do instead with one-off inventories rationalized 
by narratives of local under-capacity – this earlier history demands closer and critical scrutiny.  

The paper focuses on Laos’s Land and Forest Allocation program, which emerged in the 1990s, and 
has been roundly criticized for its impacts on agricultural producers. While these criticisms have 
merit, they generally miss the point of why the program emerged when it did – after all, the Lao 
government had been attempting to micro-manage agrarian producers for over a decade when LFA 
was launched. LFA was part of an effort to reorient property from community to state norms (Lund 
2011, JPS 38), but it was also an attempt to make local officials’ land allocation practices more 
transparent – and thus more regulable – to central-level authorities. This latter dimension was driven 
by the program of marketbased development launched in the late 1980s, and exemplified by the 
granting of concessions of “state” land for purposes of capital-intensive resource development. Land 
and Forest Allocation coincided with, and was indeed part of a package of, centrally orchestrated 
state efforts to re-define and formalize concession-making in order to wrest its control from local 
officials. The trading away of land “for development” by local authorities had, by the mid-1990s, 
become a serious problem for Laos’s central government, both economically – where it was often a 
cover for logging – and politically, where it threatened the population’s acceptance of dams, 
highways and other land-intensive projects by undermining resettlement and livelihood planning. But 
as local authorities turned LFA to other purposes, the intended transparency failed to materialize, 
and in fact incentivized the hoarding of geographically detailed project maps by local authorities. 
This earlier era of internal concession politics thus provides a needed genealogy of Laos’s current 
regulatory problems, as well as an instructive case – and perhaps a hypothesis – for persistent 
regulatory illegibility and “land grabbing” elsewhere. 

 

 

 

 



Panel 1(a): Land Enclosures and Contested Commodities 

Green Grab: Colonialization, Social Difference, and the State Control of 
Forests 
Prakash Kashwan 
University of Connecticut, United States 
 

The ongoing debates about land grab have focused on two types of land grab mechanisms: the land 
acquired by corporations for production of food and biofuels; and the emerging trend of forest 
enclosures as part of the carbon forestry programs. Yet, important historical processes that set the 
stage for contemporary green grabbing, and their relevance in understanding the politics of green 
grabbing remains to be explored adequately. This paper investigates an important puzzle rooted in 
an overtime analysis of the territory classified as government forests: despite millions of hectares 
lost to mega development, industrial, and defense projects, India has added a net of 70% additional 
land to the territory controlled by India’s forestry agencies. Moreover, forest people have constantly 
been accused of contributing to deforestation. An analysis of data for half a millennium reveals that 
forestry agencies were instrumental in cross-subsidizing big development through the land they 
acquired through a number of policy process tricks. More important, these lands were previously 
used as commons in many cases, and were meant for distribution to the landless in others. Building 
on this simple data analysis, I explore how a disingenuous conceptualization of ‘democratic 
decentralization’ contributed to this process. This analysis offers interesting avenues of revisiting 
some of the ongoing debates at the cross-section of democracy and social justice in the context of 
questions of forest land rights in India and elsewhere.  
 

 

Panel 1(a): Land Enclosures and Contested Commodities 

The last enclosure: Agrarian expansion, land struggle and intimate 
exclusions on the Indonesian forest frontier 

Michael Eilenberg 
Aarhus University, Denmark 

In a recent attempt to expand our understanding of the dilemmas of intensified land struggle in 
Southeast Asia Derek Hall, Philip Hirsch and Tania Li suggest that we look at the various ways 
people gain access to and are excluded from land, especially the power inherent in acts of exclusion 
(Hall, Hirsch, & Li, 2011). This approach suggests an understanding of what they refer to as 
‘exclusions double edge’, which follows the basic argument that exclusion is an inevitable feature in 
the struggle of access to land and secure tenure security. People will always assert their claims of 
access at the expense of others, even if those others might be fellow villagers or kin. Accordingly, 
exclusion generates security for some and insecurity for others. This paper expands upon the 
notions of inclusion and exclusion as a window in understanding contemporary land struggles in 
Indonesia’s frontier regions on the island of Borneo. It discuss how expanding large-scale agrarian 
schemes and the flows of revenue they generate are being captured by local vested interests, 
resulting in the intensification of competition over access to land and forest resources and the 
ultimate production of new kinds of exclusions. The paper highlight the dilemmas of contradictory 
and fuzzy land tenure regimes and the more intimate acts of exclusion taking place on village level 
as land becomes increasingly valuable triggered by large-scale transnational private investments 
and a boom in global commodity demands. 



Panel 2(a): Resources and Entitlements in Changing Rural Contexts 

Land reform, small-scale farming and social differentiation. A case study 
on coconut plantations in Davao Oriental, the Philippines 

Jeroen Adam 
Ghent University, Belgium 

A recurrent point of contention in debates on rural development is the promotion or rejection of 
small-scale farms, managed by peasant owner-cultivators through own family labour. The 
arguments attributing positive benefits to small-scale farming are multiple. An important line of 
thought is presented by the so-called GKI argument (Griffin et.al. 2002) which sees an inverse 
relationship between output per unit of land and size of holding. This argument is therefore used as 
a response to the global food crisis and considered a primary strategy to root out rural poverty. 
Important transnational peasant movements such as Via Campesina stress that as a response to 
the commoditization of land resulting in the dispossession of the rural poor, land has to be 
redistributed and the state needs to support small-scale farming in order to reinforce food 
sovereignty and protect vulnerable peasants livelihoods. Similar arguments can be encountered 
among a range of NGOs and policy institutes departing from a livelihoods or welfare perspective.   

This paper provides some insights on this debate by studying social differentiation among small-
scale farmers after redistributive land reform on commercial coconut plantations in the province of 
Davao Oriental, the Philippines. This focus on social differentiation involves an understanding of 
how people gain access to the products of their own or others’ labor, based on their differential 
control over production resources (White 1987). More in particular, this exercise starts from the 
question if, how and when small-scale farmers managed to develop into ‘rural capitalists’, 
accumulating productive assets and witnessing an overall improvement in their livelihood conditions, 
hereby fundamentally transforming the traditional social structure of the Philippine countryside. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 2(a): Resources and Entitlements in Changing Rural Contexts 

How governable is the gold mining sector in Burkina Faso? Generating 
insights across economic liberalisation and democratic decentralisation. 
Muriel V. Côte 
University of Edinburgh, Scotland 

In the last 10 years gold has become a significant part of the national economy in Burkina Faso 
outranking cotton that was first national export until 2009. Seven open-pit industrial mines have 
opened since 2007, about 700 prospecting permits are currently owned, and artisanal mining in 
many parts of the country has become an important basis for rural livelihoods. Where claims to gold 
resources overlap, conflicts multiply,  a state of affairs that evokes much of what has been decribed 
as a 'resource curse'. In this paper I  analyse why efforts undertaken by the state at balancing out 
competing interests are failing. Through a critical examination of the Mining Code focusing on 
changes in the mining rights regime, I show that the liberalisation of gold has eroded the grasp and 
relevance of the state in settings where claims compete. In these settings, decentralised elected 
governments are expected to handle localised governance challenges, despite the fact that their 
powers and resources are not defined within the Code. This, I suggest, constitutes the turf on which 
clientelist relations between these local authorities and industrial mining actors grow, which in turn 
undermines the possibility for these authorities to represent their constituents' interests. 

The paper starts from a seemingly naive question: does the mining title regime achieve in practice 
what it intends to do. I present the rationale underlying the current mining rights regime, tracing its 
contemporary shape back to the history of gradual economic liberalisation of the sector in Burkina. 
In theory, the titling regimes makes provisions for securing both artisanal miners and industrial 
entreprise. In practice however, artisanal mining titles empower urban elite entrepreneurs and 
indeed encourages rural-based artisanal miners to evade formal channels. The dismantlemnt of 
government institutions for the markestisation of gold also fuels informality and illegality, while 
making it impossible for the state to address it.  

In the second part of this paper, I examine how governance spaces left empty have been filled in 
practice, drawing from ethnographic research in everyday decentralised governance conducted in 
the municipality of Nebnooma in the north of the country. Since 2006 autonomous local elected 
municipalities have been created, and they are increasingly expected to address challenges that 
arise from a growing artisanal sector and from competing claims to mining resources by industrial 
actors. The involvement of local decentralised government authorities has become an imperative, 
but at the same presents them with certain contradiction because of the few decision-making 
powers and resources they are devolved. The section analyses the implications this has for local 
democracy as unlikely political alliances are formed locally, with, on the one hand a foreign 
prospecting corporation that should not, but does, temporarily protect miners' access to resources, 
and local decentralised authorities who should not, but do, undermine miners' interests. 
Understanding the processes through which such political configurations arise is important to 
determine the scope of democratic frameworks in the neoliberal development paradigm for the gold 
sector in Burkina. 

So, lastly I discuss the results in relation to broader questions about state formation and how we 
may go about theorising the development opportunities that are realisable within neoliberal state 
projects. Political and economic liberalisation reforms are often assumed to hand in hand as 
techniques of neoliberalism. This paper shows that this relation is not so straightforward. 
Contradictions arise at the intersection of economic liberalisation and democratic decentralisation, 
and I suggest that greater attention should be paid to the challenges these contradictions bring up, 
as 'forks in the road'. Empirically examining how dilemma are handled by rulers and ruled and 
rationales justifying the road taken and that left behind, generates insights that may help us out of 
the pessimistic impasse of 'resource curse' and 'failed state' analyses.  

 



Panel 2(a): Resources and Entitlements in Changing Rural Contexts 

Competing territorialities, competing authorities: claiming a contested 
forest in Mid-Western Nepal 
Sarah Byrne 
University of Zurich, Switzerland  

While many of the forests in the Nepalese hills have been handed over as community forests, 
Hamroban forest rather surprisingly remains a government forest due to a series of disputes. The 
main dispute initially appears to be over who exactly is ‘the community’ that can decide about forest 
access and use in a context where the border between two districts, Salyan and Rolpa, runs right 
through the forest. This border was not always where it is today. In 1978, as part of a bigger internal 
state restructuring, the border was shifted. Land (including an unclear amount of forestland) moved 
from one district to the other. The changing district border has important implications today for 
access to natural resources and to public services – several different registers of citizen-state 
relations. 

This paper analyses the competing territoriality and authority claims, both of the forest users and 
those of the Nepalese state (particularly the Forest Department) and the conflict-time Maoist 
People’s Government. It explores the sedimented layers of the changing relationship between 
polities and forest management authority, with a particular focus on the overlapping authority claims 
of the Nepalese state and Maoist People’s Government during the decade long civil conflict (1997-
2006) and the present postconflict (re-) ordering of the authority landscape. In this changing political 
environment, I explore forest users’ strategies to secure access to forest resources and to legitimate 
their claims to forest management authority. These practices include establishing informal forest 
user groups, paying for forest guards and purchasing forestland from the conflict-time People’s 
Government. Further strategies have been employed to deal with the public service effects of the 
change in the location of the district border. It takes significantly longer to walk to Rolpa’s district 
headquarters than to Salyan’s. But perhaps even more important, the new district headquarters was 
less accessible because people did not have access to afno manche (“our own people”) patronage 
networks there. In the face of this, and in a rather unusual deviation from the general territorial 
practice of the administration, many people still access services in Salyan. 

Based on analysis of this case, the paper makes three arguments. The first is that although the 
main focus of the internal territorialisation lite simultaneously). Thirdly, competing territorialisations 
are also competitions about authority. For example, in practice the communities have access to the 
forest now because the forest department is neither willing nor able to effectively protect it. But they 
are demanding more. This is because it is about more than simply access itself, but about the 
authority to control access. Through this analysis I trace a map of the “entangled landscape” (Moore 
2005) that is produced by these overlapping territoriality and authority claims, and the power 
relations that both underscore and are produced through them. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 3(a): Identity and Urban Space 

Who produces the city? Property and citizenship of the invisible majority 

Mathieu Hilgers 
Université Libre de Bruxelles,Goldsmith, University of London 

It is now common to observe and to say that all over the world small and medium urban centers are 
not at the heart of the global urban research agenda; it also well known that cities in Africa are at the 
margin of urban studies and in some ways, at least in many stereotypes at the margin of the world. 
The double peripheral position of small and medium urban centers in Africa explains its quasi 
absence in the contemporary research. However in many places, not only in Africa, these small and 
medium cities are the cities of a majority. This demographic majority constitutes exactly what 
Balandier in a famous text on the colonial situation has called a “sociological minority”, or what 
Abdoumaliq Simone calls an “ineligible majority”. The main target of this paper is simple question: 
who produce the city of this invisible majority? 

Small and medium cities are the theater of many changes. Their development is now an official 
priority for international institutions such as World Bank and UN habitat. Most of these 
agglomerations have their own strategic urban planning schemes but like big cities, small urban 
centers are also a place of informalities, invisible practices, and resistances to planning. In order to 
grasp the production of the city and the relationship between property and citizenship this paper 
analyze in different towns the encounter between injunctions to urbanity supported by institutions 
(local, national and international) and aspirations to urbanity developed by cities’ inhabitants. The 
analysis of this encounter - which takes multiple forms (visible vs invisible, formal vs informal, 
structural adjustment of spaces vs structural adjustment of bodies….) - highlights a common 
sociological matrix to small urban centers. The analysis of this common matrix shows why and how 
some groups exert their domination on the production of the city, and on the definition of property 
and citizenship. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 3(a): Identity and Urban Space 

Citizenship and the negotiation of urban property rights in post-socialist 
Ethiopia 
Rony Emmenegger 
University of Zurich, Switzerland 

This paper analyses the negotiation of property rights and the re-articulation of citizenship 
categories as part of state formation processes in the post-socialist context in Ethiopia. With the 
defeat of the former socialist regime of the Derg in 1991, the Ethiopian state was radically 
restructured into a federation, which fundamentally redefined the fundaments of state citizenship. 
Within this new constitutional arrangement, ethnicity becomes the principle for the classification of 
citizens and for territorializing “nations, nationalities and people (see Abbink, 2011:605). This ethnic 
federal system and the constitutionally expressed relationship between ethnicity/nationality and 
territoriality stands in sharp contrast to former Ethiopian constitutions as well as the colonial 
demarcation of other African states (Clapham, 1996:246). 

However, the attachment of citizenship rights to ethnic identity has had profound consequences for 
the ways claims to federal citizenship are being made, their rights expressed and negotiated with 
state institutions. The case study this paper addresses will be the restitution of houses and the 
according renegotiation of property rights in the socio-political space that opened up in urban Jigjiga 
in the post-socialist era. During the Ethio-Somali war of 1977/78, many Somali inhabitants escaped 
Ethiopian territory, leaving behind their ‘homes’ in urban Jigjiga. In turn, the ruling socialist Derg 
government allocated the abundant houses mainly among highland settlers that had been living 
together with Somalis since the expansion of the Ethiopian state into the lowlands in the late 19th 
century. Since the fall of the socialist regime in 1991, however, many Somalis have returned to their 
‘hometown’, Jigjiga, where they reclaim the once abundant houses of their families – their “fathers’ 
houses”. While property rights had initially been negotiated between those highlanders holding the 
houses and these Somali returnees claiming it, government institutions have increasingly become 
involved after the transitional period in the mid-1990s. In particular, claimants start to approach 
different courts, expecting these government institutions to legitimize certain claims, while refusing 
others. Starting from the early 2000s, also the government began to intervene more actively through 
the creation of a number of committees constituted by local Somali elders, traditional authorities and 
local government officials, for identifying the legitimate owners and/or verifying claims and for 
resolving conflicts related to property rights. 

This paper approaches state formation processes by following the negotiation of access and 
property between and among city dwellers and government institutions in a legally plural and post-
socialist context. On the one hand, this involves investigating how and recognized in claim making, 
as well as the resulting relation between state categories of persons and institutions of authority 
(see Lund, 2011). On the other hand, it involves an analysis of what different government 
institutions recognize as a ‘legitimate claim’ and how they attempt to become socially embedded. As 
such, I will show how government institutions are formed around the negotiation of property rights 
and around the citizenship categories appropriated and articulated “within, at the interface, and 
outside of the bureaucratic apparatus” (Hagmann & Péclard, 2010:543). In addition, this paper 
traces socio-political processes of categorization from the socialist to the ethnic federal period and 
acknowledges the pluralist legal framework that has emerged during changing regimes in the past. 
As such, my research will reveal how ethnically based citizenship categories have come into being 
by its articulations in claim and law making and contributes to a better understanding of state 
formation processes. 

 

 

 

 



Panel 3(a): Identity and Urban Space 

Urban Land Contests and Political Mobilization: (Re)-sources of 
authority and protest in West African Municipalities 
Sten Hagberg and Gabriella Körling, 
Uppsala University, Sweden 

The paper is based on anthropological research on socio-political opposition in West African 
municipalities. In countries where formal political opposition is weak, we propose to broaden the 
concept of socio-political opposition to encompass formal political processes, social movements, 
development interventions and everyday resistances and protests. 

In this paper we particularly analyze how land schemes for urban development (lotissements) are at 
the center of social contests and political mobilization in the municipalities. Four specific 
contradictions of practical implementations of urban land management in West African cities are 
addressed. First, access to urban land is a central tenet for citizens’ capacities to ensure family 
wellbeing, to get healthy environmental sanitation, and to work for socio-economic betterment. And, 
yet, most urbanites do not own the land-plot on which they live, and the dream of getting a house of 
their own (“un chez-soi”) is beyond reach for the many. Second, the implementation of land 
schemes constitutes a source of financial revenue in otherwise poorly equipped municipalities. But 
municipal councilors, civil servants and other actors with a source of public authority are commonly 
accused of using land plots for personal enrichment or as political resources. Hence, a source of 
potential public funding is often diverted to private monetary resources. Third, with urban expansion 
local tenure rights give way to modern urban land schemes, which tend to mean that former rural 
populations are replaced by the class of civil servants, merchants and various political actors, and 
brokers. A common feature of these new property holders is the capacity to transform sources of 
authority into monetary resources. In other words, peri-urban dwellers are replaced by urban 
residents, fuelling protest movements of autochthons and the politics of belonging. Fourth, brokers, 
intermediaries and middlemen are deeply involved in urban land management, discursively 
articulated as a transition from tradition to modernity, but practically fraught with corruption, abuse 
and dealing, including political and economic clientelism. Still, such recurrent bad governances may 
also give rise to debates on new political moralities where citizens’ rights are to be respected, 
recognized and secured by public authorities. 

In conclusion, we argue that urban land contests are simultaneously sources and resources of 
authority and protest in these municipalities. While the skillful and creative combination of these 
sources and resources is an asset in municipal politics, political mobilization is also fuelled by land 
contests and protest movements of those marginalized by everyday governance, thereby carving 
out new spaces for socio-political opposition in West African municipalities. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 4(a) : Resettlement, Ressources and the Reordering of Authority 

Governing through Displacement: Dynamics of Dislocation, Recognition 
and Resettlement in Urban Zimbabwe 
Amanda Hammar 
Copenhagen University, Denmark 

This paper is concerned with the ways in which various forms of authority and of citizenship are 
asserted and/or reshaped through practices of urban displacement and resettlement. It builds on an 
earlier argument (Hammar, 2008) that state-induced displacements are not aberrations but rather 
an ever-present possibility and practice integral to past and present modes of rule and state-making. 
The discussion here takes this point further by additionally examining the related practice of official 
resettlement of selected citizens – while excluding others – and by tracing such citizens’ varied and 
often informal tactics for accessing the public services and infrastructure necessary for remaking 
their lives.  Such practices on both sides bring into focus the complex dynamic of mutually 
constitutive recognition between differentiated citizens and diverse authorities.   

The paper draws on two different cases of urban dislocation and (partial) resettlement of selected 
citizens in and around the city of Bulawayo in south-west Zimbabwe. The first is a case of a new yet 
limited and incomplete housing programme for approximately 7000 households initiated by the 
central state and originally largely administered by the army but later partly privatised. Called 
‘Operation Garikai/Hlalani Kuhle’ (meaning Operation ‘Live Well’),  it was aimed at re-legitimising the 
Zanu (PF) party-state after its violent mass urban displacement campaign launched in 2005 that 
destroyed homes and local livelihoods of up to 700 000 urban dwellers. Of particular interest here 
are the terms of selection of those resettled, and their relationship to first one particular public 
authority and then subsequently to others over time.  The second case is related but is at a much 
smaller scale. It focuses on the process of  resettlement – this time by the local state, the Bulawayo 
City Council – of up to 200 squatter households in a new urban site, these having been primarily 
victims of the same mass urban campaign of the central state and the of ongoing structural violence 
of contemporary Zimbabwe.  

Despite the differences in scale and patterns of dislocation, recognition and resettlement, these 
cases together facilitate an exploration of the relationship between displacement and governance. 
Or in other words, the relationship between forms of exclusion and access of differentiated citizens 
to property and other public and private resources, struggles by state and non-state institutional 
actors and citizens for the reordering of everyday social, economic and administrative life, and 
processes of state making.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 4(a) : Resettlement, Ressources and the Reordering of Authority 

Like fish out of water?  Property rights, citizenship and refugee politics 
in coastal Odisha, India 
Vasudha Chhotray 
University of East Anglia, United Kingdom 

This paper aims to interrogate the meanings of environmental property rights and citizenship for 
‘refugees’ seeking a life of stability and recognition in their country of residence. The issue is of 
profound contemporary significance with fluid borders and an ever intensifying movement of 
peoples driven by a variety of pressures, from environmental to economic and social. In a country 
as large and varied as India, where strong affiliations between people and spaces are justified 
through ideas of ethnicity, tribe, class and caste, people may be subject to multiple exclusions and 
be refugees in their own country. 

It draws on research with a small community of ‘immigrant settlers’ from Bangladesh along the coast 
of Odisha in eastern India. These settlers have taken to sea fishing since their arrival in India at 
various points after 1947. Like many other Odiya fishers, they are locked in an enduring conflict with 
the state over the imposition of a blanket fishing ban in the Gahirmatha marine sanctuary. The 
paper shows how they have also been the subjects of hate within a rising strand of right-wing 
environmentalism, peculiarly Odiya in nature, which portrays their very presence as illegitimate, 
through a partial and dubious history of their arrival and settlement. It also decries their role in 
depleting the fisheries resources and fishing culture of Odisha apart from hurting the marine 
ecosystem, including the highly endangered Olive Ridley turtles that nest along Odisha each year 
from January to May. 

An additional twist in their lives came in 2005, on the heels of the 2004 amendment to the 
Citizenship Act, when the Odisha High Court acting on a public law suit against ‘illegal infiltration’ 
filed by a leading environmentalist, directed the state government to identify and deport all persons 
without ‘proper evidence’ of settlement and citizenship. The paper investigates into this episode at 
length, concentrating in particular on a) the methods used by the state to define and identify 
infiltration, b) the effects the investigation produced on peoples’ lives, and c) the solidarities and 
betrayals experienced by these persons at times of crises, both from within and outside their 
community. It also tries to understand the circumstances in which an anti-immigrant sentiment has 
yet failed to translate into a coherent drive for deportation.  

Through this approach, the paper hopes to understand two main issues. The first is that of how 
refugees negotiate doubts by the state and other private actors about the authenticity of their stay 
and citizenship, and which institutions and individuals, as well as other processes of social 
differentiation, shape their negotiations. The second is of whether this ‘uncertain citizenship’, to the 
extent to which it is a private contract between the individual and the state, actually informs their 
accompanying struggle for acknowledged collective property rights over sea fishing. Through this 
twin focus, the paper hopes to contribute to a greater understanding of the contingency of resource 
property rights and citizenship for marginalized communities suffering an extraordinary combination 
of adversities. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 4(a) : Resettlement, Ressources and the Reordering of Authority 

Negotiating Displacement: A Comparative Study of Land and Livelihoods 
in Rural Timor-Leste 

Pyone Myat Thu 
Australian National University, Australia 

An extended legacy of foreign occupation and conflict has created a complex array of land and 
property issues in post-independent Timor-Leste. Consequently, local populations seek to assert 
and maintain their rights and access to land through multiple socio-political institutions (cf. Sikor and 
Lund 2009). This paper examines how land access and livelihoods are negotiated in two rural 
localities where residents were forcibly displaced during the Indonesian occupation of Timor-Leste 
(from 1975 to 1999). Like populations in Melanesia and the Pacific Islands, land is an integral 
aspect of East Timorese societies. Land provides physical sustenance, economic base, social and 
political status, and spiritual well-being. Forced resettlement under Indonesian rule thus challenged 
local livelihoods and disrupted socio-cultural practices.  

Drawing on empirical evidence from suco Mulia and suco Daisua in Laga sub-district and Samé 
sub-district respectively, I contend that local experiences forced resettlement are historically and 
geographically contingent; shaped by the broader dynamics of state authority and territorial control, 
in relation to local notions of kinship, marriage, and belonging. Rights to land access is greatly 
limited for settlers in suco Mulia as they do not have pre-existing marital and kin networks with 
customary landowners. Conversely, settlers in suco Daisua have long established socio-cultural and 
political alliance with customary landowners that enabled them to secure access rights to land. 

Beyond analysing displacement and dispossession as socio-spatial processes, this paper seeks to 
illuminate the underlying discourses of development and nationhood which sought to create citizen-
subjects out of the ethno-linguistically diverse populations that inhabit Timor-Leste. I suggest that 
post-independence development and land policies in the country espouse similar ideals of progress 
and citizenship – albeit in less violent and coercive strategies (cf. Li 2005). In response to recent 
economic and political transformations, customary landowners and settlers are recalibrating social 
relations and enacting multiple belongings to place to legitimise claims to land and resources to their 
best advantage through both formal and customary institutions to establish multi-local livelihoods. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 1(b): Land Enclosures and Contested Commodities 

Is property national? Considering user rights in the global conjuncture 
Timothy  Raeymaekers 
University  of  Zurich, Switzerland 

The  paper  I  am  proposing  for  consideration  for  this  workshop  critically  deals  with  the   
question  how  property  relations  in  legally  pluralist  societies  are  being  formulated, validated 
 and  secured  by  a  variety  of  political  institutions.  According  to  the  workshop call,  this 
 process  presumably  involves  different  instances  of  claim  making  and validation,  exclusion 
 and  inclusion  that  are  all  intimately  related  to  the  production  of   political subjectivity,  or 
 (state)  citizenship.  As  Christian  Lund  writes  in  a  different  paper: “[p]roperty  and  citizenship 
 are  central  gate--‐keeping  functions  of  any  state;  they engage   the  questions  of  who  can 
 have  rights,  and  what  rights  can  they  have.” (Lund  2011:  75).   

In  legally  pluralist  societies,  the  definition  of  these  rights  and  by  whom  they  are  held is   
frequently  seen  as  being  up  for  grabs.  So  the  question  what  are  legitimate  property rights 
 and  what  are  not  is  continuously  re--‐established  through  conflict  and  negotiation. As  Lund 
 writes  further  on:  “The  core  element  of  both  is  recognition  (…).  Struggles over citizenship 
 and  property  are,  therefore,  as  much  about  the  scope  and  constitution  of authority  as  about 
 access  to  membership  and  resources.”  (Lund  2011:  71)   

This  question  becomes  a  little  more  complex  even  once  one  considers  the  expanding 
transnational  space  in  which  property  rights  formulation  and  validation  takes  place nowadays 
 in  a  growing  range  of  land  control  policies.  What  happens  to  the  rights  of users  of  natural 
 resources  when  their  entitlement  and  access  to  these  resources  is defined  either 
 transnationally,  or  at  least  in  conjunction  with  a  range  of  transnational bodies  like 
 multinational  enterprises,  NGO’s  and  financial  institutions?  What  is  the consequence  for  the 
 political  subjectivity  of  these  resource  users  if  their  entitlements are  defined  outside  the 
 immediate  local  or  national  realm?  And  what  effect  does  this transnationalisation  of  user 
 rights  and  entitlements  have  for  political  accountability  of both  users  and  regulators  of 
 resource  markets?  Taking  inspiration  from  the  recent debates  about  land  grabs,  carbon 
 trading  policies,  natural  heritage  sites  and  other commodifications  of  nature  in  the  ‘terrain  of 
 the  global  conjunture’  (Lund  and  Peluso 2011:  671),  the  hypothesis  put  forward  in  this 
 paper  is  that  these  global commodification  processes  generate  new  property  relations  and 
 new  territorialities between  resource  users,  gatekeepers  and  regulating  bodies  that  are  only 
 in  part covered  by  ‘national’  citizenship.    

The  case  study  to  substantiate  my  argument  will  concern  the  formalization  of  artisan   mining 
 activity  in  the  Democratic  Republic  of  Congo  (DRC).  Taking  the  example  of  the   ITRI  Tin 
 Supply  Chain  Initiative  (iTSCi),  the  paper  discusses  how  the  regulation  of  access   and 
 entitlement  to  ‘conflict--‐free’  minerals  like  tantalite,  tin  ore  and  tungsten  (in  jargon: ‘the 
 three  T’s’)  substantially  transforms  both  the  entitlement  structure  direct users  have   to  these 
 minerals  and  the  legitimacy  of  institutions  involved  in  the classification,   standardization  and 
 formalization  of  these  entitlement  rights  –  with possibly  far--‐ reaching  consequences  for  the 
 institutionalization  of  political  authority. Through  this   case  study,  I’d  like  to  both  raise  a 
 provocative  point  about  the  complex geography  of   property  rights  and  citizenship  and 
 discuss  its  direct  effects  on  the institutional  choice  patterns  of  natural  resources  users  in 
 the  specific  case  of  the  DRC.    References    Lund,  C.  (2011),  Property  and  citizenship: 
 conceptually  connecting  land  rights  and   belonging  in  Africa,  in:  Africa  Spectrum,  46/3,  pp. 
 71--‐75. Peluso,  N.L.  and  Lund,  C.  (2011),  New  frontiers  of  land  control:  introduction,  in: 
 Journal   of  Peasant  Studies,  38/4,  667-681.   

 

 

 



Panel 1(b): Land Enclosures and Contested Commodities 

Foreign investment in Southeast Asia: Assessing local the impact of 
land deals 
Laurens Bakker 
Radboud University Nijmegen, University of Amsterdam, The Netherlands  

The drive for food security in countries with a shortage of agricultural lands and the increased 
worldwide demand for biofuel are considered as considerable economic opportunities for developing 
nations worldwide. With global demand for available farm lands on the rise, countries such as 
Indonesia, the Philippines, Vietnam and Cambodia adopted trade and investment policies aimed at 
bringing in foreign investment money. Whereas such policies generally consist of simplifications of 
procedures, implementing attractive tariffs and a speeding-up of the general process –bureaucratic 
measures aimed at foreign partners- the actual availability of the lands in question often poses a 
pressing concern, as these are often subject to claims by local population groups.  

In recent years, considerable attention has been given to the ways in which farmers, indigenous 
peoples and other local groups have moved in countering or disputing such threats to their 
livelihoods (cf. Ubink et al., 2009; Borras and Franco, 2010), while the already sizeable literature of 
case studies on land conflict is being increased by renewed attention for this threat as it is now 
conceptualised as ‘land-grabs’ driven by the global economy (cf. Zoomers, 2010).  

In this paper my focus lies on the strategies taken by national governments as they position 
themselves between the global market and local land regimes, and on adjustments to this position 
made in reaction to global or local developments. Wedged between the profits of global investment 
and the demand for recognition and protection of local usage rights, governments are required to 
provide legal certainty and security as well as value for money (or value for a vote) to foreign 
investors as well as to the own population. Investment laws generally include remedies aimed at 
protecting the interests of the national population, yet how do these work out in practice? Departing 
from ongoing research into the policies and effects of foreign investment in agricultural lands in 
Indonesia and the Philippines (Nooteboom and Bakker, forthcoming), research into land and 
investment policies in Vietnam (Bakker, forthcoming) and Cambodia (Shepherd, 2012), my aim is to 
look for answers to three consecutive questions. First, what sort of land and agriculture-based 
investment deals are taking place, under what legal conditions? Second, what reactions do these 
attract at the local level? What discourses are mobilised locally? Third, how and by whom are 
matters settled, with what sort of outcome? 

Comparison of the situations in these four countries is based firstly on the role of national laws, 
investment regimes, civil society and governmental attitudes. Second, all four countries are 
members of the regional ASEAN association, thus allowing for attention to the role of this greater 
framework in individual nations’ policies. The purpose of the paper lies in assessing the recognition 
or denial of rights as found as processes and outcomes in the triangle formed by national 
government, (inter)national investors and local interests. The paper’s explicit aim is to study the 
relation of these processes and outcomes to national and ASEAN policies, in order to attempt to 
come to a better understanding of the links between policy, practices and their influence in the 
formulation of parties’ political identities. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 1(b): Land Enclosures and Contested Commodities 

Large Scale Land Transfers in Cameroon: An Analysis of  
Land Property and the Issue of Citizenship  
 
Antang Yamo 
Yaounde I University, Cameroon 
 
Mechanisms that regulate access to land and natural resources are in the heart of the politics of 
belonging. On the one hand, they are likely to shape inclusion schemes, the formation of recognition 
and the citizenship. On the other, they can also, generate conflict. In Cameroon the state, 
international agencies and transnational corporations are producing various forms of citizenship in 
rural areas. These processes are the outcomes of land conversion, that articulate and reproduce 
land relationships and shape identities. The articulation of land needs at the local level and state 
land hegemony lead to the rejection of local identities by central governments, dispossession, 
expropriation and human displacements, which often result in violent conflicts. The profiling of land 
grab operations gives tangible material to understanding dynamics relating to misrecognition, mis 
citizenship and land conflicts. Based on the capture of these dynamics, this paper characterizes 
emerging violent rights-based struggles, tensions and conflicts between various stakeholders and 
their impact on citizenship in rural areas in Cameroon.       
 

 

 

 

Panel 2(b): Resources and Entitlements in Changing Rural Contexts 

Sedentarizing the state: pastoral conflicts, property rights and 
territoriality in the Horn of Africa 
 
Benedikt Korf, University of Zurich, Switzerland 
Tobias Hagmann, Roskilde University, Denmark 
 
States and their elites often portray pastoralists as elusive and thus unreliable citizens. Situated at 
the margins of the nation-state, herders’ mobility patterns are shaped by genealogical and trade 
networks across national borders. Moreover, modernist elites depict pastoralism as a pre-modern, 
archaic mode of life in perpetual decline due to ecological crisis (dwindling grazing resources) and 
social anomy (violent conflict). This imagination of pastoralist spaces as archaic and stateless needs 
to be questioned. Our starting point is to analyze violent conflict in pastoralist spaces as 
reconfigurations of the relations between state, citizenship and property (or access). We suggest 
that pastoral conflicts are driven by two concomitant territorialization processes; the sedentarization 
of the state in its semi-arid margins and the gradual individualization of rangelands. We argue that 
the state plays a key role in accelerating the individualization of rangeland (enclosure, breakdown of 
reciprocal access rights, disintegration of the commons) by projecting – or sedentarizing – itself into 
the pastoral periphery. This process can be likened to a paradox of state driven (neo-)liberal frontier 
in the desert. It is the partly unintended consequence of pushing the social differentiation of political 
entities in the newly decentralized administrative entities of eastern Ethiopia. We analyze state 
sedentarization in Ethiopia’s Somali frontier through a comparative study of four different 
configurations of property relations, political ecologies of resource use and inter-group dynamics. 
We explore how these different configurations are emerging, how they are stabilized and how 
negotiating claims to access and property rights sediment into new territorialities, i.e. spatialities of 
political authority. 
 



Panel 2(b): Resources and Entitlements in Changing Rural Contexts 

Reproducing weak representation: governing the commons in the Sine-
Saloum Delta of Senegal  
Rocio Hiraldo 
University of East Anglia, United Kingdom/Copenhagen University, Denmark 

Research conducted on community-based protected areas shows that the socio-economic benefits 
these spaces promise to the most vulnerable are often inexistent. It is clear from existing research 
that institutions promoting these spaces help to produce these contradictions through project design 
and implementation. Carbon has been recently recognized as a new global common and forestry-
related climate change interventions are spreading across the African continent. While these 
interventions claim to be representative of local interests, evidence from the governance around the 
commons raises questions about those positive outcomes. Through a historical political economy 
study of mangrove conservation in the Sine Saloum Delta of Senegal, this paper explores the 
effects on local democratic representation of a reforestation carbon offsetting project. The paper 
shows how institutions working on these projects, by providing institutional support to local partners 
who have previously resisted downwards accountability and responsiveness in mangrove 
conservation, reproduce weak democratic representation. The organisation implementing the 
project permanently banned fishing and other resource extractive activities in 7000 hectares through 
the creation of a community-based protected wetland without informed consent of local populations. 
Economic revenues generated through tourism have been appropriated by the leading organisation 
and its few local partners. Despite the positive discourse on participation behind this protected 
wetland, local communities are only being involved as labour. Donor institutions fail to identify these 
power relationships when choosing partners and remain indifferent towards poor democratic 
decision-making processes. It is in this context that environmental conservation results in primitive 
accumulation and the penetration of global carbon capitalism. While much of the literature on 
natural resource access focuses on actor agency as a driver to the reproduction of local inequalities, 
this paper argues that inter-institutional and social recognition as well as the dominance of post-
political thought in international development agencies are also key to this analysis.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 2(b): Resources and Entitlements in Changing Rural Contexts 

Food crisis, land allocation and state power in Senegal 
Marie Gagné 
University of Toronto, Canada 

In this presentation, I will argue that, in Senegal, the implementation of various agricultural programs 
in response to the 2008 food crisis has paradoxically facilitated the appropriation of land by 
domestic elites and international corporations.  

Since 2009, global land grabs have received considerable scholarly attention. This literature rightly 
emphasizes the international character of these large-scale land deals. In recent years, many Gulf 
States and Asian countries, which largely depend on agricultural imports, have engaged in land 
deals in order to protect themselves from the fluctuations of commodity prices in the world market 
(Kugelman 2009 2; De Schutter 2011, 251). In addition, transnational corporations have started 
buying large swaths of land to produce ethanol and hedge funds now speculate on land (Daniel and 
Mittal 2009). 

Certain scholars have noted, however, that land grabs could not occur without the complicity of local 
political elites in host countries and that, in fact, many of them actively attempt to attract foreign 
investors (German et al. 2011). Some have argued that “retained archaic land law” facilitates land 
grabs in Sub-Saharan Africa, despite greater recognition of customary rights and various efforts to 
devolve authority to decentralized structures (Alden-Wily 2011; see also De Schutter 2011). Indeed, 
empirical evidence suggests that land grabs occur despite various level of customary rights 
protection enshrined in legal and institutional frameworks (German et al. 2011).  

The situation is particularly startling in Senegal, a country that was praised for its relatively 
progressive land laws enacted in 1964. Despite some pitfalls in terms of “acknowledgement of 
customary occupancy” (Alden Wily 2011, 747), Senegal’s land legislation has long been perceived 
as a model of decentralization in which elected rural councils had a reasonably high degree of 
control over land allocation (Hesseling 2009). However, their capacity to manage land has recently 
been undermined by a series of state agricultural programs.  

In the wake of the hike in food prices, the Senegalese government has set up the “Grand Offensive 
for Food and Abundance” (GOANA) initiative in 2008, in addition to the REVA plan created in 2006. 
These programs are officially meant to achieve national food self-sufficiency and develop 
agricultural infrastructure respectively (Stads and Sène 2011). However, these measures, which are 
ostensibly aimed at offsetting the negative impacts of the food crisis, in fact increase the insecurity 
of peasants through land dispossession.  

Indded, with the GOANA, the Senegalese government had instructed governors and prefects to 
cede land to individuals supposedly able to cultivate it. This has resulted in massive transfers to the 
Senegalese religious, political and military elites (Faye 2011, 10; Sidy 2011). According to 
provisional estimates, 249 353 ha of the dispossessed land has been transferred to Senegalese 
individuals and 160 010 ha to foreign actors (Faye 2011, 15).  

More generally, land grabs may signal a reversal in the secular incapacity of African states to 
control sparsely populated territories (Herbst 2000). As Lund (2011) observes, the state partially 
acquires its stateness quality by allocating territorial rights to political subjects who, in turn, accept 
the binding character of property laws. What is particularly worthy of interest in the case of land 
grabs is that states actually seem to further assert their sovereignty by removing previously granted 
land rights to de facto users, as exemplified by the Senegalese case. Indeed, the expansion of 
sovereignty in rural areas is the unintended result of elites’ recent attempt at capturing a now 
valuable commodity, land. In this sense, land appropriation indicates that national elites can benefit 
from external crisis and international pressures while the population bear the brunt of globalization. 

 



Panel 3(b): Identity and Urban Space 

Beyond polluters, bad debtors and coffee drinkers: A discussion 
on some faces and spaces of political contesting and 
environmental citizenship in Vietnam.  
 
Mikaëla Le Meur 
University of Bruxelles, Beligum 
 
Through the study of urban pollution and waste management issues in central Vietnam, the 
objective of this paper is twofold: first, it intends to show some power dynamics which structure 
urban political arena; second, it is aimed at understanding latent conflicts regarding urban spaces 
and local governance. The following discussion is based on ethnographic observations conducted 
in 2011 in two small Vietnamese towns.   
 
First, the examination of entitlement regimes towards cleanness of urban spaces leads to a 
revision of the common distinction between public and private areas. Different involvement levels 
of the local State in cleaning and regulating urban spaces can be distinguished: (1) Local 
administration provides a daily cleaning towards symbolic places of the urban public power 
(streets where administrations are located, park-like town amenities etc.). (2) Public authorities 
pull out the responsibility for cleaning residential or commercial streets: daily cleaning is then 
shared and constantly negotiated by the neighbourhood as in a common property regime. (3) 
Dwelling plots cannot be considered as fully private insofar as State control gets into the private 
sphere by awarding with certificates of “cultured families” some households who fulfil a proper 
lifestyle (it includes maintaining one’s house and the street clean). The State is also entitled to 
displace dwellers (they only benefit from a usufruct of the land) to satisfy other land allocation 
plans.  

Second, we can put in question urban identity and political integration by examining how access 
to public waste collection service is geographically distributed. The distinction between the town 
core and its margins is relevant to identify rural-urban transition together with urban citizenship 
integration. Besides public services unequal access, the perception of dwellers themselves indeed 
strengthens the gap between some “civilized” city-dwellers and some rural “back warded” 
polluters. A double process of external categorization and self-identification maintains villagers in 
a situation of “second-class citizenship” even if the actual practices don’t demonstrate a lower 
environmental awareness in rural areas.  

Finally, the critics towards local authorities from dwellers facing waste management deficiencies 
raise a more active aspect of citizenship integration. From the “proto-politic” act of polluting to the 
opened denunciation of bad management in coffee shops, via the non-payment of waste 
collection fees, dwellers’ contesting attitudes will be analysed. As they jeopardize the consensual 
peace of a neighbourhood or a town, critical citizens put their patriotic identity at stake. Whistle-
blowers then use strategies to protect themselves: their social position, the peculiar formulations 
of their critics and the places where they raise their voice are decisive.    

Due to the constraints exerted on critic enunciation in an authoritarian context like the Socialist 
Republic of Vietnam, citizens’ discourses only give an insight into the political consensus and 
approval towards local authorities. On the contrary, studying daily practices with waste and 
describing urban pollution issues permit to raise some lines of conflict and some diverted political 
contestations against the public power.   

 
 

 

 



Panel 3(b): Identity and Urban Space 

Religious institutions and the politics of access to basic services in 
a displacement context: bureaucratized relations of exchange or 
gifts of grace? 
Karen Lauterbach 
University of Copenhagen, Denmark 

This paper looks at religious institutions as service providers in contexts of crises and 
displacement. Religious institutions, as well as other non-state institutions, provide access to a 
vast range of resources and services (such as food, housing, clothes, counseling, money, and 
access to networks). In contexts of displacement access to basic services is formally 
regulated by one’s status (e.g. as refugee or national citizen) and by physical location (e.g. in 
settlements/camps or urban areas). The paper discusses what role religious institutions play 
when access to services provided by the state or the international humanitarian system is 
limited or non-existent and what kind of relations of exchange that are at stake. Empirically the 
project deals with Congolese churches in Kampala, Uganda of which many pastors and 
members have refugee status.  

The paper starts by exploring the range and categories of services provided by churches and 
the categorization of people gaining access to these resources. The paper discusses what 
forms of recognition engaging in these more material relations of exchange entail, as well as 
the forms of authority that are established.  

The paper then discusses the norms and criteria that regulate access to services. The paper 
argues that (at least) two different sets of norms are drawn upon: 1) religious (Christian) ideas 
of being needy/worthy, ideas of the ‘pure gift’ as well as ideas around gifts of grace and 
gratitude; and 2) ideas that reflect a more bureaucratized understanding of rights and 
entitlements related to the status of being a refugee that the churches seem to adopt from 
other institutions. When regulating access to services these different sets of norms are 
referred to at the same time and become entangled.       

At the more overall level the paper discusses religious institutions as alternative arenas of 
governance, and the dynamics of recognition and exclusion involved. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 3(b): Identity and Urban Space 

Settling facts of property under a new democratic regime. Land 
certification and 'democratic decentralisation' in West Java, Indonesia 
 
Jakob Trane Ibsen 
Roskilde University, Denmark 
 
This paper examines the linkages between two simultaneous state projects occurring in many 
developing countries. The one is land certification; the other 'democratic decentralisation'. Land 
issues have been central in anthropological and social history studies of post-colonial societies. In 
both capitalist and centrally-planned polities in the post-colonial era, governments have attempted to 
improve land use by supporting investment in infra-structure and new technologies, creating 
industrial centres, founding 'free-trade zones' or promoting migration. In a separate category is land 
reform aimed at redistributing land ownership from landowner to landless. Whatever the nature and 
aim of such state projects - whether to increase efficiency of the economy, solidifying the tax base, 
ensuring or redistributing resources – and whatever the context – colonial, post-colonial, socialist or 
capitalist, authoritarian or democratic - states have expended vast amounts of resources to formally 
certify land. Recently – over the past two decades - a great number of countries have become 
democratic in a formal sense of the term. Part and parcel of these reforms is 'democratic 
decentralisation'. While both the certification programmes of the past two decades and the many 
'democratic decentralisation' programmes have received much attention from scholars, the links 
between the new formal-political contexts and the wider state project of land certification are dealt 
with in separate literatures. 
 
This paper bridges the two literatures on, respectively, property and authority, and political reform in 
developing countries. It does so through an examination of the implementation of land certification 
under the recent Indonesian 'Big Bang' decentralisation programme, that is generally considered a 
success story among recent democratisers. The paper analyses one of the most population-dense, 
land scarce and land unequal regions in the world; the province of West Java. The empirical focus is 
on the heavily industrialised and polluted peri-urban subdistrict of Majalaya. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 4(b) : Resettlement, Ressources and the Reordering of Authority 

Do people belong to land or does land belong to people? Changing land 
tenure inequalities in Northern Uganda 
Quentin Gausset 
Copenhagen University, Denmark 

After 22 years of war and insurgency, during which over 90% of the population was internally 
displaced, the Acholi in Northern Uganda are presently moving back to their land. This resettlement 
is accompanied by a widespread fear that they are losing control over their land. Areas previously 
held as commons are being grabbed by the State, multinational corporations, clans or individuals. 
With the rampant commodification of land, the idea that people belong to a clan that exerts control 
over a certain territory is giving way to the idea that land belongs to individual people. Old conflicts 
and inequalities about belonging (who can farm land? Who can be buried where? How is clan 
membership and belonging acquired? What role do gender, marriage, divorce, widowhood, 
polygamy play?) are giving ways to new ones (who own land? Who can sell it? What about those 
who have neither land title nor money to buy land?) This scramble for land creates new conflicts 
among clan members, or between clan members and churches/governmental institutions. I argue 
that the changes in the relationship between land and people in Northern Uganda trigger new 
conflicts and exclude more people from accessing land than in the past, and hence cause 
increasing tenure insecurity and inequality. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Panel 4(b) : Resettlement, Ressources and the Reordering of Authority 

Temporality of Resettlement: reflections on a chronotop 

Steffen Jensen 
Danish Institute Against Torture, Denmark 

In this paper, I will explore resettlement sites theoretically through the notion of a chronotop, that is, 
a a particular temporal form in which people are stuck, confined in particular ways that place special 
onus on the making of life. A number of theoretically informed structural hypotheses about 
resettlement sites are outlined to mark the boundaries of possibility for the survival in these zones. 
These relate to the planned and ideological nature of resettlement, the relation to struggle, the 
relation to the labour market and property markets and in relation to violence. Empirically, the paper 
presents ethnographic vignettes from rural and urban South Africa and from the Philippines. 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 4(b) : Resettlement, Ressources and the Reordering of Authority 

When Things Become Property: Land Reform, Politics, and Economy 
Thomas Sikor 
University of East Anglia, United Kingdom 

 

The paper starts from the premise that property reforms can be understood as propertizing projects, 
that is, interventions by which governments envision refashioning economies, politics, and 
environments through property legislation. The expectation is that once things are turned into 
property by defining and enforcing property rights, the desired economic, political, and 
environmental changes will follow. However, insights from research on land and forest reforms in 
Albania, Romania, and Vietnam demonstrate that property law is not the panacea that governments 
hoped it would be. Instead, property relations are highly dynamic as they intersect with wider 
political and economic changes. Property dynamics reflect the influence of broader economic and 
political processes, and vice versa, feed into larger societal transformations. The grandness of the 
propertizing projects and their societal effects may not be as fundamental elsewhere as the ones we 
describe in post-1990 Albania, Romania, and Vietnam. Nevertheless, propertizing projects always 
involve simultaneous negotiations over property, politics, and economy, making their outcomes 
much less predictable than their designers and implementers may want to believe. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 1(c): Land Enclosures and Contested Commodities 

Land issues in Laos: Arguments, documents, and comments 
Pierre Petit 
University of Bruxelles, Belgium 

Land issues are a contentious topic in virtually every place in Laos. The 1990s have been marked 
by a non-explicit policy of resettlement, which touched mainly highlanders belonging to ethnic 
minorities in this Lao-dominated country. At the same time, land-entitlement was implemented in 
more and more places. This resulted not so much in the protection of the villagers’ rights, as 
officially announced, but in the commoditization of land: land-use certificates, supposedly 
unconvertible into cash, have often been “exchanged for money” (never say: “sold”). The years 
2000 have seen this process going on, but have been further marked by the multiplication of land 
concessions to the advantage of foreign, especially Chinese and Vietnamese, companies. These 
companies develop activities ranging from mining to rubber-tree or sugar-cane plantation, and run 
urban businesses like hotels, trade centers, markets, or casinos. 

My communication will discuss the modalities of these processes, mostly (but not exclusively) in 
rural contexts. Basing on ethnographic fieldwork in three provinces of Laos (Bolikhamxay, Huaphan, 
Attapeu, 2003-2012), as well as in the capital-city Vientiane, I intend to highlight the way state 
officers present land issues to villagers who are affected by such transformations, and the way they 
resort to different registers of legitimization to have them accept the new situation. What are the 
“languages of stateness” mobilized for this purpose? How is “the state” represented in such 
circumstances, and how are theories on “development” and “poverty alleviation” formulated in these 
specific contexts? 

Such argumentations eventually lead to bureaucratic practicalities. By comparison with the older 
(and still living) oral management of land-issues in rural contexts, the present administration of land 
has to do with certificates, maps, plans, surveys, contracts, MoUs, and GPS. How are these state 
technologies imposed on villagers, and how do the latter negotiate and possibly vernacularize 
them? Can these technologies be used against the grand schemes of the state and big companies? 

Finally, how are such changes commented upon by the population (inluding bureaucrats)? How are 
they cast in a moral economy framed by a peasants’ ethic and a socialist ideology? The reported 
decisions taken by the government to allow the construction of Chinese settlements in Vientiane, in 
exchange for the infrastructures built during the Southeast Asian Games in 2009, have led to 
recriminations by the city-dwellers that eventually influenced the final decision on this point. But 
villagers cannot face governmental policies in the same manner, and the endorsement of land-
grabbing by local authorities leaves them with few resources to counter the decisions. They can 
however tell, to their fellows and to the passing anthropologist, “horror stories” about their land and 
their fate. A Vientiane taxi-man bitterly joked with me about the way the government sold all land 
beyond Vang Vieng to Chinese, and all land beyond Paksan to Vietnamese. Such a statement is a 
clear reminder that humor and gossip rank among the most common “weapons of the poor”, but it 
also demonstrates that the violation of the national “rights” on land has become a concern to many 
citizens of Laos. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 1(c): Land Enclosures and Contested Commodities 

Frontiers of Entitlement: reconfiguring the terms and relations of private 
property, citizenship and belonging in post-socialist urban Cambodia 
Erin Collins 
University of California at Berkeley, United states 

When the State of Cambodia (SOC) reintroduced private property rights in urban areas in 1989, 
land distribution throughout the country was remarkably even. However, with the signing of the Paris 
Peace Accords in October of 1991, a speculative real estate market, wide-scale dispossessions and 
intensive migration to urban areas unfolded apace with the United Nations Transitional Authority to 
Cambodia (UNTAC) intervention. Between February 1992 and July 1993, average Phnom Penh 
land values increased five-fold. Not surprisingly, the sharply rising value of land, and the political 
uncertainties of the transitional period played out in conflicting claims over space.  This paper 
teases apart the key political and economic processes that guided and shaped who gained land 
rights and how in the immediate post-socialist period.  Drawing on new, primary source materials on 
SOC dispensation of land, land disputes and dispossessions that erupted in urban Cambodia 
between 1989 and 1993, the paper argues that both the political and economic effectiveness of the 
new property regime was dependent upon redrawing the existing geography of social rights and 
social reproduction.  The assertion of regime authority to distribute, claim and arbitrate land, and the 
accumulation strategies of economic elites were both conditional on erasing pre-existing claims to 
space.  This was accomplished through (1) elevating land title above histories of land use, (2) 
through normalize single-family, male-headed households, and (3) through reframing discourses on 
landlessness from a historically produced condition to a pathological social condition.  The paper 
ends by arguing that the seeds of the contemporary institutions of Systematic Land Registration and 
the Prime Minister’s Volunteer Land Titling Program can both be found in this recent history, in 
which conditions for claiming land and the reproduction of political authority were co-constituted.    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 1(c): Land Enclosures and Contested Commodities 

The role of local struggles and actors’ strategizing in certification based 
governance regimes; The Roundtable on Sustainable Palm Oil as 
resource in land conflicts 

Michiel Kohne 
Wageningen University, The Netherlands 

Campaigning by NGOs, corporate risk management and concern of consumers has led to the 
establishment of the Roundtable on Sustainable Palm Oil (RSPO), which claims to regulate 
environmental and social problems associated with the production of palm oil through certification. 
Communities that lose their access to land is one of the main social concerns. Thus far, it remains 
disputed whether these kinds of multi-stakeholder initiatives (MSI) can deliver on their sustainability 
promises in terms of actual change at the locations of production. This paper examines how MSI 
governance can provide disputing actors a resource in land conflicts. 

Part of the significance of MSI governance is shaped by a heterogeneity of social struggles around 
access to land in which actors employ the MSI locally as a political resource. The heterogeneity of 
locally produced enactments of an MSI together make up the MSI as assemblage. Although 
regimes of certification emerges in various shapes depending on the actual struggles, there also 
emerges a certain unity because of the way actors refer to it. 

This paper addresses how the local employment of MSIs is often only one element among many 
others in peoples’ strategies to secure access to land. An understanding of private governance by 
way of certification regimes therefor needs to take into account how actors incorporate such 
regimes as a resource in their strategies in actual local struggles. The significance of governance 
through such regimes is highly dependent on how local actors link their employment thereof to their 
other lines of endeavour. 

 

 

Panel 2(c): Resources and Entitlements in Changing Rural Contexts 

The Socio-Environmental State: contentious politics, development and 
environmental change 
Andrea Nightingale 
University of Gothenburg, Sweden 

In this paper, I develop the idea of the ‘socio-environmental state’ to understand how ‘nature’ or 
‘environment’ in part constitutes political change. I use the example of Nepal which has recently 
gained attention as a security and climate change hot spot. I argue that ‘security’ emerges from a 
complex set of socio-environmental relationships that are generated within the context of 
environmental governance. Taking this perspective the paper addresses the following questions: 
what challenges emerge for fragile states when global concerns over environment come to rest on 
their soils? How do these global concerns become embroiled in struggles over the right to govern 
and associated development processes? How do local politics change in response to both 
perceived environmental change and global discourses over it? My argument rests on two main 
points [a.] environmental governance is a crucial context wherein larger questions about citizenship, 
belonging and distributive justice are contested and established, and [b.] environmental change is a 
partial, albeit non-determinant driver of contentious state politics.  

 



Panel 2(c): Resources and Entitlements in Changing Rural Contexts 

Politics of Land Use, Climate Change and Vulnerability of Food Crisis in 
Western Himalaya 
Bindhy Wasini Pandey, V. S. Negi and  Sushma Yadav 
University of Delhi, India 

Present research is an attempt to investigate the impact of microclimate change on agro 
horticultural crops, water supply and vulnerability of livelihood security among the local community 
in Upper Beas Basin of western Himalaya. Attempt has been made to assess the changes in food 
availability, quality and quantity measurement and analysis of changes in method and mode of food 
supply. At the end, effort has been made to evaluate the changes in the nature of occupations and 
household economy.  

The empirical study has been carried out in the headwater region of Upper Beas Basin: the Kullu 
District of Himachal Himalaya. The average elevation of the valley varies between 1600-4000 meter 
from mean sea level (MSL). The climate is cool temperate with the average variations in seasonal 
temperature of about 24 deg. Celsius to –5 deg. Celsius during summer and winter respectively. 
The average annual rainfall is about 100cm and occur mainly during summer monsoon. Moderate 
snowfall is also received during winter through western disturbances. The settlements have been 
developed in the lower valley sides and flat hilltops.  

The valley is inhabited by about 15000 population characterized with large-scale diversity in 
religions costs languages and nature of occupations. Though, the majority of the people belong to 
agrarian community with rudimental and sedentary farming, the population of nomadic herders are 
also sizeable large. A little segment of the population belongs to the commercial farming system.  

After the examinations of the land use pattern and crop combinations of the last 50 years, it has 
been found that there is a phenomenal change in the areas of agricultural land, nature of crops and 
change in elevation of farm practices. During 1950s the elevation of the crops like wheat, barley, 
maize, rice and lint was done up to and elevation of 1200 meter from sea level. The apples were 
grown between the heights of 1200-2000 meters. The present land use shows that the farming has 
been shifted to an elevation of about 3400 meter. Most of the apple orchards are located between 
2000-3400 meter, while food grains have occupied the lower slopes. The cultivated areas were 
dominated by wheat and barley until 1970, have now been replaced by rice and maize. 

“Natur Land Act 1886” of the Anglo-Indian Government had provided land to the landless people of 
the Himachal Pradesh. This initiative of the Government was the root cause of the ecological 
degradation and micro climatic change due to mass scale deforestation, land use change 
uncontrolled, imbalanced and haphazard tourism development. The study reveals that the changes 
among the crops and elevations are primarily due to rise in temperature and climate change. The 
data of the department of meteorology, Government of Himachal Pradesh, Shimla shows that the 
average annual snowfall in Manali has been reduced from 12’’ to 7.4’’ between 1970 and 2008. 
Change in forest cover, rapid increase in vehicles and tourism based urbanization are the driving 
factors of temperature rise and climate change in the Upper Beas Basin.  

The research findings highlight that the number of livestock has been increased in the valley, while 
the areas under grazing land has reduced. This is because of the privatization of the land and 
closing the forest area. Consequently more pressure has been exerted on agricultural land. The 
numbers of household of the nomadic herders have been considerably reduced, as the new 
generation is migrating towards plain for job in metropolitan areas like Delhi and Mumbai. There 
were less than 10 hotels in Manali in 1975, which has increased to more than 2000 in 2008. The 
growth of Tourism based urbanization has taken place on agrarian region is economically lucrative 
today, but can pose a risk of food crisis tomorrow as non agricultural uses of the land is increasing 
in the interest of the outside population on the cost of the local farmers.  A planned land use from 
the Government is of dire need to save the livelihood security and vulnerability of food supply to the 
local community of the Western Himalaya. 



Panel 2(c): Resources and Entitlements in Changing Rural Contexts 

Women marry - men migrate: transnational mobilities and livelihood 
strategies between rural northeast Thailand and the rural north of 
Sweden 
Erika Sörensson  
Umeå University, Sweden 
 

For almost a decade now, Swedish media has reported on inhuman working conditions for Thai 
berry-pickers, and on repeated conflicts between berry companies and labour migrants in a number 
of Swedish municipalities. In light of these problems, trade unions and human rights organisations 
have criticized Sweden’s new (2008) Law on labour migration for its failure to secure protection for 
migrant labour, while the Federation of Swedish Farmers (LRF) has questioned the berry industry’s 
expanding use of the Swedish Right to Public Access for commercial purposes. 

The forest berry industry in the north of Sweden is an expanding natural resource based industry 
which recently has been recognized as a potentially important economic sector. The specific 
character of this industry, with large berry companies dominating the value chain and dependence 
on overall supply of forest berries put pressures on Swedish berry companies who argue that they 
cannot compete on a global market if berry-pickers are paid Swedish-standard salaries. The 
Swedish forest berry industry’s dependence on migrant workers has increased successively over 
time and seasonal labour has now become its fundamental source of labour. In 2009, 6180 Thai 
berry-pickers obtained work permits for temporary migration to Sweden; most of them to 
Västerbotten (3750) and Norrbotten (1503) in the north (Swedish Migration Board 2009).  

Research on migration and labour market restructuring have highlighted trends towards increased 
informalisation and transnationalisation of labour markets in light of new global migration patterns. 
Recent research on new forms of labour migrations focus on increased circularity, flexible 
employment, new forms of temporary contract labourers and undocumented migrant workers, 
especially in sectors such as agriculture, construction and service (Castles and Miller 2009; Delgado 
Wise and Cypher 2007; Schierup et al 2006) and on the relationship between migration and 
development in North-South contexts (Davies 2007, De Haas 2005). 

Thai berry pickers constitute the largest group of migrants to Sweden under the law on labour 
migration from December 2008. The law marks a shift in migration policy where a restrictive policy 
against labour from third country has been replaced by a less regulated situation in which employers 
are given mandate to decide their need for labour. Against the background of deregulating 
processes of the labour market and the new law on labour migration I suggest that driving forces 
and consequences of the seasonal migration from Thailand to the Swedish forest berry industry are 
manifold and complex. This migration system has its particular motives and a specific geography 
and should be understood in relation to rights and access to land resources both in Sweden and in 
Thailand. 

My analysis thus builds on theoretical perspectives that emphasise how international labour 
migrations form part of larger social, economic and political contexts, which means that they have 
particular geographies, durations and scales (Sassen 2000, Castles and Miller 2009, de Haas 
2005). Geo-political orders, not least the North-South dimension, shape conditions for transnational 
migrations where social networks and institutions are central for determining who migrates, for how 
long and between which places (Glick-Schiller et al 1992; Faist 2000). The example of a recently 
emerged geography of Thai seasonal migration from the northeast region of Isan in Thailand to 
Västerbotten in the north of Sweden constitutes a particular process in time and space. Highly 
gendered labour migrations are channelled to specific economic sectors where work conditions 
differ from other sectors dominated by non-migrant workers; the case of Thai ‘workers of exception’ 
in the Swedish labour market is one such example. 

 



Panel 3(c): Identity and Urban Space 

The State-building Alliance Between Urban Informal Settlers and the state 
in South Sudan 
Naseem Badiey 
California State University Monterey Bay, United States 

The problem of urban informal settlements in developing countries have been traditionally framed as 
challenges to the state, its regimes of power, and hegemonic forms of citizenship, which are often 
manifested in the formal framework of land laws. Yet in South Sudan, urban settlers are great allies of 
the nascent state. To the degree that they uphold a universalist conceptualization of citizenship which 
the new Government of South Sudan seeks to establish, they support the state’s role in conferring land 
rights, and they uphold its authority in directly responding to citizens’ needs, in the face of the centrifugal 
forces imposed by a highly decentralized institutional system and a new framework of land laws based 
on plural ethnic rights to land. 

The connection between property and citizenship has been discussed by theorists beginning with Locke 
and Hegel, to more recently, land tenure scholars such as Lund, Boone, and Berry. This relationship lies 
at the heart of state-building endeavors that are underway in Africa. While implications for various land 
tenure regimes for state-building in rural areas of Africa have been identified (Boone 2007), the quest for 
regularization of informal settlements among urban in-migrants and their impact on the wider politics of 
state-building in African countries needs further investigation. 

Outside of the realm of state-building, the practice and significance of informality with relation to land 
occupation, ‘squatting’, and extra-legal land markets, has been studied as a form of 'insurgent 
citizenship'  - an alternative formulation of membership in the community, which challenges the 
dominant conceptualizations of citizenship propounded by the state (Holston 2008). The idea of 
insurgent citizenship rests on a common presumption that the lack of secure tenure rights results in or is 
indicative of suboptimal or lesser citizenship rights. Thus by invading or taking land and changing the 
land by building structures on it, informal settlers/residents, are claiming a unique form of citizenship in 
opposition to that which is designated to them by the state. They are, as Holston argues, practicing an 
‘insurgent’ form of citizenship, which directly challenges the hegemonic form of citizenship that 
characterizes the process of state formation (in his case in Brazil). The relationship between informal 
settlers and the state which this conceptualization of citizenship implies is one of disconnection -- the 
state promotes an elite propertied class of citizens, giving them favored rights and access to state 
resources.  

The informal settlements in South Sudan, which have been growing since the semi-autonomous region 
became an independent republic in 2011, provide an alternative formulation of the relationship between 
informal settlements and the state. In these settings, characterized by competition between ethnic 
communities over access to resources and power in the decentralized state system, and competition 
over urban land, diverse groups of informal settlers  - many of them former IDPs and refugees who 
returned from neighboring states following the 2005 peace agreement that ended the country’s long civil 
war –propound a universalist conception of South Sudanese citizenship that upholds the importance of 
the state, legitimizing through their actions, the state's sovereignty and authority. This is in direct 
opposition to a pluralist, ethnic community-based conceptualization of citizenship promoted by the 
powerful Bari community and their allies in the Central Equatoria State Government, which claims 
ancestral rights to the land in Juba.  

This case suggests a potential alliance between the state and its subaltern slum dwellers that can be 
apparent elsewhere in developing countries. In the context of multiple sites of competition for state 
sovereignty, such as ethnic authorities, NGOs, international actors, and transnational and other 
deterritorialized identities and networks, informal settlers can broadcast the continued need for and 
demand of a traditional idea of a right-giving and duties-requiring state. 

 

 



Panel 3(c): Identity and Urban Space 

Owning a No One’s Land: State Recognition and Ownership in Everyday 
Life in a Delhi Slum 
Emilija Zabiliute 
University of Copenhagen & Institute against Torture, Denmark  

Accessing legal entitlements to the land in the developing countries is often understood as a claim 
for citizenship and a core of the process of political identity or ‘political society’ formation. This 
approach, however, is problematic in assuming the duality of the categories of ‘legal - illegal’, 
formal-informal’, ‘landless-land owners’ and in taking such dualisms as stable and fixed. This paper 
seeks to destabilize some of the conceptual dichotomies of ‘legal-illegal’, ‘formal-informal’ that are 
prevalent in theorizing the unprivileged groups’ struggle for land and citizenship.  Based on 
ethnographic data collected in a Delhi suburban village slum area, the paper brings in the 
ethnographic account of the subjectivities of the slum dwellers regarding the ownership and property 
transactions. Which subjecitivities regarding the property emerge in the settings where the 
ownership of land is obscure and uncertain? What role do these conditions play in the dynamics of 
local political struggles and political identity formations? How can focusing on subjectivity and 
property facilitate the understanding of local power struggles and processes regarding the claims for 
land? The land of the slum in which the fieldwork has been conducted is being claimed by the state, 
private small-scale investors, local village elites and slum dwellers at the same time. Residents’ 
every day is characterized by various state biopolitical interventions. It is an example of state 
recognition and exclusion exercised simultaneously. At the same time, its population is non-
homogenous and fractured in terms of intra-relationships defined in connection to the property. 
Thus, while such places are frequently understood as characterized by absence of ownership, the 
paper shows how ownership  plays an important role in formation of local political, ethnic identities 
and power relations that are by no means stable and located within the borders of the ‘unauthorized’ 
settlement. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 3(c): Identity and Urban Space 

Property, citizenship and the legacies of slavery in West Africa 
Eric Hahonou 
Roskilde University, Denmark 

This article questions the relation between property and citizenship in post-slavery societies. Slavery 
is often referred to as a special form of exploitation where human beings are owned: slaves are 
properties. Slavery is also a particular regime of exclusion that deprives certain individuals or groups 
from their membership of the community of right-holders. These forms of exploitation and 
deprivation from various rights are legitimized by a discourse that takes root in the 'ideology of 
slavery' (Lovejoy, 1980). As this paper shows while slavery was legally abolished long ago and 
slavery regimes are on the wane, the ideology that founds slavery remains dominant in most 
political cultures of post-slavery societies. The persistent significance of slavery in various societies 
impacts the access to rights of a number of individuals and groups whose slave status is ascribed. 
This does not only affect people's citizenship in their local community but also their access to rights 
in the encompassing nation-state. Slave descendants, who represent a large percentage of the 
population in West African countries, are continuously stigmatized and systematically 
disadvantaged vis-à-vis their rights. Slaves' so-called lack of kinship justifies that they often cannot 
access land property, marry freeborn individuals or are denied the ability/quality to hold a political or 
religious office. This is a mundane topic in many African public spaces. Palaver and whisperings 
about the origins of people are common practices, especially in contexts of competition over 
resources and public authority. The paper examines how the ideology of slavery is deployed, 
reproduced and contested in today Northern Benin's public spaces. Since the last two decades 
various individuals and groups of slave descent have started to challenge slave stereotypes that 
present the slave as a thing, a property, a sub-human, an inferior moral person, a lesser citizen. 
Slave descendants' search for moral recognition is only one side of the current struggles for 
citizenship that occur in Benin and in West Africa. After having examined slave descendants' 
discourses and strategies to overcome stigma and to be recognized as equals (i.e. as human 
persons with kin ties within society, as an ethnic group among others), the paper explores how slave 
descendants have been able to access cultural, political rights and rights to development in the 
context of democratisation and democratic decentralisation reforms in Benin. The paper concludes 
that claiming the status of an ethnic group is the ticket for Gando's inclusion and equality of 
treatment within the nation-state of Benin. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 5 (a): Contentious Resources and Property 

Governing new water resources: Struggles over authority and access in 
rural Mali and Zambia 
Signe Cold-Ravnkilde and Mikkel Funder  
Danish Institute for International Studies, Denmark 

Research on water scarcity in the South has often focused on the impacts of limited water resources 
for the rural poor, prompted most recently by the climate change debate. Less attention has been 
given to examining the social and institutional processes that take place when new water resources 
become accessible within an overall context of scarcity.  Investigating such "new water" situations 
can not only inform efforts to alleviate water scarcity, but can also provide more fundamental 
insights into the ways in which access, authority and exclusion is produced and reproduced in the 
local governance of scarce water resources. 

This paper explores  the institutional dynamics in an unsettled field of water governance through two 
complementary case studies of local competition over authority and access to new water resources 
in isolated rural areas of Zambia and Mali.  In Mali, climate change has led to the sporadic 
emergence of new natural lakes and ponds in some locations, while  in Zambia the development of 
boreholes has provided access to water resources that were not previously available to local 
communities. At the same time, the emergence of new water resources in these areas has provided 
opportunities for negotiating new rules and practices as well as reproducing or contesting 
institutional authority in water governance.  

In each of the cases, the paper examines four dimensions of the struggles surrounding the new 
water resources: 

Firstly, we examine how the new water resources become arenas for struggles over authority 
between different local institutions such as central government, local government, chiefs and 
community committees. This competition evolves partly around authority in water resources 
development itself, as a central aspect of local production and livelihoods, but also around the wider 
political benefits that can be had from being seen as provider of “development” itself. The 
institutional competition over the new water resources thus reaches into more fundamental 
struggles over the political legitimacy of the involved institutions in the first place. 

Secondly, we describe how local water users navigate these struggles over authority in their efforts 
to secure access to the water resources in question. We describe how some water users seek to 
exploit the lack of the unsettled water governance field by referring to different norms and rule 
systems, shifting between different competing authorities as backers for their grievances, or other 
forum-shopping tactics. 

Thirdly, we discuss the institutional outcomes of the struggles over authority and access. We 
recognize that in some contexts, the development of new water resources will be controlled from the 
outset by powerful authorities or other actors in a hegemonic fashion. Yet the cases discussed here 
illustrate that in areas where authority is more fragmented, the maneuverings of authorities and 
water users can lead to a form of “unintended” bricolage, with the result that the mechanisms and 
patterns of access and control around individual  water points take on very “ local” and idiosyncratic 
forms. 

Finally, we discuss how such processes and their resulting institutional mechanisms can reproduce 
and even intensify patterns of marginalization in water access. Thus we describe how particular 
production systems and poor households are excluded from the new water resources, and how 
planned interventions to improve water availability may thereby end up reproducing relative water 
scarcity for some actors. 

 

 



Panel 5 (a): Contentious Resources and Property 

The Governance of Water: On how postcolonial state formation and 
nature making might be related in Kenya 
 
Martin Skrydstrup 
Univerisity of Copenhagen 
 
In June 2010, Prime Minister Raila Odinga stated that the only group the Government of Kenya 
would protect in the preservation and restoration of the water towers in the Mau Forest Complex 
(MFC) were members of the Ogiek community, because "the Ogieks are the known first inhabitants 
of the forest who know how to protect the environment, since that is their home"1. At a time, where 
so-called "squatters" have been evicted from the MFC and the title deeds of long time forest 
dwellers have been questioned, the statement of the PM evoked the idea of autochthony - first 
arrival - often associated with indigeniety as a signifier of belonging and rights, albeit in this instance 
coupled with forest knowledge, stewardship and environmentalism. The wider context of the PM 
statement is land-grabbing, deforestation, displacement, resettlement and devolution - a form of 
decentralization through the Forest Act of 2005, which gives Community Based Organizations 
(CBOs) a say in local management of resources.  
 
Thus, the current and on-going efforts to restore the water towers of the MFC obviously connects 
access to land with ethno-political subjectivities, that is the legal techniques of recognition of 
property and indigeneity become instruments of the postcolonial state. This is hardly surprising and 
something Christian Lund (2011) has argued is a general feature of postcolonial state formation in 
sub-Saharan Africa. However, what is interesting in the MFC context is that this form of 
governmentality is coupled with environmental knowledge. This raises the question of how we might 
understand the dual and mutually constitutive process of state and nature making in Kenya, with a 
little help from science studies.  
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                                                                                          
1  Omanga, „No pay for Mau Forest invaders, Raila insists“, The Standard, 6 May 2010. 
  



Panel 5 (a): Contentious Resources and Property 

“Who’s going to bring us water?” User committees in Kaolack, Senegal: 
between privatization and local norms of power and legitimacy.  
Veronica Gomez-Temesio 
Ecoles des Hautes Etudes en Sciences Sociales, Centre Norbert Elias, Marseille, France 

Universal access to drinking water is one of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) with the 
specific aim by 2015 being to halve the proportion of the world’s population without access to it. 
Senegal is currently targetting this goal by privatizing water supply in rural areas. In the 
administrative region of Kaolack, the State has delegated water management skills to local user 
committees.  

User committees shed light on a conflict inherent in development policies. Water has no price: its 
access has been defined as a fundamental human right during the IDWSSD (International Decade 
for Water Supply and Sanitation, 1980-1990). But water has a cost and is also an economic good: 
development policies gradually consented its market value since the 1990s. Both paradigms jointly 
define water only from the financial and technical terms of access. However, as Gruenais points out, 
the relationship connecting men to space and water leads directly “at the heart of politics” (1986: 
284). 

Based on few ethnographic cases, my contribution will consider the different local norms involved in 
water management especially through the dysfunction: water supply failure. Who is requested to 
resolve the crisis? Talks and negociations about water among different kinds of actors allow us to 
understand rural areas as “semi autonomous social fields” (Moore, 2000 [1978]) capable of 
producing their own normative set when adapting at the same time to new pieces of law produced 
by the State and/or international/global institutions. Water is so neither a right nor an economic good 
but a medium of power and legitimacy. In this sense, its (non) circulation informs on local forms of 
citizenship and processes of state formation. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 1(d): Land Enclosures and Contested Commodities 

‘From Adam’s rib’: land disputes, social differentiation and state 
formation in postcolonial Solomon Islands 
Rebecca Monson 
Australian National University, Australia 

In the last decade there has been a resurgence of interest in customary land tenure and the 
management of land disputes among national governments, donor agencies and scholars of the 
South Pacific, in particular the “arc of instability” in Melanesia. This paper draws on research in 
Solomon Islands, a small archipelagic state in which “customary” conceptions of land, territory and 
leadership have been continually renegotiated in in response to engagement with Christian 
missionaries, the establishment of the colonial state, and the development of an economy highly 
dependent on extractive industries.   

Today, Solomon Islanders draw on an array of institutional and normative forms as they attempt to 
establish, assert and defend their claims to land and other natural products.  The post-colonial state, 
kastom (custom) and Christianity provide a range of overlapping, intersecting and sometimes 
competing opportunities to contest the terms of land tenure. However not all people are equally well 
positioned to have their claims to land recognised by the state.  Furthermore, I argue that soliciting 
the state’s recognition of claims to land has become a vital avenue to economic and political power 
in contemporary Solomon Islands, and that the recursive constitution of property and authority 
through the state works to limit the participation of women in particular forms of decision-making and 
dispute-resolution. 

This means that contests over the terms of land tenure and territoriality do not merely reflect social 
differentiation, but produce it. Furthermore, struggles over land both emerge from and are 
productive of gendered, racialised and spatialised identities in ways that are not simply confined to 
“the local”, but are intimately intertwined with state formation. This was dramatically highlighted 
when, from 1998-2003, Solomon Islands was plunged into a period of land-related civil conflict 
which resulted in the death of hundreds of people, the internal displacement of thousands more, the 
collapse of systems of governance and the destruction of the country’s narrow economic base. 

The conflict – or “the Tension” as it is commonly known - is generally understood as having 
commenced when groups of young men indigenous to the island of Guadalcanal began driving 
settlers from other parts of Solomon Islands, particularly Malaitans, off Guadalcanal. The root 
causes of the conflict were many and complex, but they included the competing claims made by 
many Guadalcanal people that their entitlements as the “indigenous” or “original” owners of the land 
were being eroded, and those of Malaitan settlers who had occupied the land for many years, often 
with permission from Guale landholders.   

In this paper I argue that the Tension reveals some of the ways in which the processes of inclusion 
and exclusion inherent in land disputes at the local level are intertwined with the construction and 
reinscription of social differentiation at the national level.  In particular, I argue that attention to the 
ways in which territorial claims are made, recognised, challenged and undone is crucial to 
understanding the participation of men and women in state formation. I consider the idioms and 
vocabularies used by predominantly male militants, and contrast them with those used by 
predominantly female peace-builders as they sought to subvert the narratives promulgated and 
violently enacted by militants.  I suggest that whereas the constitution of property and authority 
through the state works to reinscribe the state as a masculine domain, the normative and 
institutional forms of kastom and Christianity appear to allow women far greater scope to contest the 
terms of property, territoriality and authority.   

 

 

 



Panel 1(d): Land Enclosures and Contested Commodities 

Upstream, downstream, bloodstream: Nationalizing relations of opium 
cultivation and exchange in Vietnam 
Christian C. Lentz, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, United States 

Although scholars have demonstrated and analyzed intimate links between opium and European 
empire in Asia, they have yet to explore similar relations between post-colonial states and emerging 
national societies. Literature on Vietnam, for example, even holds that state-licensed opium 
production, consumption, and taxation ended in 1954 with the collapse of French Indochina and, 
further, that the Democratic Republic (DRV) adhered to its own rhetoric of eradicating a colonial 
vice.  

I tap a rich vein of archival documents not only to demonstrate how opium and associated revenue 
coursed through DRV institutions but also to analyze how relations of its cultivation and exchange 
destabilized relations of rule in and around a symbolically significant site. Dien Bien Phu earned 
justifiable reknown when the People’s Army’s victory over the French Expeditionary Forces there in 
1954 led to Indochina’s demise. Yet the implied post/colonial rupture denies continuities in local 
relations of land, labor, and capital and, further, belies how the celebrated battlefield was and 
remained a hub among (il)licit growers, traders, and users spanning the mountainous Sino-Lao-Viet 
borderlands, downstream urban centers, and even overseas. Market surveys written by State Shop 
agents during revolutionary struggle as well as crop reports and tax records compiled subsequently 
show not only continuity both in agrarian relations of opium production and the contests surrounding 
its ownership, sale, and tax. These records also illustrate how postcolonial state formation 
transformed relations spatially yet never resolved contradictions between nationalist reformist 
legitimation and institutional complicity in regulating a lucrative yet dangerous and addictive 
commodity. 

Perhaps most revealingly, DRV taxation and compulsory purchase of opium stimulated opposition 
among cultivators who challenged the state’s material claims on their most valuable resource and 
contested its symbolic claims to represent them as part of national society. The resultant political 
movement to “call for a king” who could drive out an ethnically inflected bureaucracy and deliver just 
rule resonated among highland peoples beyond the borderlands region. Although police and military 
forces crushed the movement, its alternative vision and upstream support casts light on still 
contested relations of agrarian production as well as opium’s historically contradictory role in social 
reproduction and postcolonial state legitimacy. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 1(d): Land Enclosures and Contested Commodities 

State (de)formation and disputes over land rights in Colombia: the case 
of the INCODER and the emergence of inter-ethnic conflicts in the Alto 
Cauca 

Irene Vélez-Torres 
University of Copenhagen, Denmark 

Inter-ethnic conflicts over land use and land property have emerged in Colombia due to two main 
articulated reasons: (i) the territorialized processes of dispossession by private (legal and illegal, 
foreign and domestic) actors, and (ii) the localized intervention of the government in the form of 
laws, programs, institutions and other techniques of land management. Territorialization of the State 
in the Alto Cauca has developed through the opposed violent dispossession, and the contested 
bureaucratization of land access/allocation by local communities. My presentation will revolve on the 
intervention of Colombian government in the emergence of inter-ethnic conflicts in the Alto Cauca, 
looking at the case of the INCODER (for the acronym in Spanish of the Colombian Institute for Rural 
Development). By critically analyzing the mechanisms, rationale and territorial consequences of 
INCODER’s actions, the empirical question of the Colombian State formation will be addressed 
through reflecting on the relations and mutual constituency of civil and political societies. 

Social, politic and territorial rights were recognized in Colombia to ethnic communities by the Politic 
Constitution of 1991. Indigenous peoples were allowed to constitute Cabildos as autonomous socio-
political units, while afrodescendants could compose Consejos Comunitarios. Both forms of socio-
politic organization were required to fulfil different criteria that, after being evaluated by the Ministry 
of Interior, may result with the legal recognition of this social authority. However, in order to be 
awarded to collective property (Resguardos in the case of indigenous peoples and Territorios 
Colectivos in the case of afrodescendant communities), the Cabildos and Consejso have to “apply” 
to the INCODER who, after a new “evaluation”, determine the “ancestrallity” of the community. 
Whereas these processes can last for years, they are full of complex bureaucratic procedures that 
allow land speculation and conflicts between competing right-holders. When communities have to 
technically demonstrate and politically negotiate their ethnicity in order to have their rights asserted 
by the State, in particular their rights to collective property and Prior and Informed Consultation, a 
complex “economy of rights” develops.  

In this context, I aim to analyze the ways in which the Colombian State is shaping a conflicting 
social differentiation in the rural Alto Cauca region by building different (ethnicized) legislation for 
black, indigenous and mestizo peasants. Such legislation has impelled these communities to use 
different bureaucratic procedures to access land and environmental goods. By means of such 
bureaucratisation, the State does not only contribute to new mechanism of legal dispossession, but 
also becomes a battle field framed by the struggles over natural resources. By looking at the 
contested mechanisms used by the INCODER to allocate land property rights in the Alto Cauca, I 
will inquire both the configuration of the inter-ethnic territorial conflicts and the prosaic dynamic of 
State (de)formation. I will triangle the perspectives of the government, and the afro-descendant and 
indigenous organizations in order to analyze the hegemonic governmentality and its subaltern 
resistance. 

 

 

 

 



Panel 2(d): Resources and Entitlements in Changing Rural Contexts 

Land Rights and Citizenship in Tribal India: Probing Institutional Governmentality 

Purabi Bose 
Wageningen University, The Netherlands  

This paper has two focal points. The first one is on the issue of political subjectivity - citizenship. A 
growing scholarship has examined various issues concerning indigenous and tribal citizenship rights 
in Asia. Nonetheless, the most crucial issue is how, why, and under what state of affairs the 
government recognises (or fails to recognise) citizenship rights. In post-colonial Asia, like many 
southern developing countries of Africa and Latin America, the cause of tribal people and their rights 
look bleak without the government’s recognition. The other focus is on the issue of land-related 
rights. An increasing demand on land resources and number of land-related conflicts make land 
rights a citizenship politics. This paper examines the micro-politics of land tenure and citizenship 
within context of institutional recognition. It discusses reasons and conditions under which 
government (and/ or other actors) recognises or denies the identity of tribal people and their 
property rights. 

The paper reviews the linkages of land tenure rights and citizenship amongst tribal communities in 
western and central India. It examines the institutional processes and is centred on probing how a 
modern institutional governmentality came to exclude historical legacy of tribal forest land tenure 
rights and customary decentralised institutions. By probing discontinuities between the land rights 
and the complex social identity of tribal people, it uncovers how a post-colonial institutional rhetoric 
of political participation and social empowerment is changing local governance amongst the tribal 
poor. Institutional governmentality perspectives such as this are rooted in an institutional legacy of 
centralized land categorisation, classification, appropriation and control. The study probes an 
unanticipated significance of land tenure claims and recognition of social identity vis-à-vis local 
customary rules of law. 

The research evidence is based on India’s marginal ethnic minority group, the scheduled tribe 
(henceforth, tribal people). For the majority of tribal people, 84 million i.e. eight per cent of India’s 
population, identity and belonging to land has become a crucial political issue. The qualitative data 
analysis shows that the local customary practice of land governance would have served to contain 
sense of belonging and collective social identity. However, the national contemporary land tenure 
policy reforms is individualising the property rights thereby changing the tribal identity towards 
political subjectivity (citizenship). The findings suggest that the centralised institutional 
governmentality is breaking down the sense of collective belonging by inclusion or exclusion of tribal 
people from (land) rights. Thus, citizenship is not a simple matter and that moving beyond a legacy 
of inclusion/ exclusion through institutional dynamics remains a challenge in the post-colonial 
democratic tribal governance. In conclusion, this paper raises the complex issue of claiming land 
rights determined by belonging and/ or citizenship of marginal tribal people in the micro-politics of 
institutional governmentality. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 2(d): Resources and Entitlements in Changing Rural Contexts 

The Peasantry in the Turmoil of State Formation: Powers and Territorial 
Constructions in Northwestern Cambodia. 
Jean-Christophe Diepart, University of Liège, Belgium 
David Dupuis, University of Bruxelles, Beligum 

During the last fifteen years, the Northwest of Cambodia was concerned with a deep process of 
agricultural colonization which has led to the formation of post-forested agrarian systems on the 
uplands. This process is associated with vast migratory movements of peasants, for whom the 
conversion of the forest to agricultural land is an opportunity to move out of poverty.  

As in many countries in South East Asia, this agricultural expansion via the occupation of marginal 
forested lands was conducted through a political will to establish the authority of the state  vis-à-vis 
its population and the neighbouring nations, as well as to settle economically in the regional and 
international market (Déry, 1996; De Konick, 2006). 

This contribution is part of a general project which aims at identifiying the place and role of the 
peasantry in the process of state formation in that region. This project is divided in two parts. First, 
to understand the political and economical strategies which structure the exercise of state power. 
Second, to investigate the multiple positions of the peasantry in reaction to this power at a local 
level.  

Conceptually, our project is to understand the historical evolution of systems of power from which 
has emerged a project to structure the space and to define the functioning of the territory in the 
North-West of Cambodia. Our argument is that the territorialisation of these uplands is shaped by 
the intertwined social relations of power between the peasantry and the systems of power relayed at 
a local level by land elites. Indeed, in this region where political struggles have been occurring for a 
while, the balance of power and the exercise of power between individuals and social groups 
occupy a central place in the process of territorialisation. This reflexion takes all its meaning in the 
post-conflict context associated with the Khmer Rouge rebellion. Thus, the recognition of these 
governing powers as political authority is deeply linked to their capacity to give and secure access to 
the land to a peasantry in demand. In return this dynamic can give rise to situation of exlusion 
among the people.  

Such an approach of the relations between the peasantry and the state in the persepctive of the 
territory allows us to articulate the analysis at different levels. One of our driving ideas is that the 
dialectic power-territory is locally translated (in relation to place specific social practices) into 
different forms of politics, which determine, formally or informally, the relations of production 
between the peasantry,   the state and other actors. These peasant politics include a set of rules 
and principles arranged at a local level, which define access, control, distribution and use of the 
resources of a territory. These also correspond to subtle, discreet and low organised mechanisms 
and practices used by individuals in subordinate position -sometimes unconsciously- to support, 
modify, adjust, contest or oppose these norms and rules (Kerkvliet, 2009). 

This contribution is structured in three parts. First, we will present our conceptual approach based 
upon the notion of territory. Subsequently, we will try to review, in the long time, the changes and 
continuities in the relations between powers and territorial constructions in the North-West of 
Cambodia. Finally, we will present three contemporary case studies which illustrate the different 
positions taken by peasantry in response to the power of people embodying the state at a local 
level. We show how these state’s local politics have an impact on the structure and the functioning 
of peasant communities through the way they control and manage the access to the land.   
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Characterizing Agrarian Conflicts in Indonesia 
Noer Fauzi Rachman 
Sajogyo Institute, Indonesia 

I will addresses the question why agrarian conflicts continuing to break out across archipelagic 
country of Indonesia. The agrarian conflicts referred to in this paper are protracted conflicts arising 
from opposing claims made on rights and access to particular pieces of land, or over natural 
resources, and territories, between local rural communities and concessionaries (mostly giant 
corporations), and where each opposing side is taking direct or indirect actions to negate the claims 
of the other. This type of agrarian conflict arises from struggle against the granting of licenses to 
concessionaries by government officials which sanction them to use land, natural resources and 
territories for agricultural production, resource extraction, or forest conservation.   

By using figures and cases to illustrate the conflicts,  I will characterize the mechanisms by which 
the agrarian conflicts are emerged, underlying causes and significant consequences of the conflicts, 
and the condition by which the conflicts are maintained and intensified.  Beyond this task, I will 
shows that characterizing the agrarian conflicts in turn have led into my main arguments, i.e.  (a) the 
struggle actually calls for the benevolent state, especially the ways differentiated state institutions 
play with competing interests, including public interests as they perceive as their constitutional 
mandates, and corporate interests for capital accumulation; (b) the agrarian conflicts in turn have 
led into citizenship issue, which include questions “who can have rights”, and “what rights can they 
(we) have”; (c) the conflict  (Lund 2011:75). 

This work is made possible by my deep and long engagement with topics of land reform policies 
and agrarian movements in Indonesia (Fauzi 1999, 2003, 2005; Afiff et al 2005, Peluso et al 2008, 
Rachman 2011). Here I am informed by rich literature in the field of agrarian political ecology, 
especially literature on access, exclusion, property and authority, and citizenship (Ribot and Peluso 
2003, Sikor and Lund 2009, Hall et al 2011,  Lund 2011). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 5 (b): Contentious Resources and Property 

Claiming Citizenship through Communal Water Management in Highland 
Ecuador 
Maria Teresa Armijos 
University of Sussex, United Kingdom 

Based on the idea that accessing water is an arena in which negotiations over inclusion and 
exclusion take place this paper seeks to explore the links between water management and 
citizenship rights. It examines the formation of Water User Associations that administer communal 
drinking water supply systems in highland Ecuador and argues that they have become a key space 
through which indigenous and campesino communities govern their territories and relate to the state 
to negotiate citizenship rights on a daily basis. While policy debates and academic research have 
recognised that safe access to drinking water is an essential aspect of life in terms of wellbeing, 
health and productivity, less attention has been given to the cultural and political implications that 
accessing and managing hydrological resources holds for marginalised groups in society. In other 
words, what are the uses and meanings that water acquires through time for local people? How and 
why different claims over local forms of water management become a source of power struggles 
and political contestation? Drawing on fieldwork and archival research the paper examines the case 
of an indigenous and peasant comunidad in Otavalo, Ecuador where during the past 30 years the 
establishment of drinking water supply systems has brought significant changes to the local 
population in terms of self-governance practices and forms of organisation. It shows that Water User 
Associations, originally introduced by the state to manage water, have become a space through 
which indigenous communities define local identities and demand what they believe should be their 
citizenship rights. Specifically, this research demonstrates that as local communities practice a 
complex system of water rights, they legitimise what they believe is their right to access and 
decision-making power over water. In this way, they demand the right to difference (local diversity) 
and the right to equality (local sufficiency) what in practice means the right to equal access and 
control over resources.  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Panel 5 (b): Contentious Resources and Property 

The diversity of land and water use in Amazon: differentiated 
approaches to human-nature interaction. 

Nírvia Ravena de Sousa, Rômulo Magalhães de Sousa, and Cleide Lima de Souza 
Federal University of Pará-Brazil 

Voyner R. Cañete, University of Amazonia Para Brazil  

This paper intends to present results of research on “Water management in the Amazon: 
peculiarities and challenges in the sociopolitical context of the Purus river basin,” which is one of the 
actions of the Pilot Program for Protecting the Brazilian Tropical Rainforest- PPG7.  This program 
was financed by donations from countries belonging to the former Group of Seven, the European 
Union and the Netherlands, complemented by a growing counterpart form the Brazilian government, 
state governments and civil society organizations. In implementing the PPG7, the Federal Republic 
of Germany has had a noteworthy role, both in the amount of funds donated and in technical 
cooperation initiatives with the Program. The World Bank administers the Rainforest Trust Fund – 
RFT, a mechanism created for channeling contributions from the donors, and provides technical 
assistance to the PPG7.  

Considering the PPG7 focus, the Amazon as a tropical forest has been a relevant area in the 
context of this program’s actions. In the Amazon region, the Purus river basin is an area that still 
has a low degree of human impact on natural resources. However, this scenario is changing rapidly 
due to disorganized occupation in the region, resulting from the absence of regulation on economic 
actions carried out by actors from other regions of the country. Those actors interpret this space as 
an empty region to be occupied, in an action similar to what occurred during the 1970s, and 
characterized the Amazon as a natural resource frontier. However, in the Purus river basin, which 
still has significant degrees of conservation, one must not forget to consider the presence of 
traditional populations in that area. Based on that consideration, it is necessary for elements 
connected to traditional knowledge of the resources and territory circumscribed by the Purus basin 
to be added to the context of formulating public policies directed to the local and regional dimension. 
It is more than that. Traditional knowledge and the demands of that population must be associated 
to the dynamics of national policies. 

The project “Water management in the Amazon: peculiarities and challenges in the sociopolitical 
context of the Purus river basin” seeks, therefore, to identify the elements that characterize the 
relation of traditional Amazonian populations with water resources and learn in which form, at the 
local level, understanding of the specificities of these groups, associated with institutional 
arrangements that will operate at the state and municipal level, may be effective in water usage in 
the Amazon region. Thus, the complexity involved in water management demands understanding of 
its political, economic, social and cultural dimensions. 

In terms of methodology, the project prioritized data interpretation utilizing a tool belonging to 
studies related to uncertain knowledge: fuzzy logic. Such a methodological choice was not random, 
but resulted from a heuristic conception that allows one to approach reality, identifying the various 
nuances that make up the observed scenarios. This methodological alternative seems to expand 
the analytical results produced by classical methodologies, such as the empirical mathematical 
models, which end up composing an understanding of reality using techniques that resemble a 
patchwork, while the tools used in the uncertain knowledge approach allow one to achieve a holistic 
understanding of the observed scenarios, including variables heretofore unknown or discarded by 
the classical models of collecting and treating data from research fieldwork. 
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REDD+ and expected impacts on property rights 
Rikke Brandt Brogaard and Ole Mertz 
University of Copenhagen, Denmark 

International climate negotiations have resulted in agreements aiming to reduce emissions from 
deforestation and forest degradation, as well as to enhance forest carbon stocks (REDD+). REDD 
projects are still at an early stage and some countries such as Laos, Viet Nam, and Indonesia have 
yet to implement specific REDD-related actions. As a result, several of these countries use proxies 
for REDD projects, which include “payments for environmental services” that are designed to create 
incentives for certain pro-environmental behaviour in order to allow REDD’s social impacts to be 
evaluated. 

There is general agreement among analysts that clear de jure and de facto property rights 
establishing just who can use the forests are fundamental for creating incentive-structures that  
contribute toward implementing REDD+ effectively. However, agreements among scholars diverge 
at this point because some view REDD+ as a possible vehicle for strengthening property rights for 
rural populations who are closest to the daily tasks of managing their forests. They argue that 
REDD+ can only reach its full carbon sequestration potential when substantial investments are 
made to clarify and strengthen the rights of the poor and indigenous forest-dwellers’ access to the 
land, trees and carbon. Consequently, the forest-dweller management approach insists that land 
tenure improvements must be incorporated into the overall costs of implementing REDD+.   

However, another group of scholars argue that REDD+ will actually promote incentives for nation-
states to strengthen their control over forests because in reality, most tropical forests are considered 
to be state property, rather than being owned by individuals or communities that live in them. As a 
result, forest-dwellers who have previously had to compete with logging and mining 
concessionaires, now also may face competition with state agencies, who claim their share of the 
allocation package. The concern is that areas with forestry potential for equitable sharing will be 
compromised by taking advantage of existing ambiguities in the laws and regulations regarding 
forest access and land ownership.  

Given the importance of the arguments of these two different lines of thought, it is relevant to 
examine how REDD+ projects may affect property rights for rural populations. Analysis of the 
preliminary discussions suggest that the impact of REDD+ (or REDD+-like projects) on local 
property rights and local control over benefit streams, depend on the implementing agencies and 
their attitude towards local forest dwellers and rural land users. Not surprisingly, (pilot) projects 
implemented through NGOs and Civil Society Organisations (CSOs) generally work to strengthen 
the rights to benefit streams for local people. Projects implemented through governmental structures 
can generally be divided into two groups: Those that are responsive to civil society claims (on land 
rights, traditional rights, a dignified life etc), and those that are initiated on the basis of interest in 
carbon-credit sales by the national government. This raises the  important question about how (and 
whether) international climate negotiations can be used to create leverage to strengthen the 
recognition of forest community and individual rights to the benefits from land and forest resources 
for, especially where national governments have no previous record of recognizing and respecting 
land rights of local communities and local forest-dwellers.  

Based on the above, this article aims to test the hypothesis that formal recognition (as expressed by 
formal title deeds, demarcation agreements or precedence-setting court rulings) of forest-use or 
ownership rights by the local population, as well as strong local institutions  are key requisites for 
ensuring that land rights are recognized. It attempts to identify commonalities in the contextual 
settings where REDD+ (and REDD+-like projects) work to strengthen local land rights and it explore 
the  arguments by the two researcher camps regarding the influence of prior land tenure regimes on 
the implementation of REDD+ pilot projects (as well as research that uses PES-projects as proxies). 


