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In this 11th Newsletter of “The Monitor”, JPIK 
concluded various information on the development 
and perspectives of various parties that are actively 
engaged in the improvement of forest governance 
in Indonesia. One of the developments regarding the 
independent monitoring is the one related to CSO 
consolidation meeting attended by representatives 
from various civil society organizations from Sumatera 
to Papua as well as representatives from government, 
certification bodies, and business association. FLEGT 
License implementation which has been going for 2 
years now was one of the main topics discussed during 
the meeting, in which all participants agreed to develop 
a position paper to serve as inputs to the government 
and other relevant stakeholders about the importance 
of increasing SVLK credibility and accountability. 

Indonesia’s achievements in the SVLK and FLEGT-
VPA implementation have been highlighted by many 
countries around the world, including participants in 
numerous meeting fora on the improvement of forest 
governance. This year, JPIK has the opportunity to 
attend and share experience on independent monitoring 
in Indonesia. Although the system is not yet perfect and 
still requires some improvement, it serves as a good 
example for other countries undergoing similar process 
to improve their governance.

Continuous improvement must be conducted to 
increase system credibility and accountability. 
Certification system needs to be utilized to generate 
inputs for public policy based on the information 
contained therein. Despite so, it is still farfetched to 
assume that poor policies can last long due to the 
absence of information and recommendation for policy 
improvement. Generally, what is taking place is poor 

policies that occurred due to conflict of interest. Poor 
policies benefit only some people who will utilize such 
a condition for their own group interest. One of the IPB 
(Bogor Agricultural Institute) professors highlighted this 
situation in his paper entitled ‘The Role of Governance in 
Creating Forest Legality and Preservation’.

Law enforcement against any discrepancy/violation 
must be strengthened and firmly enforced to prevent 
similar violation from occurring. There are still many 
vulnerable locations in some regions where illegal 
logging takes place, and this includes Lampung. In 
addition, land conflict due to unclear border and 
ineffective conflict settlement mechanism, and just 
benefit distribution mechanism for all parties remain a 
serious problem faced by forest management license 
holders in Jambi. These conflicts involve various parties, 
including the indigenous community. According to the 
National Inquiry of Komnas HAM and Civil Society, out 
of 40 agrarian conflicts of indigenous community in 
forest area (2013-2016) involved gross human rights 
violation, systematic and chronic MHA in forest area. 
This further reiterates the importance of effective efforts 
by the government in implementing the MK35 Decision, 
which sets forth that customary forest is no longer 
state forest. Some of the summaries of the problem are 
available in the articles submitted by contributors of this 
newsletter. 

A number of interesting stories from the community 
who are a member of the Village Forest Management 
Organization (LPHD) in Riau, who managed to protect 
their forest and Anak Batang River from illegal activities, 
can also be read in this edition. Finally, we express our 
utmost gratitude and appreciation to all contributors for 
their active contribution to this publication.

A Message from National Coordinator of Independent Forest Monitoring Network, Muhamad Kosar

http://jpikmail@gmail.com
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Independent Monitors 
National Consolidation 

to Strengthen Forest Governance 
through Effective Monitoring
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November 15, 2018 is 
the second anniversary 
of Indonesia on its 

implementation of FLEGT 
License. This is certainly an 
achievement for Indonesia 
as the world’s first FLEGT 
licensing country. However, this 
implementation must continue 
to be monitored by the parties, 
both the government as the 
regulator and the system owner, 
the certification body as the main 
actor assessing the feasibility 
of management units, as well 
as independent monitors as 
“guardians” of system credibility. 

FLEGT Licensing monitoring 
must be in accordance with 
the SVLK implementation that 
has been in effect since 2009. 
Therefore, the Independent 
Forest Monitoring Network 
(JPIK) as one of the independent 
monitors that is part of the 
system, together with the IFM-
Fund, held an Independent 
Monitors National Consolidation 
on 21-22 November 2018. This 
consolidation aims to generate a 

Independent Monitors National Consolidation to Strengthen 
Forest Governance through Effective Monitoring

joint monitoring plan formulation 
and address the implementation 
of the FLEGT License’s position in 
a paper. 

The consolidation was held 
for two days, starting with an 
introduction to the meeting 
in the form of thematic 
discussions by several speakers. 
The meeting was attended by 
the Ministry of Environment 
and Forestry (KLHK), Donor 
Institutions, Certification bodies, 
associations, and representatives 
of independent monitors 
organizations from Sumatra 
throughout Papua. 

During the afternoon counseling 
session that lasted to the 
following day, independent 
monitors actively discussed 
the joint formulation of the 
monitoring plan, one of which 
resulted in strategic issues in 
monitoring. Strengthening 
the system, in the form of a 
review of the use of the Supplier 
Conformity Declaration (DKP) 
mechanism, Timber Utilization 

Permit (IPK), and access 
rights to timber governance. 
The effectiveness of law 
enforcement is also a concern, 
in which the synergy between 
the two directorates at KLHK, 
i.e. the Directorate General of 
Sustainable Production Forest 
Management (PHPL) and the 
Directorate General of Law 
Enforcement, as the main focus. 

In addition, this consolidation 
meeting generated a position 
paper for independent monitors 
in response to two years of 
the implementation of the 
FLEGT License. Some of the 
recommendation in this position 
paper, among others, are 
increasing transparency in the 
SVLK implementation, increasing 
supervision and law enforcement, 
revitalizing licensing, enhancing 
and strengthening SVLK as 
a system, and ensuring the 
European Union handles cases 
related to the European Union 
Timber Regulation (EUTR) 
effectively.

http://www.jpik.or.id/en/position-paper-2-years-of-implementation-of-the-flegt-license-credibility-and-accountability-of-the-timber-legality-verification-system-svlk-must-be-enhanced/
http://www.jpik.or.id/en/position-paper-2-years-of-implementation-of-the-flegt-license-credibility-and-accountability-of-the-timber-legality-verification-system-svlk-must-be-enhanced/
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Sharing Experiences with 
Stakeholders in Asia and Africa

 © CIDT

 © CIDT

In October 2018, the 
Independent Forest Monitoring 
Network (JPIK) had the 

opportunity to attend the Forest 
Governance Forum (FGF) to share 
their experiences on independent 
monitoring in Indonesia. This 
event was held in Brazzaville, 
Republic of the Congo, on 
30-31 October 2018. There 
were hundreds of participants 
from various countries who 
attended this event, including 
representatives of the Republic of 
Congo, the Minister of Economy 
and Forestry, Rosalie Matondo, 
the private sectors, indigenous 
communities, civil society 
organizations, academics, media, 
and donor organizations.

The FGF was held in collaboration 
with various national and 
international institutions. This 
was the first project event that 
was handled by the Citizen Voices 

for Change (CV4C) and the 11th 
event under a series of similar 
international conferences held 
by the Center for International 
Development and Training 
(CIDT), Wolverhampton 
University. The CV4C project is 
supported by the European Union 
and DFID, and implemented 
in Cameroon, Central African 
Republic (CAR, Democratic 

Republic of Congo, Gabon, and 
Republic of Congo).

The event’s objective is to 
provide space for exchanges 
of information, experience, 
learning, sharing ideas, thoughts, 
and current situations related 
to forest governance, FLEGT-
VPA, REDD+, participatory 
forest management, and 
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other initiatives to improve 
forest governance, as well as 
to eradicate illegal logging, 
deforestation, and forest 
degradation. 

As a network of independent 
monitors in Indonesia, at that 
time, JPIK presented experiences 

in forest monitoring and active 
involvement in providing 
input and suggestions to 
improve forest governance. 
Indonesia’s achievements in the 
implementation of SVLK and 
FLEGT-VPA were highlighted 
by participants in the forum, 

even though the system was 
not perfect and still needed 
improvement to ensure 
credibility and accountability. 
However, this became a good 
example for other countries that 
were in the process of reforming 
their forest governance. 

European Forest Institute (EFI) 
through EU FLEG Facility holds 
regional meeting of Southeast 
Asian CSOs on process of 
FLEGT development and 
implementation in ASEAN 
regularly. The meeting conducted 
in July 2018 in Chiang Mai, 
Thailand and attended by 14 
CSOs representatives from each 
member country, Cambodia, 
Indonesia, Lao PDR, Malaysia, 
Myanmar, Phillippines, Thailand, 
and Vietnam.

The regional meeting aimed 
to provide a platform for CSOs 
to share their experiences on 
developing ASEAN work plan 
for FLEG. Moreover, CSOs 
were also expected to improve 
their contribution and submit 
recommendations to relevant 
ASEAN working groups. 

Southeast Asian CSOs Regional Meeting on FLEG

Several key points and progress 
of each country in response 
to FLEG is intensive CSOs 
engagement in each working 
group. Moreover, intensive 
CSOs participation and 
advocacy processes are able to 
strengthen the system especially 
monitoring on Voluntary 
Partnership Agreeement (VPA) 
implementation in each country.

On the other side, CSOs are still 
facing challenges to improve 
the system. Lack of capacity 
and technical knowledge are 
challenges for CSOs in order 
to effectively involved in VPA 
processes. Long and complex 
formulating processes are also 
having impact on limited CSOs 
resources to be involved in each 
process. In several countries, 
inexistence of legal framework on 
roles of CSOs participation in VPA 

processes or multistakeholders 
consultation processes are 
limiting factors for CSOs 
involvement. 

Based on those challenges, CSOs 
in Southeast Asian agreed to 
form a working group to build 
a plaform that can provide 
information of FLEG progress in 
each country. It is expected to be 
able to trigger joint or collective 
actions as well as to strengthen 
effective CSOs involvement 
in VPA processes. However, 
efficiency of this working group is 
still questionable, such as time-
consuming formulation process 
and different main programs for 
each CSO. Therefore, support is 
needed to manage administrative 
matters for this working group.
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ADMINISTRATION 

VS 

SUBSTANCE
The role of governance in realizing forest legality and 
sustainability

By: Prof. Dr. Ir. Hariadi Kartodiharjo, MS (Professor of Forestry at IPB)

Utilization of timber forest 
products, especially in 
state forests, has been 

the world’s concern since the 
early 90s. Thus, at that time, 
the ecolabel certification was 
born. The main assumption of 
the initiative is that with certain 
requirements that must be met 
by producers for each cubic of 
internationally traded timber, 
the producers will strive to fulfill 
these requirements. There were 
two reactions expected. First, 
company management would 
adjust to market standards. 
Second, the Government would 
be committed to improving 
regulations and policies, in order 
to accommodate the company’s 
response to the market standard.

When the certification process 
started up to the beginning 
of 2000 — as the deadline for 

ITTO’s target to realize tropical 
timber producers who run 
sustainable forest management, 
those assumptions were shown 
to not work, then the policy 
development continued. At that 
time, the thought was that effort 
needed to be approached in 
phases. Therefore, the company 
is not directly faced with difficult 
situations - because it also 
depends on the Government’s 
commitment, while consistently 
carrying out the stages. Hence, 
there was a perspective that the 
first stage was achieving legality 
(Timber Legality Verification/
VLK). However, in order to 
incentivize the companies, the 
first stage must already provide 
incentives for them in the form 
of export of their products. Along 
with other requirements, such 
as the traceability of products 
from the chain of custody. In line 

with this development, there 
were initiatives to develop the 
management units’ capacity 
to achieve legality standards 
towards the well-managed 
forest.

To date, after 22 years, 
Government-mandated VLK and 
sustainable forest certification 
in a sustainable manner have 
an important role, despite its 
weaknesses. This role’s relevance 
must take into account the fact 
that the forestry and industrial 
business environment, both large 
and small, is still covered by bad 
governance. This condition, in 
one hand, causing production 
costs that are higher due to 
the number of bribes, but on 
the other hand, providing 
opportunities to conduct things 
illegally. In such conditions, 
certification and VLK measure as 
a form of intervention by third 
parties voluntarily and by the 
government with a more open 
system. However, the system 
seems to have such a heavy 
burden. The Bad Governance 
(BG) makes it very difficult for 
good corporate governance 
(GCG) to be achieved. BG and 
GCG are very closely related. 
They tend to have a conflict of 
interest in their relationship, 
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i.e. using state authorities for 
personal or group interests.

Revocation of Certification/
Verification

In 1991, there were 580 natural 
forest enterprises (License for 
utilization of environmental 
services/IUPHHK-HA) with an 
area of   61.48 million hectares, 
and 2 plantation enterprises 
(license for utilization of 
Timber from Plantation Forest/
IUPHHK-HT) with an area of   
83,083 hectares. Along with the 
development of the certification/
verification, at the end of 2017, 
there were only 262 (45%) natural 
forest enterprises with an area of   
19.13 million hectares (31%). For 
26 years, 318 companies were 
“dead” or not operating, and the 
natural forests of 42.35 million 
hectares (69%) have turned into 
secondary forests. The secondary 
forest was then cultivated by 
281 natural forest enterprises 
(IUPHHK-HT) with an area of   
10.33 million hectares. On paper, 
the utilization of timber in natural 
forests which are now abandoned 
is 35.02 million hectares. It is 
“on paper” because most of 
them have been developed 
into mining, plantation, or 
settlement.

In early 2017, out of 220 natural 
forest enterprises with 16.5 
million hectares, 12.2 million 
hectares (74%) obtained PHPL 
certification and/or VLK. 
Only 16 companies have set 
boundaries. Of 220 companies, 
85 companies applied for VLK 
(5.1 million ha) with an effective 
area of   3.8 million hectares 
(75%). At that time, there were 
57 companies that obtained VLK 
standards, but only 3 companies 
had set boundaries. Among 57 
companies, only 13 companies 

(15%) held PHPL certificates with 
good predicate.

Out of 281 plantation companies, 
(10.3 million hectares), only 104 
of them (5.8 million hectares) 
are still active. Out of those 
number, 66 companies have 
obtained PHPL certification and 
53 companies have obtained 
VLK. The company that received 
VLK, there were 12 companies 
with unset boundaries and 
were declared unfeasible by the 
evaluation result of KLHK. 

This shows that the realization 
of forest sustainability by 
companies depends heavily 
on the public policies by the 
Government/Local Government. 
The public policy determines 
whether the response of private 
sector to meet market standards 
is feasible or not. If the public 
policy becomes worse, the cost 
to actualize sustainable forests 
becomes more expensive, and it 
limits those who want to comply. 
In such a case, sustainable 
forest certification is carried out 
voluntarily, only by particular 
companies who have faced many 
obstacles to be able to actualize 
good corporate governance. LEI 
data (2018) shows the number 
of certified natural forest and 
plants of 9.43 million ha (15% 
of national production forest 
area), i.e. 5.9 million ha FSC, 3.76 
million ha PEFC, and 2.34 million 
ha LEI. The high development 
for certification depends largely 
on the improvement of good 
governance, and actualization of 
licensing. VLK is mandatory for 
the fulfillment of administrative 
requirements. Therefore, in 
the verification of state forest 
concessions, generally the 
legality and legitimacy of the 
community have not been 
obtained. This is due to, among 

other things, the current system 
that is not enough to force the 
Government to correct the 
policies.

The above facts can be 
interpreted as follows. First, 
almost 25% of the working 
area is not effectively utilized. 
In general, there are claims or 
rights of indigenous or local 
communities, that overlaps 
with mines and plantations, 
especially palm oil. Such 
structural problems tend not 
to be resolved by the company 
even on the recommendation 
of the certification process 
(PHPL) or verification (VLK). 
Secondly, certification and VLK 
by using legality benchmarks 
administratively — or stated 
in accordance with laws and 
regulations, does not answer 
the sustainability issue. 
The implementation and/
or substance of laws and 
regulations do not answer the 
fundamental problems of forest 
sustainability. For example, in 
the certification/verification 
process, there are companies 
that do not have the legality to 
determine the boundaries of 
their working area and/or do 
not have good performance, 
that passed the certification or 
verification. Third, substantially, 



The Monitor, December 2018 | 07

certification and verification 
instruments cannot be directly 
linked to forest sustainability 
and its business, because 
there are other factors that 
determine forest sustainability 
and business. In that context, 
VLK implementation that is 
mandatory may lose its credibility 
when BG still surrounds it. Thus, 
based on all these conditions, the 
future of certification and VLK is 
highly dependent on whether GG 
and GCG can be realized.

Administration vs. Substance

In this era, information is easier 
to obtain for everyone. The 
performance of a forest business 
product cannot only be measured 
by administrative requirements, 
which often conflict with 
substantial conditions in the 
field. Meanwhile, the public 
concern is the reality on the field. 
Administration vs substance 
will come back to the fact that 
those with VLK (fulfillment of 
administrative requirements) 
can still have conflicts or even 
illegal logging. This fact becomes 
the argument as to why VLK 
has a lower credibility than 
voluntary certification. Beyond 
that, this fact is in line with the 
original thinking as mentioned 

at the beginning of this paper, 
that VLK was the initial stage of 
the process towards voluntary 
certification/towards sustainable 
management.

There is also a fact that the 
current anti-corruption initiative 
by the private sector, initiated 
by Corruption Eradication 
Committee (KPK), is in the fields 
of oil and gas, infrastructure, 
forestry, food, and health. 
The forestry has such a slow 
development. The indications are 
the international standards that 
help determine the company’s 
positive response, as a result of 
the GCG implementation. Some 
parties think FSC and PEFC are 
more acceptable in the world 
market, which is verified. There 
is a substantial question in this 
matter, if the certificate or 
verification is not necessarily an 
indication of the sustainability 
and profitability of the company 
— with the data described earlier, 
the question is: Can certification 
realize its goals without GCG 
preconditions, and can GCG be 
realized without GG?

Regarding the question, there 
are notes from the discussion of 
certification activists in Bogor on 
12 October 2018. First, there were 
still problems with certification/
verification capacity, such as 
the qualifications, credibility, 
and number of auditors. This is 
one of the causes of certificates/
verification manipulation. 
Second, regulations that 
determine forest sustainability 
are still problematic. Thus, stating 
“compliance with regulations” 
may not realizing legality or 
sustainability. Third, the results of 
certification/verification and its 
learning have not been utilized 
as important information to 
improve laws and regulations. 

Fourth, there are various 
problems to realize legality or 
forest sustainability beyond the 
capabilities of certification, e.g. 
political issues, illegal logging 
backing, use of concession 
areas for mines and plantations, 
extortion in licensing, etc. 

Closing

One of the main pillars of the 
certification/verification system 
is its credibility. Thus, at the 
beginning of its formation, 
there was an idea of third-
party certification, which is free 
from government and private 
interests. Related to the issues 
stated above, the difficult 
challenge in creating credibility is 
still not enough.

The certification system needs 
to function to improve the public 
policy from the information 
it has obtained. Even so, the 
assumption that bad policies can 
last long due to the absence of 
information or recommendations 
for policy improvement may not 
be made. In general, bad policy 
is due to conflicts of interest. 
People or group of people benefit 
from or take advantage of bad 
policies. Or, a good or bad policy 
with no relation to a certain 
position will be ignored. This is 
another problem outside the 
certification initiative.

From all this discussion, it is 
concluded that the certification 
implementation cannot 
be free from the good and 
bad governance. With bad 
governance of the government, 
it becomes more impossible 
to rely on certification by 
mere regulations. The role and 
information transparency of 
certification/verification for the 
public must be improved.
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Logged Sonokeling in the protected forest of Register 19 Gunung Betung

Sonokeling: Illegal Logging 
Commodity in Lampung 
Province
By: Irfan Mursarin (Walhi Lampung)

In the era of the new order 
of leadership, precisely the 
Government of the Republic of 

Indonesia, through the Ministry 
of Forestry who promoted 
reforestation programs 
in almost all of Indonesia, 
Lampung Province is included. 
The reforestation program in 
Lampung was carried out in 
several locations in protected 
forests by planting of sonokeling 

(Java palisander). After about 3 
decades after the reforestation 
program, the Sonokeling trees are 
getting older. 

Ecologically, the growth and 
success of reforestation have 
succeeded in improving the 
forest function. But the illegal 
logging activities of Sonokeling 
timber in protected forest areas 
often occur. Since 2015, Lampung 

Friends of the Earth International 
(WALHI) has monitored that 
there has been illegal logging. 

In 2015-2017, there have been at 
least 10 times illegal logging of 
Sonokeling timber in Register 19 
Gunung Betung protected forest 
area. From these illegal activities, 
17 people have been arrested 
and named as suspects, and they 
have been through a judicial 
process. However, 17 people were 
the criminals who were tasked 
with cutting and transporting 
wood. They were not the brains 
of illegal logging. 

 Furthermore, in early 2018, 
illegal logging activities 
of Sonokeling timber also 
happened in Register 22 Way 
Waya Tangkit Tebak protected 
forest area. Lampung WALHI’s 
monitored that there have been 
illegal logging of sonokeling 
in January-April 2018. There 
were four arrests that have 
captured 16 illegal loggers in the 
protected forest area. However, 
law enforcement efforts are 
considered not comprehensive 
because law enforcement 
officials have not been able to 
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Catching of Sonokeling timber transport 
trucks originating from the Register 
19 Gunung Betung and Register 28 
Tanggamus protected forest

Evidence of Sonokeling timber, secured by Lampung Provincial Forestry Office from 
various locations 

Wood beam from the logged Sonokeling in the protected forest of Register 19 Gunung 
Betung

capture the head of this illegal 
activity. 

Other locations that are 
also prone to illegal logging 
throughout 2017-2018 include 
Register 28 Pematang Neba 
protected forest, Register 34 
Tangku Tebak protected forest, 
Register 32 Bukit Rindingan 
protected forest, and Register 
39 North Agung City protected. 
Sonokeling timber is the main 
commodity of illegal loggers 
in this protected forest area. 
Sonokeling has a good price 
on the market with abundant 
locations. It seems the illegal 
activity may not stop. 

Recently, on 14 August 2018, 
Criminal Investigation Division 
of Pesawaran Police Precinct, 
Lampung, succeeded in arresting 
3 illegal loggers in the Register 
28 Pematang Neba protected 
forest and secured evidence of 

272 Sonokeling logs. One of the 
captured criminals is a candidate 
for Legislative Candidate of 
Regional House of People’s 
Representation in Pesawaran 
Regency, who will campaign in 
2019 legislative elections. 

Of all the cases that had court 
ruling, the average sentence 
imposed by the judges of 
Tanjung Karang District Court 
was 1-1.5 years in prison. 
This is not comparable to the 
ecological damage caused by 
illegal logging. In fact, illegal 
logging in protected forest areas 
in Lampung area is found almost 
every year. There needs to be law 
enforcement actions that can 
provide deterrent effects to stop 
the same violations. 
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Tenurial Conflict in PHPL Certified Company:  
A Reflection from Tapak (Jambi)
By: Umi Syamsiatun  (One of JPIK’s national dynamisators and a community development practitioner) 

 © jambilink.com

Tenurial Conflict in SVLK

The Timber Legality 
Assurance System (SVLK) 

is inseparable from the various 
problems of forestry governance 
in Indonesia, for the issue of 
illegal logging, illegal trading, 
and tenurial conflicts that 
continue to rise. The mandatory 
SVLK implementation through 
a series of policies in long-term 
initiation involving various 
parties, including academics, 
civil society, and government, 
is expected to answer various 
problems of forest governance 
through sustainable production 
forest management models, 
from upstream to downstream 
industries. The objective is to 
ensure that all timber trade 
chains are regulated through a 
strict traceability scheme. 

In carrying out its functions, 
SVLK includes two certification 
schemes, i.e. Sustainable 
Production Forest Management 
(PHPL) and Timber Legality 
Verification (VLK). To ensure 
compliance with each forestry 
business unit in sustainable 
production forest management, 
SVLK establishes 4 assessment 
indicators in PHPL that must be 
fulfilled by each permit holder, 
i.e. precondition, production, 
ecological, and social aspects.

In PHPL scheme, tenurial 
conflicts specifically become a 
special part of social indicator, 
which regulates indicators about 
the clarity of the operational 
area delineation, corporate social 
responsibility, availability of 
benefit distribution mechanisms, 
the existence of conflict 

resolution mechanisms, and 
protection and improvement of 
labor welfare. These indicators 
are expected to reduce the 
rate of social conflict in the 
management of forest areas 
and become a safety tool in 
sustainable forest management.

Remark on the Certification 
Process in the Field

The forestry industry in Jambi, 
both in the upstream and 
downstream sectors, has 
gradually carried out both PHPL 
and VLK certification process. 
In the upstream sector, Jambi’s 
provincial forestry industry, 
dominated by Plantation Forest 
industry from several large 
groups, such as Sinar Mas Group 
(with 3 subsidiaries of Plantation 
Forests), Barito Pasifik (with 
2 subsidiaries of Plantation 
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The location of occupation PT WKS concessions by SMB

Forests), and ADR group (with 2 
subsidiaries of Plantation Forests) 
has demonstrated compliance in 
carrying out mandatory SFM and 
VLK certification. 

In carrying out the certification 
stage, the Certification Agency 
has also complied with the 
responsibilities to involve parties 
in the certification process. 
Although in the records of the 
Independent Forest Monitoring 
Network (JPIK), the process of 
involving parties is meant to be a 
formality and merely to fulfill the 
prerequisites of the certification 
process. This is depicted from 
the response of the certification 
body in responding to the inputs 
and complaints submitted by the 
Independent Monitor, in which 
the input and complaints have 
never been seriously utilized 
as a reference by the auditor in 
conducting field audits. Thus, the 
audit process never went close to 
the operational critical points of 
the management unit. 

Tenurial Conflict in PHPL 
Certified Plantation

In Jambi, there are at least 18 
Plantation companies with a 
total concession area of   more 
than 600,000 ha, spread across 8 
regencies in Jambi Province with 
various types of staple plants 
being developed, such as acacia, 
eucalyptus, sengon, jabon, and 
rubber.

 Tenurial conflict is one of 
the critical issues in forest 
governance, Plantation Forest 
sector is no exception. In the 
records of Jambi Independent 
Forest Monitoring Network 
(JPIK), there are at least 7 
companies (PT WKS, PT RHM, 
PT TMA, PT AAS, PT WN, PT 
LAJ, and PT WMW) from 3 major 

groups (Sinar Mas, ADR, and BF) 
with chronic tenurial conflicts 
without any effective approach to 
resolution. 

The seven Plantation Forest 
companies currently have SVLK 
certificates in both the VLK 
and PHPL certification, one 
of which has a social indicator 
that requires a reliable conflict 
resolution mechanism and a 
fair distribution mechanism for 
all parties. In the investigation 
of seven Plantation Forest 
companies, JPIK found that 
these companies are involved 
in conflicts with indigenous 
peoples, local communities, and 
immigrant communities within 
and around the concession.

PT Wira Karya Sakti (WKS), one 
of the subsidiaries of Sinar Mas 
Group, is currently a company 
with a fairly chronic tenure 
conflict. JPIK estimates that 
there is more than 10,000 ha of 
PT WKS’s concessions in a fairly 
critical conflict status. Recent 
conflicts that have surfaced are 
occupation and land occupation 

by Serikat Mandiri Batanghari 
(SMB) along the District VIII road 
and District IV of PT WKS, land 
tenure conflicts by STT in District 
VIII, land tenure conflicts by the 
Sungai Landai Bersatu group 
in District VIII, and land tenure 
by Maju Jaya Group in District 
VIII. Up to date, PT WKS has no 
effective strategy for resolving 
conflicts. 

In addition to land tenure by 
various community groups, PT 
WKS is often involved in violent 
approaches to resolving tenurial 
conflicts. One of them was the 
murder of one of the activists of 
Serikat Tani Tebo (STT) named 
Indra Pelani by one of the security 
units placed by the company in 
District VIII in handling tenurial 
conflicts in February 2015, when 
PT WKS had obtained PHPL 
certificate.

In addition to PT WKS, PT Rimba 
Hutani Mas (RHM), which is also 
a subsidiary of Sinar Mas Group, 
is also one of the PHPL certified 
companies that have tenure 
conflicts with local communities. 
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Indigenous Peoples and their Living Spaces: Affirming the 
Agenda for Post-Establishment of Customary Forests
By: Eko Cahyono1

1 Researcher and activist at Sajogyo Institute. Member of the Sajogyo Inti Utama Foundation Management Board (2018-present). Teacher at the 
Faculty of Human Ecology and in the Faculty of Forestry, IPB. Research Team at KPK-GNPSDA (2015-Present).
2 See more in details: http://www.aman.or.id/profile-kami/
3 In reltion to various indigenous wisdoms of indigenous peoples, read: http://awig-awig.blogspot.com/2011/07/jenis-kearifan-lokal-yang-ada-di.
html

Although the conflicts are closed 
off, JPIK records more than 4,000 
ha of PT RHM’s concessions in 
Tanjung Jabung Barat in the 
status of overlapping conflict 
of control. The majority of 
community-controlled land has 
become productive oil palm 
plantations. 

In addition to the Sinar Mas 
Group, ADR Group with two 
subsidiaries, i.e. PT Agronusa 
Alam Sejahtera (AAS) and PT 
Wnakasita Nusantara (WN), 
are PHPL certified companies 
with high tenurial conflict. 

JPIK records there are at 
least 5 Villages in Sarolangun 
Regency that are involved in 
tenure conflict with those two 
companies, with more than 7,000 
ha of conflict land. 

In addition to the two major 
groups, Barito Pasifik with two 
Plantation Forest subsidiaries 
in Tebo regency, i.e. PT Wana 
Mukti Wisesa (WMW) and PT 
Lestari Asri Jaya (LAJ), as VLK 
certified companies, have chronic 
tenurial conflict involving the 
indigenous, local, and immigrant 
communities with almost 1,000 

ha of land in conflict status. 

The above situations indicate 
that PHPL and VLK certified 
companies have not been 
able to realize sustainable 
forest management. The high 
escalation of conflict both in 
quality and quantity shows the 
weak commitment of companies 
in fulfilling social indicators. The 
conflict resolution approach 
that has been carried out by 
companies in handling tenure 
conflicts has also not yet reached 
the level of reliability.

a. Relationship between 
Indigenous Peoples and 
their Living Spaces

“Indigenous Peoples” as social 
entity have various definitions 
and broad scope. There is 
at least 5 main feature: (1) 
Similarity in Cultural Identity: 
language, spirituality, values, 
attitudes, and behaviors, that 
distinguish one social group 
from another. (2) Similarity 
of Value and Knowledge: 
(wisdom) traditional not only 
to be preserved, but also to be 
enriched/developed according 
to the needs of sustainable 
living. (3) Similarities in Living 
Spaces (indigenous territories, 
communal rights areas, ancestral 
domains): land, forests, and 
other natural resources, which 
are not merely for production 
(economic), but also for religious 

and socio-cultural systems. (4) 
Similarities in the Rules and 
Management of the Social Life 
(Customary Law and Institutions): 
to organize and take care of 
themselves as a social, cultural, 
economic and political group2. 
With this boundary, it is clear 
that indigenous peoples are 
part of citizens with specific 
characteristics that can be 
verified and validated, without 
having to ignore their diversity. 

One of the inherent strengths 
and main characters of 
indigenous peoples is their 
strong relationship with nature 
and living space. Generally, it 
is evidenced by the existence 
of various rituals, cultures, 
traditions, customs, and mystical 
religion that developed from a 
long relation of civilization with 
nature3. This is easily understood 

because the relationship of 
indigenous peoples with land, 
forests, mountains, seas, 
rivers, swamps, valleys, and 
their natural resource space 
is complex and layered. The 
form of relationships is social, 
cultural, economic, ecological, 
and religious/spiritual. In social-
ecological and economic-political 
practice, it cannot be simplified 
to just one dimension. 

By understanding that the 
relationship between indigenous 
peoples and nature and their 
living space is strong and 
complex, it must also be 
emphasized that the indigenous 
people do not see land, natural 
resources, and other agrarian 
resources as just commodities. 
In order to manage indigenous 
people, any policy must not 
be left entirely to the market 
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4 Variety of Agricultural Structural InequalitiesSome Cases: (a) BPN-RI (2010): 56% of national assets are controlled by only 0.2% of Indonesia’s 
population. 62-87% of this concentration is in soil form. (b) World Bank (2015); 1% of Indonesia’s population controls 50.3% of the country’s 
total wealth. (c) INFID and OXAM (2017): 10 of Indonesia’s richest people are equal to 100 million poor people. (d) One Palm Company can 
control 1.2 Million Ha. 25 Taiwan Palm company controls 5.1 million ha (TuK, 2016). (e) The number of farmers owning land<0.5 hectares, 
landless farmers reached 56% in Indonesia and 78% in Java. The average farmer’s income is Rp1.03 million/month. (Statistics Indonesia’s data). (f) 
Freshwater wealth is controlled by 246 bottled water companies (AMDK). (Daeng, 2012)
5 “The effort of a person or group of people to influence or control people, phenomena, and relations, by limiting and affirming control of a 
geographical area” (Sack 1986) “A process made by the state to control people and their activities by making a line around the geographical space, 
preventing certain people from entering that space, and by allowing or prohibiting activities within the boundaries of that space” (Vandergeest 
1996, p. 159). Three stages of State Territorialization over Forests (Vandergeest, 1996); (1) The State claims all land that is considered ‘no one’s 
land’ as the property of the state. At this stage, the state intends to obtain revenues from natural resource extraction. (2) The State establishes 
land boundaries, declared as state property, to emphasize state control over natural resources. (3) The State launches a program for ‘functional 
territorialization.’
6 See further the criticism of the Scientific Forestry domination in the book of Kartodihardjo, Hariadi (Peny.), Kembali ke Jalan Lurus; Praktik 
Ilmu dan Kebijakan Kehutanan di Indonesia, (Forci-IPB, Bogor 2016).

mechanism (which has the 
character of commercializing 
commodity over natural 
resources) The mandate and 
principles regarding land and 
agrarian in Law No. 5 of 1960 can 
be the basic reference for this 
perspective. 

b. Portrait of the Indigenous 
People Issues

Residual Consequences

Tracing back, there are at least 
three main things from residual 
consequences cases, especially in 
matters of agrarian and natural 
resources: 1) The history of 
“nationalization” or territoriality 
of forest areas. 2) The problem 
history related to the politics of 
natural resource management 
paradigms that inherit extractive 
and exploitative development 

characteristics, and 3) The basic 
problem of increasingly “poor” 
exemplary practices in saving 
natural resource ecosystem crisis. 
These three things are all related 
to one another. 

There are at least 4 main 
problems facing indigenous 
people: (1) Conflicts, poverty, 
human rights violations 
(including criminalization, 
violence, and imprisonment), 
and ongoing MHA structural 
inequality in the Forest area 
(Komnas HAM National Inquiry)4. 
(2) History of “Forest Zone” 
territorial inheritance and the 
neglect of the Rights of MHA in 
Indonesia (Politic of Ignorance) 
up to now5. (3) Residual 
consequence of Scientific 
Forestry and Human Resources 
Political Policy paradigm which 
emphasized “Development” 

and “Conservatism” that do not 
support dominant indigenous 
people/around the forest6 (4) 
Neglect of the Mandate of 
Constitutional Court Decision 35/
PUU-X/2012 as a milestone in the 
“Independence” of Customary 
Law Society and Constitutional 
Correction of “State of 
the Forest”. However, the 
“Independence” has not yet been 
fully felt by the MHA because the 
constitutional mandate has not 
been implemented intact and 
consequently.

Referring to the 2013 National 
Commission on Human Rights 
Report, out of 6,000 cases 
that were reported, 70% were 
cases based on land and natural 
resources (State and Private). 
National Commission on Human 
Rights and Civil Society Report 
that 40 agrarian conflict cases 



14 | The Monitor, December 2018  

7 See the National Commission on National Inquiry Report on Indigenous Peoples Conflict in Forest Areas. https://www.komnasham.go.id/index.
php/publikasi/3.html
8 Debate on financialization of nature, Junta Kill’s resensis, is available on: https://indoprogress.com/2014/12/apa-yang-ada-di-langit-di-bu-
mi-dan-diantara-keduanya-finansialisasi-alam-sebagai-tahap-paling-maju-dari-imperialisme/

of Indigenous Peoples in forest 
areas (2013-2016) occurred in 
severe, systematic, and chronic 
human rights violations of 
MHA in Forest areas (Men and 
Women). Three root problem: 
(1) Absence of complete 
recognition of MHA and their 
living space, (2) Provision of 
licenses and concessions based 
on non-social justice-based 
natural resources management 
(3) Domination of the natural 
resources political policy 
paradigm, i.e. developmental 
and conservationism 
(commercialization and 
extraction). The problem involved 
the Police (dominantly Mobile 
Brigade Corps) and the Army, 
the Company (state and private): 
Mines (Gold, Coal, Nickel), 
Plantations (Oil Palm, Sugar 
Cane, Cocoa, PTPN), Forestry 
(Conservation, Protection 
Forests, HTI), also involving 
Central and Local Governments 
and communities (customary 
institutions established by the 
government).7 

Politic of Ignorance of the Rights 
of Indigenous People

The agrarian-based conflict 
experienced by the indigenous 
peoples may also be interpreted 
as an “elite reason” which was 
due to the State regulating 
the people and their natural 
resources without “mass 
reasoning” of the people. W.F. 
Weritheim (2009) called the 
fundamental problem of the 
country’s political policy which 
has been repeated since the New 

Order until the Post-Reformation 
Order as sociology of ignorance. 
In this perspective, various 
policies and political programs 
of the state are often arranged 
on the table and by a group of 
people, who are far away and 
ignore the empirical social-
economic-ecological reality of 
society. 

Unfortunately, to date, there are 
still many national development 
policies and regulations that 
intentionally separate people 
from their land and natural 
resources. In this context, the 
relationship between humans 
and land with layered natural 
resources (socio-cultural, 
economic, political, theological, 
and ecological) is reconstructed 
only as an economic problem. 
For example, the loss of Malind 
Tribe’s indigenous peoples’ 
forests in Meruke in Papua, 
covering an area of   600 thousand 
hectares for Merauke Integrated 
Food Energy Estate (MIFEE) 
big project, is considered to be 
a “compensation” mechanism. 
A similar thing happened in 
Kalimantan, Sulawesi, Sumatra in 
mining projects and plantations 
(especially oil palm), which 
generally involve forestry on a 
large scale. 

 The “compensation” scheme is 
one manifestation of the attitude 
of “simplifying human relations 
(indigenous peoples) with nature 
and living space to merely their 
economic value”. If their land and 
nature are lost, damaged, and 
polluted, not only their assets 
and economic resources are lost, 

but also their traditions, culture, 
customs, living resources, and 
civilization. 

 Indigenous peoples also 
experience a continuation 
and a new modus of land/
space deprivation from the 
people who remain massive 
and brutal to exclude and 
marginalize them, such as: Land 
Grabbing (Plantation, Mining, 
Forestry), Coastal, sea, and 
Small Islands control, mega 
projects development in the 
name of infrastructure, land 
and living space grabbing in 
the name of conservation and 
environment (Green Grabbing 
and Nature Financing8) such 
as: REDD (+), Eco-Tourism, 
Conservation, Ecosystem 
Restoration, Biodiversity. As 
well as other (global-national) 
development projects that have 
been supported by rational 
development arguments that 
make all injustices and negative 
consequences natural. 

c. Various initiatives that have 
emerged

1. Constitutional Court Decree 
35/PUU-X/2012 and its impact

Constitutional Court Decree 35, 
simply put, is a constitutional 
correction because: (a) The 
State has neglected the rights 
of indigenous peoples to land 
in the Forest Zone because Law 
41/1999 has put customary 
forests as state forests. (b) MHA 
is a legitimate legal subject for 
their territory. Equal to other 
citizens. (c) HMN may not take 
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9 https://nasional.kompas.com/read/2016/12/30/12040991/jokowi.12.7.juta.hektar.lahan.hutan.akan.dibagikan.kepada.masyarakat. 

over control rights that are 
inherent in the existence of 
indigenous peoples: customary 
forest is not state forest but 
belongs to the category of rights 
forest, customary forest is in the 
area of   customary rights, the 
government’s Authority is limited 
to indigenous territories, only to 
maintain the function of the forest 
and distribution of forest products 
(d) confirms the need for a special 
Law on Indigenous People (e) 
Rehabilitation and Recovery of 
indigenous peoples’ rights to 
their territory after being ignored 
for 68 years. 

On the other hand, the 
Constitutional Court Decree 35 
is also a new milestone in the 
trajectory of agrarian politics 
in Indonesia. Since the colonial 
era, the neglect of the rights 
of local people and indigenous 
people has occurred at least since 
Domeinvarklaring (1870) —the 
Early Period of State Domain. 
It is corrected by Law No. 5 of 
1960 on Basic Agrarian Law 
(UUPA/1960), which was not 
able to be carried out properly 
due to national politics. The 
forest tenure regime continued 
with Forestry Law No. 5 of 1967, 
reaffirmed in Forestry Law No. 41 
of 1999, and other Sectoral Laws 
that ignore the mandate of the 
UUPA/1960. 

Therefore, the Constitutional 
Court Decree No. 35/
PUU-X/2012 confirm that: 
(1) The Constitutional Court 
forces the state to carry out 
“Agrarian Constitutionalism”. (2) 
“Constitutional Errors” function 
as guardians of the constitution 
through “responsive law” and 
“Progressive law”. (3) Law must 
take sides, to the vulnerable and 

marginalized, because that is the 
true law, to enforce justice

2. National Commission of 
Human Rights on National 
Inquiry on Indigenous 
Peoples

The emergence of the National 
Inquiry is to affirm and encourage 
the Constitutional Court Decree 
35 implementation to be carried 
out. Among the important 
findings of National Commission 
of Human Rights are (a) 
Constitutional Court Decree 35 
is a victory at the political level, 
and is still a test at the practical 
level. Political determinants 
are no longer centered on the 
central government, but are 
spread across regions and capital 
authorities (global-central-
local) with new models. (b) 
Constitutional Court Decree 35 
has not been maximized as an 
opportunity and strong political 
momentum because it is still 
“disturbed” by state policy and 
legal instruments that have 
not referred to constitutional 
corrections of the Constitutional 
Court Decree. (c) National 
Inquiry shows several patterns 
of conflict and new mode of how 
MHA in forest areas is excluded 
from its own space, in the 
form of: Naturalisation of Land 
Disposition (MIFFE, Conservation 
in Lampung), Horizontal “Clash” 
due to “MHA puppet” (Sumbawa, 
Maluku), Regional Expansion 
Politic as a means of land 
grabbing of indigenous peoples 
(Aru Islands, Maluku), massive 
Politics of Concession and 
Extraction (Forestry, Plantation, 
Mining) that enters indigenous 
territories, and Otoda Politics: 

building a new natural resources 
Oligarchy as a cover for the 
deprivation of the living space of 
indigenous peoples (East Nusa 
Tenggara, Kalimantan, Papua). 
(d) National Inquiry inspires the 
importance of conflict resolution 
not on a case-by-case basis, but 
to the roots of national policy and 
its limits.

3. State Recognition of 
Customary Forests

Since 2016-2018, President 
Joko Widodo has handed over 
certificates of Indigenous Forest 
Recognition and Reservation 
to 33 Indigenous Communities 
in Indonesia. As promised in 
his campaign, President Joko 
Widodo said the government 
had prepared 12.7 million 
hectares of customary forest 
land. The land will be divided to 
the local community. The 12.7 
million hectares will continue 
to be divided and distributed 
to the community, to the 
people, to farmer groups, to 
the indigenous people, so 
that the community can truly 
enjoy the wealth of the forest.9 
The President’s recognition of 
Customary Forest has at least 
three important meanings: (1) 
more complete state recognition 
of indigenous communities, 
who so far have only been 
recognized at the level of their 
existence and institutions, 
but now their customary 
territories are recognized. 
Because, it will not be possible 
for people to live without 
their indigenous territories as 
their living space. (2) the state 
continues its commitment to 
the implementation of the 
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10 ‘Longstanding injustice among various categories arises because people who control access to resources that produce value break down orga-
nizational problems by means of categorical distinction. Inadvertently or otherwise, these people set up a system of social closure, exclusion, and 
control. Some parties — not all of them are strong, some of them are even victims of exploitation — play a role in this solution. (Tilly 1998:8).
11 Three post-legal agenda is inserted in Cahyono, Eko, Policy Brief, Konflik Agraria dan Hak Masyarakat di Dalam Kawasan Hutan, Sajogyo 
Institute, 2016.

Constitutional Court Decree 
35 and fulfillment of its 6 
delayed promises to indigenous 
peoples, so that indigenous 
peoples’ citizenship is equal in 
the perspective of the state. (3) 
recognition of customary forests 
by the state becomes a challenge 
for indigenous peoples to be 
independent in managing their 
economic resources and at the 
same time, to prove that they can 
manage their land better than 
the state. 
 
However, given the history of 
the residual consequences, 
problems and the complexity of 
the various new problems and 
the lack of change initiatives 
to address the problems faced 
by indigenous peoples, it is 
important to state that: “The 
Legality and Recognition of 
Customary Forests is only” one 
of the “gateways to resolve 
complex and layered problems of 
indigenous peoples in Indonesia.

d. Customary Forest and Post-
Recognition Agenda (Legal)

“Humble” legal recognition of 
customary forests emphasized 
that the relevance of recognition 
of customary forests as: (1) 
Returning the legal status of 

Indigenous Peoples as “Legal 
Subjects” and Rightsholders. 
Returning “citizenship status” 
to Indigenous Peoples as equal 
to other citizens. (2) Giving back 
sovereignty and legal recognition 
of Customary Forest from the 
State. (3) Restoring access and 
control of Indigenous Peoples 
over their rights and living 
space, especially forests. (4) 
Their resistance to inherited 
“categorical injustice”.10

Other things to reflect and 
to be the agenda after the 
recognition of customary forests: 
1) Certainty of fair access to 
agrarian resources and other 
natural resources that have been 
legally recognized. 2) Certainty 
of productivity improvement 
of agrarian sources and natural 
resources that have been legally 
recognized. This is important 
because the purpose of the 
MHA’s recognition is part of 
an effort to ensure that the 
agrarian and other resources 
management may improve 
welfare and prosperity for the 
MHA community. 3) Certainty 
of equity and benefit fairness 
from agrarian and natural 
resources that have been legally 
recognized and managed jointly 

by MHA. This is important 
because after obtaining legal 
recognition, access to justice is 
guaranteed, and productivity 
can also be improved, then who 
will obtain the benefits from the 
earned profits? At this point, 
it is important to re-explore 
traditional/customary schemes 
and mechanisms in terms of 
customary economic institutional 
governance of forests and 
other natural resources.11 (4) 
Ensure that “agrarian structural 
inequalities” experienced by 
indigenous peoples can be 
reduced/disappeared. Legal 
recognition without a change 
in inequality dimensions may 
only strengthen the “status 
quo” of previously existed 
structural injustices. Therefore, 
an important challenge from 
the model of legal recognition 
of indigenous peoples in 
particular and the legal product 
for recognition of the rights 
of other local/indigenous 
peoples is “how to make strong 
legal breakthroughs for legal 
breakthrough that is dimensional 
(sensitive) on various (potential) 
structural inequality based on 
social stratification and social 
class?”  
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Social Forestry as the Prevention of Natural 
Resource Exploitation in Anak Batang River, 
Indragiri Hilir, Riau
By: Riandra Hamdani (Mitra Insani Foundation)

Based on Decree of Village 
Forest No. 6689/MenLHK/
PSKL/PKPS/PSL/.0/12/2017 

Sapat Subdistrict, Kuala 
Indragiri Subdistrict, Indragiri 
Hilir Regency, that obtained the 
first Mangrove Village Forest 
Management Right in Riau 
Province with an area of 4,249 
ha. Legally, the villagers are 
members of the Village Forest 
Management Institution (LPHD) 
to guard the forest area and 
riverside of Anak Batang River 
from any illegal activities.

Before the Village Forest

Sapat Village is one of the first 
areas to get Decree of Village 
Forest for mangrove areas 
in Riau. With a population of 
3,342 people (933 households), 
the main livelihoods of the 
population come from coconut 
plantations and fisheries. 
Unfortunately, in recent years, 
the price of coconuts dropped 
to Rp600-700/kg from Rp1,300/
kg. In 1995-1998, the fishermen 
were prosperous with production 
reaching up to 1 ton per week. 

However, after these glorious 
years, the community had to 
deal with the illegal fishing, 
which was mostly conducted 
by people outside the village 
who caught fish using poisons. 
In addition to losing production 
by outsiders, the illegal fishing 
by poisons impacted decline in 
fishermen’s catches in Sapat 
Village. The fishermen lost 
enthusiasm for fishing. Mangrove 
trees are also cut down wildly 
and uncontrollably by residents 
from outside the Village to make 
mangrove charcoal, building 
materials, and for sale. 

After the Village Forest

“Village Forests help us protect 
the village’s assets,” Azmuri said, 
as a member of Sapat Village 
Fisheries Monitoring Group. 
Village forest motivates us to 
create institutions and rules to 
protect our mangrove forests 
from outside threats who only 
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think about their interests and 
leave us with more problems. 
The fishing communities 
increase their income. They also 
managed to catch various fishes, 
such as Catfish, Grouper, and 
Stingray; which were difficult 
to catch, after various activities 
in the forest area. In addition, 
new sources of livelihood also 
emerged through activities such 
as renting fishing rods, food 
stalls, speedboat rentals, etc., he 
added. 

The Village Forest eventually 
restores the source of livelihood 
from fishing. Before the village 
forest, the average fishermen’s 
catch was 4 kg/day. After the 
village forest, the fishermen’s 
catch increases 5-fold to 20 kg/
day. Within a month, there was a 
5-fold increase, from 42 million/
month to 222 million/month for 
45 fishermen. In total, with new 
economic growth from providers 
of environmental services 
including the groups of women 
who started processing nipah, 

the food and drinking shops, 
and boat rentals, the economic 
income of the community 
increased significantly from 42 
million to 259 million/month. 
That means a total of 36 million/
month was obtained from new 
livelihoods as a result of the 
village forest. Furthermore, it is 
projected that for a year, a total 
of 3.1 billion will be generated 
from economic activities as a 
result of the village forest. This is 
6 times the economic cycle a year 
without village forest. 
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JPIK regularly publishes Newsletter once every 3 months, this newsletter 
as one of the media to share information about JPIK and partners, and 

other related parties about the current condition of forest management 
in Indonesia. JPIK invites you to participate as a contributor, you can send 

your writing to the address and contact below:

Independent Forest Monitoring Network
Sempur Kaler No. 30, Sempur Village,

Central Bogor District, Bogor
West Java, 16129 
Tel: 0251 8574842 

Email: jpikmail@gmail.com




