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A Message from JPIK Campaigner, Dhio Teguh Ferdyan

In this fourth edition of “The Monitor”, JPIK summarizes JPIK’s activities as an independent monitor, 
and the development of sustainable forest management in Indonesia.

Several things related to SVLK implementation are JPIK report to Certification Body related to indication 
of document misuse by one of wood processing industry in Papua. This report has been followed up 
and until this publication is published, JPIK is still waiting for further information from the Joint Team 
regarding the handling of this case.

Another thing that is also reported is the process of revamping ISPO (Indonesia Sustainable Palm Oil) 
which became anti-climax because of the increasingly closed process that is not multi-stakeholders. 
Meanwhile, in Jambi, the independent oil palm smallholders are struggling to defend their palm oil 
plantation through the TORA (Land Object for Agrarian Reform) scheme offered by the government. 
In East Java, different schemes are also offered through Social Forestry to address legal aspects for 
farmers managing unproductive land and state forest assets.

This edition closes with a contributor view of Asymmetric film related to development promises, 
economic justice, and alternative energy. Our thanks go to all contributors who have actively 
contribute for this newsletter publishing. 
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Report on Indication of Document Misuse by 
Auditee, PT Mutu Hijau Responds

On 7 May 2018 in Samabusa 
Port in Nabire, Papua, 
a container carrying 

953 processed timber or 
approximately 14.73 m3 was 
seized by a joint team (Special 
Responsive Police Forest Task 
Force Kanguru Brigade Section 
III of Directorate General of 
Law Enforcement of Ministry 
of Environment and Forestry, 
Papua Province Police and Nabire 
District Police) for suspicion of 
using documents falsified by CV 
Puspa Yoga.

The Independent Forest 
Monitoring Network (Jaringan 

Pemantau Independen Kehutanan 

or JPIK) responded to this seizure 
by requesting explanation and 
action from PT Mutu Hijau 
Indonesia (MHI) for certifying CV 
Puspa Yoga who is behind this 
document misuse and crime. 

PT MHI responded and explained 
the ongoing case currently being 
processed by the Joint Team:

	Documents for the processed 
timber cannot be regarded 
as false because they are 
attached to transport 

document from CV Puspa 
Yoga as timber processing 
company to Samabusa Port in 
Nabire;

	Transport papers are the 
initial documents prior 
to issuance of Certificate 
of Legal Timber Forest 
Products for Processed 
Timber (Surat Keterangan 
Sahnya Hasil Hutan Kayu – 

SKSHHK-KO), and during the 
Joint Team’s seizure of the 
timber CV Puspa Yoga had 
not issued SKSHHK-KO due to 
unconfirmed ship schedule.

	Internet disturbance on 28 
April 2018 made it difÏcult 
for CV Puspa Yoga to input 
log processing data in the 
Information System for Forest 
Product Administration 
(Sistem Informasi 

Penatausahaan Hasil Hutan 

– SIPUHH) online portal 
and therefore the company 
could not process their log 
processing, processed wood 
production list, or issue 
SKSHHK-KO through SIPUHH 
online portal.

Since there were differences 
between the Joint Team’s findings 
and CV Puspa Yoga’s information, 
PT MHI will follow up on these 
findings by carrying out a 
surveillance audit of CV Puspa 
Yoga. JPIK will wait for results to 
the Joint Team’s follow-up and PT 
MHI’s audit. 

JPIK regrets this case, 
especially since the Ministry of 
Environment and Forestry has 
issued Regulations of Minister 
of Environment and Forestry 
No. P.58/MenLHK/Setjen/
Kum.1/7/2016 and No. P.60/
MenLHK/Setjen/Kum.1/7/2016 
as amendments to Regulation 
No. P.42/Menlhk-Setjen/2015 
and Regulation No. P.43/Menlhk-
Setjen/2015 has prepared a 
solution should there be any 
disturbance to the online PUHH 
system (in the event the system 
is down for more than 6 hours), 
and license holders can report 
their production by manually 
completing an SKSHHK form 
which is identical to the online 
form. The manually completed 
form will be entered into the 
online SIPUHH once the system is 
back to normal.

© GAKKUM KLHK
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“Mbo’ Hewun”

Hewun and ISPO Revamp Process Reaching an 
Anti-Climax
By : Sarah Agustio (Kaoem Telapak)

1 Recapitulation of plantation licenses in East Kalimantan Province as of 2017.

I 
met with Mbo’ Hewun on her 
porch in Nehas Liah Bing Village 
in Muara Wahau Sub-district in 

East Kutai District. She seemed 
healthy although her vision has 
worsened, her feet were not as 
strong as they used to support 
her now-hunched body. But her 
hearing was still as sharp and she 
recognized me. We first met four 
years ago in her farm nearby the 
village.

Our meeting began with her story 
on the community initiative for 
the last four years to revitalize the 
Lomplai traditional rice harvest 
welcoming ceremony. Many 
people come from outside of 
the village to watch the villagers 
dance and introduce the Wehea 
Dayak tradition.

She shared her concerns about 
the rice field where we first met 
that have been converted into 
oil palm plantation, the Wahau 
River with its silt and sand 
making villagers’ skin itch, and 

the community divided following 
conflict with the company. 

East Kutai District where Mbo’ 
Hewun lives is the district with 
the highest number of oil palm 
plantation licenses issued in East 
Kalimantan Province. By end 
of 2017 there are 137 oil palm 
plantation licenses issued for 
802,000 hectares in the district. 
In East Kalimantan Province, oil 
palm plantation licenses now 
cover over 3 million hectares with 
375 licenses in total.1

In East Kutai District, the 
community has been embroiled in 
a conflict with the company since 
2011. To this day the conflict 
on land clearing for plantation, 
waste, and forest loss has not 
been resolved, which is leading 
to shrinking living space for the 
Nehas Liah Bing villagers and 
other Dayak Wehea communities.

In the nation’s capital city, 
the Coordinating Ministry of 

Economic Affairs has been busy 
at work since 2016 revamping 
Indonesia Sustainable Palm Oil, 
or ISPO, to address the number of 
issues on oil palm management 
governance that is increasingly 
spreading across Indonesia, with 
current figures of 12 million 
hectares in area. At first ISPO was 
going to be a voluntary ministerial 
regulation, but in the last two 
years ISPO has been designed 
as a mandatory Presidential 
Regulation.

Mbo’ Hewun is not the only one 
concerned because oil palm 
plantations are taking over her 
village. This concern is shared 
among many Indonesians. 
ISPO is expected to be able 
to push for sustainable palm 
oil management and improve 
competitive edge by increasing 
its quality. Lately however, 
the process to strengthen 
Presidential Regulation Draft on 
ISPO is heading toward an anti-
climax, becoming an increasingly 
closed process and neglecting 
multistakeholder processes. The 
Presidential Regulation Draft 
on ISPO Certification System 
written on January-March 2018 is 
potentially taking a step backward 
and increasingly weakening 
efforts for sustainable palm oil 
development. 

On June 2016 the initial process 
between government and 
stakeholders was relatively 
transparent. Stakeholders 
including civil societies were 
invited for meetings and 
public consultation in the 
four major islands in the 
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country. This process produced 
recommendations for ISPO 
certification principles and 
criteria that is currently being 
revamped. It was expected 
that the results from these 
regional public consultation 
discussions would be taken to 
a national consultation before 
the Presidential Regulation Draft 
is finalized. In reality however, 
these Regulation draft discussions 
initiated by the Coordinating 
Ministry of Economic Affairs 
are becoming increasingly 
closed, and stakeholders and 
communities who were involved 
from the beginning found it to 
be increasingly difÏcult to gain 
information on its progress.

A number of important 
community inputs for the 
ISPO regulation draft from the 
public consultation process 
were removed/deleted by 
the Coordinating Ministry 

of Economic Affairs, such as 
principles on traceability and 
human rights. Human rights 
principle is a fundamental 
principle in ISPO certification. 
Exclusion of this principle 
reduces the regulation to be the 
same as previous regulations, 
and the same is happening 
with the traceability principle. 
Traceability in ISPO ensures 
fruit bunch sources, ensures 
that fruits produced by private 
or state companies and 
community plantations are free 
from environmental and social 
conflicts. 

In addition, this draft has 
eliminated mandatory 
certification for plasma and 
independent smallholders. This 
can impact the government 
to release its responsibility in 
pushing for and supporting 
certification, especially among 
independent smallholders. A 

sample case is Mbo’ Hewun’s 
village that is surrounded by oil 
palm and not one plantation 
has or even knows about 
ISPO certification. No one can 
guarantee how the community 
manages their oil palm, whether 
the palms are planted in forest 
or non-forest areas, whether 
the palms come from certified 
seedlings or not, and whether the 
palm oil is conflict free. Through 
ISPO the government should be 
able to ensure these things to 
ensure the quality of oil palm 
production in Indonesia.

And lastly, the Presidential 
Regulation draft on ISPO removes 
the provision about independent 
monitors and reduces the 
position and role of independent 
monitors from being part of the 
certification committee. This 
move clearly undermines the 
credibility of the ISPO system.
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Prima Donna on Forbidden Land, Challenges for 
Independent Oil Palm Smallholders in Forest Lands 

By: Umi Syamsiatun2

2 One of JPIK’s national dynamisators and a community development practitioner.

I
n Jambi Province, independent 
smallholders manage 662,846 
hectares oil palm plantations, 

with independent smallholders 
reaching up to 124,597 
households. From that total area, 
there are indications that 40% 
of these plantations are located 
inside forest areas that may 
or may not be burdened with 
rights. The Jambi Province Estate 
Agency’s data states that there 
are 160,000 hectares oil palm 
plantations located inside forest 
areas involving 1,379 smallholder 
households in the province (Head 
of Jambi Province Estate Agency, 
during FGD to seek solution for oil 
palm plantations in forest areas, 
10 November 2017).

Proliferation of oil palm 
smallholders’ plantations inside 

forest areas is supported by 
numerous findings and studies 
by civil society organizations 
(CSO). According to studies 
done by CSOs in Jambi (SETARA 
Foundation, CAPPA Foundation 
and SLPP Jambi, shared during 
Stakeholders Dialog Presentation 
in Bogor, 26 April 2018) held 
late 2017 in five villages in 
Jambi, there are at least 8,147 
independent smallholder 
plantations inside forest areas 
managed by 1,379 households. 
Fresh fruit bunch (FFB) 
production potential for these 
plantations is 12,000 tons/month 
with CPO potential up to 2,400 
tons/month.

These high numbers of plantation 
expansion and production 
for independent oil palm 

smallholders inside forest areas 
are negatively correlated to what 
these smallholders face. The 
first challenge that independent 
smallholders face when managing 
their oil palm plantations is land/
plantation legality. Managing a 
plantation without legal State-
issued license puts the land into 
an “illegal” status. The majority of 
smallholders work in forest areas 
without clear legal status from 
the state.

Secondly is the status of 
the product. Oil palm is not 
categorized as a forestry species, 
and therefore oil palm planted 
inside forest areas without clear 
legal status or legal certainty 
will lead to the FFB production 
status being questioned in 
global oil palm markets. Palm 
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oil sustainability policies such 
as RSPO will not accommodate 
‘illegally’ sourced FFBs. 

The third is a market challenge. 
Various palm oil sustainability 
policies require raw material 
traceability for CPO supply chain. 
The state, through Ministry of 
Environment and Forestry, issued 
a regulation prohibiting palm oil 
mills to accept FFBs sourced from 
forest areas, which threatens 
the market for independent 
smallholders operating in forest 
areas. To put it simply, where 
should 12,000 tons FFBs be sold 
to every month?

The fourth challenge is high 
potential conflict. Smallholders’ 
plantations do not have a legal 
status and therefore legally 
considered under State database 
as open access land, and the State 
may issue management license to 
any party over that particular land 
at any time.

A solution is needed for 
independent oil palm 
smallholders already operating 
on forest areas to address the 
challenges they face. Through a 
number of priority policy analysis, 
the State is attempting to provide 
solutions for independent 
smallholders in the form of 
Agrarian Reform program which 
includes two schemes: Land 
Object for Agrarian Reform 
(Tanah Objek Reforma Agraria – 

TORA) and Social Forestry. But are 
TORA and Social Forestry really 
the solution for independent oil 
palm smallholders in forest areas?

Technically speaking there are 
no structured regulations or 
institutions that regulate TORA 
implementation on the ground. 
The term often used by TORA 
practitioners is “building the 
road as we’re walking”. Clearly 

it is difÏcult to measure the 
success and strategy of this 
approach, because a road under 
construction does not have a 
clear direction. 

Some of the major challenges 
in TORA that independent 
smallholders must face is that 
land tenure must be longer 
than 20 years, while actual 
land tenure on site is only 5-15 
years. The second challenge is 
the forest areas accommodated 
under TORA scheme. From 
a regulation point of view, 
TORA only accommodates 
convertible production forest 
areas (hutan produksi yang 
dapat dikonversi). In reality, the 
majority of independent oil palm 
smallholders work in limited 
production forest (hutan produksi 
terbatas) or definitive production 
forest (hutan produksi tetap) after 
forest area designation.

From a regulation and technical 
point of view, Social Forestry is 
the most likely scheme for oil 
palm smallholders to address 
plantation legality and minimize 
potential tenurial conflicts. Social 
Forestry provides legal certainty 
for the forest area that the 
smallholders manage. However, 
a potential follow-up problem is 
the fate of smallholders with oil 
palms older than 12 years. Social 
Forestry regulation only allows oil 
palm that have been planted up 
to 12-yr old plants. Plants over 12 
years old must be replaced with 
forestry species. 

Independent oil palm 
smallholders must accept two 
consequences if they decide to 
go with Social Forestry as an 
answer to their problems. The 
first is “go to jail”, and the second 
is “die”. When independent oil 
palm smallholders decide to 

accept Social Forestry scheme 
and fail to perform their 
obligations, the smallholder has 
violated the law and must spend 
“time behind bars” or replace 
their oil palm with forestry 
species. Smallholders’ oil palm 
in average are 5-25 years old, 
which means smallholders do 
not have an opportunity to 
prepare an alternative source 
of income and must lose their 
primary livelihood, namely oil 
palm plantations located inside 
forest areas. In other words, 
farmers lose their primary source 
of livelihood and face economic 
“death”.

Both aforementioned policies 
are still unable to substantially 
address the issues faced 
by independent oil palm 
smallholders operating inside 
forest areas. The State must 
compromise and be willing to 
start a dialog with the community 
to address these ongoing issues. 
State-community negotiations 
under these two schemes are 
regulation negotiations. One is to 
accommodate oil palm already 
planted inside forest areas 
through Social Forestry until one 
harvest (1 cycle), or to lower 
standards and requirements to 
facilitate oil palm smallholders 
inside forest areas under TORA, 
namely plantation tenure and 
requirements of forest area 
functions. This will accommodate 
the interest of independent oil 
palm smallholders currently 
planting inside forest areas 
whose numbers can no longer 
be ignored, as well as the State’s 
considerable interest in the global 
palm oil industry.
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Social Forestry in East Java at a Glance
Oleh : Muhammad Ichwan3 

3 One of JPIK’s national dynamisators and Focal Point for East Java Social Forestry Acceleration Working Group

S
ocial forestry is a 
constitutional mandate to 
alleviate poverty, ensure 

equitable economy, and reduce 
inequality in access to utilize 
forest, especially for communities 
in around forest areas. In the 
2015-2019 National Medium-
Term Development Plan, the 
government allocated 12.7 million 
hectares forest for Social Forestry. 
The Ministry of Environment 
and Forestry issued Regulation 
of Minister of Environment and 
Forestry No. P.83/MENLHK/
SETJEN/KUM.1/10/2016 on Social 
Forestry as implementation 
regulation. In addition, for forests 
needing specific requirements, 
the ministry issued Regulation 
of Minister of Environment and 

Forestry No. P.39/MENLHK/
SETJEN/KUM.1/6/2017 on Perum 
Perhutani’s Work Area for Java. 

Social forestry especially in Java 
aims to address legal issues faced 
by plantation smallholders who 
have worked for years in state 
land and forest assets that are no 
longer productive, in function or 
benefit, for forest-surrounding 
communities, especially for forest 
areas with <10% land cover for 
the last five years.

This asset and access approach 
through Social Forestry aims 
to push for community-based 
economic development for 
communities around forests as an 
effort to restore forest cover and 
resolve tenurial conflicts. 

Social forestry scheme in East 
Java is as follows:

1.	 Village Forest (Hutan Desa 

– HD) with tenure through 
Village Forest Management 
Rights (Hak Pengelolaan Hutan 
Desa – HPHD). 

2.	 Community Forest 

(Hutan Kemasyarakatan 

– HKm), through issuance 
of Community Forestry 
Utilization Permit (Izin 

Usaha Pemanfaatan Hutan 

Kemasyarakatan – IUP-HKm).

3.	 Community Plantation Forest 
(Hutan Tanaman Rakyat – 

HTR), through issuance of 
Timber Utilization Permit for 
Community Plantation Forest 
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(Izin Usaha Pemanfaatan Hasil 

Hutan Kayu – Hutan Tanaman 
Rakyat – IUPHHK-HTR).

4.	 Customary Forest (Hutan Adat 

– HA), with tenure through 
establishment of customary 
forest

5.	 Forestry Partnership 

(Kemitraan Kehutanan – KK), 
recognized through Forestry 
Partnership Recognition and 
Protection (KULIN KK)

6.	 Social Forestry Utilization 
Permit (Izin Pemanfaatan 

Hutan Perhutanan Sosial 

– IPHPS) in Java Island with 
<10% land cover requirement

From the aforementioned 
schemes, Social Forestry objects 
in East Java are located in State 
forests managed by State-owned 
Forestry Enterprise (Perum 
Perhutani). Therefore, the 
schemes likely to be proposed to 
the Minister of Environment and 
Forestry are Forestry Partnership, 
Social Forestry Utilization Permit, 
Village Forest and Community 
Forest in protected forests.

Regulations for Social Forestry 
Implementation in East Java
To facilitate and oversee Social 
Forestry implementation, a 
Working Group for Social Forestry 
Acceleration was formed in 
reference to Regulation of 
Director General of Social Forestry 
and Environmental Forestry No. 
P.14/PSKL/SET/PSL.0/ 11/2016 
on Facilitation, Establishment 
and Work Procedure of Working 
Group for Social Forestry 
Acceleration. Focal points for the 
working group were determined 
for each province with the most 

recently updated annex for 
Decree of Director General of 
Social Forestry and Environmental 
Forestry No. SK.23/PSKL/SET/
KUM.1/9/2017.

East Java Province government 
responded to this Social Forestry 
regulation by forming a Working 
Group for Social Forestry 
Acceleration aiming to ensure 
that this government regulation 
is implemented all the way to 

the site level. This working group 
was formed based on Decision of 
East Java Governor No. 188/186/
KPTS/013/2018.

To accelerate implementation 
in each District, the East Java 
Province Estate Agency formed 
Regional Working Groups 
through Decision of Head 
of East Java Province Estate 
Agency No. 123/5/KPTS/
Dishut/2018. Issuance of this 
Decision ended the long wait 
for the establishment of a 
multistakeholder transitional 
agency that can accommodate all 
parties in facilitating community’s 
access to manage and utilize 
forest areas and improve their 
welfare.

There are currently eight tasks 
for the East Java working group: 

(1) coordinate with agencies to 
develop planning strategies; (2) 
build and develop networks and 
coordinate with National Social 
Forestry Forum; (3) disseminate 
information on Social Forestry 
program to relevant communities 
and stakeholders; (4) carry out 
field monitoring and review 
the Social Forestry Indicative 
Area Map (Peta Indikatif Areal 
Perhutanan Sosial – PIAPS); (5) 

help facilitate local community’s 
submission applications; (6) carry 
out technical and administrative 
verifications for community’s 
applications; (7) carry out control 
and evaluation in compliance to 
the law; and (8) carry out capacity 
and organizational strengthening 
and business development in line 
with applicable regulations. 

Social Forestry Program 
Implementation in East Java
From the Social Forestry schemes 
available for East Java in which 
the forest object is located in 
Perum Perhutani’s area, the 
schemes likely to propose to the 
Minister of Environment and 
Forestry are Forestry Partnership, 
Social Forestry Utilization Permit, 
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Progress of Social Forestry implementation in East Java as per 2017 to March 2018

No Scheme Groups Area (Ha) Smallhold-
ers

Remarks

1 Forestry 
Partner-
ships

10 groups 5,552.49 3,399 
households

2 Social 
Forestry 
Utilization 
Permit

23 groups 9,570.00            8,552 
households

3 Village 
Forest

2 groups 234 - In process

4 Community 
Forest

1 group 32 - In process

Licenses issued 15,122.49 11,951

**Analyzed from numerous sources and data from East Java Province Forestry 
Agency

The President of the Republic of Indonesia issue Decree on Social Forestry in Tuban to Farmers

Village Forest and Community 
Forest in protected forests. Social 
Forestry implementation in 
East Java as of March 2018 has 
reached 15,122.49 hectares as 
follows:

Based on a Social Forestry 
acceleration consolidation 
meeting in Jakarta on April 2018 
attended by Social Forestry 
practitioners, East Java Province 
Government, Perum Perhutani, 
and East Java Forestry Agency, 
social forestry implementation 

target in the province is 66,000 
hectares.

According to this information, 
Social Forestry implementation 
in East Java is still lacking. A 
number of efforts are needed 

increasing central and local 
budget efÏciency (10-20%) 
annually

2.	 Synergize other economic 
programs along with 
community economic 
empowerment of those 
obtaining Social Forestry 
scheme to reduce local 
poverty and attain economic 
equity

3.	 Promote Social Forestry 
program to villages and 
maximize funding through 
National Budget, Local Budget 
and Village Budget programs. 

4.	 Optimize Village Fund 
Allocation (Alokasi Dana Desa 
– ADD) and Village Fund (Dana 

Desa – DD) to fund relevant 
programs (license application, 
facilitation for monitoring 
agencies, operational for 
Reforestation Fund/DR 
management agencies)

5.	 Optimize unused Reforestation 
Fund (Dana Reboisasi – DR) 
that districts receive to 
accelerate and fund Social 
Forestry in districts

to accelerate Social Forestry 
implementation to reach the 
desired target. The following 
are recommendations for the 
government to maximize this 
program:

1.	 Increase budget allocation to 
accelerate Social Forestry by 

© PSKL KLHK
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Asimetris: A Film Review
By: Linda Rosalina (Forest Watch Indonesia)

Joseph Eugene Stiglitz, a senior 
American economist, stated 
that asymmetric information 
is the greatest factor behind 
market failures and is dangerous 
for globalization. Information 
asymmetry occurs when one 
party in a transaction has more or 
better information than the other. 
Stiglitz stated that not everyone 
has perfect information, most of 
the public has far less information 
than the other party. In result, 

the advantage goes to the party 
having information as opposed 
to the party having minimum 
information. Stiglitz’s idea is an 
important input for policy makers 
so that everyone should get a 
piece of the development “cake” 
and eat it too. 

The movie ‘Asimetris’ produced 
by WatchDoc (2018) discusses 
three points related to 
information asymmetry. The first 
is Development Promises, where 

palm oil is said to be able to bring 
prosperity to the public. In reality, 
vast lands are needed for oil palm 
plantation expansion in Indonesia 
which are often obtained by 
grabbing community land. In 
result, structural agrarian conflict 
continues to escalate in oil palm 
plantations, even leading to the 
loss of communities’ economic 
independence. What’s left is 
structural poverty passed on 
through generations.

© jendelapost.com
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The second is Economic Justice of 
palm oil as a national commodity. 
In reality, only a handful of elites 
control oil palm plantations to 
reap most of the profits. As of 
2017, 5.1 million hectares out of 
the total 12.27 million hectares oil 
palm plantation area is controlled 
by 25 palm oil companies. 

The third point is Alternative 
Energy and palm oil’s uses as 
food oil, chemical oil and biofuel. 
In reality, land clearing and land 
preparation for oil palm have 
largely used fires. In the last 10 
years in 2006-2016, the greatest 
number of hotspots are located 
in oil palm plantations (FWI, 
2016). According to Ministry 
of Environment and Forestry, 
1.6 million hectares forest was 
burned between June to October 
2015, or an area four times the 
size of Bali. In that period, forest 
fires caused losses of IDR 221 
trillion or 1.9 times GDP or twice 
as much as the 2014 Aceh post-
tsunami reconstruction. These 
losses do not include health 
problems for the 500,000 people 
suffering from Upper Respiratory 
Tract Infection (URI) or the 19 
lives lost with a total health cost 
of IDR 2.1 trillion. Other effects of 
palm oil expansion are losses of 
local crop productivity and local 
knowledge. Such is the case of 
the Mahuze clan of the Malind 
Deq tribe in Merauke who are 
resisting palm oil protect their 
sago plants.

Although in practice these 
companies operate legally with 
business licenses and sustainable 
management certificates, 
etc., all these stop at the legal 
administrative level. For example, 
one oil palm company from a 
sustainability certified company 
– including RSPO, ISPO and ISCC 
certified – is in practice still 

causing deforestation, operating 
in overlap with other concession, 
and destroying high conservation 
value forest (FWI, 2017).

Where is the Government’s 

position?

The government is still acting 
moderately and viewing palm oil 
as an economic asset. Their only 
solution to offer is replanting. 
There have been other measures 
to protect natural resources by 
issuing moratorium policies, 
forming Peat Restoration 
Agency, as well as Land Object 
for Agrarian Reform and Social 
Forestry. But to date these 
measures are not enough to 
protect natural resources and 
have yet to touch upon land 
inequality.

Such conditions make it more 
difÏcult to accept palm oil, which 
has been painted as a national 
commodity. Palm oil causes 
deforestation, it plays a role in 
land and forest fires and is an 
actor behind agrarian conflicts. 
The issue is not in palm oil as a 
commodity, but its unsustainable 
and unjust management 
practices. 

The main message of this film 
is not only to share a portrait of 
current and valid issues in palm 
oil management. But instead it 
aims to provide an alternative 
for community’s economic 
independence. Such as the 
success story of the community 
in Ketapang, West Kalimantan 
with their local wisdom in 
rice cultivation, a practice not 
commonly found in other areas.

A reflection

As for the documentary, there 
must be caution in offering 
an alternative in independent 
smallholding. Many large oil 
palm plantation companies 
take advantage of independent 
smallholders to blur the lines 
of bad management practices. 
Secondly, from the beginning 
the movie explained its stand 
that haze from forest fires are 
not due to human error, but 
from forest and land clearing 
by palm oil companies. The 
resource persons’ subjectivity 
in the film clearly leans toward 
the communities instead of 
corporate or government. And 
third, the film closes with a 
strong thesis as to why palm oil 
productivity increases and land 
expansion continues, and the 
answer is global market interests. 
And finally, as a reflection for 
us all, are we willing to gamble 

our natural resources and 
inheritance for our grandchildren 
only to serve global market 

demands?
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