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Chaptey 7

OilPalm in the Northeagg. 1.
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Why do we buy landg For qur children

If we can get.
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than having a government job. On the other hand, the “Utiong

e of a few, mostly academics, activists, and Some

s::;cg er farmers, reflects growing concerns about the lon
é;ologfcal implications of monoculture. Nongkynrih (2008
posits that the shift towards cash Crops and market.-
agriculture has gradually dissolved communal
The neoliberal emphasis on individual econo
by markets that are structured to be in t
policies, poses a force that can ajm to replac
approaches to land and Crop management.

both economic and cultural, as it cha]]
about farming,

Of the
g-tern
» P 68)
OI'lented
ownership Structureg
mic gain, encourageq
une with governmey,
e the existing collectiye
This transformation g
enges deeply ingrained ideas
traditional agricultural practices, hum
and ultimately, notions about food systems and commu

In the case of oil palm cultivation, a 5-year pre-fruiting period
and the permanent nature of the cultivation (oil palm tree has a
lifespan of 25-30 years) create a strong incentive for farmers to
secure individual rights over the land they cultivate. As land
becomes scarce and more expensive with the rapid surge of
development activities, there is an increased pressure to define
and enforce individual property rights, especially for farmers who
still cultivate and live directly off the land. As these processes
unfold, they ultimately and inevitably transform land ownership
patterns and reshape social relations and community structures,

potentially leading to increased inequality and conflicts over
resources.

an ecology,
nity identity,

However, individualisation and gaining monopoly over land
use and control do not necessarily occur only through a formal
privatisation process. In many contexts, particularly in areas with

strong customary land systems, individualisation can manifest 1n

subtle and gradual ways that do not involve legal Ownership transfer
but result in de facto individual control over land I'esources. One

ON pathway to individualisation with '
T afruct rights. The lgng-
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()7
ited from the fieldwork conducted in Mizoram, (;
C .

inlrodu‘:a_i asd lﬂagship programme of the New Land Use Policy

(NLUP), 1 which Farmqs are encouraged to grow commercig)

pluﬂl“‘i(’“s as f'eclt.leld agrlcult'urc. Under settled cultivation, land is
allotted on an individual basis, usually to the male considered the
‘head of the family’. During an interview, an ol palm cultivator
from Kolasib, Mizoram, said, “I planted oil palm on government-
allocated land under NLUP, and it was kept in my name”. In such
cases, the individual control established through such usufruct
arrangements 1s frequently consolidated by a parallel decline in
communal governance systems. Ostrom (1990, p. 30) describes
how this development of “usufruct rights” can become entrenched
and even inheritable, leading to individualisation within the
communal system. Another mechanism is the gradual erosion of
communal management practices. Agrawal & Gibson (1999, p.
633) also note how changes in economic systems, migration
patterns, or government policies can weaken traditional institutions
that govern communal resources. When these institutions lose
effectiveness, individual households may begin to make autonomous
decisions about land use, effectively individualising control even if
formal ownership remains communal.

I paim was

Attachments and Alienations

In the oil palm frontiers of NEI, cultivation 1s conducteq at
various scales and on different land tenure arrangements to which
farmers are attached to their land. Three common forms of ten‘ure
arrangement are seen: a) Compact plantations on community-
allocated land on customary tenure arrangements; b) Indmdua.l
Plantations on inherited or bought land on customary arrangement?,
©) Individual plantations on inherited or bought Jand Wlth g":’:;ﬂf;eis
authorized tenyres, Although ‘govermnent—a.uth(.)miz T
Mostly ‘patta’, authorisation by the village authority
e cases. - L Mizoram, says,

Lalliana, a 70-year-old farmer 1 Ko{tisi:;x for my three
Tdo not haye much, but I have this (land)
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children. T have divided it into equal plots fo';-l eachl of th:’,]:n. %at
they use it for is their choice, but. at least I will not etave m with
nothing.” From this perspective, land represen 5@ complex
interweaving of personal, familial, and cultural identities. It ser\fes
as a tangible link between generations, a legacy of the past, security
for the present, and a promise for t}.le future'. However, thig
attachment is often tested by separation, particularly through
evolving economic systems. The different modes of lang
attachment and tenure arrangements create complex power
dynamics among farmers. While it is true that customary laws in
tribal areas are recognized under constitutional provisions, creating
a de jure formalized system, this recognition often lacks the de
facto security of a formal land title like a patta. Those with such
formal documentation are more incentivized to invest in long-term
crops like oil palm due to the unambiguous, legally defensible, and
market-ready nature of their ownership. This documentation is
the key that unlocks better access to credit, government schemes,
and market opportunities.
In contrast, those relying on customary or usufruct rights often
face a “recognition gap,” where their rights are acknowledged
within the community, but frequently remain invisible or too
ambiguous for banks and certain state mechanisms. This disparity
in the practical power of different land rights leads to a situation
where farmers with formal titles can dominate, control, and
potentially expand their holdings. They become better positioned
to adopt new technologies and intensify production. Consequently,
this power imbalance, rooted not in a lack of legal recognition but
in a lack of fungible security, can gradually alienate or separate
farmers with ‘informal’ customary rights from thej, lands.
Alienation or exclusion of farmers from thejr |,
necessarily be outright dispossession. It can algq oceur through
loss of deci.sion-mfikin.g AULONOMYIOVEroropichoicesfayq farming
practices, increasing influence of market forceg and Corporate
interests, increasing‘depénc!ence on exter:nal inputs, Biketen
shifting power dynamics within the community. Regarding il

nd may not
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cultivation here, the situation exhibits differences from that of
goutheast Asia, where corporate entities and plantation estates
dominate the expansion (Li & Semedi, 2019). In the Northeast,
the push for o1l palm has been and continues to be primarily driven
by smallholder plantations rather than large-scale corporate ones.

Due to this smallholder-centric approach, outright dispossession

of farmers from their land by large companies, a phenomenon
often observed in Southeast Asia, is not yet occurring here. This
does not mean that the expansion of oil palm cultivation is without

its complexities and issues. Among the smallholders, different forms

of alienation or exclusion are taking place, shaped by varying levels
of social and economic capital. This

leads to a process of gradual
land consolidation or resource concentration, where more affluent
or well-connected smallholders can expand their operations,
potentially at the expense of their

| less advantaged nej ghbours.
Additionally, while large-scale acquisition docs not occur, companies

are engaged in contract farming arrangements with smallholders.
This creates a space for the companies to influence and control
decision-making processes as the smallholders lose autonomy over
their land, leading to various forms of land alienation.

Out-grower Models

Hall and Li (2011, p. 11) talk about Southeast Asia, where
land is needed for plantations but not labour because of the

availability of cheap migrant labour. This scenario makes it certain
to physically expel the people from the land. However, in the case
of NEI, where not only land but labour too is needed and readily
available, the prevailing structure is one where pegplf: retain nomi.nal
ownership of their land but are incorporatt‘»d' into the plantation
industry. This model aligns with the observations o.f Cotula et al.
(2009, p. 69) and others, who note how contr'afct famung/out-lgr‘o?ver
model is often used as an altematina to direct land ;lCC[U,lSltIOI‘l,
serving as an “inclusive” model that involves small::o c:ers. Hertla,
the widespread availability of smalfholder labour ma es large-scale

: - ecessary for companies. Instead,
expulsion neither practical nor
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the complex power dynamics created by land tenure, as previ
discussed, become the entry point. Farmers with formal Jang
are directly incentivized to convert their plots to oil palm, see
as a secure investment. However, the structure of contract far
also exerts a powerful, indirect influence on those with custo
rights. By offering resources, market access, and a perceive
to economic integration, these contracts persuade farmers
agreements and commit their land to oil palm. Consequently,
of facing forcible acquisition, many farmers are gradually
incorporated into a corporate-controlled production system. They
may technically retain their land, but they cede control over jt
use, effectively subjecting it to incorporation rather than expulsion.
Through this model, companies secure a reliable supply by
providing farmers with essential inputs from saplings, equipment,
and fertilizers, to technical guidance, in exchange for a long-term
commitment. Farmers are required to sign contracts, often spanning
30 years, dedicating a specified portion of their land exclusively to
oil palm. This arrangement binds them to cultivate the crop
according to corporate specifications and to sell the harvest back
to the company at a predetermined price. In effect, while the farmer
retains the deed to the land, they cede operational control over it
for a generation. While some argue that such arrangements do
not involve direct acquisition of land and support family farming
benefiting them economically (Cotula, e al., 2009, p. 7), other
studies (Little & Watts, 1994; Hall, Hirsch & Li, 2011) claim that
contract farming exploits small farmers because of the unequal
bargaining power between the farmer and large agribusiness firms.
They contend that the out-grower scheme enables the oil palm
companies to acquire land that would not otherwise be available
for their plantation, as local farmers are induced into growing oil
palm ‘voluntarily’. In these contract fanjning arrangements, while
the farmers, who are usually men, retain the right of ownership
over land, the family (wife and children) and the community Jose
the right to use the piece .Of lan'd once a Ct?ntract is .entered into
with the companies, thus disrupting, displacing, and dispossessing

DUS]y
til]eS
ing It
rmng
mary
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Lo sign
instead
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o

_ in the community. On top of it, the farmers, especiall
jivelih (iholders who shift outright to oil palm, are at the
e Sma

i panies 35 they depend entirely on them for the
Z c:1a keting of their produce.
an

mercy of
processing

andyleases = : .

The introduction of commercial plantations such
Jlso represents a contested terrain where neoliberal
paradigms intersect with constitutionally protected in
tenure systems. This agrarian transformation inyoly
of usufructuary rights over individual land to co
entities for monoculture cash Crop production,

reconfiguring traditional resource governance mechanisms and

socio-ecological relations. An example of land leasing in the context
of oil palm plantation can be cited from the field,

“This land had remained unused for the past few decades,
Together with some of the forest patches, our NGO acquired the

land on lease after signing an agreement with the Mojadar (revenue
collector) and the Panchayat for 30 years to plant oil palm,” said
the president of a farmers’ collective in Dudhnoi, Assam. The
land in question was an area of 23 hectares adjacent to a reserve
forest where elephants also lived. While the land officially belongs
o the village and falls under the jurisdiction of the Panchayat, the
NGO, whose leaders are also members of the same Panchayat,
acquired it through a lease agreement that directs a percentage of
the income to the village authority. The president continued, “It
was a land laid waste, and we did not occupy any villagerjs share
of land.” Without officially transferring OWnerShil‘;’: thus llea;i
arrangement effectively transforms the comunal lwa:lt:; ahl:]es
Into a privatized commercial asset. This eﬁe‘fﬂ: ele);:) R i
between community governance andp nv?tetliﬁ:sr for the village.
questions about the long-term social implica hen individuals give
Another case of land ledéing Dccuri:ruction of processing
their land to private companies for the;ioto companies possessing
units and nurseries. This practice has |

as oil palm
development
digenous land
es the transfer
rporate or state
fundamentally
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private land i which the owning individuals have Jogt
their land. In Mizoram, for example, the two operat
companies, Patanjali and Godrej, have used individuga
nursery and processing units. Patanjali, oper

Mizoram, signed an agreement with

contro] ¢,
mng o

l 1§nd }r‘(?ratllin
‘ ;s ¢
ating in south
ha landowner to set up an oj]
palm nursery. The company’s regional manager confirmeq thy
they have officially signed a contract to use farmland Owned by
residents at a cost of Rupees 125,000 per hectare per year over
four-hectare stretch of land. Similarly, Godrej, operating in the
western part of Mizoram, has acquired individual land for setting
up nurseries and a processing unit. The lessees, in this case, the
companies, have set up their factories, which require many
resources such as electricity and water, among others, which they
source from the local area. This leads to increased pressure on
local resources, as companies prioritise their own needs, potentially
straining existing infrastructure and ecosystems. The effects of
the land lease system can vary widely depending on factors such
as local regulations, market dynamics, and social context. While
land leasing can offer benefits such as access to land and economic
opportunities to a few individuals, the impacts or costs have to be
borne by many.

Ripun Bora, a young high school teacher in his mid-twenties
from Borigaon, Assam, recounts a village meeting called to discuss
a request from farming NGOs to lease approximately 30 hectares
of village land, including a small forest patch, for oil palm cultivation.
Despite some opposition from the villagers, the authorities had
seemingly already decided to proceed with the lease. Ripun
suggests that the 50-50 profit-sharing offer may have influenced
the leaders’ decision. The authorities justified their choice, stating
that the land had been unused for a decade and that jt was better
for them to get some income for the community 'fhl‘ough it. Such
scenarios are playing out across the region. While Proponents ap
that such leases bring economitdevelopment to underutiljse

critics worry about the long-term consequences fq
ecosystems, traditional livelihoods, and community accesg

ern

gue
d areas,
T local
to lang,
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their lang:
1 arming, thereby
H,""t.};]; ap food security for an apparently more idey| cash-based
Elt‘lngw In the long term, the conversion of
::;:L.u[mrul land into a single-purpose agricultur
reates what is known as “l:l{\tl locking.” The Jand becomes
permanently altered, degrading is ccological value and making
return to diverse agriculture nearly impossible, (hug se
critical generational asset, This

multi-funcy 1onal

al production sjfe

vering g
process effectively proletarianizes
the former landowner, transitioning them from an independent

cultivator to a member of g dependent wage labor force (Li, 2017

p. 287).

The affected individuals adapt to these changes within a
severely constrained set of options. While some may [ind income
onthe very plantation model, this integration into the cash cconomy
is often precarious and diminishes their resilience (o cconomic
shocks. This is a shift from a “right to own” 10 a “right to be
compensated,” fundamentally reconfiguring social relations and
power dynamics. leaving individuals more vulnerable to market
fluctuations (Levien. 201 3, p. 353).

Indirect Controls . NGO
“ . . @ ic 2 me " the farmers J.
One of our neighbours is a member of the farn iy
i 1 ur compo )
As he knew that we had some empty land in o dzi) i
. s Ve us aroun S -
Persuaded us to plant oil palm there. He gave us i1l be sold
' teed that all our harvest will be :
for free in 2019. He guarante ” said Bikash, from
and there will be no problem with the market, 28 ; .[n this case
Deulguri, Assam. His father had planted the Sﬂljhrf:uh willh the
L] - . - i 1 in assocCl:
well-connected big farmers, workpg aisis saplings: They high
Companies, get large numbers ofSOII SP(;) to villagers with unused
u Sl o antities (5 to
¢ stribytethia Ip small ql-hflill big farmers make verbal agreements
- . . vards. The
plots of land in their yards.
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STucnEes. makng 1 dithcul for smalTholders to break our of eveles
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a‘v;ii?;:q paim culivation i NEI reveals underhving
mn.. Dracooss, Cﬂi&m’ disoourse thar offen caregorise
or “promnve” mmmﬂh‘uh_ri\ yhum ¢ lli‘i}\‘;m‘)n as “hackward’
meficient * (New ﬁmr\ destrucnive.” and “aconomicalhy
&':_::r;g inls = aﬁﬁjﬂj‘ Pohev Manual, 2009, p. 3). Such
Tactices as as obstacles E: thf! posinons waditional farming
m“”im!mmm progress rather than as evolved
framed de ons. Therefore, the Central Governmen!
targess u miri\'a;.:bch such a3 NMFO-OP. The policy mainh
ke ofl pabm i e rﬁ\m\- adveruses the culthvanon of cash crops
=00 as aconomcally mare profitable and



 mentally more sgstai-nabie. The government’s rationale for
envirol - oil palm cultivation as an alternative tg jhum farmine
proﬂ_lges gﬁdence for this claim. This motivation is clearly Outline;
‘rtt?t‘]: opening paragraph of the oil palm cultivation Section on the
ﬁizor ,m Agriculture Departmeflt 'S Oﬁ-ICiE?.l webs.'ite, which Writes,
«Rapid increase of lalnt.i c.legradatlgn due to jhumming, deforestation,
o(c., threatening a crisis in ecological balance and affecting farming
communities, urges the need to develop inter-alia policy to
encourage Oil Palm cultivation in Mizoram.”

Farmers are extensively encouraged to shift from jhum to oj]
palm by presenting oil palm as an alternative livelihood The state
provided training, saplings, and a buy-back guarantee o persuade
the farmers. A farmer’s narrative from Kolasib, Mizoram, can be
cited on how the government persuaded the farmer to shift to an
oil palm plantation.

I started my oil palm plantation in 2015 by registering my
name at the Department of Agriculture, Kolasib. The department
gaveus the saplings and provided us with the necessary equipment,
such as a water pipe and the construction of a water tank. [ also
received a subsidy for planting oil palms. We (farmers) were also
given training on how to plant and take care of the plantation in the

mnitial phase of the plantation.

-Sapdanga, Kolasib, Mizoram

The government was very supportive initially, and it was also
exciting for-us. The government provided us with free saplings
and necessary equipment as well. During the gestation Peﬂ:‘)d’ we
get various seeds to be intercropped. Since the companies are
already there to buy the FFBs, we do not have to worry about the

market. That is why I have shifted to oil palm plantatiqn. .
_Thangliana, Lunglei, Mizoram

\ : ach,

We can see how the government's p ,:oactwc aiﬂgz?lring
Offer]_ng free saplings, equ1pment, aﬂd Seeqs for m’farc; Ol;ll:d e
the gestation period, created an éﬁracm;ea f::dyfnarket through
anincentive. This support and assuranclf: ing FFBs motivated the
eXisting companies committed to pure S
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ion to oil palm plantations. The comprehenjy,

assistance programme of the Department of Agriculture, whig,
included financial aid and infrastructure support like water tap
construction, Was designed to sustain farmers through the critica]

first four to five years until the crop began bea.ring fruit.

A staff member of the Department of Agriculture, Mizoram,
said, “In Mizoram, we should be mor¢ concerned about jhum
cultivation, in which portion of land is burnt every year to grow
crops. Jhum cultivation is more detrimental to the environment
than oil palm plantation”. Inan ‘nterview, a company representative
in Kolasib remarked, “Oil palm is just another tree the farmers
plant. It not only produces oxygen, but also gives economic stability
to the farmer.” A similar statement was made by an agriculture
officer in Nagaland, who showed us clips of burning jhum land in
his home village.

Such a rationalisation proffered by state officials conveys a
political and institutional prioritisation of oil palm cultivation,
seemingly at the expense of environmental integrity. Empirical data
from field narratives, encompassing perspectives from farmers,
state officials, and corporate entities, indicate a prevalent attitude
that, marginalises ecological concerns in favour of economic gains
qerl,ve‘_i from oil palm production. This scenario presents an
?mgmr_lg paradox that warrants further examination: the apparent
B e
inherent conservationist eth i Oﬁ.-h?ld SsSUInpHeT o.f. 4
raising critical question 0s among indigenous commumnitics,
traditional stions about the complex interplay betweer

. ecological knowledge, economi res, and
Pr&scrvx&eﬁlloq of the environment. i c pressures,

e i
areas, they t}:u;?:gésfa;zfiztatcd that while in jhum culti\fati on
porcupines, and other fauna iars,.m(mkeys, wild boars, squfe’z
'y_wildboars, squirrels, j » In oil palm cultivation, they foun
that the »Jungle fowl, and porcupines. They added

hat the diversity of species i
R e L
und in jhum areas do not eat the oil pal’

farmers to trans
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palm is relatively new crop i NEL in which the policy

e o : .
seed. (es its cultivation has been implemented lor nearly two

lh'" ]“.“"“‘ ALUIRY 0 I TR L . 1 . Y
‘ les in Mizoram and not even a decade in the remaining st
cdes ' |
du\ machal Pradesh, Assam, and Nagaland. But,
AUl

ales

many rely on
:Tllwmicul inputs, necessitating lhtf use ()I"::lllmlalllltall amounts of
fertilisers and pesticides, and this chemical-intensive

approach
verely compromuses the health and sustaimability of
S0

soil and water.

Water Alienation

Oil palm needs 250-300 litres of water per day, and the regions
chosen for it m NEI depend on the monsoons, which last four or
five months in a year, with some additional showers for few
more days. Outside the rainy season, farmers mostly just depend
on the groundwater, potentially redirecting much of it to their
As another farmer from Assam said, *
close to the oil palm plantation. Even

nut has not grown. 1 believe that

palm, as it consumes most of the water and degrades soil fertility,”
Similarly, a farmer in Mizoram said that oil palms depleted the
fertility of the soil because they require an excessive amount of
water. He added, “We planted about 600 saplings. Due to its large
crown spread, oil palm requires a lot of space and has to be planted
30 feet apart. We had a great deal of trouble with water.

Prioritising single crops and excessive use of chemical inputs
pose a significant threat to water resources. Oil palm cultivation is
Waler-intensive and requires a lot of groundwater; thus, it can
make the plantation area vulnerable to water scarcity. The exccs_sivc
Water requirement by oil palm not only hampers other pli’ll]t&tl(fll’ls
but also is at the cost of depriving humans of basic needs like
Water. Narratives from the field attributed the drying up of wells
0 the alleged high water use by oil palms. Seme pesponcents
Mention the alteration of water quality. They claimed that its quality
had declined significantly over the pagigdecades and des'crlbcd :ll:z
change in its colour from “clean” to “muddy”. Whatever -

T : ; il palm is that it is not only water

Situation, an important fact about oil p

farms,
I have planted areca nuts

after three years, the areca
this happened because of ojl
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\sive but also requires irrigation throughout the yey,

However, with apprehension. of water scarcity loomiy

heir future, Some farmers have installed water tankg t %
ations. In an interview, one of the farmers in Dygp,
overnment kKnows that water is the main g

inter

plant Ol Saiq

“Maybe the g . Olrce
oil palms for a good harvest. That is why they provideq faci]itizsf

such as water tanks and the irrigation system.” In addition,_ , female
farmer 1n Kolasib, Mizoram said, “We constructed a wate tank
just in case water dries up in the dry season. The cost of yy,,
tank construction 18 provided by the government”. Outside ¢,
monsoon season, the plantations rely on such tanks, potentia]

depriving other agricultural activities and households of essentiy]
irrigation and drinking water. Consequently, in the long term, the
expansion of oil palm cultivation can significantly disrupt the region’s

water system.

Flawed Policies

Commercial cash crops that are transforming agricultural
systems and modes of production in rural spaces all over the world,
including in NEI, are deeply rooted in what some analysts call the
capitalist mode of production and accumulation. Therefore, for
such industries to thrive, there needs to be a demand high enough
to attract corporate investments and a readily available labour force
to sustain production. Enabling this is the government witha political
agenda, prioritising policies that secure maximum profit. NMEO-
OP was introduced with the intention of reducing the country’
dependence on the import of edible oil, and also to generat®
employment for the small and women farmers. The policy allocate

33 percent and 30 percent of funds, respectively, for small and

women farmers, H ; e
that owever, a deeper analysis of the policy indicate

This :Iah:]?r? tu?-: :;ztﬂawed con_ceptualisation of develloplﬂ;f:;
reinforces existir; i ed? f'lynan?]c within rural communitics ia
and economic disg an?quahtles_ while generating new forms ofs‘OCa
and women fa P I:lty. Despl.te its stated aims of benefitin& s
rmers, the policy’s implementation has pnm‘df'y
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in th
{‘)ll P;lhfl

of better-resourced farmers who can afford

_iaterests : ; :
oved t1° m;z““ents and weather the long gestation period of oil
[hc imnl . :

. at101l. . :
[,ﬂhnullt}:f certification like the Roundtable on Sustainable Palm
while

RSPO) i intended to help promote responsible _practif:es, some
I ursue this certification solely for the incentives thus
‘“m?trsmi malpractices on the ground. Moreover, the current RSPO
C.Ontzgi:o:k for Assessing Social Impacts fundamentally fails to
ﬂ:e\e its stated purpose. Rather .than serv-ing as a genuine tool
or assessing and managing social impacts, it has been reduced to
, technocratic, document-focused exercise that primarily functions
o legitimize oil palm expansion. The process heavily favours
officiency and cost-effectiveness over meaningful participation,
reflecting broader trends in neoliberal environmental governance
that tend to depoliticise complex social issues. Small farmers, despite
bearing the cost of production, often become increasingly
dependent on corporate buyers and government policies, while
simultaneously having to deal with new tensions within their
communities as economic disparities grow and traditional social
bonds weaken. Political motives, competition, and a lack of
understanding of the industry at the grassroots level, combined
with the growing demand for palm oil, often lead to insufficient
attention being paid to deforestation and the misuse of land and
resources. While improved farming technologies, as promoted by
the state and companies, may increase productivity and yield, this
may paradoxically lead to more deforestation if clearer legal
frameworks that protect forests are not in place.

Oil(

Conclusion
While oil palm
potential for rapid expa

is still a relatively recent introduction, its
nsion represents not just a continuation but
potentially an acceleration of t.he frogder tre.nd of commer.cial
plantation agriculture in the region: 8 his ongoing gnd potiantlally
] e ino shift 1S catalyzing more comprehensive social and
mte?rziﬁz&tal transformation. This chapter dealt with the different
env
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ways in which land 15 being affected by the introductjey, of o)
palmin the Northeast. Through mechanisms like long-term USUfrie

t farming arrangements, traditional COMMypy)

rights and contrac . _
g tems are being eroded, leading to intip,,.

Jand management SyS

exclusions. N |
The government’s role as facilitator of this transformaticy,

while avoiding direct responsibility, represents a classic case of
eoliberal agricultural policy where risks are privatized while
benefits are concentrated among corporate entities and larger
landholders. Poor farmers, lacking capital reserves and alternative
income sources, become trapped in a cycle of dependency. The
environmental costs are equally concerning. Water scarcity, soil
degradation, and loss of biodiversity become externalized costs
that neither corporations nor the government are required to
address. The rhetoric of farmer empowerment masks the reality
of increasing precarity and environmental degradation, a situation
that is entirely human-driven, stemming from the desire to maximize
profit and control. This structure ultimately strays from its stated
developmental goals while actively contributing to the further
marginalization of those it claims to help, which flags the crucial
need to reconsider this industry approach at every level.
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