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Abstract - The study aims to analyze the extent cfpatial territorial claims committed by indigenouspeoples and migrants as one of the
family's livelihood strategies. The paradigm used isonstructivism, with a single case study method #t focuses on territorial claims by
indigenous peoples and migrants as one of the fawyid livelihood strategies. The results show that theerritorial claims of field
constructed by the indigenous peoples of Buru Islahare more dominant in the physical territorial claims of field. Because for them the
natural resources of gold mining is anUlayat Right that needs to be maintained as an identity. As fothe community of immigrant
claims territorial field that is built more non-phy sical or discourse/issue that the mining area is ep access area. Economically, the
results of these territorial claims are more beneéial to migrant communities than indigenous peopledecause they have networks,

venture capital and skills.
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|. INTRODUCTION

Research on the claims of territorial field as pégity
has been studied mainly on the claim: cultural g and
the preservation of the environment of indigenoesptes,
the rights of indigenous land, local
determination, identity, the places they inhabihd athe
continuity of history. The essence of their claitbdand and
territory in the context of conceptualization peutar in
relation to the different nature with the moderwissnment
(see, [1]; [2]; [3]; [4]; [S]; [6]; [7]; [8]. [9]; [10]; [11]; [12];
[13]; [14]; and [15]).

Even [16], said the conflict in the mining areacasated
ranges six issues, namely: (a) the ownership ofahd; (b)
compensation 'unfair’; (c) the distribution of nestes is not
fair; (d) environmental degradation; (e) an indmat of
poverty; and (f) human rights violations. Even [133id that
if the right of ownership is controlled by a groap rights,
then access is controlled by a group of power. Mmyeer
plays than in making benefit claims on a reseurd group
of people may not have any rights under appléectw, but

resources, f- sel

the power attached to it allows it to access tiseuece, even
made a claim of ownership or determine the strectoir
control over these resources. Furthermore it id Haat the
right to appear as a claim that is legitimized tsetof social
recognition that manifests itself as a law, custorasd
conventions, a set of social recognition is a cosse that the
starting point of the practices of hegemony by nseah
repressive and coercive [18] and subjugation-swdijog
subtly [19].

Since the first, the indigenous people of Buru ridla
(Bupolo) divide the field/territory of Buru islandn three
parts namely; (1) protected area because of itsevalf
sacred. These areas include Mount Date, Lake Rama,
sacred sites in primary forest,
encompassing settlements, gardens, hunting or rjaghe
forests, eucalyptus forests and fishing grounds] &B)
unoperable areas, the former gardatong) and grassland
(cylindrical imperata).

In addition, the Bupolo people live separately iaugps in
a settlement calleHlumalolin Onehumalolinconsists of 3-5
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homes following a sago grove pattern. Bialahin leader is
called Basa Fena ofebakuasanoccupying the middle
position and surrounded by its members. During lifee

Gebakuasarhe has determined his successor, because the

power of Gebakuasaris held until he dies. SomBialahin
join and live to form a larger residential field lled
Fenalalen But in Fenalalen they still live in groups
according toBialahin. The essence of the conception and
understanding of the environment with various comsty
rules is intended to benefit and at the same tiramtain the
value of the existence of the unit of the regionichhis
already an identity that must be maintained. Oweethere
have been several events depicting the unilatesatication
of customary rights by the immigrants and the gorent as
follows:

(1) In 1969, the Government of Indonesia established th
island specifically in the Waeyapo Plain as a
concentration camp of G30S/PKI political prisoners,
with a placement of approximately 14,000 peoplee Th
area of detention which was first called Tefaat¢el

of Utilization) until finally called Inrehab (Indation
Rehabilitation) is, by the indigenous people (atdgok
also joined in captivity due to the application of
layered security system. By the New Order
government claimed as state property. Though the
place is a food warehouse for autokton Buru Island,
because there is a sago plant habitat (Metroxydgi,s
Arecaceae). Sago is a staple food of the Bupolo
people. The ecology of the area has drasticallyeir
into a rice field area for wetland paddy plantd&te.
The Bupolo people completely lost their propertg. A
a result, the sago plantation area is decreasinlg an
forcing them to gather the forest in the distant
distance. When the Bupolo people regrouped the
forest, at the same time the military used the Té&po
cut down trees for building materials and furniture

2)
idea for massive exploitation of forests by gragtin
formal authorization from the state in the form of

forest concessions to entrepreneurs. The preseince o

HPH as a modern economic figure in the middle ef th
wilderness of Buru Island has had a major impact on
the nomadic livingautokton The characteristics of
alienated and isolated life in mountainous area&s ar
immediately faced with the choice between waiting o

keeping the sacred area where their ancestorseresid

with the right to clear the forest that has been
officially given the state to the HPH concessioaair
The position ofautoktonis very clear to be weak and

In 1970-present, the New Order government set the

inferior both before the law of the state and the
perpetrators of modern economy. What happens is the
disequilibrium competition. As a result the dynasnic
of autokton life becomes disrupted. HPH
entrepreneurs can put up bulletin boards inside the
jungle area just to prohibidutokton from entering
hunting and gathering activities in the forest.

In 1979-2006, by the central government, this negio
was used as a transmigration placement area. Vithere
the period has been placed as many as 5,891 héads o
households in 6 stages of placement. In those ¢®rio
of time there has been a seizure of customarysight
indigenous peoples very unilaterally committed Iy t
government. For indigenous peoples these events are
the greatest offense ever felt, and a bad histioay t
has never been forgotten.

®3)

In addition to the above three events in 2012 wioeimd
gold mine located at the foot of the Gunung Bothkre are
efforts of migrant communities to master this raseu This
is illustrated by approximately 15,000 migrantsnfrearious
tribes in Indonesia, whether they work as investarsing
material providers, commercial sex workers, gold/drs,
miners, mining processors (traders of tromol), éracand so
on). Similarly, government intervention (local goweent
and legislative) with various rules and legislati@tated to
mining and licensing.

The whole event above is a reality that must beddzy
the people of Bupolo which will give a new impant the
internal relations between them. This means thatlitaffect
the control of natural resources because the owimels
controlled based on customary law by kinship grdugan
be said that there is a kinship group who's UlaRéghts
become narrow or diminished. Therefore, this statigmpts
to answer the question of how territorial claimgtie mining
area by indigenous peoples and migrants as onehef t
family's livelihood strategies?

Il. RESEARCH METHODS

This study uses qualitative methodologies, with a
constructivism paradigm, which emphasizes thatityeds
constructed and socially constructed [20]. In ttase every
individual (including indigenous households) neddsbe
seen as a reality that helps build social realitjhe
implication is that poor people or households activa
subjects and actors who participate in developnsenthat
they should not be ignored but should be involveamf
planning to implementation and evaluation of each
development program and activity. Therefore, thadypt
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method that will be used is Participatory ActionsBarch
[21]. The PAR approach has two interrelated sidasealy
study and action.

The nature of research is subjectivism, objectivigmd
historic that serve as a guide determine informahite use
of structuralism-constructivism perspective is agmed at
the reading of the social reality by the researciefliects a
dialectical process of internalization-externaitieand
externalities-internalities. The process of diatectis an
attempt to understand the objective structure thests
outside the social actors (exterior) and everythihat is
attached to the social actors (interior).

captured household members of the community totlsee
dynamics of their livelihood strategies.

Ill. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

1. Indigenous Buru Objective Conditions
A. Before Mining

Prior to the gold mines in the region, the majoritfy
indigenous communities Buru household livelihood as
farmers. This is motivated by the availability oétaral
resources (land) that is highly available and psimg. As
farmers, they mostly seek annual crops such assleand
nutmeg which is one characteristic of the Moluccan

The respondents were taken using snowball samplingcommunity in general. Of land area also dependsthen

method. Where the respondent includes; indigeneaoplps
(traditional chairman and indigenous leaders) arigrant
communities (miners, financiers and local governisien
Data taken, using in-depth interview, focus groigcuassion
and direct observation in the field. The study siteere
chosen based on several considerations: (1) there w
thousands of migrant communities coming to theystit to
mine, (2) having a plural society (indigenous pespand
immigrants), (3) describing the occurrence of aflainof
interest in the mining area linked to livelihoodastgies.
This research is at the institutional level so tteg unit of
analysis used is the community. In relation to ecoic
institutions, especially rural livelihood strategighis study

ability of farmers concerned. These efforts forigathous
peoples, is settled that stems from the garden/falanted
with food crops. Having perceived the land is noger
arable crops, only then planted with annual cragsch is
then set as the settled farming systdsungsystem [22].
The education level of the local community accogdio data
from the national education districts of Buru inl20hamely:
not completed primary school (50%), graduated from
elementary school (25%), graduated from Junior Fighool
(15%), graduated from high school (8%), and grasluat
diploma (2%). Further on economic conditions, ned®0
percent owned by immigrant communities (see taple 1

Table 1. Economic Conditions of Indigenous Peoplaés Buru Island

Description Identity Economics

Ethnic

Trading » Distributors
» Retail and agricultural products
* Restaurants, cafes

Productionand -
Services .
transportation, and others)

Agriculture, Livestock, Fisheries, Forestry o
The services of labor (bureaucracy, labor,

« Javanese, Bugis / Makassar, China
« Javanese, Bugis / Makassar, China
e Javanese, Bugis / Makassar, China

Java, Private
Tailored to the ruling ethnic basis

Source: Kakisina L.O. (2015), adapted to the rese@3].

In addition, there are also important historicalerg
experienced by these citizens is (1) the apprapnaand
plunder of thousands of hectares of forest prodsath as
meranti, in the year 1969 to 1979 when the areaused as a
place of detention (concentration camp Tefaat-Buiar)
14,000 people involved G.30 S/PKI by the Soeharto
government [24]. And when the dissolution of theéed&on
camp this in 1979, with the permission of the cantr
government this region subsequently used as a flarce
dozens of private entrepreneurs for developmeimdfstrial
timber estates (HTI) and Tenure Forest (HPH) topttessent,

(2) authorization by the government center by plgc,891
family heads Transmigrant the island of Java, whécHone
as much as 6 times placement since 1979-2006. Hvweses
lead to the indigenous people have lost tens aigéods of
hectares of fertile agricultural land hers.

B. Gold Mining Post

In this period can be regarded as a period of edior
the local indigenous community. This is evident ooly has
been a change to their livelihood, but also his iffam
economic improvement and increased education ofr the
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children. Say once they are farmers, now has became Land and natural resources has generated a lothzite on

businessman stall, stall, ownership of means ospartation
even have the means of public transport and ddearging.
There was also found to be almost the entire indige
people have to send their children out of the aman
outside the province of Maluku. Overall these #eytiassets
they have since their gold mining in the regioneidiore it
can be said the gold mining period for the indigenpeoples
in this region is the golden period that had ndekbefore.

Since the presence of gold mining in early 2018&yubgh
the elements of the Mat Gugul indigenous (tradé@ldeader),

kings, and headSoaand so do the discussion to anticipate

problems while appearing. Then in March 2012, fatra@
organization called "traditional institutions", whiits staff is
composed of the heads of customs and
administration staff of the entire indigenous \gkain the
district of Buru. The main purpose of the formatiohthis
institution is to maintain and manage their own unat
resources Gunung Botak gold mine, so it can beusceoof
livelihood for indigenous peoples in the region.

In the first period (March 2012), formed after the

traditional institutions issued several policiek} &ny person
(especially immigrants) who wish to enter the ninenining

area shall pay a total of 100,000 for a singleyen(®) Each
entrance mine area (there are several entranted|) bge kept
by indigenous people/children of indigenous, (3 fbe

security forces (Soldier/Police) assigned by thecalo
government to maintain security in the mining ardz

boundary custody before the mine entrance (notlatep
where the indigenous people to keep the door)hénperiod
of 9 months, has collected tens of millions of alpiwhich is
further divided equally among all the indigenoutages.

In the second period, the policy/rules issued ngmel
forms of levies in the form of Mine Card (KT) andj&hg
Card (KK). The mine entrance card price appliesbtth
indigenous people and migrants, amounting to RpOC&I3
months. While Kijang Card (mine material bearersg a
subject to price Rp.1.000.000/3 months. In Jandarjiay
2014, the total money that goes to the traditiamaincil of
Rp. 26 billion. The strictness of this mechanisnorder to
maintain the sustainability of living as well asfoefs to
defend his rights as a single manager against thiagnarea.

This optimism was purposely built between them so a

illustrated by outsiders (migrants and governmeritgt
attempts to suppress or takeover of the mining asea
impossible. By [25] who said that increased pressur land
and other natural resources occupied by indigepaaoples
has led to the revival of indigenous peoples okeirtrights.

the rights of indigenous peoples and the governmewtn
[26], that the local perception is that almost riockte-down
of mining benefits for local people to improve thigres.

The polemic that occurred in the area of GunungaBot
gold mine, where the government has the right toagar in
accordance with the applicable legislation. Ondtieer hand
indigenous peoples are also entitled to manageukeci is
customary rights. Based on these problems then thait
must be taken is in accordance opinions [27], thatstate
can only restrict the rights of indigenous peopiestheir
lands, territories and natural resources if supiitdi are set
accordingly (1) law proportionate to achieve atietate aim
in a democratic society and (2) when the statesidering a

customsproject in indigenous territories that could affékae rights

over their natural resources, it is necessaryapefisure the
effective participation of members of indigenousles or
tribe, in accordance with their customs and tradgj in the
approval of development plans, exploration or etioa; (b)

ensure that indigenous peoples or tribes will nexea

reasonable benefit from any such project; and riguee that
there are no approved projects in indigenous doalkri
territories, if the technical supervision of theveanmental

and social impact assessment conducted by an indepe
party (not the state).

2. Claim Territorial Strategies Lounge Livelihoods
A. Clash of Perceptions and Conceptions of Natural
Resources

Since the mining on Gunung Botak gold mine areereth
are two opposite sides, that some think gold mirdaa gift
from the ancestors so that needs to be maintaimedsaurce
of well-being of the family and some think anyonastthe
right to mine or open access.

The first perception is commonly seen in Buru ldlan
among indigenous peoples. Therefore, since thedisy of
gold mines in the region, namely Gunung Botak, camaly
they do blocking. Even with the powers that be tbkeym the
region as a way to master it and make it as orthevimain
livelihood for his family. This is in accordanceioipns [25],
that the natural resources, especially land inkdbiby
indigenous people often have a low population dgnsit
the natural resources are abundant. For that, metoys have
historically attempted to occupy the lands or thee wf
resources in it. Thus increasing the pressure enland
occupied by indigenous peoples has led to the abwod
indigenous peoples over their rights to land amsbueces
generated a lot of debate over indigenous rightend and
self-government.
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The second perception is generally carried out by identity and ethnic identity, but is determinedthg presence

outsiders or migrant groups (migrants, outdoor caomity

and local government). Perceptions are built thagnever in
the Indonesian region every person has the rigketaa job
to improve the welfare of their families. Whereviagluding

Gunung Botak gold mining region. On the other hainel
government also has more rights to manage natesaurces
including gold mining. This corresponds to an i in
revenue (PAD), which Indeed supported by legistationce
prospective mining sector is not surprising thervitan
interested investors to take profit from the ndtuesources
that had been maintained by indigenous communifies.
smooth this mining practice, ordinary investors ube

services of local governments as the entranceetdichnsing
process and then packaged to increase revenue (feAb)e

prosperity of society.

Differences in conceptions and perceptions that lgave
birth natural resource-based conflict that is iasiegly
enlarged as the rhetoric of resistance of indigem®moples to
fight for ecological justice field. Meanwhile, acding to the
immigrant population, who are also entitled to miime
mining areas as a source of family income.

B. Public Response as Rhetoric Resistance.

Article 70 of Law No. 32 of 2009 concerning the
protection and management of the environment hat®dt
that the public has the right and equal opportuaitg as
much as possible to take an active role in theeptmn and
management of the environment. The law describeglso
participation in the form of social supervision,vigg
suggestions, suggestions, opinions, objections, ptaints,
information, and reports.

In reality, however, the indigenous people of thkand
are only mere rhetoric that has never been actdliEven
what is his right to play an active role in the teiion and
management of his environment and as one of teéHnods
of his family is also taken by the government. Toal effort
made by the local government of Buru district arthted
offices is to request the dismissal and takeovemafing
management from indigenous peoples.

This government takeover effort as described by i2&
transformation of the primordial sentiments of "slutieties”
in the context of the existence of a "new state'®wN
countries have major projects to build nationakgmnation,
including through the development of national awass of
the population as a whole. Also, [29] states thatéxistence
of a nation state, as a state built and maintalyeits people,
will be determined not by the presence or absemazhmic

of human beings who still want to merge there witle
identity of the citizens he chooses, regardlesh®forigin of
his descendants.

According to him, in reality as seen in the expeci of
Indonesia under the New Order regime, the way gowent
governs how national awareness is owned by the latpu
with primordial identities is done by force and isbc
engineering, including through development projexftdhe
government and companies giants working with land
concessions, mining, plantations, forestry obtaifredh the
central government. What happens is the transpgianta
process, not the transformation, the national imdess
imposed on the primordial sentiments of local comities.
Ironically, the transplantation process resulted chronic
citizenship problems, in the absence of a convémarie for
the "old societies" to enter integration into ttsion state of
Indonesia.

Indigenous peoples assume that natural resource
ownership is a structural, chronic and widespreszblpm
that indigenous peoples are still treated as mebbgests and
have not been treated as full citizens. Indigenpesples
have not been able to participate fully in develeptmand
socio-political processes as subjects, includingyeng the
results, because the basic rights that become diton of
their survival have not yet been fulfilled. Thermiple of The
Last but not the least, what is needed now is tilengness
of the power bearers to rectify the grounds for deaial of
the existence of indigenous peoples and their sightorigin
which is their constitutional right as citizens. 0] notes
that state recognition of indigenous peoples' lagtits is
essentially a reflection of the willingness of tleate
authorities to recognize the existence of autonamou
indigenous peoples, and subsequently to recoghizeights
of indigenous peoples land and all natural resaucdfevital
value to ensure the physical and nonphysical swedity of
the community.

The turbulence between government and indigenous
people in natural resource management should bes don
objectively. Whereas the owner of natural resoustesuld
be applied fairly and not just arbitrarily by thevgrnment as
the holder of power. This is what [31] says that th
recognition, respect and protection of indigenond &ibal
peoples shall be initiated by settling disputeshflicts
related to indigenous and tribal peoples. Withaytthe
implementation of the principles of justice and denacy is
futile and the recognition and respect and pratectof
indigenous and tribal peoples is merely rhetoric.
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C. Political Ecology Field Study Claims

Committed to the debate between indigenous pe@pids
migrant communities to efforts to master the GunBogak
gold mine, just as [32] which stated that the estént
between the State and indigenous peoples in thgicpbl
ecology of field, into something that is temporand reflects
the consolidation process hegemonic field that dadlgi
unresolved.

That the fact that the case against the mastergotf
mining area of Gunung Botak, if examined from ditjpal
ecology aspect of field, shows that the claims pmaydield
that gold mining area, Gunung Botak, won by thegaedous
peoples. This is evident since it was discovereghirly 2012,
local indigenous communal form of traditional ihstions
aimed at blocking the area of migrants who wanwtok in
the region. Concrete effort of limiting the immigta
population which impose Mine Card and Kijang Camdne
material bearer) for immigrant communities who waaot
work in the mine area. Mastery of physical field ttds
mining area in order to maintain her identity adigenous
children against all natural resources adminisimati
ancestors. This corresponds to the opinion [33t ihis
generally recognized that the relationship to tmedlformed
the basis of identity of indigenous peoples, anfluces of
indigenous peoples. If it cannot be maintained artwlled
at a certain level over land and other natural ueses, then
they will lose their identity.

On the other hand, migrant communities (includingal
government), it is also assumed that the mining asean
open access area, where anyone has the right to avat
earn profits. Against these assumptions, sincentlme has
come tens of thousands of citizens who come framost alll
parts of Indonesia. As one of the sources of hhaad,

migrants who work as (miners, mine material bearers

vendors, gold buyers, financiers and others), they also
trying to control the gold mining region of GunuBgtak.

Effort to control mining areas which generally amen-

physical, is generally done by building a discouese the
opinion or actual mining ownership by law belongsthe

State and who are entitled to work here withoutfgto pay
Mine Card and Kijang Card. In addition they alsddissue
that the mining area frequent acts of violence athér acts a
moral indigenous peoples as the owner of a golentiven
with their efforts, the local government in coopima with

the security forces to take over the managemethefjold

mining.

One of the efforts that are not suspicious of indmus
peoples is established cooperative mines. With itiond,

the results of operations of the cooperative wéldut by 5
percent to revenue (PAD). Against attempts claiha are
non-physical field is, by indigenous peoples cdosti a
serious concerns about the takeover of the manageshais
gold mining. This is in accordance opinions [34jatt the
state is a political organization that claims amdanopoly on
the legitimate use of physical in specific geogiaph
territories. It defines the territorial sovereigmtiythe political
identity as a citizen and a basis for the stateltam the
people and natural resources in the territory is it
sovereignty.

Other efforts of actors’ migrants are issues onigmis in
order to master this natural resource that is tdldbu
cooperation amongst them (immigrants), especially i
relation to mining. The form is when digging pitmirig all
workers not to involve indigenous peoples. But dniolves
good fellow migrant communities in activities sucs
extracting, transporting mining materials, procesming
material and even purchase accommodation for such
activities. Based on the cooperation in economimerare
mastered, such as the distribution of returns. Whice
generally subject to any mining working group cetieg of
six people, the indigenous peoples concerned omly a
indigenous people as the owner of the mining pihidl in
the distribution of indigenous peoples have onlg section
(1/6) while the migrant communities got 5/6 part.

Not only to the division of the results of operatp other
related economic benefits as a result of the faonatf the
issues/opinion is the high price of various ne&igh as the
need for food, transport as well as determining sb#ing
price of gold. For the price of gold itself, in tiseudy area
generally dominated by immigrant communities wittic@
applied fairly in their favor. For example, thelsg] price of
gold in the city of Ambon per gram of Rp.400.00M4®0,
in the study area of gold purchased immigrant conitias
only around Rp.300.000-350.000 per gram. Anothetupe
showing the victory due to the impact of claims
issues/opinion is that existing market share in d@hea of
Gunung Botak gold mine. Where nearly 100 percememv
by immigrants, both from traders in Namlea wellthese
coming from the city of Ambon.

Mastery or claims issues/other perceived opinion of
outsiders is controlled by the safety factor. Ominbuilt are
indigenous people often commit extortion and teagainst
settlers, because indigenous people are masté¢hng oégion,
and will escape to the forest if caught. Againgtsth efforts,
by the local government as security forces (miitamd
police) to maintain security in the mining area.isTh
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engagement resulted; some of the benefits of thd&dairds
and card mine kijang) must be given to the sectoitges.

Claims against various forms of opinions/ issues
generally indicates that mastery of Gunung Botakd go
mining is very profitable for the indigenous peofflgiewed
in terms of the economy. This is what [35], that térritorial
claim is closely related to social relations byab#shing a
structured aspirations and the possibility of pdg the
control over the territory. As well as the [36],idsahe
territorial claims are individuals or groups attémfo
influence, control the people, building a phenonmeramd the
relationship with the restrictions and assert aindver the
geographical area.

V. CONCLUSION

Since the Gunung Botak gold mine in early 2012hbot
indigenous as natural resource owners and comraaniti
immigrants who came to work in the area of mutdaihes to
be one of the sources of livelihood of the famiGlaims
territorial field made by indigenous peoples ovére t
territorial claims of physical field. This is due the natural
resources Gunung Botak gold mine is customary sight

REFERENCES

[1] Durning, AT.T. 1992., Guardians Of The Land:
Indigenous Peoples and The Health Of The Earth
Washington, DC: Worldwatch Institute.

Davis, S.H. 1993.Indigenous Views Of Land and The
EnvironmentWashington, DC: The World Bank.

Milton, K. 1998., Nature and The Environment In
Indigenous and Traditional Culturek: Cooper, David
E.; Palmer, Joy A. (eds.$pirit of the environment:
Religion, value and environmental concepp. 86-99,
London: Routledge.

Lambert. C, Lorelei. A. 1999Keepers Of The Central
Fire: Issues In Ecology For Indigenous Peoples
Sudbury, MA: Jones and Bartlett.

Dudgeon, R. C, Berkes. F. 200Bgcal Understandings
Of The Land: Traditional Ecological Knowledge and
Indigenous Knowledgeln: Selin, Helaine; Kalland,
Arne (eds.)Nature Across Cultures: Views Of Nature
and The Environment In Non-Western Cultumgs. 75-
96, Boston, MA: Kluwer Academic Publishers.

Daes, E.ILA. 2001.,Indigenous Peoples and Their
Relationship To Land:Final Working Paper Prepared
By The Special Rapporteur, Mrs. Erica-Irene A. Daes
New York: UN Economic and Social Council;
Commission on Human Rights.

(2]
(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

granted their ancestors so that it can be a soafrdamily
income. Instead territorial claims by the communiigglid
newcomers to master the Gunung Botak gold miniegsas

a source of sustenance more nonphysical or build
discoursefissues that the mining area is an areapeh
access. So anyone has the right to strive in tingiarea.

Territorial claims against both forms of field takéy
both these actors indicate that the local econosnynore
dominant comer. This is seen from the distributadnthe
results of operations, where the indigenous comtiasnas
the natural resource owner gets only one percahtlanrest
is an advantage for immigrant communities. It ca@m b
concluded that the mastery of a resource for thenconity
as the owner of the natural resources if they datmirin
terms of both ecological and political. That is rmtly a
territorial claim physical field but also in nonysical fields
that build discourse, opinions, issues or network.

[7]1 Snyder, R; Williams, D; Peterson, G. 2008ulture
Loss and Sense Of Place In Resour Ce Valuation:
Economics, Anthropology and Indigenous Cultules
Jentoft, Svein; Minde, Henry; Nilsen, Ragnar (eds.)
Indigenous Peoples: Resource Management and Global
Rights, pp. 107-123, Delft: Eburon.

Castree, N. 2004.Differential Geographies: Place,

Indigenous Rights A Nd 'Local' Resourcks. Political

Geography 23, 2:133-167.

Colchester, M. 2004.,Conservation Policy and

Indigenous Peopledn: Cultural Survival Quarterly 28,

1:17-23.

[10] Anaya, S.J. 2005.,Divergent Discourses about
International Law, Indigenous Peoples, and Rightsro
Lands and Natural Resources: Toward a Realist Trend
In: Colorado Journal of International Environmental
Law and Policy 16:237-258.

[11] Lewis, J.L., Sheppard, S.R.J. 200Bncient Values,
New Challenges: Indigenous Spiritual Perceptions Of
Landscapes and Forest Managememt: Society &
Natural Resources 18, 10:907-920.

[12] Palmer, L. 2006. Nature’, Place and The Recognition
Of Indigenous PolitiesIn: Australian Geographer 37,
1:33-43.

[13] Zweig, J.L. 2009.Globally Sustainable Right to Land:
Utilizing Real Property to Protect the Traditional
Knowledge of Indigenous Peoples and Local

[8]

[9]

Vol. 8 No. 1 April 2018

ISSN: 2509-0119

70



Territorial Claim Field (Study of Political Ecology on Indigenous Peoples in Gold Mining Area Gunung Botak)

Communities In; Georgia Journal of International and
Comparative Law 38:769.

[14] Barker, A.J.; Pickerill. J. 2012.,Radicalizing

historical political ecology of Tsimane' lands (B@hn
Amazon).Journal of Rural Studies. Volume 34, April
2014, Pages 282-291.

Relationships To and Through Shared Geographies: [26] Otiso. K. 2014.,Mining, Conflicts and Livelihood

Why Anarchists Need to Understand
Connections to Land and Placdn: Antipode 44,
5:1705-1725.

[15] Kakisina. L.O, Saleh S. Ali, Salman D, Fahmid. I.M
and Demmallino.E.B., 2015.Contested Actors in
Mining Areas (Case Study Gunung Botak Gold Mining)
International Journal of Social Science and
Humanities.Vol. 4, No. 3, pp. 109-112, March 2015

[16] Willice O. Abuya, 2016. Mining Conflicts and
Corporate Social Responsibility: Titanium Mining in
Kwale, KenyaThe Extractive Industries and Society. 2
January 2016

[17] Peluso and Ribot C. 2003.A“Theory of Access
dalamRural SociologyJune 3, 2003.

[18] Peluso, N.L. 2006. Hutan Kaya Rakyat Melarat:

Penguasaan Sumber Daya Hutan dan Perlawanan di

Jawa, Jakarta: Konphalindo.

[19] Lie. A, (2002).Cooperative Learning (Memprak-tikan
Cooperative Learning Di Ruang-Ruang Kela®karta:
Gramedia Widiasarana.

[20] Midgley G. 2000. 'Systemic intervention: Phylospph

Methodology, and Practice. Kluwer academic/Plenum

Publishers: New York.

[21] Whiyte, W.F., 1991. Participatory Action Research
Sage Publications. Newbury Park. London.

[22] Fransz JJ. 1997Pola Dusung Sebagai Agroforestri
Tradisonal di Maluku, Merupakan Salah Satu Alteifnat
Pengelolaan Sumbedaya Alam Hutalmbon: Pusat
Studi Maluku, Unpatti.

[23] Anam, Syamsulet al 2011. Profil Pengembangan
Kota Kendari. Kendari: Bappeda Kota Kendari.
Bekerjasama dengan Pusat Studi Otonomi
Unhalu.

[24] Andre. V, 2006.,Saya Terbakar Amarah Sendiri

Pramoedya Ananta Teor Dalam Perbincangan dengan
Indira. Jakarta

Andre Vitchek, 2006 dan Rosie
Kepustakaan Populer Gramedia.

[25] Garcia.V.R, Jaime Paneque-Galvez, Patrick Bottazzi

Ana C. Luz, Maximilien Gueze, Manuel J. Macia, Nart
Orta-Martinez, and Pablo Pacheco. 20Irtigenous
land reconfiguration and fragmented institutions: A

Indigenous

Daerah

Struggles In A Dysfunctional Policy EnvironmenteTh
Case Of Wassa West District, Ghanamaleurnal Of
Economic Geography. Volume 02, Issue 1. P. 1-9.

[27] Efrén C. Alanis. O. 2013Indigenous Peoples’ Rights
and the Extractive Industry: Jurisprudence From the
Inter-American System of Human RighGoettingen
Journal of international law 5 (2013) P. (213-214)

[28] Clifford Geertz. 1963. “The Integrative Revolution
Primordial Sentiments and Politics in the New State
in: Clifford Geertz (ed.)Old Societies and New States:
The Quest for Modernity in Asia and Afriddew-York:
The Free Press of Glencoe, pp. 105-157.)

[29] Wignjosoebroto. 2002Hukum: Paradigma, Metode,
dan Dinamika Masalahnyalfdhal Kasim, Winarno
Yudho, Sandra Moniaga, Noer fauzi, Ricardo
Simarmata, dan Eddie Sius RL. (eds). Jakarta: Elsam
dan Huma).

[30] Wignjosoebroto, Soetandyo. 1998. “Kebijakan Negara
untuk Mengakui dan Tak Mengakui Eksistensi
Masyarakat Adat Berikut Hak atas Tanahnydynal
Masyarakat Adat No. 01 Tahun 1998, Bandung:
Konsorsium pembaruan Agraria.)

[31] Nurlindah, 1. 2009. Prinsip-prinsip Pembaruan
Agraria: Perspektif HukumJakarta: Rajawali Press.

[32] David M. Lansing. 2014.Discourse And The
Production Of Territorial Hegemony: Indigenous
Peoples, The United Fruit Company And The Capitalis
State In Costa Rica, 1872-1918ournal of Historical
Geography. Volume 45, July 2014, Pages 38-49.

[33] Katja Gocke. 2013.Protection and Realization of
Indigenous Peoples' Land Rights at the National and
International LevelJournal The Goettingen Journal of
International Law. Volume. 5. Issue Number 1.

[34] Peluso.N, 1993Coercing Convervation: The Politics
Of State Resource ControlGlobal environmental
change. 3: 199-217

[35] Murphy A. 2012. Entente territorial: Sack and Raffn
on territoriality. Environment and Planning D: Society
and Field,30, p. 159-172.

[36] Sack, R. 1986Human Territoriality: Its Theory And
History. London: Cambridge University Press.

Vol. 8 No. 1 April 2018

ISSN: 2509-0119 71



