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Lands under conflict - incidence, drivers, and impacts:

2= An infographic on 2023 land monitoring reports from six.Asian countries =%’ b,
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I. Key Definitions

e Bangladesh, Cambodia,
I I. Scope India, Indonesia, Nepal,
LAND A result of conflicting interests over land and resource and the Philippines.
CONFLICT ﬁ%(]/;[rrlgl’dlil%%rgrr]]? gng)g lnsa gement, with primary actors e Ongoing structural land conflicts as of 07 January 2023.
e Most land conflicts are in rural areas, with some in urban

areas in Cambodia, India, Nepal, and the Philippines. All

CASE Details the storyline of the Conﬂic,t which includes the these countries, except Nepal, also monitor conflicts over
basic information about the conflict. Water resources.
e The monitoring includes human rights violations,
A set of competitive interactions between two or both violent and latent, from 1 January 2025 to 31
CONFLICT more stakeholders that define a conflict. December 2023.

RELATIONSHIP  Stakeholders involved are affected communities
and adversarial claimants.

CONFLICT An event or string of events showing incidents of
INCIDENT violence with information on the victims and
perpetrators, and their impacts.

Refers to households and communities with a stake in
g?FI\gI\C/ITUE'\gLI)ES the contested land and its services. They may claim g®.8 Sources of

rightful tenure and are identified by their sector or s i
CONFLICTS la%d—use livelihoods. ! QD Information

Individuals or groups, often from outside the
ADVERSARIAL  community, with contested claims on the community
CLAIMANTS land or resource. Conflicts may also involve poor sectors Legend:

with competing claims within the same community.

Mainstream Court
B Media [ |
57% B
Professional
EE,I\,\{)EErOF Refers to the way the adversarial claimants use or m %8/'\'60 @ Organizations/
RESOURCE intend to use the contested land or resource - in 0 Academe
CONFLICT conflict with local communities. Government 2%
Agencies/Institutions Police Reports
. 8% aHnd Nat{Qo_nﬁlt
. . uman Kl S
INCIDENTS OF They serve as markers for ongoing land conflicts. Community, Institutiong/
HUMAN RIGHTS  These are violations committed against individuals B Community-based Commission
VIOLATIONS (HRvs)  or communities. ?‘[/oqamzatlons g\“,/';lRl/C)



IV. Overview of Land Conflict Cases: DURATION of CONFLICTS

RECORDED from SIX ASIAN
=z 2023 at a Glance COUNTRIES, 2023 (N = 691)
» . § 4 <2 years 17

2-5 years

5-10 years 0
This chart excludes
10-15 years 56 190 cases with

“unkown” duration.

15-20 years
691 1,557,564 454,497
Land conflict Hectares of Households >20 years 130
cases in six Asian land affected by affected by ongoing

countries ongoing conflicts land conflicts 0 50 100 150

TYPE of LAND and RESOURCE AFFECTED by CONFLICTS:

(N = 691 cases) (N = 1,557,564 ha)
400 cases Smallholder agriculture/ 447,883 ha
58% m armir?g - 29%

99%3/5 B ---- Housing and settlements ---- i ?}/;owha

86 cases Indigenous people/customary 978,284 ha
129 M- [and/Ancestral domain W Gy

BASED
BASED 32cases gm - hori _ _mm 38374ha on NUMBER
on NUMBER 2o M Water/fisheries resources - [l 29; and PERCENT of
d PERCENT
an 22 cases .,,,S,mallholder agroforestry an,dm. 10, 987 ha CONTESTED AREA
of CASES 3% people’s plantation 1% (in hectares)
20 Community forest 556 h
ca.s?% L Social f%l)rest / N % ‘
16 cases Common lands/Public lands 6,983 ha
2% managed by the community 0%
16 cases Others (e.g. conservation area, 458 ha
2% land for religious purposes, etc,) 0%

V. Stakeholders in Conflict by Number of Cases (N = 691)

Farmers: peasants Private companies 260

andless smallholder 406
‘armers, etc. Government
. Agencies and State
Indigenous enterprises
Peoples Powerful
individuals
l_{fﬂ% e\}gﬁgtrlsers/ (politicians, etc.)
Local Government
Tenured .
residents Community vs.
) community
Fisherfolk Militar¥, police,
armed forces

Non-IP forest

users, pastoralists Both national and

local governments

Non-State group,
insurgent group

Others

Discriminated
sectors
(caste, religion, ethnicity)

Others




VI. Drivers of Land and Resource Conflict

(N = 691 cases) (N = 1,557,564 ha)

Whcoses gy - Private-led businesses -~ W 539,052 ha

1 )
17 486,134 h
3‘5’2‘3/‘., . Goverrg)%%r;’é%rgjects/ m 3111& 34 ha
BASED
oniﬁ&gm Saases g Agrarian conflict - W [3732ha on NUMBER

and PERCENT Conflicting claims bet and PERCENT of
2 onflicting claims between 48 767 h

of CASES 5 m%/so e commgnities/sectors - 52‘3/4': 67ha CONJHEE;EE'?ESI)\ REA

49 cases .,,”G,overnment—led business/
7%

46,425 ha
State enterprises o 39

40 cases u Conservation/Protected = 25,468 ha

6% Areas and “No Go" Zones 2%
9 cazes Others 5@206 ha

PRIVATE-LED BUSINESS ENTERPRISES (BREAKDOWN):

M Agribusiness, M Mining, M Property/ M Logging and tree [ Industry/ M Power generation Tourism, Others
plantations Zuarrying real estate plantation manufacturing and transmission ecotourism 3 cases
116 cases 4 cases 417 cases 14 cases 12 cases 11 cases 11 cases 707 ha
159,232 ha 282,003 ha 49,179 ha 70,883 ha 23,075 ha 2,652 ha 42,300 ha

Bar Chart for percentage breakdown of "private-led business enterprises” Bar Chart for percentage breakdown of “private-led business enterprises”
by number of cases. by contested area in hectares.

GOVERNMENT PROJECTS/PROGRAMS (BREAKDOWN):

M Public M Land M Public M Social housing, [ Special economic W wilitary Others
infrastructure reclamation utilities urban development zones facilities 7 cases
65 cases 35 cases 28 cases 17 cases 15 cases 6 cases 8,458 ha
324,568 ha 4,621 ha 116,167 ha 9,994 ha 21,994 ha 332 ha

Bar Chart for percentage breakdown of “government projects and programs” Bar Chart for ercentage breakdown of “government projects and programs”
by number of cases. by contested area in hectares.

VII. Addressing Land Conflicts

RESPONSES BY COMMUNITIES With No No i,[lfo
response response available
602 1 88

cases case cases
87% 0% 13%

Legend:

Legend: ] Yes
S Local or direct negotiations 16% = 107 responses
;f I_. 40% = 306 responses by the Government/state
g! Government administrative 13% = 84 cases
= ! mechanism
:% | 24% = 186 responses by third party
S| Judicial courts, NHRI/C, 2% = 16 cases
< - legaladjudication TYPES of
S 16% = 121 responses RESPONSES by bé/ agreemlent w/ the CORRECTIVE
i ial party ACTIONS to
H Peacgful demonstration COMMUNITIES a ve=rsana par
19% = 151 responses (by no. of responses) 1% = 7 cases ADDRESS the
g Retaliation i No/Notyet CONFLICT
1% = 8 responses 74% = 513 responses (by no. of cases)
u Withdrawal/escape No information available
0% = 2 responses 10% = 71 responses
H Others

0% = 0 responses

VIII. Individual and Community Victims of HRVs

654 217

110

incidents against
individuals

95,021

individual incidents against R households

victims communities affected




INDIVIDUAL VICTIMS based on no. TYPES of HRVs based on no.
f of incidents AGAINST of victims
of HRVs, BASED (N=110incidents)  INDIVIDUALS (N =654 victims)
on GENDER /
= 56% Detainment/legal 79%
(N =654) 62incidents Il orillegal arre.gt B 575 victims
Legend: HRVs AGAINST . »
m Mae INDIVIDUALS 20incidents I oty B 52 victims
91% = 594 victims
L 12% Physical injury 2% . .
. ;"eﬂln-]ilgeViCtimS 13 incidents . or assau[t . 15 victims
i ifi 5% "t 2%
B 902 I=d$2n .f,'ft'f,’,,c! 6 incidents | Killing/murder 72 victims
3% Labelling, branding, 1%
against against 3incidents . “red-tagging” . 9 victims
individuals PERPETRATORS of HRVS  communities 2% Y .
Lo isappearance,
(no. of individuals) (no. of households) 3incident; at?(?uction 7:’.“’."15
Armed agents of the State -
81 (polices,’army, or military) 129 2% . Eviction, 0%
2 incidents displacement, 2 victims
14 Private companies, 41 work termination
private armed groups .
1% Physical threat and ] 0% .
0 Government Agencies 13 Tincidents other intimidations 2 victims
1 Local Government 12
8 Powerful individuals, authorities 10 IX. Six Key Areas to Address:
(e.g. politicians, ex-bureaucrats, ex-military, etc.)
L ) 1. Immediate action and resolution on land conflict cases
5 Unidentified assailants 7 2. Efficient management and governance
0 Both National and Local Governments 1 3. Effective implementation of land and resource reforms
4. Practice responsible business
0 Non-State Group, Insurgent Group 0 5. Enhance land literacy among communities
and governments
1 Others 4 6. Enhance and broaden land conflict monitoring
et SO n@ ) ﬁl
=c
=
S35 76,240 6,556 1,608 6,734 2,782
® § households households households households households
== S Evicted, displaced, or Suffered destruction ~ Received physical threats ~ Experienced forcible = Suffered destruction and Labelled, branded,

terminated fromwork ~ of crops, and property  and other intimidations ~ entry, encroachment pollution of habitats and red-tagged

A -
oz [ 7 Q
=S
=1 f l Indigenous Tenured
a Farmers: Informa ndi u . u
S Ll °
=5 peasants settlers People Fisherfolk Residents Others
O Incidents: 115 Incidents: Incidents: Incidents: 7 Incidents: 5 Incidents: 4
S id idents: 60 idents: 26 id id id
= Households: 55,361 Households: 20,349 Households: 18,334 Households: 656 Households: 204 Households: 117
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Disclaimer: The views contained in this infographic do not necessarily reflect the views of the
Global Land Tool Network (GLTN) and the United Nations Human Settlements Programme (UN-Habitat).

Infographic design by Angela Louise Soriano



