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Abstract

Coinciding with the 21* century rush to appropriate land, agrarian studies have increasingly
examined land grabbing caused by the food-feed-fuel complex. While the research often
focuses on dispossession of land, this thesis studies the various forms of dispossession due
to the rapid expansion of oil palm plantations in Guatemala since the 1990s. Analyzing the
lived experiences of people from oil palm-ridden areas in Guatemala, the thesis also
examines the role of the state and of political power relations as essential in these land
control grabs. Results show that while the oil palm expansion has mostly benefited local
creoles or wealthy landowners, it has also brought about lack of access to different
resources and even human rights violations. As the Guatemalan people experience
domestic food shortages and an influx of foreign foodstuffs, precarious, low-paid work in
the oil palm sector is only available for the few. The industry, on the other hand, chiefly

serves the interests of wealthy locals and of international markets.

Keywords: land control; land grabbing; dispossession; agribusiness; neoliberal food
regime; agro-imperialism
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Glossary

Criollo (creole)

Finca
Frijoles
Ganadero

La Franja

La palma nos esta
dejando pobres

Ladino

Mestizo
Milpa

Mosca

Palma
Africana/palma

Plaga
Quetzal

Tierra

A person of Spanish descent, born in Latin America (in this
study also generally used for people of European descent,
especially dating back to colonial times)

A ranch, large farm or plantation
Beans
“cattleman”, rancher

Franja Transversal del Norte highway and/or the area
surrounding it

“The palm is leaving us poor”

Neither indigenous nor creole; can also be mestizo or
“westernized” mestizo

Part-indigenous and part creole or ladino

A common form of cultivation in Mesoamerica, where the same

land is used for more than one crop at the same time
A general name for a fly

African palm; Elaeis guineensis; oil palm

A plague, plight, pest

Guatemalan currency (GTQ); as of June 2016, 1.00 USD = 7.67

GTQ
Land, ground, earth
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“These palms take care of the hearts of the Guatemalans”
NaturAceites advertisement next to an oil palm plantation in Fray Bartolomé de las Casas, Guatemala.
Source: Author.
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Chapter 1.
Introduction

Influenced by the powerful Guatemalan domestic elite, international financial
institutions, foreign biodiesel demand, and the United States, Guatemala’s export-led oil
palm industry has expanded since the 1990s whereas its palm oil manufacturing' has surged
since the early 2000s (FAOSTAT 2016; Tomei and Diaz-Chavez 2014, 186; Alonso-
Fradejas 2012, 512). Despite the emergence of this prosperous new industry, however,
rural poverty and landlessness have been on the rise and the country’s food security has
been severely jeopardized (IFPRI 2015; Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 516; Bandeira and Sumpsi
2011, 145-6, 158; Hurtado 2009). According to the 2015 Food Insecurity report of the
U.N. Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO), Guatemala has more undernourished
people now than during the last years of the civil war in the early 90s, with no positive
development towards a hunger-free country (FAO et al. 2015, 47). The US Agency for
International Development (USAID 2015a) adds that “[w]ithin indigenous areas, 65
percent of the population is chronically malnourished.” These developments, coinciding
with a growing palm oil industry, raise further questions about possible peasant

dispossession.

The objective of this study is thus to examine the specific forms of dispossession
taking place in rural Guatemala as oil palm plantations expand. I will use the theoretical
framework of new imperialism developed by David Harvey (2003) to interpret these wide-
ranging forms of accumulation by dispossession including but not limited to the loss of

land. In the 21 century, and with the commodification of numerous aspects of life,

' Palm oil is the value-added product derived from the oil palm fruit kernels. Its multiple uses make oil
palm “the golden crop”, hence all the more popular (Alonso-Fradejas et al. 2015, 2, 3).



“accumulation by dispossession can occur in a variety of ways and there is much that is
both contingent and haphazard about its modus operandi” (Harvey 2003, 149). Based on
field work, I have studied the manifestation and repercussions of this phenomenon. As this
thesis will show, unequal land distribution, government policies, the worldwide promotion
of agrofuels, and Northern domination of the food trade have resulted in deepening peasant
poverty as well as in Guatemala's food import dependency. Meanwhile, the primary
beneficiaries are local creoles (descendants of Spaniards), multinational companies and

Northern trading partners.

Macrodata exploration of the FAO data base (FAOSTAT), clearly show a
correlation between increased palm oil production and exports, on one hand; and increased
food insecurity on the other. The results of ethnographic field research in the region of
Franja Transversal del Norte (see Figure 1), the specific contribution of this thesis, confirm
that the spread of oil palm plantations and the associated land grabs or land control grabs
(Alonso-Fradejas 2012; Borras et al. 2012, 850) have indeed resulted in dispossessions.
These dispossessions, in turn, have given rise to further hardships, especially for the rural,
indigenous peoples of Guatemala. Through the analysis of the lived experiences from areas
with intensifying oil palm production, I will especially emphasize the involvement of the
state, political power relations, loss of access to resources, and exclusion (Borras et al.

2012, 849-50; Peluso and Lund 2011, 668) resulting from this process.

In the early twenty-first century, the pressure on land has increased enormously in
line with governmental efforts to reduce oil dependency through the development of
agrofuels, and with attempts to fight global warming through producing capital-intensive
flex crops®, while also feeding the swelling global population (e.g. Borras et al 2012, 851).
As the demand for more land soars, the methods of its acquisition may become (even more)
controversial/debatable. Amid the fierce competition over resources, the poorer population

groups of the Southern hemisphere often sustain the repercussions (e.g. McMichael 2012,

* Crops (e.g. African oil palm) that can be used or “flexed” either as food, feed or chemicals — such as
agrofuels (Borras et al. 2014, 2; 2012, 836). Flex crops grant a certain economic security for the producer
for the flexibility of the crop in terms of its destination in the market (ibid. 2012, 851).



693; 2009a, 292; 2009b, 834). Oil palm is an essential part of the race for ‘sustainability’,
since its use in the global market extends from fast food to everyday-cosmetics and the
production of agrodiesel, making it truly a flexible crop (Alonso-Fradejas et al. 2015, 3;
Borras et al. 2014). As a result, the producers of this valuable flex crop are competing for
the same land and other resources (e.g. water) with smallholders and subsistence peasants

who often come in second.

Since the 21% century and especially following the 20072008 global food crisis,
critical agrarian studies have increasingly examined land grabbing and the concomitant
peasant dispossession. Although large-scale land acquisitions are frequent in Central
America, including Guatemala (Alonso-Fradejas 2012; Borras et al. 2012, 855-56), land
grabbing in this region has still received little attention in the existing literature.
Furthermore, the voices of those who have been dispossessed in the process have not been
heard. The focus has tended to be on the quantitative or technical essence of land grabbing,
rather than the lived experiences of dispossession. As research focuses on land and food
production, it may fail to observe other important characteristics and problems of land

(control) grabbing as well as the various implications that the dispossessions may entail.

Borras et al. (2012) note that the majority of the research has too narrow a frame
and “is bound to miss significant aspects of the scope and extent of contemporary land
grabbing and possible trajectories of agrarian change” (2012, 849). Land grabbing in Latin
America is different from that of the more studied regions of Southeast Asia, Africa and
the Gulf States. For Latin America, the authors highlight the prevalence of state power,
state-capital linkages and the presence of domestic “elites” as particularly important
(Borras et al. 2012, 857—-62). Harvey (2003) notes that the state is in fact an active agent in
furthering accumulation by dispossession, though its presence is often overlooked (91,
105-7, 14549, 152). The role of the state is in providing suitable conditions for capital
investment, adjusting laws or institutions to facilitate the process or abolishing barriers for
capital accumulation (ibid.). The importance of the state and the local actors are considered
in this study, making this a valuable addition to the already existing body of research in

critical agrarian studies.



The field research for this study was conducted in the region of Franja Transversal
del Norte (FTN) in the northern lowlands of Guatemala, an area of growing importance in
flex crop production, including oil palm plantations. The field research involved three
months of examination of the socio-political situation, participant observation, and finally,
interviews with people along the FTN in the summer of 2014. Based on the data gathered,
I seek to describe the process of accumulation by dispossession in Guatemala, and analyze
the lived experiences of this phenomenon by reference to the lived experience of the mostly

indigenous people, amid the expansion of oil palm.

Twenty-first century agro-imperialism on colonial foundations

Western involvement in Guatemala has already been dominant for hundreds of
years, in different ways. Starting from colonialism and culminating in the US intervention
in the 1950s, imperialism still continues in the twenty-first century with aid to Guatemalan
military and security forces (U.S. Department of State 2015; Grandin 2010; Cockcroft
2006). Arguably, the US military assistance also facilitates the expansion of large capitalist
projects, such as the growth of oil palm plantations (Grandin 2010; Cockcroft 2006; Buck
2013; Paley 2014, 169-92). As political and financial power is in the hands of a tight-knit
group of criollos’ and foreign landowning families, the unequal nation has only grown
more unequal (Solano 2013; Martinez Pelaez 2009). Meanwhile, the country is
increasingly dependent on food and other trade from North America, operating as a
"factory" for cheap raw materials for various industries — one of them being palm oil

(FAOSTAT 2016; Grandin 2013, 2010; McMichael 2009a; Pickard 2002).

In Guatemala, land grabs and land control grabs have, in fact, grown alongside the
cultivation of flex crops like oil palm and sugar cane (Borras et al. 2012, 852; Alonso-
Fradejas 2012). Peluso and Lund (2011) define land control as “practices that fix or

consolidate forms of access, claiming, and exclusion,” adding that “[e]nclosure,

? Person of Spanish (or generally European origin); in Guatemala, essentially a locally born white person.
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territorialization, and legalization processes, as well as force and violence (or the threat of
them)” can be used as means of the control of land (668). Land control grabs in the country
are intimidatingly effortless to carry out, owing to obscure land titling, power
discrepancies, and extremely unequal land rights, as well as the market-assisted land
reform (MALR), promoted by the World Bank (Grandia 2013, 235, 255; Alonso-Fradejas
2012,510, 513-15). With the aid of the state’s “legitimate” monopoly in the use of violence
by the military and police forces, the poor and often indigenous peoples have been
dispossessed in the face of the new plantations or their expansion — or repressed when

protesting these changes (Granovsky-Larsen 2013; Solano 2013; Harvey 2003, 145).

To supplement Harvey’s broad framework of accumulation by dispossession and
new imperialism, the Guatemalan dispossessions brought about by the rise of flex crops
and global agrofuel projects can be fruitfully examined as an expression of the neoliberal
food regime (Pechlaner and Otero 2008; 2010). Scholars describe this regime from the
perspective of Mexico and NAFTA in the neoliberal era as one in which the state is far
from removed from intervention. Rather, through for instance “neoregulation” of the
market influenced by suprastate institutions, the state’s multiple forms of intervention have
resulted in also promoting foreign direct investments in agribusiness while harming the
peasant producers (Pechlaner and Otero 2008; 2010). Otero et al. (2013) have argued the
neoliberal food regime in NAFTA’s case has brought about an “uneven and combined
dependency” as Mexico is increasingly dependent on especially US imports of basic grains
while the country is exporting luxury food items (e.g. fruits and vegetables). Mexican
peasants, on the other hand, are less in control of the production of their own food while
producing the products integral to the export-agriculture (Otero et al. 2013; Pechlaner and
Otero 2010).

As this thesis will show, there is considerable evidence to argue the same process
is taking place in Guatemala as a result of neoliberal policies, changes in trade, and
dispossessions due to the flex crop agriculture. The 21% century changes in the Guatemala’s
agriculture may end up furthering the experience of the neoliberal food regime and the

country is even more vulnerable to food shortages and price fluctuation. In fact, rather than

5



traditional food crops, export-items and raw materials for the food-feed-fuel complex are
the growing share of produced crops (FAOSTAT 2016; Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 520-21;
INE 2014; Larios 2014). Meanwhile, the country is more dependent on the staple food
imports, especially from the United States (FAOSTAT 2016).

Food insecurity of an import-dependent country can benefit the food secure,
surplus-producing countries with a highly subsidized agriculture, in this case the United
States (Otero et al. 2013). In Guatemala, with substantial undernourishment, food
insecurity and poverty (INE 2015; IFPRI 2015; USAID 2015), companies from the United
States (e.g. Monsanto, Walmart, McDonald’s, Starbucks) have already grown their market
share (Gaitan 2014, 49; U.S. Department of Commerce 2014; Vasquez 2015, 2014;
Alonso-Fradejas et al. 2011, 91): chiefly American corn as well as other imported grains
continue to inundate the local market, which was largely self-sufficient for maize through
the 1980s (FAOSTAT 2016; see also Figures 2 and 5, and Appendices C and D). As nearly
60 percent of Guatemalans are officially poor* (Bolafios 2015; INE 2015b, 5-7; 12, 14;
Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 516; see also Appendix B), the majority struggles to sustain

themselves for their susceptibility to volatile food prices.

In this study, I will depict Guatemala’s connection to the global food-feed-fuel
complex, as crops are increasingly used for various purposes. Former human food crops
are now directed to animal feed or agrofuels and other chemicals, provoking land grabbing
and dispossessions (Borras et al. 2014; 2012). Following an examination of Guatemala’s
agrarian developments and food trade in the 20" and the 21 century, I will contextualize
these events in the concurrent agrarian processes of land grabbing and flex crop trade
worldwide. A brief overview of the distinctive political and social history of the country,
chiefly the colonial and post-colonial legacy, will highlight the link between the past and
the present. This will illuminate the grounds for the 21% century agro-imperialism (Petras

2008) — imperialism, that is, in the form of large-scale agriculture. The historical

4 According to the 2015 report on living conditions of Guatemala’s National Institute of Statistics (INE),
those who cannot cover the minimum costs of essential food and non-food necessities are considered
poor (1). Numbers and indicators were generated using the methodology of World Bank (INE 2015b, 1).



background will also clarify the power relations (Borras et al. 2012, 850) that foster

accumulation by dispossession in the country.

Based on ethnographic research and participant observation, I narrate and analyse
the lived experiences of the participants who are part of yet another generation in a
continuum of repression of hundreds of years (Grandin 2013). Moreover, they are faced
with a changing culture and surroundings, and jeopardized livelihoods altered by the new
agrarian developments. My research seeks to answer the following questions: what are the
specific forms of dispossession? How does the state or the distinctive political power
relations between the ruling “elite” and the poor or indigenous manifest in accumulation
by dispossession? Can it be argued that such dispossessions and expansion are tantamount

to (agro)imperialism and the new imperialism that David Harvey (2003) analyses?

The existing research on land grabs and accumulation by dispossession is often
concentrated on the loss of /and and food security. However, as Borras et al. (2012)
observed, land grabbing should be understood as control grabbing, encompassing various
forms of exclusion and dispossession, from water grabs to those of other resources (849—
50). On the other hand, the essence of political power relations (ibid.) will be an important
element in examining the dispossessions. In fact, in the case of Guatemala the local actors
— wealthy descendants of colonialists and the state — are particularly significant agents in
the act of dispossession, with local (indigenous)’ peoples subject to the repercussions. This
does not, however, indicate that international actors, including other countries, can be
neglected as unimportant elements in the power complex, especially when considering that
Guatemala has experienced dependency ever since the Spanish conquest (e.g. Grandin
2013, 2010; Martinez Peldez 2009). In fact, the country’s past seems to give rise to the

current form of agro-imperialism “by invitation” (Petras 2008): this new imperialism

> Not to rule out the impact on also the non-indigenous peasants or generally rural inhabitants. Note that
according to INE 2015 calculations (see also Appendix B), Guatemalan poverty figures are the highest in
rural areas.



appears to be adopted and implemented by the ruling “elite” of Guatemala, influenced by

global neoliberal policies.

The objective of this study is to expose the changes, challenges, and hardships the
dispossessions of the 21* century (agro)imperialism pose to the often voiceless peasant and
indigenous communities in a neocolonial and racially still divided country of Latin
America. Specifically, I seek to depict what new imperialism is in Guatemala, what
accumulation by dispossession means with its various forms of exclusion and control
grabbing in the distinctive sociopolitical surroundings, and how the Guatemalan state

articulates the neoliberal food regime in its midst.

Methods

Examination of existing research on the Guatemalan oil palm expansion in 2013
suggested the value of additional research on the lived experiences of the people in the
areas affected by the growing oil palm production. How did they perceive the industry?
Consequently, data for this study were collected by means of participant observation and
interviews chiefly in the Franja Transversal del Norte (FTN) region (see Figure 1).
Relevant primary and secondary data (prices and cost of living, socio-political state, flex
crop operations, climate of opinion, etc.) were also collected in Guatemala City,
Quetzaltenango and on the South Coast. For national level contextualization, I conducted

an analysis of macrodata from the U.N. FAOSTAT.
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The FTN region is an area of transition, riddled with megaprojects for new
infrastructure, catering to the rising agroindustry, among others (Grandia 2013; Solano
2013, 124). Franja Transversal del Norte is also a highway and a “strategic corridor of the
[Plan Puebla Panama]®” (Grandia 2013, 242), and an important part of the northern
lowlands of Guatemala, which has undergone tremendous land use changes especially after
the 1996 Peace Accords, largely due to oil palm (2013, 242, 248-250; Alonso-Fradejas
2012). According to Grandia (2013), flex crops of both sugar cane and especially oil palm
“have dramatically accelerated peasant dispossession in the northern lowlands since the
early 2000s” (248). Hence, it seemed sensible to conduct the ethnographic research in the
area surrounding the FTN highway — also significant to the transcontinental logistics of
Central America’ and, reputedly, part of an economic strategy of the domestic “clites”

(Grandia 2013, 241; Solano 2013, 124).

I made day field trips to areas with an increasing presence of plantations, visited
indigenous communities and towns, and attended land rights conferences and meetings all
along la Franja. The vast majority of the interviews regarding the expansion of oil palm
were conducted in two departments, Alta Verapaz and Izabal. A few interviewees also
described the situation of Petén and el Quiché, other important areas for the oil palm
industry. Participant observation took place all along the FTN highway through Polochic
Valley — all of which is encompassed by vast oil palm plantations among other flex crops,
as well. Although Polochic Valley is not directly along the FTN highway, it can be regarded

as a part of the region, and a part of the northern lowlands where oil palm plantations reign.

Since the interviews and visits to the communities depended on the local land rights
organization and other contacts, the original plan of carrying out research only in Polochic
Valley proved impossible because of safety and access restrictions. However, the inevitable
location change was positive and resulted in more interviews and data gathering in other

areas of the FTN. The areas visited were located in the area of booming, export-led, large-

% A neoliberal plan for economic integration (Grandia 2012, 172), renamed as the Mesoamerica Project in
2008.

" See Figure Al in Appendix A.
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scale agriculture, to which an increasing number of communities were exposed. Without
even being asked for an interview, many people were eager to voice their experiences of
the expanding oil palm industry and its effects. The reality of the growing presence of palm

was inescapable.

Most of the interviews were carried out with the assistance of a local land-rights
organization worker; either just to act as a chaperone for me as I entered a community as a
stranger, or, occasionally, as a Q’eqchi’ (or other Mayan language) translator; hence the
use of “we” upon occasion. I visited eight indigenous communities, but in addition to that,
I spent time in some municipalities and visited others increasingly susceptible to the
growing plantations and their pressure: Chahal, Chisec, Coban, El Estor, Fray Bartolomé
de las Casas, Panzos, Raxruha and Teleman. Although I only briefly visited the
southwestern part of Petén, some participants in meetings, and a few interviewees from
Sayaxché and La Libertad described the impact of oil palm on also those communities. The
majority of the communities, municipalities and interviewees had experiences with the
company NaturAceites, since its plantations dominated the areas visited. Also businesses
like Palmas de Ixcan (mostly Chisec) and REPSA (mostly Petén) were frequently
mentioned. Most participants were Maya Q’eqchi’ people, however some interviewees
were K’iche’, Kaqchikel or mestizo. Nearly all indigenous communities visited during field

work were considered as Q’eqchi’.

The number of consensual interviews I use in this research amounted to well over
30. One-on-one interviews were almost impossible to carry out, as the whole community,
various family members or friends were usually present. Therefore, the figure 30 is an
estimate of the certain number of participants, while the real number of participants is
higher. Often the person speaking the most in an interview was the leader of a community
or the head of a family, speaking of the situation of a whole household or community.
Some information from other interviews with peasants, community leaders or land-rights
organization workers dealing with land disputes and other flex crops proved to be useful
in forming a comprehensive picture of the country, politics and the land issue. Most

interviewees were men although the participation of women was encouraged; about 40
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percent were women. All names have been changed in order to protect the privacy of the

participants.

In the deployment and completion of this research, some limitations of the dataset
and its scope surfaced. Although other studies point in the direction of general discontent
regarding the oil palm industry amongst non-business owners, an important addition to
further research would be the examination of the industry from within. In spite of the few
interviewees who had personally worked for oil palm businesses and others whose family
members worked for them, the study would have largely benefited from the statements of
people who were currently working in plantations so as to examine and analyze the
livelihoods of plantation workers, with or without land. This has been studied to a lesser
extent, however there have been indications towards challenges in livelihoods on oil palm
areas, even if work in the industry has been taken into account (e.g. Diirr 2016; Mingorria
et al. 2014; Verité 2014; Alonso-Fradejas 2012; Hurtado and Sanchez 2011; Li 2011;
Hurtado 2009). Also business owners’ views and opinions may have been beneficial,

although obtaining interviews from them has often been reported as difficult.

The country’s glaring poverty rate, surging agroindustry, increased dependency on
foreign trade and food imports (from the United States), and its sociopolitical history make
Guatemala a compelling case of Harvey’s (2003) new imperialism based on colonial
foundations. With the apparent shortage of this kind of ethnographic research on the
dispossessions provoked by the expansion of oil palm plantations, I aim to concentrate on
the voice of the people interviewed, seeking to bring to light more than the mere loss of

land.

Organization of the thesis

In the first part of Chapter 2, after this introduction, I will shed light upon
Guatemala’s political and economic power dimensions with a brief historical overview.

The role of the United States and the colonial legacy in the 21* century are also highlighted.
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This historical background will set the stage for the analysis of the ethnographic data and
understanding the underlying distinctive power relations of the country around oil palm

expansion.

The second section of Chapter 2 will present some background on the rural poverty
and land inequality in Guatemala, and the state policies which have facilitated the growth
of flex crop plantations. The rising oil palm industry, trade and its connection with the
global food-feed-fuel complex are described in the third section of this chapter. In the last
and fourth section, I will discuss Guatemala’s adoption of the neoliberal food regime, as
food grains are increasingly imported while the vast majority of palm oil is exported to

Europe, or for the use of American companies in Mexico (Verité 2014, 29-30).

In Chapter 3, I describe and analyze the interviews and stories derived from my
fieldwork in areas of extensive oil palm production in rural Guatemala. Using David
Harvey’s theoretical framework, I will systematically document how accumulation by
dispossession (2003) has been experienced by the rural people in the region of Franja

Transversal del Norte.

In concluding Chapter 4, I summarize the main findings of this study and discuss
the linkages between the country’s adoption of the neoliberal food regime, the new
imperialism and the dispossessions caused by the oil palm expansion in Guatemala. I will
also briefly outline, how the oil palm expansion is a compatible part of the neoliberal food
regime, and how the two phenomena work together. Finally, I will suggest topics for future

research.
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Chapter 2.
Guatemala in the Global Complex of Food, Feed and Fuel

In the first section of Chapter 2, I will describe the historical emergence of the
ruling class and creole control, the establishment of state power and its manifestations, as
well as the impact of the United States on the Guatemalan agrarian question. These factors
have been fundamental to the existence and realisation of land-control grabs in the
increasing land rush since the 1990s. It is thus important to trace out the birth of the specific
power relations and their continuity from colonial times to the new imperialism of the 21°*

century oil palm expansion and neoliberal food regime.

From colonialism to agro-imperialism

Imperialism only succeeds in building neo-colonial structures in societies
whose colonial past has not been swept aside by revolutionary change, as
in the case of Guatemala.

(Martinez Pelaez 2009, 280)

The history of Guatemala has been a violent one, filled with tyranny and
oppression. This has been implemented by the coercive state while its actions were
instigated or facilitated from outside. Since colonial times, the racial divide between
creoles and indigenous peoples of the country has grown and still appears strongly to
determine the status quo of the nation in 2016 (e.g. McAllister and Nelson 2013). In the
21st century, socio-economic standing is still determined by race: the wealthy are the white,
the poor are the indigenous, with mestizos somewhere in between or amongst the poorer

parts of the population (Cabrera et al. 2015; field notes summer 2014).

According to Mahoney (2010), the prevailing trajectory of the country took off in
the early 16th century as the Spanish conquistadors subjugated Mayas, either violently or

by coercive displacements into colonies in the early 1500s in an effort to exploit these
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indigenous peoples (101-5). The mercantilist conquistadors proceeded by establishing
colonial institutions and an authoritarian grip over the Mayas (Grandin 2013, 52; Mahoney
2010, 101-5). Guatemala’s economy grew to depend on the labour-exploiting plantation
agriculture, as the need for workforce halted the decline of the aboriginal population,
whereas the ruling class, conquistadors, took a hefty share of the profits (Mahoney 2010,
101-3). Mahoney (2010) suggests this progression towards a highly segregated society cast
the indigenous people into poverty and "low levels of social development" (104) whereas
Spaniards, criollos and ladinos (the non-indigenous and non-creoles)® were to reap the

benefits (101-5, 171-74, 183-88, 203-28).

An important feature of Guatemala’s oppressive state has long been the
“counterinsurgent nationalism” (Grandin 2013, 55), which even the 21* century
governance of the country echoes. According to Grandin (2013), the tendency of
conducting a “punitive retaliation against indigenous protest” (55) was born during
colonialism from the fear that the indigenous majority would rise against the plantation
owners and the state (55, 57). As the increasing extractivism and regulation of local
people’s lives had given rise to indigenous revolts against the ruling class, punitive
counterinsurgencies regularly followed to thwart these uprisings in an effort to secure
continuing profits (ibid. 53—4). While the creoles expanded their lands, increased their
power and the use of coercive workforce on the plantations, the country grew reliant on

militarized politics and the questionable tradition of appropriating land (Grandin 2013, 51).

Independence from Spain in 1821 and later from the Federal Republic of Central
America only meant worsening conditions for the indigenous people (Grandin 2013, 55—
57). Regardless of the conflicts within the ruling class its power ultimately augmented and
independence brought along various dictators and the further centralization of the
government (ibid.). The post-independence era of the coffee capitalists saw a country more
dependent on export capitalism executed with violence (ibid.). According to Grandin

(2013), the proletarianization and repression of the indigenous became a norm in this

¥ The word ladino is often used interchangeably with mestizo; see also Glossary.
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period as “capitalists came to rely on a coercive state to guarantee their profits” (57) (see
also Martinez Pelaez 2009, 274-80). In fact, Bandeira and Sumpsi argue (2011) that an
extreme land concentration occurred only after independence and during the ‘liberal
dictatorships', as "an important part of [the new] landowners were German or North
American"™ (144). Hence, though the colonial establishment and the hierarchical
indigenous society previous to this can be seen as playing a part in creating great inequality
in control over land, the developments since the beginning of the 19" century were also

pivotal to the land inequality of the 2010s.

At the turn of both the 19th and 20th centuries the state worked towards promoting
economic liberalism and repression: the latter used for the pursuit of the former (Grandin
2013, 56-61). Forced work, land grabbing and policing of the indigenous were common
as repression was key for the success of the bourgeoisie (ibid. 53, 55, 57). Land grabbing
among the rural communities also stirred opposition from the indigenous and rural poor,
which was yet again met with punitive measures and even executions (ibid. 57-9). Wealth
accumulated increasingly in the hands of the ruling class, while the oppressive state,
expansions of plantations and scarce resources sparked conflicts both between and within
communities only facilitating the growth of the state’s repressive power (Grandin 2013,

56-61).

Twentieth century insurgencies and American interventionism

In the early 20th century and during its first lengthy dictator rules which were to be
followed by others, foreign investment started streaming in as the American United Fruit
Company" introduced bananas, only to continue the already fully consolidated plantation
capitalism of the country (e.g. Grandin 2013). Indigenous people were, yet again, violently
dispossessed of their land when then dictator-president Manuel Estrada Cabrera handed

out 165,000 acres of land to the banana industry from the already conflicted area of

? For instance, one of the dominant businesses in the field research was NaturAceites, whose owner Juan
Ulrico Maegli Mueller is a descendant of Swiss-German parents (Solano 2011a, 21).

' Thereafter known as United Brands and later as Chiquita Brands International.
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Polochic Valley (Solano 2013, 122). In addition, the economically liberal Guatemalan
dictatorship allowed the United States to access and "[gain] control over strategic elements
of Guatemalan national sovereignty, such as train networks, harbors, [and] international

telephone networks" (Kalny 2010, 77).

During the US-backed president-dictator Jorge Ubico's despotism (1931-44), the
plight of the rural poor (both indigenous people and the mestizo proletariat), combined
with the surprising emergence of multiple parties, eventually brought about the October
Revolution of 1944 and a second one in the October of 1952 (Grandin 2013, 63—4). The
first revolution resulted in the resignation of Ubico and after a series of puppet leaders, the
first democratic elections of Juan José Arévalo Bermej took place, followed by the election

of the revolutionary Jacobo Arbenz Guzmaén in 1950 (Immerman 1983, 37-43).

The revolution entailed demands for justice and land as the protesters were the
dispossessed former landowning peasants and the exploited plantation workers — as well
as the small silenced middle class (Grandin 2013, 64; Immerman 1983, 38). After president
Arbenz took power, he implemented an Agrarian Reform in 1952, due to which over
600,000 hectares of mostly uncultivated land was expropriated and delivered (back) to
land-deprived peasants, and more land was yet to be allocated until the coup (Bandeira and
Sumpsi 2011, 144). This caused major distress to the creole, ladino and foreign landowners

(Grandin 2013, 64-5).

As the voice of the oppressed population rose and the US-supported Ubico had been
overthrown, the fear of communism and its threat to capitalism had grown, both within
Guatemala as well as in the United States (Grandin 2013, 63—4; 2004, 52; Kalny 2010, 77;
Streeter 2000, 12-3). Alarmed by the uprising, the United Fruit Company lobbied the US
administration to thwart the agrarian revolt. Arbenz was finally overthrown in 1954 under
the auspices of the United States and the CIA, to halt the influence of communism from
infiltrating other countries (Granovsky-Larsen 2013, 329; Grandin 2004, 52; see also
Immerman 1983). The earlier expropriated land was delivered back to the large landowners

and over three decades of dictator rule and a civil war ensued (Bandeira Sumpsi 2011). The
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still authoritarian system that followed was supported by the United States (Kalny 2010,
77-8; Grandin 2013, 68).

The American intervention arguably facilitated the further consolidation of military
force and the repression of the state, only "prompting a rapid and precipitous downward
spiral of polarization" (Grandin 2013, 68). The uprisings of the rural and indigenous
population were suppressed with cruelty and violence, and the bloodshed of the civil war
included torture, disappearances, and genocide of indigenous peoples (Grandin 2013, 68—
9; 2004, 74-5). The increasing control of the state, with foreign assistance, allowed the
violent and authoritarian state to carry on with augmented brutality during the civil war

(Grandin 2013, 68-70).

Neoliberalism and militarized imperialism

Martinez Peldez argued that the colonial roots and the continuation of the colonial
structures by the criollo power are the reasons why Guatemala "is what it is" (2009, 279).
He also asserted that US intervention played a significant role in shaping the Guatemalan
society into an ethnically-stratified and underdeveloped country, where the 'colonial
essence' remained and the poor were easy to exploit (Martinez Pelaez 2009, 274-81). In
the 1970s, Martinez Peldez argued that after the US-led coup, Guatemala had been under
US imperialism and neo-colonial structures were established on the still existing colonial
ones; meanwhile, any attempt of revolution has been successfully thwarted (2009, 274—

81).

The violent suppression of revolutionary uprisings in Central America has, in fact,
facilitated the implementation of neoliberal policies in the 1990s (Grandin 2010, 22). In
the Peace Accords, this agenda of the IMF and the World Bank took a strong hold in
Guatemala, in the form of structural adjustment and the market-assisted land reform
(MALR) (Garcia 2010/1, 5-6). Neoliberal restructuring appears to have directed the way

in which the post-conflict era emerged, while the state and the existing powerful ruling
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class fostered the progress of the new “agro-imperialism” by means of the MALR

(Granovsky-Larsen 2013, 329; Garcia 2010/1, 6).

The injustices that especially the poor peasants have experienced in Guatemala
have not gone without opposition. Yet, often land conflicts, disputes or opposition are
quelled by the use of excessive force, by means of security guards, police officers and
military, including kidnapping, imprisonment, disappearances or deaths (Granovsky-
Larsen 2013). State repression and the continuation of the agribusiness invasion has been
furthered by the continuing flow of capital from the United States, even after the civil war.
In fact, the suppressive security forces have continued to receive financial support from the
United States, while facilitating economic and spatial expansion and dispossession (U.S.
Department of State 2015). Grandin (2010) argues that with the support of the former Plan
Puebla Panama (PPP), in 2008 renamed the Mesoamerica Project (MP), United States may
be building a "security corridor" (21) through Central America and all the way to Colombia
while "armoring the NAFTA"" (ibid.). Grandin suggests that "the U.S. is...consolidating
its authority over a circumscribed territory, with a deepening reliance on applied military

power" (2010, 21).

Grandin (2010) has argued that the idea behind the MP and other similar programs
“is to integrate the region's transportation and communications infrastructure, energy
production and distribution network, and, most importantly, its military capacities" (21,
emphasis added). Pickard (2002), in turn, suggested MP (former PPP) is in fact a neoliberal
project of "private plans for profit": a program to make the region of Central America and
Mexico "a massive free trade zone, competing in the world wide race to the bottom of
wages, working conditions, lax environmental regulation and disregard for human rights"

(Pickard 2002, 1), profiting especially large American companies.

' Statement of Thomas Shannon — George W. Bush’s envoy to Latin America and Barack Obama's former
Brazil ambassador (Grandin 2010, 21).
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The neoliberal Dominican Republic-Central America Free Trade Agreement (DR-
CAFTA) of 2006 — nearly identical to NAFTA — appears to be a part of a logical continuum
in the promotion of US trade in Latin America (Hill 2007, 6; Stokes 2005). The addition
of the US-backed Central America Regional Security Initiative (CARSI) has paved the way
for various developments in keeping with the economic pursuits. Financial support from
the United States has fuelled the militarization of the region (Mowforth 2014, 98, 150-69,
193-95). Cockcroft (2006) calls this ensemble militarized imperialism, “to ensure and
increase control over natural resources, the expansion of big financial and industrial capital
and the best possible conditions for U.S. trade and investments" (69). Among the
adversaries of this imperialism are, of course, the indigenous, the poor and the peasants

(ibid. 73-5).

DR-CAFTA was planned to facilitate and increase US trade and investments to
Central American countries and the Dominican Republic (United States Trade
Representative n.d.), while CARSI, on the other hand, may be a convenient instrument to
guarantee the goals of this trade agreement. These developments would appear to present
a continuity of US intervention, which already began in the early 20th century. According
to the U.S. Department of State (2015), the objectives of CARSI, "coordinated with other
nations, international financial institutions, the private sector, civil society, and the Central
American Integration System (SICA)”, were to enhance the security and safety of the
Central American countries. Some of the objectives are to "[s]upport the development of
strong, capable, and accountable Central American governments" and to "re-establish
effective state presence, services and security in communities at risk" (U.S. Department of
State 2015, emphases added). However, it would appear the United States has in fact
supported the “maintenance” of a coercive state that uses its law enforcement and security
capacities relentlessly when economic interests are threatened by peasant/indigenous

occupation or poor people (Granovsky-Larsen 2013; Solano 2013; Grandin 2013).
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‘Policing the new enclosures’

The global, regional and national neoliberal developments and the reinforced state
and corporate power have led to an era of 'new imperialism' (Alonso-Fradejas 2012 [513];
Harvey 2003) built on the colonial foundations. In Guatemala, new imperialism manifests
itself in the form of agro-extractivism (Petras and Veltmeyer 2014) and the rapid expansion
of especially oil palm agribusinesses. The palm oil boom serves the needs of the agrofuel,
chemical and food markets in Europe, Mexico and the United states, mainly benefiting
American, European or other multinational food, cosmetic and chemical corporations.
Many of these enterprises are, in fact, operating in Guatemala, or have their products sold

in major chain retailers such as Walmarts.

In a country with a clear history of discrimination, segregation, and a rich oligarchy,
wherein creole and other non-indigenous power circulates between only a few families
(e.g. Palencia Prado 2012), it appears to be almost effortless to “eliminate” the obstacles to
capital accumulation — in this case poor and mostly indigenous people (Buck 2014; Grandin
2013; Granovsky-Larsen 2013; Solano 2013, etc.). Lamentably, the triumph of the use of
palm oil in various western industries has meant the ongoing growth of the plantations,
which has consequently given rise to "a new postwar period of rural violence" (Grandin
2013, 70). This era resembles a war of attrition in pursuance of eliminating the rural poor
who stand in the way of various capitalist projects. Evictions, violence, and dispossessions
of these groups are furthered with, for instance, CARSI dollars. Often they take place
behind the scene of “responsibly” produced palm oil, which is then exported to various
regions either as a raw material or in value-added products, whether the destination is

Mexico, the EU, or the United States.

Agricultural changes in the land of the rural poor

Guatemala is one of the most unequal countries in the world. In 2003, prior to the
increasing land rush and the food crisis stemming from peak oil, agrofuel production,

population growth and the corporate culture of agribusinesses (e.g. Anseeuw et al. 2013;
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McMichael 2009a), 8 percent of the landowners held 78 percent of all arable land (INE
2003). A common estimate is that only 2 percent of the whole population owns over 80

percent of all land (Jonas and Tobias 1981, in Iadicola and Shupe 2013, 443).

According to numerous authors (e.g. Grandin 2013; Bandeira and Sumpsi 2011,
144—6; Mahoney 2010; Martinez Peldez 2009), this is the legacy of the colonial era and its
aftermath. Severo Martinez Peldez' book title La Patria del Criollo states that Guatemala
1s “the homeland of the criollos” which also several Guatemalans confirmed to me; creole
families are still mostly intermarried (Palencia Prado 2014; field notes summer 2014). The
wealth as well as the economic and political power of the country has remained and
continued to accumulate in the same families, which the high Gini index for income
distribution of 52.4 also reflects (World Bank 2016; Vasquez 2014; Solano 2013, 134-5,
2011a, 2010). Especially the inequality of land is striking as the relevant Gini coefficient'
has been reported as 84.0 (Mingorria and Gamboa 2010, 6).

Although the World Bank (2015a) qualifies Guatemala as a lower middle income
country, an appalling 59.3 percent of the population is officially regarded as poor, having
grown from 56.4 percent in 2000 (INE 2015b, 3, 4). In addition, 76 percent of the rural
people were poor, and 46 percent of them are extremely poor (INE 2015b, 4). Poverty falls
especially and most severely on the rural, indigenous population, living on the Franja
Transversal del Norte area; however, other regions, too, experience poverty (INE 2015b,
3, 4; Bolafios 2015; see also Appendix B). While Guatemala’s Human Development Index
is lower than nearly the whole of Latin America, the country is also badly affected by food
insecurity (WFP 2015; UNDP 2014). Half of the children under 5 are chronically
undernourished (USAID 2015).

Researchers argue that the long-time trend of decreasing land access is likely linked

to the dire statistics above. Data comparison between 1979 and 2003 show significantly

'2 Gini coefficient (or Gini index) represents the income distribution, 0 being perfect equality (everyone
having the same amount), and 100 absolute inequality (see also World Bank 2016).
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fewer families owning and farming land, the emergence of more micro farms (under 0.7
ha) and rented land, and more entirely landless households. These people are poorer, lack
access to education and are more dependent on land, yet the "monetary income derived
from agricultural production is quite small" (Bandeira and Sumpsi 2011, 144). The average
family farm size in Guatemala is a meagre 13 percent of the area the United Nations defined
as the sine qua non of sustenance for a rural Guatemalan family of five (United Nations
2000, 179; Tomei and Diaz-Chavez 2014, 194). Since the early nineties, a rather drastic
downward trend in food production has coincided with the reduction of access to land
(Bandeira and Sumpsi 2011). Alongside the expanding flex crop production, especially of
oil palm, the per capita basic grain production has dropped by 30 kilograms from 1993 to
2007 (Guerena and Zepeda 2013, 23-5; see also Appendix C).

Even though a slim majority of the population have been urban-dwellers since
2012, nearly half of the over 16 million people still live in the countryside as of 2015
(FAOSTAT 2016). Families in the countryside mostly obtain their income from non-
farming activities as integral resources for sustenance, such as land, are often unavailable
(Bandeira and Sumpsi 2011, 146, 158). Although scholars argue that even a slight increase
in the amount of land available to households could in fact help fight rural poverty (e.g.

ibid.), access to land appears to be conspicuously absent in the Guatemalan countryside.

Market-assisted land reform, state policies, and rural hardship

Market-assisted land reform (MALR) which followed the 1996 Peace Agreement
of the civil war has likely fostered the increased landlessness and rural poverty in
Guatemala (Gauster and Isakson 2007; Lahiff et al. 2007; Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 513—14).
The state-imposed MALR was to encourage land deals without market distortions and to
enable the highest prices possible. Scholars, however, have widely reproached this
neoliberal policy framework promoted by the IMF and the World Bank as being “anti-
poor” and as having, in fact, benefited the already wealthy large landowners (e.g. Gauster

and Isakson 2007, 1520; Lahiff et al. 2007, 1431).
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Although touted as a success by some, the state policies in keeping with the MALR
have helped direct more land and credits to the already existing agricultural companies
(Bandeira and Sumpsi 2011, 146; Gauster and Isakson 2007; 1533-34). This, in turn, has
facilitated the mushrooming of flex crop production in the country (Alonso-Fradejas 2012,
514). In contrast, the few peasant “beneficiaries”, only 1.3 percent of all agricultural
households, have largely had problems with paying off their increasing debt after the land
transactions, often resulting in exacerbated poverty (Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 513—4; Gauster

and Isakson 2007, 1529; Bandeira and Sumpsi 2011).

The MALR programs, especially the land trust fund Fondo de Tierras
(FONTIERRAS), were purportedly created to direct land towards the land poor. The land
fund was to control land titling and its regularisation, and to provide assistance and other
financial support to people in need of land (Alonso Fradejas 2012, 513—4). However, it is
widely argued that FONTIERRAS fostered landlessness and growing rural poverty as 95
percent of landless or near-landless households did not receive help through the fund
between 1997-2008 (Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 514; Bandeira and Sumpsi 2011, 145-6).
According to Gauster and Isakson (2007), FONTIERRAS has only assisted with “an
estimated 1% of the total demand for land” (1524).

The neoliberal World Bank-driven agenda of FONTIERRAS has been detrimental
to the traditional collective farming (of peasants) as the lands have been divided and
privatized (Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 513—4). But this agenda goes hand in hand with the
efficiency rationale, which is why the already economically successful landowners have
benefited rather than the ones in desperate need of land (ibid.). Consequently, especially
subsistence food production has suffered, and often the ownership of land has been
replaced with highly insecure tenancy agreements (Gauster and Isakson 2007, 1524-33).
The relatively few times land has been delivered to poor peasants after a costly process,
the low quality of the soil has often meant that those who acquired land have subsequently
experienced financial problems (Gauster and Isakson 2007, 1525-27; Lahiff et al. 2007,
1431). Farmers have had difficulties earning a living from agriculture, and the increasing

debt to FONTIERRAS has yielded insurmountable problems (Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 514).
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Alonso-Fradejas (2012, 514) argues that agribusinesses have profited from the
market-led land reform as "safe property rights allow markets to transfer land towards more
efficient uses and producers" (World Bank 2007, 138). These producers have chiefly been
large landowners with businesses growing flex crops. Yet, their expansion has meant the
dispossession of peasants — through legal means (Alonso Fradejas 2012, 5134, 518-20).
To make matters worse, FONTIERRAS carries a stigma of corruption, as the decisions of
the fund not only depend on powerful people, but also blatantly profit (or are intended to
benefit) large landowners (Gauster and Isakson 2007, 1529-30). Moreover, while the
autonomy of the fund is compromised (ibid.), it has in fact turned into somewhat of an “old
boys’ club”; for peasants, decision-making processes and information regarding land deals
are nearly impossible to reach (Gauster and Isakson 2007, 1529-30). These problems are
far from surprising as the principal beneficiaries of MALR — for instance, agribusiness
owners — are known to be close with politicians (Palencia Prado 2014; Solano 2013;

Guerena and Zepeda 2013, 25-7; Alonso-Fradejas 2012).

Oil palm expansion in Guatemala

The cultivation of oil palm started to grow in the early 1990s, rapidly increasing
after the beginning of the 21* century, in tandem with the rising demand for agrofuels from
the European Union (FAOSTAT 2016; European Parliament 2009; European Commission
2004). In 2014, oil palm covered 153,000 hectares, approximately 10 percent of all arable
land, yet with the possibility of covering more than half a million hectares according to a
2011 estimate of the Guatemalan Ministry of Agriculture (FAOSTAT 2016; INE 2015a,
11; Tomei and Diaz-Chavez 2014, 183, 192; Moll Fetzer 2013). The cultivation of oil palm
has been accelerating very fast since the early 2000s. The production has exploded in ten
years, increasing 118 percent in just one year from 2013 to 2014 (INE 2015a, 22; 2014).
While the area for the cultivation of Guatemala’s domestic food crops has sunk, the
cultivation of mono- or flex crops such as oil palm has steadily grown, oil palm being the
fastest-growing crop (INE 2014; see also Appendix C). In 2013, Guatemala was the
world’s 8" biggest producer of oil palm (FAOSTAT 2016).
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Production quantities of oil palm against maize
and beans in Guatemala (megatonnes)

2000
1800
1600
1400
1200
1000

800

600

400

200 N’

——

1980 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014

@ il palm fruit e=====Beans Maize

Figure 2 Guatemalan oil palm production and the production of maize and

beans.
Source: FAOSTAT 2016.

The main value-added product of the oil palm industry is palm oil made from the
palm tree fruit kernels. Ninety percent of it is exported and in 2015 Guatemala was the 5"
largest exporter (FAOSTAT 2016; USDA FAS 2015d). Although Mexico receives 55
percent of the total, there are also other significant buyers: Netherlands (22.9%), El
Salvador (7.1%), Germany (3.9%) and even the United Kingdom (2.8%) (FAOSTAT 2016;
SIECA 2015; Moll Fetzer 2014a, 2013). In fact, export destinations have changed
increasingly to cater to European demand in 2013, whereas in 2011 the markets were still

mainly in Central America (Moll Fetzer 2014a, 2013).

26



Export value of Guatemalan palm oil
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Figure 3 Export value of Guatemalan palm oil.

Source: FAOSTAT 2016.
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Top agri-exports of Guatemala by export value
(million USD)
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Figure 4 Top agri-exports of Guatemala.

Source: FAOSTAT 2016.

The growth of flex crops like oil palm, has been accompanied by foreign direct
investment as the land-capital concentration has intensified (FAOSTAT 2016; Caribbean
Update 2014; Borras et al. 2012, 848, 852, 856). While the productivity and capital in flex
crop production have been drastically rising since the turn of the 21 century, the jobs
offered in agriculture have, however, decreased (FAOSTAT 2016; INE 2014; Larios 2014;
See also Appendix C). Data from the 2014 national report on agriculture show that although
the area for mono- and flex crops such as oil palm has increased, agriculture employed 26
percent fewer people than ten years before: in 2013 only 31 percent of the population
worked in agriculture (FAOSTAT 2016; Larios 2014; INE 2014; see also Appendix C).
According to Alonso-Fradejas (2012, 521-22), the oil palm industry offers, in fact, less
work than peasant owned farms/estates (e.g. corn, bean, and other food crops) albeit

GREPALMA, the ‘guild of the palm growers’ in Guatemala, has reported the creation of
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“17,300 direct and 45,000 indirect jobs” (Tomei and Diaz-Chavez 2014, 195). Although
the industry is a notable employer, its benefits have been questioned and the employment

figures in, for instance, South East Asia" cited as “exaggerated” (Li 2011, 283-4).

Despite GREPALMA (2014) having exalted the employment benefits of the oil
palm industry, this flex crop is generally capital-intensive, with the exception of
independent oil palm growers (Borras et al. 2014, 10). Yet, these growers represent only a
fraction of all oil palm workers in Guatemala, 0.7 percent as of 2010 (Alonso-Fradejas et
al. 2011, 153). Jobs with oil palm (especially on plantations), are commonly precarious,
lacking social insurance and benefits, and demanding a great deal from the workers and
their families (Tomei and Diaz-Chavez 2014, 195; Verité 2014; Guerena and Zepeda 2013,
49-56; Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 520-22).

According to a study of two distinctive communities in Polochic Valley' (see
Figure 1), Mingorria et al. (2014) argue that the expansion of oil palm and the work in
plantations have several socio-economic implications, and may cause difficulties for
households. The study compared households who grew maize for subsistence to
households who had their member(s) working on oil palm plantations while also growing
maize. Mingorria et al. (2014) state that families whose member (predominantly male)
works in a plantation do have a higher overall income but a lower production of maize
crops. The households only relying on maize for subsistence had stronger food security
and more time for social activities and life outside work, whereas the women in the families
with oil palm work had less time to rest and (e.g. Mingorria et al. 2014, 861—4). The
scholars also report several cases in which the minimum wage and other labour rights were

not warranted, and the work on the plantations was reported insecure (ibid. 863).

" Indonesia and Malaysia are the biggest producers of palm oil as of 2015 (USDA FAS 2015d).

' The study has been conducted in an area which is under the cultivation of NaturAceites (field research
2014; Guereiia and Zepeda 2013, 27).
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Guatemala as a part of the global agrofuel boom

The rise of oil palm production in Guatemala has been somewhat mirrored by the
sugar cane industry (FAOSTAT 2016) — both used for the raw materials of agrofuels.
Levels of production in both industries have increased following the passage of “biofuel”
decrees in the United States and Europe, and the subsequent demand for raw materials
(FAOSTAT 2016; Tay 2012; Hertel et al. 2010, 77; Solano 2010, 20). Reports by the
United States Department of Agriculture Foreign Agricultural Service (USDA FAS) have
praised the potential of Guatemala as an agrofuel producer on numerous occasions for “the
high yields of sugarcane and palm oil, and [the] efficient well-developed local industries”
(Tay 2012). Repeatedly lauding the future prospects for palm oil in Guatemalan biodiesel
production, reports lament the legislative issues hindering such developments (e.g. Tay

2013; 2012; 2009).

Echoing the increased global demand, GREPALMA, the Guatemalan government,
as well as several foreign entities like the World Bank and the Inter-American
Development Bank (IDB) have shown interest in the domestic manufacturing and
consumption of agrofuels, such as palm oil biodiesel (Tomei and Diaz-Chavez 2014, 192—
3; Alonso-Fradejas 2012; Borras et al. 2012, 863; Tay 2012). In 2013 all of Guatemalan
palm oil was still directed to the edible oils market for the larger and more secure profits
(Tomei and Diaz-Chavez 2014, 192-3); however, the first steps toward a domestic agrofuel
production have already been taken. The production and use of sugarcane ethanol, jatropha
biodiesel, palm oil biodiesel and oil palm debris biogas is in progress (Avila 2015; ACR
Guatemala; Bolafios and Paredes 2015; Solano 2013, 134).

Investments and funding directly from the IDB and the Central American Bank for
Economic Integration (BCIE) have supported Guatemalan agrofuels research and planning,
which is aimed towards local biofuel production (Guerefia and Zepeda 2013, 20-1). The
United States is also a major investor in agroindustry (U.S. Department of Commerce
2014); in fact, the oil palm company Palmas de Ixcan originally started as a subsidiary of

a Texas-based Green Earth Fuels, which Carlyle Group, Goldman Sachs and Riverstone
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Holdings created as a part of their “green investment” (Guerefia and Zepeda 2013, 30;
Solano 2013, 130; 141). Furthermore, "negotiations are under way with potential biofuel
importers from the United States and Europe, as well as with other neighbouring countries
in the context of the Mesoamerican Biofuels Program", which receives partial funding from

the IDB (Guerena and Zepeda 2013, 19-20).

The oil palm “elite”

Oil palm production in Guatemala is intertwined as well as connected with other
industrial sectors (Palencia Prado 2014). Ownership is concentrated within a small number
of businesses and thus under the control of the few creole families or European immigrants
(Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 512). In the areas where this study was chiefly conducted,
NaturAceites and Palmas de Ixcan (PALIX) were the predominant and expanding ones,
whereas Reforestradora de Palma del Petén S.A. (REPSA), owned by the Molina family
and related to the former president Otto Pérez Molina (Rodriguez 2013), was often referred
to in Northern Alta Verapaz, near the southern border of Petén. These three are amongst
the biggest ones operating in the palm oil industry of Guatemala (Guerefia and Zepeda

2013, 25-7; Solano 2013).

NaturAceites, which also operates with the names of INDESA, PADESA and
GRASA S.A., is owned by the Swiss—German Maegli-Miiller family. The family was part
of the anti-communist wing supporting Reagan’s government during the beginning of the
neoliberal era (Solano 2013, 134). The Maegli-Miillers have historically benefited from the
land giveaways of the state, also after the reversal of Arbenz’ reform (Guerefia and Zepeda
2013, 27; Solano 2013, 134). PALIX, on the other hand, is currently owned by a corporate
group registered in Panama called Luma Holdings, whose director is a Guatemalan banker
and whose investments extend to other business sectors in Guatemala (Solano 2015b, 14—
16, 19). Also NaturAceites is connected with PALIX in a variety of ways, while involved

in other business ventures as well; for instance those of banking and agricultural
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machinery" (ibid.; 2013, 134-36). Out of the three above-mentioned companies, only
NaturAceites produces agrodiesel (for its own use) (Guerefia and Zepeda 2013, 27; Solano
2013, 134). It also has partnerships abroad, working with the Unilever of El Salvador
(Guerefia and Zepeda 2013, 27).

Alonso-Fradejas (2012) remarks that even drug lords are involved in the businesses,
laundering money in the operations of the industry (510, 512). Hence, due to the intimate
links between opulent economic, and powerful political actors (see also Palencia Prado
2014), the pursuits of both industries are perhaps not easily halted, if an attempt to do so
were ever to be made. Richani (2010) has in fact suggested the level of homicides, lower
than that of El Salvador, may be due to the interconnection of organized crime and state

structures, possibly facilitating capital accumulation in the hands of the few.

Agrofuels, flex crops, and land grabs

An increasing use of arable land has followed the agrofuel uprush globally. A report
by the International Land Coalition (ILC) states that agrofuel production is the most
important factor in fuelling land grabbing worldwide (Anseeuw et al. 2012, 4, 24; see also
Hertel 2010). According to the report, between 2009 and 2011, 57 percent of all vast tracts
of land purchased in the world were for the production of agrofuels (Anseeuw et al. 2012,
24). An International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI) report asserts that using palm
or any other vegetable oil in the production of agrodiesel gives rise to demands for more
palm oil to compensate in the edibles market, as it is the most cost-effective vegetable oil
(Laborde 2010, 54, 66, 72-3). Augmented demand for palm oil production, in turn, brings
about extensions of cultivations rather than an intensification of the already existing

production (ibid., 76).

' The Maegli-Miiller family owns an enterprise called TECUN, which is involved in various industries
extending from agricultural machinery to mining, energy and construction.
(http://www.grupotecun.com/guatemala. Accessed June 30, 2016.)
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In Latin America, roughly a third of the land grabs occurred due to agrofuels in
2009-2011, whereas only 15 percent were for food crops (Anseeuw et al. 2012, 24). These
numbers can, however, be rather equivocal. Agrofuel demands can impact the oil palm
industry in Guatemala, although most of Guatemalan palm oil is not used for fuel. Since a
business — e.g. that of oil palm — acquiring vast tracts of land may not yet be manufacturing
agrofuel, the land acquisition may be marked under vegetable oil, hence food production.
On the other hand, the business may need to extend their production to new customers, if
the customers’ previous providers have started selling palm oil for agrofuel purposes. As
the abovementioned figures of land grabs due to agrofuel production do not entail these
kinds of indirect land grabs (or ‘indirect land use changes’ [ILUC]), the exact amount of
land grabs occurring because of agrofuel production may be somewhat uncertain.
Consequently, the effect of global biofuel policies specifically on Guatemalan palm oil
production is indefinite; however, numerous scholars have discovered the policies
promoting the use of biofuels do have an substantial effect on global land use and crop
availability, resulting in price increases of especially staples like maize (e.g. HLPE 2013,
27-41; Borras et al. 2012, 863; Wise 2012; Laborde 2011, 20; 85; Hertel et al. 2010;
Berthelot 2008, 27 in McMichael 2011, 36). In Guatemala, the newspaper el Periddico
noted the surge in demand for land in July 2008, marking the impact of the demand for
agrofuels during the global food crisis (Central America Data 2008).

Agrofuels and the food insecurity of the poor

The increased pressure on land has had both local and global implications (e.g.
HLPE 2013). Especially domestically consumed food crops, but also major global food
crops have and will experience decreases in cultivated area, therefore increasing food
prices (ibid. 55-75). Moreover, agrofuel crop plantations also negatively affect local water
resources where irrigation is necessary for the plantations (Tokgoz et al. 2012, 418, 428;
HLPE 2013, 107). The agrofuel expansion and particularly sugar and vegetable oil-based

fuels have affected food prices, which may mean “changes in consumption, calorie
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availability and even food security'®” (Tokgoz et al. 2012, 429). Although Tokgoz et al.
(2012) argue that agrofuel production can, in terms of the authors’ macro model, increase
the amount of food available predicting decreased child malnutrition (416, 425-6), the
work of other scholars differs from these positive forecasts. While Guatemala experiences
very high levels of the undernourishment of children, a heightened risk of food insecurity
and hunger have been confirmed especially in areas of intensive oil palm production (e.g.
Mingorria et al. 2014, 863; Guerena and Zepeda 2013, 43—44; Alonso-Fradejas et al. 2011,
56; Hurtado 2009).

A report by the High Level Panel of Experts of the Food and Agriculture
organization (HLPE 2013) further confirms that the proliferating agrofuel industry poses a
threat to global food security. Although the effects of the intensifying industry can be
multifaceted, both positive and negative, the negative implications appear to mostly fall
upon the developing countries and the poorer population groups within them (HLPE 2013,
55-76). As agrofuel production reduces the amount of food stocks for exports worldwide,
international staple prices mount. This can be detrimental for consumers in countries
importing grains due to the volatility of world food staple prices (ibid. esp. 57). This is
especially the situation for corn importing countries like Guatemala, where the US corn
prices have soared due to American corn ethanol production (Wise 2012; Babcock 2011).
While Guatemala has indeed experienced a rather notable decrease in the food supply per
person, the imports of primarily American corn have increased steadily (FAOSTAT 2016;
Guerena and Zepeda 2013, 25; Etten and Fuentes 2004; see also Appendix D).

As the land and water use of agrofuel (or flex crop) production leads to a lack of
resources at the disposal of local peoples, it may also hinder the production of food as well
as hamper subsistence farming (HLPE 2013, 77-79, 86). In contrast, coinciding with the
difficulties of food crop production in the global South, the Northern markets, especially

those of North America, the European Union, and Brazil can reap increased profits in the

'® The authors measured food security “in terms of malnutrition risk for children” (Tokgoz et al. 2012,
429).
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grain market as well as from the rising agrofuel industry (ibid. 55). Since most major
manufacturers or consumers of the final product (agrofuels) are food secure Northern
countries (ibid.), the connection obscures between the successful biofuel policies (e.g.
carbon offsets, reduced oil dependency) and the implications for the mostly Southern
countries producing the raw materials for “biofuels”. That is, the possible negative
implications are largely out of sight for the northern consumers, as often the poorer
population of southern countries face the risks of poverty, food insecurity or other

hardships (HLPE 2013, 55-76; 107).

During the period of the emergence and expansion of flex crop plantations in
Guatemala, the northern lowlands, formerly known as a ‘surplus food-producing region’,
has paradoxically turned into an area where the minimum wage will not suffice for the
Basic Bread Basket (Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 516). Almost a fourth of the land used in oil
plantations in 2010 was formerly used in food crops and 10 percent in livestock grazing;
27 percent was previously rainforest (ibid). According to Alonso-Fradejas (2012), "direct
land use changes [owing to flex crops] have severe implications for peasant, rural and even
urban livelihoods, among which eroding local and national food security is of no petty

importance" (516).

Guatemalan land grabs and the state

Borras et al. (2012) suggest that most existing research on land grabs fails to capture
the full extent of the phenomenon, arguing that the research focuses excessively on food
insecurity and large-scale land acquisitions. The scholars emphasize the complex
intertwining of climate change mitigation, food security, pursuit of energy dependence and
natural resource extraction, which altogether push the 21* century land rush (Borras et al.
2012, 84952, 855). This fusion of different driving forces has also induced the emergence
and increasing significance of flex crops (ibid. 846). In Guatemala, flex crops like oil palm
are indeed the fastest growing in terms of land acquisitions (FAOSTAT 2016; Borras et al.
2012, 855).
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Furthermore, according to Borras et al. (2012), the manner in which land grabs
occur in Latin America and the Caribbean differs from Africa, the centre of most studies
on land grabs. The authors emphasize that land grabbing should be viewed as ‘land control
grabbing’, whereby rural people are dispossessed not only of land but also of water and
other resources. Borras et al. (2012) also point to political power relations, as some deny
access from others — mostly the wealthy and politically powerful from those who are often
already deprived (849-51). Hence, peasants or rural inhabitants are not necessarily
physically evicted from their lands, but may lose the control of their surroundings (ibid.
850). Also the ILC report highlights the risks land grabbing poses to the accessibility of
resources, food security, livelihoods and food self-sufficiency, threatening even notions of
dignity and self-determination (Anseeuw et al. 2012, 30). While the most vulnerable to
these developments are indeed the rural poor, the ILC report also states that the most fragile

groups are not just marginal, but often even entire societies (ibid.).

Borras et al. (2012) also argue that too much focus has been on foreign companies
executing land grabs. In addition to the rising new capital hubs (e.g. BRICS and Mexico),
the scholars assert that regional investors from Latin America and the Caribbean should
also be highlighted. In fact, in Guatemala, capital often flows in from Mexico, Costa Rica
and even Colombia — in addition to the American investors (U.S. Department of Commerce
2014; Borras et al. 2012, 859; field research 2014). Moreover, the authors assert that state
involvement in land grabs is not given the attention that it requires. Arguably, states may
use "technical re-mapping and land use reclassification" (Borras et al. 2012, 857) to
expedite the land grabs of "marginal" or "vacant" lands. Such land is often in the immediate
vicinity of transportation and water networks — but, in fact, occupied (ibid.). In case the
desired land is in the use of a community, the state may step in using coercion and violence
to vacate the territory (857-59). The state has even resorted to the use of police forces or
military and paramilitary troops in "enforcement of its sovereignty and authority as well as

its ardent support for private accumulation"'” (Borras et al. 2012, 857). In the face of the

17 See also Harvey (2003) on state involvement in accumulation by dispossession (91, 105-7, 145-149,
152).
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expanding plantations, numerous violent and even state-assisted evictions of entire rural
communities have taken place while others continue to be under an imminent threat of
expulsion (e.g. Oxfam 2016; Verité 2014, 35; Granovsky-Larsen 2013; Solano 2013, 131;
Alonso-Fradejas 2012).

Amid land grabbing in Latin America, the actions of the state are frequently in
support of the ruling class, which in Guatemala is primarily comprised of the wealthy
creole families (Borras et al. 2012, 858). This appears to be a natural continuation of history
as the financially powerful are also ones strongly to influence politics (e.g. Grandin 2013;
Solano 2013). The state and capital thus have an extremely strong connection to the
‘foreignization’ of land (i.e. land grabbing), for instance, forcefully promoting the
expansion of oil palm while preparing for a growing agrodiesel market in the European
Union (Borras et al. 2012, 855—-65). Although the most important investors in Latin
America are seemingly domestic, linkages abroad to the budding industries exist, as often

foreign capital is allied with domestic actors (ibid).

Alonso-Fradejas (2012) depicts the Guatemalan situation of land-control grabbing
with sugar cane and palm oil, emphasizing the state-capital link as well as the international
involvement in furthering the land rush. The World Bank-promoted neoliberal MALR
programme undertaken by the Guatemalan state has, in fact, facilitated the mushrooming
of agribusinesses and simultaneously fostered capital-intensive and ‘corporatized’
agriculture, “linked to global value chains” (Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 513). Alonso-Fradejas
points out that so far some "11 percent of the total peasant households from the investigated
areas, mainly Q’eqchi’, have lost their land tenancy rights during the last decade" (2012,
518). According to the scholar, 92.5 percent of these losses of land access were due to

sugar cane and oil palm businesses (ibid.).
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Oil palm and the neoliberal food regime in Guatemala

Guatemalan society — its changes in agrarian structure, food production and
consumption since the early 1990s — manifests the adoption of the neoliberal food regime
(e.g. Pechlaner and Otero 2010; 2008; Otero et al. 2013). The past developments of MALR,
the promotion of free trade between the United States and Guatemala (Dominican
Republic-Central America Free Trade Agreement) and other neoliberal policies can, in
turn, be referred to as neoregulation, an integral factor of the neoliberal food regime, as the
state enforces the deregulation of the market (Pechlaner and Otero 2010, 180). According
to Otero et al. (2013) the neoliberal food regime is established upon a “series of
international agreements and national legislation that promotes the neoliberal agenda,
including favoring ABMSs [agribusiness multinational corporations]” (272). The
deregulation of the market is not the only form of state intervention, however. As
mentioned in the preceding section, the state has appeared to play a key role also in
implementing and facilitating the land (control) grabs that serve the agro-export industries

in Guatemala.

As previously noted, despite the exploding oil palm industry, chronic hunger and
food insecurity have remained the same, possibly intensified, while poverty has worsened
(Bolanos and EFE 2015; INE 2015b; FAO et al. 2013, 45; FAO et al. 2014, 43; see also
Appendix B). Meanwhile, Guatemala has grown to be an extremely important market for
subsidized American agriproducts in the 21* century, whereas still in the late 1980s the
country was fairly self-sufficient, especially in terms of maize (FAOSTAT 2016; see also
Appendix D).

In the fiscal year of 2014, the sales of US produce in Guatemala ran to 1.1 billion
US dollars, whereas in 2013 the whole of Central America purchased 3.8 billion dollars
worth of American products (USDA FAS 2015ac; 2009). USDA Foreign Agricultural
Service has applauded DR-CAFTA several times for being beneficial to US trade. In less
than a decade after its implementation, “U.S. exports to Guatemala have grown 90 percent”

(USDA FAS 2015c; 2009). Since Guatemala has not been able to provide its population
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with enough foodstuffs by domestic production for many consecutive years'®, corn, rice,
wheat, fodder, and beans have been the top agri-imports (FAOSTAT 2016; Caribbean
Update 2015; SIECA 2015). The list of imported food products only seems to be growing.
Although maize is a native crop in Guatemala, it is increasingly imported primarily from
the United States (FAOSTAT 2016; see also Appendix D); in 2014, Guatemala’s maize
self-sufficiency was 59 percent (FAO GIEWS 2015).

Imports of maize and wheat based on import
value (million USD)
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Figure 5 Imports of maize and wheat since the beginning of oil palm

production in Guatemala.
Source: FAOSTAT 2016.
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According to calculations based on FAOSTAT data (2016), the import dependency
ratio (IDR)" for cereals has been growing for decades with the pace intensifying since the
1990s, reaching 44 percent in 2013. While the IDR for wheat in 2013 was 100 percent
(nearly only from the United States), rice came in second with 80 percent. Yet,
consumption has earlier, before the beginning of the neoliberal era in the nineties, relied
more on the domestic production of these non-native plants (FAOSTAT 2016). The
increase in the IDR for maize is the most striking, however: it has grown slowly from the
sixties when it was less than a percent, hitting 9 percent in 1990, 24 percent in 2000 and
seemingly hovering between 30 and 40 percent after that until 2013 (ibid.). Etten and
Fuentes (2004) called this “the crisis of maize”, as they saw the growing imports of corn

as possible threats to Guatemala’s domestic agriculture and food security (52).

The state-assisted development of the oil palm expansion combined with the
decrease in the local production of main staples and the increase of cereal (and other food)
imports advanced by DR-CAFTA seem to represent an epitome of the neoliberal food
regime (Pechlaner and Otero 2010; Otero et al. 2013; INE 2014, 2015a). The situation has
resulted in an “uneven and combined dependency” (Otero et al. 2013) between the North
and the South — here the United States and Guatemala. Guatemala is dependent on US corn
and other cereals while the United States is not dependent on these basic staples. In fact,
the American consumers rely on the imports of “luxury foods” such as vegetables,
beverages or fruits, which do not represent a significant portion of the daily caloric intake
— hence the uneven and combined dependency (FAOSTAT 2016; Otero et al. 2013, see
esp. p. 274). In turn, an average Guatemalan receives nearly a half of the total of daily
calories from just maize, wheat and rice; hence, the consumers are reliant on these imports
and extremely susceptible to changes in global commodity prices (FAOSTAT 2016; Otero
etal. 2013, 274).

IDR = Imports

19 Production +Imports — Exports
Source: http://philfsis.psa.gov.ph/index.php/id/16/meta/IDR. Accessed June 19, 2016.
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While basic grains are in high demand, USDA FAS reports (Véasquez 2015; 2014)
also highlight a new direction of trade and commerce between the countries, observing
Guatemala’s growing food processing industry. This may also benefit the local oil palm
production as it is commonly used in a variety of processed foods amongst myriad other
purposes (Alonso-Fradejas et al. 2016, 144). Processed foods are linked to the growth of
retail, also an important factor in the Guatemalan context, while the retail sector, on the
other hand, is closely connected to the US exports and the agrarian changes in the 21*
century — including the rise of oil palm. In fact, supermarkets are getting an increasing
share of the resale of food in Guatemala as 30 percent of foodstuffs are sold through them
(Vésquez 2015). Walmart, Pricesmart and Unisuper are the leading ones, and only the
multinational UniSuper is domestically-based (ibid.). For the United States and its exports,
supermarkets are an important area for business as they continue to grow: Walmart is
indisputably the biggest in Guatemala, directly importing 85 percent of the foodstuffs sold
(Vasquez 2015, 2014). Otero et al. (2013, 273) describe supermarkets as “key economic
agents of the neoliberal food regime”, which for instance the rise of Walmart represents —
it is a destination of imported grains and processed products as well as commodities

containing palm oil.

Numerous foreign restaurants have also entered the country, building their success
on low prices: Burger King, Dairy Queen, Dunkin Donuts, IHOP, Kentucky Fried Chicken,
McDonald’s, PizzaHut, Taco Bell, Wendy's and so on (Central America Data 2015;
Viasquez 2015). The vast majority are from the United States and use palm oil in their
operations, often derived from controversial sources (Union of Concerned Scientists 2014;
Verité 2014, 29). When these companies are located in a hub of this raw material, the palm
oil in use may well be of Guatemalan origin. Although most of the country’s palm oil is
exported to Mexico, the businesses there are connected to the United States. Allegedly, this
palm oil is utilized and sold for (or by) corporations of American origin (Verité 2014, 29).

These processed value-added goods are then likely sold in supermarkets like Walmart.

The pressure on land and the increase of land grabs appears to arise for various

reasons. As biofuel policies of both the United States and the European Union stimulate
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rising demand for land for flex crops such as oil palm, the decreases in the availability of
the flex crops for the immense food-feed-fuel complex pushes the demand for land
indirectly. Northern governments urge agrofuel production in Southern states like
Guatemala, while the respective governments (and the ruling class) yearn for foreign
investment coming from the global North's “environmental” projects (McMichael 2011,
35). These agrofuel projects can be attributed to the challenges of peak oil and energy

security, yet their socio-ecologic implications may be negative (McMichael 2011).

The neoliberal food regime imported in Guatemala’s agrarian developments is
presumably not a malicious scheme of the global North. The influx of US grains,
American/foreign supermarkets and restaurants, and the simultaneously occurring land
grabbing by the oil palm industry all cohere rather perfectly, however. The palm oil
production provides cheap raw materials for foreign multi-million dollar corporations
which manufacture products for other giants like Walmart. Meanwhile, vast oil palm
plantations continue to expand, and the decreased supply of land and crops brings about
increases in food imports. Foreign-based supermarkets and fast-food joints will yet again
benefit, selling both imported, processed and often palm oil-utilizing products. The palm
oil may originate in the plantations where the dispossessed peasant works, so that he can
buy the American imports at the very same local supermarket. The combination of an
increasing oil palm production, DR-CAFTA and national policies have resulted in the
emergence of a neoliberal food regime. It appears to reinforce itself as it continues, perhaps
advancing the dispossession of the varying traditions, local ways of life, and economic

security, also posing challenges for lives and livelihoods.
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Chapter 3.
Stories of Dispossession

In this chapter, I will illuminate the essential elements of the process of
accumulation by dispossession that is taking place in Guatemala through the expansion of
oil palm cultivation. The first section will clarify the basics of dispossession, focusing
especially on land grabbing and the part played by the state land fund (FONTIERRAYS),
and how the phenomenon may be likened to the “appropriation of assets” (Harvey 2003,
145). In the second section, I describe the way in which oil palm expansion has involved
“enclosing the commons” (Harvey 2003, 148; Buck 2013, 52—-69) and how this has led to
grave problems for rural people, as access to resources has become jeopardized. The third
section builds upon this analysis, examining the dispossession of resources through the
process of commodification (e.g. Harvey 2003, 148). Furthermore, the oil palm industry
treats nature merely as a commodity, leading to severe ecological repercussions. In the
fourth section, I show how oil palm expansion has generated serious hardships in regard to
subsistence and food security, resulting in the proletarianization of many peasants, and “the
suppression of the alternative forms of production and consumption” (ibid., 145). Finally,
in the chapter’s conclusion, I will outline how accumulation by dispossession in the midst
of the Guatemalan oil palm expansion occurs by the “policing [of] the new enclosures”
(Buck 2013, 52—-69) and how Harvey’s claim of “the loss of rights” (2005, 178) is, in fact,

part of the dispossessions occurring in the country.

Land, livelihoods, and the appropriation of assets

The first community I visited during field research in July 2014 was one of the few

left in Polochic Valley®, in the department of Izabal. It turned out there had been 18

EEINT3

2% Places are often referred to as “Chisec area”, “Fray area”, “the Franja” and so on for three reasons: 1)
anonymity and safety of interviewees, 2) the sometimes obscure borders of municipalities or
communities or 3) vague locations of cited communities by interviewees (i.e. second-hand information).
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communities in the area, but only 11 were left. Apparently, communities had begun to
disappear following the emergence and expansion of oil palm plantations, which started in

the late 1990s.

In '96 the palm [cultivation] began, without the consent of the communities.
There was no consensus, they just came and put their palm and their
factory...they didn't ask if it's okay or what the communities think about
it...as human lives meant very little to them...because at first they said it's
going to bring development and it's a good process. But the truth is, there is
no development, but rather, a disaster. (Santiago, 48 years old, Polochic
Valley)

Nearly some two decades later, the same palm oil company, called NaturAceites®
in 2014, described the inhabitants as “invaders” (interviews in Polochic Valley) while it
was taking over lands that had belonged to the indigenous peoples for at least five centuries.
At the time of fieldwork, the people lived under a constant threat and fear of losing their
land and way of life, since the general tendency of palm was to expand rather than intensify
production. Allegedly, some communities in Polochic Valley had been bribed to support

922

oil palm while the ones favouring Maya Q’eqchi’* ways of life and livelihoods were

reproached by NaturAceites or municipal and governmental authorities for “being against
development” (interviews in Polochic Valley). Nevertheless, field research showed that
human habitation seemed to be no impediment for the company’s crusade to plant capital-
intensive crops. Receiving any kind of approval from communities whose lands were in
question seemed merely a needless formality. In fact, it had rarely happened as peasants

and indigenous peoples appeared to have very little say in this criollo-dominated country.

*! NaturAceites S.A. is a certified member of the Roundtable for Sustainable Palm Oil. On an RSPO report
from 2012/2013 they state, "[w]e are a socially responsible company, and we align our projects with
those of the communities that surround us...NaturAceites built a strong mutually beneficial relationship
with community leaders in every one of the regions it operates. This has translated into open dialogue
and discussions to establish priorities for working together and ultimately raising the living standards of
the communities" (RSPO 2015).

** Guatemala has 23 different Mayan groups (and thus varying “traditions™) of which Q’eqchi’ is the fourth
largest, although representing the majority of the research participants. Nevertheless, most Guatemalans
are considered as mestizo according to the official census from 2013
(https://www.ine.gob.gt/sistema/uploads/2014/02/26/5¢TCcFIHErmaNVeUmm3iabXHaK gXtwO0C.pdf.
Accessed August 19, 2016).
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Yet, palma africana was a curse word in many communities. The story heard everywhere
was of oil palm just rolling in, with no questions asked. "We don't want any more palm!"

was repeated enough throughout the field research to be a slogan.

Land-rights organization workers and people from communities especially in
Polochic Valley described numerous occasions in which companies used the police or
troops to expel the inhabitants of communities so as to clear land for plantations. Most
cases of "forceful expulsion" (Harvey 2003, 145) with state security forces and private
guards had taken place because of sugar, yet oil palm companies too used violent tactics.
For instance, Claudia, a community worker in the Chisec area, told me about the ruthless

expulsions by the company named Palmas de Ixcan (PALIX):

There have been many [evictions] because to the companies it doesn’t
matter if the families have the papers, the money and the deed of sale. For
example, you have the deed, the plot layout, and all that under the name of
one person—whatever—but for the company it doesn't matter and there will
be an eviction! A complete one! Because [the company] already has a
permit [for it] from the authority, from the mayor!

Moreover, as this quote also shows, a mandate from the local administration, for instance
that of a municipality, had an integral part in many land grabs or land control grabs. While
in Chisec, for instance, the local administration authorized the appropriation of land
directly, in other communities the support for dispossession was more clandestine, yet

widely known.

This was the situation with NaturAceites in Fray Bartolomé de las Casas (Fray) and
Polochic Valley in Izabal, where payments in the form of new cars or other type of wealth
to the local administration made by the company facilitated the entrance of palm. Even if
a mayor (or other governing authority) would not openly further or endorse the company’s
goals, it still seemed futile for the dispossessed people to turn to the municipality for help
against the company. For many it was safer and more lucrative to stay silent. For instance,
in Fray, the objection of NaturAceites would mean trouble. People in agony, losing their

land or resources to palm got threats, spite or blacklisting if they turned to either the
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company, the mayor or other beneficiaries of palm for help as plantations gradually

surrounded them. Mostly, however, dialogue with any authority was simply impossible.

One of these authorities was Fondo de Tierras (FONTIERRAS), the state land
fund®, an instrument of the market-assisted land reform (MALR) and neoliberal food
regime in Guatemala. The fund, which was allegedly established to help people in
obtaining land, had been ineffective and slow in its actions. Usually, interviewees reported
that answers from FONTIERRAS were pending, when people had made inquiries about
their plot in the wake of a series of land grabs or large deals in their area. Furthermore,
interviewees frequently told me they were simply not told what was happening with their
land or plot — until they found out it was no longer theirs. Some had even travelled to the
capital up to ten different times to ask for help with land access from FONTIERRAS, but

ended up getting neither assistance nor answers.

The more experiences I recorded of the land fund in context of oil palm, the more
it started to indeed seem like a "fiasco" (Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 514). People from Fray,
the population of which is over ninety percent indigenous, had met with a director of a land
fund agency about the ongoing land dispute. The answer from the director had been harsh:
"Your deeds are worth nothing," a peasant-rights activist and nurse told me in an interview.
The once reportedly legal documents for the people's plots had lost their worth, whereas
NaturAceites had emerged as their new owner in the municipality. For instance, Manuel, a
freelance journalist from Fray, had bought the lot for his house from the state through
FONTIERRAS in 1994. Nevertheless, shortly after the oil palm company entered the town
in 2007, it turned out the once remitted payment to the state meant nothing. Manuel and
many others in the same town discovered that the owner's name on the plot was
NaturAceites. Hence, the people’s deeds of sale were not regarded as deeds of ownership;

not anymore. TeleSUR, the Venezuela-based T.V. channel with Latin American reach,

3 On their website, FONTIERRAS (http://www.fontierras.gob.gt) promises to work with four intentions:
"1. Access to land for integral and sustainable development. 2. Regularization of the processes of
awarding the lands of the state. 3. Development of sustainable rural communities and 4. Institutional
strengthening to respond to social aspirations and legal mandates; supported by complimentary measures
which strengthen their actions.” Accessed Nov 27, 2015. Translated by author.
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reported on this issue (2014a), with a community leader displaying an official document
stating that half of Fray, inclusive of the homes of several people, had been mortgaged for
8 million US dollars to BANCOLOMBIA located in Panama. If people wanted to get a
legal right for their plot, they would have to buy it — again.

Similarly, when other interviewees had begun noticing problems with palm
cultivators regarding access to their land or resources, and wanted to secure their ownership
with FONTIERRAS, the land fund employees would regularly inform them that the plots
in question were now property of NaturAceites, Palmas de Ixcan, REPSA or some other
company. The people had, however, once bought or inherited their plots, or they were
granted the land by the state after the civil war ended in 1996. It seemed the land fund
nowadays was indeed serving large landowners like those of the oil palm industry (see e.g.
Alonso-Fradejas 2012; Granovsky-Larsen 2013, 330; Gauster and Isakson 2007). On April
15, 2016, FONTIERRAS published a press release on their website
(http://www.fontierras.gob.gt, see Appendix E), concerning a land fund scandal in which
campesinos were the violently dispossessed casualties of corruption and crime. Fourteen
people including FONTIERRAS employees vacated 28 fincas of already occupied land to
make more money out of the land (CICIG 2016; Juarez 2016). After the violent
dispossessions, the land worth 24 million quetzals (roughly USD 313,000 as of June 2016)

was registered to the new owners who used it for money laundering (Juarez 2016).

The covert changes of land ownership that I was told of during fieldwork appeared
to be dismissive of people’s rights. What is more, those changes were possibly illegal. A
few traders, whose livelihoods in Fray depended on loans secured by mortgaging their
plots, lost everything when one month they found out that they had nothing to mortgage as
the bank said they were no longer owners of their plots; it belonged to NaturAceites or,
more precisely, to BANCOLOMBIA. Other people in Polochic or Chisec, who practically
owned their land by merit of the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples
(United Nations 2008), suddenly had no control over what was to happen to the area where

their homes, crops or other resources were located.
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Although evictions or their threat was common news to the people (as the land
rights organization workers reported), palm companies seemed to find ways to dispossess
people of their lands also in a more indirect manner: by producing a ‘“voluntary”
abandonment of areas. The most brutal and blanket method was, deliberately or not, to
create conditions forcing people to give up their land. Though legal, these kinds of
dispossessions frequently led to human misery and indigence. In Polochic, for example,
NaturAceites had incrementally started to plant oil palm seedlings on the communities'
lands. These lands had been granted to the community by the state and legally theirs: the

people had relied upon the land for cultivation or the building of new homes.

In Chisec and in the area of Raxruhd, Palmas de Ixcan had channelled water away
from people's lands to the plantations, giving rise to drought and immense hardship for the
cultivation of crops. On the other hand, sometimes drought or problems with soil had
ensued automatically, when the palm plantations had beset a community. Ordinary
subsistence crops could not survive next to the plantations and their massive use of water
or perhaps because of the agrochemicals*. The difficulties with crop cultivation after the
emergence of plantations was reported in all areas, severely threatening the existence of

communities.

Various land rights organization workers from the Franja, and a Raxruhd man with
years of experience in municipal work, exposed several other dubious ways in which the
palm oil companies had provoked seemingly unprompted abandonments of communities.
It was fairly common for the companies to buy people's small subsistence plots next to or
in the middle of others, one by one. Alonso-Fradejas (2012) also referred to this
phenomenon: "hamlet common lands over which farming rights used to be collectively
distributed have been split up, privatised and titled as individual property" (514). Once the
demanding oil palm plants were growing right next to the modest milpa®, the maize, beans

and other plants for food and cash income could not compete. The owners of the plots

** See e.g. Gaitan 2014, 49; Alonso-Fradejas et al. 2011, 90-92.

25 T . :
A common form of cultivation in Mesoamerica, where the same land is used for more than one crop at
the same time.
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found themselves in distress, eventually having to sell their land for whatever the company
would pay. Luring farmers into thinking companies would buy uncertified oil palm fruits
has also led to this outcome (Guerefia and Zepeda 2013, 7, 29-31, 3742, 47, 57-58):
people spend a fortune on the cultivation of African palm, ending up having to give up
their land as the fruit of the novel effort does not meet the oil palm industry’s standards.
The end result is only accumulated debt, as also Guerenia and Zepeda report (2013, 7, 41,
58).

It was also reported that companies bribed community development leaders® as
well as the general leaders of communities to persuade other community members to sell
their subsistence plots. A municipal authority and numerous other interviewees along the
FTN indicated that bribery has happened everywhere along the Franja where four different
oil palm companies reportedly operated. Chisec community worker, Claudia, also
confirmed the same pattern in the communities of her area. Interviewees frequently
described poor people as selling their lands to palm oil companies “against [their] better
judgement.” Often they were induced by a lump sum of money, which to the least educated
people probably seemed a better deal than it actually was. In fact, since most people derived
their living from land, after the plot for food crops was sold and the modest, often petty

amount received was spent, the whole family would fall into poverty.

Though palm oil enterprises had rarely evicted people from their lands directly, at
the time of field research, it seemed to be something waiting to happen. Violent eviction
was, however, the method used when people refused to vacate the land they held or sowed,
or in cases people had (re-)occupied an already abandoned or vacated land. It was
reasonable for people to be worried, as they were slowly losing their only means of

livelihood.

"The palm is leaving us poor", a man from Fray said, referring to the negative

changes brought about by the arrival of oil palm plantations. Instead of all the development

2% Consejos Comunitarios de Desarrollo, COCODES.
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initially promised, people were disappointed, sad and fearful everywhere. Whole villages
were abandoned, there were marginal amounts of food available, and some people had
already fallen into extreme poverty due to the loss of ownership of their plot. It seemed as
if palm had dispossessed more people than it had employed. In fact, the Verité (2014) (an
NGO) report regarding labour rights in the Guatemalan oil palm industry stated that despite
the high total amount of jobs, “[oil palm] generates fewer jobs per acre than almost any
other crop” (Verité 2014, 31, emphasis added). The only agricultural activities creating

fewer jobs in Guatemala are, in fact, cattle and sugar cane (Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 521).

During fieldwork, interviewees claimed that even the people who had indeed
received a job with the palm companies were no richer than the ones fighting poverty in
the areas of oil palm expansion, trying to grow subsistence crops. "They are the
same...what [the company] offers them is nothing," sneered even-tempered Diego, a 21-
year-old former Polochic Valley temporary employee of NaturAceites, who himself had
received 85 quetzales, whereas the minimum wage was about 74 quetzals in July 2014
(about USD 9.50*7). Working conditions in the palm oil industry have been reported to be
often miserable and the mostly temporary work to pay the daily minimum wage, at best
(Verité 2014; Tomei and Diaz-Chavez 2014, 194-5; Mingorria et al. 2014; 863). The few
participants who themselves or whose family members worked or had worked on
plantations said that daily wages were around Q50 or Q60, well under the minimum —
confirming previous studies (Mingorria et al. 2014; 863; Tomei and Diaz-Chavez 2014,
194-5; Verité 2014, 42-3, 54-9). It has been argued that the only reason for many to stay
with oil palm is that there is no alternative work available, or the workers do not have land
or other assets for subsistence (Verité 2014, 42-3). In a study conducted in Sayaxché,
Petén, Hurtado and Sanchez (2011) concluded that the landless people dependent on wages

from oil palm were more susceptible to food insecurity than the people who had land (70).

*7 http://www.exchangerates.org.uk/USD-GTQ-31_07 2014-exchange-rate-history.html. Accessed June 29,
2016.
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Enclosing the commons and the problematic of resources

The second morning up north from Cobén, in Fray, the shortage of water
got very real in the humid heat. No hay agua! the hoarse voice of an
outspoken seriorita rang, as I opened the door to query why the tap did not
work. I attempted to scrape the sludgy bottom of the motel rainwater tank

in search of water, since there was no potable water available.

The motel attending woman found the effort hilarious, laughing: Ooh, solo

cada cinco dias, chica!

Later, I discovered the municipality was indeed regulating the provision of
potable water and only supplied water to the people once every five days.
Even though it was the rainy season, rain did nof seem to arrive and the only
way to wash oneself would have been dipping into one of the dirty creeks
in the municipality — that is, in the water sifted through the oil palm

plantations.

Availability of the water was not a given — at least not for the locals. Potable
water was not safe to drink nor necessarily available, and plantations
seemed to give rise to difficulties with the supply of clean water. The
regulation of the water in Fray had begun after the local oil palm production

had been established.

By contrast, in Polochic, the four, age-old, indigenous communities were
shut in by palm, and the water resources formerly used were now in between
the meticulous rows of palm trees. There, the pesticides, herbicides and
fertilizers would seep into the creeks, which were previously profuse and
clear rivers in between lush forests. The kinds you could see in natural parks

that were saved for attracting tourists.

Disagreements over whether palm is good or not had resulted in the cutting-
off of potable water from the Polochic community I visited, and now most
of the water consumed or used in domestic errands was derived next to or
from inside the plantations. Apparently this community was not the only

one with severe domestic water scarcity.

As the humid, hot air burnt the skin and my head felt hollow already at 10
o’clock in the morning, I wondered how people with very low income

managed as the access to water was regulated or so very limited.

(Field notes, July 7"-July 13"2014)
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As research on land grabbing in critical agrarian studies generally emphasizes,
restricted access to land or shortage thereof is the most common result of the oil palm
expansion (and land grabs). In Guatemala, however, it was not only the commons that had
become limited. Additionally, other resources, their use and the access to them were
compromised. Most importantly, water and its supply were clearly affected in all places
where there were oil palm operations. As the palm plantations would absorb significant
quantities of water™, people in towns and communities were struggling to meet their water
needs. Household water used to be mostly derived from springs, rivers or creeks prior to
palm, but in 2014, people struggled with where to get water for drinking, bathing and
laundry — not to mention their own crops. Interviewees at all locations lamented that water
was simply not available. Rivers or creeks formerly used as water sources were now
frequently enclosed inside plantations. Besides, the ones that were still at hand, were
reportedly polluted or dry, streaming through the chemical-rich palm crops or, for instance,
next to a palm oil plant, which had its waste water running into a river. Distraught and
terrified people told me that even springs were drying out. In October 2015, even the
Guatemalan newspaper Prensa Libre covered the reported appropriation of water by oil

palm and other plantations in Guatemala (Gandara 2015).

According to a long-time nurse in Fray, the increasing lack of clean water made
people sick more than before the emergence of palm in 2007. Of course other reasons might
explain the increased incidence of sickness, but one could very well be the shortage of
clean water. Regardless of the reason for the sickness, oil palm had already dispossessed
many of water. The nurse described the hopelessness of the people, when there was no
water for four to five days. Even the desperation to just bathe grew intense in the heat:

"What do the people do? They all go to the river, to get water, to bathe! And [all] the

*¥ One palm uses approximately 170 to 368 litres of water per day and one hectare of palm usually contains
143 palms (https://www.netafim.com/crop/oil-palm/best-practice. Accessed in December 2015).
Therefore, a hectare of palm can consume from 24,310 litres to 55,198 litres per day in "humid tropics" —
that is, in places which do not require specific irrigation. In 2014, oil palm covered approximately
153,000 hectares of land in Guatemala; hence, at the very least, over 3.6 billion litres of water went into
oil palm plantations per day.

52



contamination!" Loss of access to clean water was reported everywhere else, too: either the

crops did not grow, or people got sick because only dirty water was available for drinking.

Hence, not only did oil palm cultivation dispossess people from their land, it also
seemed to prevent them from obtaining water. The drought and the allegedly contaminated
and intentionally restricted water resources gave rise to concerns regarding food crops
which were already quantitatively on the decrease. This could have possibly resulted in the
disappearing street markets and the arrival of more imported products, such as corn and

beans?.

José, an older peasant, who had lived in Fray for 47 years since he was born in
1967, strongly lamented the other trends following the arrival of the oil palm company in
2007. There was a general tendency towards restricted access to land, water, soil and other

resources, generating hardships for especially the poorest population groups:

There's no land — none! So far, it's been hard because we haven't had
anything to work with, no place... we have no land to work with, because
of the rich. You would see the rich here—and so many palms would appear!
They have taken a lot of land for the palm. And now, you can't cultivate
anything! They don't let us go inside the palm [plantation] anymore: if
somebody entered, they would tell you they will kill you there. You can't
search for firewood either, nor can you fish at the river. They don't let you
pass anymore.

The neoliberal era in Guatemala has brought stricter rules limiting the use of assets
such as land. While water appeared to be semi-privatized in the country, so were often
tracts of land. Plantations had gates and fences, most often with armed guards, and only
people with permission were to enter. Even if people had permits, guards could cause havoc
to scare people away. Having one's only water source inside plantations or needing to pick
up firewood or attend to one's own crops on a legal plot of land were not good enough

reasons to permit access to plantations.

** As noted in Chapter 2, corn is imported primarily from the United States. According to most recent data,
beans are chiefly imported from the United States and China (FAOSTAT 2016).
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While the people interviewed in Polochic were slowly left stranded by the
plantations and only able to rely on the area virtually under their feet, dispossession had
come about more abruptly in other places. Claudia from Chisec comprehensively
illuminated the practices of the company Palmas de Ixcan. The company had prohibited
people from accessing land by closing roads from public use, especially if it owned land
around the road in question. Therefore, it did not matter if peasants legally owned plots for
crops by the road. Even people with houses along the route were under excessive scrutiny
and harassment every time they would leave or enter. A municipal authority in another
town in Northern Alta Verapaz confirmed similar action by palm companies in the region
from Raxruhé area to Fray and Chahal. In the areas visited in Polochic Valley plantation
areas were also closely monitored as comparable problems with access to resources

surfaced.

The denial of entry on roads and areas with plantations led to another significant
issue for the rural people: the dispossession of sources for energy. In the rural areas,
especially in remote communities, firewood was a common if not the only source of energy
used in preparing food or heating. Therefore, in many places the repercussions of enclosing
the commons would hinder the fulfilment of basic human needs like food and water. A
former guard for Reforestadora de Palma del Petén S. A. (REPSA) in Sayaxché, Petén, told

me:

The colonel obligated us — he told us to throw out all the people. Say, a lady
used to pick up a bit of firewood [inside the plantation area], since there is
some... They didn't allow that. I wasn't allowed to let the poor ladies pick
up the firewood, even though there is barely wood for fire anywhere, as
more than 150 caballerias [6,750 ha] of the terrain is pure palm.

Speaking with two and a half years of experience at REPSA, he continued to explain how
the guards were encouraged to maintain a ‘climate of fear’ (e.g. Harvey 2003, 205) by
frightening everyone with a gunshot at their direction. Whether it was "a man, a child or
an old lady," as he told me. If the orders to evict all invaders were not complied with, the

guards would be fired. Plantation guards shooting at or beating up people for entering

54



plantations for firewood, water or fishing was a well-known action everywhere. Poor
people in need of resources entering palm oil plantations were treated as criminals, and it
seemed as if their lives did not matter much either. Although guards for plantations were
often from poor families or indigenous communities themselves, they were often assumed
to be malicious. News about corpses found inside plantations may manifest the disputes
between the guards and people that occurred when dire need of resources clashed with the

strict orders from palm oil company bosses.”

When common goods were limited or their supply inadequate because of palm
companies, people became hopeless, as an organization worker and the municipal authority

from the Franja explained:

It is the intention of the businessmen to tire people, to demoralize them, to
drive people into a dead end, where there's no way out. One pays their debt,
health and everything...the whole family leaves...and they emigrate.

When I asked where dispossessed people had gone, nobody knew. The Central American
exodus® or numerous tabloids reports of extortion, narcos, and endless crime as a means
to make money started to make more sense after hearing descriptions of families losing

everything, either gradually or all at once.

It appeared that the loss or lack of resources such as water and firewood had as far-
reaching impacts as the loss of land, regardless of whether tracts of land were yet physically
lost. The markedly sly and gradual appropriation of assets appeared to have detrimental
effects, since people had been dispossessed of control over essential resources and the right

to make any decisions regarding them. In fact, the general view throughout was that rich

% E.g. http://www.prensalibre.com/guatemala/san-marcos/identifican-cadaver-encontrado-en-finca-de-
pajapita. Accessed Nov 30, 2015; http://www.prensalibre.com/san-marcos/Matan-balazos-guardian-
africana-Pajapita-0-812918887. Accessed December 8, 2015. Moreover, deaths occurring because of
innocent people “interrupted” illegal activities or were simply in the wrong place at the wrong time does
not seem impossible either, vis-a-vis the reported interplay between drug-trafficking and the oil palm
industry (Granovsky-Larsen 2013; Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 512, 525, 526; Hernandez 2012). Some
interviewees on the Franja frequently hinted towards the “hidden” presence of drug-trade.

*! http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/06/30/us-usa-immigration-centralamerica-
idUSKBNOF51LS20140630#J3m0IkFqPdqVYIFE.97. Accessed June 20, 2016.

55



people had the authority to implement policies regarding the poor, as well as the power to

decide for them.

Commodification of nature and its repercussions

While the Guatemalan peasants and especially indigenous peoples seemed to
experience dispossession of public areas and resources in conjunction with the expansion
of industries like that of oil palm, “indirect” dispossessions also took place, occurring
alongside with the ‘commodification of nature’ (e.g. Harvey 2003, 148). That is, when
businesses dispossessed people of land, they often “indirectly” dispossessed them from
myriad other things (way of life, heritage, livelihoods, and so on). Thus, the indirect
dispossessions are here the repercussions of treating nature as a commodity with no other
relevance as the source of profit for some. As for the oil palm companies the environment
serves only the purpose of making profit, but at the same time, the dispossession of nature
leads to complications with health and deprivation from enjoyment of nature in the Mayan
communities. It is thus an (indirect) dispossession of even health, heritage, culture and local

knowledge among other things.

A Mayan spiritual guide from the Fray area summed up what all research
participants lamented in different ways: "the company doesn't have respect for the nature."
Since the interviewed Mayan people seeked to benefit from nature in its entirety, by
attempting to use resources frugally, the companies' use of local natural resources was
frowned upon. While the spiritual guide also said, "[the company] disturbs the spirits of
our ancestors", many were especially upset about the visible devastation oil palm left

behind.

The palm business seemed to be negligent of the environment everywhere. The
cause of contamination or destruction was so explicit, that there was no question about it.

Interviewees frequently bemoaned how "the company destroyed everything," referring to
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the immense amount of forest that had been cleared out due to the emerging plantations.

With the disappearance of the forests, people also noticed that animals had vanished:

The animals, they leave because of the palm. There are none. The parrots,
the monkeys, the pacas, the iguanas, they left — they’re finished! And the
way the company got rid of the mountains! At the river shore, they knocked
down the trees and now the area doesn’t provide for the animals so they left.
Before...there was food to eat — before, yeah! But now, not any more,
now... not anymore. (Garcia, 38, bus driver, Fray)

A ladino livestock trader on the Franja noted that if the current development of land
grabbing continued, "in ten, twenty, twenty-five years the area that is green now...it will
be a desert. That's the way it is.” A municipal authority from another town along the Franja
feared the same thing would happen there. According to a survey in an earlier study, even
over 90 percent of the oil palm workers did not think the plantation was the same thing as
a forest (Alonso-Fradejas et al. 2011, 97). However, businesses often imply it is ‘nature’

and they have their brand-names to ‘prove’ it (e.g. www.naturaceites.com).

The palm expansion seemed to be a Pandora’s box. The commodification of nature
was even more devastating vis-a-vis the ways in which the interviewees, often Maya
Q’eqchi’ people, honoured the nature: the indigenous peasants would also feel the
consequences most strongly. In addition to the physical invasion by plantations or lack of

access to resources, there was also another issue to cause distress: pollution.

Water contamination was a special worry in areas where oil palm dominated the
landscape (Prensa Libre 2016; CMI-G 2014ab; Caracol producciones 2014; Guerena and
Zepeda 2013, 46-7; Alonso-Fradejas et al. 2011, 89-94). In Fray, Chisec, and the Polochic
area, all interviewees described the already appalling state of water resources. In both areas,
the oil palm refineries contaminated the most important sources, reportedly discharging
effluents into the waterways and smaller creeks. In addition, apparently palm oil factories
frequently discarded used oil palm fruit in rivers or creeks or did not otherwise properly
manage it. This was said to be a common practice in Polochic Valley, Fray and Sayaxché.

Various news sources (e.g. Prensa Libre 2016) report water pollution by palm plantations
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on the South Coast as well. Moreover, Claudia, the community worker in Chisec area
(which also has a palm oil extraction plant) depicted situations farmers had reported

regarding contaminated water:

All the dirt and everything they do with the palm they leave there without
management! So when it rains, when the water flows, the stream brings it
over. It passes through the area of the community, and all the men's crops
in the community are affected. The crops won’t give a good harvest!

For instance, the strong herbicide, Round-Up, is commonly used in oil palm plantations of
at least PALIX and NaturAceites, also seeping into the surroundings of the plantations

(Alonso-Fradejas 2011, 91).

In Fray, too, people voiced distress about natural resources. "The land isn't working
anymore," a farmer exclaimed in an isolated community in the middle of palm during a
field work visit. Their crops did not grow. The municipal authority in Northern Alta
Verapaz illuminated identical situations all along the FTN from Raxruhd until Chahal as
well as the Petén side of the border. Seemingly, when rivers had become contaminated,
also land could get contaminated and ultimately become uncultivable. Even if people had
been able to keep their plots, contamination would be the final nail to dispossess them. This
could also be a result of not only contamination, but the changes caused by massive
plantations in the local water cycle (e.g. Alonso-Fradejas et al. 2011, 89-94). The
damaging effect to fresh water has been already recognized in other places with extensive

cultivation (Jordan 2014).

Many also believed their health to have been affected by the practices of the palm
companies™. For instance, in the same visited community in isolation and surrounded by
palm near Fray, the children in particular had begun to experience severe rashes after the

introduction of palm. They believed this was due to contaminated water, as they retrieved

*% Most interviewees had experience of NaturAceites, and only a few of Palmas de Ixcan or REPSA.
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their water from springs and creeks close to their homes, in an area with oil palm

operations.

People everywhere were certain of a hike in illnesses and diseases after the arrival

of palm or a palm oil refinery. The nurse from Fray said:

The situation here in the municipality is, in fact, really sad. It was about
some five years ago when we started to notice the scarcity of trees and
mountains...because this we can feel. And the river, when it's summer, it
dries out excessively, and it remains so, so dry! A tiny river! Before, the
river didn't dry out that much. It dried out a bit but it was still beautiful and
all blue. Nowadays, it looks muddy, with all the filth you can see in the
river. Then, because of the contaminated river, the environment is
contaminated. That is where the sickness comes from. And the diarrhoea is
completely caused by the contamination of the water!

Contamination of water due to the oil palm industry of Guatemala received
international media attention in the summer of 2015 when a palm oil refinery of REPSA in
Sayaxché contaminated over 100 kilometres of the river of La Pasion, in Petén. La Pasion
is not, however, the only waterway in Guatemala to suffer, allegedly, from pollution as a
result of the oil palm industry. It is reported also of Rio Jute and Rio Chixoy as well as
numerous other rivers on the South Coast (e.g. TeleSUR 2013, 2014b, 2016; Curruchich
2015).

According to the interviewees, all areas visited during field research had the very
same problems (e.g. diarrhoea, fever and flies) as the ones the guard had reported to me
about the river at Sayaxché, which ended up exposed in mainstream media (see also
TeleSUR 2015a). The most shocking information given in interviews was that in all areas
the wastewater of oil palm refineries was flowing directly into rivers (see also: Curruchich
2015; TeleSUR 2014ab, 2013; Guerefia and Zepeda 2013, 47) — exactly like in Petén before

the exposure of the ecocide™.

* TeleSUR July 22, 2015.
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An interesting element surfacing in this research is that NaturAceites, which is at
issue in the majority of cases, is in fact a producer of sustainable palm oil*, certified by the
Roundtable on Sustainable Palm Oil (RSPO), and for some months, the business flaunted
its association with the Rainforest Alliance®. Nevertheless, the company was still reported
to have unethical and unsustainable practices, such as the aforementioned mortgaging of a
part of Fray, as well as the contamination of water (Verité 2014, 70; Guerefia and Zepeda
2013, 47; CMI-G 2014ab). The nurse from Fray made numerous other claims about water

pollution:

The company throws their garbage in the river! They have us as experts.
We have been told that the residue of the [palm] oil is causing sickness. It
is possible that it's causing a lot of sickness.

In fact, oil palm waste, palm oil effluents and their reutilization appear to be largely
researched so as to find ways in reducing the impacts on environment, water bodies and

human health (e.g. Sridhar and AdeOluwa 2009).

In spite of the RSPO membership of NaturAceites, it is possible that all the practices
of the business are not necessarily environmentally waterproof. To attain an RSPO
membership (does not equal certification) producers can merely pay a rather trivial sum of
$2,000 annually (RSPO 2016c¢). Furthermore, a palm oil business can vaguely state it is
certified, although only a fraction of its product has an allegedly sustainable origin; there
is no requirement for how big a percentage of a company’s production should be sourced
from “sustainable” plantations (RSPO 2016ab; WWF 2013a). Palm oil mills are, in fact,
certified one by one (RSPO 2016a, WWF 2013a), and only two NaturAceites refineries in
El Estor and Escuintla have been RSPO certified, whereas the plants in Fray and Panzos
are not (NaturAceites 2016a; RSPO 2016b).

The results of the RSPO certification have been largely questioned, also in other

Latin American countries. Studies from Colombia and Ecuador have in fact shown

** http://www naturaceites.com/en/active-member-rspo. Accessed Dec 10, 2015.
** http://www.naturaceites.com/en/rainforest-alliance. Accessed Dec 10, 2015.
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“asymmetrical” power relations in the decision-making of the RSPO certified palm oil (V.
Marin-Burgos et al. 2015; Johnson 2014). Using RSPO’s option of ‘“national
interpretation”, the processes have helped “legitimize a controversial industry and conceal
its many problems under the cloak of social and environmental improvement” (Johnson
2014, 198-99). In this way, the process could maintain or even strengthen underlying social
and environmental inequalities, mostly benefiting the oil palm industries, while the
interests of for instance rural peoples were overlooked in the process of the widely-
approved, market-based sustainability approach (V. Marin-Burgos et al. 2015, 311;
Johnson 2014, 198-99).

Palmas de Ixcan (PALIX) has also been a member of the RSPO but has failed to
meet the rather lax voluntary standards in the past (WWF 2013b; Johnson 2014, 184). As
of May 2016, neither PALIX nor REPSA could be found in the list of RSPO members
(RSPO 2016b). As mentioned in Chapter 2, (agro)industries including oil palm businesses
in Guatemala are very intertwined. In fact, a palm oil extraction plant of Naturaceites in
Fray has been reported to manufacture the palm oil for PALIX (Guerefia and Zepeda 2013,
47). In light of NaturAceites’ pledge of a “[c]areful selection of responsible suppliers in
the supply chain” (RSPO 2015), using the palm kernels of Palmas of Ixcan in its palm oil
production of Fray is odd, since PALILX has been accused of contamination amongst other
issues numerous times (e.g.Véliz 2015; TeleSUR 2014b, 2013; Guerena and Zepeda 2013,
46—47). Although the NaturAceites plant in Fray is not certified, the enterprise seems to
pride itself on “sustainable production” (www.naturaceites.com, accessed May 11, 2016).
This may question the origins and extraction of the certified palm oil of NaturAceites, as
well as the publicly uncertified production of most other companies in Guatemala —

especially as shortcomings are found even in the processing of the “ethical” kind.
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A plague of flies

All interviewees deplored the increasing number of flies, which had followed the

arrival of oil palm; it seemed that the “plague’®

of flies had emerged in conjunction with
the palm oil refineries (e.g. Escalon 2014). All interviewees from the regions with palm oil
refineries of Chisec, Fray and Polochic Valley — even the guard from Sayaxché, Petén —
confirmed a connection between oil palm and the pestilence of flies. The problem of flies
in accordance with the production of African palm has been reported not only in Guatemala
but also in other countries with oil palm plantations or palm oil refineries (e.g. Véliz 2015;

Escalon 2014; Fundacion del Rio 2010, 11-12; EI Tiempo 2001; Aguilar R. 1995).

During daily activities, swarms of flies would infest everything. People claimed
insects would cause health issues: for instance, diarrhoea and fever or a severely inflamed
skin. Interviewees reported they had increasing hardship in keeping animals, such as pigs,
hens or cows, as they would die because of the blight of flies. An indigenous cattle keeper
from the Fray area was extremely worried about the future of his 13-member family. His
income from cows was becoming very precarious, as the animals were dying allegedly due
to the flies when the cows’ skin got severely inflamed. According to other cattle keepers
(four others interviewed), the nuisance of flies would drive the cows into water for hours,
preventing them from eating, allegedly exposing them to contaminated water and gradual
emaciation. The cowboys and a cattle trader told me the trade and their income had
plummeted since the palm oil refinery had started. According to all interviewees in palm
areas, the flies were born amongst the discarded used palm fruit, breeding in the moist and
warm surroundings. A study conducted amongst NaturAceites oil palm operations in Fray
(Gélvez Aguilar 2015) has confirmed that the plantations, the palm oil refinery and the
rotting parts of oil palm attracts flies and acts as a breeding ground for them (7, 11, 18—
20). The African palm also attracts other pests that carry diseases, such as rats (Galvez

Aguilar 2015, 5-6), which some interviewees mentioned as ruining their milpa.

3 Locals called the flies “la plaga”.
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The plague of flies had resulted in a public outcry in Fray, and what made it all the
more interesting was the response of NaturAceites's employees. During field research in
July 2014, we came across infuriated ganaderos, cattle keepers, who blocked a road which
carried a constant traffic of large, palm-fruit trucks, some minutes away from the Fray town
centre. The cow owners, both ladino and indigenous, were jaded: their animals were dying,
allegedly, owing to the pestilence of flies. After the cattle keepers had been waiting for
hours, representatives of the palm oil company finally arrived. People had put flypaper in
the middle of the road to indicate the immense amount of the flies, and now the frustrated
cow owners were sharing their problems with the company, expecting answers or solutions.
As the situation got heated, one ranchero accused the company of "not losing a single cent"
(comment by ladino rancher at the protest) while the cattle keepers’ income experienced a
steep decline because the company's actions bred flies. To this, a young, white, female
worker with a Capullo-shirt’” merely reiterated, "you have no proof" — regardless of some
hundred infuriated cattle owners being present. The whole incident seemed to be swept
under the carpet, no matter what the people presented as their proof: dying animals,
infected skin sores, photos, and so on. In other countries, problems with flies that have
arisen from the emergence of oil palm plantations have been acknowledged and often
attributed to palm — in one way or another (e.g. Fundacion del Rio 2010; El Tiempo 2001,
1995).

The connection between the fly problem and oil palm operations began to make
sense at the end of field research. Simple internet searches gave rise to numerous results
with accounts of 'plagues of flies' from e.g. Nicaragua and Colombia, or the “biological
control” of pests like flies in plantation areas (Fundacion del Rio 2010, El Tiempo 2001,
Aguilar R. 1995). Further reinforcing the possible relationship between flies and palm, was
the attitude of the palm oil company representatives: the female worker seemed angry at
the turnout: "We agreed to meet You,” she said pointing at a white, wealthy ranchero, “not

all these people,” she said referring to the other cow owners, amongst whom were

37 Capullo is a vegetable oil brand of NaturAceites. Also a Mexican vegetable oil brand.
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numerous indigenous men. In a later university publication from 2015, it is clear that the
fly problem of Fray Bartolomé de las Casas has, indeed, originated from the operations of

NaturAceites (Galvéz Aguilar 2015, 19).

As the situation at the roadblock got to the point of an agreement being made upon
another meeting the next day to "find a solution", I later found out no such meeting was
arranged — at least not for all the people. This, however, was consistent with other actions
reported in interviews: a dialogue with palm oil companies (including NaturAceites)
seemed to be impossible to attain. Nearly all interviewees pointed out the disregard shown
by the companies, their partners and associates, when they were contacted regarding
problems with land, resources or related rights. An old indigenous woman from Fray

exclaimed:

For them, we don't mean anything! We don't mean anything. But like we
said, we are worth more than them, because they are stealing the land, not
us!

The emergence of the oil palm plantations and oil refineries stirred a lot of
emotions, as the commodification of nature had seemingly resulted in the dispossession of
resources, health and the right to have any control over the environment. In addition, it
appeared the expression of opposing thoughts to the beneficiaries or supporters of palm

would not result in any solution — but rather more problems.

The suppression of traditional agriculture and proletarianization

In the areas of field work, the traditional production of food was severely threatened while
oil palm production blossomed. In the whole of Guatemala, less land was at hand for a
growing population and the quality of accessible soil was often poor (Alonso-Fradejas
2012, 514). Also water resources were restricted, as the field research showed. "Every day
we are worse off than before," a man from Sayaxché said in an NGO-organized meeting
against the operations of oil palm companies. Interviewees everywhere seemed genuinely

worried about food security: "There's always less and less food," a woman near Fray area
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bemoaned, while in Polochic, the sentiment was, "some days we have food — on others, we
don't." Diirr (2016) has pointed out the problem of flex crop invasion of the Guatemalan
countryside as sugar cane and palm oil displace more people from traditional agriculture
than the flex crops employ (11, 12—-13). Moreover, in doing so, he argues the regional
economy suffers as important value chains related to traditional agriculture are cut. For
instance, when there is less maize there will be fewer people needed for harvesting corn,
fewer mills to ground it, fewer tortilla makers and so on. Instead, the imported corn or
readymade corn flour (Maseca from Mexico) will fill the gap. Meanwhile, the wealth and
profits of the less labour-intensive flex crops flee the region, whereas the forward linkages
(to later processing of these crops) are often far from the site of production, even abroad

(Diirr 2016).

In Fray, the decreasing amount of crops and foodstuffs was a very tangible problem,
as the local food market had diminished from an every-day event to a weekly one, at best.
The peasant, Jos¢, whom I interviewed with nearly the whole community present, told me
the local market had so little food it was "not enough for everyone." The current situation

seemed dire, with no way out:

There is no land...or where there is, it is already taken! It already has
owners... The land is for the rich people.

The father of seven children, had to buy everything from the Despensa Familiar (that is,
Walmart in Guatemala) like many others. Walmart imported most of its products,
apparently often from Mexico, though many food items, even some fresh produce, were
from the United States. Since nearly all interviewees and other people in Guatemala had
reported inflation and the rising prices of especially staple foods like maize and beans,
providing food for a family seemed increasingly hard. This was true especially in places
where land and affordable food were scarce. Prices in Walmarts seemed considerably
higher than at street markets for staple items in the Guatemalan diet. Therefore, the
supermarket being the only possible place for buying food was far from ideal for a poor

household. All interviewees in Fray reported a shortage of food, sometimes also
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malnutrition or hunger. Claudia the community worker in Chisec stated, "there is a lot of
malnutrition in here," due to “the lack of proper food.” While there may have been
malnutrition before the oil palm expansion, Claudia stated that “since the arrival of palm,
there is less food [in Chisec]." According to her, less land is cultivated because the land for
food crops is often sold or there is none available; it is possibly under a new cultivation of
flex crops. The new diet, in turn, contained plenty of packaged and processed food —

cheaper, less nutritious and quite possibly made with palm oil.

Also in Polochic Valley, in municipalities like El Estor and Teleman, the oil palm
expansion seemed to endanger the traditional forms of production as well as conventional
ways of /ife. The interviewees reported cases of malnutrition and hunger, which could have
been thought not possible before the expansion of the plantation; the people had expected
development that was promised by the company. The state of food insecurity in all four
communities interviewed from Polochic Valley was not surprising: the palm plantation of
NaturAceites had slowly extended over the land which the Maya Q'eqchi' people had
assumed to be theirs after living there for over 500 years (see also CMI-G 2015, 2014b).

The population was growing but the land for the milpa was getting smaller.

Santiago from Polochic reported that even though plantation farming has existed in

the area for decades, the shortage of land had never been as palpable:

The majority of the land, almost all of the area, some 90 per cent is owned
by the company. And before, it owned about 50 percent. The amount of land
for us has decreased — a lot! And this, in ten months, later on... There will
be shortage of food, because there's nowhere to sow and we will not eat
palm. We cultivate beans and maize so that there wouldn't be hunger, so
that there would be food.

Despite Santiago's worry for the future, there were people in Polochic Valley already in
extreme poverty and the ones under severe threat of it were the ones by the shore of lake
Izabal, completely enclosed by the plantations. The ones who had already lost the fight,
and resided some kilometres before the communities on the shore, persisted in fighting and

stayed under tarpaulins on formerly inhabited areas, now cleared for new plantations.
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People said others from the close by communities took food for them, they could not stay

there without eating.

Communities resisting the expansion of the plantations had been accused of
"backwardness" and being "against development". Normally, the communities would grow
spatially as their populations expanded, but the ones surrounded by palm had nowhere to
grow. Some communities in the area had gotten at odds with the company when they
attempted to cultivate more land which used to be a part of the age-old community. Diego,

a young man from the shore of Lake Izabal told me:

We see it, there are families and all of them are growing — a// are growing. ..
Every year and every day. But where are we going to have more parcels for
our children? We are fighting. This terrain is for our children; it is for the
future. Because our grandparents told us that it is theirs and we started to
take that land.

For the rural people, especially indigenous peasants, land meant wealth, such as it is:

Sometimes we are hungry. We don't have wealth, and because of all these
problems with palm, sometimes there is not enough food, because we don't
have anything to buy it with... Nor do we have anywhere to live either.

This thought of the modest and smiling young father and husband Diego summarizes the
sentiment in most of the observed and interviewed communities: wealth was derived from
the earth and the oil palm expansion seemed to be suppressing this source of income.

Maybe even threatening to end the whole existence of their way of life.

When the amount of land, the trusted source of subsistence, was disappearing,
people often found themselves cornered. As observed in Chapter 2, despite the oil palm
industry having exploded in only a few decades, agricultural employment had been
decreasing (INE 2014; Larios 2014, Appendix C), and oil palm offered less work than all
traditional food crops (Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 521). People who had ever protested against
the actions of oil palm businesses were mostly "blacklisted" from getting work with the

plantations, one of the very few options for work in the area, other than subsistence
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agriculture. Blacklisting was a common practice in both the Fray and Polochic area, but
widely reported elsewhere — from Southern Guatemala to Petén (CMI-G 2014a; Verité
2013, 54-5).

"We are abandoned by the company," said Diego, referring to the fact that it was
impossible to be employed by the company after disagreements over land with the
business, even if only residing in a community whose members had protested. Moreover,
arguments frequently flared up in communities, which led into bitter disputes between
neighbours, over whether a company was good or bad. People in all communities reported
corruption as it was widespread that bribing was used to silence opposition or change minds

of the leaders of communities or towns.

The few people, usually men, who did end up receiving work with oil palm could
not necessarily, however, assume affluence or even a stable income. Diego, who had
worked at a NaturAceites oil palm nursery in Polochic Valley some years back, confirmed
what other people also told me. The work was precarious, only offered for few months (or
even weeks at a time), it did not include health care or insurance and only provided a
minimum wage, about Q74 per day. Diego was paid 85 quetzals for a twelve-hour day and

his job was short-term, lasting for two months.

Only some jobs were permanent — or more permanent — but these were mostly the
jobs for the skilled or perhaps semiskilled in supervision or refineries (Verité 2013, 31—
33). Most research participants would not, however, qualify for those jobs since they were
mainly from poor families with little or no education. It seemed as if the neoliberal tradition
had brought an end to (more) permanent jobs at fincas, and turned work into only seasonal
or short-term; often work was 15 days at work and 15 days off-work, and if a worker got
sick he was forced to go to work just to not lose their job (see also Mingorria et al. 2013,
863, 866). The work with oil palm was also physically and mentally demanding: it required
a daily commitment of some 12 hours as the 6 a.m. to 3 p.m. day at a plantation usually
demanded extra time for commuting to, from and inside the massive plantations. Hence,

the main alternative to traditional subsistence farming was proletarianization by the oil
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palm company. If the household did not have land to cultivate on, income for a family was
more precarious than before, for neither subsistence nor the position was secure (Guerefia
and Zepeda 2013, 57; Hurtado and Sanchez 2011, 70). And as Mingorria et al. (2014) stated
in their research, even people employed by oil palm plantations and cultivating land
experienced higher levels of food insecurity than the ones relying only on subsistence crops
and not working on plantations (863). Furthermore, Alonso-Fradejas (2012) has argued
“[p]easant-farmed crops generate up to 10 times more “local wealth” than corporate sugar
cane and oil palm” (517), and this wealth stays in the region, unlike flex crop profits (Diirr

2016; Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 517).

According to field observations, a day’s pay at a plantation may hardly suffice for
buying food and covering all other costs for a whole family of even just five people (most
rural families encountered had closer to ten or more members). Assuming that the
breadwinner of the family got a minimum wage of 74 quetzals®, feeding a family of five
(which in the Guatemalan scenario is a very small family) amongst all other costs (e.g.
school, medication) could be challenging, especially if one’s hometown did not have a
street market for locally produced food. Due to the higher rates of imported food and the
vulnerability to world commodity price changes, food costs had increased. Less money to
spend on foodstuffs for families had often brought about cuts to costs like health care or
the children’s schooling® to secure food on the table at the very least (Hurtado and Sanchez

2011, 70).

% As previously mentioned, this was often disputed. Most jobs on plantations allegedly paid less, between
50-60 quetzals, and sometimes work was paid by the quantity or performance, which mostly only
favoured the healthy, young men (Verité 2014, 55-57).

** During field research (summer 2014), the high expense of just over-the-counter medication was noted: a
package of antihistamine, cough syrup and ibuprofen cost approximately 550 quetzals.
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Diets appeared unbalanced as people mostly afforded to eat corn tortillas and
frijoles®, poorer families often only ate tortillas and chili (field notes from Alta Verapaz).
Eggs (Q1-1.5/egg), dairy (Q15-17/litre) and meat (Q15-25/pound) were generally not
parts of a rural diet (MAGA 2014; field work 2014), unless the household produced them.
Even in this case, often they were sold rather than eaten — for instance a chicken was
reported to be worth between 75 and up to 150 quetzals, depending on the location*'.
Growing chicken from fledglings to adults takes months, however, and requires an initial
investment. In addition, keeping domestic animals in the areas of field research seemed
more like a nuisance rather than benefit, as they were reported often dying due to the plague
of flies in oil palm plantation areas (field notes, May-July 2014). The general opinion
seemed to be that food security had decreased since the arrival of oil palm. Interviewees
emphasized that before the plantations emerged they could still cultivate for subsistence,
but the increasing shortage or losses of land and the need to buy food rather than grow it
has posed additional difficulties for many families. Whether or not memories have grown
sweeter with time, it seemed food security was at least somewhat granted prior to this wave
of proletarianization combined with the rise of food imports (see also Figures 2 and 5 and

Appendices C and D).

Although communities in Polochic and also elsewhere had been led to believe that
the appearance of the plantations would bring wealth and work to everyone, the
development that was promised years, even decades ago, was still yet to arrive: “They are

liars!” The amount of locally produced food was decreasing, more food imported, the

0 A pound of beans was Q7-10, dry corn was about Q40 for 25 pounds. Depending on the price and
availability of other foodstuffs, the daily amount of corn per person was roughly one to four pounds; that
is, a family of five would consume up an average of 12 pounds a day. Therefore, 25 pounds of corn may
only suffice for two days of food, one pound of dry beans on the other hand could be easily consumed by
just a family of five in a day. This would already take Q30 of the Q74 daily wage of a job that is only
short term and/or temporary: a normal duration of a work period was 15 days of work and 15 days off
(e.g. Mingorria et al. 2014, 856). Families from Fray estimated their daily food expenditure as 100
quetzals (field notes May—July 2014). As mentioned in Chapter 2, it has been argued that in the northern
lowlands of Guatemala, minimum wage will no longer suffice for the essential food items (Alonso-
Fradejas 2012, 516).

“'In Fray, Alta Verapaz, food in general appeared to be far more costly than for instance on the highlands
of Guatemala (e.g. Quetzaltenango).
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prices rising, and diet changing (fieldwork May-July 2014). “There is no development!” A
mayor from the Franja had given a statement regarding the developmental programmes of

NaturAceites to the Guatemalan newspaper Plaza Publica:

I have told them: I will talk about you nicely when you put up a school or a
health center or a project of potable water for a community. But what {the
company does] is painting our schools and town halls with their colours.
That is not social assistance...their participation in [programmes of social
enabling] is very superficial, very cosmetic. There is nothing real, nothing
concrete. (Escalon 2014, translated by author)

The growing production of oil palm and its derivatives, has seemed to bring along
the "suppression of alternative forms of production and consumption" (Harvey 2003, 145),
challenging the Mayan culture, livelihoods and even diet. This has frequently resulted in
proletarianization by the palm oil companies, as people have been compelled to seek work
from them (Verité 2013, 27; 42-3). If one is fortunate enough to get a job (ibid. 42-3), the
low wage makes supporting a large family barely easier, especially when there is no land
under cultivation. Without any land for subsistence, coupled with the disappearance of
local food markets and the emergence of supermarkets, poor peasants and rural people face
increasing food insecurity or malnutrition and even exacerbated poverty (e.g. Diirr 2016,

4, 11, 12-13; Alonso-Fradejas 2012, 516-518; Hurtado 2009).

Policing the new enclosures and the dispossession of rights

A man with sad eyes had a slumped posture, as if it had been despair that
sunk it. For three months, the former entrepreneur and father of five had
been unemployed: one day, the bank would no longer mortgage his plot for
credit.

The plot was no longer his.

Although he had once bought it and had the deed for it, it did not matter
anymore. From then on, the owner of his house and his plot was the
company, NaturAceites.

The whole truth had begun to quickly unveil in the town since the beginning
of 2013. The company now owned half of the whole town, without any
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financial transactions taking place in the vast majority of the cases. Only in
the case of bigger fincas or bigger grasslands, often owned by wealthy
ranchers, a nominal amount of money had changed hands. Thereafter, the
former owners of those plots were usually implicated with palm. They were
often the ones to speak highly of the business.

The man was distraught. He did not know what to do and that is what he
reiterated.

As he could not get credit, he was unable to work.

"I barely got to fifth grade. I don't have a job and our poor kids are suffering.
Now, they are starving."

Without any education, no credit from the bank, and no land, he had
nothing.

This kind of appropriation of land, land grabbing, did not go without
opposition from the people, who were losing their lands and homes.
Regardless, the parties concerned with palm tended to have something up
their sleeve, making protesting against the emergence of more palm not an
option to most, because of the fear they instilled.

"It is like a war. Now they say that if we will resist more, more than this,
they will appoint hitmen. So, they will come and kill the people — the guys
who are fighting [the palm]. And they have threatened to kill. Therefore, the
land organizations will not help much either, because they might get
assassinated...on behalf of the company."

In December 2013, a reputedly peaceful protest* to demand their lands back
from the palm company led to the riot police violently suppressing the
opposition and sending numerous men to jail.

"Together with the mayor, the governor of Coban, Alta Verapaz, sends the
riot police so that they beat up the people, so that they won't demonstrate.
So that we would not protest or ask for our rights. That's what they do here.
What will we do? We can't do anything anymore!”

Being an opponent of palm had led to the man being blacklisted among
many others; this had resulted in the job opportunities for many completely
disappearing in town. Townsmen told me about the list the mayor and the
company had. Some had even seen it*.

42 .Sam 2013.

# An article by Centro de Medios Independientes refers to this list (CMI-G 2014a). Also a Verité (2014)
report on the Guatemalan oil palm industry labour refers to similar blacklisting (34, 39, 54, 87, 88).

72



As people had only recently heard the mayor publically announce any action
against NaturAceites would result in prison and eventually hitmen, the fear
and hopelessness was obvious.

You have very little reason to live, a close affiliate of the mayor had even
told the man.

It was evident that there were very few people or entities to turn to for help.
Fondo de Tierras would not help with land, banks would not give loans,
governmental institutions were slow or useless and most administrative
personnel were corrupt. Only the non-governmental organizations were
there, and often even their hands were tied.

"What can we do?" the man repeated throughout the interview.
The people were cornered.

(Based on field notes in Fray, on July 13™2015)

During the first weeks of Guatemala, the late Don Miguel, a former civil war activist and

Spanish teacher recited a poem that seemed to reflect the stories told:

En este lugar maldito
donde reina la tristeza
no se castiga el delito
se castiga la pobreza™

(José Revueltas n.d.)

Going through field notes and interviews, it had increasingly started to seem that the "real"

criminals were in high up positions, among the tycoons and the political “elite”, while the

people either in prison or otherwise heavily persecuted and dispossessed, were the poor
5

people, often of indigenous origin®. "There are no rights for the poor, only for the rich,"

said a former tradesman in Fray.

* Translated by author: “In this damned place where sadness reigns it is not crime that is punished but
poverty.”

45 See also TeleSUR 2015b.
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People had seen it over and over again. Oil palm companies had arrived, promised
development and possibly bribed local administrative authorities* either with large sums
of money or new cars. "There are no laws for the companies!" This utterance was
understandable: authorities seemed to just look the other way, or even pave the way for the

operations of the companies, making them an attractive destination for foreign investment.

A common way of especially the state to assist the oil palm expansion was to instill
a ‘climate of fear’ (e.g. Harvey 2003, 205) by placing security forces around plantations;
this was to prevent the public from using or entering the new enclosures (Buck 2013, 52—
69), facilitating the ongoing dispossessions and land control grabbing, and by attempting
to make the public too scared to protest. "It is not the president that orders, it is the rich
who do so," said the 30-year old tradesman, who had also lost everything to the emergence

of palm in Fray.

In Polochic Valley, the people from centuries-old communities were treated as
"invaders" and criminals while the company, NaturAceites, was expanding its control over
their lands and dispossessing people of resources; that is, ‘appropriating the assets’ (Harvey
2003, 145). Similarly, the other companies like Palmas de Ixcan (in Chisec) and REPSA
(in Petén, Northern border of Alta Verapaz) appeared to be guilty of dispossession.
Polochic was riddled with armed troops and plantations were guarded excessively; the

people in Fray told the same story — even though it could clearly be seen.

"The army is against us," many interviewees exclaimed. Santiago from Polochic

Valley noted:

The presence of the army here in the communities is discrimination. They
discriminate the poor a lot because [the soldiers] are more on the side of the

* According to the interviewees (including people in municipal posts), the governors of several
municipalities in Alta Verapaz and on the Franja Transversal del Norte were allegedly corrupt and pro-
palm. This does not seem impossible, as government authorities have been strongly connected to peasant
dispossession, even facilitating it (see also CICIG 2016; Juarez 2016).
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rich than the poor. That is, the poor they have treated...like animals. They
have not given us the respect they should. Like the constitution would state.

Four of his friends were under house arrest, unable to leave their communities, because the
result would have been incarceration. They were the leaders of the ancient communities
resisting the entrance of palm. The development once promised had never arrived, and now
the people were invaders and criminals on their own land. As an indigenous woman
summed the situation before palm in a land rights conference: "our biggest crime is to
defend our life!" For the vast majority of Guatemalans, especially the indigenous people,

land equalled life.

People in dire need of firewood, or entering plantations or their roads for other
reasons, were frightened by gunshots or assaults, even killed. As the interviewees
disclosed, in Fray and Polochic Valley especially, protesting against the emergence of palm
plantations or the companies in general was deemed as either resisting development or even
as a crime. Yet usually, people seemed to have a legitimate reason for their opposition.
Often, it was a resource issue, since land grabbing or land control grabbing had produced

difficulties for the mere existence of many communities and their livelihoods.

In the whole country, the people who were implicated in land disputes or had
protested or worked against palm in any way, frequently received death threats. Along the
Franja, people in two communities refused to be interviewed for this research, due to an
earlier situation, where Palmas de Ixcan had sent people to "spy" on the communities,
masquerading as researchers. Apparently, the consequences had been disadvantageous, as
the communities thought I was only another spy for a palm company. On the other hand,
an organization on the FTN that had worked on a campaign to convince people not to sell
their subsistence plots for palm companies, had their headquarters shattered with machine

gun fire, in a clear attempt to scare them away.

Other people had not been lucky to miss the bullet. Reportedly, some had already
gone to prison or even died for their implication in disputes with the companies. In

September 2015, a Petén teacher-activist was assassinated some two months after he had
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succeeded in bringing about the shutdown of a REPSA palm oil plant, which had severely

contaminated La Pasion river.*’

In Fray, my contact was to take me to photograph the pollution of the river, where
also the flies were allegedly born. Our plan, however, was halted due to the risk of getting
caught, for the company was working on the land next to the waste pipe. Reputedly, the
contamination had gone on from 2011 (Guerefia and Zepeda 2013, 47), when the Fray palm
oil extracting plant had started*, and was continuing at the time of the field research, in
summer 2014. At the same time, the potable water was running low as the municipality
restricted the supply. It is noteworthy, however, that the people of Fray could do very little
about this, as the municipal administration was corrupt. Dissidents faced death threats if
they made a noise about the oil palm operations, although the interviewees asserted they

"never bring weapons to the meetings," when I asked if they were armed at the Fray
demonstrations. The police forces were, however, sure to suppress protests with violent
measures® and certain media sources regularly portrayed protesters of “megaprojects” as
violent or aggressive (field notes summer 2014). Other sources of media outlets portrayed

a very different picture, however (field notes summer 2014).

Summary

After conducting the fieldwork, the Guatemalan oil palm expansion appeared to
exhibit what David Harvey (2003) had labelled as accumulation by dispossession under
the title of new imperialism (esp. 145-82), placed in this thesis within the neoliberal food
regime (Pechlaner and Otero 2008; 2010). The principal denominator showing a manifest

connection between the aforementioned theoretical concepts was the critical role of state

* http://www.bbc.com/mundo/noticias/2015/09/150918 guatemala_homicidio_activista_ab. Accessed Nov
23,2015.

* http://www.estrategiaynegocios.net/empresasymanagement/empresas/458927-330/naturaceites-inaugura-
planta-extractora. Accessed Nov 23, 2015.

* http://www.prensalibre.com/alta-verapaz/manifestantes-desalojados-causan-disturbios-mercado-Fray-
Bartolome-de-las-Casas-0-1045095694. Accessed Dec 1, 2015.
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actions in the oil palm expansion. Due to Guatemala’s chronic power inequality between
creole descendants vis-a-vis the indigenous or mestizos, and the creole influence over state
decisions, the rural population is easy dispossess or oppress in the face of a growing oil
palm industry. Hence, the abuse of power and state interventions, including the MALR,
appear to be the main instruments in carrying out the dispossessions. What I have done
here is to put some flesh and blood into these theoretical concepts, based on the actual lived

experiences of people in rural Guatemala.

There were certain chief factors that would frequently emerge in the interviews.
First, large-scale capitalist projects, such as those of oil palm plantations, were executed
with constant assistance from the state. In this case, even state institutions such as Fondo
De Tierras (a pivotal part of the MALR policy framework) and administrative authorities,
such as mayors, were frequently implicated, seemingly smoothing the way for the

expansion of oil palm.

Second, as a form of state assistance or intervention, the oil palm expansion had the
state's "monopoly of violence and definitions of legality" (Harvey 2003, 89, 145) on its
side to carry out the projects®. That is, with the presence of heavily armed personnel,
military and police forces as well as private security guards, the state and companies were
cultivating fear and curbing actions against the operations. Many scholars, including David
Harvey (2003, 205), have referred to the climate of fear as a vehicle for implementing
things otherwise hard to execute at risk of public opposition: policies, wars, or, as in this
case, large-scale enterprises threatening the livelihoods of many. Hence, fostering the fear
to protest, disagree, enter or claim resources would prove to be a rather efficient tool in the

case of the Guatemalan oil palm expansion.

With its security forces, the state was ready to dispossess, castigate or eliminate

opponents — even people, who legally owned the land oil palm companies had recently

%% Also pertinent to other forms of export capitalism, or industries in which foreign investment is essentially
involved; for instance sugar cane and ethanol production, mines, and hydroelectricity.
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seized. As the state and tycoons mostly held the power also over the institutions that 'define
legality', it appeared irrelevant if the operations of companies were illegal. Furthermore,
people were often too afraid to act against the expansion, as well as too poor for the often
required judicial assistance. Thus, the dispossessed are often reduced to being spectators
as the ‘definitions of legality’ become blurred for the profit of the companies, the small

upper class, or the “elite”.

The evident suppression of dissidence in pursuance of the production of oil palm
would thus also appear to involve dispossession of rights (Harvey 2005, 178). In addition,
the involvement of the state and the restricted upper class of criollos (or other wealthy
foreigners), and their use of security forces in "policing [their] new enclosures®" (Buck
2013) as well as maintaining the status quo are certainly typical characteristics of
accumulation by dispossession. Guatemala’s case of this amid the growing oil palm
industry shows that the phenomenon does indeed take varying forms as Harvey has argued
(2003, 149). Furthermore, its repercussions are not merely limited to the losses of land;
rather, accumulation by dispossession appears to strongly impact numerous aspects of life,

including (the fulfilment of) human rights.

> Here, the fenced in areas of oil palm.
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Chapter 4.
Conclusions

Besides using FAOSTAT macrodata to contextualize this research, along with the
use of existing secondary sources, the key part of this research was the fieldwork in summer
2014, conducted in the Franja Transversal del Norte region, an important area of the
blooming oil palm industry. By means of participant observation and interviews, this thesis

has sought to capture the voice of the people affected, and especially, those dispossessed.

Contrary to the vast amount of literature on land grabbing for food, feed, fuel or
other purposes, there is much to the phenomenon that is often missed in research. As argued
in critical agrarian studies, focusing only on the dispossession of /and may lead to the
failure to observe the other integral factors (Borras et al. 2012). This thesis explored some
of the missing dimensions and dispossessions of especially (land) control grabbing. It also
examined the involvement of state intervention and political power relations in an effort to
analyze the new imperialism (Harvey 2003) in the form of agricultural extractivism and in

the midst of the neoliberal food regime.
Skewed power relations — the state and the henchmen

The issue in Guatemala appeared to be not necessarily the general /ack of land;
rather, it was about who had control over it. The inequality of this control meant the
dispossession of land and other resources which brought about a convoy of other socio-
economic and ecological issues. In fact, according to the field research, land control
grabbing resulted in the dispossessions of livelihoods and assets; peasant agriculture and

food; clean nature and its resources; health, safety and freedom.

The main reasons for the markedly successful land control grabbing and the
resulting dispossessions were the support of state — to some extent, even international

entities — and the considerable inequalities in political power. The conditions for
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accumulation by dispossession seemed ideal as it was shadowed by the climate of fear and
the authorities’ threat of retaliation. One of the most important conditions for land control
grabs was the state’s facilitation or maintenance of land inequality and the supposed
legality of land grabs. As Harvey (2003) argued: “the state, with its monopoly of violence
and definitions of legality, plays a crucial role in both backing and promoting these
processes [of accumulation by dispossession]” (145). That is, in this case, the market-
assisted land reform (MALR) (e.g. FONTIERRAS), and other forms of state intervention,
were major aides in the oil palm expansion (see also Granovsky-Larsen 2013; Alonso-

Fradejas 2012, Alonso-Fradejas et al. 2011; Grandia 2012; Pechlaner and Otero 2010).

In addition to the inadequate actions — obscure or lacking responses and processes
of FONTIERRAS amid land battles — participants also insinuated the corruption of at least
some land fund employees. This does not seem impossible, especially in light of the
dispossessions of rural people orchestrated by organized crime and land fund authorities,
exposed in spring 2016 (CICIG 2016; Juarez 2016; Palma 2016). Guatemalan oil palm
businesses appear to carry out similar dispossessions or land grabs yet they are not
sanctioned, perhaps because the business owners belong to the same circles with the
political and economic “elite” (see e.g. Palencia Prado 2014; Solano 2013). Regardless of
the loose threads, it seems fair to argue that the coercive state and the distinctive political
power relations, which have formed since the colonial ages, play a critical role in the

development and forceful expansion of the palm industry in Guatemala.

New imperialism in the neoliberal food regime

The global food-feed-fuel complex and the world-wide growth of flex crop
production (Borras et al. 2012) have resulted in the striking increase of oil palm cultivation
in Guatemala. As this thesis showed, the oil palm expansion has been nurtured by political
power discrepancies and the MALR, a part of the neoregulation of the agricultural sector
of the country (see also Pechlaner and Otero 2008; 2010). The neoliberal food regime and
its state intervention, influenced by suprastate institutions, have forwarded and

supplemented the processes of accumulation by dispossession, bringing about losses of
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land, livelihoods, access to resources, locally produced food, and so forth. The notable
decreases in Guatemalan foodstuff production resulting from the dispossessions have led
to a steadily growing demand for especially basic food staples such as corn, primarily
imported from the United States (FAOSTAT 2016; see also Figures 2, 3 and 5, and
Appendices C and D). As the basic staple foods are increasingly imported, particularly the
rural poor (see Appendix B) are susceptible to the effects of food price volatility while
possibly working for the export-industry which caters to the needs of northern trading
partners. The value-added products of multinational giants (such as Unilever in cosmetics,
chemicals and processed food) made with palm oil are sold to other foreign giants (such as

Walmart), further advancing the neoliberal food regime (e.g. Otero et al. 2013, 273).

In addition to the World Bank-promoted MALR, the international realm has been
involved in the country’s agricultural development in also other ways. The threatened
plantation agriculture of Guatemala was earlier supported by the United States as it induced
a reverse to the revolutionary Agrarian Reform in the 1950s. Since then, the dispossessions
of peasants in the wake of flex crop plantations have been conducted with the assistance of
Guatemala’s state security apparatus, receiving financial assistance from abroad — for
instance, the United States and CARSI dollars in the 21* century (e.g. U.S. Department of
State 2015). Also large regional and international banks continue to endorse and give loans
to the oil palm industry. On the other hand, combined with the flex crop expansion, DR-
CAFTA maintains the “uneven and combined dependency” (Otero et al. 2013) between
Guatemala and the United States while the American funds facilitate the dispossessions of
the expansion. This feeds the food-import dependency by reducing the local food
production and, in some cases, pushing dispossessed peasants to the proletarianization in

export agriculture.
Future research

Guatemala’s persistent problem of malnutrition and poverty in an era of decreasing
employment in traditional agriculture during the growth of flex crops demands further

investigation. It is thus integral to examine to what extent the emergence of the neoliberal

81



food regime, rising flex crop production and DR-CAFTA have affected or induced the
aforementioned developments. Also the specific implications of the neoliberal food regime
on the Guatemalan diet during the flex crop expansion require more research, especially
regarding the poor majority. This thesis has indicated dispossessions may cause poverty
and unemployment, but the exact causes of hunger and malnutrition are still unclear.
Furthermore, the socio-economic standing and opinions of oil palm workers and their
families have received little research, yet it has been suggested the industry offers
minimum wage at best, job insecurity is high, and landless oil palm workers face a risk of
poverty and hunger (Hurtado and Sanchez 2011; Verité 2014). The expansion of flex crops
has also been argued to be detrimental to peasant agriculture and regional economies in

Guatemala (e.g. Diirr 2016).

Finally, field research raised questions about the socio-ecological sustainability of
palm oil production. As oil palm is one of the most important flex crops globally and its
sustainable production primarily relies on the RSPO legitimization, it is essential to lift the
“cloak of social and environmental improvement” (Johnson 2014, 198) and further study
the industry. The clear socio-economic and environmental concerns that surface from
research have often been disregarded along with the fostering of market-based
sustainability approaches which have largely benefited the businesses (see also Marin-
Burgos et al. 2015; Johnson 2014). The widespread distress of especially rural people raises
concerns of local governance while also pointing at a possibly flawed global commodity
chain in which Western consumers, manufacturers, trading partners, and societies are all

involved.

82



References

ACR Guatemala. n.d. BIODIESEL. Accessed March 14, 2016.
http://www.acrguatemala.com/biodiesel.shtml.

Aguilar R., Carlos Andrés. 1995. El Tiempo. June 24. Accessed May 8§, 2016.
http://www.eltiempo.com/archivo/documento/MAM-351804.

Alonso-Fradejas, Alberto. 2012. “Land control-grabbing in Guatemala: the political
economy of contemporary agrarian change.” Canadian Journal of Development
Studies 33 (4): 509-28.

—. 2013. ““Sons and Daughters of the Earth”: Indigenous communities and land grabs in
Guatemala.” Land & Sovereignty in the Americas Series, No. 1.

Alonso-Fradejas, Alberto, and Tania Salerno and Yunan Xu Juan Liu. 2015. “The
Political Economy of Oil Palm as a Flex Crop and its Implications for
Transnational Advocacy and Campaignings: A preliminary discussion.”
Transnational Institute (TNI) Agrarian Justice Program THINK PIECE SERIES
ON FLEX CROPS & COMMODITIES, May: 1-24.

Alonso-Fradejas, Alberto, Jose Luis Caal Hub, and Teresita Chincilla Miranda. 2011.
Plantaciones agroindustriales, dominacion y despojo indigena-campesino en la
Guatemala del s. XXI. Instituto de Estudios Agrarios y Rurales; Coordinacion de
ONG y Cooperativas, Guatemala: Magna Tierra Editores.

Alonso-Fradejas, Juan Liu, Tania Salerno, and Yunan Xu. 2016. “Inquiring into the
political economy of oil palm as a global flexcrop.” The Journal of Peasant
Studies 43 (1): 141-65.

Anonymous. 2014. “GUATEMALA.” Caribbean Update, April 1: 11.

Anseeuw, Ward, Liz Alden Wily, Lorenzo Cotula, and Michael Taylor. 2012. Land
Rights and the Rush for Land: Findings of the Global Commercial Pressures on
Land Research Project. Rome: ILC.

Avila, Amilcar. 2015. “Arranca plan piloto para el uso de etanol en combustible -
Publinews.” Publinews Guatemala. February 25. Accessed June 5, 2015.
http://www.publinews.gt/nacionales/arranca-plan-piloto-para-el-uso-de-etanol-en-
combustible/Tetoby---FZKuPHGz6V2qY/.

83



Babcock, Bruce A. 2011. The Impact of US Biofuel Policies on Agricultural Price Levels
and Volatility . Internationa Centre for Trade and Sustainable Development,
Geneva: Internationa Centre for Trade and Sustainable Development.

Bandeira, P: Sumpsi, J.M. 2011. “Rural poverty and access to land in developing
countries: theory and evidence from Guatemala.” Canadian Journal of
Development Studies 32 (2): 139-61.

Bolafios, Rosa Maria and Agencia EFE. 2015. “Pobreza sube a 59.3%: son 9.6 millones
de guatemaltecos los afectados.” Prensa Libre. December 10. Accessed January
28, 2016. http://www.prensalibre.com/economia/se-dispara-a-593-la-pobreza-96-
millones-de-guatemaltecos-viven-en-pobreza.

Bolanos, Rosa Maria, and Enrique Paredes. 2015. “Aprovechan desechos derivados de
cultivos para generar electricidad.” Prensa Libre. July 20. Accessed February 18,
2016. http://www.prensalibre.com/economia/aprovechan-desechos-derivados-de-
cultivos.

Borras, Saturnino M Jr., Jennifer C. Franco, Sergio Gémez, Cristobal Kay, and Max
Spoor. 2012. “Land grabbing in Latin America and the Caribbean.” The Journal
of Peasant Studies 39 (3-4): 845-72.

Borras, Saturnino M. Jr., Jennifer C. Franco, Ryan Isakson, and Les and Vervest, Pietje
Levidow. 2014. Towards Understanding the Politics of Flex Crops and
Commodities: Implications for Research and Policy Advocacy. 1, Think Piece
Series on Flex Crops & Commodities, Amsterdam: Transnational Institute.

Borras, Saturnino M. Jr., Philip McMichael, and Ian Scoones. 2010. “The politics of
biofuels, land and agrarian change: editors' introduction.” The Journal of Peasant
Studies 37 (4): 575-92.

Burness Communications. 2013. Sustainable palm oil: Marketing ploy or true
commitment? New research examines RSPO standards. November 13. Accessed
May 13, 2015. http://www.eurekalert.org/pub_releases/2013-11/bc-
spo103013.php.

Butler, Rhett. 2013. Europe importing more palm oil for biofuels, raising risks for
rainforests. September 9. Accessed May 12, 2015.
http://news.mongabay.com/2013/0909-eu-palm-oil-biofuels.html.

Cabrera, Maynor, Nora Lustig, and Hilcias E. Moran. 2015. “Fiscal Policy, Inequality,
and the Ethnic Divide in Guatemala.” World Development 76: 263-79.

84



Caracol Producciones. 2012. 4j Ral Ch’och’ - Hijas e Hijos de la Tierra. Despojo y
Resistencia en la Guatemala del siglo XXI. Produced by CaracolProducciones and
IDEAR-CONGECOOQRP. Performed by CaracolProducciones.
http://www.caracolproducciones.net/en/documentales/2-uncategorised/18-aj-ral-
ch-och.

Caribbean Update. 2014. “Improved FDI.” Caribbean Update (Factiva) 30 (8).
—. 2015. “Grain Imports.” Caribbean Update (Factiva).

Castillo Gaitan, Lourdes Elisa. 2014. Auditoria interna de los principios 1, 2 y 3 de la
norma Rainforest Alliance en la empresa NaturAceites, ubicada en Izabal.
Sistematizacion de practica profesional. December. Accessed May 7, 2016.
http://recursosbiblio.url.edu.gt/tesiseortiz/2014/06/15/Castillo-Lourdes.pdf.

Central America Data. 2008. Biofuels boom sparks demand for land. July 15. Accessed
March 14, 2016.
http://www.centralamericadata.com/en/article’home/Biofuels boom sparks dema
nd for land in Guatemala.

—. 2013. Industria del etanol en Guatemala - CentralAmericaData :: Central America
Data. July 22. Accessed May 12, 2015.
http://www.centralamericadata.com/es/article/home/Industria_del etanol en Gua
temala.

—. 2014. Biocombustibles Guatemala en Centroamérica - CentralAmericaData ::
Central America Data. Accessed May 12, 2015.
http://www.centralamericadata.com/es/tsearch?q=biocombustibles+guatemala&so
rt=date_submitted+desc.

—. 2015. Business Information. Fast food in Guatemala — CentralAmericaData :: The
Regional Business Portal. Accessed May 7, 2015.
http://en.centralamericadata.com/en/search?ql=content_en le:%?22fast+food%22
&q2=mattersInCountry es le:%22Guatemala%?22.

CEPAL. 2015. Poverty and Indigence Reduction Stalls in Most of Latin American
Countries | Press Release | Economic Commission for Latin America and
Caribbean. January 26. Accessed June 4, 2015.
http://www.cepal.org/en/comunicados/se-estanca-la-reduccion-de-la-pobreza-y-
la-indigencia-en-la-mayoria-de-paises-de-america.

85



CICIG. 2016. “Comision Internacional contra la Impunidad en Guatemala.”
IMPUNIDAD Y DESPOJO EN PETEN: CASO GENESIS. April 6. Accessed May
15,2016.
http://www.cicig.org/index.php?mact=News,cntnt01,detail,0&cntnt01articleid=69
7&cntnt0 I returnid=67.

CMI-G. 2015. Comunidades Q’eqchi’ de El Estor sefialan a empresa de Palma Africana
NATURACEITES por traslape de propiedades. April 13. Accessed May 9, 2016.
https://cmiguate.org/comunidades-qeqchi-de-el-estor-senalan-a-empresa-de-
palma-africana-naturaceites-por-traslape-de-propiedades/.

—. 2014a. Denuncian violaciones a los derechos humanos por monocultivo de Palma
Africana. Decembre 16. Accessed April 20, 2016. https://cmiguate.org/denuncian-
violaciones-a-los-derechos-humanos-por-monocultivo-de-palma-africana/.

—. 2014b. Recuperacion de tierras de la Comunidad Caxlampon Pataxte, Sierra de las
Minas. October 7. Accessed April 20, 2016. https://cmiguate.org/recuperacion-de-
tierras-de-la-comunidad-caxlampon-pataxte-sierra-de-las-minas/.

Cockcroft, James D. 2006. “Imperialism, State and Social Movements in Latin America.”
Critical Sociology, Volume 32, Issue 1 32 (1): 67-81.

Curruchich, Selvyn. 2015. “Caso de contaminacion de recursos hidricos sera llevado a
Corte IDH.” Diario de Centro América. July 29. Accessed May 11, 2016.
http://dca.gob.gt/index.php/nacional/item/33069-caso-de-contaminacion-de-
recursos-h%C3%ADdricos-sera-llevado-a-cidh.

Diirr, Jochen. 2016. “Sugar-Cane and Oil Palm Expansion in Guatemala and its
Consequences for the Regional Economy.” Journal of Agrarian Change.

Earth Island Journal. 2009. “Palming off responsibility.” Earth Island Journal 23 (4): 4.

El Periddico. 2008. Biofuels boom sparks demand for land in Guatemala -
CentralAmericaData :: The Regional Business Portal. July 15. Accessed 16 May,
2015.
http://www.centralamericadata.com/en/article’home/Biofuels boom sparks dema
nd for land in Guatemala.

El Tiempo. 2001. CONTROL BIOLOGICO PARA LA MOSCA. August 14. Accessed
May 6, 2016. http://www.eltiempo.com/archivo/documento/MAM-462516.

86



Escalon, Sebastian. 2014. Entre el progreso y los conflictos. Palma Africana: Nuevos
estandares y viejas trampas. January 9. Accessed April 1, 2016.
https://www.plazapublica.com.gt/content/palma-africana-nuevos-estandares-y-
viejas-trampas.

Etten, Jacob van, and Mario R. Fuentes. 2004. “La Crisis del Maiz en Guatemala: Las
importaciones de maiz y la agricultura familiar.” Anuario de Estudios
Centroamericanos, 51-66.

Europe Economics. 2014. “The Economic Impact of Palm oil Imports in the EU.” Europe
Economics. October 15. Accessed May 12, 2015. http://www.europe-
economics.com/publications/europe economics_-

_economic_impact _of palm_oil imports.pdf.

European Commission. 2004. Promoting Biofuels in Europe. Securing a cleaner future
for transport. B-1049, Bruxelles: Directorate-General for Energy and Transport.

European Parliament. 2009. Directive 2009/28/EC. 2009/28/EC, Council of the European
Union, Bruxelles: European Parliament.

FAO GIEWS. 2014. FPMA - Food Price Monitoring and Analysis Tool. Accessed March
14, 2016. http://www.fao.org/giews/pricetool.

—. 2015. FAO GIEWS Country Brief on Guatemala. April 16. Accessed May 6, 2015.
http://www.fao.org/giews/countrybrief/country.jsp?code=GTM.

FAO, IFAD, WFP. 2013. The State of Food Insecurity in the World 2013. The multiple
dimensions of food security. Rome: FAO.

—. 2014. The State of Food Insecurity in the World 2014. Strengthening and enabling
environmnet for food security and nutrition. Rome: FAO.

—. 2015. The State of Food Insecurity in the World 2015. Meeting the 2015 international
hunger targets: taking stock of uneven progress. Rome: FAO.

FAOSTAT. 2016. Statistical Database. Accessed June 15, 2016.
http://faostat3.fao.org’/home/E.

Forster, Cindy. 2001. The Time of Freedom: Campesino Workers in Guatemala's October
Revolution. Pittsburgh, PA: University of Pittsburgh Press.

87



Fundacion del Rio. 2010. “Palma africana: pan para hoy y miseria para mafiana. Impactos
sociales y ambientales del monocultivo en el municipio de El Castillo.”
Fundacion del Rio. November. Accessed May 06, 2016.
http://fundaciondelrio.org/files/doc/1291751039 Publicacion%20Palma%20Afric
ana.pdf.

Galvez Aguilar, Nelson Otoniel. 2015. “Participacion en la liberacion de un parasitoide
pteromalidae (hymenoptera) para el control de mosca doméstica en el cultivo de
palma africana, en la empresa NaturAceites, S.A. Sistematizacion de practica
profesional.” Universidad Rafael Landivar. Facultad de Ciencias Ambientales y
Agricolas. Licenciatura en Ciencias Horticolas. January 7. Accessed May 7,
2016. http://recursosbiblio.url.edu.gt/tesisjcem/2015/06/17/Galvez-Nelson.pdf.

Géandara, Natiana. 2015. “Presentan casos de usurpacion de agua.” Prensa Libre.

Gallagher, Kevin P. 2005. “CAFTA’s False Promise.” IRC Americas Program :
International Relations Center, March 21: 1-2.

Garcia, Rocio. 2010-2011. “Una discusion sobre la nocion hegemonica del territorio.” E/
Observador, Dec—Mar: 3—-17.

Gauster, Susana, and S. Ryan Isakson. 2007. “Eliminating Market Distortions,
Perpetuating Rural Inequality: an evaluation of market-assisted land reform in
Guatema.” Thirld World Quarterly 28 (8): 1519-536.

Grandia, Liza. 2012. Enclosed: Conservation, Cattle, and Commerce among the Q'eqchi’
Maya Lowlanders. University of Washington School of Law.

—. 2013. “Road Mapping: Megaprojects and Land Grabs in the Northern Guatemalan
Lowlands.” Development and Change 44 (2): 233-59.

Grandin, Greg. 2004. The Last Colonial Massacre. Latin America in the Cold War.
Chicago and London: The University of Chicago Press.

—. 2010. “EMPIRE'S SENESCENCE: U.S. Policy in Latin America.” New Labor
Forum 19 (1): 14-23.

—. 2013. “Five Hundred Years.” In War by Other Means. Aftermath in Post-Genocide
Guatemala, by Carola McAllister and Diane M. Nelson, 49—70. Durham and
London: Duke University Press.

Granovsky-Larsen, Simon. 2013. “Between the Bullet and the Bank: agrarian conflict and
access to land in neoliberal Guatemala.” The Journal of Peasant Studies 40 (2):
325-50.

88



Green, Linda. 2009. “The Fear of No Future: Guatemalan Migrants, Dispossession and
Dislocation.” Anthropologica 51 (2): 327-41.

GREPALMA. 2014. LA PALMA DE ACEITE EN GUATEMALA. Accessed March 13,
2016.
http://grepalma.org/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=82&Itemid
=117.

Guerefia, Arantxa, and Ricardo Zepeda. 2013. “The Power of Oil Palm: Land grabbing
and impacts associated with the expansion of oil palm crops in Guatemala: The
case of the Palmas del Ixcan company.” Oxfam America. Oxfam America
Research Backgrounder series (2013). Accessed June 20, 2016.
http://www.oxfamamerica.org/static/oa4/the-power-of-oil-palm.pdf.

Harvey, David. 2003. New Imperialism. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
—. 2005. A Brief History of Neoliberalism. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Helps, Sir Arthur. 1900. The Spanish Conquest in America: And its Relation to the
History of Slavery and to the Government of Colonies. Vol. 4. 4 vols. New York,
London: John Lane.

Hernéndez, Oswaldo J. 2012. Running from your own shadow: palm oil, narcos and
peasants in Peten. September 30. Accessed April 1, 2016.
https://www.plazapublica.com.gt/content/running-your-own-shadow-palm-oil-
narcos-and-peasants-peten.

Hertel, Thomas W., Wallace E. Tyner, and Dileep K. Birur. 2010. “The Global Impacts
of Biofuel Mandates.” The Energy Journal 31 (1): 75-100.

Hill, Jacob. 2007. “’Fast Track' to a Failed Trade Policy.” Washington Report on the
Hemisphere 27 (9): 5-7.

Hirt, Megan. 2009. What Does “Rainforest Alliance Certified” Mean? May 21. Accessed
May 7, 2016. http://www.motherearthnews.com/nature-and-
environment/rainforest-alliance-certification.aspx.

HLPE. 2013. Biofuels and food security. A report by the High Level Panel of Experts on
Food Security and Nutrition of the Committee on World Food Security. Rome:
FAO.

Hurtado, Laura. 2009. “Agrofuels and the loss of land for food in Guatemala.” In
Agrofuels in the Americas, by Richard Jonasse, 112-26. Oakland, California:
Food First Books.

&9



Hurtado, Laura, and Sanchez Geisselle. 2011. “;Qué tipo de empleo ofrecen las empresas
palmeras en el municipio de Sayaxché, Petén?” ActionAid. May. Accessed May
14, 2016.
http://www.actionaid.org/sites/files/actionaid/el tipo de empleo que ofrecen la
s _empresas_de palma vfinal.pdf.

Iadicola, Peter, and Anson D. Shupe. 2013. Violence, Inequality and Human Freedom.
Vol. 3. Lanham Md: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers.

IFPRI. 2015. 2015 Global Hunger Index. Accessed January 26, 2016.
http://ghi.ifpri.org/countries/GTM/.

Immerman, Richard H. 1983. The CIA in Guatemala: The Foreign Policy of Intervention
. Austin: University of Texas Press.

INE. 2003. Censo Nacional Agropecuario. Guatemala: Instituto Nacional de Estadistica.

—. 2014. “Encuesta Nacional Agropecuaria 2013.” Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia
v Alimentacion. April. Accessed June 15, 2016.
http://web.maga.gob.gt/download/ena-2013.pdf.

—. 2015a. “Encuesta Nacional Agropecuaria 2014.” Instituto Nacional de Estadistica.
October. Accessed June 2016.
https://www.ine.gob.gt/sistema/uploads/2015/10/16/iQH6CPCSZUC1uOPe8{RZ
Pen2qvS5DWsO.pdf.

—. 2015b. “Reptiblica de Guatemala: Encuesta Nacional de Condiciones de Vida 2014.”
Instituto Nacional de Estadistica. December. Accessed June 14, 2016.
https://www.ine.gob.gt/sistema/uploads/2015/12/11/viNVdb41ZswOj0ZtuivPIcaA
Xet8LZqgZ.pdf.

Johnson, Adrienne. 2014. “Ecuador’s National Interpretation of the Roundtable on
Sustainable Palm Oil (RSPO): Green-Grabbing through Green Certification?”
Journal of Latin American Geography 13 (3).

Jordan, Rob. 2014. “Oil palm plantations threaten water quality, Stanford scientists say.”
Stanford News. June 30. Accessed May 19, 2016.
http://news.stanford.edu/news/2014/june/palm-oil-water-062614.html.

Juarez, Eder. 2016. “Empleados de Fontierras involucrados en el despojo de tierras.”
Republica.gt. April 6. Accessed May 10, 2016.
http://www.republicagt.com/seguridad-y-justicia/empleados-de-fontierras-
involucrados-en-el-despojo-de-tierras/.

90



Kalny, Eva. 2010. “They Even Use Us as a Factory for Their Children”. Perspectives on
Free Trade Agreements in Guatemala.” Social Analysis 54 (1): 71-91.

Klett, Erin. 2014. Bottom of the Supply Chain:| www.verite.org. March 31. Accessed
May 7, 2015. http://www.verite.org/vision/march2014/bottomofthesupplychain.

Laborde, David. 2011. Assessing the Land Use Change Consequences of European
Biofuel Policies. Final Report, IFPRI, ATLASS Consortium.

Lahiff, Edward, Saturnino M. Borras Jr, and Cristobal Kay. 2007. “Market-led Agrarian
Reform: policies, performance and prospects.” Thirld World Quarterly 28 (8):
1417-436.

Larios, Roxana. 2014. “Se reducen empleos en agro.” Prensa Libre. May 24.

Laurance, William F., Lian P. Koh, Rhett Butler, Navjot S. Sodhi, Corey J. A. Bradshaw,
J. David Neidel, Hazel Consunji, and Javier Mateo Vega. 2010. “Improving the
Performance of the Roundtable on Sustainable Palm Oil for Nature
Conservation.” Conservation Biology 24 (2): 377-81.

Li, T. M. 2011. “Centering labor in the land grab debate.” The Journal of Peasant Studies
38 (2): 281-98.

Little, Walter E. 2005. “Introduction: Globalization and Guatemala's Maya Workers.”
Latin American Perspectives Maya Livelihoods in Guatemala's Global Economy
32 (5): 3—11.

Ludena, C. E. 2014. “The Caribbean.” In Sustainable Development of Biofuels in Latin
America and the Caribbean, by Barry Solomon and Robert Bailis, 223—40. New
York, Heidelberg, Dordrecht, London: Springer.

MAGA. 2014. Comportamiento de precios. Principales productos agropecuarios.
Accessed May 9, 2016. http://web.maga.gob.gt/download/info-precios-4-10.pdf.

Mahoney, James. 2010. Colonialism and Postcolonial Development: Spanish America in
Comparative Perspective. New York: Cambridge University Press.

Marin-Burgos, Victoria, Joy S. Clancy, and Jon C. Lovett. 2015. “Contesting legitimacy
of voluntary sustainability certification schemes: Valuation languages and power
asymmetries in the Roundtable on Sustainable Palm Oil in Colombia.” Ecological
Economics 117: 303—13.

91



Martinez Peldez, Severo. 2009. La Patria del Criollo: An Interpretation of Colonial
Guatemala. Translated by Susan M. Neve and W. George Lovell. Durham and
London: Duke University Press.

May-Tobin, Calen, and Lael Goodman. 2014. “Donuts, Deodorant, Deforestration:
Scoring America's Top Brands on Their Palm Oil Commitments.” UCS :
Independent Science, Practical Solutions | Union of Concerned Scientists. March.
Accessed May 12, 2015.
http://www.ucsusa.org/sites/default/files/legacy/assets/documents/global warmin
g/deforestation-free-palm-oil-scorecard.pdf.

McAllister, Carlota, and Diane M. (eds.) Nelson. 2013. War by Other Means: Aftermath
in Post-Genocide Guatemala. Durham and London: Duke University Press.

McMichael, Philip. 2009a. “A food regime analysis of the ‘world food crisis’.”
Agriculture and Human Values (Springer) 26: 281-95.

—. 2009b. “The Agrofuels Project at Large.” Critical Sociology 35 (6): 825-39.

—. 2011. “Agrofuels in the Food regime.” In The Politics of Biofuels, Land and Agrarian
Change, by Saturnino M. Borras Jr., Philip McMichael and lan Scoones, 35-56.
Oxford, New York: Routledge.

—. 2012. “The land grab and corporate food regime restructuring.” The Journal of
Peasant Studies 39 (3—4): 681-701.

Milder, Jeffrey C., and Deanna Newsom. 2015. “SAN/Rainforest Alliance Impacts
Report Evaluating the Effects of the SAN/Rainforest Alliance Certification
System on Farms, People, and the Environment.” Rainforest Alliance. December.
Accessed May 7, 2016. http://www.rainforest-
alliance.org/sites/default/files/publication/pdf/SAN_RA Impacts Report.pdf.

Mingorria, S., and G. Gamboa. 2010. Metabolismo Socio-Ecologico de Hogares y
Comunidades Campesinas Q’eqchi’ en un Contexto de Expansion de la Agro-
industria de la Caiia de Azucar y la Palma Africana: El Caso del Valle del Rio
Polochic. Guatemala: ICTA-UAB/IDEAR-CONGCOOP.

Mingorria, Sara, Gonzalo Gamboa, Berta Martin-Lopez, and Esteve Corbera. 2014. “The
oil palm boom: socio-economic implications for Q’eqchi’ households in the
Polochic valley, Guatemala.” Environment, Development and Sustainability 16
(4): 841-71.

92



Moll Fetzer, Stephanie. 2014a. Aceite de Palma: Produccion, Consumo y Distribucion
Mundial — Acercamiento a Guatemala 2013. May 2. Accessed May 11, 2015.
http://ca-bi.com/blackbox/?p=9044.

—. 2014b. El Etanol en Guatemala 2014, parte 1: -El Escenario Actual- Informacion,

investigacion y apoyo técnico. CABI. February 14. Accessed May 12, 2015.
http://ca-bi.com/blackbox/?p=8886.

—. 2013. Palm Oil: Produccion, Consumo y Distribucion Mundial del Aceite de Palma.
Central American Business Intelligence. May 9. Accessed May 11, 2015.
http://ca-bi.com/blackbox/?p=7941.

Mowforth, Martin. 2014. Violence of Development : Resource Depletion, Environmental
Crises and Human Rights Abuses in Central America. London: Pluto Press.

NaturAceites. 2016a. QUIENES SOMOS. Accessed May 7, 2016.
http://www.naturaceites.com/quienes-somos/.

—. 2016b. RESPONSABLES POR NATURALEZA Certificaciones Internacionales .
January. Accessed May 2016.
http://www.naturaceites.com/sostenibilidad/#certificaciones.

Otero, Gerardo and Hayley Jones. 2010. “Biofuels or Biofools: A Socio-Ecological
Critique of Agrofuels.” Paper presented at the Congress of the Latin American
Studies Association. Toronto, Ontario, Canada: 6-9 October.

Otero, Gerardo, Gabriela Pechlaner, and Efe Can Gurcan. 2013. “The Political Economy
of "Food Security" and Trade: Uneven and Combined Dependency.” Rural
Sociology 78 (3): 263—89.

Oxfam America. 2016. The truth about land grabs. Accessed March 14, 2016.
http://www.oxfamamerica.org/take-action/campaign/food-farming-and-

hunger/land-grabs/.

Palencia Prado, Mayra. 2014."Elites y logicas de acumulacion en la modernizacion
econdmica guatemalteca." Ejes de acumulacion transformados. San José, Costa
Rica: FLACSO (2014).

Paley, Dawn. 2014. Drug War Capitalism. Oakland, Edinburgh, Baltimore: AK Press.

Palma, Claudia. 2016. “Catorce detenidos por despojo de tierras en Petén e Izabal.”
Prensa Libre. April 6.

93



Pechlaner, Gabriela, and Gerardo Otero. 2008. “The Third Food Regime: Neoliberal
Globalism and Agricultural Biotechnology in North America.” Sociologia Ruralis
(Blackwell Publishing) 48 (4): 351-71.

—. 2010. “The Neoliberal Food Regime: Neoregulation and the New Division of Labor
in North America.” Rural Sociology 75 (2): 179-208.

Peluso, Nancy Lee, and Christian Lund. 2011. “New frontiers of land control:
Introduction.” The Journal of Peasant Studies 38 (4): 667-81.

Petras, James. 2008. “The Great Land Giveaway: Neo-Colonialism by Invitation.” Global
Research. Accessed June 20, 2016. http://www.globalresearch.ca/the-great-land-
giveaway-neo-colonialism-by-invitation/11231.

Petras, James and Henry Veltmeyer. 2014. “Chapter 3. Agro-Extractivism. The Agrarian
question of the 21st Century.” In Extractive Imperialism in the Americas.
Capitalism's New Frontier., by James Petras and Henry Veltmeyer (eds.), 62—100.
Chicago, IL: Haymarket Books.

Pichler, Melanie. 2013. “"People, Planet & Profit": Consumer-Oriented Hegemony and
Power Relations in Palm Oil and Agrofuel Certification.” Journal of Environment
& Development 22 (4): 370-90.

Pickard, Miguel. 2002. “York University - Centre for Research on Latin America and the
Caribbean.” PPP: Plan Puebla Panama, or Private Plans for Profit? A Primer on
the Development Plan that Would Turn the Region from Southern Mexico to
Panama into a Giant Export Zone. September 19. Accessed May 30, 2015.
http://www.yorku.ca/cerlac/deep papers/pickard.pdf.

Prensa Libre. 2016. “Pobladores piden condena moral contra el Estado.” April 13.
Accessed May 15, 2016.

http://www.prensalibre.com/guatemala/politica/denuncian-desvio-de-rios-y-
extraccion-de-agua-para-cultivos.

—. 2013. Salario minimo incrementa un 5 por ciento. December 23. Accessed May 9,
2016. http://www.prensalibre.com/noticias/salario_minimo-ajustes-

ministerio_de trabajo-anuncio 0 1054694655.html.

Pye, Oliver. 2010. “The biofuel connection - transnational activism and the palm oil
boom.” The Journal of Peasant Studies 37 (4): 851-74.

Rainforest Alliance. 2016. Frequently Asked Questions. Accessed May 08, 2016.
http://www.rainforest-alliance.org/green-living/campus/qa-resources.

94



Rodriguez, Alfons. 2013. El tercer jinete. Un mundo hambriento | FronteraD. February
21. Accessed June 5, 2015. http://www.fronterad.com/?q=tercer-jinete-mundo-
hambriento.

Rosset, Peter. 2009. “Food Sovereignty in Latin America.” NACLA Report on the
Americas (Jan Sochor / Zuma Press) 42 (3): 16-21.

RSPO. 2015. NaturAceites S.A. Accessed November 25, 2015.
http://www.rspo.org/members/601/NaturAceites-S.-A.

—. 2016a. HOW RSPO CERTIFICATION WORKS. Accessed May 11, 2016.
http://www.rspo.org/certification/how-rspo-certification-works.

—. 2016b. MEMBERS. Accessed May 7, 2016.
http://www.rspo.org/members?keywords=&member type=&member category=
&member country=Guatemala.

—. 2016¢c. MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION. Accessed May 7, 2016.
http://www.rspo.org/members/apply.

—.2016d. RSPO MEMBERSHIP CATEGORIES. Accessed May 7, 2016.
http://www.rspo.org/members/categories.

Sam, Eduardo. 2013. “Manifestantes desalojados causan disturbios en mercado.” Prensa
Libre. December 10. Accessed May 10, 2016. http://www.prensalibre.com/alta-
verapaz/manifestantes-desalojados-causan-disturbios-mercado-Fray-Bartolome-
de-las-Casas-0-1045095694.

SEGEPLAN. 2009. “Demografia.” Sistema Nacional de Inversion Piblica. Accessed
May 9, 2016.
http://sistemas.segeplan.gob.gt/sideplanw/SDPPGDMS$PRINCIPAL.VISUALIZA
R?pID=POBLACION PDF 1615.

SIECA. 2015. Sistema de estadisticas de comercio -SEC-. July. Accessed February 29,
2016. http://estadisticas.sieca.int.

Solano, Luis. 2008. “Los circulos de poder en el gobierno de Alvaro Colom y de la
Unidad Nacional de la Esperanza (UNE).” El Observador 29-57.

—. 2010. “El Mercado de los Agrocombustibles.” ActionAid International | ActionAid.
November. Accessed May 12, 2015.
http://www.actionaid.org/sites/files/actionaid/el mercado de los agrocombustibl
es.pdf.

95



—. 2011a. “Valle del Polochic: el poder de dos familias.” Enfoque 2 (16).

—. 2011b. “;Hacia donde va la produccion de cafia de aztcar y palma africana de
Guatemala? Version resumida del estudio "El mercado de los agrocombustibles:
destino de la produccion de cana de azlicar y palma africana de Guatemala™.”
ActionAid. January. Accessed May 06, 2016.
http://www.actionaid.org/sites/files/actionaid/version_resuminda el mercado de

_los_agrocombustibles 0.pdf.

—. 2013. “Development and/as Dispossession. Elite Networks and Extractive Industry in
the Franja Transversal del Norte.” In War by Other Means. Aftermath in Post-
Genocide Guatemala, by Carlota McAllister and Diane M. Nelson, 119-42.
Durham and London: Duke University Press.

—. 2015a. “Palma Africana: La Farsa de la Responsabilidad Social Empresarial.” Centro
de Medios Independientes. June 11. Accessed February 18, 2016.
https://cmiguate.org/palma-africana-la-farsa-de-la-responsabilidad-social-
empresarial/.

—. 2015b. “Palma africana y empresas se expanden aceleradamente a lo largo de la
FTN.” Enfoque, 15 July.

Spalding, Rose. 2014. Contesting Trade in Latin America. Austin, TX: University of
Texas Press.

Sridhar, M. K. C., and O.0 AdeOluwa. 2009. “Chapter 18 Palm Oil Industry Residues.”
In Biotechnology for Agro-Industrial Residues Utilisation, by A. Pandey P. Singh
nee’ Nigam, 341-55. Springer Science+Business Media.

Stokes, Bruce. 2005. “Will CAFTA Help Central America's Poor?” National Journal 37
(18): 1326-329.

Streeter, Stephen M. 2000. Managing the Counterrevolution: The United States and
Guatemala, 1954-1961. Research in International Studies. Latin American Series

No. 34. Ohio University Center for International Studies.

Tay, Karla. 2009. Biofuels Annual. GAIN, Foreign Agricultural Service, United States
Department of Agriculture, Guatemala City: USDA.

—. 2012. Biofuels Annual. GAIN, Foreign Agricultural Service, United States
Department of Agriculture, Guatemala City: USDA.

—. 2013. Biofuels Annual. GAIN, Foreign Agricultural Service, United States
Department of Agriculture, Guatemala City: USDA.

96



TeleSUR. 2013. “Produccién de palma africana contamina norte de Guatemala.”
TeleSUR tv - videos. December 3. Accessed May 8, 2016.
http://videos.telesurtv.net/video/172735/palma-africana-contamina-norte-de-
guatemala.

—. 2014a. “Indigenas guatemaltecos han sido desplazados por una aceitera.” March 13.
Accessed May 11, 2016. http://videos.telesurtv.net/video/219359/indigenas-
guatemaltecos-han-sido-desplazados-por-una-aceitera.

—. 2014b. “Contaminacion de empresa aceitera causa muerte de peces en Guatemala.”
March 22. Accessed May 7, 2016.
http://videos.telesurtv.net/video/223251/contaminacion-de-empresa-aceitera-
causa-muerte-de-peces-en-guatemala.

—. 2015a. Impact of 'Ecocide’ in Guatemala's Pasion River Runs Deep. July 22.
Accessed May 11, 2016. http://www.telesurtv.net/english/news/Ecocide-in-
Guatemala-Passion-River-Causes-Deep-Impacts-20150722-0009.html.

—. 2015b. Guatemala: indigenous leaders persecuted for defending their land. February
26. Accessed May 11, 2016.
http://videos.telesurtv.net/en/video/355482/guatemala-lideres-comunitarios-son-
perseguidos-por-defender-tierras-en.

—. 2016. Guatemala: lucha comunitaria gana batalla por un rio a empresa. May 13.
Accessed May 18, 2016. http://videos.telesurtv.net/video/544970/guatemala-
lucha-comunitaria-gana-batalla-por-un-rio-a-empresa.

The Economist. 2005. “The CAFTA conundrum.” The Economist. June 16. Accessed
June 5, 2015. http://www.economist.com/node/4079512.

Tokgoz, Simla, Wei Zhang, Siwa Msangi, and Prapti Bhandary. 2012. “Biofuels and the
Future of Food: Competition and Complementarities.” Agriculture 2: 414-35.

Tomei, J., and R Diaz-Chavez. 2014. “Chapter 8§ Guatemala.” In Sustainable
Development of Biofuels in Latin American and the Caribbean, by Barry D.
Solomon and Robert Bailis, 179-201. New York: Springer.

U.S. Department of Commerce. 2014. “Doing Business in Guatemala: 2014 Country
Commercial Guide for U.S. Companies.” export.gov. Accessed January 26, 2016.
http://files.export.gov/x _6473855.pdf.

U.S. Department of State. 2015. Central America Regional Security Initiative. Accessed
May 30, 2015. http://www.state.gov/p/wha/rt/carsi/.

97



U.S. Grain Council. 2015. Market Data. U.S. Grains In All Forms Exports. Accessed
February 28, 2016. http://www.grains.org/market-data/feed-grain-exports-in-all-
forms.

Union of Concerned Scientists. 2014. Palm Oil Scorecard: Ranking America’s Biggest
Brands on Their Commitment to Deforestation-Free Palm Oil (2014). March.
Accessed May 7, 2015. http://www.ucsusa.org/global warming/solutions/stop-
deforestation/palm-oil-scorecard.html#. VUVN6L7Ep8N.

UNDP/United Nationas Development Programme. 2014. Table 1: Human Development
Index and its components. Accessed May 5, 2015.
http://hdr.undp.org/en/content/table-1-human-development-index-and-its-
components.

United Nations. 2000. “Guatemala: la fuerza incluyente del desarrollo humano.” United
Nations Development Programme. Accessed May 4, 2016.
http://hdr.undp.org/sites/default/files/guatemala 2000 sp.pdf.

—. 2008. United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples. March.
Accessed May 8, 2016.
http://www.un.org/esa/socdev/unpfii/documents/DRIPS en.pdf.

United States Trade Representative. n.d. Office of the United States Trade Representative
- Executive Office of the President. Accessed May 30, 2015. https://ustr.gov/trade-
agreements/free-trade-agreements/cafta-dr-dominican-republic-central-america-
fta.

USAID. 2014. Nutrition in Guatemala | USAID Dollars to Results. Accessed May 15,
2015. https://results.usaid.gov/guatemala/health/nutrition#fy2014.

—. 2015a. Guatemala: Nutrition Profile | U.S. Agency for International Development.
March 25. Accessed May 11, 2015. http://www.usaid.gov/what-we-do/global-
health/nutrition/countries/guatemala-nutrition-profile.

—. 2015b. Food assistance fact sheet - Guatemala. October 22. Accessed January 26,
2016. https://www.usaid.gov/guatemala/food-assistance.

USDA FAS. 2009. “Dominican Republic-Central America- U.S. Free Trade Agreement
(CAFTA-DR).” USDA Foreign Agricultural Service.
http://www.fas.usda.gov/sites/development/files/cafta-dr 2009.pdf.

—. 2015a. CAFTA-DR | USDA Foreign Agricultural Service. Accessed May 6, 2015.
http://www.fas.usda.gov/topics/cafta-dr.

98



—. 2015b. “Grain: World Markets and Trade | USDA Foreign Agricultural Service.”
USDA Foreign Agricultural Service. April 9. Accessed May 6, 2015.
http://www.fas.usda.gov/data/grain-world-markets-and-trade.

—. 2015¢. Guatemala | USDA Foreign Agricultural Service. Accessed May 6, 2015.
http://www.fas.usda.gov/regions/guatemala.

—. 2015d. “Table 11: Palm Oil: World Supply and Distribution.” USDA Foreign
Agricultural Service. Accessed May 12, 2015.
http://apps.fas.usda.gov/psdonline/psdReport.aspx?hidReportRetrievalName=Tab
le+11%3a+Palm+0Oil%3a+World+Supply+and+Distribution&hidReportRetrievall
D=710&hidReportRetrieval TemplateID=8.

USDA. 2013. USDA ERS - Corn. May 16. Accessed January 25, 2014.
http://ers.usda.gov/topics/crops/corn.aspx#.UuRcynmttcw.

Vésquez, Edith. 2014. Guatemala: Exporter Guide. Gain Report, Foreign Agricultural
Service, USDA, Guatemala City: USDA FAS. Accessed June 23, 2016.
http://gain.fas.usda.gov/Recent%20GAIN%20Publications/Exporter%20Guide_ G
uatemala%?20City Guatemala 12-30-2014.pdf.

Vésquez, Edith. 2015. Guatemala: Exporter Guide. Gain Report, Foreign Agricultural
Service, USDA, Guatemala City: USDA FAS. Accessed June 23 2016.
http://gain.fas.usda.gov/Recent%20GAIN%20Publications/Exporter%20Guide_ G
uatemala%?20City Guatemala 12-23-2015.pdf

V¢éliz, Rodrigo. 2015. Palma africana: Denuncias, demandas y un Estado sordo. July 22.
Accessed May 08, 2016. https://cmiguate.org/palma-africana-denuncias-
demandas-y-un-estado-sordo/.

Verité. 2014. “Labor and Human Rights Risk Analysis of the Guatemalan Palm Oil
Sector.” www.verite.org. Accessed May 14, 2015.
http://www.verite.org/sites/default/files/images/Risk AnalysisGuatemalanPalmOil
Sector.pdf.

WEFP/World Food Programme. 2015. Guatemala | WFP | United Nations Wolrd Food
Programme — Fighting Hunger Worldwide. Accessed May 11, 2015.
http://www.wip.org/countries/guatemala/overview.

Wise, Timothy. 2012. The Cost to Developing Countries of U.S. Corn Ethanol

Expansion. Working Paper No. 12-02, Global Development and Environment
Institute, Medford: Tufts University.

99



Wise, Timothy, and Kevin Gallagher. 2011. U.S. Trade Policy: Still Waiting for a "21st
Century Trade Agreement". SerieBrief #67, Latin American Trade Network, 1-7.

Wolford, Wendy, Saturnino M. Borras Jr., Ruth Hall, lan Scoones, and Ben White. 2013.
“Governing Global Land Deals: The Role of the State in the Rush for Land.”
Development and Change (Institute of Social Studies) 44 (2): 189-210.

World Bank. 2007. World Development Report 2008: Agriculture for Development.
Washington, DC: World Bank.

—. 2015a. Guatemala | Data. Accessed May 15, 2015.
http://data.worldbank.org/country/guatemala.

—. 2015b. Country and Lending Groups | Data. Accessed May 5, 2015.
http://data.worldbank.org/about/country-and-lending-
groups#Upper_middle income.

—. 2016. Data. GINI index (World Bank Estimate). Accessed February 17, 2016.
http://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SI.POV.GINI.

WWE. 2013a. Certified Sustainable Palm Oil. Accessed May 2016.
http://www.wwf.org.au/our work/saving_the natural world/forests/palm_oil/wha
t wwf is_doing/certified sustainable palm oil/.

—. 2013b. RSPO grower members that did not submit annual progress reports. Accessed
May 7, 2016.
http://wwf.panda.org/what we do/footprint/agriculture/palm_oil/solutions/respon
sible_purchasing/wwf assessment of rspo_member palm oil producers 2013/n
onreportingcompanies/.

100



Appendix A. Major transportation routes in Central America
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Figure A1  Guatemala and the Central American “PPP transportation corridors”
(Grandia 2013, 241).

Source: IDB in Grandia 2013, 241; used with permission from author.
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Appendix B. Poverty in Guatemala
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Figure B1 Poverty, by department (%).
Stronger color indicates higher percentage.
Source: INE 2015b, 6.
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Figure B2 Extreme poverty, by department (%).
Stronger colour indicates higher percentage.
Source: INE 2015b, 10.
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Figure B3 Poverty by area of residence (%).
Source: INE 2015b, 4.
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Figure B4  Extreme poverty by area of residence (%).
Source: INE 2015b, 9.
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Figure BS  Poverty by ethnicity (%).
Source: INE 2015b, 4.
W Indigena No indigena
213
28
18 18
2000 2006 2014

Figure B6  Extreme poverty by ethnicity (%).
Source: INE 2015b, 9.
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Appendix C. Decreasing agricultural employment in
Guatemala
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of 2013 and interviews with personnel of the national institute of statistics (INE).

Chart, top left. “Increase in area”: the cultivated area of oil palm has grown 271 per cent in
ten years, more than other top agri-exports, having surpassed both cardamom and rubber

tree in hectarage.
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Chart, top right, bottom right. During the ten years from 2003 to 2013, the hectarage of
traditional food (e.g. bean, maize, rice and vegetables) has decreased whereas the hectarage
of the major agri-exports (including oil palm) has grown.

The introducing sentence of the article states the agricultural employment has decreased
from being 70 per cent in the year 1950, to 31 percent in 2013.

Moreover, according to the second paragraph of the article, the employment in agriculture
went from 42 percent of the population in 2003 to 31 percent in 2013, that is, 26 percent in
10 years.
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Appendix D. Agricultural trade of Guatemala

Maize and wheat import quantities (percentages)
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Figure D1  Imports of two staple grains.
Source: FAOSTAT 2016.
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Maize and wheat imports (million USD)
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Figure D2  Maize and wheat imports in US dollars, since 1961.
Source: FAOSTAT 2016.
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Bean imports of Guatemala (million USD)
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Figure D3  Bean imports of Guatemala.
Source: FAOSTAT 2016.
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Appendix E. Translation of Fondo de Tierras press release

Comunicado de Prensa

EL CONSEJO DIRECTIVO Y LA ADMINISTRACION
DEL FONDO DE TIERRAS

Con relacién a las denuncias presentadas por el Ministerio Publico y la CICIG ante Juez competente, en donde se
sefiala la utilizacién de procesos anémalos en la regularizacion de tierras del Estado, con la intervencion de
algunos ex trabajadores del Fondo de Tierras:

MANIFESTAMOS:

1. Reconocemos la labor del Ministerio Publico y la CICIG en cumplimiento de su mandato legal al iniciar ante
la autoridad competente la investigacion de los hechos denunciados.

2. El Consejo Directivo de FONTIERRAS en cumplimiento de sus funciones, y en especial la de vigilar la
correcta aplicacion de la Ley que lo regula, ha colaborado con el MP y la CICIG en el proceso de la
investigacion de este caso, proporcionando la informacién que ha sido requerida. Asimismo ha resuelto en
forma unanime continuar cooperando con las autoridades de justicia, para que dentro de los pardmetros
del debido proceso se facilite toda la informacion que sea solicitada en la linea de investigacion, en virtud
que como organo competente es el primer interesado en que se establezca la responsabilidad de los
implicados.

3. Por dltimo, hacemos de conocimiento publico que derivado de estos repudiables sefialamientos, hemos
ordenado una serie de auditorias internas en los programas de regularizacion y adjudicacién de tierras del
Estado en diferentes regiones del pais. Y si llegare a reportarse cualquier anomalia, se estaran presentando
las denuncias correspondientes en el Ministerio Publico, como en el pasado se ha hecho.

Guatemala, 15 de Abril 2016

A

Figure E1 Fondo de Tierras press release regarding internal investigation.
Source: www.fontierras.gt. April 15, 2016. Accessed June 28, 2016.

Press Release

The directing council and the administration of the land fund

In relation to the complaints presented by the Public Ministry and the CICIG before the
corresponding judge, in which the use of anomalous procedures is reported in regards to
the regularization of lands of the State with the intervention of some former employees of
Fondo de Tierras:

We declare that

1. We recognize the work of the Public Ministry and the CICIG in its legal mandate by
initiating the investigation of the reported acts before the corresponding authority.

2. The Directive Council of FONTIERRAS in completion of its tasks, and especially in its
vigilance of the correct application of the law that governs it, has collaborated with the
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Public Ministry (MP) and the CICIG over the course of the investigation of this case,
providing the necessary information. It has also unanimously decided to continue
cooperating with the authorities of justice, so that within the parameters of the due process
it facilitates all the information that might be solicited in line with the investigation, in light
that as the corresponding body it is the one primarily concerned in establishing the
culpability of those implicated.

3. Finally, we publically recognize that in relation to these repudiating reports, we have
commissioned a series of internal audits of the programs of regularization and adjudication
of lands of the State in different regions of the country. If any anomaly were to be reported,
the corresponding reports will be presented to the Public Ministry, as it has been done in
the past.

(Literal translation by Katya Quintanilla)
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