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Abstract. The study aims to analyze the economic impact of land acquisition for
Yogyakarta International Airport project on the affected community. The research is
conducted quantitatively, collecting data through questionnaires and data analysis
techniques through descriptive statistics. Respondents are randomly selected as many
as 45 households. The variables used include occupation, income, cost of living, and
asset ownership. The results show that land acquisition has an impact on job losses
of 15.6% and 8.9% of odd jobs, 35.6% decrease in income, 7% decrease in asset
ownership and 15.5% increase in the cost of living. The results of the study show that
land acquisition has a negative impact on the decline in the economic conditions of some
affected communities. In this context, the restoration of community life should be an

integral part of land acquisition projects.
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Introduction

Yogyakarta International Airport (YIA)
project, which covered an area of 587.04
Ha affecting = 2700 families, gave the
best practice on land acquisition with large
scale after the Law No. 2 of 2012 prevails
(Kusuma, 2016; Mawadati & Fajri, 2018).
Despite the successful land acquisition and
airport development, problems still occur
up until now, especially the impacts of land
acquisition on the lives of the community
who lives in rural area (Sopanudin, 2016;
Azizah, 2017).

Rural community, as one living unit
with homogeneous types of jobs, whose lives

depend on the production of agricultural
land/sector as a means of main production
makes most of the people work as farmers
(Basrowi & Juariyah, 2010). In this context,
land acquisition for the airport which
takes up part of the rural area causes
changes in agricultural land and livelihood
of the community as the area of rice

fields (irrigation/rainfed), moorlands, and
plantations affected by the project reach
54.83%. The distribution of land use for
YIA’s land acquisition locations is presented
in table 1.

Table 1

Land Use in Jangkaran, Sindutan,
Palihan, Glagah, Kebonrejo

No Type of Land Use Area (Ha) %

1 Embankment 224,21 11,47
2  Moor 337,68 17,27
3 Irigated Rice Field 566,33 28,96
4  Sward 4,86 0,25
5 Settlement 504,55 25,80
6 Garden 167,31 8,56
7 Rainfed Rice Field 0,78 0,04
8 Sand 85,70 4,39
9 River 62,75 3,21
10 Sports Field 1,15 0,06

Total 1.955,31 100

Source: Kulon Progo Land Office
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Table 1 shows that agricultural land
as the source of livelihood for many of
people is affected by the project. It causes
implications for the economic conditions
of rural community who depends on the
agricultural sector for their livelihoods.
Various studies show that people who work
in the small-scale agricultural sectors, farm
workers, tenant farmers, or breeders will
experience adverse impacts due to land
acquisition (Ghatak, 2013; Kustiningsih,
2017). Therefore, an assessment of the
economic impact on community affected by
land acquisition needs to be carried out so
that the government is able to implement
appropriate recovery policies for the
community.

Although Law No. 2 of 2012 states
that compensation can be given in the form
of money, land, and relocation or it can be
realized in the form of shares, compensation
in the form of money is mostly chosen as
compensation for land that has been released
from existing land acquisition, be it in Kulon
Progo or several other locations. Compared
to the other forms, this form is considered
the easiest, most practical, and fastest. In
fact, when it is seen from the economic point
of view, the value of compensation in the
form of land and settlements or shares are
more profitable and are effective solution to
make the people affected by land acquisition
assured of their livelihoods, so that they
can create a sustainable life (Zhang, 2011;
Khatua & Sarma, 2019).

Compensation in the form of land and
settlements certainly makes it easy for the
community to acquire land and resettlement,
considering that the price of land after
land acquisition increased significantly. As
happenedin Kulonprogo, investment and land
purchases in the vicinity of land acquisition
occurred since the airport was planned to
be built around 2011/2012. Investors with
large capital flocked to buy lands which has
resulted in unhealthy land prices around
the YIA construction. In this condition,
the compensation money received by the
community affected by land acquisition can
no longer be used to buy new lands in the
vicinity of the land acquisition location.

The value of compensation provided to
the affected community in Kulonprogo varies
greatly. People who owned large tracts of
land in strategic locations got compensation
that was far above the estimated price.
However, people whose land was narrow
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and located far from the main road received
very little. With these conditions, it can
be said that land acquisition in Kulonprogo
has made some people feel benefited, but
farmers, fishermen, embankment workers,
breeders, and tenant farmers who worked
on the cultivated land of Pakualaman Ground
feel disadvantaged. Some people whose jobs
were farm workers feel very lost because
they only got compensation for the plants/
objects on it. This is because the value of
compensation received is very small and
there is limited arable land which causes
farm workers and tenant farmers lose
their jobs. Besides, farmers whose large
part of their rice fields are affected by land
acquisition with a considerable compensation
value have difficulty buying new rice fields,
considering that the price of land is far above
the value of compensation they received.
The rice fields that are available and can be
purchased by the community who received
compensation are currently far away in
another sub-district. This condition makes it
difficult for people who previously worked as
farmers/tenant farmers and farm workers to
get their jobs back.

In this context, farmers, breeders,
and farm workers are categorized as
the most vulnerable parties due to the
airport development/land acquisition
(Camalin & Setiawan, 2017: 350-360; Ren,
2017). Efforts to provide assistance and
empowerment for the affected community
have been attempted by PT Angkasa Pura,
the Regional Government, CSR, and the
Central Government, but the effectiveness
of training, mentoring, and workforce
distribution is still targeting young age group
(20 - 40 years old) (Mawadati & Fajri 2018,
783-797). Training/capital participation for
groups of farmers/laborers over the age
of 40 with limited skills/abilities and the
availability of job vacancies that cannot
accommodate this age group has resulted
in the majority of the community not having
regained decent jobs.

The economic impact after land
acquisition as happened in Kulonprogo is
one of the problems, especially in large-scale
land acquisition projects that take up rural
area (Zhang, 2011; Azizah, 2017; Goswami,
2019). Based on these problems, a study of
the economic conditions of rural community
affected by land acquisition for airport,
especially for people who have experienced
relocation/resettlement in Jangkaran Village,
Palihan Village, Glagah Village, Kebonrejo
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Village, and Janten Village needs to be
carried out.

Research Methodology
Variables and Methods

This research was conducted using
a quantitative approach with descriptive
statistical analysis to measure the economic
conditions of the communities affected by
land acquisition. The study was conducted
on people who were directly affected by land
acquisition in 5 villages with a population of
283 families, while the respondents were
taken by simple random sampling. Because
the population is more than 100, the sample
can be taken from 10-15% (Arikunto 2010)
and in this study the number of samples
were 45 households (15%) spread out
in Jangkaran, Kebonrejo, Janten, Palihan
and Glagah Village. The distribution of the
population is presented in table 2.

Table 2
Resettlement Location, Population and
Sample
No Resettlement Large Popula Sam
Location (Ha) tion ple
1 Jangkaran 0,19 4 1
2 Kebonrejo 1,00 24
3 Janten 1,57 54
4  Palihan 2,76 99 15
5 Glagah 4,21 102 15

In this study, the variables used to
measure the economic condition of the
community include employment, income
level, cost of living, and asset ownership.

Instruments of Research

Data collection on the communities
affected by land acquisition was carried
out through a questionnaire with a “closed
answer” option according to the research
instrument. The answer is determined using
a Likert scale approach, namely the value of
“1” for the criterion of “experiencing a very
bad economic impact” and a value of “5” for
the criterion of “experiencing a very good
economic impact”. The research instrument
was determined based on the previous survey
literature. The data from the questionnaire
was then processed through descriptive
statistical techniques, so that it could present
the grouping of maximum values, minimum
values, and average values. The results of
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No Type Areca Compensation %
(Ha) Value

1 Private- 357,25 2769935288819 60.86 %
owned Land

2 Private- 37,38 262882426242 6,37 5%
owned Land

3 Pakualaman 160,30 701.512.349.000 27,30 %
Ground

(PAG)

4 Agency Land 31,65 292.542.159.214 539 %

5 PAG 72135320135
Cultivator
6 Residual 0.18 1.319.807.040 0,03 %
Land
7 Wagf Land 0.28 4.406.513.000 0,05 %
8 Discretionary 19.960.740.250 -
Land
Total 587,04 4.124.694.603,700 100 %

this data grouping then become the basis
for describing the economic conditions of the
community affected by land acquisition. The
research flow diagram is presented in figure
1.

Land Acquisition

for YIA
Income Employ Asset Cost of
ment Ownership Living

Scoring

Impact of Land Acquisition on
Community

Figure 1. Research Flow Diagram

In this study, the researchers also
conducted field observations and interviews
to determine the condition of the community
after the construction of YIA. Interviews
were conducted with Head of Palihan Village,
Head of Glagah Village, Local Government
(Public Works and Public Housing Agency),
and the affected community.

Results and Discussion

Resettlement of The Affected Community
in Kulonprogo

The acquisition of land with an area of
587.04 Ha, took up at least private-owned
land, village land, agency land, waqgf land,
and also Pakualaman Ground land with a
total of £ 3,942 land parcels (Goldie 2018,
198 - 225). The details of land tenure and
ownership for the construction of YIA are
presented in table 3 below.
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Table 3
Tenure/Ownership of Land Affected by Land Acquisition of YIA

No Type Area (Ha) Compensation Value %
1  Private-owned Land 357,25 2.769.935.288.819 60.86 %
2  Private-owned Land 37,38 262.882.426.242 6,37 5%
3  Pakualaman Ground (PAG) 160,30 701.512.349.000 27,30 %
4  Agency Land 31,65 292.542.159.214 5,39 %
5 PAG Cultivator - 72.135.320.135 -
6 Residual Land 0.18 1.319.807.040 0,03 %
7  Wagf Land 0.28 4.406.513.000 0,05 %
8 Discretionary Land - 19.960.740.250 -

Total 587,04 4.124.694.603,700 100 %

Source: Laporan Hasil Pengadaan Tanah PT Angkasa Pura/PT Angkasa Pura Land Acquisition Report

The compensation mechanism for land
acquisition in the form of resettlement is one
of the compensation mechanisms which is
considered more beneficial for the affected
community. This is because the price of land
around the airport has increased significantly
after land acquisition. Given these conditions,
the desire of the affected community in
Kulonprogo to get resettlement is a solution
so that people can have a settlement whose
locations are not far from their previous
places. The hope is that with the resettlement
around the airport, the people who previously
worked around the land acquisition location
will have easier access to the work location,
make it easier for the community to adapt
to the new environment, and psychologically
they have a strong emotional bond with
the surrounding land/community so that
the displacement provides comfort for the
affected community. In addition, by moving
not too far from the airport, the community
hopes to develop businesses/services
(catering, transportation, or accommodation
related to airport services) to ensure their
livelihoods. Resettlement for the affected
community is certainly one of the effective
efforts so that people have easy access in
terms of the availability of road networks,
transportation facilities, and the availability
of public facilities/other social facilities that
support livelihood sustainability.

Lands for relocation sites for the
affected community are located around the
airport, where parts of the lands used are
village lands. This land selection mechanism
is considered to be more effective and efficient
because some village lands have large land
availability. The process of providing lands
from village lands is relatively easy, so it can
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accelerate the process of providing lands
for resettlement. The community obtained
the village land that has been used through
a buying and selling process at a price of
land according to a fair figure, which was in
the range of approximately IDR500,000/m
(Interview with Head of Palihan Village
2020). The locations used for resettlement
for the affected community are in 5 villages,
namely Palihan Village, Jangkaran Village,
Glagah Village, Kebonrejo Village, and
Janten Village (Interview with Public Works
and Public Housing Agency 2020). These five
villages are used for resettlement because
the people affected by land acquisition are
in these five villages. Resettlement which
was carried out in the same community and
village was intended so that the community
does not experience difficulties in dealing
with civil administration and to provide
facilities for the community to adapt to the
new residential environment.

Economic Condition of the Affected
Community

After the land acquisition and
construction of the Yogyakarta International
Airport, most of the affected people reside
in relocation places where the provision of
lands was facilitated by the government. The
economic and life conditions of the people
living around the airport at the 5 resettlement
locations are quite diverse. The results of
the analysis carried out on 45 respondents
using the variables of jobs, income, cost of
living, and asset ownership to determine the
economic condition of the community are
presented as follows.
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Working Conditions of the Affected
Community

Land acquisition that occurs in several
regions in Indonesia often results in major
problems in the form of non-continuation
of work/loss of jobs for the communities.
Likewise in various other countries such as
in Tanzania in a study by Kusiluka (2011),
in Ghana in a study by Mabe (2019), and in
Zimbabwe (Thondhlana, 2015) stated that
land acquisition has a negative impact on the
loss of community livelihoods. Another study
reinforced by Nanhthavong (2021) states that
land acquisition in Lao PDR has an impact on
decreasing the level of community welfare.
This condition also occurs in land acquisition
after the construction of YIA. The results of a
survey conducted at 5 resettlement locations
with 45 respondents show the following data.

Figure 2 shows that prior to land
acquisition, most of the people in the five
villages, as many as 51.1%, worked as
farmers, while 24% relied their livelihoods
on agriculture as agricultural laborers, and
5% made their living from aquaculture and
livestock. These results indicate that the
total number of respondents who depended
on natural resources, especially land/
agricultural land, is 80%. This condition
indicates that the homogeneity of work is
dominated by the agricultural sector, which of
course occupies a high level of vulnerability
if exposed to land acquisition. This condition
is based on the studies of the researchers
(Zhang, 2011; Wilmsen, 2016; Kustiningsih,
2017; Goswami, 2019) and facts on the field
that show that vulnerable groups in land
acquisition often experience adverse impacts
of land acquisition. The handling of the
vulnerability of the community should have
been mapped from the beginning during

Civil servant
employee in private...

Merchant /entrepreneur

breeder
embankment worker...

L3
L8
]
Farmer |
[

Farm worker

Figure 2. Respondents’ Jobs before Land
Acquisition
(Data Analysis 2020)
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Figure 3. Jobs after Land Acquisition

the preparation stage by those who need
land. With this, it is hoped that those who
need land and the land acquisition team can
formulate appropriate policies for vulnerable
groups when land acquisition is carried out in
certain locations.

Furthermore, the analysis results show
that the work condition of the respondents
after land acquisition is as in the figure 3.

From the two tables, it can be seen
that prior to land acquisition, all respondents
had jobs either as farmers/farm worker/
breeders/ entrepreneurs or as civil servants,
however after land acquisition caused 15%
of respondents to lose their jobs and up
to the time this research was conducted,
they were still unemployed. In the analysis
of the people who have not worked, it was
found that they were previously agricultural
laborers, tenant farmers, and breeders/
embankment workers. Meanwhile, there
are also respondents who do odd jobs
(9%), meaning that they do not have
permanent jobs. When classified, they fall
into the vulnerable group. From the survey
conducted, there are also 7% of respondents
who got new jobs, which are those involved
in airport project construction. In the future,
the fate of the 7% of the people involved
in the construction of this project is still
questionable, which means that when the
airport construction is completed, their
future jobs are still uncertain. In this case,
it can be said that land acquisition for the
construction of Yogyakarta airport brought
changes to at least 31% of respondents as
affected people who, when viewed from the
work sector, are in a vulnerable condition.

Land acquisition has changed 45
respondents who previously had jobs to
only 25 respondents or 55% of the affected
people working with permanent jobs. These
results indicate that when land acquisition
took up agricultural land while most people
depended on the agricultural sector, the bad
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impact that occurs is that they have difficulty
in finding new jobs. This condition can make it
difficult for people to return to a life that is at
least the same as before, now even far from
their hopes of getting a better, sustainable
life. This study was carried out 1 year after
the community received compensation for
the land they had released. In a period of 1
to 3 years, perhaps, the community can still
survive with the compensation they received
(this of course depends on the amount of
money received). However, if this condition
continues, where people do not immediately
get decent jobs to meet their daily needs,
the community’s condition will gradually
decline and poverty can arise.

The results of the analysis and
interviews show that a small proportion of
respondents (13%) who received quite large
compensation, invested their money in the
form of land, deposits or buildings for rent.
They do this scheme to secure their money
and the deposit interest can be taken to
support their survival. It can be said that the
people who choose this option, who depend
on deposit interest, get income, but when
viewed from the work sector, they have not
been able to get permanent jobs to create
a sustainable life. The changing conditions
of the respondents’ jobs affected by land
acquisition are presented in figure 4.

Sustainability of Community’s Income

People’sincome is influenced by several
factors, one of which is related to the jobs
they do for living. In this study, the income
level is calculated from the total income in a
family, not the income of each respondent.
The results of the study show that the level
of income of the people in Kulonprogo varies:
some increased, but some stagnated, and
some even decreased. The distribution of

Unemployed

New Job (House Rent)

Airport construction workers L)
0dd job/laborer h
Permanent job L
0 10 20 30 40 50

m After land acquisition = Before land acquisition

Figure 4. The Change of Respondents’ Job

Accredited by Sinta Rank 2 based on Ristekdikti No.10/E/KPT/20

respondents’ income levels is presented in
figure 5 below.

Based on the results of the study
obtained, the increase in the amount of
community income experienced by 42% of
respondents is due to the fact that, when
the research was carried out, the community
still enjoys quite a lot of deposits from
compensation money they received. This
condition certainly cannot last for a long time
if the community has not found permanent
jobs. Several other factors, which emerged
when the research was conducted and had
an effect on the increase in respondents’
income, were that some respondents are
able to rent out houses for workers who are
building airport projects; some others sell
foods/drinks for airport project workers;
there are also people who work with the
contract system on airport construction
project. However, this condition is not
necessarily stable and sustainable.

Land acquisition provides benefits
for people who receive a large amount
of compensation, so that their income
increases. However, this condition certainly
requires good financial management and
assistance so that the money received by the
community is able to create and guarantee a
sustainable life. Compensation in the form of
money received by the community should not
be spent on goods that are only consumptive
in nature, but should be allocated for business
or the purchase of assets that can guarantee
the life of the community in the future.

Problems that arise after land
acquisition in various cases as happened in
Gana (Korah et.al, 2019); Vietnam (Ngunyen
& Kim, 2020); and China (Yin et.al, 2020)
cause the community to experience a
decrease in income, likewise in this study in

m1 Decrease m2Stable m3 Increase

Figure 5. Level of Community’s Income after
Land Acquisition
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which 36% of the affected people experience
a decline in income. This condition is
influenced by the presence of respondents
who have not found jobs/are unemployed
and work on odd jobs with uncertain
income. This kind of community condition
certainly requires solutions or policies from
the government or other stakeholders so
that vulnerable communities (farmers,
breeders, farm workers) who previously
worked by depending on agricultural land
can get jobs that are, at least, the same as
before land acquisition occurred or new jobs
that are suitable with their ages, skills and
experience.

Living cost Conditions of Affected
Communities

Results of the survey of 45 respondents
indicates that the level of living cost of most
respondents has increased. The first factor
affecting the living cost is the increased
monthly electricity costs. In addition, the
increase in public living cost is influenced
by the daily needs of the community that
must be purchased. Prior to land acquisition,
most of the community owned lands that
could be used for growing vegetables/herbs
and lands that could be used for raising
animals as a source of family protein intake,
which would certainly save the community’s
daily expenses (interview with the Head of
Glagah Village in 2020). They lived in rural
areas that were rich in food sources since
every house had a garden where they could
plant various productive crops that generate
money (bananas, coconuts, fruits, and
vegetables). In this context, the physical
form of lands owned by the community was
not merely land; the land they owned was
intangible (Suriandi & Hakim 2013), so that
it was able to provide benefits and support
life. Data on changes in community’s living
cost are presented in table 4.

Table 4

Comparison of Respondents’ Living
cost before and after Land Acquisition

After Reloca-
Before Relocation

tion
. Respon- Respon-
L t % %
iving cos dent o dent o)
> IDR
3.500.001 2 44 5 11,1
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IDR
2.500.001 -
IDR

6 13,3

13,3 6
3.500.000

IDR
1.500.001
- IDR
2.500.000

1.500.000 = 30

7 15,6 11 24,4

66,7 23 51,1

Source: Data Analysis, 2020

The results of the study indicate that
although some of the community (42.2%)
experienced an increase of income after land
acquisition, their living cost also increases
due to a change of living conditions. Before
land acquisition, the community could use
their land to help fulfill their daily lives, but
when they had to move to a new settlement
location with narrow land conditions, they
have to buy everything to meet their daily
needs.

Asset Ownership

Asset ownership is one of the variables
used to measure the economic condition
of the community after land acquisition.
The assets referred to in this study include
movable property (cars, motorbikes,
bicycles, electronic goods, jewelry/gold bars,
etc.) and immovable property (land, houses,
boarding houses, etc.). The results of the
analysis show that, after land acquisition,
most of the community, or 53.3% of the
respondents, has assets or the same as
before. This indicates that the compensation
money for land acquisition owned by the
community is realized again with the same
properties. This means that if before the land
acquisition people owned lands with houses
on them, then after the land acquisition the
compensation money is only enough to buy
lands and build new settlements for their
families. The survey results also show that
7% of respondents experiences a decrease
in asset ownership. This condition occurs in
people who received a small compensation
value which is generally experienced by farm
workers or tenant farmers at Pakualaman
Ground, so that the compensation value
is not sufficient to buy properties that are
the same as what they owned before land
acquisition. The distribution of data on the
level of respondents’ asset ownership is
presented in table 5.
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Table 5
Level of Asset Ownership

No Asset Cate- Re- (%)

Owner- gory spon-

ship Value dent
1 7 -13 Low 3 6,7
2 14 - 20 Fair 24 53,3
3 21 - 27 High 18 40,0
Total 45 100,0

Source: Data Analysis 2020

Restoration of life for communities
affected by land acquisition in rural
areas

From several studies conducted, it
is found that, so far, some land acquisition
practices in Indonesia focused more on
how land acquisition could be carried out
and how land acquisition could be obtained
immediately through the compensation
process (Azizah, 2017; Swela, 2017).
However, studies regarding the conditions
of the affected communities after land
acquisition, the sustainability of the life of
the community, and the resettlement of the
affected community have not received much
attention from the government or from those
who need land. The lack of government
attention to this condition in a study by
Ghatak (2011); De (2016); Karmakar
(2017); Khatua & Sharma (2019) can
certainly be a big problem that can threaten
the socio-economic life of the community
and can lead to poverty for the affected
community. Several practices show that the
conditions often occur after compensation
payments are made are that the parties
who need the land seem to be hands off of
what will happen to the lives of the affected
community in the future.

Even though Law No.2 of 2012 has
explained that in land acquisition there are
at least the principles of sustainability and
welfare both for the community as a whole
and for the affected community/entitled
parties (Subekti 2016; Muliawan 2018), in
practice, the objectives of these principles
have not been able to be wholly realized. In
the context of land acquisition in Kulonprogo,
policies and compensation that have been
implemented have been able to provide
better welfare and sustainability of life for
some people. However, land acquisition also
makes the affected community bear heavy
consequences: loss of jobs and decrease of
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income.

From this study, it is found that people
who are able to realize a sustainable life and
increase their welfare are 1) people who
received compensation money in sufficient
quantity so that they are able to create or
continue jobs from the capital they have;
2) people who have permanent jobs (civil
servants/employees in private sectors/
merchants/entrepreneurs) who do not
depend on natural resources in the form of
land; 3) people who have certain skills, age,
and physical conditions, so that they can
work in sectors related to YIA's development
and operations (ex: airport security guards,
counter guards, cleaning service, porters,
etc.). However, this condition is in contrast
to the community, which until the time
the research was carried out has not been
able to obtain an increase in welfare or life
sustainability. Tenant farmers, embankment
workers, farm laborers, fishermen, and
breeders (vulnerable groups) who depended
on agriculture/land for their livelihoods have
difficulty finding suitable jobs. Age that is no
longer productive, limited skills, and habits
of people of depending on agricultural land
make them unable to obtain a life that is at
least the same, or even better than before
land acquisition, as mandated in Law No. 2
of 2012. Research conducted by McCharty
(2012) states that people who depend on the
agricultural sector, the narrower cultivated
land they seek will be directly proportional to
the level of income they earn, this condition
also occurs in the study area.

As research conducted by McCharty
(2012) states that people who depend on
the agricultural sector, the narrower the
arable land they work on will be directly
proportional to the level of income they
get. Various studies and theories on rural
development also state that the recovery and
improvement of the living standards of rural
communities is often hampered due to low
income levels, limited creativity and limited
capital, especially land (Kakisina 2011;
Ibrahim et al 2016). With the loss of land
or the reduction of land because it is used
for the construction of airports and other
supporting infrastructure, rural communities
are increasingly vulnerable.

Monitoring and evaluation efforts
on the implementation of land acquisition
should be implemented and regulated
through binding regulations so that the
affected communities, especially those in
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vulnerable group, do not experience adverse
impacts when the government/parties who
need land carry out land acquisition (Jiao
et al. 2017; Perera 2014; Khedrigharibvand
et.al 2019). The policy for resettlement and
efforts to restore the lives of the affected
communities to become an integral part of
the land acquisition program has become a
demand, considering that land acquisition
often has negative impacts on the people
who depend on the agricultural sector for
their livelihoods. The concept and obligation
to build resettlement and restore community
life in land acquisition have been regulated in
international standards applied to the Asian
development bank and the world bank. And
Indonesia should be able to implement this
concept so that risk mitigation can be carried
out for affected communities (Atahar, 2013;
International Councilon Mining & Metals
2019).

Broadly speaking, land acquisition
in Kulonprogo can be said to be quite
successful where every stage was carried out
well; compensation money given to some
people was also more profitable; community
assistance and empowerment activities
were also carried out. However, what the
government and those who need the land
have done has left problems for those in
vulnerable group who have yet to find jobs.
In this context, a strategy for restoring
people’s lives based on socio-economic
data and involving community participation
is something that must be done in land
acquisition (Perera 2014). Monitoring and
evaluation also need to be done to ensure
that the community is able to get a better
life after land acquisition.

Conclusions

This paper argues that post land
acquisition has a negative impact on
decreasing community income, loss
of jobs or increasing unemployment,
decreasing ownership of community assets
and increasing costs of living which are
increasingly burdensome for the community.
Most of the residents affected by YIA airport
are people who depend on the agricultural
sector (farmers, ranchers, laborers and
smallholders), which in several studies
show that this community is included in
the vulnerable group. The strategy for
restoring people’s lives that is still limited,
unsustainable and the absence of monitoring
of community life after land acquisition have
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contributed to post-land acquisition problems
for the community. This condition should be
addressed by agencies requiring land and
related stakeholders in order to formulate
a mitigation strategy for land acquisition
risk reduction. Resettlement efforts and
restoration of community life as an integral
part of the land acquisition program need to
be formulated in comprehensive and binding
regulations so that the community can have
a sustainable life.
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