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Abstract 
From a historical point of view land has constantly been a resource connected to survival and 

power. The increased demand for land is explained by several forces such as an growing 

population, which leads to a higher consumption, an increased market demand for food, biofuels 

and natural resources. Rising oil prices and climate change have increased the demand for biofuels, 

which in turn leads towards an increased large-scale mono cropping in the agricultural business. 

The Critical Discourse Analsysis contributes to an understanding that land grabbing is connected 

with the market, politics and climate change, which have severe effects on local people’s livilehood 

and on the environment in terms of water use, ecosystems and biodiversity. The norms and values at 

the international level stimulates the discourse of land grabbing, where profit and economic growth 

is considered to create opportunities and development. The problems that surround land grabbing 

could be explained through that land and natural resources are treated as commondities instead of 

collective assests for survival and livelihood.  
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1. Introduction 
The United Nations has estimated that by the year 2030 the population will grow from 7 billion to 

8.4 billion people worldwide (United Nations, 2015), which leads to an increased demand for food 

and biofuels and in turn lead to an increased demand for land. Land grabbing is a widespread 

phenomenon and the two main triggers are demand for food and biofuels. Africa is the region that is 

especially exposed to foreign investors’ acquisitions of land. The problem is that land rights and 

land legislation in Africa is often weak and lack transparency, which undermines local inhabitants’ 

rights and livelihood (Cotula, 2013:82–88). Economic growth is by many considered to enhance 

social, political and cultural development and there are several international guidelines for 

governments and investors on how to acquire land with a profit. For instance, the World Bank 

Group together with other institutions have established seven principles for governments and 

investors on how to invest in agriculture in a responsible manner that is beneficial for all 

stakeholders involved (The World Bank, 2010:2). The carbon market could be seen as another 

factor that increases the demand for land in order to tackle climate change. Furthermore, the 

environment and climate change are highly debated in terms of rising temperature, rising sea level 

and increasing carbon dioxide level in the atmosphere. The actions to tackle climate change at the 

international level are among others implemented in the Kyoto Protocol, where three market-based 

mechanisms are presented as to enhance states ability to reduce greenhouse gases emissions, 

through trading (UNFCCC, 2014). Therefore it might contribute to an understanding at the 

international level with the problems that frame land grabbing.  

 

1.1 Research Problem 

The growing agricultural business has increased the investment interest of land, particularly in 

Africa, where it is estimated in a report by Land Matrix Partnership done in 2012 that about 203 

million hectares of land are acquired by a single investor or in collaboration between national elites 

and foreign investors, such as state or companies (Anseeuw et al., 2012:1). Land grabbing in Africa 

origins back to colonial time where land was controlled by colonials, which led to dispossession of 

indigenous and local people. This has increased vulnerability and their position on the global 

market (Cotula, 2013:15–18, 20). The problem with land grabbing is the uneven power relations it 

creates; where foreign investors acquire land for large-scale agricultural production to meet the 

demand for food and biofuels back home. The huge amount of land that is acquired has a impact on 

people’s human rights in Africa and on the environment in the affected area as well as worldwide 

(Matondi, Havnevik & Beyene, 2011: 2). According to Cotula, land grabbing is a well-known 
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occurrence but there is a gap between the research and the public perceptions. Mostly the focus has 

been on transnational corporations but it is of importance to look upon national stakeholders as 

well, since a lot of land deals are often partnership between foreign and domestic actors (Cotula, 

2013:52, 63–65). The study focuses on to identify the discourse of land grabbing, and examine 

policy documents in order to reach a holistic view on the problems, causes and solutions.   

 

1.2 Literature Review 

The thesis is based on the assumption that land grabbing is a power struggle between various 

stakeholders and where the incentives and perception might diverge in terms of solution and or 

action needed. As explained by Gilje and Grimen, in order to execute a relevant study, the 

phenomenon should be interpreted in itself as well as a whole in order to find the relationship 

between interpretation, understanding and its context. It is also important to understand that there 

are difficulties in how to find an appropriate balance between social actors and researchers' 

perceptions and concepts of society (Gilje & Grimen, 2007:175–179, 187). The definition of land 

grabbing varies from different researchers and stakeholders. For instance, Cotula as well as 

Matondi, Havnevik and Beyene, who are researchers on land rights, agricultural and rural 

development in Africa, define it as land grabbing, exploitation of land and resources or even a form 

of colonization where the major actors are a collaboration between foreign investors and the host 

government. Hermele an economist, human ecologist and a researcher on Development Economics 

defines it as land acquisitions that entail: violation of human rights, no free or informed consent 

from the affected, disregard of social, economic and environmental impact, not based on 

transparency and not based on effective planning and participation (Hermele, 2012:8). Where as, 

for instance, the World Bank on the other hand describes it as agricultural investment and that the 

local elites are the prominent actors. The different perspectives raise the issuses on how to tackle 

the problems with land grabbing.  

 

Since land grabbing is a widespread phenomenon which vary from case to case, the thesis is based 

on various research of land grabbing in the African region in order to extract some similarities that 

might describe the increased rush for land. The background chapter mainly summarizes previous 

research from researcher on agriculture, land rights and rural development in Africa where 

increased pressure for land is mainly caused by the demand for food and biofuels. It provides a 

comprehensive view on land grabbing and its effects, dispossession of the local people, destruction 

of ecosystems and biodiversity.  It is of interest to examine the perception at the international level 

in terms of documentations on agricultural investment from the World Bank Group and the Kyoto 
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Protocol on climate change. To be able to distinguish if there is an unbalance between different 

actors as well as their perception on the effect of the increased pressure for land. The World Bank 

has presented seven principles on agricultural investment, which might contribute to an 

understanding of the discourse of land grabbing. The Kyoto Protocol is a common agreement 

between states on how to tackle climate change and it could be interesting to see whether or not the 

proctool has an impact on land grabbing. 

 

1.3 Relevance 

The relevance of the study is to highlight the problems with land grabbing and its effect on the 

environment, and it is of importance to realize the complexity behind it. As mentioned by Cotula 

and The Land Matrix it is also of importance to understand the difficulty to get accurate numbers 

regarding land deals, and understand the limitation that it creates. The existing research and the 

public perception may show different sides regarding the amount of land deals and the stakeholders, 

where much attention has been on transnational corporations, which are one of the major players in 

land deals (Cotula, 2013:54). Lately also new actors from countries such as India, China, Saudia 

Arabia, Indonesia etc has been reported to be prominent investors of land (Hermele, 2012:14). But 

it is also important to look on the elite at the national level, because it brings light to the lack of 

transparency that by which land deals are surrounded. Whether it is transnational investors or 

national landlords that have acquired land, the local people suffer to the same extent and it prohibits 

their ability for development. It is often that national landlords get involved in partnership with 

transnational corporations (Cotula, 2013: 55).  

 

1.4 Objective 

The objective of this research is to raise the problems of and capture the perceptions with land 

grabbing. It is of importance to get a comprehensive view on power relations in terms of political, 

economic and social interest in order to understand the discourse and extract explanatory causes of 

land grabbing and its effects. 

 

1.5 Research Question 

• What is the discourse of land grabbing? 

• To what extent can power, human rights and the market explain land grabbing?  
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1.6 Methodology 

The method used in this study is a Critical Discourse Analysis, CDA. The basis for CDA is 

documents, principles, strategies and policy by international institutions such as the UN and the 

World Bank Group. The discourse contributes towards a deeper understanding of social identity and 

relations as well as the procedure of knowledge and meaning (Jørgensen & Philips, 2002:66–67). 

CDA often sets out with a view that the society or the world order is unequal and that is the main 

idea when studying documentation, which have advantages and disadvantages. Therefore the study 

will consist of defining the problems with land grabbing in terms of environment, power relations, 

human rights and economy, and then identify the causes behind it. 

 

1.7 Theoretical Framework 

The theoretical framework is constructed by combining three different perspectives in order to get a 

broader analysis regarding the problems with land grabbing. These perspective relates firstly to a 

definition of power in order to outline the different stakeholders’ perception on land grabbing. The 

framework will use Steven Lukes’ third dimension of power, where power is explained and 

exercised through manipulation and domination over those that are less free (Lukes, 2005:27, 110). 

To get a deeper understanding regarding the effects that land grabbing has on people and the 

environment, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights by the UN will secondly be included in 

the framework. “Human beings are born free and equal in dignity and have the right to life, liberty 

and security… “ (OHCHR, article 1). It is of importance to get a human rights perspective since 

land grabbing in Africa has led to dispossession of people, which affect their livelihood. Thirdly the 

theoretical framework will include Karl Polanyi’s theory about the transformation of the market 

economy, which has effected and is integrated in the society. This has had a major effect regarding 

the relation between economy, politics and the society, where Polanyi claims that the society has 

become subordinate to the market economy, where labor and land have become products of the 

economic system and therefore been alienated from the society (Polanyi, 1944:33 –35). Polanyi’s 

theory could contribute to outline and identify stakeholders as well as the discourse of land 

grabbing, since foreign investors acquire land for large-scale agricultural production to meet the 

demand of for example food and biofuels. A combination of these three perspectives will be used in 

applying the CDA on the materials being perused.  

 

1.8 Limitations and Delimitations 

The thesis will focus on the international and national levels by using policy documentation from 

institutions such as the UN and The World Bank in order to outline the discourse of land grabbing. 
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This means firstly that by only studying two documents it is difficult to draw general conclusions 

from the results. Furthermore, it also means that the thesis will become limitde in the sense that the 

local people perception will be missing. Every land deal is unique, but the purpose is to identify the 

power relations at the international level in order to get a comprehensive view on land grabbing in 

general. Furthermore it is also important to realize the limited access to accurate numbers and 

amounts of land deals that have been acquired. The thesis is limited to the African region since it is 

most affected by land grabbing. As mentioned by Hermele land grabbing should be viewed in 

relative to amount of available land in geographical terms, where Africa is considered to have a lot 

of available land (Hermele, 2012:12). The Land Matrix database compiles sources from media 

reports, published research and information collected from GRAIN and ILC. They claim that the 

problems to get accurate numbers concerning the amount of land deals are due to the lack of 

transparency and decision-making policy in governments in affected countries. Therefore the 

research on land deals is still quite limited and the numbers are not completely reliable since they 

change on a regular basis (Land Matrix, 2015).  

 

1.9 Ethical considerations 

When doing a desk study one must keep in mind the ethical considerations of being as objective as 

possible and handle the collected data carefully. Since the thesis is a Critical Discourse Analysis, 

which often entails to bring about change and expose power structures through a critical 

understanding it is important to still be impartial. As mentioned by Gilje & Grimen, ones viewpoint 

on the world itself is never completely impartial and it is often ones prejudice that steers the 

direction of ones interest regarding the research topic. When interpreting texts and documents it is 

meaningful to connect it to a theory in order for the research to be as substantial as possible (Gilje 

& Grimen, 2007:179–180). Therefore, the theoretical framework consists of three different 

perspectives in order to enhance a broader knowledge and understanding of the problems and 

causes of land grabbing.  

 

2. Methodological Framework 
The collected data that the thesis is based upon consist of strategies, principles and policy 

documents from the UNFCCC and the World Bank Group as well as previous research on the 

concept and problems with land grabbing in the African region. The research design is a qualitative 

desk study and the method is a Critical Discourse Analysis, CDA, since it often is used in order to 

distinguish power relations (Jørgensen & Philips, 2002:61–63). The thesis is a abductive research 

since it is of importance to analyze the texts and documents in relation to a theory in order to 
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recognize the social context it is constructed in and aimed to. The theoretical framework consists of 

Lukes’ definition of power, Universal Declaration of Human Rights and Polanyi’s theory on 

socioeconomic changes and the effect that the market has on the society. This enhances a deeper 

understanding of the problems, effects and the discourse of land grabbing in Africa and its impact 

on the environment and local people as well as the perception at the international level.  

 

2.1 Research Design 

The research is a desk study where the first step is to collect a broad range of literature in order to 

get a holistic view on the problems regarding land grabbing. The research topic is based on the 

assumption that there is a power struggle between different stakeholders, where the most powerful 

ones set the course for the future development regarding land grabbing. To be able to have a high 

validity and reliability the study has to be as objective as possible, and it is of importance to realize 

that every land deal is unique and has different effects on community, people and the environment. 

So in order to get a deeper understanding regarding the impact that land grabbing has on 

development and the environment, an attempt to map and identify different stakeholders perception 

could enhance the possibility to detect gains and losses on several levels as well as the effect that 

land grabbing has.  

 

2.2 Method - Discourse Analysis 

The method of the thesis will be a discourse analysis since it is often used in research of linguistic 

patterns in relation to power as well as in studies of social identities and the perception of the world 

order. It is important to establish some analytical tools in order outline the effect of land grabbing. 

First and foremost raise and define the existing problems, then causes and then solutions 

(Bergström & Boréus, 2012:354, 388, 400). Therefore the study will consist of defining the 

problems with land grabbing in terms of environmental, power relation, human rights and the 

market, and then identify the causes behind it. To be able to identify the problem and what actions 

are in play, principles and policy document from the UNFCCC and The World Bank Group will be 

studied in order to distinguish how they are portrayed as well as put in to action. It is of importance 

to outline the existing obstacles and factors that land grabbing contributes to and to be able to 

establish a functional solution (Bergström & Boréus, 2012:495).  

 

The discourse analysis will provide a deeper understanding regarding the problems with land 

grabbing.  It is used to interpret and define the construction of texts in relation to a broader context, 

the underlying meaning of power relation or struggle. The discourse is affected by both its own 
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context and process and at the same time affected by external structures, which create a broader 

understanding of the meaning of texts (Bergström & Boréus, 2012:356–357). When conducting a 

discourse analysis it will vary depending on the starting point i.e. the focus of the text. This thesis 

will use a Critical Discourse Analysis, CDA, which is often used to extract and reveal power 

structures (Bergström & Boréus, 2012:373). Fairclough is one of the founders of CDA and he 

argues that the discourse consists of the context dimension and the relations between different 

groups, which are shaped by identities. This means that the text represents the base and the 

language shapes its structure whereas the discourse is how it is produced and used. The discourse is 

put into a social practice in order to get a broader context and studies the relation between different 

discourses and structures (Bergström & Boréus, 2012:374–376). 

 

In order to identify the problem with land grabbing and its effects, the first step will be to look upon 

documentation at the international level. Where strategies, principles and policies on agricultural, 

investment and environment from institutions such as the UN and the World Bank will be the focus 

for the analysis. According to Bacchi policy studies should focus upon different perception of the 

problems. What is and how is the problem perceived within the area? What are the causes behind 

it? (Bergström & Boréus, 2012:405). The first step in a CDA is to outline the source of the specific 

text and relate it to the practice of it, how it is used and who is targeted, from whom and for whom. 

Different documentation and discourse will be analyzed in order to distinguish the power structures 

(Bergström & Boréus, 2012:377).  

 

Discourse analysis focuses upon the language in that sense that it is formed by the social context, 

the perception of the world and us. It has also a strong connection to power since the discourse 

could be understood as it is formed by norms and values, which relates to social construction. It is 

often used to distinguish power relations, which could be described as Lukes’ third dimension of 

power, the power over thought (Bergström & Boréus, 2012:379–381, 400).  

 

According to CDA the discourse consists of social practices that are shaped by the social order, by 

other discourses and other societal dimensions, a dialectical relation. The focus is upon the 

discourse of the world, social subject and social- and power relations and at the same time the role 

that these discourses compose in the interest of different social groups and context (Jørgensen & 

Philips, 2002:61–63). 

 

Faircloughs discourse analysis focus upon a detailed text analysis in a linguistic manner but he also 

include macro and micro sociological analysis since it contributes to a deeper understanding of the 
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linkage between text and social and cultural structures. This allows the analysis of the texts to go 

further to be able to get an accurate image on social as well as power relations that have an impact 

on the structure in the world. The discourse contributes to a deeper understanding of social identity 

and relations as well as the process of knowledge and meaning (Jørgensen & Philips, 2002:66–67). 

 

His model will be the structure of how the analysis will be executed. First and foremost the texts 

will be analyzed in a linguistic manner, and the second one is how they are produced and 

consumed, the discourse of the text. The last part of the analysis is the social practice in what 

structure it belongs. The model explains that text could not be analyzed in isolation since in order to 

extract the meaning one must recognize the social context it is constructed and aimed towards. It 

has to be put into relation with a theory in order to get a comprehensive view regarding the text 

(Jørgensen & Philips, 2002:68–72). The theory will become the framework that consists of Lukes’ 

definition on power, Universal Declaration of Human Rights and Polanyi’s theory on 

socioeconomic changes and the effect that the market has on the society. The analysis is structured 

as the three steps mentioned below: 

• Who has written the text and what is the purpose and the underlying meaning of it?  

• How is the text produced, distributed and consumed. What is the aim of it and how does 

people perceive it? 

• The discourse has to relate to a broader social context in order to criticize and understand 

how and why different discourses are constructed? (Bergström & Boréus, 2012:376–377). 

 

2.3 Advantages and disadvantages  

It is of importance to realize that discourse analysis often has quite open analytical tools, which 

could affect the result if it is not presented in an accurate way. In each and every step of the analysis 

it is important to obtain a high understanding of the phenomena per se. Regarding CDA the validity 

of the study is often in relation to the chosen theoretical perspective (Bergström & Boréus, 

2012:406–407). In CDA the critical starting point is that the society or the world order is unequal 

which therefore becomes the main idea when studying documentation (Bergström & Boréus, 

2012:408–409). 

 

Since the thesis will research the problem with land grabbing and the perception at the international 

level on the effect on the environment, it is of interest to analyze documents from the UN and the 

World Bank in order to grasp their pereceptions and on their work on how to tackle the climate 
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change and the environmental issue and at the same time their work and policy document on land 

rights. 

 

2.4 Choice of Theory 

As mentioned by Jørgensen & Philips when analyzing the underlying meaning of text and to be able 

to distinguish the discourse, it has to depart from a theoretical perspective (Jørgensen & Philips, 

2002:68–72). Therefore in order to get a comprehensive view on land grabbing, three different 

perspectives outline the theoretical framework, which are, power, human rights and Polanyi´s 

socioeconomic theory. The research topic is influenced by the assumption that the problems with 

land grabbing is connected to a power struggle therefore it is of interest to distinguish to what extent 

power forms and can explain the discourse. Since it is often the local communities and the local 

people that experience the utmost effects, it becomes interesting to include a human rights 

perspective in order to outline the perception of land grabbing at the international level. The thesis 

also include an environmental dimension and therefore Polanyi´s perspective which entails that 

resources such as land should not be treated as commodity, could contribute to understand the 

extent of increased rush for land. These perspectives becomes central in order to answer the 

research questions but one must keep in mind that other perspectives could be of interest to be able 

to get a broader and deeper understanding of land grabbing.  

     

2.5 Validity and Reliability  

As argued by Esaiasson et al the theory of ones research often lacks high validity when the 

operationalization is preformed in an inaccurate manner, which basically means that the level of 

abstraction is too high. For instance, power is an extensive concept that has several meanings to it, 

therefore it has to be operationalized in to a more precise explanation in order to extract the factual 

influence of power (Esaiasson et al, 2012:59). For instance, the concept of power this thesis is based 

on is Lukes’ third dimension of power. Teorell and Svensson mention the same obstacles when 

doing research and to achieve high validity, it all comes down to that the selected theory follows a 

distinctive pattern. It is important to operationalize in an accurate manner (Teorell & Svensson, 

2007:55–56). Therefore it is important to understand that the restriction of the theoretical 

framework might influence and affect the result of the research where the validity and reliability 

could be questioned. In regards to that, the research could bring an interesting perceptive on land 

grabbing, since the theoretical framework of the research consists of three perspectives one should 

keep in mind that other perspectives could contribute to different results.  
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2.6 Alternative Method 

A complementary method to this thesis would be a case study, since each and every case of land 

grabbing have different characteristics depending on country or involved stakeholders. A structured 

and focused comparison case study often contributes with a historical awareness of policy problems 

(Bennett & George, 2005:67). For the thesis it would be of interest to complement with cases from 

different countries in order to get a comprehensive understanding about land rights, legislation and 

policies which often are weak and have a major effects on local communities and inhabitants. It 

would follow a similar structure as the discourse analysis since for instance, the purpose is to 

extract for whom it is aimed, the underlying meaning and under which circumstances the rights, 

legislation and policies are established (Bennett & George, 2005:99–100). Single or multiple case 

studies would contribute to grasp more concrete problems and effects with land grabbing at the 

national and local level. Due to the given timeframe as well as the allowed extent of the thesis, the 

research is therefore restricted to focus on the overall problems with land grabbing and policy 

documentation at the international level.  

 

2.7 Material 

The background chapter consists of material from various books and academic studies on land 

grabbing. Where the research of Lorenzon Cotula and Prosper . B Matondi, Kjell Havnevik and 

Atakilte Beyene research is used to get a comprehensive view on the problems that surround land 

grabbing in Africa. Cotula is a researcher on land and natural resource investment in developing 

countries, where his focus is on capacity building, policy advocacy and advisory in field work as 

well as on national to international level. Cotula has written “The Great African Land Grab? 

Agricultural Investments and the Global Food System” (2013). He presents and describes the 

historical heritage in Africa and explains the main triggers for land grabbing. Matondi, Havnevik 

and Beyene have written; “Biofuels, Land Grabbing and Food Security in Africa” (2011), which 

consist of various case studies on land grabbing in Africa. The authors have experience of research 

of land, natural resources, agricultural and rural development. It is important to understand that each 

and every case is unique and therefore one has to take caution when making generalizations from 

the material. Kenneth Hermele is an economist, human ecologist and a researcher on Development 

Economics which entails the World Bank’s and IMF’s role in the global economy as well as reaerch 

on land grabbing. In the report from 2012 “The Race for Land. Land grabbing, Peasant 

Agriculture, and Human Rights” by Forum Syd, Afrikagrupperna and Swedish Cooperative Center, 

Hermele explains the new scramble for land. Hermele presents that the purpose for land grabbing 

varies from food to agro-fuels to lining production and that the investors vary from private to public 
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and from poor to rich states (Hermele, 2012:7). Their research is therefore contributing to an overall 

outlook on land grabbing in Africa, where food security and biofuel are the main triggers but the 

effect on local people and environment might diverge. With that in mind, the empirical background 

presents the central issues and causes of land grabbing in order to map the situation, and it should 

not be seen as the only thruthful view. Instead it allows an overall view on land grabbing.  

 

The focus of the thesis is to capture the perception of land grabbing at the international level and its 

effects on local communities and environment. The selected material for the analysis consists of 

documentation on agricultural investment from the World Bank in order to get a different view 

point regarding land grabbing. The World Bank Groups “Principles for Responsible Agricultural 

Investment that Respect Rights, Livelihoods and Resources” (2010) includes seven principles, 

which are presented as a valuable toolkit for investors and governments regarding agricultural 

investments. These principles might not reflect the entire World Bank Group’s intention, but it 

could contribute to an interesting perspective at the international level, in order to outline the 

discourse and extract explanatory causes of land grabbing. To be able to distinguish a relation 

between land grabbing and environmental impact, the analysis also focuses on the Kyoto Protocol. 

The Kyoto Protocol to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change is the 

common agreement between states on actions needed to tackle climate change. It was created in 

1998 as a reaction to take responsibility for industrial activitiy that has contributed to high level of  

GHG emissions. Since almost every state has ratified the Kyoto Protocol it could be interesting to 

analyze whether or not it has affected the discourse of land grabbing. These two documents would 

allow a different angle to be presented regarding land grabbing. It should however once more be 

underlined that these are only two international reports and cannot be said representing a general 

view of the international community. 

 

3.Theoretical Framework 
The theoretical framework include Steven Lukes’ definition on power, the Declaration of Human 

Rights and Karl Polanyi’s “The Great Transformation” to be able to interpret and analyze the 

problems and effects that land grabbing has on human beings and the environment. The problems 

that arises with land grabbing is the uneven power relations it creates, when investors acquire land 

for large-scale agricultural production to meet their demand as well as dispossession of local 

people, which affect humans right to life, liberty and security (Cotula, 2013:15–18, 20). Therefore 

the theoretical framework will consist of three perspectives in order to get a comprehensive 
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understanding of land grabbing in Africa and its effect on the environment, which stretches beyond 

borders. 

 

3.1 Lukes’ definition of Power 

Steven Lukes is a political and social theorist and his most famous work is the “three faces of 

power”. Lukes’ definition of the concept power is that it appears and functions within moral and 

political perspectives. Lukes argues that power can be, from an overall perspective, explained as; 

when person A exercises power over person B, A affects B in a manner that goes against Bs 

interests. However, he believes that this general view of power should be concretized in order to get 

a deeper insight of the conceptisince tt is important to understand that power must be seen as multi-

dimensional. (Lukes, 2005:29, 37). 

 

The first dimension concerns the decision-making power and the exercise of this power. It describes 

the power of the possession and the exercise of power among the elites. It is seen as a characteristic 

behavioral action of individuals that to an extent can change the behavior of others within a 

decision-making process. The two dimensional view can be seen as a refutation of the first one 

since it confirms that it is possible to influence the decision-making process. This view is about 

conflicts between decision-makers and those who cannot participate. As the first dimension 

concludes that power in decision-making emerges where a conflict is present, the two-dimension 

concludes that power can likewise emerge in a non decision-making situation since a non decision-

making situation can be seen as a form of a decision-making. The three dimensional view is a 

supplement to the two previous ones. It focuses on power relations and conflict-solving situations, 

i.e. power is exercised through manipulation and authority. Lukes argues that there is a possibility 

to influence so that neither the cover nor overt conflicts arises. Instead the focus lies upon questions 

that are kept outside the political agenda. Power should rather be seen as a capacity instead of 

exertion (Lukes, 2005:19–20, 27). 

 

The theoretical framework consists of the third-dimension where power is explained as: Those in 

power obtain the consent of those they dominate. Additionally power is also the domination over 

those that are less free, either by an attending awareness or unawareness (Lukes, 2005:110, 114). In 

order to get a comprehensive view regarding the power relations within land grabbing, it is of 

importance to understand that domination affect human life (Lukes, 2005:118). 
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3.2 Universal Declaration of Human Rights 

The framework will also include the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. It is a collective 

standard for all people and all nations where the purpose is to promote respect for these rights and 

freedoms. The declaration consists of 30 articles whereas the Article 1 to 3 is the foundation of the 

declaration.   

Article 1 is liberty and equality: “All human beings are born free and equal in dignity and rights. 

They are endowed with reason and conscience and should act towards one another in a spirit in 

brotherhood.” (OHCHR, Article 1). 

Article 2 consist of basic principles of equality and non discrimination which it forbids: “distinction 

of any kind, such as race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or 

social origin, property, birth or other status. Furthermore, no distinction shall be made on the basis 

of the political, jurisdictional or international status of the country or territory to which a person 

belongs, whether it be independent, trust, non-self-governing or under any other limitation of 

sovereignty.” (OHCHR, Article 2). 

Article 3 is the fundamental right: ”Everyone has the right to life, liberty and security of person” 

(OHCHR, Article 3). 

The following articles in the declaration include international covenants on Economic, Social and 

Cultural Rights and International covenants on Civil and Political Rights. The last article explains 

the importance of the declaration, Article 30: “Nothing in this Declaration may be interpreted as 

implying for any State, group or person any right to engage in any activity or to perform any act 

aimed at the destruction of any of the rights and freedoms set forth herein.” (OHCHR, Article 30). 

3.3 Polanyi Great Transformation 

Karl Polanyi was an economist, historian and anthropologist who wrote “The Great Transformation 

the political and economic origins of our time”, which outline the socioeconomic changes during 

the Industrial revolution that started in England. At that time industries boosted in production and 

the adoption of market economy effected and was integrated in the society. This has had a major 

affect on the relation of economy, politics and the society, where Polanyi claims that the society has 

become subordinate to the market economy (Polanyi, 1944:33 –35).   
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The end of the eighteenth century marked a change in the structure of the world, a transformation in 

the economic system, which entails that, the society becomes a part of the economic and political 

sphere (Polanyi, 1944:71). Market economy consists of industry, labor, land and money, and 

Polanyi argues that labor and land is a part of the society and natural surroundings, and should not 

be a part of the market. When so is, it means that the society becomes subordinate to the market, 

which could be interpreted as the market law overshadows the society. The market controls the 

industry and production of commodities, and falls under the supply- and demand chain, which 

regulates the price. According to Polanyi in order for industry to function it needs labor, land and 

money but it is of importance to realize that they are not commodities. None of them is produced 

for sale, labor is an activity of human beings as well as land is a part of nature and money is a 

symbol of gaining power. Polanyi claims that the market has invented labor, land and money, and 

therefore the market is a threat to the society (Polanyi, 1944:72–73). 

Polanyi argues that the market mechanism is not natural; it was created through a fabricated illusion 

that steered the market towards a system of power. This has led to that social relations are inserted 

into the economic system, which has forced the society to become a market society in order to 

function in accordance to the system (Polanyi, 1944:57).  Furthermore in the 19th century in 

England, several Acts were establised which led to a transformation of land from being free towards 

a commodity legitimized by law. Labor was also transformed into a commodity in that sense that 

poor people had to sell their labor in order to obtain a living, as argued by Polanyi this was the 

starting point of the capitalistic system, which has led to the structure of the world today (Polanyi, 

1944:146 –147).  

The theoretical framework will provide an insight on how the power relations is formed and appear 

within land grabbing with the definition that domination over human beings affects their rights to 

fulfill livelihood and also to outline the discourse of land grabbing in regards to the market. This 

will provide an insight about the stakeholders and the effect of land grabbing as well as what is 

necessary to conquer the problems that surround land grabbing.  

4. Background 
Land grabbing is a widespread phenomenon, which has a tremendous effect on the environment and 

human beings. The reported size of land that is up for grab varies from about 71 million hectares up 

to about 227 million hectares worldwide because of different definitions and lack of transparency 

(Hermele, 2012:12). Land grabbing is a well-known occurrence mainly in developing countries 

particularly in the African region, where foreign investors such as states and transnational 
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corporations are buying or leasing huge areas of land to produce and export food, cut flowers and 

agro fuel crops (Abate, 2011). There are several forces that trigger land grabbing such as an 

increased population, which fosters a growing consumption such as rising market demands for food, 

biofuels and natural resources. For instance, the rising oil prices and climate change have increased 

the demand for biofuels, which has led to an increased large-scale mono cropping in the agricultural 

business. This has effects on the environment in terms of water use and biodiversity (Havnevik, 

2011:22–23). There are several stakeholders that have entered the arena of agricultural investment 

in recent years, where it is argued by Hermele that the fast growing economies in Asia have further 

escalated the increasing need for land. The most prominent investors of today, in terms of the 

amount of grabbed hectares, are companies and states from India, China, South Korea, Saudia 

Arabia and United Arab Emirates (Hermele, 2012:14). Hermele presents and lists the most 

prominent investors, which have reportedly acquired land from 4 million to 8 million hectares of 

land in the time frame 2000 - 2010. India is the largest investor in land followed by Malaysia, 

Indonesia, the U.S and China and for instance, Sweden is recorded to be the 25th investor of land, in 

the world. As claimed by Hermele it is also important to be careful to only outline states as 

investors since land deals tend to be far more complex. This is because land deals often involves 

both private and public investments such as a collaboration between states, companies and 

international institutions, which contribute to a complicated situation to get accurate information 

about the investors (Hermele, 2012:14).   

 

Land grabbing in Africa can be traced back to the colonial time when the colonials often controlled 

the land, which has affected the political, economic and social factors as well as the ability to 

achieve development. Even though land grabbing that occurs today is of a different kind, they share 

similarities concerning control over land and dispossession of local people. According to Anseeuw 

land grabbing is also problematic since it has a negative impact regarding dispossession of people 

and loss of their capital assets, exploitation of land and damages on the ecosystem and biodiversity 

(Anseeuw et al, 2012:4). It could be argued that the colonial heritages affect the position that Africa 

has on the global market, and with insufficient land rights and legislation it often leads to 

exploitation of land and resources (Cotula, 2013:15–18, 20). The weak land legislation and a lack of 

certification and registration of the legitimate owner of the land have often lead to, after colonial 

independence in Africa, that the state got control over the land and opened up to foreign investors in 

order for creating opportunities for development. The weak land legislation that most African 

countries suffer from does not protect the local people’s right to land, and large amount of land is 

now controlled by the government and foreign investors (Cotula, 2013:22).  
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4.1 The view of land grabbing 

In Africa, land grabbing could be described as a distorted relation of power between the 

stakeholders involved due to uneven distribution of information, binding contracts and secretive 

negotiations. The unequal power relation becomes visible in the sense that stakeholders are 

investing and buying developing countries soil fertility, water and other resources to facilitate the 

demand back home. The pressure on land has increased due to factors such as need for biofuels and 

food security and the ongoing debate on the climate change. In Africa land is a resource related to 

power and it often becomes an inference of political- and economic interest and social change. 

According to Matondi, Havnevik & Beyene poverty and conflicts in Africa are to a large extent due 

to restricted access of land, water and natural resources. The pressure from foreign investors’ 

interest in large amount of land has led to that numerous states in Africa have failed to protect the 

rights of local people and redistribution of land. It is the smallholder farmers that get directly 

affected by investors from rich countries and multinational corporations, and it could be argued that 

it is the North’s perception of the world that set the agenda regarding production and land 

acquisition (Matondi, Havnevik & Beyene, 2011:2 –3, 8–9, 18). 

 

Cotula presents three factors that could explain the increased rush for land in Africa, the first is that 

government officials is pro large-scale agriculture for modernization to enhance production and 

export commodities for economic profit as well as the belief that large-scale productivity will 

decrease poverty and enhance development. Secondly, another factor is the opinion of African 

governments that the land is unused, which they therefore use to attract investors to achieve 

economic growth. The host land needs to increase its capital and foreign companies are in the 

search for land, which leads to a perception that it is a win-win situation. However it is rarely the 

case. Local people use the land but it is considered to be unproductive or the land might be resting 

to enhance fertility. The third factor concerns national law and the belief that the government owns 

the land and therefore lease it to foreign investors. Land rights and land legislation is often weak 

and lack transparency, which undermine local inhabitants’ rights and protection (Cotula, 2013:82–

88).  

 

The definition of land grabbing varies depending on points of departure. The NGO GRAIN refers to 

land grabbing as foreign actors that grab land and the World Bank describes it as investments from 

states and finance capital and highlights local elites as prominent actors. Hermele claims and 

defines it as land acquisitions that entails: violation of human rights, no free or informed consent 

from the affected, disregard of social, economic and environmental impact, not based on 
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transparency and not based on effective planning and participation. He further argues that these are 

the factors that should define land grabbing, not triggering factors such as food and biofuels. 

Neither does Hermele think that land grabbing should be defined by various stakeholders nor by the 

market (Hermele, 2012:8). 

 

It is difficult to get an accurate number on land acquisitions due to lack of transparency. It is also 

important to understand that many land deals are often a collaboration between foreign investors 

and domestic ones, which further increase the problems with land grabbing. Foreign investors are 

not allowed to own land in certain states in Africa, and collaboration between foreign and domestic 

investors has an impact on the local communities rights, and transparency with land deals becomes 

even weaker. It could be interpreted as colonization that becomes legitimized since the local 

community has no say in the matter because of the lack of transparency. It is recommended that the 

local communities that get affected by land acquisitions should be a part of the negotiations and the 

government should include and ensure a long-term perspective on the benefits and cost. Policies 

regarding land are often lacking or not fully implemented in many states in Africa, which makes it 

difficult for the local people to claim their rights to the land (Havnevik, 2011: 28–29, 36). 

 

4.2 The amount of land deals 

There are several databases and media reports on the extent of land that is bought or leased across 

the globe. The numbers shift from various sources, which makes it hard to get an accurate 

estimation of the amount of land that is up for grab. The Land Matrix database compiles sources 

from media reports, published research and information collected from GRAIN and ILC. Land 

Matrix is a network of people, researchers and policy-makers that strives to accomplish 

transparency and liability regarding land deals. The Land Matrix claims that the problem to get 

accurate numbers concerning the amount of land deals is due to the lack of transparency and 

decision-making policy by governments in affected countries. Therefore the research on land deals 

is still quite limited and the numbers are not reliable since they change on a regular basis (Land 

Matrix, 2015). The Land Matrix database currently reports on transnational deals, where about a 

1000 concluded land deals stands for approximately 38 million hectares of land. Then there is 195 

intended land deals that stand for about 16 million hectares and the 86 failed land deals is estimated 

to 7 million hectares of land. Their numbers have shifted from year 2013 due to different 

categorizations and the measurement of land deals is concentrated on agricultural production, 

timber extraction, carbon trading, industry, renewable energy production, conservation, and tourism 

in low- and middle-income countries. According to the Land Matrix a land deal is referred to as an: 
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“intended, concluded or failed attempt to acquire land through purchase, lease or concession that 

meets the criteria, which are the following: 

• Entail a transfer of rights to use, control or ownership of land through sale, lease or concession;  

• Have been initiated since the year 2000;  

• Cover an area of 200 hectares or more;  

• Imply the potential conversion of land from smallholder production, local community use or 

important ecosystem service provision to commercial use (Land Matrix, 2015). 

 

As mentioned by the Land Matrix as well as Cotula the absence of accurate data on the amount of 

land deals requires some carefulness in order to get a comprehensive representation of how much 

land is up for grab (Cotula, 2013:42). Furthermore Cotula mentions that data is affected by 

conceptual and methodological problems, which further makes it impossible to get an accurate 

number on how much land that is acquired. This is because that land deals are always in movement 

since they are either redesigned, transferred or even abandoned, which leads to uncertainty whether 

land deals actually are decreasing or increasing. The finance crisis in 2008 led to a decrease in 

investment and land deals were abandoned, which also makes it difficult to get an accurate number 

on the amount of people that is affected by land grabbing. However, the Land Matrix has summed 

up about 1000 people being dispossessed in about 25 different deals.  

 

Hermele presents data of acquired land from different sources, where in a report from 2011 by 

Oxfam it was estimated that about 227 million hectares of land where acquired from 2001 to 2010 

worldwide. The different numbers could be explained by the fact that some of the deals or 

investments never were implemented or falsely reported. Despite this, according to Hermele, from 

2000 to 2010 it was reported that 71 million hectares of land worldwide were grabbed and 

approximately half of that occurred in Africa. The 71 million hectares represent the amount of 

verified land deals, where investment was implemented, during the mentioned time frame. Hermele 

also mentions that it is important to relate land grab to existing available land, which could explain 

why Africa is especially exposed to land grabbing, considering their geographical situation and 

large amount of available land (Hermele, 2012:12). 

 

Not all deals lead to misplacement for the local people even though it still has an effect regarding 

their livelihood. Restriction on access to water or less land for cultivation further affect people’s 

capability for survival, and in some cases it can cause outbreak of violence and human right 

violation. The local people might get a one-time compensation for the land, which could be argued 

as not contributing to a long-term development (Cotula, 2013:128–130). But it is also important to 
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understand that some land deals can bring a positive outcome such as companies have to pay a 

monthly rent to the local people or take care of restoration of infrastructure or even create job 

opportunities (Cotula, 2013:132). 

 

4.3 Biofuels as a main trigger for land grabbing 

The worlds demand for biofuels and promoting energy security have triggered the rush for land, 

while reducing dependence on oil from Russia and the Middle East. Land deals are a political 

matter and not only economic. Large-scale farming aggravates the rush for land over small-scale 

farming, which results in further vulnerability for local inhabitants when their land is acquired. 

Furthermore the change in the agricultural business is driven by corporations’ strive for profit 

which is achievable through large-scale productions rather than small-scale productions (Cotula, 

2013:72–73, 78). 

 

The biofuel industry is geared towards energy security and has a large influence on agribusiness, 

which is presented as a solution to reduce carbon footprint without affecting economic growth 

(Borras Jr. et al, 2010:577). Biofuel is a part of the global process on all levels and can be seen as a 

commodity that is constructed by social, economic and political relations. Furthermore it is about 

the relation between different stakeholders concerning inclusion and exclusion, gain or losses. 

Biofuels are controversial regarding under which circumstances the crops are grown. As argued by 

Borras Jr, it depends on how politics intervene with economy and the environment that affect the 

outcome of biofuel production (Borras Jr. et al, 2010:579–580). It has put a lot of pressure on land 

especially in the global south where it has an effect on biodiversity of the land and dispossession of 

people (Borras Jr. et al, 2010:581). One may argue that the controversy surrounding the biofuels is 

often argued as clean, green and leads to an energy security. Contradictory, one may argue that 

biofuels is threatening the livelihood of people. The different viewpoints could be reflected from 

different levels, at the global level it is environmental awareness and consciousness and on the local 

level it becomes a struggle for land right and survival. Since the most affected countries’ policy and 

legislation often are weak, it leads to a weak protection for the local people (Borras Jr. et al, 

2010:581–582, 586). Borras Jr claims that it is important to understand that biofuels have become a 

new agro-industrial frontier due to politics and economy, whether it could serve as a local energy 

security depends on how it is produced (Borras Jr. et al, 2010:589). 
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4.4 Environmental impact 

It is important that investors engaged in land deals understand the impact it has on water, soil and 

biodiversity to a larger extent than just the local area. Large-scale farming has a major impact on 

the environment when the agricultural production shifts towards mono cropping and use of fertilizer 

and pesticides. The water, air and biodiversity are at threat with intensive cultivation of land, 

especially when profit stands higher than care of the environment and biodiversity. It is necessary 

that each and every stakeholder is well informed and has knowledge about laws, rules and 

regulations regarding land. The general recommendations regarding large-scale land acquisition and 

land lease are transparency, protection of rights of the local communities, the benefits should be 

shared among the communities and investors, and environmental sustainability and food security 

should not be compromised. Certification and registration of land in Africa is often lacking, which 

could explain why the governments lease land to foreign investors. However, in the long run it is 

important to strengthen the local communities and give them right to their land. This could enhance 

the possibility to achieve development and strengthen their influence over their own livelihood 

(Havnevik, 2011: 21, 33, 42, 116). 

 

Each and every case has different impact on the environment but in general when shifting from 

smallholder agricultural towards a large-scale industrial agricultural the environmental impact 

increases, with effects on land degradation, water and air pollution, and increased use of fertilizers, 

pesticides and transportation. It is of importance to have in mind that the environmental effect 

stretches beyond borders and time, where the loss of biodiversity and ecosystems could lead to 

devastating consequence in the future (Anseeuw et al, 2013:428 –429). 

 

4.5 Current situation 

The constant change in the global economy triggers new land deals all the time and whether rush 

for land will continue or not, it is of importance to take serious actions in both policy and practice 

(Cotula, 2013:49-51) There are several international guidelines for governments and investors on 

how to acquire land in a profitable manner for all stakeholders involved. Not all deals lead towards 

misplacement for the local people even though it still has an affect regarding their livelihood. 

Restriction on access to water or less land for cultivation further affect people’s capability for 

survival, and in some cases it can cause outbreak of violence and human rights violation. The local 

people might get a one-time compensation for the land, which could be argued as not contributing 

to a long-term development (Cotula, 2013:128–130). It is also important to understand that some 

land deals can bring a positive outcome such as companies having to pay a monthly rent to the local 
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people or restoration of infrastructure or even job opportunities (Cotula, 2013:132). It is also of 

importance to understand the benefits that investments could bring to developing countries. For 

instance, as reported from the World Bank large-scale agriculture could contribute to better 

technologies such a soil improvements, which enhance the capacity of production and increase the 

profits (The World Bank, 2010:7). Furthermore, foreign investments could strengthen the local 

communities in terms of improved infrastructure and access to export and domestic market, which 

in a long run could lead to opportunities at the national market. In an article from International Fund 

for Agricultural Development, IFAD, Liversage claims that it is not investment per se that is the 

problem, it is often the lack of collaboration between the involved stakeholders. The local 

communities and smallholder farmers could be strengthened in a mutual partnership where 

information and expertise is exchanged between the stakeholders and that the land deals are 

monitored to guarantee that it is beneficial for all (Liversage, 2010:6–7).  Therefore it is of interest 

to analyze “Principles for Responsible Agricultural Investment that Respects Rights, Livelihood and 

Resources” published by the World Bank Group in order to extract their point of view on necessary 

action concerning land grabbing.  

 
 
5. Analysis 

5.1 The World Bank Group: Principles for Responsible Agricultural Investment 

that Respects Rights, Livelihood and Resources 

First and foremost it is of importance to recognize from whom the document is written in order to 

distinguish the underlying meaning of it. In 2010 the World Bank Group presented: “Principles for 

Responsible Agricultural Investment that Respects Rights, Livelihood and Resources” which is a 

guidance to increase productivity that could enhance economic development and poverty reduction 

in developing countries (The World Bank, 2010:1–2). The document presents seven principles for 

responsible agricultural investment, which are under the following issues: Respecting land and 

resource rights, Ensuring food security, Ensuring transparency, good governance, and a proper 

enabling environment, Consultation and participation, Responsible agro-enterprise investing, Social 

sustainability and Environmental sustainability. These principles have evolved from an in-depth 

study of 20 cases supported by the World Bank in partnership with the Food and Agricultural 

Organization, FAO, International Fund for Agricultural Development, IFAD and United Nations 

Conference on Trade and Development, UNCTAD. From a pure linguistic position land 

acquisitions are presented as agricultural investment, which is an opportunity to enhance 

productivity, welfare, economic development and poverty reduction (The World Bank, 2010:2).  
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The World Bank Group consists of five institutions of which the International Bank of 

Reconstruction and Development, IBRD, and the International Development Association, IDA, 

signify the World Bank. It is the member states that own and have the decision-making power of 

the World Bank Group, and a membership in the International Monetary Fund, IMF, is necessary to 

be a part of the World Bank Group. Existing member states vary throughout the different 

institutions, in IBRD there are 188 member states and in IDA there are 173 member states (The 

World Bank, 2015). The influence that each and every member state has depends upon the states 

GDP’s in accordance to the world economy which determines the amount of capital investment, so 

that the U.S. has the most voting power in IBRD, second is Japan and thereafter China, Germany, 

France and the U.K. (The World Bank, 2015). 

 

5.1.1 Power 

In terms of power distribution within the World Bank, it could be viewed from different angles 

where first and foremost each and every state has a part in the decision-making process. The 

amount of influence varies due to the capital investment: the power is therefore distributed in 

accordance to the degree of capital a state has invested. According to Lukes, power should be seen 

as a capacity and not be exercised through manipulation and authority (Lukes, 2005:29). It becomes 

visible that money equals influence, where ones interest becomes more powerful than another and it 

could be reasoned as in this case that the U.S, Japan, China etc. set the course for agricultural 

investment. It is evident that the World Bank tends to favor foreign investment as a main solution to 

increase agricultural production. Since they claim that investment in large-scale agriculture increase 

capital, technology, labor and productivity in developing countries and whether the result differs it 

is mainly due to weak governance in the host country. The main triggers for land grabbing are food 

insecurity and the increased demand for biofuels, and when acquiring land at a low cost for 

production in developing countries the demand at home could be met (The World Bank, 2010:1). 

 

5.1.2 Human Rights 

The World Bank mentions that investors should follow accepted public standards such as: The 

UN’s Universal Declaration of Human Rights and from that assumption it could be argued that 

their work is respecting human rights. It could be important to take into consideration that capital 

investment set the course of influence within the World Bank, and according to the World Bank 

large-scale investment is the far most efficient way to enhance economic development, which could 

lead to a change for peoples livelihood and access to necessary resources. Whether or not it 

becomes a positive or negative change depends upon the country’s policy, legal framework and 
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capability of implementation (The World Bank, 2010:16). It could be viewed as if investment is 

executed in an accurate manner it will lead to an overall welfare for the people. 

 

5.1.3 Market 

Since the investment capital steers the influence and power within the World Bank, one could argue 

that the establishment of the principles for responsible agricultural investment is an act in profit 

seeking and in boosting production. In regards to Polanyi’s vision on the economic system, it is 

created in a manner that has turned the society to become subordinate to the market, which has led 

to that land has become a commodity instead of a resource that could secure and strengthen the 

livelihood of people (Polanyi, 1944:33 –35).     

 

5.2 How is the text produced, distributed and consumed. What is the aim of it 

and how does people perceive it? 

The increasing rush for land in especially Africa has a large impact in terms of human rights, 

dispossession of local people, food security, environment, biodiversity etc. that has led towards a 

requirement for guidelines to tackle the problems with land grabbing. So in 2010 the World Bank in 

partnership with FAO, IFAD and UNCTAD presented seven principles that should guide investors 

and governments how to invest in agriculture in a responsible manner (The World Bank, 2010:2). 

The document has an economic discourse where it could be viewed as it is produced in the demand 

and supply chain, where investment and capital become the main solution to tackle land rights and 

development.  

 

The first principle presented by the World Bank is: “Existing rights to land and associated natural 

resource are recognized and respected.” (The World Bank, 2010:2). This will be accomplished 

through recognition and defining the legitimate holders of the land and where negotiations have to 

be transparent. It is of importance to strengthen community rights over land since it will enhance 

direct negotiations between stakeholders, which in return create an investment process that is 

beneficial for all parties involved (The World Bank, 2010:3–5). It is also stated that if the state 

failes to dispose land in an accurate way, it is suggested that institutions with higher ethical 

considerations is a better match since it could therefore evolve into a maximum return (The World 

Bank, 2010:5). 

 

As mentioned earlier, food security is one of the main triggers in land grabbing, and the second 

principle is formulated as; “Investments do not jeopardize food security but rather strengthen it.” 
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(The World Bank, 2010:6). In order to tackle food security all involved stakeholders should raise 

their concerns and thereafter formulate strategies into the land agreements, which are regulated 

towards the market. Investment in large-scale agriculture would enhance the food security if 

national agricultural polices are considered as well as technology development for soil 

improvements. It is important to also strengthen the local market by connecting it to a larger 

market, which is more profitable. It is stated that specializing production will enrich competitive 

advantage, which will contribute to food security. According to the World Bank, there could be 

losers and winners since the market regulates food prices, which to a larger extent could affect the 

local level. No further explanation is mentioned besides that it is meaningful to involve local 

governments in investment agreements (The World Bank, 2010:7). 

 

The third principle raises the concern regarding lack of transparency in agricultural investment 

agreement and suggests that: “within a proper business, legal and regulatory environment will 

ensure accountability by all stakeholders.” (The World Bank, 2010:8). Economic progress is best 

achieved through increased productivity. Therefore the agreements in agricultural investment 

should provide accessible information and the incentives should be clear and straightforward. This 

is best achieved with the business, legal and regulatory (BLR) framework, which the World Bank 

claims to be an efficient guide for the host government, which includes the necessary tools to ensure 

a legitimized land deal (The World Bank, 2010:9–10). The fourth principle is connected with the 

previous one since it raises the importance of consultation and participation, it is stated that: “all 

those materially affected are consulted, and agreements from consultation are recorded and 

enforced.” (The World Bank, 2010:10). It recognizes that local inhabitants often loses their rights 

over land which affect their livelihood, although if investment agreements are executed as 

mentioned above with transparency and participation among all stakeholders involved it could be 

avoided. Development will be achieved if the involved stakeholders have an open dialogue, 

consultation and participation with the local community (The World Bank, 2010:11–12).  

 

It becomes evident that the World Bank follows an economic discourse with the fifth principle: 

“Investors ensure that projects respect the rule of law, reflect industry best practice, are viable 

economically, and result in durable shared value”. (The World Bank, 2010:13).  Since companies’ 

and shareholders’ main concern is to increase profit, the investors have to be responsible to ensure 

that the agreements are economical viable otherwise the capital is at risk. The World Bank has 

stated that it should be in every company’s interest to realize the significance to protect human life, 

health and welfare in order to protect the company’s appearance, brand and reputation. Investment 

agreements is most beneficial if all involved stakeholders work in collaboration to assess the effects 
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the investment could have on human beings and the environment and they highlight that they 

should follow accepted public standards such as: The UN’s Universal Declaration of Human 

Rights, ILO’s Declaration on Fundamental Principles and Rights at Work and Environmental, 

Health and Safety (EHS) guidelines (The World Bank, 2010:14–15). 

 

The sixth principle: “Investments generate desirable social and distributional impacts and not 

increase vulnerability.” Whether or not large-scale investment in land will become beneficial is due 

to the host country’s policy, legal and institutional framework so by a public-private collaboration 

the social impacts will increase. According to the World Bank it is evident that large-scale 

production together with labor-intensive techniques will increase welfare. It should be required by 

all stakeholders to ensure that investment is beneficial for all and keep in mind culture context, 

gender and livelihood and focus upon mechanisms that foster jobs, infrastructure improvement, fair 

sharing and increased welfare for all. Large-scale investments in land often lead to dispossession of 

people, which is a major problem with land deals, and therefor a fair compensation for the lost land 

is required in order to secure peoples livelihood (The World Bank, 2010:16–17). 

 

The last principle focuses upon environmental sustainability: “Environmental impacts due to a 

project are quantified and measures taken to encourage sustainable resource use while minimizing 

the risk/magnitude of negative impacts and mitigating them.”(The World Bank, 2010:18). It is of 

high importance to understand the negative effects on nature and environment, both within and 

outside the area of investment. Therefore an environmental impact analysis (EIA) should be made 

in order to detect conceivable harm or loss of biodiversity or forest etc. Agricultural investment 

could contribute to a better ecosystem as long as it is managed in an accurate manner. Legislation 

regarding the environment varies in quality throughout each country and EIA could provide an 

assessment of the environmental cost and create environmentally responsive investment. This 

requires monitoring and measurement, which could be distributed down to the civil society and 

local government since it requires a labor force and in return increases welfare for people (The 

World Bank, 2010:18–19). 

 

5.2.1 Power 

The aim is to distinguish and tackle the problems that surrounds land deals in developing countries, 

for example land and resource rights, human rights, environmental impact and transparency. In 

terms of power it could be argued that wealthy states use their influence to establish principles, 

which concern their interest in profit. The seven principles presented above by the World Bank, 

outline the obstacles and solutions to ensure responsible agricultural investment and it becomes 
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evident that discourse is economic and therefore so are the solutions. The concerns about right to 

land and resources are directed towards the investor rather than the affected people. It could be 

argued that wealthy states and investors use their power to get consent from the legitimate owners 

to acquired land in what could be seen as a humane and legitimized manner. As mentioned earlier 

by Matondi, Havnevik & Beyene, land in Africa is a resource related to power. For the local 

community, smallholder farmers and local people it’s a matter of survival, to be able to produce 

crops to increase their livelihood and welfare. It is obvious that land often becomes an inference of 

political- and economic interest and social change (Matondi, Havnevik & Beyene, 2011: 8–9). Land 

grabbing is therefore a phenomenon that is highly unequal, and where capital decides the amount of 

power and influence each stakeholder has regarding the rights over land. One might also argue that 

these principles are beneficial for the investor, where the concern of the local people is to a large 

extent missing or is undermined throughout the document. For instance, regarding lack of 

transparency and the importance of consultation, it is far more directed towards companies to 

become more transparent to ensure a secure investment environment rather than for people to hold 

them accountable. It is mentioned that to achieve an appropriate investment environment, it should 

follow globally established practices such as: public available information, benchmark institutions 

related to land rights to follow principle of good governance to increase transparency and an 

independent monitoring of the progress (The World Bank, 2010:8). As argued by Lukes, power is 

connected to the mind and therefore with the credence to secure ones own interest by using its 

authority, these guidelines could be interpreted as established by and for the ones in power.  

 

5.2.2 Human Rights 

Considering human rights, as mentioned earlier the World Bank works in accordance with the 

Universal Declaration of Human Rights but the principles lack concrete solutions, which secure the 

livelihood of the people. For instance, regarding food security, in 2008-2009 the food prices rose, 

which led to a rush for land. Africa was very much affected in terms of acquisitions of land. Food is 

a part of the demand and supply chain and investment in large-scale agriculture contributes towards 

an increased production which will meet the demand. The principle is formulated as investment will 

have a positive outcome for all, the dispossession of people and the effect is barely mentioned and 

argues that food security does not necessary mean food self-sufficiency (The World Bank, 2010:7). 

Further vulnerability that surrounds food security is connected to the nature and climate change, 

where production could get affected by uncertainties in terms of weather changes, which harm the 

local people to a large extent but is not possible to expect investors to take into consideration, even 

though they are encouraged to do a risk assessment to decrease the potential harm (The World 

Bank, 2010:7). The World Bank raises the importance of human rights to be considered in 
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investment agreements, and compensation is required if people are disposed from their land in order 

to secure peoples livelihood. The lack of adequate solutions to protect affected people could imply 

that these principles do not consider human rights to the rightful extent. For instance, it is stated that 

a company should respect human rights otherwise it could have a negative impact on the company’s 

brand and reputation. Therefore it could be argued that they raise more concern about the public 

perception than about the actual harm it causes to the local people.  

 

5.2.3 Market 

The seven principles are produced, consumed and aimed towards economic surplus and with the 

belief that investment brings stability and development. As argued by Polanyi, the market has 

transformed labor and land into commodities (Polanyi, 1944:72–73), which explains the 

implications with land deals, leading to insecurity, violation of human rights, dispossession of local 

people and harm on ecosystems and biodiversity. The document is part of a broader social complex 

that has generated a structure and intention that land deals will have a positive outcome if they are 

managed in a legitimate manner. It is explained by the World Bank that its focus is on policy 

framework and to analyze the social, economic and environmental impacts regarding land rights. It 

could be viewed as a guideline to legitimize land deals that violate humans and nature with 

incentive of economic development. As argued in the UN special rapporteur on the right to food by 

Olivier De Schutter, if these principles are for responsible investment, they have to become 

beneficial for the poor in the South and not be a transfer of resources to the rich North (De Schutter, 

2010:275).  

 

5.3 The discourse in relation to a broader social context 

To get a comprehensive outlook on the true purpose of the World Bank principles on responsible 

investment in agriculture it has to relate to a broader social context to explain its construction. There 

is nothing that stands in isolation, the explanation and understanding is often related to history, 

preconceptions, norms and values. As mentioned by Cotula, land grabbing in Africa can be traced 

back to colonial time and that heritage has affected political, economic and social factors which 

could explain their position on the global market, and for instance, lack of land legislation (Cotula, 

2013:15–18, 20). The world order could also be explained through Abrahamsson’s vision; where 

rules and norms shape politic and economy which in return creates a system that reflects the values 

of actors’ interest and position of the society they represent (Abrahamsson, 2003:3). From this 

standpoint one might understand the perception of the World Bank regarding land grabbing. 
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5.3.1 Power 

Power is focused on a specific part of experience but could only to some extent explain its effect, 

since one might consent to power but dislike its practice i.e. norms and values shape the structure 

and use of power but could not alone explain the compliance to domination (Lukes, 2005:150). So 

with that in mind, the World Banks’ position and power is to some extent due to the historical 

events that led towards its creation. Their ambitions evolve through the mission of post-war 

reconstruction, which is still an important part whereas the present goal is: ”End extreme poverty 

within a generation and boost shared prosperity.” (The World Bank, 2015). The World Bank 

exercise of power lies in the forefront of capital and economic growth, where the domination is 

formed and also consent is obtained. If domination is viewed as to control and undermine people’s 

own judgment of their interest, the seven principles could be perceived from the World Bank to 

control the affected peoples’ thoughts on how to achieve development. It is written in belief that 

large-scale investment in agriculture contributes to economic growth which in return is beneficial 

for the country in order to achieve welfare and development (The World Bank, 2010:7). Within the 

World Bank, it is capital that decides the amount of influence so from that perspective their line of 

work is also shaped by the fact that capital turn out to be the necessary tool for survival. One might 

criticize these principles for legitimizing the contingency of land grabbing and that they undermine 

the extent of harm it has on humans and the environment. For instance, the global campaign for 

agrarian reform criticizes the principles for responsible agricultural investment for the interest of 

capital is supporting the rich and that it leads to further disrespect of peasants through 

dispossession. The power relations become visible in that sense that the World Bank decides who 

has the right over land and resources and focuses upon technical issues instead of putting human 

beings and the environment at the core (Focus, 2010).   

 

5.3.2 Human Rights 

So if the system reflects the value of actors’ interest, the World Bank operates to end extreme 

poverty through capital. To tackle the negative effect of land grabbing it is important that 

investment secure welfare and livelihood since the World Bank’s mission is to: ”End extreme 

poverty within a generation and boost shared prosperity.” (The World Bank, 2015). Article 17 in 

the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, state the following: “Everyone has the right to own 

property alone as well as in association with others” and “No one shall be arbitrarily deprived of his 

property.” (OHCHR, Article 17). The principles become contradictory to some extent, for instance, 

the World Bank recognizes the lack of land legislation in most of the affected countries but the first 

principle emphasizes that existing land rights have to be respected. So where the existing land rights 

undermine human rights so does the World Banks principle on how investors should act in relation 
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of rights over land and resources (The World Bank, 2010). De Schutter raises three critiques 

towards the vision of the principles where the first one is that large-scale farming tends to 

undermine the benefits of small-scale farming and the second is that the targeting countries often 

suffer with bad governance that is insufficient to secure development and even if large-scale 

farming is desirable in theory and capital is a necessity for development it is impossible to create 

situations beneficial for all involved. The third critique: to increase investment in agriculture 

contributes to a shift towards an export led agriculture, which could become problematic in the 

context of rural development and poverty reduction (De Schutter, 2010:249–250).  So, respecting 

human rights could be seen as to depend upon actions for structural changes in the system. This 

could be interpreted through Abrahamsson’s model for action from three concepts: the problem 

solving measures, the non-intentional outcomes and contradictory circumstances. The problem-

solving measures come at hand when insurrection occurs within a system. Consequently as 

Abrahamsson argues, if these measures are inadequate it can likely lead to non-intentional 

outcomes. Hence, these non-intentional outcomes foster the insurrection further. Contradictory 

circumstances are thereafter the result of a failed attempt to deal with the issue, which thereby leads 

to a coinciding interest between civil society groups and the elites, which is seen as the vertical link. 

It is only then, as Abrahamsson believes, that a structural change can take place and resolve the 

issues that occurred in the first place (Abrahamsson, 2003:96-106). 

 

5.3.3 Market 

Polanyi explains the role of the market through what he defines as the first and second movement. 

The first movement is the self-regulating market in accordance with the demand and supply chain, 

which regulate production and distribution and where the price fixes the profits. Polanyi argues that 

a self-regulating market does not exist and that explains the second movement. The domination of 

the market system is because the market laws are overthrowing social relations where labor and 

land are included in the commodification process. Polanyi argues that the society has become 

subordinate to the market and the economy is based on self-interest, which in return has shaped the 

discourse for development (Polanyi, 1944:249). For that point of view, the principles are produced 

in accordance with the demand and supply chain, where the market regulates the perception of 

responsible investment. It becomes evident that the market steer the discourse of the world since the 

two main triggers for the rush for land is food insecurity and demand for biofuels, this therefore 

relates to self-interest, where investment in land is to sustain ones own interest by all means 

necessary. Polanyi further argues that to increase freedom and peace individuals’ rights have to be 

enforced under the law, but freedom and peace could not be achieved if it is controlled under the 

economy since it is built upon profit. The end of the market society is not the end of the market 
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itself; rather it would strengthen the society to not be steered by economy that fosters self-interest 

(Polanyi, 1944: 252, 255). Therefor the nature of land could not be treated as a commodity; rather it 

is a resource for livelihood not profit.   

 

5.4 The Kyoto Protocol 

To relate land grabbing to the environment, it would be valuable to connect it to international 

climate policy. The Kyoto Protocol is related to the United Nations Framework Convention on 

Climate Change, UNFCCC, which was agreed upon 11 December 1997, and implemented from 

2005. It is an international agreement that aims to tackle ongoing climate change and reduce 

greenhouse gases, GHG. There were 83 states that signed the Kyoto Protocol from 1998 to 1999 

and currently there are 191 states and 1 regional economic integrations organization that have 

ratified it. The U.S. signed the protocol in 1998 but has never ratified it and Canada decided to 

withdraw in 2012. The demand for the Kyoto Protocol to be implemented was that 55 parties that 

stand for 55 percent of the total carbon dioxide emission ratify it and take responsibility for 

industrial activity that has contributed to the high level of GHG emission (UNFCCC, 2014). Each 

and every state has their own emission target in relation to national measures, but the protocol has 

compiled three market-based mechanisms that would enhance states ability to meet the emission 

target, which are the following: under Article 17 is the International Emissions Trading, under 

Article 12 is the Clean Development Mechanism, CDM, and under Article 6 is the Joint 

Implementation, JI. These mechanisms support the parties to achieve green investment in a cost-

efficient manner (UFCCC, 1998: article, 6, 12 ,17). The goal with the Kyoto Protocol is to reach: 

”…Stabilization of greenhouse gas concentration in the atmosphere at a level that would prevent 

dangerous anthropogenic interference with the climate system…” (UNFCCC). The dangerous 

interference is related towards human interference and not caused by nature itself.  

 

5.4.1 Power 

Regarding the power relation it is of importance to realize that the Kyoto Protocol was designed to 

handle GHG emissions caused by industrial countries and to limit global temperature to increase 

more than 2 degrees Celsius. In connection to the influence that the U.S. has at the World Bank and 

relate it to that they are the only state that has signed but not ratified the Kyoto Protocol, it could be 

argued that they use their power to escape responsibility. In a report from the World Bank in 2010, 

the U.S stand for 17.6 metric tons per capita of CO2 emission which put them at second place after 

China for the highest CO2 emission in the world (The World Bank Data, 2015). It could be seen as 

an uneven power balance and lack of commitment and as mentioned by Lukes it could be argued 
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that they use power and domination to fulfill their own interest at the expense of others (Lukes, 

2005:118).   

 

5.4.2 Human Rights 

As stated in the Universal Declaration of Human rights under article 29, “These rights and freedoms 

may in no case be exercised contrary to the purposes and principles to the United Nations.” 

(OHCHR, Article 29.3). So for the purpose of that, there is no indication that human rights is not 

respected in the Kyoto Protocol since it is related to the UNFCCC. Furthermore the aim is to reduce 

GHG emission and tackle climate change caused by human interference.  

 

5.4.3 Market 

As Polanyi argues the economic market has led to a market society as well, and from that 

perspective it is obvious that the environment is a part of the economic system. It is designed by and 

for industrial countries to take responsibility and reduce their overall emissions by at least 5 percent 

(UNFCCC, 1998:article 3).   

 

5.5. How is the text produced, distributed and consumed. What is the aim of it 

and how does people perceive it. 

In order to distinguish the aim of the Kyoto Protocol the focus will be upon the market-based 

mechanisms, which could contribute to that the state meets the emission requirement. In article 3 it 

is stated that the parties should individually or jointly reduce their overall emissions of gases by at 

least 5 percent in the committed period of 2008 to 2012 (UNFCCC, 1998:article 3). In addition with 

regards to the market-based mechanism emission reduction could be obtained. For instance, if a 

party/state receives an emission reduction unit from another party it will be added to the assigned 

amount of the recipient party/state and or if a party/state transfers a unit to another it should be 

subtracted from the transferring party/state. If a party/state receives a certified emission reduction 

unit it will be added to the assigned amount of the recipient party/state (UNFCCC, 1998:article 

3.10, 3.11 & 3.12).  

 

Under Article 17, International Emissions Trading allows states or parties that managed to reduce at 

least 5 percent of their emissions of GHG and have units to spare can trade with states that have not 

yet met their target. The most common one is carbon dioxide that has become a major commodity, 

which under Article 17 makes it possible for states to trade in the well-known carbon market 

(UNFCCC, article 17). There are three other units besides CO2 that could be traded: a removal unit 
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such as deforestation, an emission reduction and a certified emission reduction. Under article 6, 

Joint Implementation allows emission reduction and under article 12, Clean Development 

Mechanism allows certified emission reduction (UNFCCC, 1998: article 6 & 12). It basically means 

as described by FERN, a party that have not used all its units can trade with another party that have 

used all its units and is in need for additional ones. Furthermore as FERN explains the carbon 

market, the party that invests in efficient energy consumption is rewarded financially since they 

could sell emission reduction units (FERN, 2010:4). There is a limitation so one party could not 

oversell and that reserve is that it should not drop below 90 percent of the assigned amount. This 

becomes beneficial for the environment since the emission of gases is met and at the same time 

beneficial for the economy since it enhances trade between parties/states. 

 

5.5.1 Power 

In terms of power distribution, it could be argued that the ones with the capacity to invest and sell 

emissions reduction units are the ones that benefits from the Kyoto Protocol so in that sense it is 

produced, consumed and aim towards the ones with capital. For instance, under article 6, the Joint 

Implementation allows a state to reduce their emissions in another state with an emission-reduction 

or emission removal project as well as it is stated by the UNFCCC “the host state benefits from 

foreign investment and technology transfer” (UNFCCC JI, 2014). It is also possible under article 

12, the Clean Development Mechanism, for a state to implement an emission-reduction project in a 

developing country through a certified emission reduction, which could lead to profit-making 

credits. As mentioned by UNFCCC this project aims for sustainable development as well as 

emission reduction (UNFCCC CDM, 2014). These projects allow foreign investment to achieve 

their emission reduction or as argued by Clark and Hermele, it allows developed countries to buy 

emission reductions in underdeveloped countries (Clark & Hermele, 36–37). The influence and 

power is used in a manner to secure one state’s interest at the expense of another (Lukes, 2005:118). 

 

5.5.2 Human Rights 

The three mechanisms provide beneficial terms for the industrial countries that have the capability 

to invest in energy efficient projects that will reduce their emission, such as wind power, solar 

panels and reforestation. From a human rights perspective, this type of projects suggested and 

printed in the Kyoto Protocol, undermine the effect they have on local communities and inhabitants. 

For instance, a report from the Gaia Foundation raises the issue with the CDM projects that increase 

the already existing pressure of land in Africa for carbon credits. For example it has been reported 

that International Biochar Initiative, which sequester carbon in soil, is searching to acquire land up 

to 1 billion hectares in Africa to produce biomass to burn (The Gaia Foundation, 2012). These 
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approved projects increase and threaten people’s already restricted land rights and livelihood caused 

by pressure from foreigners that invest in land for other reasons. Such as mentioned above to meet 

the demand for food and biofuel back home. The Gaia Foundation defines it as carbon land grab, 

which does not lead to a sustainable development as mentioned by the UNFCCC (The Gaia 

Foundation, 2012). It could be argued as a violation of human rights under article 17, “No one shall 

be arbitrarily deprived of his property.” (OHCHR, Article 17). 

 

5.5.3 Market  

The Kyoto Protocol is directed towards industrial countries, which are primarily responsible for 

GHG emissions in the atmosphere so the suggested market-based mechanisms are therefore also 

direct and formatted for developed countries’ ability to reduce GHG emissions (UNFCCC, 2014). 

As argued by Polanyi the society is subordinated to market, the ambition from the UNFCCC to 

reduce GHG emission follows a clear economic discourse. For example carbon dioxide is a 

biological gas and it is the most common GHG, it is not a commodity that is produced in the 

demand and supply chain, despite that it has become a part of the market. Exactly as Polanyi claims 

that the market has invented labor, land and money, in the same way has carbon dioxide been 

invented (Polanyi, 1944:72–73). As debated by FERN carbon market originates from the belief by 

governments that carbon emission could be decreased in a cost effective way  (FERN, 2010:15). 

 

5.6 The discourse in relation to a broader social context  

To be able to get a holistic view of the incentive of the Kyoto Protocol it has to be put in relation to 

norms and values that reflect actors’ behavior, where the behavior is translated in to action, which 

could contribute and explain environmental concern at the international level. The Kyoto Protocol 

explains through market-based mechanisms the actions needed to tackle climate change, where 

GHG emission caused by humans seems to be a principal threat. If the market set the course for 

action, it is as also important to distinct the action in relation to land grabbing, as claimed by Cotula 

where the constant change in the global economy increases the rush for land (Cotula, 2013:49-51). 

It could be argued that foreign investment shapes the development discourse where economic 

growth is considered to enhance social, political and cultural development. Or as argued by Zarsky 

when the economy steers the discourse it rather leads to destruction of local communities and 

increases the existing gap between rich and poor and threatens the society (Zarsky, 2002:31). 

 
5.6.1 Power 

The power of influence is used to accomplish an interest, where the interest or goal to achieve is: 

”…Stabilization of greenhouse gas concentration in the atmosphere at a level that would prevent 
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dangerous anthropogenic interference with the climate system…” (UNFCCC). The path to achieve 

the goal is through trade and production that strive for a green sustainable development. When the 

formation of the Kyoto Protocol was discussed, the U.S suggested that carbon trading should be 

implemented in the Kyoto Protocol as an efficient way to deal with climate change (FERN, 2010:4). 

The carbon market could be viewed as an action to meet the interest of industrial countries to 

reduce carbon emission in a cost-efficient manner. A suggested action from UNFCCC is the Clean 

Development mechanism, which support project in developing countries that reduce one metric 

tone of carbon dioxide (UNFCCC CDM, 2014).  There are projects that require large amount of 

land in order to operate, which further trigger the pressure for land. An example of a CDM project 

is planting trees to be able to collect carbon credits, which requires a huge amount of land. For 

instance, a report from National Asscosiation of Professional Environmentalists, NAPE, and 

Friends For Earth International, FOEI, has investigated a CDM project in Uganda, where about a 

three kilometers strip of trees was planted inside the national park. This led to eviction of local 

people and they lost their right to the land because they had no certification of ownership (NAPE & 

FOEI, 2012:14). Most of the people in Africa live on community land, and when foreign investors 

launch a project they get evicted. From this aspect it becomes clear that the environment has 

become a part of the market, which is the driving force to achieve ones interest. It could therefore 

be argued that developed countries use their influence and power in order to meet their own 

emission targets at the expense of others. The Kyoto Protocol is beneficial for developed countries 

rather than a document, which outline procedures to tackle climate change.  

 

5.6.2 Human Rights 

The impact the Kyoto Protocol has on human beings could be outlined from the market-based 

mechanisms and with the report presented by NAPE and FOEI about the project in Uganda 

supported by UNFCCC. Most of the land in Africa is community land, which entails that people do 

not have a certification of ownership of the land even if generations after generations have used the 

land for survival. For example it has been reported that the government approved an investment for 

planting trees in the Bukaleba Forest in Uganda. The project consumed about 100 000 hectares and 

planted pine and eucalyptus for carbon credits. This led to a dispossession of about 8 000 local 

people in order to make way for foreign investment. Another concern is also the eradication of the 

existing ecosystem, it is often one sort of tree or crops that is planted which destroy the biodiversity 

within that area (NAPE & FOEI, 2012:15). The example from the Uganda project under the Kyoto 

Protocol is a clear violation of human rights and a further trigger of the rush for land.  
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5.6.3 Market 

The Kyoto Protocol operates under the market, which is argued by Polanyi as an effect when for 

instance, land or in this case carbon is treated as commodities. It could therefore be argued that the 

norms and values that have structured the world order are of a an economic character. It could be 

viewed as these norms and values at the international level trickle down to and shape the perception 

of people that it is a legitimized action. As mentioned by Polanyi economy fosters self-interest, and 

that self-interest becomes evident in the carbon market as well (Polanyi, 1944: 252, 255). Climate 

change is a global responsibility, which is recognized by the UNFCCC thanks to the creation and 

formation of the Kyoto Protocol. The three market-based mechanisms are also created as a 

collective form to tackle the GHG emission, but it could be argued when implemented it shifts 

towards a self-interest action to achieve and reduce ones own emissions. The capital reflects the 

opportunities to obtain carbon credits by investing in developing countries and little or no notion is 

taken of the other cause the action creates.  

 

5.7 What is the discourse of land grabbing? 

It could be debated from all three perspectives; power, human rights and the market that land is 

treated as commodity, which produce opportunities to fulfill ones own self-interest. The market and 

the economy therefore foster the discourse of land grabbing since the developed countries tend to 

use their power to influence their perception on the developing countries. It also becomes visible 

that it follows a political agenda, where the Kyoto Protocol is a political solution to tackle climate 

change by creating a market for GHG emission (UNFCCC, 2014).. It could be viewed as the norms 

and values at global level  are characterized  by profit and economic growth which therefore 

influence the discourse of land grabbing. So in terms of respecting land rights it could be seen as to 

depend upon actions for structural changes in the system. 

 

5.8 To what extent can power, human rights and economy explain land 

grabbing? 

From a power perspective, it could be viewed as the wealthy states or foreign investors dominate 

developing countries or host countries, under the perception that foreign investment increase 

welfare for all and could contribute to reduction of GHG emission (UNFCCC, 2014). The 

commodification of land and carbon dioxide could explain the increased rush for land (Polanyi, 

1944:72–73). The power dimension is connected with human rights, where land grabbing affect the 

most vulnerable ones and disrupt and destroy local communities for the sake of production. The 
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economy seems to shape and increase land grabbing, in order to tackle the problems with food 

insecurity, create a shift to biofuels and minimize the effects of climate change. 

 

6. Conclusion 

These conclusion are based on my study of only two but important documents of the international 

community on land grabbing. From these I have found that the discourse of land grabbing is highly 

influenced by the perception from developed countries’ solution to tackle climate change and their 

vision on agricultural investment. As explained by Abrahamsson’s view on the world order, it is 

constructed of norms and values, which shape the politics and economy that reflect the interest to 

the society (Abrahamsson, 2003:3). It is important to strengthen the local communities and the 

people that get affected in order to secure their livelihood as well as increase their level of 

influence. In order for that to be accomplished a reconstruction of the view of livelihood and 

sustainable development might be necessary. As argued by Polanyi, it could be important that the 

society with its norms and values should stand free and not to be integrated in the market (Polanyi, 

1944:146 –147). Since the solution to tackle climate change and the environment is to transform the 

economy into a green economy, where investment in sustainable projects with low GHG emission 

seems to be a way for developed countries to ease their consciences at the expense of others. The 

solution on responsible agricultural investment as well as the solution to tackle climate change 

could be interpreted and described as how politics intervene with economy and the environment 

which shape the discourse of land grabbing.   

6.1 Further discussion 

One way to tackle environmental damage and climate change could be through Ecocide, which is 

explained as: “Ecocide is the extensive damage to, destruction of or loss of ecosystem(s) of a given 

territory, whether by human agency or by other causes, to such an extent that peaceful enjoyment 

by the inhabitants of that territory has been severely diminished” (Concept-paper ecocide, 2012:7). 

Ecocide includes two different types, which is distinguished as cause by human beings or large 

companies and the other one is caused by natural disaster. The last one cannot be stopped and no 

prosecution can occur but if ecocide caused by mankind is stopped, the challenge with climate 

change can become easier to manage, such as decrease of carbon dioxide emissions. Ecocide is an 

attempt to prevent wars, loss and injury of life, industrial damage and pollution against all living. 

Individuals or companies could be prosecuted if they have polluted water and air, deforestation or a 

crime against animals. Ecocide involve extensive damage of the ecosystem and is explained as 

followed: “(a) widespread: encompassing an area on the scale of several hundred square 
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kilometers; (b) long-lasting: lasting for a period of months, or approximately a season; (c) severe: 

involving serious or significant disruption or harm to human life, natural and economic resources or 

other assets” (Concept-paper ecocide, 2012:16,18). 

 

The existing global economy system contains of large-scale companies that maximize their profit 

without consideration of the damage they cause on the environment, their main focus is to achieve 

economic growth. There is current illegal procedures on how companies could act in order to obtain 

economic growth such as genocide, murder or corruption and the main argument for ecocide is that 

companies have to take the environment into consideration as well. It is not about exclusion of 

profit it is about changing the system on how the companies can act. Therefore it is of importance to 

establish sustainable companies that are worth investing in to be able to tackle environmental issue 

without further destruction on the earth. The law on ecocide is not the climate vs. capitalism; it is 

pro-profit as long as it does not threaten the existence of all living life (concept-paper ecocide, 

2012:19).  

Ecocide could be the fifth crime against peace and therefore be an international law that protects the 

environment and where individuals as well as large companies can be prosecuted for damage of the 

ecosystem. 
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