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Introduction

On Saturday, January 27, 2018 at 5:10 PM, afro-Colombian leader and human rights activist, Temístocles Machado, received three shots in his torso and head. He was killed while attending a meeting to evaluate the progress of an agreement signed between the central government and the Buenaventura Strike Committee of 2017. For 35 years, Temístocles fought in favor of Afro-descendant groups in Buenaventura (Colombian Pacific Coast), building dreams and looking for solutions to stop the expulsion and displacement of civilians. He sought security, education, health, and justice to accelerate the titling of lands for afro-Colombians, who were protected by the Law 70 of 1993, commonly known as the Law of Black Communities.
Months later, Maritza Quiroz, a social leader who had untiringly worked in reparation and land restitution programs for victims in La Sierra Nevada (Colombian Caribbean Coast) was killed, joining the more than 170 social leaders assassinated in 2018 in Colombia. Maritza, Temístocles, and many more, have arisen the number of activists that have been killed, fighting to get their territories free from armed violence and socio-economic precarity. According to reports from the Ombudsman Office in Colombia, between 2016 and 2018, 282 leaders had been killed mostly in the departments of Cauca (75), Antioquia (38), Norte de Santander (17), Nariño (15), Valle del Cauca (15), and Chocó (14).
In Colombia, social leaders who work in land restitution and eradication programs have been the targets in the most recent wave of killings. This is renewed proof of the delicate situation around land that minorities in the Global South are facing in the light of major transformative processes that not only belong to peace agreements. Thus, the study of land is key to understanding Colombia and its many problems. This country has the longest and bloodiest armed conflict in the Western Hemisphere. As many scholars have shown (García, 1993, 1994; González et. al 2003; Legrand, 1986; Machado, 2004a, 2004b; Molano, 1989, 1994; Reyes, 2008; Steiner, 1994, 2000), the study of the Agrarian Question in Colombia provides clues to the different types of violence experienced throughout Colombia’s Republican history.  
More recent political conditions in Colombia call for re-conceptualizing the Agrarian Question. There is a heightened sense of immediacy regarding the study of land distribution thanks to the peace process between the Government and the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia (FARC-EP).  This has been the most important peace negotiation this country has witnessed in decades (CNMH, 2010). The peace process followed not only the signing of the Law of Peace and Justice (2005) that helped to demobilize the most important paramilitary structures between 2003 and 2005, but also the implementation of particular macro-policies that changed the dynamics of the conflict such as Plan Colombia, Plan Patriota, Sword of Honor and the Democratic Security Policy. Such events significantly reduced the intensity of the conflict although more atomized criminal structures are behind the resurgence of the current direct violence across Colombia. Consequently, land agendas resurfaced as an unforeseen result of the implementation of the Law of Peace and Justice, created to facilitate the demobilization of the paramilitary in 2005. From this process of partial reinsertion into civilian life, the Colombian society realized the scale of the dispossession of lands recorded after almost three decades of excesses and paramilitary dominance in many regions (CNMH, 2010a: 16)
Academics have shown that land inequality has been one of the elements behind the political turmoil experienced in rural Colombia after the 1950s (Fajardo, 2002; Machado 1998, 2002, Machado and Suarez, 1999). However, inequity is not the only dimension through which land has been associated with the conflict. Land became the precious thing to fight for when the illegal economies, which were related first to marihuana, then to coca, mining and then a whole spectrum of lootable resources, were established in different parts of the country (Cubides, 1999, de Rementería 1986; González, 1989, 1998; González et al., 2003; Molano 1989; Ramírez, 2001). Thus, land has become a central element associated with the excesses of the war and the ambitions of different political actors who are in the bid to obtain and maximize armed territorial control in Colombia (CNMH, 2011a, 2012, 2014a, 2014b, 2015c; Reyes, 2009).
As part of a renewed interest to study land issues in Latin America, some of which responds to the existence of transitional and land-reparation settings, this book analyzes mechanisms that have preserved land concentration and land grabbing in the frontier during both the escalation of the conflict (1998-2006) and the territorially differentiated decrease in the intensity of the armed confrontation (2007-2016). This book studies statistically, spatially, and via in-depth interviews, significant relationships between land concentration and a set of political and economic variables in areas where two spaces socially produced, have historically overlapped. The first being contestation zones in which two or more political armed actors have been involved in a prolonged armed conflict and second territories harshly incorporated not only to the national and international economies but also to the differentiated control of state institutions. 
During much of the Colombian history, territories incorporated into the national economy via colonization and productive occupation have determined the socio-economic development beyond the inter-Andean square of industrialization that comprises Bogotá, Medellín, Cali, Barranquilla, and Bucaramanga (Cubides, 1999; García, 1996; Ramírez, 2001; Steiner, 1991, 1994, 2000). Although in Colombia there has been a regular process of land occupation specially on the Andean and inter-Andean valleys, the situation in the periphery is more complex. The dependence on illicit economies, high levels of land concentration, and the impacts that expressions of armed violence have had on the wellbeing of different communities, have blurred the situation at the frontier. Thus, illicitness and violence in a country whose periphery exudes inequity make sense only to the extent that parallel processes of both land accumulation and selective state oblivion at the frontier are approached.
Regarding the latter, according to Holmes (2010), Romero, Gutierrez and Eaton (2010), the civil conflicts in Colombia are a consequence of the state’s incapacity to assure the legitimate use of violent means in territories that economically have advanced beyond the frontier. This state’s incapacity has produced alternative and differentiated mechanisms of territorial control by many actors throughout the country. There are many ways to understand these processes: for Romero (2000: 51), the Colombian northwest has been dominated by counterinsurgent right-wing paramilitary groups[footnoteRef:1]; while the Andean and central areas are controlled by the constitutional armed forces; and the Colombian southeast has been the stronghold of leftist guerrillas. For his part, Reyes (2009) claims that guerrillas have prevailed, initially, in relatively poor areas of recent colonization located on the foothills of the three Colombian Andes (West, Central, and East Andes). From there, they have expanded towards more developed cores on the Colombian plains (Caribbean Coast and Eastern Plains), but especially towards the political borders with Peru, Venezuela, Brazil, and Ecuador in a spatial trajectory that coincides with the discovery of new oil fields. In turn, paramilitary forces (as counterinsurgent armies and until their demobilization in 2006) came from large-estate and plain areas such as savannahs, valleys, and coastal areas with extensive natural and economic resources and with a well-established agribusiness sector (the Colombian Caribbean Coast and the plains near the Amazon Basin). From there, they have crossed the various mountain systems in order to get into new cocalero zones or deploy their entire military arsenal against insurgent groups (Reyes, 2009: 55-71).  [1: 
] 

Studies that connect the armed conflict with the evolution of the land in Colombia have been many (Fajardo, 2002; García, 1996; González et al, 2003; Legrand, 1989; Machado, 2003; Machado y Suárez, 1999; Molano, 1996; Ocquist, 1978; Ramírez, 2001; Reyes, 2008; Romero 1999, 2003; Rubio 1998, 1999; Steiner, 1994, 2000). But after the signing of two major peace agreements in Colombia, there is a different question that should be asked: How does land -and its use and appropriation- explain social transformations in contexts in which expressions of violence have significantly changed? 
Based on this general query, the following questions will determine the orienting route of this book: 
1. What are the mechanisms associated with high rates and differentiated paths in the concentration of land in New Frontiers of Land Control? Where two spaces have historically overlapped: contestation zones in which two or more political armed actors have been involved in a prolonged armed conflict and territories harshly (re-)incorporated not only by the national and international economies but also to the differentiated control of state institutions
2. What has been the role of the State in the persistence of land concentration and land grabbing in the frontier during the escalation of the conflict (1998-2006) and the subsequent implementation of Peace Accords (2007-2016)? 
The Colombian case poses important challenges to the conventional wisdom. Official data and regional experiences have shown that during the negotiation of peace accords with the largest paramilitary (2003-2005) and guerrilla (2012-2016) organizations, land grabbing in the periphery persisted and, in many cases, soared. Hence, if in the zenith of armed violence, land dispossession by paramilitary groups and drug-lords was associated with property reconcentration, what happens when the intensity of such a conflict unevenly declines –at least in the short term– and when new forms of institutional and state presence surge. In contrast to common approaches to the violent character of land grabbing that emphasize the role of the military and paramilitary in forced displacement, land abandonment and dispossession, I contend that amid systemic armed violence, the promotion and functioning of both corporate greening and platforms of monocrop-based sustainable development, in which a strong military and environmental apparatus has converged, have perpetuated preexisting land structures. The above has not only kept land markets in place, but has also operated in situations of both intense violence and a selective de-escalation towards a negotiated resolution of the conflict.
This book tries to make sense of analogous conditions in Colombia’s land distribution. It examines land concentration in 311 municipalities from five Colombian macro-regions that represent “New Frontiers of Land Control” (Peluso and Lund, 2011). This universe not only has been determined by theoretically approaching renewed and –in many ways– violent forms of extraction by economic and extra-economic means, but also by assessing cadastral data available in the Atlas of the Rural Property in Colombia, which was collected and processed through a consortium made up by the Geographic Institute Agustín Codazzi (IGAC), Universidad de los Andes and Universidad de Antioquia. These 311 municipalities are located in the following regions[footnoteRef:2]: [2: 
] 

1. Atlantic Coast: Departments of Magdalena, Atlántico, Bolívar, Sucre, Córdoba, and Antioquia
2. Pacific Coast: Departments of Chocó, Valle del Cauca, Cauca, and Nariño
3. Northeast: Departments of Guajira, Cesar, and Norte de Santander
4. Andean-Amazonian Piedmont: Departments of Putumayo, Caquetá, and Meta 
5. Eastern Plains: Departments of Meta (the High Plains), Guaviare, Casanare, Arauca, and Vichada
This research proposes a set of correlational models that include two sets of dependent variables and a number of independent and control variables, as well as interaction terms to approach the topic of land distribution:
· Incorporation of private and non-private agricultural land to the national records,
· Royalties at a municipal level collected from mining and hydro-carbon activities; the number of hectares with coca crops, and number of cattle per municipality,
· Differentiated state presence, using a tripartite analysis that distinguishes the following categories: 1) provision of public good and services (social dimension of the State), fiscal performance (the economic side of the State), and 3) catch or apprehension rates (justice administration / police performance), 
· Presence of illegal armed actors, including the three largest armies: paramilitary forces (taken as ACCU, AUC, and then neo-paramilitary criminal bands), the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia (FARC), and the National Liberation Army (ELN), 
· Population growth, and forced displacement, as well as
· Control variables
Land concentration (the D.V.) will be analyzed using two different sets of indicators: 1) The Gini Land, which measures the accumulation of land per farm or property at a municipal level and 2) the Gini Owner, which measures the amount land that is reported for a specific owner at a municipal level. 
Following perspectives in political ecology which emphasize institutional devices that promote environmental extraction and corporate green grabbing in the frontier, this research puts Colombia as a case of land concentration and land grabbing not in a “stateless environment, but rather in the entanglement of public and private actors” (Grajales, 2013: 30). In the frontier, land concentration via armed coercion and economic expansion, have not been a symptom of institutional and State absence; it has been one of the central elements behind the State’s spatial and social reproduction (Ballvé, 2011, 2012). 
Illegal accumulation of land in Urabá (limits of the Pacific Ocean with the Caribbean Sea) by the means of extreme violence and racialized displacement amid an intense armed confrontation, as well as green grabbing and biofuel clustering in a more institutionalized setting, in which insurgent actions, homicides and armed disputes have declined in the Colombian High Plains are among the many cases that have key aspects in common in relation to the valuation of land markets. 
The argument held in this book is that since 2000, the concentration of land in the Colombian frontier has persisted covering both the escalation of the conflict and a territorially differentiated decrease in the intensity of the armed confrontation. An economic and institutional setting around the promotion of land value, which has been reinforced locally, explains significant variations in the concentration of land. Thus, municipalities with likely increases in the Property Tax and where statistically significant interactions between some types of armed territorial control (paramilitary territorial control) and the presence of specific lootable resources exist, are units in which land concentration either persists or very modestly increase. 
Consequently, as a corresponding argument explored through different case studies, I contend the State has promoted platforms of corporate greening, monocrop-related sustainable development, and large-scale conservation, through which levels of land concentration persist, and in some cases have exacerbated. 
The analysis displayed in this book will be carried out through a twofold statistical analysis. As a preliminary step, a non-spatial econometrics approach will be performed to understand how (using panel data since 2000 to 2012), Ordinary Least Squares (OLS) -with different restrictions- yield results on statistically significant interactions between state presence and some forms of territorial control by armed actors. As I will show in Chapter Four, two conditions highlight as factors related to the level of land concentration: 1) the interaction between paramilitary territorial control and fiscal dependency, and 2) land valuation / movements in the cadastral market approached through the variable Property Tax. In the non-spatial models, the interactions between paramilitary control and two regressors related to two state-lootable dimensions; fiscal dependency and coca, are significant under a number of conditions. Also, more globally, the variable Property Tax is positively correlated with increases in land concentration and this correlation operates not only through the classical impact of the single regressor on the main unit (Xi ---> Yi), but also territorially, under the presence of spatial lags and regional spillovers.
Thus, this book advances in the spatial analysis of the correlations between land concentration, state presence, and armed territorial control. A second set of spatial models will determine and explain how land concentration is triggered in regional contexts, particularly, under the existence of spatial conditions and spillovers. The spatiality of land concentration will be approached initially through the assessment of indexes of spatial associativity (mainly Global Moran and LISAs) and then through the estimation of spatial lags in models that might suffer from misspecification. Although, according to Global Moran and LISAs, several variables are spatially associated, the estimation of spatial lags show that a particular variable, the collection of the Property Tax of the main unit, impacts not only the level of land concentration of that unit (Yi) but also the ones from closer units (Yk, l…n). A regional process, in which, the Gini Land is related to the generation of economic value over the land in both the main unit and its spatial lag, might highlight an economic and institutional setting. Here the dynamics of the land market are promoted by the creation of wealth and a likely existence of regional clusters, understanding them as aggregations under which similar cadastral, productive and economic conditions converge.

[image: ] 
The data collected in this research goes from 2000 to 2012/2018. Non-spatial and spatial statistical analysis has been performed with panel data from 2000 to 2012 due to availability of cadastral information while spatial estimations, analysis of content, and in-depth interviews will retrieve data from 2000 to 2018. A discussion lasting around 18 years, brings together three moments in history; first, the escalation of the conflict, which can be traced from the mid-1990s until 2006/2007.  Second, the first peace process with the main paramilitary structures, under the Law of Peace and Justice in 2003-2005 and third, the peace process with the FARC between 2012 and 2016 under the Legal Framework for Peace (Marco Especial para la Paz) voted in 2012. During this period, Colombia suffered a pronounced intensification of armed confrontations from all sides, experiencing the most atrocious combat strategies ever witnessed. This, however, led to a spatially and territorially differentiated fragile de-escalation, first through the demobilization of the main paramilitary structures and then through a negotiation between the government and the FARC-EP. And although, neo-paramilitary criminal bands and dissidences have been active since then, a number of regions, have experienced either certain stabilization or a fragile decline in the intensity of armed violence. This book sheds light upon the prevalence of land concentration and resource grabbing in both stages by detailing how some of these “now-recovered” territories have unmasked other expressions of violence and grabbing due to the presence of new actors and corporate and illicit economic platforms. 
Previous literature on Colombia details how the parallel advance of land concentration, the green enterprise, and agro-export dynamics, are present in both the peaks of armed violence (Caribbean Coast: Ballvé, 2011, 2012; Baquero, 2014; CNMH, 2011; Grajales, 2011, 2012, 2013, Eastern Plains: Rodriguez, 2014, and Colombia in general: Reyes, 2009, 2016; Richani, 2013) and periods of peace talks (High Plains: Oxfam, 2015; Indepaz, 2014; Lugo, 2019c). Thus, land grabbing related particularly to corporate greening, the promotion of flex crops and medium- and large-scale conservation has allowed Colombia's high land inequality not only to persist, but to reflect global patterns of land grabbing. The Cerrado in Brazil (Oliveira, 2013; Sawyer, 2008; Fearnside, 2001), the Maya Forest (Ybarra, 2013) and the Peten Lowlands in Guatemala (CICIG, 2016; Grandia, 2013), the Uraba and the High Plains in Colombia (Consejo Intereclesial, 2016; Grajales, 2011, 2013), as well as the Ica region and the subterranean water sources in Peru (Damonte, 2015, 2016; Damonte et al., 2016), among others, are some of the sub-national cases that mirror similar paths of land reconcentration and resource grabbing in Latin America. 

Cycles of War around Land and Violent Legality in Colombia
In Latin America, direct and structural violence, state formation, and economic expansion, have been components of the way in which land has been unequally distributed. In countless occasions land accumulation in the region has followed a pattern of armed intimidation, something that Machado recalls as “coercion with or without using legal means” (Machado, 2009). Several authors for the Salvadorian (Woods, 2003), Guatemalan (Ybarra, 2011), Paraguayan (Borrás, 2011, 2012) and Colombian cases (Grajales, 2012, CNMH, 2011) show those violent relationships, although the Colombian case deserves special attention due to the presence of a strong-armed conflict active to this day. In the 1970s, with the production of outlaw crops such as marijuana, coca and poppy rising in Colombia, drug dealers became central actors to this process of violent dispossession. Thus, production of outlaw crops not only represented a particular way to settle the frontier, but also meant the displacement of a number of small growers and peasants who were forced to sell their properties due to pressure from drug traffickers.
Following a path of rising production of marijuana, coca and poppy during the 1970s and 1980s, the 1990s and especially the early 2000s saw a renewed wave of violent appropriation of land. Paramilitary armies equipped with enough military and economic arsenals were behind increases in land concentration via illegal (Duncan, 2006; Reyes, 2009, 2016) and legal means (Grajales, 2012, 2017). In the 2000s, leftist and rightist armed groups had consolidated an extended network of properties linked to the production and distribution of drugs, livestock, illegal mining, arms trafficking and laundry money. The above, plus the impact of traditional landowning activities in 
agri-business, cattle-ranching and mineral-hydrocarbon endeavors, have meant a greater level of land appropriation and dispossession via armed coercion.
In this context of violence, literature has analyzed mechanisms through which state devices have accompanied land concentration in the frontier. 1) Militarily, there are studies that explain how in recent decades campaigns of military control have promoted displacement, land abandonment, dispossession, and a final outcome of land re-concentration (Comisión Intereclesial de Justicia y Paz–CINEP, 2005; Comisión Intereclesial de Justicia y Paz, 2012, 2016; Mingorance, Minelli, and Le Du, 2004). The cases of Curvaradó and Jiguamiandó, in which entrepreneurs have taken control of thousands of hectares and introduced palm plantations in Afro-Colombian Community Councils during the late 1990s and early 2000s through illegal means, excel for that matter (Colombia Land, 2013; Comisión Intereclesial de Justicia y Paz – CINEP, 2005; García, 2013; Mingorance, Minelli, and Le Du, 2004). 2) Politically, there are perspectives that note how families and political clans mainly supported by counterinsurgent factions have allied with both formal and outlaw military actors to contain insurgencies (Avila, 2010; García 2010, 2017; López, 2010; Villegas, Revelo, and Uprimny, 2010, Ungar and Cardona, 2010). This might be related to the formation of an electorate and a political class allied to the interests of landowners, ranchers and agribusiness entrepreneurs (Avila, 2013; Avila and Valencia, 2014; Ballvé 2013; Grajales, 2011, 2013; García 2010, 2017; López, 2010), and the rise of a buoyant economy around biofuel and speculative activities (Richani 2002, 2013). 3) Economically, there are studies that associate the role of the State with legislation and institutional frameworks that promote land grabbing. Most of the literature highlights how the body of laws has encouraged productive reconversion toward flex crops and large conservation programs (Lugo 2019a, 2019b; Ojeda 2012, Ojeda and Devine, 2017; Oxfam, 2013), an openness of the land market through the negotiation of property titles (CNMH, 2010) and the legalization of public vacant lands (Lugo 2019a, 2019b; Oxfam, 2013; Rodríguez, 2014). In contrast with this view, there is an emerging literature that focuses on mechanisms that operate under the transitional justice system, facilitating processes of parceling, formalization, and land redistribution in favor of victims and displaced population (Lemaitre, 2016; Meertens and Zambrano, 2010). 
Finally, current approaches have focused on the generation of economic value on land, the rise of medium- and large-scale land deals and the mechanisms promoted by the State to benefit from them. Beyond a militaristic approach, programs to develop the so-called recovered frontier through agribusiness, condominium-development, and conservation projects, as well as the state capacity to promote and tax that investment have been important aspects analyzed in some of those studies (Brazil: Oliveira, 2013; Colombia: CNMH, 2010; Lugo 2019a, 2019b, Oxfam: 2013, Indepaz, 2014; Perú: Damonte, 2014, 2015, 2016).
An economic capacity in the frontier, either installed or waiting to be exploited, impacts the land regime in different ways. First, it can affect land value through increases in the movement of properties, which include transfers by sale-&-purchase, adjudication and other forms of land appropriation. As the CNMH notes for Colombia, a stabilization around high levels of land concentration and prominent increases in the property tax are related to the presence of active land markets and the existence of exceptional and abnormal increases in the legalization of titles in the Colombian Caribbean.
Secondly, this installed economic capacity and value of land may also show the depth and extent to which corporate rurality advances on the frontier. Although, this book is set against the backdrop of a changing armed conflict and diffuse state-building efforts, its main aim is to describe how, within the framework of a corporative and state rurality, in which platforms of corporate greening, monocrop-related sustainable development and medium- and large-scale conservation excel, land concentration and resource grabbing persists. The above regardless of the level of intensity of armed violence and geographical location.  
In multiple ways, the extraction and exploitation of natural resources, as well as the recourse to small- and large-scale monocrops to accelerate the economic growth in the countryside is the norm in many countries. That is not a revelation for Colombia. But, a more detailed analysis of militarily-oriented environmental programs of corporate rurality beyond the impact of palm and livestock in regions that seem to be the preferred options when talking about Colombia (Middle Magdalena, Montes de María or Urabá) has not been undertaken in world literature. Consequently, the links proposed in this book between land inequality, taxable wealth, and productive platforms is not only methodological, but theoretical as it allows the comprehension of wealth creation devices that while operating at a regional scale, are national in terms of the scope of state programs and transnational with regard to the actors investing in licit and illicit activities.

The Case Studies
Three case studies, which underlie the ethnographical experience of this book[footnoteRef:3], will expound the statistical findings. They refer to 1) the development of extensive land deals in the Colombian High Plains, which are connected to the experience of resource grabbing in the Brazilian Cerrado, 2) the irregular appropriation of public vacant lands and the subsequent expansion of deforestation and agribusiness clustering in the Amazon fire and burning belt, as well as 3) attempts at environmental control and land occupation in one of the hearts of coca cultivation and illegal mining in the Colombian Pacific.  [3:  Each case study represents one or two municipalities that form an administrative and geographic unit. ] 

The set of factors that explain the direction and regional contrasts taken by land concentration and grabbing, encompasses: first, the type of productive chaining prioritized and the sectors of corporate greening, monocrop-related sustainable development, and large-scale conservation in which major investments have been made. Second, the strength and effectiveness of the alliances between the military, environmental/rural development agencies and private (trans)national actors. And third, the changes in the dynamics of the armed conflict, especially in the ability of groups to move not only territorially, but also between licit and illicit economies, thereby expanding the frontier and new expressions of land and resource grabbing.
In Cumaribo-High Plains, a counterinsurgent program to promote agro-export, forestry and biofuel economies has resulted in both a boom in the irregular handover of titles of vacant lands and pronounced land grabbing starting in the early 2000s. Coca containment, a productive reorientation towards the establishment of large-scale flex crops, and new agribusiness and military infrastructure, have transformed the landscape of the High Plains, making it one of the strongest and deepest (yet surprisingly unexplored) examples of land and resource grabbing in Latin America, similar to the experience of The Brazilian Cerrado.
In the Amazonian Piedmont, programs to control high levels of violence have kept levels of land concentration stable; intra-regional variations, however, have been pronounced. On the one hand, areas of peasant contestation have witnessed both relatively successful programs of land parceling, especially in the early 2000s, and more recently, active processes of deforestation and coca resurgence inside National Natural Parks. On the other hand, where the State has asserted a militaristic presence, alliances between the State and agribusiness sectors have promoted land valuation and the reconversion from coca to “clean and socio-environmentally responsible” palm plantations. 
Finally, a third case study in which land concentration seems to stabilize, has been proposed. In the Pacific, a sort of stabilization of private land grabbing has been the result of conservation agendas developed particularly by the Office of Natural Parks. Alliances between environmental agencies, the military and regional governments to advance conservation programs, have marked a stabilization in land deals in Los Farallones National Natural Park, buffer zones and surrounding Afro-descendant community councils. However, illicit income, especially from coca crops and illegal mining have soared in one of the hearts of coca cultivation in the world.
To develop these case studies, a set of methodological strategies have been employed. Initially, GISS and spatial analysis in the sense of vector, raster, and grid estimations will show regional nuances in levels of land concentration across the regions of study. In that regard, I will present the territoriality and differentiated aspects of the concentration of land and its associated land uses over time. 
The quantitative assessment through statistics and GISS, would be incomplete, if the voice of the victims of forced and productive displacement, as well as of those who have led the social and environmental defense of their territories, would not be able to inform about events of land grabbing and concentration. That is why semi-structured interviews were carried out between 2016 and 2018 in different regions of the country. 
To critique the conditions that violently have transformed peasant livelihoods without giving a voice to the groups that have been the main actors, and in many cases the only victims, leaves out everyday experiences of dispossession and grabbing that deserve attention. This research has obvious political implications and by giving space to the main groups involved in these phenomena, some of those political insinuations are made visible. Fieldwork in the sense of participant observation and in-depth interviews were developed in central, regional, and local instances of power. Bogotá (Colombia’s capital), Cali (Valle del Cauca), Medellín (Antioquia), Villavicencio, Vistahermosa, El Castillo, Granada, Puerto Gaitán, and Puerto Rico in the region of Meta, Dagua, Jamundí and Buenaventura, in the department of Valle, as well as Cumaribo and Puerto Carreño in the department of Vichada, have been the centers of my ethnographic inquiry. For months, I resided in Cumaribo, Vistahermosa–Puerto Rico, and Buenaventura–Jamundí, the pillars of my case studies. 
Although anonymity of the respondents and the institutions they represent has been guaranteed, the pool of interviewees includes: official representatives, environmental experts affiliated to the System of National Natural Parks of Colombia, scholars, members of NGO’s, beneficiaries and representatives from the National Network of Programs for Peace and Development (Red Nacional de Programas de Desarrollo y Paz, PRODEPAZ), peasants, social leaders, victims of the armed conflict, and politicians at a local level. This network of respondents in three different regions was deemed relevant given the experience that was referred to me about their contributions in the fields of land distribution, peace, frontier economies, and territory. Thus, the range of respondents was broad enough to guarantee a process of checks and balances.

Theoretical Notions and a State of the Literature
This document will follow contributions that political ecologists such as Peluso and Lund (2011) have proposed regarding accumulation, violence, global actors in a more interdependent economy and territorialization via “land control” (see also Borrás et al 2010, 2011). I conceptualize the social universe that forms the body of this research as New Frontiers of Land Control (NFLCs), understanding them not only as the extension of agriculture and animal production to new, previously uncultivated areas, e.g., wilderness land and rainforest, but also as regions that have experienced either strong land use land cover (LULC) changes or the presence of new actors and mechanisms of control in the agricultural means of production and extraction. In these territories, new mechanisms to exert land control emerge, conceiving the latter “as practices that fix or consolidate forms of access, claiming, and exclusion for some time. Enclosure, territorialization, and legalization processes as well as force and violence (or the threat of them), all serve to control land” and are continuously deployed here (Peluso and Lund, 2011, p. 2; see also Borrás et al 2011). 
NFLCs stimulate and require the presence of several elements, among them are new actors and local elites. Landlords today, for example, tend to be corporate or State actors. Additionally, there must be processes of primitive accumulation, enclosure, and privatization, supporting new institutional mechanisms to grab land. There must also be new forms of territorialization, more interdependent and neoliberal in context. According to Moore (2005), Brockington (2008) and Igoe and Brockington (2007), in a more deregulated scenario, state institutions and actors remain involved in the redefinition of property regimes and land allocations for agribusiness and forestry projects as well as green economies. Finally, there must be new forms of coercive legalization. As many authors claim, new forms of enclosure and legalization have been added to the list of mechanisms to control land. The archetypical example is the invention and patent of new seeds. This restricts cultural practices in many countries and relies on a well-established network of laws, market forces, and technological advances; 5) Finally, these NFLCs require high levels of violence and corruption. There is the violence of enclosure and primitive accumulation by forced appropriation as well as political violence and militarization projects in war or transition zones. Violence propelled by market forces and political groups remains significant when understanding new ways of land control in NFLCs (Peluso and Lund, 2011).
Colombia, is not an exception. In regards to spatially differentiated re-concentration, there are many glimpses that show the Colombian case as an extension of the land grabbing experienced in the continent (Wolford et al. 2013; Borras and Franco, 2012; White, Borras, Hall, Scoones, and Wolford, 2011; Borras, Hall, Scoones, White, and Wolford, 2013). As a breakthrough in the 2010s, Borras, Wolford, and Scoones, among others, have argued that recent land concentration and land grabbing in Latin America share some of the following characteristics; 1. Its extent in terms of the countries and area covered is wider than previously assumed; 2. The origin of the land grabbers prioritizes international, (Trans)Latina, domestic, and undetermined actors; 3. It has moved from food production to flex crops and non-food sectors specifically industrial tree plantation and large-scale conservation; 4. States in Latin America and the Caribbean have been engaged in the promotion of policies and administrative initiatives that open the access of public vacant lands (Velásquez Runk, 2015). 5. The general outcome of land grabbing has been the non-redistribution of properties (CICIG, 2016; Kerssen, 2013). The Cerrado in Brazil (Oliveira, 2013; Sawyer, 2008; Fearnside, 2001), the Maya Forest (Ybarra, 2013) and the Peten Lowlands in Guatemala (CICIG, 2016; Grandia, 2013), the Urabá and the High Plains in Colombia (Consejo Intereclesial, 2016; Grajales, 2011, 2013), as well as the Ica region and the subterranean water in Peru (Damonte, 2015, 2016; Damonte et al., 2016), are some of the sub-national cases that reflect a trend of re-concentration through valuation and productive reconversion. 
At the dawn of the new century, the arrival of massive resources to develop the frontier through agribusiness, condominium-development, and conservation programs, as well as the state capacity to promote and tax that investment have been important aspects assessed in those studies (Brazil: Oliveira, 2013; Guatemala: Grandia, 2013; Perú: Damonte, 2014, 2015, 2016; Colombia: Oxfam: 2013, Indepaz, 2014).  Colombia has experienced renewed speculative and agro-export endeavors, in a highly violent context. In the words of Borrás et al (2011), land deals in Latin America and the Caribbean have not resulted in any immediate large-scale negative impact on food security and sovereignty of the host country. Although, “we can surmise that exceptions probably include sub-national cases where there were clear displacements of communities resulting in the disruption of food production, supply, and access, as in the case of Colombia. […] Expulsion of peasants and indigenous peoples from their land is not the norm, save for some major pockets of cases, e.g. Colombia and Paraguay.” (Borrás et. al, 2011: 6-7).
Therefore, this book follows a line of interpretation based on political ecology and environmental injustice perspectives. It expands the idea of an uneven process of state formation not only through the classical explanation of violent means but also through a renewed discourse of environmental preservation (Peluso 1993, 1995; Igoe, Neves, and Brockington 2008; Castree 2007; Brockington, Duffy and Igoe 2008). This approach focuses on the emergence of networks of international funding, global media, environmental groups, and research communities to create an ideology of wise global resource management. It also notes how in transitional contexts, e.g. peace processes and post-agreements, old political and economic structures –many of them conduits of systemic armed and everyday violence– are perpetuated, this time alongside solid networks of transnational capital (Borras and Franco, 2012; García, 2017; Kenney-Lazar 2020; 2018; Kenney-Lazar and Ishikawa, 2019). Thus, the opening of new frontiers in transitional contexts not only revitalizes specific land markets, but also paves the way for new expressions of land concentration and resource grabbing in more inter-dependent contexts (Castillejo, 2015; 2017; McMichael, 2012; Grandia, 2013).
Regarding discourses of corporate sustainable development, Peluso notes (1993) that states usually have pursued a goal of military centralization but under the implementation of renewed coercive conservation programs, states play a two-sided game: on one hand, they accelerate systems of resource extraction under the platform of ecological conservation and on the other they promote strong campaigns of military intervention to “recover” the contested frontier (Brockington and Duffy 2010). The legitimate discourse of conservation is effective to the extent that it easily sums up adepts and brings global attention to a fair green cause while guaranteeing both the conditions for global capital expansion (Corson 2010) and a greater military access in territories where formal control has been limited (Bakker 2005, 2009; Castree 2008a, 2008b, 2009).
Amid processes of peace negotiations, a politics of conservation is a suitable option to re-control NFLCs. In southeast Asia, for instance, Kramer (2009a and 2009b) and Woods (2011), among others, argue that a politics of conservation has allowed the Burmese military–state to regulate historically contested frontiers and ethnic enclaves to increase its own territorial control while granting massive portions of land to private alliances for environmental conservation and the development of green economies. In Colombia, Asher and Ojeda (2009), Ojeda (2012), and Bocarejo and Ojeda (2015), among others, argue that green economies under the discourse of paradisiacal spots in need of protection have contributed to the privatization of Natural Parks in Colombia. To the extent that the military in Colombia has guaranteed a stable path toward legality in former coca areas in the Caribbean Coast, environmental offices have then promoted privatized development as a “responsible” option to employ minorities and former coca growers, moving them away from the illicit world. Violence in the sense of displacement of ethnic minorities, dispossession due to the commodification of nature, and the imposition of new legal frameworks orienting (and restricting) customary uses of land are some of the consequences of those paths of state conservation (Cardenas 2012; Indepaz 2015; Ojeda 2012; Oxfam 2013; Devine 2017). 
The economics of conservation and promotion of monocrops as appropriate sustainable solutions to the threat of climate change and fossil dependence might work as state programs that boost agriculture from a legal standpoint. They, however, unleash new inequalities, as might be inferred with the grabbing of land and resources in monocrop and biofuel clusters (Göbel, Góngora-Mera and Ulloa 2014). 
Likewise, regarding old and new forms of violent accumulation, this book advances the idea that during transitional times, economic extraction used in times of war, extends to new activities and landscapes in times of peace negotiations. Some of these methods, whose extractive logic has been associated with forced displacement, land dispossession, and armed and everyday violence, are now covered by a mantle of legality (to encourage some groups to overcome their dependence over illicit economies) and anti-insurgency (to attack the roots of armed mobilization). Additionally, corporativism (to accelerate economic growth and contain multidimensional poverty as a cause of the conflict) and spatially extensive sustainable development (to align with discourses of global warming and climate change) also play a major role in hindering the process. Thus, an illusory transitionality seems to encourage those forms of sociability that suit the vision of progress promoted by governments and corporations alike (Castillejo, 2017). In Colombia, the persistence of land concentration and an exacerbation of land and resource grabbing in much of the contested periphery point that way.

Land Grabbing as a “Peaceful” Liberal Outlet in Contexts of Violence
The disparities in the distribution of land and the unsolved Agrarian Question in Colombia should be read with the lenses of inequality, resource grabbing, uneven state formation, and criminal economies in Latin America and the Global South at the forefront. These are serious issues in countries as distant and culturally diverse as Mexico, Brazil, Colombia, Myanmar or Laos. 
In relation to the situation in Latin America, the role played by domestic corporations, the share of trans-Latina companies in land deals, the well-developed institutional framework of the countries that have received the largest amounts of money for land investment, the integration of the land grabbing process into current trends of neoliberal openness, and the extent to which land use has been re-oriented toward flex crops, conservation, and mining-hydrocarbon projects, characterize the recent rush for land in the entire region. In almost every Latin American country, each of the following lines have been the subject of investment: soya, sugarcane, wheat, fruit, dairy, poultry, oil palm, fruits, banana, rice, forestry, and conservation. There are also spatial and regional nuances in this process (reinforcing uneven levels of land concentration at a sub-national level). Similar to Ethiopia and Cambodia (Lavers, 2012; Makki, 2012), where there have been land concessions and a gradual establishment of Special Economic Zones in areas such as Gambella (Ethiopia), South Omo (Ethiopia), and Koh Kong (Cambodia), in South America, cases such as El Cerrado (Brazil), El Chaco (Paraguay–Bolivia), and La Altillanura (Colombia) have concentrated not only the most notorious agribusiness platforms but also the largest public investment around them.
However, in countries such as Brazil, Perú, and Colombia, a radicalization between lawful land grabbing and illicit economies are more evident now than ever. And in the middle of this ocean of agribusiness activities, flex crops, illegal mining, coca, and more sophisticated forms to grow raw materials for psychoactive substances, there are peasant, indigenous, and afro-descendant groups trying to survive in a generalized process of economic suffocation and a radicalization between the legality of the grabbing system and the illegality of the economies of illicit consumption. 
The Brazilian case perfectly depicts these scenarios. Over the last few decades, the State in its attempt to promote land regularization in Brazil has curbed land grabs in the Amazon while accelerating transnational agribusiness partnerships in the Cerrado, which evidently has increased land and resource grabbing. The legal regimes created to protect specific extractive systems in the Cerrado might explain, partially, the mobility in the illegal extraction of gold beyond its boundaries, especially, in the Amazonas Medio-Bajo and Mato Grosso (RAISG, 2015). 
The socio-productive configuration of the Cerrado as a hotspot for agri-business investments have come with consequences for peasant and indigenous groups as a part of the demographic change related to the global surge of mining, ranching, damning, and extensive agriculture in the Brazilian countryside (Aguiar and Camargo, 2004; Brito, 2006; Muggah, 2015; Silva, 2013). Controversial privatization of communal lands from indigenous, quilombola, and other traditional groups (Oliveira, 2015), is one of the most salient failings in the Brazilian state attempt to expand its presence over the Amazon-Cerrado transition border, after Terra Legal and other programs. 
Farther from Brazil but socially and politically closer –in terms of the violent construction of a frontier– is Southeast Asia. The similarities between the progress made by the palm industry to dominate the regional and global markets of biofuels –especially in Indonesia, Malaysia, and Colombia– as well as the territorial encounters between major policies to legalize new grabbing and spatially extensive biofuel systems and the renewed booming of illicit industries, mainly coca (Colombia, Peru, and Bolivia forming the so-called coca triangle in South America) and meth / opium (Laos, Thailand and Myanmar creating the so-called Southeast Asian golden triangle) in contexts of peace negotiations and state policies to re-control the frontier, reflect the depth and global scope of the re-concentration of land either by legal or illegal means. 
Malaysia, Indonesia, and Colombia, have become the largest producers of palm oil in the world since 2000. Indonesia’s transformation is more notorious; from 2000-2012the country went from producing 6.9 million tons of crude palm oil (CPO) to 30 million CPO tons in 2000. The rapid deforestation in the Indonesian portion of Borneo and Sumatra, reflecting a change from relatively unaffected forests to monocrop landscapes, has been dominated by a number of very large consortia (several of Malaysian origin) with extensive plantation holdings scattered across the main producing areas. In 2014, around ten million of hectares were dedicated to palm cultivation and this figure increaseing at a rapid pace.  
While in Riau (Indonesia’s province with the largest area of cultivated palm oil), almost 70 % of it is controlled by smallholders, Koh et al (2011) and Lee et al (2013) note how the highest levels of deforestation in both peat swamp and lowland were caused by large private plantations. Deforestation and the expansion of palm plantations to even farther areas in Borneo and Sumatra, are a consequence of the role of private companies in this regional boom of spatially-concentrated biofuel production. State legislation has been a key aspect explaining those paths of re-concentration. This, even when palm cultivations hold into smallholder’s hands: a pro-plantation bias is evident at policy decision-making with some of the following laws acting as institutional devices that promoted resource grabbing; 1) the Basic Agrarian Law, 1960; 2) the Plantations Law No. 18 of 2004; 3) and the Agricultural Ministerial Regulation No 26 of 2007 (later the Regulation No 98 of 2013), among others. 
More surprisingly, a country such as Myanmar resembles Colombia in every major cadastral and productive aspect amid a war-torn context. Although, in literature there are no major comparative efforts between these countries, a number of similarities show how the Colombian and Burmese cases match in relation to resource grabbing, post-conflict economies, and transnational chains of corporate and illicit extraction.  
Myanmar, with a conflict timeline similar to the Colombian one –both with active land and armed conflicts since the late 1940s–, saw the systematic rise of mainly ethnic insurgencies in the northern and western sides of the country. Myanmar has experienced one of the longest armed conflicts in the world. It has seen recurrent human rights violations committed by State and paramilitary forces, separatist attempts of major ethnic groups, a divided international community supporting or condemning state attempts to control and get involved in the conflict, as well as the emergence of unsolved Agrarian Question as the central fuel for political struggles in the region.
Ceasefire negotiations have been carried out since the early 1990s. Conversations that preceded the formation of the National Democratic Alliance Army - Eastern Shan State (NDAA - ESS) and the United Wa State Party (UWSP), led to the first important military truces to contain ethnic rebel groups. Between 2008 and 2010, the promulgation of a sort of economically liberal Constitution, the promotion of nominal political reforms and a liberalization of important resources, mainly land to transnational and national partnerships, were designed (or at least, advertised) as mechanisms that would promote development and cover the gaps, especially the ones related to poverty, that have fed the Burmese conflict for decades.
As a consequence of these changes, ceasefires in Myanmar have been plagued numerous times by the military to re-territorialize contested frontiers and renewed waves of land concessions for (Trans)Asian partnerships to occupy, usufruct, and control some of these “insurgent, violent, empty, and unproductive” lands. In one of the most exemplary cases of land concessions, state territorialization by the military, and waves of violent dispossession, Kramer (2009, 2009b), Woods (2011), and Kramer and Woods (2012), among others, explain how the ceasefires in Myanmar have led to a particular type of capitalist extraction that has reinforced patterns of concentration and grabbing of land and resources. According to Woods (2011), the peace accords in Myanmar negotiated during the 2000s and the type of economic development promoted in its aftermaths have replaced a war-torn seven-decade conflict with selective attacks to target politically-suspect and resource-abundant minorities in the borderlands. The author argues that “The Burmese regime allocates land concessions in ceasefire zones as an explicit postwar military strategy to govern land and populations to produce regulated, legible, militarized territory. Tracing the relationship of military–state formation, land control and securitization, and primitive accumulation in the Burma–China borderlands uncovers the forces of what I am calling ‘ceasefire capitalism’” Woods (2011).
In that regard, the Burmese military–state is interested in conquering and controlling historically contested frontiers and ethnic populations to increase its own territorial control. In this game of unstoppable economic growth, the military State has negotiated peace accords with belligerent ethnic minorities, gaining access to contested and rich borderlands while conceding significant portions of land to alliances between local and regional elites (fighting for a privileged access to available resource-abundant territories) and trans-Asian conglomerates, especially from China. 
This corporate landscape, contrasts with the recent booming in the opium and meth industry, which has surpassed the historical peaks of cultivation and commercialization of opium and heroin recorded even during the most intense stages of the armed conflict. By having a tradition in the cultivation and processing of opium, Myanmar has led a current heroine and meth resurgence, which has been estimated at between $30 billion and $61 billion per year in East and Southeast Asia, Australia, New Zealand and Bangladesh (CNN, 2019). Critical to this industry is the position of groups from states where ceasefire agreements have been more prominent, such as Shan, where many of the militias and rebel groups who put aside their separatist platforms in exchange for greater autonomy, have used that freedom to fund themselves through the drug trade (Berlinger, 2018; Lintner, 2009).
Land grabbing based on corporate platforms of rurality on the one hand, and an increasingly robust illicit system on the other, have been the characteristics of the Burmese and Colombian models during and after the ceasefires. Although, there are differences between Myanmar and Colombia, the similarities in the territorial reconfiguration of both, the associated LULC changes, the institutional devices designed to contain illicit activities and trigger a more stable environment for investment, the recent waves of land grabbing and corporate peace greening, as well as the mobility of illicit rents, with current booms in coca (Colombia) and opium (Myanmar) in areas that have experienced important peace negotiations, have led me to contend that broader processes of re-concentration operate at a global level. 
As such, one of the main contributions of this book is the study of land concentration and grabbing not only through a multi-pronged research method but also during the transitional period in which, the most virulent stages of the armed conflict led to the demobilization of the two largest armed groups in Colombia. In this monograph, the transitional times and processes associated with the post-accords do not work only as historical contexts but as the key discourses and institutional devices capable of promoting new orientations in the distribution and uses of land. The persistence –and in some instances, increases– of land concentration and resource grabbing in times of a territorially differentiated conflict de-escalation, might show that paths of land re-concentration exceed the pressure of both a virulent armed confrontation and the direct pressure of paramilitary actors. Although, these factors matter substantially, there are still key discourses and institutional devices around the promotion of land markets and corporate platforms of agro-export and corporate rurality that have affected the distribution and use of land since 2000. 
To advance this idea, I argue that the particular functioning of such platforms of green enterprise, are key components of those institutional settings that allow land valuation and a persistence of the concentration of land in the frontier. Although in Colombia there are other mechanisms that work as conduits of land valuation and a persistence of land concentration, these productive platforms are central in the development of the frontier, as they include biofuel, flex-crop, and forestry activities, large-scale conservation, and large-scale and “socially-responsible” corporate hydrocarbon and mining projects. 
Finally, this book highlights two spatial patterns in line with theories of uneven development (Harvey, 2000; Christophers, 2009): a territorially differentiated advance of the frontier due to a diffuse and imbalanced state presence, as well as to uneven capital accumulation, as seen through both spatially differentiated corporate greening and the rise of illicit activity (Coronado, 2017). Thus, since 2000, the perpetuation of an unequal property regime in New Frontiers of Land Control in Colombia has accompanied (and left a mark on) an uneven advance of both the aforementioned productive platforms and the illicit frontier, particularly that derived from coca and illegal mining.

Structure of the book
This book is divided into seven chapters, the first being this introduction. Chapter Two corresponds to the quantitative section. Here, non-spatial and spatial econometric analyses of the factors associated to the concentration of land in the Colombian frontier are performed. In this section a two-fold analysis was designed to show the main interactions between State regressors and the territorial control of armed actors that are related to increases in land concentration from 2000 to 2012 (the period for which data was available). As well as elucidate the type of spatial controls that are required to improve the goodness of fit and the theoretical contributions of models about land concentration.
Chapters Four, Five, and Six constitute the ethnographical core of this book with three case studies[footnoteRef:4] that expound the statistical findings. Chapter Four will outline one of the clearest examples of land concentration and resource grabbing in Colombia, in a region that usually resembles the experience of the Brazilian Cerrado: The High Plains or Altillanura. This case study will be centered around the municipality of Cumaribo and will explain how a differentiated counterinsurgent program to stimulate agro-export activities has resulted in a booming of titles of public vacant lands and a subsequent path of cadastral valuation and land re-concentration since the early 2000s. [4:  Each case study represents one or two municipalities that form an administrative and geographic unit. ] 

Chapter Five will delve into the case of the Ariari region. In Puerto Rico (Ariari), programs to decrease the intensity of the conflict and promote alternative development have kept the levels of land concentration stable; intra-regional variations, however, have been pronounced. On the one hand, areas of historical peasant contestation have witnessed both relatively successful programs of peasant parceling, especially during the early 2000s, and more recently, active processes of deforestation and coca resurgence inside National Natural Parks, specifically La Macarena NNP. On the other, where there the State has been able to secure a more militaristic presence, alliances between the State and agribusiness sectors have promoted land valuation and a reconversion from coca to “clean and socio-environmentally responsible” oil palm plantations. The above has not only impacted the balance between licit and illicit economies, but has transformed the regional landscape, in a way that replicates the advance of deforestation and agribusiness clustering in the South American Amazon fire and burning belt.
[bookmark: _heading=h.30j0zll]Chapter Six will present a third case study in which land concentration has been modestly controlled. In the Pacific, a sort of stabilization of private land grabbing has been the result of conservation agendas developed particularly by the Office of Natural Parks. Alliances between environmental agencies, the military and regional governments to advance conservation programs, have defined a stabilization in land deals in Los Farallones National Natural Park, buffer zones and surrounding Afro-descendant community councils. However, illicit income, especially from coca crops and illegal mining have soared in one of the hearts of coca cultivation in the world. This paradoxical movement of large-scale conservation and portfolios of illicit extraction on the rise will be explained in Chapter Six.
The final chapter holds the conclusions with a comparative reflection on violent accumulation in contexts of fluctuating civil wars, fragile post-conflicts and new institutional devices that channel land and environmental wealth. First, I draw specific conclusions about the process in which the Colombian State, through militarily-oriented environmental programs, has sought to diffusely and erratically regain control of the frontier. This has produced an ambiguous complementarity of forces in which corporate rurality and illicit economies deepen, creating opportunities not only for new land grabbing but for more violent land struggles. On a more global scale, I conclude that this is exactly what is happening in a number of countries, in which land grabbing has exacerbated leading to stronger territorial disputes, environmental violence and new chains of illicit extraction.
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