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major driver towards the adoption of cattle production 
using oil palm understorey as feed. Cattle grazing was 
uncontrolled due to labour shortages and occurred in 
individually owned and ‘plasma’ plantations, with 
cattle penned at night where possible to avoid theft. 
Arrangements on land access and use between stake-
holders are needed for systematic cattle grazing and 
to control cattle theft.

Keywords  Crop livestock systems · Smallholder 
agriculture · Farming systems · Grazing systems · 
Cattle management · Silvopasture

Introduction

Current domestic Indonesian beef production satis-
fies only 45% of annual demand: the remaining 55% 
is imported (Direktorat Jenderal Peternakan dan 
Kesehatan Hewan 2020; Smith et al. 2018). Further-
more, it is estimated that beef consumption, currently 
at 2.4  kg/head/annuum (OECD 2021) will increase 
by 10.3% by 2025, and double by 2045 (Arifin et al. 
2018; Priyanti et  al. 2012; Smith et  al. 2018), lead-
ing to more pressure for domestically produced meat. 
Smallholders produce 90% of domestic beef (Agus 
and Widi 2018) and therefore play a critical role in 
increasing local beef production.

In view of local beef production deficit and to 
decrease dependency on imported beef, the Indone-
sian government launched the ‘beef self-sufficiency 
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programme’ (or Program Swasembada Daging Sapi) 
in 2000 (Agus and Widi 2018). This programme 
had a target to reduce beef imports by 10% in 2014 
by increasing the number and productivity of the 
domestic herd (Gayatri and Vaarst 2015). The 
efforts included promotion and assistance for artifi-
cial insemination, improvements in animal disease 
control, improvement of cattle feed and banning the 
slaughter of productive breeders (Mahendri 2019). 
However, these measures have not led to significant 
increases in national herd size with low fertility, 
low conception rates and constrained access to mar-
kets continuing to constrain Indonesian cattle pro-
duction. These constraints are further compounded 
by restricted land availability and limited access to 
affordable, locally available and good quality cattle 
feed (Agus and Widi 2018; IndoBeef 2018; Lisson 
et  al. 2010; Mahendri 2019; Mastika 2003; Maton-
dang and Talib 2015; Rondhi et al. 2019; Talib et al. 
2003).

Integrating cattle in oil palm plantations is a pos-
sible solution to these constraints. Large plantation 
areas are available for grazing and the plants grow-
ing under the canopy (the understorey) are a poten-
tial feed source. Cattle-oil palm integration also has 
additional potential benefits; supplementary income, 
reduced weeding costs and increased soil quality 
through the return of manure (Devendra 2008; Quar-
termain 2004; Stür et al. 1994). Oil palm is perhaps 
Indonesia’s most important agricultural product, with 
35 million tonnes of crude palm oil produced annu-
ally from over 14.3 million hectares planted (Perkebu-
nan 2019). Despite cattle-oil palm integration being 
a government priority since 2003, little progress has 
been made to scale out systems and quantify the ben-
efits, particularly for smallholder cattle farmers.

The few oil palm plantations involved in cattle 
production show much diversity: from cattle grazing 
and residing in the plantation to being continuously 
penned and hand-fed; from large-scale commercial 
plantations to smallholder plantations; a large range 
of cattle production enterprises (finishing, breed-
ing or mixed); a variety of cattle ownership systems 
(full ownership to profit-sharing schemes); and an 
array of options for feeding, reproduction and mar-
keting (e.g. Fawzi Hj et al. (1998); Latif and Mamat 
(2002); Riswani et al. 2012). The relative success of 
the various management systems has not yet been 
assessed and there is a need for the development of 

sustainable models of cattle-oil palm integration 
which meet environmental, social and economic 
requirements for adoption by smallholders or com-
mercial plantations.

Smallholder farmers currently own 40% of the area 
under oil palm in Indonesia (Gatto et al. 2015; Rival 
and Levang 2014) and are expected to soon domi-
nate the sector, both in area and production (Rival 
and Levang 2014). Smallholders have been involved 
in oil palm cultivation since the 1980’s, through the 
governmental transmigration programme, relocating 
people from densely populated islands (Java, Bali, 
Lombok) to less densely populated islands such as 
Kalimantan in order to support economic develop-
ment in these rural areas (Adhiati and Bobsien 2001; 
Gatto et  al. 2015; Zen et  al. 2006). Transmigrants 
received land, a house and agricultural support in 
the form of extension services (Adhiati and Bobsien 
2001). Distributed land is at the periphery of govern-
mental or privately managed oil palm plantations and 
is under contractual ties: the land is managed by the 
company, the smallholder receiving compensation for 
the sale of the oil palm fruit (Rival and Levang 2014), 
resulting in a system called plasma-nucleus. The 
‘plasma’ is the areas of smallholder contracted plan-
tations, while the ‘nucleus’ is the privately-managed 
commercial plantation (called ‘estate’ from here on). 
Currently, reduced importance of government support 
programmes and the emergence of competing firms in 
the palm oil value chain (mills, transporters and plan-
tation developers) enables smallholders to become 
independent and allows them to deliver fruit bunches 
directly to mills (Euler et al. 2016; Rival and Levang 
2014).

The importance of smallholders in Indonesian 
oil palm and cattle production make it pertinent to 
research the potential for smallholder involvement in 
cattle production under oil palm plantations. There is 
a dearth of literature on the integration of smallholder 
cattle grazing into oil palm farming systems in Indo-
nesia (Bremer et al. 2022; Henuk et al. 2018). In par-
ticular, understanding how smallholder farmers man-
age cattle in palm oil producing areas, and their views 
on cattle-oil palm integration is essential information 
to understand the efficacy of these integrated farming 
systems.

Hence, the aim of this research was to under-
stand smallholder cattle farmers’ reasons for and 
means of managing cattle in palm oil producing 
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areas, specifically looking at feed management 
and the use of the oil palm plantations for grazing. 
Benefits and constraints of smallholder cattle pro-
duction in oil palm plantations will be highlighted 
and suggestions for future development will be 
presented. This case study concentrated on small-
holder cattle farmers in oil palm production areas 
of Kalimantan, the second-largest oil palm pro-
ducing island of Indonesia (Badan Pusat Statistik 
2019), and captured their perspectives through in-
person interviews.

Materials and methods

Description of study area

The case study research took place in the Tanah 
Bumbu district of South Kalimantan, Indonesia 
(Fig.  1). Recently (2011–2019), the area of oil 
palm cultivation in Kalimantan (consisting of 5 
provinces including South Kalimantan) has more 
than doubled, with palm oil production increas-
ing over 250% (Badan Pusat Statistik 2019a). In 
2019, Kalimantan produced close to 17 million 
tonnes of fresh fruit bunches, accounting for 37% 

Fig. 1   Location of the study site in Indonesia (a) and land use map of the area (b). Maps by J. Bremer, based on Google satellite 
imagery (Google Maps n. d.)
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of Indonesian palm oil production (Badan Pusat 
Statistik 2019b). The Tanah Bumbu district houses 
20,667 head of cattle, 12.5% of total South Kali-
mantan cattle population (Badan Pusat Statistik 
2021). More than 50% of local beef demand is 
however met through frozen beef and live cattle 
imports (5,000 head of cattle are imported in South 
Kalimantan monthly Hamdan et al. 2019; Rohaeni 
et al. 2019)).

We recognise the rapid land-use change in favour 
of palm oil plantations is associated with a num-
ber of environmental and social issues. Not only 
does oil palm expansion directly lead to deforesta-
tion and biodiversity, wildlife and ecosystem losses 
(Fitzherbert et  al. 2008), it is associated with high 
risk of indirect land-use change: displacement of 
land originally devoted to food or feed production 
and clearing of land with high carbon stocks (e.g. 
primary or secondary rainforests, peatlands and 
wetlands (Oosterveer 2015)). Although cultivating 
oil palm is associated with poverty alleviation and 
rural development, there are other social concerns 
including the expansion of plantations at the detri-
ment of indigenous communities, social conflicts 
on access and ownership of land, and the absence 
of informed consent and unequal benefit sharing 
(Rist et  al. 2010; Thoenes 2006). The study area 
consisted of a privately managed forest for timber 
production before the establishment of the palm oil 
plantation in 1995.

The research was conducted in four villages: 
Sumber Makmur and Wonorejo, in the Satui sub-
district of Tanah Bumbu, and Makmur and Sumber 
Baru, in the Angsana sub-district of Tanah Bumbu. 
With the exception of Sumber Baru, all villages 
were surrounded by oil palm plantation with a nat-
ural understorey (Fig.  1). The north-western side 
of Sumber Baru was bordered by agricultural land 
planted with rice, all other directions were bordered 
by oil palms.

There were two main models of smallholder 
oil palm management in the area: (1) independent 
oil palm farming, where participants owned and 
managed their plantation and sold the fresh fruit 
bunches and (2) contracted oil palm farming (col-
loquially known as ‘plasma’ farmers), whose land 
was managed by an estate, and who received a regu-
lar remuneration from the estate reflecting the plot’s 
productivity.

Selection of interview participants

All activities in this research were approved by the 
University of New England Human Research Ethics 
Committee (approval HE19-156). The only selec-
tion criteria for study participant was the owner-
ship of at least one head of cattle. Participants were 
contacted through the village head, the local cattle 
farming group or the extension service from the 
local Department of Plantations and Animal Hus-
bandry (Dinas Perkebunan dan Peternakan Provinsi 
Kalimantan Selatan). Only (self-identified) house-
hold heads were interviewed. If farmers were will-
ing to participate in the interview a meeting time 
and date was arranged. Although the interviews 
were individual, several participants would gen-
erally assemble in a communal space to be inter-
viewed sequentially. Thirty-nine participants were 
interviewed. A higher number of interviews were 
conducted in Sumber Baru village (n = 17), fol-
lowed by the villages of Wonorejo (n = 9), Sumber 
Makmur (n = 8) and Makmur (n = 5).

Interview methodology

When conducting the in-person interviews in Indo-
nesian, the participant, researcher and translator 
were present, the translator also scribed. The inter-
view followed a structured set of open- and closed-
ended questions on the following topics. Firstly, 
general information was obtained to profile the 
interviewee: age, education, main occupation, years 
of experience in farming (oil palm, cattle and/or 
other), involvement in other paid occupations. This 
was followed by a set of questions on: the area and 
ownership of farming land, the number and breed 
of cattle, ownership system and production system 
(cattle finishing and/or cow-calf raising). Next, par-
ticipants were asked about their reason/s for hav-
ing cattle, their adopted cattle management strategy 
and use of grazing. Finally, participants were asked 
to share their views on cattle-oil palm integration, 
whether they had particular reasons for supporting 
it or not and if they faced any problems related to 
cattle-oil palm integration.
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Statistical analyses

All statistical analyses were conducted in R (ver-
sion 3.6.3 (2020-02-29)). Where appropriate, tests 
of difference were conducted by Wilcoxon rank sum 
test or One-way ANOVA followed by Tukey HSD.

Results

Smallholder farmer profiles

Settlement history

All smallholders interviewed were immigrants who 
moved to South Kalimantan as part of the Indone-
sian government-supported transmigration scheme 
for palm oil. The earliest year of arrival was 1980, 
while the latest year of arrival was 2018. The mean 
year participants commenced farming in South Kali-
mantan was 1997: 30% started farming before 1990 
and 18% started farming after 2009. Origins varied 
between villages: farmers in Sumber Baru were from 
Central Java; in Wonorejo farmers came from East 
Java; in Makmur farmers were from Lombok, and in 
Sumber Makmur farmers came from both Bali and 
Java.

Gender, age and education

Interviews were dominated by men, with the presence 
of one woman only, in Sumber Makmur village. All 
interviewees were over the age of 30, with the major-
ity between 45 and 64 years of age and 36% of partic-
ipants over 64 years of age. All participants were first 
generation transmigrants. Age was related to the year 
of transmigration: generally, participants who were 
older had immigrated earlier (Fig.  2, Tukey HSD 
pairwise comparison p value = 0.041 when compar-
ing age classes 30–44 to over 65-year-old partici-
pants). Mostly, the next generation had not (yet) taken 
over the farm since they were working or studying in 
urbanised areas, or were still too young.

Although 8 of 39 participants had not received any 
form of education, the majority had completed primary 
education (20 of 39). Eight farmers had completed mid-
dle school (6 years in addition to primary education). 

Wonorejo was the only village where some smallhold-
ers (3 out of 9) had received vocational education.

Main occupation and oil palm ownership patterns

No participants were exclusively cattle farmers: on 
average the number of occupations per participant 
was two, in addition to cattle raising. A total of six to 
seven different occupations were undertaken in each 
village (Table 1). In Sumber Makmur rubber produc-
tion, individual palm oil production and plasma palm 
oil production were prevalent occupations involving 
at least 4 out of 8 participants. In Makmur a large 
proportion of participants (4 out of 5) were involved 
in both plasma palm oil and/or rubber production. 
Rice cultivation occurred in Sumber Baru village 
only, involving 15 out of 17 participants. No other 
occupation was undertaken by more than 50% of the 
participants from this village. In Wonorejo the diver-
sity of occupations per participant was lowest, with 
participants having on average only one occupation 
besides cattle husbandry. Occupations undertaken 
by less than 35% of participants in each village were: 
labouring, working for the oil palm estate, raising 
chicken, producing vegetables and working as a gov-
ernment official (Table 1).

Cattle farming experience and farmers’ reasons 
for cattle husbandry

Experience in cattle farming was diverse, ranging 
from over 20 years (8 of 39) to less than 3 years (11 

Fig. 2   Year of onset farming according to participant age class 
(30–44 years, 45–64 years and over 64 years). Letters a and b 
indicate differences in year of farming onset between the age 
categories (P < 0.05, Tukey HSD test)
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of 39). Half the participants began raising cattle as 
soon as they settled in Kalimantan.

The reasons for keeping cattle were income (16 
of 39) closely followed by wealth creation (savings, 
12 of 39), and finally increasing household stand-
ard of living (8 of 39). These reasons overlap to a 
degree, as illustrated by the following responses ‘I 
am optimistic cattle production is a good way to 
get more income’ and ‘I saw my friend’s standard 
of living increase through cattle production and I 
wanted that as well’. Less than 20% of smallhold-
ers gave the following reasons for cattle husbandry, 
ranging from the most to the least mentioned: a 
source of money in case of emergency, for school 
fees, as a hobby, to buy a house or assets, because 
of cultural norms. An illustration of the importance 
of cultural norms is the following statement ‘I am 
from Bali, so I raise cattle’. Personal consumption 
was not a strong motivating factor for cattle hus-
bandry, as cattle were usually sold and only occa-
sionally slaughtered as part of special events or 
ceremonies such as weddings or Qurbani (the ritual 

animal sacrifice of livestock during the Islamic 
month of Dzul Hijjah).

Cattle herd characteristics

Participants either owned cattle and/or participated 
in profit-sharing programmes. In Makmur and Sum-
ber Makmur the breeder cows for the profit-sharing 
scheme originated from other farmers within the vil-
lage, members of the local farmer groups. In Sumber 
Baru and Wonorejo the contracting project was a gov-
ernment programme: when provided with a breeder 
cow the farmer had to return two calves within five 
years but retained the breeder cow. The returned 
calves were redistributed to other households in the 
region (Hadi et al. 2002). With one exception, all par-
ticipants who started farming cattle before the year 
2000 owned their cattle herd in full (8 of 39 small-
holders). Among the 10 participants who started 
cattle farming after 2014, only 3 owned their full 
herd. Furthermore, four participants in Sumber Baru 
explained having recently transitioned from contract 

Table 1.   Heatmap showing the percentage of participants per village and occupation

Occupation

(% of participants per village)

Makmur

(n=5)

Sumber Baru

(n=17)

Sumber 

Makmur

(n=8)

Wonorejo

(n=9)

Cattle husbandry 100 100 100 100

Palm oil production (plasma plantation) 80 47 75 44

Palm oil production (individual plantation) 0 24 63 0

Rice production 0 88 0 0

Rubber production 80 24 50 22

Labouring 20 6 13 33

Employment at the palm oil producing estate 0 12 13 11

Chicken raising 20 0 0 11

Vegetable production 0 0 0 11

Government officer 20 0 0 0

A separation is made between oil palm plantations that are managed individually or by the estate (plasma plantations). Darker cells 
show a higher proportion of participants per village practicing the relevant occupation. Participants have multiple occupations
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cattle-raising to owning their cattle. On average, par-
ticipants with only self-owned cattle started cattle 
production in 2001, participants with only contracted 
cattle started in 2011, and farmers with both owned 
and contracted cattle started in 2008. A rough esti-
mate of the transition period from only contracting to 
only owning cattle is therefore 10 years.

On average, households had 4 head of cattle in 
their herd. Seven participants had 10 or more head of 
cattle: 5 of these were from Sumber Makmur (Fig. 3).

The common cattle breed was the Indonesian 
“Bali” (Bos javanicus). Two farmers in Wonorejo had 
acquired 1 and 2 head of Limousin bulls through the 
governmental finishing contracting programme. Both 
these participants also had Bali cattle and total herds 
of 7 and 10 head of cattle. One farmer from Sumber 
Baru had one Brahman cow, part of the governmen-
tal contracting programme for breeding, in addition to 
two head of Bali cattle contracted for breeding.

All three cattle enterprises (cow-calf, mixed and 
finishing enterprises), were present at the study site 
(Fig. 4), although only one farmer specialised in cat-
tle finishing. Ninety-eight percent of participants 
therefore had breeding stock, with just under a third 
of them keeping calves for fattening, resulting in 12 
participants practising a mixed cattle production 
enterprise. Median herd size was significantly larger 
in mixed enterprises compared to breeding enter-
prises (Wilcoxon rank sum test, P = 0.0018).

Current cattle management

This section commences with the reasons why 
some participants have not considered the oil palm 

understorey for cattle feed. Then followed by an 
examination of the drivers behind the adoption of cut 
and carry from the oil palm plantation, and concludes 
by exploring the drivers behind the adoption of cattle 
grazing in the plantations.

Ten out of 39 participants did not use the oil palm 
understorey as a feed source. Eight were from Sumber 
Baru village, the only village where rice was grown. 
The main driver for farmers keeping cattle in pens and 
using cut and carry forage (a feeding system where 
fresh grass is cut daily and carried to the penned cat-
tle) was the limited availability of understorey in the 
oil palm plantation, resulting in large distances cattle 
needed to travel for feed. As one farmer explained: 
“There is no grass in the oil palm plantation, and the 
cattle would have to travel too far”. Cattle feed con-
sisted of rice residue and vegetation collected from 
the rice fields and along roads. Additional reasons for 
keeping cattle in pens were: protecting cattle against 
theft (n = 4), avoiding damage to rice fields (n = 2), 
and because animals were more content and gained 
weight more rapidly in pens (n = 1). One participant 
from Sumber Baru let the cattle graze in the rice pad-
dies during the day, under close supervision to avoid 
the destruction of the paddy land. Cattle were herded 
into pens at nightfall for safety reasons. One par-
ticipant from Wonorejo village did not use oil palm 
understorey as cattle feed: they collected feed near the 
river in order “to keep busy”.

Cattle theft was a major concern of many partici-
pants. They described stock theft in the following 
manner: while cattle grazed, thieves arrived in trucks, 
shot the cattle, loaded them on the trucks and drove 

Fig. 3   Participant herd size per village: Makmur (M), Sumber 
Baru (SB), Sumber Makmur (SM) and Wonorejo (W)

Fig. 4   Herd size for farmers with finishing, cow-calf, or mixed 
cattle production enterprises. The letters a and b show signifi-
cant difference in median herd sizes (Wilcoxon rank sum test)
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off. Participants stated they could not stop cattle theft 
since thieves were usually armed. The risk of cattle 
theft was said to be greatest immediately before Qur-
bani (religious festival), explained by the increased 
demand for beef.

Of the 29 smallholder farmers using the oil palm 
plantation as a feed source, two chose to exclusively 
feed their cattle by means of cut and carry. For one 
participant this was in order “to keep busy” since the 
10 head of cattle were their main source of income 
together with vegetables fertilized using cattle 
manure. Since cattle husbandry was their main activ-
ity they devoted time to collecting forage located 
in the oil palm plantation (a daily distance of up to 
15 km was travelled in this process). The second par-
ticipant using cut and carry only had one head of cat-
tle: they explained it was easy to collect enough feed, 
even though they also raised chicken and managed 
rubber trees. In both cases, the smallholders were 
able to meet the labour demand of cut and carry.

The majority of participants (27 of 39) grazed cat-
tle in nearby oil palm plantations, whether individu-
ally managed or ‘plasma’ areas. In addition, 5 partici-
pants also cut and carried forage from the oil palm 
plantation during the dry season, when feed availabil-
ity was lower (compounded by concerns over cattle 
travelling ‘too far’ and increased risk of cattle theft). 
The remaining farmers (22 in total) grazed cattle in 
the plantation all-year-round.

Five participants were seemingly more risk-averse 
and kept a portion of their herd penned. Two farm-
ers kept the cattle ready for sale in the pens for safety 
reasons, while three farmers kept pregnant cows, lac-
tating cows and young calves in pens to ensure they 
were taken care of, did not get trampled by other cat-
tle, or attacked by wild dogs. These farmers had herd 
sizes from three to 30 head, with a median of seven, 
showing that risk-aversion was not directly related to 
herd size.

Smallholders applied one of two grazing strate-
gies: all-day-round grazing (6 participants of 27) or 
day-time grazing with overnight penning (21 of 27). 
First and foremost, concern over cattle theft at night 
led to night-time cattle penning (16 of 27). This sen-
timent was supported by comments from four out of 
six farmers who grazed cattle all-day-round explain-
ing that this practice was implemented reluctantly 
as their cattle were “too wild to pen”. These farm-
ers were interested in learning about cattle handling, 

so that cattle could be penned at night, reducing risk 
of cattle theft. Feed availability in the plantation 
was a big driver for cattle grazing in the plantation, 
since there were no other feed sources available and 
it was viewed as ‘free’ feed without labour or eco-
nomic inputs required (10 of 27). For 8 smallholders 
the reasons for cattle grazing in oil palm plantations 
were restricted labour availability and long carting 
distances to cut and carry feed. Five of these par-
ticipants had other full-time jobs (labouring, govern-
ment officer and merchant), while the remaining 3 
had independently owned oil palm plantations or rice 
fields to manage. A total of 7 participants suggested 
grazing in the oil palm plantation was advantageous 
for cattle health, with cattle weight gain and a healthy 
appearance.

When grazing in the oil palm plantation, 15 out of 
27 participants intermittently herded or checked their 
cattle (e.g. afternoon herding or checking on cattle 
twice a day), while the remaining 12 monitored cat-
tle closely while grazing. Both herding models were 
adopted in order to reduce the risk of cattle theft (21 
of 27). The feasibility of highly vigilant (fulltime) 
herding was dependent on participant labour avail-
ability (15 of 27).

There was no set grazing rotation in any of the vil-
lages, cattle moved freely (17 of 27) or were herded 
to places in the oil palm plantation with highest feed 
availability (7 of 27). Three farmers herded cattle 
fulltime to ensure their cattle did not get lost or travel 
too far. The usual distance travelled by cattle when 
grazing was 1–5  km from the household dwelling, 
depending on feed availability and the cattle’s mobil-
ity and temperament.

With the exception of some farmers providing cut 
and carry forage from the plantation at night, no addi-
tional feed was provided to grazing cattle. Oil palm 
processing by-products (e.g. palm kernel cake) were 
not used as cattle feed, with the exception of freshly 
pruned palm fronds opportunistically consumed by 
cattle when grazing.

Smallholder farmers’ perspective on cattle‑oil palm 
integration

For all smallholders using the oil palm understorey as 
feed, its availability was crucial for cattle production 
since alternative feed sources were lacking. As one 
participant stated: “In the absence of the plantation, it 
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would be impossible to have cattle grazing”. In addi-
tion, one farmer explained the oil palm plantation was 
preferred over rubber plantations for grazing since 
cattle may disturb rubber collection. Another partici-
pant said oil palm plantations are a better feed source 
than mining sites, as “cattle get stuck on the slopes 
and mud of mining sites, and risk getting poisoned 
from drinking polluted water”.

In Sumber Baru village, where rice was grown, 
less than half the participants used oil palm understo-
rey as feed, instead feeding rice residues and grasses 
which they preferred, since “there is no feed in the 
plantation, if there was more grass my cattle would 
graze in the plantation”.

Often cattle owners were alerted by plantation 
workers of agrochemical applications. Consequently, 
about half the participants who grazed cattle in 
oil palm plantations steered clear of the area for 5 
to 6  days to avoid any ill-effect on their cattle. One 
smallholder farmer indicated that the effects of herbi-
cide had little consequence on animal health, and they 
therefore did not avoid the areas with recent agro-
chemical application.

Another implication of herbicide application as 
raised by four smallholders was that it reduces cattle 
feed availability. On the other hand, one of them tried 
to make the most of oil palm management by grazing 
their cattle in recently pruned oil palm blocks, mak-
ing freshly pruned oil palm fronds available as cattle 
feed. An opinion raised by two participants was that 
cattle grazing is beneficial for the oil palm planta-
tion, through manure production and weed control by 
grazing.

Discussion

Cattle production was an attractive activity for small-
holder farmers in the study area as shown by a num-
ber of participants who had recently commenced 
their cattle production enterprise. Cattle were val-
ued for economic stability, for insurance in times of 
emergency and they hold socio-cultural importance 
(Anderson 2003; Rohaeni et  al. 2019; Widi 2015; 
Zali 2019). Nevertheless, all participants relied on 
other income sources. In smallholder farming in 
Indonesia it is generally accepted that cattle, although 
important, are secondary to crop farming (Agus and 
Widi 2018). The reliance on other income sources for 

household livelihood might reduce the capacity of 
smallholder farmers to invest land, time and labour 
in scaling-up cattle production. Although this study 
looked at cattle production in palm oil producing 
areas, opportunities exist to explore the potential of 
small ruminant production under oil palms.

Labour availability and the risk of cattle theft 
were the two most important determinants of cat-
tle management when grazing. Labour availability 
determined time spent herding during the day, and 
when possible, all smallholder farmers penned cattle 
at night to avoid cattle theft. For those participants 
for whom cattle penning was not feasible, a training 
opportunity exists to improve competencies in animal 
handling to ensure easier control. The risk of cattle 
theft highlights the need to increase cattle stock secu-
rity when grazing. Zamri-Saad and Azhar (2015) and 
Tohiran et al. (2017) report cattle theft as an outstand-
ing problem for large oil palm plantations in Malay-
sia, whereas Rohaeni and Hartono (2014) highlight it 
as a threat for smallholders in South Kalimantan spe-
cifically. In Australia, an important pathway towards 
preventing cattle theft is the ‘National Livestock 
Identification Scheme’, which tracks individual ani-
mals from birth to slaughter (Anderson and McCall 
2005). This solution might not fit seamlessly into the 
Indonesian environment due to the large number of 
smallholders involved in cattle production, so more 
culturally sensitive strategies for reducing cattle theft 
should be developed. Communal penning was origi-
nally developed to prevent poaching, by ensuring 
constant supervision (Dahlanuddin et  al. 2016). In a 
similar way, communal grazing might be a deterrent 
against cattle theft, although it might not offer suffi-
cient protection against armed poachers.

In Sumber Baru, where rice was produced, oil 
palm plantations were not perceived as a reliable 
feed source. The perception of insufficient feed 
quantity was most likely related to the relative 
availability of alternative feed sources in the form 
of rice residues and weeds from cropping areas, 
although understorey availability may be lower in 
the surrounding oil palm plantations (e.g. due to 
older plantations or the use of herbicides (Wong 
et  al. 2005)). Labour-efficiency was also higher 
for these farmers when collecting feed from near-
by cultivated lands rather than more distant planta-
tions. The use of oil palm processing by-products 
for feed is a missed opportunity for cattle oil-palm 
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integration. Increased access for local smallholders 
to these by-products could increase cattle productiv-
ity (Suryana and Yasin 2015).

An additional solution to improving cattle produc-
tivity is introducing forage species which increase 
understorey availability, persistence and quality (Kali-
gis et  al. 1995; Wilson and Ludlow 1991): although 
volunteer species are persistent under local man-
agement conditions, their productivity is generally 
low (Stür and Shelton 1991). In Malaysian oil palm 
plantations, understorey availability three years after 
planting was between 6 and 10 t dry matter (DM) per 
hectare but decreased to 0.4 t DM/ha four years later 
after full canopy closure (Chen 1991; Wan Mohamed 
et  al. 1987). The use of the shade-tolerant forage 
Stenotaphrum secundatum is a promising forage spe-
cies in young oil palm plantations but is untested in 
older plantations with closed canopies (Hutasoit et al. 
2020). Although suitable introduced forage species 
have been identified for coconut plantations, more 
research is required on suitable understorey species 
for oil palm plantations, where light transmission is 
lower (Bremer et al. 2022). In addition, the possible 
barriers to adoption and the profitability of introduc-
ing understorey species needs to be examined (capital 
and labour investments and returns generated (Mullen 
1995)).

Understorey was a crucial feed source for those 
smallholders without access to alternative feed 
sources (e.g. communal grazing land or crop resi-
dues). These smallholders viewed the plantation 
understorey as ‘free feed’ which required minimal 
labour and financial contributions. Combined with 
individual cattle management, the perception of ‘free 
feed’ raises the issue of ‘tragedy of the commons’, 
where overconsumption of the communal resource 
eventually leads to everybody’s detriment. In this 
scenario the overuse of the understorey might lead to 
overgrazing and the depletion of feed resources.

The transmigration scheme endowed people 
with 2  ha or less of oil palm plantation, a size well 
below the recommended cattle stocking rate (in 
Malaysia) of one head of cattle per four hectares of 
oil palm plantation (Ab Rahman et  al. 2008; Kamil 
Azmi et al. 2014). The average herd of 4 head of cat-
tle in this study would therefore require 16 ha of oil 
palm plantation to cover feed requirements, an area 
unlikely to be met by many smallholders. This issue 
of land shortage highlights the importance of a good 

rapport with the surrounding oil palm owners, allow-
ing access to their plantations for cattle grazing.

Although in the study region smallholder farmers 
were allowed to graze their cattle in the plasma areas, 
many large-scale plantations are reluctant to have cat-
tle in oil palm plantations because of concerns over 
stock damage to young trees, soil compaction and 
overall decrease in oil palm yields (Devendra 2004). 
These concerns are exacerbated under uncontrolled 
grazing conditions, which could lead to overgrazing 
and/or underutilization. Currently, research has not 
demonstrated positive or negative impacts of cat-
tle grazing in oil palm plantations on soil fertility or 
oil palm yields, through manure deposition, reduced 
competition from the understorey, or spread of dis-
eases by cattle (Bremer et al. 2022). Further investi-
gation on this topic could either promote or impede 
the development of cattle production in oil palm plan-
tations. If outcomes are positive, large-scale planta-
tions might decide to run their own cattle production 
enterprise on the plantation.

Systematic or targeted grazing (grazing at a par-
ticular time, for a specific duration and a set intensity 
to accomplish vegetation management goals (Frost 
et al. 2012)) could prevent overgrazing, while allow-
ing synchronisation of cattle grazing with plantation 
management (e.g. avoiding areas of recent agro-
chemical application, or promoting the use of recently 
pruned oil palm fronds as feed). Although not men-
tioned by the participants, controlled grazing could 
also ensure estate operations (e.g. harvesting) are not 
disrupted, while well-timed grazing could potentially 
decrease plantation weeding costs (Ayob and Kabul 
2009; Mohd Azid 2008). Communal cattle manage-
ment could establish systematic grazing and avoid the 
‘tragedy of the commons’, where the resource is over 
utilised and degraded because access is not controlla-
ble. For this to be possible, transparent and equitable 
relationships between cattle holders and with planta-
tion owners are necessary (Zen et al. 2006). A com-
munal and systematic grazing system does however 
present certain barriers for smallholder cattle own-
ers with greater distances between home dwellings 
and grazing areas resulting in increased management 
and labour requirements and increased cattle theft 
concerns.

Compared to fattening, cattle breeding is gen-
erally accepted by smallholder farmers as provid-
ing longer-term income, savings and asset building 
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properties, requiring less feed inputs and initial 
capital (Agus and Widi 2018; Mahendri 2019; Mar-
tojo 2012; Rohaeni et  al. 2019; Widi 2015). The 
high proportion of breeders in the study area is in 
line with the national average of 71% of cattle pro-
ducing households having breeders (Badan Pusat 
Statistik 2011). Larger herds in mixed enterprises 
can be explained by the keeping of calves, breed-
ers and fattened cattle, whereas calves are sold off at 
weaning in breeding-only enterprises. The adoption 
of breeding and mixed cattle production enterprises 
ensures a constant presence of breeders, therefore 
increasing herd sizes.

Contracting cattle (whether for breeding or fat-
tening) was a ‘stepping stone’ towards owning cattle 
for smallholders. It is also generally accepted cattle 
contracting provides a low-risk entry point to cattle 
husbandry by avoiding a large financial outlay. Widi 
et  al. (2004), state “Resource-poor farmers can get 
access to cattle through traditional sharing and for-
mal credit”, and Djaelani et al. (2009), explain cattle 
contracting is an effective means of increasing farmer 
income and the overall cattle population. The pres-
ence of farmer group and government organised cat-
tle contracting schemes is favourable for smallholder 
cattle production.

Most participants had small herds of Bali cattle. 
The three participants with Limousin or Brahman 
cattle obtained these exotic breeds through the gov-
ernmental contracting schemes, explained by the gov-
ernmental drive to adopt breeds with higher growth 
rates and larger carcasses (Agus and Widi 2018; Widi 
2015). Bali cattle remained the most prevalent breed, 
most likely since it is easily sourced, has high fertil-
ity, minimal health problems and is adapted to local 
environmental conditions (e.g. low-quality feed) 
(Djajanegara and Diwyanto 2001; Lisson et al. 2010; 
Mahendri 2019; Martojo 2012; Matondang and Talib 
2015). Small herd sizes and the prevalence of lower 
productivity Bali breed (compared to exotic breeds) 
might be barriers to expanding smallholder cattle pro-
duction. Currently most research on cattle-oil palm 
integrated farming systems has concentrated on large 
estates or experimental plantations with exotic cattle 
breeds (e.g. Fawzi Hj et al. 1998; Gopinathan 1998; 
Latif and Mamat 2002; Tohiran et al. 2019). There is 
presently limited information on the potential produc-
tivity of exotic and Bali breed cattle under a small-
holder oil palm farming system, information crucial 

to assessing the productivity and appeal of small-
holder integrated farming systems.

The Indonesian transmigration programme has 
strongly shaped land use patterns in the study region, 
by defining the onset of farming in the 1980’s, the 
ethnicity of the participants and their demographic 
profile. As opposed to the indigenous population, the 
transmigrants were not dependent on forest resources 
for survival (Rist et  al. 2010). Participants’ occupa-
tion was related to the timing of transmigration: ear-
lier transmigrants were introduced to oil palm and 
rubber production, whereas later transmigrants ful-
filled other full-time occupations (e.g. labourers, mer-
chants). This smallholder profile is explained by the 
shift in transmigration programme priorities in the 
early 2000’s, with a new category of ‘Independent 
transmigrant’ receiving a house and expected to fill 
labourer shortage in the transmigration towns (Potter 
2012). The participants came from islands where the 
majority of the population is Muslim, which explains 
why none of the households produced pork. The par-
ticipants in this study were relatively uniform in their 
socio-demographic profile, and it is representative 
of a wider population of transmigrants in Indone-
sia. Not only are male-headed households typical in 
Indonesia (83% of Indonesian households are male-
headed (Roemling and Qaim 2013)), the transmigra-
tion scheme also relocated people to other islands 
(e.g. Sumatra and Sulawesi), under similar terms and 
conditions as the ones described in this study (small-
holder plasma oil palm farmers, with similar land 
and work opportunities). Up to 2003, 400,000 set-
tler households (representing 2 million people) were 
translocated to be part of palm oil nucleus-estate 
smallholder programmes similar to the one in the 
study area (Widyatmoko and Dewi 2019).

Conclusion

Smallholder cattle production in oil palm plantations 
presents a potential opportunity for smallholders 
given the cultural and economic importance of cat-
tle and the presence of oil palm understorey as a feed 
resource. Cattle contracting schemes support this inte-
gration by providing an entry point for smallholder 
cattle production, while the presence of breeders is 
advantageous for ensuring continuous cattle pres-
ence and increasing local herd sizes. Uncontrolled 
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grazing, limited areas of individually owned oil palm 
plantations, and the understorey being perceived as 
low-cost feed highlight the issue of ‘tragedy of the 
commons’: overgrazing and depletion of the feed 
resources. Co-operative arrangements to ensure sus-
tainable grazing could be developed to address this 
issue, simultaneously reducing the risk of cattle theft. 
These arrangements would however require good rap-
port between cattle farmers and plantation owners, 
which, combined with increased labour and travelling 
distances for grazing could hinder implementation. 
Currently, large scale oil palm estates are generally 
reluctant to let cattle graze in their plantation due to 
concerns over tree damage, soil compaction and yield 
decreases. To promote smallholder cattle grazing in 
large scale oil palm plantations, additional informa-
tion on the impacts of cattle grazing on the oil palm 
understorey and on oil palm yield is required, which 
would address the concerns of plantation owners.

Acknowledgements  I am grateful for receiving Indonesian 
government visa and research permit and being part of the 
IndoBeef programme. I am appreciative of assistance received 
by Mr Roshif Syahdan and Wahyu Darsono during the field-
work and I would like to thank all the participants for their 
willingness to share their experiences with us.

Author’s contributions  Conceptualisation: JAB; Method-
ology: JAB, LALdB; Validation: FC; Formal analysis: JAB; 
Investigation and Resources: JAB, WD; Data curation and 
Writing—Original Draft: JAB; Writing—Review and Editing: 
JAB, LALdB, RGBS, FCC, WD, TDS; Visualisation: JAB; 
Supervision: LALdB, FCC, RGBS, TS.

Funding  Open Access funding enabled and organized by 
CAUL and its Member Institutions. This research was sup-
ported by a Crawford Fund student scholarship, an Austral-
ian Government Research Training Program (RTP) scholar-
ship, and the Australian Centre for International Agricultural 
Research (Project LS/2015/047).

Availability of data and material  The dataset generated and 
analysed during the current study are available from the cor-
responding author on reasonable request.

Code availability  Not Applicable.

Declarations 

Conflict of interest  The authors have no competing interests 
to declare that are relevant to the content of this article. Author 
Wahyu Darsono is employed by PT Simbiosis Karya Agroin-
dustri, a subsidiary company of palm oil producing company 
Buana Karya Bhaki that is considering oil palm—cattle integra-
tion.

Ethics approval  All activities in this research were approved 
by the University of New England Human Research Ethics 
Committee (approval HE19-156). A research permit (342/E5/
E5.4/SIP/2019) and visa (VITAS No: 2A1311EB0365-T) were 
obtained for research in Indonesia.

Consent to participate  Written informed consent was 
obtained prior to the interview.

Consent for publication  All participants signed informed 
consents regarding publishing their data and photographs.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Com-
mons Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits 
use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any 
medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the 
original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Crea-
tive Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The 
images or other third party material in this article are included 
in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not 
included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your 
intended use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds 
the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly 
from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit 
http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

References

Ab Rahman AK, Abdullah R, Mohd Shariff F, Simeh M (2008) 
The Malaysian palm oil supply chain: the role of the inde-
pendent smallholders. Oil Palm Ind Econ J 8:17–27

Adhiati M, Bobsien A (2001) Indonesia’s transmigration pro-
gramme—an update. In: Adhiati M, Bobsien A (eds) Sec-
ondary Indonesia’s transmigration programme—an update

Agus A, Widi TSM (2018) Current situation and future pros-
pects for beef cattle production in Indonesia—a review. 
Asian Australas J Anim Sci 31:976–983. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​5713/​ajas.​18.​0233

Anderson S (2003) Animal genetic resources and sustainable 
livelihoods. Ecol Econ 45:331–339. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/​S0921-​8009(03)​00088-0

Anderson KM, McCall M (2005) Farm crime in Australia. In: 
Anderson KM, McCall M (eds) Secondary farm crime 
in Australia. Australian Government Attorney-General’s 
Department, Canberra

Arifin B, Achsani NA, Martianto D, Sari LK, Firdaus AH 
(2018) Modeling the future of Indonesian food consump-
tion. In: Arifin B, Achsani NA, Martianto D, Sari LK, Fir-
daus AH (eds) Secondary modeling the future of Indone-
sian food consumption, Jakarta

Ayob M, Kabul MH (2009) Cattle integration in oil palm plan-
tation through systematic management. International sem-
inar on animal industry. Faculty of Animal Science, Bogor 
Agricultural University, Bogor

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.5713/ajas.18.0233
https://doi.org/10.5713/ajas.18.0233
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0921-8009(03)00088-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0921-8009(03)00088-0


1035Agroforest Syst (2022) 96:1023–1037	

1 3
Vol.: (0123456789)

Badan Pusat Statistik (2011) Pendataan sapi potong, sapi perah 
dan kerbau 2011 (PSPK2011). Badan Pusat Statistik, 
Jakarta, Indonesia

Badan Pusat Statistik (2019a) Luas Tanaman Perkebunan Men-
urut Provinsi 2011–2019a. In: Indonesia BPSB-S (ed), 
Jakarta, Indonesia

Badan Pusat Statistik (2019b) Produksi Tanaman Perkebunan 
Menurut Propinsi dan Jenis Tanaman, Indonesia (000 
Ton). In: Indonesia BPSB-S (ed), Jakarta, Indonesia

Badan Pusat Statistik (2021) Provinsi Kalimantan Selatan 
dalam angka 2021. In: Badan Pusat Statistik (ed) Second-
ary Provinsi Kalimantan Selatan dalam angka 2021. Sela-
tan BPK

Bremer JA, Lobry de Bruyn LA, Smith RGB, Cowley FC 
(2022) Knowns and unknowns of cattle grazing in oil 
palm plantations—a review. Agron Sustain Dev 42:17. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s13593-​021-​00723-x

Chen C (1991) Cattle productivity under oil palm in Malay-
sia. In: Shelton HM, Stur WW (eds) Forages for planta-
tion crops Australian Centre for International Agricul-
ture Research, Sanur Beach, Bali, Indonesia

Dahlanuddin ZL, Sutaryono Y, Hermansyah PK, McDon-
ald C, Williams L, Corfield J, van Wensveen M (2016) 
Scaling out integrated village management systems to 
improve Bali cattle productivity under small scale pro-
duction systems in Lombok, Indonesia. Livst Res Rural 
Dev 28:1–13

Devendra C (2004) Integrated tree crops-ruminants systems—
potential importance of the oil palm. Outlook Agric 
33:157–166. https://​doi.​org/​10.​5367/​00000​00042​530231

Devendra C (2008) Integration and integrated systems: enhanc-
ing potential impacts with ruminants in oil palm planta-
tions. Planter 84:355–367

Direktorat Jenderal Peternakan dan Kesehatan Hewan (2020) 
Statistik peternakan dan kesehatan hewan 2020. Livestock 
and animal health statistics 2020. Kementerian Pertanian, 
Jakarta, Indonesia

Djajanegara A, Diwyanto K (2001) Development strategies 
for genetic evaluation of beef production in Indonesia. In: 
Allen J, Na-Chiangmai A (eds) Development strategies 
for genetic evaluation for beef production in developing 
Countries. Australian Centre for International Agricultural 
Research, Khon Kaen Province

Djaelani S, Widiati R, Santosa KA (2009) Pemberdayaan 
Masyarakat melalui Proyek Gaduhan Sapi Potong di 
Kecamatan Oba Tengah dan Oba Utara, Tidore Kepu-
lauan, Maluku Utara (Project of Cattle Sharing System 
as a Means for Community Development in Oba Tengah 
and Oba Utara Subdistricts, Tidore Kepula. Bul Peternak 
33:40–48

Euler M, Schwarze S, Siregar H, Qaim M (2016) Oil palm 
expansion among smallholder farmers in Sumatra, Indo-
nesia. J Agric Econ 67:658–676. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​
1477-​9552.​12163

Fawzi Hj A, Zainudin MdN, Abdul Wahab Abd A (1998) Cat-
tle integration in oil palm—establishment and financial 
implications. Planter 74:319–332

Fitzherbert EB, Struebig MJ, Morel A, Danielsen F, Brühl CA, 
Donald PF, Phalan B (2008) How will oil palm expansion 
affect biodiversity? Trends Ecol Evol 23:538–545. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​tree.​2008.​06.​012

Frost R, Walker J, Madsen C, Holes R, Lehfeldt J, Cunningham 
J, Voth K, Welling B, Davis TZ, Bradford D (2012) Tar-
geted grazing: applying the research to the land. Rangel 
34:2–10. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2111/​1551-​501X-​34.1.2

Gatto M, Wollni M, Qaim M (2015) Oil palm boom and land-
use dynamics in Indonesia: the role of policies and socio-
economic factors. Land Use Policy 46:292–303. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​landu​sepol.​2015.​03.​001

Gayatri S, Vaarst M (2015) The implementation of Indonesia’s 
Beef Self-Sufficiency Programme (BSSP) as seen from a 
farmer-family perspective. J Rural Community Dev 10

Google Maps (n. d.) [Google Map of Kalimantan Selatan]
Gopinathan N (1998) Cattle management in oil palm-ESPEK’s 

experience. Planter 74:503–514
Hadi PU, Ilham N, Thahar A, Winarso B, Vincent DP, Quirke 

D (2002) Improving Indonesia’s beef industry. In: Hadi 
PU, Ilham N, Thahar A, Winarso B, Vincent DP, Quirke 
D (eds) Secondary improving Indonesia’s beef industry, 
Canberra

Hamdan A, Sumantri I, Hadi S, Rohaeni E, Yanti N, Chang C 
(2019) A market chain analysis of interisland cattle trade 
into South Kalimantan, Indonesia. In: IOP Conference 
Series: Earth and Environmental Science. IOP Publishing

Henuk YL, Hasnudi, Yunilas, Ginting N, Mirwandhono E, 
Hasnuddin, Ginting J, Bakti D, Rosmayati, Purba E, Hafid 
H, Kapa MMJ (2018) The integrated farming systems 
between cattle and oil palm plantation in Indonesia. In: 
Rodli AF (ed) 17th ADRI international conference. Per-
kumpulan Ahli and Dosen Republik Indonesia (ADRI), 
Ternate, Maluku Utara, Indonesia

Hutasoit R, Rosartio R, Elisier S, Sirait J, Antonius SH (2020) 
A shade tolerant forage, stenotaphrum secundatum, in the 
oil palm plantation to support cattle productivity. War 
30:51. https://​doi.​org/​10.​14334/​warta​zoa.​v30i1.​2489

IndoBeef (2018) IndoBeef—helping to improve the livelihoods 
of smallholder cattle farmers in Indonesia

Kaligis DA, Sumolang C, Mullen BF, Stür WW (1995) Pre-
liminary evaluation of grass-legume pastures under coco-
nuts in North Sulawesi. In: Mullen BF, Shelton HM (eds) 
Integration of ruminants into plantation systems in south-
east Asia. Australian Centre for International Agricultural 
Reseach, Lake Toba

Kamil Azmi T, Raja Zulkifli RO, Norkaspi K, Md Zainal 
RMR, Noor Khairani MB, Wahid O (2014) Transforming 
oil palm plantation for forage and livestock integration. 
Oil Palm Bull 1–12

Latif J, Mamat MN (2002) A financial study of cattle integra-
tion in oil palm plantations. Oil Palm Ind Econ J 2:34–44

Lisson S, MacLeod N, McDonald C, Corfield J, Pengelly B, 
Wirajaswadi L, Rahman R, Bahar S, Padjung R, Razak 
N (2010) A participatory, farming systems approach 
to improving Bali cattle production in the smallholder 
crop–livestock systems of Eastern Indonesia. Agric Syst 
103:486–497. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​agsy.​2010.​05.​002

Mahendri I (2019) Financing small-holder cattle fattening in 
Indonesia: integrating demand, supply and institutions. 
The University of Queensland, School of Agriculture and 
Food Sciences, St Lucia

Martojo H (2012) Indigenous Bali cattle is most suitable for 
sustainable small farming in Indonesia. Reprod Domest 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s13593-021-00723-x
https://doi.org/10.5367/0000000042530231
https://doi.org/10.1111/1477-9552.12163
https://doi.org/10.1111/1477-9552.12163
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2008.06.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2008.06.012
https://doi.org/10.2111/1551-501X-34.1.2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2015.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2015.03.001
https://doi.org/10.14334/wartazoa.v30i1.2489
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agsy.2010.05.002


1036	 Agroforest Syst (2022) 96:1023–1037

1 3
Vol:. (1234567890)

Anim 47:10–14. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1439-​0531.​
2011.​01958.x

Mastika IM (2003) Feeding strategies to improve the produc-
tion performance and meat quality of Bali cattle (Bos son-
daicus). In: Mastika IM (ed) Secondary feeding strategies 
to improve the production performance and meat quality 
of Bali cattle (Bos sondaicus)

Matondang RH, Talib C (2015) Integrated bali cattle develop-
ment model under oil palm plantation. War 25:147–157. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​14334/​warta​zoa.​v25i3.​1159

Mohd Azid K (2008) Successful development of a model for 
cattle integration in Sawit Kinabalu. Planter 84:813–819

Mullen BF (1995) Practical pasture establishment under plan-
tation crops. In: Mullen BF, Shelton HM (eds) Integration 
of ruminants into plantation systems in southeast Asia. 
Australian Centre for International Agricultural Research, 
Lake Toba

OECD (2021) Meat consumption (indicator)
Oosterveer P (2015) Promoting sustainable palm oil: viewed 

from a global networks and flows perspective. J Clean 
Prod 107:146–153. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jclep​ro.​2014.​
01.​019

Perkebunan DJ (2019) Statistik perkebunan Indonesia 2018–
2020. In: Perkebunan DJ (ed) Secondary Statistik perke-
bunan Indonesia 2018–2020. Sekretariat Direktorat 
Jenderal Perkebunan, Direktorat Jenderal Perkebunan, 
Pertanian K, Jakarat, Indonesia

Potter L (2012) New transmigration ‘paradigm’in Indonesia: 
examples from Kalimantan. Asia Pac Viewpoint 53:272–
287. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1467-​8373.​2012.​01492.x

Priyanti A, Hanifah VW, Mahendri I, Cahyadi F, Cramb RA 
(2012) Small-scale beef cattle production in East Java, 
Indonesia. In: 56th AARES annual conference. Australian 
Agricultural and Resource Economics Society, Fremantle

Quartermain AR (2004) Environmental implications of live-
stock production in Papua New Guinea. P N G J Agric for 
Fish 47:2–10

Rist L, Feintrenie L, Levang P (2010) The livelihood impacts 
of oil palm: smallholders in Indonesia. Biodivers Conserv 
19:1009–1024

Riswani MA, Yunita (2012) Analysis of factors influencing 
plasma farmer to adopt cattle and palm oil integrated sys-
tem in South Sumatra, Indonesia. Chemical, Biological 
and Environmental Engineering Conference (IPCBEE). 
International Association of Computer Science and Infor-
mation Technology Press (IACSIT), Phuket, Thailand

Rival A, Levang P (2014) Palms of controversies: oil palm and 
development challenges. Center for International Forestry 
Research, Bogor

Roemling C, Qaim M (2013) Dual burden households and 
intra-household nutritional inequality in Indonesia. Econ 
Hum Biol 11:563–573. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ehb.​
2013.​07.​001

Rohaeni ES, Hartono B (2014) Strategy of the sustainable 
development of beef cattle in Tanah Laut District, South 
Kalimantan, Indonesia. IOSR J Agric Vet Sci 7:49–57

Rohaeni E, Sumantri I, Yanti N, Hadi S, Hamdan A, Chang 
C (2019) Understanding the farming systems and cattle 
production in Tanah Laut, South Kalimantan. In: The 8th 
international seminar on tropical animal production IOP 
Publishing, Yogyakarta, Indonesia

Rondhi M, Pratiwi PA, Handini VT, Sunartomo AF, Budiman 
SA (2019) Agricultural land conversion and food policy 
in Indonesia: historical linkages, current challenges, and 
future directions. In: Mueller L, Eulenstein F (eds) Cur-
rent trends in landscape research. Springer, Cham, pp 
631–664

Smith SB, Gotoh T, Greenwood PL (2018) Current situation 
and future prospects for global beef production: over-
view of special issue. Asian Australas J Anim Sci 31:927. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​5713/​ajas.​18.​0405

Stür W, Shelton H (1991) Review of forage resources in planta-
tion crops of Southeast Asia and the Pacific. In: Shelton 
HM, Stur WW (eds) Forages for plantation crops. Austral-
ian Centre for International Agricultural Research, Sanur 
Beach, Bali

Stür W, Reynolds SG, Macfarlane D (1994) Cattle production 
under coconuts. In: Copland JW, Djajanegra A, Sabrani 
M (eds) Agroforestry and animal production for human 
welfare. Australian Centre for International Agricultural 
Research, Bali

Suryana YM (2015) Prospect of integrated palm oil—cattle 
development in South Kalimantan. J Penelit Pengemb 
Pertan 34:9–18

Talib C, Entwistle K, Siregar A, Budiarti-Turner S, Lindsay 
D (2003) Survey of population and production dynam-
ics of Bali cattle and existing breeding programs in 
Indonesia. In: Entwistle K, Lindsay DR (eds) Strategies 
to improve bali cattle in Eastern Indonesia. Australian 
Centre for International Agricultural Research, Bali

Thoenes P (2006) Biofuels and commodity markets–palm oil 
focus. Food and Agricultural Organization of the United 
Nations, Rome

Tohiran KA, Nobilly F, Zulkifli R, Maxwell T, Moslim R, 
Azhar B (2017) Targeted cattle grazing as an alternative 
to herbicides for controlling weeds in bird-friendly oil 
palm plantations. Agron Sustain Dev. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1007/​s13593-​017-​0471-5

Tohiran KA, Nobilly F, Zulkifli R, Ashton-Butt A, Azhar B 
(2019) Cattle-grazing in oil palm plantations sustainably 
controls understory vegetation. Agric Ecosyst Environ 
278:54–60. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​agee.​2019.​03.​021

Wan Mohamed WE, Hutagalung RI, Chen CP (1987) Feed 
availability, utilisation and constraints in plantation-
based livestock production system. In: Advances in 
animal feeds and feeding in the tropics. Malaysian Soci-
ety of Animal Production, Genting Highlands, Pahang, 
Malaysia

Widi T (2015) Mapping the impact of crossbreeding in 
smallholder farming systems in Indonesia. Animal Pro-
duction Systems. Wageningen University, Wageningen

Widi H, Steenstra F, Budisatria I, Baliarti E (2004) Livestock 
sharing arrangements in the Province of Yogyakarta 
Special Region-Indonesia, perspectives from differ-
ent Stakeholders. In: Widi H, Steenstra F, Budisatria I, 
Baliarti E (eds) Secondary livestock sharing arrange-
ments in the Province of Yogyakarta special region-
Indonesia, Perspectives from different Stakeholders

Widyatmoko B, Dewi R (2019) Dynamics of transmigra-
tion policy as supporting policy of palm oil plantation 
development in Indonesia. J Indones Soc Sci Humanit 
9:35–55. https://​doi.​org/​10.​14203/​jissh.​v9i1.​139

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0531.2011.01958.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0531.2011.01958.x
https://doi.org/10.14334/wartazoa.v25i3.1159
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2014.01.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2014.01.019
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8373.2012.01492.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ehb.2013.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ehb.2013.07.001
https://doi.org/10.5713/ajas.18.0405
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13593-017-0471-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13593-017-0471-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2019.03.021
https://doi.org/10.14203/jissh.v9i1.139


1037Agroforest Syst (2022) 96:1023–1037	

1 3
Vol.: (0123456789)

Wilson J, Ludlow M (1991) The environment and potential 
growth of herbage under plantations. In: Shelton HM, 
Stur WW (eds) Forages for plantation crops. Australian 
Centre for International Agricultural Research, Sanur 
Beach

Wong CC, Moog F, Chen CP (2005) Forage and ruminant 
livestock integration in tree crop plantations of South-
east Asia. In: Reynolds SG, Frame J (eds) Grasslands: 
developments, opportunities, perspectives. CRC Press, 
Boca Raton, pp 403–431

Zali M (2019) Factors affecting sustainable animal hus-
bandry development: evidence from Kalimantan. Adv 
Anim Vet Sci 7:866–875. https://​doi.​org/​10.​17582/​journ​
al.​aavs/​2019/7.​10.​866.​875

Zamri-Saad M, Azhar K (2015) Issues of ruminant inte-
gration with oil palm plantation. J Oil Palm Res 
27:299–305

Zen Z, Barlow C, Gondowarsito R (2006) Oil palm in Indo-
nesian socio-economic improvement: a review of options. 
Oil Palm Ind Econ J 6

Publisher’s Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard 
to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional 
affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.17582/journal.aavs/2019/7.10.866.875
https://doi.org/10.17582/journal.aavs/2019/7.10.866.875

	Prospects and problems: considerations for smallholder cattle grazing in oil palm plantations in South Kalimantan, Indonesia
	Abstract 
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Description of study area
	Selection of interview participants
	Interview methodology
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	Smallholder farmer profiles
	Settlement history
	Gender, age and education
	Main occupation and oil palm ownership patterns
	Cattle farming experience and farmers’ reasons for cattle husbandry

	Cattle herd characteristics
	Current cattle management
	Smallholder farmers’ perspective on cattle-oil palm integration

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements 
	References




