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Education, Thailand, in partnership with FAO. The series was initiated to support the 

Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) Work Plan on Education, 2016–2020 

implementation while Thailand was Chair of ASEAN in 2019 under the theme: 

“Advancing Partnership for Sustainability.” The briefs in this series offer critical 

interdisciplinary perspectives on agrifood systems from social and sustainability sciences.  
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An unstainable agrifood system.  Currently, food systems face multiple challenges and 

are one of the world’s greatest contributors to environmental damage, including 

agrochemical pollution, desertification, deforestation, drought, depleting aquifers, 

biodiversity loss and land degradation, and may be the world’s greatest contributor to 

climate change (IPCC, 2018; UNEP, 2016). Agrifood systems also depend on natural 

resources and environmental services, yet many agriculture policies and practices 

undermine ecological foundations of global food and nutritional security (TEEB, 2018; 

UNEP, 2016). Moreover, during past decades, undernourishment, hunger and food 

insecurity persisted and grew. An estimated 1.6 billion people worldwide (22.8 percent of 

the population) were food insecure in 2015 when the United Nations Sustainable 

Development Goals (SDGs) were launched. Food insecurity increased to an estimated 2.3 

billion (or 30.4 percent) worldwide in 2020. The COVID-19 pandemic significantly 

exacerbated the situation with small-holder family farmers, rural communities, women, 

children and indigenous peoples still among the most vulnerable. In Southeast Asia, 

regional food insecurity has increased, affecting 96.8 million people (15.3 percent) in 2015 

since the launching of the SDGs to 18.8 percent of the population (around 125.5 million 

people) in 2020. In line with global trends, projections suggest that Southeast Asia is off 

track to meet the SDGs for zero hunger by 2030, while the global pandemic has created 

further vulnerabilities and future uncertainties (FAO et al., 2021, pp. 1, 10, 17, 18, 21, 22, 

passim). 

 

Paradigm shift to agro-ecology needed to meet SDGs, nurture agrobiodiversity and 

ensure climate resilience. Broad, urgent action is needed to transform agriculture 

practices, food systems, diets, economics, investments, trade, research, education and 

society by scaling-up realistic measures to achieve SDGs by 2030 and support COVID-19 

pandemic recovery amid the climate crisis. Scientific predictions suggest that we (now) 

have less than 10 years to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and limit global warming to 

1.5° C requiring adaptation and mitigation strategies to avert reduced crop yields, fisheries 

loss and livestock disease affecting long-term global food security (IPCC, 2018).  

Essentially “the world needs a paradigm shift … a two-track approach that drastically 

reduces the impact of conventional agriculture, on the one hand, and broadens… agro-

ecological production methods on the other…” (UNCTAD, 2013, p. i).  The International 

Panel of Experts on Sustainable Food similarly argued for a paradigm shift to a 

“fundamentally different model of agriculture based on diversifying farms and farming 

landscapes, replacing chemical inputs, optimizing biodiversity…to build long-term soil 

fertility, healthy agro-ecosystems and secure livelihoods” (IPES-Food, 2016, p. 2). In 

Southeast Asia especially, agro-ecology can be an important method to help meet SDGs 

while particularly protecting or enhancing agrobiodiversity as part of a sustainable food 

system (Nelles, 2018, pp. 3, 6–7). 

 

What is agro-ecology (AE)? AE is a polysemic concept with at least three core 

dimensions: science, movement and practice (Wezel et al., 2009). It promotes a systemic 

approach involving the whole food system. AE “is the development and application of 

ecological theory to the management of agricultural systems” including “the influence of 

social, economic, and political factors on the structure and success of farming systems” 

(Altieri and Francis, 1992, p. 89). Related practices include: agroforestry, organic 
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agriculture and conservation agriculture; integrated pest management or integrated crop 

management; system of rice intensification and integrated farming (Castella and Kibler, 

2015). “Farming with nature” or ecological agriculture also describes some AE elements 

that require better understanding, policy support and implementation. FAO defines AE as 

“an integrated approach that simultaneously applies ecological and social concepts and 

principles to the design and management of a sustainable and fair food system” (FAO, 

2018a). FAO also identified ten interconnected and interdependent elements of agro-

ecology – diversity; synergies; efficiency; resilience; recycling; co-creation/sharing of 

knowledge; human/social values; culture/food traditions; responsible governance; and 

circular/solidarity economy – to guide the transition towards sustainable agriculture and 

food systems (FAO, 2018a, p.15; FAO, 2018c). The High Level Panel of Experts (HLPE) 

on Food Security and Nutrition further suggests an agro-ecological approach to sustainable 

food systems (SFSs) is: 

…defined as one that favours the use of natural processes, limits the use of 

external inputs, promotes closed cycles with minimal negative externalities and 

stresses the importance of local knowledge and participatory processes that 

develop knowledge and practice through experience, as well as scientific 

methods, and the need to address social inequalities. (HLPE, 2019, p.39)  

 

Building upon the ten elements of agro-ecology developed by FAO, the HLPE elaborated a 

consolidated list of 13 principles organized around the three operational principles for 

SFSs: improve resource efficiency, strengthen resilience and secure social 

equity/responsibility (HLPE, 2019).   

 

Why study, teach, apply and scale-up AE?  Agro-ecology can contribute to multiple 

SDGs while realizing the aims of the Paris Climate Agreement, the Convention on 

Biological Diversity, the Convention to Combat Desertification, United Nations 

Declaration on Rights of Indigenous Peoples, United Nations Declaration on the Rights of 

Peasants and Other People Working in Rural Areas, and other international legal 

instruments. The current research, education and extension systems, however, do not 

adequately incorporate AE values, knowledge or tools (FAO, 2018a). Agroforestry, organic 

agriculture and conservation agriculture, for example, can reduce soil erosion, prevent 

desertification and help sequester carbon. Organic agriculture can help reduce CO2 

emissions and poverty while meeting other SDGs (ADB, 2015; FAO, 2011). A special 

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) report addressing food security, 

agriculture and land concerns underscored that:  

agroecology (including agroforestry), conservation agriculture and forestry practices, 

crop and forest species diversity, appropriate crop and forest rotations, organic farming, 

integrated pest management, the conservation of pollinators, rain water harvesting, 

range and pasture management, and precision agriculture systems” can “help adapt to 

and mitigate climate change while…combating desertification” that “are site and 

regionally specific… (IPCC, 2019, p. 24).  

 

And, the latest IPCC report with high confidence and greater urgency reinforced 

implications of anthropogenic climate change affecting agriculture and food security 

(IPCC, 2021, p. 39, passim).   
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Universities could partner with indigenous peoples, farmers, local experts, non-

governmental organizations, governments, and others to better assess AE knowledge, 

technologies and impacts for various international agreements, unique ecogeographies, 

sociocultural groups, gender issues, specific local community concerns, crop system 

diversity or resilience, climate conditions, mitigation strategies and countries.   

 

The key role of higher education institutions (HEIs).  For decades, many universities 

through their teaching, research agendas and employed graduates contributed significantly 

to a multitude of sustainable development problems that SDGs now aim to address. HEIs 

embraced Green Revolution technologies using conventional, mono-crop, agrochemical-

dependent agriculture without adequately protecting genetic crop diversity amid narrow, 

scientific specializations.  They did so often, collaborating with the international agriculture 

research system. This arguably saved millions of lives from starvation, but research and 

agrochemical input-dependent technical solutions often ignored many complex socio-

economic and agronomic problems while devaluing organic agriculture without adequately 

studying social issues or addressing environmental impacts (Nelles, 2011). In addition, top-

down technology transfer models typically discounted participatory, interdisciplinary and 

ecological approaches (Ison, 1990; Nelles, 2011). Many HEIs have still not adequately 

reformed teaching, research, learning or extension relationships with smallholder farmers 

to better serve rural communities (Acker and Gasperini, 2008; Nelles, 2016). Yet promising 

innovations in AE theory, research and teaching among some HEIs have been ongoing over 

the past few decades (e.g. Altieri and Francis, 1992; Anderson, Maughan and Pimbert, 

2019; Cely et al., 2021; Code, 2017; David and Bell, 2018; Francis et al., 2017). Now, 

there is also good potential for many HEIs to further transform their approaches and 

systems in order to better transition toward more sustainable food systems (HLPE, 2019). 

 

Five essential HEI pillars to support an agro-ecology-based transition.  A transition to 

SFSs requires mainstreaming and strengthening AE for agrifood system literacy (essential 

values, knowledge and skills) embraced across the university – from teaching to enabling 

policies, research incentives and curricula, to food services procurement, community 

engagement and extension services. Transformation of food systems through AE requires 

transformations in the approaches used to study, measure and assess agricultural 

performance, and shifting from uniformity of indicators (often narrowly based on “yield” 

and “productivity”) to a diversity of multi-dimensional indicators to address at least three 

core dimensions of sustainability – sociocultural, economic and ecological. The shift 

requires interdisciplinary knowledge and cross-departmental collaboration drawing from 

social and sustainability sciences, including rural development studies, sociology or 

anthropology, gender research, community health, political science, and other fields to 

better understand and empower peasant organizations, encourage genuine indigenous 

partnerships and support small family farming to complement agronomy, biology, botany 

and other technical fields for crop production knowledge.  

Five HEI pillars (common in many universities worldwide) are essential to building or 

strengthening AE foundations: curricula, scientific research, national and campus policies, 

university-based extension, and institutional assessment research with campus 

sustainability reporting elaborated on. 
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1. AE curriculum, learning resources and teaching. Critics long ago called for better 

integration of agro-ecology or agrifood sustainability issues into university 

curricula, learning and teaching (Ison, 1990; Altieri and Francis, 1992). In 

Southeast Asia, some institutions began reorienting their curricula toward 

sustainable agriculture, but others lagged (and still do) because of curriculum 

development approvals, lack of staff or faculty capacity or skills to teach 

sustainable agriculture, and faculty resistance or skepticism to change (Villareal et 

al., 2002). FAO more recently stressed the need to “redesign educational programs 

to integrate agro-ecology in the curriculum… (including) higher education...” 

(FAO, 2018b, p.112). A typical AE curriculum can include learning about 

agroforestry, organic agriculture, conservation agriculture, integrated pest 

management or integrated crop management, systems of rice intensification, and 

more.  But there are a lack of qualitative or quantitative studies about how AE is 

taught or learned in Southeast Asia. One curriculum reform-teaching challenge 

concerns critical thinking and problem-solving skills while learning AE content as 

well as specialized theory and technical knowledge in courses or academic 

programmes, typically agriculture or food systems studies. Another challenge 

relates to the context-specificity of agro-ecological sciences. It implies 

understanding ecological principles and their adaptation to a specific context, as 

opposed to conventional curricula that focus on specific “recipes” or “practices” 

under the premises of “one size fits all.” Agro-ecological curricula also favour 

multi-disciplinary approaches. They encourage mainstreaming AE-related ideas, 

values, content and perspectives across other disciplines, research fields, and 

courses such as rural sociology, anthropology, engineering, business, education, 

politics, law, indigenous studies, gender studies, medicine, health policy, 

sustainability science and environmental studies, agronomy, mathematics, genetics, 

biology and others. New AE education and research investments can address 

essential reforms and promote innovations crucial for COVID-19 pandemic 

recovery (FAO, 2021, pp. 7, 11; Nelles, 2019). Moreover, AE education 

mainstreaming can build AE competencies and skills to help students find or create 

decent green agriculture or food system jobs to genuinely serve rural and 

indigenous communities while protecting ecosystems. One Thai case study 

illustrates elements of one approach to document and assess organic agriculture 

curricula.  
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Similar or related studies are needed to better understand how AE is taught and 

learned in HEIs across Southeast Asia and beyond, and curricula needs to be 

improved to address gaps. 

 

2. Scientific research on AE evidence, partnerships and learning. There is still 

debate among scientists, farmers and policy-makers about land-use requirements or 

production capabilities of AE, or specific practices such as organic agriculture to 

“feed the world” while avoiding agro-chemical inputs or contentious genetically 

modified organisms and biotechnologies. Multidisciplinary research needs to better 

address AE critics with new studies providing reliable evidence on how AE can 

facilitate SFSs. More studies must improve organic agriculture assessments and 

methods for agro-ecological scaling up (DeLonge et al., 2016; Niggli et al., 2017). 

For example, preliminary analysis for Asia already demonstrates multiple organic 

agriculture values (ADB, 2015). But, if investments in general AE or, specific 

practices such as organic agriculture, are indeed cost-effective, then HEIs should 

collaborate with national and international agriculture research institutions (e.g. 

Consortium of International Research Centers), and development partners to study 

implications for the agro-ecology scaling up challenge.  Social and sustainability 

sciences generally need strengthening in agriculture research to achieve SDGs and 

encourage AE innovations (Nelles et al., 2021; Nelles, 2019; Nelles, Vize and 

Wun’gaeo 2014; Nelles, 2011). AE research investments must better include socio-

economic studies of AE costs and benefits (studying yields, income generation, 

environmental services, nutrition and health dietary improvements) for specific 

countries, product types, crop-fisheries-livestock systems, ecogeographies and 

communities. New research and knowledge co-creation tools can be developed to 

analyse AE performance (e.g. FAO, 2019). Egalitarian partnerships are also 

essential to document, analyse, apply and validate AE knowledge. Scientific 

Thai HEI case study: State of organic agriculture curriculum and teaching 

 

Agriculture is important to Thailand’s national economy and society (around 9 to 11 percent of gross 

domestic product), with some 6.5 million registered family farms. Thailand is known as the “kitchen of 

the world”, providing agrifood related jobs for farmers, processors, traders, exporters and street food 

vendors. But agriculture is still a major contributor to a multitude of environmental problems fueled by 

agrochemical dependency and abuse, with adverse social and health impacts while organic crops cover 

just 0.2 percent of cultivated land area, well below the global average of 1.4 percent. The role of HEIs in 

reproducing or promoting unsustainable agriculture needs closer study. Preliminary Thai data suggest 

that 49 HEIs of 120 universities reviewed in online documentation had agriculture programmes or 

courses. Among them, only 26 (half) offered one or more course(s) or teaching programmes on organic 

agriculture topics. Only one HEI, Thammasat University, offered a full Master’s Programme on organic 

farming management. Among the 49 HEIs, only Maejo University had an explicit aim, even a strategic 

“roadmap,” to become a leading university in organic agriculture so ultimately all courses, research 

farms, and food services on the campus would become fully organic. However, despite some progress in 

policy thinking, new curricula and limited government support for organic agriculture practices, there is 

still a lack of critical thinking or strategic, integrated long-term planning for sustainable agriculture or 

organic agriculture education in Thai higher education. Moreover, universities, despite some study or 

promotion of the late King’s sufficiency economy philosophy, still largely support agrochemical-

dependent approaches over more sustainable organic and sustainable agriculture alternatives in research, 

teaching or extension services (Visetnoi and Nelles, 2018, p. 4). 
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methodologies should especially include participatory AE research with rural 

communities, indigenous peoples, peasant organizations, family farmers, women’s 

groups, youth or students, and others.  They should prioritize understanding 

traditional knowledge systems, social-ecological relationships, diverse learning 

processes and evidence-based policies to encourage HEI reforms that enable and 

enhance AE transitions for sustainable food systems. 

 

3. National and campus policies for AE mainstreaming. Enabling policies and 

budgets (national and campus-specific) for AE mainstreaming in HEIs are essential 

for countering or mitigating the adverse effects of the currently unsustainable 

agrifood system. New AE education investments are vital to address multiple 

challenges exacerbated by the COVID-19 pandemic (FAO, 2021). Many issues 

need policy support to incentivize study and innovation to better design, promote 

and strengthen AE alternatives (particularly in the field and at rural community 

levels) while scaling-up best practices in new curricula, faculty teaching, research, 

campus sustainability in food services or procurement, extension services and more. 

A regional workshop on AE in higher education at Maejo University, 26–27 June 

2019, conducted a SWOT analysis (strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, threats) on 

related themes.  One small SWOT group on policies noted greater potential to work 

with Southeast Asia Ministers of Education Organization, in particular the - 
Southeast Asian Regional Center for Graduate Study and Research in Agriculture, 

and various regional university networks (e.g. Asian Association of Agricultural 

Colleges and Universities) as platforms to propagate AE. The group suggested the 

need to:  a) hold regular knowledge sharing meetings; b) solicit government support 

for research and development funding for AE and extension; c) set up a regional AE 

network or professional alliance; and d) develop university policies to support AE 

career paths of faculty members.   
 

SWOT analysis of Association of Southeast Asian Nations agro-ecology policies  

Strengths 

 National strategy to policy in organic 

agriculture  

 Structural reform – Thailand’s Ministry of 

Education, Ministry of Science and 

Technology, Ministry of Agriculture 

 Ecotourism and Agrotourism 

Weaknesses 

 Difficulty introducing AE in HEIs 

 Difficulty attracting young students to agriculture 

 Lack of promotion of AE (budget problems) 

 Lack of understanding of AE among faculty 

 Not supportive of career paths of faculty members 

 Lack of official network for AE 

Opportunities 

 Change young generation mindset to 

agriculture 

 Non-government and civil society 

organizations can bridge policy-makers & HEIs 

 University consortium – Southeast Asian 

Regional Center for Graduate Study and 

Research in Agriculture and other 

university networks 

 Integration budget for promoting organic 

agriculture helping farmers partnerships 

 AE products – higher prices 

Threats 

 Co-payment of tuition fees problematic when 

tuition is requested to be waived 

 Lack of policy in support of AE (e.g. Myanmar) 

 Standards for certification of organic products 

(i.e. costs are too high) 

Source: Chulalongkorn University, 2019   
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That SWOT analysis, from a small focus group, was part of one preliminary 

research output generated by various HEI partners from across Southeast Asia. 

While it was a useful first step, broader collaboration is needed to better analyse 

HEI policy issues through further identification, elaboration and in-depth study of 

data and operational imperatives to address the practical challenges arising. 

 

4. University-based rural extension, farmer services and AE evidence. Historically, 

universities have not served Asian rural communities well (Atchoarena and Holmes, 

2004). A weakened public extension sector and creeping privatization over the past 

decade encourages agrochemical dependency and inadequate public investments in 

independent science or farmer extension services for AE alternatives. It also 

reinforces farmer addiction to expensive and often unnecessary pesticides, 

herbicides, fertilizers and other toxic agrochemicals (Nelles and Visetnoi, 2016). 

Some preliminary studies also indicate that many universities still do not have 

agriculture extension offices or academic programmes (Nelles and Visetnoi, 2017). 

Moreover, many universities lack adequate vision, expertise or commitments to 

sustainable agriculture, rural youth or farmers. For example, in Thailand only 6 out 

of 49 universities teaching agriculture had extension programmes (Visetnoi and 

Nelles, 2018). Without further research, it is not clear how they promote AE 

approaches, and how HEIs contribute to reducing agrochemical use, changing 

farmer behaviour or long-term impacts on poverty reduction, environments, health, 

gender equality, human rights or food security (Nelles, 2015). However, rural 

advisory or extension services could be improved with HEI partnerships to better 

study impacts while assessing AE’s multiple values. In particular, there is a timely 

and important opportunity for academics to collaborate with farming communities, 

indigenous peoples and national agriculture extension services to test and 

implement a new tool for agro-ecology performance evaluation (TAPE). FAO 

developed this tool (2019) in collaboration with more than 70 experts to build 

evidence and collect data while encouraging the co-creation of new knowledge 

about sustainable agriculture and the multi-dimensional performance of agro-

ecological approaches. TAPE can provide an evidence-based framework for the re-

design of research and development programmes, as well as rural advisory services 

or extension programmes for their improved alignment with agro-ecology principles 

(FAO, 2019). 

 

5. Institutional sustainability assessments/reporting, evidence-based policy dialogue 

and reforms for AE. There are at least 6000 HEIs in Southeast Asia (ASEAN 

Secretariat, 2014), yet no publicly available or reliable databases collect, update or 

synthesize accurate statistics or document and assess HEI curricula, research or 

extension.  Moreover, specific data on AE curriculum, learning resources, policies, 

enrollments and extension services as well as their impacts on student career choice, 

communities, labour markets and society need to be systematically collected, 

compared and then used as evidence to inform academic administrators, policy-

makers and curriculum developers.  Educational, science and technology priorities 

for AE by governments, international agencies and others also need better mapping, 

assessment and higher priority in public investments and budgets. New work could 
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build on organic agriculture education mapping in the Thai case noted earlier, as 

well as university sustainability reporting trends (e.g. Adams, 2013). Some work 

has also begun among HEIs to study and assess their SDG progress and 

implementation (SDSN Australia/Pacific, 2017). It has recently included attention 

to SDG2-related issues in Southeast Asia some implicating agro-ecology (Nelles et 

al., 2021). Building on related work, HEIs partnering with FAO, donors and others 

could develop new or improved tools, methods, evidence and databases to better 

track and evaluate AE education, learning processes, research and extension outputs 

and impacts. Such work should especially encourage participatory research, multi-

disciplinary perspectives and egalitarian partnerships with small-holder farm 

families, local communities, indigenous peoples, rural youth or students, women’s 

groups, and others. Moreover, we must go beyond just documentation or reforming 

institutionally specific policies relevant to AE mainstreaming or innovations on 

individual campuses. We need to better gather and analyse relevant AE data while 

utilizing AE studies to inform evidence-based policy dialogues that encourage 

broader AE-related innovations and reforms in national public education, science 

and technology policies and budgets. Such efforts could help to mainstream AE 

knowledge, values and practices across more HEIs and society at large. Improved 

national policies, are essential to enable agro-ecological-educational transitions that 

support a sustainable food system. 

 

Conclusions and recommendations. Recent efforts have aimed at documenting, analysing 

and supporting sustainable agrifood systems among Southeast Asian universities and 

colleges while achieving the SDGs through regional cooperation (Nelles and Ferrand, 

2021; Nelles et al., 2021). With greater support for institutional reforms based on five 

pillars – curricula, research, extension, policies, and sustainability assessments/reporting – 

more HEIs could collaborate with FAO and other agencies, regional organizations, 

governments and donors to scale-up AE innovations and alternatives.  They all should:    

 

1. Commit to developing a regional agro-ecology learning and research strategy for 

the sustainable transformation of the Southeast Asian agrifood system.  

 

2. Systematically survey and document AE activities of HEIs in publications, 

student theses, policies, programmes, curricula, research agendas, projects, budgets, 

human resources, skills, training programmes and extension services in Southeast 

Asia. 

 

3. Synthesize, increase availability of and utilize results of national and local case-

specific, multi-disciplinary empirical evidence about multiple sociocultural, 

economic, environmental, agronomic and production values of agro-ecology, and 

contributing factors for AE transitions. Support academic partners with farmers to 

collect relevant data while mobilizing FAO’s new tool for agro-ecology 

performance evaluation.  

  

4. Monitor and evaluate agro-ecology policies, programmes, curricula, research 

agendas and farmer-scientist partnerships and activities among the 6000 plus HEIs 
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of the ASEAN region to document and understand measurable contributions of AE 

to achieving SDGs.   

 

5. Convene multi-stakeholder evidence-based policy dialogues on the multi-

disciplinary scientific bases for AE, aiming to overcome barriers to SFSs 

transitions, and reconcile technical, social, intellectual and political differences to 

upscaling AE in Southeast Asia  

 

6. Facilitate the development of evidence-based AE transition and upscaling plans 

for the HEI sector based on five pillars: a) curricula; b) research; c) extension; d); 

policies; and e) sustainability assessments/reporting to address AE learning, 

research and extension needs and gaps.  

 

7. Pilot a common AE curriculum with ASEAN for selected HEIs, including an 

introductory massive online open course for Southeast Asia. 

 

8. Design and launch an updateable online, open-source database of AE studies, 

education policies, courses, modules, programmes, student theses and research 

projects in Southeast Asia to assist teaching, reforms, academic mobility and 

exchange, and research collaboration.   

 

9. Produce and publish (triennially) a high-quality, data-rich, evidence-based, peer-

reviewed technical-analytical Report on the state of agro-ecology research, 

learning and extension in Southeast Asian higher education institutions, 

including national assessments and case studies with a companion volume on Best 

Practices and Programmes.  

 

10. Establish, build and grow a new Southeast Asian university network on agro-

ecological transitions (SEA-UNAET) to support and sustain regional teaching, 

learning, research collaboration, extension and capacity building for all the above. 

 



13 

 

References 

 

Acker, D. & Lavinia Gasperini, L. 2008. Education for rural people: what have we 

learned. Journal of International Agricultural and Extension Education, 15(1):25–34. 

 

Adams, C.A. 2013.  Sustainability reporting and performance management in universities: 

Challenges and benefits. Sustainability Accounting, Management and Policy Journal, 

4(3):384–392. 

 

ADB (Asian Development Bank). 2015. Organic agriculture and post-2015 development 

goals: building on the comparative advantage of poor farmers. Mandaluyong City, 

Philippines: Asian Development Bank. 

 

Altieri, M.A. & Francis, C.A. 1992. Incorporating agroecology into the conventional 

agricultural curriculum. American Journal of Alternative Agriculture, 7(1 & 2):89–92.  

 

Anderson, C.R., Maughan, C. & Pimbert, M.P. 2019. Transformative agroecology 

learning in Europe: Building consciousness, skills and collective capacity for food 

sovereignty.  Agriculture and Human Values, 36:531–547.  

 

ASEAN Secretariat. 2014. ASEAN State of Education Report 2013. Jakarta, ASEAN 

Secretariat. 

 

Atchoarena, D. & Holmes, K.  2004. The Role of Agricultural Colleges and Universities 

in Rural Development and Lifelong Learning in Asia. Asian Journal of Agriculture and 

Development, 2(1 & 2):15–24.  

 

Castella, J-C. & Kibler, J-F. June 2015.  Towards an agroecological transition in 

Southeast Asia: Cultivating diversity and developing synergies. Vientiane, Lao Peoples 

Democratic Republic, GRET.  

 

Celya, A.M.D., Cuajera-Nahuib, C.G., Escobar-Vasquezc, D., Torrico-Vallejosb, J., 

Aranibarb, R., Mendieta-Perez B. & Tapia-Ponceb, N. 2021. Transforming higher 

education in Bolivia by linking two contra-hegemonic movements: agroecology and the 

decolonial turn. International Journal of Qualitative Studies in Education, 1–18.  

 

Chulalongkorn University. 2019. REPORT (Final) Regional Workshop: Scaling-up 

Agroecology in ASEAN Higher Education to Meet SDGs and Ensure Climate Resilience, 

Maejo University, Chiang Mai, Thailand 26-27 June 2019. Bangkok: Chulalongkorn 

University. Available at https://ali-sea.org/online-library/ (accessed 3 March 2020) 

 

Code, J.M. 2017. Innovations in agroecology education: from bicycles to blended learning. 

Journal of Education, 197(3):34–45. 

 

David, C. & Bell, M. 2018. New challenges for education in agroecology. Agroecology 

and Sustainable Food Systems, 42(6):612–619. 

https://ali-sea.org/online-library/


14 

 

 

DeLonge, M.S., Miles, A. & Carlisle, L. 2016. Investing in the transition to sustainable 

agriculture. Environmental Science and Policy, 55:266–273. 

 

FAO. 2021. COVID-19 building back greener and more resilient: Contributions of 

agroecology to a “new normal” in Asia and the Pacific. Rome, FAO. 16 pp. (also available 

at http://www.fao.org/3/cb3114en/cb3114en.pdf). 

 

FAO. 2019. TAPE tool for agroecology performance evaluation 2019 – Process of 

development and guidelines for application. Test version. Rome, FAO.  98 pp. (also 

available at http://www.fao.org/3/ca7407en/ca7407en.pdf). 

 

FAO. 2018a.  Scaling-up agroecology initiative: Transforming food and agricultural 

systems in support of the SDGS. A proposal prepared for the International Symposium on 

Agroecology, 3–5 April 2018. 17 pp. (also available at 

http://www.fao.org/3/I9049EN/i9049en.pdf). 

 

FAO. 2018b.  Catalysing dialogue and cooperation to scale up agroecology: Outcomes of 

the FAO regional seminars on agroecology. Rome, FAO. 130 pp. (also available at 

http://www.fao.org/3/I8992EN/i8992en.pdf). 

 

FAO. 2018c. The 10 elements of agroecology: Guiding the transition to sustainable food 

and agriculture systems. Rome, FAO. 13 pp. (also available at 

http://www.fao.org/3/i9037en/I9037EN.pdf). 

 

FAO, 2011. Organic agriculture and climate change mitigation:  A report of the 

Roundtable on Organic Agriculture and Climate Change. Rome, FAO. 82 pp. (also 

available at http://www.fao.org/docrep/015/i2537e/i2537e00.pdf). 

 

FAO, IFAD, UNICEF, WFP and WHO. 2021. The State of Food Security and Nutrition 

in the World 2021. Transforming food systems for food security, improved nutrition and 

affordable healthy diets for all. Rome, FAO. 236 pp. (also available at 

http://www.fao.org/3/cb4474en/cb4474en.pdf ). 

 

Francis, C.A., Jensen, E.S., Lieblein, G. & Breland, T.A. 2017. Agroecologist education 

for sustainable development of farming and food systems. Agronomy Journal, 109(1):23–

32. 

 

HLPE (High Level Panel of Experts). 2019. Summary extract. Agroecological and other 

innovative approaches for sustainable agriculture and food systems that enhance food 

security and nutrition. A report by the High Level Panel of Experts on Food Security and 

Nutrition of the Committee on World Food Security. Rome, FAO. (full report forthcoming 

at www.fao.org/cfs/cfs-hlpe).  

 

IPCC (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change). 2021. Summary for policymakers. 

In: Climate Change 2021: The physical science basis. Contribution of Working Group I to 

http://www.fao.org/3/cb3114en/cb3114en.pdf
http://www.fao.org/3/ca7407en/ca7407en.pdf
http://www.fao.org/3/I9049EN/i9049en.pdf
http://www.fao.org/3/I8992EN/i8992en.pdf
http://www.fao.org/3/i9037en/I9037EN.pdf
http://www.fao.org/docrep/015/i2537e/i2537e00.pdf
http://www.fao.org/3/cb4474en/cb4474en.pdf
http://www.fao.org/cfs/cfs-hlpe


15 

 

the Sixth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Masson-

Delmotte, V., Zhai, P., Pirani, A., Connors, S.L., Péan, C., Berger, S., Caud, N., Chen, Y., 

Goldfarb, L., Gomis, M.I., Huang, M., Leitzell, K., Lonnoy, E., Matthews, J.B.R., 

Maycock, T.K., Waterfield, T., Yelekçi, O., Yu, R. & Zhou B. (eds.). Cambridge, UK, 

Cambridge University Press.   

 

IPCC.  2019.  IPCC special report on climate change, desertification, land degradation, 

sustainable land management, food security, and greenhouse gas fluxes in terrestrial 

ecosystems summary for policymakers approved draft: Summary for policymakers.  

Geneva, Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.  

 

IPCC. 2018. Global warming of 1.5 °C: Summary for policymakers. Geneva, 

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. 

 

IPES-Food. 2016. From uniformity to diversity: A paradigm shift from industrial 

agriculture to diversified agroecological systems. Brussels, International Panel of Experts 

on Sustainable Food Systems. 

 

Ison, R.L. 1990. Teaching threatens sustainable agriculture. Gatekeeper Series no. 21. 

London, International Institute for Environment and Development, Sustainable Agriculture 

and Rural Livelihoods Programme. 

 

Nelles, W.  2019. Tertiary sector perspectives on agricultural innovation systems (AIS) for 

sustainable development in Asia-Pacific tropics – A preliminary desk review and 

discussion paper. A study commissioned by the Asia-Pacific Association of Agricultural 

Research Institution, and the FAO Tropical Agriculture Platform. 29 p. (also available at  

http://www.apaari.org/web/wp-

content/uploads/downloads/2019/Tertiary%20Sector%20Perspectives%20on%20AIS.pdf). 

 

Nelles, W. 2018. Contexts, challenges and opportunities for agrobiodiversity 

mainstreaming, conservation and sustainable use in Southeast Asia. Working Paper, No 

2018-2. SEAMEO Regional Center for Graduate Study and Research in Agriculture, and 

the ASEAN Centre for Biodiversity. 45 pp. (also available at 

https://www.searca.org/~searca/knowledge-resources/1603-pre-download?pid=421).   

 

Nelles, W.  2016. Southeast Asian universities and rural sustainability. In: Purna Prasad 

Sharma and Shad Ahmad Kahn (eds.), Rural development in Bhutan., Proceedings of the 

Conference on Rural development: Prospects and challenges, 3–4 June 2016. Chukkha, 

Bhutan, Gaeddu College of Business Studies, Gedu. Phuentsholing: KMT Press PVT. 

 

Nelles, W.  2015. The right to organic/ecological agriculture and small-holder family 

farming for food security as an ethical concern. pp. 141–150. In: Hongladarom, S. (ed.). 

Food security and food safety for the twenty-first century – Proceedings of APSAFE2013. 

Singapore, Springer Science and Business Media Pte Ltd.    

 

http://www.apaari.org/web/wp-content/uploads/downloads/2019/Tertiary%20Sector%20Perspectives%20on%20AIS.pdf
http://www.apaari.org/web/wp-content/uploads/downloads/2019/Tertiary%20Sector%20Perspectives%20on%20AIS.pdf
https://www.searca.org/~searca/knowledge-resources/1603-pre-download?pid=421


16 

 

Nelles, W.  2011. Environmental education, sustainable agriculture, and the CGIAR: 

History and future prospects. Comparative Education Review, 55(3):398–423. 

 

Nelles, W. & Ferrand, P.  2021. Higher education for sustainable agriculture and 

agrifood systems to meet the Sustainable Development Goals in Southeast Asia: 

Challenges, opportunities and policy options for the Association of Southeast Asian 

Nations. Policy brief #1. Bangkok, FAO and Chulalongkorn University. 13 pp. (also 

available at http://www.fao.org/3/cb2681en/cb2681en.pdf). 

 

Nelles, W. & Visetnoi, S. 2018. Higher education on the rocky road to organic 3.0 in 

Thailand:  A synthesis of results from four research projects, 2014–2016. pp. 733–

736.  Presented at the Fifth ISOFAR Scientific Conference “Innovative Research for 

Organic 3.0”, 19th Organic World Congress, New Delhi, India, 9–11 November 

2017.  ISOFAR Congress Proceedings. (also available at http://www.orgprints.org/32352/). 

 

Nelles, W., Vize, S. & Wun’gaeo, S. 2014. Editorial introduction: social and sustainability 

sciences in South East Asia. International Social Science Journal, 65(217–218):143–145. 

  

Nelles, W., Visetnoi, S., Middleton, C. & Orn-in, T. 2021. Higher education institutions, 

SDG2 and agrifood sustainability: Lessons from Chulalongkorn University and Thailand. 

Environment, Development and Sustainability Journal.  Public access (read-only): 

https://rdcu.be/czDhK 

 

Niggli, U., Andres, C., Willer, H. & Baker, B.P. 2017. Building a global platform for 

organic farming research, innovation and technology transfer. Organic Agriculture, 7(3): 

209–224. DOI 10.1007/s13165-017-0191-9 

 

SDSN Australia/Pacific. 2017. Getting started with the SDGs in universities: A guide for 

universities, higher education institutions, and the academic sector. Melbourne. Australia, 

New Zealand/Pacific Edition, Sustainable Development Solutions Network. 

 

TEEB (The Economics of Ecosystems and Biodiversity). 2018. TEEB for agriculture 

and food: Scientific and economic foundations. Geneva, United Nations Environment. 399 

pp. (also available at http://teebweb.org/our-work/agrifood/reports/scientific-economic-

foundations/). 

 

UNEP (United Nations Environment Programme). 2016. Food systems and natural 

resources. A report of the working group on Food Systems of the International Resource 

Panel. Westhoek, H., Ingram J., Van Berkum, S., Özay, L. & Hajer M. Paris, International 

Resource Panel Secretariat, United Nations Environment Programme Division of 

Technology, Industry and Economics. 

 

UNCTAD (United Nations Conference on Trade and Development). 2013. Trade and 

Environment Review 2013 - Wake up before it is too late: Make agriculture truly 

sustainable now for food security in a changing climate. UNCTAD/DITC/TED/2012/3. 

Geneva, United Nations. 

http://www.fao.org/3/cb2681en/cb2681en.pdf
http://www.orgprints.org/32352/
https://rdcu.be/czDhK


17 

 

 

Villareal, R.L., Cedicol, E.C., Jayamankala, N. & Tuyen, B.C. 2002. Agricultural 

education’s response to the changing demand for quality trained human resources: The 

Southeast Asia experience. Journal of Southeast Asian Education, 3(2):157–181. 

 

Visetnoi, S. & Nelles, W. 2018. Organic agriculture education in Thai universities:  

National trends and student perceptions.  IOP Conference Series, Earth and Environmental 

Science 215. https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1755-1315/215/1/012024/pdf  

 

Wezel, A., Bellon, S., Doré, T. et al. Agroecology as a science, a movement and a 

practice. A review. Agronomy for Sustainable Development, 29: 503–515. (also available at 

https://doi.org/10.1051/agro/2009004).  

 

Web resources for further consultation 

 

 Agroecology Learning Alliance in South East Asia (https://ali-sea.org/online-

library/) 

 FAO Agroecology Knowledge Hub (http://www.fao.org/agroecology/home/en/)   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://doi.org/10.1051/agro/2009004
https://ali-sea.org/online-library/
https://ali-sea.org/online-library/
http://www.fao.org/agroecology/home/en/


18 

 

 

 

 

FAO Regional Office for Asia and the Pacific 

FAO-RAP@fao.org  

http://www.fao.org/asiapacific 

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations  

Bangkok, Thailand 

 

 

 

  

Some rights reserved. This work is available 
under a CC BY-NC-SA 3.0 IGO license 

Required citation: Nelles, W. & Ferrand, P., eds. 2021. Mainstreaming agro-ecology in Southeast Asian 

higher education for the Sustainable Development Goals: Challenges, opportunities and policy options – 

Policy brief #3. Bangkok, FAO & Chulalongkorn University. https://doi.org/10.4060/cb8046en  

©
 F

A
O

, 
2
0

2
1

 

C
B

8
0
4

6
E

N
/1

/1
2
.2

1
 

The views expressed in this information product are those of the 
author(s) and do not necessarily reflect the views or policies of FAO 

mailto:FAO-RAP@fao.org
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-sa/3.0/igo/
https://doi.org/10.4060/cb8046en

