CFSC SPECIAL REPORT

EATING LOCALL AND ACTING GLOBALLY:

US Community Food Security Activists Join Their International Counterparts

By Linda Elswick, Peter Mann and Thomas Forster

From June through early September three major international conferences addressed important issues of food, land and agriculture, making this the "summer of food summitry". The three events were long in preparation on the part of governments, intergovernmental organizations and civil society organizations and social movements. The first was the Rome World Food Summit - five years later and occurred from June 10-13. The second was the Adelboden (Switzerland) Conference on Sustainable Agriculture and Rural Development (SARD) in Mountain Regions occuring from June 17-22. The third was the Johannesburg (South Africa) World Summit on Sustainable Development (WSSD) held from August 25 - September 4.
Why, you might ask, are local food system advocates from the United States working in international processes such as these? The answer is simple: decisions made at international levels increasingly impact local communities, directly affecting the future of food and agriculture systems around the planet. Moreover, the US is a principal power in food, agriculture and land management decisions at the international level in ways that are often contrary to the hopes, aspirations and programs to reform the food and agriculture systems of our own society.

For the Community Food Security Coalition, international meetings such as these present opportunities to showcase the domestic movements that work for very different outcomes than what the US government presents and often strongarms other countries, especially developing countries, to accept. The US and major food and agriculture corporations push a model of industrial agriculture and a new "green" biotechnolocy revolution that has not worked for many US family farms and rural communities. The results of this model in the US and elsewhere are environmental degradation, deteriorating rural livelihoods and epidemic nutritional disease resulting from fast food culture. Many of the worlds' peoples are rejecting this model for food and agriculture systems, and they are greatly helped by knowing there is a growing US movement that agrees.

More specifically, the US advocates export commodity production for the world market rather than support for vibrant local food systems, undercutting those food systems by dumping low priced and subsidized US-grown commodities. The foods favored in the world trading system are usually different than what is grown and adapted locally, changing traditional dietary patterns with significant public health impacts. Emergency food aid (also a way to dump excess US production) now contains GMO products which became a hot issue in famine stricken Africa during the Johannesburg Summit. For the first time, developing countries have refused GMOs in humanitarian food relief, much to the consternation of US aid agencies and the food industry. In the recent US Farm Bill, a global school lunch program was funded, yet another way to dump excess products at US taxpayers expense. This policy is diametrically opposed to the US Farm-to-School movement, which sees school procurement as access to markets for family farmers who are frozen out of domestic markets due to low prices. 

As international clarity develops among the social movements on these topics, we find a rapid rise of a universal rights-based approach to food and agriculture development, otherwise known as "food sovereignty". The articulation of this approach is very consistent with the definition and practice of community food security in the US and Canada. Together with the articulation of this new paradigm are new platforms calling for greater access to resources, scaling up of the "agroecological model", and greater involvement of marginalized populations (small farmers, Indigenous Peoples, fisherfolk, forest dwellers, and all women in agriculture) in the decision-making processes at national and international levels. See Peter Mann's articles for more on this as well as the reports from African small farmers organizations and the Agriculture Commission in Johannesburg. This "new paradigm" of course did not begin this summer, but has been in the process of global consensus building ever since the Rio Earth Summit in 1992 (know as the "mother of summits") and continuing through numerous parallel civil society summits and social movement processes over the last 10 years.

The SARD Initiative launched at the Johannesburg Summit is one manifestation of call to place civil society at the center of food and agriculture development (see related article by Thomas Forster). In the articles and reports collected here these and other issues are explored. Peter Mann offers reflections on the World Food Summit and the Johannesburg Summit. Frances Moore Lappe provides a glimpse at what is dividing a world on the edge of hope and disaster. Linda Elswick edited a longer report on the remarkable Small Farmers Convergence at the same summit. One of the principle civil society consensus products of the summit is the Agriculture Commission Report, included here in its entirety.  The long road to launching a civil society-led SARD Initiative is summarized in relation to the most similar US program, the USDA Community Food Projects Program. Finally, as a guide to your further research, key websites and a summary of summit outcomes and what lies next is included in the boxes.
It would be remiss not to acknowledge that the occasion of this report is the Eating Locally, Acting Globally Conference of the Community Food Security Coalition. This meeting in Seattle falls nearly three years after Seattle stopped the WTO and kick-started the anti-globalization movement. The World Trade Organization (WTO) hung like a dark cloud over the meetings reported on here, and food and agriculture issues are key in current WTO negotiations. We citizens of the US must understand the world is less divided on issues of war and terrorism than it is on the subject on how the planet feeds itself, though you would not know this from mainstream US media. But then few knew how important food and agriculture issues were in the Battle of Seattle while watching street violence and police actions. 

As a gesture to better communicate the international developments to US advocates of local and community food systems, the Community Food Security Coalition will launch an "international linkages committee" at this meeting. The International Partners for Sustainable Agriculture will help coordinate the committee, and future developments will be posted on the Coalition website.

For more information contact Linda Elswick, ipsa@igc.org, or Peter Mann, peter@worldhungeryear.org.

___________________________________________________________________________________

Linda Elswick is co-director of International Partners for Sustainable Agriculture (IPSA) and Director of Sustainable Agriculture at the Humane Society of the US.  Peter Mann, World Hunger Year, is a board member of CFSC and a member of IPSA. Email ipsa@igc.org.  Thomas Forster is the Policy Director of the Community Food Security Coalition. Email thomas@foodsecurity.org. All three represented the Community Food Security Coalition and US local food systems networks as delegates to the Global Forum on Food Sovereignty during the World Food Summit - five years later. Linda and Thomas attended  the Conference on Sustainable Agriculture in Mountain Regions and all three attended  the World Summit on Sustainable Development. IPSA provides information and secretariat services to grassroots and civil society networks related to food and agriculture issues intergovernmental processes. Together they wrote and edited the contributions that follow.

___________________________________________________________________________________

BEYOND THE WORLD FOOD SUMMIT: THE GLOBAL FORUM ON FOOD SOVEREINGTY

"Problems cannot be solved at the same level of awareness that created

them." -- Albert Einstein

by Peter Mann with Shannon Johnsen

The World Food Summit: five years later Review (WFS/fyl), held in Rome from

June 10-13, 2002, was widely seen as unsuccessful, but the reasons given for

its failure depend on who is speaking. The failure is clear. World leaders

pledged at the 1996 World Food Summit to cut global hunger in half by 2015 -

from 800 million to 400 million - and this has failed to happen. At the

present rate of progress, we will not even approach the target until 2050.

The level of awareness that created the problem has seemingly not changed.

The Food and Agriculture Organization of the UN (FAO), host of the

conference, blamed the lack of political will to implement the WFS pledges.

European Union representatives claimed that FAO's strategy for tackling

world hunger was at fault. The World Food Program saw school feeding as the

solution to reducing hunger for school-age children. The U.S. delegation to

the Rome Summit, fresh from the 2002 Farm Bill and its corporate welfare for

the largest U.S. farms, opposed the right to food, and seemed mainly

interested in promoting biotechnology and genetically-modified foods as its

solution to world hunger. At WFS/fyl it became clear, once again, that much

of the power to shape the world food system has passed out of the United

Nations into the World Trade Organization and the World Bank.

What If The Analysis Is Wrong?

Social movements represented by 1000 farmers, fisher folk, farm workers,

food workers, indigenous peoples, women's organizations, trade unions,

activists and researchers came together in Rome from June 8-13 for an

alternative summit, the Global Forum on Food Sovereignty. In their view, the

whole WFS analysis on why people are hungry and how to end world hunger is

mistaken anyway, and the political will is also lacking. The Global Forum

saw the reasons for food insecurity differently, and the solutions it

proposed were radically different also.

Already at the World Food Summit in 1996, civil society organizations

contested the official faith in the "free market" as the solution to food

security. How could corporate-controlled markets meet the needs of the 1.2

billion people who cannot even enter the market since they live on less than

one dollar per day? They warned that the deregulated market approach to

global food security would increase inequality, drive more farmers off the

land, and end with the destruction of local food security through the

dumping of cheap food from the U.S. and Europe. This has proven to be true.

The 2002 Global Forum in its final statement denied that the 1996 WFS Plan

of Action had failed "because of lack of political will and resources, but

rather it has failed because it supports policies that lead to hunger,

policies that support economic liberalization for the South and cultural

homogeneity backed by military force. Only fundamentally different policies,

which are based on the dignity and livelihoods of communities can end

hunger. We affirm our belief that this is possible and urgently needed."

Food Sovereignty

"Food Sovereignty" - the right of peoples, communities and countries to

define their own food and land policies in a sustainable and democratic

way - was the alternative put forward at the Global Forum. Instead of

international trade priorities, the priority is now on food production for

domestic and local markets. Fair prices for farmers, not low-price, dumped

imports, are needed. Access to land, water, forests and fishing areas is a

priority. Women's roles in creating local food security must be recognized

and promoted. Seeds, the basis of food and life itself, must be protected.

The Global Forum was not simply an arena to put forward radical proposals

that might have little hope of realization. It was a meeting in which social

movements came to the fore and claimed power. In order to achieve Food

Sovereignty, the Forum resolved, for example, to 

· strengthen our social movements, and develop the organizations of farmers,  women, indigenous peoples, workers, fisher folk and the urban poor in each of our countries 

· advance regional and international solidarity and cooperation 

· struggle to achieve genuine agrarian and fisheries reform including the rights of workers to organize, and the rights of women and Indigenous Peoples.

Seeds of Hope

I have attended several UN summits and world conferences in the Nineties,

and usually I returned home to business as usual, with the dreams of radical

change gradually fading away. The World Food Summit Review in Rome was

different.

For one thing, there are powerful forces within FAO and the United Nations

system that aim to build partnerships with civil society around the right to

food, land reform, sustainable agriculture, and farm workers' rights.

Secondly, the social movements I met in Rome are real, and creating change

around the world. The Landless Movement in Brazil has settled a quarter of a

million landless families on their own plots, empowering them not only to

grow food but also to develop their own schools and businesses. There is

increasing international resistance to genetically-modified foods. Peasant

farmer and fisher folk movements such as the Via Campesina are fighting

corporate-controlled factory farms and fish farms in the name of food

sovereignty.

Thirdly, consumer movements in Europe and North America are beginning to

turn against industrial agriculture, with its unhealthy foods, polluted

environments, and inhumane treatment of animals. More and more people are

seeing the connections between healthy food, healthy farms, and healthy

communities. Whether it is the boom in farmers' markets, the spread of

community gardens and of people growing their own food, the growth of

community-supported agriculture (CSA) and food buying clubs, or the choices

consumers are making to support organic and local production, a powerful

movement is developing here in the United States, also, to change the

prevailing food system.

These are seeds of hope, signs that a new awareness is emerging to solve old

problems.

____________________________________________________________________

Peter Mann, international coordinator, represented WHY at the World Food

Summit: five years later, and the NGO/CSO Global Forum. Shannon Johnsen, a

WHY International intern and student at Seton Hall University, provided

research assistance for this article. Contact World Hunger Year at www.worldhungeryear.org.

_________________________________________________________________________________

THE SITUATION AFTER JOHANNESBURG

By Peter Mann

When I arrived at Johannesburg Airport for the World Summit on Sustainable Development (WSSD) from August 26 to September 4, I saw a striking poster of an African child holding a fish in each hand, with the caption, “Some, For All, Forever – WSSD” It was a great image for sustainable development – the economy (“some”), embedded in the community (“for all”), rooted in the environmental commons of the oceans and fisheries (“forever”), with WSSD representing a hope and a promise.

Unfortunately we are not doing well with any of these at present. More than two billion people are superfluous to the world economy, a fact vividly present in the shantytowns of Johannesburg. Many fisheries are exhausted, and the lives of millions of fisher folk are threatened.  WSSD took action to restore – or pledge to restore – marine fisheries, one of the successes of the Summit, along with funding for fresh water and sanitation.  But it did little to restore the livelihoods of fishing communities, whose resources are being taken over by trade deals and replaced with corporate-controlled fish factory farms. Oxfam International described WSSD as an “opportunity wasted,” with “crumbs for the poor” instead of radical action to tackle poverty and restore a decaying environment.

The Problem of the Summit

The Earth Summit in Rio in 1992 was called to launch an era of sustainable development – “Agenda 21”, and it greatly increased awareness of the environmental crisis, as well as stimulating millions of local Agenda 21 initiatives.  But the promised new relationship between environment and development was overshadowed by the drive toward trade liberalization and globalization. This shadow hung over WSSD. Civil society and sympathetic governments fought a rearguard action to save the principles of Rio, as some governments attempted to subordinate WSSD to the World Trade Organization (WTO) agreements. So WSSD ended in a compromise, and the struggle for truly sustainable development will have to continue both inside the United Nations, which is still one of the only counterweights to the WTO, although losing some of its power, and through the social movements of fisher folk, farmers, indigenous peoples, and others as they struggle for food sovereignty, control over their land and water and seeds, and seek resources to continue their traditional farming and fishing and forestry.  The Seattle struggle against corporate-led globalization continues.

The Backlash on Food Security

The WSSD plenary discussion on agriculture contrasted two kinds of agriculture, smallholder farming and agro-ecology on the one hand, and large-scale industrial input-intensive farming on the other. It was amazing to hear so much praise for agro-ecological food production, even from former Green Revolution advocates such as M.S. Swaminathan, with scarcely a positive word on industrial agriculture. But behind the scenes, there was a huge push for biotech and genetically-modified foods, led by the US and using the food emergency in Southern Africa as a launching pad for GM food aid. Civil society has the stronger arguments but we are facing what Frances Moore Lappe’ called "the biggest propaganda machine in human history." 

Vandana Shiva described the corporate power-grab at WSSD, supported by some Northern and Southern governments and the World Bank, to control the world's land and water through privatization schemes, and take over seeds and genetic diversity  through GM and biotech. Corporations have conducted a well-funded campaign since Rio to split
environmentalists and anti-poverty networks in the view of big sections of the public and important constituencies e.g. African farming groups and governments.  The campaign is to claim that ecologists are anti-poor, “eco-colonialists”, who do not want Africa to “develop”, meaning “get biotech and GM crops and a new green revolution to feed Africa.”


 The Successes


On the other hand, the initiative many of us came here about - the SARD (Sustainable Agriculture and Rural Development) Initiative has gone very well. (See related article on the SARD Initiative.) We launched it in a series of events at WSSD. 42 governments have already signed up for it, plus another 23 at a pre-Summit event in Switzerland on Mountain Regions. Plus there are many important civil society coalitions of small farmers, indigenous peoples, unions, women, youth, business, science and technology that are signing on. However the hard work starts, now that the launching is completed.

Getting access to land, water, seeds, technology - scaling up best practices in sustainable agriculture, getting technical assistance and capacity building to farmers, fisher folk, forestry groups - plus better conditions for farm workers and food workers - is a huge undertaking, demanding focused strategies. I think it is generally recognized as one of the best prepared of the "Partnerships" that are emerging from WSSD, along with the high-level political commitments. But it is only just beginning. SARD will be the clearest avenue for CFS model programs to get into the UN and international process.  SARD is concerned with hunger and poverty, food security as well as agriculture and rural development.

 Ancient Africa
 
Caves from the area called The Cradle of Humanity - an hour away from Jo’burg - made me feel that we really are in touch with Paradise at times here, even with the huge
problems of poverty, homelessness and HIV/AIDS. The African people are amazing.  I took part in one of the three marches last Saturday - with the Landless and the
Farmers - about 15,000 of us marching 15 kilometers from the shantytowns through the affluent suburbs with our banners saying LAND-FOOD-JOBS.  We were cheered on
in both areas, perhaps a little less in the suburbs! It was a great event and gives me hope - along with the amazing people I met every day at WSSD.  As we kept chanting: “The People, United, Will Never Be Defeated!” 


(Peter Mann is international coordinator for WHY, World Hunger Year. Email peter@worldhungeryear.org)

_______________________________________________________________________

GLIMPSES FROM THE JOHANNESBURG EARTH SUMMIT 

Frances Moore Lappe

As never before, I felt the contrast between how Americans see our nation – world leader – and how most of the rest of the world experiences us – arrogant and obstructionist.  One day, for example, the U.S. insisted that the word "democracy" be removed from the Summit text, presumably so as not to upset potential anti-terrorism allies.  And the only country to side with us?  Cuba!  Throughout the Summit the U.S. resisted setting any specific goals for shifting to renewable energy.  And our allies in this overwhelmingly unpopular stance?  The oil-producing OPEC nations!  Including, of course, some of the very countries we link to terrorism. 

Many commentators reduced the evident divide at the Summit to that between Rich and Poor countries, with the U.S. leading The Rich.  But we don’t see it that way.  The divide we perceive is that between two worldviews, or "mental maps," as we say in Hope’s Edge.  The vast majority of the tens of thousands gathered were not representing governments but civil society organizations.  The emergent mental map, reflected in the concerns of most of these groups, assumes that peace and health can only emerge as we find meaning beyond consumerism, make the market serve us, and align ourselves with nature’s genius.  We took heart in realizing that many of these movements have burgeoned dramatically since the first Earth Summit in ’92.  Their invisibility to the wider culture does not deny their growing strength, clarity, and resolve. 

We hope that we will cross paths with you in the months ahead.  We need each other’s energy and wisdom more than ever it seems.  Thank you for all your efforts to maintain constructive focus, helping transform fear into positive action. 

___________________________________________________________________________________

Frances Moore Lappe is co-author with Anna Lappé of Hope's Edge: The Next Diet for a Small Planet (Tarcher/Putnam, New York, February 2002) Ms. Lappé is co-founder with Anna Lappé of the The Small Planet Fund. Email: smallplanet@attbi.com 

_____________________________________________________________________________________

GLOBALIZATION OF HOPE -

SMALL FARMERS CONVERGE ON THE WORLD SUMMIT FOR SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

By Mutizwe Mukute and edited by Linda Elswick

PELUM Association, a regional network of NGOs in east and southern Africa, which seeks to help create sustainable communities through building the capacity of development organisations in the region, planned and facilitated the participation of over 250 small farmer leaders and representatives in the World Summit of Sustainable Development. Most of the farmer leaders and representatives came from east and southern African countries: Kenya, Uganda, Tanzania, Zambia, Zimbabwe, Namibia, South Africa and Lesotho. Through sister organisations in West Africa and South Africa, about 50 other farmer leaders and representatives attended the Small Farmer Convergence during the WSSD. The sister organisations are INADES Formation in West Africa and APM which is more international and which brought small farmers from Iceland, Poland, France, Chile, Uruguay and Canada. Network for Ecofarmers in Africa played a critical role in sensitising and facilitating farmer leaders in those parts of South Africa where PELUM presence is limited. Altogether, the Convergence attracted farmers from 19 countries.

PELUM conceptualised the idea of engaging small farmers to participate in policy formulation process at country and regional levels because it realises the crucial role that family farming, peasant agriculture, pastoralists, fisherfolk and smallholder farming have played in agricultural and rural development and the part that it played in sustainable development. PELUM recognises that the farmers themselves, who are custodians of a vast part of the earth, have not been adequately involved in the sustainable development discourse, except as consumers of decisions and policies made by others. PELUM is convinced that farmers have something to say, contribute and even dispute for the better of humanity. PELUM values the empowerment of farmers to speak for themselves, about themselves and their own problems and aspirations, to reconstruct their context and shape their future. PELUM is conscious that it is not a farmer organisation and does not represent farmers. However, PELUM sees the importance of facilitating the growth and development of farmer organisations.
It was against this background that PELUM Association members attending the 2001 Biennial General Meeting mandated a Task Force to develop a strategy that would ensure that small farmers could be helped to create space during the WSSD and beyond to participate in shaping civil society input. 

Agriculture is the backbone of most communities in east and southern Africa. Small farmers in the region are generally resource-poor, use family labour and see farming not just for food production and income generation but also as a way of life. Family farmers have contributed tremendously to the breeding of crops and livestock, increasing agricultural productivity over centuries, yet they are hardly acknowledged and recognised for this. Their way of life is under threat from the corporate sector. Some national and global policies and legal instruments are suppressing the flowering of family farming, with huge companies seeking to take over the whole food chain – controlling inputs, seed and crop diversity, production, processing and marketing. This undermines small farmers. The World Summit for Sustainable Development explicitly recognises the family farmer. As such, PELUM saw the Summit as an opportunity for farmers to articulate their feelings and thoughts about the kind of sustainable development they want. Like the Global People’ Forum (international civil society), PELUM believes that, “A sustainable world is possible”.

Immediate outcomes of the Small Farmer Convergence Process
The process culminated into what one delegate called, “globalisation of hope”. Elements included:

· Making the small farmer presence felt at the WSSD

· Establishing a social movement of producers

· Developing key issues and strategies

· Learning from one another on the ground

· Celebrating our contribution to humanity

· Increased farmer visibility in media during the Summit

· Advocating for issues

· Building identity and solidarity among producers

· Building the capacity of participants 

· Affirmed and deepened the advocacy thinking

The Small Farmers Convergence process helped PELUM to delve into the relevance of its advocacy policy and themes which are built around the following areas: Seed and Food Security; Sustainable Land Use; and Agricultural Trade. The SCF affirmed the relevance of these themes to the small farmers and added some dimensions and details. The dimensions added were those of fisherfolk, new and resettled farmers and landless people. The themes and sub-themes added are: 

· Good governance and corporate accountability;

·  Social capital development of farmer organisations;

· Farmer participation in policy formulation, implementation and evaluation at all levels; 

· Recognition and advancement of the culture of farming and indigenous knowledge systems; 

· Agricultural research and development that is informed by farmer interests and needs; access to productive resources such as land, water and biological resources; 

· Fair trade and access to markets (similar to agricultural trade);

· Peace and security;

· Documentation of good practice for scaling up and out;

· Rejection of GMOs and the privatisation of water and biological resources.

Excerpted by Linda Elswick, HSUS/IPSA, from draft WSSD Report prepared by Mr. Mutizwe Mukute. 

________________________________________________________________________

 Mutizwe Mukute,  Zimbabwe,  is PELUM (Participatory Ecological Land-Use Management) Association Secretary General. PELUM is a network of  civil society organizations operating in east and southern Africa that have come together to facilitate learning, networking and advocacy in sustainable agriculture, natural resources management and household food security so as to achieve community development among smallholder families in the region. Over 120 member organizations in nine countries make up the Association. Their regional magazine, GROUND UP, is available for US$20 per year (www.pelum.org). 

________________________________________________________________________

AGRICULTURE COMMISSION SESSION REPORT 
World Summit on Sustainable Development (WSSD), Johannesburg, South Africa

[The Global Forum "Commissions" were gatherings of multiple civil society networks from all over the world, organized by issue or theme. After days of caucusing, the commissions produced short consensus policy statements to deliver to civil society and governments in Johannesburg. In this way, the commission reports resemble the "peoples' alternative treaties" from the Rio Earth Summit.  Other commission reports and related policy papers from the Summit can be found on the website www.joburgplus10.org. - editors]

Section 1: Situation Analysis

Smallholder farmers and fisherfolk are marginalized in present development models. National and international legal frameworks and international agreements favour large-scale farmers and multinational companies. Despite producing a large portion of the world’s food, small producers face food and seed insecurity. Indeed, most hungry people are food producers. Civil society is investigating causes and remedies for this pervasive condition. Increasing food production in a sustainable manner is paramount. 

While adequate production is necessary for food security, we must not assume that people go hungry from mere lack of food. Hunger often occurs in regions with food surplus due to the lack of access by the poor to food, markets, and means of food production, including natural resources. A range of unjust and inequitable political and economic structures, especially relating to land and trade, combine with ecological degradation to marginalise and deprive poor people of food sovereignty. Processes of liberalisation and globalisation are failing to achieve food security. In recent years the World Trade Organization (WTO) has gained excessive power, and its policies further marginalize local livelihoods through biases against small producers.

Current policies are doing little to reverse food insecurity. Agricultural “modernization” is still being promoted despite evidence supporting the use of local resources and indigenous practices. Security is being reduced by increased concentration of power in the corporate sector over the control of the agricultural production and distribution chain. Water is being privatised to the detriment of small producers. Agricultural research serves profit and export at the expense of subsistence production. Corporate giants are supported by public research and are aggressively marketing genetically engineered crops, allegedly to provide “food, health, and hope,” however, they are more likely to exacerbate the underlying structural causes of hunger. Genetically modified organisms (GMOs) endanger the planet and humanity, presenting risks of uncontrollable genomes, seed sterilisation, reduced small-scale farming autonomy, and loss of biological diversity. 

Section 2: Priority Issues

· Access to Land and Fisheries

· Community Access to Genetic Resources 

· Sustainable Agriculture and Biodiversity

· Reform of Agricultural Trade Laws

· Small-Producer Participation in Policy Making and Research 

Section 3: Specific Recommendation 

Access to Land and Fisheries

1. Governments should return land to dispossessed communities through new laws that are accessible to communities and do not hinder land restitution. 

2. Popularly representative village committees for land-use, with the ability to allocate land title, should be established.

3. Customary and national land laws should be harmonised; government should accept land-use decisions made by representative village committees. 

4. Governments and civil society should sensitise people to gender issues, implement and monitor land-related gender policies.

5. In areas where minerals are found, the local community should be given control over extraction decisions and a meaningful percentage of the benefits.

6. Foreign investors should not be allowed to own land, water and other natural resources for agricultural production. Land should remain the property of citizens and only be used by foreign investors through equal partnership agreements with those citizens. 

Community Access to Genetic Resources 

1. The patenting of local knowledge and of biological forms should be resisted. 

2. GMOs should be banned.

3. The TRIPs agreement must be revised to exempt food, medicines, agriculture and pharmaceutical from patenting.

Sustainable Agriculture and Biodiversity

1. Organic farming should be promoted.

2. Governments should fund sustainable agriculture and fisheries research and should train extension workers in sustainable techniques.

3. Governments should stop importing overly expensive inputs.

4. Governments must address HIV/AIDS to assure sustainable agriculture and fisheries.

5. Farmers should not be blamed for environmental degradation caused by their marginalization.

6. Renewable energy options should be promoted.

Reform of Agricultural Trade Laws

1. Northern governments should stop subsidising their farmers in ways that undermine Southern producers. 

 2. International institutions, including WTO, must promote sustainable land use.

Small-producer Participation in Policy Making and Research

1. Governments must provide opportunities for small producers to participate in policy formulation, implementation, monitoring and evaluation. 

2. Farmers should be informed about implications of national policy and international agreements, and have input into their making.

3. Civil education should be required for all citizens in southern countries so as to empower them to prevent governments from unscrupulously selling our natural resources, and to build solidarity concerning their natural heritage. 

4. Research to determine policy outcomes should be conducted with the participation of small producers prior to ratifying national laws or agreements. 

Section 4: Conclusion

Small producers have shown to be experienced managers of natural resources. They should be the central actors in natural resource management. Other stakeholders should work to build their capacity and create favourable environment for sustainable agriculture, trade and development. For sustainable development to take place there is a need for peace and security in all countries. Democracy and good governance should be the responsibility each country’s citizens, rather than international agencies and the multi-national corporations. Governments should have appropriate regulatory frameworks in place. Small producers’ visibility and role in sustainable development should be recognised. Farmers must be at the centre of sustainable development.

_____________________________________________________________________________________

THE SARD INITIATIVE: CIVIL SOCIETY GOVERNANCE IN FOOD AND AGRICULTURE 

PROGRAMS THAT MEET THE GRASSROOTS WHERE THEY ARE

By Thomas Forster

If someone familiar with the origin and character of the USDA Community Food Projects Program were to ask, "is there anything like this internationally?" the answer would be a flat no. That is, until now. The Sustainable Agriculture and Rural Development (SARD) Initiative, formally launched this August in Johannesburg at the World Summit on Sustainable Development has many parallels with the CFP.

Recall that the CFP was a capacity building grant and technical assistance program borne out of the advocacy of the new Community Food Security Coalition in the 1996 US Farm Bill. It was not dreamed up by government, by industry or by professional lobbyists. It was the direct product of many grassroots community and local groups working to develop a program that truly reflected the needs of communities struggling with access to quality food in low income neighborhoods and small farmers who wished to serve this need.

The SARD Initiative similarly grew out of many international networks call for a program that truly reflect grassroots needs to reduce poverty through building on existing models of sustainable food and agriculture programs around the world. The result, as stated in the formal statement of Director General of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations "is a multi-stakeholder umbrella framework designed to support the transition to people-centered sustainable agriculture and rural development and to strengthen participation in program and policy development through supporting pilot efforts and building the capacity of rural communities, disadvantaged groups and other stakeholders to improve access to resources (e.g. genetic, technological, land, water, markets and information), promote good practices, and foster fairer conditions of employment in agriculture." (August 30, 2002)
The intention to be truly demand-driven, serving local need and building on local successes, depends on design of an effective and innovative program management framework. In the CFP, this was done under the steady guidance of the CFSC through drafting of grant application and review process with two distinctive features. First, at least two or more sectors (e.g. farmers groups and local non-profits) had to show they had planned an action project to actually deliver on food to low-income communities through empowering local actors to achieve results and create new employment opportunities. Second, to protect the intent of the program, the CFP grant review process incorporates a practitioner and peer-review process to help USDA determine how to best allocate financial and technical resources.

The SARD Initiative, now entering a critical design implementing phase after securing wide government and civil society support over the past 8 months, will incorporate similar advisory bodies at the global, regional and national levels. These advisory groups will represent successful grassroots initiatives to help allocate governmental resources in an ongoing process of resource allocation. As the FAO states, "the Initiative will link resources, expertise, knowledge and technologies to demands of rural communities and disadvantaged stakeholders. By upscaling lessons, successful endeavors, and approaches, the SARD Initiative will help to promote wider access to, use of, and benefits from existing resources.

Concretely, this means that the small scale agroecological farming methods, including organic agriculture, and local food security interests will have an opportunity to appeal for support where previously they have either been "off the radar" or unable to interest national and international support. Finally, one hallmark of the community food security movement, the formation of local food policy councils, is echoed in the call for multistakeholder processes or "SARD councils" bringing together different sectors to evolve local and regional food systems.

Sometimes the relevance of international processes to local US interests seems distant or worse, antithetical.  The SARD Initiative is one of the more positive recent developments for the "other food system paradigm" - that build directly on the strengths of local farmers, local communities and available natural resources. Stay tuned.
[The SARD Initiative was sheparded through multiple international parliamentary processes over the last 8 months with both governments and civil society participating. The International Partners for Sustainable Agriculture provided key international secretariat services to civil society for the SARD Initiative with support from the Humane Society of the US and the Ford Foundation. For more information contact ipsa@igc.org.]

​​​​​​​_____________________________________________________________________________________

[BOX] OUTCOMES  AND WEBSITES FOR FURTHER INFORMATION:

World Food Summit - five years later (June, 2002)

Both governments and civil society were disappointed in the official lack of new progress on the commitments to reduce hunger in World Food Summit -five years later. From the civil society perspective this was little more than talking heads of states and only 2 of 27 developed countries sent their heads of state, indicating their estimation of the summit's importance. A representative reporting to heads of state from the Global Forum on Food Sovereignty ate the government declaration to make the point.

The official Declaration of the World Food Summit/five years later is

available at www.fao.org/DOCREP/MEETING/004/Y6948E.HTM
Parallel WFS-fyl Summit: The Global Forum on Food Sovereignty (June, 2002)

The Global Forum produced a biting declaration and an action agenda with over a 130 demands to governments. The civil society networks that focus on the Rome-based food agencies plan to continue working their demands through actions this fall and will mobilize along the same lines in the 2003 World Social Forum in Brazil.

Food Sovereignty: A Right For All. Political Statement of the NGO/CSO Forum

for Food Sovereignty (NGO/CSO Forum for food sovereignty, June 14, 2002.) is available at 

www.forumfoodsovereignty.org/pressoffice/pressreleases/politicalstatement-ing.htm
Adelboden Conference on Sustainable Agriculture and Rural Development (SARD) in Mountain Regions (June 2002)

Of the three international meetings profiled from this summer, the Adelboden conference was the most progressive in terms of a fully integrated multistakeholder government and civil society process. Civil society and government representatives worked together in plenary, working and drafting groups. The social and environmental issues facing mountain peoples present a stronger consensus on the social and environmental aspects of agriculture than are found in many conference proceedings. There was no parallel summit to this conference.

The official site for the outcomes including the Adelboden Declaration can be found at www.sard-m2002.ch
Johannesburg World Summit on Sustainable Development - WSSD (August/September 2002)

The complex agenda for the WSSD began as a world referendum on progress in implementing Agenda 21 after 10 years since its inception at the Rio Earth Summit. Out of the many issues of sustainable development, core issues became Water, Energy, Health, Agriculture and Biodiversity or WEHAB. Roundtables on these issues were the most exciting official process. The Implementation Plan negotiated at the Summit includes much good language on food and agriculture thanks to coordinated lobbying efforts of civil society and intergovernmental organizations. Among the many partnerships launched as a new type of outcome at the Summit are some good projects, such as the SARD Initiative.

The official documents, reports and results of WSSD can be found at www.johannesburgsummit.org
The Global Forum and other Civil Society Parallel Events (August/September 2002)

There were expectations of 40,000 civil society delegates to the profusion of parallel venues. Though less were reported to have attended, the geography and sheer scale of the parallel events precluded an accurate account. As in Rio ten years ago, the opportunity to meet and caucus among likeminded groups from around the world was important to update and cement civil society advocacy. High frustration with poor access and results of the official process led most groups to give the official summit a very poor score. Both WTO and the impending US war on Iraq hung over both offical and civil Johannesburg processes. 

A comprehensive list of civil society outcomes can be found at www.joburgplus10.org
Sustainable Agriculture and Rural Development (SARD) Initiative

The two year process of developing the SARD Initiative began in New York at a 2000 meeting of the UN Commission on Sustainable Development. This is a civil society led, government supported, FAO facilitated global program designed to meet the resource and participation needs of the most marginalized groups in society. The Initiative now has over 65 governments and civil society organizations from 50 countries pledging support. The Initiative will go into a full design and implementation phase and is expected to respond directly to grassroots needs with technical and financial support.

Formal declaration of SARD Initiative Partnership on the UN website:

www.johannesburgsummit.org/html/sustainable_dev/p2_managing_resources/sard_initiative.pdf
UN Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) site on SARD related matters

www.fao.org/wssd/sard-index-en
