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August 11, 2008
In preparation for NAR’s December Food Sovereignty Learning Event, the USA’s Field Support Team (FST) is responsible for compiling information about, facilitating discussion around, and providing resources for food sovereignty analysis.   

Your perspectives are critical!  
To create the fullest picture of Food Sovereignty in the United States, the entire USA Country Program will examine food sovereignty
· along US borders

· in rural and urban settings
· in diverse geographic regions

· in indigenous communities

· in immigrant communities 

· related to race, class, and gender

· within other organizations
· And More…
Some basic premises regarding the “Food Sovereignty Tidbits:”
1. International documents, treaties, declarations, and definitions regarding food sovereignty already exist. We will reference them in our food sovereignty discussions to stay connected to the international language and movements providing leadership and generating information on the topic.  In particular, Via Campesina has been credited with providing international leadership regarding Food Sovereignty. Via Campesina organized a Forum on Food Sovereignty in Mali in 2007 which concluded with a food sovereignty declaration called The Declaration of Nyeleni. Click here for the full declaration.
2. Understanding some foundations of international human rights and economics is critical to a developing knowledge of food sovereignty (see upcoming FST from the FST as well as FST monthly reports and newsletters). 

3. The United States has historically been one of the primary culprits in disrupting at best, and devastating at worst, local food systems in this and other countries (particularly in the Americas) due to international economic and development policies (to be discussed in later FS Tidbits). 

4. At its essence, food sovereignty is about small scale farmers, communities, and countries taking back control over their food systems. Heifer-USA is already doing this type of work in numerous creative ways, particularly in terms of re-connecting the local farmer and consumer!
5. The “Food Sovereignty Tidbits” communication is only one way the USA Team will explore food sovereignty before the NAR Learning Event in December.  Stay tuned for additional opportunities in regional team calls, discussion forums, and/or functional group dialogue!  
August 18, 2008

Begin with the Basics….

Hopefully reporting fever is about over and everyone is ready to do a little digging into food sovereignty.  These tidbits and other forums will give us the unique opportunity to explore, discuss and debate food sovereignty as a team.  Certainly we need an understanding of the theoretical foundation of food sovereignty but we need to go beyond that into the practical, “what’s this mean at the program and project development level” as well.   We actually have a good base from which to start.   Our CBJFS strategic focus has been in place for a few years now and, as a result, has enabled Heifer USA to support numerous projects with food sovereignty goals (particularly in supporting local markets), even if not so stated. Some of the tools we’ve developed like the CBJFS glossary and atlas have helped us travel this path.  Of course not everyone has been with us for our CBJFS discussions and for the purpose of this round of discussion we should begin with the basics and there is nothing more basic than the definition.  So this weeks food sovereignty tidbits will focus on definitions of food sovereignty.   Eat well and support your local farmers!  Steve Muntz

The tidbit:  Food Sovereignty Definitions

Why is this important?  It is our assumption that we will be working from the Americas definition of food sovereignty as the basis for our work and so we definitely want everyone to know it.  For the purpose of discussion and compiling information however three additional definitions of food sovereignty are provided for you to consider.  

What should you look for?  As you are reviewing these definitions we encourage you to consider a couple of questions:

· Are there any major differences between the definitions?  What are they?  Do you think the Americas definition encompasses the key points of the other definitions? If not, what is missing?

· Based on the Americas definition can you name a project that exhibits at least two of the four action areas described?  What about three or four of them?  Share the names of those projects with the FST and we’ll revisit them in a later tidbit.

*


*


*


Definitions of Food Sovereignty:

A. From the Americas Area of Heifer International

(From the Americas Strategic Direction document) 

2.3.1 What is Food Sovereignty? 

While there are different definitions of food sovereignty, several common elements are found throughout and can be summarized into four priority categories for action.  These four action areas have been emphasized and taken into consideration in the development of the Americas Area approach (Development Model, objectives and strategies) for this strategic planning period
(
.

1) Right to nutritious, culturally appropriate food:  To promote the approach of food as a basic human right and to promote agricultural policies that will lead to and support this premise so that hunger and malnutrition will be progressively eliminated.  This also includes access to sufficient safe, nutritional and culturally appropriate food to ensure people a healthy life and defense of local food cultures going beyond producing culturally appropriate foods to influencing the ways these foods are prepared and consumed.  

2) Access to productive resources:  To promote continued access to, equitable sharing of benefits from, and control over productive and natural resources including land, territories, water, seeds, animals, biodiversity and fishing zones for small-scale farmers, rural & urban peoples, indigenous peoples, small fisher people, traditional communities, etc.  This aspect assumes a push for integrated agrarian reform and defense of communities’ genetic heritage of species and animal breeds.
3) Ecologically sound production:  To promote family and community-based agro-ecological production systems, in practice and through policy, research and development, in order to help ensure peoples’ food security through the sustainable management of local agro-ecosystems to produce food for family consumption and for predominately local markets.
4) Trade and local markets:  To promote dynamic local economies through equitable trade policies which enable communities and countries to produce and consume sufficient quantities of safe and secure food for local, regional and national markets and which mitigate against the negative effects of subsidized exports, food dumping, artificially low prices and other similar elements characterizing the current agricultural trade model.  

B. From Via Campesina

(www.viacampesina.org)

Food sovereignty is the right of peoples to healthy and culturally appropriate food produced

through ecologically sound and sustainable methods, and their right to define their own food and agriculture systems. It puts those who produce, distribute and consume food at the heart of food systems and policies rather than the demands of markets and corporations. It defends the interests and inclusion of the next generation. It offers a strategy to resist and dismantle the current corporate trade and food regime, and directions for food, farming, pastoral and fisheries systems determined by local producers. Food sovereignty prioritises local and national economies and markets and empowers peasant and family farmer-driven agriculture, artisanal - fishing, pastoralist-led grazing, and food production, distribution and consumption based on environmental, social and economic sustainability. Food sovereignty promotes transparent trade that guarantees just income to all peoples and the rights of consumers to control their food and nutrition. It ensures that the rights to use and manage our lands, territories, waters, seeds, livestock and biodiversity are in the hands of those of us who produce food. Food sovereignty implies new social relations free of oppression and inequality between men and women, peoples, racial groups, social classes and generations.

C. Food Sovereignty: A Right for All

Political Statement of the NGO/CSO Forum for Food Sovereignty

June 13, 2002 

The RIGHT of peoples, communities, and countries to define their own agricultural, labor, fishing, food and land policies which are ecologically, socially, economically and culturally appropriate to their unique circumstances. It includes the true right to food and to produce food, which means that all people have the right to safe, nutritious and culturally appropriate food and to food-producing resources and the ability to sustain themselves and their societies

D. From Wikipedia

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Food_sovereignty

"Food sovereignty" is a term originally coined by members of Via Campesina in 1996 [1] to refer to a policy framework advocated by a number of farmers', peasants', pastoralists', fisherfolk, Indigenous Peoples', womens', rural youth and environmental organizations, namely the claimed "right of peoples to define their own food, agriculture, livestock and fisheries systems," in contrast to having food largely subject to international market forces.
August 25, 2008

Digging deeper

Last week’s FS Tidbit shared various definitions for FS.  In upcoming weeks we are going to look at the four action areas in the Heifer Americas definition of FS taken from the Americas Strategic Direction document.   

The four FS action areas are:

5) Right to nutritious, culturally appropriate food  
6) Access to productive resources

7) Ecologically sound production  

8) Trade and local markets 

The Tidbit:  The Right to nutritious culturally appropriate food:
Why is this important?  It is our assumption that we will be working from the Americas definition of food sovereignty as the basis for our work and we should gain an understanding of the components of FS.  

What should you look for?  As you are learning about the FS action area, we encourage you to consider a couple of questions:

· What are the differences between the Food Sovereignty understanding of food as a human right and the UN and the USA’s official statements?  Why do you think they are different?

· What are some factors on the ground in the USA you see moving us toward and/or away from pushing food as a human right?  What would be elements of a project incorporating food as a human right as a principle? 

*


*


*


This week we are looking at FS action area #1: Right to nutritious, culturally appropriate food.   

“Promote food as a basic human right and promote agricultural policies leading to and supporting this premise to progressively end hunger and malnutrition.  The right to food includes access to sufficient, safe, nutritional and culturally appropriate food to ensure people a healthy life.   This right calls for defending local food cultures by going beyond producing culturally appropriate foods to influencing the ways these foods are prepared and consumed.“ (from Americas Strategic Direction document)
According to the United Nations Human Rights Council, “the right to food is a human right and is a binding obligation well-established under international law, recognised in the Universal Declaration on Human Rights” and numerous other treaties. The UN defines the rights to food as “the right of every man, woman and child alone and in community with others to have physical and economic access at all times to adequate food or means for its procurement in ways consistent with human dignity.” (Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, General Comment No.12; www.unhchr.ch/html/menu3/b/a_cescr.htm)

The United States Government, however, does not accord the right to food as an international or domestic “right”, per se. According to the US Government, “the attainment of the right to an adequate standard of living [including food] is a goal or aspiration to be realized progressively that does not give rise to any international obligation.” (US Reservation to UN Food and Agriculture Organization Declaration on Food 2002: www.fao.org) 

Read more about Food as a Human Right in the upcoming Policy Newsletter soon to be posted on HIP.

September 2, 2008

Digging deeper

Last week’s FS Tidbit began our initial look into the four action areas in the Heifer Americas definition of FS.  This week we will continue the discussion by addressing the second action area.  

The four FS action areas are:

9) Right to nutritious, culturally appropriate food (see FST from the FST 2 in last week’s Monday Moos )
10) Access to productive resources
“To promote continued access to, equitable sharing of benefits from, and control over productive and natural resources including land, territories, water, seeds, animals, biodiversity and fishing zones for small-scale farmers, rural & urban peoples, indigenous peoples, small fisher people, traditional communities, etc.  This aspect assumes a push for integrated agrarian reform and defense of communities’ genetic heritage of species and animal breeds.”

11) Ecologically sound production  

12) Trade and local markets 

The Tidbit:  Access to productive resources
Why is this important?  It is our assumption that we will be working from the Americas definition of food sovereignty as the basis for our work and we should gain an understanding of the components of FS.  The second action area of this definition – “Access to productive resources” is critical to production of nutritious, culturally appropriate food in an equitable manner.

What should you look for?  Below is a short segment from a document that Aley Kent shared with us entitled Scientific Evidence of Risk from GM crops - Fact sheet.  (See this full document as well as additional article regarding Genetically Modified (GM) crops and food security attached in Monday Moos under Food Sovereignty Focus).

As you are reviewing the segment we encourage you to consider a couple of questions:
· What is the key issue regarding access to productive resources in the case of GMO’s and who is most affected?    

· What are the key productive resource issues in your region of the country and how are they being addressed in Heifer projects and programs?  Are there any resource issues that, due to Heifer’s funding patterns, have been out of reach?  How might these be reconsidered in a FS approach to projects?

*


*


*


GM NOT HELPING TO FEED THE WORLD

(2) The fact that GM does not increase crop yields was recognized in a recent report from the United Nations International Assessment of Agricultural Knowledge, Science and Technology for Development (IAASTD). Authored by 400 scientists and backed by 60 governments, the report found no conclusive evidence that GM crops increase yields. 

In fact, the scientists were so unconvinced about the role of GM crops in meeting future food needs that the pro-GM US Government refused to endorse the report, and the biotechnology industry pulled out of the process, despite having provided substantial funding at the outset. 

(IAASTD report, published 15 April 2008, London)

No increased yields have been recorded for GM herbicide tolerant soybeans, maize and cotton, even by analysts who are highly in favour of the technology Brookes, G & Barfoot, P (2005) GM crops – the global economic and environmental impact – the first nine years. AgBioForum 8:187-196. 

GM seeds are patented, so seed saving for the following year is forbidden. Farmers in the developing world depend on farmer-saved seed and not being able to continue this traditional practice threatens their food security. Many farmers who are alleged to have saved patented GM seeds have been sued. Even farmers experiencing accidental contamination of their crops have been sued. 
HEALTH

Not only do GM seeds not yield higher crops, but there is now a worrying body of published, peer-reviewed scientific evidence from controlled animal studies carried out in many countries and by different parties (government, academic, independent and company studies) that demonstrates that GMOs cause a wide range of serious unexpected physiological changes with as yet unknown health impacts.

September 5, 2008

Digging Deeper

In order to further develop our understanding of food sovereignty, it is critical to have a basic understanding of neoliberal economic theory (otherwise known as Reagonomics, fundamentalist capitalism, or just the modern economy as we know it). Food sovereignty has at its core, a critique of neoliberalism because neoliberalism is an economic structure which prioritizes economic profit over economic justice. Therefore in a neoliberal economic reality (such as the United States), society experiences a net gain if the rich get richer and the poor stay poor. 

The main points about neoliberalism:

1. THE RULE OF THE MARKET. Liberating "free" enterprise or private enterprise from any bonds imposed by the government (the state) no matter how much social damage this causes. Greater openness to international trade and investment, as in NAFTA. Reduce wages by de-unionizing workers and eliminating workers' rights that had been won over many years of struggle. No more price controls. All in all, total freedom of movement for capital, goods and services. To convince us this is good for us, they say "an unregulated market is the best way to increase economic growth, which will ultimately benefit everyone." It's like Reagan's "supply-side" and "trickle-down" economics -- but somehow the wealth didn't trickle down very much. 

2. CUTTING PUBLIC EXPENDITURE FOR SOCIAL SERVICES like education and health care. REDUCING THE SAFETY-NET FOR THE POOR, and even maintenance of roads, bridges, water supply -- again in the name of reducing government's role. Of course, they don't oppose government subsidies and tax benefits for business. 

3. DEREGULATION. Reduce government regulation of everything that could diminish profits, including protecting the environment and safety on the job. 

4. PRIVATIZATION. Sell state-owned enterprises, goods and services to private investors. This includes banks, key industries, railroads, toll highways, electricity, schools, hospitals and even fresh water. Although usually done in the name of greater efficiency, which is often needed, privatization has mainly had the effect of concentrating wealth even more in a few hands and making the public pay even more for its needs. 

5. ELIMINATING THE CONCEPT OF "THE PUBLIC GOOD" or "COMMUNITY" and replacing it with "individual responsibility." Pressuring the poorest people in a society to find solutions to their lack of health care, education and social security all by themselves -- then blaming them, if they fail, as "lazy”.

(from: http://www.corpwatch.org/article.php?id=376; If you google, “What is Neoliberalism” or Neoliberalism 101, you will get an enormous assortment of excellent and reader-friendly web references for more information.) 

Additional Points about Neoliberalism

1. Neoliberalism is not only an economic theory, but is also a complex set of values which help shape the economic policies.

2. Under neoliberal economics there is a huge gap between those with much wealth, and those who have little to none. 

3. In countries that follow the economic model of neoliberalism (the United States primarily and many other countries following in its wake, either by force, necessity, or no other viable option) most people are disempowered by a real lack of access to economic capital.

4. Neoliberal policies assume that there is no greater or more efficient motive for increasing economic growth than the profit motive. 

5. “Efficiency” has blinders and rules out over innovative alternatives.

What does this mean for Heifer and our project partners? 

Much of the work that Heifer USA does on the ground with farmers supports food sovereignty in part because of providing economic alternatives to the Large Scale Agricultural Economy (typified in Walmart); whether through stronger and more diverse farmers markets (such as the New Farmer Development Project in New York City), or supporting CSAs (such as the Revision House in MA) or even supporting community food production to increase and improve household consumption (such as Projecto Vida Sana in Ciudad Juarez, Mexico). 
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Digging deeper

This week we continue to explore the four action areas in the Heifer Americas definition of Food Sovereignty (FS) taken from the Americas Strategic Direction document.   

The four FS action areas are:

13) Right to nutritious, culturally appropriate food  
14) Access to productive resources

15) Ecologically sound production  

16) Trade and local markets 

The Tidbit:  Access to productive resources:
Why is this important?  It is our assumption that we will be working from the Americas definition of food sovereignty as the basis for our work and we should gain an understanding of the components of FS.  

What should you look for?  As you are learning about the FS action area, we encourage you to consider a few questions:

· Who are folks in your area of the USA struggling for access and control over resources?

· What resources are important for them to have access to and control over?

· What are some strategies for these communities to gain access and control?

*


*


*


This week we are looking at FS action area #2: Access to productive resources:

To promote continued access to, equitable sharing of benefits from, and control over productive and natural resources for small-scale farmers, rural & urban peoples, indigenous peoples, small fisher people, traditional communities, etc.  These resources include land, territories, water, seeds, animals, biodiversity, and fishing zones.  This action area assumes a push for integrated agrarian reform and defense of communities’ genetic heritage of species and animal breeds.
The description above is a bit dense. I am interpreting and expanding a bit on what is in the description.  All people should have access to, equitable sharing of and control over resources for the production, harvesting, distribution, and marketing of culturally appropriate agricultural products.   I understand this means many stakeholders are competing for available resources.  Many of the stakeholders listed above currently do not have stable access to or control of these resources.   This is because they have limited power (political, social, economic) at local, national and international scales.  Many of the communities we partner with the USA, I see as fitting this description.  Some resources not captured but are important in the USA include energy, capital/equipment, access to credit.    

The strategies listed (agrarian reform and genetic protections) are challenging in the USA context.   Land and property ownership by individuals or corporation is very entrenched in the law and society.  Agrarian reform has negative socialist overtones in the general public.  Protections of indigenous resources (fish, seed) and other genetic material (heirloom/heritage) is subsumed in the drive for improved commodity production over other concerns.  Intellectual property law and regulatory agencies have not shown much interest in protecting these resources to this point.  

We will need to come up strategies to address these issues but will be successful in our context.
� Samayoa, Oscar Castañeda, Area Program Director Latin America & the Caribbean. “Food Sovereignty.” Heifer International, Little Rock,  Oct. 20, 2005





� Windfuhr, M. and Jonson, J., “Food Sovereignty. Towards democracy in localized food systems”, FIAN – ITDG, 2005








From the USA Field Support Team
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