Document Summary

IPC Food sovereignty 

The International NGO/CSO Planning Committee for Food Sovereignty (IPC) is a result of the non-governmental and social movement process that developed the Forum for Food Sovereignty in 2002 in Rome. It is a body that facilitates and promotes the debate between the NGO and CSO network with the UN agencies and other international organizations on all agriculture and food related issues. 

The IPC claims to be the representatives of organizations of peasants, family farmers, indigenous peoples, landless peoples, artisanal fisherfolk, rural workers, rural women, rural youth, migrants, pastoralists, forest communities, and defenders of human rights, rural development, the environment, and others. 
According to the IPC, national governments and the international system have not been able to effectively combat poverty and hunger in this world. Therefore, it calls upon all governments, the UN system and FAO in particular, and to other actors in the agriculture and food sectors, to truly commit themselves to carrying out a New Agrarian Reform based on Food Sovereignty.

Moreover, IPC calls for an end to the mainstream neo-liberal economic policies as promoted and implemented by the WTO, World Bank, IMF, UN system and many rich countries. Furthermore, the IPC demands the removal of agriculture and food produce from the WTO.

New Agrarian Reform

This New Agrarian Reform of IPC is based upon food sovereignty. This is defined as the right of countries and peoples to define their own agricultural, pastoral, fishery and food policies which are ecologically, socially, economically and culturally appropriate. 

Although the New Agrarian Reform does not negate (international) trade, the IPC demand for a number of considerable changes in trade and market policies:

1. ensure adequate remunerative prices for all farmers and fisherfolk;

2. exercise the rights to protect domestic markets from imports at low prices (dumping);

3. exercise the right to regulate national production so as to avoid surpluses;

4. abolish all direct and indirect export supports and subsidies (i.e. rich countries!);

5. phase out all domestic subsidies that promote unsustainable agriculture.

Four priority areas IPC

IPC has developed four priority areas which it is advocating for:
1. The right to food and food sovereignty: NGOs/CSOs affirm that the right to safe, adequate and nutritious food and healthy water is a fundamental human right of individuals and groups and food sovereignty that of peoples and nations, as well as the right of farmers, peasants and fisherfolk to produce food for their own families and their domestic markets;

2. Access to, management of, and local control of, natural resources: commitment to ensuring that small-scale farmers, pastoralists, fisherfolk and indigenous peoples should have equitable access to and control over land, water and genetic resources necessary to maintain their livelihoods in a sustainable manner;

3. Small-scale family and community-based agro-ecological food production: commitment to prioritizing agro-ecology as the mainstream sustainable and appropriate production system for food and farming, livestock rearing and fisheries;

4. Trade and food sovereignty: commitment to promoting an equitable and fair trade system that is a positive force for development and does not detract from the realization of any human rights. 
Access to natural resources

According to the IPC, the use of natural resources should be primarily for food production and other forms of use must have lower priority. In order to be able to obtain a decent living, IPC demands effective access to and control over natural and other productive assets for the people that it represents. 

It is stated that the privatization of natural resources and technologies has increased inequality between countries, men and women, classes and generations.

Access to public services

In addition to the access to resources for production and a life in dignity, IPC demands that governments and international organizations guarantee access to education, healthcare, housing, social security and recreation for the people that it represents. Moreover, people should have the right to maintain their own culture and diversity.

Comments

The New Agrarian Reform as promoted by IPC is poorly described. In fact, IPC strongly argues that the ongoing trends and developments in international agriculture do not contribute to (rural) poverty reduction and may even acerbate deprivation. However, an alternative is hardly given; the new agrarian reform itself is poorly described. 
It is assumed that the alternative is more geographically based production and trade structures in the sense of creating more local, regional and national production systems with the objective to reach food security or rather food self-sufficiency.   

The direction as promoted by IPC implies a very strong role for the state and thus for centralized decision and policy making. Moreover, the state would have to provide for many basic services with major consequences to public budgets.

The common good is leading over the good of individuals and the IPC documents give a strong conservative impression. However, there is quite a degree of romanticism to this and it is often questioned whether people that IPC represents would indeed want to go back to the past and/or indeed would prefer the common good over their own individual interests. The IPC runs the risk of being the defenders of poor and deprived people acting for them instead of representing them. 

� See: � HYPERLINK "http://www.landaction.org/" ��http://www.landaction.org/� ; � HYPERLINK "http://www.viacampesina.org/" ��http://www.viacampesina.org/� ; � HYPERLINK "http://www.foodsovereignty.org/" ��http://www.foodsovereignty.org/� 











