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6. Works with Nature: Food sovereignty uses the contributions of nature in
diverse, low external input agroecological production and harvesting methods
that maximise the contribution of ecosystems and improve resilience and ad-
aptation, especially in the face of climate change; it seeks to heal the planet
so that the planet may heal us; and, rejects methods that harm beneficial
ecosystem functions, that depend on energy intensive monocultures and live-
stock factories, destructive fishing practices and other industrialised production
methods, which damage the environment and contribute to global warming.

The following joint strategies and action agenda to realise food sovereignty were
developed, presented below in summary, based on actions to promote the food
sovereignty agenda, to resist policies and practices that undermine it
and to strengthen the movement.

We will promote strategies, policies and lifestyles that strengthen community
control, ecological sustainability, local knowledge and autonomy, and traditional
wisdoms to assert food sovereignty in all of its dimensions as well as our associ-
ated Rights. We will identify and strengthen existing autonomous

practices that provide food sovereignty as well as push our governments to re-
spect and protect our rights to food sovereignty.

Local markets: we will assert the right
of food providers and consumers to have
autonomous control over local markets
as a crucial space for food sovereignty.

Local knowledge: we will assert that
local knowledge and cultural values are
paths to realising food sovereignty and
will identify local, collective, and diverse
experiences and practices, as examples,
recognising that they are ever changing
and dynamic— not static— and gather
strength through exchange and solidar-
ity.
Agroecological production and har-
and recipes and served in calabash dish- ves_tlng: we will pron_’19te SOCIaIIy.and
es: food sovereignty in action! environmentally sensitive production sys-
(Courtesy Nahid Naghizadeh) tems that can be controlled by local food
providers.

Picture 3. Local women prepared the food
for the participants using local ingredients

Use of international instruments and programmes: we will assert food sov-
ereignty and associated rights by utilising international legal instruments.

Agrarian reform and community control of territories: we will fight for a
comprehensive genuine agrarian reform that upholds the rights of women, indige-
nous peoples, peasants, fisherfolk, workers, pastoralists, migrants and future gen-
erations and enables the coexistence of different communities in their territories.

We will resist the corporate-led global capitalist model and its institutions and
policies that prevent communities from asserting and achieving food sovereignty.
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This includes challenging government
policies that facilitate corporate control of
our food production and distribution, as
well as taking direct

action against corporate practices.

International trade: we will combine
fights against trade liberalisation with
struggles to promote local production
and markets and thus build food sover-

A cca | 4 |\ eignty.
' V. _ \ fight against the corporate control of the
. : W& food chain by reclaiming control over our
Picture 4. Malian girls carrying local food prod-  territories, production, markets and the

Transnational corporations: we will

ucts during the opening ceremony. In the ways we use food.

background appears one of the messages of the . . L
conference: for an agriculture with peasants; Conflicts and occupation: we will join
for fishing with fisherfolk; for livestock with struggles against occupation and fight
pastors! (Courtesy Ahmad Taheri) the walls and militarization of borders

that splinter peoples and prevent their
access to local food and productive territories, recognising that conflicts and oc-
cupations present a serious threat to food sovereignty and that asserting food
sovereignty is crucial for peoples and communities to survive and thrive under
adverse conditions.

Toxic technology: we will continue to fight against genetically modified crops,
animals, and trees; against industrial aquaculture; against cloned livestock; and
against the irradiation of food.

Monocultures & agrofuels: we will mobilise and engage in international cam-
paigns against the industrial production of agrofuels; these are often under the
control of transnational corporations and have negative impacts on people and

the environment.

Climate change: we will denounce industrial agriculture as a contributor to
climate change and question the utility and effectiveness of carbon markets to
reduce emissions and ensure climate justice.

Strengthen the movement: we will strengthen the movements for food sover-
eignty through mobilisation, alliance building, education, communication and joint
action among movements throughout the world; and we will win.

Mobilisation: we will mobilise across sectors in our joint struggles against those
governmental policies, corporations and institutions that prevent the realisation
of food sovereignty.

Alliance building and strengthening our own movements: we will build

the movement for food sovereignty by strengthening organisations, coopera-
tives, associations and networks, and building strategic alliances among diverse
constituencies such as consumers, students, academics, health practitioners,
religious communities, the environmental justice movement, water justice move-
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ments and people affected by large dams, extractive industry, wars, occupation
and disasters.

Education: we will promote political education in order to assert food sovereignty.

Communication: we will strengthen our own means of communication based on
our cultures and local conditions, in order to counter corporate propaganda, chal-
lenge the globalised industrial food system and highlight good local experiences
and knowledge.

Days of action: we will coordinate and participate in days of action that are
organized and promoted by allied organizations, bringing a focus on food sover-

eignty and encouraging the participation of , , , ,
For more information on this event and its outcomes,

all constituencies, espeC|aIIy women. including the Food Sovereignty Action Agenda discussed
by sectors, interest groups, and regions represented at the
Notes Forum, please see http://www.nyeleni2007.0org or contact

1 Text is adapted by Maryam Rahmanian from the Nyéléni RO AN

2007 Synthesis Report (Forum for Food Sovereignty Pour d’avantage d‘informations concernant cet événement

International Steering Committee, 2007) ainsi que d’autres documents en francais, incluant I’Agenda

d’Action de Souveraineté Alimentaire, voyez

http://www.nyeleni2007.org ou contactez

References contact@nyeleni2007.org.

International Steering Committee of the Forum for Food . ., , -
Sovereignty, Synthesis Report - Nyéléni 2007, Forum for Fara mas informacion asi que otros docume.ntos en Espafiol,
Food Sovereignty, electronic document, March 2007. incluyendo la Agenda de Accidén de Soberanidad Alimenta-

Available at http://www.nyeleni2007.org/spip. ria, ver i
php?article334 (15 June 2007) http.//www.nye!en|2007.org o contactar
contact@nyeleni2007.org

A Co-Management Learning Network builds
bridges between protected areas and indigenous
peoples in South East Asial

Jeremy) tronside, Grazia Borrind Feyerabend, and Jjanwnie Lasimbang

The Co-Management Learning Network (CMLN) was established in December 2005
to implement and exchange protected areas co-management (CM) experiences
among seven pilot “learning sites” in seven countries of South East Asia (see table
below). In light of the problems of ‘coercive’ approaches to protected area manage-
ment, and of the strained relationships between indigenous communities and protect-
ed area authorities, this initiative promotes cooperation and mutual respect towards
more effective and sustainable opportunities to conserve Southeast Asia’s important
biodiversity.
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Co-management Learning Sites in South-East Asia

Country Participating Site ICr:)dr1i1gr$1rL]|ﬁlth?es

Indonesia Kayan Mentarang National Park (KMNP) Dayak (several groups)
Malaysia Crocker Range Park (CRP) Dusun and Murut

Thailand Ob Luang National Park (OLNP) Karen, Hmong, Khon Muang
Cambodia Virachey National Park (VNP) Brao, Kavet

Laos Xe Piann National PA (XPNPA) Brao, Jrouk Dak

Vietnam xrl.leaCIa(p/lgcgl'gal_iéx)ecies/Habitat Conservation Hmong

Philippines Mt. Guiting-Guiting Natural Park (MGGNP) Sibuyan Mangyan Tagabukid

The Co-management Learning Network is a partnership among “CM learning sites”

engaged in similar processes towards shared governance (co-management) of pro-

teced areas. In Phase I of the initative (December 2005 to June 2008) teams from

each site— including government agency staff, indigenous peoples representatives

and civil society organisations— are working towards:

» Supporting CM practice in each learning site.and reflecting upon that practice in lo-
cal participatory action research processes;

» Promoting mutual support and common learning within the regional CM network;

P Enhancing the capacity to develop and maintain co-management (policies, process-
es, agreements and institutions) in all the learning sites,

» Enhancing understanding, awareness and recognition of CM practices beyond the
learning sites— in all concerned countries and in the region.

While co-management learning networks have been successfully implemented in
other parts of the world, this is a new initiative for the South East Asia region. Ac-
ceptance of indigenous peoples' rights to
participate in the management of protected
areas varies greatly across the participating

UME TO CROCKER NATURE C
DATANG KE PUSAT ALA SENULAJADI

Picture 1. The first regional meeting of the
CMLN took place in Crocker Range Nation-
al Park (Sabah, Malaysia) in March 2006.
(Courtesy Grazia Borrini-Feyerabend)

Picture 2. Field visits help people recog-
nise the commonalities and diversities of
their issues.

(Courtesy Grazia Borrini-Feyerabend)
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Picture 3. Cultural pride is part of indigenous Picture 4. The exchange among the participants
peoples’ sense of identity. from different sites is intense
(Courtesy Grazia Borrini-Feyerabend) (Courtesy Grazia Borrini-Feyerabend)

countries. In the Philippines, for example, the

Indigenous Peoples Rights Act of 1997 allows indigenous communities to claim their
land ownership and resource management rights, and in some cases this has resulted
in protected area authorities and local indigenous communities negotiating co-man-
agement agreements. In Indonesia, government decrees issued since 2002 have
mandated the collaborative management of Kayan Mentarang National Park through a
joint policy board, including the participation of an independent indigenous organiza-
tion (FOMMA). This policy advance is slowly being transformed into concrete action on
the ground. In other countries, the policy discussion and acceptance of CM is only in
a budding stage and still lacks legal provisions for 'sharing power' in protected area
management.

In the learning sites of the CMLN network, the rights and responsibilities to co-manage

all or part of the protected areas are being defined in a variety of ways, including:

» Negotiating watershed management agreements in which upstream indigenous
communities receive benefits for maintaining the health of the watershed supplying
water to downstream communities (The Philippines);

» Negotiating, demarcating and developing sustainable resource use plans for com-
munity areas inside protected areas (Malaysia, Cambodia);

P Strengthening dialogue and cooperation between lowland and upland indigenous
communities in watersheds, partially one included in a protected area (Thailand);

» Demonstrating the value of indigenous traditional knowledge for protected area
management (Laos);

P Using pilot co-management activities for policy level advocacy (Vietnam); and

P Defining protocols for sharing management tasks and responsibilities, and estab-
lishing indigenous representative structures (Indonesia);
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These experiences are the focus of participa- il
tory action research in each site, regularly !
exchanged and discussed in the network’s
regional workshops. The workshops are
dedicated to mutual support and common
learning among teams from each site. The
teams include representatives of indigenous
peoples, PA authorities and supporting civil S
society organisations. In addition, study tours/
are held between the sites, and technical
support is provided through networks such
as TGER and TILCEPA. The lessons learned in
the CMLN are being documented and will be
disseminated as the activities in each of the

. Picture 5. The second regional meeting
sites and the broader network develop and  4f the CMLN took place in Mu Cang Chai

evolve. Reports on progress will be shared (Vietnam) in December 2006.

through the CMLN’s own web site (available (Courtesy Grazia Borrini-Feyerabend)
soon!).

Jeremy Ironside (jeremyi@camintel.com) is the Project
References Coordinator of the Co Management Learning Network (Cha-
ing Mai, Thailand) and a long time member of TGER. Grazia

Ironside J. and N. Nang, Indigenous Peoples and Protected Borrini Feyerabend (gbf@cenesta.org) is Chair of TGER

Areas: A Collaborative Management Learning Network in . . b
Southeast Asia, Project Inception Phase Report Dec 1 and Co-chair of TILCEPA. Jannie Lasimbang

= ) . _ (aipp@loxinfo.co.th) is Secretary General of the Asia Indig-
ﬁggscd‘;gg ‘l?,lgizg)rﬂg’”::éa Ltcggztegggs Peoples Pact Founda enous Peoples Pact Foundation (Chaing Mai, Thailand) and a

member of TGER.
Ironside, J., Collaborative Management Learning Network

Project 6 Month Progress Report, July 1 - Dec 31 2006, Asia Indigenous Peoples Pact Foundation, Chaing Mai, Thai-
land, Feb 2007.

Poverty ndicators for Protected Areas:
Report from a workshop hosted by UNEP-WCMC
in collaboration with the Poverty and Conservation
Learning Group

Alessandra Giuliant

MNEP'S World Conservation Monitoring Centre (WCMC) recently hosted an interna-
tional workshop at its offices in Cambridge (UK) to explore the potential for developing
a set of poverty indicators that could be associated with the World Database on Protect-
ed Areas. This workshop was intended to both share experience on a key poverty-con-
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servation issue (one of the objectives of the
Poverty and Conservation Learning Group)
and to feed into UNEP-WCMC's “Vision 2020”
project — an initiative that is intended to
evaluate the contribution that protected areas
make to conservation and development, and
how that contribution is evolving over time.

Protected areas (PAs) play a key role in
conserving biodiversity. In recent decades,
however, and especially in the last few years,
| they have come under increased scrutiny

for their alleged negative impact on people

- living within or around them. The litera-

ture on protected area impacts is, however,

Picture 1. Group picture from the Vision quite patchy and often based on anecdotal
2020 workshop. evidence. Through the Vision 2020 project,
(Courtesy Edmund McManus) UNEP-WCMC hopes to collect a body of objec-

tive evidence assessing the contribution of
PAs to biological diversity and their impact on communities, as well as the effectiveness
with which such areas are managed.

The workshop brought together representatives from conservation and development
NGOs from around the world interested in studying the impact of protected areas in
more depth. The meeting had two key objectives: first, to review the current state of
knowledge on methodologies for assessing the socio-economic impacts of PAs on local
communities and, second, to explore the feasibility of and institutional partnerships nec-
essary for assessing PAs’ contribution to conservation and development goals.

The workshop started with a series of presentations from participants to frame the dis-
cussion - an exciting opportunity for all present to share experiences and lessons learnt
on the linkages between poverty and PAs. The rest of the workshop evolved around
breakout sessions and open discussions. Many stimulating debates took place during the
two day meeting, owing to the outstanding level of expertise, goodwill, and commitment
to the topic of all the participants. Fruitful discussions resulted in agreement on several
key issues:

» the development of an internationally recognized set of criteria and methods to as-
sess the governance process and well-being impact of protected areas is both desir-
able and timely;

P the first step towards the creation of such a set of criteria and methods is to under-
take an in-depth analysis of indicators and methodologies that have been developed
and utilised thus far in this field and to summarise the lessons learned;

p» the development of such criteria and methods is a complex task and should be per-
formed by a partnership of concerned organisations; and

» UNEP-WCMC is well situated to lead the process of partnership development and fun-
draising for this work.

More generally, the workshop confirmed the high level of interest currently present at
the international level in the linkages between poverty and protected areas.

In the closing session, many participants expressed their personal or organisational
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interest in maintaining involvement in the project. As an immediate next step, TILCEPA
f-:md TGER .members ‘-_"greEd to take a _Iead For more information about this workshop, the participants’
in developing a toolkit of methodologies list, and the Vision 2020 project concept, please visit UNEP-

and indicators to assess the socio-economic WCMC website at: http://www.unep-wcmc.org/protectedAr-
eas/dsp/Vision2020Index.htm or contact Charles Besangon,

impacts of PAs, in collaboration with UNEP-  ¢'prosect Coordinator
WCMC, the PCLG and others. (Charles.Besancon@unep-wcmec.org). For more information
about the Poverty and Conservation Learning Group please
Alessandra Giuliani (pclg@iied.org) is the PCLG Research visit our website at www.povertyandconservation.info or
Assistant. Alessandra is a member of TGER and TILCEPA. contact pclg@iied.org.

Awmélioration des modes de vie et de Léquité par La
foresterie communautatre :
WA NOUVEAU Projet de CIFOR

M. Kante Bocar and Bowda Hewri-Noél

L/es objectifs du millénaire pour le développemen (OMD) constituent la référence
pour les bailleurs de fond. Ces objectifs sont loin d’étre atteints. La forét est considérée
comme une ressource pouvant contribuer a atteindre ces objectifs, car elle fonde des
modes de vie et répond aux besoins de base des personnes en énergie, alimentation,
santé, etc.

Les rencontres internationales concernant 'aménagement forestier durable, en parti-
culier celles prenant place au sein du Forum des Nations Unis sur les Foréts (UNFF),
attirent I'attention sur lI'importance des produits forestiers non ligneux (PFNL) dans la
réduction de la pauvreté. Un rapport 2005 de World Ressources Institute (WRI) montre
I'importance des PFNL dans la réduction de la pauvreté. Ainsi le NFP (National Forest
Programme) Facility et PROFOR (un partenariat des bailleurs associé avec la Banque
Mondiale) financent des projets de séminaire tendant a montrer la contribution des fo-
réts dans I'aménagement forestier durable.

La gestion durable des foréts adopte aujourd’hui dans beaucoup de pays une approche
de décentralisation et participation, censées substituer la méfiance a I’'égard des po-
pulations locales par leur responsabilisation. Cette approche, qui répond a un souci de
bonne gouvernance, souléve un vif intérét au sein de CIFOR (Center for International
Forestry Research), une organisation internationale bien connue dans le domaine de la
recherche forestiére. Dans le cadre de son programme sur la gouvernance forestiére,
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celui-ci a lancé avec d’autres partenaires une initiative sur les Droits et les Ressour-
ces (Rights and Resources Initiative), sous-tendue par le projet de recherche « Amé-
lioration des moyens de subsistances et de I’équité dans la foresterie communautai-

re ». Ce projet de recherche vise a contribuer a I’'objectif de réduction de la pauvreté
par le moyen des ressources forestieres. L'initiative est soutenue par un financement
conjoint de la Fondation Ford et du CRDI (Centre de Recherche pour le Développement
International).

Le projet « Amélioration des moyens d’existence et de I'équité dans la
foresterie communautaire »

C'est de l'initiative « Resource Rights Initiative » que découle le projet « Amélioration
des moyens d’existence et de I'équité dans la foresterie communautaire ». Ce projet met
I'accent sur les droits et le bien-étre des populations les plus vulnérables. L'objectif gé-
néral du projet est d’appuyer les politiques, les stratégies, les processus institutionnels
a divers niveaux ainsi que les pistes innovantes favorables aux pauvres et qui apportent
une plus-value a la foresterie communautaire en respectant I'écologie durable, les béné-
fices du bien-étre et I'équité sociale en faveur des femmes et des autres groupes margi-
nalisés dans les pays et sites sélectionnés. Les pays d’intervention du projet sont :

P en Asie: Inde, Laos, Philippines

» en Amérique Latine: Brésil, Bolivie, Guatemala, Nicaragua

P en Afrique: Burkina Faso, Cameroun et Ghana.

Les objectifs spécifiques de ce projet sont :

» identifier et répondre aux demandes spécifiques d’information et de renforcement de
capacités ;

P renforcer les capacités institutionnelles pour la recherche, I'analyse, le suivi et le plai-
doyer en faveur de la gestion durable des foréts ;

» identifier et développer les mécanismes pour promouvoir le dialogue effectif des ac-
teurs ;

» renforcer les programmes et activités de sensibilisation en faveur de la gestion dura-
ble des foréts, initiés par les partenaires et autres organisations.

Pour atteindre ces objectifs, le projet prévoit les activités suivantes a réaliser :

» mise en place d'un réseau de partenaires intervenant dans la foresterie communau-
taire ;

» mise en place d'un comité de pilotage et tenue de rencontres périodiques ;

P sélection des sites d’interventions ;

» identification des besoins de formation des communautés et de renforcement des
capacités des partenaires ;

P organisations de rencontres des acteurs de la foresterie communautaire en vue
d'échanger sur les démarches de plaidoirie en faveur de la gestion durable des foréts

P réunions de consultation des partenaires sur les rapports produits ;

P séminaires avec les communautés ;

P rédaction de rapports et campagnes de diffusion.

Ces différentes activités doivent aboutir aux produits suivants :

» rapport national de synthese final ;

» renforcement des compétences et capacités des partenaires locaux ;
» appui au dialogue et a la communication entre les multiples acteurs ;
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» diffusion des résultats du projet a travers les médias et les canaux de prise de décision.

Ainsi ce projet de recherche revét une logique participative et cherche a avoir un impact
durable sur les différents partenaires, avec répartition des responsabilités entre eux.

La répartition des responsabilités entre les partenaires

CIFOR adopte une approche collaborative dans la recherche et développe des partenari-
ats dans divers secteurs et avec diverses catégories de structures (municipalités, uni-
versités, organismes de recherche et de formation, ONG régionales ou locales, groupes
de base et fédérations tels que les groupements de femmes ou les communautés lo-
cales, propriétaires de foréts et associations d’exploitants). Ces différents partenaires
sont sélectionnés sur la base de leur expérience ou de leur intérét pour la promotion
des politiques favorables aux plus démunis, les mécanismes institutionnels, la participa-
tion des acteurs a la base et les programmes relatifs a la foresterie communautaire et a
la réduction de la pauvreté.

Dans le cadre du projet, les partenaires nationaux seront réunis au sein d’'un comité
de pilotage. CIFOR jouera surtout un role de facilitateur. Les partenaires décideront en
commun de la méthodologie de recherche et se répartiront les taches. Ils auront aussi
la faculté de proposer des sites de recherches qui seront soumis aux criteres de sélec-
tion des sites définis par CIFOR et ses partenaires stratégiques.

Les critéeres de sélection des sites

Au maximum, trois sites seront sélectionnés dans chaque pays par CIFOR, et leur
sélection tiendra compte de I’'existence de processus organisationnels et de produc-
tion relatifs au foncier, aux systemes de gestion collective des foréts, aux stratégies de
développement, et aux impacts et implications institutionnels. Les criteres de sélection
incluent :

» la demande et l'intérét pour la foresterie communautaire par les populations locales
(particuliéerement les groupes les plus vulnérables), les organisations non gouverne-
mentales, les organisations de recherche et les structures administratives compé-
tentes pour le ressort territorial des sites ;

P> l'existence de problématiques non résolues dans la recherche ou de priorités déga-

gées dans des études antérieures ;

I'importance des foréts sur les revenus des exploitants locaux ;

I'existence de conflits entre les exploitants et/ou d’opportunités de partenariat et de

collaboration entre les multiples acteurs.

\ A4

Conclusion

Le projet de recherche « Amélioration des
moyens d’existence et de I’équité dans la
foresterie communautaire » s’inscrit dans

le sillage des objectifs du millénaire pour le
développement et la démarche participative
lui permet d’'impliquer les partenaires dés le
début de la réflexion et de la mise en ceuvre
au niveau national. Les résultats devant étre
produits par cette recherche devraient béné-
ficier des multiples acteurs dans le domaine
de la foresterie communautaire.
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M. Kante Bocar Oumar (bokante@gmail.com) est juriste
de formation. Dans le cadre d’'un mémoire de DEA, il a
travaillé sur « la protection nationale du patrimoine mondial
au Sénégal ». Il est actuellement inscrit en thése a I'Ecole
doctorale de droit public et fiscal de I’'Université Paris 1 Pan-
théon Sorbonne, en France. Parallelement il travaille au bu-
reau de I’Afrique de I’'Ouest de CIFOR comme cadre associé
au programme Gouvernance forestiére. Bouda Henri-Noél
(h.bouda@cgiar.org) est forestier, chercheur associé au
bureau régional du CIFOR en Afrique de I'Ouest. Il s'occupe
depuis 2003 des themes de recherche relatifs a la décen-
tralisation et la gestion des ressources naturelles. Il partage
son temps entre le programme "Foréts et Gouvernance" et
le programme "Foréts et Moyens de Subsistance".

Policy Matters 15, July 2007



CEESP News and Events

peclaracidn oficial de Chake Nuha - South
American farmers' movements reject biofuels

Awn introduction bg Stmone Lovera

Concern about the existing and potential negative impacts of biofuels (or rather, agrofuels
as social movements prefer to call them) is rising, and not only amongst environmental
NGOs. At a seminar on agrofuels that took place in April 2007 in Asuncién, Paraguay, the
most representative Paraguayan farmers’ movements and a large nhumber of NGOs adopted
a joint statement that rejects what is called the "trap” of agrofuels. The statement warns
that the large-scale production of agrofuels under the current agro-industrial model will
strongly exacerbate existing problems related to the export-oriented production of soy and
other monocultures, including rural unemployment and depopulation; contamination and
degradation of soils; watersheds, deforestation, biodiversity destruction; the introduction
of genetically modified crops; and an increase in health problems related to pesticide
intoxication. Similar concerns were raised at an informal strategy meeting of Latin American
NGOs and farmers’ organizations that took place at the occasion of an international
conference on the impacts of Eucalyptus plantations organized by Via Campesina-Brazil in
April. What follows is the Paraguayan statement, in Spanish and English respectively.

Declaracion oficial de Chake
Nuha— Seminario Nacional sobre
las trampas del agrocombustible
y los servicios ambientales en el
Paraguay

Paraguay se ha puesto como meta el ex-
portar agrocombustibles a corto plazo. Los
planes son exportar al menos 50 millones
de ddlares en el término de cuatro afos,

y simultdneamente dejar de importar

por lo menos 150 millones de ddlares de
carburantes fdsiles en el mismo periodo.
Segun ciertas investigaciones cientificas
este calculo no sale; investigadores como - - :
Pimentel® afirman una ecuacidon energética Picture 1. Soya crop expansion is causing
negativa en la produccion de agrocom- deforestation in the district of San Pedro,
bustibles porque necesitan mas insumos  Paraguay (Courtesy Simone Lovera)
fosiles para produccién, elaboracion y

transporte que emiten después en la combustion en el motor del coche.

El auge de la superficie cultivada con plantas energéticas solo se puede realizar
a través de una expansion exponencial de monocultivos en gran escala a cuenta
de la tala de los remanentes del bosque, sustitucién de cultivos ya existentes o
expulsidon de pequefios productores campesinos e indigenas. Esta expansiéon de
por si significa mas consumo de combustibles fésiles y emisidén de didxido de
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carbono de lo que se espera generar y ahorrar con los agrocombustibles.

La expansién del monocultivo es la causa directa de la grave situacion que vive
actualmente la mayoria del pueblo paraguayo, con una economia volcada a la
exportacion de soja forrajera, con un costo en salud de miles de personas con-
taminadas, la casi desaparicién del Bosque Atlantico con la consecuente pérdida
de biodiversidad, la disminucién del empleo rural y la pérdida de la cultura in-
digena y campesina, un constante éxodo del campo a la ciudad donde los emi-
grantes rurales se enfrentan a la miseria y el desempleo. Las cifras de crecimien-
to macroecondmico no significan una mejora de las condiciones de vida de la
mayoria si no el enriquecimiento desmedido de una delgada capa social egoista y
sus aliados transnacionales.

Planteamos un rechazo a todas las medidas politicas y econdmicas que prom-
ueven el desarrollo de agrocombustibles y la expansién de monocultivos de gran
escala:

1. Rechazamos la renovacion de la ley de biocombustibles que solo significa
alivios fiscales para que las transnacionales instalen la infraestructura nec-
esaria para profundizar el saqueo de nuestros Recursos Naturales. Esta nueva
industria no implica ningun progreso para la poblacidn, repite el esquema de
los silos de soja transgénica, son industrias sin trabajadores que se alimentan
de un agro sin agricultores. Tal como el modelo sojero que se ha expandido
sin contribuir a las mayorias, ahora Paraguay se vende a los nuevos agron-
egocios energéticos con la presion fiscal mas baja de la region y ofreciendo sin
mayores escrupulos, los remanentes de bosques y las tierras de las comuni-
dades campesinas e indigenas.

2. Denunciamos la “Alianza del Etanol” y la propuesta de que Paraguay suminis-
tre al alcoducto brasilefio por ser este un proyecto que tendra graves conse-
cuencias en la poblaciéon y el medio ambiente. Esta alianza estratégica con el
Brasil en la produccidon de alcohol carburante, es para la exportacién a EE.UU.,
Europa y Japdn. Los acuerdos econdmicos sobre agrocombustibles de Para-
guay con EEUU y la Unién Europea estan en la misma linea.

3. Asimismo denunciamos el Primer Congreso Americano de Biocombustibles a
realizarse entre el 10-12 de Mayo en Buenos Aires, Argentina,? donde partici-
paran el ex vicepresidente de los Estados Unidos, Al Gore; el ex presidente
de Colombia, Andrés Pastrana; el ex Embajador de Estados Unidos en Chile,
Gabriel Guerra Mondragon y Alberto Moreno, director ejecutivo del Banco In-
teramericano de Desarrollo (BID). Este evento parece ser la presala del re-
mate de los recién inaugurados fondos del BID, fondos que se estiman pueden
llegar a un monto de US$ 200.000 millones para aprovechar y dominar la
produccidon de los agrocombustibles. El mismo BID junto con el gobierno de
Brasil estrechamente ligado al empresariado paulista y de los EEUU aunaran
este fondo.

4. No se reconoce que estas estrategias implican inherentemente expansion de
infraestructura de comunicacion, tales como carreteras, puertos, ductos etc
gue promoveran mayor deforestacion y no resolveran los obstaculos de com-
ercializacién y aislamiento que sufren los campesinos e indigenas paraguayos.
Esta expansién de infraestructura implica la concrecién del mega proyecto del
IIRSA (Iniciativa para la Integracion de la Infraestructura Regional Surameri-
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cana).

5. Este desarrollo de mercado no es para resolver la pobreza del pais ni para al-
iviar el cambio climatico, aspira esencialmente a abastecer el nuevo mercado
de la industria automotriz del norte especializado en agrocombustibles y tam-
poco resuelve la dependencia del Paraguay de importaciones de combustibles
fosiles.

6. Asimismo, rechazamos todas las propuestas de implementacidon de servicios
ambientales por que son estrategias maquilladas para expropiarse de nuestros
recursos naturales y territorios.

Nuestra propuesta es:

1. Que las politicas publicas favorezcan la permanencia de las comunidades
rurales e indigenas, apostando por su desarrollo comunitario y territorial
con una reforma agraria integral y la recuperacion de la Soberania Nacional
(Alimentaria, Territorial y Cultural) como eje principal de la democracia de
nuestra sociedad.

2. Que en vez de promover la produccién a gran escala de agrocombustibles, se
planteen medidas serias para asegurar la Soberania Alimentaria y Energética
en América Latina con medidas de disminucién de consumo de energia en el
Norte a la vez que se aseguren mejores condiciones de abastecimiento en el
Sur y se apueste por el arraigo y la repoblacién del campo.

3. Exigimos una moratoria global para los monocultivos de agrocombustibles y
el comercio internacional de agrocombustibles, incluyendo en estos el com-
ercio de bonos de carbono. Requerimos de una moratoria para evaluar las
potencialidades y los peligros de este desarrollo, denunciamos que somos
victimas de la consecuencia de los monocultivos industrializados y tememos
gue el mercado de agrocombustibles pueda producir consecuencias aun mas
catastroficas. Entendemos que el fendmeno del cambio climatico requiere
medidas urgentes, pero estas inevitablemente tienen que primeramente ser
resueltas en el nivel de consumo de los paises del Norte y no a través de po-
tenciar el Modelo Agroexportador y generar mas presion sobre nuestra tierra y
nuestra poblacién.

Official Declaration of Chake Nuha on the Agro-fuels and
Environmental Services Traps— Asuncion, Paraguay, 24 April 2007

Paraguay has set a short term goal of exporting agro-fuels. The plan is to export at
least 50 million dollars worth of agro-fuels in the next four years and in the same
time frame to stop importing at least 150 million dollars worth of fossil fuels. How-
ever, according to scientific research, the math of this proposal does not add up.
Researchers like Pimentel®> argue that the net result of the energetic equation for
agro-fuel production would be negative, not positive, because more fossil fuels are
needed for production, processing and transportation than would be conserved by
burning agro-fuels instead of fossil fuels to power a car.

Furthermore, in order to increase the cultivation surface dedicated to energy
plants, large scale monocultures will be exponentially expanded. This expansion
would entail cutting down the remaining forests, substituting current crops and
forcing the eviction of small farmers and indigenous peoples. Expanding agro-fuel
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monocultures also requires more fossil fuel consumption and releases more carbon
dioxide emissions than the agro-fuels hypothetically produced and the emissions
hypothetically avoided. The expansion of monocultures is the direct cause of the
dire situation that the vast majority of the Paraguayan people endure. It is a pillar
of the soy feed export economy which destroys the health of thousands of people
intoxicated by soy plantation fumigations, promotes the clear cutting of the Atlan-
tic Forest, the corresponding loss of biodiversity, causes the loss of rural jobs and
the loss of the cultures of indigenous peoples and small farmers, as well as the
constant exodus from the countryside to the city where the rural emigrants face
unemployment and misery. The statistics of macroeconomic growth do not mean
that there is an improvement in the living condition of the majority, but rather in-
dicate the disproportionate accumulation of wealth of a tiny oligarchy and its tran-
snational allies.

We reject all policy and economic measures that promote the development of
agro-fuels and the expansion of large scale monocultures:

1. We reject the reform of the biofuels law which will only give tax breaks to tran-
snational companies for putting in place the infrastructure needed to accentu-
ate the pillaging of our natural recourses. This new industry does not bring any
progress to the people. It just duplicates the GMO soy silos paradigm, that is to
say that it is an industry without workers that is based on agriculture without
agricultural workers. Just like it did with the soy model which has not brought
any benefits to the majority of the population, Paraguay is selling out to the
new agro-energy business offering the greatest tax incentives in the region and,
with nary a twinge of conscience, offering up the last remaining forests and the
lands and territories of indigenous peoples and small farmers.

2. We denounce the "Ethanol Alliance" and the proposal whereby Paraguay will
supply the Brazilian "Alcohoduct"c because they will have grave consequences
for the people and environment. This strategic alliance with Brazil for carburant
alcohol production is for exporting to the U.S.A., Europe and Japan. The eco-
nomic agreement between Paraguay and the U.S.A. and the European Union on
agro-fuels are drawn up in similar terms.

3. We also denounce the First American Congress on Biofuels to be held May
10th to 12th in Buenos Aires, Argentina with the participation of a former vice-
president of the United States, Al Gore; the former president of Colombia,
Andrés Pastrana; the former U.S. Ambassador to Chile, Gabriel Guerra Mon-
dragon, and Alberto Moreno, Executive Director of the Inter-American Develop-
ment Bank (IDB). This event seems like a pep rally for the recently approved
IDB funding that is estimated at something like USD 200 billion to control and
shape agro-fuel production. The IDB in conjunction with the Brazilian Govern-
ment which is closely tied to a Sao Paolo business community and the European
Union will administer this fund.

4. There is no acknowledgement that these strategies necessarily include expand-
ing communication infrastructure, like highways, ports, pipelines, etc, that will
cause greater deforestation and will not remove the obstacles faced by Para-
guayan small farmers and indigenous peoples for marketing their products nor
will it mitigate their isolation. This infrastructure expansion is part of the im-
plementation of the IIRSA mega-project (Initiative for the Integration of South
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American Regional Infrastructure).

5. The development of this agrofuel market is not intended to help diminish the
poverty of the country nor mitigate climate change, nor lessen Paraguay's de-
pendence on fossil fuels. Rather it aspires to supply the new agrofuels market of
the Northern auto-industry.

6. Furthermore, we reject all proposals for implementing environmental services
schemes which are thinly disguised strategies for expropriating our natural re-
sources and territories.

Our proposal is:

That public policies promote the permanence and well-being of rural and indige-
nous communities by promoting community and territorial development as part of
an integral agrarian reform and the recuperation of National Sovereignty (including
Food, Territorial and Cultural Sovereignty) as the principal axis of the democracy
of our society.

Instead of promoting agro-fuel production, we need sound measures for en-
suring Food and Energy Sovereignty in America Latina as well as measures for
diminishing energy consumption in the North and better energy supply in the
South and special efforts to support rural communities' permanence and the re-
population of the countryside.

We demand a worldwide moratorium on agro-fuels monocultures and the interna-
tional trade in agro-fuels, including the trade in carbon credits. We need a mora-
torium to evaluate the potential impact and the dangers of this market. We de-
nounce that we are victims of the adverse impacts of industrialized monocultures
and that we fear that the bio-fuel market could result in even more catastrophic
consequences. We understand that the climate change phenomenon requires swift
responses. But climate change mitigation strategies have to focus on decreasing
the consumption of the North and must not hinge on promoting agro-export mod-
els that put the screws on our land and peoples.

Organizaciones firmantes:

ALTER VIDA, ASAGRAPA, BASE IS, CCDA, CEIDRA, CMB, CNOCIP, CONAMURI,
Federacidon de Pueblos Guaranies, GRR (Arg), IDECO, Iniciativa Paraguaya

de Integraciéon de los Pueblos, MAP, MCNOC, ONAC, SEPA, SERPAJ, PY,
SOBREVIVENCIA/Friends of the Earth-Paraguay, Universidad Nacional de Pilar

Notes

1 http://www.news.cornell.edu/stories/July05/ethanol. Simone Lovera (simonelovera@yahoo.com) is manag-
toocostly.ssl.html ing coordinator of the Global Forest Coalition, a worldwide

2 Un evento que pretende perfilarse “la principal plata- coalition of Indigenous Peoples' Organizations and NGOs
forma de intercambio de ideas, tendencias y proyectos promoting rights-based forest conservation policies. She
en el sector emergente de los biocombustibles. Se also works as a volunteer forest campaigner at Sobreviven-
analizaran proyectos ya en curso en América y Europa,  cia/Friends of the Earth-Paraguay.

asi como la manera de replicarlos e incluso optimizarlos
en América Latina.”
http://www.biofuelscongress.org/index_esp.asp

3 A proposed pipeline for ethanol transport
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thematic contribution to them and to the civil society meetings around them.

IUCN, The World Conservation Union, is a unique Union of members from some 170 countries
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“Trade and Environment”, “Environment and Security” and the Caspian Sturgeon, including issues
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