WFOE MAGAZINE N

“F@RMletter

SSUE N°44 OCTOBER 2015

INTERNATIONAL
TRADE EFFECTS ON
- GLO

Editorial
Board

Editor
Marco Marzano de Marinis

Assistant Editor
Paul Bodenham

Editorial Team
Alessandra Giuliani
Luisa Volpe
Giorgia Pergolini

Subscribeto

the monthly F@rmletter
by sending an e-mail to
info@wfo-oma.org

World Farmers'
Organisation
viadel Tritone, 102
00187 Roma

TEL +39064274 1158
MAIL info@wfo-oma.org
WEB  www.wfo-oma.org


mailto:info@wfo-oma.org
http://www.wfo-oma.org

WEFOF@rmletter

EDITORIAL

ACGT

Puvan J Selvanathan
HEAD, INTERNATIONAL TRADE CENTRE
OFFICE TO THE UNITED NATIONS, NEW YORK

Farmers are the genome of our food systems.
Since the earliest civilization farmers have built
our economies by providing the most essential
element to allow our societies to sustain
themselves.

Farmers fed the armies that delivered empires. Farmers fed
theworkers,engineersandarchitects that builtthe Pyramids.
Farmers provided the currency for taxation. Farmers fed the
Industrialists in England as they had their Revolution - and
the Revolutionaries in France as they abolished serfdom
and created egalitarianism. As our numbers grew farmers
produced more to thwart Malthusians, and as we have now
become an urban species, farmers ensure that our service,
information and green economies function without knowing
where our food comes from - just that it is there when we
need to eat. Like the DNA within every living cell, farmers
shape the way we function, live and thrive.

As we entered the 21st century a moral debate raged
on whether the human genome could be patented.
Corporations and academics scrambled for the original ‘land-
grab) investing millions to sequence our genes and arguing
that patent protection was the only way that necessary
investment in new genetic treatments could be financed and
developed.

Until the US Supreme Court rejected the idea in 2013 that
the naturally occurring human genes were not patentable,
several hundred patents had already been issued. If
enforceable, such ‘property’ would mean that future
generations might pay licences to simply exist as humans.

The challenges that many farmers face today because of
proprietary seeds and genetically-enforced cultivation
practicesiswell-reported. Onbalance,we mustrecogniseand
cannot deny the fruits we enjoy from these same proprietary
systems - in the form of greater and more reliable yields in
several crops,andin places onthe planet where cultivation at
significant scales was previously impossible. | take no position
onthese matters. They are what they are for myriad reasons
that are well considered, both for and against, by people far
more expert and passionate about the issues than I.

My thoughts go to the fact that we have collected data and
information about farming for hundreds of years. As the
tools to collect information have become cheaper and more
sophisticated, the rate at which data is collected from farms
has accelerated exponentially.

Everyday, terabytes of data are drawn from sensors and
satellites littering farms, irrigation systems and cultivation
equipment. Governments and universities have a lot of this
data, some of which is available publicly for use in aspects
of national planning and development. But the far greater
proportion of data on our food systems is held privately and
used exclusively for supply chain management, productivity
improvement and quality control.

This extends into geographical information systems and is
layered with weather, water use and other data to deliver
powerful analysis that can influence pricing, financing and
risk. The value, viability and lifecycle of farms today can be
modelled with exacting precision in the same way as an oil
reserve or a copper mine. Naturally, this information drives
investment, marketing and risk decisions - and provides
significant competitive advantage if used cleverly.

As ‘sustainability’ has been mainstreamed in the past ten
years, a new realm of data collection has been opened
focusing on the way in which farmers go about their farming.

Thisinformationis not about the farm, or what’s onit, or what
it grows, but about who the farmer is and how they produce
things. It is now necessary for farmers to prove that they are
doing no harm - to the trees, the animals, their neighbours,
the atmosphere, etc. - and the only way to do so is to be
‘certified’ to produce exactly what they have been producing
for years before sustainability became fashionable.

Yes, this does encourage better practices to take root more
quickly, but certification has become a barrier to the greater
proportion of the world’s farmers to continue to participate
as the trusted foundation of our food systems.

Once a beacon for global better practice, certification
has become a toll to markets and a bottleneck for global
sustainability.
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If we want all farmers everywhere to be sustainable we must
allow that to happen. Sustainable practices should be a way
of ‘being’, not licence a way of ‘being policed’ This means
three things must happen:

1. Farmers must be recognised.

Currently the value of farmers to our society is limited
to what they produce. We do not see that behind the
commodities, quotas and prices are real people with families
and hopes. Human dignity is a non-negotiable condition of
societal sustainability. History is replete with instances of
societies leaving entire segments behind by denying them
the right to be seen or heard. Our future shouldn’t tolerate
or propagate any prospect of continuing the invisibility of
farmers in food systems.

2. Farmers must own their own information.
Every piece of information gathered from a farmer is as
much an investment of time and effort by that farmer as it
is by whomever is collecting it. So every good practice and
training course, every audit or certification report that may
exist, and any piece of data that could further their own
interests should be available for the farmer to share with
anyone whom they think appropriate. If this information is
valuable enough to be collected, then that is value that the
farmers have built. The data is their property.

3. Farmers must have a platform

to self-declare good practices.
The importance of enabling farmers to tell their own stories
about what they do cannot be overstated. We know that
every farmer in the world cannot be certified, but they can
easily volunteer what their customers may need to know if
given a smartphone and connectivity. Peers and customers
will vouch for honest and reliable producers, and expose liars
and cheats. Sustainability practitioners lecture extensively
about ‘reputation’ management - let farmers manage their
own reputations. Why should certifiers be trusted any
more than the farmers themselves? We are content to trust
brands and labels in lieu of knowing exactly who is handling
our food. Can millions of Volkswagen owners trust the labels
that their car arrived with? Presumably all those vehicles
were ‘certified’

The next stage of evolution of our food systems is overlaying
the possibility of connecting every farmer on the planet
individually to every customer on the planet. The technology
for this exists and we know it as social networking. Shall we
not supplement the interminable stream of news and photos
about our pets and parties with recommendations of exactly
who is growing what we need to eat? The phenomenon
of food channels that have swamped our televisions will
expand to geo-locate not the nearest supermarket but the
entire network of actors who deliver every ingredient to
our kitchens. The same systems we use currently for tweets
and snap-grams will map the genome of our food systems
by sharing data from farmers about themselves and their
practices.

Inthe Information Age data has significant value and farmers
must derive the greatest portion of this value. In conjunction
with adoption of the United Nations Global Goals for
Sustainable Development in New York this September, the
Blue Number Initiative was launched to enable farmers to
do exactly this.

To learn more, please visit www.unbluenumber.org.
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Producers of the
MERCOSUR

and their commitment to food
production and trade

Raul Roccatagliata
HEAD, INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS,
SOCIEDAD RURAL ARGENTINA (SRA)

MERCOSUR  pro-
ducers  (Argentina,
Brazil, Uruguay, Pa-
raguay, Chile and Bo-
livia) have a strong
commitment in pro-
ducing healthy food
and nutritious for a population that increasingly demands more, higher quality
protein, low sustainable production systems.

We stress the importance of the region in the production and trade of food:

We produce 10.8% of world corn (106.8 million tons);

32% of soybean oil (13.8 million liters) and

7.8% of the total cotton (9.5 million tons).

We are the largest producer of orange juice (50% of the world);

One of the leading producers of coffee (36%), vegetable coal (33%);
sugar cane (27%) and beef (26%).

(SOURCE: USDA 2014)

Regarding exports, the Mercosur is a leader in several relevant products;
such is the case:

Soybean, with 21% of total exports;
Soybean oil with 68%;

Soy flour with 72%;

Corn with more than 30%,

Bovine meat with 30% and 7% for rice.
(SOURCE: USDA 2014)

As producers we are challenged to contribute in consolidating economic and
social development of our region, to the extent that the design of public po-
licies aims to allowing producers to promote their full productive potential.

We understand that increasing production and trade is the best way to en-
sure food availability. This is a challenge that we face as producers and are
willing to pursue. In this context, the objective of the economic policies im-
plemented by governments, should be strongly oriented to promote the de-
velopment of investment in the rural sector, in a context of competition from
further deregulation and intelligent openness of the economy, ensuring the
free functioning of markets.

Currently, producers face a medium-term scenario of great uncertainty, with
economic variables concerning both growth of world economies and trade,
far below the levels that existed prior to the crisis of 2008/2009.

In addition, the appreciation of the
US dollar and the relative price reali-
gnment of currencies from the deva-
luation being done by China, added
more uncertainty to the global food
trade.

This could manifest itself in a consi-
derable reduction in the volume of
exports, which are mostly destina-
tion in China Republic and the inter-
national prices of food commodities
impact in the medium term, a negati-
ve balance of payments of the expor-
ting countries .

The commodities market is pre-
sented with high volatility caused,
among other reasons, by the uncer-
tainty created on the market, public
policies that encourage individual
States to safeguard in the short term
domestic markets. In this regard, we
believe that international efforts
to prevent the proper flow of trade
protectionism are the main cause of
market volatility.

We think it is important to emphasi-
ze that an increase or decline in the
price of raw materials is not necessa-
rily reflected in a rise or fall, similar
and widespread food end products.
The fall in commodity prices is not
always reflected in the prices paid by
consumers.

In my country, Argentina, despite the
fall in commodity prices, we know
that producers are price takers, food
prices did not fall, on the contrary,
rose shaped and continue to rise
slowly and permanent.

In our country, when a consumer
buys a kilo of meat, 300 grams are
taxes and duties levied on the entire
chain of production and marketing.
Similar situation is observed in other
commodities such as bread, milk and
rice, among others.

Argentina’s experience in the imple-
mentation of policy intervention and
market regulation (such as barriers to
exports and imports) have been nega-
tive; generate a scenario that threatens
the investment, resulting in a stagnation
of production and loss of international
markets that will be difficult to recover.
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Just an example, a few years ago in
2005, we were the 3rd exporter of beef
inthe world and today fell to 14 th place.
In amarket that grew 42.85% in volume
between 2005 to 2014, Argentina fell
54.98%. Its important participation fell
from 7% to insignificant 2.2% in 2014.
If we analyze what happened in recent
years, according to the World Trade Or-
ganization (WTO Trade Policy Reviews)
between 2006 and 2014, a total of 97
nations, 37 countries orchestrated, in
at least one agricultural product, some
kind of tax the temporary export. With
the particularity that most countries
that applied, developing or emerging
countries.

To our knowledge, this type of invest-
ment policies threatens the stability of
the markets, the processes of innova-
tion and technological incorporation.
Because every time you subtract in-
come to producers, is lost productivi-
ty and jeopardizes the sustainability
and advancement of good agricultural
practices.

CONCLUSIONS

BEEF EXPORTATION RANKING 2005 TO 2013

FONT; IEEYNI BASED ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE CENTER (ITC) .NOTE: THE CALCULATION
INCLUDES FRESH MEAT, CHILLED AND FROZEN (NCM 0201 AND 0202)

Fr.anking 2005 2008 210 203
ira Brazil Brazil Australia India
2do Australia Australia Brazil Brazil
3ro India & Argentina | Estados Unidos | Estados Unidos Australia
4to Canada India India Estados Unidos
Sto MNueva Felanda Holanda Alemania Mueva Zelanda
Bto Haolanda MNueva Zelanda Holanda Holanda
Trma Alemania Alemania Canada Alemania
avo Idanda Idanda Nueva Zelanda Idanda
SR Uruguay Canada Idanda Polonia

10mo Estados Unidos Uruguay Polania Uruguay
11mo Espafia Argentina Uruguay Canada
12mo Paraguay Polonia Paraguay Paraguay
13ro Polonia Paraguay Argentina Bielorusia
14to Italia Colombia Italia Argentina
15to Austria Espafia Bielorusia Espafia
16to Bielorusia Italia Espafia Mexico
17mo Micaragua Austria Reino Unido Italia
18vo Mexico Reino Unido Austria Reino Unido
19n0 Botswana Bielorusia Micaragua Austria
20mo Colombia Micaragua Mexico Micaragua

Guidelines Policy, aimed at achieving
greater food production and marketing:

1) Democracy, institutions

and systems of guarantees.

All government, and society itself, must
ensure full respect of the democratic
order, respect for the institutions and
the fulfillment of individual rights and
guarantees.

2) Macroeconomic Policies.

We must become more competitive,
and in this sense, it is necessary to sear-
ch for macroeconomic equilibrium for
the treasurer and social development
of our countries. Proper management
of state with responsibility for fiscal po-
licy, making an economic, efficient and
effective administration, without ham-
pering the action of the private sector.
If governments lead to grief producers,
it is an attack against the sustainability
and this is of central importance.

3) Public policies aimed at increasing
investment and improving
productivity in the agricultural sector.
Consider key policy coordination that

encourage greater production, aimed at
strengthening aspects related to health,
safety, biotechnology, infrastructure,
research and development, value chain,
crop insurance, etc. Allocate more re-
sources aimed at promoting research
and development to agricultural growth
is the way to achieve improved pro-
ductivity.

4) Trade is part of the solution

and not the problem.

It is fundamental that the various public
policies aimed at fostering the develop-
ment of trade in both domestic markets
as regional and international. Thus the-
re will be a competitive framework that
will ensure the development and in-
vestment in the various food producing
countries. It is worrying at this point,
many countries foresee the tune to
free international trade, implemented
with great creativity continued trade
barriers that reduce competition in the
global market.

5) Development of market
information systems.
We emphasize the importance of incre-

asing public access to information on
the quality and quantity of food stocks.
Leading the consolidation of a global in-
formation system: supply, demand and
stock levels, in order to make transpa-
rent information with an independent
character.

6) Use of political

non-contributory cash transfer.

To meet the needs of the indigent po-
pulation propose the use of instrumen-
ts of direct cash transfers will boost
non-contributory, strengthening social
actions in lower income strata.

In the Mercosur region there are over
100 million hectares available for in-
corporation into production under
sustainable ecofriendly practicies.
Argentina, in the short term, has the
potential to produce food for over
680 million people.

In order to achieve this, we need
State policies with long-term vision,
to boost investment and innovation
processes, enhancing the productive
capacity of our producers.
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EFFECT OF
INTERNATIONAL
TRADEON THE GLOBAL
FOOD SECURITY

Masashi Kurita and Takeshi Nakamura Does international tra-
INTERNATIONAL PLANNING DIVISION, de contribute to wor-
AGRICULTURAL POLICY DEPARTMENT, I food security? Yes

JAZENCHU (CENTRAL UNION OF : :
AGRICULTURAL COOPERATIVES), JAPAN We are no longer able
to live on without tra-

de. In terms of food, a

self-sufficiency rate of
Japan is 39% on a calorie supply basis and we depend on foreign countries
for approximately 60% of our food. Moreover, trade is indispensable for the
supply of inputs such as fertilizer, feed, machinery, and fuel. Without trade, it
is impossible to maintain a viable agriculture.

Does this mean we should comprehensively eliminate tariffs and regulations
in order to further advance international trade of agricultural products? The
answer is no. Liberalization without consideration of the diversity within
countries will increase the instability of agriculture and food, and put food se-
curity in danger. When world food price spiked during 2007 and 2008, many
countries that export agricultural products unsurprisingly restricted their
exports, and made do-
mestic food supply the
priority over exports.

This caused social instability in some
importing countries. It also made us to
reacknowledge the risk of depending
on food shipments from overseas.

Given the ongoing expansion of
scale and concentration in agricul-
tural production, we face greater
uncertainty especially where a few
countries occupy a large portion of
the production of a particular com-
modity. It is very risky to depend on
several other countries for supplying
food, which is one of our countries’
most important resource.

Negotiations on agricultural pro-
ducts have been historically aiming at
advancing trade liberalization, whi-
le trying to reach balanced results.
While exporting countries have been
seeking to open markets, importing
countries have gradually improved
access. Unfortunately growing im-
ports has been one of the causes for
weakening the domestic agricultural
production base and increased de-
pendence on foreign countries for
food. If this tendency goes too far,
there are valid concern to national
food security. Indeed, there could
be unexpected circumstances where
exporting countries have no other
choice but to limit their export.
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For example, Japanese livestock and
dairy sectors are heavily dependent on
imports of feed (e.g. approximately 90
% of concentrated feed). If the import
of grains, such as corns and soybeans
are limited, it would have a serious im-
pact on domestic production.

However, while current global tra-
de rules don't place an obligation on
exporting countries to continue export
in all cases, importing countries could
be sued if they take action to limit im-
ports. From the viewpoint of farmers in
an importing country, it is hard to avoid
thinking that we regrettably have been
subjected to unbalanced trade rules
driven by exporting countries.

In recent years, the instability sur-
rounding food and agriculture has
been growing with increased food
demands by the expansion of popu-
lation and economic growth of emer-
ging countries, as well as the influen-
ce of climate change on production.

There is still a high degree of con-
cern about the mid- and long-term
of supply-demand balance of food,
and the risk of depending on food
imports is growing (Table 1). Given
this situation, in order to fulfill coun-
tries’ responsibility to secure foods
necessary for sustaining the national
needs of their people, we think it is
critical to secure a stable food sup-
ply based on expansion of domestic
agricultural production as well as
to put certain mechanisms in place
that properly combines imports and
stockpiles together.

Unlike industrial sectors, agriculture
is a sector that is heavily affected by
natural and geographical conditions.
Since those conditions differ widely
from country to country, and from
region to region, measures to adjust
these differences are necessary.

Currently, the only justifiable me-
asure to do so is through tariffs. To
ensure coexistence and mutual de-
velopment of diverse agriculture in
each country, tariffs must be set ap-
propriately and allow flexibility on
each item. Although in some cases
trade liberalization itself tends to be

regarded as a goal, especially in the
food and agricultural sector, trade
liberalization should be regarded as
ameasure to fulfill the increasing de-
mand for foods in each country and
be pursued on the premise of mutual
coexistence of their agriculture. In
reaction to expansion of trade libera-
lization, it is also increasingly requi-
red to establish proper Sanitary and
Phytosanitary (SPS) Measures to
prevent invasion of disease and pest.

On October 5th, 12 countries par-
ticipating in Trans Pacific Partner-
ship (TPP) reached an agreement
in principle. Currently known facts
show that the level of liberalization
in TPP seems beyond what we have
not experienced in the past, and it
will force us to compete with huge
exporting countries such as the U.S.
on various products when it comes
into effect.

It is still unclear whether the proces-
ses towards signing, ratification, and
implementation proceed smoothly,
the conclusion of TPP negotiation
certainly add a momentum to other
mega-FTAs such as Transatlantic
Trade and Investment Partnership
(TTIP) and Regional Comprehensive
Economic Partnership (RCEP).

While it is highly likely that trade li-
beralization expands rapidly in the
future, as afarmers’ organization, we
must continue to call for the establi-
shment of policies to ensure coexi-
stence and mutual development of
agriculture in international forums.
At the same time, we need to be com-
mitted to strengthening approaches
to maintain and expand our agricul-
tural production base to ensure a
stable supply of food for our people.

While the size of world food market
is predicted to expand in the future
with a growing population and eco-
nomy, it has become more important
for farmers to seek out foreign mar-
kets via trade. Increased exports are
expected to be a driving force for
further development of agriculture.
As for Japan, global interests in Ja-
panese cuisine have been growing
rapidly, and “Washoku” - traditional

dietary cultures of the Japanese-
was added to UNESCO'’s Intangible
Cultural Heritage. It offers a strong
opportunity for Japanese farmers,
whose agricultural produce constitu-
te the basis of “Washoku”. JA Group
will put more effort into expanding
exports of high quality Japanese
agricultural and livestock products.

In the days ahead, with the develop-
ments of mega-FTAs such as TPP, the
effects of international trade will be
much more significant. While trade
of agricultural products is expected
to continue to grow and it is empha-
sized agricultural trade contributes
to meeting the demands of impor-
ting countries, at the same time, it
is important to understand that new
imports could have a wide impact on
the agriculture base in the importing
country, whichis directly linked to its
national food security.

In regard to this point, we would like
to emphasize that it is necessary for
exporting countries to recognize
such consequences.
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REGIONAL, NATIONAL
AND GLOBALMARKETS
ARE DRIVING
AGRICULIURE: THE
GERMAN EXAMPLE

Global market
dynamics
in agriculture

Willi Kampmann

HEAD OF INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS
DEPARTN

GARMAN FARMERS' ASSOCIATION (DB

International trade is
growing dynamically
and so is agricultural
trade. In 2013, the global agricultural trade volume tripled from a value of 282
billion Euros in 2000 to 947 billion Euros in 2014. The European Union is actively
participating in this global expansion. The European Union had a significant deficit
in agricultural trade for years. In 2014 the Union imported agricultural products
worth 114.9 billion Euros and export products worth 115.9 billion Euros. The Eu-
ropean Union has undergone a development from a traditionally net importer into
a net exporter of food and feed products. The specificity of European Trade lies
in export of products with significant value added. On the contrary imports are
dominated by commodities.

Added-value is the secret of European trade. Due to high costs, only the concept
of value added products is economically working. Innovation and differentiation
are key driving factors for European trade in general and, German trade in agri-
cultural products in particular.

What about Germany?

Germany belongs to the world leaders in exports of goods and services. However,
as far as agriculture is concerned, Germany remains a net importer of food, feed
products and beverages. In 2000 the German trade deficit counted for 14.7 billion
Euros. Since 2000 agricultural exports have doubled. Still, in 2014 the trade defi-
cit decreased to 8.7 billion Euros. General characteristics of German exports are
added-value, quality and security.

The most common export products were dairy products, different sorts of cheese,
meat as well as meat preparations and, sausages. The most important partners for
Germany in agricultural trade are the member countries of the European Union.
70 % of German imports are from the EU Member States, while 77 % of German
exports are going to one of the Member states of the European Union.

Germany and the European Union: solid partners for
developing countries in trade

The European Unionis a solid trade partner for both the developing and the emer-
ging countries. In volume, the Union is importing more agricultural products from

those countries than the US, Canada,
Japan, Australia and New Zealand all
together. In 2013, approximately 69
% of EU’s imports from third countries
came from developing countries and
emerging economies and, amounted to
a value of almost 80 billion Euros.

In line with the Everything-But-Arms
and the African-Caribbean-Pacific
Agreements, Europe grants special
preference to developing and emer-
ging countries.

In Germany, 71 % of agricultural im-
ports from non-EU countries (worth
16 billion Euros) are from developing
countries and emerging economies.
The most important products are cof-
fee, oilseeds, fruit and vegetables as
well as fruit juice products.

Despite global trends,
increasing popularity
of regional products

Markets are becoming more and more
globally oriented. Still consumers are
also inclined to purchase regional pro-
ducts. This is a challenge to the Ger-
man agriculture and, an opportunity at
the same time.

Nowadays, consumers are able to buy
any classic seasonal product of their
choice all year long, for example straw-
berries at Christmas time. However
at the same time, products taken from
their immediate proximity are gaining
increased popularity.

German farmers endeavour to meet
this demand thanks to direct marke-
ting (famer to customer). Still this will
remain a niche market.

Global markets are reality. German
farmers are willing to have their share
in increasing global markets. German
farmers are also able of meeting con-
sumers’ demands for local and regional
products. In the end, consumers have
to make their choice.
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ESOKO:

-MARKET

PLATFORM TO
CONNECT FARMERS

World Farmers’ Organisation
International Secretariat

Esoko is an African based
information and communi-
cation service for agricul-
tural markets, providing
direct support to farmers
(market prices, weather fo-
recasts, and growing tips)
to increase vields and profits. It also
provides solutions to help organiza-
tions connect with farmers trough
marketing products, monitoring activi-
ties, and sourcing goods.

Esoko provides a platform with con-
tent, software and field support.
Esoko’s belief is that a more efficient
and transparent market will increase
profits for all, attract investment, and
improve global food security. As a pri-
vate initiative, Esoko has partnered
with mobile operators, NGOs and bu-
sinesses across fourteen countries and
is planning to reach one million farmers
by the end of 2015.

1 1% farmer revenue increase (NYU-CTED RCT, 2014)

1.2 million
1 million

850
Investors

prices

SMS messages sent

collected

markets represented

IFC, Soros Economic Development Fund,
Acumen, Lundin Foundation

ACEOM, GIZ, IFPRI, Malawi Governement,

Esoko’s story

With the support of FAO, Esoko began
in Uganda as TradeNet back in 2005.
Focusing on agricultural marketing,
it provided the technology solution
to collect and share market prices via
SMS and web to its main stakeholders.
In 2005 TradeNet signed a three-year
agreement with USAID’s MISTOWA
programtoadapt the product and make
it available to their target beneficiaries
with the aim to increase regional trade
in West Africa by 20%. In 2009 Trade-
Net rebranded itself as Esoko (name
derived from Swahili word “Soko” for
market; the ‘e’ representing electro-
nic), and switched to a new platform
with a broader set of tools.

Today, the platform can be used
anywhere and with any mobile
network. The company is managed
through offices in Ghana and Kenya
and has a reseller network, with repre-
sentatives in seven other African coun-
tries offering training to clients.

Esoko’s aims

e |t uses low cost SMS and Voice
messaging tools for targeted mar-
keting, sourcing, reminders, and
announcements;

e |t sets up clients to get automatic
and personalized daily alerts on
localized weather, and personali-
zed market prices;

e |t delivers automated tips via
SMS/Voice, build your own SMS
series of extension messages, or
equip field agents with technical
reference guide that includes vi-
deo/audio;

e |t lets farmers’ clients call in for
live questions and answers on far-
mers’ program or product, or pro-
gram the voice server to deliver
automated recordings on topics;

e |t enables each client to receive
money, check their balance, pay
for services/inputs/insurance.
Bulk cash or voucher distribution
available, and build a credit hi-

Representative
Clients

Novus International, Prestat, Tanzania
Horticultural Association, USAID, o
Vodafone, Zimbabwe Farmers Union

story to access financial services.
It improves farmers’ ability to buy
or sell by uploading offers to buy
and sell via SMS, web or smar-
tphone. Esoko automatically ma-
tches buyers & sellers via SMS.

African Business, CNN, The Economist,
National Geographic, Reuter

Featured in
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INITIATIVE:

a globalregistry for
sustainable farmers

Joseph Wozniak

HEAD OF THE TRADE FOR SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMME,
INTERNATIONAL TRADE CENTRE

How can farmers beco-
me empowered to pro-
duce more goods more
sustainably? How can
consumers’ confidence
be maintained that the
foods they eat are safe
and of sufficient quality?

And how can environmental and food
safety and quality standards in agri-
culture be implemented to also provi-
de jobs and growth needed to sustain
and improve farmer livelihoods? One
approach is to ensure that sustainabi-
lity standards are implemented throu-
ghout the supply chain with correspon-
ding infrastructure to make sure that
these standards have an impact rather
than being compliance exercises.

These are also some of the challenges
that led world leaders to highlight su-
stainable agriculture and sustainable

production patterns in the Global Go-
als on Sustainable Development, which
were adopted at the United Nations
General Assembly (UNGA) held in
New York in September.

It was in response to these challenges
that ITC, the UN Global Compact and
GS1 launched the Blue Number Initia-
tive, a global registry for sustainable
farmers, during the UNGA.

The concept of the Blue Number Ini-
tiative is straightforward: farmers are
provided with a Blue Number (a unique
global location number provided by the
standards organisation GS1), which
is actually a geolocation number con-
taining a range of information about a
farmer or a business, including the far-
mer’s name, gender, products, and con-
tact information. Once the farmer is in
the registry, he or she can connect to a
sustainability marketplace with other
trading partners and share sustainabi-
lity achievements. It resembles a pro-
fessional social network - a Facebook
or LinkedIn if you like - for farmers.

For the farmers signing up, the Blue
Number Initiative is a win-win scena-
rio. It increases their visibility, allowing
them to better connect with global
buyers; it improves food security by
identifying marginalized farmers who
will benefit from capacity building and
better connections to local agricultural
markets; and access to sustainability
resources.

The Blue Number Initiative allows the
farmers to maintain ownership over
the information that they share and
allows them to have an increased de-
gree of control over their future. On
the other hand, for ITC and its part-
ners, the information provided by the
farmers consists of never-before col-
lected data that opens up unlimited
ways of developing informed policies
on issues ranging women’'s economic
empowerment to land registry issues,
from food security to the impact and
performance of voluntary standards.

Earlier this year, the leaders of the
Group of Seven (G7) industrialized
countries called for better traceability
in value chains. The Blue Number Ini-



tiative is also a response to that call,
and will be able to help buying compa-
nies with improved traceability of their
value chains, allowing the make better
informed purchasing decisions.

So far, more than 60,000 farmers and
agri-businesses have accepted the invi-
tation to receive a Blue Number. Major
global brands and thousands of farmers
will gain access to sustainability infor-
mation that will allow their business
networks to be better connected with
each other and with their sustainability
goals. Policymakers can use the data to
better drive sustainable production in
line with the Global Goals.

The GS1-powered registry is already
online and the marketplace site will be
fully functional by the first quarter of
2016. The initiative leverages techno-
logy platforms such as those built by
GS1 and the ITC Standards Map web-
site (www.standardsmap.org), which
contain more than 180 standards and
codes of contact.

The Blue Number Initiative sprang
from the ITC's Trade for Sustainable
Development (T4SD) programme, lau-
nched in 2009, with a view to promote
sustainable supply chains as a means
to help developing countries and their

small and medium-sized enterprises
(SMEs) add value to their products and
services.

This has led to development of a num-
ber of tools that, as in the case of Stan-
dards Map, help producers and buyers
to navigate the myriad of private or
voluntary standards on the market,
allowing them to make informed deci-
sions about which standards suit their
businesses the most. In 2014, the first
Trade for Sustainable Development
(T4SD) Forumwas held in Geneva, pro-
viding a meeting point and discussion
platform for developers and practitio-
ners in this field to share lessons lear-
ned and good practices.

In October 2014, the T4SD Principles
were launched at the Forum. These
principles are a set of core values, in-
cluding transparency, sustainability,
harmonization and alignment with the
Global Goals to support more equi-
table and impactful trade. Today, more
than 50 companies and organizations
have endorsed the T4SD Principles.

The premise of the Blue Number Ini-
tiative goes to the heart of what the
T4SD Principles stand for: sustainable
agriculture, fostering transparency in
value chains by giving farmers a voice;

and providing concrete tools to drive
mutual recognition and reduced costs.

The Blue Number Initiative also provi-
des ITC and its partners with a practi-
cal tool to support the implementation
of Global Goal 2, which concerns en-
ding hunger, ensuring food security,
nutrition and promoting sustainable
agriculture, as well as Global Goal 12,
on promoting sustainable patterns of
production and consumption.

While the initiative is all about working
in partnership with farmers, multina-
tionals and sector associations, there is
also a need for financial and technical
resources to drive better performance
and make sustainable supply chains a
reality. Partnerships, collaboration and
access toresources are particularly im-
portant in today’s highly complex and
fast-changing trade landscape.

There is still much work to be done to
ensure that the Blue Number Initiati-
ve lives up to its potential and ITC are
committed to make this happen in col-
laboration with UN Global Compact,
GS1 and other partners.

For further information, please visit
www.unbluenumber.org.
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INTERNATIONAL
TRADE: EFFECTS
ON THE GLOBAL
FOOD SECURITY

Rose Akaki

MEMBER, WOMEN'S COMMITTEE OF WFO
MEMBER UGANDA NATIONAL FARMERS
FEDERATION, UGANDA

One of the sustai-
nable development
goals to be attained
by every nation /
country is food se-
curity. Food security
exists when all peo-
ple, at all times, have physical and economic access to sufficient, safe
and nutritious food for a healthy and active life (FAO definition 2006).

This implies that people can only be considered food secure when sufficient
food is available (i.e. adequacy of the food supply), they have access to it (and
this brings in the element of affordability), stability of the food supply (con-
sidering issues like seasonal fluctuations and shortages) and that this food is
well utilized, translating into improved nutritional outcomes.

It is important to note that food insecurity is not the same as self-sufficiency.
A country or a region does not need to produce food as long as they have the
means to purchase it. This is where trade comes in. Trade allows a household
or country to make a choice as to whether it is more appropriate to produce
food oneself or to produce and sell other non food items and use the proceeds
to buy food.

How does trade improve food security?

Trade can support food security through its impact on incomes, availability and pri-
ces. Let us look at how trade supports food security in each of these areas in detail.

1. TRADE INCREASES INCOMES

Trade will increase incomes as it increases the productivity of all nations in-
volved as they specialize where they have a comparative advantage com-
pared to other countries either in goods that require cheap labour ra-
tes, services that require a highly skilled workforce or on products that
require plenty of land and water. For instance a food surplus nation such
as New Zealand can export food and in turn use the funds generated to
import manufactured goods more cheaply than it could produce itself.
This increased productivity supports economic growth, jobs and incomes
and enhances the ability to purchase food for the household. Trade’s relation-
ship to increase of income makes a major contribution to food security.

2. TRADE INCREASES THE PHYSICAL AVAILABILITY OF FOOD AT BOTH
GLOBAL AND LOCAL LEVEL

e Availability of food within a specific country can be guaranteed in two
ways. It is either food production or by trade itself. The first option is

already illustrated in (1) above.
Trade has become more and
more important due to increa-
sing transport possibilities and
storing capabilities and the
growing challenges faced by
some countries in their dome-
stic production.

Trade helps to balance supply
and demand. There are many
countries that rely on trade to
fulfill their essential needs. All
countries benefit from a more
diverse supply of nutritious
food which could not be grown
locally. International trade
in agricultural products has
expanded more rapidly than
the global agricultural GDP
(FAO 2005).

Trade motivates people/ a
country to produce more.
With access to global demand,
countries can sell their surplus
food, scale up production, and
increase their efficiency. This
in turn will increase returns,
lower costs and reduce waste.
Trade allows agricultural go-
ods to be produced in the most
efficient and sustainable man-
ner for a given set resources
such as land, water, chemicals,
labour, energy and sunshine.
This is important as clima-
te change affects agricultu-
re-producing countries. With
free trade, countries that can
produce food in the most effi-
cient way can specialize in pro-
ducing food as compared to
those countries whose popula-
tion receives most agricultural
support and protection from
their governments.

Trade reduces costs through
the sharing of technology and
knowledge of efficient agricul-
tural production techniques
and equipment. There is cur-
rently a significant gap in agri-
cultural productivity between
Sub-Saharan Africa and deve-
loped countries. Itis only trade
and;

Investment that can close
this gap and raise agricultural
yields that will address food
security.




WFO F@rmletter

FARMATORY

3.TRADE HAS

AN IMPACT ON PRICES

Another major dimension on food se-
curity is the stability of food supply.
One of the reasons for instability in
food supply is high fluctuation in food
prices. Volatile prices lead to poor in-
vestment strategies of producers and
immediate impact on the consumers,
especially in developing countries
where consumers spend a large sha-
re of their income on food. Conflict
is another source of instability which
increase risks on food supply.

Crop failures in one country will have
reduced impact when the country
is open to global trade because the
price changes can be shared among
more consumers thereby diluted.
This is relevant given agriculture’s
vulnerability to random shocks from
drought, diseases and pests.

There are also trade policies that
limit market access, increase the
volatility of commodity prices, un-
fairly subsidize developed country
exports and constrain the trade poli-
cy flexibility of the developing coun-
tries, affecting the stability and the
security as well as the overall eco-
nomic wellbeing of those developing
countries.

These restrictions increase price vo-
latility of food products on the world
market, thereby decreasing the food
security of other countries (FAQ,
2008).

It should be noted that the poor are
particularly vulnerable to food pri-
ce increases, given that they spend
more of their income on food. Typi-
cally, in low income countries, expen-
diture on food is over 50% of income
(OECD ,2012). Regmi and Seale,
2010 as quoted from OECD 2012
reveals that for every dollar in Tanza-
nia, 73 cents is spent on food, contra-
sted with just 10 cents in the US.

Note should also be taken of the fact
that global food prices are deter-
mined by a small share of food pro-
ducts that are traded on the global
market. For instance if the share of
cereals traded compared to the volu-
me produced is small, then there will
be increase in the price at the global
market. However, supply from food
stocks can also buffer shortages on
the world market (FAO, 2008). The
availability in food stocks will depend
on a number of factors ranging from
the climatic conditions, soil fertility
among others.

The other factor that brings about
fluctuation in food prices, affecting
food security is constraints by con-
flict. Conflicts increase the risk of
food supply instability tremendously.
Countries in conflict or post conflict
tend to be food insecure with most of
the population lacking access to ade-
qguate food. For instance, when nor-
thern Uganda was affected by Lord’s
resistance war (LRA) and the popula-
tion always on the run had to depend
on food supplied by donor agencies
(e.g. WFO) because people could not
settle down to grow their own food.
A country in conflict cannot meet
its basic needs and becomes a large
importer of food. Furthermore, the
transport of commodities is hazar-
dous and the situation is not secure
for farmers to make investment deci-
sions.

In conclusion, | would like to affirm
that global trade contributes to food
security by helping to raise incomes
thereby increasing the stability of
households to purchase food. It also
helps to balance supply and demand,
encouraging greater productivity
and stabilizing prices particularly
when trade barriers and conflicts do
not distort market prices.
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FOOD SECURITY
NEEDS TOBEON
EVERYONE'S AGENDA,
MENUAND MIND

Elizabeth Brennan
PRESIDENT OF AUSTRALIAN WOMEN
IN AGRICULTURE

Every year on 15th Oc-
tober we reflect upon
and celebrate the UN In-
ternational Day of Rural
Women. Empowering and
activating women in rural
communities is critical in
achieving global food security, and indeed, here in Australia too.
Rural Australia faces some significant challenges with drought, diminishing
rural communities, waning service provision, lack of regional infrastructure,
sub-standard telecommunications, high rates of mental health illnesses, clima-
te change and much more. By including everyone, men and women, we can each
bring our wealth of skills, experiences and expertise to collectively create tar-
geted solutions to address rural challenges and create a food secure country

and world.

Access to sufficient, safe and nutritious food is the element of food security
that communities in rural Australia continually battle, with our indigenous fa-
milies faring much worse. Indigenous Australian children aged less than four
years suffer from nutritional anaemia and malnutrition at 29.6 times the rate
for non-indigenous children®. National standards for food logistics and stora-
ge, healthy eating programs, best practice models for increasing the nutrition
workforce (nutritionists, dieticians and advanced health workers) and impro-
ving the supply of healthy food in remote Indigenous communities have been
recommended in a National Strategy to address these significant inequalities?.

It's not as though Australia isn't able
to produce enough food to supply the
entirecountry either.

Australian farmers provide 93% of
the domestic food supply for it's na-
tional population of nearly 24 million.

We even grow enough food to feed
an additional 60 million people with
an export market valued at AUD$41
billion per annum, which equates to
more than 13% of Australia’s export
revenues,

Admittedly, FAO statistics show that
Australia accounts for just 1% of glo-
bal agricultural production.

So, here in lies the conundrum for
the Australian agricultural industry
and political decision makers.

The Australian Government has re-
cently signed Free Trade Agreements
(FTA's) with northern Asian neigh-
bours Korea (KAFTA), Japan (JAEPA)
and China (ChAFTA). Whilst these
FTA's have been broadly supported
by agricultural sectors, the public de-
bate about the impact of the pending
Trans-Pacific Partnerships has caused
concern for the integrity of the Au-
stralian domestic economy.

The fundamental premise of Free Tra-
de Agreements is to increase trade of
goods and services between the coun-
tries involved. In theory, FTA's hope
to capitalise on a country’s compara-
tive advantage and provide access to
otherwise unattainable markets for
eager exporters. How wonderful for
Australian farmers to now be able to
offer their renowned clean, green and
high quality produce to those willing
to pay the top dollar!

But what happens back home?

In rural Australia. Where the majority
of this exported agricultural prospe-
rity is produced and now being gou-
ged out of the domestic food supply.
Changes in consumer demands and
government policies, technological
advances and innovation and emer-
ging environmental concerns* have
spurred Australian farmers to incre-
ase productivity year-on-year. But, as
is the case for farmers the world over,
terms of trade for Australian farmers
have been on a declining trend over
the long terms. Understandably, Au-
stralian farmers are keen to sustain
their businesses and livelihoods in
rural Australia and, where possible,
take advantage of the opportunities
presented by the FTA's.

So, how do we sustain rural Austra-
lia and the many farmers that are
the backbone of these rural com-
munities, both in terms of food se-
curity and economic viability?

Not to mention the intricate environ-
mental stewardship that many rural
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Australians provide through natural
resource management, sustainable
farming practices and caring for
country.

This conversation isn’'t just up to the
political decision makers, or farmers
for that matter. These challenges are
of national and global significance.
Food security needs to be on everyo-
ne’s agenda, menu and mind.

We can only address rural challenges
and create afood country and world if
we work together. To varying degrees
around the world, women are an un-
der-utilised and under-empowered
resource. If women farmers had the
same access to tools and credit, there
would be 100-150 million fewer hun-
gry people in the world®.

The new Sustainable Development
Goals (SDG’s) have been released in
preparation of the Millennium Deve-
lopment Goals (MDG'’s) expiring at
the end of 2015. The fiftth SDG calls
for the achievement of gender equa-
lity and to empower all women and
girls. In an assessment project on the
MDG's a key finding was that there is
‘no empowerment without rights, no
rights without politics™”.

Organisations such as Australian Wo-
men in Agriculture empower women
to network, to support each other and
to, most importantly, create change.
We come together in rural communi-
ties, at the family kitchen table, in the
boardroom and at the steps of Parlia-
ment House to ensure that women
influence the agricultural agenda.
We use our collective voice to ensure
that women in rural communities are
heard and heeded. It is through the-
se small but powerful actions we take
that create ripples of positive change
for agricultural women.

This is a call to action for everyone
- men and women alike. Every every
mouthful of food we eat and every ru-
ral woman we empower has an impact
on the global food system. We need
to do whatever possible within our
means to empower, activate and en-
gage women in creating a food secure
world.
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INTERNATIONAL
TRADE EFFECTS

ONTE

Virginia Cravero
YPARD ITALIAN REPRESENTATIVE

" GLOBAL FOOD

SECURITY

According to FAO,
food security is defi-
ned as a situation in
which all households
have both physical
and economic access
to adequate food
for all members, and where households
are not at risk of losing such access.

Food security thus depends on three
dimensions: availability, stability and
access:

1) Adequate food availability means
that, on average, sufficient food sup-
plies should be available to meet con-
sumption needs; 2) Stability refers to
minimizing the probability that, in dif-
ficult years or seasons, food consump-
tion might fall below consumption re-
quirements; 3) Access draws attention
to the fact that, even with bountiful
supplies, many people still go hungry
because they do not have the resour-
ces to produce or purchase the food
they need.

Moreover, if food needs are met throu-
gh exploitation of non-renewable na-
tural resources or degradation of the
environment, there is no guarantee of
food security in the long term (FAQ,
1996).

In this sense, trade can contribute
or put in danger the food security of
households. In the first case, trade di-
stinguishes between production and
consumption needs; reduces supply
variability; fosters economic growth;
makes more efficient the use of resour-
ces and allows global productions to
exists. On the contrary, trade can pro-
voke the falling price for agricultural

exports, higher prices for food imports;
uncertainty of supplies; world market
price instability; and increasing envi-
ronmental stress if appropriate poli-
cies are not in place (FAQ, 1996).

Agriculture has an important impact
on trading activity of developing coun-
tries, especially those that are most
food-insecure. Indeed, considering the
developing countries as a whole, agri-
cultural goods concerns significantly
both export and total merchandise
trade. Thus, agriculture for these coun-
tries is the mainstay of their economy
and it is needed to import food. Hence,
agriculture in these countries is more
productive, more competitive and
better integrated into world markets
(FAQ, 2003).

For that, according to Doaa Abdel Mo-
taal, Counsellor in charge of Agricultu-
re in the Cabinet of the Director-Ge-
neral of the WTO, “international trade
policy also has a role to play in food
security at a global level, but interna-
tional trade in itself cannot guarantee
food security. It is only one instrument
in what ought to be a varied toolkit.
What role does international trade
play in the context of food security?
International trade is, in my opinion, an
instrument which can, if correctly dei-
gned and used, help ensure food secu-
rity” (Momagri, 2010).

Nowadays, the greatest challenge
consists in achieve global food secu-
rity while reconciling demands on the
environment. Global food security de-
pending on agricultural trade can have
positive or negative effects also on
environment due to the volume and lo-
cation of agricultural production. One
example concerns United States where
one study based on a pollution-impact
index for different farm commodities,
found evidence that the crops in whi-
ch the United States performs best in
world trade are also the most polluting
(Tobey, 1991).

The Second International Conference
on Global Food Security taking place
during these day in Ithaca, NY, USA,
therefore aims to deliver state-of-the-
art analysis, inspiring visions and inno-
vative methods arising from research
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in a wide range of disciplines (Elsevier,
2015).

Another important issue is related to
the link between youth and food secu-
rity. A report developed for the Office
of Economic Growth, Agriculture and
Trade, within the United States Agency
for International Development revea-
led that youth must face several obsta-
cles to achieving food security. These
obstacles can be regrouped into two
categories: 1) production barriers; 2)
income generation barriers (Feighery,
etal,2011).

When talking about production, it in-
cludes youth’s lack of access to avai-
lable land, lack of agricultural technolo-

gies and farming technique needed to
increase production, lack of knowledge
on how to use properly the food avai-
lable and lack of interest on consider
agriculture as an attractive career. In-
come generation issues makes refer to
lack of market access and the fact that
youth living in urban areas do not have
enough income to maintain household
food security (Feighery, et al., 2011).

Along these lines, the global food sy-
stem must face substantial challenges.
It must help eliminate chronic and cri-
sis hunger and nutritional deficiencies
while smoothing the transition of de-
veloping countries from agricultural
to industrial societies and increasing
security and opportunity for the wor-

Id’s poor. It must move food through
longer, more integrated supply chains
while meeting consumers’ rising
expectations for safer, healthier pro-
ducts. It must double food production
in a sustainable manner by 2050, whi-
ch means using no additional land area,
consuming less fresh water and miti-
gating and adapting to climate change
(Johnson, 2009) and it must ensure
that trade can be profitable also for
youth that in this sense could grow in
resiliency and food security level, ta-
king into account consequently, the
next generations.
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WORKING
GROUPS

WEFO established 5 working groups,
each one dealing with very important issues to WFO mandate:

CLIMATE CHANGE
FOOD SECURITY
LIVESTOCK
VALUE CHAIN
WOMEN

This section of the WFO F@rmletter is entirely dedicated to the working groups so that
each facilitators can share all the activities carried out in order to fulfill the working
group’s missions.

This month, the activities carried out by the
WORKING GROUP ON CLIMATE CHANGE
are presented.
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YOUR CLIMATE CHANGE
WORKING GROUP:

in“hot pursuit” of a good climate
deal for agriculture

Since its first conference
call in April this year, the
Climate Change Working
Group has been prepa-
ring for the climate sum-
mit in Paris which starts
next month.

Ceris Jones

NFU ENGLAND AND WALES,

WFO CLIMATE CHANGE WORKING GROUP
FACILITATOR

Whilst agriculture is not expected to feature significantly in the main negotiations,
the WFO will be using a range of methods to ensure that the voice of the world’s
farmers will be heard.

A Farming Day in Paris

The UNFCCC has designated 2nd December as Farmers’ Day. The WFO, in colla-
boration with Fairtrade International and Coordinadora Latinoamericanay del Ca-
ribe de Comercio Justo (CLAC) will start the Farmers’ Day with an event focussed
ontheimportance of partnerships to deliver improvements in farm productivity and
resilience. This includes partnerships between farmers, between farmers and scien-
tists and throughout the supply chain, with Fairtrade providing only one example of
a supply chain partnership. There will be three other events during the Farmers’
Day hosted by other organisations.

October and November will be a busy time for the Working Group as they further
developthe WFQO'’s event and the Farmers’ Day in negotiation with the other propo-
nent organisations and with the entire Farmers Constituency. We are hoping that a
“Farmers Day” webpage will be available soon.

The WFOQO's position

The Working Group is beginning work on a short position paper in time for the Paris

negotiations. We will use the paper to
highlight the recommendations in the
WEFO’s existing climate change policy.
We want attendees in Paris to reco-
gnise the positive contribution that the
world’s farmers are making, to under-
stand the significant climatic challenges
that many are already facing and that
any action involving agriculture must
be based on sound scientific evidence
and recognise the importance of food
security.

Different ways

to get the WFQO's voice heard
Other opportunities being pursued
include an interview for the WFO pre-
sident in the Climate Change Studio
and a possible event for “farmers of the
future”. We are excited about the possi-
bility of running a social media campai-
gn before the Farmers’ Day. We hope
that this initiative is something many
WFO members can get involved in and
the working group will be working with
WFO communications staff to develop
this idea further.

Want to get involved

or find out more?

We aim to write regular updates for
F@rmletter, so watch this space.
Alternatively feel free to contact your
regional representatives - see the Box be-
low - (their email addresses are available
at wfo-oma.com/working-groups) or
the facilitator (ceris.jones@nfu.org.
uk).

If you would like to be involved in spe-
cific pieces of work or have expertise
which you think could be useful please
let us know.

WEFO CLIMATE CHANGE WORKING GROUP REGIONAL REPRESENTATIVES

Drew Black, CFA, Canada
Thomas Driscoll, NFU USA
Barbara Patterson, NFU USA
Albrecht Glatzle, ARP, Paraguay

Armando Ignacio Baez Ferreira, UAN, Paraguay

Dyborn Chibonga, NASFAM, Malawi
Nic Opperman, Agri SA, South Africa
Tiffanie Stephani, DBV, Germany
Aurore Bescond, FNSEA, France
Zeinab Al Moumani, SUFW, Jordan

Masashi Kurita, JA-ZENCHU, Japan
Jack Knowles, NFF, Australia
Jacob Haronga, FFNZ, New Zealand
Facilitator: Ceris Jones, NFU, UK
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i TOP US MEETING ON FOOD SECURITY- CFS 42
Marking the first international gathering on food security and nutrition since world le-
aders approved the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), the Committee on World
Food Security (CFS) commenced on October 12, focusing on ending hunger by 2030.

http://bit.ly/1PG2Ftc

-

“‘{3 FOOD SECURITY - CHALLENGE FOR FARMERS

- Veteran businessman and Lahore University of Management Sciences (Lums) Pro Chan-
cellor Syed Babar Ali on Monday called for taking measures to develop and promote
heat-resilient crops, precision agriculture, bio-technology, efficient water usage and
agricultural policy reforms in order to ensure food security and fight the challenges of
climate change.

http:/bit.ly/IM6PATM

ZERO HUNGER, ZERO POVERTY BY 2030

Lifting people out of poverty and feeding the most deprived people in the world requires
afocus on rural areas, says Jomo Kwame Sundaram, assistant secretary-general for eco-
nomic development in the UN Department of Economic and Social Affairs.

http://thetim.es/1M7BZSz

WORLD FOOD DAY

UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon and the Director-General of FAO will be joined by
the President of the Republic of Italy, and the Italian Ministers for Agriculture and Forei-
gn Affairs for the official celebration of World Food Day 2015 at Expo Milano.

http://www.fao.org/world-food-day

| ANNUAL MEETING OF THE AGRICULTURAL TRADE POLICY NETWORK

IN EUROPE AND CENTRAL ASIA

During the annual meeting of the Expert Group, which will be held at the Institute of

system research in the agroindustrial complex of the National Science Academy of the

4 Republic of Belarus, experts will discuss the results achieved during the year, and set
{1 up the program of future activities of the Network. On the basis of the discussions, the

i Expert Network’s preliminary work plan for 2016 will be finalized and used to mobilize

gl theresources for its implementation.

http://bit.ly/1Nn2RLi
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