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Dear readers,

e are proud (and relieved)
to present the Social and
Climate Justice Caravan
2009 reader. Between the
end of November and the beginning of
December, representatives of move-
ments from the global South will travel
in two buses from Geneva via France,
Germany and Belgium to Copenhagen.
The caravan starts in Geneva, where
members of the World Trade Organiza-
tion (WTO) meet to negotiate on fur-
ther trade liberalisation, and will end in
Copenhagen, where governments will
be negotiating on a future internatio-
nal climate change agreement.
The caravan brings together individu-
als representing organizations and
movements that fight against climate
change, neoliberal globalization, the
destruction of nature and for the rights
of small farmers and indigenous peo-
ple. They come from many countries
and regions and their struggles are all
different — but they all have a message
on climate and social justice to bring
to Europe. Through public meetings,
discussions and actions, the caravan
wants to draw attention to the con-
sequences of trade liberalization and
climate change for people and move-
ments in the global South. Through

meetings and workshops, participants
seek to establish networks with local
activists and hope to mobilize as many
people as possible to Copenhagen.
This reader has been compiled by a
small group of people in Berlin. We
have tried to turn the reader into a
platform through which movements
from the global South can present their
positions on climate and trade and
the struggles they are involved in. The
process of compiling the reader reflects
very much the conditions and difficul-
ties of linking movements worldwide at
grass-roots level — but also the beauty
and strength of global solidarity and
cooperation.

It would have been great, if the move-
ments themselves could have come to-
gether and agreed on what they would
like to communicate through this read-
er — but distances were too long and
everyone is involved in daily struggles.
We would have liked to see this reader
published in many languages, but we
did not have enough time nor money.
We would have liked to include texts
by all the movements participating
in the caravan - but not all visas have
been confirmed yet, not all activists
live close to the internet and our links
with movements in some countries are
much stronger than with others. And of
course, this reader would have looked
different had we had more time and

had been greater in number.

But even under these conditions, we
have managed to compile a reader
which, we hope, reflects what the cara-
van is all about — thanks to the support
so many people have offered. Transla-
tions and proofreading have been done
by people all over the world, who have
responded to an electronically-circulat-
ed call for translators and proofreaders.
We mostly know only their names and
e-mail addresses - but they have done
a brilliant job. We have contacted the
caravan participants and many of them
have replied. Some of them have trav-
elled to the next city for better internet
access, in order to be able to send a
photo. Others have written texts in the
middle of their daily activities

and repression. 3
We hope that this compilation

of texts will give you a strong picture
of global struggles — despite potential
shortcomings. If you find something is
missing here, if you disagree with some
of the positions expressed in this reader,
if you find it to beill - balanced in some
respect — please remember: this is just
another part of an ongoing conversa-
tion. Some additional texts and trans-
lations will be available at the caravan
website www.climatecaravan.org.

Happy travelling on the roads of global
grass-root struggles!



FREE TRADE

THE WTO NEGOTIATIONS IN GENEVA — STILL TRYING

The WTO0 negotia-
tions - still trying

hile the climate negotiations
are attracting much media
and political attention, the
Copenhagen meeting is not, however,
the only major international meeting at
the end of 2009. Shortly before govern-
ment officials responsible for climate
matters leave for Copenhagen, their
colleagues responsible for trade will al-
ready have returned from Geneva.
Geneva is the seat of the World Trade
Organization (WTO) - and it is going
to be the location of the 7th Ministe-
rial Conference of the WTO. For the first
time since the Seattle debacle in 1999,
and exactly ten years after the day the
WTO conference had been shut down
by protesters, the WTO dares to hold a
ministerial conference in a major city in
a developed country. In Geneva, trade
officials and ministers will try to make
“progress” concerning the negotiations
on further trade liberalization. They
have been trying for some time.
In 2001, trade representatives
4 assembled in Doha for their
follow-up meeting after Seat-
tle, far away from any possible protest.
They decided that the world economy
needed further trade liberalization.

Reflexion Rural

Against a background of growing con-
cern by “developing” countries and civil
society about the negative social and
environmental impact of trade liber-
alization, in particular in the countries
of the global South, the new round of
negotiations on further trade liberali-
zation was proclaimed to be a “devel-
opment round”. The most important
issues that were singled out for nego-
tiations are:

Further liberalization in the agricultural
sector: Negotiations have focused on
a mixture of the reduction of domes-
tic support to agriculture (e.g. in the
form of subsidies), limiting support for
the export of agricultural goods (e.g. in
the form of export subsidies) and tariff
cuts for agricultural products. While,
after many years and difficulties, ne-
gotiations were reported to be close
to a “deal” in July 2008, they eventu-
ally failed, mostly because India was
not satisfied with the modalities of the
so-called special safeguard mechanism
which is to allow countries to raise tar-
iffs in order to protect poor farmers
against sudden increases in the import
of agricultural goods.

Further liberalization in the service sector:
The service negotiations are, essentially,
about different countries making offers
on the service sectors and modalities
where they would commit themselves
to further liberalization. So far, many

countries have been reluctant to make
further commitments.

Non-agricultural market access: This is
about further liberalization of trade in
non-agricultural products, including
the reduction or elimination of tariff
and other measures which are con-
sidered to be “trade barriers” by trade
liberalists. Disagreement is about the
level, sectors and modalities of further
liberalization.

Critics have expressed the view that
current negotiation drafts cater mainly
to the interests of “developed” coun-
tries. However, in total, things have not
been going too well for the advocates
of further trade liberalization.
Agreement has not been reached in
any of the negotiation areas so far - de-
spite years of negotiations. WTO Secre-
tary General Pascal Lamy is desperately
trying to put the negotiations back on
track by repeatedly calling on parties to
be more committed to producing re-
sults in the negotiations.

And what is civil society doing about
all this? Not too much, it seems. While
social movements are mobilizing for
Copenhagen, much less is happening
concerning the trade negotiations in
Geneva. Only a few NGOs observe the
WTO negotiations closely. Given the
fact that a major “breakthrough” in the
WTO negotiations is unlikely to occur
in Geneva, this choice may be reflect-
ing a certain sense of reality. However,
trade liberalization has done enough
harm during the past 15 years — and to
what degree efforts to mitigate climate
change will be successful also depends
on future trade patterns. Thus, there
are plenty of reasons for taking to the
streets of Geneva.

In the boxes, you will find short presentations of the groups participating in the caravan. Some
more groups may join the caravan after this reader has been printed, and about some of them we
have not obtained any information.

This group has been running since the mid-nineties, and aims to give like-minded individuals
from a range of different disciplines the opportunity to discuss the impacts of global capital-
ism on our society. From ecological and anti-establishment perspectives the GRR is a constant
critic of the agrarian biotechnological model based.

Grupo de Reflexion Rural, Argentina, www.grr.org.ar

From a statement by the World March of Women

Trade policies have gendered impacts
to men and women. Trade policies have
differential impacts to men and women
because of their differences in their ac-
cess to and control over resources, their
roles and positions, their participation
in decision-making bodies and proc-

The mission of the Global Forest Coalition is to reduce poverty amongst, and avoid impover-
ishment of, Indigenous Peoples and other forest-dependent peoples, by advocating the rights
of these peoples as a basis for forest policy and addressing the direct and underlying causes of

deforestation and forest degradation.

esses in society, in the community and
households. The continued adherence
to the trade policies forged the WTO
has however placed our countries into
a position of underdevelopment re-
sulting to increasing unemployment,
migration from rural communities to
urban or outside the
country, increasing food
prices, hunger and pov-
erty. Trade liberalization
policies have resulted
among others in the
flooding of the market
with cheap imported
agricultural and fish-
eries products in our
countries and has dis-
placed women farmers
in vegetables, rice and

Forest Coalition, Netherlands/Latin America, www.globalforestcoalition.org

FREE TRADE

TRADE POLICIES HAVE GENDERED IMPACTS TO MEN AND WOMEN

other crops, women fishers from their
sources of food and livelihood and in-
digenous women from their ancestral
lands.

We believe that marginalized women
like rural women should continue to or-
ganize and strengthen themselves, ar-
ticulate their issues and demands and
let their voices be heard in the different
arenas and continue to forge solida-
rity with other sectors and movements.
Our organization continues to conduct
education and information activities
and mobilizations to raise our concerns

and issues. 5
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FREE TRADE

Speak ur! AcTioN REPORT

India Foreign Direct Investment (FDI)
Watch, has created Joint Action Com-
mittees across India, led by those who
will be most affected by corporate rise
in the retail sector. In 2007, during two
major mobilizations hundreds of thou-
sands of peopled were joining protest
marches against backdoor entry of re-
tail demanding “Corporations to quit
retail”. A year later FDI Watch coordinat-
ed a halla bol (speak up!) mobilization
with major actions happening simulta-
neously in various parts of the country.

tional call of India FDI Watch
Campaign to take the fight to
the doorsteps of supermarkets, hun-
dreds of small shopkeepers and street
vendors staged militant protest at the

6 Delhi: Responding to the na-

doorsteps of Reliance Fresh, Subhik-
sha and More in the Shakarpur area of
Delhi. The protesters forced corpora-
tions to down their shutters and locked
them. A ten-headed tall effigy was
also burnt. Each head of the effigy was
symbolizing corporations namely Wal-
Mart, Tesco, Reliance Fresh, Big Bazaar,
Subhiksha, More, Spencers, Big Apple,
Metro and Carrefour.

In Bangalore street hawkers, retailers
and civil society joined at Yashawan-
thpur railway station to protest against
corporate retailers. Many prominent
leaders participated in the action.

Total Shut Down and Mammoth Rally
of 150,000 retailers in Kerala on Halla
Bol (Speak up!): Independent retail-
ers of Kerala downed shutters as part
of the nation-wide Halla Bol protest
against the entry of retail giants into
the retail sector of India. Reports from
various parts of the state said the shut
down was total. Mass organizations had

called for the strike demanding that the
government enact a law to prevent the
entry of retail giants. Protest marches
were also taken out in different parts of
the state.

More than 150,000 traders marched in
Thrissur and held a mammoth rally.
The speaker of the Kerala Legislative
Assembly inaugurated the rally. Many
members of parliament and members
of Legislative Assemblies were present
in the historical rally. After the meeting,
all the 150,000 people gathered in the
meeting lighted candles and pledged
to resist the corporate hijack of retail.

The Halla Bol protests were also organ-
ized in other major cities across India.

The “Our World is not for Sale” (OWINFS) network is a loose grouping of organizations,
activists and social movements worldwide fighting the current model of corporate glo-
balization embodied in global trading system. OWINFS is committed to a sustainable,
socially just, democratic and accountable multilateral trading system.

Our World Is Not For Sale (OWINFS) , www.ourworldisnotforsale.org

The Trade Strategy Group is a
forum to discuss and strategise
around key trade issues, par-
ticularly in order to inform and
mobilise broader social move-
ments about South African gov-
ernment policy in the context of
national economic perspectives,
bilateral and multilateral trade
and investment agreements and
related multilateral commit-
ments.

Key Principles

The history of “free trade” has always
been a history of exploitation and
plunder of the earth’s natural resour-
ces, where the needs of people have
been sacrificed to the demands of cor-
porations for profit and governments
supporting them. So it is again today
with the World Trade Organisation and
“free trade” agreements, which facilita-
te the further concentration of wealth
and power in the hands of a few Trans-
national Corporations and tiny elites in
the Global South. Since the launch of
the WTO in 1994, we have seen an accel-
erated process of de-industrialisation,
appropriation of our natural resources
and destruction of social services, lead-
ing to huge job losses and mass impov-
erishment.

The WTO is not just about imports and
exports of goods. Each new round of
trade negotiations creates increasing
encroachments on every aspect of eco-
nomic and social activity in all coun-
tries throughout the world. The WTO

Ecological Action is a group of radical ecologists that play a key role in promoting and de-
veloping sustainable societies as well as being an inquisitive, ever developing group. They
actively promote social resistance to change and establish alliances with those who support

their struggle.

FREE TRADE

FREE TRADE — A CRITICAL PERSPECTIVE FROM SOUTH AFRICA

Free Trade - a critical perspective

seeks to extract wealth from the South,
to continue servicing both the debt of
the North and the over-consumption
within the North. By bringing services,
agriculture and food under its con-
trol, by creating a new instrument of
control through so-called ‘intellectual
property rights’, and by trying to also
draw investment, competition policy
and government procurement within
its framework, the WTO takes away
governments’ authority to regulate the
economic, social and cultural spheres
for the benefit of human development
and undermines people’s access to and
democratic control over their govern-
ments.

The neoliberal, “free trade” policies in-
stitutionalised in the WTO undermine
the interests of people both in the
South and the North. The WTO's un-
democratic and unaccountable system
of operation, based on pressures and
arm-twisting by the powerful over the
weak has created greater poverty, in-
equity, gender inequality, and indebt-
edness throughout the world. It has
promoted unsustainable patterns of
production and excessive consumption

Accion Ecoldgica, Ecuador, www.accionecologica.org

for a minority of the world’s population
and is accelerating the destruction of
the global environment.

The greater emphasis on bilateral (gov-
ernment-to-government) and regional
“free trade” agreements side by side
with the WTO’s agreements are other
means for promoting the sameinterests
and policies.Because WTO negotiations
have slowed down due to pressure
from social movements and resistance
by groups of some governments in the
South, the governments of the rich in-
dustrialised countries are seeking to se-
cure their economic interests and those
of their corporations through bilateral
and regional agreements, e.g. the SA-
EU trade agreements or the Economic
Partnership Agreements.

These agreements are all trying to re-
inforce the WTO agreements or go fur-
ther than them with demands for serv-
ice liberalization, high protections for
so-called intellectual property rights
of corporations, free movement and
guarantees for international investors,
open access to government procure-
ment (public tenders), uniform compe-
tition policy throughout the world and
standards for trade facilitation.

In South Africa, the controls on gov-
ernment policies from all such agree-
ments, together with the governments
internal macro-economic policy ori-
entation, are undermining the urgent
tasks of reconstruction and develop-
ment, the redistribution of wealth and
the elimination of poverty in

our country based on access to 7
decent and secure jobs or sus-
tainable livelihoods and the promotion
of democracy and the empowerment
of our people.
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FREE TRADE

SEAFISHERS

Excerpt from the SEAFish Pool of Consensus

Preamble of the Nasugbu Declaration, Philippines

everal of the groups particpating
in the climate and social justice car-
avan are fishermen associations.
These two pages present some of their
positions and activities.
We, the members of SEAFish believe
that artisanal fisherfolks are among
the poorest and most socially, politi-
cally and economically disadvantaged
segments of our societies. The fishery
resources that we depend on are a vi-
tal source of food and make a valuable
economic contribution to peoples of
the country, the region, and the world.
Fishery remains one of the major con-
tributors to production and economic
growth of majority of the na-
8 tions in the Southeast Asia
region and people in fish-
ing communities such as the artisanal
fishers, women and children play
important roles in the management

and protection of fishery resources....
Therefore, priority should be given to
artisanal fisheries and women and chil-
dren in fisheries in recognition of their
importance as a source of food for lo-
cal consumption, income and employ-
ment and a means of promoting rural
development, food sovereignty and
sustainable livelihood. We call for jus-
tice in fisheries which respects, upholds
and protects artisanal fishers’ rights,
women and children’s rights, access
and control rights, users’ rights, and
management right as the basic princi-
ple for inland waters and coastal and
marine resources management.

Taking Action at the WTO

The Kilusang Mangingisda ng Pilipi-
nas (KM) fisher coalition and its South
East Asian counterparts rallied in Hong

Kong at the 6th Ministerial Meeting of
the World Trade Organization (WTO), in
December 2005. They utilized a “fluvial
parade” — a parade of boats and ships
in the harbour in front of the conven-
tion centre where the WTO meeting
was being held - as the means of pro-
test to the ongoing talks that will fur-
ther enhance international policies on
fisheries trade.

In the culmination of its campaign on
the so called Doha development round
in 2006, the KM coalition again with its
allies in the South East Asian region,
went to Geneva, Switzerland. For the
1st time in Geneva, a water based cam-
paign, using Asian boats (which were
crafted in advance by Asian fisherfolk
that went to Geneva) was success-
fully conducted. The Asian boats were
joined by local yachts and campaigners
in Lake Geneva.

The Process of Black Communities in Columbia (Proceso de Comunidades Negras - PCN) is a
sector of the social movement which brings together various organizations and individuals
working for the recognition and implementation of the rights to territory, identity, participa-
tion and development of the Afro-colombians.

Proceso de Comunidades Negras, www.renacientes.org, Columbia

Fishers Insist: No to New
Loans, the Asian Develop-
ment Bank Must Pay

Manila, Philippines, 16 June 2009 -
Hundreds of small fishers gathered in
front of the Asian Development Bank
(ADB) Headquarters to demand pay-
ment for the environmental problems
that ADB projects wrought to coastal
communities.

The demand was made during the
opening of the High Level Dialogue on
Climate Change in Asia and the Pacific,
organized by the Asian Development
Bank. In this meeting, top government
officials from Asia and the Pacific along
with big corporations who own and sell
technologies necessary to mitigate cli-
mate change and experts discuss clean
development mechanisms and clean
energy technology to reach a consen-
sus and put forward modalities for
the Conference of Parties on Climate
Change in Copenhagen in December
2009. “All they are after in this gather-
ing is to sell their ideas and technolo-
gies for their own gain and not to help
the poor and most vulnerable sectors
like us” said Pablo Rosales of Kilusang
Mangingisda, a member of SEAFish.
Forcing us to obtain loans to purchase

Andhra Pradesh Vyavasaya Vruthidarula Union-APVVU is a trade union federation promoted
in the state of Andhra. APVVU being people’s movement involves struggles for land distri-
bution and implementation of land reform laws, minimum and equal wages, discrimination
against untouchability, against displacement and protection of forests and rights of adivasis,
agricultural workers, small farmers and children’s rights with gender equity perspective.

clean-energy technologies is not the
solution. Those who pollute and ex-
ploit the environment should bear the
costs, not us.”

The Southeast Asia Fish for Justice Net-
work, SEAFish, in a statement puts the
blame on the ADB for the massive man-
grove deforestation in Southeast Asia
for its role in promoting and financing

4

aquaculture and coastal conversion
projects in the region. At present, an
estimated 2 million hectares of man-
groves has been cleared to give way
to large scale aquaculture and other
projects. Only 30 percent of the original
mangrove forest cover is left. “In Indo-
nesia and Philippines alone, man-
grove deforestation for the past
20 years has reached an estimat-
ed area of 700,000 and 380,000
hectares respectively” said Pepe
Tanchuling, SEAFish Coordina-
tor. Denuded mangrove forests
contribute to the deterioration
of coastal resources and marine
ecosystem that are essential in

Andhra Pradesh Vyavasaya Vruthidarula Union, India

FREE TRADE

SEAFISHERS

protecting fishing communities from
the impacts of climate change. Climate
change results in extreme weather
conditions and brings natural disasters
that are far greater than hundred years
ago. The reason why thousands of fish-
ers died in Aceh, Indonesia was that
no mangroves that could buffer the
onslaught of the tsunami were already

cut” claimed Riza Damanik of KIARA, a
fisheries justice coalition in Indonesia.
Mangrove loss also intensified the social
problems of coastal poor. Aside from
being storm buffers, mangroves play an
important role in carbon sequestration.
Now that mangroves are gone, the haz-
ards and risks of coastal communities
to climate change impacts increased
by three folds. Since the Asian Devel-
opment Bank was part of this problem,
it should pay for the damages

to the environment, the fisher- 9
folk associations demanded.

Adapted from http://www.seafish4jus-
tice.net/campaigns.php.
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OPEN LETTER TO TRADE MINISTERS

with commodities markets. These high-
ly deregulated, volatile markets expose
farmers to enormous instability due to
the dramatic shifts in price associated
with the speculative behavior endemic
to these markets, particularly in devel-
oping countries which have been pres-
sured to sharply reduce their import
tariffs.

*The global agricultural system allows
rich countries to massively subsidize
their agribusiness exports. When these
subsidized exports flood into develop-
ing country markets, they represent
unfair competition for local farmers,
destroy local livelihoods, and increase
hunger and poverty. The limits that
do exist are routinely violated by the

Open Letter to Trade Ministers

n September India hosted a min-

isterial level meeting on WTO ne-

gotiations. Parallel to the event 122
organisations from many countries re-
presenting farmers, workers, consum-
ers and women wrote an open letter
in which they rejected any further lib-
eralisation of trade in food in the WTO
and instead, called for policies which
will achieve food security, rural devel-
opment and safeguard farmers’ liveli-
hoods through Food Sovereignty.

Excerpt of the open letter

“The WTO, along with bilat-
10 eral and regional “free trade”
agreements replicating the
same neoliberal model in agriculture

promoted for three decades by the In-
ternational Monetary Fund (IMF) and

the World Bank, allow agribusiness ex-
porters in rich countries to subsidize
their products and then export them
into developing country markets, dis-
advantaging small-scale family farm-
ers. Specifically:

*The deregulation of trade in agricul-
ture has resulted in the abolition of
commodities boards that helped man-
age supply, and instead replaced them

United States and EU. The recent Farm
Bill passed by the United States does
not limit these subsidies to any signifi-
cant degree. The Food and Agriculture
Organization found that all 102 of the
developing countries that were studied
experienced import surges between
1980-2003; these import surges oc-
curred more frequently after the imple-
mentation of the WTO’s Agreement on
Agriculture.

*The global trade system does not al-
low for governments to protect and
support sustainable food production
for domestic consumption nor to pro-
tect farmers from predatory corporate
behavior. Many developing country
governments are prohibited from in-
creasing protective tariffs, providing
fertilizer or other input subsidies, or
protecting certain products from glo-

IGJ vision is a Global Justice Order through Social Movement and its mission is to deconstruct
globalization and facilitate social transformation so that a criticism of globalization is con-
structed through research, advocacy and education. IGJ’s objectives are the development of
critical awareness against globalization, global, national in the communities and local policies
protecting and appreciating life and existence values, and a New World Order based on plural-
ism, diversity, continuity and justice.

Institute for Global Justice (1GJ), Indonesia, www.globaljust.org

bal trade, by the WTO, bilateral trade
agreements, or IMF and World Bank
policies. These policies, taken toge-
ther, have resulted in failed global ag-
ricultural system including extremely
volatile commodities markets, a lack of
global access to nutritious and afford-
able food, an increase in hunger, and
the erosion of farmers’ incomes. These
policies have culminated in the global
food crisis we face today, where about
30,000 people die every day of pover-
ty-related causes, many due to malnu-
trition and hunger. The FAO estimates
that over one billion people are now
going hungry, with about 150 million
more people experiencing hunger as a
result of the current food crisis.

Unfortunately, proponents of further
liberalization have sought to take ad-
vantage of the food crisis to actually
expand, rather than reform, their failed
policies. In the current agriculture ne-

Anjuman-e-Muzareen Punjab is working for landless peasants. It is directly run by the peas-
ants and small farmers under the banner of AMP. We are working in all dimensions of agricul-
ture which includes land ownership rights, pr oblems faced by peasants and small farmers,
challenges, environmental challenges for agriculture and rural development. AMP is an inde-

gotiations in the WTO, the most pow-
erful rich countries are demanding that
developing countries further open up
their markets, while refusing to reduce
the subsidies they provide for agribusi-
ness exports that wreak immense hav-
oc on markets in developing countries.
At the same time, many developing
countries are working towards pro-
tective policies including carving out
farm products from tariff reductions,
as well as allowing an increase in tariffs
or quotas for products facing dumping
- especially for certain products which
are essential for food security, rural de-
velopment, and farmers’ livelihoods. In
the WTO, these policies, called Special
Products and Special Safeguard Mech-
anism (SP/SSM), are advocated for by a
coalition of over 46 developing coun-
tries called the G33, and are supported
in these demands by an even larger
group totaling over 100 developing
countries. Unity amongst the G33 for a

pendent peasants’ mass and resistance movement

Anjuman-e-Muzareen, Pakistan (AMP), Pakistan,

http://www.anjumanmuzareen.org.pk/
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strong position on Special Products and
Special Safeguard Mechanism (SP/SSM)
is an essential step towards improving
the global agricultural system.

Based on the failure of the current sys-
tem, many farmers, fisherfolks, other
food producers, consumers, scholars,
and other agricultural experts have
developed alternative models for glo-
bal agriculture, food sovereignty, that
prioritizes the cultivation of local, safe,
healthy food for human sustenance,
ecological social sustainability.”

This version is shortened and edited by us,
http://www.apl.org.ph/
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THE CANADIAN UNION oF PostaL Workers (CUPW)

Delivering protest
mail to the G8

The Canadian Union
of Postal Workers

When the G8 happened in Kananaskis,
we brought in postal workers from the
area and we used funds from the union
education fund to finance training for
people in Western Canada and people
from small localities who had never
done anything like this. People were
very afraid, but when the time
12 came people felt very strong.
We went to the demonstra-
tion where everybody gathered and

postal workers went around with pens
and asked: ‘Do you have a message for

SeA

Justice

Fish for Justice

those people? Then we
will deliver these mes-
sages for free”. So peo-
ple wrote and gave us
the papers. We had all
these letters — we had
hundreds of letters and
with these letters we
went to the G8. It was
like Martial law: helicop-
ters, fences, machine
guns - people were
really worried.

When they stopped us
at the first check point
we said, “We are postal
workers and we have
mail to deliver.” They
did not really know
what to do, because
we were postal work-
ers and they knew that
under Canadian law it's
a criminal offence to
delay the mail. So the
first check point let us
through, then we made it to the next
check point; then to the next one. This
way we got to the fourth check point.
Nobody else got even to the first one.
Then they agreed to let us drive to
Kananaskis and just drop off the mail
and leave again. We thought about that
but decided we wanted to deliver this
mail to the government directly. After
many, many hours of negotiation and
one arrest they sent their executive as-
sistant to the prime minister. He had to
come on the street and accept our mail
in front of the national media.

It was very powerful, because these
were people from small towns who
had never done anything like this. We

all had different roles. The way we pre-
sented it, nobody had to do anything
they did not want to do. There was no
shame, not to be wanted to be arrest-
ed. We had some who wanted to and
others who didn’t want to. So we made
different spaces for both. Some carry-
ing the mail, others just observing and
taking notes, others were giving mas-
sages, bringing water or dealing with
the emotional support. So we had peo-
ple fulfilling all kind of different roles.
We had feminist trainers in the pre-
paratory training, because we wanted
to minimise physical force, and instead
take their power away and use it in a
different way. We also had four trainers,
mainly from this program here. Again
there was gender parity, and the people
who came to the class were half wom-
en, half men. The workers who partici-
pated came from the area. We offered
each locality to send one person. Some
localities just sent their President, in
other cases they would say this person
is really good - but hardly anybody had
any experience.

A really interesting dynamic happened:
Early in the week as we were preparing
for this protest it looked like a physical
confrontation would happen at Kanan-
askis. So most people just wanted to
go to Calgary, where peaceful dem-
onstrations were expected. And the
ones who wanted to go to Kananaskis
were like Macho men. During the week
this changed. One woman who did
not want to go in the beginning said:
‘| found my dignity and they cannot
touch me any more”.

Dave Bleakney
the national representative for education

Sea Fish for Justice conducts campaigns and programs in several Asian countries and calls for
Justice in Fisheries which respects, upholds and protects artisanal fisher's right, women and
Figh children's rights, access and control rights, user's right, and management right as the basic
principle on inland waters and coastal and marine resources management.

Sea Fish for Justice, Philippines, www.seafish4justice.net

Small scale sustainable farmers
are ‘00""9 dOWﬂ the ea"h Via Campesina paper

urrent global modes of produc-

tion, consumption and trade

have caused massive environ-
mental destruction including global
warming that is putting at risk our
planet’s ecosystems and pushing hu-
man communities into disasters. Global
warming shows the effects of a devel-
opment model based on capital con-
centration, high fossil energy consump-
tion, overproduction, consumerism
and trade liberalization. Global warm-
ing has been taking place for decades,
but most governments have refused
to deal with its roots and causes. It has
been only recently, once transnational
corporations have been able to set up
huge moneymaking schemes that we
hear about possible solutions designed

and controlled by big companies, and
backed up by governments. Farmers
- men and women - around the world
are joining hands with other social
movements, organizations, people and
communities to ask for and to develop
radical social, economic and political
transformations to reverse the current
trend.

Industrialized countries and the indus-
trialization of agriculture are the big
gest sources of global warming gases,
but it is farmers and rural communities
- and especially small farmers and rural
communities in developing countries -
that are among the first to suffer from
climate change. Changing weather pat-
terns bring unknown pest along with
unusual droughts, floods and storms,

destroying crops, farmlands, farmstock
and farmers houses. Moreover, plants,
animal species and marine life

are threatened or disappear- 13
ing at an unprecedented pace

due to the combined effects of warm-
ing and industrial exploitation. Life at

large is endangered by the decreasing
availability of fresh water resources.

Destruction caused by global warming
goes beyond the physical. Changing,
unpredictable weather means that lo-
cal knowledge, which has been the ba-
sis for good agricultural management
and adjusting to climate conditions, is
becoming less relevant, making farm-
ers more vulnerable and dependent on
external inputs and techniques.
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Farmers have to adjust to these chang-
es by adapting their seeds and usual
production systems to an unpredict-
able situation. Droughts and floods are
leading to crop failures, increasing the
number of people going hungry in the
world. Studies predict a decline in glo-
bal farm output of 3 to 16% by 2080. In
tropical regions, global warming is like-
ly to lead to a serious decline in agricul-

continental food transport, intensive
monoculture production, land and for-
est destruction and the use of chemical
inputs in agriculture are transforming
agriculture into an energy consumer
and are contributing to climate change.
Under neo-liberal policies imposed by
the World Trade Organisation, regional
and bilateral Free Trade Agreements, as
well as the World Bank and the Interna-

ture (up to 50% in Senegal and 40% in
India) and to the acceleration of farm-
land turning into desert. On the other
hand, huge areas in Russia and Canada
will turn into crop land for the first time
in human history, yet it is still unknown
how these regions will be able to grow
crops. What is expected is that mil-
lions of farmers will be displaced from
the land. Such shifting is regarded by
industry as a business opportunity
through increasing food exports and
imports, but it will only increase hun-

ger and dependency around

14 the world.

Corporate food production
and consumption are significantly con-
tributing to global warming and to the
destruction of rural communities. Inter-

tional Monetary Fund, food is produced
with oil-based pesticides and fertilizers
and transported all around the world
for transformation and consumption.
Via Campesina, a movement bringing
together millions of small farmers and
producers around the world asserts
that it is time to radically change the
industrial way to produce, transform,
trade and consume food and agricul-
tural products. We believe that sustain-
able small-scale farming and local food
consumption will reverse the actual
devastation and support millions of
farming families. Agriculture can also
contribute to cool down the earth by
using farm practises that store CO2 and
reduce considerably the use of energy
on farms.

Industrial agriculture

1) Transporting food all around the
world

Fresh and packaged food is unnec-
essarily travelling around the world,
while simultaneously local farmers are
denied appropriate access to local and
national markets. In Europe and the
USA, for example, it is now common
to find fruits, vegetables, meat or wine
from Africa, South America or Oceania;
and we find Asian rice in the Americas
or in Africa. Fossil fuel used for food
transport is releasing tons of CO2 into
the atmosphere. The Swiss peasants’
organisation UNITERRE calculated that
one kilo of asparagus imported from
Mexico needs 5 litres of oil to travel by
plane (11,800 km) to Switzerland, while
a kilo of asparagus produced in Switzer-
land only needs 0.3 liters of oil to reach
the consumer.

2) Imposing industrial forms

of production

The so called “modernized” agriculture,
especially industrial monoculture, is
destroying the natural soil processes
which lead to the storing of carbon in
soil organic matter, and replaces them
by chemical processes based on fertiliz-
ers and pesticides. Due notably to the
use of chemical fertilizers, intensive ag-
riculture and animal production mono-
cultures produce important quantities
of nitrous oxide (NO2), the third most
significant greenhouse gas responsi-
ble for global warming. In Europe 40%
of the energy consumed on the farm
is due to the production of nitrogen
fertilizers. Moreover, industrial agricul-
ture production consumes much more
energy (and releases much more CO2)

La Via Campesina is the international movement of peasants, small- and medium-sized pro-
ducers, landless, rural women, indigenous people, rural youth and agricultural workers. La Via
Campesina defends the values and the basic interests of our members. La Via Campesina is an
autonomous, pluralist and multicultural movement, independent of any political, economic,
or other type of affiliation. Its members are from 56 countries from Asia, Africa, Europe, and

the Americas.

Via Campesina, www.viacampesina.org

Via Campesina

to run its giant tractors to harrow and
plough the land and to process the
food.
3) Destroying biodiversity
Carbon is naturally captured from the
air by plants and it is stocked in wood
and organic matter in the soils. Some
ecosystems such as native forests, peat
lands and meadows stock more carbon
than others.
This carbon cycle has been part of
the climate balance for thousands of
years. Corporate agribusiness has now
shattered this balance by imposing
widespread chemical agriculture (with
massive use of oil-based pesticides and
fertilizers), by burning forests for mo-
noculture plantations and by destroy-
ing peat lands and biodiversity.
4) Converting land and forests into
non-agricultural areas
Forests, pastures and cultivated lands
are rapidly converted into industrial
agricultural production areas or into
shopping malls, industrial complex-
es, big houses, large infrastructure
projects or tourist resorts. This in turn
causes massive carbon releases and re-
duces the capacity of the environment
to absorb the carbon released into the
atmosphere.

5) Transforming agriculture into an
energy consumer
On the energy level, the first role of
plants and agriculture is to transform
solar energy into energy in the form
of sugars and cellulose that can be di-
rectly absorbed in food or transformed
by animals into animal products. This
is a natural process, which brings en-
ergy into the food chain. However, the
industrialization process of agriculture
over the last two centuries has lead to

Friends of the Earth and our network of grassroots groups in 77 countries defend
the environment and champion a more healthy and just world. FOE are progressive
environmental advocates who pull no punches and speak sometimes uncomfort-
able truths to power. It's an approach that for four decades has yielded victories

protecting our planet and its people

Friends of the Earth, http://www.foe.org/
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an agriculture, which
consumes energy (fer-
tilizers, use of tractors,
oil based agrochemi-
cals...).

The false
solutions

Agrofuels (fuels pro-
duced from plants, ag-
riculture and forestry)
are often presented as
one of the solutions to
the current energy cri-
sis. However, leaving aside the insanity
of producing food to feed cars while
so many people are starving, indus-
trial agrofuel production will actually
increase global warming instead of re-
ducing it. Agrofuel production will re-
vive colonial plantation systems, bring
back slave work and seriously increase
the use of agrochemicals, as well as
contribute to deforestation and biodi-
versity destruction. Intensive agrofuel
production is not a solution to global
warming; neither will it solve the global
crisis in the agricultural sector. The im-
pacts will again be felt most seriously in
developing countries, as industrialized
countries will not be able to cover their
agrofuel demand and will need to im-
port huge amounts from the South.

Carbon trading

Under the Kyoto Protocol and other in-
ternational schemes “carbon trading”
is presented as a solution for global
warming. It is a privatization of car-
bon after the privatization of land, air,
seeds, water and other resources. It al-

lows governments to allocate permits
to big industrial polluters so they can
trade "rights to pollute" amongst them-
selves. Some other programs encour-
age industrialized countries to finance
cheap carbon dumps such as large-
scale plantations in the South as a way
to avoid reducing their own emissions.
This allows companies to make a dou-
ble profit while claiming falsely that
they contribute to carbon sequestra-
tion. On the other hand, natural areas
in Asia, Africa and Latin America are
being treated as mere carbon sinks and
privatized through the so called sale
of environmental services, thus kick-
ing communities out of their land and
reducing their right to access their own
forests, fields and rivers.

GMOs

Genetically modified trees and
crops are now being devel- 15
oped for agrofuel production.

Genetically modified organisms will

not solve any environmental crisis as
they themselves pose a risk to the envi-
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ronment as well as to health and safety.
Moreover, they increase corporate con-
trol over seeds, depriving farmers of
their right to grow, develop, select, di-
versify and exchange their own seeds.
These GM trees and crops are part
of the “second generation” of agro-
fuels based on cellulose while the first
generation is based on the different
forms of sugar from crops. Even when
it doesn't use genetically modified va-
rieties, this “second generation” raises
similar concerns.

Food sovereignty as the key
to life on earth
Via Campesina believes that solutions
to the current crisis have to emerge
from organized social actors that are
developing modes of production, trade
and consumption based on justice, sol-
idarity and healthy communities. No
technological fix will solve the current
global environmental and social disas-
ter. A set of true solutions should in-
clude. Sustainable small-scale farming,
which is labour-intensive and requires
little energy use, can actually contrib-
ute to stop and reverse the effects of
climate change:
+ by storing more CO2 in soil organic
matter through sustainable produc-
tion
« by replacing nitrogen fertilizers by
organic agriculture or/and cultivating
nitrogen-fixing plants which capture
nitrogen directly from the air

+ by making possible the de-
16 centralized production, collec-

tion and use of energy
A true agrarian reform, that strength-
ens small-scale farming, promotes the
production of food as the primary use

Trade Strategy

of land, and regards food as a basic hu-
man right that should not be treated as
a commodity. Local food production
will stop the unnecessary transpor-
tation of food and ensure that what
reaches our tables is safe, fresh and nu-
tritious.

Changing consumption and produc-
tion patterns which promote waste
and unnecessary consumption by a
minority of humankind, while hun-
dreds of millions still suffer hunger and
deprivation. Fair and just distribution
of food and necessary goods, as well
as reducing unnecessary consumption
should be core aspects of new devel-
opment patterns. Also, industry should
not be allowed to impose unnecessary
consumption and waste by means of
increasing disposable products or by
artificially shortening their lives.
Research and implementation of di-
verse and decentralized energy sys-
tems, based upon local resources and
technologies that do not harm the en-
vironment or take land away from food
production.

We demand of decision makers:

All around the world, we practice and
defend small-scale sustainable family
farming and we demand food sover-
eignty. Food sovereignty is the right of
peoplesto healthy and culturally appro-
priate food produced through ecologi-
cally sound and sustainable methods,
and their right to define their own food
and agriculture systems. It puts the as-
pirations and needs of those who pro-
duce, distribute and consume food at
the heart of food systems and policies
ratherthan the demands of marketsand
corporations. Food sovereignty priori-

Trade Strategy Group, South Africa

tizes local and national economies and
markets, empowers peasant and family
farmer-driven agriculture, artisan-style
fishing, pastoralist-led grazing, and pro-
tects food production, distribution and
consumption based on environmen-
tal, social and economic sustainability.

Therefore, we demand:

1) The complete dismantling of agri-
business companies: they are stealing
the land of small producers, producing
junk food and creating environmental
disasters.

2) The replacement of industrialized
agriculture and animal production
by small-scale sustainable agriculture
supported by genuine agrarian reform
programs.

3) The banning of all forms of genetic
use restriction technologies

4) The promotion of sane and sustain-
able energy policies. That includes con-
suming less energy and decentralized
energy instead of promoting large-
scale agrofuel production, as is cur-
rently the case.

5) The implementation of agricultural
and trade policies at local, national
and international levels supporting
sustainable agriculture and local food
consumption. This includes a ban on
the kinds of subsidies that lead to the
dumping of cheap food on markets.
For the livelihoods of billions of small
producers around the world, for peo-
ple’s health and the planet’s survival:
We demand food sovereignty and we
are committed to struggle to achieve it
collectively!

This version is shortened and edited by
us, source: www.viacampesina.org

The Trade Strategy Group has been established to deal with issues related trade and sustain-
able development. This initiative provides a forum to strategise around key institutions such
as the WTO, enhance our work through collaboration, discussion and joint action, particularly
in relation to mobilising and informing broader social movements and in terms of our national
government policy.

Interview with Kannaiyan:

annaiyan is Organizing Secretary

for the Erode District chapter of the

farmers’ association Tamizhaga
Vivasayigal Sangam (TVS) in Tamil Nadu,
India. TVS is a participant of the caravan.
Nic Paget-Clarke conducted the interview
during the 5th International Conference
of La Via Campesina in Matola, Mozam-
bique.

Are you yourself a farmer?
Yes, | am a farmer.

What do you farm?
Our main crops are all kinds of vegeta-
bles, banana, and sugar cane.

For generations you have been farmers in
your family?

Yes. My parents, my grandfathers. All
these years, we have lived of farming
only.

Can you tell me a little about your farm-
ers’association?

Our association does not belong to any
political party. It is a non-political-party
association. We work only for the cause
of the farmers. We take up all kinds of
farmers’ issues at the state, district and
local level.

We are into this GMO issue, genetically
engineered crops. We oppose these
genetically-engineered seeds and pol-
icy changes are underway. The govern-
ment wants to line-up very quickly the

Rising Tide is an international network born out of the conviction that corporate-friendly and RIST ‘_L}
state-sponsored “solutions” to climate change will not save us. As a matter of survival, we must
decrease our dependence on the industries and institutions that are destroying the planet
and work toward community autonomy and sustainable living. Rising Tide is a grassroots net- ik
work of groups and individuals who take direct action to confront the roots causes of climate
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companies who are
applying to con-
duct research, the
commercial release
of seeds, breeding
and multiplication,
and the marketing
of the genetically-
engineered seeds. We are opposing
that, 100 percent, at the national level.

The second thing we are working on
is the WTO (World Trade Organiza-
tion) agreement on agriculture. We
pressurized the government of India
to safeguard the interests of small and
marginal farmers in the country. We
are going to ask the government to
explain this - what we farmers will get
out of the WTO if agriculture is in the
purview of the WTO. The government
has to explain this to us. This is a largely
agricultural country. It is unlike in the
West where 3-5 percent of the people
depend on agriculture. Here, 60-70 per-
cent of the people are in agriculture.
Most of them are small- and marginal-
holders, two to five acres, like that.

Mr. Pascal Lamy (Director General of
the WTO), immediately after the break-
down of the negotiationsin Geneva, vis-
ited India. Do you know whom he met?
The officials in the government, the ne-
gotiators, the Commerce Ministry, and
the Confederation of Indian Industries
- not the farmers. It was mainly on the
agreement on agriculture. So, farmers

change and promote local, community-based solutions to the climate crisis.

Cascadia Rising Tide Oregon, USA,

http://www.risingtidenorthamerica.org/wordpress/category/front-page/

are not even considered as stakehold-
ers. It is definitely going to benefit the
interests of the trading companies, not
the farmers. That is one thing that we
are working on.

Why are you opposed to genetically-
modified organisms?

We farmers use traditional seeds in ag-
riculture, over thousands of years, and
indigenous breeds of cattle, livestock.
This genetic engineering, which is con-
trolled by very few companies like
Syngenta and Monsanto - the technol-
ogy is with them. This will, basically,
take away the rights of the farmers over
seeds.

What will be the impact on the regular
farmer?

We will have to keep buying seeds
from these companies and they will be
free to fix prices. Even now, 70

percent of the cotton being 17
cultivated in India is BT cot-

ton because all the seed companies in

the country have now become allies to
Monsanto.
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And the income of the farmers?

The price of the BT seeds is very high
when compared with the quality seeds
produced before. That is one thing.
And, there was a promise that in the
long run, if you use BT cotton, then the
cotton crop will have immunity against
boll worms. Their cotton was introduc-
ing Bollgard (a genetically-modified BT
product of Monsanto). But it is not like

that. Still, farmers are spraying against
sucking pests. The cost of production is
on the increase but the cotton

18 price is depressed.

As a result of these kinds of
things, among cotton farmers in India,
since 1992, more than 150,000 farmers
have committed suicide due to severe
depression in the prices, the severe cri-
sis in agriculture. Imagine, India is a big
country. There are millions of farmers
who are committing suicide? Our gov-
ernment is not taking this as a serious

national issue. They are not really look-
ing into ending this kind of crisis.

One of the things talked about here at the
conference is the concern that the econo-
my is run based on capital accumulation

and the market is everything, particularly
the international market. Are there things
that your organization is doing, or the
farmers are doing, in organizing them-
selves, locally, that presents an alterna-
tive?

Yes. They are not vocally talking
against capitalism, like that. We are
not into that. But we small-, marginal-,
and medium-level farmers who are

really working to protect the inter-
ests of farming are taking up all these
things in this way: opposing this WTO
issue, opposing the World Bank’s entry
in the agricultural sector, and opposing
the industries which are the main capi-
talist forces who are producing these
garments. Particularly garments, but
also tanneries. They are not bothering
about pollution. This is the way we are
fighting against capitalism.

Your local associations, what do they talk
about?

They do not always talk about the WTO,
World Bank, or genetically-modified
seeds because these issues have not
reached them yet. They take up local
issues, for example the infrastructure

and the local water-bodies. One com-
pany, which is setting up in one village,
they are going to burn these coconut
shells to be used in some industries.
That is highly polluting. So they are tak-
ing that up in that village.

Are local markets being developed? Are
there any imports?

We have local markets. Rice is produced
from paddy. It is locally processed,
made into rice, and marketed locally.
We sell all our vegetables in local mar-
kets. There is a direct market for farm-
ers, by name Uzhavar sandai, where lo-
cal farmers sell their produts directly to
consumers in nearby towns.

But, also, there is an impact from the in-
ternational market. For example, palm
oil is imported from Malaysia. Pepper
is imported from Sri Lanka. Tea is im-
ported. These are having disastrous im-
pacts on the agricultural prices in India.
Now, the thinking is, if we have a short-
age in production-import. But, import-
ing means you are destroying Indian
production, the Indian market, and
livelihoods. You are importing unem-
ployment. Imagine if rice is imported
- what will happen to all the rice farm-
ers? Previously, they were thinking of
increasing the production of oil seeds,
increase the production of pulses, food
grains, now the thinking is shift to im-
ports.

Your strategy includes opposing that.
Does it include an alternative?

The alternative is to promote local
agriculture with the re-gaining of tra-
ditional knowledge, and we have our
farmer friends who are well-trained in
this promotion of organic farming. We
are training other farmers and we are
also associating with other groups of
people and farmers’ networks who are
promoting organic farming. We are in
support of that and a large number of
people who are shifting into organic
farming.

What does food sovereignty mean to
your organization?
To our organization, food production

and food sovereignty should remain in
the hands of peasants in India. It should
not be dependent on food imports.
We strongly oppose food imports. The
sad situation in India is that people are
shifting from food crops to commer-
cial crops, particularly my region, in
the hilly region of Tamil Nadu, the ragi
millet was staple food there. They were
producing ragi until recently. But now
they are shifting to maize production.
It is being used as industrial goods. It is
not directly used as a food crop in India.
It is being used in the poultry industry.
For chickens, eggs - there it is used. We
are campaigning for food sovereignty,
which means the food production
should remain in the hands of farmers,
peasants in India.

Looking at India as awhole, what is going
on with agriculture? Do you see a trend in
what the government is trying to do?

In the whole of India, a large stretch of
agricultural lands depend on monsoon
agriculture. If monsoon fails, your crops
will fail. Now, instead of improving ir-
rigation to the farms, the government
has shifted its focus to improve indus-
tries, to bring in foreign investment to
India. To industrialize the country.

Would you call this a neoliberal program?
Has it been speeding up recently?

Yes. In the 1990s, a very important
change came into existence. Foreign
companies, before the '90s, were al-
lowed to hold only 49 percent of a
company. But it was lifted and foreign
companies were allowed to have 51
percent, which means the companies
can directly have the control, have the
decision, to influence the region. Now
you can have your own company there
with 51 percent equity. About 500 mul-
tinational companies are operating in
India.

One company came, the East India
Company, which enslaved us, then the
British Empire, which ruled us. Now
there are more than 500 companies
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there in India, operating, which means
exploitation and also internal exploita-
tion. These urban centers are exploit-
ing villages, sucking the blood of the
people. And, since the '90s, the gap be-
tween rich and poor is widening.

Is food sovereignty a solution to that situ-
ation?

Yes. Definitely. Food sovereignty will be
the solution for that.

Why?

For example, | was born in Chennima-
lai, a place where there were a number
of hand-looms by the time | was a small
child. Slowly, hand-looms completely
disappeared and power looms came.
Power looms are also good. They use
little power and the productivity is
much higher than the hand looms, and
they also generate employment. They
are labor intensive, too. But, now, the
jet looms are coming. Power looms
are disappearing. It is technological
progress. Large numbers of spinning
mills are there. Very few people are em-
ployed as labor. It doesn't provide more
employment because of automation.

If you have hand-spinning, or if you
have a machine which is developed by
which you can spin in your own village,
if the small medium-sized machines
are developed, then, in the off-season,
the agricultural people need not move
away from the villages to the cities in
search of employment. You will get
employment throughout the year. You
can have spinning there. You can have
weaving there. Then you will have pro-
duction involving people across the
country. If you have hand-spinning, or
if you have a machine which is devel-
oped by which you can spin in your
own village, if the small medium-sized
machines are developed, then, in the
off-season, the agricultural people
need not move away from the villages
to the cities in search of employment.
You will get employment throughout
the year.

We are not against industrialization.
We are against the very, very capital-
intensive, highly technological indus-

tries which involve fewer humans and
require more capital, which is pollut-
ing the nature. This kind of industry we
don’t want. When you decentralize in-
dustries, you are promoting mass pro-
duction by involving the masses of this
country because India is a highly popu-
lated country.

Industrialization should be a decentral-

Agriculti¥®
out 0¥ WTO

ized model. It should not require huge
capital. We should be able to absorb
more labour into the process of pro-
duction. Less capital, and more produc-
tivity too. This de-centralization would
be everywhere. Local production in
each and every village. Agricultural
products could become the finished
goods there, itself. That is the way the
industrialization should be.

Does this also transfer into democratic
participation?

Once you decentralize the produc-
tion model, then it will lead to

real democracy. Democracy is 19
not just electing people and
transforming power. When money is
accumulated, capital is accumulated in
a few hands, that leads to exploitation.
Only when this level is destroyed and
the people’s model, the decentralized
model, is established, will that lead to
a healthy democracy. It will lead to the
equitable development of humanity.

This is a version, shortened and edited
by us; it was first published by InMotion
Magazine, see
http://www.inmotionmagazine.com
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THE BANGLADESH KRISHOK FEDERATION — A LAND OCCUPATION MOVEMENT

e established the Bangladesh
Krishok Federation (BKF), to-
day the largest rural based
peasant movement in Bangladesh, in
1976. Together with the Bangladesh

to compel local government officials,
at different times, to make commit-
ments about the distribution of land
amongst landless men and women. In
1980, thousands of landless occupied

=

The Bangladesh Krishok Federation
a land occupation movement

Kishani Sabha (BKS), our female coun-
terpart since 1990, we have been work-
ing together for the rights of the land-
less in Bangladesh. Since the beginning
we have been actively involved in land
occupation struggles in a very system-
atic way. From 1977 until 1991 we con-
ducted various types of struggles and

movements e.g.hungerstrikes,
20 sit-in strikes, public meeting,

the encirclements of the local
administrative offices, demonstrations,
and road blocks. Through different
agitation programs, we have been able

the khas land, the small unrecognized
islands in the river delta. However with-
out government protection, they were
evicted from the land.

In 1987 the then autocratic gov-
ernment introduced a land law
called the ,Land Administration
Manual” on behalf of the land-
less people. The law recognizes
the right of landless families to
2 acres each of unoccupied khas
land. However, no government
action was taken to implement
distribution and the law was

largely ignored.

Nonetheless, because of this new land
law, our movement gained momen-
tum. Since 1987 we had scope to de-
mand the distribution of khas land,
among landless men and women as
stated in the land law. In spite of great
deal of pressure from the movement,
the government never paid heed to
landless people’s demands. Finally, in
late 1991, thousands of landless men
and women gave an ultimatum to the
government demanding the immedi-
ate settlement of khas land for landless
people. As the government refused to
take any initiative, our movement per-
suaded landless people to occupy the
khas land in early 1992. This time over
22,000 acres of land on 4 chars (small is-
lands) in the southern coastal belt were
occupied. 8,000 families found a place
to live and work the land

During the occupation movement, our
movement has encountered many im-
pediments from the local big landown-
ers and their Goondas (Miscreants), and
a few local bureaucrats working in the
Land Revenue Department. Local big
landowners have made several attacks
on the landless people’s settlements
on the chars. Every time, the landown-
ers were defeated, but the landless

The Bangladesh Krishok Federation unites mostly peasants, landless, agricultural and rural
workers in Bangladesh. The organization has been successful in helping landless farmers to
gain access to fallow land in areas along the coast, which is related to the achieving of food
sovereignty.

people had to shed blood for their vic-
tories. Still the people remained in their
settlements, built their homes, culti-
vated their land, and grown different
indigenous crops (e.g. rice, vegetables,
and fruits). People also faced legal bat-
tles with the local ipetty landlordsi who
were previously illegally occupying the
land and getting away with it by offer-
ing bribes. BKF has been helping the
peasants both in practical ways; to stay
on the land and to fight the judicial
system. The courts have largely agreed
with the landless, on the basis of a law
passed in 1987, however hundreds have
already been heard and are continuing
to be heard at all levels of the court sys-
tem.

In 1997, BKF worked with the govern-
ment to reach a compromise over a
new manual of land administration,
which lowers the acreage per family to
1.5 acres so as to distribute the land to
a greater number of people. In 2004,
thousands of peasants occupied a new
type of public land (Railway abandoned
land) in northern Bangladesh. So far,
their efforts have been successful.

We helped to occupy 70.600 acres of
land for more than 102.400 women and

CUPW is a democratic union. Our members have a say every step of the way. They elect their
own representatives. They help develop priorities for contract negotiations. Members also
have a right to vote on the final package of demands that is developed during negotiations
and any contract that is negotiated. Beside post office workers, we also represent cleaners,
couriers, drivers, vehicle mechanics, warehouse workers, mail house workers, emergency
medical dispatchers, bicycle couriers and other workers in more than 15 private sector bar-

gaining units.
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THE BANGLADESH KRISHOK FEDERATION — A LAND OCCUPATION MOVEMENT

men across Bangladesh. The
BKF, till now in partnership
with the BKS, has helped to
occupy 70,600 acres of khas
land for roughly 100,000
men and women. In total,
the organization enjoys a
network of 1.5 million peo-

ple.

In addition to the land oc-
cupation movement, we
are also involved in other
action-oriented activities, such as the
fight for fair prices for farmers’ prod-
ucts, the promotion of organic farm-
ing (which is our traditional
farming method), subsidies
for agriculture etc. A few years
ago we started to develop the
idea of food sovereignty for
the farmers, and we have been
advocating the protection of
indigenous seeds. We are also
against the World Trade Organi-
zation, the World Bank and In-
ternational Monetary Fund, and
multinational corporations that
are the key players attempting
to destroy the agricultural sec-
tor in Bangladesh. We have ac-
tively opposed the introduction
of Genetically Modified crops in
Bangladesh having had already
bitter experience with the in-
troduction of hybrid crops
during the Green Revolution.
We believe in genuine agrar-
ian reform to solve the existing
problems in the rural areas. We
are totally against market-led
land reforms that benefit the
multinational corporations and

Canadian Union of Postal Workers, www.cupw.ca

international institutions such as the
World Bank. Moreover we have long
been demanding the abolition of ab-
sentee landownership and the proper
distribution of the ceiling excess land
among landless. We defended wom-
en’s emancipation and we are
committed to cooperate with 21
the struggle of women.

One of the most serious challenges
ahead for the movement is the rise
up of Islamic fundamentalism that has
reemerged in Bangladeshi politics to
an alarming extent. And to focus their
grassroots network on empowering ru-
ral women.

Mmdm




FARMERS' MOVEMENTS

AcTION REPORT: INDIAN FARMERS WILL NOT ALLOW IMPORTED RAW SUGAR

Muzzafarnagar: Hundreds of Indian
Farmers from the Bhartiya Kisan Union
(BKU) stopped a goods train carrying a
consignment of about 26,000 quintals
of Brazilian raw sugar in the state of Ut-
tar Pradesh (UP) on 31 October 2009
and burnt a few sacks of raw sugar. The
train eventually went back the next day
when the farmers threatened to set fire
to all the sugar onboard if the imported
sugar was not returned.

Farmers from UP have been
22 protesting over the past cou-

ple of years over procurement
delays and the lowering prices of sug-
arcane. Their incomes are falling, but
their costs are rising. More expensive
farm inputs are also leading to increas-
ing indebtedness. Overall, the price
of sugarcane set by the state govern-
ment falls very short of covering farm-
ers' expenses for the actual growing of
sugarcane. The recent drought in India
has halved sugarcane production while
doubled the costs of inputs. The farm-
ers are demanding a price of about Rs.
280 (around 6 USS) which reflects their
actual cost of production. However,

the state government has set a price of
only Rs. 165 (around 3.5 US$). Instead
of helping farmers in this crisis, the
Indian government went ahead and
purchased imported sugar from Brazil.
Ironically, despite increasing the selling
price of processed sugar for consum-
ers, the government of India has main-

Our movement Anjuman-e-Muzareen
Punjab collects small and landless
peasants on one platform. Formally, we
started in June 2000, after a decision
by the higher authorities to change the
land rent system. This opened space to
fight for legal land rights. But still the
authorities did not want to negotiate
with us.

On several occasions unprovoked vio-
lence erupted between the movement
and the authorities during the course
of which twelve tenants lost their lives
and hundreds, including women and

tained the price of raw sugarcane for
farmers at a low Rs. 107.76 per quintal
for the year 2009-2010.

India’s sugarcane farmers continue
their struggle and they refuse to disap-
pear. They have decided not to allow
the imports of cheap raw sugar in UP
and stated that if it enters the state ter-
ritory, it will be burnt. They have also
taken a pledge that all goods trains
with imported raw sugar for process-
ing in sugar mills in Uttar Pradesh will
be stopped.

Later on the 1st of November at the
banks of the holy river Ganga in Gad-
hmuktashwar, UP farmers under the
leadership of BKU president, Mahendra
Singh Tikait, took a vow to stop sugar
mills until received a fair price for their
produce.

Thursday, 05 November 2009, by Via
Campesina, South Asia

children, sustained terrible injuries.
The police registered hundreds of false
cases against peasants. In the course of
protest rallies and demonstrations by
villagers, women and children played
animportantrole to advance the move-
ment.

There was an immediate reaction from
foreign ambassadors as well as me-
dia, civil society organizations, human
rights organizations, political parties
whose representative paid several vis-
its to the Okara (district) area to show
sympathy for the peasants.

group of 53 small-

scale farmers, NGOs

and activists engaged
in agricultural policy and
rural development gathered
for a workshop in Western,
Africa, in February 2009. Par-
ticipants produced the fol-
lowing statement of com-
mitment, and called for their
own and other organisations
to endorse it.

The global systemic
context and crises

The meeting took place
in the context of extreme
global economic and en-
vironmental crises, such as
the unfolding of the impact
of global climate change.
These interlinked issues
are the outcome of an eco-
nomic system based on globalised
industrial overproduction and waste-
ful over-consumption of the earth's
resources — especially in the highly de-
veloped countries and by small elites in
the developing countries. As a conse-
quence of this uncontrolled globalised
system, water resources, land, soil and
atmosphere have been seriously pol-
luted and degraded.

We oppose the dominant corporate-led
industrial model of agriculture within
this economic system, which includes
harmful chemical and energy-intensive
production methods, the move to the
mass production of agrofuels to the
detriment of food production, and pro-
motion of highly questionable geneti-
cally modified organisms (GMO-) tech-
nologies, designed to permanently
locate food production and power and
profits in corporate hands.

These trends are also threatening peo-
ple’s autonomous food security and
food sovereignty, i.e. the right of com-
munities and countries to control what,
how and where they produce as well
as the policies and programmes under
which they produce their food.

FARMERS' MOVEMENTS

TowARDS EcoLoGICAL AND JUST AGRARIAN SYSTEMS
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Agriculture in South Africa
Towards Ecological and Just Agrarian Systems

We oppose the currently dominant ‘ex-
port-led’ production strategies and un-
fair free trade. Furthermore, we reject
exploitation of labour and support the
protection of tenure security for farm
workers. We aim, instead, to encourage
maximum food self-reliance through
the creation of local production to
serve domestic markets. Through edu-
cation and awareness we also hope to
facilitate consumer demands for di-
verse agro-ecological produce.

In this regard, we support an agro-ec-
ological model of farming. This entails
systems that are sustainably managed
to conserve natural resources and pri-
oritise social justice. Such systems must
also draw on and enhance dynamic
knowledge base of indigenous farming
practices while combining these with
socially responsible science and tech-
nology.

We resolve to engage energetically
with government at local, provincial
and national levels to demand greater
recognition and active support for
agro-ecological farming  practices
through farmer assistance.
Necessary support for farmers 23
includes infrastructure such as

roads, storage facilities and equipment,
as well as appropriate participatory re-
search and training/retraining of exten-
sion workers to advance agro-ecologi-
cal farming rather than hinder it.

We are committed to building an eco-
logical learning network - a “living
university” - consisting of farmer-to-
farmer education. This would be done
through exchange visits, experiential
learning sites and the documenta-
tion and dissemination of experiences
which demonstrate the possibilities
and benefits of agro-ecological farm-
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ing methods and contribute to the con-
tinual improvement of these methods.

Building resistance

We are determined to resist free trade
agreements as well as policies at inter-
national, national, regional and local
levels, which promote a neo-liberal
agricultural model of chemical and
energy-intensive methods. This system
includes mechanised farming equip-
ment, global transport of inputs and
outputs, including farming inputs such
as fertilisers and pesticides all of which
are petroleum-based. This agricultural
model also includes technologies, such
as GMOs, which are centred on max-
imising corporate profit and power.
This model favours big business and
limits the responsibility of the state to
achieve socio-economic, environmen-
tal and political goals for the well-being
of people and the environment.

Noting that Southern Africans are eat-
ing GMOs as staple foods, we call forim-
mediate public research on the impacts
of GMO food on the health of people,
particularly vulnerable groups such as
children and those affected by HIV and
AIDS. In the interim, we demand the
labelling and separation of GMO seed
and produce in order to allow farmers
and all people the right to information
and to make informed choices. Against
the past failure to consider the public’s

view and adequate participa-
24 tion in decision-making on ex-

isting GMO legislation, we will
actively pursue all means to challenge
and reverse pro-GMO policies and their
implementation. In the long term, our

Gitxsan

aim is for South Africa and the whole of
Africa to be a GMO-free zone.

Popular education

In the context of current concern about
rising food prices, collusion and price
fixing amongst supermarkets and food
processors, we commit ourselves to
engage in public advocacy, education,
and awareness in order to gather sup-
port amongst the broader public to
build conscientious resistance against
the industrial model of food produc-
tion.

We set out to popularise information
on the politics of food and seed, the
privatisation of life and the dangers of
industrial farming (including the im-
pact of chemicals, GMOs and related
social issues such as farmer debt), and
to promote agro-ecological alterna-
tives to this paradigm.

In addition, this can be done through
the sharing of information on farmers’
varieties and traditional seeds through
seed and farmer’s festivals, seed ex-
change programmes and by celebrat-
ing the links between seed, culture and
food. These are essential for promoting
a more sustainable means of food pro-
duction.

Policy and action research

We call for independent research
into the impact of rural government
programmes that are focused on
the industrialisation and corporati-
sation of rural economies. Such re-
search would include the impact on
rural livelihoods, land, culture, food
security and sovereignty resulting
from programmes such as those
which promote agro-fuels, and the
Massive Food Production Programme.

Our alternatives

We propose the transformation of ag-
ricultural and broader national eco-
nomic policies away from the ‘growth
and export-driven’ orientation to one
which supports the well being of peo-
ple, involves meaningful public par-
ticipation, and puts local needs first,
within the framework of national and
regional food sovereignty. Specifically,
we will use the potential commerciali-
sation of GM potatoes to highlight and
mobilise all sectors of the population
around cross-cutting issues.

Building coalitions

In order to promote and advance
the above, we aim to forge coali-
tions and create a co-ordinated plat-
form through forging linkages with the
widest possible range of social move-
ments at both the national and region-
al (Southern African) levels.

The text has been sent to us by one cara-
van participant who attended the meet-
ing. We have shortened and edited the
text.

The Gitxsan are a thriving, active First Nations people who derive their strength from the
33,000 square kilometres of traditional territory in northwest British Columbia, Canada.

Representative of Gitxsan, Canada, http://www.gitxsan.com/html/who.htm
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Struggling for the descolonisation
of power and knowledge

Coordinadora Andina de
Organizaciones Indigenas
CAOI

e are an organization repre-

senting the original Indig-

enous Peoples of the Andes.
We are in the process of suggesting
alternatives for bringing about “Buen
Vivir” - living well - (“Allin Kawsay” in
Quechua, “Sumaq Tamana” in Aymara,
“Intro Fuil Moguen” in Mapudugun-
Mapuche). We are re-discovering the
strength of the principles of the An-
dean worldview; exercising our territo-
rial, political, cultural and spiritual col-
lective rights; driving the integration of
the indigenous movement of the Abya
Yala; developing alliances with all ex-
cluded social sectors; and influencing
international processes concerning the
rights of the peoples.
Itis not a ghost that haunts the Andean
Region. We are men and women with

our feet well set on the ground. We
defend our beautiful land, because we
are part of it. In a word, we defend our
right, and the right of all, to life.
Capitalism has now brought nature and
the survival of the human race to the
point of collapse. In its aggressive com-
modification of “Pachamama” (Mother
Earth) and natural resources (earth,
water, fossil fuels, minerals, biodiver-
sity), it meets with resistance from the
indigenous people. Its campaigns to
privatise public services encounter the
resistance of the diverse local commu-
nities and identities.

Capitalism is not only about exploita-
tion and oppression, but also about the
colonialisation of power and knowl-
edge. It creates various crises: social
exclusion, environmental degradation,
cultural collisions and now, famine and
the food crisis. Productivist develop-
ment works in just a few of the domi-
nant countries and some emergent

ones, but in most parts of the planet, it
is used against its own societies, emp-
tying democracy, social and public pol-
icies of content and possibilities.

In this context, we as indigenous or-
ganizations share a common focus on
De -colonialism, Equality, Autonomy,
Inter-culturalism, and ,Buen Vivir”. We
are working on making our responses
stronger and brining them closer to
each other. The goal is to develop pro-
posals from our on-going experiences
to address the crisis of the

state and development, from 25
the perspective of peoples’

and communities’ collective rights.
The decolonialisation of power and
knowledge and ,Buen Vivir” shall be
integral to the agendas of the social
movements. Amongst our objectives
are defending the earth and our terri-
tories and unity with Mother Nature as
well as the development of legitimacy
and alternatives to expand the political
influence of the indigenous movement
in the international arena.

This text has been compiled from the
website of CAOl and translated from
Spanish.
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INDIGENOUS PEOPLES IN THE PACIFIC

ndigenous peoples in the Pacific

have found the great ocean of Kiwa,

a spiritual and cultural home for
thousands upon thousands of years. We
lived in harmony with our environment
and each other; we were self-sufficient
and had 100% of our lands, culture, cus-
tom and language.

e | -

White supremacist, capitalist imperial-
ism and genocide shattered that world
for many indigenous peoples in the Pa-
cific last century.

We live with the repercussions
26 of that history of genocide and

dispossession every day. Colo-
nisation in the Pacific continues in the

models of development that are being
sold through a masquerade of trade,

governance and security, and market
based ‘solutions’ to climate change.

Te Ata Tino Toa (a collective of Maori
activists), are looking forward to forg-
ing a strong collective understanding
and response to the dual threats of neo
liberalism and climate change on the
Climate Caravan.

e
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Te Ata Tino Toa are representative of
the long tradition of struggle and resist-
ance by Maori against colonisation and
the Crown sponsored theft of Maori
land and resources.

Maori continue to resist the pressures of
colonisation and cultural and econom-
ic genocide. Such a concept embraces
the spiritual link Maori have with ‘Pap-
atuanuku’ (Earthmother) and is a part

of the international drive by indigenous
peoples for self determination.”

The Pacific, is facing huge stress and
huge regional pressures. Climate
change is a clear and present danger to
the Pacific peoples, land, lives; culture
and peoples are at risk. Climate change
is no distant threat, it is happening now.

Rising sea levels are eating up the land
of the islands, salination means more
and more arable lands for cultivation
become untenable. The human face of
climate change in the Pacific, is heart
breaking, land is the cornerstone of the
heart of all Indigenous peoples.

From Genvea...

For much of the past decade, the Pacific
Islands countries have faced immense

The World March of Women is an international feminist action movement connecting grass-
roots groups and organizations working to eliminate the causes at the root of poverty and
violence against women. We struggle against all forms of inequality and discrimination di-
rected at women. Our values and actions are directed at making political, economic and social
change. They centre on the globalization of solidarity; equality between women and men,
among women themselves and between peoples; the respect and recognition of diversity
among women; the multiplicity of our strategies; the appreciation of women's leadership; and
the strength of alliances among women and with other progressive social movements.
World March of Women, www.worldmarchofwomen.org

pressure from New Zealand and Aus-
tralia, and aid donors to move towards
trade liberalisation through new free
trade agreements.

Free trade agreements involving the
region include the Pacific Islands Coun-
tries Trade Agreement (PICTA), the Eco-
nomic Partnership Agreement (EPA)
with the European Union, and the ex-
tension of the Pacific Agreement on
Closer Economic Relations (PACER) with
Australia and New Zealand to include
deeper “economic integration”.

The move towards free trade is driven
largely by the interests of business (ex-
porters, service suppliers and potential
new investors) based in the Pacific’s
developed-country ‘partners’. Clothed
in benevolent, paternal words, greed
and racism lie at the heart of Pacer-Plus,
pushing the western, neoliberal way of
doing things on the Pacific.

To Copenhagen

Te Ata Tino Toa stand with all Indig-
enous peoples of the Pacific, to ensure
those most responsible for climate
change are held responsible and those
most affected by it are supported in
the defence of their land rights, and
their collective responsibility to care for
lands, forests, our oceans and peoples.
Standing together for mother earth
and for lives of dignity, and self deter-
mination.

Indigenous peoples of the Pacific are
deeply alarmed by the accelerating
climate devastation brought about by
unsustainable development, and we
are experiencing profound and dispro-
portionate adverse impacts on our Pa-
cific cultures, human and environmen-

The International Alliance of Indigenous and Tribal Peoples of the Tropical Forests is a world-
wide network of organisations representing indigenous and tribal peoples living in tropical
forest regions (Africa, the Asia-Pacific and the Americas). The Alliance was founded in 1992
during an indigenous conference in Malaysia, where the Charter of the Alliance was adopted,
and has been fighting continuously for the rights of indigenous and tribal peoples ever since.
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tal health, human rights, wellbeing,
traditional livelihoods, food systems
and food sovereignty, local infrastruc-
ture, economic viability and our very
survival as indigenous peoples.
Consumer nations must adequately
address the issue of ecological debt to
the global south and not shift liability
for their own unsustainable production
and consumption to those nations not
responsible for the high level of climate
emissions.

We demand that forests not be includ-
ed in carbon trading schemes, and call

International Alliance of Indigenous Peoples, Panama,

http://www.international-alliance.org/

on all governments to halt deforesta-
tion and keep fossil fuels in the ground;
not trade one for the other:

Against all the odds, and the threats
we face to our lands, our cultures, and
our ways of life in the pacific, we have
survived and we continue to resist. Evo-
lutionary processes have taken their
course in the Pacific and the time has
come for us to reach out across the vast
ocean that binds us to support each
other’s struggles and to halt the anni-
hilation that we as peoples are facing.
Ka whawahi tonu matau/

Freedom Fighters

Zum Weiterlesen:
http://climate.conscious.maori.nz/
http://uriohau.blogspot.com/2009/10/

nuku-alofa-declaration.html
http://october15thsolidarity.info/
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IT'S ALL ABOUT REDUCING THE USE OF CRUDE OIL""

INDIGENOUS MOVEMENTS

A DEMOCRACY — LESS THAN ONE METER ABOVE THE SEA

carry out any kind of project within the
region it has to consult our Congress. It
has to be subordinate to the Congress,
and the Congress has to make the de-
cision — it has the last word.” Their au-
tonomy is not a matter of mere theory,
or of the formal but tokenistic recog-
nition of indigenous rights. When the
Panamanian Government granted a
Canadian mining company license to
explore and exploit Kuna territory that

ihi n N
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The Kuna people live on a series of 50
tiny islands in an archipelago of 360
known as Comarca Kuna Yala, situated
in the Pacific Ocean and straddling the
Colombia-Panama border. They gained
autonomy after a bloody struggle with
colonial police in 1925. Today 70,000
Kuna manage their day-to-day affairs
through an elaborate system of direct
democracy that federates 500 different
autonomous communities within the
Kuna General Congress, which meets
once every six months. Each
28 community and each
inhabited island has their own
int ernal rules and regulations, and is
completely autonomous from the oth-
ers; the only obligation is to send four

ivasayiga

Tamizhaga V

delegates to the congress in order to
enable coordination and to facilitate
decisions on issues that relate to all
Kuna. As Ibe, a Kuna activist points out
in an interview: “If the Government (ie:
the Panamanian Government) wants to

Tamizhaga Vivasayigal Sangam (TVS)

permission was revoked by the Kuna. ‘ = = o=l . - et AN e i Pl v |

That is also the reason why this part
of Panama is totally preserved from
deforestation, since they from the first
refused all cattle and horses in their ter-
ritory, having seen that they led to envi-
ronmental destruction. They also have
refused roads leading in from Panama
knowing that a road would open their
territory up for invasion by (post-)colo-
nists. Still today they have refused the
huge tourist trade that could "develop’
their paradise. But now all the Kuna, al-
together nearly 40.000, have to prepare
to move from their islands to the near-
by mainland, as all these islands are less
than a meter above sea level.

The Kuna have already send represent-
atives to the protests against the WTO
ministerial conference in Seattle, exact-
ly ten years ago in Seattle, USA.
One of them has been Ibe. As he
puts it: “Our organization wish-
es to struggle and to fight to-
gether, as fighting is necessary,
without distinguishing between
different ideologies, colours or
nationalities. But we should act
with respect for diversity of cul-
ture, diversity of opinions, and
the diversity of all the people
who live on the planet.”

Tamizhaga Vivasayigal Sangam is a farmer’s movement in Tamil Nadu (India) that has been
very active in mobilizations against the WTO and GMOs. Besides that, they have been active
in promoting and strengthening alternative, sustainable local development initiatives. They
have a membership of over 25,000 farmers and a support base of over 100,000.

An interview with Esperanza Martinez
from the international network Oil-
watch about the idea of leaving oil in the
ground.

For roughly 35 years, the Ecuadorian
economy has been fuelled by the extrac-
tion of crude oil. The damage to the envi-
ronment has beenimmense. In 2007, there
was a revolutionary suggestion: the so-
called ITT oil field in the Yasuni National
Park, the largest oil source in the country,
should not be touched. As as compensa-
tion, the international community would
provide a financial contribution equal to
half the state revenue. Should this money
not materialise, the oil fields would be
put out to tender to oil firms. Esperanza

India FDI Watch is building awareness and facilitating grassroots action to prevent the take-

Martinez explains the idea behind the
project.

Who came up with the idea of de-
manding compensation for not ex-
tracting oil?

The idea came from local communities
and NGOs like Accién Ecologica and
Oilwatch who campaigned against the
oil companies. For a long time we have
all been of the opinion that it is neces-
sary for Ecuador to develop a post-fossil
fuel energy model. For about 10 years,
there has been a suggestion of having
a moratorium against the expansion of
the oil front. The principal argument

over of India's retail sector by corporations.

Foreign Direct Investment Watch, India, indiafdiwatch.org

was that it is not necessary to search
for more crude oil, because even using
the oil reserves that we have will cause
huge environmental damage. The con-
cept was based on the principle of
shared, but differentiated responsibili-
ties — either by demanding compensa-
tion for not extracting crude oil, or —
and this was the original idea - selling
the oil on the condition that it be leftin
the ground.

The Ecuadorian government

took the concept and sold it 29
in an international climate
conference as an innovative, new
idea. Was the basicidea dramatically
changed ?
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IT'S ALL ABOUT REDUCING THE USE OF CRUDE OIL

The part of the project that works on
climate change has altered dramati-
cally over the last year. In the search of
financial prosperity, climate certificates
have suddenly caused a consideration
of neo-liberal market mechanisms.
This commercialisation and the sale
of so-called environmental services
has received much criticism across the
country, for these ideas do not help
to reduce emissions and therefore fail
to address the main issue of climate
change. The ITT project should not be
about giving polluting nations means
with which they can offset, but not
reduce their own emissions. Rather
it should be about reducing oil con-
sumption in real terms. The original
position of President Correa and the
Ministry of Environment towards the
Kyoto Protocol was one of heavy criti-
cism. However, when in January 2008
the discussions with developed nations
began, this criticism suddenly stopped,
as the proposal was presented as a sale
of environmental services. We are cam-
paigning further for this project to be
taken as more than a compensation
model.

What are the reactions of other
countries of the Global South?

Many show great interest. In Argentina,
for example, the Mapuche are trying to
start a similar campaign. In Costa Rica,
where the existing moratorium on oil

extraction was revoked, there
30 are plans along these lines.

There is also interest in similar
projects in East Timor, Bolivia, Maurita-

nia and Nigeria. We are here to work out
what the particular local peculiarities

and problems are. In Ecuador, we are in
a particularly favourable situation. It's a
place with extremely high biodiversity
that is also the territory of indigenous
communities voluntarily living in iso-
lation and in a biosphere reserve. And
even the politicians are prepared to
make changes.

How can it be ensured that future
governments also leave the oil in the
ground?

The guarantee concept is actually quite
simple: the oil is to be ,sold” to foreign
donor countries or international organ-
isations. The sale of the crude oil means
that it passes into private ownership.
Therefore, it cannot be sold on again.
On the international oil market, these
mechanisms are clearly defined. When
a state sells its crude oil to Texaco, it
cannot sell it to another company at
the same time. Thus the attempt is to
give the donor the same guarantee as
a company. The donors receive the ti-
tles of ownership of the oil barrels they
have bought and thereby the guaran-
tee that the oil will hand over in the
event of extraction, which would make
the extraction itself nonsensical. In ad-
dition, there are international agree-
ments with possible donor countries
that certainly will not be broken. | can-
not imagine any Ecuadorian govern-
ment carelessly endangering relations
with Germany or the UN. There are a
large number of strong interim players
that will ensure that promises are kept.

The Ecuadorian constitution of
2008 includes extensive articles on
environmental protection, such as

Bharatiya Kisan Union (BKU)

suntouchable zones”, where extrac-
tion of raw materials is forbidden.

This constitution is full of exceptions.
The same is true for the ITT project,
which is in one of these zones. If the
required sum is not attained, Congress
can decide about crude oil extrac-
tion. Only if no agreement is reached
here will there be a referendum. Then
it would again be a decision for the
Ecuadorian people. The ITT project is
therefore also greatly concerned with
education. Since June 2007, we have
visited two to three schools on a week-
ly basis to talk about Yasuni, the indig-
enous communities and the need for a
post-fossil fuel energy model. It is im-
portant to make people aware that it is
a subject of economic importance but
also one in which many irreplaceable
aspects cannot be measured in mon-
etary terms. Ultimately, it is Ecuadorian
society that will decide, through votes
in the referendum, whether Yasuni is to
be exploited or not.

Interview conducted by Ines Thomssen.
The interview first appeared in a longer
format in Lateinamerika-Nachrichten,
no. 414, December 2008.

The BKU is a farmers’ mass organization that works in seven different states in Northern In-
dia. It works in close cooperation with international organizations like La Via Campesina or
the Farmers Coordination Committee India. The movement campaigns against free trade and
GMOs and for food sovereignty. With the help of mass protests such as demonstrations, sit-ins
and direct actions it has achieved repeated success.

350 million US$ each year will be paid
to the government of Ecuador over a
period of 13 years — and the oil will re-
main in the ground. This the financial
proposal made by the government of
Ecuador forthe ITT project. The amount
of money paid would equal half of the
amount that could be earned, if the ITT
oil field was exploited. The ITT field is

The Ishpingo-Tambococha-
Tiputini (ITT) project

located in the Eastern part of the Yasuni
national park whichisatthe sametimea
UNECSO biosphere reserve. In the East,
it shares a border with Peru - a chain of
oil fields is situated along that border.
The ITT oil field is about 200 000 hec-
tares in size, and in its depth, about 20
percent of the oil resources of Ecuador,
can be found, in the form of heavy oil.
Like the ITT area, the entire Yasuni area
is considered to be one of the most
bio-diverse places in the world. At the

T T

Focus on the Global South (Focus) is a non-governmental organization with twenty staff work-
ing in Thailand, the Philippines and India. Focus was established in Bangkok in 1995 and is
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same time, it is the terri-
tory of indigenous peoples
who live in voluntary isola-
tion. Not exploiting the oil
would prevent 400 million
tons from being released
into the atmosphere. The
revenues from the project
are to be spent on environ-

mental projects and for the
promotion of renewable
energies exclusively.

However, since the time the
interview was conducted,
the simple compensation
model for financing the ITT
project has turned out not
to be feasible. The govern-
ment of Ecuador is now
seeking to issue certificates
stating the amount paid and the equiv-
alent in barrels. They include a clause
stating that the government pledges
to reimburse the amount paid, plus
any applicable interest, if the decision
is made to exploit the oil fields. At the
same time, the government reserves its
right to participate in the Kyoto Proto-
col’s off-set mechanisms. Germany was
the first country to declare its readiness
to support the project financially. In
October 2009, statements were made
saying that the German government

affiliated with the Chulalongkorn University Social Research Institute.

Focus on the Global South, www.focusweb.org

would pay 50 million Euro annually for
the project; this was, however, denied
later. Currently, details are under ne-
gotiation. Spain and France have also
made a commitment on supporting
the project. It is not clear yet, however,
what this means in practical terms.
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WHEN THE EARTH BLEEI!.

I heard that oil

Makes things move

But in truth | see that oil
Makes life stop

Because

The oil only flows
When the earth bleeds

A thousand explosions
in the belly of the earth

Bleeding rigs, bursting pipes
This oil flows

From the earth’s deathbed
Because

The oil only flows
When the earth bleeds

They work in the dark
We must lift up the light
Quench their gas flares
Expose their greed
Because

The oil only flows
When the earth bleeds

From the Garden Court,

Marine Parade

We talk and talk

in a garden of stones

The ocean waves bathe our eyes

But in Ogoniland we can’t even breathe
Because

The oil only flows

When the earth bleeds

-
E=

What will we do?

What must we do?

Do we just sit

Wail and mop?

Arise people, let’s unite
With our fists

Let’s bandage the earth
Because

The oil only flows
When the earth bleeds

The oil only flows
When the earth bleeds

Nnimmo Bassey
Nigerian poet and activist

Reproduced from www.oilwatch.org

Speech by Libia Grueso,
Proceso de comunidades
negras, Columbia

he first issue we want to ad-

dress is that the effects of glo-

bal capitalism have been some-
thing permanent for us. Since we have
been brought from Africa to America,
we have experienced the consequenc-
es of globalised capitalism. Beginning
with the process of cultural uprooting
through which we have been pulled
out of our living environment, continu-
ing through colonialism, until what is
called today economic globalization.
For us, capitalism has always meant
slavery, exclusion, exploitation, oppres-
sion, repression and negation. Even
in so-called ‘democratic societies’ like
Columbia, we have not recognized the
so-called ‘welfare state.” We have al-
ways been excluded from the benefits
of this ‘welfare state.’ We live in isolated
regions that are at the same time linked
in with the mechanisms of exploita-
tion and the economy of resource ex-
traction. We have been exploited as
labor by the national and international
capital. The consequences of economic
globalization have been something
permanent in the case of the black
communities.
The exploitation and exclusion which
we have experienced in this unjust re-
lation with the capital, paradoxically,
also have contributed to our ability to
preserve and develop forms of living
which are based on values different
from those of the dominant society
which is marked by capitalism. Our cen-
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Without hope, life and happiness
we cannot fight for liberation

tral value, in social relations, is life itself;
thus, our relations with other people
are founded on a respect for life and
other forms of living. Our project of life
depends on what nature has to offer,
on other life projects and on solidarity.
For us, diversity and respect for others
are fundamental values for building
our society and for the survival of our
cultural vision of the world and of our
relationships with others. In this sense,

our historical project has always been
a struggle for freedom, a permanent
struggle for the construction and con-
servation of these values in life. We say:
‘We are, because others are (somos
porque otros son).’ It is obvi-

ous for us that life cannot be 33
without others.

These values stand in opposition to the
values that emanate from every way

Fundaexpresion is a Columbian non-profit organization founded in 1999 to promote proac- E
tive educational work and research within local communities. It aims to empower marginal- =
ized groups of society and achieve improved living conditions, social organization and conser- g
vation of their environmental and cultural heritage. b

O ]
Fundaexpresion, Columbia, www.fundaexpresion.org §:
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that capitalism expresses itself. In fact,
we have experienced cruel manifesta-
tions of capital during the entire his-
torical process, since the uprooting and
the enslavement of our ancestors to
America until now. Modernization has
always been recognizable as barbarism
in these forms of capitalism. The neo-
liberal project has further aggravated
the conditions of oppression and ex-
ploitation. The ‘welfare state’ and the
neoliberal state have transformed life
into something we call ‘throw-away-
men.” There are no possibilities to pro-
duce something. Many people count
for nothing in a system, in which life
does not count. Neo-liberalism means
the presence of multinational compa-
nies in our countries and over-exploita-
tion. Neo-liberalism meant the total de-

struction of the benefits of the
34 welfare state for the few sec-
tors that had access to these
benefits. In Columbia, misery increased

through the privatization of public
companies, the rise in cost of services,

and through the liberalization of differ-
ent services that are vital such as com-
munication, health care and housing.

The process of black communities
emerges thus as a reaction to, but also
as a concrete action against, this situ-
ation. In their everyday lives, our com-
munities do not only resist, at a cultural
level, the unjust actions of capital, but
alsothesystemitself.
We have succeeded
in keeping alive dif-
ferent values - for
example, we refrain
from any type of
accumulation.  Our
cultural resistance is
connected to a ter-
ritory, in which we
try to develop a dif-
ferent way of living,
a way by which we
emphasize life and
living a life of happi-
ness. This emphasis
on hope is an essen-
tial condition for the struggle for free-
dom. Without the emphasis on these
three aspects: hope, life and happiness,
we could not sustain the struggle for
liberation. In this way, the Proceso de
comunidades negras champions three

essential aspects: identity, ter-
ritory and autonomy. These
are the three cornerstones on
which our culture and our re-
sistance strategies against the
growing threats of the capital
and the dominating system
against our territories and our
lives are built.

Our relation with the North
2 has three features or forms:
One feature is that of so-called ‘devel-
opment’. The capital, in the form of de-
velopment aid, foreign credits, invest-
ments etc. is used for a ‘development’
that serves the creation of mechanisms
to exploit the ressources in our terri-
tories. As far as we are concerned, this
‘development’ amounts to the mone-
tarization of our social relations. Even
nature is transformed into a commod-
ity by these development projects. The
so-called ‘development plans’ of the
transnational capital, together with the
economy of resource extraction, imply
the death of our cultural values and the
death of life as such.

The second form has been a paternal-
istic relation. Unfortunately, through
these paternalistic relations, some
NGOs have caused as much damage as
the capital. These NGOs interpret reali-
ties wrongly, that correspond rather to
cultural visions than to material prob-
lems. This stance towards aid, towards
giving without content - as if we were
merely in need of improved material
conditions — has entailed the loss of
substantial values in our communities.
It has divided processes and move-
ments. It has generated elites and new
cleavages in our social movements.

The Rede Brasileira Pela Integracdo dos Povos - Brazilian Network for People’s Integration
(REBRIP) - was created in 1998. It is an association of independent and pluralist NGOs, social
movements, trade unions and professional associations. They are active in the field of regional
integration and trade, and are committed to building a democratic society based on an eco-
nomic development that is at the same time socially, culturally, ethically and environmentally
sustainable.

Rede Brasileira Pela Integracao dos Povos (REBRIP), http://www.rebrip.org.br

This paternalistic stance is, in many
ways, not expedient.

There is a third form of our relation
with the North — and it is this latter one
that we champion. It involves a relation
of solidarity with the struggles of the
North. If these struggles in the North
exist, the said relation will be an option
for us. The more the number of sectors
of the North’s population that are tak-
ing up their own struggles is on therise,
the more opportunities we (the South)
are given to achieve our own goals of a
more just society. These goals have life
itself as their essence and basic value,
not the negation of life, which so far has
been the result of the diverse expres-
sions of capitalism. We reemphasize:
we are, because you can be. We are
to the extent that other men, women,
youth movements, movements for the
rights of homosexuals, trade unions,
environmental movements, are able
to achieve their own goals. The capi-
talist system resorts to ever new forms
of exploitation, repression and exclu-
sion. This implies that the diversity of
resistance constitutes the sole strategy
capable of encountering the capital’s
activities. There's no single formula, but
an infinite number of formulas. This di-
versity of struggles requires solidarity,
exchange, collective action and global
action in local strategies. This, again, in-
volves new challenges. These challeng-
es concern different languages, rythms
and contexts. For example, what we
understand ,territory” (territorio) to be
differs from your concept of the same
thing. However, we have only learnt
this when coming here. It is these kind
of encounters, that we need, and these
kind of challenges, that we have to face,

Ten years ago, on a day like today, CONACAMI was born officially. It was the response to the
consequences of the economic model that the dictatorship of Alberto Fujimori had imposed,
that dismantled labor, economic and social rights, under the pretext of opening the doors
to foreign investment. Surrendering our natural goods to the greed of transnationals led to
a mining boom. This in turn, amounted to violent incursions into the territories of commu-
nities that suffered from negative environmental impacts and their right to subsistence, by
forcing them to leave and the oppression of their protests. CONACAMI was born out of these

protests.

Coordinadora Nacional de Comunidades Afectadas por la Mineria www.conacami.org
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in order to indentify further points of
accordance and to become more effec-
tive. The capital’s strategies force us to
be more effective in our common ac-
tion. For this purpose, we have to unveil
the capital’s mechanisms and diverse
faces of globalization. In
everyday life of our commu-
nities, IWF, WTO and World
Bank appear as intangible
entities — which is part of
the capital’s strategy. States,
that are located outside
of our state, decide on our
future and lifes. Within the
framework of global action,
it is important to denounce
the impact of globalized
capitalism and to demon-
strate that it has devastating
effects on the majority of
this planet’s population. It is
a contribution to the struggle to uncov-
er the mechanisms and those that are
reponsible of many people’s exclusion
and death.

When practising global resistance in
international networks, we agreed that
struggles against any form of repres-
sion are crucial: struggles against the
patriarchate and all other struggles
against repression. One further, piv-
otal point regards the autonomy and
the diversity of resistance. To preserve
autonomy within unity is a significant
aspect of solidarity and of the strategy
of resistance. We have to preserve the
diverse modes of action and to find
common points of action, in order to
achieve unity. There are divergent in-
terpretations of the term ‘violence'.
Our friends from India, for example,
conceive of the destruction of mate-

rial structures that support the capital’s
essence as not being non-violent ac-
tions. These are contributions by other
movements that are important for us
to appreciate. We not only need to find
points of convergence, but joint modes

of action as well.

In closing: We believe that we don't have
to start from scratch. The experiences
we have made so far in cooperation
with other movements are extremely
useful. The differences and deficits we
have are starting points. We have to un-
derstand that we live in divergent con-
texts and follow different rythms; that
our actions of resistance do not neces-
sarily assume the same shape. The as-
sessment of these divergent modes of
action is a field in which we can still
gain a lot, in which we can get to know
each other better, something that we
have to deal with in order to
develop more effectiveness in 35
our global strategies.

This is an edited and translated version of
a speech given several years ago in Ger-
many.

INYDUNO)
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AGRIBUSINESS TAKING OVER THE TERRITORY

n the Southern cone of South Amer-
ica, two principal types of agribusi-
ness have taken over the territory.
These are mono-cultures of sugar, soya
and trees and the production of com-
modities for export such as ethanol,
animal feed, biodiesel and cellulose.
Soya production is the main star in the
globalised and liberalised agriculture,
becauseitis a highly versatile commod-
ity suited for industry’s needs. Soya can
be turned into unlimited products. At
current date, soya ingredients can be
foundin all kinds of food in the
36 form of lecythine, in the chem-
ical industry in such products
as paint and makeup, in agrofuels (soya
is a main source for biodiesel) - and
soya as animal feed sustains the meat
industry.
In South America, 41 million hectares
of soybean are being cultivated. Argen-
tina, Brazil, Paraguay and Uruguay have
become the global source of animal
feed and vegetable oil used both for
food production and biodiesel.
Soya is exported by the ‘ABCD’ tran-
snational complex of Archer Daniels
Midland, Bunge, Cargill, and Dreyfuss,
which control most of the processing

and trading chain and in this sense con-
trol the food of the world. These trans-
nationals are also involved in produc-
tion, through offering producers inputs
and credit and occupying powerful po-
sitions in economic and political terms
in the countries. Seed and pesticide
producers, transnationals such as Mon-
santo, Syngenta, Dow, Dupont, and
BASF amongst others, also play a fun-
damental role, making record business
from making the farmers completely
dependent on their technology.

In South America, soya cultivation be-
gan in the 60s and 70s, but grew ex-
ponentially since the 90s when strict
liberalization programs took place in
the agriculture sector. The policies
promoted by the World Trade Organi-
zation (WTO), the Inter-American De-
velopment Bank (IADB), the Interna-
tional Monetary Fund (IMF) and related
institutions favoured big landowners
and the production for export, driv-
ing out family and subsistence farmers
that produce food for the local market.
Currently, the international financial
institutions are promoting the con-
struction of a network of transport in-
frastructure through the Initiative for

the Integration of Regional Infrastruc-
ture in South America (IIRSA) in South
America. A main phase of the plan is
to make commodity production more
viable through making the export via
industrial waterways easier. These wa-
terways will connect Brazil, Bolivia and
Paraguay to the industrial harbour of
Rosario in Argentina. They will destroy
ecosystems and livelihoods of many
fishing communities. The IIRSA projects
mean, in general, more exploitation of
natural resources to the benefit of pri-
vate corporations, while governments
go into debt spending large amounts
of public money to build the infrastruc-
ture. Without approval by the popula-
tion, IIRSA is being developed in an
under-cover way.

Soya is grown in industrial monocul-
tures that take up thousands of hec-
tares and require no labour. It is a new
system of farming, but without farm-
ers. A constantly increasing proportion
of soya cultivated in South America is
genetically modified (GM). Roundup
Ready (RR) soya is patented by Monsan-
to. Argentina, Brazil and Paraguay cur-
rently rank among the first seven coun-
tries cultivating GM crops in the world.

When glyphosate is sprayed on RR soy
monoculture, all plants die except the
GM soya, which significantly simplifies
the job of weed control and dimin-
ishes labour requirements. Mechanical
weeding (with the use of ploughs) is
substituted by chemical weeding. The
great economic success is the minimal
labour requirement of only two people
per 1000 hectares, basing all pest man-
agement on pesticide spraying ma-
chines and airplanes. The combination
of RR soy monocultures and no-till has
lead to an overall exponential increase
of pesticide use and millions of dollars
of profit for seed and chemical compa-
nies.

The chemical war

The expansion of RR soybean crops is
causing massive contamination be-
cause of the intensive pesticide use.
This leads not only to biodiversity loss,
but in countries like Argentina and Par-
aguay, people are being forced to live
under “chemical war” conditions. Stud-
ies in Argentina and Paraguay dem-
onstrate higher malformation rates in
areas of soya production. During the
summer, when soya is grown, people
are exposed to an intensive dose of
chemical drift. People continuously
get sick. Subsistence farming is also
affected, leading to people leave their
communities as it is no more possible
to live there.

Frequently, soya growers corrupt the
justice system and police in order to
evict peasant and indigenous commu-
nities. In many cases, soya estates are
protected by gunmen that threaten
and kill the community leaders. The

The Confederacion of Indigenous Nationalities of the Ecuadorian Amazon (Confederacion de
Nacionalidades Indigenas de la Amazonia Ecuatoriana) is the regional organization of indig-
enous peoples in the Ecuadorian Amazon or Oriente region. Nine indigenous peoples present

political power of the soya companies
makes it impossible for local people
to try to defend their rights. In many
cases, people are jailed when engaging
in collective direct action such as stop-
ping the tractor that is spraying pesti-
cide next to their house.

wThe expansion of soya is also a main
reason for deforestation, erosion and
climate change. In the Amazon area,
more than 6 million ha of soy are al-
ready grown. In Argentina, 800 ha of
subtropical forest are deforested every
day. In Paraguay, soya expansion has
been a principal reason for deforesta-
tion in the Eastern part of the country
and today causes indirect deforestation
in the Western part as cattle ranchers
are selling their land and moving to this
area. The deforestation caused by the
expansion of mono-cultures is an im-
mediate experience in South America
as floods, droughts and forest fires are
frequent events. Soya crops also con-
tribute to climate change through the
emissions of nitrogen oxide, a green-
house gas, related to fertilizer use.

Greenwash Platforms

The impacts of the soya expansion have
become so well-known that in the last
years the World Wildlife Fund (WWF)
began a Round Table on Responsible
Soy (RTRS). The RTRS is a broad coali-
tion of industry and big conservation
agencies that have, since 2004, worked
on developing a series of sustainable
criteria for intensive soy monoculture
production in South America. However,
the RTRS criteria do not exclude GMOs,
which is not surprising since Monsanto
and Syngenta joined the Round Table

in the region are represented politically by the Confederation.

Confederacion de Nacionalidades Indigenas de la Amazonia Ecuatoriana, Ecuador,

http://www.confeniae.org.ec/
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in February 2009. They do not cover de-
forestation, either. Thus, soya fields on
recently cut prime rainforest can pro-
duce responsible soya.

In June 2009, a RTRS press release men-
tions for the first time carbon credits
related to forests and soil protection:
“The challenge now is to find mecha-
nisms to reward producers who protect

forests and soil by allowing them to sell
carbon along with their soy.” As big
producers are not willing to accept any
restricting conditions and have begun
to leave, the WWF has decided that the
only way to save the RTRS is to reward
them economically. The WWF now
hopes that the RTRS will devel-

op systems to sell carbon cred- 31
its ‘bundled’ with soya, so that

companies can make claims about their

own reduction (and offset) of carbon
emissions and attach them to products.
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COP 15 IN COPENHAGEN — BIG FUSS ON HOT AIR?

COP 15 in Copenhagen -
big fuss on hot air?

eal the Deal” is the slogan of a
UN-led campaign in favor of a
definitive agreement on climate
change during the 15™ Conference of
the Parties (COP15) of the United Na-
tions Framework Convention on Cli-
mate Change (UNFCCC) in Copenhagen.
If even the UN launches a campaign,
matters must be really urgent, one may
assume. What's up in Copenhagen?
Essentially, the answer is simple. States
seek to negotiate a future international
climate change agreement. Besides
state representatives, a huge number of
civil society representatives, research-
ers, media people and business lobby-
ists will take part in the event - more
than 15,000 are expected to fill the ho-
tels and congress halls of Copenhagen.
However, negotiators will be
38 state representatives only -
small farmers, indigenous peo-
ple or poor people from “developing”
countries will either not participate at
all, or only as protesters, with no access
to the negotiating tables.
Why are these negotiations going on
right now? The current negotiation
process began about two years ago in
Bali. In Bali, the more than 180 countries
that are parties to the UNFCCC and the
Kyoto Protocol (or the Convention only)
met for their annual conference. They
were faced with the fact that the Kyoto
Protocol, which includes quantified tar-
gets for emissions of greenhouse gases

for developed countries, only covers
the period until 2012. For the time af-
ter, the Protocol does not set any spe-
cific reduction targets. Moreover, the
US, one of the largest emitters of green
house gases worldwide, has never rati-
fied the Kyoto Protocol, while large de-
veloping countries such as China and
India, whose per capita emissions may
be expected to catch up soon, have no
binding emissions reduction targets
or other specific duties for mitigating
climate change under the Protocol.
Hence, decision-makers in Bali decided
to embark on negotiations on a post-
Kyoto agreement. The so-called Bali
Action Plan specifies that negotiations
should focus on four areas: mitigation
of climate change, adaptation to cli-
mate change, finance and the transfer
of technology.

Negotiations have been going on for
two years. Some of the major contro-
versies that have emerged so far:

Who should have binding emission re-
duction targets under a future agree-
ment - “developed” countries that are
historically and presently responsible
for the major share of emissions, or also
major “developing” countries such as
India and China? And who will commit
to how big a reduction?

What other commitments could “de-
veloping” countries make and how can
fulfillment be verified?

What will “developed” countries con-

tribute to the cost of financing miti-
gation and adaptation measures in
“developing” countries, where climate
change impacts will hit hardest? How
shall funds be distributed?

How to support the development of
new and diffusion of existing climate-
friendly technologies, and how will “de-
veloping” countries be enabled to pay
for them?

Will the future agreement essentially
be a Kyoto Protocol 2.0 or will it need to
be written from scratch, incorporating
both elements of the UNFCCC and the
Kyoto Protocol?

Consensual solutions have been emerg-
ing on some of these questions, but by
far not on all of them. Are the Copen-
hagen negotiations thus likely to lead
to the adoption of new international
rules for combating climate change?
The answer depends on whom you
ask. However, the past two years of ne-
gotiations have been characterized by
far-reaching disagreement, in particu-
lar between “developed” and “devel-
oping” countries, and the United States
do not (yet) seem willing to assume
appreciable binding international obli-
gations on combating climate change.
Thus, many observers currently expect
that Copenhagen will produce, at best,
a loose framework for further negotia-
tions. And what are social movements
doing about the meeting in Copen-
hagen? They will be there, of course.
For the past one or two years, global,
regional and local climate-related net-
works have been created and plan to
take action on the streets of Copenha-
gen. Even among them, however, there
is disagreement on what they would
like to see as a result of Copenhagen: an
ambitious climate change agreement
- or rather the failure of the negotia-
tions. The latter would, as some hope,
open up space for discussing more ad
equate responses to climate change
and tackling its root cause - capitalist
exploitation of natural resources. Yet
others tend to see international climate
policies as rather irrelevant - and focus
on local struggles and grass-root solu-
tions.

I parties agree on a new climate

change deal in Copenhagen in
December, indigenous people might
be the main victim of it. “Millions of
people worldwide depend on forests
for their survival”, says Simone Lovera,
managing coordinator of the Global
Forest Coalition. “Putting a monetary
value on forests might lead to land-
grabsin areas where property rights are
poorly defined and not well protected.”
Increased awareness that deforestation
is a big contributor to global warming
has prompted international focus on
conserving the worlds’ tropical forests.
A plan known as ‘reducing emissions
from deforestation and forest degrada-
tion” or REDD, wants to turn conserva-
tion into a profitable business. Carbon
stored in forests would become a com-
modity on the global market. Polluters
in rich countries would be able to offset
their emissions by buying carbon cred-
its. The money would go to developing
countries that are undertaking efforts
to protect their forests. Indigenous Peo-
ples fear that REDD will lead to loss of
sovereignty over their territories and its
natural elements. Their lives would be
determined by global markets. A hardly
reassuring idea after the financial crisis
showed us how things can go wrong.
REDD also refocuses attention on
a key moral and legal dilemma - to
whom, if anyone, do forests belong?
And who has the rights to sell carbon
credits? Estebancio Diaz, the secretary
general of the International Alliance of
Indigenous and Tribal Peoples of the
Tropical Forests, a Kuna from Panama,
points out that this is a major issue. The
Kuna are world-famous for their level
of autonomy and self-determination,

MAP is a grass-root farmers’ organization that is involved in struggles over land. It promotes
small peasants’ family agriculture and opposes the massive use of toxics in agriculture, a prac-
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but a Panamanian government offi-
cial told Estebancio that the land and
the planted trees might belong to the
Kuna, but that the forest’s carbon be-
longs to the government of Panama.
‘So if the Kuna want the REDD rewards
they will have to cut down the forest
and plant trees’, replied Estebancio.

This is for real. The current definition of
a forest used in REDD does not exclude
tree plantations. This means old growth

tice which is an aggression against national sovereignty and the right to life.

Movimiento Agrario y Popular (People’s Agrarian Movement) (MAP), Paraguay

forests can be cut down, replanted
with pine or eucalyptus and apply for
REDD money, even though the amount
of carbon stored in a plantation is less
than twenty percent of the carbon
stored in an old growth forest. In the
beginning of October, envi-

ronmental groups expressed 39
outrage at an attempt by the

European Union to delete a clause in

the REDD text that would have pre-
vented the replacement of forests by
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tree plantations. The same week, a
large number of Brazilian social move-
ments published a joint letter asking
their government to reject carbon off-
set funding for Brazilian REDD projects.
CamilaMorenoofTerraDiDireitos,oneof
the participants, comments: “according
to its national climate plan, the Brazilian
government is planning the expansion
of at least 11 million hectares of exotic
tree plantations. This will have devas-
tating impact on local communities,
indigenous Peoples and biodiversity”.
Itis certainly clear that in the absence of
secure land rights, indigenous Peoples
and other forest-dependent communi-
ties have no guarantees that they will
receive any form of REDD ‘incentive’ or
reward for their extensive forest con-
servation efforts. Instead they may find
that governments and others are in-
creasingly likely toignore the customary
and territorial rights of indigenous Peo-
ples, as they seek to protect an increas-
ingly valuable resource from ‘outside’
interference, violently or otherwise.

In Africa, 95% of the forests are owned
by governments. “In the Congo Basin,
traditional land rights are not recog-
nized and community organizations of-
tendon’ttake partin policy discussions”
says Samuel Nguiffo, who heads the
Cameroonian Centre for Environment
and Development, one of GFC’s part-
ner organizations. Without resolving
these dilemmas, REDD could join the
growing list of false and futile
40 solutions to climate change.
Press Release October 2009
We have shortened and edited the text, to
read the original, have a look at
http://www.globalforestcoalition.org/
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DecLArATION oF WOMEN IN AsiA ON CLIMATE CHANGE

However, we are still not rec-
ognised by governments, and
national and international in-
stitutions as contributors who
sustain lives in our families,
communities and societies, and
therefore, we are systematically
excluded from decision mak-
ing about our lives, environ-
ments and natural resources.
Particularly in relation to the
climate crisis, we are identified
as “victims,” but not as decision
makers in determining how to
tackle climate change and con-
tributing solutions based on our
wisdom and knowledge....

We recognise that the climate
crisis is complex and far reach-
ing, and we need to act urgently

L%

Declaration of Women in Asia on Climate Change

gathering of over 70 women from
many parts of Asia with various
backgrounds - indigenous, peas-
ant, fisher, labour - and from different
networks and social justice movements
met in Bangkok September 2009 and
adopted a declaration, in which the fol-
lowing position on REDD is expressed:
The idea is to pay the people who
would deforest to refrain from doing so,
much like paying a thief not to rob your
house or a murderer not to kill you. This
allows industries to continue emitting
as long as they can show paper that
they are paying for the preservation of
a forest somewhere. Problems with this
scheme are evident. Even if deforesta-
tion was prevented, this would only
be verifiable if the activities of local

and indigenous people were removed
and did not interfere with the assess-
ments. Efforts have been made to con-
vince some communities that their
rights would be retained. But this is not
the case. Already in some pilot REDD
projects, local and indigenous peoples
are being evicted. When the communi-
tiesare displaced theimpact on women
is magnified. Women obtain livelihood
from forests and work the lands to sup-
port those communities with the least
carbon impact. The status and knowl-
edge of women as resource managers
are likewise lost once communities are
moved elsewhere.

The full declaration is available at:
http://www.Ircksk.org

The KWPA was established in 1989. The KWPA is an independent organization with many dif-
ferent activities. For example, it organizes self-help education programs for women farmers,
encouraging women to be able to read. Its membership is around 30,000.

Korean Women Peasant Association (KWPA), http://www.kwpa.org/

The following declaration was adopted by a
gathering of over 70 women from many parts
of Asia with various backgrounds and from
different networks in Bangkok, September
2009.

We, indigenous, peasant, fisher, labour,
rural and urban women, face the bulk
of negative impacts of climate change
and of the false solutions to the climate
crisis proposed by governments and
so-called experts. Women continue to
produce and provide food; work inside
and outside homes to augment our
family incomes and are often the prin-
cipal income earners; and through our
productive and reproductive labour,
we ensure the welfare of our families
and communities.

Federation of Workers in Family Agriculture in the Southern Region of Brazil (Fetrafsul)
Fetrafsul has a large number of member organizations in the Southern Region of Brazil and
is active in many municipalities. It links the political struggle to social and economic issues,

in order to put into place systems that
can address the climate crisis in long
term and sustainable ways. For this we
need real solutions that will tackle the
roots of the climate crisis rather than
mechanisms that allow corporations
to profit from the crisis and allow the
wealthy to keep consuming and de-
pleting resources, and polluting the
atmosphere.

We want our children and future gen-
erations to live in a world that is just,
healthy and capable of sustaining lives.
Therefore, we declare our following po-
sitions. As indigenous women we:

Oppose carbon trading and Clean De-
velopment Mechanisms (CDMs) in agri-
culture.

building concrete options and alternatives for peasants and peasant families.

Federacao dos Trabalhadores na Agricultura Familiar da Regiao Sul do Brasil

http://www.fetrafsul.org.br

Decisions about how to use and pre-
serve local ecological resources should
be made by local communities, with
equal rights to women and men.

No to market-based solutions on ma-
rine eco-systems regarding climate
change.

Exclude forests from carbon markets
and as source of emissions offsets.

No to Reduction of Emission from De-
forestation and Forest Degradation
(REDD)

No to nuclear power plants, coal-fired
power plants, large-scale hydropower
and incinerators.

No to agrofuels, geo-engineering and
false solutions proposed by Interna-
tional Financial Institutions (IFls), gov-
ernments, Transnational/Multinational
Corporations (TNCs/MNCs), the UNFC-
CC and others.

Decentralize power production and
distribution, with regulations that pri-
oritize small scale power utilities. Pro-
mote and fund community-based re-
newable energy.

Recognize the historical and ecological
debt of the North to the South.

The statement was shortened for this
reader. The original version is available
at http://www.lrcksk.org and contains
positions on indigenous women'’s rights,
agriculture, fishery, forest, health, energy,
water and sanitation, and financing for
climate change adaptation and mitiga-
tion. We have only reproduced those po-

sitions that relate directly
to climate change. 41
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CARAWANE-PROGRAM

From WTO 10 COP 15

This is the caravan program at
the time of printing.
Changes are almost inevitable.

GENEVA

Nov 27: Arrival in Geneva.

Dinner and first meeting of participants
of the caravan.

Nov 28: Demonstration against WTO,
Place Neuve. Evening: food, music, re-
laxation at the main venue.

Nov 29: Workshop Day.

Assembly and workshops on: WTO and
crisis, agriculture, climate: what alterna-
tives? Official reception of participants
by the mayor and authorities of Ge-
neva.

Nov 30: Economic Crisis Day.
Presence all day in front of negotia-
tions. Guided tour of Geneva financial
criminals. Agriculture workshop organ-
ised by Uniterre.

Dec 1: Agriculture Day.

Presence and rally outside negotia-
tions. Guided tour of agricultural crimi-
nals. Climate caravan evening event.
Dec 2: Climate Day.

Presence and rally outside negotia-
tions. Guided tour of climate criminals.
Evaluation and preparation of tour.

WESTERN ROUTE

Dec 3: Dijon hosted by Confedération
Paysanne and ATTAC.

Dec 4: Paris hosted by ATTAC France
and Green Party. Meetings at Parlia-
ment with senators of various parties

on agriculture and on climate. Press
conference with the Collectif Urgence
Climatique Justice Sociale. Public meet-
ing.

Dec 5: Action with the Collectif Urgen-
ce Climatique Justice Sociale, Friends of
the Earth, Greenpeace and Veloruption.
Speak at March of the Precarious. Meet
with the Collective of Undocumented
(Foreign) Workers. Meeting with the
network of documentation of interna-
tional solidarity (RETIMO).

Dec 6: Stop in Northern France with
Conféderation Paysanne.

Dec 7: Brussels, hosted by Corporate
Europe Observatory and other groups.
Press interviews. Lobby action tour.
Public event.

Dec 8: to Hamburg.

EASTERN ROUTE

Dec 3: Freiburg

Public meeting and internal exchange
at Vauban.

Dec 4: Freiburg

Critical mass cycling action.

Arrival in Frankfurt. Presentation and
meeting in Café Exzess.

Dec 5: Frankfurt / Cologne / Berlin
(small delegation)

Frankfurt: Press conference. Action at
the European Central Bank. Meeting
with activists from the camp against
enlargement of Frankfurt airport.
Cologne: Dinner at Allerweltshaus and
discussion on neoliberalism, climate
politics and perspectives from the glo-
bal south.

Dec 6: Cologne. Public talks and the-
matic workshops. Demonstration for

a different climate and an alternative
agenda.

Dec 6: Berlin. Antifascist city tour.
Meeting and discussion in non-com-
mercial agriculture café. Radio inter-
view. Evening with local groups and
networks, including world café, discus-
sion and dinner.

Dec 7: Berlin. Meeting with parliamen-
tarians.

Dec 7: Hamburg. Meeting in Werkstatt
3 with talks, exchange and workshops.
Dec 8: Action day in the harbour of
Hamburg. Small delegation visits coal
plant Moorburg.

Big publiceventand parallel workshops
at different places in town.

Dec 9: Hamburg to Copenhagen -
two buses together.

COPENHAGEN

Participation in Klimaforum activities,
plus....

Dec 10-11: Tribunal on Ecological
Debt, organised by Jubilee South.

Dec 12: Main demonstration, http:/
www.globalclimatecampaign.org/
Dec 13: Hit the production! Action of
mass civil disobedience: blocking the
harbour and Farmers’ Action day - Via
Campesina against meat-industry.

Dec 14: No Borders Action! No cli-
mate refugees! Reparations for Climate
Debt!

Dec 15: Resistanceis Ripe! Agriculture
action day.

Dec 16: Reclaim Power! Action of mass
civil disobedience.

Dec 18: Last day of the summit, de-
centralised actions all over the city.
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