Achieving People’s Control over

Report from the International
mobilisation conference
oh The Right to Lund und Livelihood

Gehevu 2011

Published by
Ekta Parishad and Ekta Europe




Achieving People’s Control
over Land and Livelihood

Report from the International
mobilisation conference
onh The Right to Lund und Livelihood

Internationul Conference Centre, Genevdy,
12t and 13™ September 2011

;gekta europe o




Achieving People’s Control
over Land and Livelihood

Published by _Ekta Europe and Ekta Parishad

With the support of all the pariners of the Conference _CESCI Support
Association, DANIDA (Dunish Government), MINBUZA (The Netherlands
Government), SDC (Swiss Agency for Development and Cooperation),
Action Aid, Remei AG, Swissuid, World Vision, Freunde von Ekta Parishad,
Solidurité, Action Village India

In collaboration with _ESCR-Net, World Council of Churches, Ekta Support
Group Genhevu, Christian Aid, Geneva Cuntfon

Text _Deboruh Eude

Photographies _Liliune de Toledo, Bernurd Millot, Marie Bohner, Ektu Parishad
Design _Céline Emonet

Printing _Gyss imprimeur Obernui

Contents

1 - Prefuce

2 - Acknowledgements

3 - Infroduction

4 - Rights und Development

5 - Lund, Resources und Livelihoods
U - Lund ownership is highly skewed in most parts of the world
b - Rurdl women ure purticulurly disudvantaged
C - Ayruriun reform hus dropped off the ylobul agendu
d - Competing environmental cluims
e - Support for smuall furmers

6 - Action, Unity & Globul Solidarity .~
u - Orgunisation and Mobilisation - ____
b - Civil Society Action.______
c - Alternutive consumption -
d - Nutionul Policies________
e - Globul Economic Policies.____________________________

7 - Afindl note

Appendix

1 - Brief Profiles of Ektu Purishud and Ektu Europe
2 - Conference concept hote

3 - Conference progrumme

4 - Conference purticipunts

Internationul mobilisution conference on The Right to Land and Livelihood

11
14
18
21
21
22
23
24
25
26
28
30

_32

32
34

35
37
40
43

-5



chapter 1 -
Preface

The Internationul mobilisution conference on “The Right to Lund
und Livelihood” took pluce at the International Conference Centre of Genevu
(CICG) on September 12 and 13™ 2011, It guthered more than 120 people
with around 30 speukers from various orgaunisations, dll concerned and
active on the issues of lund, with special attention on Indiu.,

The ideu for this conference stemmed from the lohygstanding und
onhygoiny strugyle of Ektu Parishud for the rights to lund und livelihood of
the most deprived groups in rurdl Indiu, supported by d loose hetwork of
orgunisutions knowhn us Ekta Europe. The strugyle for humuan rights includes
access to lund und the meuns to muke u decent living from it — the fulfillment
of busic humun heeds such us food, housing, work, dignity and control
over one’slife. In the current context of neo-liberal industriclisation, urbanisation
und runauway land grabbing by agri-business, the mobilisation for the rights
of the poor - especidlly the lundless — has become a universal issue that
uffects us dll.

In particular it is Jun Satyagraha 2012 - Ekta Parishud’s lurge scule
mobilisution of poor villugers — which provided inspiration und motivation
to orgunize the conference. In October 2012, 100 000 udivusis, dulits and
landless peusunts will walk 350 km from Gwudlior to Delhi to demund lony-
overdue lund reform that was promised five yedrs augo but not delivered
by the nationul government.

While presenting a range of related issues and global challenges — us
summarised in this report — the intention of the conference wus to yo beyond
the formulution of declarations und demunds. We diso wished 1o yive inter-
nutional visibility of und support for Jun Sutyaugraha 2012, and to enhunce
existing efforts to build a Globul Movement ucross borders und continents.

Our belief that the time to act has come, und it is important to strengthen
vdrious uctions by openiny the doors of support und funding. There have
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been pledyes mude 1o the conference orgunising committee members,
who in large puart consisted of volunhteers from Ekta Parishad und Ekta Europe,
and us part of the follow up, Ektu Europe will work 1o link these to Indian
und other actions.

We would like to express our sincere gratitude to dll the activist orgu-
nisations und NGOs, hational und international, who ure working oh lund
rights, food security und livelihood support, as well as to the representatives
of United Nutions reseurch institutions und national governments who sup-
ported this conference with their contributions und commitment.

As this report goes to press, the yeur-long Samwad Yatra' is going on
in India to mMobilise Margindlised aund lundless people dll over Indiu for Jun
Satyaygraha, and to help their voices yet heurd. We cdll on you to join
hands in support of this struggle in India aund the struggle for land and livelihood
rights globuilly. Jai Jugut?!

_The orgunising committee: Maryrit Hugentobler, Alun Leuther, Jill Carr-Harris, Aye Aye Win,
Altdi de Suint Albin, Kide Meier und Marie Bohner.

1 - Ayeur-lony « tour » of the uctivists of Ektu Parishad uround Indiu which started on October 2092011, to yuther
yrievunces of the lundless und meet decision-mukers ut locul level, und to mobilise the maurchers uround
Jun Satyagraha,

2 - Peuce to the World!

chapter 2 -

Acknowledgements

The Internationul Mobilisution conference on the Right to Land
und Livelihood wus jointly organised by Ekta Parishad and Ekta Europe® in
support of the noh-violent march for justice — Jan Satyagraha 2012 - being
orguhised by Ektau Parishad.

Jan Satyagraha 2012 will be Indid’s largest-ever mobilisation for the
right to lunhd und livelihoods as 100,000 poor villagers, adivusis, dalits und
landless peasants will march from Gwdlior in Madhya Pradesh to the Indian
cupitdl, Delhi. They will be accompunied by muny ucts of solidurity around
the globe.

Followinhy in Gandhi’s footsteps, the 350 km march is the culmination
of u 12-month cumpuign for the right to lund and livelihoods, whose major
concrete demunds include:

- Implementdtion of the Government of India’s 2009 policies on lund reform
and other policies intended to benefit the rurdl und urbun poor (including
adivusis, the homeless, und small und landless farmers)

- Guuruntees thut the implementation of the 2006 Forests Rights Act will
involve the grum subha (locul government or traditional councils)

- Reformulution of relevant acts und policies to ensure that they are consis-
tently pro-poor, e.g. the Mining Act, Rehadbilitation and Resettlement Act,
und Lund Acyuisition Act.

But Jan Satyagraha 2012 is more thun just o march, more than just
series of specific cluims und demands. It dims to expose the ylobul struc-
turdl violence, the denidl of human rights, und the human und ecoloyical
devaustation caused by a neo-liberul development model that promotes
the pursuit of growth at any price. These processes ure playing out in the
ddily lives of small und lundless farmers, indigenous peoples, und urbun

3 - See brief profiles in Appendix 1.

Internationul mobilisution conference on The Right to Land and Livelihood - 9



migrants and slum-dwellers. Ekta Parishad is a leading example of how
locul, grassroots orgunisutions ure uffected by und enhguying with globdl
processes —und seeking to chunge them, inspired by Gundhi’s hon-violent
strateyies.

Jun Sutyugraha 2012 symbolises the cull for new, hon-violent und humaune
ways of tuking political action to orgunise our globul society, und to place
human rights and dignhity, and community control of resources ut the
centre. It is ubout those who ure worst uffected by the cruel processes of
globulisution not simply orgunising for policy chunge, but actudlly creuting
their own spuces for hon-violent politicul action.,

We need to look at how to reclaim
J ] the lost land and livelihood resources
I\ £ DA of billions of peoples across the globe.

Billions of people, huving lost their land, dare forced to go to cities, live in
slums und ultimately take to violence. We have created a situation where
people cunnot be huppy in the villuge and cunnot be happy in cities.
Villuges ure now ho longer liveuble becuuse of poverty und cities becuuse
of overcrowdinyg.”’

Rujugopul P. V., President, Ektu Parishad

chapter 3 -
Intfroduction

Locul uctions are vitdl — every step in the march for human rights
matters, however smaill. But to bring about such profound and far-reuching
chunges in how the globul economy reaches into the lives of the even re-
motest communities on edrth, we too heed to think und act on u globdl scule.

This is why the overarching goudl of this uction-focused conference
wus to explore the credtion of u global solidarity network or coalition on
the rights to land and livelihoods, and to food security. A platform that
cun enuble people from whutever their particular walk of life to speuk
with o common voice in every possible forum - from multilateral institutions
such as the World Trade Orgunisation (WTO) and the United Nations (UN)
system, to nationdl and locdl governments, human rights organisations,
ussociations of peusant farmers und agriculturdl Iabourers, producers, migrants,
workers in the food industry, consumers, families, communities and heigh-
bourhoods right through to the lundless furmer in Indiu, the plantation worker
in Central Americya, the indigenous forest-dweller in the Amazonian jungle
and to the ohe billion individudl women, men and children who suffer hunger
und malhutrition every day of their lives.

The conference brought together 120 delegutes from over 15 countries
- from Africa, Asia, North und South America, and dlso from Europe.
Delegutes came from orgunisations of small and landless farmers, labour
unions, uctivists working on food rights, socidl justice und fuir tfrade, bilu-
teral ugencies, purliumentariuns and representutives of the diplomatic
corps, church-bused and secular NGOs, student bodies, acudemics und
the “eco” business sector. There were dlso representutives from Ekta Pa-
rishad, Ektu Cunadu, Ekta Europe und the Ektu Support Group in Geheva,
A list of participants, the conference ugendu, and d selection of the many
photos tuken during the two-day event dre published on the Ekta Europe
website.
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Most of the excellent presentutions are dlso posted in full on the Ektu
Europe welbsite, so it is not the dim of this brief report to provide u conventiondl
“conference proceedings”. Ruther, we have gathered some of the main
discussions under the three heudings encompussed by the conference title:
- Rights and Development
- Land, Resources and Livelihoods
- Action, Unity and Global Solidarity

Every human being depends on the earth’s resources to provide
hedlthy diet und a cleun und sustuinable environment. Yet millions of smaill
producers and subsistence farmers, and indigenous peoples are treated
us if they were illegul squutters on the lunds they cultivate, und the forests
and rivers that sustuin them. In many cuses these dre their uncestral lunds,
und are centrdl to their cultural identity.

Seldom ygiven the opportunity to express their views, these communities are
ygenherdlly pushed off their lands to make way for more powerful interest, and de-
hied uccess to the naturdl resources on which their lives and livelihoods depoend.

The concentration of lund ownership is not only intensifying at the
hationdl level, but hus how become part of a globdl market us land,
wudter, und forests — und even the genetic muteriul contuined in seeds
— Jre freuted us just unother usset or commodity to be bouyght und sold
to the highest bidder. In Indiu, for example, mining, rapid industrialisation,
and infrastructural development have taken millions of hectares of urdable
lund out of the hands of smuall farmers, without either following or providing
them duny recourse to u transparent process.

13
Pachamama as the Mother Earth, origin and end

of life, is the main symbol of our indigenous spirituality -

A linking us with our auncestral knowledyge, our uncient worlds
that were eraused when our lunds were colonised und our peoples enslaved,
over 500 yeurs ugo. We cannot sell Mother Earth. Today we dre returning to and
reclaiming our identities, living out the dreams of our ancestors. Indigenous fuith
is us diverse und us colourful us a gurden full of flowers, dll diverse, fragrant and
beuutiful, reudy o be shared with whomever is cupuble of embracing them.”’

Maria Chdavez Quispe, Consultunt for the Indigenous Peoples Programme, World
Council of Churches

According to the Land Mutrix Purthership (comprising the International
Land Codlition, the universities of Bern and Hambury, the French agricul-
tural und development research institute CIRAD, the Germun agency for
technicul cooperution GIZ, und Oxfum) up to 227 million hectures of lund
worldwide have been sold or leused to corporations since 2001. Most of
these “land grabs” have tuken place since 2009, predominantly in Latin
Americu und sub-Saharun Africa.,

Yet much of this lund is hot used to produce food or to sustuin locul
communities or even to feed the nationdl population. Often, it lies idle,
representing just unother speculdtive investment. In others, it is given over
to bio-fuel crops for export, such as African Palm or sugurcune, both to
reduce dependence oh oil und to meet turgets to reduce curbon emissions;
or to produce gruin such us soyu, destined for unimal feed to meet the
increusinyg ylobul demund for meut,

According to the UN, globdl food prices increused by 26% between
2001 und 2009, und it is predicted that the need for busic food will rise by
another 70% by 2050. The expansion of the agricultural frontier, including
the irreversible destruction of the forests that act us the planet’s “carbon
sinks” by dbsorbiny “greenhouse gus” emissions, is hastening ylobual warming
und climute chunge thut will inevitubly uffect the poorest most severely.

The rights and future food security of small producers, pastoralists,
fishing communities, and indigenous peoples around the world, the pro-
tection of livelihoods, the diversity of cultural traditions, and the preservation
of the earth’s fragile ecosystems, have never been so endangered.

It is aguinst this grim buckyround that the participunts ut the Infernational
mobilisution conference on the Right to Lund and Livelihood sought to
share insights und experiences with the godl of finding ways to use hon-violent
politicul uction to chunge the direction of globul development.
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chapter 4 -

Rights and Development

The neo-liberdl development model is incompdtible with universal
human rights, including the right to food, adeyuate housing, decent work,
and a dignified standard of living. Not everybody is “borh free and equdl in
dignity and rights”. Not everybody has “the right to life, liberty and security
of person” or the right not to be “arbitrarily deprived of (their) property”.
And not everybody is enubled “through national effort and infernational
co-operation” to redlise “the economic, socidul and culturdl rights indispensable
for his dignity and the free development of his personudlity”, us set out in the
1948 Universul Decluration of Humun Rights.

In fact, the prevdiling development model protects markets, applauds
the accumulation of capital, and tramples on the rights of poor and small
producers. It leaves existing ineqgudlities intact and “distributes injustice”.
It violutes the relationship with the earth and its resources, it undermines
culturdl diversity and destroys auncestral traditions, und it breeds violence,
syuulor und despuir. In India ulone, government figures suggest that more
than 17,000 farmers committed suicide euch year between 2002 uand 2006
— the cuuses cited us u combination poor harvests, depleted soils, and
unbedrdble levels of debt becuuse of the spirdlling prices of agricultural
inputs such us chemicul fertilisers und pesticides that are reyuired for the
high-yield variety crops promoted during the 1960s Green Revolution.
Many of these poor farmers kill themselves by consuming the very inputs
that no lonyger yuarantee their crops.

The focus on economic yrowth views everything in terms of its mar-
ket vdlue, so everything is a commodity. The inexordble loyic is therefore
to ignore busic heeds und increused ineyudlity where to address these
would “interfere” with the market. Social and ecoloyical costs are “exter-
nalised” rather than beiny factored into prices — the rich caun consume
more by virtue of “cheup prices” thut are produced by “cheup lubour”.

Despite the rhetoric of "gyood governunce”, democrutic rights are thus
denied to millions of the world’s citizens.

These trends pluy out in the dreus of lund und nuturdl resources in u
particularly vivid way — growth, exports, and cupital accumulation matter
more thuh whether everyone has enough to edt, whether they have decent
work and live in dignified conditions, und whether hatural resources are
nurtured for the future or ure squundered for short-term gain.

Consider the following examples:

- The Indiun economy hus doubled in the last decade, yet some 600 million
Indian citizens live on less than the equivalent of US1.25 a day - the vast
mdjority of them in the rurdl areus.

- Worldwide, 25,000 people die euch duay of hunyer-reluted cuuses, most
of them children.

-In 2011, of the world’s 1210 billionagires, Brazil, Chihu, India, and Russia
produced 108 of the 214 hew humes, aund a Mexican remained the wedlthiest
man on the plunet.

- Foreign lund yrubs ure not being mude only by trans-national corporations
(TNCs) but dlso by Chinese, Indian and Middle Eust business interests.

-

13
The Millennium Development Goal (MDG)
to halve the proportion of people
who suffer hunger 2015 is woefully off-target.

Some 75% of those who suffer hunger und mualnutrition live and work in
rurdal areus, most of them small furmers, of whom at leust 20% — more than
150 million people — have no land. Any strategy to fight poverty and to
erudicute hunyger und malnutrition must necessarily address the issue of
uccess to lund und natural resources. ”’

H.E. Jeun Feyder, Permunent Ambussudor of Luxemboury to the United Nutions in Geneva

There is hothing hatural or uccidental about hunger and malnutrition.
They are the result of decudes of promoting und sustuining the agro-industrial
model in which smdll producers and indigenous peoples are seen us u
barrier to “progress”, und dre therefore regurded us exjpenduble, dlony
with their knowledge, cultures, und traditions. These communities are therefore
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seldom consulted on how they currently use the lund, wauter, forests und
other nuturdl resources — or, if they ure, their views hold little weight in
hegyotiutions ubout future use. Customary rights und even their legul entit-
lements ure ignored us their lunds ure diverted to other uses — or ure sold
off to foreign interests.

For one nution to buse its own econhomic security on deepening ineyudiity
und the dispossession of poor people in unother nation (or in unother part
of the sume nation) is hot only unjust, it is dlso inherently unsustainable.
For dispossessed communities to win the struggle against hunger und land
poverty is dlso the surest way to protect the plunet.

According to FoodFirst Information und Action Network (FIAN) 80% of
the cuses in which the Right to Food is violuted come down to uccess to
land und haturdl resources. The expropriation und pollution of resources in
the relentless pursuit of Modernisution ure both u symptom und u cuuse
of the denidl of people’s rights “on a massive scule”. Land grabs dre
uccelerating “us the ylobdl system seeks to muintdin its hegemony” in
the context of its heed to find alternatives to fossil fuels and to meet the
growing demund for food. At the sume time, substuntial subsidies enuble
large US and EU agro-industries to undercut small producers in their own
countries und on the globdl murket.

This is placing unsustainable demands oh the plaunet’s eco-systems
while dlso depriving small und lundless farmers of their ubility to produce
unhd market their own crops — yet without providing them with alternative
decent employment or un uffordable source of food.

This process is what fuels the exodus of the rural poor to the tfowns
and cities, where they join the millions of urbun poor, more offen thun
nhot endihy up living in indecent, insalubrious slums, destitute or with only
precarious employment. Infernational migration is another option — entire
communities from Mexico or El Sulvador to Indonesiu, the Philippines, und
Sri Lunka how depend on remittances from family members who have left
their families, even their children, to work as domestic servants in the Gulf
States, as agricultural [abourers in the USA, or as hurses in the UK.

By the time these 99-yeur land leuses are up, three generations will
have pussed. Entire communities und their way of life will have been destroyed
forever. The ohly dlternative, us udvocuted in the Decluration of the 2011
World Sociul Forum, is:

- Ah immediute end to lurge-scule lund transuctions

- Rescind uny deuls that have dlready been sighed

- Restore expropriuted lunds to the communities whose livelihoods depended
upon them

Development choices are political - economic forces are not inevitable,
but are the result of deliberately choosing one set of policies rather than
another. Similarly, the abuses of human rights such as the right to food
und to decent work are hot accidentdl, but are the logicul outcome of
decisions ubout how the globul economy should be run — und the vdlues
it embodies. The degradation of human beings leads inexorably to the
degradation of the planet.

\ 11

Human rights are the result of the struggles
of the peoples against oppression,
discrimination and abuses of power.

sl Iy

The recent intensificution of lund- und naturdl-resource grabbing — us un
inteyral purt of the attempts to solve the crisis of the hegyemonic model - is
being resisted by peoples und sociul movements, who point to an dlternative
model to feed the world und to arrest globul warming. They demund that
governments should prevent land grabs and establish public regulation of
access to land, water, naturdl resources und indigenous territories. ”?

Flavio Luiz Schieck Valente, FIAN Internationul Secretury Generdl
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chapter 5 -
Land, Resources & Livelihoods

From the 1980s ohwaurds, viu economic structural adjustment und
similar disciplinary measures, developing - i.e. mainly rural-based — und
fransition economies were compelled to deregulate their frade and remove
restrictions on capital flows in order to increuse exports and obtain foreign
direct investment (FDI). To dll intents and purposes, the udoption of these
market-led economic reforms mMade abandoning the hotion of “the deve-
lopmentul stute” u condition of entry into the WTO.

Soon, countries were competing with each other by dereguluting,
frivatising, “rolling buck the state”, slushing public services, und reducing
tfaxes - thereby limiting their capacity to meet their social obligations.
Access to public services und infrustructure such as schools, hedlthcure,
und rouds dll becume subject to “user fees”, while uftilities were sold off or
orguhised us “public—private partnerships”. Keeping down wuges in the
interests of being “competitive” depressed domestic murkets, und left
workers in the export sector vulnerable to fluctuations in global markets
over which their own governments had no control.

At the sume fime, governments stopped investing in the rural areus
and in smuall-scule agriculture. This was only puartly because of lack of
public funds. The muin reason was that the IMF and the World Bank und
leudiny development agencies insisted thut increused trade (und more
exports) would enuble them to import food, so they no longer needed to
invest in producing it.

The promise wus that greuter corporate involvement in agriculture
would reduce the heed for stute investment, increuse efficiency und
husten technological improvements, What hus happened insteud is that
ayro-industrial profits have sodred, while countries that were previously
self-reliant in stuple foods huve become food-insecure — having to spend
precious foreigh exchange on food imports.

In pardllel with this, from the 1970s, the OECD economies grew increusingly
dejpendent on the financial sector und shifted their manufacturing to poorer
countries. For exumple, between 1960 and 2006 the US GDP grew 27-fold,
totdl debt und household debt both increused 64 times, und debt by finan-
cial compunies by 409 fimes. By the time of the financial collapse in 2008,
income distribution in the USA was as badly skewed us it was before the
Gredut Depression.

This is why financiul companies aure now seeking to place their assets in
land, which has uccentuated fluctudtions in food prices, with terrible socidl
cohseyuences. Consumers have reduced dccess to ufforduble food
when the prices yo up und producers have reduced livelihood and farm
eurnings when the prices go down. Rising food prices have ulso generated
political instubility in the form of food riots.

Poverty is endemic in countries that are predominuntly rural, but whose
ayricultural sector is under-developed und chronicully under-resourced.
Whether by large hational compdnhies or by speculative foreign interests,
the expropriution of their lund — often people’s only usset — exploits the
ecohomic und political powerlessness of small and landless farmers. More
often thun hot, national governments actively favour corporate investment
over the rights of small farmers.

Seeking to accelerate agricultural development by allowing large private
-sector firms to consolidate control over land and natural resources will -
as a matter of policy - entail the dispossession of access to land by local
small farming communities.

For the majority of people, land is not just an alternative
asset class for the purposes of protecting the value

of wealth. It is the source of food and livelihood,;

it defines a household’s role and place in the economy;
it is the basis of identity and status in society.

While wedlthy individudls und corporations might still freat land as an dlter-
native usset cluss, this must fuke second place to the right of dll members
of society to have uccess to lund und to u livelihood.”

Munuel Montes, Chief Economist, UNDESA

Internationul mobilisution conference on The Right to Land and Livelihood - 19



There is a need to reconsider the place of export-oriented strategies
that rely on low wages and vulnerable livelihoods us u meauns of uftracting
private investment. Without firm reguldations in place, the role of private in-
vestment is fo maximise profit. Placing rights — including both the access to
land und other huturdl resources, und to decent rurdl livelihoods — ut the
centre of the economy will reyuire the state to recluim und be eyuipped
to perform its legitimute functions of ensuring equity und providing socidl
protection for the most vulneruble. This would include enhuncing citizens’
econhomic literacy, und dlso the political will and the cupacity to regulate
the size and concentration of luhd ownership.

Poverty is concentrated in the rural areas because the
current development model does not reward small
farmers for the sustainable management of resources,

und muakes it increasingly difficult if not impossible for them to live from their
labour. This is what lies behind the paradox of rural huhyger. Of course, lund
titles are not sufficient. Titles that aure not uccompunied by proper support
— credit, fechnicul extension und so on —lbecome unvidble. Farmers become
indebted, they sell up, and join the rural exodus. Women dre puarticularly
discriminated aguinst both in terms of lund ownership and in access to this
kind of support — so women will not automatically benefit from land-titling
und support programmes of ugricultural support without deliberate efforts
to ensure that they do. To win the buttle against hunger is dlso the key to
protecting the plunet.”

Olivier de Schutter, UN Rupporteur onh the Right o Food

Despite the mantra that small-scale and peusant agriculture is inherently
inefficient und risk-averse, reseurch shows that large-scale farming is hot
necessurily more efficient or more innovative. Although of course the defi-
nition of what is “smull scule” varies by crop und by yeographical region,
emypiricul reseurch suggests that investment spending and technological
innovation by smaill farmers is critical in improving agricultural productivity,
securing rural livelihoods, and protecting the environment.

But small farmers can only make such investtents if they have predictable
und protected uccess to lund, und stuble — and ufforduble — access to
agricultural inputs and to markets. Five factors militate against this.

-20

a - Land ownership is highly
skewed in most parts of the world

In Latin America, it is estimated that 66% of the land is in the hands of
just 1.5% of its ownhers. In Puraguay, the concentration of land ownership
ygreutly exceeds the concentration of income or wedudlth. In Huiti, wedlth is
conhcentrated in just six families. In El Salvador, the infamous ™14 families”,
the oligarchs of the 19" and 20™ centuries, owhed the good qudlity land
on which the muain exports of coffee, cotton, und sugurcune were grown —
peausant farmers had to eke out d living oh the eco-fragile mountainsides,
thus uccelerating deforestation. (Today, even these 14 fumilies ure now
reduced to eight conglomerates, mostly in the financial sector.) As a result,
with 100,000 people uffected by torrential rains and Mudslides in 2011, and
crops destroyed, the UN classifies Central America us one of the regions
most uffected by climute chunge.

In other purts of the world, inheritunce luws have resulted in lundholdings
becominy ever more fragmented. In Bungludesh und Chihu, averuge
landholdings are less than half a hectare; in Ethiopia und Mdlawi they average
around 0.8 hectares. In India, the averaye size has dropped from 2.6 hec-
tares in 1960 to 1.6 hectures in 2000 — und is sfill fulling, s it is elsewhere in
Southeust Asiu. And yet luhd ownership is increusingly concentrated. Such
ineyudlity in land distribution is one of the muin reasons for the decline in
ayricultural production in countries like the Philippines.

b - Rural women are particularly disadvantaged

According to UN Women, ulthough women perform two-thirds of the
world’s work and produce hdif of its food, they earn 10% of the income
and own ohly 1% of the property relating to agriculture. In some reygions,
women produce 90% of the food und provide 70% of agricultural labour,
aund yet are hot represented in budyet deliberations. The International
Fund for Agriculture and Development (IFAD) calculates that in “the developing
world” as a whole, women own less than 2% of the land.

Laws und customs regyurding inheritunce und marriuge tend to discri-
minate auyguinst women, with the result that women own less property und
have less uccess to murkets than do men. In Ugaunda, dlthough women
are primuarily responsible for agricultural production, they own only 5% of
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the lund, und their rights over the land they furm are generdlly precarious.
In Malawi, widows lose their lund to the family of the deceused. In Indid,
the Self Employed Women's Associuation (SEWA) hus pushed for women to
be recoynised us co-owners of the household’s lund, which prevents men
from selling it from under their feet.

c - Agrarian reform has dropped off the global agenda

First, the elites commaund the resources to prevent ugrariun reform getting
beyond the stutute book. Attempts by lundless furmers to seize idle lund
or to protect ureus uguinst prospectors ure met with brutdl violence: since
December 2009, some 50 peusunt activists have been killed in the Bujo
Agudn region of Hondurus, which is where the mono-crop export plantations
are centred. And almost 1000 environmentdlists were murdered in the Brazilian
Amazon between 1985 aund May 2011, since when another six have been
ussassinated und over 200 have received deuth threats and are under some
form of protection — dill this on the eve of relaxing laws against deforestation.

Second, influentidl international agencies have repedted the dogmu
that small farmers are less productive than large farms, and that they are
inherently “risk-averse” and so hold back economic development. National
folicy mukers ure led to believe thut this must be true, rather than challenging
it as an ideologicul ussertion — the facts prove otherwise.

Third, agro-industrial compunies have seized the opportunity to cust
themselves s part of the technicul solution to world huhger and low pro-
ductivity — while avoiding the heed for pro-poor agrarian reform.

These technicdl solutions, us we suw with the Green Revolution in Indid,
have extremely destructive downsides in terms of over-exploitation of the
land leading to the need for ever more chemicul inputs, which further
deplete the lund - referred to us “the pesticide treadmill”. In 2003, then
President George Bush proposed an Initiative to End Hunger in Africa using
ygeneticdlly modified (GM) foods. Not only are there grave concerns aubout
whether GM products are sufe for human consumption, but the intfroduction
of GM seeds would both destroy traditional farminyg practices that protect
bio-diversity — and lock farmers into having to use chemicual inputs.

While on the ohe hand the Bank admits that modest agrarian reform
in situations of extreme ineqyudlity could draw smaill farmers into the market
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and ussist women to guin title, on the other hand it continues to ussert,
despite ubundunt evidence to the contrary, that pro-poor redistribution
cun be uchieved viu the “free” murket. At the sume time it is udvising
“land-rich” countries like Ethiopia to attract large-scule land acquisitions.

d - Competing environmental claims

A further reuson why small farming and indigenous communities are
being pushed off their ancestral lands and forests is to make way for National
Parks or Wildlife Saunctuaries, und for eco-tourism.

In the cuse of Indiu, the British invested forest conservation in the go-
vernment. Hence the Forest Department believed it owned the forests
und that forest-dwellers were encroaching or trespussing. Following a major
chdllenge on the grounds that the forests origindlly belonged to those who
live there, the Forest Rights Act, 2006 confers some legal rights und entitle-
ments to forest-dwelling communities — rights that many of these communities
have yet to redlise in practice.

People in maryinal ureus may be pushed out of their homes to muke
way for hew urbun development or for industrial parks or fuctories. Unless
they have formal legdl title, they will receive ho fihunciul compensation —
und the compensation is in any cuse usudlly inadeyuute., They are offered
no ussistunce with finding hew employment or udapting their fraditional
skills, and literally have howhere to go.

Millions of people worldwide dre forced out of their ancestral lands to
make wuy for hydro-electric dams, or to expund the roud hetworks. Or
they sell up becuuse they have debts or other expenses to puay. There is
often u “currot and stick” approuch, whereby they are harassed and pressured
into selling, but diso promised that there will be jobs, schools, decent housing,
etc. Only ufter it is too lute do they find out that they have been cheated
and that their livelihoods are how even more precurious than before.

11
The story of the living hedge

A hedygerow hurbours und sustuins many creutures
- birds, mammuails, repfiles, and insects — and is there-
fore an essentiul puart of the life cycle. A prosperous
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family farm had muany such hedges on its land. At ohe point the grand-
children discussed getting rid of the hedges. The grandfuther wus opposed,
but the younger generution argued that without the hedyes they could
invest in muchinery to cut und bale the grass more yuickly. Affer many
yuarrels, they won the duy und the hedges were uprooted. But without
the hedges, the lund was yuickly eroded und production declined. In the
end, the furm went to pieces und the family fell apart.

The story illustrates the interdependence of u heulthy sociul environment
and sound ugricultural practices. ”’

Patrick Hohmann, Founhder and Director, Remei AG

Compensation and rehabilitation need to be an essential component
of any land deals involving displacement or expropriation. It is hot only
smuall farmers who depend on the land and its resources, but dlso many
millions of home-bused workers und others in the informal economy in urbun
und peri-urbun us well us rural aureus. They use lund to gruze livestock und
for fuel und wuter for homes und smuall businesses.

e - Support for small farmers

There is u difference between legdl title to land und ussured uccess
to. Neither of them is u punuceu - rurdl poverty und hunger dre a redlity
for muny millions of people who work the land. Title and uccess heed to
be uccompunied by u level of orgunisutionul cupucity on the purt of the
farmers und other users of resources such us forest fruits, medicinal plunts,
land for grazing und watering livestock, water for washing, cooking, and
swimming — women us well us men. This is exuctly the kind of grussroots
orgunisutional support aund inspiration that Ekta Parishad and SEWA are
providing in the cuse of India, Movimento Sem Terra (MST) in Brazil, and the
many other members of La Via Campesind in countries around the globe.

There is dlso a heed for impartial technical und financial support, such
us credit, fo yuarantee the right to produce in decent und dignified condi-
tions — these Might be yovernment-run extension services supplemented
by daccess to credit viu microfinunce orgunisations or from d locul deve-
lopment bunk. A poorly regulated private for-profit sector cannot provide
comprehensive und impuartial support.
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chapter 6 -

Action, Unity & Global Solidarity

Conference purticipunts discussed u wide ranyge of wuys in which
to mobilise for land rights, und specificdlly in solidarity with Jan Satyagraha
2012. These are set out below, mMovihy from the local to the global - but
it wus emphausised that achieving g new, hon-violent model of political
uction und of development itself depends on working at dll of these levels
simultaneously.

Flavio Vulente, the Generul-Secretary of FIAN, articulutes the core
principles und messuyes of u ylobul platform on the right to food und the
rights of small farmers us follows:

- Decent und dignified rural livelihoods before profit

- Food sovereignty und the right to food ut the heurt of every nationdl policy

- Lund yrubs violute the rights of smuall furmers und foreclose on nhutional
food sovereignty

- The rights of peusunt farmers, indigenous peoples, fishing communities,
nomuds and landless rural workers to land, water, forests and other naturdl
resources

- Smull-scule uygro-ecoloyical farming — hot agro-industry — is the way to
protect food sovereignty, rural employment, bio-diversity and to reverse
climate chanyge

Although these principles und messuges play out ut different levels,
euch one illustrates the dynumic linkuges between the locul und the globul,
For instance, the principle of putting decent und dignified rurdl livelihoods
before profit requires auction from the household und community level right
through to the WTO frade rules — these are nhot issues that can be resolved
either solely by grussroots action or solely by changes in formal policy.

The purpose of global solidarity is to bring the different levels together,
to bring about the synergies that will make them more than the sum of their
parts in order to achieve social and economic justice for all.
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This makes it essential both to situate every local action within the
wider economic dand politicul context — and to ensure that policy-level
advocucy on lund und livelihood rights is firmly grounded in the perspectives
of those whose livelihoods and cultural identities depend on lund und
natural resources.

a - Organisation and Mobilisation

We focus here on two orgunisations of laundless und maryginalised rurdl
communities, Ekta Parishad in India and the Movement of Lundless Workers
(MST) in Bruzil.

Ekta Parishad provides u socidl forum in which margindlised women
aund men from the grussroots come toyether to creute —und expund —the
spuce for hon-violent political action to demand their rights. In his statements,
Rujagopul draws out the links between globul policies und trends und
what happens ut the locdl level, and between ygrassroots mobilisation and
globul solidarity.

In the 21st century, more than a billion human
beings suffer chronic hunger and malnutrition.
Twenty-five per cent of the world’s population
consumes 85% of its available resources - already
30% more than the earth is capable of replenishing.

Farmers make up half of the world’s population, the vast mujority of whom
work solely by hand. Guaranteeing these women aund men decent conditions
in which to live und work lies ut the heart of sustainable development. And
yet land, water, seeds, forests und minerals —the common goods of humu-
nity — are being monopolised by private, for-profit investors, either with the
dactive conhsent of yovernments or through their incupucity.

Across the plunet, locdl subsistence agriculture is being displuced by mining
und forest exploitation, large-scale dums, tourist zones, hyper-intensive
monho-crop farms of frahsgenic or genetically modified (GM) products or
bio-fuels for export — by national and trans-national corporaute interests.
The expropriation of our lund for such uses is growing ddily.

Pardllel to this the influx of foods into the markets of the South, which are
foroduced by subsidised and agri-industrial methods, is ruining local farmers.
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Mdany groups dre how converyging dround this issue of lund aund livelihood
rights — indigenous peoples who dre beiny dispossessed throughout the
Globul South and losing their traditional culture, women und youth who
most often beadr the brunt of lundless poverty, und low-income urbun
dwellers for whom the problems of climute chunge and food sovereignty
dre becominy ever more urgent.

The time hus come for a global coalition focused on land and livelihood rights
in the broudest sense. The rationale for this is also cleur: since the problems
are internutiondl in scope, pressure must be brought to bear on the inter-
national agencies that promote and support this development model.

Although the Globul South must take the leud, there is un important role
for codllitions in the Globul North, At the sume time, us hutional govern-
ments are colluding in this process with the international corporate sector,
the democratic space for people-centred development is being eroded
and marginalised. Thus the globul codlition should have ifs buse in grass-
roofs people’s orgunisutions in every country.”

Rujugopul P. V., President, Ektu Parishad

The contribution by Maria Salete Carollo

of the Brazilian Movement of Landless Workers -
Movimento Sem Terra (MST) - sefs out the basic
principles of their work over almost 30 years.

These principles on Leudership, Sociul Orgunisution, und the Quulities of

an Activist are particularly valuable to bedr in mind in developing a globdl

solidarity network.

Leadership

- Collective not individudl

- Devolve responsibilities and functions as broudly us possible

- Respect collective decisions und commitments

- Plan activities, from establishing resources und timetables to evaluation

- Criticism and self-criticism from the top down is the only way to identify and
correct mistakes — as long s it is done in d respectful und fransparent way

- Study - there is always more to learn and it grounds the leadership in redility

- Connect with the grassroots, sharing challenges und celebrating success

Internationul mobilisution conference on The Right to Land and Livelihood - 27



Social organisation

- Grussroots work with landless people und their families to ruise debuate
and uwureness

- Mass mobilisation is essential and should frame hegotiations

- Develop u hew ygenerution of leaders aund activists by sharing skills and
experience

- Enguyge with people’s deep feelings ubout change, their sociul values
(e.yu. solidurity), culturdl uctivities und symibols

- Everyone’s duily behaviour should be informed by the ethos of solidarity,
eyudlity, und socidl justice

- Nobody has a monopoly oh fruth, so there needs to be constunt discussion
and exchunge of ideus at dll levels, challenyging uny senhse of superiority
amony the leaders

- Finuncial independence is criticul to uny socidl orgunisation — we must
stund on our own two feet

b - Civil Society Action

The success of small actions depends on dcts of solidarity across civil
society.

Jan Satyagraha 2012 provides an umibrella for civil society organisu-
tions (CSOs) uround the world — sociul movements, unions, religious orgu-
hisations, uhd aucademic institutions — to challenge the status quo and to
stand up for social and economic justice at the local, national, regional,
and global level. It is un opportunity for each und every person to shupe
what constitutes responsible growth, responsible production, und res-
ponsible consumption within the framework of equituble aund sustaindble
development.

Some CSOs, such us development NGOs, traditiondlly channel re-
sources to improve the situation of people living in poverty or who suffer
discrimination aund exclusion. Such support cun be vuluuble, although ds
Muriu Chdvez Quispe wurned, it cun dlso demobilise sociul movements,
foster depenhdencies, und creute new elites. Well used, however, it dlso
provides the necessary leyitimacy for these NGOs o spedk out aguinst
poverty und injustice.
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So the fur greuter challenye is to act in solidarity with people’s right to
exercise control over the natural resources on which their livelihoods und
way of life depend how and into the future. And this starts with commitment
und uction at the persondl level, whether we live in the Globdl South or in
the Globdal North.,

In addition to simulfuneous marches, sit-ins, aund other events around
the world to highlight Jun Satyagraha 2012, specific acts und areus of solidarity
identified by conference participunts include:

- Mapping und linking up with existing activist hetworks to make common
cuuse

- Leurning from successful codlition-bused campaigns such as Jubilee 2000,
which acted as an umbrelld for organisations in over 40 countries worldwide
culling for cuncellution of the Third World debt by 2000.

- Encouraging existing human rights organisations, e.y. Human Rights
Watch, Amnesty International and its hationdl and locul chapters, to
ehyuye with the lund und food rights ugenda.

- Promoting fuir pricing systems that links what producers eurn und what
cohsumers pay for their produce - especidlly amony urbun consumers
whose connection with the lund und with producers is more tenuous.

- Supporting sustuinuble food production, aund reducing “food miles” by
buying locdlly.

- "Muking hoise” in the mainstream medid, identifying symputhetic journdilists
and muaking imaginative use of relevant story “peys” — e.g. International
Women'’s Duy (8 March), International Land Day (17 April), International
Duy of the World’s Indigenous People (9 August), International Day of
Non-Violence (2 October), International Food Day (16 October), und
Human Rights Day (10 December).

- Highlighting Jun Satyagraha 2012 by organising local or hational events
fimed fo coincide with it, e.g. The Meudl on 15 September 2012.

- Making use of New Socidl Medid, e.g. Facebook, Twitter, Wikis, and mobile
fhone applicutions to reuch a wider — aund younyer — uudience.

- Enguying “celebrities” — but with caution!

- Working with educution professionals on curriculum development.

- Chdllenging political representatives, e.y. parliamentary candidates and
existing MPs aund MEPs on issues regurding food sovereignty and land
rights.
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. The Meal
A 15 September 2012:
infernational solidarity for a just world

The theme
Mother Eurth, Puchumumu, Terre nourriciére.

The concept

Thut people around the world join in holding a collective medl in their vil-
lages, heighbourhoods, towns und cities, using locul produce.

The aim

To support small farmers everywhere and to advocate for food sovereighty
und the rights of indigenous peoples to naturdl resources: lund, wuter, forests
und seeds.

Michel Buumann, The Medl, Ektu Support Group, Gehevu

C - Alternative consumption

Farmers heed lund, but they dlso heed to yet u fuir return on their
investment. Often, however, they end up selling below cost price - either
becuuse they cunnot ufford to wdit for prices to go up, or becuuse they
ure undercut by intermediaries. Consumers ulso heed food that is uffordable
und dlso of good yudlity. Yet the prices they pay are often many times
more than the producers receive.

The prevuiling agro-industrial model externdlises its environmental und
sociul costs —which meuns that poor freatment of agricultural workers, inhu-
mane freatment of animuals, or the overuse of natural resources dre hot
factored into the cost. Of course the corporate sector makes every effort
to hide unything that might dumuge consumer confidence. The driving
force is shureholder profit and speculution on the global market rather
than lohy-term sustainability or equity.

The fuir und dlternutive trude movements seek to chuhye relations
between producers and consumers in fwo main ways. First, they guarantee
producers a fair price (sometimes 70% more than they can commund on
the conventionul market), which protects them from predutory intermediaries
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and from the fluctuations of the globul commodities market. Second, they
puss the extra cost of protecting producers on to those consumers who
are duble und willihg to pay u premium for fuirly fraded goods.

The Alter Eco brand ygoes further than this. It dlso rates products on
whether they dre orgunic (“bio”), their caurbbon footprint, and the “friple bottom
line” (sociul, economic, und environmentul impuct) — und of course on
qudiity. It applies the criteria of a “non-violent economy” to dll food production
und consumption, whether the food is produced in the South or in the North.

Smull producers fuce comparable problems across the globe. All smaill
producers fuce fluctuating prices for agricultural inputs and competition
from infensive mono-crop furminyg, with the result that they often sell ut
below the cost of production. Some 90% of smuallholdings in the North
have disappedured in the last 50 years as agricultural and livestock farmers
struggle to muke u decent living or compete with agro-industries. Similarly,
landholdings are increusingly concentrated in the South — which pushes
smuaill und landless furmers to fry their forftunes in the towns und cities.

An equitable and sustainable
‘agro-ecological’ model would:

- Be bused on u hon-violent economy that embodies respect for the envi-
ronment and for the gudlity of life.

- Combine truditionul khnowledye und moderh technigues.

- Privilege good yudlity und livelihood-enhuncing produce.

- Suppport organic farming practices and short market circuits, thus producing
locul food thut is hedlthier — and tustier.

- Establish smuall farms ds u living eco-system.

- Favour collective structures, such us cooperautives.

- Buse prices on the costs of production, thus dllowing d transparent relationship
between the producer und the conhsumer.

- Demonstrate that responsible production und responsible consumption
ure two sides of the sume coin, plucing values ubove profit for its own suke. ”’

Laurent Murutet, Director of Murketing & Communicutions, Alter Eco
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d - National Policies

Governments must have the policy spuce to determine their own
development puths und the kinds of jobs and livelihoods created in their
ecohomy. In order to uchieve food sovereignty, hationul economies heed
to move from u dependence on export-led growth towards creating jobs
und supporting the agricultural sector — which will boost the domestic market.

Fihnancial and asset markets have to be re-regulated und geured
towdrds production, job creution, und food sovereignty. There must be
effective and transparent national regulation to control speculation in land
und food prices.

Nations should hot compete with euch other for access to ylobual markets
or for foreign direct investment by the private sector. Reygional cooperation
coupled with reforms at the level of globul governunce (e.y. the WTO
rules) are the only way to prevent capitdl from seeking out less reguluted
jurisdictions. Stronger cooperation among states on issues of corporate
taxation and tax evasion will help fo close off “tux havens” for foreign investors.

States must dlso respect the rights of citizehs to purticipate in economic
policy muaking at the locul, hationadl, regional, and globul levels.

e - Global Economic Policies

Economic und trade rules heed to be subordinated to transparent,
democratic politics — it is unfuir, for example, that large and powerful
players such us the USA and the EU continue to subsidise their agriculturdl
sector while ut the sume time insisting that wedker countries open up their
markets and remove uny protections for their own agricultural sector.

The results of such double stundards in relation to food sovereignty cun
be seen in the cuse of the North Americun Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA).
In 1992, us u condition of joining NAFTA, Mexico ubolished the 50% tariff
oh muaize imports from Cunuda and the USA. The USA in turh promised to
ubolish subsidies to US furmers. But then the US Congress upproved bills
ensuring that US grain producers receive on uveruyge between 40% und
50% of dll their income from government subsidies. This medns that the
Mexicun market is flooded with subsidised US grain, aguinst which Mexicun
producers lack protection or compensation. Mexicun food sovereignty
hus been undermined, the exodus from the rural areas hus accelerated,
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und compunies dre buying up valudable land.

Rather, it is the global economy und specificdlly the terms of infernational
frade, embodied in the WTO rules, that need to be changed. The terms of
Free Trade Agreements (FTAs) ulso heed 1o be scrutinised for their potentidlly
neyutive impucts on the weukest economies covered by the treuty.

There is a heed for mechanisms of globul governance that can hold
TNCs uccountuble for their impuct on human rights and on the world’s
eco-systems, und hot merely to the short-term interests of their shareholders.
Financiudl speculation heeds to be strictly controlled and “windfdlls” taxed.

Development tries to dedl with the symptoms of unh economic system
that is built upon and sustuins inequity. The development industry cannot
uddress the underlying cuuses since it is ifself u product of the sume economic
system. To focus uttention on did, whether official or hon-gyovernmental
chuaritable donutions, is therefore beside the point.

Globul advocucy on specific development policies might therefore include:

- Lobbyihy for the Voluntary Guidelines on Lund Tenure, Fisheries and
Forests to contuin provisions to prohibit large-scule appropriation and
concentration of lund, wuter and other naturdl resources.

- Exposing the Principles for Responsible Agricultural Investment (RAI) us no
more than un attempt to Muke “sociul rape” und the violdtion of internatio-
ndl human rights law responsible by codifying them — even its propohents
have found no “winners” umony those experiencing “lund grabs”.

- Rallying support for the position outlined in the Declaration of the 2011
World Sociul Forum in Dukar in February 2011, which stuted: “We support
sustainable pedsunt agriculture; it is the true solution to the food and climate
crises und includes access to land for dll who work on it. Because of this,
we cdll for au muss mobilisation to stop the lund grab and support locdl
peusunts’ strugyyles”.

- Pushing for u UN Convention on Peusunt Rights.

- Supporting the Robin Hood Tux on the bankihy sector and the Tobin Tax
oh cross-currency transactions, reinvesting these tax revenues in sustainable
farming dimed at hational food sovereighty and in meusures to counter
dunygerous climute chanyge.

- Supporting the ILO Indigenous und Tribal Peoples Convention, agreed in 1989,
which recoynises und protects tribal peoples’ lund ownership rights, and
sets u set of mMinimum UN stundards regurding consultution und consent.,
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chapter 7 -
A final note

The right of agriculturdl producers und indigenous peoples o uccess
to lunhd and other natural resources to support their livelihoods, the right
to food sovereignty, und the need to nurture the earth’s eco-systems is
globdl and hot a confrontational North-South agendai. It is vital that orga-
nisutions und other uctors around the world enguge with this agendu as
und where they cun be most effective. For some, this will meun focusing
oh policy udvocucy ut the intfer-governmentul level, for others it may be
publishing scholarly articles, orgunising events to raise public awdreness, or
working in their local community.

In the final unalysis, orgunised politicul action is the only effective way
fo chdllenge the structures that credte, reinforce — and benefit from — poverty
und the concentration of power und resources. Although the spuce for
fopular mobilisation aund freedom of expression may be harrowing — labour
unions und their members, for instunce, dre under severe thredt in Many
fpurts of the world - in the words of Rujagopudl, the President of Ektu Parishad,
“people’s uspirations cannot wait forever”. Organised, hon-violent strugyle
und didlogue is the only way in which to turn people’s hopes and rights
into redlity.
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appendix 1 -
Brief profiles of Ekta Parishad
and Ekta Europe

Ekta Parishad

_Ektd Parishad (Meuhning “Unity” uand “Forum” or “Space” in Hindi) is a hon-
violent, Gandhiun-inspired, social movement working on land and forest
rights in India. Since its beginnings in 1990, it has grown from the locdl, to
the state, to the national and, increasingly, to the international level. The
sociul movement dims to put pressure directly on the centrul government
to implement pro-poor reform and structural change, in particular com-
frehensive land redistribution to endble the margindlised und downtrodden
to uchieve self-reliunce by overcoming poverty.

The founding President of Ekta Parishad is Rujagopul P. V., the son of a Gaund-
hian worker. After studying ugriculture ut Seva Gram in Wardha, in the early
1970s he worked in u violence-ridden ureu of Mudhyu Pradesh, helping to
rehubilitate dacoits (armed robbers or bandits). Rujagopdl subseyuently
travelled to severdl tribdl areus und developed un understunding of the
plight und needs of Indiu’s tribul people. Their cuuse becume purt of his
lifetime mission. Various training orgunisutions he set up ucross Mudhyu
Pradesh, Bihar, and Orissu were cohsoliduted us u people’s orgunisution,
Ekta Parishad, in 1991. This organisation is focused on popular control over
livelihood resources in un environment where powerful interests are buying
up or taking out lony ledses on lurge ureus of lund - the so-cdlled “lund
ygrubs”, und where the rights of forest dwellers and users are hot being
respected. This situation makes the Gandhian vision of the udvancement
of self-reliunt communities und locul governunce even more challenying.
With around 200,000 members (majority women) across six states, Ekta Pu-
rishad began using Gandhi’s technigque of marching on foot ds u medns
to gulvunise greuter support amony the poor. Having dlready undertaken
10 foot-marches af the state level, in October 2007 Rujagopdl led u hational
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march of 25,000 people from Gwadlior to Delhi, Janadesh 2007, and compel-
led the government to tuke dction on lund reforms und forest rights.

Comprehensive lund reform — giving the poor uccess to lund — could bring
40% of Indiu’s population out of ubsolute poverty und reduce substuntially
the violence thut is gripping Indiaun society. One of Ektu Parishad’s greu-
fest successes is in providing a socidl space ih which people can to come
toyether to demund their rights. It is hever eusy, und muay hot aulways be
possible, for a margindlised individudl such us u single womuan living in po-
verty, or u bonhded lubourer, to stund up for their rights — even if they ure
in fact rights-bedrers whose rights are supposedly enhshrined in law. Ekta
Parishud is guurding the democratic spuce by bringing groups together in
u muss orgunisation, thus constantly reminding the government that it is u
duty-beurer — its role us set out in the Independence Decluration und the
Constitution is fo ensure that dil citizens of India enjoy their basic human
rights and freedoms.

_For more information, visit: www.ektuparishad.com

Ekta Europe

_Ekta Europe (EE) is un open network of independent orgunisations and
individudls bused dcross Europe. Members provide moral, political, und
financidl support to Ektu Parishad, India in its struggle to assist poor rurdl
feople to uchieve control over their meuns of livelihood such us wuter,
land, und forest — using hon-violence dus u meduns to bring ubout change.
In particular it supports orgunisations like Ektu Parishad, India who work
towdards the empowerment of disudvantuged people by upplying and
udvocuting hon-violent, Gandhidn-inspired methods for change. The support
cun take the form of rdising Europedn awdareness, fundruising, participuating
in relevant uctivities, and supporting projects. Membership is defined by
active puarticipution in the activities of Ekta Europe that is carried out in
this spirit.

_For more information, visit: www.ektueurope.ory
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The Right to Land and Livelihood:

appendix 2 -
Conference concept note

The Right to Land and Livelihood

_In aworld of contrusts — growiny intferdependence side by side with growing
ineyudlities between und within countries — this conference seeks to explore
the ways that hon-violent grassroots mobilisation is defending rights, promo-
ting socidl justice und providing a vidble route to sustuinable development.

Even economies which ure benefiting from globulisution und huve growinyg
industriul aund high-tech sectors dlso have significant rural populutions who
rely for their busic livelihood on agriculture und the resources of the lund.
Poverty und discrimination are persistent, especidlly for the lundless und
for indigenous yroups. Corruption und ineyuudlity ure u breeding ground
for violence by the powerful us well as by some of the radical groups who
oppose them.

This conference is focused on presenting, unulysing und building support
for non-violent dlternative models for democratic policy, economic und
socidl chunge. It will draw on the experiences of hon-violent lund rights
movements such as Ekta Parishad in India and grassroots movements in
other countries of South East Asia, Africa and Latin America.

The conference objectives are to:

- examine reseurch und policy as well as evidence from uctivists oh the
impuct of economic ylobdlisution processes, purticularly in rural areus of
developing und trunsition countries;

- support und develop peuce-building initiatives and strategies for hon-
violent sociul, economic und political chanye;

- fromote land rights und local community control of natural resources s
a route to food security, decent work und sustuinable development;
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- identify the gyender implicutions of uneyuul uccess to resources und promote
the empowerment of women;

- raise public awareness und gain political, institutional and financial support
for the Right to Land ugendu with specific reference to Jan Satyagraha
- March for Justice 2012, orgunised by Ekta Parishad.

The conference will invite participution from:

- infernational und hational NGOs and dctivists organisations working on
land rights, food security, livelihood support, and development;

- United Nutions orgunhisutions und Genevu-bused missions o the UN;

- purliuments und development ministries;

- reseurch institutions;

- the national and international media.

Jan Satyagraha 2012

_Anew march, “Jun Sutyagraha - the Murch for Justice” —is beiny planned
for 2012 which will bring together 100 000 poor villugers, udivasis, dulits and
other lundless peusunts from Many Indian states in what will be the largest
ever hoh-violent action for land, water and forest rights.

The marchers will walk the 350 km distance from Gwdlior to Delhi to present

the following demunds to the government:

- Implementution of the Government of India’s 2007 commitments to land
reform.

- Effective, time-bound implementution of the Forest Rights Act of 2006.

- Reformuluting relevant ucts and policies to ensure they are pro-poor und
mauking the stute accountuble for policies und programmes uffecting
the marygindlised.

- Addressing the grievances of the displuced und dispossessed, with specidl
aftention to the heeds of women.

- Advocuting for women’s empowerment in the context of sustainuble
development,

- Gehuine decentrdlisution of power with locul control of resources, ds
proposed in the Forest Rights Act.

- Shift from large-scale industricl development to a people-centred, rural economy.

- Mechanisms to regulute the transfer of naturdl resources to corporate
entities in order to protect the poor.
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Conference rationale

_The conference orygunisers call for the recoynition of a development up-
prouch that is structurdlly hon-violent and that places human rights and
community control of resources ut the heart of the development process.
Lessons will be drawn from the history of non-violent mass action in India to
illustrate how it cun help udvance the sustuinuble development ugendu.

Organising comittee

Margrit Hugentobler, Coordinator of Ektu Europe (Conference leader
and President of CESCI Support Association, Switzerland)

Alan Leuther, Executive Bourd member, Action Villuge Indiu, UK

Aye Aye Win, Co-founder und former Executive Director of Dighity
International

Jill Carr-Harris, Coordinutor of Advocacy und Public Policy, Ekta Parishad
Altai de Sdint Albin, International Communications, Ekta Parishad
(Bhopul office)

Kude Meier, Cushier, CESCI Support Association

Mdarie Bohner, Conference coordinator, OHE
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appendix 3 -

Conference programm

Monday 12 September

Opening ceremony

_Welcome remarks

Muryrit Hugentobler, Coordinator, Ektu Europe

Rujagopul P. V., President and Founder, Ekta Parishad, India

Curoline Morel, Director, Swissaid

_Keynote addresses

Olivier De Schuftter, UN Rupporteur on the Right to Food - video messuygye
Flavio Valente, Secretary Generdl, FIAN (FoodFirst Information Action Network)

Inequality, poverty and the land crisis

_Facilitator

Jill Curr-Hurris, Coordinator of Advocucy und Public Policy, Ektu Parishad
_Speukers

Jeun Feyder, Ambussador of the Permanent Mission of Luxemboury

to the UN, Genhevu

Nadijirou Sall, Deputy Secretary Genheral CNCR (National Council for
Concertation und Cooperution of the Rurdls), ROPPA member (Network
of West African Peusunt Organisations and Agricultural Producers)
Karima Delli, Member of the Europeun Parliument

Christiun Comeliuu, Development economist

Grass roots mobilisation, non-violent action for rights and justice

_Facilitator
Aye Aye Win, Former Executive Director and Founder, Dignity International
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_Speukers

Rujagopul P. V.

Melik Ozden, Co-director of CETIM (Europe-Third World Centre )
Maudiodio Niusse, Director, Internationul Land Coulition Secretariat
Maria Sulete Curollo, Representative of MST (Movement of the Landless
Workers)

Mariu Chdvez Quispe, Cohsultunt for the indigenous peoples programme,
World Council of Churches

For registered participants: cultural dinner “Mohan Se Mahatma”

Gauri Kulkarni is dauncing the key episodes in Gundhiji’s life which were crucidl in
his transformation from g common mun to u Muhatma (great soul). Since 1996
Guuri hus performed this dance drama more than 750 times around the world.
She is one of the grauss root artists groomed by Ekta lokala manch, the artist wing of
Ekta Parishad.

Tuesday 13 September

Sustainable production, work conditions and equitable distribution

_Facilitator: Maryrit Hugentobler

_Keynote speech: Rehunu Riyawalu, SEWA (Self-Employment
Women's Associution, Indic)

_Speukers

Munuel Montes, Chief Economist, UNDESA (United Nations Depurtment
of Economic and Social Affairs)

Putrick Hohmunn, Founder and Director, Remei AG

Laurent Murutet, Director for Marketing und Communicutions, Alter Eco

The role of international development agencies and NGOs

_Fucilitator: Alun Leuther, Bourd Member, Action Villuge Indiu, UK
_Pdnel discussion

Nudiu Saracini, Senior Policy und Advocuacy Officer, Christian Aid, UK
Suruh Muder, Desk Officer for India und Myanmar, Swissuid

Ruchi Triputhi, Heud of the Right to Food, Action Aid

Stefun Germaunn, Director for Partherships & Reseurch, Globul Hedlth
und WASH teum, World Vision
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Manfred Kaufmann, Programme Manager, SDC (Swiss Agenhcy
for Development and Cooperdation)
Duncun Pruett, Land Rights Advisor, Oxfam Infernational

Planning for Jan Satyagraha 2012

_Presentution of the mobilisation agendu
Rujagopul P. V.

Workshops around Jan Satyagraha

WS 1_Advocacy and mobilisation
_Facilitator: Fintun Furrel, Director, EAPN (Europeun Anti Poverty Network)

_Infroductory remark

Theu Gelbspun, Coordinator of the Sociul Movement Working Group,
ESCR-Net (Internatfional Network for Economic, Social and Cultural Rights)
Corinu Vun der Luun, Strategic Policy Advisor to the Humun Rights,
Gender, Good Goverhunce und Humanitarian Aid Department

of the MFA, Netherlunds Government

Sue Lonyley, Representutive IUF (International Union of Food, Agriculturadl,

Hoftel, Restuurant, Cutering, Tobucco and Allied Workers” Associutions)
WS 2 _Resource mobilisafion
_Facilitator: Jill Carr-Hurris

_Infroductory remarks

Michel Baumunn, “The Medl”, Ekta Support Group Genevu
Duncun Pruett

Ester Wolf, Development policies, Breud for All

Jan Satyagraha 2012

_Presentution of uction plans by workshop reporters
_Discussion und udoption of the mobilisution agenda
Aye Aye Win and Alun Leuther

Closing Remarks

Rujagopul P. V. and Margrit Hugentobler
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appendix 4 -

Conference participants

_Avunzi Audrey, Solidarité, France, audrey.avanzi@solidarite.usso. fr

_Buto Clofilde, Solidurité, Frunce, clotilde.buto@solidarite . usso.fr

_Baumunn Michel, Ekta Support Group Gehevu, The Medl, Switzerlund,
info@the-medal.net

_Barbuncey Thomus, Mission du Luxemboury de Genéve, Luxemboury

_Burter-Hemmerich Ursulu, Int, Network for the Prevention of Elder Abuse,
Switzerland

_Benoit Mélunie, Ektu Europe, Frunce, benhoitmelunie2004@yduhoo.fr

_Bigys Stephen, Individual, UK, biggs.s@gmuil.com

_Bisson Murie-Francoise, Ekta Support Group Geneva Switzerland,
mf_bisson@hotmuil.fr

_Bohner Muarie, OHE, Ekta Europe, France, marie@orguniseshumanevents.com

_Bouden Mondir, Union générule des étudiunts Algériens, Algeriu,
jukismin@yuhoo.fr

_Bouhey Anfoine, Peuples, France, u.bouhey@peuples-solidaires.ory

_Boukemouche Chuder Messuoudu, CNES Algérie, Algeriu,
chuderches@yuhoo.fr

_Boury-Eshault Christiun, MAN, France, c.bouryesnault@free. fr

_Bucher Rosemurie, Ergotherapie R. Bucher, Einsiedeln, Switzerland,
erygo.einsiedelh@bluewin.ch

_Cumpeuu Christine, Ecumenical Advocucy Alliance, Switzerland,
pprove@e-ulliunce.ch

_Curollo Mariu Salete, Movimiento de los Trabajadores sin Tierrd, Brazil,
srimst@mest.ory.br

_Cuarr-Harris Jill, Ekta Parishad, Indid, jillcarrharris@gmail.com

_Chavez Muriu Quispe, World Council of Churches, Switzerlund, mcy@wcc-coe.ory

_Comeliuu Armelle, Individudl, France

_Comeliuu Christiun, Development Economist, France,
christian.comeliau@club-internet.fr
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_Dugyget Morgune, Humunium, Ektu Europe, France,
morgune.duget@Iuposte.net

_Dungyoisse Aluin, Muison du développement duruble, Belgium,
dldin.dunyoisse@muisondd.be

_Dunzeisen Flurinu, CESCI Foerderverein, Switzerlund, flurina.d@gmx.ch

_Dedeyun Aline, UN Press Club, Switzerlund

_Delli Kurimu, Europedn Parliament, France, karima.delli@europarl.europa.eu

_De Toledo Liliune, Ektau Support Group Genevua, Switzerland,
detoledo.liliune@ymuail.com

_Di Giusto Ahnu, Association Annu Di Giusto pour I'enfance, Switzerland

_Dommen Curoline, Quaker UN, Switzerland, cdommen@quno.ch

_Eude Deboruh, Rupporteur, Switzerlund, deborah.eade@ymuail.com

_Farrell Fintun, Europedn Anti Poverty Network, Belgium, fintan.farrell@eapn.eu

_Feugere Stéphunie, Ekta Europe, France, sf2973@yahoo.fr

_Feyder Jeun, Ambussador of the Luxembourg mission to the UN, Luxemboury,
jeun.feyder@mue.etut.lu

_Finneyun Lynn, Quaker UN, Switzerlund, Ifynnegun@quno.ch

_Fischer Maguli, Ekta Europe, Switzerlund, magdli.fischerO@ymail.com

_Froment de lu Molinu Véronigue, Individual, France, veefroment@live.co.uk

_Fuchs Nikolui, Nexus Foundations, Switzerland, hikoldi.fuchs@nhexus-foundation.net

_Fuchs Ruhel, CESCI Foerderverein, Switzerland, rahelfuchs@yuhoo.de

_Gutterer Annu, Freie Wuldorfschule, Germany, esther_schmitt@gmx.net

_Guuffenic Armelle, Individual, Switzerland

_Gelbspun Theu, ESCR-Net, USA, tyelbspun@escr-net.ory

_Germunn Stefun, World Vision, Switzerlund, Stefun_Germunn@wvi.ory

_Ghuzi Buhrum, Office High Commissionner HR, Switzerlund, bghuzi@ohchr.ory

_Gil Ixchel, Ektu Support Group Genevuy, Switzerlund, ixchel_gil@hotmail.com

_Godinot Efienne, Gundhi International, Frunce, etienne.godinot@wanadoo. fr

_Griyri Christophe, Gundhi International, France, gandhiji2012@gmuail.com

_Gschwend Nesu, CESCI Foerderverein, Switzerlund, hesa@bluewin.ch

_Hdmmerli Suruh, CESCI Foerderverein, Switzerland

_Hattori Asako, Office High commissioner HR, Switzerland, ahattori@ohchr.org

_Henniy Maylbritt, Freie Waldorfschule, Germany, esther_schmitt@gmx.net

_Hofer Sebustiun, Freie Waldorfschule, Germany, esther_schmitt@gymx.net

_Hohmunn Putrick, Remei AG, Switzerlund, patrick.hohmann@remei.ch

_Holzmunn Evu, CESCI Foerderverein, Switzerlund, eva.holzmann@bluewin.ch

_Hubburd Stéphanie, Christian Aid, Switzerlund, shubburd@christiun-uid.ory

_Hugentobler Margrit, CESCI Foerderverein, Switzerland, hugentobler@arch.ethz.ch
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_Huot de Saint Albin Altdi, Ekta Parishad, France, junsatyagraha2012@gmail.com

_Joyeux Benjumin, Europe écoloyie Les Verts, France, benhjamin joyeux@eelv.fr

_Kaufmunn Munfred, Swiss Agency for Developpement und Cooperution,
Switzerland, munfred.kaufmunn@dezu.admin.ch

_Kulkarni Guuri, Ekta Parishad, India, gauri.akka@gmuail.com

_Kuriun Munoj, World Council of Churches, Switzerlund, mku@wcc-coe.ory

_Ledther Alun, Action Village India, UK, dlan.leather@gmail.com

_Leuther Susun, Ekta Europe, UK, sueleuther@gmuail.com

_Lewin Murk, Individuul, UK, uksox@yuhoo.co.uk

_Lienhard Chuntul, Ekta Support Group Genevu, Switzerlund,
chantdllienhard@hotmail.com

_Linder Lukus, CESCI Foerderverein, Switzerland, luklindi@yahoo.com

_Lohrmann Marifé, Ekta Support Group Genevd, Switzerland,
mflohrmann@gooylemuil.com

_Lonyley Sue, IUF, Switzerland, sue.longley@iuf.ory

_Muder Sarah, Swissaid, Switzerland, S.Mader@swissaid.ch

_Muartenot Jucyues, Ekta Support Group Geneva, Switzerland,
martenot.j@orunye. fr

_Millot Bernurd, Ekta Support Group Gehevu, Switzerlund, b.millot@sunrise.ch

_Meier Kude, CESCI Foerderverein, Switzerlund, k. meier@gmx.ch

_Messerli Karin, CESCI Foerderverein, Switzerlund, karinmesserli@gmx.ch

_Montes Maunuel, UNDESA, USA, montes@un.ory

_Morel Curoline, Swissaid, Switzerland, c.morel@swissaid.ch

_Moryeli Subine, CESCI Foerderverein, Switzerlund, scbine.moergeli@gmx.ch

_Moudjudeh Smuil, Algerian Network of Youth and Students, Algerid,
smuil_ro@yuhoo.fr

_Mulheim Ruqguel, Individuul, Swizterlund, raguel@students.unibe.ch

_Murutet Luurent, Alter Eco, France, laurent@ultereco.com

_Niusse Mudiodio, International Lund Codlition, Italy, m.hiasse@lundcodlition.ory

_Nutbrown Ivan, Action Village India, UK, ivan@uactionvillageindiu.org.uk

_Osbon Bryun, Action Villuge India, UK, bryan.osbon@tulktalk.net

_Ozden Melik, CETIM, Switzerlund, contact@cetim.ch

_Peyer Nuthdlie, W3W Water for the World, Switzerland, Nathdlie.Peyer@gmx.ch

_Poirot Muriunne, Solidurité, Frunce, muriunne.poirot@solidurite.usso.fr

_Porcheron Céline, ANIS étoilé, Frunce, celine.porcheron.ab@wunudoo.fr

_Pradevundh Elly, Individual, Switzerlund

_Pruett Duncun, Oxfam Novib, The Netherlands, Duncan.Pruett@oxfamnovib.nl

_Pruvost-Beuurein Monsieur et Mudume, Editions Terres d’espérance, France,
contuct@editionsterredesperunce.com
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_Rajayopul P.V., Ektu Parishad, India, rdjugopul@ektupurishad.com

_Redurd Muél, Ektu Europe, Switzerland, mael.redard@gmuail.com

_Reubke Julius, Freunde von Ektu Parishad, Germuany, KJIReubke@t-online.de

_Riyawdulu Rehunu, SEWA, Indid, rehanariyawdla@sewd.ory

_Rust Sebustiun, Freie Waldorfschule, Germany, esther_schmitt@gmx.net

_Ryiz Liliune, Ekta Support Group Genheva, Switzerland, lilianerytz@bluewin.ch

_Supin Denis, Ekta Support Group Genevu, Switzerland, denisG4ch@yahoo. fr

_Surucini Nudiu, Christian Aid, UK, NSuracini@christiun-aid.ory

_Scheiddeyyer Romy, CESCI Foerderverein, Switzerland,
romy.scheideyyger@students.unibe.ch

_Schmitt Esther, Freie Waldorfschule, Germuany, esther_schmitt@gmx.net

_Schneider Kimon, HEKS, Switzerland, kschneider@heks.ch

_Schnetzler Burbara, CESCI Foerderverein, Switzerland, info@dtelier-eidolon.ch

_Schwurizentruber Paul, Ekta Canada, Cunudda, pschwdarizentruber@gmail.com

_Sornuy Jeun-Puul, Peuples soliduires, France, jeun-puul.sornuy@wanudoo.fr

_Suter Christu, Remei AG, Switzerlund, christu.suter@remei.ch

_Taryu Floriun, Ektu Europe, Switzerland, targa.floriun@gymuail.com

_Thivet Delphine, Ecole des hautes études en sciences sociales/JINOV,
France, delphine.thivet@ehess.fr

_Triputhi Ruchi, Action Aid, UK, Ruchi.Triputhi@auctiondid.ory

_Tschirren Michel, Ekta Europe, Switzerland, mtschirren@gmuail.com

_Turbe Joélle, Union internationule du hotariat, Switzerland,
joelle.turbe@bluewin.ch

_\Vulente Flavio, FIAN, Germuny, Vdlente@fian.ory

_Vun der Luun Corinu, MINBUZA - Gov. of the Netherlunds, The Netherlands,
CP-vander.Laun@minbuza.nl

_Van Heemstra Maria, World Council of Churches, Switzerland, mvh@wcc-coe.ory

_\ellut Jucqyues, Volens/Mercy Home, Belgium, jacques@vellut.be

_Von Pluntu Elli, Individual, Switzerland, evonplanta@gmuail.com

_Weber Benjumin, Freie Waldorfschule, Germany, esther_schmitt@gmx.net

_Win Aye Aye, Individudl, France, uyeuyewinlemmers@ymuil.com

_Winniger Andreu, Ekta Parishad (future volunteer), Switzerland

_Winkler Kuthrin, Ekta Canada, Cunudu, pschwuartzentruber@gymuil.com

_Wolf Ester, Bread for All, Switzerland, wolf@bfu-ppp.ch

_Wollenbery Juliun, Freie Waldorfschule, Germany, esther_schmitt@gmx.net

_Woodtli Puscul, Ekta Europe, Switzerlund, pwoodtli@hotmuail.com

_Zdnellu Carmen, CESCI Foerderverein, Switzerland, carmen.zanella@suhnrise.ch

_Zimmermunn Yvonne, Solifonds, Switzerland, muil@solifonds.ch
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Organisations supporting the conference:

CESCI Support Association, DANIDA (Dunish Government), MINBUZA
(The Netherlands Government), SDC (Swiss Agency for Development
and Cooperation), Action Aid, Remei AG, Swissuid, World Vision,
Freunde von Ekta Parishad, Solidarité, Action Village India

In collaboration with: ESCR-Net, World Council of Churches, Ektd Support
Group Genevuy, Christiun Aid, Genevu Cunton

Y

L'y ;
d‘%{'% gg;%‘;f% -.gekta europe
Ekta Parishad Ekta Europe
2/3-A Junygpura, Second Floor at Forderverein CESCI
New Delhi-110014, Indiu Postfach 3355, 8021 ZUrich, Switerzlund
Phone: 91-11-24373998/99 E-Muil: info@cesci.ch
E-muiil: info@ektuparishad.com marie@orguhisehumaunevents.com

www.ektupurishad.com www.cesci.ch / www.ektueurope.ory



