
TOGETHER, WE HOLD THE 
FUTURE IN OUR HANDS

This year’s campaign marks the beginning of 
����������� ��� �����’s new educati on program 
for 2011–2016. 

For the past fi ve years, we have focused our 
eff orts on the exploitati on of natural resources. 
Whether related to the mining industry, to the 
conversion of farmland for agroindustrial use, or 
to the threats posed by the privati zati on of water 
resources, these issues are at the heart of the 
challenges faced by people in many countries of 
the world. 

This new program is an opportunity for 
����������� ��� ����� to take a new approach 
to these issues. 

This new approach, centred on the concept of ecological justi ce, will allow us, 
among other things, to make the connecti ons between ecological issues, 
agricultural producti on and the exploitati on of natural resources. 

In order to do that, we must acknowledge the historic and current 
responsibility of developed countries for the environmental destructi on that 
we see today. The countries most aff ected are those least responsible for that 
destructi on. Our western way of life must become more ecologically sustainable. 
We are called to be in solidarity with people in the Global South who want to 
improve their standard of living by sharing the knowledge and technical resources 
that they need, while at the same ti me, not imposing a model of development 
that is based on consumpti on and economic growth at any cost. 

These are some of the issues we will address in our 2011 to 2016 
educati on program under the banner of ecological justi ce. 
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CHANGE 
AND 
CONTINUITY 

THE 
CHALLENGE 
AHEAD
The concept of ecological 
justi ce implies the recogniti on 
that our planet’s resources 
are fi nite and that there is a 
moral obligati on to make fair, 
responsible and sustainable 
use of those resources so that 
they can meet the basic needs 
of all people as well as those 
of future generati ons. Among 
those needs, the ability of 
people to feed themselves is a 
priority. 

By 2050, with an esti mated 
populati on of nine billion 
human beings, food producti on 
will have to increase by 
70 percent to ensure food 
security for all. 

Today, more than two billion 
people are undernourished. 
Will we be able to meet the 
challenge of feeding the world 
while trying to address the 
ecological health of our planet 
and the catastrophes already 
happening because of climate 
change? 

This year, we will explore 
the models of agricultural 
producti on at use in the world 
today and their impact on both 
the environment and the living 
conditi ons of the people who 
practi se them.
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R epeated droughts, more frequent tor-
renti al rain, rising sea levels, melti ng 
glaciers. The eff ects of human acti vity 

on the health of our planet are increasingly 
visible.

In 1988 the United Nati ons (UN) es-
tablished the Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change (IPCC) to co-ordinate the 
growing body of scienti fi c research linking 
human acti vity and climate change. 

In 1990, the IPCC delivered its fi rst report. 
In response to its alarming conclusions, 
the UN established a framework for nego-
ti ati ons to develop a global conventi on to 
address climate change.

Two years later, 154 countries (now 192) 
signed the UN Framework Conventi on on 

Climate Change, which makes recommen-
dati ons to countries about reducing their 
greenhouse gas emissions. It established an 
annual global conference called the “Confer-
ence of the Parti es” (COP).

Rio, The Hague, Marrakech, Montreal, 
Copenhagen, Cancun—all citi es which have 
hosted internati onal negoti ati ons to fi nd a 
soluti on to the crisis of climate change. The 
best known is Kyoto, where the protocol 
bearing its name established the goal for de-
veloped countries to reduce their levels of 
greenhouse gas emissions by 5 percent from 
their 1990 levels by 2012. The internati onal 
community is far from achieving this goal to-
day, and must now focus on the post-Kyoto 
era.

 The slow pace of decision-making may 
seem surprising. The negoti ati ons are com-
plex, in part because all of the countries 
must agree on a treaty that will limit their 
sovereignty in defi ning their own develop-
ment, a treaty that will force them to limit 
their level of greenhouse gas emissions and, 
therefore, the use of fossil fuels and pollu-
ti on-producing industrial processes.

But the urgent need for acti on requires 
a strong politi cal will and it means that 
members of civil society must make their 
voices clearly heard. Only then can we hope 
to achieve a post-Kyoto agreement and to 
develop mechanisms to eff ecti vely reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions.

FACED WITH THE CHALLENGES OF CLIMATE CHANGE, THE INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY HAS TO ESTABLISH OBJECTIVES FOR REDUCING 
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. CONFLICTING INTERESTS OF DIFFERENT COUNTRIES MAKE REACHING AN AGREEMENT DIFFICULT.

THE OPPOSITION
The economies of Russia, 
Saudi Arabia and the 
Sudan are based on the 
exploitati on of fossil 
fuels. These countries 
are the most opposed 
to any binding agreement 
and are asking for fi nancial 
compensati on to convert their 
economies.

THE  NON-
COMMITTED
The United States 
and China say that 
they are committ ed to 
the Kyoto Protocol even 
though the United States 
has not rati fi ed it. They are 
opposed to limiti ng their 
greenhouse gas emissions 
and will not accept any 
measures that interfere with 
their sovereignty.

THE BYSTANDERS
Canada, Australia, India and Brazil are not 
parti cularly acti ve in reducing their emissions. 
Although the populati ons of these countries 
are aware of the importance of reducing their 
greenhouse gas emissions, the governments 
are not doing anything to promote policies 
that would enable them to do so.

 THE COMMITTED
The European Union, Japan 

and Norway are the most 
acti ve countries in the fi ght 
against climate change. The 
European Union is on track 

to meet its Kyoto target of an 8 
per cent reducti on of greenhouse gas 
emissions by 2012. Along with Japan and 
Norway, the European Union is going even 
further by setti  ng a target of a 25 per cent 
reducti on in greenhouse gas emissions by 
2020.

THE VICTIMS
The G77 unites the countries 
of the Global South that are 
the least responsible for 
climate change but the most 
threatened by it. Within this 
group, 43 members of the 
Alliance of Small Island States 

are likely to see much of their 
territory disappear under rising sea levels. 
That is the case for the Maldives, which 
has already decided to protect only a 
quarter of their 1200 islands, abandoning 
the rest to the sea. These countries are in 
favour of drasti c cuts to greenhouse gas 
emissions.

CLIMATE CHANGE NEGOTIATIONS

compensati on to convert their 

territory disappear under rising sea levels. 
That is the case for the Maldives, which 
has already decided to protect only a 
quarter of their 1200 islands, abandoning 
the rest to the sea. These countries are in 
favour of drasti c cuts to greenhouse gas 
emissions.

GOALS
A 25 to 40 percent decrease 

in greenhouse gas emissions in 
industrialized countries by 2020.
For countries in the Global South, 
a decrease in the rate of growth 

of greenhouse gas emissions.
Acti on to curb deforestati on.
Financing to countries in the 
Global South for adaptation 
to climate change and for 
sustainable development.
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NOW IS THE TIME FOR ACTION



T he food crisis, which is sti ll ongoing, has whett ed the ap-
peti tes of multi nati onal agribusinesses and certain players 
in global fi nance. In the turmoil of the economic crisis, agri-

culture has emerged as a new El Dorado. Speculati on on staple 
foods is causing arti fi cially high prices that make it impossible for 
an increasing number of people to eat properly. 

Several false soluti ons are being advanced to respond to the 
climate crisis. One of them is the case for the producti on of agro-
fuels. Far from solving the problem, agrofuels are costly on both 
social and environmental levels.

For example, people are being displaced so that their land can 
be transformed into monoculture plantati ons of palm oil for agro-

fuel producti on, or soybeans to feed livestock in response to the 
worldwide growth in meat consumpti on. .

Countries such as Saudi Arabia that want to ensure their food 
security are using their fi nancial power to buy up ferti le land in 
countries looking for foreign funds, chiefl y in Africa and Lati n 
America. 

Having agriculture back among government prioriti es is a good 
thing, but the questi on now is what kind of agriculture are we talk-
ing about? Do we have to increase industrial-style producti on, or 
is it bett er to rethink our methods of food producti on and our con-
sumpti on habits? The positi on of our partners on this questi on is 
quite clear.

T he industrializati on 
of agriculture and the 
transformati on of our 

food systems bear a large share 
of the responsibility for the 
disrupti on of the climate. 
In fact, current food producti on 
systems are responsible for 
almost half of greenhouse 
gas emissions (see the fi gure 
below) and use 70 percent 
of the global supply of fresh 
water.

 With more than one billion 
people suff ering from hunger 
and another billion from 
serious nutriti onal defi ciencies, 
it is obvious that the current 

agricultural models do not 
work. Yet questi ons about them 
are raised only ti midly in the 
debates about climate change 
and global food security.

Indeed, the Western 
agricultural landscape is 
suff ering from an inability 
to look criti cally at its new, 
industrial face. It has been 
changed by the concentrati on 
of producti on, the 
industrializati on of agricultural 
processes, and the massive use 
of chemical inputs.

The men and women 
who make their living from 
farming are not responsible for 

this situati on. They are instead 
victi ms of policies that have 
destroyed a part of the social 
fabric of our country 
and changed this profession, 
one of the noblest of all.

But it does not have to 
be this way. With courage 
and politi cal will, we could 
once again practi se a 
form of agriculture that is 
environmentally friendly and 
could help to signifi cantly 
reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions. By following the 
principles of food sovereignty, 
we could renew agriculture’s 
positi ve image, value the work 

of farmers and reinforce the 
links between farmers and 
their communiti es. We have 
to emphasize the nurturing 
and environmental dimensions 
of agriculture, not just its 
commercial aspect.

 Any country that wants to 
ensure its own development 
and the well-being of its people 
must protect its natural resour-
ces and its environment. But it 
must also recognize and sup-
port the men and women who 
nurture those resources. This is 
true for countries like ours, but 
even more so for the countries 
in the Global South.

INDUSTRIAL AGRICULTURE AND THE INDUSTRIAL FOOD SYSTEM ARE ONE OF THE MAIN CAUSES OF THE CLIMATE CRISIS. 
THEIR GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS AS A PERCENTAGE OF THE GLOBAL TOTAL CAN BE BROKEN DOWN LIKE THIS: 

TOTAL EMISSIONS FROM THE FOOD SYSTEM ARE BETWEEN 44 AND 57% OF TOTAL GLOBAL GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. 

Agricultural 
acti viti es: 
11 to 15% 

Land clearing 
and deforestati on: 
15 to 18% 

Food processing, 
packaging and transport: 
15 to 20% 

Decompositi on 
of organic waste: 
3 to 4% 

AGRICULTURE AT THE CROSSROADS

THE GLOBAL FOOD CRISIS: 
AN APPETITE FOR PROFIT 

Food processing, 



The Liaison Offi  ce of 
Rural Training Insti tuti ons 
(BMITT) unites Christi an 

training centres that 
work with the island’s rural 

populati on. In the Vatovavy 
Fitovinany region, the lives of 

more than 1,000 families have 
changed as a result of BMITT. Using selected seeds, organic 

ferti lizers and thanks to a system of replanti ng younger 
and younger rice plants, crop yields have increased 
considerably. Today, thousands of families are free from 
hunger and the model is being exported to other parts of 
the island.

These examples, among many others, support our call 
for internati onal policies to consider the needs and abiliti es 
of small-scale farmers around the world in both the fi ght 
against hunger and the fi ght against climate change.

MADAGASCAR: IMPROVED RICE YIELDS A HEALTHY FUTURE MADAGASCAR: IMPROVED RICE YIELDS A HEALTHY FUTURE 

Did you know that small-scale farmers around the world feed 
70 percent of the world’s populati on? There are 1.5 billion 
small farmers spread over 380 million farms. They are the 

ones who feed the hungry of this world and we cannot do without 
their resources if we are to meet the challenge of feeding 9 billion 
people by 2050. 

Unlike industrial agriculture, small-scale agriculture protects 
the integrity of the soil, seed diversity and the survival of thou-
sands of breeds of animals. Yet, when one speaks about invest-

ment in agriculture, small-scale farmers receive but a small 
amount.The majority is invested in industrialized countries and in 
farming methods based on the use of chemical inputs.

For ����������� ��� ����� and its partners in the Global South, 
agro-ecological practi ces can help small-scale farmers improve their 
crop yields and thus increase their food security and income. At the 
same ti me, these practi ces allow them to reduce the risk of crop and 
livestock loss due to climate change. Here are a few examples that 
illustrate this point.

In the north-
eastern part of 
the country, in 
the community 
of Sainte-

Suzanne, people 
are seeing a 

new kind of 
garden take shape. 

The Insti tute of 
Research and Technical Support 

in Environmental Planning 
(IRATAM) is supporti ng farmers’ 
eff orts to improve their living 
conditi ons.
 “The coffee gardens set up 
by the farmers enable them 
to meet their needs. Through 
their cooperatives, they earn 
a fair return from the sale of 
coffee. Mixing food crops with 
market crops like coffee allows 

small-scale farmers to aspire to 
food sovereignty. In addition, 
compost produced from plant 
and animal matter provides 
a fertilizer that doesn’t harm 
the environment. Finally, each 
cooperative has a number of 
nurseries to ensure preservation 
of local seeds, which are later 
distributed equitably.”
Émil Éma, agronomist, IRATAM

Today, monoculture plantati ons of 
geneti cally modifi ed soybeans occupy 
half of the country’s farmland and are 
signifi cantly depleti ng the soil. The 
chemicals used are also contaminati ng 
water sources.

The Paraguayan Peasant Movement 
(MCP) is calling for land reform to fi ght 
against the soybean invasion and help the 

30 percent of the populati on that lives on 
less than $2 per day.

 “Land reform is the only way to reduce 
the depopulation of the countryside and 
curb the exodus abroad of our country’s 
youth. It is also the only way that Paraguay 
can guarantee the food sovereignty of its 
people.”
Elvio Trinidad Quiroga, MCP member 

SMALL-SCALE AGRICULTURE: A SOLUTION FOR THE FUTURE

HAITI: COFFEE GARDENS, A SOURCE OF LIFE 

SIGN OUR ACTION CARD, A MESSAGE OF SOLIDARITY FOR SMALL-SCALE FARMERS.
 TOGETHER, WE HOLD THE FUTURE IN OUR HANDS.

PARAGUAY: LAND REFORM COULD STOP THE SOYBEAN INVASION 
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