FORUM FOR ACTION N.44

 Christian dimension of food Sovereignty

A  reflection by the group: Faith and Justice, France/ branch of Strasbourg

Globalisation has changed relationships in the world as well as the deepest being of each of us. Today, no person is as he or she used to be, about ten years ago. My being is a being of relation. However, the relational dimension has evolved; it has changed from a local to a global nature. Whatever takes place in any part of the world, wherever it is, constructs my being and forms integral part of my being. Hence when a human being suffers (be it near or far), his or her suffering becomes mine. This new condition of the world whereby the suffering and the joy of one becomes the suffering and the joy of all, is similar to what we are living in the mystical body of Christ in the Church, a universal communion in Christ. 

If, in certain parts of the world there is something wrong, then there is something wrong with us equally.  It is up to us to do something so that, those parts of the world find their normal situations. The other who suffers in misery or hunger, challenges and questions our own human identity. The respect and the commitment to the dignity of the poor can not limit itself to urgent aid, but requires a transformation of the society and the economy in a new order that moves towards the common good. For AEFJN, it is necessary to offer the African farmer the means of enjoying, in a dignified way, the work of his/her labour, to participate in the development of his/her country and not only to be a consumer – like a bird from the sky  fed by the father - but equally an actor in his/her own development. 

Evangelical call  

God, the Creator and the master of life, with largess, has created the world and all that is contained in it and he continues to fecundate and to protect it for the well being all human communities. He has given us the means and talents so that we may continue to develop the world, protect it and use intelligently the natural resources without wasting them.

Jesus spent all of his life in doing good. He came to the world so that we may have life, and have it abundantly (John 10:10). He made himself flesh for all human kind. He took side with the little ones - the marginalised, the foreigners, the sinners, etc. In so doing, he acted against marginalisation of people. He constantly fought against the profound social, economic, political and religious marginalisation. He was and is the Good News to the poor. He taught with authority. Authority that was expressed in his services and compassion. Admirably, this is witnessed by both the Beatitude (Matthew 5:1-12) and the parable of the Good Samaritan (Luke 10:25-37). 

Ethical imperative
We want to affirm that the dignity of being human implies the duty to preserve human life. In this context, food should not only be a right of those who have money, neither of those who produce, but a right to all people. Therefore, no body should feel threatened by poverty, suffer from hunger, or depend on others for his basic needs. Food should not be treated as any other merchandise produced and stocked to suit only the needs of the owners. As long as some individuals suffer from hunger, it is immoral to stock food for the purpose of obtaining speculative benefits. It is the role of governments to be vigilant and to intervene so as to ensure good regulation of commodities and to hinder the production of new forms of misery and hunger. 

The late Pope John Paul II, in his actualisation of the Populorum Progressio during the year 2000 jubilee, spoke of the necessity to respect each human life. In his talk, he asked himself: “How can it be that, in out modern time, there is still some people who die of hunger, who are condemned to illiteracy, who are excluded from basic medical treatment, and who have even no permanent shelter?”  

As Pope Paul VI underlines it “development is the new name of peace”. We will obtain peace only and only if when the economy and all market laws are reversed and used at the service for the human beings.

From human dignity flows also the call for solidarity. We should lean from the lesson given by poor people who share the little they have so that every one in their society may survive. This popular ethical conduct calls up all human societies to live humanly - not only today but also in the future - so that all other people may live in dignity; in order to attain this goal, we need to live more simple life styles as well as to say no to all forms of consumerism that literally kills our societies. Above all, we need to put in practice “a globalised solidarity” inspired by the Gospel values. 

In order to ensure food for all, every one of us is called to make a personal engagement. There is a need to guarantee the rights of people and countries to produce so as to satisfy their basic needs. To realise this, there is a need to have new world order in relation to work, management of natural resources and a lay down new economic strategies based on cooperation and solidarity in all levels - his is the primary role of any government. 

So this is then the work that we need to continue to do in our Christian and religious communities as well as in the society at large. If, in our different communities, we do not live all that, the “Mission we have” will become impossible because any “mission” without witness” has no any impact to the society that we want to change. Our communities should then be “living witnesses” to Christian values, to new way of looking at different realities in our modern world. We should be communities that meet God through all that we do. Meeting him because he is the first to meet man in his own history. The meeting of God in our doings is the way to deepen our knowledge of God. Here the concept of truth becomes a way of dialogue between God and Man and between man and other beings.

Prepared by Faith & Justice France, group from Strasbourg 

EU development policy is moving… but will implementation follow ? InfoCotonou: www.ecdpm.org/infocotn
In 2005, the EU revised the Cotonou Partnership Agreement, defined a New Development Policy Statement (commonly called the ‘European Consensus on Development’) and published for the first time an overall EU Strategy for Africa.

All this has raised expectations among developing countries and European actors that the EU will assume its role and responsibilities as ‘global player’. However, there is also plenty of scepticism around, particularly about the EU’s commitment to mobilise the necessary funding and improve its management capacity.

At different gatherings, including the June EU summit, the July G8 summit, the September UN World Summit and the WTO Ministerial meeting in Hong Kong, the EC and EU Member States made the following promises:

- The EU will reach the UN target of 0.70% of EU GNI by 2015; this will increase (more than double) the EU’s contribution to the Millenium Development Goals

- The EU will increase its external assistance to Africa by US$ 25 billion a year (a doubling)

- The EU will maintain the current level of assistance to the group of African, Caribbean and Pacific countries provided through the European Development Fund

- After the G8 summit, EU President Barroso pledged to provide EUR 1 billion a year to support he trading capacity of developing countries.

The political compromises reached on the EU’s Financial Perspectives (2007-2013) and on the 10th European Development Fund (EDF) were a sobering first test. In absolute terms, the budgetary deal means that EC-managed aid will double from EUR 6.4 billion to approximately EUR 13 billion in 2013. However, in relative terms, the figure allocated to the EC only maintains the current level of funding. The ACP group is likely to fare no better.

The reform process so far has focused primarily on administrative and financial rules and too little on the quality of aid delivery. The challenge is to transform the EC’s corporate culture so that it promotes high-quality, effective implementation. Are the commissioners and the higher management ready and willing to show the necessary leadership?

‘Alternative (to) EPAs’ by Sanoussi Bilal and Francesco Rampa, February 2006 . This report is available at www.ecdpm.org/pmr11
The coming year will be crucial for the negotiations on Economic Partnership Agreements (EPAs) between ACP and EU countries, as in 2006 the first drafts of the EPAs will be produced and a comprehensive review will be carried out.

The report ‘Alternatives (to) EPAs – commissioned by Oxfam International and Both ENDS – is meant to provide an overview and assessment of possible alternatives to EPAs in order to clarify the choice of alternative options that ACP countries have, to inform the policy debate and help increase the understanding of the different participants in the negotiations. It shows the wide range of options available, both with and outside the definition of an ‘economic partnership agreement’, in order to increase the flexibility that ACP countries will have in their negotiating strategies. The report also helps to show the diversity among ACP countries, which may translate into different choices in the negotiations, because ‘one size’ may not fit all.

Guidelines for the reform of EU milk market policy based on the ‘European Platform on Food Sovereignty’ milk market strategy meeting, Vienna, May 11 2006 and including the remarks of CPE

Introduction

Milk production is the most important source of income for many European farmers.

The EU market is regulated. There is almost complete protection against exports from non-European countries, with the exception of a few bilateral trade agreements. The quantity of milk produced in the EU is controlled by a quota system. For many years, however, the EC has produced approximately 10% more milk than Europeans are consuming. Furthermore, the EC quota was recently raised by approximately 1.5%

This overproduction leads to a decrease of milk prices within Europe. Outside of Europe, the surplus is exported as subsidized prices, leading to a dumping of cheap milk products in developing countries. Small scale farms in, for example, Burkina Faso are jeopardised by the import of cheap milk products from the EU.

Vision

We envision a European policy which enlightens small scale milk production in South and North and respects environmental and social needs.

Necessary reforms

1. The EU must end dumping without delay, that means stopping exporting milk products below the cost of production.

2. The EU milk quota must be maintained in order to safeguard the milk production in particular in small production units and marginal regions. It is important that the quota milk be distributed fairly among European countries and farmers (farmers of the new EU members are disadvantaged)

3. The milk output must gradually be reduced to create a balance between supply and demand. Additionally, it would be good to maintain a target price of, for example, 0.40 €/kg.

4. To support socially and environmentally sound farming methods, i.e small scale and organic farming.

5. The EU, as one of the main actors in the WTO trade negotiations, should offer genuine support to developing countries, helping them to protect their domestic milk markets against cheap milk products.

6. In exchange for the end of dumping and partial withdrawing from the world market the EU retains the right to protect its borders.
7. Developing countries get back their own markets. Also there should be room for exports of a quotum of milk to the EU by developing countries.

8. The negotiations about agricultural trade should be based on food sovereignty, including the right to protect for all countries and the duty for all countries to stop any form of dumping and to strengthen socially and environmentally sound farming systems.

WCC’s NEWS RELEASE: The General Secretary of the World Council of Churches issued a strong condemnation of Terminator seeds and called on churches and ecumenical partners to take action to stop the technology. The Rev. Dr Samuel Kobia warned that sterile seed technology would increase economic injustice all over the world. http://www.oikoumene.org/en/news/news-management/all-news-english/display-single-english-news/article/1634/take-action-to-stop-termi.html
The general secretary of the WCC, Rev. Dr Samuel Kobia, called upon churches and ecumenical partners to take action to stop “terminator technology”. “Applying technology to design sterile seeds turns life, which is a gift from God, into a commodity. Preventing farmers from re-planting saved seed will increase economic injustice all over the world and add to the burdens of those already living in hardship.” Stated Kobia. “Terminator technology locates food sovereignty, once the very backbone of community in the hands of technologists and large corporations. Though the international moratorium on Terminator was upheld at COP8, the battle to block the technology is now moving to the national level. This requires us to alert our member churches and ecumenical partners to be vigilant in their respective countries” explains the WCC general secretary who is confident that this concern unites Christian churches and people of other faiths who car for small scale farmers and God’s creation.
Good news for medicines for the poor

Important decisions have been made during the last World Health Assembly (WHA) in Geneva on 22-27 May 2006, addressing the need for innovation for new medicines and concerns about the effects of patents on access to medicines.

This resolution establishes a working group to come up with a global strategy on intellectual property rights, health research and development of new medicines for diseases that affect developing countries. 

Originally proposed by the governments of Kenya and Brazil, the resolution has been closely watched and welcomed by dozen of health and development non-governmental organisations (NGOs).

Many developing countries, NGOs (including AEFJN) and health professionals and researchers have also in recent years raised concerns about the fact that medical innovation is exclusively driven by corporate profits. As a result, very little has been done towards new medicines to meet the need of the poor countries.

The WHA resolution is one of the most important ever taken on this issue. As reported by Médecins sans Frontières, it shows “that health ministers take the lead, and that they want to set the priorities and to find new ways of financing the development of new products, and they want to assure access to innovations for all.” 

In addition to that, the WHA adopted another resolution that urges member states to improve coordination at national level between international trade and public health.

This resolution calls for governments to promote a better dialogue on trade and health, and gives health ministers a place at the table with other government agencies involved in trade issues, establishing mechanisms to enable this.

Among other issues, the resolution asks governments to address the potential challenges that trade agreements may have for health and to consider the flexibilities in them. This implies, for instance, to pay attention to public health needs when negotiating trade bilateral agreements.

This aspect has been also highlighted in the report of the World Health Organisation (WHO) Commission on Intellectual Property Rights, Innovation and Public Health that has been completed in April 2006. It has been recognised that intellectual property rights can not contribute to medicines innovation, in absence of a profitable market, a situation which can clearly apply in the case of developing countries markets. Furthermore the report stresses the primacy of public health needs as opposed to enforcing intellectual property rights, as stated in the Doha Declaration in 2001.

Counterfeit medicines: a blight for Africa

Since 1980s counterfeit medicines have been increasingly entering African countries.

It is estimated that in Africa 60 % of medicines are counterfeit and they account for the 10% of the global trade in medicines. 

A counterfeit medicine is a product that is intentionally mislabelled to deceive the sick and profit from them. 

Antibiotics, anti bacterial and antimalarials are the most common counterfeit medicines. According to a medical review, The Lancet every year in sub-Saharan Africa out of 1 million people dying for malaria, 200,000 could have been saved, if treated with adequate medicines. Nigeria is the most affected African countries, where counterfeit medicines account for 70 to 90% of the national market. 

Because the least developed countries have some of the weakest drug regulatory systems, the poorest and most vulnerable people on earth are at risk of being harmed by the criminals who sell counterfeit drugs. 

Counterfeit medicines have dangerous impacts on patients, since they do not contain any active ingredient for the treatment. They can lead to intoxication, therapeutic failure and even death. Most of these medicines come from new industrialised countries such as India and China. Due to trade globalisation, these products can easily access to national markets and suppliers. They are then sold on the streets.

Due to strict regulatory systems, European countries are slightly affected by drug counterfeit. Surprisingly, 51% of global counterfeit medicines are produced within the European Union and with the recent enlargement to new Eastern European countries, the situation could get worse. However counterfeit industry does not affect only developing countries. In 2004 900,000 counterfeit medicines were withdrawn within the European Union. 

Counterfeit and substandard medicines endanger the quality of treatment. Quality is a necessary requirement in providing health care. The role of the pharmacist is pivotal in monitoring and checking the quality of the drug suppliers. In addition to that consumers and health providers, such as people working in suppliers organisations, health centres and hospitals have to be alerted about this dangerous situation.

News from Belgium 

The issue of quality assurance will be probably part of an amendment of the Belgian Law on Medicines. This will be especially important for medicines for exportation.

A reference to the WHO pre-qualification project at the WHO can be included to that

Thank you to the lobby activity of some Belgian medical NGO, like Memisa.

New barriers hinder African Trade.  Health standards in rich countries limit continent’s ability to export. Africa Renewal, Vol. 19 N°4, January 2006.

Just as developing countries are beginning to overcome some major hurdles in their quest to expand trade with industrial countries, another is rearing ahead. As a result of agreements negotiated at the WTO, traditional trade protection measures such as tariffs and quotas are falling away. But to some extent they are replaced by domestic technical regulations that  permit countries to bar products from entering their markets if the products do not meet certain standards. These obstacles include measures ostensibly aimed at protecting citizens from everyday food hazards, known in WTO language as sanitary and phytosanitary measures (SPS). The use of technical barriers has grown during the last two decades. In an effort to regularise such standards, the 149-member WTO’s Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures came into force in 1995. The agreement was designed to provide uniform rules for all laws, regulations and requirements regarding how a product is produces, processed, stored or transported, to ensure that its import does not pose a risk to human, anima, or plant health. The agreement is also meant to prevent countries from using SPS measures simply to block trade, stating explicitly that the measures cannot be employed in a “manner which would constitute a disguised restriction on international trade.”
Because the standards were set mainly by developed countries during their last series of trade negotiations, the Uruguay Round, they mainly reflect the interests of those. During the Uruguay Round which ended in 1994, many developing countries either could not afford to send negotiators to represent them of focused on areas of greater or more immediate concern, such as Northern agricultural subsidies. Many still are not part of the international standard-setting agencies that govern this area, nor do they have the money, manpower or infrastructure needed to abide by the standards created.
If the EU were to use international standards on pesticides on bananas, rather its more restrictive ones, annual African exports would increase by $400mn, according to the report of the Commission for Africa, a high-level panel established by UK Prime Minister, Tony Blair. African meat exports to the US, dairy products to the EU and animal products destined to Japan often face restrictions an health grounds, notes Mr. Nyangito, a Kenyan researcher. The EU’s commissioner for health and consumer protection maintains that SPS measures in the EU are not intended to block trade, but to safeguard the region’s health standards.  According to Action for Southern Africa (ACTSA), a non-governmental organisation based in London, African horticultural producers are finding it harder to penetrate the EU market because of overly restrictive rules on the levels of contaminants permissible in food, known as maximum residue levels. One example involves residues of aflatoxins, which causes cancer, found in processed nuts and dried fruit, among other foods. The World Bank estimates that for African exporters of cereals, fruits, vegetables and nuts, the annual cost of complying would be about $ 670mn. 
An African position on EPA’s
The African Union (AU) Conference of Ministers of Trade met on 12-14 April 2006 in Nairobi.   They have adopted a Nairobi Declaration on EPAs.
One of the major agenda items was the Economic Partnership Agreements that the African countries are negotiating with the European Union. 

This is a landmark declaration, which follows up on the Ministerial Declaration on EPAs adopted by the African Ministers in their Cairo meeting of 2005.
Among the major points of the Nairobi Declaration: 

1.  The EPAs should be consistent with and not adversely affect the objectives and process of economic integration in Africa,
2.  No African country should be worse off under the new trade regime.  

3.  Conclusions of the market access aspects of the EPAs should take place  upon completion of the proposed amendment to Article XXIV of GATT to  enable special and differential treatment and development flexibilities; so that the EPAs can be pro-development (Para 8).  

4.  African countries shall not make services commitments in the EPAs that go beyond our WTO commitments; and we urge the EU not to push our countries to do so (Para 10).  Note:  This is a new principle that was not included in the Ministerial  Declaration on EPAs of Cairo. 

5.  “We reject any attempt to introduce any TRIPS-plus provisions on intellectual property issues in the EPA negotiations” (Para 12). 

6. The issues of investment policy, competition policy and government procurement ( “Singapore Issues”) which have been removed from the WTO’s Doha Work Programme should be kept outside the ambit of the EPAs. (Para 14).
Civil Society Statement on the Paris Club at 50: illegitimate and unsustainable. 
For at least the past 30 years much of the developing world has been crushed under a mass of foreign debts that – amongst other injustices and distortions - has put a stranglehold on its growth and poverty-reducing opportunities. This continued crisis, contrary to creditor governments’ overemphasized claims, has never been dealt with systematically. Rather, wealthy nations have imposed – through the IMF, World Bank and the Paris Club – a protracted state of unsustainability and emergency. As a consequence, a permanent exit from the debt trap has been consistently and willingly impeded, keeping debtor countries in a state of effective domination and dependence. This is clear from the number of negotiations that a large number of countries has had to endure over the years: we can count 14 visits for Senegal, 11 for Democratic Republic of Congo, 9 for Cote d’Ivoire, and 8 for Gabon. Moreover, one of the greatest concerns about these prolonged strings of restructurings is that loans that were often odious or illegitimate, get consolidated and relabelled and are subsequently extremely difficult to track down to their real origin.

In the Paris Club the creditors act as judge in their own case: the greater part of the negotiating process is concerned with decision-making amongst creditors alone. The delegation from the debtor country is only able to play a passive role in the process, accepting or declining the offer advanced by the creditors. Compared with domestic insolvency laws and procedures in Paris Club member countries, the Club is a medieval institution.As it is today, the Paris Club does not have any legitimacy. Civil society organizations from the South and the North demand a radical change of the current state of affairs in international debt management. Governments – and in particular those from creditor nations – must provide for comprehensive, fair and impartial based mechanisms for cases of unsustainable debt. To this end, we call on creditors to accept that they need to abandon their role as both party and ultimate judge, accepting a neutral instance to evaluate their requests against the debtors’ situation and needs. The governments represented in the Paris Club must take the opportunity of the 50 years to end current practices and move decisively to a new framework.

The European Parliament in favour of international treaty on trade in small arms and light weapons.
Strasbourg, 19/06/2006 (Agence Europe) – On 15 June, MEPs adopted a resolution in which they clearly call on the international community to begin talks with a view to establishing an international treaty regulating the trade in small arms and light weapons(SALW). The meeting was voted in the run-up to the conference on revision of the United Nations action plan on small arms scheduled to take place in New York from 26 June to 7 July. MEPs called on the international community to hold talks at the United Nations relating to a treaty on the international arms trade with a view to a legally binding instrument that would regulate arms transfers when these are of a kind that contribute to human rights violations or to crimes against humanity or which promote instability at regional and national levels as well as armed conflicts. MEPs also called on States taking part at the 2006 Conference to establish SALW programmes and measures to be duly integrated into international, regional and national development strategies and the fight against poverty. They recommended that gouvernments : - « ban the unauthorised possession and use » by civilians of SALW, automatic or semi-automatic guns and machine guns ; - set in place information and exchange programmes between States that wish to cooperate in the field of controlling SALW possession by civilians ; - and endeavour to reduce the excessive and undesirable demand for SALW within society. EP President mainly called for the resolution to be passed on to the Council and Commission, to Member State governments and parliaments as well as to the United Nations Secretary General. Six millions weapons are in circulation and cause the death of over 500,000 persons annually, that is, one person every minute.[image: image1.png]



