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European Food Security Group / EFSG meeting
Venue: CONCORD Secretariat, Brussels, Belgium

Day: Friday 28th May 2010

Timing: the meeting started at 9.30

Chair of the group: Stineke Oenema (ICCO)
CONCORD Secretariat: Romain Philippe (CONCORD Secretariat, PCD officer)
REPORT

A/. 
Strategic discussion on the Civil Society mechanisms at global and regional level – How the EFSG / CONCORD should approach these processes?

· FAO Committee on Food Security / CSO Mechanism process / presentation by Nora on the Zero Draft proposal for the set-up of the CSO Mechanism to the Committee on World Food Security (CFS)

The reformed CFS will aim at acting as a policy forum providing strategic policy and guidance to donors and governments. The first meeting of the reformed CFS will take place in October this year. It was decided at the civil society forum last year that the Contact Group would continue interfacing with the Bureau of the CFS until a mechanism for civil society participation is in place.

The Zero Draft has been circulated in three languages and comments have been submitted by several individual organisations (find more). The group went through the Zero Draft and the comments made by Cidse and Coordination Sud. It was decided that comments will be submitted on behalf of the EFSG. The discussion touched upon the issue of participants in the Coordination Committee, the structure and governance of the Coordination Committee, the role of the future Secretariat, etc.
	( The EFSG submission (attached) was circulated to the group (email from CONCORD Secretariat dated 31st May for final endorsement. 
Reminder: Comments by the group on the preparation for the 36th Session of the CFS


A first draft of the proposal will be elaborated throughout June by the organisations in the Contact Group (IPC, Oxfam, and ActionAid). There might be room for circulation of a second (final) draft before October. In general, it was felt that we need to stimulate inputs in the process. 

This raises the question of the role of CONCORD/EFSG as a regional NGO constituency. CONCORD/EFSG will have to meet prior to the annual CFS meeting from now on. There was also an acknowledgement that Daniel vdS has carried out on a voluntary basis the participation of CSOs in the FAO Regional consultations for the Europe region over the last two years. 

	A document will be developed along the same lines to organize the regional representation of CSOs for the Europe region with a view to organize the selection of the European members of the Coordination Committee. 
Taskforce to work on this document: Gert Engelen, Aurèle Destree, Nora McKeon, Julie Flament.


· Organisation of the NGOs’ representation in the CSO Mechanism to the CFS
The group discussed the initiative from Chris Leather (Oxfam) to organize “INGOs” in their representation in the CSO Mechanism. Stineke and Nora have discussed with Chris L. (including in Dublin the week before this meeting). In principle, it was agreed that there should be no difference made between NGOs and INGOs and that any new mechanism should not duplicate the existing well-organized networks at regional level. It was also acknowledged that not only development NGOs but all relevant networks for food security should be involved. The ‘Global Food Security and Nutrition Dialogue’ web-based network aims at facilitating dialog. 

	With a view to organise the participation of NGOs in the Coordination Committee, a Code of Conduct and Terms of Reference will be developed, with a mapping of the relevant networks which should be involved. For example, the International Forum of NGO Platforms (82 national platforms, including some with broader constituency than NGOs).


· Global agriculture and food security programme (GAFSP) / Steering Committee of the World Bank Trust Fund / ongoing process for the selection of a Northern and Southern CSO participant in the Steering Committee 

This discussion was based on previous email exchanges with the Steering group and the CFS taskforce, as well as to the EFSG members.

Background: $22 billion pledged at G8 in L’Aquila; the Steering Committee of the Trust Fund is responsible for approving projects submitted for funding. Calls for proposal for national development agencies have already been approved. 

For information, David Nabarro is a member of the SC as representative of the High-Level Task Force on the global food security crisis. 
	Cidse supporting document on the GPAFS, circulated by Cidse on 31st May – attached 

Find more on the GAFSP Fund.


One of the issues is how to bring the GPAFS in the framework of the CFS. There is also the question of the evaluation of the Fund (not only evaluating the involvement of CSOs in the Steering Group but also assessing the governance of the Fund).
On the issue of CSO participation in the Steering Committee of the Trust Fund, a selection process led by INTERACTION (US NGO platform), in close contacts with CONCORD, CCI and other platforms and networks, has led to the nomination of Neil Watkins (ActionAid US) to act as Northern CSO participant in the SC. The Southern CSO participation is Ndiogou Falls (former president of ROPPA from 2000 to 2010) – more information in the email from Nora McKeon attached. It is also foreseen that a second Southern CSO participant will be nominated by Asian food producers’ organisations. 
B/. 
Discussion on the outcomes of the Forum ‘Food, Agriculture, Trade and Environment’
· Feedbacks from the participants in the Forum and implications for the group and its capacity to link-up with other CONCORD working processes.

	The ‘Outcomes’ (based on discussions during the working session in groups) and the report of the Forum are circulated separately to the EFSG members and to the other participants in the Forum.

The main outcomes of the Forum are presented to the Policy Forum (4 June) and at the General Assembly of CONCORD (22-23 June).


The main outcomes and acknowledgements of interest to the EFSG:

· The Forum offers the opportunity to move forward with the IAASTD letter, following the presentation by Janice Jiggins (one of the lead author of the IAASTD exercise) during the Forum.

· The EFSG decided in 2009 to promote the IAASTD at EU level; process had to wait for the new institutions to be in place (Commission and Parliament); changes have been made on the draft letter (reference to the CFS reform, to the EC communication on food security, etc.).

	The letter is a ‘generic’ letter, to be used towards any EU/national policy-makers; when used, it should be accompanied with the article by P. Mulvany + the IAASTD Global Summary.

An advocacy plan will be developed; it should include a meeting in Brussels with DG Development and the relevant groups in the EP / MEPs willing to take this agenda forward (need to identify the relevant MEPs to engage with). Look at MEPs involved in the debate on the future of the CAP, for instance (G. Lyon, etc.)
Use the IAASTD to engage with the Belgium Presidency of the EU; future Hungarian Presidency.

The letter should be disseminated at national level if relevant in the national context/plans of the respective national platforms; role of NPs to link-up with their respective MEPs.

A plan will be proposed to EFSG members by the end of June. 


· Environment was there, compared to 2008; we had a more comprehensive picture of the issues; we need to better link them together; awareness sustainable agriculture and the impact of climate change on agriculture is there; we need policy-makers to take action now;
· Need to assess what has changed since the crisis on food prices and what has not; the same food trade systems are in place; work at national level is needed; the coordination within the group is crucial here;

· The EFSG needs views beyond CONCORD Europe (ROPPA, Via Campesina, other networks, etc.) to take into account in its work; the group has contacts with very diversity of groups and networks around the world;

· The EFSG needs to link more agriculture/food with trade/market issues (EPAs negotiations, WTO agenda, CAP, food markets, agribusiness and corporations, etc.); need to integrate these issues and look at how to be influential; question of the capacity of the Trade working group of CONCORD; Stop EPAs Campaign and the Cotonou working group are relevant constituencies to link-up on EPAs; in FAO Regional consultations in Yerevan, there was an understanding that there are many trade issues linked to agriculture/farming; trade is central to ROPPA, Via Campesina, COPA-COGECA, etc.; the EFSG needs to create a space here; do not need a trade group as such; trade should be cross-cutting topic, at least reflected in general terms in EFSG papers;

· The risks are: trade is sometimes technical; interest to work on trade only when momentum is there (during EPAs negotiations, for instance)
· To start with:

the IAASTD summary(trade issues are there)

the “Trade, Agriculture and Development” Principles Paper (March 2010, Trade working group)
CFS session in October will have three policy issues on the agenda, including “vulnerability” (climate change, price vulnerability)
· Targets: ACP-EU Joint Parliamentary Assemblies, agenda of the relevant Committees in the European Parliament, meetings with MEP assistants, etc. Several member organisations are already engaging with these targets (CFSI, SOS Faim…)
· Other capacities within CONCORD: to Cotonou group (still operating) and the Trade working group (need to talk with Karin Ulmer).

· In the future, more work will need to be done at national level; members would need more backup from CONCORD to engage with their respective governments; more work will have to take place in-betweens meetings.

	The EFSG should receive feedbacks from the national platforms on their priorities at national level; a questionnaire will be circulated to members of the EFSG.


C/. Review of the EFSG work plan processes:

· The meeting in Dublin (17-18 May) on the Comprehensive Framework of Action
The meeting was a UN consultation with the participation of +/- 100 CSOs/NGOs from the North and the South, European governments (US not present), David Nabarro…

Now back to the Reference Group (20 States) for finalization; one month to finalize a revised version of the CFA; the intention is to present the new CFA at the CFS in October, although this will not consist in a submission for approval by the CFS.

David Nabarro raised issues (role of women, land tenure, etc.); concrete proposals have been made during the meeting; some will be put forward; since the first CFA consultations took place, different groups/networks had been involved; some have declined the invitation to the consultation in Dublin (Via Campesina for instance).

	It was not possible for the EFSG to come up with a comprehensive contribution before the meeting in Dublin; the opportunity was lost; individual member organisations did contribute directly beforehand.


· The TAFAD and the meeting in Brussels (end of April) on the Food Assistance Convention (FAC)

TAFAD is a platform of 7 countries and 14 NGOs; was formed in 2007 to monitor the renegotiation of the FAC; Alessandra Spalletta is the contact person in Brussels; EC is quite involved in the negotiations (EU-driven process); still a question mark whether the FAC will be revised; decision is to be taken in June by the parties to the FAC (EU, Argentina, Australia, Canada, Japan, Sweden, US, and Norway); main issues are the activities that are ‘missing’ in the FAC; the EU is struggling to find consensus between Member States; US and Japan reluctant to use the FAC mechanism; TAFAD is reviewing its definition of food assistance to include concerns on quality and quantity of food transfers.
	For CONCORD: to acknowledge the importance of the FAC and raising awareness of Member States; there are divergent views on food aid in the EU; the UK is rather against food assistance, for example; raising-awareness of MEPs (M. Striffler)?

Considering that the US and Japan are the main ‘opponents’ to the revision, CONCORD/EFSG can only do awareness-raising towards some key Members States (Germany…).

VOICE is involved in the process (they had a meeting in April?); linkages with the EC communication on Humanitarian Food Assistance?); the group needs more research on the FAC.
Option: TAFAD + Derek to draft a letter that the EFSG could use.


· Advancing African Agriculture
Presentation of the outcomes on the three chapters (land grabbing, implementation of the Food Facility, and the EU dairy policy);

Main recommendations in the chapter on EU dairy policy (field studies in Burkina Faso, Senegal and Kenya): more regulation, protection of borders, economic policies in Africa, production quotas in the EU, policies mutually supportive.

Remarks:

The purpose of the exercise is to support the advocacy capacities of African farmers.

The thematics in the report this year are related to our thinking on trade/food. 

The possibility to protect borders often exists but it is not used by governments.

Application of the policy coherence for development/PCD approach in the developing countries (balance the different interests between stakeholders); the next AAA exercise would approach more PCD. 

The Milk chapter will support our thinking on the CAP.

	How to value: to be used in the framework of CONCORD’s work on PCD as a case study; next Spotlight report coming in 2011.


	EFSG taskforce on the CAP: Gert, Anne-Catherine, Daniel, Damien/Pascal, Aurèle, APRODEV


Main findings in the Food Facility chapter (field visits in Mali, Burkina Faso and Burundi): the minimum amount for proposals too high for farmers’ organisations to apply (only one, the Tanzanian Farmers’ Union); the Food Facility is a ‘one-shot’ response but the chapter puts forward recommendations for the longer term EU food security/agricultural policy; the FF has been used to top-up projects which were long-term projects; smallholders are a priority (cf. the EC communication on food security) but funding procedures are designed in such a way which excludes them from the process.

Remarks:

WVI has a project funded by the Food Facility in Senegal; will forward the study to their counterparts.

Assessment of the Food Facility still a relevant topic for 2011-2012? Should the EFSG / CONCORD continue to evaluate FF projects; avoid European NGOs evaluating their own projects; this might be possible in the framework of the next AAA monitoring exercise (looking at direct support to African agriculture).

	How to value: have a discussion at the European Parliament when the EC report to the EP/Council on the implementation of the Food Facility.

Link with the upcoming mid-term review of the FSTP.

Plan a meeting with DG Development; September?


Main findings in the land tenure / land grabbing chapter (field studies in Mozambique and Uganda): 

More on: www.grain.org/landgrab 

	How to value: Public hearing at the European Parliament on land grabbing (to be confirmed). 


	The 2009- 2010 CSO monitoring report should be read in the context of the recent EC communication on food security. 


Advancing African Agriculture monitoring exercise – 3-year planning: 

A 3-year planning exercise with regional farmers’ organisations has been elaborated; issues will be looked at based on a shared analysis in Europe and in Africa; issues include access to land, models of agriculture for smallholder farmers, opportunities for trade barriers, and food rights, control of local and regional markets, production capacities in Africa, family farming…

A 1-day activity will be organized in September with EU officials; objective will be both to draw lessons from the 2009 exercise and to plan the next monitoring exercise (after 2010); Euronaid budget could be used for this activity. 
	The EFSG should endorse the 5-pages summary of the findings; cf. email from CONCORD Secretariat (dated 31st May ‘Immediate follow-up to EFSG meeting_AAA endorsement’) and email from Gert Engelen (dated 16th June).

The report has been endorsed by the EFSG, but it is important that also individual organisations support the findings. Signatures can be sent until 30 June to Stefania Boccaleoni.


· EC communication on food security
Conclusions have been adopted by the Council on 10th May; positive points: acknowledgement of the role of smallholder farmers, land grabbing, right-to-food, and the link with the EC communication on Humanitarian food assistance; negative: nothing about (new) funding; this document is an “EU” Policy Framework” but the degree of accountability is not clear (cf. the remarks made by DG Dev/W. Olthof in February)

Pending: the question is how this will be translated into national plans/operationalization; the conclusions propose an implementation plan for 2010; there should be an implementation phase; several Member States have policy plans for food security; they could assess their respective plans vis-à-vis the EU Policy Framework (which sets good principles indeed).

	Volunteering to look into the implementation: Gert, Nora, Cliona, Constanze, Stineke.


· Meeting with FAO (28 May) regarding the ‘1billionhungry’ Campaign

This is a public campaign; can be endorsed by individuals/organisations. 

· Meeting of the European Food Sovereignty Movement (25-26 May) in Brussels
The European Food Declaration was circulated 3-4 months ago to the group; >100 organisations have signed; A Forum will be held in Austria in summer 2011.

	The European Food Declaration is re-circulated to the EFSG; individual organisations can endorse it. 


· MDG+10 High-level Summit in September 

CONCORD is envisaging being represented in New-York. This is discussed within the MDG taskforce. 
· Deport from the FAO Regional consultations held in Yerevan (May)

The report would be ready within days. Daniel vdS
