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European Food Security Group meeting

Venue: FAO Headquarters, Pakistan Room http://www.fao.org/unfao/bodies/council/cl135/InfPartcl135_en.htm 

Information sheet in French (in attachment) 
Day: Thursday 25 June
Timing: 10 am to 5.30 pm  
Chair of the meeting: Tom Arnold (Concern Worldwide) 


CONCORD Secretariat: not present 

Agenda
10.00 – 10:45 

Introductory session

· Welcome to Rome and presentation of the programme – Nora

· Self presentation of participants

· Up-date on results of Bellagio and 23 June CFS contact group (Antonio, Francisco and Daniel)

· Update the Questionnaire
· Discussion/agreement on how to conduct interviews with speakers

10:45 – 11:45 

Interview with M. David Nabarro on the High-level Task Force on the Global Food Security Crisis 
· see the list of questions sent to M. David Nabarro

11:45 – 12:45 

Interview with Maria del Carmen Squeff on the reform of the Committee on Food Security (accompanied by Kostas Stamoulis, from the Secretary of the CFS)

· see the list of questions sent to Mrs. Maria del Carmen

12.45 – 13.15 

Kick-off of the discussion
13:15-14:15 Lunch 

(provided at the FAO Headquarters)
14:15- 16.15 
Internal Discussion

· CFS reform and the Global Partnership on Agriculture and Food Security
16.15 – 17.15
Interview with Thomas Price on the 2009 World Food Summit and on the parallel CSO Forum 
17.15 – 17.30 

EFSG format: ways forward and closing of the meeting 

Background documents
· document ‘Questions to speakers’

· list of participants (temporary) 

· other background documents (more content-related) are posted on the CONCORD extranet (accessible to all CONCORD members with a login and password – ask the CONCORD  

Participants’ list

	Name
	Organisation

	Tom Arnold
	Concern - chair of the EFSG

	Stefania Boccaleoni
	

	Ada Civitani
	Association of Italian NGOs

	Paola De Meo
	

	Juliane Friedrich
	World Vision Deutschland

	Geraldine Galvaing
	UKFG

	Alberta Guerra
	FOCSIV (Italian NP)

	Magdalena Kropiwnicka
	ActionAid

	Damien Lagandré
	GRET (Coordination Sud)

	Chiara Martinelli
	

	Derek McDowell
	

	Nora McKeon
	Terra Nuova

	Stineke Oenema
	ICCO

	Antonio Onorati
	

	Marek Poznanski
	CSA

	Francisco Sarmento
	ActionAid

	Milan Sindler
	Slovak Platform

	Marc Somers
	Caritas Europe

	Ruchi Tripathi
	Concern

	Daniel Van Der Steen
	CSA

	Constanze von Oppeln
	Welthungerhilfe

	
	

	
	

	
	



Need to check final list, can participants please check if their name / organization have been mentioned?


Minutes of the meeting (by Géraldine Galvaing and checked by Stineke Oenema)

( Antonio and Francisco Sarmento on the Bellagio meeting, May 2009 and CFS Contact Group meeting, 23 June 2009

Antonio and Francisco gave a brief report of the CFS meeting in Bellagio which took place on 25-28 May 2009. This meeting, convened by the FAO, gathered nearly 30 participants to discuss the participation of the civil society in the activities of FAO and in particular in the FAO Committee on Food Security (CFS) which should be reformed. Important components of the reform include criteria for membership and the modalities of participation for the various members. The 23 June 2009 was a meeting of the Contact Group which was set up in Bellagio to redefine the Committee and to set it up. His membership comprises representatives of governments, intergovernmental organizations (IGOs) and a group composed of NGOs, civil society organisations and the private sector.
 
Participants were working in four Working Groups: 
WG1- Role and Vision of the CFS
WG2- Membership
WG3- Procedures and mechanisms
WG4- High Level Panel of Experts (to support to work of the CFS)

The decisions taken in the Working Groups, which have made different levels of progress, were presented by Antonio:
Group 1: CFS should be seen as a platform to coordinate countries’ efforts in policies and programmes. The CFS does not have concrete goals but is a place to coordinate. 
Group 2: CSOs will be interacting with the CFS through a forum.
Group 3: No concrete proposal came out of that group, partly because it is difficult to discuss “procedures and mechanisms” if “Role and Vision of the CFS” and “Membership” are not clear. 
Group 4: Some countries are not keen on being accountable to the CFS. CSOs should reinforce their efforts to make countries accountable. The High Level Panel of Experts (larger than the FAO in terms of networks of expertise, knowledge) should:
- Support members of the CFS and governments.
- Give a scientific base for decisions. 
There were important divisions between different groups of countries (China, US, EU). The US, EU, Australia and Canada put no name under this panel. 

The CFS will indicate priorities but CSOs must stress the need to include the subsidiarity principle. The CFS will not be a place to take decisions but to clarify issues.


( David Nabarro on the High Level Task Force (HLTF) 

I - Update on the wider process
David Nabarro has developed the understanding that the HLTF only is a grouping of instances and that it is not desirable that it lasts longer than necessary. The purpose of the HLTF is to discuss with different actors (through Comprehensive Framework of Action) what would be a coherent and effective response to the food crisis. The following elements need to be taken into account: 
1- The use of the Right to Food as an underlying framework. The coordinator is confident that in a few years people will be embracing the Right to Food. The HLTF currently uses the RtF as a base for its work.   
2- The twin-track approach: acute hunger and safety nets need to be tackled and dealt with by governments and long term investment. At the same time one must pay attention to markets and trade (which influences the value farmers get for their product) and patterns of trade (producer and goods).

The HLTF is still debating how it will deal with the debate between trade and the Right to Food and how it will include the work of farmers’ organisations.

II- Description of the work of the HLTF
The core/legitimate area of the work of the HLTF is to make sure there is consistency between members of the HLTF at the global, regional and national levels. It must ensure that there is the same spirit at all levels. This task is more difficult at country level because organisations have been working in different compartments: agricultural groups, nutrition, markets, etc. The HLTF tries to create a mood and support partnership work. 

Example of CAADP in Africa
FAO has shown a strong commitment to work with the HLTF to support CAADP. There were lots of blockages because capacity is declining but the HLTF tries to mobilise resources from bilateral donors.  

Three strands emerged in the work of the HLTF:
1- Openings in WTO to make agriculture as a special item. This is supported by Olivier de Schutter and Pascal Lamy.
2- UNCTAD has provided a nice analysis about the possibility of protecting embryonic markets.
3- Need to develop the capacity of small farmers, women and children as well as infrastructure: there is a need to invest in producers organisations. IFAD has a history of doing this but the HLTF needs to coordinate efforts with others.
 
Committee on Food Security
The CFS Contact Group will be important and will have an impact/will be able to feed in the discussions on work at country level and on the way the UN is working.

Challenges:
1- Agriculture has gone in recession because it is not popular with governments. Re-education and capacity building are necessary. 
2- The process is not quick and it takes time to build relationships. However there is growing recognition that ways of working were not optimal and producers have to be at the center of operations. Paradigm shift takes time.  

What links should be built? 
Four findings:
1- At country level: Most countries do not yet apply  the full horizontal spectrum of the activities as proposed in the CFA. Only Mozambique does. 
2- At country level: additional actors are not well represented at global level but will if the CFS renewal takes place.
3- Disconnection between financial institutions and technical organisations (WHO, FAO). There is a need to bridge the gap. 
4- There is no capacity at country level. There is a need for willingness to invest in capacity. 

Coordination is key and the role of the HLTF is to support regional initiatives and activities. 

CFS renewal will provide legitimacy for CSOs that have broader membership with farmers’ organisations.

Resource mobilisation 
Resource mobilisation is happening and the CFS is part of that spirit. New resources will come this year as this was identified as a priority. The CFS supports the Alquila statement and the HLTF needs to make new emerging donors (Gates Foundation, etc…) understand that it is important. Belgium, the Netherlands, France, Germany and the UK need to contribute financially this year or make the commitment to do so in a few years. The HLTF works to develop a coherent approach/response to support rural economies and needs to be supported by donors. 

The HLTF and quality of participation
1- Perception of farmers. Cultural change will require a lot of hard work but there already is a clear recognition within FAO, IFAD, part of WB, UNICEF and UNDP that to survive on less than 1-2$ a day is very difficult. 
2- Food security is everyone’s business. All ministers need to work together. There is a need to empower Ministers of Agriculture by encouraging others to work with them. A Minister of agriculture is key for the survival of a country.

Why is change possible now? 
Producers of this world, their rights and their ways of living are put at the centre of discussions. Discussions are people centred. 


( Maria del Carmen Squeff on the reform of the Committee for Food Security (CFS)
Maria del Carmen Squeff made a presentation about the background, mandate and reform of the CFS (see attached). 

A discussion ensued about the CFS panel of experts, the importance of monitoring and evaluating policies, allocating responsibilities (accountability) and the crucial aspect of political will/governments’ commitment to the renewal of the CFS. 

The need for European CSOs to establish a dialogue with EU countries and to work with representatives at the national level and in Rome was stressed by several participants.   

Maria del Carmen asked whether the EFSG would be ready to give suggestions for the CFS meeting in mid-October during which the reform of the CFS will be discussed. 


( Afternoon session: EFSG internal discussion on the CFS reform and the GPAFS
Discussion based on the information provided in the morning session. 

The CFS reform is a work in progress. It is complementary to the work of the HLTF and informs the national level. There was consensus that if there is enough high-level support for the reform of the CFS, the EFSG should support it. This will require a tracking mechanism. Participants agreed that if the CFS was reformed this would make it easier to change policies at national level and that governments would commit to it.

There is an overall political message which needs to drill out to the national level. The EFSG should draft an outline of preferred options which could serve as a basis for debate at national level. The document written by De Schutter and which was circulated prior to the meeting could be used as a foundation statement. How best to engage with government representatives at the EU and national levels is still unclear but perhaps Romain Philippe could meet with Philip Mikos to discuss this issue?

The different options for membership were discussed and there was convergence on the 2nd option whereby members of the CFS include governments (voting rights) and small scale food producers and citizens with special interests in food production (no voting right) and where observers (no voting right) include CSOs, business representatives and intergovernmental organisations. A quota system should exist to ensure appropriate representation. 

There was consensus that change was possible because:
- There is political will. Governments are included.
- The Right to Food is included (3rd pillar). Paradigm change.  
Accountability can be obtained by deciding on guidelines that governments will bring to their home countries and implement. Governments will then face the CFS at national level and the Panel of Experts will draw lessons from national experiences that work.  
 
Actions:
- The EFSG will positively engage in discussions regarding the reform of the CFS.
- The EFSG Task Force will produce a short document to submit to the contact group of CFS. It will constitute the EFSG position/view of what the CFS would look like. This document will be circulated to the EFSG broader membership and should be ready by September.
- Documents related to the CFS renewal, including the notes of the contact group and working groups meetings, should be posted online on CONCORD’s website.  
- Perhaps Romain could meet with Philip Mikos regarding a possible dialogue between the EU institutions and CSOs about the reform of the CFS. 

( Thomas Price on the 2009 World Food Summit and on the parallel CSO Forum 

Thomas Price had a meeting earlier during the day with the Mayor’s office and it was agreed that a CSO forum will take place parallel to the High-Level summit will be organised on 16-17-18 November. Ignacio de Lula, heads of state of Latin America and sub-Sahara and a high-level representative of China will be present. He hopes that Obama will come.  Thomas Price hopes the CSO Forum will have links with the renewal of the CFS. However there will be no links between the summit and the renewal of the CFS as the event is co-managed by FAO, not through IPC.  

Calendar
Food Week will take place during the same week. 
High Level conference Feeding the World in 2025 (see below)
World Food Day on 16 October.

CSO Forum
· The contact person is still undecided. 
· The current proposition is the following: the CSO Forum would start on the weekend before the summit and would continue during the summit. 300 participants are expected. 
· Jacque Diouf would want participation of indigenous people, youth, women, farmers’ organisations.  The contact persons are:
- Youth: ??
- Women: Eve Crowley
- Indigenous people: Redina Laura??
- Farmers organisations: Thomas Price
· It was established at the preliminary meeting in Bellagio that there should be a steering committee (FAO + CSO). 
· There is currently no other funds that those of Secretariat available for the CSO forum.
· Not all participants in the CSO forum will be able to attend the Summit. Delegates will be welcome but there is still room for negotiation. 
· Issues the CSO forum may want to address:
- Financial crisis in food crisis (land, speculation)
- Global governance of food security
- Agriculture and Climate Change (Copenhagen in December)
- Fund for Food Security
- Support Measures for farmers
· The CSO forum would be held at the Centro del’ Altra Economia (also called Mattatoio).
· There could also be a meeting at the Mayor’s office.
· There will be opportunities for parallel events in FAO or public manifestations.
· Suggestions on process:
- Working Groups or break-out sessions
- Producers organisations want to have a unique voice (as expressed in Bellagio).
· Suggestions on messages:
- Commitment of member states to eradicate hunger by 2025 (by reform of CFS)
- 17% of ODA should be allocated to agriculture.
- The Maputo Declaration should be respected: 10% of national budgets in Africa should be allocated to agriculture and rural development. If there is no investment, the green revolution / CAADP will not go beyond.
 
Members of the EFSG asked whether the High Level conference “Feeding the World in 2050” would feed into the summit (This 3 day discussion is organised by Paul Collier - Secretariat is same as CFS) but there is currently no plan to link the two events.

Some members expressed the idea that there should be continuity between World food Day and the Roundtable Food crisis with CSO and that the CFS should reform the UNGA.
� 1 hour session, with 30-40 minutes for the speaker initial presentation (answers to the questions put forward) and 20-30 minutes for open/pending questions and reactions by the participants.


� Idem.
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