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Today's wave of global land grabbing is a huge and serious problem, requiring urgent
action. GRAIN is a small organisation working with many other groups in different parts of
the world. While situations are quite diverse, we can highlight and echo some basic ideas of
what needs to be done being articulated by groups on the ground. We'll break them into
four blocks.

1. Peasant organisations, pastoralists, indigenous peoples and other local
communities directly affected by land grabbing are calling, on governments
and companies, for

e The cancellation of projects and restitution of their lands. These projects are
illegitimate for many reasons, a very common one being that communities are not
being consulted much less asking for them. People are being dispossessed and
evicted, and rights are being trampled. That is why a basic need is to get agreements
cancelled, and control over or access to the lands returned to the people who were
or are there.

e The honouring of customary tenure over their lands and related resources (e.g.
water). Small farmers, fisherfolk, indigenous peoples and other communities in
many parts of the world are seeking securitisation of their rights to land and
territory. The solution is not market-based individual land titling, as pushed for
decades by World Bank and other official 'development’ assistance bodies. This
often leads to concentration of control over land by powerful elites. Rather,
community-based systems of control and access need to be recognised, respected
and implemented because they are more appropriate.

e Transparency over all deals entered into or under negotiation thus far, so that
proper action can be taken. This is basic. There is a tremendous lack of information
about large scale land acquisitions taking place. Transparency is not a cure or an
end goal, and will not solve problems by itself. But without knowledge of what is
going on, local groups cannot act to the best of their abilities.

e An end to the culture of abuse surrounding these deals. Different kinds of abuses
are taking place and seem to be growing with these land grab deals. Human rights
violations such as involuntary displacements, physical violence with people getting
injured and killed, questions about fraud, corruption and criminality, even the
misrepresentation of lands being offered for lease as "marginal, "uninhabited" or
"state owned", are on the rise in many countries. It is a widespread problem and
needs to be addressed.

Groups that we have been working with do not want or accept RAI/PRI/ESG types of
approaches (regulations, codes, principles or guidelines) to make large scale land deals
acceptable or 'win-win'. A basic reason for this is because such approaches are grounded in
fundamentally wrong premises (e.g. notions that large scale land acquisitions can be made
ethical or equitable, that land is a commodity or something that can be taken away from
communities on acceptable terms, that large scale land deals are somehow in the national
or public interest, that the challenge is to securitise the 'investment' rather than
communities' access to the resources, that self-regulation by the industry is a step in the
right direction, etc).



In addition, in some countries there are very high-level political discussions going on about
whether and how to limit foreigners' rights to gain control over farmland (Argentina,
Brazil, Colombia, Uruguay, Australia, New Zealand, the DRC, etc) in which rural groups
are sometimes participating. However, in some places, there is a tendency to distort the
issue by restricting the problem to that of states purchasing land (as distinct from private
sector FDI, which is presented as something unquestionably good) and to dissociate it
from the larger ongoing plague of land concentration. It is also common that foreign
'investors' can and do hide behind complex business structures and payment methods to
avoid detection as foreign entities. As a consequence, many local groups see this approach
as not very effective.

2. In the meantime, people are organising themselves to:

Build alliances and movements to stop land grabbing (e.g. the Dakar Appeal
articulated at the World Social Forum in February 2011; the international alliance
launched by La Via Campesina in Mali in November 2011; regional campaigns being
launched in West Africa, Asia and elsewhere; the Global Day of Action against land
grabbing being organised this coming 17 April; etc)

Train paralegals and create legal clinics to assist rural communities, particularly
women, to file complaints with, and seek formal redress from, relevant legal systems
(national, regional, UN)

Create public political pressure in countries where land grabbers are headquartered,
from Malaysia, Brazil and India to the Netherlands, Switzerland and US

Work with the media to raise social awareness about what is going on

Document cases in all ways possible

Create landgrab alert systems, particularly to prevent the escalation of conflicts into
violence

Etc

These efforts are crucial and need greater support.

3. In terms of the EU, civil society groups are talking about how:

European development finance, at both state and EU levels, needs to be scrutinised
and held accountable for direct and indirect involvement so that all ties to land
grabbing projects are cut (e.g. EU support to the Ethiopian government's
'villagisation' programme; the direct involvement of some half a dozen European
development banks and funds in Addax Bioenergy in Sierra Leone; EBRD's recent
$10 million loan to, and plan to become a shareholder in, the French firm
Agrogeneration, which has been acquiring rights over farmland in Ukraine and
Argentina; etc).

The EU biofuels mandates and subsidies need to be immediately withdrawn, and
REDD/REDD+/carbon market initiatives that similarly incentivise landgrabs be
scrapped.

The massive direct involvement of EU-based businesses -- from pension funds to
energy companies to agribusiness firms -- needs to be scrutinised and redirected to
more sustainable and, where possible, public investments.

Multilateral agencies that facilitate or legitimise land grabbing with EU
participation (e.g. EBRD, World Bank, IFC, FAO, IFAD, UNCTAD, G8, G20, etc)
need to have their role changed.

Laws facilitating tax havens under jurisdiction of EU member states have to be
withdrawn, as land grabbers are making ample use of them.



4. The larger and permanent solution straddles two pillars:

e Genuine agrarian reform. For decades, peasants organisations have been calling
for deep redistributive programmes along the lines of 'land to the tiller'. In some
countries, it's a programme still unaccomplished. In other countries, such
programmes were accomplished some time ago but are coming undone now.
Growing land concentration and the capture of food and agricultural resources by
corporations, especially the finance industry, is a serious problem. Customary
systems of tenure and rights need to be urgently respected, with true equity for
women.

e Policies to support and implement food sovereignty. In virtually all cases, today's
global farmland grab is entrenching the industrial model of agricultural production
and food distribution, which is highly oriented towards export markets and
corporate concentration and control. We need to break that trend and promote
instead small-scale, family-based farming systems. This means reorienting policies
on agricultural production (e.g. Common Agricultural Policy), marketing, trade and
investment. Investment is needed. But investment in agroecological farming
methods, local and regional markets and infrastructures, and community-based
approaches. These are the food systems people are calling for today because of their
great capacity to support both sustainability and social justice.

ACRONYMS

DRC - Democratic Republic of Congo

EBRD - European Bank for Reconstruction and Development
ESG - environmental, social, governance (issues)

EU - European Union

FAO - UN Food and Agriculture Organisation

FDI - foreign direct investment

G8 - Group of 8 (countries)

G20 - Group of 20 (countries)

IFAD - International Fund for Agricultural Development

IFC - International Finance Corporation

PRI - principles for responsible investing

RALI - responsible agricultural investment

REDD(+) - Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest Degradation (plus)
UN - United Nations

UNCTAD - UN Conference on Trade and Development

For more information, please see farmlandgrab.org and grain.org (EN, FR, ES)
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http://www.grain.org/

