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Day I 

Wednesday, July 22, 2009
9:30-10:00
Group introductions and icebreaker
Anni welcomed everybody. Niko asked to do some energizer where everyone has to introduce themselves and tell others what are they excited about to be here for the workshop.
Niko requested to have a facilitator and a time keeper for the day to keep the smooth running of the workshop. He volunteered to be the facilitator of the day and Hope as the time keeper. He then outlined the workshop timetable. He explained what the group will do and achieve for the rest of the week. 

As for the first day, they will discuss the policy making guidelines whereby in the morning, they will discuss the basic elements and in the afternoon, they will break into groups and brainstorm. Day two of the workshop, they will go back to materials we developed for resource guide, the applicability of the materials and their interrelatedness and during the afternoon they will go for a community visit at Tanjung Karang, Selangor.  
In Day 3, they will discuss the materials and look more into applicability and case study in Malaysian and outside Malaysia. As for Day 4, they will develop the guidelines and they will finalize guidelines and do evaluation of workshops on the last day. 
Expectation Activity 

Niko asked everybody to write in a piece of paper their expectations, a phrase that relates to trade, relationship to trade, investment, finance and agricultural. 
Niko reflected upon the expectations of the group, they were very different sorts of approaches. As under investment, they are jobs, privatization, independence, power. 

Most of them hoped for the materials, to understand how to evaluate policies, learn from each other, finish the guidelines, and learn how to connect human rights, build on each other’s experience and expertise. 

He pointed out the objectives. That is to finish in detail the resource manual: develop a complication that someone could use to develop a workshop in the context of their community – as opposed to making a model workshop. Secondly, they want the materials to be relevant to our work at home – not just an academic exercise. 

10:00-10.30

Discuss the objectives of the second workshop

Niko said that they decide that the workshop at different places has different expectations. He hoped that everything that the group discussed would be very relevant and helpful to the organizations each of them belonged to. Areli asked whether it is applicable to everyone. 
Niko explained that they can be improvised. Sergio asked what the purpose of the workshop as a whole is and Niko answered that it is for the resource and later 
Eleanor added that some of the drafts can be made to the guidelines. Niko showed the last workshop’s documentation and discussed what to add-on.  He wanted to move to guidelines’ discussion.
Aldo opened the floor with the concept to guidelines. He added that it must be more oriented to advocacy and pushed the discussion a bit forward as to work that they are doing and hoped to reach their international target. He said that they are a group of people who cares about human rights but must do something as a start on economic policy issue. He spoke about what they have achieved from the last meeting in Bangkok. 

Areli added that not to be confused by guidelines and articles and that maybe at the beginning they should outline or mark the guidelines first. We have a lot of materials but must be documented and this guideline can be our bible. She suggested that guideline to be listed to everybody. 

Eleanor added that they could get back to the resource relationship for the guideline and what to emphasize. Louiza said that the guidelines can be used by the defenders so that they can know what the non-compliances of human rights are. It is useful for everybody to monitor and evaluate. Saji thought that it must be worked with the National Human Rights Institution, NGOs and defenders. 

Sergio concerned on the enforcement of such NGOs and how do they guidelines can be implemented in their countries. 
Niko thought of international cooperation in terms of “enforcement” at international level. They should ask themselves: whether governments would take guidelines seriously developed by a bunch of NGO’s. The elephant in the room – need to be aware and discuss as outset.

Saji expressed his concerned that if it is visible to some extent or endorsed by a body. For example, reports to UN commissions – they should make some reference to the standards UN has made. Secondly that every country under review by their human rights council. If they can push forward for the guidelines to be included in reports – or impact included on farmers. Maybe slowly it gets incorporated this way.

Niko added through bodies using these as a reference point – it would encourage governments to use them. Hopefully becomes part of the discussion over time. Lindberg principles for example - developed the same way and now it’s become utilized in countries and courts.

Eleanor said that for the next steps, they might want to discuss not only steps back home, but also at the international level as pointed out by Sergio. Niko agreed and said they will work together to figure out how they can promote it. 

Niko asked whether they want to have a break and read through the guidelines and get back at 11:00am. 

11:00 – 12:30

Discuss the human right based economic policy-making guidelines in the agricultural sector.

Niko asked for the title for the guidelines. He wanted it to be a human rights-based economic policy making guidelines on the agricultural sector. A guideline for a human rights approach to economic policy in the agricultural sector 
Aldo added as a human rights guideline for economic policy affecting agriculture 

Louiza mentioned that it is not just about economic policy, but human rights as well. Karam suggested the word farmers. But Areli warned that title should not become the document.

Niko outline the first topic: Human rights guidelines for economic policy-making affecting agriculture and farmers. Areli thought that farmers is too narrow – better to talk about human rights 

Karam thought is more about rights of farmers than agriculture sector – focusing on human rights of farmers, doesn’t mean they exclude other sectors. Personally he thought that it’s important to focus on the farmers, and how these elements protect their rights. Make states apply human rights principles to protect farmers rights. Thinks the guidelines shouldn’t be too general – important but too general. It should be trade, investment and farmers rights. 

Sergio agreed with Karam but suggested that their group has to make clear statements about who they’re talking about. But, maybe they save that for the principles statements – keep some sort of general title, but in the guiding principles, they state clearly who they’re talking about - differences between countries/cultures – so keep general in title. Also – he said that he would take the economic out. Trade and culture is something more – not just agriculture – i.e. food production, etc. Even if they put more perspective on economic – wouldn’t put it in title. 

Niko stated the next topic - Human rights guidelines for policy-making affecting agriculture. 
Karam requested to keep in mind the audience and Nicho added and how will the governments respond to titles. 

Aldo expressed his concern about leaving economic out – if they were to include all policy surrounding agriculture, way too broad. Don’t have the intellectual resources in that room to do that. They should focus on economic – because this is something that is often left out and it is out of specialty. It has to do with the audience as well – those who are making the economic policies are the ones they want to read these. If they take it out – the right people might not read it. They specifically want to reach finance people 

Hope agreed with Aldo. But, other rights are affected by economic policies – so they’re not leaving those out - just by saying that the economic policies affecting human rights as well. 

Karam shared his experience at the Conference in Cairo where most governments present aren’t democratic – but all members of UN. What is the advantage of their group? He asked whether they should focus more the people.

Sergio said that Aldo’s argument is the reason they should take economic out – very important to link economy and human rights together. But the only way they can do this, is to convey that economy is not everything – if they do this, they’re jumping in enemy territory. Aldo said that is why they have human rights in the title. 

Sergio reflected by saying that when he read the title he thought its addressing economy, and everything else in subordinate to it. Not saying it’s impossible to leave it in, but they’re saying that economy is the basis and everything else is related. But economy is the main principle and he didn’t think they should battle about that. 

Niko mentioned the topic of Human rights guidelines for economic policy-making affecting agriculture and rural populations 
Sergio started with pointing out that there are groups not included in farmers that they are worries about. Jane said that she liked the phrase – human rights approach

Niko gave the topic of Guidelines for a human rights approach to economic policy-making affecting agriculture and rural population 
Areli mentioned two of her concerns, firstly by saying policy making – not including 3 areas: trade, finance and investment. Policy making is not all, there are other parts of the process - looking for way to bridge all three to human rights. In this title, the group is looking to a very narrow issue. Need to include that they are dealing with these three types of economic processes. For example, UN – has human rights based approach to development. There is a huge amount of documents on these already. Also, World Bank and IMF should be dealing w/ this issue (human rights base approach in development).

She added that, they need to distinguish between those already existing and theirs. Make explicit what they are addressing – the three main issues. If it’s too general, then it is not that attractive.

Niko said that originally economic policy was trying to capture all three. Aldo asked whether it is just policy making.
Areli said doesn’t capture it all – only one part - other processes besides policy making that they are trying to deal with and how it affects agriculture. She asked maybe they can decide some options, and pick one at the end.

Hope said that it maybe come back later. They probably don’t want to spend too much time on it and then come back

Annie expressed her concern to this where it reflects on her country. Economic policy – every five years it changes. She asked which part of the policies they are looking at. Malaysia has agriculture policy as well. There is mixture of policies. Land issues are another type of policy. So – economic policy making is still quite restrictive. She questioned also what will make their guidelines different and that what is so special or unique about these guidelines. She was not sure if any other group has taken this exact approach, so they would draw on that in the title. 

Niko agreed that it is important to capture uniqueness.

Sergio noted that they need to have shorter title so people can refer to it easily. Maybe can have either short or long title together. He also thinks that they should include all the elements of their title workshop.

Eleanor added that this discussion of the title is important because it forces them to be clear on what they are supposed to be doing. It is more than just a title. During the January workshop – one advantage of talking about EP and HR together, forces their governments to put human face on these issues. She thought this is their distinctiveness – the groups who are affected. 

She furthered her discussion by stating that they must remember that government is the audience and who will be holding these documents. If organizations are going to use it to monitor, focus on the people within the scope of agriculture. 
This is their uniqueness – the people. The group want to protect and promote the HR of disadvantaged groups is agriculture. The starting point is these groups of people. Since they are starting from the people themselves, then they must go back and relate it to the policies. All of this is about protecting and promoting the rights of disadvantaged people. It affects not only content but structure. 

Annie wanted to add about marginalized groups – governments are still trying to identify who are the marginalized pops, because there are so many different groups. Also how each policy affects each different group – i.e. migrant workers, children, women, landowners, etc. Even traders can be marginalized. It depends are who they are looking at, so maybe including “marginalized population” – and then have to identify. 

Eleanor reflected that there is already a clear standard on how to address disadvantaged. They don’t need to go into all of that, but find ways of reflecting those standards, without getting into the classification of who is disadvantaged. 

Aldo questioned about “marginalized”- he asked are they talking about urban about populations too? Argentina for example, huge part of revenue comes from agricultural sector – it is also an issue how this is used to provide services. They can choose to focus only on rural, but need to be clear. He thought they are talking about all sectors of population. Policies affect urban sector as well. He thought it is also country specific, but he wanted to get a sense from the room. 

Louiza asked whether they are moving away from the title and discussing the contents. All these issues can be incorporated into the preamble. 

Niko agreed and think they should move on. But they should be clear that when they’re saying HR, they’re focusing on the human rights holders and also should address urban and rural population.

Sergio called for the starting points – they are not talking about agricultural generally. What their primary task or goal or reference is human rights for people directly revolved in agricultural. That’s the starting point – and then you can move onto other groups. But it is too broad to include those groups as reference points. Relates to the conceptual framework – they’re all using a different concept of agricultural (for example cattle). 
They need to be very clear about this. Farmer’s definition is not broad enough – because some people fishing or harvesting natural resources – so not technically farmers. 

Hope noted that the rural/urban issue is specific to countries. In her country, some small scale farmers even in urban settings. Disadvantaged can be better than rural and in some countries, urban subsistent farmers. 

Annie said looking at her country – agricultural always connected to something else. There you can see what the administrative functions are. If you leave agricultural as it is, to her, no matter how or what is in there, if it’s attached to something else, it’s already limited. 

Louiza said they need to go back and look at our def of agricultural. It will make it much easier to figure this out, including rural/urban issue. 

Niko wanted to transition into structure, and get something generally before lunch. He requested everyone to briefly write down notes about some of the guidelines they are talking about. 

UN Poverty Reduction - Intro/preamble, the process, the content, accountability and monitoring. And matric guidelines – intro, why the rights are important, meanings or rights, responsibilities of action holders and victims of violations, guiding principles and redress mechanism also the principles and guidelines.
Evictions and Displacement - scope and nature, general obligations (sort of preamble) prior, during and after - the remedies. Monitoring mechanism, international community and interpretation. 

He added that if they can have the main sections, that would be very helpful. 

 (A) INTRODUCTION: objectives, rights holders (general sense), duty-bearers, define economic policy, include trade, etc., 

(B) ACTORS IN AGRCULTURE, TYPES OF AGRICULTURE, SPECIFIC AG POLICIES

(C) INTERRELATED ECONOMIC POLICY TOOLS 

(D) ACCOUNTABILITY AND MONITORING SAFEGUARDS 

Eleanor added that every time we say “policy”, we should include “rules”. Niko suggested “norms” is a good word. Aldo asked about principles. Sergio agreed with norms is more general. 

Areli thought about what the translator will do. Niko answered they can determine later the exact word. He wanted to try to get main sections about before lunch. 

Sergio wanted the conceptual framework should be separated from intro. Jane asked if the conceptual framework maybe written before intro.
Niko said that the introduction very short with few paragraphs. Guiding principles will be the first section of substance. Eleanor wanted to make introduction just about objectives, scope and nature. 

Jane said they need a section about how these rights will fit into the different institutions. Karam wanted to include something about “why” – why do we have these guidelines - a more humanistic vision 

Niko thought that fits into the introduction – our new vision

Sergio asked about national and international responsibilities. Should they have a specific point on this? Connected with how they see the role of the state. 

Niko wanted to include in last section – the need for institutional building and new policies. Areli said maybe to include the time element (before, during, after) – for specific projects 

Niko asked any other sections they might be missing. Sergio mentioned under D – roles of individual states and international cooperation 

Niko added extraterritorial obligations of governments and responsibilities and obligations of international organizations and non-state actors under D.

He listed the actors are rights-holders, farmers, fisher folks, social movements, indigenous human rights defenders, workers and added multi-functionality of agriculture’.

Eleanor hoped they are to distinguish between C and D and E. D talks about role. E talks about accountability. Put safeguards in D, and violation and regress goes more in E. Safeguards very much a part of the policy. On institutional building, it has to move to D, because this is what they’re expecting states to do – not really about accountability.
Aldo said both because institutions can be set up for accountability and monitoring. 

Louiza said it might also be in B very generally, because its part of the new vision and Nicho asked whether to include economic crisis in these guidelines, important enough or is it just about the moment.
Areli thought maybe just about how even in crisis, states have human rights obligations. But I think guideline not to deal too much with the crisis itself. 

Sergio didn’t think they should have a separate section, but if they related the crisis directly to the price of food, for example. It depends how they address it. Aldo agreed it should address in terms of having obligations even in time of crisis. 

Karam added it should go back to before/during/after. 

Eleanor wanted to add another take on the crisis – under D, emphasize roles and obligations of state whether or not there is a crisis. 

12:00 -13:00 LUNCH

13:00 – 17:00

Continue to discuss the human rights-based economic policy-making guidelines in the agricultural sector 
Sergio asked would it be easier if we go through the materials we have already to put in the guidelines. Eleanor wanted to define more clearly before we begin to make sure there is no overlap. 

GROUP DISCUSSION

· Group B: Niko, Areli, Hope, Saji, Karam, Caitlin, Jane 

· Group C: Aldo, Anni, Sergio, Louiza, Eleanor, Meredith

15:00 – 15:30 BREAK

15:30 – 17:00

Re-convene 

Niko asked whether should the discussion of the rights go in C. Sergio answered yes. Rights go in C – framework in B. 

Niko gave summary of section E discussion 

· Human rights impacts assessments: pre, during, after 

· National, regional, international: gaps in protection 

· Lack of remedy and need to strength accountability mechanisms 

· Regional level – importance of certain regional actors, what their responsibilities are

· International: committees, SRs, NGOs themselves 

· Horizontal incoherence

· National human rights institutions 

Aldo gave the summary of section D discussion 

· Linkages between policy tools and agricultural sector 

· General statement about policy tools that are in themselves are neutral 

· Apply things that come up in other guidelines: non-discrimination; certain minimal standards; etc. 

· Indicators beyond just economic ones – HR should be the basis for indicators 

· Primacy of human rights law 

· Want to look at extraterritorial obligations 

· Examples of specific cases or policies that violated rights, or trends around policies 

Annie distributed tomorrow’s itinerary.
Day 2

Thursday, JULY 23rd
9:00
ENERGIZER

9:10 – 10:30
Discuss the Training Materials in general 

ALDO was the facilitators for the day and wanted discuss the brief look at the training resources. The goal is to bring back the materials and use them back home. Some elements are common too all – goal is that they are able to connect the cultural sector as a bridge between economic policies and human rights. Visually - Idea is that you’ll we have the agriculture sector – and the conceptual framework at the top. 
They agreed that they have a description of what we mean by agriculture in item IV. Also in number IV, list all of the human rights that are affected by agriculture. However, they don’t want to limit it just to food, for example. They want to add at the same time, a number of policy tools (trade, finance, investment). This is in number V. Again, don’t want to simplify this.

He added that in number VI, they have a series of mechanisms for claiming or demanding that these policy tools are implemented in a way that ensures that the policies lead most clearly to the fulfilment of the human rights obligations that they have in mind. A number of accountability mechanisms – some mechanisms that are more judicial, quasi-judicial, or non-judicial. Aldo said that they already talked about this in Bangkok. 
The methodology that they decided on in Bangkok, that each of them would rely on some real case from the countries we are in. Any of them, hopefully as a good facilitator, should be able to come from any part of this framework, and use their cases to explain and hit on all of the parts. 
It is hoped that these training resources should be helpful for people to make their own analysis in any country with any case. 
Aldo wanted everyone to have a general assessment of this methodology and in general be familiar with the global aspect. And on the basis of the materials you have read so far, discuss whether you find them helpful or not and maybe what else is needed. 
Aldo suggested that maybe they can go into a discussion of the materials themselves? Niko added that the language is a bit different in each of them, at some point they need to make the jargon similar across all of them (Standardized language) 

Eleanor said that it still reflecting on the objectives of the workshops that will be using these materials. In some cases, an objective would be just to raise awareness of the issues, which in many cases are very complicated. 
She is thinking of their approach – this will be still high level for many of the groups. Much of the enrichment for the guides will come from their experiences. And at that point they’ll be going back to fix it. She suggested that they be clear about who is going to use this because if she shares this with some facilitators who aren’t familiar with the material, it will be too high level. She wanted it to be clear. 
Eleanor added that on substance she thinks that they are missing the global picture, where to plug in all of this. So, good to have one big frame where you can plug in actors, human rights bodies, etc. at the international, regional, and national level. She thought of they might need a section on the big picture. 
Anni said that this outline is supposed to explain how the material should be listed. But now, they need to develop the flow – so people can understand that if something happens, where you go. She liked to see the big frame also. 

Aldo responded on Eleanor’s first point, they had discussed in Bangkok and decided against using this as something that would be, for example, posted on the web to raise awareness. Precisely because, it requires a different set of work. And they will make sure they are clear about this in the objectives. 

On the big picture – he found that a bit complicated, because if they were to make a big picture, it will be the ideas of the people in this room. And the idea is for people in their own countries to be able to do their own prioritization. Part of what motivated this whole workshop – they would have heard from people that they are bombarded by different priorities, and they didn’t know where to start. The group should give people the ability to choose their own priorities. It’s a bottom-up approach, as opposed to top-down approach. 
Niko is in the opinion of, a diagram like Anni has, can be a helpful because it doesn’t necessarily show the path, but allow for people to see all of their options. The only problem is that he wouldn’t know how to do it. There is so much out there and it would be so complicated. 
Karam said that is this supposed to be something they’re giving to people at the World Bank, or to help activists and advocators. 
Aldo reflected that the point is that the facilitator should be able to out the most relevant things from the checklist, for a given scenario. It helps people figure out which is the best option and changes their policies accordingly. 
Louiza expressed that there is a feel of cumulative effect and loss of revenues if you fail to comply with international trade agreements. There is always that drive by government officials that the privileges and rights they give to investors, are more than their obligations to human rights. So, they need to remember that making economic policy doesn’t always rest with the government – but sometimes the IMF, or the US government for example. So sometimes they’ll want to use this resource as a lobbying tool – to show government what will happen when they take certain steps. 
Niko said that the advocacy strategy and tactics – should very briefly point out things that other groups have done in order to insist that human rights are considered in making economic policies. For example, alliance building seems to be really important in building leverage. They’ll have to decide as a group if we want to bring in groups from the North. One other thing on government – one of the things that the HR framework does, it to make a strong argument to governments that these things are not only bad policy, but against international law as well. 
These arguments alone can influence governments. Section VI(b) is something they still need to develop. They can decide as a group if we want it to just be very brief and link to other documents, or if it should be more comprehensive. 
Saji said that no one is offering any solutions and there is total disconnect b/w the human rights bodies. The materials here, can be used in a very powerful way but must be translated to the local conditions. When they are using solutions that are judicial or related to the media – they should be able to look at this and find the tools and tactics. 
Anni gave idea to look at VI(b) where she, Karam and Saji need to sit down and finish the section. Louiza and Eleanor wanted to join. Eleanor added that yesterday they asked, what will be the relationship between the guidelines and materials. The materials were supposed to be basic back group info. But when she looked at VI(a) – that’s already a tool. 
The guidelines are another tool. So VI would include the basic informational material and also tools (checklist). Section VI, needs to keep in mind that they are all coming from a different angle and working at different levels. They need to recognize this from the outset. Starting from this premise, will affect the way they approach these different strategies. The special purpose of this project is to expand the groups that they have working on this now. 
Aldo wanted in terms of tackling government – these tools should give options so that if one door is closed, you can go another route. It puts pressure on the government – so they can’t claim that they can’t do something because one avenue has been closed already. 

Jane added about Alliance building – should talk about at all levels. Local, national, etc. Louiza pointed another problem whereby there is no lawyers working specifically on these issues (WTO issues for example). 
Sergio came up with two challenges in the process of writing. (1) He thought that this manual, in terms of content, they have to make clear that they are not talking about agricultural as a unified sector, but that there are differences across countries and often agricultural is not unified but there are conflicts. When they are talking about culture – consequences are different for different groups. He didn’t think this is clear in the papers. (2) Reading the papers – he felt there is an unbalance between thinking about internal policies and when they start thinking about trade – they go right away to the international level. This isn’t wrong, but he thought there is an imbalance between the internal and the international issues. 
Aldo reminded them that they have to remember that all the papers should come together in the resources. There is only so much they can do in the papers to address the difference between countries or which tools are best– that is the job of the facilitator. He felt the job of human rights analysis is exactly to figure out which tools/actions are correct. There is only so much they can say in a paper, so the facilitator has to have the skills to make the materials useful and relevant to their situation. They need people to think about the issues. 
Jane added tools are often the same at domestic and international level. 
Saji looked at section IV and opined that they need perspective from a national, and examples. As a facilitator, I can’t facilitate section IV as is. It needed the economic perspective. Aldo disagreed and said that it is not necessarily under this section. 
Anni stated that in Malaysian for example – mechanization means something different to her. Economic policy changes every 5 years or so. You have to be prepared for things before. Niko thought that it seems like they can provide the policies that are useful in all countries. What they can do is give a way of analyzing policies to the countries. 
Karam wanted to relate back to the people he would work with and need to tell them how they will benefit. If this isn’t beneficial to small farmers, then it is not relevant to his work. He asked about what are the stages of training?  

Aldo suggested make a list of each constituency. Louiza said it is government and working with farmers groups. 
10:30 -11:00 BREAK
11:00 – 12:30
Continue discuss the Training Materials in general 

Aldo proposed that to deal with the tension is the role of the facilitator. This will deal with the specifics of agriculture in each country. Sergio agreed and he just pointed out the general comment. In terms of leaving to the facilitators, it’s true they can’t cover everything. But, as a rule, they shouldn’t depend too much on the facilitators’ skills. In practice they have different levels of skills. He hoped that they can accomplish their task as best they can, and as a principle they give the facilitators as much as they can. Aldo agreed and said that it sounds like a good general rule. 

Eleanor said they have a good base of information, thanks to the different groups. But, looking at this helps them to realize that somewhere they need to be very clear on the overall philosophy of this. For her, there are working assumptions. 

Firstly, human rights are primordial, and policies and economics should protect this. She wanted to put in a strong message of this perspective somewhere. It must be very clear, probably in the beginning including the strength and recognition of people’s ability to make these changes. 

Secondly, she heard the concern they’re not giving enough materials to help enhance capacity and skills. Part of the intention of these materials, is to help enhance skills and capacity, this makes a big difference in the way they make this. For example, the skill to do human rights analysis in this area, if the goal is to improve skills, they need to include materials on this. Right now, these types of things aren’t there, because they didn’t really talk about in their last workshop.

Thirdly, she asked the networks that each of the group envision for the process of developing this. There are basic agreements that need to be made. 

Fourthly, if this is going to be a resource packet, they need tips for the facilitator. Meaning, suggested methodologies or very clear learning point that should come out of each session. This is useful even for them, to have a portion addressed to the facilitator. 

Aldo responded to Eleanor that he felt the philosophy should be something in the conceptual framework. If you are not happy with it, work with that group. Eleanor wanted something overarching. 

Aldo recalled from Bangkok, they don’t want something that will teach them how to do HR analysis. At some point, they have to show that something is produced – this is too much and will take too long. It won’t be perfect, but they should have a working document. Later, they can come back and see what they are missing and add it later. They are creating something here – it’s too much work to come up with a framework for human rights analysis. His vision for further development is that they will come back to these issues later after they take this back and use it in their home countries. There is a limit to how much they can actually put on paper. I feel they are already close to that limit.
He agreed that they should include some tips and they can assign a team to come up with a draft. He thinks a lot of the tips are acquired by learning and doing. They make this, try it out, and see how it goes – then decide on the tips. They’ll see what issues come up with. No matter how many guidelines they provide, there is nothing like really trying it out. 


Anni asked about what does Aldo think is the limit? Does he want to go beyond what they have here? Are the page limits enough or not enough? Eleanor agreed that they can add later. But, after this group comes up with a product – it will be given to other groups – makes it more complicated. This is a precious material that they have here, and therefore if initially thinking can be done here, part of their commitment is to have serious documentation of the processes they used back home. But for next steps, maybe they decide this is enough because they will be facilitating anyways. 


Sergio gave that firstly the document is very fragmented, it has no linkages yet. The overarching philosophy is not there yet because it’s fragmented. This is just a first draft and they need to work more about the linkages. He thought that this is one of their big tasks. 
He asked whether would be helpful for everyone to read all of the papers in a certain order and this will help them to shape the document.  Secondly, they’re trying something new here, so that’s part of the insecurity. The challenge to build something that’s never been done, is that it’s not very clear to everyone involved. In terms of next steps, dive into each paper with the whole picture in mind, and work on the sections as single sections. They should reach a point where we have to go through what they already have in the documents and see what is missing and what they need to improve. 


Saji said in section VII – this is where they can put more info about how to facilitate 

Karam gave a practical solution – as a group, maybe they should break into groups and come up with cases and work the on the policies affecting HR. They look at what they can do as organizations to affect those policies. It’s not possible that they work on this separately. In the cases that come to his centre, they use this methodology. They looked at what the agricultural problem is (land, water, etc) – stage 1. How it relates to HR – stage 2. How the right is being violated – stage 3. Solution – stage 4. They are too small of a group to tackle this on their own. They can analyze the methodology this way for the 10 cases.
Aldo said that each person will use a case at the country level – but it varies country by country. They can’t use 10 cases because there’s too much variety. Karam replied maybe if only they take agricultural problems, and analyze them in relation to HR. For example, eviction of farmers and how does this affect HR? If they move that problem as to the linkage to economic and cultural policies, and give the solution for that stopping the violation. We can product reports, etc – like the strategies and skills.
Aldo thought that’s right for Egypt – but the issues, tools and remedies will vary country by country. So what they need to have is, is people who are able to draw those connections at the country level, relying on this material. They can’t go into that level of detail here. They can’t claim to have a solution for the whole world. 

Niko expressed that it is good to see the logic they used in Egypt – similar to the logic they are using in the manual. 

Annie said that case examples are situations where it’s too late – she wanted to focus on prevention too. Like if the government proposes something, what kind of advocacy can they do? 

Aldo expressed his worry that he didn’t want the best to be the enemy of the good. They don’t have funding yet to get together again. They should do their best to finish something here. Sergio hoped not to assume that they can’t finish this.
Areli added that thinking about what Aldo’s saying – they should do as much here because it is hard when they get back to their other work to focus on this. She was not sure how much time they need to devote to the different cases. She thought they need to do a session on drafting. Also, can’t take this back to other organizations at home – because it is in English. Poster should be used to show facilitators an overview of the materials/document and explains the panorama linkages. 

Niko said for tomorrow with regards to language – don’t worry too much now. No worrying about content – especially because this is draft content and that today is meant to be more specific. However, he thought they really need a case example tomorrow, if they can’t do the bridging, no one can. 

12:30
Annie gave the background about the communities visit and explained to everyone that they will be visiting four different hosts – paddy field, palm oil, organic fertilisers and vegetables farms. She asked everyone to meet at the lobby at 14:00.

13:00 – 14:00 LUNCH

14:00 – 22:00
Community Visit 

The group was divided to 4 small groups whereby they each were attended by one rice farmer - Mr Ganesan Thangaveloo, one palm oil farmer - Mr Selamat, one vegetable farmer, Mr Shum Tak Man and organic fertilizers apprentice, Mr Ahmad Sadari Panut.     
Day 3
Friday, 24th July 2009 

9:00 – 10:30

Discuss the Training Materials with more specificity, making clear links between the sections, for example between economic policies and the agricultural sector

Niko wanted to skip energizer and get right to the material. Yesterday they proposed starting talking about the case. Do the analytical work of making the bridges and talking it over. (Puts up lead questions on the board). 

He asked one person from each group briefly talk about their experiences. Then they’ll choose one case and discuss with these questions as a group:
· 1st part – talk about the actors involved and chart on the flipchart 

· 2nd part – what are the present and possible future HR harms. Can split b/w process-relevant and substantive

· 3rd part – economic policy tools. Current tools and possible alternatives

· 4th parts – what are some strategies that can be used 

He asked whether there any questions or sub-questions people want to add.
Niko requested a representative from each group to talk about their experience.
Sergio talked about his experience with rice farms. We saw the farm and how they are cultivating rice. 
The farmer owns 10 acres of land and rents another 50. He’s doing very well financially. He can produce about 4 tons of rice per 3 acres. His production cost per acre – 4K, makes 15K. The government subsidy 2400 for every 10 tons produced and, pays for waters. He pays RM3500 as taxes. The land is about RM100,000 to sell. Everything is mechanized. Mix seeds and fertilizers with machines, all the way to planting – all done with machines. He works with 8 rural workers. His family not involved in the day to day work. One worker is paid by month, everyone else paid for when they work. Assuming this means they don’t have workers rights. 

Jane asked whether the farmer own the machines. Sergio answered yes. He owns several tractors, etc. – no subsidy for the machines. H just given the general subsidy. 

Niko asked for the second host – vegetable farmer.
Saji defined him as a typical farmer growing cucumbers – rents 3 acres for 4K per year. He has 3 sets of 3 acres. He grows different things on each. Said he sells for 1RM/kilo. Later middle man said RM0.40. He inherited the work from his father, doesn’t want kids to do this. He has some workers with daily wage – but when they visited no workers there. When we asked about subsidy, said they weren’t getting any but maybe in the future. Not really very mechanized, except for using a tractor for cultivation. Thus there is a lot of energy and time expended by the farmer.  Very careful to diversify – because they have a lot investments already (land, workers, fertilizers, etc.) 

Niko added that at first when the farmer was there with them alone, he was answering the questions. When Uncle Selamat came, seemed that the farmer receded a little bit. Not sure what to make of that, but very clear that the relationship was unequal. He asked for host number 3.
Areli said that they were introduces with explanation and demonstration of the process. Worm is the primary material. He used also cow or sheep dung and sodas. Then put together and let worms work for 2 months. The worms process the materials. After that they dry the remaining material and use a kind of sieve with the material. First started with questions about the processes, and then went deeper. 
The group asked if he has tested the soil. He said he thinks the fertilizer is better quality with the organic materials. Many of the other farmers don’t use this organic materials, but chemical instead. He explained that each container of worms is 2500 worms and the government supplies this. 

Jane said that the Government provides 4 kinds of fertilizers to many farmers. They saw this as a type of competition among farmers. Government also provides some organic fertilizers 

Areli asked him if he knew who was behind the government handouts. He said he has no idea. Jane explained that they are also an issue of sustainability of the materials. The dung and soda makes it difficult to produce on a larger scale because they all have to be organic. Sergio asked whether he did anything else. Jane answered yes, and it is rice and vegetable farm, he assisted his parents. 

Aldo said the farmer brought them to the processing plant. The reason he can do this is because he has the machinery to do this. He gets 15% of the price when it’s sold to the co. It seems there is a lot of competition for this, many other people who did this. This isn’t a situation where the intermediary has a monopoly in the community. 

He added the government use to subsidy planting service in cash – but now, the gov’t sends their own company to plant. The value is RM6000 and the government just pays to sub-contractor. 
He asked if there was labor at the time of the harvest and said he just picks it up. Harvest every 15 to 20 days – doesn’t seem too labor intensive. He hoped it will continue to be a family business. 

Anni said that the farmers have several plots of land usually, so they can allocate one acre or so for palm oil. And in the land close to their homes they will plant more “cash” crops like vegetables, etc. 

Louiza added the issue of certification. If they were exporting to European, need certification, however she didn’t know about this because the farmer is just selling to the planting. Malaysian palm oil board usually does inspection for quality control, but they don’t look at social issues. He gets about 3 tons per day of oil. Eleanor added lifespan of the trees in 25 years. 

Niko wanted to proceed to case should they focus on for the bridging exercise. Eleanor suggested that since all of them went to small-scale business, should we use that? Sergio asked whether they can use all of the cases? Niko would prefer to do one. Saji suggested palm oil. Niko agreed. International elements as well. They’ll start with the actors. 

LEAD QUESTIONS

1. Who are the Actors: 
· Locally: 

· Farmer

· Middle man (closer to the national level maybe)

· Local workers  

· Families (women, children)

· Environment 

· Community 

· Cooperative Association (local/national)

· Nationally: 

· Processing company

· Malaysian Palm Oil Board

· SD – main plantation 

· AgroBank 

· Companies that plant

· Other workers

· Ministry of Agriculture 

· Ministry of Finance 

· Malaysian Central Bank 

· All Malaysian Citizens 

· Exporting companies 

· Regionally: 

· Migrant workers (coming to work at local level)

· ASEAN
· Internationally: 

· EU 

· WTO

· World bank

· Sandsbury 

2. What are the human rights at stake?

· Local Farmers

· Work/gainful employment

· Livelihood 

· Self-determination (choices 

· Sustainable resources 

· Land (concentration, access, ownership) 

· Health 

· Food

· Education 

· Social insurance 

· Healthy land/environment 

· Migrant Workers 

· Non-discrimination (especially women) 

· Security of person 

3. Economic Policy Tools 

· National economic policy (national budget, subsidies, etc.) – updated every 5 years. Mid-review ever 2.5 years 

· Agricultural policy tools 

· National Budget 

i. Domestic Subsidies 

ii. Price control (caps) 

iii. Licensing 

iv. Safe-guard measures 

v. Export subsidies 

vi. Taxation

vii. Marketing Board 

viii. Infrastructure 

· Access to credit 

*Take one Right and Analyze Impact on Farmers**

Domestic Subsidies & Local Farmers

· Income/employment (for who?)

· Create (+)

· Discrimination in sector 

· Food

·  Sustainable food security (food to non-food crops) (-)

4. Alternative Policy – TAXATION 

· When it comes to the budget – tax system has not really been changed 
· Gov’t has removed the tariff for importing fertilizers and machinery – work to return that benefit to the farmers. Still the tax has not been decreased.  
· Subsidies to other agriculture sectors
i. Palm oil is profitable – think about it more in terms of creating subsidies for other farmers 
Karam wanted to focus more on the linkage between actors, rights, and policies. Eleanor asked whether they have gap and should they focus more on the common issues affecting the palm oil farmers? 

Niko asked what the issues here are. Anni answered that the critical issues involves outsiders see the industry as destroying biodiversity. Eleanor thought they should consider more information about other issues like this and sustainability. She thought a lot of their approach depends on your objective. Niko agreed with Eleanor but have to be careful not to be over determinative and let people draw those links themselves depending on their perspective. 

Aldo was not sure that this discussion is helpful because it so depends on your country and your evidence. Karam agreed ultimate goal is a tool that can be used in all contexts. What he is trying to do is to take us to the “spirit of the manual”. He thought they are supposed to do the bridging, and he supposed to learn and teach others how to fill the gap and make the link. 

Anni said organization worries a lot about food sustainability. So for example, when she look at foreign imports and how it affects Malaysian farmers. This is almost always the link for these people. This is the way she looked at it. Maybe other centres look at it from a different angle. 

10:30 – 10:45 BREAK
10:45 – 12:00

Continue discussing the Training Materials with more specificity, making clear links between the sections, for example between economic policies and the agricultural sector
Niko asked to start with the conceptual framework. Sergio suggested drafting committees, otherwise will take too long. 

Niko agreed and said they’ll just do general points about the materials. And small groups can work together later. The floor was open to discuss the conceptual framework. To begin, right now still in the form of a discussion paper, but he thought it needs to be formulated more into guideline form. 

Areli said they need to emphasis primacy of HR, but should also develop more the obligations sections. They should address here more the regional approach. It should also add an element about the environment. No legally binding instrument at the universal level. She asked what they think about taking language from regional documents, as it relates to environment. Niko thought is was a good idea.
Areli stated that they should mention something about the evolution of human rights. Article 7 of Declaration of Human Rights Defenders and also the concept that human rights law is not static. There are other emerging issues – should establish from the beginning. 

Louiza added on environment, they can use the Nigeria case examples. 

Niko was not sure if it is totally relevant because it was more about killing people. But yes, he thought there are a number of cases that could be useful. 

Louiza thought they should also work to domestic this manual when they take it back home. 

Niko agreed, many things will have to be domesticated – but a limit to what they can do here. 

Aldo said they had discussed this in Bangkok – some local laws are much more advanced than international. 

Sergio added that in terms of some of the phrases, take out first person. He knew the whole agricultural section is going in another part, but he thought it is too strong to mention in the framework that they aren’t going to address this on later. Otherwise to general and doesn’t flow right. In the first paragraph about the primacy of human rights – shouldn’t there be stronger about why human rights should they superior? As opposed to just assuming it? Maybe a paragraph about how human life is a collective interest, something that goes far beyond written documents. 

Niko reflected that it is more philosophical, theoretical or moral explanations and it sound good. 

Sergio said in Pg. 3 – paragraph starting w/ “This is all to say...” – the last sentence, “economic growth is the ground for human rights protection.” He thought they can politically complicate themselves by saying this. 

Niko agreed they’re challenging that assumption in this paragraph. Basically this part challenges all of the assumptions they’ve listed. Just to clarify – maybe it’s not clear enough.
Sergio said maybe it is just not clear enough. When you read it again it makes sense, but it’s a very long sentence. 

Niko said they can work on the actual text later.  He added it is a discussion about consent versus consultation. For example, ILO 169, indigenous people in Africa, have the right to say no to a project on their lands. So they can make a decision. But, when it comes to farmers, he hasn’t seen anything yet that gives the right of consent. The issues he was dealing with here...can they say that every community should have the right to veto? Too strong maybe just talk about consultation. Saji agreed with Nicho.
Sergio mentioned about switching the role of the state – seems to him in general terms, they’re still assuming that what is dominant is the free market discourse. (pg 2, paragraph 4)

Niko said they are talking about challenging the assumption that the state should recede from the economy. He thought what Sergio is saying is that they are in a different climate now. It’s hard for us to know whether the new role of the state is temporary and just to fix the crisis, or if it’s a longer change. The question is if the new consensus in a fleeting one or if it’s the new norm. 

Karam felt that they should avoid political statements in a training manual, because we might have different opinions. For example, why don’t we as NGOs take advantage of this change? In Egypt for example, as the wealth increases, the poverty increases as well. So economic development is not a good indicator of people’s well being. 

Niko wanted to put in the difference between economic development and well being

Karam said that going back to Sergio’s point about the moral argument behind HR primacy, not every will agree. In the preamble it should be clear where they are coming from and who they are. They should take out as much as they can philosophical and political statements, as few as they can. Why are they always talking about balance between governments and free markets – but also people and NGOs. For example, during Iraq war, all the NGOs were introducing new ideas. So the crisis is a time they can do this. 

Aldo said that not everyone is on the same page, but some of this he saw as a statement of fact. 

Saji talked about the context of using the guideline, it is basically a document that is useful for the people are affected by the economic policies. The argument has to come from this direction. Second, Sergio’s point about the consultation belonging more in the guidelines, he felt they can also include that in here. Consultation includes a lot of other procedural rights. 

Niko considered it has been really helpful, but just in terms of the purpose - their first stance is primacy of human rights over economics. The reality is that you have fragmentation – lots of separation in policy and law. But in truth, there is overlap. So they’re addressing the assumptions that cause the fragmentation in policy and law. The point is to pull the disparate fields together in one, so they can say that HR has primacy, instead of trying to say that they are somehow separate fields of human activity. Maybe the way to begin is with this idea, and the primacy, before getting into the details. 

Aldo asked Nicho should the rest would be more detailed. Niko said yes and should move onto the next section. The next section is the ‘Trade, Investment, and Human Rights Policy in Agriculture’ 

Eleanor wanted to consider again about the purpose. They are trying to address two aspects – agriculture and HR related affecting agriculture. She wondered if they lose one or the other by melding too much. It is important to make the link elsewhere, but it is important also to talk about agriculture alone. Her question was what should be the purpose for or wondering if they can separate the HR section and put it somewhere else. She felt especially for audiences who aren’t as familiar with agriculture, it is important to have this section separated. 

Aldo confirmed it could go either way. If it can be done, he is for it. 

Karam posed that Aldo’s suggestion is that they reformulate with 2 sections – agriculture and another on human rights and agriculture. 

Eleanor clarified the two sections are equally important. She asked the group – not sure the best way quite yet. 

Sergio suggested that their understanding of agriculture should be in the conceptual framework. 

Aldo said the idea is how to use HR to challenge the economic policy, and they’re using agriculture as the bridge. Idea is that other sectors could be the bridge too. 

Sergio agreed and said the general concept of HR is there at the beginning, and generally linking them to agriculture. And then talk more specifically about what agriculture is. 

Niko suggested maybe it would just be one simple paragraph. 

Karam thought this is one of the most important parts that make this project unique that they should have in the background something that gave examples. Anni agreed they didn’t include examples. 

Karam said he was not talking about examples, but more about the concepts - more mention the international agreements. 

Jane wanted to go back to the section about agriculture – they need to bring out idea of what it is. She suggested before they get to instruments, they need to look at the tools themselves. 

Aldo added that the section on rights definitely needs to be expanded. You cannot have a comprehensive list obviously – but there maybe should be short explanations. And they should also mention where rights are listed in national or international instruments. He didn’t think they should get too caught up in the order. They should not forget that this is not necessarily the order all of them will follow. It’s a group of resources and they are all equally important, doesn’t matter really the order. 

Jane mentioned it is still important that conceptual framework comes first, because it affects the way they view the other sections. This is really important. 

Areli raised a question that maybe in instruments section –need to include the information about the special ‘rappottuers’ and the reports that are specifically dealing with these issues. Or just make a reference that they recommend to look at these. 

Niko went back to Louiza’s comments, where maybe they should include an annex at the back that lists case examples.
Louiza felt it is important to improve human rights aspects and asked can they also mention the obligation to protect.
Eleanor wanted to emphasis need to include the obligations of the actors in the field of agriculture. Also – didn’t they talk in Bangkok about including in this section something about the key issues in agriculture?

Anni gave examples in this section. Aldo asked her to clarify about obligations of the actors.
Eleanor said what she imagined are some examples, in section 4, when they describe agriculture they should include the obligations of actors, because this is part of the explanation about agriculture more generally. Niko said could talk about financial banks. 

Anni talked about the general actors in this sector, like in the exercise they just did. 

Aldo raised the issue - this framework is developed to affect state mechanisms, if they’re talking about corporations, eventually they’ll have to come to a state or government body. The states are the one with enforcement authority. When you mention that corporations have certain obligations, in a way they’re recognizing that they have some clout. 

Eleanor understood where Aldo came from. What’s important to emphasis, when they’re talking about human rights, one of the things they need to address is that they can’t let them get away. A human rights approach doesn’t confine them only to HR mechanisms. It means also an assertion that HR is most important, so therefore she strongly agreed that the discussion of actors has to include people beyond the state - think there is a gap if they don’t do this – at least mention it. 

Louiza understood they don’t want to talk about corporations maybe – because it privatizing law enforcement. 

Karam added that often the people making the decisions are the businesses and not the governments. All governments operate differently. The obligations are not equally important in every country. It is the ones making the decisions that have the obligations. 

Aldo said when you talk about state mechanisms, he did not say the obligations of states are the same where you host the company or the company is based. 

Saji wanted them to focus on the primary obligations of the state. It’s too much for the group to focus on corporate accountability here. He felt the energy here should go to making the states responsible. 

Hope added for people like herself and people who deal with HR and less knowledge of economic policies – if they are going to the government and say their policies are violating HR, they need to give examples of some of those issues. She thinks it is important to have these issues so the government will take them seriously. 

Louiza said certification should not exist. If to talk to the government about corporations violating HR, they don’t care. If she goes to a multi-national body, the corporations will pay more attention than the government telling them and the government won’t even do it. 

Niko agreed should mention voluntary mechanism 

Aldo expressed his difficulty is the concept that they are going to say that corporations have obligations, primarily the states have obligations. They shouldn’t go to corporations to have HR recognized. 

Annie thought that this is supposed to be a training manual. On one side they have local/national/regional/international and on the other side state/non-state, and people will fill this in on their own. Its like - you look at your case and you fill in the blanks. 

Niko thought that would be a great addition. Also, maybe they add a section about agriculture actors and their obligations. Just very brief
12:00 – 13:00 LUNCH
13:00 – 15:00 

Continue discussing the Training Materials with more specificity, making clear links between the sections, for example between economic policies and the agricultural sector
Niko wanted to see the inside and outside economy that effect agriculture and also employment contract. For example, the oil effect – it was not supported by company – does it effects the employees?
Aldo requested to discuss on pro and contra – from a different dimension

Niko considered the ‘trade investment finance’, ‘economic policy that effect agriculture’ and ‘tools’
Jane said it must link with agriculture, trade and finance - agriculture related with financial and that they need to bring all that area that link with the introduction.
Eleanor added the linkage to agriculture is interaction of all these areas to work together.
Aldo commented in saying some of the tools are not working together, when they looked the last time they were in Bangkok, the time when they were developing the tools (it was so political)

Sergio wanted to implement short way to understand the introduction – it must be continuously arranged it with agriculture. They must use tools - Domestic Trade Policy. He added that the subtitles could be confusing. He hoped that the group make it simple as what is trade and what is Finance? (Refer page 5)

He added of trying to separate between trade policy, economy policy and financial policy - Example of Domestic Trade Policy - Agriculture, Investment and Finance. And start with more general tools then more specific and attach other tools that need to be mention in the documents.

Areli said that the finance part is not quite complete yet, so they need to make it longer. She asked whether they are going to have long list on policy. Because some of them are closely related (talking on non-economic prospect)

Eleanor asked if they were to look at the agriculture, is the tools related - agriculture as basis or process. She suggested that the conclusion part should be cleared as human rights obligation or implication (last paragraphs)

Saji wanted to classify the tools in lobbing and gambling - Agriculture Ministry - Finance/ Trade Ministry - Actors that involved in both tools.
Sergio said that if they were to classify from important to last based on country and there is, there will be issue on strong political debate on subsidiary and etc, domestic subsidiary-not sure what kind of criteria should be used. From his point of view- domestic subsidiary go to local

As for import and export subsidiary, they get 80% local regional trade market and that domestic subsidiary more interesting than export subsidiary. The importance of agriculture as food- Example: palm Oil Malaysia (energy, production) rebuilds the local economy market.

It must adapt to local market where farmers and small scales give important (point that out). They need to be localized rather than make it complex.
Eleanor asked on how to use agriculture prospect and the dimension
Areli mentioned about seeds and asked other than that, what else can be used. She talked about domestic and import-taxes, product marketing based in diagram-land (tools that involved), about company investment and protection for local holders.
Aldo asked if the trade can be capitalized or not? Areli responded by direct connection with agriculture. Niko requested for example of using the policy.
Sergio made point about subsidiary to motivate counterfactual (which one is more important) and the impact will be larger or smaller (micro and international market).
Niko asked whether the group could start with paragraphs about fiscal and monetary policy. He told to briefly explain on economy minister, and then make a link with anything like taxation perhaps.
Aldo wanted to focus on language since language is known as universal, an intermediaries, as a way of understanding – like WTO, World bank, FDA(State)- compromise the capacity. He wanted to add in the types of tools and anything that may effects the tools, missing on trade and to add any obstacles to use economic tools.
Sergio reflected by stating agriculture is the sector that blocking suggested that ‘why not a country reach an agreement?’ WTO is very important in this context.

Niko considered is it hard for government to implement. The raw in serving obstacles that explains the role of WTO.
Jane said here are so many assessments (Can WTO negotiated)

Areli said the in this paper, can we make human rights specialty?

Aldo policy tools (agriculture relate o HR) more from policy tools so that it - easy to be familiar with the frame work- should general to “Agreement of Trade”.
Eleanor said that agriculture and tools are anonymous. It must relate to three areas and do those can compromise. They should include references which will be better.
Karam talked about the actors in agriculture sector, for example; the World Bank (they attract to project with World Bank) - addressing and inspecting the bank due to increasing poverty and that they should keep about the conceptual framework doesn’t come to flow.
Sergio thought that the linkage must be there and include some of the points and agriculture should take out from negotiation in WTO. Aldo said on first page (6th paragraphs) should care on human rights.
Sergio said the change not necessarily in the document it should start with different points - the linkage should be coming and going.
Niko said that strategy and skills give points on how to implement after the bridge - tactics to get leverage point on HR and policy and they need to develop this section.
Eleanor hoped to generalize the descriptions on groups and sectors.
Niko said they need to develop at different level. Areli suggested to just make it easy to understand.
Niko talked about national domestic mechanism and how it connects with agriculture farmers, its relevancy, strength some weaknesses / weaknesses that they missed, or some risks / individual mechanism.
Louiza added that they should advice the facilitator that available in the agriculture sector.
16:00 – 17:00

The group once again divided into groups and given sections to prepare.
Day 4

Saturday, July 25th 2009

9:00 – 10:30

 Return to discussion of elements of the human rights-based economic policy-making guidelines in the agricultural sector: Drafting groups report-back their elements of the guidelines
They started the day by discussing Section C - Human Rights in Agriculture -foods crisis / environment – Rights and how it links to agriculture and maybe could talk about several rights

And discuss Section D – Economy Policy Tools - procedures of monitoring some policies - try to grow from there.
Areli wanted to develop the technical elements.
They moved into Section B on Accountability – the obligations of human rights and people definitely talking about the guidelines. At the international level, the guidelines need to focus on different economy. On the regional human rights institution – economic policy and where they stand on the obligations. They need to place to integrating economic policy and protect against human rights violations.
Sergio said that as the documents being guidelines for him, he gave the view that most of the draft must perceive and clean. They were almost achieving it but need not repeating it. Maybe they can put in footnotes in the documents.  He suggested language to describe and language to explain – to describe backgrounds of the different sectors.
Aldo agreed that the guidelines should be clean – they need to see what they want and who they are targeting.
Areli said that on the obligations of human rights, most of them really do not know. 
Niko said that in the section: most ventured is protection - agriculture sector and economic policy - international law applying to agriculture sector and economy policy.
Sergio suggested the group to combine the first part. If they change it now – we cannot refer a lot - we cannot avoid it but maybe can put in a preamble – journal referring to energy paragraph connecting.
Aldo said that this is practical difficulties, they can play with language. Nicho asked what is and when to put the descriptive language. Hope also thought they should make descriptive language – it is important. 
Eleanor said it must be something ‘agriculture’ – to show dynamic complicity in this sector – basic and premises – human rights in the next part to the next point - minimum to premises – given the statement.
Sergio said they have to choose third sentences from third paragraph - some description – need to perceive - the description is on them precise for premises.  
Anni thought that methods – role of agriculture – emphasizing that agriculture must be protected – right at beginning – just the matter of languages
Aldo asked about how to approach international guidelines. They need to include how the state operates. 
Eleanor said that it is a very important part and given the minimum obligations. 
Aldo said it is difficult to final and to cover everything exactly
Saji said anything on mechanism - some states no transparent - mechanism – NGO in that country to send information - mechanisms issues to protect them and promote human rights – places to business to operate there.
Sergio said that this is a language barrier - what is the different language. He hoped that this cooperation free.
Eleanor said that human rights involve in the state and they can go beyond / extend the revolution and guidelines.
10:45 – 12:00

Continue to discussion

Anni said it is important that this guidelines, where the state responses to it and by this guideline, it can be used as a monitoring implementation device. She pointed why they need to putting so much effort on this but not on international law - who monitor if MNC breaking the law? These are the people that must know human rights and trade.
Eleanor said they need to emphasize on primary obligation. She added that last sentences could be critical – put obligation in the first part

Niko wanted to put in the government role like in UK, they had signed the human rights act. 
Karam asked about the private sector whether the government still responsible.
Niko replied that with government protection, what’s there to loss. The private sector should promote health care. 
Karam said the company can be affected and that they have the responsibility to protect and fulfil human rights –it need to be affecting and functioning.
For Section C, Aldo wanted to put in corporation - the weaknesses, monopolies and concentration. 

Jane made point on issues - import some exports increasing trade, market concentration, monopolies, and emphasize on economic tools.
Saji said the government shows different activities in protecting the human rights publication. For the last sentences, they may want to include the rules and the negative policies.
Anni said it is better to recognize the actors especially to vulnerable groups and what is the responsibility to the private sector.
Aldo felt that policy tools can be used specifically under tariff, to protect certain sectors or maybe avoid certain sectors -related to progress achievement
10:30 Break 

12:00 – 13:00 LUNCH

13:00 – 17:00

Continue to discuss guidelines on human rights in the agricultural sector
They got into groups and discuss the guidelines.

Day 5

Sunday, July 26th 2009

9:00 – 12:00

Finalize human rights-based economic policy-making guidelines in the agricultural sector
Niko asked to sit in the group, draft the guidelines and try to finish it by 10.30am. He requested someone to draft section A.
10:30 BREAK

10:45 – 12:00 
Re – group.

Niko said they were going to section for human rights obligations and guiding policy. Most of it from the conceptual frameworks and some from legal documentation etc. he gave two minutes to each sections to be overviewed. 

Sergio listed the actors and some of the issue related to food crisis, energy. And rights, just a short one sort of linked to the obligations and roles of state. For financial institutions, they did talked about it, but did not put it in. 

For section D, Aldo defined the economic policy and the extension of principles. They included obligations and simple guidelines and finally obligations of international organizations.       

12:00 – 13:00 LUNCH

13:00 – 18:00 

Continue Discussion
Niko saw that the guideline is delicate and it must be nurtured it carefully. It is their job to finalize the guideline. They can decide later who to give the guidelines. The guideline can be send to organizations that they respect and from there it may expand and develop.

Aldo asked whether to send it after this workshop?
Niko said was not comfortable to send it to anyone now. They need to get home and review it again and hope two month again, they can try it out first. In September probably everyone can give feedback within the organization.

Aldo said it involves others. Sergio said it must be translated if he using the guideline back at his place.

Niko said they must comfortable to use it. And translation won’t be an issue. By middle of October, they can see where the draft goes. He understood it’s a lot of work but if they really looking into it, they can make it happen.
Eleanor asked what they are going to do after. Niko said once the guidelines got through, they can give it to special rapportuers to give comment. 

Louiza asked whether it is necessary to go a lot of process of sending to others for comment. Sergio reflected that if they want to reach out – this is a guideline that they want to share with other organizations and what could go wrong.
Niko added it can be a declaration among their organizations. Aldo said that it is a good thing to have it – it is like a technical document to them. 

Eleanor hoped the document can show some figures and thus can help with fundraising. They need technical experts like rapportuers - like looking at the legal document. Like in Jakarta, there are guidelines that became law. Niko agreed that this can be a legal reading. Annie thought it was a long term objective but reachable.
Areli thought it is clear that this guideline can be a law. They need that and need to expand the content and improve it. They can ask other organizations to use this guideline whether it is useful or not. She felt that better to have it in Spanish or if Malaysia, in national language. 

She wanted people to make use of it and the question it must be really useful and we can put after 6 months the conclusion of it.

Karam wanted the guidelines to be shared by everyone.

Niko told them to be clear the difference between the resource materials, the guidelines and

Sergio said if they were to share what they have with the people from the outside, what would actually make them want to use it as he claimed he was not an expert and that with the new version – question raise on what would they do with it? – who will support it? – he also added that the guidelines oriented their work.  

Aldo agreed with Sergio and said they need more time to put it together and working with government and making them using the guidelines properly would be a problem as they maybe do not know how to use it. The government would only use it if it benefited them. It is not seeking the political support but they could use the support as many as they can. It is important that the guidelines and useful to everyone. 

Niko asked whether the interpretation can be a issue and he reflected on Areli’s question on to go back to the basic and it is not a good thing to come back in months and it is like starting back where it began. He was just afraid that things probably will go out of hands.

Niko suggested for consensus of the documents and finalized draft – date for deadline in September – give comment within their organizations. However he cannot promise that the documents will be translated to other languages. During break, let him know about the translations maybe other than three mentioned languages – Spanish, Portuguese or Arabic. 

In middle October, they have to submit the guidelines. On resource manual they have to submit the comment by end of August. It will be in draft format. He hoped that they can do a ‘conference call’ just to follow up on each other.

15:50 Break

16:00 
Continue discussion

Niko opened the floor by reading into the guidelines. Areli asked about the process of development. 

Sergio answered that perspective of international law has not achieve its purpose quite yet. It does not perfect but does not matter because it would improve better – it is in that process.

Niko clarified that in making it better, it is their role to improve it.

Eleanor suggested that in shaping the international law it needs contemporary issues. Saji thought there is more to that. 

Niko thought in reaching the development, it is not just on the human rights defenders, lawyers – there’s other specialty. They have economists, environmentalists – other expertise in different fields. 

Saji asked about framework – to make it simple and common to everyone and he wanted it to be generalized. 

Aldo said regardless how they want it, maybe it is a bit more of the uniqueness that the group should point out – to allow to experiment the agricultural could work with it, they are in that process of experimenting the methodology.

Areli wanted the human rights defenders to understand the guidelines thoroughly. If it is possible, she said that it is better to add all expertise within the documents.

Sergio said that there is no problem with the framework – that this is an important work and contribution and it is good and make a great sense.

Karam hoped it can be used and deemed valuable as it is valuable to him, but is it bridging or going to have gap? He asked to add reference and make point on why it is valuable and what it means by creating this guideline. 

Niko asked Jane on Karam’s points. Jane suggested that they shouldn’t just put everything inside the guidelines however put in what is important and it has to be strong. She wanted to put their beliefs. 

Niko asked whether the group could move to section B.  

Eleanor wanted for initial structuring – human rights principles, agricultural’s general rights and obligations, state’s obligations in which divided into within territory, extra-territorial and international/regional, discussion on economic policy and human rights obligations of international organizations. She found that all of these are overlapping and thinking better make the difference obvious. She stressed that this is for discussion not suggestion.

She was also not very sure about economic policy- do they lose the focus or take it separately? 

Areli said they had noted there about four times on ‘territory’ and state. And Niko said it is better to determine on what and where everything go. 

Eleanor said when they are to take the strategic structuring; they must have or end with that maximum impact and asked on how they can achieve that? Niko said it is all about their presentation. 

Karam agreed with Eleanor and probably they can have more discussion on what she had mentioned. It is relevant in Egypt. In structuring the draft, its obligations mentioned twice but still there’s gap – maybe more coherence. 

Aldo said it cannot separate the obligations of state and economic policy. The problem is to define the obligations and making repetition without changing the word would not make any difference.

Eleanor said about accountability is a big part of state obligations. Niko said that the accountability can be put under the ‘state’ and they can end the last section with economic policy.

Niko wanted to go Section C. 

Anni and Saji wanted to work on the acronyms and Saji made some comments on several clauses in the section.

Jane wanted to go back on section B – she came across 14 and 15 about rights and principles. Sergio said they the left actors and key issue but maybe they want to take all out. Annie said it is to harmonize the section. 

Karam wanted to include definition in each section. Niko asked whether it is summary or subtitle of the section. They can use the recommendations later. 

Louiza said about section 1 on international trade – that maybe they want to reorganize that. The government needs to support agriculture and that it is important to state. She asked to work on 4.3 whereby it seems like its hanging. She said about 4.4 the fundamental rights to own seeds. She suggested separating 5.2 to some paragraphs. 

Aldo mentioned that they wanted to focus on rural population and didn’t think that in 5.2 - agriculture is significant for the realization several human rights which depends on in the state have the obligation to – actors. 

Niko responded that they move the state obligations and human rights differently. Aldo directed the group to section D, para E – they made clear of the chain. 

Niko wanted to focus on vulnerable population instead of negative rights. 

Hope asked should they include other actors which not directly affected. 

Karam said the affected group can be rural, urban area even the slump area. Before including the urban area, must make it clear why they put in there. The workers in textile industry affected – it leads to more integration. 

Anni said when they talk about the vulnerable group – if farmers migrate to town, they are not farming but become the poor in the urban society. 

Louiza talked about the obligations but then still ask why do they have rights – they are demands – but Annie said this was in last discussion where they remove it. Aldo said in this context, they put the economic policy and it is really about the state’s obligation.

Louiza said they (the farmers) have right to demand and mostly they are giving guidelines to the governments – that’s why they put it in state’s obligations. 

Areli thought that they should include resources – like water, land, housing - or political rights, rights of information and all that related. Annie said they are just wanted to group them – rights to inferences. 

Niko wanted to move on to section D. 

Eleanor hoped that it can be a leeway to get legal aid. And Karam said that they will send them back the feedback. 

Saji said maybe in page 7, line 2, they can improve on that. They discussed the word ‘genuinely’ – and talked about modification and implementation – realization. In para 8, a better terminology needed there. Para 3 and 4 – state – and in the documents, sometimes the terminology can be differently used – state and government.

Saji said in the same paragraph – state: obligations to protect agriculture and ensure that it will submit to it – and limit their policy, not restrict it – to international community for human rights. He continued in number 9 for financial institutions – must ensure for human rights protection. 

Niko asked Karam to continue with state versus government. The government represents the state, the land and the people. 

Anni looked into standards of documents used at international level, some need to use global terms or maybe local context – if agreed to use international language to certain extent because in Malaysia, state is different from government. 

Niko said they need to deal with the first one with Saji – he argued that it gives powers to other – Areli said that it affect to human rights everywhere. Because it comes from the international corporations and with state more developed, she suggested that it may relate to international law – prevention of human rights violations. 

Eleanor agreed on paragraph 4 – ‘territorial obligations’ – she realized the political risks, so prevention of human rights violation should stay. Aldo said monitoring is important. 

Sergio felt the section is too long and they can make it simpler, in journal term the interpretation – it was long. Aldo believed in order to make people understand, it has to include everything. 

Eleanor had the idea to work on the next paragraph – some of the points in first para can be put under the second para. On the last statement on second para, the focus was human rights framework policy. Maybe formulation needed there. Aldo wanted to focus on the second part not the third para.   

Jane wanted to go to issue of government and even if there’s a wide tools out there. But what is the tool that the government would use – talking about government’s priorities. 

Anni wanted to add section D – economic policy tools – but what is the tool? – it is a jargon as in agricultural, there is no such thing is economic policy tools. A menu of measures – where people to look at? – not so clear from transition C to D and on page 7 the last paragraph – maximum use of available resources i.e. human and natural resources – for what? Is it to promote or protect human rights?

Niko asked what the concept of maximum resources really meant. Aldo explained that they could use just common language. 

Sergio said they used many general terms and may be interpreted in many difference way e.g. the tools. He did not feel that they stick to their aim of the guidelines – whether the linkage and bridging is there.

Louiza suggested giving examples – exchange rates, tools to explaining etc. But the question was how to do that. Annie said that there is no need to describe everything. 

Eleanor asked about the essence of 6.2 and adding 6.0 in previous section – to emphasize the human rights.

Niko asked everyone to send him comments for the sections if they have any for draft two. He added that the group can discuss other than this issue – good for network. Everyone got strong organizations as affiliates – try to reach out and build the alliance.  
18:00

Assessment and Next Step
Niko wanted to do assessment of the workshop - Sergio thought they still have reason to stay in touch and connected to work together and even after having the final draft it is still difficult to perfect it. But the workshop had gone beyond his expectation and he was glad that they came to this. 

Aldo said he was never worked all day long and even on Sunday and everyone had been very cooperative and supportive. He had to leave early.
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