Action Track 4: Advancing Equitable Livelihoods

4.08 Promote inclusive and sustainable agroecological network chains for small farmers and
indigenous communities linked to rural and urban consumers
1. What, in brief, is the solution?
Support the transition of 10 value chains in 50 countries towards solutions based on agro-ecological
principles. This should rely on a strong inclusion of small farmers and indigenous communities, and be
achieved by enhancing the quality and relevance of services supporting the production, transformation,
distribution, promotion and market access of agroecological products.
2. What was/were the source(s) from which this solution emerged?
Among the possible pathways to transform agricultural and food systems, agroecology is a nature-positive
approach strongly supported by farmer organizations, researchers, civil society, innovative private firms,
and a coalition of donors and countries. The HLPE report (2019)1 highlights the importance of agroecology
and innovative approaches (regenerative agriculture, nature based-solutions, organic agriculture or
agroforestry). FAO provides principles to define agroecological approaches based on technical and social
criteria2.
The thinking related to agroecology is: (i) there is an urgent need to design more resilient and sustainable
farming systems and value chains especially by enhancing and making use of ecological processes and
biological diversity (at crop, farm and territorial level), (ii) solutions need to take into account the needs
of the actors (farmers and value chain actors) and the type of farming, and should encompass scientific
and local knowledge, as well as new technologies (improved varieties, digital tools, etc.), (iii) partnerships
with actors are key for co-designing both technical innovations and organizational innovations, with a
need to strengthen actors’ capacity to innovate, (iv) there are no standard solutions and the solutions
have to be adapted to local situations, and (vi) the metrics of success are based on footprint analysis.
3. What problem is it trying to address within food systems?
To promote agroecology at scale there is a need to enhance the quality and relevance of services
supporting the agroecological production, transformation and distribution and to strengthen access to
markets for agroecological products. The solution addresses these two dimensions (services and markets)
in sensitive areas (e.g., the Sahelian Zone in relationship with the Great Wall Initiative for example) and
specific value chains (e.g., cocoa).
4. Why is addressing that problem important for achieving the goal of your working group?
Ensuring robust and fair-priced markets for agroecologically-produced products would support the
livelihoods of small-scale farmers and indigenous communities, create decent jobs across the value-chain,
and strengthen the ecological resilience of local food systems, based on local values and norms.
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5. How can this solution address that problem (theory of change)?
Agroecology is already implemented by small farmers in many situations in all the continents (developing
countries, OECD countries, etc.). It has been proven effective to produce healthy food and preserve
natural resources. However, there is an urgent need to scale agroecological services to achieve the SDGs.
For example, Andhra Pradesh State plans to involve 2 million farmers in agroecology3.
First, scaling agroecology requires the development of innovative services. Agricultural advisory services
– such as public-sector agriculture extension systems – need to support collective action with multistakeholder approaches, such as cooperatives, as well as individual entrepreneurs and small start-ups.
Support is needed so that these organizations can integrate agroecological technical and social
dimensions. Agroecology also requires services for the provision of bio-inputs, seeds and access to
finance. Bio-technologies (for activating soil fertility, composting waste, bio-pesticides, etc.) would be
useful as would digital tools that facilitate the management of local knowledge, exchanges and learning
or ensure support the traceability and marketing of agroecological products. Significant public investment
is also needed to support research on agroecological production methods as well as mechanisms to
enhance local knowledge exchanges and learning (e.g., farmer-to-farmer field schools).
Second, agroecology cannot develop at scale without access to markets that recognize and value products
obtained from agroecology. Interventions to promote certification of products and processing are
important, which can draw from numerous experiences: promotion of Geographical Indications within
national frameworks, development of sustainability standards from the public or private sector with thirdparty certifications or participatory certifications, the rise of labels and private brands supporting
sustainable approaches, etc. However, these certifications must take into account the principles of
agroecology and balance the economic, social and environmental dimensions of sustainability. In addition,
they must be coupled with other mechanisms to be effective and ensure real changes in production and
marketing practices (training, fair and inclusive distribution of value added, support for producers'
income, control of fraud, etc.). Short supply chains should be encouraged in particular to allow better
promotion of local products and to ensure diversified and quality nutrition for local consumers (e.g., public
food procurement programs such as Brazil’s National School Feeding Program). Funding assistance is also
needed via all possible financial tools (loan, subsidy, blending), and should support producers alongside a
network of small processing and marketing companies.
6. Why does this solution align to the definition and criteria for a ‘game changing solution’ developed
by the Summit?
This solution is about change at scale by ensuring equitable livelihood opportunities for millions of smallscaled and indigenous farmers in the establishment of 10 value chains and 50 countries. Past experience
and scientific evidence demonstrates the feasibility of scaling up agroecology, while agroecology is
inherently about sustainability from both an environmental and social perspective. Furthermore,
committing significant public and international investment in scaling up fair markets focused on
agroecology would be a true department from existing practice which has tended to invest in
industrialized forms of agriculture.
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7. Existing evidence supporting the argument that this solution will work, or at least achieve the initial
outcomes
A large amount of scientific evidence and experience in the field provides strong support for scaling up
agroecology (see the annex for references).
8. What is the current and/or likely political support for this idea?
There are numerous coalitions of actors who have long-supported agroecology at different levels, from
local to global scales, including member states in Europe, countries in other continents, international
grassroots networks and organizations, and research alliances. Some groups (countries, firms,
associations) are clearly against agroecology and support high-input industrial agriculture and other Green
Revolution approaches, in relationship with some elements of the private sector which invest in and profit
from these technologies. upcoming CFS PR-AEAOIA and encourage their uptake as part of this solution.
The upcoming CFS Policy Recommendations on Agroecological and other Innovative approaches can
provide guidance at country level, and their uptake can be part of this solution.
9. Are there certain contexts for which this solution is particularly well suited, or, not well-suited.
The solution is well suited in contexts where family farms are dominant in the agricultural sector or in
regions where the Green Revolution paradigm does not work or would cause irreparable environmental
and economic harm (e.g., degraded areas, areas with high climatic risks, land without irrigation, and places
with significant endemic agri-biodiversity, places where farmers are severely indebted).
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