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Sunday 25 Nov Monday Nov 26 Tuesday Nov 27 Wednesday Nov 28 Thursday Nov 29 
 
 
 
 

9am – 10:30am 
Riverview Room 
Conference Opening and Keynote 
presentation : Prof Tim Lang 

 

8:30 – 10:00am  
Riverview Room 
Diet, Health and Nutrition 
 

8:30 – 10:00am  
Riverview Room 
Panel Session: Non-State Regulation of 
Agricultural Trade in the Asia-Pacific 
 

 
Field Trip 8:30am-1pm 

 Morning tea: 10:30-11:00am Morning tea: 10-10:30am Morning tea: 10-10:30am  
 
 
 
 
 

11:00am – 12:30pm 
Riverview Room 
Organics 
 

10:30am- 12:15pm  
Riverview Room 
Food Consumption 
& Consumers 
 

10:30am- 12:15pm  
Seminar Rooms 1&2 
Urban-Rural 
Dynamics 
  

10:30am- 12:15pm  
Riverview Room 
Standards, Audit & 
Regulation B 
 

10:30am- 12:15pm  
Seminar Rooms 1&2 
Energy & 
Sustainability A 
 

 
Field Trip 8:30am-1pm 

 Lunch: 12:30pm – 1:30pm Lunch: 12:15-1:15pm Lunch: 12:15-1:15pm  
 
 
 
 
 

1:30pm – 3:15pm: 
Riverview Room 
Standards, Audit & 
Regulation A 
 

1:30pm – 3:15pm  
Seminar Rooms 1&2 
Food Security 
 

1:15 – 3:00pm  
Riverview Room 
Food Knowledges  
 

1:15 – 3:00pm  
Seminar Rooms 1&2 
Food, Farming and 
Culture 
 

1:15 – 3:00pm  
Riverview Room 
Global Influences 
upon Agri-food B 
 

1:15 – 3:00pm  
Seminar Rooms 1&2 
Energy & 
Sustainability B 
  

 

 Afternoon tea: 3:15pm – 3:45pm Afternoon tea: 3:00pm – 3:30pm Afternoon tea: 3:00pm – 3:30pm  
5-7pm:  
 
Welcome Reception & 
Registration 
 
Venue: Stevens Bonnin 
Room - Emmanuel 
College, UQ 
 

3:45pm- 5:30pm  
Riverview Room 
Global Influences 
upon Agri-food A 
 

3:45pm- 5:30pm  
Seminar Rooms 1&2 
New Technologies 
 

5pm 
Public Lecture by Prof. Tim Lang 
‘Cashing in on Consumers? Supermarket 
Power, Consumer Choice and the Challenges 
of the Future’ 
 
Venue: Queensland College of Art Central 
Lecture Theatre and Dell Gallery Building (S05), 
South Bank. Room 2.04 (Central Lecture 
Theatre) 

 
3:30-5:00pm  

Riverview Room 
 

Agri-food Business meeting 
 

 

     
Evening Free 
 

7:00pm Agri-food Trivia 
Venue: UQ Pizza Café 

 

Evening Free 7pm: Agri-food Conference Dinner 
Venue: River Canteen, South Bank 
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Monday November 26 

9am – 10:30am: Conference Welcome  {Riverview Room} 
1.  Keynote Presentation – Professor Tim Lang   
 ‘Joining up the dots? Drawing evidence from the food system for future policy’  
 

Morning tea: 10:30-11:00am 
11:00am – 12:30pm : Organics  {Riverview Room} 
Chair:  Jane Dixon 
1. Andrew Murphy -  Consumer knowledge of organic food in New Zealand and the United Kingdom 
2. Samantha Neal et al -  Governing Organic: The changing industry regimes in Australia 
3. Jannie Adamsen et al -  Growing Australia’s Organic Food Sector, Lessons from Denmark 
4. Brendon Radford and Kristen Lyons - Peas in a Pod? The Convergence of Organic and Development Cooperation Sectors 
5. John Paull -  Organics Olympiad 2007 - Perspectives on the Global State of Organic Agriculture 
 

Lunch: 12:30pm – 1:30pm Lunch: 12:30pm – 1:30pm 
1:30pm – 3:15pm : Standards, Audits & Regulation A 
{Riverview Room} 
Chair: Hugh Campbell 
1.Rebecca Diggle - Scientific uncertainty in the 
assessment of agri-chemical mixtures; implications for 
regulatory decision-makers and food consumers 
2. Chris Rosin and Grant Blackwell - Are we speaking the 
same language?  A transdisciplinary approach to 
intensification in New Zealand agriculture 
3. Vaughan Higgins et al - Certification, Standards, and 
Hybrid Governance Strategies: The Case of 
Environmental Management Systems in Australia 
4. Philip Bodman, Paul Riethmuller* and Mayu Yamada - 
Geographic Indications and Australian Agriculture 
 

1:30pm – 3:15pm : Food Security 
 {Seminar Rooms 1&2} 
Chair:  Jeff Neilson 
1. David Fig - Recent obstacles to food security in the Eastern 
Cape province, South Africa 
2. Kelly Donati - Civic agriculture, food democracy and 
aesthetics: Cultivating active citizens in an undemocratic food 
system 
3. Wendy Foley - Corned beef is like a dream in this hell 
4. Bustanul Arifin et al - Alternatives for Rice Price-Stabilization 
Policy in Indonesia 
 

Afternoon tea: 3:15pm – 3:45pm Afternoon tea: 3:15pm – 3:45pm 
3:45pm- 5:30pm: Global Influences upon Agri-food A 
{Riverview Room} 
Chair:  Sophia Murphy 
1. Jagjit Plahe - Global Intellectual Property Rules ant the 
Commodification of Plant Varieties: A Focus on the Rights 
of Small Producers in the North-West Indian Rice Chain 
2.  Nanjan Ajjan and Bill Pritchard - Malady and remedy 
analysis of contract farming in India 
3. Jasmine Glover - Inserting South Indian supply chains 
into geographies of globalisation of the ornamental cut 
flower industry 
4.  David Burch - Private Equity Companies and the Agri-
food Sector: Three Case Studies 
 

3:45pm- 5:30pm:  New Technologies 
 {Seminar Rooms 1&2} 
Chair: Stewart Lockie 
1. Kristen Lyons and Gyorgy Scrinis - Under the Regulatory 
Radar? Nanotechnologies and Their Impacts for Rural Australia  
2. Julie Kimber et al - Assessing the Social Consequences of 
Emerging Food Technologies 
3. Carolyn Morris - Biopharm Futures: the view from seed 
farming 
4. Bruce Small and Hein Roth - New Zealand Pastoral Farmers’ 
and Potential Technologies and Strategies for Intensified 
Production 
5. Peter Parbery - The Labelling of Genetically Modified Food in 
Australia and New Zealand 
 

 
7:00pm Agri-food Trivia 
Venue: UQ Pizza Café 
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Tuesday Nov 27 

8:30 – 10:00am: Diet, Health and Nutrition  {Riverview Room} 
Chair: Ruth Beilin 
1. Jane Dixon -  Auditing supermarkets for their public health impacts 
2. Gyorgy Scrinis -  The Nutritionism Paradigm: Nutritional Reductionism and the Nutritional Engineering and 

Marketing of Food 
3. Ferne Edwards -   Gleaning from Gluttony: Contesting Acceptability through Alternative Consumption Practices 
4. Stewart Lockie and Kerry Mummery -Embodying neoliberalism? Sociological perspectives on the ‘epidemic of obesity’ 
 

Morning tea: 10:00-10:30am 
10:30am- 12:15pm: Food Consumption & Consumers 
{Riverview Room} 
Chair: Jannie Adamsen 
1. Karl-Michael Brunner - Sustainable food consumption  
2. Lisa Schubert - Explaining patterns of convenience food 
consumption using available disciplinary conceptual 
frameworks: An exercise in disciplinary reductionism, 
confused logic and the ideology of individual responsibility 
3.  David Burch and *Geoff Lawrence - From Food 
Producers to 'Wellness' Companies; Recent developments 
in the Global Food Processing Industry 
4. Nicki Marks and Bronwyn Cuthbertson - Beyond 
Credence: Emerging Global Consumer Trends - What will 
they mean for the agri-food sector? 
 

10:30am- 12:15pm: Urban-Rural Dynamics  
{Seminar Rooms 1&2} 
Chair:  Brendon Radford 
1. Reidar Almås - New relations between rural and urban 
societies Evidence from Norway, France and United States 
2. Ruth Beilin and Carolyn Whitzman - Social and Ecological 
Resilience:  Community Gardens in the Urban Landscape 
3. Pamela Morgan - Planning Productive Cities 
4. Bill Pritchard and Stewart Lockie - Innovation, diversion or 
retreat? Resolving the spatial and social contradictions of 
neoliberal rural policy 
 
 

Lunch: 12:15-1:15pm 
1:15 – 3:00pm: Food Knowledges 
 {Riverview Room} 
Chair:  Sally Rickson 
1.Susan Cleary - Now I understand why people stand on 
pulpits: the everyday practice of ordinary entrepreneurs in 
local food production systems 
2. Lucy Pike and Kelly Donati - Putting the ‘community’ in 
community gardens: An analysis of two gardening spaces 
in Melbourne, Victoria 
3. Barbara Pini - Discourses of denigration: Male 
agricultural leaders response to farm women’s networks 
4. Julian Jeffs - Cultivating Culinary Libido: Food 
Pornography in Australian Television Cooking Programs 

1:15 – 3:00pm: Food, Farming and Culture  
{Seminar Rooms 1&2} 
Chair:  Carolyn Morris 
1. Quentin Farmar-Bowers - Influences on farming family’s 
strategic decisions 
2. David Mason and Ian Knowd - The Hawkesbury Harvest 
Story:  Exploring the socio-cultural intersection between 
agriculture and urbanisation in the Sydney basin 
3. Gomathy Palaniappan et al - Growing Healthy Food – 
Reflections from Australia and India 
4. Barbara Parker - Interrogating ‘food integrity’: women talk 
ethics, the environment and health 
 

Afternoon tea: 3:00pm – 3:30pm 
5pm: Public Lecture by Professor Tim Lang 

‘Cashing in on Consumers? Supermarket Power, Consumer Choice and the Challenges of the Future’ 
 

Venue: Queensland College of Art Central Lecture Theatre and Dell Gallery Building (S05), South Bank. Room 2.04 (Central 
Lecture Theatre) 

  
Evening Free 
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Wednesday Nov 28 

8:30 – 10:00am: Panel Session: Non-State Regulation of Agricultural Trade in the Asia-Pacific {Riverview Room} 
Chair: Bill Pritchard 
1. Gracy Pailly, University of Agricultural Sciences Bangalore, India 
2. Bustanul Arifin, Bogor Agricultural University, Indonesia 
3. Tran Ngoc Kham, Tay Nguyen University, Viet Nam 
4. Stewart Lockie, Central Queensland University 
5. Jeff Neilson, University of Sydney 
 

Morning tea: 10:00-10:30am 
10:30am- 12:15pm: Standards, Audits & Regulation B 
{Riverview Room} 
Chair:  Vaughan Higgins 
1.Mark Lawrence - Analysing the policy and politics 
associated with the Australian food and nutrition system 1988 
– 2007 
2. Christine Dann and Stewart Lockie - Agricultural 
biodiversity conservation within neoliberal regimes of 
governance  
3. Tony Webb - Future directions for Agri-food chains in 
Australia 
4. Heather Yeatman - Reporting on Australian food and 
nutrition policies – whatever happened to local government? 
5. Jose Vargas-Hernandez - Economic and Social Impact of 
Current Development on Agricultural and Rural Policies and 
Institutions in Mexico 
 

10:30am- 12:15pm: Energy & Sustainability A 
 {Seminar Rooms 1&2} 
Chair:  Tabatha Wallington 
1. Lesley Hunt and Belinda Mortlock - Wellbeing and 
sustainable land use 
2. Robin Krabbe - Examining the potential of Community 
Supported Agriculture to withstand subsumption 
3. Branka Krivokapic-Skoko and Denise Jarratt - 
Understanding Farmers’ Markets as Network – based 
Institutions 
4. Hugh Campbell et al - Is there Agri-Food Systems 
Resilience?: Reflections on Socio-Ecological Resilience 
Theory and Agricultural Sustainability 
 

Lunch: 12:15-1:15pm 
1:15 – 3:00pm: Global Influences upon Agri-food B 
{Riverview Room} 
Chair:  Reidar Almås 
1. Tiago E. G. Rodrigues - Agricultural Explosion in Brazil: 
Exploring the impacts of the Brazilian agricultural 
development over the Amazon 
2. Kohei Oro - International Division of Labor in Agricultural 
Production: The Case of “Relay Orchid Production” between 
Japan and Taiwan 
3. Sharon Friel - Unequal food systems, unhealthy diet 
4. Augusto Mussi Alvim and Flávio Tosi Feijó - The Effects of 
Mercosur EU Agreement upon Agricultural Sector and 
Environment in Brazil 
5. Kim Bryceson - Agent Based Modelling of an Australian 
Bush Food Chain to investigate possible new business 
strategies for aboriginal communities 

1:15 – 3:00pm: Energy & Sustainability B 
{Seminar Rooms 1&2} 
Chair:  Chris Rosin 
1. Sophia Murphy - Food, Feed and Fuel: balancing needs in 
an era of over-consumption and degraded natural resources 
2.  Howard Austin and Kristen Lyons - On-Farm Energy Use: 
A Comparison of Conventional and Organic Dairies in South 
East Queensland  
3.  Jago Dodson, Darryl Low Choy, and *Roy E. Rickson - Oil 
Vulnerability in Rural and Regional Australia:  Its Relation to 
the Concentration of Land Ownership and Rural Business 
4. Sophie Gaballa and Asha Bee Abraham - Food Miles in 
Australia: A preliminary study of Melbourne, Victoria 
5. Melanie Dare et al – Improving forest management 
community engagement in the agricultural landscape 

Afternoon tea: 3:00pm – 3:30pm 
3:30-5:00pm Agri-food Network Business meeting 

{Riverview Room} 
Chair: Dr Kristen Lyons, Agri-food Network Convener 

 
 
 

 
7pm: Agri-food Conference Dinner 
Venue: River Canteen, South Bank 
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Thursday Nov 29 

Agri-food Field Trip 8:30am-1pm 
Departing from Emmanuel College at 8:30am and returning by 1:00pm the Agri-food field trip will visit two urban-
based alternative food-networks in Brisbane.  
 
Northey Street City Farm (NSCF) is a community garden located approximately 5 kilometres from the centre of 
Brisbane City. Established in 1994 on 4 hectares of flood prone land, NSCF provides permaculture training 
courses, school tours, an organic farmers market as well as an organic nursery. NSCF attracts people of diverse 
backgrounds, and offers training programs for long term unemployed and migrants. Our visit to NSCF will enable 
us to learn about some of the 1500 plant species grown on this farm, as well as the social, economic and 
community impacts of this urban agriculture initiative for Brisbane. You can visit the website at 
http://www.northeystreetcityfarm.org.au/ 
 
The other site visit will be to Food Connect, which is a community supported agriculture project that provides at 
least 400 Brisbane households with produce grown within close proximity to the Brisbane region. Food Connect 
provides produce weekly, as well as numerous community events; including bush dances, public lectures and 
slide nights. On our visit to Food Connect we will hear from Robert Pekin, the founder and driver for Food 
Connect. For more information, visit http://www.foodconnect.com.au/ 
 
The field trip includes morning tea at the Northey Street City Farm.  
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Presenter/Attendee Email Contact Paper Session Abstract 
page no. 

Jannie Adamsen J.Adamsen@griffith.edu.au Organics, Mon 11am-12:30pm pg 12 
Nanjan Ajjan ajjan@rediffmail.com Global Influences on Agri-food A 

Mon 3:45-5:30pm 
pg 17-18 

Reidar Almås reidar.almas@bygdeforskning.ntnu.no Urban-Rural Dynamics 
Tues10:30am-12:15pm 

pg 25 

Augusto Mussi Alvim augusto.alvim@pucrs.br Global Influences on Agri-food B 
Wed 1:15-3:00pm 

pg 38 

Bustanul Arifin  barifin@uwalumni.com Food Security, Mon 1:30-3:15pm 
Panel Session, Wed 8:30-10:00am 

pg 16-17 
pg 32 

Howard Austin Howard.Austin@student.griffith.edu.au Energy & Sustainability B 
Wed 1:15-3:00pm 

pg 41 

Ruth Beilin rbeilin@unimelb.edu.au Urban-Rural Dynamics 
Tues10:30am-12:15pm 

pg 25 

Karl-Michael Brunner Karl-Michael.Brunner@wu-wien.ac.at Food Consumption & Consumers 
Tues 10:30am-12:15pm 

pg 23 

Kim Bryceson k.bryceson@uq.edu.au Global Influences on Agri-food B 
Wed 1:15-3:00pm 

pg 40 

David Burch d.burch@griffith.edu.au Global Influences on Agri-food A 
Mon 3:45-5:30pm 

pg 18 

Hugh Campbell hugh.campbell@stonebow.otago.ac.nz Energy & Sustainability A 
Wed 10:30am-12:15pm 

pg 36 

Susan Cleary s.cleary2@pgrad.unimelb.edu.au Food Knowledges, Tues 1:15-3:00pm pg 26-27 
Christine Dann christine.dann@clear.net.nz Standards, Audits & Regulation B 

Wed 10:30am-12:15pm 
pg 33 

Melanie Dare madare@postoffice.utas.edu.au Energy & Sustainability B 
Wed 1:15-3:00pm 

pg 42 

Rebecca Diggle lbxred1@nottingham.ac.uk Standards, Audits & Regulation A 
Mon 1:30-3:15pm 

pg 13 

Jane Dixon Jane.Dixon@anu.edu.au Diet, Health & Nutrition 
Tues 8:30-10:00am 

pg 21 

Kelly Donati kdonati@internode.on.net Food Security, Mon 1:30-3:15pm pg 16 
Ferne Edwards fedwards@unimelb.edu.au Diet, Health & Nutrition 

Tues 8:30-10:00am 
pg 22 

Quentin Farmar-Bowers Q.Farmar-Bowers@latrobe.edu.au Food, Farming & Culture, Tues 1:15-3:00pm pg 29 
Flávio Tosi Feijó tosifl@yahoo.com.br Global Influences on Agri-food B 

Wed 1:15-3:00pm 
pg 38 

David Fig davidfig@iafrica.com Food Security, Mon 1:30-3:15pm pg 15 
Wendy Foley w.foley@uq.edu.au Food Security, Mon 1:30-3:15pm pg 16 
Sharon Friel Sharon.friel@anu.edu.au Global Influences on Agri-food B 

Wed 1:15-3:00pm 
pg 38 

Sophie Gaballa sophieg@ceres.org.au Energy & Sustainability B 
Wed 1:15-3:00pm 

pg 42 

Jasmine Glover jglo9763@mail.usyd.edu.au Global Influences on Agri-food A 
Mon 3:45-5:30pm 

pg 18 

Vaughan Higgins vaughan.higgins@arts.monash.edu.au Standards, Audits & Regulation A 
Mon 1:30-3:15pm 

pg 14 

Lesley Hunt huntl2@lincoln.ac.nz Energy & Sustainability A 
Wed 10:30am-12:15pm 

pg 35 

Julian Jeffs joulesinspace@gmail.com Food Knowledges, Tues 1:15-3:00pm pg 28 
Tran Ngoc Kham  Panel Session, Wed 8:30-10:00am pg 32 
Julie Kimber jkimber@postoffice.utas.edu.au New Technologies, Mon 3:45-5:30pm pg 19 
Robin Krabbe robinkrabbe@bigpond.com Energy & Sustainability A  

Wed 10:30am-12:15pm 
pg 35 

Branka Krivokapic-Skoko bkrivokapic@csu.edu.au Energy & Sustainability A 
Wed 10:30am-12:15pm 
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Tim Lang T.lang@city.ac.uk Keynote Presentation, Mon 9:00-10:30am 
Public Lecture, Tues 5:00-6:30pm 
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Mark Lawrence mark.lawrence@deakin.edu.au Standards, Audits & Regulation B 

Wed 10:30am-12:15pm 
pg 33 

Geoff Lawrence g.lawrence@uq.edu.au Food Consumption & Consumers 
Tues 10:30am-12:15pm 

pg 24 

Stewart Lockie s.lockie@cqu.edu.au Diet, Health & Nutrition, Tues 8:30-10:00am; 
Panel Session, Wed 8:30-10:00am 

pg 22 
pg 32 

Kristen Lyons kristen.lyons@griffith.edu.au New Technologies, Mon 3:45-5:30pm pg 19 
Nicki Marks Nicki.Marks@dpi.vic.gov.au Food Consumption & Consumers 

Tues 10:30am-12:15pm 
pg 24 

David Mason david.mason@dpi.nsw.gov.au Food, Farming & Culture, Tues 1:15-3:00pm pg 29 
Pamela Morgan pamorgan@netspace.net.au Urban-Rural Dynamics 

Tues 10:30am-12:15pm 
pg 26 

Carolyn Morris Carolyn.morris@canterbury.ac.nz New Technologies, Mon 3:45-5:30pm pg 20 
Andrew Murphy A.J.Murphy@massey.ac.nz Organics, Mon 11am-12:30pm pg 11 
Sophia Murphy smurphy@iatp.org Energy & Sustainability B 

Wed 1:15-3:00pm 
pg 40 

Sam Neal samantha.neal@uq.edu.au Organics, Mon 11am-12:30pm pg 11 
Jeff Neilson jneilson@geography.usyd.edu.au Panel Session, Wed 8:30-10:00am pg 32 
Kohei Oro ohro@affrc.go.jp Global Influences on Agri-food B 

Wed 1:15-3:00pm 
pg 37 

Gracy Pailly gracycp@gmail.com Panel Session, Wed 8:30-10:00am pg 32 
Gomathy Palaniappan  g.palaniappan@uq.edu.au Food, Farming & Culture, Tues 1:15-3:00pm pg 30 
Peter Parbery peter.parbery@dpi.vic.gov.au New Technologies, Mon 3:45-5:30pm pg 21 
Barbara Parker bparker@csu.edu.au Food, Farming & Culture, Tues 1:15-3:00pm pg 32 
John Paull john.paull@anu.edu.au Organics, Mon 11am-12:30pm pg 13 
Lucy Pike lpike@unimelb.edu.au Food Knowledges, Tues 1:15-3:00pm pg 27 
Barbara Pini b.pini@qut.edu.au Food Knowledges, Tues 1:15-3:00pm pg 27-28 
Jagjit Plahe Jagjit.Plahe@buseco.monash.edu.au Global Influences on Agri-food A 

Mon 3:45-5:30pm 
pg 17 

Bill Pritchard b.pritchard@geosci.usyd.edu.au Urban-Rural Dynamics, Tues 10:30am-
12:15pm;  
Panel Session, Wed 8:30-10:00am 

pg 26 
 
pg 32 

Brendon Radford b.radford@griffith.edu.au Organics, Mon 11am-12:30pm pg 12 
Roy Rickson r.rickson@griffith.edu.au Energy & Sustainability B 

Wed 1:15-3:00pm 
pg 41 

Paul Riethmuller p.riethmuller@economics.uq.edu.au Standards, Audits & Regulation A 
Mon 1:30-3:15pm 

pg 15 

Tiago Rodrigues Tiago.Rodrigues@student.griffith.edu.au Global Influences on Agri-food B 
Wed 1:15-3:00pm 

pg 37 

Chris Rosin chris.rosin@stonebow.otago.ac.nz Standards, Audits & Regulation A 
Mon 1:30-3:15pm 

pg 14 

Lisa Schubert l.schubert@sph.uq.edu.au Food Consumption & Consumers 
Tues 10:30am-12:15pm 

pg 23-24 

Gyorgy Scrinis gyorgy.scrinis@rmit.edu.au Diet, Health & Nutrition 
Tues 8:30-10:00am 

pg 21-22 

Bruce Small bruce.small@agresearch.co.nz New Technologies, Mon 3:45-5:30pm pg 20 
Jose Vargas-Hernandez jgvh0811@yahoo.com Standards, Audits & Regulation B 

Wed 10:30am-12:15pm 
pg 34-35 

Tony Webb Tony.Webb@uws.edu.au Standards, Audits & Regulation B 
Wed 10:30am-12:15pm 

pg 33 

Heather Yeatman hyeatman@uow.edu.au Standards, Audits & Regulation B 
Wed 10:30am-12:15pm 

pg 34 
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Monday 26 November 2007 - 9am – 10:30am: “Conference Opening” (Riverview Room) 
 

Joining up the dots? Drawing evidence from the food system for future policy 
 

Tim Lang 
 

Professor of Food Policy, Centre for Food Policy, City University, London, UK. 
t.lang@city.ac.uk   

 
Sixty or so years ago, the world’s food system was set on a different course to all previous ones. The post World War 2 
settlement represented the triumph and hard work of many food analysts from the natural, medical and social sciences of 
the day. They seized the surreal chance offered by the world’s dire experience of two world wars, agricultural trade slumps 
and famines and offered a new policy package to policy-makers. It would be possible, they argued, to accelerate food 
output, banish waste and make people healthier through a judicious mix of State support + Capital + Science. To some 
extent (arguably a large extent) the package succeeded, as we know; and its architects would be proud but also, as I will 
argue, now very troubled. They did unleash productivity, feed billions more, make food cheaper, reduce senseless post-
harvest waste, increase choice, lighten diets, invent and use technologies to transform what and how we eat. But they also 
contributed to environmental degradation, a reliance on oil, and a distortion of diets heralding a new era of diseases 
associated with over- and mal-consumption. 
 
Social scientists have documented over recent decades that almost much in supply chains has been subjected to change: 
how food is grown, where, what happens to it, its routes to the consumer, who controls those processes, and so on. At the 
consumer end, there has been a parallel revolution. How people eat, what they eat, their assumptions have been pushed 
back, altered, subjected to extraordinary marketing and mass psychological transformation. The net result is that the 
fundamental challenges addressed by earlier generations of food scientists have been transformed. Gone, the optimists 
remind us, are the Old Gods of Necessity, Need and Nature and the Old Demons such as Hunger, Ill-health and Cost. Food 
is plentiful, good and affordable (for some). The worlds of Nature, Labour and Production, say these optimists, have now 
been squeezed into different shapes.  
 
But, as we also know, food nirvana has not been really achieved. Huge problems loom ahead: environmental (climate 
change, water, soil), health (obesity alongside hunger; escalating healthcare costs), social (widening inequalities within and 
between nations), cultural (marketing excess, perversion of needs), and economic (rapid concentration distorting markets). 
Even measured against its own baseline– the core goal of banishing hunger – the record shows signs of slippage (absolute 
numbers have recently risen). To make matters worse, barely a nation on earth is now not witness to some, if not all, of the 
problems associated with the Nutrition Transition as everyday food cultures (those complexes of meanings, routines and 
realities) have been recast. More people suffer obesity and overweight globally than underweight. 
 
In this lecture, I want to reflect on the 20th century and offer some thoughts on what I think we as social scientists might offer 
to today’s policy-makers for the 21st. What is our ‘big picture’? Can we agree on one? Can we join up the dots between 
bodies of evidence? I hope and believe we can. Of course there are important differences and some furious arguments but 
we should not underestimate the extent to which there is also some semblance of a consensus as to the big picture about 
what is going on. The new picture created over the last twenty years by social scientists and others does offer a radical 
analysis of the food system but it is one which is real, not fabricated. And we know now that the challenges ahead cannot be 
addressed in separate policy boxes, even though current institutions do just that. The environmental challenges are in fact 
societal (think: class inequalities). The societal ones are about the economy (think: the profligate use of non-renewable 
energy behind the societies which glorify Choice). The health crises cannot be addressed without transforming our built 
environment (think: how can one expect people to build exercise into daily lives if we live far from work and rely on cars). 
The cultural ones are about the supply chain (think: reliance on a-seasonal availability of foods). And so on.  
 
This lecture is, in effect, a plea for ecological thinking and collaborative working. I use the word ‘ecological’ not just in the 
sense of ‘environment’ but in the sense that we need to address the connections between issues. We must be ecological if 
we hope to explore the knock-on effects, the complexities and the power structures of the modern agri-food system. My own 
particular interest is the need to assess and help the so far fumbling attempts of the policy frameworks of the modern world 
to address this connectedness. We need food policies which recognise the different domains of existence, locating the 
social alongside the material, physiological and cultural aspects.  
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This is not, I believe, a call to submerge the social scientist’s role in studying food into a mish-mash driven by others’ 
intellectual foci. On the contrary, it is a reminder that we more than many disciplines or perspectives can stress how food is 
about power and social relations. The lecture is a plea to look across discourses, across the food terrain and across the 
world, not to wallow in that complexity but to help join up the dots.  A world in which policy is reduced to myriad 
individualised choices cannot address the environmental challenge of water shortage or climate change. 
 
 
Monday 26 November 2007 - 11am – 12:30am: “Organics” (Riverview Room) 
 
Chair: Jane Dixon 
 

Consumer knowledge of organic food in New Zealand and the United Kingdom 
 

Andrew J Murphy 
 

Massey University (Auckland) 
a.j.murphy@massey.ac.nz 

 
Research into consumer knowledge and attitudes regarding organic food has not kept pace with the growth of the industry, 
particularly in New Zealand. Since the properties that may differentiate the organic from the ‘conventional’ (such as the 
absence of pesticides and fertilizers in production, genetic modification, and preservatives) cannot be determined at the 
point of sale or consumption, the organic certification system and label stand as a proxy. Consumers’ knowledge and 
perceptions of these properties is heterogeneous and generally quite limited. Consumer awareness of differing labels is vital 
if organic products are to continue to attract market premiums, critical to the rapid growth of the sector. This paper presents 
research results from interviews with 100 NZ and 20 UK consumers on their consumption of organic food, and their 
awareness and knowledge of the food qualities and the certification schemes that underpin the organic food system. 
Organic food consumers have a low top-of-mind recall of organic certification labels, although prompted recognition was 
much higher; consumers tend to trust organic labelling at face value. Consumers prioritorised personal health concerns over 
the environment, with cost the overwhelming inhibiter of further consumption. NZ consumers had more favourable 
perceptions of BioGro, the largest, oldest and farmer-led certification body, although it was also perceived as “boring”; there 
was low (and mostly unfavourable) awareness of Demeter, the bio-dynamic standard. Consumers could distinguish organic 
labels from other environmental labels (Fairtrade and Environmental Choice), although qualitative comments suggest there 
is more confusion than the quantitative data indicate. 
 
 

Governing Organic: The changing industry regimes in Australia 
 

Samantha Neal1, Kristen Lyons2  and Geoffrey Lawrence3 

 
1,3School of Social Science, The University of Queensland, St Lucia, QLD 4067 

2 School of Science, Griffith University, Kessels Rd, QLD 4111 
 
The Australian organics industry has in the past been seen as an international leader in the development of a model to 
govern organic production systems.  This model has, at least in part, supported the emergence of the Australian organic 
sector as an international leader, with the largest area of certified organic land in the world, and sales exceeding $250 
million. While Australia’s model has been used as a benchmark for development of a number of governance systems 
worldwide, it is now undergoing a period of significant change. Amongst these changes include the Australian Government’s 
indication they intend to withdraw as the competent authority for export produce and the proposal of two domestic 
governance systems by organic industry groups.   
 
This paper begins with an overview of the changing governance regimes for the Australian organic sector, and then 
discusses the impacts of these changes for the regulation of the industry. The paper then critically assesses the drivers for 
change to the current regulatory system and the responses from industry in the context of international organic governance 
models and contemporary governance literature.  The paper concludes by pointing to some of the potential impacts of this 
shift in organic governance for the future of the Australian organic sector.  
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Growing Australia’s Organic Food Sector, Lessons from Denmark 
 

Jannie Mia Adamsen, Kristen Lyons and Hume Winzar 
 

Griffith University 
J.Adamsen@griffith.edu.au 

Kristen.Lyons@griffith.edu.au 
H.Winzar@griffith.edu.au 

 
Commentators frequently associate the organic agriculture and food sector with sustainable development, and suggest 
organics provides a practical solution to environmental problems including climate change, land degradation, salinity and 
pollution. Given the promises, it is surprising the uptake of organic produce in Australia is considerably lower than other 
comparable western countries. This paper evaluates barriers for expanding Australia’s organic market. We will examine the 
conditions considered crucial for a well-functioning organic marketplace: trustworthy certification, stable and reliable supply 
and minimum price premiums, as well as the role of government and the retail industry.  
 
The Danish organic market offers opportunities to learn, which may be applied in the Australian case, since the 
abovementioned conditions are all realised in the Danish context; there are no major shortages or barriers, the government 
is heavily involved financially in the conversion process from conventional to organic production, and the retail industry is 
pursuing an aggressive push strategy to increase consumer demand. Today Denmark enjoys the highest per capita 
consumption of organic food worldwide. 
 
The Australian organic environment has generally shown problems with these conditions, and has very limited government 
involvement, and a retail industry that has only recently started to focus on this product segment. 
 
The paper concludes by suggesting Australia look at the Danish case to successfully increase organic food sales, and come 
one step closer to a sustainable future. 
 
 

Peas in a Pod? The Convergence of Organic and Development Cooperation Sectors 
 

Brendon Radford & Dr Kristen Lyons 
 

School of Biomolecular and Physical Sciences, Griffith University 
B.Radford@griffith.edu.au 

Kristen.lyons@griffith.edu.au 
 

Uganda has seen rapid growth in the uptake of certified organic agriculture over the last fifteen years.  As a result of this 
expansion, by 2005 Uganda had more organic farmers than any other country in Africa. The majority of expansion in the 
organic sector has occurred in the export market. Rapid growth in organic exporting has occurred alongside increasing 
assistance from development cooperation agencies and non-government organisations. These agencies have provided the 
financial, institutional and other support mechanisms to build the organic export market. Uganda has received significant 
financial support from organizations including the Swedish International Development Cooperation Agency (Sida) and the 
Humanist Development Cooperation Agency (Hivos).  These international organizations view organic export production as 
providing solutions to the tripartite goal of economically, socially and environmentally sustainable development. 
 
This paper argues recent changes in the organic sector – including expansion in organic production in developing countries 
such as Uganda, alongside a growing emphasis on socially just international trade relations – has created new opportunities 
to build the alliance between the organic and development corporation sectors. Drawing from an analysis of policy and other 
documents, alongside interviews with organic and development agency representatives, this paper demonstrates the 
convergence between organic and development corporation discourses. Both sectors increasingly emphasis the central role 
of trade for ensuring economic, social, and environmentally sustainable development. This paper argues that new organic 
discourses complement the priorities of the development corporation sector, thereby attracting their support. This paper 
explains the drivers for this convergence, and concludes by discussing some of the likely impacts for the organic sector. 
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Organics Olympiad 2007 - Perspectives on the Global State of Organic Agriculture 
 

John Paull 
 

Fenner School of Environment & Society,  
Australian National University, Canberra 

john.paull@anu.edu.au 
 
Organic food has been described as the world’s fastest growing food sector, and many countries have now set targets for 
conversion to Organic Agriculture. The stated goal of the organic movement is the adoption worldwide of Organic 
Agriculture. That task has a long path to travel, with Organic Agriculture described as a 2% solution.  One strategy for 
success in any endeavour, is: find out who “the winners” are, identify what they are doing, and do that; and there is a 
corollary to this maxim. Which countries are leaders in the charge to Organic Agriculture? In the absence of a single 
comprehensive index of organic-ness, this paper identifies 12 indices of organic-ness, and presents the leadership by 
country, for  each of these indices. A portmanteau-index of overall organics leadership is examined. Based on longitudinal 
data, projections are presented for future Organic Agriculture scenarios. 
 
 
Monday 26 November 2007 – 1:30pm – 3:15pm: “Standards, Audits and Regulation A” (Riverview Room) 
 
Chair: Hugh Campbell 
 

Scientific uncertainty in the assessment of agri-chemical mixtures; implications for  
regulatory decision-makers and food consumers 

 
Rebecca Diggle 

 
PhD Candidate, Institute of Science and Society,  

University of Nottingham, UK 
lbxred1@nottingham.ac.uk 

 
Research in Science and Technology Studies has explored the role of science and the outcomes of chemical risk 
assessments in the construction and justification of policy decision-making. These studies on risk assessment and 
regulatory practices highlight the significance of often tacit assumptions and expert judgements in the shaping of advisory 
recommendations. 
 
Exposure to agri-chemical mixtures present in foodstuffs has been highlighted within the scientific literature as an area of 
uncertainty where many conclusions are based on expert judgement. Despite this acknowledgement, recent policy 
documents issued by the UK Food Standards Agency (FSA) suggest that the risk to human health from exposure to 
mixtures of pesticide residues in food is likely to be small, a finding that has been challenged by both members of the 
scientific community and by several pressure groups. Through the use of documentary analysis and interview data this 
study explores how scientific data is interpreted and how uncertainty is conceptualised by those involved in chemical 
assessment for the purpose of risk communication and regulation. Preliminary findings suggest that whilst FSA advisory 
group members accept the inherent uncertainty in their own scientific practice this contingency is stripped away from their 
regulatory advice; thus scientific facts are presented as more certain than the scientists themselves believe them to be. The 
implications of these findings will be discussed with respect to both the current process of regulatory decision-making and 
the potential consequences for consumers exposed through their diet to mixtures of agri-chemicals.  
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Are we speaking the same language?  A transdisciplinary approach to 
intensification in New Zealand agriculture 

 
Christopher Rosin and Grant Blackwell 

 
Centre for the Study of Agriculture, Food and Environment, University of Otago, Dunedin, New Zealand 

chris.rosin@stonebow.otago.ac.nz 
grant.blackwell@stonebow.otago.ac.nz 

 
The ARGOS project was created in order to pursue a transdisciplinary assessment of the condition of sustainability in New 
Zealand agriculture.  The initial structure of the project involved the comparison of social, economic and environmental 
aspects of farm managers and farms based on their participation in distinct market audit schemes (including EurepGAP, 
retailer driven Quality Assurance and certified Organic).  Whereas the data collected over the first four years of the project 
indicated some important differences among the panels defined by this ARGOS framework, more compelling analyses of 
sustainability lie in the collaborative assessment of data collected for the kiwifruit and sheep/beef sectors with respect to a 
group of shared transdisciplinary themes.  Of the themes recognised in the project, that of intensification provides a focus to 
which the currently collected data can be addressed.  In this paper, we examine the role of intensification and its impacts in 
the New Zealand kiwifruit and sheep/beef sectors drawing on interpretations of the concept as it is relevant to the social, 
economic, farm management and environmental research teams.  Our findings to date indicate that intensification is an on-
going and deeply embedded feature of management strategies in both of these sectors.  In developing our transdisciplinary 
examination of intensification, we draw conclusions regarding the effects of various forms of the intensification of 
management practices on the potential sustainability and resilience of agriculture in New Zealand. 
 
 

Certification, Standards, and Hybrid Governance Strategies:  
The Case of Environmental Management Systems in Australia 

 
Vaughan Higgins1, Jacqui Dibden2 and Chris Cocklin3 

 
1School of Humanities, Communications and Social Sciences, Monash University, Churchill, Victoria 

Email: vaughan.higgins@arts.monash.edu.au 
2School of Geography and Environmental Science, Monash University, Melbourne, Victoria 

Email: jacqui.dibden@arts.monash.edu.au 
3Faculty of Science, Engineering and Information Technology, James Cook University, Townsville, Queensland 

Email: chris.cocklin@jcu.edu.au 
 
Standards and certification systems are frequently conceptualised as either public or private – in terms of the actors, 
agencies and processes responsible for their creation and implementation. However, the increasingly blurred boundaries 
between these forms of regulation, and particularly the rise of ‘network’ governance noted by a number of scholars, 
suggests that greater attention is needed to standards and certification as part of hybrid strategies of governing. Agri-
environmental governance provides a fruitful field in which to investigate the hybridity of standards. Blurred boundaries 
between market-oriented, state-based and community-led strategies have been noted for some time within the literature on 
this topic. Nevertheless, there has as yet been little attempt to explore how this hybridity shapes the application of 
environmental standards. This paper addresses this gap in the literature by focusing on the implementation and adaptation 
of environmental management systems (EMS) – based on the international standard ISO14001 – within Australian 
agriculture. We show that while the original intent of EMS was to assist Australian farmers in verifying the ‘clean and green’ 
credentials of their commodities through third-party certification, the absence of significant market incentives has contributed 
to EMS being adapted regionally in a variety of different ways. The paper examines two examples of such adaptation and 
reflects on the implications for future studies exploring the relationship between standards and governing. 
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Geographic Indications and Australian Agriculture 
 

Philip Bodman, Paul Riethmuller* and Mayu Yamada 
 

School of Economics 
University of Queensland 

* Corresponding author: p.riethmuller@economics.uq.edu.au 
 
Geographic Indications (GIs) have emerged as an important feature of agriculture in the European Union, particularly in Italy 
and France. While they offer producers the opportunity to differentiate their products from competitors, they have the 
potential to act as a non-tariff barrier to trade. For this reason, they have been discussed during the Doha Round of trade 
talks conducted under the auspices of the WTO. This paper will discuss the growth that has taken place in the use of GIs 
and canvass issues associated with their use, including possible implications for Australian agriculture.  
 
 
Monday 26 November 2007 – 1:30pm – 3:15pm: “Food Security” (Seminar Rooms 1&2) 
 
Chair:  Jeff Neilson 
 

Recent obstacles to food security in the Eastern Cape province, South Africa 
 

David Fig 
 

Independent environmental sociologist 
Board Member, Research Committee RC24, Environment and Society, International Sociological Association 

Associate, Sociology of Work Project, University of the Witwatersrand, Johannesburg 
davidfig@iafrica.com 

 
During the past thirteen years of democratic government, the Eastern Cape province of South Africa has remained the 
poorest in the country.  It inherited a legacy of rural underdevelopment, severe economic and ecological crises in the 1980s.  
The bulk of the province consisted of two apartheid-era ‘homelands’, Transkei and Ciskei, both of which received a spurious 
‘independence’ from the central apartheid government, as part of a plan to remove its inhabitants from having any rights in 
the remainder of the country. Betterment schemes (‘villageisation’) contributed to the already serious social dislocation 
resulting from migrant labour, endemic corruption and political repression.  
 
The advent of democracy also saw a spread of neo-liberal macro-economic policy, with the privatisation of some formerly 
government-owned facilities, subjection of the agricultural economy to the strictures of market forces, and the emphasis on 
meeting the social needs of the urban majority.  Just as democracy was encouraging the emergence of a new class of small 
farmers, so the support services from the state were being withdrawn.  Land reform, vital to the restructuring of the 
countryside, has not kept pace with social needs.  
 
The paper aims to understand the critical dynamics shaping food security in the Eastern Cape hinterland. It interrogates the 
difficulties faced by emergent small farmers.  It analyses the failures of the Massive Food Production Programme, which 
involved a private-public partnership between the provincial government and Monsanto to spread packages of genetically 
modified seed to the poor. It looks at more recent schemes to spread the cultivation of biofuels in the province, and asks 
how this will impact upon food security.  Finally it tries to raise questions about how food security can be guaranteed in the 
long run, arguing for new approaches to agricultural policy in order to combat poverty. 
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Civic agriculture, food democracy and aesthetics: Cultivating active citizens in an undemocratic food system 
 

Kelly Donati 
 

University of Melbourne 
kdonati@internode.on.net 

 
The industrialisation of food and agriculture systems has been a source of fear and anxiety for consumer and food activists 
around the world, raising many ethical questions about the way that we produce, process, distribute and consume food. 
These concerns raise a whole set of cultural anxieties about humanity’s relation to the natural world and the way in which 
Western knowledge systems are shaping the relationship between the material world and lived experience.  
 
As communities and researchers alike attempt to grapple with the issues raised by a global food supply constituted by 
increasingly complex and often invisible relationships between governments, corporations, producers, consumers and 
communities, urban farming has been recognised as a potential tool for improving food security and strengthening local 
communities in urban centres in both ‘developed’ and developing countries.  While urban agriculture has been important in 
contributing to local food security, researchers and food activists alike have more recently turned to the notion of civic 
agriculture as a way of revitalising engagement of urban citizens and creating more visible and sustainable food systems.  
This paper is part of a larger research project to understand the potential of urban agriculture in contributing to social and 
ecological transformation and suggests that aesthetics play an important and often unacknowledged role in fostering 
creative food-producing spaces in our cities. The notion of food democracy is explored as a productive form of collective 
resistance to unsustainable food systems and as a deliberate strategy for transforming consumers of food commodities to 
active citizens in the food system. 
 
 

Corned beef is like a dream in this hell 
 

Dr Wendy Foley 
 

Australian Centre for Peace & Conflict Studies, University of Queensland 
w.foley@uq.edu.au 

 
In Solomon Islands, an economic ‘hell’ is caused by a cocktail of developing country post-colonial and post-conflict issues.  
The weight of social responsibility to extended family dependents means that even many middle class urban people 
struggle to eat a varied and healthy diet. While subsistence farming is still the mainstay of the majority of the population, 
85% of whom live in rural areas, stresses on the subsistence system are increasing in contemporary times. 
 
This paper will present an overview of the current food and nutrition system in Solomon Islands, drawing on case studies of 
people from rural and urban areas to explore the lived reality within this system. 
 
 

Alternatives for Rice Price-Stabilization Policy in Indonesia 
Bustanul Arifin1, Suparmin2 and Sugiyono3 

 
1Professor of Agricultural Economics at the University of Lampung (UNILA)  

and Senior Fellow at the International Center for Applied Finance and Economics of Bogor Agricultural University 
(InterCAFE-IPB), Indonesia 

barifin@uwalumni.com 
2Associate Professor at the Department of Agricultural Economics and Social Sciences, at Mataram University (UNRAM), 

West Nusa Tenggara, Indonesia 
suparmin60@yahoo.com 

3Researcher at the Institute for Development of Economics and Finance (INDEF), Jakarta, Indonesia 
sugiyono_ms@yahoo.com 

 
 
Rice has been and remains major staple foods for 220 millions of Indonesian people. Although only 38 percent of all rural 
households actually farm rice, many more are connected to the rice economy through services, labour and trade. As a part 
of food security policy, rice price stabilization is the most watched and monitored economic policy in Indonesia. This study 
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examines rice price-stabilization of farm level (paddy) and consumer level (rice) in the Indonesian. The study analyses 
further the rice marketing system, by examining horizontal and vertical market integration of paddy and rice, both at regional 
and world market, using econometric methods of vector autoregressive (VAR) and vector error correction model (VECM). 
 
The results show rice markets in five major regions in Sumatra, Java, Kalimantan, Sulawesi, and Bali Nusa Tenggara 
showed horizontal market integrations during the New Order regime (1968-1997), albeit not in full integration. Rice markets 
were segmented during free-trade period (1998-2000) and during managed-open market period (2001-2004). Vertical 
integration between paddy and rice market only occurred during the New Order, but price transmission flew in one direction. 
Price stabilization in both paddy and rice only happened during the New Order, where paddy price were relatively more 
stable than the rice price in all three regimes. The study suggests that policies on production improvement, land reforms and 
food diversification deserve more budget allocations. The government should develop regional price procurement system 
and strengthen rice buffer stock at regional level as an alternative for centralised price stabilization policy. 
 
 
Monday 26 November 2007 – 3:45pm – 5:30pm: “Global Influences upon Agri-food A” (Riverview Room) 
 
Chair:  Sophia Murphy 
 

Global Intellectual Property Rules ant the Commodification of Plant Varieties: A Focus on the Rights of Small 
Producers in the North-West Indian Rice Chain 

 
Jagjit Plahe 

 
Work and Employment Rights Research Centre, Department of Management, Monash University 

Jagjit.Plahe@buseco.monash.edu.au 
 
 
This paper analyses the implications of India’s 2004 Protection of Plant Varieties and Farmers Rights (PPVFRs) Act for 
small producers in the North West Indian rice value chain. The paper also outlines policy options to protect the rights of 
small farmers in the rice chain. The PPVFR Act was introduced in parliament in response to India’s commitments under the 
World Trade Organisation’s intellectual property rights agreement. It is argued that the Act institutionalises a formal system 
of monopolised control over rice varieties, including those in the public domain, which compromises the status of small 
farmers in the rice chain. The extension of private property rights to plant varieties will lead to higher rice seed prices and 
will further erode genetic diversity entrenching some of the negative green revolution trends in the North-Western states. 
While India’s PPVFRs Act gives formal recognition to the role of farmers in agriculture, under the provisions of the Act, 
protection can only be granted to varieties which are genetically uniform, distinct and stable, therefore limiting the sorts of 
seeds that can be marketed and who can market them (Sahai, 2001, pp. 5-6). Without adequate external assistance from 
government and other agencies, it is unlikely that small rice farmers will be able to conform to the plant protection criteria 
under the Act.  
 
 

Malady and remedy analysis of contract farming in India 
 

N. Ajjan1 and Bill Pritchard2 

 

1 Professor, Directorate of Research, Tamil Nadu Agricultural University, Coimbatore, Tamil Nadu, India 
2 Associate Professor, School of Geosciences, University of Sydney, Australia. 

 
Emerging pressures of domestic and international trade are providing strong incentives for Indian farmers to adopt contract 
farming. In India, contract farming has been practiced since early 1970’s in vegetable crops including tomato, potato, onion 
and gherkin; cereals like wheat, barley, and basmati rice; commercial crops like cotton, sugarcane, groundnut, tobacco, 
cocoa, and chillies, and the seeds and poultry sectors. Both Multinational and Indian companies are undertaking contract 
farming. Contract farming has provided farmers with improved technology, higher returns, and assured prices, and enabled 
firms to coordinate and plan their supplies. However, despite these benefits, major bottlenecks are associated with these 
schemes including the loss of independent decision-making by farmers, delays in payment, vulnerability of crop failure, 
contract renege by farmers, problems with contract enforceability and lack of standardization and operationalisation of 
contract farming agreements. This paper focuses on the efforts of Indian Governments to resolve these issues so that 
contract farming meets social and economic goals. We ask what is the role of Government in the Indian context in ensuring 
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conducive environment in terms of assured price and buyback, establishment of an appropriate legal framework, setting up 
of a credible contract enforcement mechanism and making provisions for an inexpensive and simple arbitration 
arrangement. We finally suggest strategies for sustainable contract farming by selecting examples from a few crops under 
contract farming in India. 
 
 

Inserting South Indian supply chains into geographies of globalisation of the ornamental cut flower industry 
 

Jasmine Glover  
 

PhD Candidate 
School of Geosciences - University of Sydney 

jglo9763@mail.usyd.edu.au 
 
India holds over one-sixth of the global population and is rapidly evolving to emerge as a key player in the global economy 
in the 21st Century.  At the heart of its economy is the agricultural industry which impacts closely on the social, political, 
environmental and economic transformations occurring through rural India.  Liberalisation and modernisation of the 
agricultural sector has encouraged Indian agricultural policy towards market reforms which have changed patterns of 
agricultural practice throughout the country.  Amongst the industries to be affected by the rapid modernisation and 
liberalisation of the Indian agricultural sector is the expansion of high-input horticulture, in particular, this paper explores the 
ornamental cut flower industry.   India produces a variety of flowers including roses, gerberas and lilies which are currently 
in huge demand in the international market.  India’s agro climatic conditions are particularly suitable for cultivation of high 
quality flowers and coupled with relatively cheap and abundant labour, India is favoured with a distinct competitive 
advantage in terms of prices.  Additionally, India is an important supplier of cut flowers for the European market in the winter 
months when on account of severe cold, the supplies of flowers from Holland and Germany drop off considerably.  This 
paper explores two distinct parts of the floriculture story in India.  Firstly, how has Indian production been inserted within 
global floriculture chains and how does this differ from the process by which the cut flower industries of other developing 
countries have evolved?  Secondly, how does insertion impact on rural communities in India? 
 
 

Private Equity Companies and the Agri-food Sector: Three Case Studies 
 

David Burch 
 

School of Biomolecular and Physical Sciences, Griffith University, Kessels Rd, QLD, 4111 
D.Burch@griffith.edu.au 

 
In recent years, there has been a significant increase in the activity of private equity companies, and in the number of 
'leveraged buyouts' of existing assets in all economic sectors. While the agri-food sector is not a particular target, there have 
been some notable acquisitions starting with the controversial purchase of R. J. Nabisco by Kohlberg Kravis Roberts in 
1988, and the attempted take-over of Coles supermarkets in Australia by the same private equity company in 2006. 
Typically, a leveraged buyout involves only a short-term commitment to a company, and is made on the basis of borrowed 
money with the intention of 'turning around' an underperforming asset and selling it a few years later at a much higher price. 
But what are the effects of these takeovers on established companies, as long standing and familiar food and retail 
enterprises are 'turned around'? This paper undertakes a preliminary analysis by considering three case studies; Somerfield 
supermarkets in the UK; and R. J. Nabisco and Burger King in the US. 
 



 �
 �

 
Monday 26 November 2007 – 3:45pm – 5:30pm: “New Technologies” (Seminar Rooms 1&2) 
 
Chair:  Stewart Lockie 
 

Under the Regulatory Radar? Nanotechnologies and Their Impacts for Rural Australia  
 

Kristen Lyons1 and Gyorgy Scrinis2  
 

1School of Biomolecular and Physical Sciences, Griffith University  
kristen.lyons@griffith.edu.au 

2School of Global Studies, Social Sciences and Planning, RMIT University  
gyorgy.scrinis@rmit.edu.au 

 
Nanotechnology is the latest platform technology to capture the imagination of the agriculture and food industries, with 
applications being adopted across these entire sectors. With companies such as Kraft Foods and HJ Heinz heavily investing 
in nanotechnology research and development, industry commentators have suggested that the global nano-agri-food sector 
will, by the year 2010, be worth in excess of $US20 billion. Yet while the nano-revolution is well underway, the entry of 
nanotechnologies into paddocks and onto our plates has largely occurred beneath the policy and regulatory radars. As 
such, agricultural inputs and food items that contain nano-materials are unlabelled, thereby preventing consumers from 
differentiating between nano-products and their non-nano counterparts. This situation persists, despite a mounting body of 
scientific evidence pointing to potential health and environmental risks associated with the manufacture of, and exposure to, 
nano-materials.  
 
While proponents of nanotechnology promise a range of benefits across the agri-food sector, this paper considers the 
potential impact of the unfettered introduction of agriculture and food related nanotechnologies on Australian rural 
communities. To date, this issue has received little recognition in the emerging debates. Our paper contributes to these 
critical discussions by highlighting a range of social issues associated with the introduction of nanotechnology for rural 
Australia within the context of the development and application of nanotechnologies across the agri-food sector. The paper 
also identifies potential human and environmental risks for these communities. This paper argues that a lack of nano-
specific regulations may exacerbate a number of these risks. 
 
 

Assessing the Social Consequences of Emerging Food Technologies 
 

Julie Kimber1, Frank Vanclay2 and Peter Nichols3 
 

1 University of Tasmania, Private Bag 54, Hobart, TAS 7001 
jkimber@postoffice.utas.edu.au 

2 University of Tasmania, Private Bag 54, Hobart, TAS 7001 Frank.Vanclay@utas.edu.au 
3 Senior Principal Research Scientist, CSIRO Food Futures Flagship, GPO Box 1538, Hobart, TAS 7001  

Peter.Nichols@csiro.au 
 
Long chain omega-3 polyunsaturated fatty acids (� -3 LC-PUFA) such as docosahexaenoic acid (DHA) have beneficial 
effects against lifestyle diseases such as cardiovascular disease, asthma and diabetes. Normally, humans acquire these 
nutrients by consuming fish. The view of health authorities is that Australians consume significantly less than the desired 
quantity of omega-3 in normal diet and supplementary sources are recommended. Due to declining fish stocks and 
increasing human population, marine-based sources of omega-3 are unsustainable in the future. The CSIRO Food Futures 
Flagship, therefore, is developing a land-based alternative by genetically engineering oilseed plants such as canola to 
produce � -3 LC-PUFA. Historically, the introduction of genetically modified crops has led to opposition from various 
community groups and therefore it is likely that it will be difficult to introduce this new food technology. Drawing on data from 
interviews with a range of scientists, informed commentators and community activists, the social issues of the omega-3 
project will be discussed. This research forms part of a PhD undertaken as part of a larger project that looks at the efficacy 
of Technology Assessment in the Australian social and political context. 
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Biopharm Futures: the view from seed farming 
 

Dr. Carolyn Morris 
 

University of Canterbury 
carolyn.morris@canterbury.ac.nz 

 
The New Zealand government is currently investing significant amounts of money and rhetoric into biotechnologies, the 
promise being that these technologies will herald the end of New Zealand’s reliance on agricultural commodities. 
Biopharming (the use of plants or animals to produce pharmaceuticals) is one potential option. However, there is 
considerable resistance to the introduction of GMOs in general, and applications for field trials produce stiff opposition. 
Consultation around such introductions has proven (from a ‘publics’ perspective) to be unsatisfactory, with (as usual) the 
applicants and their scientists constituted as having ‘knowledge’ and publics as having ‘perceptions’. This project is one 
element in a much larger programme aimed at improving decision making processes around the introduction of 
biotechnologies by considering what questions would need to be asked and answered if a biotech application was to be 
adequately assessed.   
 
Seed farmers in Canterbury, New Zealand, replicate new varietals in the Northern hemisphere off-season. They grow their 
crops in open fields, and as such have developed strategies for preventing the contamination of their own and surrounding 
crops. Focusing on the experiences and practices of knowledgeable actors positioned at different locations along the seed 
production chain, this paper will consider the implications of such knowledge for consultation and risk-assessment 
processes.  
 
 

New Zealand Pastoral Farmers’ and Potential Technologies and Strategies for Intensified Production 
 

Bruce Small1 and Hein Roth2 
 

1AgResearch Ltd. bruce.small@agresearch.co.nz 
2Omega Consulting. hein@omegaconsulting.co.nz 

 
Focus groups were held with high achieving New Zealand Farmers in four pastoral sectors: sheep, dairy, deer and beef. 
First, data were gathered regarding the reasons for farmers looking to adopt new technology and strategies for 
intensification of production. Next, potential technologies for adoption in each sector were identified. Finally, farmers’ views 
on the likely impact of adoption of preferred technologies on labour needs were canvassed. 
 
The results were used to develop a quantitative telephone survey which was administered to random samples of 
approximately 100 farmers in each sector. For all sectors the main reasons driving the adoption of new technologies were 
desire to increase profits and personal satisfaction from maximising returns from their land. In the sheep sector the two 
technologies/strategies most likely to be adopted in the next 5-10 years were low input maximum return strategies and 
improved feed budgeting. In the dairy industry the two strategies most favoured for adoption were the production of high 
value milk products (e.g., nutriceuticals) and improved animals and grasses through genetic engineering. The deer industry 
favoured selecting for the most efficient hind size to suit their farm and improved breeding to maximise growth rate to 10 
months of age. Beef farmers favoured improved farm management practices and improved grass species. 
 
Farmers from all sectors believed adoption of these strategies and technologies would not increase labour requirements. 
Nonetheless, all sectors viewed the availability of labour as currently being from poor to adequate and likely to become 
worse in the next 5-10 years. 
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The Labelling of Genetically Modified Food in Australia and New Zealand 
 

Peter Parbery 
 

School of Social and Environmental Enquiry 
The University of Melbourne 

Peter.Parbery@dpi.vic.gov.au 
 
Food labels are the fulcrum on which public concerns about genetically modified (GM) foods have been levered, into a 
market force that has demanded industry attention. Yet in the burgeoning literature on GM foods, labelling has received 
surprisingly little scholarly attention. In this paper, I track the development of the GM food labelling scheme adopted by 
Australian and New Zealand policy-makers in December 2000. I argue that the changing fortunes of more and less 
comprehensive labelling schemes in this process reflected the shifting influence of top-down ‘technocratic’ versus bottom-up 
‘democratic’ modes of policy-making. Reconciling these forces resulted in a compromise solution, which was nonetheless 
seen by FSANZ’s Chief Scientist as having “changed the policy paradigm” for providing consumer information, by setting a 
precedent for process-based labelling.  
 
 
Tuesday 27 November 2007 – 8:30am – 10:00am: “Diet, Health & Nutrition” (Riverview Room) 
 
Chair:  Ruth Beilin 
 

Auditing supermarkets for their public health impacts 
 

Jane Dixon 
 

National Centre for Epidemiology and Population Health, Australian National University, Canberra 
jane.dixon@anu.edu.au 

 
 
While the public health benefits of good nutrition have been recognised for over 150 years, surprisingly little is known about 
the effects on public health of the operations of distinctive types of food system more generally. The context for this paper is 
the ARC funded Seedling to Supermarket project, and a key premise of that project is that supermarkets are the dominant 
actor in Australia’s contemporary food system. Among other questions, Lawrence, Burch and Dixon plan to examine how 
supermarkets have both a positive and negative impact on public health. I describe the approach that we will take with this 
issue (and will explain the reasons for ignoring alternative approaches0 over the next three years, with a view to generating 
debate.  
 
 

The Nutritionism Paradigm: Nutritional Reductionism and the Nutritional Engineering and Marketing of Food 
 
 

Dr Gyorgy Scrinis 
 

School of Global Studies, Social Sciences and Planning 
RMIT University 

Melbourne Australia 
gyorgy.scrinis@rmit.edu.au 

 
Nutritionism has become the dominant ideology or paradigm informing our understanding of the healthfulness of foods and 
the relationship between food and the body. The nutritionism paradigm will be defined as where the healthfulness of food is 
primarily or exclusively understood in terms of its nutrient profile, and the relationship between these nutrients and bodily 
health, but at the expense of other ways of understanding and contextualising the relationship between food and the body. 
In particular it is where the nutrient and biochemical level of engagement with food and the body does not just inform and 
support, but frames and comes to replace or undermine other levels and other ways of understanding food and the body.  
 
Nutritionism can be defined with respect to a framework which distinguishes between distinct levels of engagement with 
food, the body and nature — in particular the organic, nutri-biochemical and genetic levels of engagement. A number of 
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related concepts will be introduced for understanding the characteristics of the nutritionism paradigm, such as different 
forms of nutritional and biological reductionism, and of the distinct ways of understanding and encountering food and 
experiencing the body at the nutri-biochemical level. A number of ways of categorising types of foods and types of food 
marketing will also be identified and defined, including alternative ways of categorising so-called ‘functional foods’. 
Nutritionism is also a strategy for technologically and corporately integrating the various sectors of the agri-food system, 
such as through the use of genetic engineering techniques and the new nanotechnologies. 
 
 

Gleaning from Gluttony: Contesting Acceptability through Alternative Consumption Practices 
 

Ferne Edwards 
 

University of Melbourne 
fedwards@unimelb.edu.au 

 
Food that one moment sits on a supermarket shelf and is next placed in a dumpster bin instantly loses much of its economic 
value and its cultural acceptability for consumption. Food ‘waste’, as in food that has been rejected as an edible commodity, 
symbolises western society’s denotation of ‘value’ and how this relates to place. 
 
However much food ‘waste’ remains edible and retains its nutritional value. Certain western subcultures cross these cultural 
boundaries of acceptability by consuming this ‘waste’ to endorse their politics of difference. This paper is based on 
ethnographic research into two such subcultures: Dumpster Divers and Food Not Bombs. These subcultures glean 
discarded edible food for predominantly political reasons, couching their practices in the philosophy of 'freeganism': to 
minimize environmental impact by consuming food that has literally been thrown away. 
 
Furthermore, one of these subcultures serves this ‘wasted’ food to people on the streets. In their gifting of ‘waste’ to people-
in-need a political message is broadcast that bleeds western cultural boundaries of ‘acceptability’. How ethical is it to term 
edible food as ‘waste’ when people go hungry? 
 
This paper explores the cultural boundaries of ‘value’ in terms of the alternative consumption of food ‘waste’. By focusing on 
two specific examples of place; the dumpster bin and the soup kitchen on the street corner, this paper examines how food 
‘waste’ changes value as it morphs physically through place and through cooking, transforms morally through the 
consideration of politics and is framed culturally by subcultures whose consumption of ‘waste’ is used to endorse their 
construction of social difference. 
 
 

Embodying neoliberalism? Sociological perspectives on the ‘epidemic of obesity’ 
 

Stewart Lockie and Kerry Mummery 
 

Central Queensland University 
s.lockie@cqu.edu.au 

 
In a recent article, Guthman and DuPuis (2006) argue that the reconfiguring of citizenship under neoliberal regimes of 
governance creates an obvious contradiction; construing personal responsibility simultaneously as the capacity to consume 
and as the potentially conflicting capacity to impose self-discipline. In contrast with the many authors, therefore, who critique 
the popularly termed ‘epidemic of obesity’ in terms of epidemiological evidence, moral panic, and so on or, conversely, who 
use this ‘epidemic’ to support their calls for ecological and social reform of the ‘food system’, Guthman and DuPuis focus on 
the literal embodiment of neoliberalism and the resolution of its material and discursive contradictions in the obese body. 
This paper will argue that this analysis is flawed in several important ways; relying both on contestable claims about the 
material phenomenon of obesity and on a highly abstracted notion of neoliberal governance that is almost entirely 
disconnected from the needs and goals of identifiable agents and institutions. The question then is how do we construct 
sociologies of obesity, in particular, and of public health, more generally, that takes up Guthman and DuPuis’ challenge to 
populist accounts of ‘epidemics’ and ‘localism’ while avoiding the structuralist critique at which they arrive? This paper does 
not pretend to offer a definitive answer to this question. Rather, it reviews a number of attempts to construct such 
sociologies with a view to identifying gaps and sketching out some possible directions for theoretical development and 
empirical research. 
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Tuesday 27 November 2007 – 10:30am – 12:15pm: “Food Consumption and Consumers” (Riverview Room) 
 
Chair:  Jannie Adamsen 
 

Sustainable food consumption  
 

Karl-Michael Brunner 
 

Department of Sociology, Vienna University of Economics and Business Administration 
Augasse 2-6, 1090 Vienna, Austria 

Karl-Michael.Brunner@wu-wien.ac.at 
 

Sustainable development has achieved world-wide recognition as an environmental and socio-political model over the last 
decade. It is within this context that demands are increasingly being made to change consumption patterns in the industrial 
world towards a more sustainable use of energy and other resources. If one is aware that food is directly or indirectly 
involved in about a fifth of material flows and primary energy consumption then it must be clear that changes in eating habits 
most certainly could contribute towards a reduction in environmental impact. Theoretically, the paper will deal with socio-
cultural conceptions of food consumption. Very often consumption is conceptualised as an individual activity, following the 
model of a (more or less) rational consumer as information-processor and voluntary decision-maker, without regarding 
social relationships and social contexts that have much to say about how and why people consume. In order to fully 
understand food consumption practices cultural and social issues should enter consumer theory, replacing the attitude-
behaviour-paradigm in consumer research with a lifestyle-social-practice paradigm. Following a broad, process-oriented 
notion of consumption it will be argued that the plurality of lifestyles and milieus in post-traditional societies must be taken 
into consideration in order to identify socially differentiated patterns of environmentally related food consumption, their 
determinants, driving forces and their environmental, economic and social implications and consequences. Empirically, 
provisional results from two qualitative studies on lifestyles, food consumption patterns and environmental concerns within 
the context of households from different social milieus will be presented, in order to reveal the opportunities and obstacles to 
more sustainable food consumption patterns. Regarding current trends within the food system and social change factors 
(e.g. individualization, pluralisation of family units, transitions to flexible working patterns) conditions and strategies for more 
sustainable food consumption practices will be discussed. 
 
 

Explaining patterns of convenience food consumption using available disciplinary conceptual frameworks: An 
exercise in disciplinary reductionism, confused logic and the ideology of individual responsibility 

 
Lisa Schubert 

 
School of Population Health, The University of Queensland 

L.Schubert@sph.uq.edu.au 
 
Currently there are professional concerns and widespread moral outrage about current trends in population dietary patterns. 
Central to this is the link made between convenience foods (or more specifically food prepared outside the home) and 
‘lifestyle’ diseases, particularly overweight and obesity, diabetes and heart disease. 
 
Messages coming from nutritionists are often unsupportive, and represent the path of most resistance: Cook unprocessed 
foods. Cook mainly at home. Convenience foods are risky. Such messages represent one possible interpretative extension 
of nutritional epidemiological studies, and are also finding favour amongst a growing vocal band of anti-industrial food 
system activists. However, what is largely missing is an understanding of the social organisation of household food 
provisioning. 
 
This paper provides an overview of literature that seeks to explain patterns of convenience food consumption. The bulk of 
this literature can be divided into one of four groups, based on the adoption of one of the following disciplinary conceptual 
frameworks: 
 

1. Household production 
2. Convenience orientation 
3. Systems approach 
4. Consumer culture 
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For each group, the internal logic of the argument is presented along with examples of its application in research and 
practice.  There are however fundamental limitations to all of these approaches because the disciplinary boundaries applied 
have prevented researchers from capturing the realities, context and contingencies of everyday life within which decisions 
about food provisioning are made.  
 
An alternative framework –a feminist economic perspective- and sympathetic methodology, is presented here as one way to 
enrich available descriptions of household food provisioning. Within this approach, the compatibility of an ethos of culinary 
modernism with healthy eating messages is demonstrated. 
 
 

From Food Producers to 'Wellness' Companies; Recent developments in the Global Food Processing Industry 
 

David Burch1 and *Geoffrey Lawrence2 
 

1School of Biomolecular and Physical Sciences, Griffith University, Kessels Rd, QLD, 4111 
D.Burch@griffith.edu.au 

2*Corresponding Author, School of Social Science, The University of Queensland, St Lucia, QLD 4072 
g.lawrence@uq.edu.au 

 
There have been numerous challenges to the dominance of the food manufacturing sector, in particular from the growth of a 
supermarkets and their growing control of the agri-food supply chain, and from a burgeoning service sector which provides 
a wide range of options to the traditional activity of home food preparation and consumption.  One of the most important 
responses on the part of established food companies is to shift the focus of their core activities, for example to health foods 
and nutriceuticals. So important is this that Nestle, the largest food company in the world, now markets itself as a 'wellness' 
company rather than a food manufacturer, with a clear strategy for future growth and development.  This involves a wide 
range of initiatives, but most importantly, the development of strategic alliances between food companies and drug 
manufacturers, and a convergence in the R&D activities of both groups. This paper analyses and evaluates these 
developments in the context of a food system which appears to be capable of delivering both 'ill-health' and 'wellness'. 
 
 

Beyond Credence: Emerging Global Consumer Trends - What will they mean for the agri-food sector? 
 

Nicki Marks, Senior Project Officer 
Bronwyn Cuthbertson, Project Officer, Strategic Market Analysis 

 
Victorian Dept of Primary Industries 

nicki.marks@dpi.vic.gov.au 
bron.cuthbertson@dpi.vic.gov.au 

 
Credence attributes are attributes in food embedded in the product that are not consumable. For example, credence 
attributes are such things as ethical food production, fair trade, clean and green and animal welfare. A Delphi technique in 
conjunction with face to face in depth interviews was conducted internationally and was used to develop a view of the 
drivers currently impacting on the food industry globally. As well, the trends that emerged as a result of these drivers are 
also outlined. Major drivers are an ageing population in western countries, coupled with a population that is living longer. 
The media was also identified as a powerful driver in the food industry. Other socio-cultural factors are also identified as 
having a major impact. Major trends are health and wellbeing and convenience as well as corporate social responsibility. 
These are discussed in detail. A hierarchy of preconditions is identified in that consumers will not be interested in foods 
produced ethically unless they taste good and are convenient to use. Implications for Australian agribusiness are 
considered.  
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Tuesday 27 November 2007 – 10:30am – 12:15pm: “Urban-Rural Dynamics” (Seminar Rooms 1&2) 
 
Chair:  Brendon Radford 
 

New relations between rural and urban societies Evidence from Norway, France and United States 
 

Reidar Almås 
 

Centre for Rural Research 
Norwegian University of Science and Technology 

Trondheim, Norway 
reidar.almas@rural.no 

 
Rural-urban relations are changing, all over the world. In the advanced countries, primary and secondary rural industries 
have been declining since the 1950s, and some rural areas are depopulated, while others thrive on new service industries 
and rural tourism. In the newly industrialised countries, like Brazil and Nigeria, resource rich rural areas are opened up to 
capital penetration and people are moving in to exploit the opportunities. Old power structures are smashed and new class 
relations are developed. Other regions dominated by subsistence farming are sinking down into poverty and depopulated. 
This is mostly the case in the least developed third world countries. In most countries all over the world, rural areas have 
been exporting cheap labour to the more urbanised areas and the big cities. Rural exodus and emigration is followed by 
changing status and power relations between and within families. Although money is sent back, most people rarely return to 
their rural roots and hometowns, but for vacations and family reunions. In most countries rural people in general have lower 
incomes, lower social status and less access to political power than the urbanites. This paper is dealing with the changing 
rural-urban relations in three countries: Norway, France and the United States of America. Some selected economic, social 
and political relations are dealt with both at the individual and institutional level, using key concepts from the literature of 
economic, social and political capital.   
 
 

Social and Ecological Resilience:  Community Gardens in the Urban Landscape 
 

Associate Professor Ruth Beilin1 and Dr. Carolyn Whitzman2 

 
1Faculty of Land and Food Resources, University of Melbourne, Parkville 3010; and 

2Faculty of Architecture, Building and Planning, University of Melbourne, Parkville, 3010. 
rbeilin@unimelb.edu.au 

 
Cities are part of a social-ecological system even though in our daily experience of them we may be oblivious to the 
ecosystem processes and functions the SES provides.  Urban parks and other green spaces represent an obvious 
connection to some sort of ‘nature’. In the design of many Australian cities, the parklands have been cast as re-created 
wonderlands filled with botanical memories of distance shores, re-incarnations of Australian indigenous bush or a mixed 
reconciliation that honours rose beds and conservatories amid the tall forest Eucalyptus regnans and the twisted water 
yearning beauty of Eucalyptus camaldulensis (River Red Gum).   
 
Various urban councils have a significant history of community gardens as another approach to locating culture and nature 
within the urban ecosystem.  Globally, urban food production is a strategy for addressing food security and in western 
nations has been associated through horticultural therapy and studies of well-being with social disadvantage. In reality, as 
populations are increasingly likely to live in cities, and to have little access to the traditional family ¼ acre block, the 
symbolic and significant meanings of community gardening need reviewing.   
 
In this paper, the relationship between the social and ecological system are considered through the lens of ‘resilience’—the 
idea that evolved from Holling’s 1973 ecology paper and defined as a concept for investigating, managing, governing and 
imagining complex systems of people and nature (Folke, 2004).  We consider how the project design and those involved in 
community gardening might understand and use the resilience metaphor.  
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Planning Productive Cities 
 

Pamela Morgan 
Masters Program, Social Science, RMIT University 

pamorgan@netspace.net.au 
 

This paper is based on field research undertaken in Havana, Cuba, and Rosario, Argentina, two cities recognised 
internationally for their innovative programs of Urban Agriculture.  
 
The focus in this presentation is on the enabling factors which supported the development of the urban agriculture programs 
in these cities. In both cases a crisis was the immediate stimulus for the initiation of the program, but other factors which 
shaped the programs include actions and public debate in the period leading up to the crisis and the form of relationship and 
communication between the city authorities and the population as the programs developed.  
 
Although these two examples have taken different forms with different outcomes, both have contributed to improved food 
security, opened up new economic opportunities, and stimulated changes in the planning processes of the cities. Urban 
agriculture is now recognised as a legitimate use of urban land, supported by public policies, funding, and an enabling 
legislative framework. 
 
 

Innovation, diversion or retreat? Resolving the spatial and social contradictions of neoliberal rural policy 
 

Bill Pritchard1 and Stewart Lockie2 
 

1University of Sydney, b.pritchard@geosci.usyd.edu.au 
2Central Queensland University, s.lockie@cqu.edu.au 

 
Neo-liberalism emerged in the 1980s to become the pre-eminent ideological vehicle by which the Australian Government 
sought to regulate rural economic and social spaces. Yet although the discourses of liberalization remain central to the 
Australian Government’s rural policies, recent years have seen considerable rural policy activism. The purpose of this paper 
is to examine this apparent incongruity. Drawing on recent theorization of neo-liberalism and rural governance, we argue 
that the complex rationalities of rural governance require that policy-makers tactically link and de-link their actions from neo-
liberal hegemony. Liberalization in its breach constitutes a shock absorber that seeks to bring a narrative and material 
coherence to a project that isn’t. Taking this a step further, we identify three sources for the increasingly problematic status 
of the liberalization project within rural Australia: (i) the global political-economic context in which Australia’s rural policies 
are constructed; (ii) the conflicted adaptation of neo-liberal ‘self-help’ ideologies within rural communities, and (iii) the 
limitations of neo-liberalism to present a coherent road-map for the resolution of socially divisive natural resource 
management dilemmas which, in the context of contemporary debates on sustainability and climate change, are taking on 
heightened precedence within the Australian polity. 
 
 
Tuesday 27 November 2007 – 1:15pm – 3:00pm: “Food Knowledges” (Riverview Room) 
 
Chair:  Sally Rickson 
 

Now I understand why people stand on pulpits: the everyday practice of ordinary  
entrepreneurs in local food production systems 

 
Susan Cleary 

 
University of Melbourne 

s.cleary2@pgrad.unimelb.edu.au 
 
Consumers, we are told, want knowledge. They want to know the biographies of a foods production and distribution, its 
health and quality attributes and its credentials in regards to sustainability and other matters of concern. They want to 
reconnect to producers as a way to "change" food and its systems of production. 
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At its simplest this is knowledge conceived of as a factual object ready to be exchanged. It is something functional that can 
be shared through networks of trust. This understanding of knowledge has been criticized for its disassociation from 
individuals, practice and social context. Recent research has instead focused on knowledge as something we have, not 
something we do, as knowing situated in localized practice.  But does a focus on the practice of knowledge co-construction, 
its uses and users, help us to understand how to "produce change". 
 
This paper uses recent ethnographic research with actors in the specialty cheese sector in Victoria to consider the everyday 
(strategic) practice of entrepreneurs and how these practices, as both knowing  and sensitivity, produce change and 
transform understanding. I move away from the idea of entrepreneur as innovative expert to entrepreneur as someone who 
changes practice by re configuring and opening up disclosive spaces (Spinsosa, 1997). 
Against ideas of community, collective experience and change through social movements I focus on the individual, personal 
experience and everyday practice as a way to understand why 'people stand on pulpits'. I also consider the role audits and 
other regulatory frameworks play in closing down these fields of action. 
 
 

Putting the ‘community’ in community gardens: An analysis of two gardening spaces in Melbourne, Victoria 
 

Lucy Pike and Kelly Donati 
 

lpike@unimelb.edu.au 
kdonati@internode.on.net 

 
Community gardens have a long history in Europe and North America, as a strategy for providing a source of food for the 
urban poor.  There is also significant evidence to support community gardens as a tool for beautifying neighbourhoods and 
for creating a healthy and relaxing place for community residents who have no access to land or soil.  
 
Community gardens are contested spaces whereby residents, municipal governments and developers vie for access to 
prime urban real estate, with community gardening organisations often losing the battle. At the same time, local councils are 
attempting to develop strategies to create safe, vibrant open spaces and a sense of ‘place’ in their municipalities.   
 
This paper compares two community gardens in Melbourne in order to examine the role of community garden design and 
governance within the context of ‘place-making’.  While one case study examines a uni-functional approach to garden 
design and governance, the other demonstrates a less structured design strategy which allows the garden to evolve 
organically in response to the needs of the community.  
 
This paper situates community gardens within current social and environmental policy in Victoria, discussing their 
significance to current environmental and community sustainability objectives in Victoria.  We argue that a better 
understanding of, and improved capacity to articulate, how community gardens contribute to the social and environmental 
sustainability at a local level would strengthen the position of community gardeners when lobbying government institutions 
for support. 
 
 

Discourses of denigration: Male agricultural leaders response to farm women’s networks 
 

Barbara Pini 
 

Queensland University of Technology 
b.pini@qut.edu.au 

 
This paper will focus on one of the key strategies agricultural women world-wide have used to counter men’s hold on 
organizational power. That is, the establishment of women’s farming groups Documenting the rise of farm women’s groups, 
Elizabeth Teather (1995, 10) hypothesized that ‘a backlash is to be expected from male dominated organizations as women 
in the agricultural industries pursue their goals of raising their profile’. However, since Teather (1995) made this claim, and 
despite an ongoing academic interest in rural women’s networks and the increasing degree of influence these networks 
have achieved the question of resistance to farmwomen’s networks has not been widely examined. Thus, this paper seeks 
to understand the reactions of male agricultural leaders as farming women have begun to enunciate new agricultural 
identities which are different from those which have traditionally defined the sector, and which have typically afforded men 
status and power and justified the systematic exclusion of women. The paper argues that men have utilized four key 
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‘discourses of denigration’ against the women’s networks (Blackmore 1999). These are as trivializing women, masculinizing 
women, pathologizing women and sexualizing women. In turn, women involved in the networks, have resisted the 
derogatory discourses directed at them by drawing on conservative gender discourses which emphasize their identities as 
‘wives’, ‘mothers’ and ‘members of farming families’. The paper concludes by exploring the implications of this identity work 
by both the farming network women and the male agricultural leaders. 
 
 

Cultivating Culinary Libido: Food Pornography in Australian Television Cooking Programs 
 

Julian Jeffs 
 

Griffith University 
joulesinspace@gmail.com 

 
This paper examines the dominance of food pornography – referring to the aestheticisation of food in food media – and 
assesses the space for food media, to shape consumer knowledge of issues surrounding the production of food. Evidence 
from culinary circles and the food industry suggests that food media is powerfully influential in shaping consumer sentiment 
about food. However, Australian food media is dominated by food pornography. By focussing on the aesthetics of food, food 
media often neglects the range of issues that threaten the sustainability of food systems. This paper reports on research 
related to one popular form of food media – cooking shows – to examine the extent to which food pornography dominates. 
This paper analyses the content of four cooking programs to identify the genres displayed through Australian television 
cooking programs related to food pornography, and to assess the extent to which cooking shows address food issues. Food 
pornography in the context of Australian cooking programs was characterised by three main themes. Firstly, a strong 
emphasis was placed on the aesthetics of food, food paraphernalia, and food locations. Secondly, a dominant theme was 
the incorporation of advertising material into the content of the programs. Finally, a striking feature of food pornography in 
Australian cooking programs was the focus placed on presenting cooking related material in an entertaining context. Food 
Pornography has the potential to create ignorant consumers, by presenting idealised representations of food, and 
neglecting to address issues that threaten the sustainable production of food. However, food pornography also has the 
potential to educate a wide range of consumers by presenting food issues in an entertaining context. For this to occur 
however, the issues have to be present, visible, accessible, and not overthrown by the imperatives of advertising. 
 
 
Tuesday 27 November 2007 – 1:15pm – 3:00pm: “Food, Farming & Culture” (Seminar Rooms 1&2) 
 
Chair:  Carolyn Morris 
 

Influences on farming family’s strategic decisions 
 

Dr Quentin Farmar-Bowers 
 

Centre for Sustainable Rural Communities, La Trobe University,  
Bendigo, Victoria, 3550 

Email: q.farmar-bowers@latrobe.edu.au 
 
Farming families create opportunities for themselves to take action in a wide range of areas such as, recreation, 
socialisation, education, farm-enterprises, businesses, off-farm investments and hobbies.   Some of these actions are 
strategic and lead to major changes in the family’s future.  Over the last few years we have developed a ‘decision-systems 
theory’ about strategic decisions taken by farming families.  The theory was developed from in-depth interviews with farming 
families.  The theory provides an understanding of why farming families create these opportunities.  This understanding is 
important for businesses and governments wanting to influence farmers’ actions.  However, and perhaps rather surprisingly, 
it is also useful for farming families to know about the ‘decision-systems theory’ because it provides a framework to help 
them make better strategic decisions and also assists family members participate in these decisions. The decision-systems 
theory has six parts; five relate to the farming family and the sixth concerns how third parties (such as businesses and 
governments) can interpret the theory for policy development.  The paper outlines the six parts of the theory and discusses 
its use as a tool to build strategic-decision capacity in farming families.  The paper ends with an outline of proposed work 
program to refine and apply the theory in the coming two years. 
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The Hawkesbury Harvest Story:  Exploring the socio-cultural intersection between  

agriculture and urbanisation in the Sydney basin 
 

David Mason1 and Ian Knowd2 

 
1Leader (Urban Agriculture), NSW Department of Primary Industries 

Building M 14 UWS-Hawkesbury Campus, Locked Bag 4, Richmond 2753 
david.mason@dpi.nsw.gov.au 

 
2Lecturer, Tourism Studies, School of Social Sciences 

University of Western Sydney, Building L4 – Hawkesbury Camus 
 i.knowd@uws.edu.au 

 
The late 1990s saw the full emergence in Australia of economic rationalism, the Australian term for the micro-economic 
policy blueprint laid down by Prime Minister Thatcher of the UK and President Ronald Regan in the USA one to two 
decades earlier.  In 2000, in Sydney, there was a global, regional and local community based response to the limitations of 
this policy framework.  This response was aimed at demonstrating that agriculture, as the major post-colonial land use in the 
Sydney Basin, had the capacity to continue contributing not only to the economic, but also to the public-good social and 
environmental aspects of quality of life that are worth preserving and enhancing.  The carriage of this response is 
Hawkesbury Harvest.   
 
Government at the three levels has contributed to the development of Hawkesbury Harvest Incorporated for economic 
reasons and purposes.  This paper explores the social, economic and environmental focus Hawkesbury Harvest has 
provided thus far, continues to provide and has the potential to provide to the Sydney community’s quality of life.  It does 
this within the broad context and complexity of agriculture in the urban and urbanising environment of the Sydney Basin; the 
problems created both within the organisation and its host community due to the limitations of economic rationalist thinking; 
and by exploring how Hawkesbury Harvest can enhance its contribution to Sydney eventually having a truly sustainable 
food system.   
 
 

Growing Healthy Food – Reflections from Australia and India 
 

Gomathy Palaniappan1, Christine King2, and Don Cameron3 

 

School of NRSM, The University of Queensland, Gatton Campus 4343 s4071762@student.uq.edu.au 
2 christine.king@uq.edu.au; 3dcameron@uqg.uq.edu.au 

 
Agriculture has undergone many changes globally. From 1980 until today, the needs of the majority of the world’s 
population, has been met through the so called “green revolution”. This production system employs a whole range of 
management practices like development of high yielding plant varieties, improved irrigation and crop management 
practices, and increased use of fossil-fuel based fertilizers and pesticides. Through this approach, global food production 
has increased two to three fold and subsequently reduced perceived problems of food availability in industrialized countries. 
However the world still faces a massive food security challenge, with an estimated 3 billion people lacking adequate access 
to food.  Hence, this modern industrialized agriculture is more frequently and widely being criticized for several 
environmental problems.  The recognition of environmental problems being caused by modern industrialized agriculture 
emphasises a need for a more sustainable alternate agriculture system.  
 
The alternate agriculture system needs to increase food production for the growing population; reduce environmental 
degradation; improve environmental health; and improve the health of people by enabling production and access to 
nutritious food. A number of systems have been developed (and re-developed) to achieve these increasing needs.  These 
include systems such as Low input Sustainable agriculture, Organic farming, and Biodynamic farming to Natural Farming 
(Do nothing farming), which rely on existing farmland, often with fewer farmers.  To have greater impact, these systems also 
rely on farm families to make a transition from modern industrialised agriculture, to newer, more sustainable, practices and 
philosophy.  
 
This paper explores how farmers in Australia and India have recognised the need for changes in practice and have 
undergone this transition. Preliminary findings about the process of transition are discussed in this paper.  
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Interrogating ‘food integrity’: women talk ethics, the environment and health 
 

Barbara Parker 
 

PhD Candidate, Centre for Rural Social Research, Charles Sturt University, Wagga Wagga, NSW 2678 
bparker@csu.edu.au 

 
‘Food integrity’, that is minimizing risk and promoting health of food for consumers, is an obvious and widely accepted 
concept employed by the food industry and western governments. According to RIRDC, food integrity refers to: 
 
"… all aspects of the supply chain that support the acceptance of food by consumers. Ensuring food integrity therefore 
encompasses the biological, chemical and physical aspects of food safety; the food production systems including animal 
welfare and potential environmental matters and aspects of foods including nutrition value, functionality claims and food 
characteristics". (www.safoodcentre.com/industry/pages/sector/series1p1) 
 
This ambitious endeavor results in part from the multiple food scares and health crises that have occurred globally over the 
past decade or more as a result of an increasingly intense food production system.  However, by semantically attaching the 
word ‘integrity’ to food, the industrialized food system aims to produce a shared social meaning about food that suggests 
what is available in our supermarkets is ‘whole’, ‘clean’, ‘pure’ and moreover, because it has been assessed for risk on a 
number of levels it is ‘safe’ for  consumption. Inherent within this meaning are strong ethical and moral values attached to 
the dominant food production system and the actual food items available for consumption. 
 
In this presentation, I will use empirical data collected through my PhD research with Australian and Canadian women to 
interrogate how women understand their food practices through the lens of ‘food integrity’.  Specifically I will discuss how the 
women I interviewed negotiate health and risk in relation to food practices through shared social meanings about ethics, the 
environment and health.  By closely examining these tensions of meaning about food for women I conclude by suggesting 
that ‘food integrity’ is a useful concept to employ to highlight the contradictions and priorities of lay individuals versus those 
of the dominant food industry.        
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Tuesday 27 November 2007 – 5:00pm – 6:30pm: “Public Lecture” (Queensland College of Art, Griffith University, 
South Bank) 
 
Chair: Geoff Lawrence 
 

Cashing in on Consumers? Supermarket Power, Consumer Choice and the Challenges of the Future 
 

Queensland College of Art Central Lecture Theatre and Dell Gallery Building (S05),  
Room 2.04 (Central Lecture Theatre), South Bank – Brisbane 

 
Tim Lang 

Professor of Food Policy, Centre for Food Policy, City University, London, UK 
 
Never has the rich world had so much to eat, so much choice and so little need to pay attention to the seasons. In today’s 
food world, the consumer is said to be sovereign. Everything and everyone in the food supply chain is said to bow before 
what happens at the check-out point. The transfer of cash from consumer to the retailer’s till is the ultimate endorsement. In 
this world, who needs politicians?! The consumer votes every day (or week) at the cash point! 
 
In this lecture, I will explore a rather different interpretation of the food economy to that just described. Powerful though it is, 
the picture of the food world as one of perfect markets, super efficiency and consumer choice is a distortion. The real 
sovereigns of the food economy are the supermarket chains. They are the new food baronial élite, striding the world with 
their astonishing mix of brilliant management, ruthless price controls and use of strict contracts to determine standards.  
 
The reason it is important to get clear about what really drives the food system is the fact that humanity faces some 
enormous and serious challenges ahead. These include: (1) how to feed 9 billion people by 2050 when we are failing 
already adequately to feed a world of merely 6bn; (2) how to address the crisis of public health, a world where hunger still 
stalks the globe yet more people are now actually exhibiting diseases associated with over- and mal-consumption than 
under-consumption; (3) how to produce and distribute food in a sustainable way for a world already experiencing 
environmental crises such as water shortages, climate change and soil erosion; (4) how to enable people to feed 
themselves when modern food culture leads us to think it is supermarkets who provide food, 24 hrs a day, 365 days a year, 
and when the notion of seasons has been almost banished; and (5) how to reconnect consumers with primary production 
when for the last 100 years we have got used to food coming from anywhere, a world which in fact is totally reliant on cheap 
oil.  
 
These issues are challenges to us all as consumers. They are also headaches for food policy-makers. In the past, they 
have adopted a stance on food of ‘leave it to the supermarkets to sort out’. In the 21st century, this policy position is looking 
thin. Powerful though they are, not even the giant global supermarket chains can resolve climate change or water shortage. 
They, like we, are locked into a mode of distribution which is fundamentally environmentally wasteful. Super-efficient the 
just-in-time systems may be at keeping shelves stocked, but can they sort out obesity or fossil fuel dependency? That’s the 
big political question. Maybe the era of consumers taking control is now really about to begin. 
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Wednesday 28 November 2007 – 8:30am – 10:00am: “Panel Session - Non-State Regulation of Trade in the Asia-
Pacific” (Riverview Room) 
 
Chair: Bill Pritchard 
 
Non-state regulation of agri-food trade signals one of the most dynamic experiments in global governance of recent years, 
and involves private and non-governmental stakeholders in negotiating labour, health and safety, and environmental 
standards. Agricultural producers and exporters in developing countries are already being exposed to new forms of supply-
chain regulation which are increasingly dictating how farmers gain their livelihoods, how they interact with the environment 
and how their local production systems and trade networks are structured. 
 
In countries such as Indonesia, Vietnam, the Philippines and India, there is generally limited understanding amongst 
stakeholders and policy-makers of how such non-state systems operate, and what their implications are for environmental 
and social governance. Importantly in this regard, these private-sector initiatives fall outside the realm of influence of both 
bilateral trade agreements and multilateral negotiations through the World Trade Organisation (WTO). Given the insistent 
rejection by the WTO to include social and environmental clauses into its existing rules and regulations, non-state regulation 
is quickly developing as an alternative platform for NGOs and corporate actors to promote ethical agendas. Understanding 
these new forms of global regulation and governance will undoubtedly be a major focus of international trade policy and 
rural development for developing countries in the coming years. 
 
The purpose of this panel session will be to canvas these issues using the perspectives of researchers with expertise from 
different Asia-Pacific countries. 
 

Introduction Dr Bill Pritchard (University of Sydney)  

India A/Prof Gracy Pailly (University of Agricultural Sciences Bangalore, India)  

Indonesia Dr Bustanul Arifin (Bogor Agricultural University, Indonesia)  

Viet Nam Dr Tran Ngoc Kham (Tay Nguyen University, Viet Nam)  

Philippines A/Prof Stewart Lockie (Central Queensland University)  

Summary Dr Jeff Neilson (University of Sydney)  
 
 
Wednesday 28 November 2007 – 10:30am – 12:15pm: “Standards, Audits and Regulation B” (Riverview Room) 
 
Chair:  Vaughan Higgins 
 

Analysing the policy and politics associated with the Australian food and nutrition system 1988 – 2007 
 

Mark Lawrence 
 

School of Exercise and Nutrition Sciences, Deakin University 
mark.lawrence@deakin.edu.au 

 
In 1988 the ‘Australian Bicentennial Food Conference’ celebrated the strengths of the national food and nutrition system, 
albeit raising concerns about social inequities. Twenty years later the structure, size and governance of the Australian food 
and nutrition system has changed dramatically. Economically, the system has grown many-fold, yet social concerns now 
extend to biological (obesity epidemic) and environmental dimensions. This paper presents findings from a preliminary 
analysis of policies and politics associated with the Australian food and nutrition system during 1988 – 2007. The purpose of 
this policy research is to critically analyse what has happened in the policy arena, how and why decisions may have been 
made and what are the implications for policy and practice in the future. Drawing upon multiple information sources, a 
chronology of policy and system change is being progressively prepared and text analysed thematically. The data indicate 
that 1988 marked the beginning of a series of major policy and regulatory reforms of the Australian food and nutrition 
system. First was the establishment of a national food regulatory system which was followed increasingly by a globalization 
and neoliberal agenda of deregulation and related incentives to stimulate innovation in the food industry. Typically, policy 
and practice has been set against the objectives of ‘protecting public health and safety’, ‘innovation’ and ‘evidence-based 
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practice’, yet contested views towards these objectives have persisted. This preliminary analysis identifies that power 
relationships exercised through advocacy coalitions, and differential capacity to engage with policy-making, have been 
associated with the resolution of contested views.   
 
 

Agricultural biodiversity conservation within neoliberal regimes of governance 
 

Christine Dann and Stewart Lockie 
 

Central Queensland University 
christine.dann@clear.net.nz 

s.lockie@cqu.edu.au 
 
International agreements highlight the centrality of agricultural biodiversity and the ecosystem services it provides to human 
well-being, but provide little guidance on how to integrate agrobiodiversity within workable national and local regimes of 
governance. In constructing a workable regime of governance for agricultural biodiversity, Australian governments have 
been particularly concerned to maintain and extend the neoliberal project of market rule. Biodiversity loss is defined as an 
outcome of market failure induced by inadequate property rights, perverse incentives, lack of information, and the inability of 
markets to capture the full ecological cost of agricultural production. Neoliberal logic thus suggests that biodiversity loss is 
best addressed through various types of market reform that encourage and enable individual producers to internalise the 
environmental and social costs of production. However, new tensions have been created between the totalising logic of 
market rule and the spatio-temporal variability and specificity of biodiversity management. Despite the positive emphasis of 
Australian agri-environmental policy on planning and capacity building, declining terms of trade for agricultural produce are 
likely to may make it very difficult for the majority of landholders to actively manage biological resources for which there are 
not direct and immediate productivity benefits. 
 
 

Future directions for Agri-food chains in Australia 
 

Dr Tony Webb 
 

Lecturer in Supply Chains Management, College of Health and Science,  
University of Western Sydney 

tony.webb@uws.edu.au 
 
Despite agri-food industry policies encouraging development of commodity supply chains linkages since 1992 a 2005 report 
by the Australian Department of Agriculture Fisheries and Forestry suggests recognition of this ‘chain development’ is only 
‘belatedly’ being recognised by industry.  
 
This paper explores a number of key Australian commodity chains to identify key features, past and future trends and 
influences.  It explores industry, government and international regulatory responses to the paradigm-shift suggested by 
Lang and Heasman (2004) looking at the gap between Europe and Australia in adapting to consumer concerns about the 
impact on public health and environmental of both what is produced and how it is produced. It highlights risks to industry 
from current deregulatory and ‘lowest common denominator’ trends in food and environmental standards.  It also explores a 
contradiction between the rhetoric of intra-chain collaboration and free-market trade and competition policies.    When, as 
suggested, chain collaboration includes sharing of information and benefits between chain members (Bourlakis and 
Bourlakis 2004) it can appear like a re-formation of the older Australia agricultural cooperative tradition. But, seen through 
the eyes of the Australian Consumer and Competition Commission, it can look like collusion within a cartel.  
 
The paper concludes by suggesting opportunities for action-research, some being undertaken at the University of Western 
Sydney, exploring potential stakeholder alliances, particularly between consumers and those who work in agricultural 
production and processing, that might result in more economically, socially and ecologically sustainable Agri-food chain 
development in the future.  
 
 



 9� �

Reporting on Australian food and nutrition policies – whatever happened to local government? 
 

Heather R. Yeatman 
 

School of Health Sciences, University of Wollongong, NSW AUSTRALIA 2522 
hyeatman@uow.edu.au 

 
The Australian Food and Nutrition policy, 1992, identified local governments as having “an active and participatory role in 
affirming and implementing policy objectives at a local level”.  The original policy highlighted as key issues social justice, 
quality of the food supply, community participation and accountability, ecologically sustainable development and the wider 
interactions of the food and nutrition system.  Local government would consider issues such as access to supermarkets, 
land use, food availability and local food and nutrition needs.   
 
How has local government commitment to food and nutrition issues fared over the last 15 years and what has influenced 
their involvement in such areas?  A national cross sectional survey was undertaken in 1995 and repeated in 2007 to obtain 
an insight into the food and nutrition activities of local governments.  Overall, local governments are less active in food-
related areas, with those areas identified by the national Food and Nutrition Policy as key areas for local government 
involvement, declining markedly.  The reasons for this decline, and opportunities for increasing this involvement in the 
future, can be found through examining the different activity levels in different states.  One state in particular was 
significantly more involved, and the reasons for this different will be discussed. 
 
An understanding of the position of local government within Australian governments is explored through the lens of 
institutional theory.  This provides further insight into how to engage local governments in key areas of public health 
concern, such as food and nutrition policy and its implementation. 
 
 
Economic and Social Impact of Current Development on Agricultural and Rural Policies and Institutions in Mexico 

 
Jose G. Vargas-Hernandez, M.B.A.;Ph.D. 

 
Sistema Nacional de Investigadores 
Instituto Tecnologico de Cd. Guzman 

Avenida Tecnologico 100 
Cd. Guzman, Jalisco, 49000, Mexico 

jgvh0811@yahoo.com 
 
The objective of this paper is to analyse and explain the conditions, implications, and the impact of rural policies and 
institutions in Mexico on growth and welfare in the country, in the frame of the neoliberal model of economic development 
during the last 16 years. Several dysfunctions between the present agricultural economic structure and the process of 
implementation of the current changes in the reforms of agricultural policy are identified. These severe dysfunctions, 
induced, or at least led to depth, have been caused by the recent changes in strategy and macroeconomic policies and the 
institutional structure. The work hypothesis of this study indicates that most of the dysfunctions in the rural sector in Mexico 
have had so far direct influence on the low levels of efficiency and productivity of agricultural economics, thus affecting 
equity of social development and stability of the political system. 
 
First, the exceptional events are described in a historical perspective, analysing the implications and the impact of State 
policy and institutions, which led to the consecutive models of rural and agricultural development, and later to the Mexican 
Revolution. The Agrarian Reform distributed the land and partly recognized the challenge of the landless. Industrialization 
by import substitution (ISI) favoured manufactured goods and city population and neglected the rural sector. Though the 
production of basic grains and other foods reached self-sufficiency by the 1960’s, shortage began to be felt mainly during 
the 70’s, due to population growth and lack of investments in the country. The food crisis was solved by increasing imports. 
The new project, called shared development, was not able to attract private investment to agricultural production. A crucial 
moment in rural policy after the crisis of 1982 in Mexico under the frame of structural adjustment and policies of economic 
stabilization, brought trade liberalization and international competition to the sector, through constitutional reforms in land 
tenure and the opening of the North American Free Trade Agreement. 
 
The main factors, blocking growth and productivity, which may be classified in two types, are identified. The first type 
belongs to physical and geographic environment, considered as limiting factors and obstacles difficult to modify, because 
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they are part of nature. The second group of factors covers agricultural and institutional policies, which depend mainly on 
(the?) political will; it is shown that in the case of Mexico, they have been erratic. After analysing the total impact of these 
policies and institutions on economic growth, social expenditure, and political equity and instability, some considerations on 
the formulation of alternative policies are offered. 
 
 
Wednesday 28 November 2007 – 10:30am – 12:15pm: “Energy & Sustainability A” (Seminar Rooms 1&2) 
 
Chair: Tabatha Wallington 
 

Wellbeing and sustainable land use 
 

Lesley Hunt and Belinda Mortlock 
 

Lincoln University 
lesley.hunt@lincoln.ac.nz, mortlocb@lincoln.ac.nz 

 
This paper examines the relationship between farmer wellbeing and sustainable land use.  Sustainable land use in New 
Zealand is very important for its future as an agricultural producer for international markets.  The way in which land is used 
also affects the environment in which we live, work, have our recreation, and which we present to international 
visitors/tourists.  Farmers are principal agents in the shaping and using of our land resources.  If the wellbeing of some 
farmers includes caring about sustainability and translates into sustainable practices, an improved understanding of 
wellbeing is imperative to the promotion and strengthening of sustainable land use in New Zealand.   
 
Using qualitative, inductive methodology this research assesses the extent to which wellbeing can be related to sustainable 
farming practices through the analysis of interviews conducted with 12 dairy farmers or dairy farmer couples and 12 dairy 
farmers or farmer couples converting to organic practices who are part of the Agricultural Research Group on Sustainability 
(ARGOS) programme.   
 
The research makes an argument for defining wellbeing as ‘being able to live a meaningful life’ and, in the case of farmers, 
for establishing sustainable practices as a significant part of this meaning.  The data collected in the ARGOS programme 
enables a comprehensive assessment of a range of factors affecting farmers’ wellbeing including their participation in the 
environment, in their farms’ production both agriculturally and financially, and their feelings about their farm and farm work.     
 
 

Examining the potential of Community Supported Agriculture to withstand subsumption 
 

Robin Krabbe 
 

University of Tasmania 
robinkrabbe@bigpond.com 

 
Many now claim that the unsustainability of neo-liberal capitalism has emerged as the critical problem facing humanity. 
Recent research both in the agriculture and food arena and more broadly in environmental politics however, has highlighted 
the subjugation of attempts at environmental and social sustainability and a subsequent dissolution into the mainstream 
ideology. Within agriculture the corollary is the conventionalisation of alternative forms of food production and distribution, 
where there is a tendency for increased subsumption into the conventional agro-food system.  
 
One alternative form of food provisioning claimed as showing promise for avoiding the process of subsumption is 
Community Supported Agriculture (CSA). CSA is an alternative food distribution system that enables consumers to directly 
interact with farmers, gain understanding about farming, and receive locally-produced fresh produce that is grown in ways 
that are environmentally-sound and valued by consumers. CSA is claimed to oppose the values implicit in neo-liberal 
capitalism, for example, to promote non-economic values such as a moral and civic commitment to equality and justice, 
rather than purely economic values. However sociological research in the USA on CSA points to a conflict between the 
original vision of CSA and reality. In particular, there appears to be a problematic difference between the approach of both 
farmers and consumers to CSA. An investigation of this gap, and how it relates to the potential of CSA to develop as a 
counter-hegemonic movement is the basis of a newly-commenced PhD project, and of this presentation 
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Understanding Farmers’ Markets as Network – based Institutions 
 

Dr Branka Krivokapic-Skoko and Professor Denise Jarratt 
 

School of Marketing and Management,  Charles Sturt University 
Bathurst, 2795 NSW, Australia 

bkrivokapic@csu.edu.au, djarratt@csu.edu.au 
 
Over the past decade there has been an impressive increase in the number of Farmers’ Market (FM) operations in USA and 
Europe. FMs are emerging as a market mechanism which links consumers with the local agro-food systems in opposition to 
global systems of food production and distribution.  FMs have been described as rural, social, learning networks having 
cultural and economic spaces that bring together producers and consumers with a shared ideology of food production and 
the environment. Conceptualised as alternative food networks, FMs are seen as relational, proximate, participatory, 
culturally nourishing, diverse and most importantly, economically and ecologically sustaining.  
 
In discussing the new and plausible research agendas for analysing FMs, Brown (2002) argued that there is a need for 
understanding and conceptualising the ways in which local farming production and consumption are linked through FMs, 
both within and between regions. Clearly, further research is required to investigate FMs as flexible and evolving social 
structures, linked to aligned networks that extend beyond the local region. 
 
Recent research on the structure of social networks, network knowledge transfer and complexity theory provide interesting 
and unique theoretical frames of reference to understand the evolution of FMs as network-based institutions, and the forces 
that shape that evolution. This paper provides insights into how networks of producers, consumers, farm produce, and local 
agencies/institutions are initiated, constructed, modified and regulated. FMs are conceptualised here as complex, adaptive, 
self-organising systems seeking to link with and access social, financial and innovation capital from other linked, evolving 
networks. The paper concludes by developing a priori theory of FM network evolution and network system integration. 
 
 

Is there Agri-Food Systems Resilience?: Reflections on Socio-Ecological Resilience Theory and Agricultural 
Sustainability 
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Among ecological theorists, the idea of ecological resilience (and successor terms like socio-ecological resilience) have 
been receiving considerable attention as potential alternatives to the problematic concept of 'sustainability'.  Resilience has 
gained traction as a means both to theorise (and model) processes in ecological systems as well as to examine (and 
rationalise) human-environment relations among indigenous and/or tribal societies.  While this new conceptualisation of 
sustainability has generated a great deal of excitement in these specific research fields, only a very small body of emerging 
literature addresses the applicability of socio-ecological resilience to domains of action that are more familier to agri-food 
researchers. A small group of scholars from Europe, the US, and now among members of the Australasian agri-food 
community, have started to try and conceptualise how the insights of socio-ecological resilience might apply to issues of 
sustainable agriculture and sustainable food systems. This paper reviews the nascent work in the field and draws some 
preliminary insights from data from the NZ-based ARGOS project to articulate how the concept of socio-ecological resilience 
can inform the project's analysis of the condition of agricultural sustainability in New Zealand. 
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Agriculture has always been an important economic activity in Brazil and is now among the most dynamic sectors in the 
Brazilian economy. The exports almost tripled from 1990 to 2005, reaching more than US$ 30 billion, making Brazil the 
country with the largest agricultural trade surplus in the world (Damico & Nassar, 2007; Berthelot, 2005). However, a lot of 
controversy has risen over the impact of such phenomenon on the Brazilian Amazon. This paper explores the expansion of 
the Brazilian agricultural frontier demonstrating its impact on the degradation of the Amazon forest. An overview of the 
historical development of the Brazilian Amazon basin is conducted so as to provide the basis for a better understanding of 
current practices. This undertaking will look in a critical way at the implications of such phenomenon.  
 
Through this process it is attempted to show that although the figures show net benefit to the Brazilian economy, the 
prosperity which is advocated to be brought by the agricultural explosion mostly favors established elites and vested 
international interests, which have for long contributed to the degradation of the Amazon forest. It is suggested that the 
focus on the Brazilian agricultural growth as the main driver of deforestation of the Amazon has omitted the historical links to 
the deforestation problem. A critical analysis of such links can demonstrate the real complexity of the challenge and 
provides us with the opportunity to promote actions that truly address the preservation of the Amazon rainforest. 
 
 
International Division of Labor in Agricultural Production: The Case of “Relay Orchid Production” between Japan 

and Taiwan 
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Relay orchid production has been expanding in Japan since the 1990s.  The system has two processes: 1) Taiwanese 
farmers and companies germinate and subsequently export nursery plants of the orchid (phalaenopsis), which grow rapidly 
in the warm climate of Taiwan. 2) Japanese farmers bloom those plants and sell them in full bloom, where high standards of 
shapes and colours are required in the market.  This implies that some farmers are taking advantage of globalization 
strategically, although globalization is perceived as a great menace by most Japanese farmers.  This study analyses the 
structure and dynamics of relay production, and tries to understand the essential features of such “international division of 
labor” in agricultural “production”.  As this study explores, the relay system is based on complex and multitiered networks.  A 
variety of actors are involved.  There are large companies, farms (small and medium-sized), brokers, and exporters; and all 
are connected with various forms of transactions.  This is due to the biological nature of the plant: minute differences in 
climate and management greatly effect growth and bloom.  To ensure relay production profitability, it is highly important to 
match conditions in the Taiwanese and Japanese nurseries.  In seeking the best matches, and averting the risks of 
mismatches, complex networks have emerged.  These do not merely converge with a single and simple transaction.  Such 
complex patterns seem to be important features of international agricultural production systems, whose products depend 
greatly on the ecological environment of various locales. 
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Unequal food systems, unhealthy diet 
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During the era of intense economic globalisation there has been what is termed the “nutrition transition” – the increasing 
consumption of fats, sweeteners, energy-dense foods, and highly processed foods compared to traditional diets 
characterised by higher intake of cereals. The world now faces a double burden of under-nutrition and over-nutrition, each 
unequally distributed. Addressing the nutrition inequities requires action on the global and national socio-political and 
macro-economic arrangements that have influenced food and nutrition systems, re-shaped society’s make-up and affected 
the distribution of food availability, accessibility and acceptability. For example structural adjustment in low- and middle-
income countries, supported by the agriculture trade agreement in the 1994 Uruguay Round of the General Agreement on 
Tariffs and Trade, opened them up to the international market. The nature of food subsidies has arguably distorted the food 
supply in favour of less healthful foodstuffs, and with greater foreign direct investment more marketplaces are crammed with 
cheaper-to-produce energy dense foods. The influence of the shift in national food distribution systems towards 
supermarkets and food service chains on increasing energy density and fat intake is seen in transitioning countries. The 
type of retail outlet accessible to individuals determines the range and quality of foodstuffs available for purchase and the 
prices paid. While average global food prices have dropped, in rich countries foods recommended in healthy eating 
guidelines are often more expensive than the less healthy options. Using the example of India, the paper will illustrate the 
underlying inequities in the globalised food system and the effects on Indian dietary habits. 
 
 

The Effects of Mercosur EU Agreement upon Agricultural Sector and Environment in Brazil 
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This paper aims to identify the effects of free trade agreements upon grains and meat production and environment in Brazil. 
To analyse the impacts of free trade agreements in agriculture sector and environment in Brazil, we consider three 
scenarios: first, free trade agreement in multilateral scope, where are eliminated the tariffs of all regions; second, free trade 
agreement between Mercosur and EU countries, where are eliminated just the imported tariffs of Mercosur-EU countries; 
and third, a free trade agreement between Mercosur and EU, where is eliminated the imported tariffs and imposed taxes to 
the pollution sectors in Mercosur countries. In the first scenario the most important gains are to bovine, pork and chicken, 
corn and oilseeds sectors. The production and consumption of energy increased in Brazil which suggests major damages to 
environment. In the second scenario, there are gains to all agricultural segments, exception made to the oilseed sector 
which maintains the same production. The main gains in Brazil are to corn, bovine, pork and chicken sectors. In this 
scenario occur decrease in consumption and production of energy in Brazil which signalize less damage to environment. In 
the third scenario there are gains for most of agriculture sectors, however they are smaller when compared with the second 
scenario. The consumption of energy reduces in this scenario which suggests fewer damages to environment than in other 
scenarios. Finally, the main results contribute to reaffirm the position of Brazilian Government which looking for a freer trade 
with less subsidies.  
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Agent Based Modelling of an Australian Bush Food Chain to investigate possible new  

business strategies for aboriginal communities  
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Agri-food chains are complex systems involving multiple multifaceted firms usually working together within specific industry 
sectors (e.g. grains, beef, wool, dairy) to satisfy an increasingly globalised market demand for high value food products. In 
so doing, the groupings of companies involved in an agri-food chain undertake activities that require multidimensional inter-
organisational and cross organisational decision-making in the process of adding value to a raw commodity product through 
the production, manufacturing and distribution stages of the chain. Additional complexity is added by climate variability 
which impacts randomly and unpredictably on decision making in every component of the chain.   
 
This paper describes the modelling of the Australian Bush Tomato agri-food chain and its related decision making 
processes using an Agent Based Modelling (ABM) approach to evaluate the impact and effects of decision making and 
information flows across the components of the chain. ABM is a modelling paradigm in which each "agent" in a system 
corresponds to an autonomous individual in a simulated domain. The project involved constructing the agents (e.g. chain 
components) and their attributes and linking them through a set of dynamically interacting communication and behavioural 
rules to create complexity like that which we see in the real world. The process is one of emergence from the lower (micro) 
level of the system to the higher level (macro) and allowed an investigation into potential business strategies for adoption by 
aboriginal communities involved at the production end of the chain in order to develop a greater ownership of value added 
products.  
 
 
Wednesday 28 November 2007 – 1:15pm – 3:00pm: “Energy & Sustainability B” (Seminar Rooms 1&2) 
 
Chair:  Chris Rosin 
 

Food, Feed and Fuel: balancing needs in an era of over-consumption and degraded natural resources 
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The paper will provide an overview of the debate on biofuels from the perspective of global agriculture. The analysis will 
underline why it is important to understand how concentrated market power in the energy, feed and food sectors distorts the 
public policy choices we must make in relation to land use. This is especially true at a time when governments are finally 
accepting the real and immediate threat of climate change; when commodity prices have stopped falling and, in many 
cases, are on the rise; when natural resource constraints are limiting production choices; and when food reserves are at 
historically low levels.  
 
Biofuels seem to be able to be all things to all people. For critics they are a “greenwash,” offering the false hope that climate 
change can be mitigated without any change in energy consumption patterns. For advocates, biofuels offer a local, 
renewable source of energy that will use the waste products from agriculture to generate power. The truth, inevitably, is 
complicated: what biofuels may or may not offer depends on which biofuels, using which technology, in which context—
agriculture, energy, environment and trade policies all come into play.  
 
The paper will consider what opportunities there may be in the biofuels discussion to look at agricultural policies anew as 
well as the risks that the thirst for biofuels poses for sustainable production and food sovereignty. Some proposals will be 
made to suggest possible next steps in building fair and sustainable agriculture and energy policies in both developed and 
developing countries. 
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Diminishing fossil fuel reserves and associated rising energy costs – alongside increasingly intense debates about climate 
change – have led many farmers to re-evaluate energy use on their farms. Many farmers are adopting alternative 
agricultural and management practices to minimise energy use on their farms. Reducing on-farm energy consumption is 
recognised by many farmers, policy makers and others as a vital step in increasing the sustainability of farm operations, and 
for ensuring the long-term viability of farming.  
 
Knowledge of the patterns of energy flows on the farm is a first step to assist farmers to reduce the energy dependence of 
their farming activities. By calculating on-farm energy use, farmers may then identify management strategies to reduce 
energy use. This will reduce fossil fuel dependence, and the environmental impacts of fossil fuel use, while at the same time 
reducing the input costs of farming.  
 
This paper presents data from an energy audit conducted on four dairy farms in South East Queensland. The four farms 
included in this study include organic and conventional, and small-scale and large-scale dairy operations. An analysis of this 
data will demonstrate the energy efficiency of different farming management systems, and different scales in dairy farm 
production. This paper ends with some preliminary conclusions about the extent to which either conventional or organic 
dairy production may provide the most energy efficient management systems. 
 
 

Oil Vulnerability in Rural and Regional Australia:  Its Relation to the Concentration of Land Ownership and Rural 
Business 
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Oil vulnerability is rapidly emerging as a significant strategic issue for rural and regional Australia.  Modern industrial 
agricultural is, of course, based upon petroleum products such as fertilizers, farm chemicals, transport and farm machinery. 
The importance for Australia is illustrated by the steady increase on average of 2.3 percent annually over the period 
1973/1974 to 2000/2001, most of which was comprised of petroleum consumption. Agricultural energy intensity has 
improved marginally over time but aggregate agricultural petroleum fuel demand continues to expand. Fuel prices have 
risen by 50 percent in the past two years. Rural and regional oil dependence makes petroleum security a strategic rural and 
regional concern. This new petroleum context raises significant questions for rural and regional communities, farm families, 
patterns of farmland ownership and rural business. It has direct implications for natural resource management and policy. It 
further raises a number of questions central to the interests of the Agri-Food Network on changing rural structures. Global 
oil shortages, measured by increased price levels, will, we expect, intensify current trends toward the concentration of land 
ownership as well as the continuing and intensifying concentration of rural business and food processing, both of which are 
now largely dominated by national and international companies.  
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Food Miles in Australia: A preliminary study of Melbourne, Victoria 

 
Sophie Gaballa and Asha Bee Abraham 

 
CERES Community Environment Park 
Sophie Gaballa: sophieg@ceres.org.au 

Asha Bee Abraham: shadesoftea@gmail.com 
 
‘Food miles’ is a term now commonly used to measure the transport distance travelled by food products between production 
and consumption. Food miles is one important part of a larger complete life-cycle assessment required to compare the 
sustainability of individual items in food systems.  As at the time of this report, the authors know of no Australian-specific 
food miles research. This report seeks to contribute some preliminary research to encourage Australian dialogue on the 
growing issues of sustainability within our food systems. Data was collected to establish food miles and greenhouse gas 
emissions estimates for a typical food basket in Victoria.  The total distance of the road transportation in the food basket 
was 21,073 kilometres (km), almost the same distance to travel around Australia’s coastline     (25,760 km). The total 
distance for all transportation of the food basket is 70,803 km, equivalent to travelling nearly twice around the circumference 
of the Earth (40,072 km), or travelling around Australia's coastline three times. The total greenhouse gas emissions 
estimate for all food trucks transporting all road-transported food items, over the total road transport distance, was 16, 989 
tonnes (t) CO2–e. If all the food trucks were transporting all food items on the same day, the emissions from this one day of 
transportation (16, 989 t CO2–e), is equivalent to 4,247 cars driving for one year. The resulting total food miles and 
greenhouse gas emissions from this preliminary study, clearly indicate the need for Australia to respond accurately to the 
role our current food system plays within the issues of climate change and peak oil. 
 
 

Improving forest management community engagement in the agricultural landscape. 
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Australia has seen a rapid expansion in plantation forest management over the past decade. Forestry has moved out of the 
bush and into the backyards of everyday citizens, a move that has not been unnoticed. Increasing community concerns 
regarding forestry management practices, resource availability and the sustainability of rural lifestyles has resulted in 
greater public scrutiny and mistrust of the forest industry. The forest industry is often thought to be unresponsive to 
community concerns in terms of active and effective communications with the communities in which they operate. Current 
social research being conducted by the Cooperative Research Centre for Forestry is looking at ways to improve community 
engagement within the forest industry and thus work towards improved social relationships. Using qualitative methods such 
as key informant interviews and focus groups, the research is investigating what methods for community engagement are 
being used by the forest industry and how such methods are being received by the public. Preliminary results show that a 
wide range of community engagement techniques are being applied in an equally diverse range of contexts. Such diversity 
indicates the forest industry’s growing willingness to improve communication, and form stronger social relationships. Public 
acceptance of community engagement depends on a range of factors including their perceived impact on decision-making 
and perhaps more importantly, the social behaviour of the forest managers themselves. Initial recommendations from the 
research outline the need for ongoing and flexible community engagement techniques that improve the mutual 
understanding between the forest industry and the communities in which they are operating. 

  
 


