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Sunday 25 Nov

Monday Nov 26

Tuesday Nov 27

Wedbesds

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 o
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| 10:30am- 12:15pm
Riverview Room | Seminar Rooms 1&2
Food Consumption| Urban-Rural

& Consumers Dynamics

10:30am- 12:15pm| 10:30am- 12:15pm
Riverview Room | Seminar Rooms 1§
Standards, Audit & Energy &

Field Trip 8:30am-1pm

Lunch: 12:30pm — 1:30pm

Lunch: 12:15-1:15pm

1:30pm — 3:15pm: | 1:30pm — 3:15pm
Riverview Room | Seminar Rooms 14
Standards, Audit & Food Security
Regulation A

, Riverview Room

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

Food Knowledges

Regulation B SustainabilityA
Lunch: 12:15-1:15pm

1:15 - 3:00pm 1:15 - 3:00pm

Riverview Room | Seminar Rooms 1§

Global Influences | Energy &

upon Agri-food SustainabilityB

Afternoon tea: 3:15pm — 3:45pm

Afternoon tea: 3:00pm — 3:30pm

Afternoon tea: 3:00pm — 3:30pm

5-7pm:

Welcome Reception
Registration

VenueStevens Bonn
Room - Emmanuel
College, UQ

3:45pm- 5:30pm | 3:45pm- 5:30pm
Riverview Room | Seminar Rooms 14
&Global Influences | New Technologies
upon Agri-food\

n

5pm

yPublic Lecture by Prof. Tim Lang
‘Cashing in on Consumers? Supermarket

Power, Consumer Choice and the Challe
of the Future’

VenueQueensland College of Art Central
Lecture Theatre and Dell Gallery Building
South Bank. Room 2.04 (Central Lecture
Theatre)

3:30-5:00pm
Riverview Room
nges
Agri-food Business meeting

(S05),

Evening Free

7:00pmAgri-food Trivia
VenuelUQ Pizza Café

Evening Free

7pm:Agri-food Conference Dinner
VenueRiver Canteen, South Bank
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Monday November 26

9am — 10:30ar@onference Welcon{Riverview Room}

1. Keynote Presentation — Professor Tim Lang

‘Joining up the dots? Drawing evidence from titesigstem for future policy’

Morning tea: 10:30-11:00am

11:00am — 12:30pr@rganics{Riverview Room}
Chair: Jane Dixon
1. Andrew Murphy -

2. Samantha Netlal- Governing Organic: The ¢

3. Jannie Adamsstral- Growing Australia’s Organic Food Sector, LessDesifnark
4. Brendon Radford and Kristen Lyonsn ®€axl? The Convergence of Organic and DevElogueesition Sectd
Organics Olympiad 20P&rspectives on the Global State of Organiargricul

5. John Paull -

Consumer knowledge of organic food in New Addlentaited Kingdom

hanging industry reyiisteslia

Lunch: 12:30pm — 1:30pm

Lunch: 12:30pm — 1:30pm

1:30pm — 3:15pnstandards, Audits & Regulation
{Riverview Room}

Chair:Hugh Campbell

1.Rebecca Diggl8cientific uncertainty in the
assessment of agri-chemical mixtures; imgiicatior
regulatory decision-makers and food consumers
2. Chris Rosin and Grant BlaclAvellve speaking th
same language? A transdisciplinary approach to
intensification in New Zealand agriculture

3. Vaughan Higgetsal Certification, Standards, ar
Hybrid Governance Strategies: The Case of
Environmental Management Systems in Australia
4. Philip Bodman, Paul Riethmuller* and MayuY

Geographic Indications and Australian Agriculture

A1:30pm — 3:15pnfrood Security
{Seminar Rooms 1&2}
Chair: Jeff Neilson
1. David FigRecent obstacles to food security in the Ea
n&Cape province, South Africa

2. Kelly DonafCivic agriculture, food democracy and
eaesthetics: Cultivating active citizens in aoanatiefood
system

3. Wendy FoleZerned beef is like a dream in this hell
4. Bustanul Arifinal- Alternatives for Rice Price-Stabiliz
Policy in Indonesia
A
amada

D

Afternoon tea: 3:15pm — 3:45pm

Afternoon tea: 3:15pm — 3:45pm

3:45pm- 5:30prtslobal Influences upon Agri-fodd
{Riverview Room}

Chair: Sophia Murphy

1. Jagjit Plah&lobal Intellectual Property Rules a
Commodification of Plant Varieties: A FocuRights)
of Small Producers in the North-West IndiamiRice
2. Nanjan Ajjand Bill Pritcharilalady and remedy
analysis of contract farming in India

3. Jasmine Glovénserting South Indian supply ch
into geographies of globalisation of the ormarhent
flower industry

4. David BurcPrvate Equity Companies and the
food Sector: Three Case Studies

3:45pm- 5:30pniNew Technologies
{Seminar Rooms 1&2}
Chair:Stewart Lockie
ntith€risten Lyons and Gyorgy Sddimiter the Regulatory
ndRadar? Nanotechnologies and Their Impacts AusRalial
@hJulie Kimber al- Assessing the Social Consequences
Emerging Food Technologies
3. Carolyn MorrBiepharm Futures: the view from seed
ailasming
al. Bruce Small and Hein Rééw-Zealand Pastoral Farmn
and Potential Technologies and Strategiessfiethten
Agroduction
5. Peter Parberyhe Labelling of Genetically Modified H
Australia and New Zealand

istern

ation

5 of

ers

ood in

7:00pmAgri-food Trivia
VenuelUQ Pizza Café




Tuesday Nov 27

8:30 — 10:00arbiet, Health and NutritidRiverview Room}

Chair:Ruth Beilin
1. Jane Dixon -

2. Gyorgy Scrinis - The Nutritionism Paradigm
Marketing of Food

3. Ferne Edwards -

Auditing supermarkets for their public heatth impac

Gledring Gluttony: Contesting Acceptability thevogtivelConsumption Practice
4. Stewart Lockie and Kerry Munttnargdying neoliberalism? Sociological perspettizaspidemic of obesity’

: Nutritional ReduatidieNutritional Engineering and

Morning tea: 10:00-10:30am

10:30am- 12:15pfood Consumption & Consumer,
{Riverview Room}

Chair:Jannie Adamsen

1. Karl-Michael Brunrfeustainable food consumptic
2. Lisa Schubefxplaining patterns of convenience
consumption using available disciplinary concepty
frameworks: An exercise in disciplinary reghjctioni
confused logic and the ideology of individuaibyiitp
3. David Burch and *Geoff LawrErma +ood
Producers to 'Wellness' Companies; Recent detge
in the Global Food Processing Industry

4. Nicki Marks and Bronwyn CuthbeBtsamne
Credence: Emerging Global Consumer Trendsl+ \
they mean for the agri-food sector?

510:30am- 12:15pkdrban-Rural Dynamics

5 Resilience: Community Gardens in the Urbampéands
D 3. Pamela Morgalanning Productive Cities

Vhat wi

{Seminar Rooms 1&2}

Chair: Brendon Radford

. Reidar AiImaklew relations between rural and urba
Eumieties Evidence from Norway, France andafesed
a2. Ruth Beilimd Carolyn Whitzm&oeial and Ecologica

4. Bill Pritchard and Stewart Ldokievation, diversion g
atneat? Resolving the spatial and social tionsaxdic
neoliberal rural policy

Lunch:

12:15-1:15pm

1:15 — 3:00prfrood Knowledges
{Riverview Room}
Chair: Sally Rickson

1.Susan Clearilew | understand why people stand &nQuentin Farmar-Bowbr8uences on farming family’s

pulpits: the everyday practice of ordinaryresirspre
local food production systems

2. Lucy Pike and Kelly DoPRattiting the ‘community’
community gardens: An analysis of two gardeasg
in Melbourne, Victoria

3. Barbara PirDiscourses of denigration: Male
agricultural leaders response to farm womerks ne
4. Julian JeftsCultivating Culinary Libido: Food
Pornography in Australian Television CookimgsPra

1:15 — 3:00prkood, Farming and Culture
{Seminar Rooms 1&2}
Chair: Carolyn Morris

strategic decisions
2. David Mason and lan Kndd Hawkesbury Harvest
irBtory: Exploring the socio-cultural interstotsmm b
spaiculture and urbanisation in the Sydney basin
3. Gomathy Palaniapgiaal- Growing Healthy Food —
Reflections from Australia and India
Wo Barbara Parkénterrogating ‘food integrity’: women
ethics, the environment and health
gra

Afternoon tea: 3:00pm — 3:30pm

5pm:Public Lecture by Professor Tim Lang

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

VenueQueensland College of Art Central Lectureahiddaé&k Gallery Building (S05), South Bank OR¢Qn2ral

Lecture Theatre)

Evening Free

talk



Wednesday Nov 28

8:30 — 10:00arRanel Session: Non-State Regulation
Chair:Bill Pritchard

1. Gracy Pailly, University of AgriculturalsS8angadore
2. Bustanul Arifin, Bogor Agricultural Unindosigia

3. Tran Ngoc Kham, Tay Nguyen University, Viet Nam

4. Stewart Lockie, Central Queensland University
5. Jeff Neilson, University of Sydney

of Agriculiardé in the Asia-PacifiRiverview Room}

, India

Morning tea

10:00-10:30am

10:30am- 12:15p®tandards, Audits & Regulation B
{Riverview Room}

Chair: Vaughan Higgins

1.Mark LawrencAanalysing the policy and politics
associated with the Australian food and rystériS8

3 sustainable land use

10:30am- 12:15pfnergy & Sustainability A
{Seminar Rooms 1&2}

Chair: Tabatha Wallington

1. Lesley Hunt and Belinda Mortdmlibeing and

— 2007 2. Robin KrabbExamining the potential of Community
2. Christine Dann and Stewart Légiaeultural Supported Agriculture to withstand subsumption
biodiversity conservation within neoliberaloégimes | 3. Branka Krivokapic-Skoko and Denise Jarratt -
governance Understanding Farmers’ Markets as Network — based
3. Tony Weblfuture directions for Agri-food chains ip Institutions
Australia 4. Hugh Camphetlial- Is there Agri-Food Systems
4. Heather Yeatmdreporting on Australian food and| Resilience?: Reflections on Socio-EcologieatResili
nutrition policies — whatever happened to évoahgat? | Theory and Agricultural Sustainability
5. Jose Vargas-Hernandezonomic and Social Impact of
Current Development on Agricultural and RiesbRdlic
Institutions in Mexico

Lunch: 12:15-1:15pm
1:15 — 3:00pn&lobal Influences upon Agri-food B 1:15 — 3:00priEnergy & SustainabiliBy
{Riverview Room} {Seminar Rooms 1&2}
Chair: Reidar Almas Chair: Chris Rosin
1. Tiago E. G. Rodriguggricultural Explosion in Braz|l:1. Sophia Murphyood, Feed and Fuel: balancing needs in

Exploring the impacts of the Brazilian agricultural
development over the Amazon

2. Kohei Ordnternational Division of Labor in Agricu
Production: The Case of “Relay Orchid Procivwibem’
Japan and Taiwan

3. Sharon FridUnequal food systems, unhealthy diet|
4. Augusto Mussi Alvim and Flavio TosTReifeffects g
Mercosur EU Agreement upon Agricultural Sector a
Environment in Brazil
5. Kim Bryceseigent Based Modelling of an Austra
Bush Food Chain to investigate possible new busing
strategies for aboriginal communities

bEast Queensland

nd. Sophie Gaballa and Asha Bee AbiiabadhMiles in

eommunity engagement in the agricultural landscap

an era of over-consumption and degraded natucalsr¢s

2. Howard Austin and Kristen LgonEarm Energy Ug
téxalomparison of Conventional and Organic Saiigs

3. Jago Dodson, Darryl Low Choy, and *Roypi -®ilc
Vulnerability in Rural and Regional Austriakdatitia to
fthe Concentration of Land Ownership and Reass Bu

Australia: A preliminary study of Melbourna, Victor
i&n Melanie Dagéal- Improving forest management

e:
in

ks

5iN

]

Afternoon tea: 3:00pm — 3:30pm

3:30-5:00prAgri-food Network Business meeting
{Riverview Room}

Chair:Dr Kristen Lyon

s, Agri-food Network Convener

7pm:Agri-food
VenueRiver C

Conference Dinner
anteen, South Bank




Thursday Nov 29

Agri-food Field Trip 8:30am-1pm

Departing from Emmanuel Coll8dg#Datrand returning byOpnthe Agri-food field trip will visit two U
based alternative food-networks in Brisbane.

Northey Street City Fa(MSCF) is a community garden located approXitatedyrés from the centre

Brisbane City. Established in 1994 on 4 hectadegrohidand, NSCF provides permaculture training

rban-

of

courses, school tours, an organic farmers market as ovghuais aursery. NSCF attracts people of diverse

backgrounds, and offers training programs for lamgntetayed and migrants. Our visit to NSCF wi
us to learn about some of the 1500 plant species tisviarm, as well as the social, economic and
community impacts of this urban agriculture imiBaibbaf®. You can visit the website at
http://www.northeystreetcityfarm.org.au/

The other site visit will Beotml Connectyhich is a community supported agriculture prajecicbsiap
least 400 Brisbane households with produce grososeifioximity to the Brisbane region. Food C
provides produce weekly, as well as numerous commuimiaiagtbush dances, public lectures &
slide nights. On our visit to Food Connect wefrithHiealbert Pekin, the founder and driver for Foo
Connect. For more information, visit http://wwwdotdom.au/

The field trip includes morning tea at the Ne#h&jit$tiFarm.

| enable

pnnect
and
d




Presenter/Attendee Email Contact Paper Session ragtbst
page no.

Jannie Adamsen J.Adamsen@griffith.edu.au Orgaditam-12:30pm pg 12

Nanjan Ajjan ajjan@rediffmail.com Global Influéwgréesood A pg 17-18
Mon 3:45-5:30pm

Reidar Almas reidar.almas@bygdeforskning.ntnu.ban-Rutat Dynamics pg 25
Tues10:30am-12:15pm

Augusto Mussi Alvim augusto.alvim@pucrs.br nfiGéoimad on Agri-food B pg 38
Wed 1:15-3:00pm

Bustanul Arifin barifin@uwalumni.com Food Beautity0-3:15pm pg 16-17
Panel Session, Wed 8:30-10:00am pg 32

Howard Austin Howard.Austin@student.griffith.edEnaugy & Sustainability B pg 41
Wed 1:15-3:00pm

Ruth Beilin rbeilin@unimelb.edu.au Urban-RomiasDyna pg 25
Tues10:30am-12:15pm

Karl-Michael Brunner Karl-Michael.Brunner@wiatwien.d=ood Consumption & Consumers pg 23
Tues 10:30am-12:15pm

Kim Bryceson k.bryceson@ug.edu.au Global Iofluggdef®od B pg 40
Wed 1:15-3:00pm

David Burch d.burch@griffith.edu.au Globa¢$nflnexgri-food A pg 18
Mon 3:45-5:30pm

Hugh Campbell hugh.campbell@stonebow.otago.acengy & Hrstainability A pg 36
Wed 10:30am-12:15pm

Susan Cleary s.cleary2@pgrad.unimelb.edu.au owieoll&s) Tues 1:15-3:00pm pg 26127

Christine Dann christine.dann@clear.net.nz StAndasdd Regulation B pg 33
Wed 10:30am-12:15pm

Melanie Dare madare @postoffice.utas.edu.au Sustajpdbility B pg 42
Wed 1:15-3:00pm

Rebecca Diggle Ibxred1@nottingham.ac.uk Standits & Regulation A pg 13
Mon 1:30-3:15pm

Jane Dixon Jane.Dixon@anu.edu.au Diet, Heattbr& Nut pg 21
Tues 8:30-10:00am

Kelly Donati kdonati@internode.on.net Food Becutity0-3:15pm pg 16

Ferne Edwards fedwards@unimelb.edu.au Diét,NHeatibn pg 22
Tues 8:30-10:00am

Quentin Farmar-Bowers Q.Farmar-Bowers@latwbe.edy.&ood, Farming & Culture, Tues 1:15-3:0@pn29

Flavio Tosi Feijé tosifl@yahoo.com.br GlobhaeeinfineAgri-food B pg 38
Wed 1:15-3:00pm

David Fig davidfig@iafrica.com Food Security0Ndrbpm pg 15

Wendy Foley w.foley@ugqg.edu.au Food Securigg-Btésdm pg 16

Sharon Friel Sharon.friel@anu.edu.au Globzd $rdluexgri-food B pg 38
Wed 1:15-3:00pm

Sophie Gaballa sophieg@ceres.org.au Energnd@bBtysiai pg 42
Wed 1:15-3:00pm

Jasmine Glover jglo9763@mail.usyd.edu.au Béotmdn Agri-food A pg 18
Mon 3:45-5:30pm

Vaughan Higgins vaughan.higgins@arts.monash.e&teadards, Audits & Regulation A pg 14
Mon 1:30-3:15pm

Lesley Hunt huntl2@lincoln.ac.nz Energy & Sigtainab pg 35
Wed 10:30am-12:15pm

Julian Jeffs joulesinspace@gmail.com Food Ksiolwleddel5-3:00pm pg 28

Tran Ngoc Kham Panel Session, Wed 8:30-10:00am 32 po

Julie Kimber jkimber@postoffice.utas.edu.au heledies, Mon 3:45-5:30pm pg 19

Robin Krabbe robinkrabbe@bigpond.com Energyabifysta pg 35
Wed 10:30am-12:15pm

Branka Krivokapic-Skoko bkrivokapic@csu.edu.au gy & Bustainability A pg 36
Wed 10:30am-12:15pm

Tim Lang T.lang@city.ac.uk Keynote PresentaBdn¥@:30am | pg 10-11
Public Lecture, Tues 5:00-6:30pm pg 31




Mark Lawrence mark.lawrence@deakin.edu.au StanlitsrdsRegulation B pg 33
Wed 10:30am-12:15pm
Geoff Lawrence g.lawrence@ugq.edu.au Food Cor&@opsamers pg 24

Tues 10:30am-12:15pm

Stewart Lockie

s.lockie@cqu.edu.au

Diet, He@itio®, Nues 8:30-10:00ampg 22

Panel Session, Wed 8:30-10:00am pg 32
Kristen Lyons kristen.lyons@griffith.edu.au ivelodies, Mon 3:45-5:30pm pg 19
Nicki Marks Nicki.Marks@dpi.vic.gov.au Food toon&uBgnsumers pg 24
Tues 10:30am-12:15pm
David Mason david.mason@dpi.nsw.gov.au Fogo& Fauihire, Tues 1:15-3:00pm pg 29
Pamela Morgan pamorgan@netspace.net.au UrbBgmdRuicd pg 26
Tues 10:30am-12:15pm
Carolyn Morris Carolyn.morris@canterbury.ac.nz TechNelegies, Mon 3:45-5:30pm pg 2(
Andrew Murphy A.J.Murphy@massey.ac.nz OrgahlesnMar80pm pg 11
Sophia Murphy smurphy@iatp.org Energy & Stystinabil pg 40
Wed 1:15-3:00pm
Sam Neal samantha.neal@ug.edu.au Organics, MarB0pam pg 11
Jeff Neilson jneilson@geography.usyd.edu.au edB3anmel\Bed 8:30-10:00am pg 32
Kohei Oro ohro@affrc.go.jp Global Influencefooa Bgr pg 37
Wed 1:15-3:00pm
Gracy Pailly gracycp@gmail.com Panel Sessio30\ME0@m pg 32
Gomathy Palaniappan g.palaniappan@ug.edu.au FarmAogp& Culture, Tues 1:15-3:00pm pg 3

Peter Parbery peter.parbery@dpi.vic.gov.au NelegieshMon 3:45-5:30pm pg 21

Barbara Parker bparker@csu.edu.au Food, Fauttimg, F@s 1:15-3:00pm pg 32

John Paull john.paull@anu.edu.au Organics, Midt130@am pg 13

Lucy Pike Ipike@unimelb.edu.au Food Knowlesides513180pm pg 27

Barbara Pini b.pini@qut.edu.au Food Knowledde$532180pm pg 27-28

Jagjit Plahe Jagjit.Plahe@buseco.monash.edu.au al InfiGésizes on Agri-food A pg 17
Mon 3:45-5:30pm

Bill Pritchard b.pritchard@geosci.usyd.edu.au -RucabBynamics, Tues 10:30am- | pg 26
12:15pm;
Panel Session, Wed 8:30-10:00am pg 32

Brendon Radford b.radford@griffith.edu.au Ofgaridsm-12:30pm pg 12

Roy Rickson r.rickson@agriffith.edu.au Energin&iliigtB pg 41
Wed 1:15-3:00pm

Paul Riethmuller p.riethmuller@economics.ug.edusiandards, Audits & Regulation A pg 15
Mon 1:30-3:15pm

Tiago Rodrigues Tiago.Rodrigues@student.gudfiith.€&lobal Influences on Agri-food B pg 37
Wed 1:15-3:00pm

Chris Rosin chris.rosin@stonebow.otago.ac.nz rdsStandiss & Regulation A pg 14
Mon 1:30-3:15pm

Lisa Schubert l.schubert@sph.ug.edu.au Foodti©ong&Dapmsumers pg 23-24
Tues 10:30am-12:15pm

Gyorgy Scrinis gyorgy.scrinis@rmit.edu.au [fhet, Nieition pg 21-22
Tues 8:30-10:00am

Bruce Small bruce.small@agresearch.co.nz Ndugies;hivion 3:45-5:30pm pg 20

Jose Vargas-Hernandez jogvh0811@yahoo.com Shawdlitar@siRegulation B pg 34-35
Wed 10:30am-12:15pm

Tony Webb Tony.Webb@uws.edu.au StandardsRAgdi&ién B pg 33
Wed 10:30am-12:15pm

Heather Yeatman hyeatman@uow.edu.au StandarésikRagdiation B pg 34

Wed 10:30am-12:15pm




(
Monday 26 November 2007 - 9am — 10:30anfefence OpeningRiverview Room)
Joining up the dots? Drawing evidence from thedpsiém for future policy
Tim Lang

Professor of Food Policy, Centre for Food Polidye(ity lrondon, UK.
t.lang@city.ac.uk

Sixty or so years ago, the world’s food system wagli§ietremt @ourse to all previous ones. The postawarld W
settlement represented the triumph and hard aoykfedananalysts from the natural, medical and sceslao$cie
the day. They seized the surreal chance offeredri)dltirevexperience of two world wars, agredikusalmps

and famines and offered a new policy package ramhkericyt would be possible, they argued, to eadoeterat
output, banish waste and make people healthfeatjudiegpus mix of State support + Capital + Beienose
extent (arguably a large extent) the package sucseeri&dpw; and its architects would be proud &sil &b,
argue, now very troubled. They did unleash prodadtibityoris more, make food cheaper, reduce sersdeless p
harvest waste, increase choice, lighten diets, invantetuhologies to transform what and how wehegt.aBo
contributed to environmental degradation, a aeliailcand a distortion of diets heralding a éwdiseases
associated with over- and mal-consumption.

Social scientists have documented over recent decddesstimauch in supply chains has been subjected:to chang
how food is grown, where, what happens totédsite tha consumer, who controls those processes. atdls® o
consumer end, there has been a parallel revolutproptoeat, what they eat, their assumptiong maues!oed

back, altered, subjected to extraordinary marketiagsaoslychological transformation. The net resultas that th
fundamental challenges addressed by earlier geoérito scientists have been transformed. Gapianidie
remind us, are the Old Gods of Necessity, Needaadd\tie Old Demons such as Hunger, lll-h€adth. &rabd

is plentiful, good and affordable (for some).Idhefidature, Labour and Production, say theste, dystirai now

been squeezed into different shapes.

But, as we also know, food nirvana has not beachree#ly. Huge problems loom ahead: environmateal (clim
change, water, soil), health (obesity alongsideebcaigéng healthcare costs), social (wideningesegttaih and
between nations), cultural (marketing excess, pefversds), and economic (rapid concentratioy distdasis).

Even measured against its own baseline— the cdoargehingf hunger — the record shows signs of dlipplage (a
numbers have recently risen). To make mattersnelyreendizon on earth is now not witness torsura#, df the
problems associated with the Nutrition Transitioydag & cultures (those complexes of meanirggsanolutin
realities) have been recast. More people sufjeamdbeserweight globally than underweight.

In this lecture, | want to reflect onfther2Qry and offer some thoughts on what | thinkiaksagestists might offer
to today’s policy-makers for theAHiat is our ‘big picture’? Can we agree on owe?jdamnp the dots between
bodies of evidence? | hope and believe we case @areuare important differences and some furicergsaigt

we should not underestimate the extent to whistald®some semblance of a consensus as todtueebapput
what is going on. The new picture created ovetvbatjagears by social scientists and others does wff¢r a rad
analysis of the food system but it is one whiclotdabatated. And we know now that the chalkamearaiot be
addressed in separate policy boxes, even thoughstiuteatis do just that. The environmental clakemgis:t
societal (think: class inequalities). The societal doest ahe @conomy (think: the profligate use ofwealtleene
energy behind the societies which glorify Choice)thTbesheacannot be addressed without transforimiitiy our
environment (think: how can one expect peoplexerbigédinto daily lives if we live far from wdikandars).
The cultural ones are about the supply chainli@htg&orea-seasonal availability of foods). And so on.

This lecture is, in effect, a plea for ecologingl @hnitlcollaborative working. | use the worda€aubbdgust in the
sense of ‘environment’ but in the sense that waddmedidhe connections between issues. We musjice dcol
we hope to explore the knock-on effects, the comptettibeggower structures of the modern agri-footgysiem
particular interest is the need to assess and hdhr thendting attempts of the policy framewonkedéthevorld
to address this connectedness. We need food polidiesoghist the different domains of existeriog, tlheat
social alongside the material, physiological @hd<sp#cis.

BE



This is not, | believe, a call to submerge the sa@stis stknin studying food into a mish-mash drikkersby o
intellectual foci. On the contrary, it is a rémaindermore than many disciplines or perspectivess daowstood is
about power and social relations. The lecture te &oplkeacross discourses, across the food terrain ahe across t
world, not to wallow in that complexity but tin hgdpthe dots. A world in which policy is reduggddto m
individualised choices cannot address the envirdraitends of water shortage or climate change.

Monday 26 November 2007 - 11am — 12:3Dayanics’(Riverview Room)
Chair:Jane Dixon
Consumer knowledge of organic food in New ZealdrtieaUnited Kingdom
Andrew J Murphy

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

Research into consumer knowledge and attitudes oeganéirfood has not kept pace with the greviiolwstily,
particularly in New Zealand. Since the propentiag thifrentiate the organic from the ‘convViesniitbnas the
absence of pesticides and fertilizers in produeticnmgelification, and preservatives) cannotbeatbtd the
point of sale or consumption, the organic cersijstatio and label stand as a proxy. Consumers’ laralvledge
perceptions of these properties is heterogeneoneratiy ggite limited. Consumer awareness ofabfitsiisgvital
if organic products are to continue to attractreraiaetsy critical to the rapid growth of the degiap€eFipresents
research results from interviews with 100 NZ aocdrnidditd&rs on their consumption of organic foeit, and th
awareness and knowledge of the food qualities difitti®ceschemes that underpin the organic food system
Organic food consumers have a low top-of-mafdrgaalkt certification labels, although promgtetibreams
much higher; consumers tend to trust organicaafaaénglue. Consumers prioritorised persomariveaith over
the environment, with cost the overwhelmingahhiliiter consumption. NZ consumers had mab¢efavour
perceptions of BioGro, the largest, oldest anddarengfication body, although it was also pasctivadg”; there
was low (and mostly unfavourable) awareness oftDehietdynamic standard. Consumers could distiagigish org
labels from other environmental labels (FairtEaderanchental Choice), although qualitative ceuggestshere
is more confusion than the quantitative data indicate.

Governing Organic: The changing industry regimissimalia
Samantha NéaKristen Lyonsand Geoffrey Lawrerice

13School of Social Science, The University of Queehskeiad Q&iD 4067
2 School of Science, Griffith University, Kessels4Ad,1QLD

The Australian organics industry has in the past lzeearsiegernational leader in the developmerdedfta m
govern organic production systems. This modebbts) pate supported the emergence of therAoigjealia
sector as an international leader, with the leagdsteatdied organic land in the world, angcssdding $250
million. While Australia’s model has been used lanarbémcdevelopment of a number of governance systems
worldwide, it is now undergoing a period ohsigndigge. Amongst these changes include the Susteahiarent’s
indication they intend to withdraw as the comibetdtytfau export produce and the proposabofdastacd
governance systems by organic industry groups.

This paper begins with an overview of the changismgcgaegimes for the Australian organic secten, and th
discusses the impacts of these changes for the ghlatimtustry. The paper then critically assessesstierdri
change to the current regulatory system and the respomglsstry in the context of internationagjovganance
models and contemporary governance literatureer Coagagdes by pointing to some of the potengabfinfypsict
shift in organic governance for the future of#fiarhosganic sector.



Growing Australia’s Organic Food Sector, LessomsDenmark
Jannie Mia Adamsen, Kristen Lyons and Hume Winzar

Griffith University
J.Adamsen@aqriffith.edu.au
Kristen.Lyons@agriffith.edu.au
H.Winzar@agriffith.edu.au

Commentators frequently associate the organiceagmidditiod sector with sustainable developmengesihd sug
organics provides a practical solution to envirprobéarted including climate change, land degsatiaipand
pollution. Given the promises, it is surprisitak#hefugrganic produce in Australia is consiceratiighoother
comparable western countries. This paper evaligtefobaxpanding Australia’s organic markeexXataiwdlthe
conditions considered crucial for a well-functianmarfgetplace: trustworthy certification, staiedmgupply
and minimum price premiums, as well as the retarnegband the retail industry.

The Danish organic market offers opportunitieswhitdamay be applied in the Australian case, since the
abovementioned conditions are all realised irsthedbgext; there are no major shortages orthargevernment
is heavily involved financially in the conversion pmocessdéntional to organic production, and itheéusttgiis
pursuing an aggressive push strategy to increass cdensanu. Today Denmark enjoys the highest per capita
consumption of organic food worldwide.

The Australian organic environment has genergtisoblemwms with these conditions, and has very limireeérgover
involvement, and a retail industry that has onhystardedtto focus on this product segment.

The paper concludes by suggesting Australia lo@nethtlicade to successfully increase organic food saleg, and
one step closer to a sustainable future.

Peas in a Pod? The Convergence of Organic andfeeat Cooperation Sectors
Brendon Radford & Dr Kristen Lyons

School of Biomolecular and Physical Sciences, @eiffitly Uni
B.Radford@griffith.edu.au
Kristen.lyons@agriffith.edu.au

Uganda has seen rapid growth in the uptakeedfargetific agriculture over the last fifteen gemnesudt of this
expansion, by 2005 Uganda had more organic farrapysatier country in Africa. The majority ofrexpansio
organic sector has occurred in the export marketoRidpid grganic exporting has occurred alongsgiegincrea
assistance from development cooperation agencies sachrmamgorganisations. These agencies have peovided th
financial, institutional and other support mechamisichg¢hi® organic export market. Uganda has rgodicadtsi
financial support from organizations includinglitie I8teenational Development Cooperation Agenand Sie
Humanist Development Cooperation Agency (Hivog)teiffag®mal organizations view organic exparoprasiu
providing solutions to the tripartite goal ofi@bna@wcially and environmentally sustainable developme

This paper argues recent changes in the organimsaadorg-expansion in organic production in deeeinfiag

such as Uganda, alongside a growing emphasisyguostaotalinational trade relations — has creatppanammities

to build the alliance between the organic andne@etvelogporation sectors. Drawing from an apalysysapid other
documents, alongside interviews with organic apthagvelgency representatives, this paper demonstrates th
convergence between organic and developmentrrdipooatises. Both sectors increasingly emphasialthadecentr

of trade for ensuring economic, social, and envilpsostataable development. This paper arguesdigamew
discourses complement the priorities of the devetwporation sector, thereby attracting their shisppatper
explains the drivers for this convergence, and cordikmesing some of the likely impacts for the organic secto



Organics Olympiad 2007 - Perspectives on the Glabalof 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 fasteft@piaector, and many countries have now sketrtargets
conversion to Organic Agriculture. The statedeggogdafithmovement is the adoption worldwidewf Organ
Agriculture. That task has a long path to tra@ejamithAgriculture described as a 2% solutiorateQpdcst
success in any endeavour, is: find out who “theanenigestify what they are doing, and do tihat;eaisch

corollary to this maxim. Which countries are |dsemaigd to Organic Agriculture? In the abssimggeof a
comprehensive index of organic-ness, this paperlg@entfaes of organic-ness, and presents the I&gdership
country, for each of these indices. A portmantedwwedatk organics leadership is examined. Bagguidinabn
data, projections are presented for future Oriaitticrdgcenarios.

Monday 26 November 2007 — 1:30pm — 3:1Samdérds, Audits and Regulatior(Riverview Room)

Chair:Hugh Campbell

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

Rebecca Diggle
PhD Candidate, Institute of Science and Society,

University of Nottingham, UK
[bxred1@nottingham.ac.uk

Research in Science and Technology Studies has lexploledft science and the outcomes of chemical risk
assessments in the construction and justification afcjsidioym@king. These studies on risk assessment anc
regulatory practices highlight the significancetaibpissumptions and expert judgements in thefshdysgy
recommendations.

Exposure to agri-chemical mixtures present in foasisie&fa highlighted within the scientific literatuezea of
uncertainty where many conclusions are based ondgepeehtj Despite this acknowledgement, recent polic
documents issued by the UK Food Standards Agéreyg@eStithat the risk to human health from dwposure
mixtures of pesticide residues in food is likely tq befiadialj that has been challenged by both metheers of
scientific community and by several pressure grogbsthiEhtme of documentary analysis and intervibis data
study explores how scientific data is interpretedv amtertainty is conceptualised by those invokmicah ch
assessment for the purpose of risk communicatiaration.r@geliminary findings suggest that whilstise®A ad
group members accept the inherent uncertainigwn geéntific practice this contingency is stripped #weay from
regulatory advice; thus scientific facts are presentedaataimdhan the scientists themselves believe thEne to be.
implications of these findings will be discuseegpegtito both the current process of regulatonyrdakisg and

the potential consequences for consumers exposedhdinrdegiho mixtures of agri-chemicals.
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Are we speaking the same language? A transdiacjptipproach to
intensification in New Zealand agriculture

Christopher Rosin and Grant Blackwell

Centre for the Study of Agriculture, Food anth&myitdmiversity 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 pansgkseiptinary assessment of the condition of BiysiaiNav
Zealand agriculture. The initial structure ofetiarmalved the comparison of social, economiaadeenai
aspects of farm managers and farms based on thatropamidjstinct market audit schemes (includingPEurepGA
retailer driven Quality Assurance and certified jeemezas the data collected over the first fourtlye amoefct
indicated some important differences among ttaefiaeelby this ARGOS framework, more compellisgofinalyse
sustainability lie in the collaborative assessmardatiedtdd for the kiwifruit and sheep/beef #sibctospect to a
group of shared transdisciplinary themes. Of thetogmeed in the project, that of intensificaties armdus to
which the currently collected data can be addreéssepgaper, we examine the role of intensifickiti®magpacts in

the New Zealand kiwifruit and sheep/beef sedtugsodravterpretations of the concept as it i$ teldeasocial,
economic, farm management and environmental rasearéuiefindings to date indicate that intems&iaaton-
going and deeply embedded feature of manageegges sirlbth of these sectors. In developingdisciptamary
examination of intensification, we draw conchgsiadiagr the effects of various forms of the inbensificat
management practices on the potential sustaidatgitiljesuice of agriculture in New Zealand.

Certification, Standards, and Hybrid Governanae§ts:
The Case of Environmental Management Systemdrialiaus

Vaughan HiggiAsJacqui Dibdeérand Chris Cockhn

1School of Humanities, Communications and Social oreasiesiniversity, Churchill, Victoria
Emailvaughan.higgins@arts.monash.edu.au
2School of Geography and Environmental Science)hiaragi, Melbourne, Victoria
Emailjacqui.dibden@arts.monash.edu.au
SFaculty of Science, Engineering and Informatmoghyecdtames Cook University, Townsville, Queensland
Emailchris.cocklin@jcu.edu.au

Standards and certification systems are frequentiyaisedegs either public or private — in termsctdrshe a
agencies and processes responsible for their creatiplermedtation. However, the increasingly hindaddso
between these forms of regulation, and partieulgsly of ‘network’ governance noted by a numlmarsf sch
suggests that greater attention is needed to staddeedsfieation as parhwbridstrategies of governing. Agri-
environmental governance provides a fruitfuivfidti o investigate the hybridity of standaets.bBlurdaries
between market-oriented, state-based and condnsinsitygees have been noted for some time Wittnattine on
this topic. Nevertheless, there has as yet beatefitge to explore how this hybridity shapes ¢hgoappfi
environmental standards. This paper addresses tthie ¢jsgrature by focusing on the implementadaapsatin

of environmental management systems (EMS) — basethtemational standard 1SO14001 — within rAustralia
agriculture. We show that while the origindl EWE W@as to assist Australian farmers in verifyiag Hred‘gieeen’
credentials of their commodities through thirctifeatyorerthe absence of significant marke¢slsastoontributed
to EMS being adapted regionally in a varietgiff \afes. The paper examines two examples of stioh addptat
reflects on the implications for future studies thl@lzigpnship between standards and governing.



Geographic Indications and Australian Agriculture
Philip Bodman, Paul Riethmuller* and Mayu Yamada
School of Economics

University of Queensland
* Corresponding autpaiethmuller@economics.uqg.edu.au

Geographic Indications (Gls) have emerged as a fieaporgaof agriculture in the European Uitatarpain Italy
and France. While they offer producers the oppatiff@igntiate their products from competitoasethiey h
potential to act as a non-tariff barrier to tralgis. rlEason, they have been discussed during Ruubibbétrade
talks conducted under the auspices of the WTO. ik giapess the growth that has taken place inftdsuse
and canvass issues associated with their use, indilbamgmaications for Australian agriculture.

Monday 26 November 2007 — 1:30pm — 3: Fpod: Security{Seminar Rooms 1&2)
Chair: Jeff Neilson
Recent obstacles to food security in the Eastgra @avince, South Africa
David Fig
Independent environmental sociologist
Board Member, Research Committee RC24, EnvindrBoerdty, International Sociological Association

Associate, Sociology of Work Project, Universityvedtidgrsiafid, Johannesburg
davidfig@iafrica.com

During the past thirteen years of democratic govieniiastern Cape province of South Africa heedrdreali
poorest in the country. It inherited a legacyioflendavelopment, severe economic and ecologicaheriEe80s.

The bulk of the province consisted of two aparthaitetands’, Transkei and Ciskei, both of whichaeqerivious
‘independence’ from the central apartheid govasnpaentf a plan to remove its inhabitants froemkaigings in
the remainder of the country. Betterment schexgesdtiolh’) contributed to the already serioudistmeadion

resulting from migrant labour, endemic corrupiditiGaidepression.

The advent of democracy also saw a spread of neaditoeegionomic policy, with the privatisation anserye f
government-owned facilities, subjection of theagraritmy to the strictures of market forces, aphkatie em
meeting the social needs of the urban majority. edustrasylwas encouraging the emergence of a new dlass of sir
farmers, so the support services from the statengengthukawn. Land reform, vital to the restroictineng
countryside, has not kept pace with social needs.

The paper aims to understand the critical dynamid®staaagrity in the Eastern Cape hinterl@ncbdates the
difficulties faced by emergent small farmers. el tmaliglures of the Massive Food Production Pregramme,
involved a private-public partnership betweeninb&lpgovernment and Monsanto to spread packaggsatlf ge
modified seed to the poor. It looks at more recees salspread the cultivation of biofuels inribe, Eodiasks
how this will impact upon food security. Fiealty itaise questions about how food security cante=duarthe
long run, arguing for new approaches to agpolityiralorder to combat poverty.
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Civic agriculture, food democracy and aesthetiddv&ting active citizens in an undemocratic fgstem
Kelly Donati

University of Melbourne
kdonati@internode.on.net

The industrialisation of food and agriculture stemes la source of fear and anxiety for consumoer astolists
around the world, raising many ethical questiotie alaytthat we produce, process, distribute and foatsume
These concerns raise a whole set of cultural arxigtesyamity’s relation to the natural worldvaag ithevhich
Western knowledge systems are shaping the relatiwashiphieematerial world and lived experience.

As communities and researchers alike attempt tovighaihy@essues raised by a global food supply @dmstitute
increasingly complex and often invisible relatiohsbgs d@vernments, corporations, producers, consumers ar
communities, urban farming has been recognisedrdiglaqumitéor improving food security and strendghahi
communities in urban centres in both ‘developelapihg countries. While urban agriculture rapdrtamt in
contributing to local food security, researchers antivisisdalike have more recently turned to thef ntion
agriculture as a way of revitalising engagementafizeba and creating more visible and sustainajtefosd

This paper is part of a larger research projeatstanghttee potential of urban agriculture intic@ntdlsocial and
ecological transformation and suggests that aesthaicsngapant and often unacknowledged role ng fosteri
creative food-producing spaces in our cities. Tlé foatibdemocracy is explored as a productive flerctivef col
resistance to unsustainable food systems and as a stelitegptior transforming consumers of food cenmonoditie
active citizens in the food system.

Corned beef is like a dream in this hell
Dr Wendy Foley

Australian Centre for Peace & Conflict Studiestylarii@rreensland
w.foley@ug.edu.au

In Solomon Islands, an economic ‘hell’ is causecktsil af developing country post-colonial andipbistsoestl

The weight of social responsibility to extendedefsamidgnts means that even many middle class udan peop
struggle to eat a varied and healthy diet. Whileclfarsténg is still the mainstay of the majoripppfldieon,

85% of whom live in rural areas, stresses on the suty@ttemare increasing in contemporary times.

This paper will present an overview of the cdreamd fadrition system in Solomon Islands, drawmgtadiea of
people from rural and urban areas to explor ibaliliyevithin this system.

Alternatives for Rice Price-Stabilization Polibydonesia
Bustanul Arifih Suparmifhand Sugiyorfo

IProfessor of Agricultural Economics at the Univansgyirag (UNILA)
and Senior Fellow at the International CemptgiddiAnance and Economics of Bogor AgricukusilUn
(InterCAFE-IPB), Indonesia
barifin@uwalumni.com
2Associate Professor at the Department of Agriaribmac&and Social Sciences, at Mataram Universily (UNRAM
West Nusa Tenggara, Indonesia
suparmin60@yahoo.com
SResearcher at the Institute for Development atEembiRinance (INDEF), Jakarta, Indonesia

sugiyono_ms@yahoo.com

Rice has been and remains major staple foodmiltio@2®f Indonesian people. Although only 3®ipaiiaemal
households actually farm rice, many more are cortheaied Btonomy through services, labour and trpdd. As a
of food security policy, rice price stabilizatiorosd thatched and monitored economic policy in Ifithisetialy
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examines rice price-stabilization of farm levelafphddy)sumer level (rice) in the Indonesian. yrheayses
further the rice marketing system, by examining hodzgartical market integration of paddy anth @teehmnal
and world market, using econometric methods oforeci@saive (VAR) and vector error correctiora@ddiel (V

The results show rice markets in five major me§ionatra, Java, Kalimantan, Sulawesi, and Baénygaea
showed horizontal market integrations during@mndeXeagime (1968-1997), albeit not in fatlantdgice markets
were segmented during free-trade period (1998@000)jng managed-open market period (2001ep@fd). V
integration between paddy and rice market onlychrtugréte New Order, but price transmissicomfteglirection.
Price stabilization in both paddy and rice onlydhdppegehe New Order, where paddy price ey ratae
stable than the rice price in all three regimagdyrdeggfests that policies on production improveinefus e and
food diversification deserve more budget allocatigogerfiment should develop regional price prosystemen
and strengthen rice buffer stock at regional levéamtaveafor centralised price stabilization policy.

Monday 26 November 2007 — 3:45pm — 5:3BloMal‘ Influences upon Agri-food(Riverview Room)
Chair: Sophia Murphy

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

Jagjit Plahe

Work and Employment Rights Research Centre, Depitémagément, Monash University
Jagjit.Plahe@buseco.monash.edu.au

This paper analyses the implications of India’st806fdnRwb Plant Varieties and Farmers Rights (PE&MBRS) A
small producers in the North West Indian rice vallidepaiper also outlines policy options to pratgustbé
small farmers in the rice chain. The PPVFR Actwesdntrgarliament in response to India’s commdarethis un
World Trade Organisation’s intellectual propedgreghtent. It is argued that the Act institutiof@iisaksystem
of monopolised control over rice varieties, inclelimgth® public domain, which compromises the stalis of
farmers in the rice chain. The extension of priedterigiots to plant varieties will lead to higterdipdaces and
will further erode genetic diversity entrenchingteemegstive green revolution trends in thegstath-gtates.
While India’s PPVFRs Act gives formal recognitiovietatiHarmers in agriculture, under the pro¥iienAct,
protection can only be granted to varieties wignbtmalg uniform, distinct and stable, theréfuyeHensorts of
seeds that can be marketed and who can market #e20Q3app. 5-6). Without adequate external @$sistanc
government and other agencies, it is unlikely thae arallers will be able to conform to theopatibprcriteria
under the Act.

Malady and remedy analysis of contract farmingian |
N. Ajjahand Bill Pritchaéd

1 Professor, Directorate of Research, Tamil Ndtlwadvigiversity, Coimbatore, Tamil Nadu, India
2Associate Professor, School of Geosciences, Universty aiuSirdlia.

Emerging pressures of domestic and internaticaral pradeding strong incentives for Indian farnogtscionéréct
farming. In India, contract farming has been pracdiezdlgil970’s in vegetable crops including etsiatonon

and gherkin; cereals like wheat, barley, and lwasmoathmercial crops like cotton, sugarcane, grobactmt, to
cocoa, and chillies, and the seeds and poultry sdctdidtiBaiional and Indian companies are undenalaoy
farming. Contract farming has provided farmmeggovidid itechnology, higher returns, and assurasgreced)led

firms to coordinate and plan their supplies. Himspiterthese benefits, major bottlenecks are asattititese
schemes including the loss of independent decisidnynfekivegs, delays in payment, vulnerability dfiepp fa
contract renege by farmers, problems with contraabikiyf@mod lack of standardization and operationafisati
contract farming agreements. This paper focusedfanstio¢ ladian Governments to resolve these issates so th
contract farming meets social and economic goals. sésable wde of Government in the Indian comsexing e
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conducive environment in terms of assured priceaakddstigblishment of an appropriate legal framttingnkp se

of a credible contract enforcement mechanism andgrmagiogs for an inexpensive and simple arbitration
arrangement. We finally suggest strategies for sustaitnatl farming by selecting examples from a tewdarops
contract farming in India.

Inserting South Indian supply chains into geogeapfiglobalisation of the ornamental cut flovaersiny
Jasmine Glover

PhD Candidate
School of Geosciences - University of Sydney
jglo9763@mail.usyd.edu.au

India holds over one-sixth of the global pomwdasmagidly evolving to emerge as a key playéobaltecgomy

in the Z1LCentury. At the heart of its economy is the algimclultry which impacts closely on the social, political
environmental and economic transformations ocmwughgrural India. Liberalisation and moderafstim®n
agricultural sector has encouraged Indian agriclidyurwards market reforms which have changed fpatterns
agricultural practice throughout the country. Amoingktstries to be affected by the rapid modeamdation
liberalisation of the Indian agricultural sectexpariseon of high-input horticulture, in partgpkgpethexplores the
ornamental cut flower industry. India producesaf flarers including roses, gerberas anddHiieseatuirrently

in huge demand in the international markest.agnaialimatic conditions are particularly suitaliterdtion of high
quality flowers and coupled with relatively cheapndadt dabour, India is favoured with a distinctiveompeti
advantage in terms of prices. Additionally, tnidigdstant supplier of cut flowers for the Euaoketim the winter
months when on account of severe cold, the sufipiessdfom Holland and Germany drop off consid@sably.
paper explores two distinct parts of the floriowtumelrstia. Firstly, how has Indian productiosdoeszhviithin
global floriculture chains and how does thisrdiffiee forocess by which the cut flower indusheesdef/eloping
countries have evolved? Secondly, how does irgastion moral communities in India?

Private Equity Companies and the Agri-food Sétiee Case Studies
David Burch

School of Biomolecular and Physical Sciences, GeifSitly, l@ssels Rd, QLD, 4111
D.Burch@griffith.edu.au

In recent years, there has been a significant in¢cheaaetivity of private equity companies, and in ¢heohhumb
'leveraged buyouts' of existing assets in all ecormomiddlet the agri-food sector is not a pargaijahére have

been some notable acquisitions starting with thes@inturediase of R. J. Nabisco by Kohlberg KravisnRoberts
1988, and the attempted take-over of Coles supeimaiksralia by the same private equity company in 200¢
Typically, a leveraged buyout involves only a sbontit@tment to a company, and is made on the esgedf bo
money with the intention of 'turning aroundreriandeng asset and selling it a few years tatarhahigher price.

But what are the effects of these takeovers ohesstednigpanies, as long standing and familiar f@tdiland
enterprises are 'turned around'? This paper uradpredkemary analysis by considering three cas&asiudiéisid
supermarkets in the UK; and R. J. Nabisco andngurgéreklJS.



Monday 26 November 2007 — 3:45pm — 5:30pmTechnologiegSeminar Rooms 1&2)
Chair: Stewart Lockie
Under the Regulatory Radar? Nanotechnologies airdrpacts for Rural Australia
Kristen Lyonsand Gyorgy Scrirfis
1School of Biomolecular and Physical Sciences, ieif$itly Un
kristen.lyons@griffith.edu.au

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

Nanotechnology is the latest platform technolpgydate imagination of the agriculture andusisn with
applications being adopted across these entire dbotorapdtiies such as Kraft Foods and HJ Heinz heagjly investi
in nanotechnology research and development, industtatyshave suggested that the global nand-segidoo

will, by the year 2010, be worth in excess of 3bis20ebilvhile the nano-revolution is well urttderealry of
nanotechnologies into paddocks and onto our platgelhaxdurred beneath the policy and regulatorfxsradars.
such, agricultural inputs and food items that aontamatarials are unlabelled, thereby preventingrednsum
differentiating between nano-products and theioraunterparts. This situation persists, despiteng bamlynof
scientific evidence pointing to potential healthranchental risks associated with the manufactuespdsarelto,
nano-materials.

While proponents of nanotechnology promise alianggtoofacross the agri-food sector, this paper tbasiders
potential impact of the unfettered introductioicutifiragand food related nanotechnologies dianAnsted
communities. To date, this issue has received littli®rrdoote emerging debates. Our paper coturithetes
critical discussions by highlighting a range ofsaesialsisociated with the introduction of nanotechnol@dy fo
Australia within the context of the developmeplicatamf nanotechnologies across the agri-fodthegquaper
also identifies potential human and environmerital thelse communities. This paper argues thaf adaok
specific regulations may exacerbate a number ofsthese risk

Assessing the Social Consequences of EmergingTreabeologies
Julie Kimbéf Frank Vanclaynd Peter Nichdls

1University of Tasmania, Private Bag 54, HOb&®1TAS 7
jkimber@postoffice.utas.edu.au
2 University of Tasmania, Private Bag 54, Hobafil FABK.Yanclay@utas.edu.au
3 Senior Principal Research Scientist, CSIRO FaoHI&gstip, GPO Box 1538, Hobart, TAS 7001
Peter.Nichols@csiro.au

Long chain omega-3 polyunsaturated fatty -8cidS-PUFA) such as docosahexaenoic acid (DHA) laake benefi
effects against lifestyle diseases such as cardiovsesasdaradthma and diabetes. Normally, humans a=juire the
nutrients by consuming fish. The view of healllesaighbst Australians consume significantly lessdésirethe
quantity of omega-3 in normal diet and supplemertasyase recommended. Due to declining fish stocks an
increasing human population, marine-based sourms ®fanenunsustainable in the future. The CSIRQuUFesd
Flagship, therefore, is developing a land-bassi/@ltgrrgenetically engineering oilseed plants snolads ca
produce -3 LC-PUFA. Historically, the introduction oallgenwiiified crops has led to opposition from various
community groups and therefore it is likely thatdiffiglilt to introduce this new food technolégyg.ddrdata from
interviews with a range of scientists, informed ¢ormrmaedtaommunity activists, the social issues of the omega
project will be discussed. This research formsRidnt ehdertaken as part of a larger project thatHeakdSicacy

of Technology Assessment in the Australian soci#&arabptaitt.



Biopharm Futures: the view from seed farming
Dr. Carolyn Morris

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

The New Zealand government is currently inve§itagtsagnounts of money and rhetoric into bioteshtiwog
promise being that these technologies will hesald tfeNew Zealand’s reliance on agriculturaditesnmo
Biopharming (the use of plants or animals to phatoaeeuticals) is one potential option. Hoemsvas, th
considerable resistance to the introduction of GM&sljnagd applications for field trials prodopeattifion.
Consultation around such introductions has prowefp(ibos’ perspective) to be unsatisfactory, wital)dseu
applicants and their scientists constituted as havaapekraowd publics as having ‘perceptions’. This mrogect
element in a much larger programme aimed atgirdpoision making processes around the introduction o
biotechnologies by considering what questionsedanldeeasked and answered if a biotech applisationew
adequately assessed.

Seed farmers in Canterbury, New Zealand, replicateetads in the Northern hemisphere off-seagmowTtheyr

crops in open fields, and as such have developed &irgbegventing the contamination of their owroandisg

crops. Focusing on the experiences and practicesdgelatnbsvhctors positioned at different locatiohe alead
production chain, this paper will consider theomaptifasuch knowledge for consultation and risk4atssessme
processes.

New Zealand Pastoral Farmers’ and Potential Tegiesahnd Strategies for Intensified Production
Bruce Smalland Hein Roth

IAgResearch Ltd. bruce.small@agresearch.co.nz
20Omega Consulting. hein@omegaconsulting.co.nz

Focus groups were held with high achieving NewFZeaknsdn four pastoral sectors: sheep, dairyd deef.an
First, data were gathered regarding the reasansieiar Iboking to adopt new technology and sfaategies
intensification of production. Next, potentiadgeshfarl adoption in each sector were identifiedfaFimers’ views
on the likely impact of adoption of preferred festorolagour needs were canvassed.

The results were used to develop a quantitatiomeesepvey which was administered to random samples ¢
approximately 100 farmers in each sector. For gheeotinsreasons driving the adoption of new teshmeieg
desire to increase profits and personal satisfactoaxfnoising returns from their land. In theestwefhe two
technologies/strategies most likely to be adoptedxhSHE) years were low input maximum retues srategi
improved feed budgeting. In the dairy industrystretdgies most favoured for adoption were therpodcigh

value milk products (e.g., nutriceuticals) and impnaledrahgrasses through genetic engineering. imtdastiger
favoured selecting for the most efficient hindustzned farm and improved breeding to maxintigatgréovi.0
months of age. Beef farmers favoured improved ggmengapeactices and improved grass species.

Farmers from all sectors believed adoption of thgies stnatéechnologies would not increase laboorergguire
Nonetheless, all sectors viewed the availability aElaboently being from poor to adequate andbldcsignéo
worse in the next 5-10 years.



The Labelling of Genetically Modified Food inaliasand 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 conaergenakically modified (GM) foods have beenittoered
market force that has demanded industry attentiotheMatirgeoning literature on GM foods, laelieceived
surprisingly little scholarly attention. In this paglerthe development of the GM food labellingadopésdeby
Australian and New Zealand policy-makers in Deéigdnbdeargue that the changing fortunes of miess and
comprehensive labelling schemes in this processhefutdg influence of top-down ‘technocratibotensup
‘democratic’ modes of policy-making. Reconciling¢sesesdited in a compromise solution, which walessneth
seen by FSANZ's Chief Scientist as having “chanfiey pheapaym” for providing consumer informatiting lay se
precedent for process-based labelling.

Tuesday 27 November 2007 — 8:30am — 10:00aimHealth & Nutritio(Riverview Room)
Chair: Ruth Beilin
Auditing supermarkets for their public health imspac

Jane Dixon

National Centre for Epidemiology and PopulatipAtd$#@lian National University, Canberra
jane.dixon@anu.edu.au

While the public health benefits of good nutdtlmeeharecognised for over 150 years, surprisiadindittfeabout
the effects on public health of the operatiomzfalistpes of food system more generally. Therdbrgedger is
the ARC funded Seedling to Supermarket pragektyamemise of that project is that supermatketd@renant
actor in Australia’s contemporary food system. Amgungstitves, Lawrence, Burch and Dixon plan tohexamine
supermarkets have both a positive and negative ipytdict lnealth. | describe the approach thatke with this
issue (and will explain the reasons for ignoritigakgpraachesO over the next three years, with gevierating
debate.

The Nutritionism Paradigm: Nutritional Reductioamghthe Nutritional Engineering and Marketingoaof F

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 ideologljgon pgaxming our understanding of the healthifditroels and
the relationship between food and the bodyritidresmutparadigm will be defined as wherehhénesslof food is
primarily or exclusively understood in terms @ntsmefite, and the relationship between thests rand bodily
health, but at the expense of other ways of ulidgratethcontextualising the relationship betwaed foedody.
In particular it is wherentieient and biochemical level of engagemeati \aitldl the bpdioes not just inform and
support, but frames and comes to replace or untiemenelstand other ways of understanding foodahd the

Nutritionism can be defined with respect to arkamngetr distinguishes between distinct levels of enhgaieme
food, the body and nature — in particular tle mugrabiochemical and genetic levels of engagenmaibier of



related concepts will be introduced for undertiendnagacteristics of the nutritionism paradigms, diffieterat
forms of nutritional and biological reductionisithandistinct ways of understanding and encoooteang f
experiencing the body at the nutri-biochemical lewberfihways of categorising types of foods andagges of f
marketing will also be identified and defindihgiradbernative ways of categorising so-calledalfdootis’.
Nutritionism is also a strategy for technologicaipamately integrating the various sectors of dbd agsiém,
such as through the use of genetic engineerings$eatahitine new nanotechnologies.

Gleaning from Gluttony: Contesting Acceptabitibyitih Alternative Consumption Practices

Ferne Edwards

University of Melbourne
fedwards@unimelb.edu.au

Food that one moment sits on a supermarket shethampthced in a dumpster bin instantly losestsnebnoinic
value and its cultural acceptability for consunoptiovadte’, as in food that has been rejected ds aoredibdity,
symbolises western society’s denotation of ‘valuethisdelaes to place.

However much food ‘waste’ remains edible ant$ ret&ii®nal value. Certain western subculturbesgazsttral
boundaries of acceptability by consuming this ‘wadtesdothesir politics of difference. This paperdias
ethnographic research into two such subculturegr Mivgpst and Food Not Bombs. These subcultures glear
discarded edible food for predominantly politica] ceashing their practices in the philosophgagiisimeeto
minimize environmental impact by consuming fasditdrallir been thrown away.

Furthermore, one of these subcultures serves thHisoadhsdgueople on the streets. In their diftaggedto people-
in-need a political message is broadcast that iskeedscuiriral boundaries of ‘acceptability’. Hois #gttodairm
edible food as ‘waste’ when people go hungry?

This paper explores the cultural boundaries of teatueof the alternative consumption of foodBwastiesing on

two specific examples of place; the dumpster bis@u kiichen on the street corner, this paper exanfioed
‘waste’ changes value as it morphs physically thceughdptarough cooking, transforms morally tlrough th
consideration of politics and is framed culturallylfwesulbtose consumption of ‘waste’ is used totlegidorse
construction of social difference.

Embodying neoliberalism? Sociological perspeabndke ‘epidemic of obesity’
Stewart Lockie and Kerry Mummery

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

In a recent article, Guthman and DuPuis (200&)atartheeréconfiguring of citizenship under neegbees of
governance creates an obvious contradiction; goastomalresponsibility simultaneously as the capasitynie
andas the potentially conflicting capacity to implisagile. In contrast with the many authors tidreforitique
the popularly termed ‘epidemic of obesity’ indpitesnodlogical evidence, moral panic, and sororemsely, who
use this ‘epidemic’ to support their calls for eautbgicdhlareform of the ‘food system’, Guthman arfdddsRui
the literal embodiment of neoliberalism and utierresats material and discursive contradidimbase body.
This paper will argue that this analysis is flawedlimgsntant ways; relying both on contestable alaithe abo
material phenomenon of obesity and on a highlydabhstiantef neoliberal governance that is almedgt enti
disconnected from the needs and goals of idegtdmbland institutions. The question then is hovorkirue
sociologies of obesity, in particular, and of publinteatjenerally, that takes up Guthman and DUéhge tha
populist accounts of ‘epidemics’ and ‘localism’idihdetla@tructuralist critique at which they asrpa@efltoes
not pretend to offer a definitive answer to thig.qResher, it reviews a number of attempts tot caunstr
sociologies with a view to identifying gaps and sketclnmg possible directions for theoreticahsewedopl
empirical research.



Tuesday 27 November 2007 — 10:30am — 1Z:E&pcthConsumption and ConsumégRiverview Room)
Chair: Jannie Adamsen
Sustainable food consumption
Karl-Michael Brunner
Department of Sociology, Vienna University of Ecuth@®ugisess Administration

Augasse 2-6, 1090 Vienna, Austria
Karl-Michael.Brunner@wu-wien.ac.at

Sustainable development has achieved world-witierrexogn environmental and socio-political mékellaster
decade. It is within this context that demandeasagly being made to change consumption pagdnuisirial
world towards a more sustainable use of energgraedootites. If one is aware that food is diresitigcty in
involved in about a fifth of material flows andegargy consumption then it must be clear thatrckatigg habits
most certainly could contribute towards a reducticonimental impact. Theoretically, the papelr with deaio-
cultural conceptions of food consumption. Vermsafteptiom is conceptualised as an individualddictivig fhe
model of a (more or less) rational consumer asomforoecassor and voluntary decision-maker, witlding rega
social relationships and social contexts that have nyuabotat $@w and why people consume. In order to fully
understand food consumption practices cultural laisdusscishould enter consumer theory, replacingdiie atti
behaviour-paradigm in consumer research witte-adidesdtpractice paradigm. Following a broad, peoteds-o
notion of consumption it will be argued thatathe @l lifestyles and milieus in post-traditieties sogst be taken
into consideration in order to identify socigdlytidiffd patterns of environmentally related Soogptoam, their
determinants, driving forces and their enviroegmwmmdaljc and social implications and consequendaelyEmpir
provisional results from two qualitative studistyles, lfi@od consumption patterns and environmemtslvaidmoe
the context of households from different socakithiieypresented, in order to reveal the appatuhdbstacles to
more sustainable food consumption patterns. Regeedingends within the food system and socidhctasge
(e.g. individualization, pluralisation of fasnitsansitions to flexible working patterns) condisivasegies for more
sustainable food consumption practices will be discussed.

Explaining patterns of convenience food consumpsing available disciplinary conceptual framewdiks
exercise in disciplinary reductionism, confuseit lagd the ideology of individual responsibility
Lisa Schubert

School of Population Health, The University ofrf@@ueensla
L.Schubert@sph.ug.edu.au

Currently there are professional concerns and withesplteatrage about current trends in popetatippatterns.
Central to this is the link made between conveadmn¢er more specifically food prepared outsidesfhrentio
‘lifestyle’ diseases, particularly overweight andlialbeséty,and heart disease.

Messages coming from nutritionists are often wesupmbrepresent the path of most resistatcan@ocessed
foods. Cook mainly at home. Convenience foodsSuelriskgssages represent one possible interpretatore extensi
of nutritional epidemiological studies, and araliatpdalvour amongst a growing vocal band efstaial-iadd
system activists. However, what is largely missing is andimgdefsthe social organisation of household food
provisioning.

This paper provides an overview of literature thatesga#i®m patterns of convenience food consumjiidk.ofhe
this literature can be divided into one of fosy lgased on the adoption of one of the folloipiadisconceptual
frameworks:

Household production
Convenience orientation
Systems approach
Consumer culture

el



For each group, the internal logic of the argpmesenied along with examples of its applicasieardh wnd
practice. There are however fundamental limitiohshiese approaches because the disciplinatedapptad
have prevented researchers from capturing ése ceatitixt and contingencies of everyday life withecistuns
about food provisioning are made.

An alternative framework —a feminist economic peespksimpathetic methodology, is presented hesaysoone
enrich available descriptions of household foodmyoVisthim this approach, the compatibility o$ ah @tlinary
modernism with healthy eating messages is demonstrated.

From Food Producers to 'Wellness' Companies; Rmaribpments in the Global Food Processing Igdustr
David Burchand *Geoffrey Lawrefice

1School of Biomolecular and Physical Sciences, i@eif§itly, fessels Rd, QLD, 4111
D.Burch@aqriffith.edu.au
ZCorresponding Autlgahool of Social Science, The University of Qu&trnslaiad, QLD 4072
g.lawrence@ug.edu.au

There have been numerous challenges to the dohireafaonanufacturing sector, in particulardgromtkthef a
supermarkets and their growing control of tled agpgty chain, and from a burgeoning serviceiskqioovides

a wide range of options to the traditional abtivitg &dod preparation and consumption. Oneosf ithpartant
responses on the part of established food compahiéstietiosus of their core activities, for exheglh foods

and nutriceuticals. So important is this that Néatgeshfood company in the world, now marksts itselfness'
company rather than a food manufacturer, witbtratelgarfor future growth and development. [Vessdnviale

range of initiatives, but most importantly, themadewetdpstrategic alliances between food compadies and
manufacturers, and a convergence in the R&D dctimtlegroups. This paper analyses and evaluates these
developments in the context of a food system whikodppeapable of delivering both 'ill-hdaitie|ess'.

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

Nicki MarksSenior Project Officer
Bronwyn Cuthbertsofroject 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 embebdepraduct that are not consumable. For exasepies cre
attributes are such things as ethical food proaiudtemte,fclean and green and animal welfgpli fedwlique in
conjunction with face to face in depth interviewsluasdcoriernationally and was used to developfahéaew
drivers currently impacting on the food indusiyy Agoball, the trends that emerged as a reswdt drivibiessare

also outlined. Major drivers are an ageing popwagiarn countries, coupled with a populasdivithgtionger.

The media was also identified as a powerful tthéviryoid industry. Other socio-cultural factors identified as
having a major impact. Major trends are healtfbaimd)\wad convenience as well as corporate sowsibitigp
These are discussed in detail. A hierarchy oftiprecandtientified in that consumers will noesiednterfoods
produced ethically unless they taste good and arentdovese. Implications for Australian agribusiness are
considered.



Tuesday 27 November 2007 — 10:30am — 1Z2:W8pam-Rural DynamicéSeminar Rooms 1&2)
Chair: Brendon Radford
New relations between rural and urban societiderttd from Norway, France and United States
Reidar Almas
Centre for Rural Research
Norwegian University of Science and Technology

Trondheim, Norway
reidar.almas@rural.no

Rural-urban relations are changing, all overdtha Wwladvanced countries, primary and secohdtzoiysinies
have been declining since the 1950s, and soneasuaat atepopulated, while others thrive on nemdestices
and rural tourism. In the newly industrialisegsctikatBrazil and Nigeria, resource rich rurakaopased up to
capital penetration and people are moving irt thexypiportunities. Old power structures are snuashedciass
relations are developed. Other regions dominatsidtbpcaibarming are sinking down into poverty atatetepopu
This is mostly the case in the least developedldhaouwivies. In most countries all over the aloackasihave
been exporting cheap labour to the more urbeaseaddithe big cities. Rural exodus and emigridieedship
changing status and power relations between dathifékirAlthough money is sent back, most peoplteimately r
their rural roots and hometowns, but for vandtfanslg reunions. In most countries rural geEo@ealrave lower
incomes, lower social status and less access to pa@ititampthe urbanites. This paper is dealingoliahghmng
rural-urban relations in three countries: Norwagndrémeéinited States of America. Some selecteid,esurial
and political relations are dealt with both divitheainand institutional level, using key concdpéslitenature of
economic, social and political capital.

Social and Ecological Resilience: Community Gaméime Urban Landscape
Associate Professor Ruth Béilamd Dr. Carolyn WhitzrAdan
IFaculty of Land and Food Resources, University of NPalbatitee010; and

2Faculty of Architecture, Building and Planningtyldrivebourne, Parkville, 3010.
rbeilin@unimelb.edu.au

Cities are part of a social-ecological system evein tbouglaily experience of them we may be oblikimus to
ecosystem processes and functions the SES provides. k&Jrbath gdrer green spaces represent an obvious
connection to some sort of ‘nature’. In the deaign Afistralian cities, the parklands have been casates re-cre
wonderlands filled with botanical memories @f slist@®; re-incarnations of Australian indigenousabusted
reconciliation that honours rose beds and conseavaitbrilee tall for&stcalyptus regnaasd the twisted water
yearning beautykaicalyptus camaldulensis (River Red Gum).

Various urban councils have a significant history mfycgardens as another approach to locatingncutiatera
within the urban ecosystem. Globally, urban fetidmpredu strategy for addressing food security essterin w
nations has been associated through horticultpyshmidestudies of well-being with social disadvargality, bs
populations are increasingly likely to live in ditteshare little access to the traditional familyblac&crine
symbolic and significant meanings of community gasterengwing.

In this paper, the relationship between the damialagical system are considered through theetginenot'—the
idea that evolved from Holling’s 1973 ecologydhdpBnech as a concept for investigating, maoagingggand
imagining complex systems of people and nature &plké/e26onsider how the project design and fliedeannvo
community gardening might understand and usente mestitiphor.



Planning Productive Cities

Pamela Morgan
Masters Program, Social Science, RMIT University
pamorgan@netspace.net.au

This paper is based on field research undertakesm@) Eaba, and Rosario, Argentina, two citiesetecogni
internationally for their innovative programs Aftichéare.

The focus in this presentation is on the enabfingtiaticsupported the development of the urbimeagragrams
in these cities. In both cases a crisis was the énstivadias for the initiation of the prograrmembfaobdrs which
shaped the programs include actions and publicttelyz¢god leading up to the crisis and the flatrorefimg and
communication between the city authorities anditienpagpthe programs developed.

Although these two examples have taken differenthfaliffesrent outcomes, both have contributed/éd ifoqpdo
security, opened up new economic opportunitiesylateti stimnges in the planning processes of thebaities. U
agriculture is now recognised as a legitimaterbar f@nd, supported by public policies, fundingereatuliram
legislative framework.

Innovation, diversion or retreat? Resolving thead@and social contradictions of neoliberal noodty
Bill Pritcharand Stewart Lockie

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

Neo-liberalism emerged in the 1980s to becomerttieepiadeological vehicle by which the Ausiratiamenb
sought to regulate rural economic and social spadgwuge the discourses of liberalization retreliiocte
Australian Government’s rural policies, recent ysaenhavesiderable rural policy activism. The ptiEopaper
is to examine this apparent incongruity. Drawiagt dhe@gzation of neo-liberalism and rural gevereargue
that the complex rationalities of rural governareghsggolicy-makers tactically link and de-dickaheiirom neo-
liberal hegemony. Liberalization in its breaaltesoastihock absorber that seeks to bring a nadatia¢esal
coherence to a project that isn’'t. Taking thisrghstepve identify three sources for the increradileghatic status
of the liberalization project within rural AU¥ttagaglobal political-economic context in wiatiy'Aunstal policies
are constructed; (ii) the conflicted adaptatiofibefraieself-help’ ideologies within rural cesandt (i) the
limitations of neo-liberalism to present a caieteangp for the resolution of socially divisive esauree r
management dilemmas which, in the context of contdabptea on sustainability and climate changeg ane takin
heightened precedence within the Australian polity.

Tuesday 27 November 2007 — 1:15pm — 3:6@un:KnowledgegRiverview Room)

Chair: Sally Rickson

Now | understand why people stand on pulpitsvirgday 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. Thexkneantthe biographies of a foods production auttbnjsitsb
health and quality attributes and its credentiaslintoegustainability and other matters of concerantTieey w
reconnect to producers as a way to "change" foegstmmh&®f production.



At its simplest this is knowledge conceived of asobjeattteddy to be exchanged. It is something tiatto@mal

be shared through networks of trust. This undemstdatindedge has been criticized for its disasgomiatio
individuals, practice and social context. Recent hmasdastbad focused on knowledge as something ma¢ have,
something we do, as knowing situated in localiced Braadoes a focus on the practice of knowledgguatian,

its uses and users, help us to understand how tochmandate

This paper uses recent ethnographic research withhecspsdialty cheese sector in Victoria to corsrdeydhy
(strategic) practice of entrepreneurs and how thess, @adboth knowing and sensitivity, produce ahange an
transform understanding. | move away from theniceg@erieur as innovative expert to entrepreosaoas svho
changes practice by re configuring and opening upshaclesi(@pinsosa, 1997).

Against ideas of community, collective experiencegarrobgh social movements | focus on the indiswhall, per
experience and everyday practice as a way to underpemgendtand on pulpits'. | also consider theitsolndu

other regulatory frameworks play in closing dowidthekadtion.

Putting the ‘community’ in community gardens: Alysis of two gardening spaces in Melbourne, Mictor
Lucy Pike and Kelly Donati

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

Community gardens have a long history in Europé &mdeNoa, as a strategy for providing a sourcfoofieod
urban poor. There is also significant evidencertasuppunity gardens as a tool for beautifyingrheigfgdand
for creating a healthy and relaxing place for gaesidents who have no access to land or soil.

Community gardens are contested spaces wherelsy nesideipial governments and developers vie for access t
prime urban real estate, with community gardemgagiongeoften losing the battle. At the saloealroeuncils are
attempting to develop strategies to create safepeibigpaces and a sense of ‘place’ in their neesicipalit

This paper compares two community gardens in Metirdemi® iexamine the role of community gardeandesign
governance within the context of ‘place-makinganéMate study examines a uni-functional approaem to gar
design and governance, the other demonstrates atleesl stasign strategy which allows the garden to evolve
organically in response to the needs of the community.

This paper situates community gardens within cuateanhdsa@sivironmental policy in Victoria, discussing thei
significance to current environmental and communi@pilgystzbjectives in Victoria. We argue thar a bett
understanding of, and improved capacity to anbeuledeamunity gardens contribute to the sociatcamdesmai
sustainability at a local level would strengthsititmegb@ommunity gardeners when lobbying gowstiotemts

for support.

Discourses of denigration: Male agricultural lsagsponse 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 strategirgahgriomen world-wide have used to counter men's hold
organizational power. That is, the establishroer@nds farming groups Documenting the rise of éatsgraups,
Elizabeth Teather (1995, 10) hypothesized thiasia isackbe expected from male dominated orgaagzatbmen

in the agricultural industries pursue their gigitggahedr profile’. However, since Teather §t@9tiisrclaim, and
despite an ongoing academic interest in rural metmerks and the increasing degree of influencdwioeke ne
have achieved the question of resistance to farrmetwoeksshas not been widely examined. Thus, thisksaper se
to understand the reactions of male agricultersildegdrming women have begun to enunciatecoburahgr
identities which are different from those whicddhiereally defined the sector, and which hdiyeaifpicked men
status and power and justified the systematic exchsitanofThe paper argues that men have utilized four ke!

F



‘discourses of denigration’ against the women’s Béakricaré 1999). These are as trivializing womemnizingscul
women, pathologizing women and sexualizing women.wiomen involved in the networks, have resisted th
derogatory discourses directed at them by drawingvativeogseder discourses which emphasize thesr adentitie
‘wives’, ‘mothers’ and ‘members of farming femeilgsgder concludes by exploring the implicat®iteofityh work

by both the farming network women and the maleshdégaxers.

Cultivating Culinary Libido: Food Pornography strélian Television Cooking Programs

Julian Jeffs

Griffith University
joulesinspace@gmail.com

This paper examines the dominance of food poraagfapifityg to the aestheticisation of food iedizod and
assesses the space for food media, to shape conaleagekoioissues surrounding the production wideocke E
from culinary circles and the food industry suggestsitieatid is powerfully influential in shaping caTstiment
about food. However, Australian food media isalbgnfoat pornography. By focussing on the addtatideaod
media often neglects the range of issues thattli@eatstainability of food systems. This paper remmésabn re
related to one popular form of food media — bowelsngte examine the extent to which food pgrdognayties.
This paper analyses the content of four cooking pooigiemtify the genres displayed through Aus¢ratam te
cooking programs related to food pornography, asd tiheasstent to which cooking shows address food ssues. Fo
pornography in the context of Australian cookémgs prnagr characterised by three main themes. Fntly, a st
emphasis was placed on the aesthetics of food, floexh@éapnd food locations. Secondly, a doemramtah

the incorporation of advertising material inttetiteo€dine programs. Finally, a striking featdeofrfography in
Australian cooking programs was the focus placedtomy mresking related material in an entertaiakig Feood
Pornography has the potential to create ignoranersprtsu presenting idealised representations afdood,
neglecting to address issues that threaten the sustathattien of food. However, food pornograpay tiso h
potential to educate a wide range of consumersnitimgprfesd issues in an entertaining contexs. tBoodtur
however, the issues have to be present, visible, aaoelssidileverthrown by the imperatives of advertising.

Tuesday 27 November 2007 — 1:15pm — 3:!®@uu,; Farming & Culturé€eminar Rooms 1&2)
Chair: Carolyn Morris
Influences on farming family’s strategic decisions
Dr Quentin Farmar-Bowers
Centre for Sustainable Rural Communities, LailiecdityUn

Bendigo, Victoria, 3550
Emailg.farmar-bowers@Iatrobe.edu.au

Farming families create opportunities for themsekesattion in a wide range of areas such as, recreation
socialisation, education, farm-enterprises, busirfdasesjmestments and hobbies. Some of thesaractions
strategic and lead to major changes in the famdly'©¥%eatuthe last few years we have developedrasysiesie
theory’ about strategic decisions taken by farneisg Tamitheory was developed from in-depth inidnewsng
families. The theory provides an understandirfgrafimghfamilies create these opportunities. Tétisnalivae is
important for businesses and governments wanigc®faiiners’ actions. However, and perhapspasieglgur

it is also useful for farming families to knoweatlmdigion-systems theory’ because it provides a tamework
them make better strategic decisions and also assistsndr®ik participate in these decisions. The decisson-systen
theory has six parts; five relate to the farmirgnéathidy sixth concerns how third parties (such ssebusirte
governments) can interpret the theory for polipgndetieldhe paper outlines the six parts of trenthdmgusses

its use as a tool to build strategic-decision cafsaniing families. The paper ends with aofguttipesed work
program to refine and apply the theory in thenapyaagst



The Hawkesbury Harvest Story: Exploring the soltizal intersection between
agriculture and urbanisation in the Sydney basin

David Masdmnd lan Knowéd

1L eader (Urban Agriculture), NSW Departmentyofielistaes
Building M 14 UWS-Hawkesbury Campus, LockediBagrt] BRr53
david.mason@dpi.nsw.gov.au

2| ecturer, Tourism Studies, School of Social Sciences
University of Western Sydney, Building L4 — Hawkesdury Cam
i.knowd@uws.edu.au

The late 1990s saw the full emergence in Austtaharic rationalism, the Australian term for theoncna
policy blueprint laid down by Prime Minister Thabehé&iKoand President Ronald Regan in the UsAwone t
decades earlier. In 2000, in Sydney, thereolat gegional and local community based regpengaitations of
this policy framework. This response was aimed aatilegrthastagriculture, as the major post-cotbusa larthe
Sydney Basin, had the capacity to continue contrilmmfingontbte economic, but also to the public-goaddsocial
environmental aspects of quality of life thattlarpreserving and enhancing. The carriage opdhse res
Hawkesbury Harvest.

Government at the three levels has contributedeteltpment of Hawkesbury Harvest Incorporatednfoc eco
reasons and purposes. This paper explores thec@ooialg @nd environmental focus Hawkesbury Harvest ha
provided thus far, continues to provide and hasitihktpgteovide to the Sydney community’s qualitit dbés

this within the broad context and complexity af@gritudt urban and urbanising environment oleh8&sid; the
problems created both within the organisat®hastccdmmunity due to the limitations of ecaooalist ihiinking;

and by exploring how Hawkesbury Harvest can enhatriteufisnctn Sydney eventually having a truly sustainable
food system.

Growing Healthy Food — Reflections from Australitndia

Gomathy Palaniappai€hristine Kirnggand Don Camerdn

School of NRSM, The University of Queenslanda@ptis 8431071762 @student.ug.edu.au
2 christine.king@ugq.edifdeameron@ugg.uq.edu.au

Agriculture has undergone many changes globall@86romtil today, the needs of the majority aofidtlse wo
population, has been met through the so calledeVgiagan”. This production system employs a whalke rang
management practices like development of high lgetdirayigiies, improved irrigation and crop managemen
practices, and increased use of fossil-fuel basesl &edilzesticides. Through this approach, globat tmbidrpr

has increased two to three fold and subsequentpesdeieed problems of food availability in rethstiatitries.
However the world still faces a massive food selamifg, chidh an estimated 3 billion people |akiadeaaccess

to food. Hence, this modern industrialized agiscuitare frequently and widely being criticized fbr severa
environmental problems. The recognition of arairgnoidems being caused by modern industrimigedeagr
emphasises a need for a more sustainable alteruliteeasystem.

The alternate agriculture system needs to inaigarseltmtion for the growing population; redoicasentat
degradation; improve environmental health; aedlmprealth of people by enabling productioasanid acc
nutritious food. A humber of systems have beerddenelopaleveloped) to achieve these increasingheseds.
include systems such as Low input Sustainable a@igalticdarming, and Biodynamic farming t&atimal
(Do nothing farming), which rely on existing,fafratanith fewer farmers. To have greatethieggmsystems also
rely on farm families to make a transition froninthasteialised agriculture, to newer, more despaacires and
philosophy.

This paper explores how farmers in Australia amavéndégognised the need for changes in practice and ha
undergone this transition. Preliminary findingigegiyoaess of transition are discussed in this paper.
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Interrogating ‘food integrity’: women talk ethes environment and health
Barbara Parker

PhD Candidate, Centre for Rural Social ResedeshSthadniversity, Wagga Wagga, NSW 2678
bparker@csu.edu.au

‘Food integrity’, that is minimizing risk and groeaditmof food for consumers, is an obvious artcejulel
concept employed by the food industry and western tpovaroondimg to RIRDC, food integrity refers to:

"... all aspects of the supply chain that supportpthacacoé food by consumers. Ensuring food intefpity the
encompasses the biological, chemical and physisabfaspecsafety; the food production systems inclading anim
welfare and potential environmental matters asdofi$peds including nutrition value, functiomasitaruiafood
characteristicghww.safoodcentre.com/industry/pages/sector/series1pl

This ambitious endeavor results in part froniplecfoodtscares and health crises that have occallyedvgiothe
past decade or more as a result of an increasiaglfoimdeproduction system. However, by semaauticiallytht
word ‘integrity’ to food, the industrialized femdagyst to produce a shared social meaning abiwait Sagdests
what is available in our supermarkets is ‘whale*piasteaand moreover, because it has been assdskezhfa
number of levels it is ‘safe’ for consumption. witténethis meaning are strong ethical and merattaahed to
the dominant food production system and the atrakfagdilable for consumption.

In this presentation, | will use empirical datadctirough my PhD research with Australian aad @amssh to
interrogate how women understand their food fractigethe lens of ‘food integrity’. Specifitdisclgs how the
women | interviewed negotiate health and as&nrtodbod practices through shared social rakautrgghics, the
environment and health. By closely examiningstoesedbmeaning about food for women | conclugkstiygsug
that ‘food integrity’ is a useful concept to emgihtigho thie contradictions and priorities of laplsdridus those
of the dominant food industry.
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Tuesday 27 November 2007 — 5:00pm — 6:3otic Lecture’(Queensland College of Art, Griffith University,
South Bank)

Chair:Geoff Lawrence
Cashing in on Consumers? Supermarket Power, CanShwoiee and the Challenges of the Future

Queensland College of Art Central Lecture Theatieedl Gallery Building (S05),
Room 2.04 (Central Lecture Theatre), South Baiskan®

Tim Lang
Professor of Food Policy, Centre for Food PolidyefSity Urondon, UK

Never has the rich world had so much to eat, so ceughdchoilittle need to pay attention to the se&sgangsin
food world, the consumer is said to be soversitmnd@aed everyone in the food supply chain isosaidefore
what happens at the check-out point. The traasifieirafncconsumer to the retailer’s till is the antiimement. In
this world, who needs politicians?! The consumegryatay éor week) at the cash point!

In this lecture, | will explore a rather differerdtation of the food economy to that justddéxmnibeful though it is,
the picture of the food world as one of perfest mgr&etefficiency and consumer choice is a distongah. Th
sovereigns of the food economy are the supermaskdthelyaare the new food baronial élite, stridionigdtiagth
their astonishing mix of brilliant managementprig@lesstrols and use of strict contracts to detardargsst

The reason it is important to get clear aboutNyhdtives the food system is the fact that hureangyniac
enormous and serious challenges ahead. These nbloeto(feed 9 billion people by 2050 whenaimare f
already adequately to feed a world of merelyh@lnid2)ddress the crisis of public health, a wehdngserstill

stalks the globe yet more people are now actuitily elibdases associated with over- and mal-congwmnptio
under-consumption; (3) how to produce and dstidbinea sustainable way for a world alreadynoaxgerie
environmental crises such as water shortages, climatandhaond erosion; (4) how to enable people to feed
themselves when modern food culture leads usigdhpecitarkets who provide food, 24 hrs a day,83g&adays

and when the notion of seasons has been almest; lzardgd) how to reconnect consumers with qarilnetipmp

when for the last 100 years we have got used toifigolaro anywhere, a world which in fact iditotaty recheap

oil.

These issues are challenges to us all as consumars. dis@headaches for food policy-makers. In theypast,
have adopted a stance on food of ‘leave it perteardets to sort out’. In thedttury, this policy position is looking
thin. Powerful though they are, not even thelgibatigérmarket chains can resolve climate chategeloonage.
They, like we, are locked into a mode of distriticiiaa fundamentally environmentally wastefuffiGemethe
just-in-time systems may be at keeping shelves stoeketheyusort out obesity or fossil fuel dependendf@ That's
big political question. Maybe the era of consumemntaditgnow really about to begin.



Wednesday 28 November 2007 — 8:30am — 10R8aeh:Session - Non-State Regulation of Trade Asith
Pacific”(Riverview Room)

Chair:Bill Pritchard

Non-state regulation of agri-food trade signathemneost dynamic experiments in global govereaane y#ars,
and involves private and non-governmental stakeho#tgsating labour, health and safety, andnentadon
standards. Agricultural producers and exporterspinglevealutries are already being exposed to nefwsfgplg-
chain regulation which are increasingly dictatingpdrsvg#én their livelihoods, how they interactewitinctheent
and how their local production systems and trade nestrargtsiced.

In countries such as Indonesia, Vietnam, the Plihgdplndg, there is generally limited understaatigst a
stakeholders and policy-makers of how such non-statepgyatemend what their implications are domesmial
and social governance. Importantly in this regapdivitessector initiatives fall outside the naéilrerafe of both
bilateral trade agreements and multilateralioregthiaugh the World Trade Organisation (WT@je Gisistent
rejection by the WTO to include social and envirdaossgahto its existing rules and regulations, reguktiom
is quickly developing as an alternative platfor@sfan@Gorporate actors to promote ethical agerdstanding
these new forms of global regulation and goweithandeubtedly be a major focus of intermatienadlicy and
rural development for developing countries in ghygeeosin

The purpose of this panel session will be to caniemidsessing the perspectives of researchers withfexpertise
different Asia-Pacific countries.

Introduction Dr Bill Pritchard (University of Sydney)

India A/Prof Gracy Pailly (University of Ag&midtucas Bangalore, India)
Indonesia Dr Bustanul Arifin (Bogor Agricultusgtyl)imdenesia)

Viet Nam Dr Tran Ngoc Kham (Tay Nguyen Unive\sity) Viet

Philippines A/Prof Stewart Lockie (Central Qaiébrigtanity)

Summary Dr Jeff Neilson (University of Sydney)

Wednesday 28 November 2007 — 10:30am — 12Stapatards, Audits and RegulationBiverview Room)
Chair: Vaughan Higgins

Analysing the policy and politics associated Wwi#hMustralian food and nutrition system 1988 — 2007

Mark Lawrence

School of Exercise and Nutrition Sciences, Deagity Univer
mark.lawrence@deakin.edu.au

In 1988 the ‘Australian Bicentennial Food Comfelediteded the strengths of the national foouliteomd system,
albeit raising concerns about social inequities.etwelatiey the structure, size and governance sifali@nAood
and nutrition system has changed dramatically. &lgoribengystem has grown many-fold, yet social camcerns no
extend to biological (obesity epidemic) and enslrdimmamgions. This paper presents findings framinarpreli
analysis of policies and politics associated with tia@ fatsdrand nutrition system during 1988 — 200f0Bleeof
this policy research is to critically analyse whatdmesihagppe policy arena, how and why decisions besnhave
made and what are the implications for policy ieedirpthet future. Drawing upon multiple infeouaties, a
chronology of policy and system change is being gyoprepanesl and text analysed thematically. Theai®a ind
that 1988 marked the beginning of a series oblioajang regulatory reforms of the Australian foattitzmd
system. First was the establishment of a natiorgilédod/reystem which was followed increasinglyaltiyatigio
and neoliberal agenda of deregulation andnadatac$ to stimulate innovation in the food Tnghisatly, policy
and practice has been set against the objectiviestoiggpablic health and safety’, ‘innovatiewidende-based
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practice’, yet contested views towards these objectpessibiace This preliminary analysis identifiesahat pow
relationships exercised through advocacy coalitidfferearildcapacity to engage with policy-makimgehave
associated with the resolution of contested views.

Agricultural biodiversity conservation within fieodl 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 ceragiitylairal biodiversity and the ecosystem spreiidsstto human
well-being, but provide little guidance on hegrdte iagrobiodiversity within workable natiorel aaditoes of
governance. In constructing a workable regimenafigg¥er agricultural biodiversity, Australianegtsydramne
been particularly concerned to maintain and exteolib#al project of market rule. Biodiversityelissdsas an
outcome of market failure induced by inadequiyeigtiapeperverse incentives, lack of infornththom jreability of
markets to capture the full ecological cost afrabpoadiuction. Neoliberal logic thus suggestsvbedityidass is
best addressed through various types of market tefonouttage and enable individual producers lisarttezna
environmental and social costs of production. Hewetarsions have been created between the togidisifg
market rule and the spatio-temporal variabiliggifinityspf biodiversity management. Despite\ihespyditsis of
Australian agri-environmental policy on plannipgeitdhilding, declining terms of trade fturagpeodluce are
likely to may make it very difficult for the migodholifers to actively manage biological resowitied there are
not direct and immediate productivity benefits.

Future directions for Agri-food chains in Australia
Dr Tony Webb
Lecturer in Supply Chains Management, Colledearidd8eience,

University of Western Sydney
tony.webb@uws.edu.au

Despite agri-food industry policies encouraging deaflepmenodity supply chains linkages since 1982p@12005
by the Australian Department of Agriculture Frehé&essiry suggests recognition of this ‘chain devedammhe
‘belatedly’ being recognised by industry.

This paper explores a number of key Australian cohaimazdity identify key features, past and futurenttends a
influences. It explores industry, government atibrialeregulatory responses to the paradigm-shiftdsbgges
Lang and Heasman (2004) looking at the gap hetpeearid Australia in adapting to consumer cboaoethg a
impact on public health and environmental of betprathated and how it is produced. It highlightedsksyto

from current deregulatory and ‘lowest common tenenda in food and environmental standadexpiaies a
contradiction between the rhetoric of intra-cetiairattoll and free-market trade and competittsn pdiVhen, as
suggested, chain collaboration includes sharing abioimfanch benefits between chain members (Bourlakis an
Bourlakis 2004) it can appear like a re-formatiotdef #ustralia agricultural cooperative tBadjteen through

the eyes of the Australian Consumer and CompatilissidDpincan look like collusion within a cartel.

The paper concludes by suggesting opportunities-feseatit, some being undertaken at the Uniestigriof
Sydney, exploring potential stakeholder allianogdsslpdrgtween consumers and those who work imahgricultu
production and processing, that might resultéanomamgcally, socially and ecologically sustainalolé égirfo
development in the future.
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Reporting on Australian food and nutrition policie$atever happened to local government?
Heather R. Yeatman

School of Health Sciences, University of Wollong@wdo NSAMLIA 2522
hyeatman@uow.edu.au

The Australian Food and Nutrition policy, 19824 ideati governments as héamgctive and participatory role in
affirming and implementing policy objectives d\selocthe original policy highlighted as key issues gmgial just
quality of the food supply, community participatcmowamdbility, ecologically sustainable develapthentvater
interactions of the food and nutrition system. veosadegd would consider issues such as access to gapermarke
land use, food availability and local food aml megydis.

How has local government commitment to foodtiandssuies fared over the last 15 years and wHathesdn
their involvement in such areas? A national croat gwiy was undertaken in 1995 and repeated iob28i07 t
an insight into the food and nutrition activitias gdvernments. Overall, local governments atiedessfaod-
related areas, with those areas identified by riaé Fadid and Nutrition Policy as key areas fowéooaiegd
involvement, declining markedly. The reasons dolinthjsadd opportunities for increasing this invatvénee
future, can be found through examining the diftesién levels in different states. One statellarpaidis
significantly more involved, and the reasonsifferdnmisvdll be discussed.

An understanding of the position of local govestinrertustralian governments is explored thrdegs te
institutional theory. This provides further isightvith engage local governments in key areas loégtbli
concern, such as food and nutrition policy and itstatipleme

Economic and Social Impact of Current Developmégriultural and Rural Policies and Institutiofdexico
Jose G. Vargas-HernandglzB.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 andhexglanditions, implications, and the impact oficiesalapdl
institutions in Mexico on growth and welfareunttiieisdhe frame of the neoliberal model micedemelopment
during the last 16 years. Several dysfunctions betpreserthagricultural economic structure and the process ¢
implementation of the current changes in the redgmusiltoial policy are identified. These sevemiahssfun
induced, or at least led to depth, have been ctheseeckeyt changes in strategy and macroeconomic ghtiieies an
institutional structure. The work hypothesis of thidicstel/that most of the dysfunctions in the runalMegioo

have had so far direct influence on the low kffieierafy and productivity of agricultural economifsctihgs a
equity of social development and stability oicdiespstiam.

First, the exceptional events are described in 4 pisspasive, analysing the implications and thaf iBtptet
policy and institutions, which led to the consecusvef mmdeand agricultural development, aodhatdrexican
Revolution. The Agrarian Reform distributedahd [zartly recognized the challenge of the lertdisslization

by import substitution (IS§voured manufactured goods and city populatioecad tiegtural sector. Though the
production of basic graindother foods reached self-sufficiency by the 19&@js, lstgan to be felt mainly during
the 70’s, due to population growth and lack of isviestieecountry. The food crisis was solved by iimpeatsng
The new project, called shared development, wadmattedct private investment to agricultuciopro8icrucial
moment in rural policy after the crisis of 1982 iandestio® frame of structural adjustment and policiesroiceco
stabilization, brought trade liberalization aatiansdrcompetition to the sector, throughicoaktiégfivrms in land
tenureand the opening of the North American Freereemerig

The main factors, blocking growth and productivityayhiltlassified in two types, are identified. fipe first
belongs to physical and geographic environmengdassiiaeiting factors and obstacles difficultytobencalise
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they are part of nature. The second group afdeetsragricultural and institutional policies, pamdhntEnly on
(the?) political will; it is shown that in thé ikeséco, they have been erratic. After analystagithpact of these
policies and institutions on economic growth, sodialrexper political equity and instsdnifigy considerations on
the formulation of alternative policies are offered.

Wednesday 28 November 2007 — 10:30am — 12H/#@my ‘& Sustainability 8eminar Rooms 1&2)
Chair:Tabatha Wallington
Wellbeing and sustainable land use
Lesley Hunt and Belinda Mortlock

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

This paper examines the relationship betweeneliivaieg wnd sustainable land use. Sustainable ilaibwse
Zealand is very important for its future as an agoradtuwger for international markets. The wayland/fis used

also affects the environment in which we live, weoiyr hacreation, and which we present to imtlernation
visitors/tourists. Farmers are principal agentsapiriyeastal using of our land resources. If thegwllbeme
farmers includes caring about sustainability and traoslstiesainable practices, an improved understanding o
wellbeing is imperative to the promotion andéstngngtisustainable land use in New Zealand.

Using qualitative, inductive methodology this resessel the extent to which wellbeing can be selatamhable
farming practices through the analysis of intervietedooitdul2 dairy farmers or dairy farmer couedadnyd 1
farmers or farmer couples converting to orgéces practare part of the Agricultural Researadn&uetpinability
(ARGOS) programme.

The research makes an argument for defining a®libeing able to live a meaningful life’ madasetof farmers,
for establishing sustainable practices as a signiffathigoareaning. The data collected in the AGYBES

enables a comprehensive assessment of a range dfefetmtgréaamers’ wellbeing including their partioiplae
environment, in their farms’ production bothraldyiankiufinancially, and their feelings abfartritesid farm work.

Examining the potential of Community Supporteduftgrie to withstand subsumption
Robin Krabbe

University of Tasmania
robinkrabbe @bigpond.com

Many now claim that the unsustainability of neadiibeliam has emerged as the critical problehuraaiity.
Recent research both in the agriculture andrfa@hdmore broadly in environmental politics asvielgljghted
the subjugation of attempts at environmental Asdstariability and a subsequent dissolution iafostineam
ideology. Within agriculture the corollary is theooafigation of alternative forms of food predidctistribution,
where there is a tendency for increased subsunthgoroimientional agro-food system.

One alternative form of food provisioning clairhediag promise for avoiding the process of subssmptio
Community Supported Agriculture (CSA). CSA imtwediberd distribution system that enables conglireetty to
interact with farmers, gain understanding ab@,tdadmaceive locally-produced fresh prodscgrtiat in ways

that are environmentally-sound and valued by co@SAMnerslaimed to oppose the values implicit imaheo-libe
capitalism, for example, to promote non-economicchahses sooral and civic commitment to equalitycand just
rather than purely economic values. However so@séagidalim the USA on CSA points to a conflicttbetween
original vision of CSA and reality. In particelappbars to be a problematic difference betapprottuh of both
farmers and consumers to CSA. An investigatioamfah lgpw it relates to the potential of C8&ldp de a
counter-hegemonic movement is the basis of a newbeddamieproject, and of this presentation
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Understanding Farmers’ Markets as Network — estidgtions
Dr Branka Krivokapic-Skoko and Professor DenisdtJar
School of Marketing and Management, Charlew&tity Un

Bathurst, 2795 NSW, Australia
bkrivokapic@csu.edudirratt@csu.edu.au

Over the past decade there has been an impressieériribeeaumber of Farmers’ Market (FM) opetéfArenich
Europe. FMs are emerging as a market mechanigmsatocisumers with the local agro-food systemiiam éppos
global systems of food production and distributibaveRdsen described as rural, social, learning netingrks ha
cultural and economic spaces that bring togetberspaoduconsumers with a shared ideology of foboinpandu

the environment. Conceptualised as alternativewfoiha, eils are seen as relational, proximate tgrgrticipa
culturally nourishing, diverse and most importaomiycasoand ecologically sustaining.

In discussing the new and plausible research agendhssifty FMs, Brown (2002) argued that theexlifoa ne
understanding and conceptualising the ways in Wwhchiloggroduction and consumption are linked-¥spug
both within and between regions. Clearly, fugéneh issrequired to investigate FMs as flexibtavamgl social
structures, linked to aligned networks that extenthédéycaidegion.

Recent research on the structure of social netwarksknetvledge transfer and complexity theory teresititegin
and unique theoretical frames of reference tanchttergvolution of FMs as network-based institdtibegorces
that shape that evolution. This paper providesntwsigbitv networks of producers, consumers, tiaangrddocal
agencies/institutions are initiated, constructed, anddiigulated. FMs are conceptualised here asactapfile,
self-organising systems seeking to link with and ac¢cdésmsoeibhnd innovation capital from otheevViolkaty

networks. The paper concludes by deveporipeory of FM network evolution and network systéamintegrat

Is there Agri-Food Systems Resilience?: RefledimS®cio-Ecological Resilience Theory and Agrigult
Sustainability

Hugh Campbell, Julia Haggerty, Chris Rosin anatiki®taller

CSAFE, University of Otago, Dunedin, New Zealand
hugh.campbell@stonebow.otago.ac.nz

Among ecological theorists, the idea of ecoldgoakeréand successor terms like socio-ecologicee)rdeilie

been receiving considerable attention as potemditfedtéo the problematic concept of 'sustaiRabiligrice has
gained traction as a means both to theorise (anhgrouedskes in ecological systems as well as to examine (ar
rationalise) human-environment relations amorgusndigfor tribal societies. While this new contieptwdlisa
sustainability has generated a great deal of excitbesnspecific research fields, only a very smalhedyngf e
literature addresses the applicability of socicakoedilgioce to domains of action that are merddaagili-food
researchers. A small group of scholars from Eurdpeatitendw among members of the Australasiat agri-foo
community, have started to try and conceptualiseénsahtthef socio-ecological resilience might apphs tof i
sustainable agriculture and sustainable food systeaperTigigigws the nascent work in the field and deaws som
preliminary insights from data from the NZ-base@®RGIQS articulate how the concept of socialeadiigicce

can inform the project's analysis of the condiiintafagustainability in New Zealand.



Wednesday 28 November 2007 — 1:15pm — 3:G0pimai Influences upon Agri-food(Riverview Room)

Chair: Reidar Almas

Agricultural Explosion in Brazil: Exploring the atspaf the Brazilian agricultural development tveeAmazon
Tiago E. G. Rodrigues

Griffith University, Australia
tiago.rodrigues@student.griffith.edu.au

Agriculture has always been an important econitynin &ctizil and is now among the most dynamic seetors in
Brazilian economy. The exports almost tripled frian20980reaching more than US$ 30 billion Braakinke
country with the largest agricultural trade surpluitdt(Damico & Nassar, 2007; Berthelot,c2@86, t lot of
controversy has risen over the impact of such phemotinergrazilian Amazon. This paper exploreartb®exb

the Brazilian agricultural frontier demonstratipgciton the degradation of the Amazon forestvidm of the
historical development of the Brazilian Amazorcdadirctied so as to provide the basis for a betmdinugof
current practices. This undertaking will look inveagraictle implications of such phenomenon.

Through this process it is attempted to show tigdt tléhéigures show net benefit to the Braziliany ettuemo
prosperity which is advocated to be brought bgutteralgexplosion mostly favors established elites and veste
international interests, which have for long exbnirithe degradation of the Amazon forest. #siedubgt the

focus on the Brazilian agricultural growth as theenaifrddforestation of the Amazon has omiteatita Imks to

the deforestation problem. A critical analysis oksuwEn Idemonstrate the real complexity of the @rallenge
provides us with the opportunity to promote actiahsatidtess the preservation of the Amazostrainfore

International Division of Labor in Agriculturati@ction: The Case of “Relay Orchid Production” betiagen
and Taiwan

Kohei Oro

National Agricultural Research Organization, Japan
(Visiting Researcher in Division of Geography, Gebsolasfce, The University of Sydney, NSW2006)
ohro@affrc.go.jp

Relay orchid production has been expanding in Japfen 8€0s. The system has two processes: 1) Taiwanes
farmers and companies germinate and subsequéntlyrsxyoplants of the orchid (phalaenopsis), whighidjyo

in the warm climate of Taiwan. 2) Japanese fasmar®b®plants and sell them in full bloomighltstestards of
shapes and colours are required in the marketplighishah some farmers are taking advantage atiglobaliz
strategically, although globalization is perceivesatignargace by most Japanese farmers. This studythenalyses
structure and dynamics of relay production, and tigestamdithe essential features of such “internasiomabi

labor” in agricultural “production”. As this stuey, ¢lplrelay system is based on complex and meftitiekeasd A
variety of actors are involved. There are largeespfapasi(small and medium-sized), brokers, aerd; expbell

are connected with various forms of transactiossdu€his the biological nature of the plantdifiereteces in
climate and management greatly effect growth andidkmsure relay production profitability, lig i;pigttant to

match conditions in the Taiwanese and Japaness. nimssdgeking the best matches, and averting the risks o
mismatches, complex networks have emerged. Theserely sohverge with a single and simple trarSaction.
complex patterns seem to be important featunesmtbdaleagricultural production systems, whosedapeidts
greatly on the ecological environment of various locales.
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Unequal food systems, unhealthy diet
Dr Sharon Friel
Commission on Social Determinants of Healthy QulleggitLondon, England, and

National Centre for Epidemiology and PopuldkipAl¢i@lian National University, Canberra.
Sharon.friel@anu.edu.au

During the era of intense economic globalisativastbersn what is termed the “nutrition trangigoimtreasing
consumption of fats, sweeteners, energy-dense fobdghlyamatocessed foods compared to traditional diets
characterised by higher intake of cereals. The Wadesrawouble burden of under-nutrition anttiteer-each
unequally distributed. Addressing the nutrititiesimequires action on the global and nationalisoaicapd
macro-economic arrangements that have influencddcifdgatdamsystems, re-shaped society’'s make-eptadd aff
the distribution of food availability, accessikdityeatability. For example structural adjustmeranid foigdle-
income countries, supported by the agricult@agréement in the 1994 Uruguay Round of theAGesmradnt on
Tariffs and Trade, opened them up to the irdematlat. The nature of food subsidies has arguradatytidéstood
supply in favour of less healthful foodstuffs, gneaeitifioreign direct investment more marketptagesrege with
cheaper-to-produce energy dense foods. The influkacehift in national food distribution systerds towa
supermarkets and food service chains on increasingresigrgyd fat intake is seen in transitioningscdureri

type of retail outlet accessible to individualsedetbenmange and quality of foodstuffs availabbhdse @nd the
prices paid. While average global food prices hadk iropgh countries foods recommended in heajthy eatin
guidelines are often more expensive than the lgssptieaish Using the example of India, the péipstragd the
underlying inequities in the globalised food systeneffexts on Indian dietary habits.

The Effects of Mercosur EU Agreement upon Agrd@tctor and Environment in Brazil
Augusto Mussi Alvim

Doctor in Economics. Professor of Economics in@athulicalniversity in Rio Grande do Sul (PUCRIS) — Bra
Address: Av. Ipiranga, 6681. Partenon. 906198k dPer Brazil. Ensaifusto.alvim@pucts.br

Flavio Tosi Feijo
Doctor in Economics. Professor of Economics in Bundas&tade Federal do Rio Grande (FURG). E-mail:
tosifl@yahoo.com.br

This paper aims to identify the effects of fragreé@hents upon grains and meat production aneenivirBrexzil.

To analyse the impacts of free trade agreementsltureagector and environment in Brazil, we coesider thr
scenarios: first, free trade agreement in mdtitageralhere are eliminated the tariffs of all segard, free trade
agreement between Mercosur and EU countriesevetigrimated just the imported tariffs of MercosumtEes;

and third, a free trade agreement between MedcBtlrvehere is eliminated the imported tanffwaad taxes to

the pollution sectors in Mercosur countriesrdnsitentirio the most important gains are to bévarel plicken,

corn and oilseeds sectors. The production and cons@metgynincreased in Brazil which suggests raggs ttam
environment. In the second scenario, there areafja@iggitoltural segments, exception made tedbesedtor
which maintains the same production. The main gamiisaire Bo corn, bovine, pork and chicken sectsrs. In thi
scenario occur decrease in consumption and prodoetigy iafBrazil which signalize less damage to ehvimonmen
the third scenario there are gains for most tfragsénibrs, however they are smaller when compheeskaithd
scenario. The consumption of energy reduces in thisveagnatiggests fewer damages to environmenthtran in ot
scenarios. Finally, the main results contributentdhegféisition of Brazilian Government whicfolomkiagr trade

with less subsidies.



Agent Based Modelling of an Australian Bush Foaid @hinvestigate possible new
business strategies for aboriginal communities

Dr Kim Bryceson

School of Natural and Rural Systems Management
University of Queensland, Gatton, Qld 4343
k.bryceson@ug.edu.au

Agri-food chains are complex systems involving ntiffigg¢éenhéirms usually working together witldn reghestify
sectors (e.g. grains, beef, wool, dairy) to satisdasinglycglobalised market demand for high valweldotsl In
so doing, the groupings of companies involved-fio@h @win undertake activities that requireemaitiicininter-
organisational and cross organisational decision-thakimgdess of adding value to a raw commodithaagluct
the production, manufacturing and distribution stegetaon. Additional complexity is added by diimtatsy va
which impacts randomly and unpredictably on decigionewaekircomponent of the chain.

This paper describes the modelling of the Austfaliiontaus agri-food chain and its related decisign maki
processes using an Agent Based Modelling (ABM)tapprahcite the impact and effects of decision making an
information flows across the components of the chaia. rAB#&lling paradigm in which each "agenstama sy
corresponds to an autonomous individual in a slomkitedThe project involved constructing the ggetisirfe
components) and their attributes and linking tlydna tbevwf dynamically interacting communicéédraaodral

rules to create complexity like that which we sealinvtiréd. The process is one of emergence froen (hedm)

level of the system to the higher level (madtojvaddaa investigation into potential businesssstvatadbption by
aboriginal communities involved at the producifahesnbain in order to develop a greater owheadhégadded
products.

Wednesday 28 November 2007 — 1:15pm — 3'BOpngy & Sustainability BSeminar Rooms 1&2)
Chair: Chris Rosin
Food, Feed and Fuel: balancing needs in an evarefansumption and degraded natural resources
Sophia Murphy
Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy, Mintuafoli

(author is based in Adelaide)
smurphy@iatp.org

The paper will provide an overview of the debzfteslsnfiom the perspective of global agridwdtamalysis will
underline why it is important to understand hovatzmhosantket power in the energy, feed and foadistectetbe
public policy choices we must make in relationg®e. [&hi$ is especially true at a time when govarenfieatty
accepting the real and immediate threat of cingge when commodity prices have stopped falimghany,
cases, are on the rise; when natural resource camstlianmting production choices; and when food aesetves
historically low levels.

Biofuels seem to be able to be all things tdealFoeapitics they are a “greenwash,” offesilsg thagpk that climate
change can be mitigated without any change ircarsengyption patterns. For advocates, biofuelsooéfer a |
renewable source of energy that will use the daste fpoon agriculture to generate power. Theviathlyi is
complicated: what biofuels may or may not offerasiepdicts biofuels, using which technology, in vexieh cont
agriculture, energy, environment and trade policresiatb play.

The paper will consider what opportunities therénniay iiefuels discussion to look at agriclitiealgmew as
well as the risks that the thirst for biofuels pasgaif@bte production and food sovereignty. Soraks pritipos
made to suggest possible next steps in buildidgfaitagrable agriculture and energy policies wvebmbddand
developing countries.



On-Farm Energy Use: A Comparison of Conventiah@rganic Dairies in South East Queensland
Howard Austin and Kristen Lyons

Griffith University
howard.austin@agriffith.edu.au

Diminishing fossil fuel reserves and associatecerggingpsts — alongside increasingly intense debatématsout
change — have led many farmers to re-evaluate enemgtheisefarms. Many farmers are adopting alternative
agricultural and management practices to mininyisgsermrgheir farms. Reducing on-farm energy corisumptio
recognised by many farmers, policy makers and otha&rstap @viicreasing the sustainability of faionepareat

for ensuring the long-term viability of farming.

Knowledge of the patterns of energy flows onishe fiaststep to assist farmers to reduce the eradpndef
their farming activities. By calculating on-farm enéagyersemay then identify management strategie to red
energy use. This will reduce fossil fuel dependé¢neesramdnmental impacts of fossil fuel use, wtsbna time
reducing the input costs of farming.

This paper presents data from an energy audit canfloatethioy farms in South East Queensland. fahmdour
included in this study include organic and conwertiensd|l-scale and large-scale dairy operatioalysisrothis
data will demonstrate the energy efficiencyenft thiffeing management systems, and different seajesnim da
production. This paper ends with some preliminaignsoablwt the extent to which either conventigaalior
dairy production may provide the most energy effigenteanaaystems.

Oil Vulnerability in Rural and Regional AustriiieRelation to the Concentration of Land Owpeaslkli Rural
Business

Jago Dodson, Darryl Low Choy, and *Roy E. Rickson

Urban Research Program
Griffith School of Environment, Griffith University
* corresponding author: r.rickson@griffith.edu.au

Oil vulnerability is rapidly emerging as a sigtifitagit issue for rural and regional Australian indodéral
agricultural is, of course, based upon petroleusguddast fertilizers, farm chemicals, transport raadHareny.
The importance for Australia is illustrated by thénstease on average of 2.3 percent annually aéwdthe p
1973/1974 to 2000/2001, most of which was compesettom consumption. Agricultural energy iatensity h
improved marginally over time but aggregate agpeutileum fuel demand continues to expandcdsubhype
risen by 50 percent in the past two years. Rur@raiiledependence makes petroleum securitycarstedtagd
regional concern. This new petroleum context réiicast gjgestions for rural and regional commumitiesifias,
patterns of farmland ownership and rural bukiaeshrdtt implications for natural resource managempelicy. It
further raises a number of questions central teesie afitthe Agri-Food Network on changing rures stlmiad

oil shortages, measured by increased price lewalsexpilict, intensify current trends toward the camod ridwadi
ownership as well as the continuing and inteosifgingation of rural business and food proceékshgyHich are
now largely dominated by national and interoatjpenakes.
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Food Miles in Australia: A preliminary study didMehe, Victoria
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‘Food miles’ is a term now commonly used to mdssuspdhedistance travelled by food products betwetonpro
and consumption. Food miles is one importard fmEgenfcomplete life-cycle assessment requiredrto tbemp
sustainability of individual items in food systenthe As@tof this report, the authors know of narmspséecific

food miles research. This report seeks to contmiéuyieebminary research to encourage Australianatiatiogu
growing issues of sustainability within our food sgttenas Eollected to establish food miles and greashouse g
emissions estimates for a typical food basket in Viddoéal distance of the road transporthegofoad basket

was 21,073 kilometres (km), almost the same distavelearound Australia’s coastline (25,76@ kotal Th
distance for all transportation of the food B&EBEGI&kmM, equivalent to travelling nearly twitéharomcumference

of the Earth (40,072 km), or travelling arouni'@\usteatline three times. The total greenhousesgiassemi
estimate for all food trucks transporting all roadedaftsgl items, over the total road transpos,disia 16, 989
tonnes (t) Gee. If all the food trucks were transportingteln®on the same day, the emissions from this one day ¢
transportation (16, 989 +€)) is equivalent to 4,247 cars driving for offtheg/gasulting total food miles and
greenhouse gas emissions from this preliminary stydydiciai@ the need for Australia to resportelpdouttae

role our current food system plays within the issa¢s cfiatige and peak oil.

Improving forest management community engagentéet agricultural landscape
Melanie DatgFrank Vancldynd Jacki Schirmfer

1Corresponding Author, University of Tasmania, rostdélie@ytas.edu.au
2Tasmanian Institute of Agricultural ResearchylfiVassitania
SFenner School of Environment and Society, AusioalgtJNaersity

Australia has seen a rapid expansion in plamgstioraf@gement over the past decade. Forestry hastrobtresl

bush and into the backyards of everyday citizens, & has/@dhdéeen unnoticed. Increasing community concern:
regarding forestry management practices, resoubdéyasadathe sustainability of rural lifestyles b iresul
greater public scrutiny and mistrust of the forest Tigustngst industry is often thought to be unresponsive
community concerns in terms of active and effectiveatmmsnwith the communities in which they opeeatte. Cu
social research being conducted by the Cooperatitie Gastearfor Forestry is looking at ways to improviggcommun
engagement within the forest industry and thuganadskngroved social relationships. Using goeditadide such

as key informant interviews and focus groups, thegé@seastibdting what methods for community engagement ar
being used by the forest industry and how such redbieauty r@ceived by the public. Preliminary m@sutsish

wide range of community engagement techniques aplieeimg an equally diverse range of contextse&itgh di
indicates the forest industry’s growing willingn@es¢ocmmmunication, and form stronger soaishipsatublic
acceptance of community engagement depends orf éacaoigeincluding their perceived impact on dddisipn-ma
and perhaps more importantly, the social behtngdiorest managers themselves. Initial recommémtatibes
research outline the need for ongoing and flexiimitgoengagement techniques that improve the mutua
understanding between the forest industry and th&iesnmmvhich they are operating.



