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ABSTRACT

Before the development of the concept and term ‘food sovereignty’, food
sover eignty has been the guiding principle of food systems on the African continent.
Culturally acceptable and nutritious food had been produced by the smallholder
farmers in such a way that ensured environmental sustainability through
environmental and ecol ogically conscious methods. However, irrespective of the
historical role played by these smallholder farmers, governments of respective
African countries such as Mali have continually neglected them and have
subsequently lost faith in their ability to adapt and address the growing situation
of hunger and under nourishment. The Malian government has put itstrust in the
neoliberal enterprise. This work aims at highlighting the insidious nature of
foreign land investments in Mali. It is the argument of this study that these
foreigninvestorsarein direct competition with the Malian farmers, they threaten
their accessto land, water and threaten the existent environmental sustainability
and biodiversity. In conclusion, this study asserts that the culminating effect of
land grabs by these foreign investors is that they threaten food sovereignty and
a chance at food security.

Keywords: Food Security, Food Sovereignty, Land Grab, Mali, Neoliberalism,
Water Grab

INTRODUCTION

The modern day food system isone fraught with contradictions and characterized by
poverty, malnutrition and food insecurity (Pimbert, 2008). Thesignificant technol ogical
advancesin agricultura techniquesand methodshave monumentally failed totrandateinto
food security around theworld especidly in Sub-Saharan Africawhereinthecaorieintake
remains below the recommended level of 2100 kcal and the number of hungry people
increased Sgnificantly from 177.6 millionin 1990-92 to astaggering 226.4 millionin 2011-
13 (Ambaam, 2014). Putting the abovefact into context, the FAO statesthat onein every
four (1:4) peopleare estimated to be undernourished (FAO, IFAD and WFP, 2013). This
unfortunate and paradoxical state of affairsexistent inthiseraof mechanized agriculture
and increased knowledge of agricultural productivity isanindictment of the global food
regime. Rising asacorrectivetothisstate of affairsisthe concept of Food Sovereignty.
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The Emergent Paradigm of Food Sovereignty

Having emerged in the mid-1990s as areaction to theineffective neoliberal food and
agricultural systemswhich hasconsstently failed to respect, protect and fulfill theright to
food, food sovereignty hasbeen defined in several ways. LaViaCampesinahasdefined
food sovereignty as...theright of peoplesto definetheir own food and agriculture; to
protect and regulate domestic agricultural production and trade in order to achieve
sustai nabl e devel opment objectives; to determinethe extent to which they want to be self-
reliant; to restrict the dumping of productsintheir markets. .. Food Sovereignty doesnot
negate trade, but rather it promotesthe formulation of trade policiesand practicesthat
serve the rights of peoplesto food and to safe, healthy and ecologically sustainable
production (LaViaCampesina2003).

Food sovereignty can aso be defined as* Food sovereignty istheright of peoples
to healthy and culturally appropriate food produced through ecologically sound and
sustai nable methods, and their right to definetheir own food and agriculture systems
(Nyééni, 2007). Thusfood sovereignty aimsfor the consolidation of afood sysemwherein
genuinefood security would be guaranteed (GRAIN 2012; Kefya ew, 2013). The concept
of food sovereignty takeson variousforms. According to Edelman (2013), ‘itisat oncea
dogan, aparadigm, amix of practical policies, and an utopian aspiration’ . Furthermore, it
istheinspiration for theformation of ‘ broad-based transnational coalitions, such asthe
Nyé éni Forum, whichincludesViaCampesina (Edelman, 2013). Thevariegated nature
of food sovereignty isreflectiveof theimportance of the concept asit manifestsin whatever
formisnecessary for theachievement of food security.

Food security, whichisdefined by Barraclough (1991) as* .. .sustained and assured
accessby dl socia groupsand individua sto food adequatein quantity and quality to meet
nutritional needs cannot be delinked from thefood sovereignty discourse (Barraclough
1991, Jones, Ngure, Pelto and Young 2013). At the center of thefood sovereignty discourse
who work towardsthe actuaization of food security arethe smallholder farmerswho have
historically assumed and fulfilled therole of food provider and heraldsof food security for
theAfrican continent (FAO, WFPand IFAD 2012). However, despitetheir importanceto
surviva, their existenceiscons stently threatened not only by their governmentswhoignore
them but by financia ingtitutionswho arereluctant to lend capital. (Pimbert 2008; FAO,
WFPand IFAD 2012).

However, the greatest threet to the devel opmentd potentiality of the smallholder
farmersistheland grabbing of thiscentury which equasinintensity and voraciousnessthe
colonia exploitativeabilitiesof the 19th century (Hall 2011; Taylor 2015; Vhugen 2012).
Indeed, ‘ Thefour hundred years of Africa sassociation with the\West has been shaped by
ahistory of resource plunder’ (Matondi, Havnevik and Beyene, 2011). Therefore, this
contemporary land grabisaform of * new-coloniaism'.

Land Grabbing and the Threat to Food Sovereignty
For the achievement of food security in afood system, food sovereignty isanecessity.
According to Barraclough (1991):
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A food system offering food security should have the following

characterigtics. (a) capacity to produce, store, and import sufficient

food to meet basic food needsfor all groups; (b) maximum autonomy

and self-determination (without implying autarky), reducing

vulnerability to international market fluctuations and political

pressures; (c) reliability, such that seasonal, cyclical and other
variationsin accessto food are minimal; (d) sustainability such that

the ecological systemis protected and improved over time; and (e)

equity, meaning, asa minimum, dependable access to adequate food

for all social groups (Barraclough 1991: 1).

Land grabsmake mesting these conditionditiesimpaossibility. Land grabbing can bedefined
as. ...thecapturing of control of relatively vast tractsof land and other natural resources
through avariety of mechanismsand formsthat involvelarge-scal e capitd that often shifts
resource use orientation into extractive character, whether for international or domestic
purposes, as capital’sresponse to the convergence of food, energy and financial crises,
climate change mitigation imperatives, and demandsfor resourcesfrom newer hubs of
global capital (Borras, Franco, Gomez, Kay and Spoor 2012). It consists of the lease
(oftenfor 30-99 years), concession or outright purchase of large areas of land in other
countriesfor various purposes carried out by transnational corporationsor initiated by
foreign governments on termsthat do not favor theindigenousinhabitants of theland
(GRAIN, 2008; Murphy, 2013; Zoomers, 2010).

Theethicdity of thispracticeisgreatly debated and thisisreflected inthevariety
of termsthat existswhich describeit. They include; ‘foreignization of land, * Africaisfor
sd€, ‘large-scaeland acquisitions’, * green colonization'’,  new land colonization', * climate
colonization’, *water plunder’, * subtleforeign annexation of national resources (Borras
and Franco 2013; Zoomers 2010; Hall 2011; Matondi, Havnevik and Beyene 2011).
However, the term that shall be employed by thisthesisis‘land grab’ asit properly
encapsul atestheinsidious nature of the practice. Driving the contemporary land grabsis
what can betermed the Triple-F crisis : food, fuel and finance (Hall 2011; LaFrancesca
2013). The contemporary land grab rush began after the 2007-2008 global food price
crissandfinancial crissof 2008-2009 wherein private enterprisesand governments|ost
fathwiththeinternational market and sought other meansof ensuring food security, energy
security and investment opportunities (Narula2013; de Schutter, 2011).

Just likethe colonial era, thecenter of land grab istheAfrican continent. To put it
in context, theareasgrabbed inAfricaisroughly the s ze of the United Kingdom (UK) and
Germany (LaFrancesca, 2013; Narula, 2013; McMichael, 2011). Fromthe above, itis
discernablewhat the motivationsof theinvestorsare. They hopeto achievethenobleaim
of ensuring food and energy security intheir respective home countries. Bethat asitis, the
question arises concerning the benefitsor disadvantages|and grabshason the host country
(Adamczewski, Jasminand Tonneau, 2011). Using Mdi asacase study, thisstudy aimsto
provethat land grabsthreaten food sovereignty in Mali and in turn harmsthe crucial
achievement of food security.
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Land Grab and Food Sovereignty in Mali

Picking Mali isbecauseitissignificant with respect to the study of food sovereignty and
food security. Mdi isoneof theworld's poorest nationsand thefood security Situationin
Mali isuntenable. Onethird of Malian children under the age of five are chronically
mal nourished (Oakland Ingtitute 20115 Adamczewski, Jasmin and Tonneawu, 2011). Hoping
to solvethe problemsof food insecurity, Mali hasadopted two contrasting policies. First
of all, it has sought and welcomed Foreign Direct Investment (FDI) in agricultureand
landsand secondly, just like countries such as Ecuador, Bolivia, Nepal, Nicaraguaand
Venezuela, Mali hasadopted food sovereignty asaprincipleintheir constitutionsand it
has been hailed publicly astheway to go (Pachon-Ariza2013; ICRISAT 2015; Clayton
2012).

Thiswork arguesthat through athree pronged attack, land grabsin Mali at the
behest of the Malian government rendersthe attainment of food sovereignty impossible.
These methodsinclude: an attack on the peasant’ saccessto land, the reall ocation of the
water resources needed to cultivate lands and finally the degradation of the environment
meaking future security impossibility.

AccesstoLand
Landisaprimary sourceof wedlthinany nation (Abebe, 2012). Through the conservetive
and conscientious exploitation of land, prosperity and devel opment followsthusleading
Borrasand Franco (2013) to assert that * one needsto control land in order to capture
water, inorder to extract subsoil resources...” (Borrasand Franco 2013). Theinahility to
exploit one senvironment |eadsto poverty and consequently underdevel opment reflected
inthe eraof thetransatlantic davetrade wherein valuable human resourcewas grab and
theimpoverishment of an otherwiserich continent followed. Presently, inthiscentury, the
exploitation of thisland resource by theindigenouspeopleis prevented onceagain but this
time, what isgrabbed isnot human resource but the significant resourcethat island.
Guiding this process of systemic underdevel opment of Mali arethe neoliberal
institutions such asthe World Bank which has overseen the creation of variousagencies
andinitiativesinMali suchasMdi Investment ClimateProgram (MICP), Mdi’sInvestment
Promotion Agency (AP!) and the Presidentia Investment Council (CPI) that would easily
facilitate land grabs (Djiré, Kéita and Diawara, 2012a; Oakland Institute 2011&;
Adamczewski, Jasmin and Tonneau, 2011; Borrasand Franco 2010). The consegquence
istheinevitableand darmingincreaseintherateof land grabsin Mali sincetheir crestion.
Prior to the creation of thoseinitiatives, 2004-2009, only 871,267 hawas grabbed. Post
creation of initiatives, 544,567 hectareswereleased to 22 investorsin 2010 aone (Djiré,
Kétaand Diawara2012b; Oakland Ingtitute 2014).

Dispossession, Relocation and the Process of De-peasantization

Theimmediate consequence of these grabsisthe digpossession of land from the peasants
(LaFrancesca2013: 92). Singled out asan exampleisthe SoSuMar project whichresulted
inthedisplacement of 1,644 villagers (Oakland I nstitute 2011a). Asat 2010 when the
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Oakland Ingtitutionsreport waswritten, over 540,000 hahad beenleasedin Mali or were
about to. Of that number, over 370,000 hawerefor foreigninvestors. Puttingitinto the
context of dispossession, the areataken had the potentiality of sustaining over 112,537
farm families, or over half amillion people (686,478) (Oakland Institute 2011a). The
forceful relocation of these displaced farmersand thelack of any compensation fromthe
foreigninvestorsor theMalian government issymptometic of the nature of the dedl sstruck
between the government and theforeign investors. The content of most land deal swill
reveal that certain provisions make accountability and subsequently compensation by the
land grabbinginvestorsimpossible (Narula2013; Baumgart 2011; Adamczewski, Jasmin
and Tonneau, 2011). Using thedeal between Mali and Malibyaasan example, Mdibya—
aprivate investor bankrolled by Libyan and Chinese capital was awarded a 50-year
renewableleasefor 100,000 haof land freefromany juridica constraintsor individual or
collective property that will hinder the exploitation of theland. A land that popul ated by
over 75,000 people. Thus, giving Mdibyatherightsto displaceand harm thousands without
fear of reprimand and sanctions (Center for Human Rightsand Global Justice 2010: 98;
Dialoand Mushinzimana, 2009).

Inthefaceof theseland grabsand the parallel vice of no compensation, thelogical
solution would be the contestation of theselands deal sand the forceful rel ocation that
subsequently occurs. However, in Mdi, formal land title none exists. Land and natural
resources have historically been considered as state property. Therefore, the government
hasaprerogative over land use and land sales or |eases regardless of therightsof the
existent occupants, an attitudewhich derivesitsalf fromthecoloniad era(Deininger, Byerlee,
Lindsay, Norton, Selod and Stickler, 2011; Djiré, 2007). Thismakesthe attainment of
redress (expropriation or compensation) impossi bleunder Malian law asinformal rights
whichispredominant in Mali isnot accepted nor recognized by the Malian government
(Narula2013; Baumgart 2011). Thefactis, landtitlesareextremely rare, so much sothat,
‘only between 2 and 10% of the land, mainly urban, isheld under formal land tenure’
(Cuffaroand Hallam, 2011).

Thefact that most of theland grabsin Mali takes place at the Office du Niger zone
whichisessentialy government owned provesthat foreign investors have recogni zed that
land rights situation in Mali is advantageousto them and disadvantageousto therural
population who have no avenuefor redress (Abebe 2012; White, Borras, Hall, Scoones
andWolford 2012; Deininger, Byerlee, Lindsay, Norton, Selod and Stickler 2011; Center
for Human Rightsand Global Justice, 2010). The case of SamanaDugu exemplifiesthe
dangersinherent in asituation wherein thereisalack of formal land rights. Having been
accused of ingta ling themsalveson theland and having failed to provetheir rightful clamto
theland asaresult of futility of informal cusomary rights, theforeigninvestorsfromMoulin
Moderneweregivenlandsin SamanaDugu. Uprisingsresulting fromtheforceful redlocation
of theland were subsequently quelled (Oakland Indtitute, 20114). Thus, the case of Samana
Duguisreflectiveof theland grabbing stuationin Mali. Indigenous peopl eincluding pessants
aremoved out of their native landswithout any respect to cultural rightsand historical
rights. History isbeing destroyed aswel | asculture of the people (Arayaand Hofig, 2012)
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Itisat thistime one can appreciatethat theland tenure reformsthat occurred in African
States, decades after their independence aded by the World Bank had great ramifications.
Theland tenurereformsgavethe Malian government control of dl landsinthe Stateunless
thelandswere owned and formally titled by anindividua. African governmentswith the
help of the World Bank systematically worked for the partial dispossession of theland
from the peasants (McMichael, 2011). Thisstudy understandsthat thesereformswere
thereforeacharacteristic and systemeatic facet of thelarger processof capitalist accumulation
amed at further impoverishing theAfrican continent.

I mplications of Dispossession and Forceful Relocation
Land grabscontravenesthe humanright to property. If secured, ‘ rightsto property provide
animportant foundationfor an economicaly vibrant society’ . Thus, countrieswhere property
rightsare secure, thereissignificant economic growth and prosperity withinitspopul ation.
Inthese countries, thegovernment usesitspower of land expropriation sparingly (Boudreauix
andAligica, 2007). Theimplicationisthat theimmediate consequence of land grabsisa
lossof devel opmental potential. A further implication of dispossessionand relocationis
that the smallholder farmersand peasantswill lose not only their immediateincome but
‘amost completeinsurance against malnutrition” (Narula, 2013; GRAIN, 2012; Diallo
and Mushinzimana, 2009; The Transnationa Ingtitute, 2012; Deininger and Binswange,
1999). Thisisbecauseland ‘ reducesthe dependency of the household on market prices
for food commaodities, it actsasabuffer against economic shocks' (de Schutter, 2013).

Apart from theeffect land grabbing hason food production, thelivelihood of the
rural populationisalso affected. Thelimited, temporary jobs offered with unfavorable
termsand low wagesare not sufficient to compensatefor the number of peoplewho have
lost their traditional source of income asthey arerendered unemployed (Narula2013;
Diallo and Mushinzimana 2009). The above led Fonjong and Fokum to ask the very
important question:

Can sixty or a hundred or even five hundred low-paid unskilled jobs

created by these companies be equated to hundreds of thousands of

villages eternally displaced from their primary source of livelihood

and sometimes done without due informed consent and inadequate

compensation? (Fonjong and Fokum, 2015: 115).
It should be noted al so that thisloss of livelihood does not only affect the immediate
ownersbut hasagreat impact on thefuture generations of smallholder farmers(GRAIN,
2012). Emphasizing thisare M oussa Djiréand Amadou K éta, who both statein a2010
report that theseland grabsarea' big risk for land security of rural agricultural producers
and seriously mortgagesthefuturefor generationsto come’ (Oakland Ingtitute, 2011a).
Findly, thislossof livelihood of thesmalholder farmersresultsin poverty. Thus, irrespective
of abundant production and importation of food in Mali, the people that need it most
(peasants) cannot accessit regardless of availability (Mbunda, 2013).

Ingpeaking ontheimplicationsof land grabs, itisimpossibleand erroneousnot to
acknowledgetheeffect it has onwomen farmers. Women farmersare‘ the operativesand
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custodians of food and thefood system’. Thus, food security through food sovereignty
cannot be delinked from gender rights, entitlements and outcomes (Akanji, 2013; Park,
Whiteand Julia, 2013). Female employment in agricultureisabout 40% in sub-Saharan
Africa, itisabout 55%in South East Asiaabout 25%in Latin Americaand the Caribbean
(Akanji, 2013). Irrespective of thefact that peasant women farmersform the mgjority of
thesmallholder farmersandthey arethemgjority of theworld’sfood provider and producer,
they facethe greatest challenges. Their rightsare easily abused or refuted. Furthermore,
they lack capital or theability to obtain credit. They end up losing their land and end up
working on other farmlands (Spiel doch and Sophia, 2009). What isoccurringin Mdi asa
result of theland grabbing isthe de-feminization of agriculture (Akanji, 2013).

The Development Narrative and the Defence of Land Grabs

In attempting to givelife and consolidate the argument that land grabs areawin-win
Stuation, several argumentsare cong stently and untiringly repeated infavour of land grabs
are offered up by the proponents of this practice. Firstly, inkeepinginlinewith their
modus operandi, theseinvestorsand their ideol ogical godfathersand supporters (World
Bank, IMF) have consistently offered up the economic developmental narrativeasa
justification for therampant dispossession of land and the subsequent de-peasantizationin
Mali (McMichadl and Schneider, 2011).

[tisironicthat whileprofessing that land grabswould bring development to the
peasant community, theseland grabsunderminetheir right to devel opment. The Declaration
ontheRight to Development statesthat ‘ theright to development isanindienable human
right by virtue of which every human person and al peoplesare entitled to participatein
[and] contributeto[,] and enjoy economic, socid, cultural, and political development[,] in
whichal human rightsand fundamental freedomscan befully realized’ (United Nations,
1986). In Mali, itisonly through the accessto land that the devel opment of therural
communitiescan beguaranteed astheir livelihood andisinextricably linked with accessto
land (Abebe, 2012).

Secondly, the supporters of land grabs argue that large scale farms enjoy
comparative advantagein the globalized economy and thisisthe pathway to asuccessful
export economy (Rosset and Martinez-Torres, 2013; White, Borras, Hall, Scoonesand
Wolford, 2012; The Transnationa Ingtitute, 2012). Considering Mali’saimsto beamajor
exporter of agricultural produce, thisargument is persuasive. However, therisks should
not bediscarded. Oncetheseded sare agreed on, thefarmlands acquired become connected
toglobd financia markets. Thus, they arenow ‘ subject tothevicisstudesof far-off markets ,
meaning that Stuationsintheglobal financia marketswill impact thesefarmlandsandin
turn affect thelocal workerswith respect to their wages (Arayaand Hofisi, 2012).

Thirdly, the championsof land grabbing point to the avail ability of arable empty,
idle, underused and underutilized landsin Mali. Their argument restson the premisethat
whilethereisavailableland, the Malian government lacksthe capital to develop these
landsand itistrueto acertain extent. Mai’srura land coul d be estimated to be about 46.6
million ha, of which 12 million haarearablelands. However, the disadvantage of inadequiate
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capital brought about by poverty has limited Mali’s ability to pursue agricultural
modernization (Djiré, Kétaand Diawara, 2012b; Narula2013). Asat 2009, revenue
fromjust sevenlarge-scaleland acquisitionswasput at US $292 million, thusaffirming the
revenue potential of large scaleland investments (Center for Human Rightsand Global
Justice, 2010; Abebe, 2012). Therefore, the Maian government strivesto attract foreign
investments. Thiswill provideasourceof capital, technol ogy, know-how, infrastructure
development and market access, and potentialy act asacatalyst for economic devel opment
inrura areas(Djiré, Kéitaand Diawara, 2012b; McMichael, 2011).

I rrespective of the persuasivenessof theabove narrative, thefact remainsthat the
argument isshortsighted. Empty, idle, unused, wastelands, or under-utilized landsarerardly
asthey are described. Theselands could serve agricultural aswell asnonagricultural
purposes: suchassmall-scaefarm production, for fuel, medicines, dietary diversity including
falowing to manage soil fertility, pastoraismaswaell asshifting cultivation (White, Borras,
Hall, Scoonesand Wolford, 2012; V hugen, 2012; McMichael, 2011).

Importantly, thisargument by the proponentsof land grabswhich satethat investors
only seek idleand marginal landsisunacceptableand outright hypocritical (Araya, 2013).
It betraysthetrue character of theseinvestors. Investmentsin land can only occur if these
investorsareguaranteed of ‘ potentialy higher returnsthat comefromagricultura production
itself’ (Fairbairn, 2013). Thus, it standsto reason that theseinvestorswould not invest in
marginal landswith no productive potential andit reved sthat theargument holdsno water.

Alternatively, if the Malian government is seeking investmentsin agriculture, it
should attempt ititself or through thesmall and family farmers. It can beachieved if there
island tenure security. As stated by 19th century scholar David Low, If afarmer cannot
look to thefuturewith security, little can be hazarded by him beyond the expenseswhich
thereturnsof theyear will defray; and not only will al great improvements, but eventhe
maost common worksof the season, beimperfectly performed (Low, 1844). Land titlingis
advantageousasit will enablethefarmers accessto credit andloanswhich shall serveas
necessitiesif heistoinvestintheland. Thisismorecitizeninclusveand acceptable (Araya,
2013).

Fourthly, the proponents of large scaleland acquisitions predict that during the
period of investment, therewill beopening for alot of jobs. Thismuchistrue, most of the
activities associated with the investments require a variety of labor (construction,
trangportation, agriculture, processing) and the dispossessed smallhol der farmerscanfill
theseroles. Money will inevitably be generated within thelocal community and help the
livesof thelocas(Didloand Mushinzimana, 2009). llludtrating this, MarkaaSugar Project
by SoSuMar, CaneCo and CommCobrought about the creation of 5,000 direct and 20,000
indirect jobs, hencehigher householdincomes, food salf-sufficiency (asincomewill alow
to buy food throughout the year) and better living conditions (Diallo and Mushinzimana
2009). The cresation of jobsisalso complemented by the construction of infrastructurethat
would be beneficial to the local community. The Malibyainvestment undertook the
construction of roadswhich proved useful for theloca sasit improved movement (Dialo
and Mushinzimana2009). However, it should be pointed out that theseroadswill potentialy
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negatively affect certain aspectsof their cultureand transhumance paths. Whilethereexist
arguments pointing to the potentid job creation by theseinvestments, thefact that needsto
be acknowledged isthat there are certai n disadvantages and limitations associated with it
(Djiré, Kéitaand Diawara, 2012b). Peter Gibbon while acknowledging thefact thatin
large scale farms employment occurs, does not fail to notice that the employment
opportunitiesarelimited and thejobsare of alow quality. Limited employment isnot
inherent to large scaleinvestments and is dependent on the crop planted, however an
ever-common feature of large scaleinvestmentsisthelow job quality (Gibbon, 2011;
Deininger, Byerlee, Lindsay, Norton, Sdod and Stickler, 2011). The Transnationa Ingtitute
(2012) assertsthat theargumentsthat highlight the employment creating potentia of land
grabs are not proven because of the lack of evidence proving the claims and White,
Borras, Hall, Scoonesand Wolford (2012) addsthat thereisthe possibility that claimson
job creation are exaggerated (White, Borras, Hall, Scoonesand Wolford, 2012).

Finally, the proponents of thelarge-scal e acquisition of land reject the notion that
theseland dealsareadirect affront on food sovereignty. They believe‘that if carefully
disciplined and appropriately regulated, large-scaleland transfers can achievewin-win
outcomesfor both theinvestor and host populations . Regulation can be achieved through
acontinued facilitation of an appropriate investment climate and adherenceto a set of
good governance principles (Narula, 2013; White, Borras, Hall, Scoonesand Wolford,
2012). Hence, theWorld Bank, FAO, UNCTAD and IFAD (2010) have proposed aset
of principlesfor ‘responsible’ landinvestmentscalled seven‘ Principlesfor Responsible
Agro-Investment’ (RAI) (World Bank 2010, x, 68-91).

With respect to the establishment of principlesto governthelarge-scaleland
acquisitions, Borrasand Franco consider them asmerely corporate‘ extreme makeover’
doneinresponseto publicand activist criticism (Borrasand Franco 2012). White, Borras,
Hall, Scoonesand Wolford (2012) posethe questions‘ will these make any differenceat
al?Why should we expect corporate agribusi nessto act on abasisof voluntary corporate
‘socid respongihility’ 2. Theseare necessary questionsasthe creatorsof the RAI principles
forget that these corporationsare primarily profit oriented and they are accountableto
their sharehol dersin the home nation, therefore, any other form of accountability brought
about by those principlesthat would prevent the achievement of their primary amwill not
betolerated (White, Borras, Hall, Scoonesand Wolford, 2012).

Thefactisthat where these principlescomefrom doesnot matter. What mattersis
that these mechanismsare not enough; they fail essentially becausethey arenot self-
implementing or salf-interpreting. With thisor aform of socid pressure, therewould not be
afavorableresult. Thus, dthough thecreation of principlesto governtheconduct of foreign
investorsmay betheoretically correct, practicaly, itisnot feasible (Borrasand Franco,
2010).

TheWater Resource Dimension of Land Grabs: Water Grabbing
Theimpossibility of separating water from any farming systemsreflectstheimportance of
water resourceto the success of any food system (Hall, 2015). Water resourcesbeit blue
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or greenwater ‘form thebedrock of our agricultura productivity: al of our farmland crops
depend on aguaranteed supply of water, beit fromrainfal orirrigation’ for moistureinthe
land (Skinner and Cotula2011; Woodhouse and Ganho 2011). Not only isit afactor of
production, butitisthe basisof thelivelihood (itisnatural capitd) of thelocal farmersof
Mali, farmersthat work towards the achievement of food sovereignty (Cotula, 2008;
TNI, 2014; International Movement of Catholic Agricultural and Rural Youth, 2010).
Thus, it can beinferred that achangein the circumstances of water resourceswill largely
affect land usage and the productive potentia of theland. Without water, food sovereignty
isimpossibleto achieveasthedeprivation of water from smallholder farmerscausesthem
toloseanimportant basisfor food production (Taylor, 2015; Fonjong and Fokum, 2015).
Therefore, theunsustainabl e usage, mismanagement and deprivation of thiswater resources
arethebedrock of unachievablefood sovere gnty and subsequent food insecurity (Pimbert,
Barry, Berson, Tran-Thanh 2010; Akram-L odhi 2013). Theumbrellaterm that shall be
used to connote the unsustai nabl e usage and mismanagement of water resourcesin Mali
which occursasaresult of thetransfer or reall ocation of said resourcein consequenceto
land grabsiswater grabbing. Water grabbing can be defined as:

a situation where powerful actors are able to take control of, or

reallocateto their own benefits, water resourcesalready used by local

communitiesor feeding aquatic ecosystemson which their livelihoods

arebased (Mehta, Veldwisch and Franco 2012:197).

Connotetively, it entall sthe di spossession, deprivation and subsequent ecological destruction
dueto thegrest strain water grabbing putson the available water resource (Fonjong and
Fokum 2015). In other words, water grabbing hasto dowith atransfer of pressurefrom
one sdomestic water resourceto that of another country. This practiceis predominantly
employed by countriesexperiencing great water deficit who wishto correspondingly protect
their water reservesand still resolvetheir situation of food insecurity. Thesewater deficit
countriesinclude Statesthat are expanding rapidly (Indiaand China) and Stateswith
nonrenewablewater resource but with sufficient capital (Gulf States— Saudi Arabia) (TNI
2014; Woodhouse and Ganho, 2011; Schoneveld, 2011; Friisand Reenberg, 2010). This
transformeation of water from an openly availableresourceto acommodity negotiated and
paid for isnot new. According to Kay and Franco (2012), it hasmuch in common with
earlier resource grabsand what hasbeen called the* encl osures of the common”.

In comparison to land grabs, the implications of water grabbing areinherently
difficult to grasp. A reason iswith respect to the nature of water, ‘ thefluid nature of water
and itshydrologic complexity often obscure how water grabbing takes place and what the
associated impactson the environment and diversesocid groupsare’ (Hall, 2015; Mehta,
Vel dwisch and Franco, 2012). Secondly, thisdifficulty in comprehending or accepting the
implication of thispracticeisrooted inthefd seandinsdiousbelief about theinfinitenature
of thewater resource. Itisoften described as* abundant’ and  unused’ (Mehta, Veldwisch
and Franco, 2012). Thiswasreflected during the Maian governmentscal for investorsin
2008 whereinit empl oyed alanguagewhich suggested unlimited water resources (Hertzog,
Adamczewski, Molle, Poussinand Jamin, 2012). Thirdly, itislessknown becausewhen
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land grab isdiscussed, water isadded to the discuss on asamereaddendum. When being
studied al so, theissue of water grabbing hasmostly been considered inrelationto land
grabbing and thusit issubdued in the broader discourse. Taylor (2015) statesthat “water
wasoftenviewed asan‘input’, inthesamevein asfertilizer or pesticides’.

However, water grabsare asimportant asland grabsand holdsgreater significance
because occasionally, it formstheintention of theinitial land grab. Thisview istaken by
several authorswho stressthefact that most |and grabs arejust apretext to control the
water resource of an areaand thusarethe most valuable part of any ded (Mehta, Veldwisch
and Franco, 2012; Thaler, 2013; Oakland Ingtitute 2011b; Kay and Franco, 2012). Smdler
and Mann (2009) go further and consider water asnot only adesireof theinitial grab but
on par with thefinancial and food crisisasfactorsthat are driving the recent surge of
invesment.

Water Grabbing in Mali and the Rhetoric of an Infinite Water Supply

Ingrest contrast toland grabbing in Mdi, Water grabbing doesnot proceed from contracts
drawn or agreed upon, the process of thetransfer of water rightsishardly ever formalized.
Water grabbing stemsfrom lack of interest or concern by the Malian government with
respect to the State’ swater resources. Water isjust atool which the Malian government
usesto attract foreigninvestorswho they hopewill invest in landsthusthewater governance
gtuationinMali islax (Baumgart, 2011).

Water governance can be defined as' therange of political, socia, economic and
administrative systemsthat arein place to devel op and manage water resources, and the
delivery of water servicesat different levelsof society’ (Rogersand Hall, 2003). The
government of Mali failsto place any strict restrictions or install any form of water
management schemewhich isneeded for Malian agriculturein order to compensatefor
theirregular and unpredictablerainfall (Woodhouseand Ganho, 2011). Asaresult of the
perceived infinite nature of water resource, water becomesnothing morethan an offering
or gift to make negotiationsfor land deal sgo smoother after dl * globa capitd dolesout the
goodiestothosewho offer thebest tributesin termsof tax exemptions, subsidized provison
of natural resourceslikeland and water, and thelike’ (Fonjong and Fokum, 2015; Basu,
2007; Fairbairn 2013; Kay and Franco 2012). Thisunhindered transfer of water rightsto
foreignersresultinginther unlimited accessto water such asthe dedl swith companieslike
SOSUMAR and CaneCo thusbecomesanormality (Djiré, Kétaand Diawara2012b).
Contractsdrawn up with respect tolandsdeal soften do not contain any provisionregarding
water use (Fonjong and Fokum, 2015; Broughton, 2013).

Thejudtification for not mentioning any referenceto water inland dealsrestson
the notion that water regulationsin contractswill restrict the activities of theinvestors
whichwill inturn prevent their effectiveness (Fonjong and Fokum, 2015; Skinner and
Cotula, 2011; Cotula, 2015). However, thereisan exemptionin Mali whereaninvestor
signed acontract where thereisacommitment by theinvestor to pay water feeshigher
than those paid by thelocals (Karlsson, 2012). Nevertheless, that situation rarely occurs.
Even when water useismentioned in contracts, the contract terms agreed upon do not
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reflect theimportance of thisresource. The Malian government setslax and ineffective
water usage guidelines and the government charges only stipendsfor water usage. In
comparison, the peasant farmsare subject to certain demands such aswater feesand may
beevictedif feesarenot paid (Adamczewski, Jasmin and Tonneau 2011). An agreement
between aChinesefirm and Maian government state that the company would pay about
2,000 FCFA/ha(i.e. 3¢) in comparison to 67,000 FCFA/ha(i.e. 100¢) paid to family
farmerswho crop rice (Hertzog, Adamczewski, Molle, Poussinand Jamin, 2012).

A further example of aweak water usage provision in contractsiswith regardsto
Malibya Thewater usage of Mdibyaisonly restricted during the monthswhentheriver
flow islow. Thejustification isthat these companies spent money to devel op theland, to
dig canals, and to maintaininfrastructure. A further justification givenisthat theMalian
government doesnot want to chargefeesthat may hamper the progressof theinvestments
or projects(Djiré, Kéitaand Diawara, 2012b). Although such arationalization can be
accepted, thefact isthat theinterest of foreign privateinvestors should not be preeminent
inrelationtotheinterestsof therura population.

Inlieuof insarting effectivewater useregulationsinland lease contracts, theMaian
government hasgonefurther initscharm offensveby insarting inthese contractstheprovision
which statesMai will beresponsiblefor ensuring constant supply of water. Under Article
8 of the Malibyaagreement, Mali promised unrestricted accessto water during rainy
season and provision of sufficient water supply through the Macinacanal for Malibya
during thelow water period (Oakland Ingtitute, 2011a; 2011b; Djiré, Kétaand Diawara,
2012a). Inaddition, investorssuch asMalibyain Mali have acquired or leased land onthe
promisethat water infrastructurewill bebuilt by theMdian government (TNI 2014; Skinner
and Cotula, 2011). Trueto that promise, a40-km long irrigation canal was constructed
upstream by Mdi ontheNiger River to servicethelandsfor the Maibyainvestment. The
irrigation capacity will be4 billion cubic metersper year. Putting into context the sheer
sze, theimplication of thisplanisthefact that 3.5 billion cubic metersof water ayeer is
used to servicethe 17 million population of Beijing and itsindustries (Oakland Ingtitute,
2011b). The abovethus encapsul atesthe situation of water grabbingin Mali. Water is
stripped of itsval ueasaprecious natural resource and assumestheroleof ameretool and
bargaining chipto please potentiad investors. By taking such actionsthat favour theforeign
partiesover the Malian population, the Malian government breaksfaithwithitssocial
function of protecting the citizensbecauseit trivializestheir preciousresource of water.

Water Grab for Developmental Opportunities

Anobviousargument that rationdizesthisspate of water grabbingishinged onthenarrative
regarding theunderutilized nature of water resource and the possi bility for investmentsto
‘unlock’ itspotentia. Thisistheview on Mdli, itisconsidered asacountry with so much
abundant water resources but without the economic and financia capacity to exploit these
resources (Mehta, Vel dwisch and Franco, 2012). Thisstudy acknowledgesthat theclaim
with respect to abundance and underutilized water resource may betrue asit hasbeen
substantiated by severa sources. TheWorld Bank claimsthat the continent of Africa‘ has
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morethan haf of theworld’suncultivated but agriculturally suitableland and has scarcely
utilized itsextensivewater resources (Oakland I nstitute 2014). Furthermore, Ambalam
(2014) pointsout that only 3.8% of Africa’ssurfaceand groundwater isharnessed or is
exploited (2014). Smaller and Mann (2009) a so consider theissue and statesthat Sub-
Saharan Africausesonly two per cent of itsfreshwater resourcesfor irrigation therefore,
privateinvestorsconsider theregion ashaving great potentiality for irrigated agriculture
(2009).

Accounting for thisfailureto exploit and harness avail ablewater resourcesisthe
inherent lack of fundsthat hauntsmany African statesaswell asMali. TheMalian aswell
asother African governmentscons ders Foreign Direct Investment (FDI) asan dternative
source of revenuefor thefunding of agricultura initiatives. The abovedefensefor FDI is
credible because these foreign investments have accounted for increased irrigation and
water infrastructurein Mdi (Quick and Woodhouse 2014). Theargument thereforeis, the
efficient exploitation of Mali’swater resourcewill |ead to sufficient water supply whichwill
result in success of commercia operationswhichwill inturn benefit Mali through the
provision of employment, boosting of agricultural productivity. Neverthel ess, thisargument
ignoresthereality whichisthat the situation of most African countriesisthat of water
scarcity not the other way round (GRAIN, 2012).

Furthermore, in defence of thetransfer of water rights, scholarshave noted the
conservative and conscientious use of water resource employed by theseforeigninvestors.
Thereareproofsthat show that theinvestorsafter realizing the detrimental nature of their
water usage and the diminishing nature of water resource adopt several strategiesand
meansfor water conservation. Technical optionshave been considered by theseinvestors,
they include: ‘ sprinkler irrigation, to reduceweater consumption at fieldleve by usng pumps
to mobilize water from primary or secondary canals (Hertzog, Adamczewski, Molle,
Poussinand Jamin, 2012).

Accompanying thetechnica optionsfor water management, theseinvestorsemploy
untechnical means such asplanting Jatrophawhich isanon-edibleplant for biofuel. The
reason for planting Jatrophaisthat it uses acons derablelow amount of water. Further,
suggestionshave been madethat the existence of thiscropisan opportunity for small scale
producers/farmersto gain afootholdinthemarket. Neverthdess, it hasa so beenindicated
that thegrowing of jatrophafor thecommercid export level demandsgood soil and unlimited
accessto water (Woodhouse and Ganho, 2011). It can also be argued that according to
law, the privateinvestors are not doing any wrong. Whileinternational law doesnot give
right for any foreign investor toinvest in asovereign state, the domestic laws of most
countriesallow this(Smaller and Mann, 2009).

The Impact of Water Grabbing

Whilethiswork acknowledgesthefact that theinvestmentsin water usageispotentially
beneficia to the population through infrastructural devel opment, employment, increase
public revenue, and improvefarmers accessto technol ogiesand credit, however, these
should not occur at the expense of the local popul ations freedom. Theright to water
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resource should not and cannot be compromised (OECD, 2010). If it iscompromised,
great ramificationsabound. At thisstage, there ari sesthe problem of ascertaining theimpact
of thiswater grab on theindigenous popul ation. Oneway of measuring theimpact will be
through an estimation of thevolumeof weater usedinrelaion to theland grabbed. However,
athoughwater grab and land grab occur s multaneoudly, theimpact and the extent of the
water grabisnot awaysproportional (TNI, 2014). Whileland isfixed, water isfluid and
far reaching thereforetheimpactswater grabbing or water appropriation hasismorefar
reaching and threatening (Franco, M ehtaand Veldwisch, 2013). Simply put, the extent of
thewater use can go beyond the existent land grab.

Therearetwo reasonsfor thedisproportionality, thefirst hasto do with the nature
of cropsbeing grown. Thechoiceof cropsgrown by theinvestorsutilizeslarge volumesof
blue (irrigation) and green (rainfal) water. These cropsal so have along growing season
and so will requirewater for long periods of time (Woodhouse and Ganho, 2011). Asat
2012, Hertzog, Adamczewski, Molle, Poussin and Jamin (2012) report the all ocation of
over 40,000 haof landto two largeinvestorsfor the growth of sugar caneaone. Assugar
caneisaperennia crop, it will increasethe demand for water all year round.

Secondly, the disproportionality of water grab in Mali can be attributed to the
Mdiangovernment. Whileland grabislimited to specific haof lands, theMdian government
exercisesitsright as codified in the 2002 Water Code (Law No. 02-006) to allocate
water toirrigateland leased or acquired by foreigninvestors (LANDac, 2012). It has
givenadirectivethat theinvestorshave unlimited accessto water from the Niger River.

Theimpact of thiswater grabisfelt only by theexisting users, itincludes* reduced
surfaceflows downstream dueto upstream water abstraction, or changing groundwater
levels' (Skinner and Cotula, 2011). The acquisition of land by two companiesMoulin
Modernedu Mali and Malibyastand at over 120,000 haof land asat 2010. Theextraction
of 4 million cubic meters of water per annum affected millions of people downstream
(Fonjong and Fokum, 2015). The canal built by Malibyawhichisthelargest in Sub-
Saharan Africathreatensthewater situationin Mali. The new canal hasthe capacity for
11m cubic metersaday, 4bn cubic metersayear. Thisistwicethe capacity of any cand in
the region and thus neighbouring lands may be deprived of water and this has more
implication since Malibyahas priority accessto water (Bunting 2010). Apart from the
volume, thequdity of water remaining for theloca populationisaso affected (Rulli, Saviori
and D’ Odorico, 2012). Theimplicationsarethat theimpact isan affront on thebasic
human rightsto water, to food, to health, to work and to self-determination (TNI, 2014).
However, thegreatest harmison the achievement of food sovereignty.

Water grabbing will naturally * cause unforeseen but disproportionate damageto
existing smdl-scaeproduction systems’ (Quick and Woodhouse, 2014). Thesma lholder
farmerswill losetheir secure accessto water used for irrigation and other agricultural
purposes (M ehta, Vel dwisch and Franco, 2012) and these farming communitiesinthe
areawill suffer decreased agricultural productivity (GRAIN, 2012). What isalarming as
Rulli Saviori and D’ Odorico (2012) noteisthat the* per capitavolume of grabbed water
often exceedsthewater requirementsfor aba anced diet and woul d be sufficient toimprove
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food security and abate mal nourishment in the grabbed countries . Theresourceswhich
arereadily and easily teken arealifelinefor the smallholder farmers, dueto the nature of
thelandsinwhichthey occupy, they dreedy lack sufficient water supply and have consstently
adapted their farming techniquesinthefaceof thefluctuationsinthe season. Thesmdlholder
farmersaremore efficient in their use of water, but they are not rewarded for this(De
Schutter, 2011)

Land Grabs: A Threat to Environmental Sustainability and Biodiver sity
Thethird way through whichland grabsthreaten the possibility of food sovereignty inMdli
isby the decimation of otherwise arablelands due to modernized but anti-ecological
agricultural techniques. Land for agricultura purposesiscrucia, not just now but for the
futureinorder to feed the growing population of the earth estimated to reach 9 billion by
2050 (Capone, Bilali, Debs, Cardone and Driouech 2014; Stefanis, 2014).
Thepedestal onwhich agriculturefindsitself dictatesthat every measure needed
toensurenot only increased agricultural productivity but sustainability should be adopted.
It would be expected that agricultureand al it encompasseswill berevered and respected,
however, theredity isdifferent. The persistent scourge of land grabbing and itsattendant
measuresto harnesstheland resource necessary for agricultural productivity isactualy
exploiting, abusing and degrading Mali’sarableland.

The Unviability of Industrial Agriculture

Theindustrid modd of agriculturecharacterized by ‘ large-scalemonoculturesof transgenic
crops and the use of highyielding crop techniquesisathreat to food sovereignty asit
undermines natures capacity to sustain food productionin Mali. Theintensification of
agricultural methods associated with agri-business agriculture and thelarge scalefarms
makeuseof high-yielding crop varieties, fertilization, irrigation and pesticides. Theseimpact
heavily on natura resourceswith serioushea th and environmenta implications. Thisissue
israrely discussed asitisnot classified as* apolitically urgentissue’ and so, thereislittle
attempt at implementing Environmenta and Socia Impact Assessments(ESIA) whichis
essentially meant to determinethelong-term consequences of these deals (Altieri and
Toledo, 2011; Baehegn, 2015; Altieri, 2012; Oakland, 2011a; Deininger, Byerlee, Lindsay,
Norton, Selod and Stickler, 2011).

The short term gains of high yields are counteracted by the potential dangers.
Implicationsof theseagricultural methodsincludes: increased water shortagein Mali due
to the depletion of fresh water resource (Balehegn, 2015; Fonjong and Fokum, 2015).
Furthermore, theuseof chemica fertilizersleadsto a‘ decoupling of thecarbon and nitrogen
cyclesstarted, whichisdisastrousfor soil life' . Theimplicationisseenwhenitisrealized
that organic carbonisthebasisof thenormal ecological nutrient situation. Bacterianeed
carbon to processthe nitrogen and when thisislacking, they end up using the carbon from
their own polysaccharide layer which can lead to adamaged soil structure (Donkers,
2014). Residues of pesticides get to groundwater, they increase soil erosion, reduce
biodiversity and hamperssoil fertility (Fitzpatrick, 2015; TNI, 2014).

In defence of Industrialized Agriculture
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Therearegroupswho believethat themethodsemployedinlargescalefarmsarejudtifiable.
First off, proponentsassert that harminflicted upon theenvironment asaresult of agricultura
techniqueswerenot deliberate, rather they have been methods used in several placesand
have been successful. In response, thiswork arguesthat the stated counter argument is
exactly the problem of industriaized agriculture. Thisreflectsthe thought processof these
foreigninvestors. They hardly ever consider the potential demeritsof their actionsrather
they move on with whatever method is quicker and profit oriented. Theselarge-scale
investorsemploy aonesizefitsall mode of agricultura production (Fitzpatrick, 2015).

Furthermore, the advocates of land grabbing further justify their methodssuch as
the use of monoculturesin mega-farms. According to them, industridized agriculturearises
and worksto addressthe challengesof food security inAfrica(Martinidllo, 2013; Donkers,
2014; Vhugen, 2012). Thispersuasive narrative contradictsitsalf. Whileit isagreeable
that industrialized agricultureleadsto high yields, however, it does not guaranteefood
security. Food security isnot merely the direct accessto food. Food security rather should
be seen asa continuous process of food provision that can sustain asteady expansion of
food consumptionwhileremaining nutritionally and culturdly relevant and acceptable (FAO,
2006).

Whiledtill justifying their agricultural methodsand techniques, theseforeigninvestors
criticizetraditional farming methods. These criticswould point to the unproductiveand
economically inefficient nature of smallholder agriculturein Mali (Timbo, 2015). They
highlight thet theknowledgeintens vemethod and practi cesnourished by ancient agricultura
management wisdom employed by the peasant farmersin lieu of moreinput intensive
techniquesisnot dwayseffectiveor applicable (Altieri, 2012). Astheseforeigninvestors
hammer on the percelved wesknessof smallholder farming, they fail toacknowledgecertain
factswith respect to smallholder farmer productivity.

Firgtly, smdl and family farmsonly produceineffectively whenthey are hampered
by both government policiesaimed at favouring largefarmsand by difficulty in acquiring
capital (Deninger, Byerlee, Lindsay, Norton, Selod and Stickler, 2011); if unhindered,
they are effectiveirrespectiveif farm size. Thereisareason why the average size of
peasant farmersissmall. Themain reasonisthe spatial dispersion of production, which
requiresflexibility and an ability to quickly adjust to microvariationsin climate or soil
conditions(Deininger, Byerlee, Lindsay, Norton, Selod and Stickler, 2011).

Secondly, in peasant farming systems, thereisthefeature of ahigh degreeof plant
diversity or polycultures. Thismethod minimizesrisksandisrewarded by yield stability,
diet diversity, nutrient-enriching plants, nitrogen-fixing and nitrogen-decomposing bacteria,
andavariety of other organismsthat performvariousbeneficia ecologica functions(Altieri
and Toledo, 2011). These diversified farming systemsthat promote biodiversity and
environmenta sustainability especidly inthelr areawhich experiencessevereclimate change
and environmental fluctuations (Altieri, 2012). Despite these shortcomings and
environmenta difficulties, thesmallholder farmershave awaysadapted to such Situations
and it isatestament to their development agriculturally that the agriculture sector isa
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dominant sector inMali’seconomy accounting for over 35 percent of itsGDP, itisasothe
main export earner wringingin over 75 percent of theexport earnings (Center for Human
Rightsand Global Justice 2010; Butt, McCarl, Angerer, Dyke and Stuth, 2003). The
Mdiansmdl andfamily farmersminimizecropfailureindifficult dimatic conditionsthrough
increased use of drought tolerant local varieties, water harvesting, mixed cropping,
agroforestry, soil conservation practicesand aseriesof other traditiond techniques(Altieri
and Toledo, 2011)

InMdi, inlieuof thechemica pedticides, therearecertain dternativeswhich have
been used for the eradication of pests. One such method isthe I ntegrated pest management
(IPM) which involves* using acombination of biological controls (natural predatorsfor
pests), modified farming techniques(modifyingirrigation practices), and mechanica controls
(using physical trapsor barriersfor pests), to help manage pests and reduce the use of
pesticides—which areonly used asalast resort’ (Fitzpatrick, 2015). InMali, aparasitic
wasp has been used inthe control of pests (Fitzpatrick, 2015). In Mali also, farmersthat
weretrainedin|PM techniques 11,000 ricefarmersweretrainedin | PM techniquesbetween
2001 and 2009. Thefarmerstrained in these measureswere ableto outstandingly increase
yieldsby 41% compared to conventional production methods and reduced pesticideuse
by 94% (Fitzpatrick, 2015).

These principlesemployed by thefarmersemploy better use of resourcesin order
to ensureresource sustainability. Itisbasically conservation agriculture, whichincrease
yieldsand reduceimpact on theenvironment (Fitzpatrick, 2015; Allen and Kovach, 2000).
Thirdly, emphasizing the stark differencesbetween traditiona agricultureand modernized
agricultureisthefact that onemethod iswilling to ensurethesurviva of theenvironment by
co-existing with other aspects of agriculture. Mali aswell as some placesin Western
Africa, there has been the unique devel opment of asymbiotic relationship between the
amalholder farmersand pagtordigts. Thisrdationshipismost likely theresult of aconcerted
agreement to surviveand sustain the scarce resource of land and water which hasbecome
scarcer asaresult of growth in population and reduction of annual rainfall (Oakland,
20118). Therefore, smadlholder farminginMdi ‘ involvesthe complex integration of annua
crops, treesand animal husbandry in an agroforestry system known asthe parklands'.

Thefactis, indudtrial agriculturein Mdi threatensthe ecol ogica servicesprovided
by nature (climatebaance, pallination, biological control, soil fertility). Theseservicesare
depended upon by avast number of Mdians—small and family farmers(Altieri and Toledo,
2011). What isdescribed above can betermed differently but they refer tothe characteristic
natureof smallholder agriculture. Thesetermsinclude: ecologica agriculture, neturd farming,
conservation agriculture, multi-functional agriculture, organic agriculture, sustainable
intengfication, climate-smart agriculture, no-till farming and low-external -input farming
(Fitzpatrick, 2015). Ecological basesmethod of agricultureproductionisfar moresuitable,
it requireslessenergy consumption and thusreleaselower amounts of greenhouse gases
(GHG) (Balehegn, 2015). Thusthesefarmsaremoreclimatic resilient and bio diverse.
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CONCLUSION

Whenagovernment notesthat the policiesand activitiesoccurring itscountry aredetrimental
toitscitizen, why should the government be prevented from stopping these activities?Inits
wake, what existsisfood insecurity. Food isgoing to get more expensive and increasingly
controlled by foreigninvestors. Hunger isgoing to increase aswel | asmalnutrition dueto
the system of mono-cropping employed by theseforeign investors. Peoplearegoingto
die, the hunger and mal nutrition would |ead to deaths of the people especially children.
Thiscould lead to socia consequencessuch asresistance, it could be passive, it may not
be passive. Thusit becomes sensiblethat this system should not be allowed to go on.
Thereneedsto asupport of processeswhere the smallholder farmers control their food
systems. The peoplethat are most affected by thefood system needsto bein chargeand
needsto bein control of their land and water resources. There needsto bearebuttal of
land grabsand policiesthat facilitateitin Mali. There are no case studies or evidence
proving that |and grabbs promoteagri cultural and economic developmentinMali. Therefore,
there needsto berespect for the principle of food sovereignty. The Malian government
hasit entrenchedinitscongtitution, and now it needsto berespected. TheMaian government
hasto beinvolved not just with tonguein cheek but sincerely. People'slivesareat risk
now and inthefuture

Thisstudy hasbeen trueto itsaim and has provided evidence proving that land
grabisathreat to food sovereignty. Thisisafact that cannot betrivialized nor refuted.
Land grabsinMdi immediately affect |land whichisthefoundation for food sovereignty. In
dispossessing the peasant farmersof their land, land grabbing ensuresthat food sovereignty
has no foundation. Thegroup upon which history hasmandated to usher inand consolidate
asovereign food system are weakened and disbanded. Indeed, they are de-peasantized.
Entirecommunitiesof peasant farmerswho have cultivated their landsfor generationsare
relocated from their lands and stripped of their identity. Their duty isnolonger thenoble
attempt at food productionfor the Mdian popul ation. Rather, they aregiven anew identity,
they becomethelaborersemployedtotend to thelarge-scaefarmsor plantationsestablished
in the grabbed lands. Women peasant farmerswho form the majority of the smallholder
farmersexperiencethe greatest effect. They lack the ability tofeed their familiesand this
contributesto food insecurity.

The grabbing of theland resourceisenough to render the utopian dream of food
sovereignty aforlorn conclusion. However, the dispossession of |and resourcesisfollowed
by water grabswhichisthereall ocation of water resourcesand thetransfer of water rights
from the peasant’ sfarmersand origina ownersof thelandtoforeigninvestors. Moist land
isneeded for productivity. Theseforeigninvestors seek to consolidatetheir land holdings
acquired asaresult of land grabbing. So they engagein another grabbing, that of water
resources. Thisresource aswas seen inthe study wasfar easier to grab thanland asa
result of lax policiesand water governance by the Malian government.

Thus, land grabsfuel swater scarcity. The productsthat theseforeigninvestors
plant such asjatropha, sugar cane arethethirstiest crops. They requireagreat deal of
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water for their production especially in high amountsfor export to European countries.
Thishasgreat implicationsonfood sovereignty astheremaining smalholder farmerswhose
lands have not been taken lack accessto water. Thisentail sthat food soverei gnty cannot
be achieved aslack of water doesnot guaranteefood production. Of further importance
for food sovereignty isthe quality of food. When water isgrabbed, the remaining water
availablefor the populationwill be of low qudlity.

Theimpact of thesetwo grabs (land and water) isgoing to befelt everywhere,
however thefirst tofed theimpact isthe environment. Theenvironment ishard hit by this
practice of land grabbing and the subsequent use of industrialized agricultural techniques
todevelop theselands. Theenvironment isso affected that it isdestroyed. The soil become
unusable, nutrientsinthesoil isdepleted and renewal and replenishment of these nutrients
isimpossible. The methods used by theseland grabbing investorsare not ecologically
sengtiveand what Mdi would haveasaresultisafood system on thevergeof destruction.

With so much facts stated which highlight the detrimenta nature of land grabs, the
guestion can beasked ‘ can land grabsbejustified’ ? Theanswer isno, whatever benefits
aretemporary and can easily berefuted. Thisisbecausethoseargumentshaveno substance,
they ignorethereality of thestuation. At present, theredlity isthat thereisathree pronged
approach examined in thiswork which erodesthe foundation for sovereignty anditis
noticeablethat it specifically targetsthe pillars necessary for food sovereignty leading to
the belief that land grabsare not just the by-products of food and energy crises, rather,
land grabsareengineered practi cesgeared at attacking the possibility of food sovereignty
and deliberately making theaimimpossible. Land grabsor land scaleland acquisitionsas
they are called are not devel opmental strategiesto build up the economy of Mali, rather
they areMadi’sdoom. Theevidences provided and thereality of the situation provesthis
much.

For ingtance, in Stuationswhereby the government of acountry attemptsto engage
theseinvestorsand protect their citizensby reopening the contracts, the statesare usually
held back by existing international trade and investment treatieswhich * challenge public
action to terminate, renegotiate or regulate agribusinessinvestments' thus making the
investors stronger than the state (Cotulaand Berger, 2015; Cotula, 2015; Fonjong and
Fokum, 2015). The aboveistheresult of stabilization clausesthat areincluded when
contractsaresigned. Theseclausesefficiently prevent the government fromtaking actions
that would affect the profitable running of the private enterprise (Ayine, et al, 2005).

So, asaready noted earlier, theinvestorslimit the autonomy of the stateand the
statesfacetherisk of being sued ininternational investment tribunalsevenif theactions
they takearenecessary for thewel Ibeing of their citizensand theenvironment (Hall, 2015;
Broughton, 2013). At the end, the host State may be required to pay acompensatory fee
to assuagethe anger of the privateinvestorsdueto their losses suffered (Anseeuw, Wily,
Cotulaand Taylor, 2012). Thissituation reflectsalossof nationa sovereignty and according
to Basu, thisisthe reason why the State would adamantly pursue policiesthat would
neturaly causecitizen uprisngsand discontent (Basu 2007). Theaboveexampleisreflective
of what land grabsare.
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