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Changes in farming and land-use
practices over the last 60 years have
resulted in a significant decline in
overall agrobiodiversity. This decline
in domesticated crop and livestock
breeds, as well as edible wild plant
and animal species, is occurring at an
incredible rate.
According to the Food and Agricultural Organization of the
United Nations (FAO 2004), 75% of plant genetic diversity
has been lost as farmers worldwide have abandoned their
various locally adapted crop varieties for the genetically
uniform, high-yielding varieties promoted by industrial
agriculture. Of the 250,000-300,000 known edible plant
species, humans use only 150-200. Six local livestock breeds
are lost each month to industrial production practices.
A mere 30 crops supply 95% of the calories we obtain from
food, while only four crops – maize, rice, wheat and potatoes
– supply over 60%. Today, 75% of the world’s food is derived
from a mere 12 plants and five animal species. Moreover,
the astonishing diversity of food products available in
supermarkets and local shops is actually based on a handful
of staple crops and livestock. The food industry constantly
re-engineers and recombines them into a variety of highly

processed products. Ingredients such as fructose corn
syrup, refined flour, sugar, soy, and palm oil appear over and
over again in ultra-processed foods that give the illusion of
dietary diversity in the global food system (High Level Panel
of Experts on Food Security and Nutrition (HLPE) 2017).
Around the world, there is a major shift in dietary patterns
underway towards uniformity. Often termed the ‘global dietary
transition’, this phenomenon is historically unprecedented
and is occurring fastest in the urban areas of developing
countries, albeit at different rates in different regions and
socioeconomic groups (Hawkes et al 2017). About 3 billion
people currently have low-quality diets based on a small
number of plant and animal species. Their increasingly
uniform diets either lack sufficient calories, minerals and
vitamins, or contain too many energy-dense, nutrient-poor
foods that are high in fat, salt and sugar. And this issue is
not simply a problem of poverty: all strata of society are
affected, be it low, medium or high income (HLPE 2017).
The loss of agrobiodiversity has far-reaching effects on
dietary diversity. Dietary diversity reflects household access
to a variety of foods and the nutrient adequacy of the diet
of individuals (FAO and the EU 2013). It is a key element
of a healthy, high-quality diet, providing the spectrum of
macro- and micro-nutrients essential for human health
(Tontisirin et al 2002), in addition to other key elements,
such as access to sufficient quantities of food and clean
water, a healthy environment and care.

34

UNSCN NEWS 43 - 2018

The current unparalleled reduction in dietary richness is
having a significant impact on human health worldwide.
For example, the decline in dietary diversity has changed
the richness of human gut microbiota, the community of
microorganisms living in the gastrointestinal tract. Healthy
individuals have highly diverse gut microbiota and many
of the common pathologies of the 21st century – obesity,
inflammatory bowel disease and type 2 diabetes, for instance
–are associated with reduced microbiotic richness (Heiman
and Greenway 2016). Food and farming practices that increase
dietary diversity can, therefore, improve human health by
encouraging species-rich gastrointestinal microbiomes.
Research published in past editions of UNSCN News has
emphasised that “increasing agricultural biodiversity in
landscapes, food systems and diets is an important part
of the solution to creating healthier diets from sustainable
food systems” (Kennedy et al 2017, p.24). This paper focuses
on the contributions that agroecology can make to dietary
diversity and high-quality human diets by promoting more
biodiverse, equitable and sustainable food systems.
After briefly defining agroecology and sustainable diets,
the paper highlights specific examples of agroecological
practices that increase the availability of and access to
dietary diversity by enhancing biodiversity and ecosystem
functions, promoting soil conservation, protecting
watersheds, limiting the use of agrochemicals, re-localising
the production, distribution and consumption of food within
specific territories, and enabling fair access to dietary
diversity and inclusion in food systems.

AGROECOLOGY:
FROM UNIFORMITY TO
FOOD-SYSTEM DIVERSITY
The central idea of agroecology is that agroecosystems
should mimic the biodiversity levels and functioning of
natural ecosystems. Such agricultural mimics, like their
natural models, can be productive, nutrient conserving,
pest resistant and relatively resilient to stresses such as
climate change. Because of the portfolio effect of biodiverse
agricultural production, they also mitigate the impact on
farmers’ incomes of market price volatility.
Sustainability and productivity are achieved through
agroecosystem designs that enhance functional diversity
at the genetic, species, ecosystem and landscape levels.
Agroecological methods include genetic mixtures, crop
rotations, intercropping, polycultures, mulching, terracing,

the management of diverse micro-environments for nutrient
concentration and water harvesting, agro-pastoral systems
and agroforestry (Gliessman 1990). There is an emphasis
on re-use, creating closed-loop systems. For example, in the
mulberry grove-fishpond system of China’s Pearl River Delta,
the leaves of the white mulberry tree are fed to silkworms,
which produce silk. Compost from the mulberry tree and
silkworm excrement are used to feed the fish, then the
excrement of the fish and other organic matter from the
pond mud is used as fertiliser for the trees (Zhong 1982).
The design of biodiversity-rich, energy-efficient, resourceconserving and resilient farming systems is based on
mutually reinforcing agroecological principles. These
modern principles of agroecology have their roots in the
collective knowledge, practices and ecological rationale
of indigenous and peasant agriculture(s) around the
world (Hernández 1977; Altieri 1987). A core principle of
agroecological practices is to value and respectfully build
on peoples’ knowledge and farmer-led experimentation
to develop locally appropriate farming practices and
agroecological solutions.
From the 1990s, agroecology as a scientific discipline
moved beyond the field or farm scale to a greater focus
on the ecology of whole food systems, including food
production, distribution, consumption, waste management
and governance (Francis et al 2003). This broader perspective
has encouraged closer links with farmer organisations,
consumer-citizen groups and social movements supporting
alternatives to industrial food systems.
For social movements and farmer organisations around
the globe, agroecology has become explicitly linked to food
sovereignty and the Right to Food (Society for International
Development 2015). These social movements do not see
agroecology as simply a technique to produce food, but as a
way to strengthen social organisations, build local knowledge
and strengthen the food sovereignty of communities
(Anderson et al 2015). Local farmer organisations and their
networks play a central role in facilitating collective action
for the scaling out and horizontal spread of agroecological
knowledge and innovations (Pimbert 2018).
In sharp contrast to the drive for increasing uniformity in
industrial food and farming (IPES-Food 2016), agroecology
thus seeks to regenerate social, economic and ecological
diversity throughout food systems and the landscapes in
which they are embedded. By enhancing genetic, species
and ecosystem diversity on farms and the wider landscapes,
agroecological designs also increase the availability,
quality and access to dietary diversity in food chains.
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As such, agroecology contributes to sustainable diets –
defined as “diets with low environmental impacts which
contribute to food and nutrition security and to healthy
life for present and future generations [and which are]
protective and respectful of biodiversity and ecosystems,
culturally acceptable, accessible, economically fair and
affordable; nutritionally adequate, safe and healthy; while
optimizing natural and human resources” (Burlingame 2012,
p.7).1 Agroecology and sustainable diets are increasingly
recognised in scientific, policy and civil-society arenas as
pillars of sustainable food-system development (UNHRC
2010; UNHRC 2011).

1

This definition is based on a concept developed in the 1980s by Gussow and
Clancy (1986), realising that the health of humans and the health of ecosystems
are inextricably linked. Similarly, the need to integrate nutrition and agriculture had
been emphasised already in the late 1970s/early 1980s (Longhurst 2013). Longhurst,
in his historical analysis, provides insights into the underlying reasons why the
nutrition-in-agriculture agenda was neglected and the role the UNSCN played in
supporting the integration of nutrition and agriculture. Only much later, from 2010,
did this approach re-emerge in the form of ‘nutrition-sensitive agriculture’ (see
Lemke and Bellows 2016).

As illustrated in Figure 1, agroecology and sustainable diets
offer complementary frameworks, supporting biocultural
diversity and equity, and sharing the intersecting principles of
re-territorialisation of sustainable agro-food systems, and the
participation of diverse actors. To achieve participation and
greater equity, it is important to pay attention to the intersecting
balances of power and inequality between food-system actors.
At the household level, this refers to access to resources and
the decision-making power of household members, which
are determined by gender, age, marital status and health,
among other things. At the regional and community levels,
farmers’ access to markets, credit, agricultural extension and
other services are determined by factors including gender,
class, race, ethnicity, wealth and place. At the national and
global levels, this refers, for example, to the impact of trade
relations on a country’s agricultural sector and farmers and
to the concentration of power in the agribusiness sector.
Enabling policies and institutions to support agroecology
and sustainable diets is the foundation to which to develop
sustainable and just food systems, in dialogue with the various
food-system actors concerned.

Figure 1. AGROECOLOGY AND SUSTAINABLE DIETS AS COMPLEMENTARY AND INTERSECTING CONCEPTS
Towards
sustainable and just
food systems

Intersecting relations of power and inequality
Class, race, gender, age, ethnicity, marital status, religion,
sexuality, rural/urban, nation, place, employment, income,
health/nutrition status, (dis)ability, migration …

BIOCULTURAL DIVERSITY - EQUITY - PARTICIPATION
RE-TERRITORIALISATION - SUSTAINABLE AGRO-FOOD SYSTEMS

Agroecology

_
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SHARED PRINCIPLES
Enabling policies and institutions

Source: Concepts based on Rosset and Altieri, 2017 for agroecology; Burlingame and Dernini, 2012 for sustainable diets; Collins, 2000 for intersectionality.

Sustainable
diets
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AGROECOLOGY ENHANCES
DIETARY DIVERSITY
Agroecology offers important ways in which to enhance
dietary diversity in both temperate and tropical agriculture.
Examples of specific diversity-generating agroecological
practices for different parts of the food system – from
field to plate – are highlighted below.
1. Diversifying species, crop varieties and livestock breeds
in the agroecosystem – including integrating crops, trees
and livestock at the field and wider landscape levels
Agroecological innovations in farmer-led evolutionary plant
breeding (EPB) are re-generating a plethora of crop varieties
that are uniquely adapted to diverse local environments.
In evolutionary plant breeding, a genetically diverse crop
population is left to cross freely, allowing natural selection
to generate many varieties adapted to different soils, cold
and dry conditions, pests and farm micro-environments.
For example, in Iran, farmers working with scientists have
planted and mixed 1,600 different varieties of F1 barley lines
in the same field and the evolutionary populations continue to
spread throughout the country today (Rahmanian et al 2014).
The ensuing diversification of the original plant populations
through evolutionary selection processes increases the quality
and dietary diversity of foods produced. A protein analysis
of the Iranian barley varieties, which are mostly used as an
animal feed in Iran, showed that the evolutionary population
had more protein in them than the local improved variety
(Rahmanian et al 2014).
Similarly, farmers growing evolutionary populations of wheat
in Iran, France and Italy make a diversity of high-quality
breads from the evolutionary populations. Some farmers even
market this bread in local artisanal bakeries. The farmers
confirmed that creating genetic mixtures not only brings
greater yield stability and local adaptations to a multitude
of environments, but it also contributes to dietary diversity
by producing greater aroma and higher quality when making
bread (Demeulenaere et al 2011; Dessimoulie 2017).
In Algeria, Chad and Egypt, farmers encourage high intra-specific
genetic variation in their date-palm oasis agroecosystems
(Barakat 1995). The principal varieties differ from one oasis
to another. In general, there are more than ten varieties of
date palm in each oasis. In a well organised and maintained
palm grove, the owner plants different varieties of dry and
semi-dry dates that mature in different months to meet the

demands of local consumption and the market. Moreover,
each tree variety confers its own unique stamp on the taste
of the fruit and the wine made from it, thereby enhancing
dietary diversity.
Agroecology also works to diversify ecosystems and
landscapes. In the home gardens that cover 15% of the
land in Sri Lanka, family farmers grow trees, shrubs, herbs,
crops and animals as a complex multi-layered agroecological
system. The garden system is like the complex structure and
multiple functions of the forest, though not identical to it.
Potential dietary diversity is available in the form of many
species of fruit, vegetable, spice and medicine, staple food
items, fodder, fishery products, livestock products, poultry
products and bee honey. Research shows that home gardens
enhance dietary diversity and food security by (a) providing
direct access to a variety of nutritionally rich foods, (b)
increasing purchasing power from savings on food costs and
income from the sale of garden produce and (c) providing
fall-back foods during periods of temporary food scarcity
(Pushpakumara et al 2012).
2. Strengthening the ‘immune system’ of agricultural
systems through the enhancement of functional
biodiversity by creating appropriate habitats for the
natural enemies of pests, allelopathy and antagonists
and through adaptive management
Many methods of pest control in agroecology rely on
biodiversity to eliminate or reduce the use of toxic insecticides,
herbicides and fungicides. Genetic mixtures deployed in
temperate and tropical agroecosystems can be effective in
containing disease in small grain crops (Wolfe 1985), as well
as insect outbreaks, for instance, in corn (Power 1988) and
potatoes (Cantelo and Stanford 1984). There are also many
documented experiences showing that insect pests tend to
be less abundant and damaging in agroecosystems with
higher plant diversity, for example, intercrops, polycultures,
crop rotations, cover crops, mixed tree stands and mixtures
of annual and perennial plants (Altieri 1994).
In Italy, free-ranging chickens in olive orchards effectively
reduce weed infestation and help control pests such as olive
fly and weevils (Paolotti et al 2016). Shropshire sheep not
only control weeds in commercial apple and pear orchards
in northern Europe, they also help limit the spread of fungal
diseases by eating fallen leaves (Geddes and Kohl 2018). By
relying on an appropriate mix of plant and animal species
(functional biodiversity), these agroecological practices help
reduce pest and disease outbreaks, while simultaneously
enhancing the dietary diversity offered by the agroecosystem.
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3. Enhancing beneficial biological interactions and
synergies throughout the system and among the
components of agro-biodiversity, thereby promoting
key ecological processes for sustainable production
and resilience to stresses and shocks.
There are more than 100,000 known pollinators (bees,
butterflies, beetles, birds, flies and bats). About 90% of all
plant species are pollinated by animals and about 75% of
the world’s agricultural crops depend on pollination provided
by insects and other animals (IPBES 2016). The use of
synthetic pesticides and other management practices that
reduce the species or abundance of pollinators can result in
less genetic variation in crops dependent on pollinator visits
for reproduction, both in temperate and tropical climates.
With a loss of pollinators, seed production declines and the
vulnerability to pests and climatic change increases, with a
resulting loss of genetic diversity.

Agroecological practices help
increase the profusion of pollinators
by maintaining or creating greater
diversity of pollinator habitats and
flowering plants in agricultural and
urban landscapes, as well as supporting
the local adaptive management of
habitat patchiness at different scales.
Moreover, by removing the need to
use pesticides and relying instead on
natural pest-control practices based
on the functional diversification of
farms (genetic, species and ecosystem
diversity), agroecology helps conserve
pollinator species that are vital for the
sustainable production of food-crop
species and their long-term resilience
to shocks and stresses (IPBES 2016). In
turn, this enhances the availability and
continued supply of dietary diversity,
both now and into the future.
Not using toxic agro-chemicals and relying instead on
agroecological methods for pest control also allows
significant numbers of diverse wild foods to survive in
the farm landscape. This potentially increases dietary
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diversity and community resilience to seasonal food
shortages and climate change. Historically, in South
East Asia, a large proportion of all foods consumed
have been wild foods from paddy fields, including fish,
snakes, insects, mushrooms, fruit and vegetables. Wild
foods found in rice paddy accounted for about 50% of
all foods consumed in North-East Thailand in the 1980s
(Somnasang et al 1988).
However, the intensive use of pesticides in Green Revolution
rice farming significantly reduced the abundance and
quality of these wild foods. This trend has been reversed
in parts of South-East Asia, where horizontal networks of
farmer field schools have learned to use agroecological
principles to control weeds, insect pests and diseases in
rice paddy fields (Pontius 2002). For example, in Indonesia,
pesticide-free agroecological innovations have helped
bring back these diverse wild foods in and around paddy
fields, thereby increasing available dietary diversity for
local communities (Fakih et al 2003).
4. Creating favourable soil conditions for plant growth
and recycling nutrients, particularly by managing
organic matter and enhancing soil biological activity
By closing nutrient loops through recycling, using cover
crops, composting copious amounts of organic matter,
minimum tillage and crop rotations, and by building soil
fertility and its organic matter content (Kittredge 2015),
agroecological practices can arrest and reverse the
deterioration in the micronutrient quality of our food intake.
This is important, because several studies comparing the
changing mineral content of vegetables, fruit, meat and
some milk and cheese products in industrial farming since
the 1940s (Davis et al 2004; Mayer 1997; Thomas 2003)
show that there has been a significant loss of minerals
and trace elements in these foods over the last 70 years.
In the UK, for instance, there was a dramatic reduction
in the copper present in vegetables between 1940 and
1991 (76%) and zinc between 1978 and 1991 (59%). The
iron content of milk has dropped by more than 60% and
by more than 50% in cream and eight varieties of cheese
between 1940 and 2002 (Thomas 2003).
Agroecological practices are regenerative of the intrinsic
dietary quality of diverse plant and animal foods because
they address the main causes of soil demineralisation: the
excessive use of NPK (nitrogen, phosphorous and potassium)
fertilisers, the trace mineral depletion of the soil itself, the
adoption of more genetically uniform crop varieties and
the loss of micro-flora/fauna within the soil (Ward et al
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2001; Thomas 2003; Hodges and Scofield 2012). Similarly,
organically manured soils and their diverse micro-flora/
fauna help improve the quality and biochemical diversity
of diets by enhancing the concentration of many healthconferring molecules in plants and livestock animals, such
as secondary plant metabolites, polyphenols and other
anti-oxidants (Benbrook 2005; Hodges and Scofield 2012).
Compared with conventionally grown foods, agroecological
and organic plant-based foods may contain 20-40% more
antioxidants, for example (Baranski et al 2014).
5. Enhancing the conservation and regeneration of
soil, water and agro-biodiversity on the farm and
neighbouring landscape, as well as the watershed
Farmers’ agroecological practices can enhance available
dietary diversity by creating micro-environments and more
structural diversity on farms and the wider landscape. By
building terraces, swales, tree belts, hedges and ponds to
conserve soil and water, farmers’ individual and collective
action generate ecological complexity and heterogeneity
at different scales. In turn, this creates habitats and
micro-environments for wild edible species to co-exist in
agroecosystems and human-managed landscapes.
This is important because different types of agricultural
biodiversity (‘cultivated’, ‘reared’ or ‘wild’) are used by
different people at different times in different places, and
so contribute to livelihood strategies in a complex fashion.
For example, wild resources are particularly important to the
food and livelihood security of indigenous peoples (Kuhnlein
et al 2009), as well as the rural poor, women and children,
especially in times of stress, such as drought, changing
land and water availability or ecological change (Guijit et
al 1995; Scoones et al 1992). These groups generally have
less access to land, labour and capital and thus need to
rely more on the wild diversity available.
The mean use of wild foods by agricultural and forager
communities in 22 countries of Asia and Africa (36 studies)
is 90–100 species per location. In countries such as
Ethiopia, India and Kenya, aggregate country estimates
can reach 300–800 species (Bharucha and Pretty 2010;
Guijit et al 1995). In Zimbabwe, some poor households
rely on wild fruit species as an alternative to cultivated
grain for a quarter of all dry-season meals (Wilson 1990).
In India, women Dalit farmers in the Medak district of
Telengana include more than 40 species of highly nutritious
wild greens in their diets in different seasons (Salomeyesudas

and Satheesh 2009). The food list of these dryland farmers
includes an impressive 329 species or varieties of cereals,
millets, pulses, oil seeds, fruit, vegetables, wild greens,
roots and tubers. Roots, leaves, flowers, fruits, gums and
bark are consumed seasonally. Knowledgeable non-literate
women farmers harvest these highly nutritious wild foods
from environments they have co-created with nature:
collectively managed watersheds, common lands, tree
plantations and woodlands, field edges and organically
manured farm plots (Salomeyesudas and Satheesh 2009).
Women depend on access to this land to gather diverse
foods and collect firewood or building materials for
alternative and supplementary livelihood activities (Doss
et al 2014). In Malawi, the food insecurities of women and
their families have worsened as women have lost access
to land through land deals (Bezner Kerr 2005). Tsikata and
Yaro (2013) show for Northern Ghana that women were
not compensated for the loss of access to land they had
used for farming, fuel wood, shea and other trees, with
severe impacts on households, including dietary diversity,
and the local economy.
6. Agroecological markets for dietary diversity
More transformative agroecological paths to sustainable
living build alternative food networks that re-localise
production and consumption. This approach seeks to
reinforce connections between producers and consumers
and integrate agroecological practices with alternative
market relationships within specific territories (Gliessman
2014; CSM 2016). For example, policies for the procurement
of locally produced agroecological/organic foods have
promoted access to more dietary diversity in schools,
hospitals and public canteens in Italy, Austria, Denmark
and Brazil (Foodlinks 2015; Sonnino 2009; Swensson 2015).
Supportive municipal policies for sustainable territorial
development based on agroecology and re-localised food
systems in the bio-districts of Italy, Spain, France, Morocco
and Senegal have boosted household access to dietary
diversity (International Network of Eco-Regions 2016).
Throughout Europe, as is the case in other parts of the world
(for example, Japan, the US and Canada), rising numbers
of short food webs and alternative food networks, such as
Community Supported Agriculture (CSA), bring agroecological
producers and food eaters into closer contact, provide
income-generating markets for producers and increase
consumers’ access to dietary diversity (Kneafsey et al
2013; European Community Supported Agriculture (CSA)
Research Group 2016).
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Similarly, a network of barter markets run by women farmers
in the Andean region of Peru ensures that indigenous
households (and women, in particular) have access to the
broad range of crops and wild foods that grow at different
altitudes: from the citrus and other vitamin-rich fruits of the
lower Amazon forest to the many crops growing on the Andean
mountainside – such as maize, quinoa, beans, wild greens,
potatoes and hardy root crops that grow above 3,700 metres
(Argumedo and Pimbert 2010). Re-territorialised markets
for agroecological production combined with economic
exchange based on solidarity, reciprocity, gift relations and
citizen oversight ensure that access to dietary diversity is
more inclusive and socially just (Pimbert 2015).

CONCLUSION
By reorganising the material basis of the food system in the
image of nature, the agroecological practices highlighted
in this paper are generative of dietary diversity. However,
although agroecology can increase the availability and quality
of and access to dietary diversity for healthy nutrition, it
should not be seen as a ‘technical fix’ by policymakers.
Diversity on the farm does not automatically lead to diversity
on the plate. More than agroecology, alone, is required to
ensure fair access to dietary diversity in society. Genderequitable rights of access and use of land, trees and their
products, water and seeds, as well as socially inclusive
forms of economic exchange, are all needed in addition to
shifts in the balance of power and entitlements to realise
the right to food and nutrition for all (Bellows et al 2016).

References
Altieri MA (1987) Agroecology: The Scientific Basis of Alternative Agriculture.
Westview Press: Boulder, Colorado.
Altieri MA (1994) Agroecology: The Science of Sustainable Agriculture.
Westview Press: Boulder, Colorado.
Anderson C, Pimbert MP and Kiss C (2015) Building, Defending and
Strengthening Agroecology: A Global Struggle for Food Sovereignty. Report
and video. Centre for Agroecology, Water and Resilience (CAWR) of Coventry
University and ILEIA, the Centre for Learning on Sustainable Agriculture:
Coventry, UK, and the Netherlands. http://www.agroecologynow.com/wpcontent/uploads/2015/05/Farming-Matters-Agroecology-EN.pdf.
Argumedo A and Pimbert MP (2010) Bypassing Globalization: Barter
markets as a new indigenous economy in Peru. Development 53(3): 343-9.

39

Women’s position in societies is crucial to enhanced
dietary diversity, nutritional status and the wellbeing of
all. Households have better food security and dietary
diversity if women can take decisions on the distribution
of household resources and the nutrition of household
members (Lemke et al 2003; Doss 2013; Bezner Kerr et al
2013). Furthermore, women grow more food for household
consumption than men (Vargas Hill and Vigneri 2014).
However, globally, women continue to have less access
to a variety of resources, health services and care, and
decision-making (Quisumbing et al 2014), and they are still
largely responsible for the gender-determined labour- and
time-intensive chores of collecting water, fuel, cooking,
taking care of children and sick people, and taking on
additional agricultural tasks, with men migrating for work
(FAO 2016). Desired dietary diversity for good nutrition
and development outcomes can only be achieved if these
structural inequalities and gender-based violence are
addressed as part of broader societal changes.
In addition to more funding and policy support for
agroecology (IPES-Food 2016; FAO 2018; Pimbert and
Moeller 2018), deep structural changes in wider society
are needed if equity and non-discrimination are to drive
dietary diversity for good nutrition. Coordinated citizen
action is needed to overcome the concentration of power
and privilege that locks food systems into pathways that
are ever more harmful for people and planet (IPES-Food
2016; Pimbert 2009). In turn, this transformation calls
for a clear commitment to a politics of democracy and
inclusion, gender justice and freedom.

Barakat H (1995) The date palm grove oasis: A north African agro-system.
In Halladay P and Gilmour DA (eds.) Conserving biodiversity outside of
protected areas: The role of traditional agro-ecosystems. IUCN The World
Conservation Union: Gland, Switzerland and Cambridge, UK. https://
portals.iucn.org/library/sites/library/files/documents/FR-013.pdf.
Barański M, Średnicka-Tober D, Volakakis N, Seal C, Sanderson R, Stewart
GB, Benbrook C, Biavati B, Markellou E, Giotis C, Gromadzka-Ostrowska
J, Rembiałkowska E, Skwarło-Sońta K, Tahvonen R, Janovská D, Niggli
U, Nicot P and Leifert C (2014) Higher antioxidant and lower cadmium
concentrations and lower incidence of pesticide residues in organically
grown crops: a systematic literature review and meta-analyses. The British
Journal of Nutrition 112(5): 794-811. https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/
articles/PMC4141693/.
Bellows AC, Valente FLS, Lemke S and Núñez Burbano de Lara MD (ed.)
(2016) Gender, Nutrition, and the Human Right to Adequate Food: Toward an
Inclusive Framework. Routledge: London and New York.

40

UNSCN NEWS 43 - 2018

Benbrook CM (2005) Elevating Antioxidant Levels in Food through Organic
Farming and Food Processing: An Organic Center State of Science Review.
The Organic Center for Education and Promotion: Washington, DC.

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) (2004)
What is agrobiodiversity? Fact sheet. FAO: Rome. http://www.fao.org/3/ay5609e.pdf.

Bezner Kerr R (2005) Food Security in Northern Malawi: Gender, Kinship
Relations and Entitlements in Historical Context. Journal of Southern African
Studies 31(1): 53-74. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03057070500035679.

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) (2016) The
State of Food and Agriculture 2016: Climate change, agriculture and food
security. FAO: Rome. http://www.fao.org/3/a-i6030e.pdf.

Bezner Kerr R, Shumba L, Dakishoni L, Lupafya E, Berti PR, Classen L,
Snapp SS and Katundu M (2013) Participatory, Agroecological and GenderSensitive Approaches to Improved Nutrition: A Case Study in Malawi.
Submission to the FAO Expert Meeting on Nutrition-Sensitive Food and
Agriculture Systems in preparation for ICN+21. FAO and WHO: Rome and
Geneva. http://www.fao.org/fileadmin/user_upload/agn/pdf/FAO-expertmeeting-submission-Bezner-Kerr-et-al-ver4-2_FAO_comments_doc.pdf.

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) (2018)
Scaling up Agroecology Initiative: Transforming Food and Agricultural
Systems in Support of the SDGs. Proposal prepared for the International
Symposium on Agroecology, 3-5 April 2018. FAO: Rome. http://www.fao.
org/3/I9049EN/i9049en.pdf.

Bharucha Z and Pretty J (2010) The roles and values of wild foods
in agricultural systems. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal
Society B, Biological Sciences 365 (1554): 2913–26. http://rstb.
royalsocietypublishing.org/content/royptb/365/1554/2913.full.pdf.
Burlingame B (2012) Preface. In Burlingame B and Dernini S (eds.)
Sustainable Diets and Biodiversity: Directions and Solutions for Policy,
Research and Action pp. 6-8. Food and Agriculture Organization of the
United Nations (FAO): Rome.
Cantelo WW and Stanford TT (1984) Insect Population Response to
Mixed and Uniform Plantings of Resistant and Susceptible Plant Material.
Environmental Entomology 13(5): 1443-5.
Collins PH (2000) Black Feminist Thought: Knowledge, Consciousness, and
the Politics of Empowerment. Routledge: London and New York.
Civil Society Mechanism (CSM) (2016) Connecting Smallholders to Markets:
An analytical guide. Civil Society Mechanism (CSM) working group in the
Committee on World Food Security (CFS): Rome. http://www.csm4cfs.org/wpcontent/uploads/2016/10/ENG-ConnectingSmallholdersToMarkets_web.pdf.
Davis DR, Epp MD, Riordan HD (2004) Changes in USDA Food Composition Data
for 43 Garden Crops, 1950 to 1999. Journal of the American College of Nutrition,
23(6): 669–82. http://saveoursoils.com/userfiles/downloads/1351255687Changes%20in%20USDA%20food%20composition%20data%20for%2043%20
garden%20crops,%201950-1999.pdf.
Demeulenaere E, Bonneuil C and Suda F (2011) Sharing seeds: the moral
economy of a French farmers’ collective involved in on-farm conservation
and breeding. Techniques et Culture 57: 202-21.

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) and the
European Union (EU) (2013) Guidelines for measuring household and
individual dietary diversity. FAO: Rome. http://www.fao.org/docrep/014/
i1983e/i1983e00.pdf.
Foodlinks (2015) Revaluing Public Sector Food Procurement in Europe: An
Action Plan for Sustainability. Wageningen University: Netherlands. https://
orca.cf.ac.uk/104613/1/Foodlinks_report_low.pdf.
Francis C, Lieblein G, Gliessman S, Breland TA, Creamer N, Harwood R,
Salomonsson L, Helenius J, Rickerl D, Salvador R, Wiedenhoeft M, Simmons
S, Allen P, Altieri M, Flora C and Poincelot R (2003) Agroecology: The Ecology
of Food Systems. Journal of Sustainable Agriculture 22(3): 99–118.
Geddes P and Kohl R (2018). The use of Shropshire sheep in tree
plantations and commercial fruit cultures. Shropshire Sheep website, 1
December 2016. http://www.shropshire-sheep.co.uk/sheep-in-trees/.
Gliessman SR (1990) Agroecology: Researching the Ecological Basis for
Sustainable Agriculture. Springer: New York.
Gliessman SR (2014) Agroecology: The Ecology of Sustainable Food
Systems, CRC Press: Boca Raton, Florida.
Guijit I, Hinchcliffe F and Melnek M, with Bishop J, Eaton D, Pimbert
MP, Pretty J and Scoones I (1995) The Hidden Harvest: The value of wild
resources in agricultural systems. International Institute for Environment
and Development (IIED): London. http://pubs.iied.org/pdfs/6135IIED.pdf.
Gussow JD and Clancy KL (1986) Dietary guidelines for sustainability.
Journal of Nutrition Education and Behaviour 18(1): 1-5.

Dessimoulie L (2017) Paysan semeurs & éleveurs: semences paysannes
dans les champs et dans l’assiette. Éditions Sud Ouest: Bordeaux, France.

Hawkes C, Harris J and Gillespie S (2017) Changing Diets: Urbanization
and the Nutrition Transition. In the International Food Policy Research
Institute (IFPRI) (eds.) 2017 Global Food Policy Report pp. 34-41. IFPRI:
Washington, DC. http://ebrary.ifpri.org/cdm/ref/collection/p15738coll2/
id/131089.

Doss C (2013) Intrahousehold Bargaining and Resource Allocation in
Developing Countries. The World Bank Research Observer 28(1): 52-78.
https://doi.org/10.1093/wbro/lkt001.

Heiman ML and Greenway FL (2016) A healthy gastrointestinal microbiome
is dependent on dietary diversity. Molecular Metabolism 5: 317-20. http://
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molmet.2016.02.005.

Doss C, Summerfield G and Tsikata D (2014) Land, Gender, and Food
Security. Feminist Economics 20(1): 1-23. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/135
45701.2014.895021.

Hernández Xolocotzi E (1977) Agroecosistemas de México: contribuciones
a la enseñanza, investigación y divulgación agrícola. Second edition (1981).
Escuela Nacional de Agricultura, Colegio de Postgraduados: Chapingo,
Mexico.

European Community Supported Agriculture (CSA) Research Group
(2016) Overview of Community Supported Agriculture in Europe. URGENCI,
The International Network for Community Supported Agriculture: Aubagne,
France. http://www.agroecologynow.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/
Overview-of-Community-Supported-Agriculture-in-Europe.pdf.
Fakih M, Rahardjo T and Pimbert MP (2003) Community Integrated Pest
Management in Indonesia: Institutionalising Participation and People Centred
Approaches. International Institute for Environment and Development (IIED)
and Institute for Development Studies (IDS): London and Brighton.

High Level Panel of Experts on Food Security and Nutrition (HLPE) (2017)
Nutrition and food systems: A report by the High Level Panel of Experts
on Food Security and Nutrition, September 2017. Food and Agriculture
Organization of the United Nations (FAO): Rome. http://www.fao.org/3/ai7846e.pdf/.
Hodges RD and Scofield AM (2012) Agricologenic Disease: A Review of
the Negative Aspects of Agricultural Systems. Biological Agriculture &
Horticulture 1(4): 269-325.

FOOD ENVIRONMENTS

41

Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem
Services (IPBES) (2016) The assessment report of the Intergovernmental
Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services on pollinators,
pollination and food production. IPBES: Bonn. https://www.ipbes.net/sites/
default/files/downloads/pdf/spm_deliverable_3a_pollination_20170222.pdf.

Pimbert MP (2015) Agroecology as an Alternative Vision to Conventional
Development and Climate-smart Agriculture. Development 58(2–3): 286–98.

International Network of Eco-Regions (IN.N.E.R) (2016) The experience of
bio-districts in Italy. IN.N.E.R: Rome. http://www.fao.org/3/a-bt402e.pdf.

Pimbert MP and Moeller NI (2018) Absent Agroecology Aid: On UK
Agricultural Development Assistance Since 2010. Sustainability 10(2).
http://www.mdpi.com/2071-1050/10/2/505/htm.

International Panel of Experts on Sustainable Food Systems (IPESFood) (2016) From uniformity to diversity: A paradigm shift from
industrial agriculture to diversified agroecological systems. IPES-Food:
Louvain-la-Neuve, Belgium. http://www.ipes-food.org/images/Reports/
UniformityToDiversity_FullReport.pdf.
Kennedy G, Hunter D, Garrett J and Padulosi S (2017) Leveraging
agrobiodiversity to create sustainable food systems for healthier diets.
UNSCN News 42: 23-32. https://www.unscn.org/uploads/web/news/
UNSCN-News42-with-Programme-News.pdf.
Kittredge J (2015) Soil Carbon Restoration: Can Biology do the Job?
Northeast Organic Farming Association (NOFA), Massachusetts Chapter.
NOFA: Barre, Massachusetts. http://www.nofamass.org/sites/default/
files/2015_White_Paper_web.pdf.
Kneafsey M, Venn L, Schmutz U, Balázs B, Trenchard L, Eyden-Wood T, Bos
E, Sutton G and Blackett M (2013) Short Food Supply Chains and Local Food
Systems in the EU: A State of Play of their Socio-Economic Characteristics.
Report by the European Commission, Joint Research Centre, Institute for
Prospective Technical Studies. Publications Office of the European Union:
Luxembourg. https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/
publication/d16f6eb5-2baa-4ed7-9ea4-c6dee7080acc/language-en.
Kuhnlein HV, Erasmus B and Spigelski D (2009) Indigenous peoples’
food systems: The many dimensions of culture, diversity and environment
for nutrition and health. Food and Agriculture Organization of the
United Nations (FAO) and Centre for Indigenous Peoples’ Nutrition and
Environment (CINE): Rome.
Lemke S and Bellows AC (2016) Sustainable food systems, gender and
participation: foregrounding women in the context of the right to adequate food
and nutrition. In AC Bellows, FLS Valente, S Lemke and MD Núñez Burbano de
Lara (eds.) Gender, nutrition, and the human right to adequate food: toward an
inclusive framework pp. 254-340. Routledge: London and New York.

Pimbert MP (2018) Food Sovereignty, Agroecology, and Biocultural Diversity:
Constructing and Contesting Knowledge. Routledge: Abingdon, UK.

Pontius JC, Dilts R and Bartlett A (2002) From farmer field school to community
IPM: Ten years of IPM training in Asia. Food and Agriculture Organization of
the United Nations (FAO) Community IPM Programme report. FAO: Bangkok.
Power AG (1988) Leafhopper response to genetically diverse maize stands.
Entomologia Experimentalis et Applicata 49(3): 213-19.
Pushpakumara DKNG, Marambe B, Silva GLLP, Weerahewa J and Punyawardena
BVR (2012) A review research on homegardens in Sri Lanka: the status,
importance and future perspective. Tropical Agriculturist 160: 55-125.
Quisumbing AR, Meinzen-Dick R, Raney TL, Croppenstedt A, Behrman JA and
Peterman A (eds.) (2014) Gender in agriculture: Closing the knowledge gap.
Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) and Springer
Science + Business Media: Rome and Dordrecht, Netherlands.
Rahmanian M, Salimi M, Razavi K, Haghparast R, Ceccarelli S and Razmkhah
A (2014) Evolutionary populations: Living gene banks in farmers’ fields in
Iran. Farming Matters 30(1): 24-9. http://edepot.wur.nl/387148.
Salomeyesudas B and Satheesh PV (2009) Traditional food system of Dalit
in Zaheerabad Region, Medak District, Andhra Pradesh, India. In Kuhnlein
HV et al (eds.) Indigenous Peoples’ food systems: the many dimensions
of culture, diversity and environment for nutrition and health. Food and
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO): Rome. http://www.
fao.org/tempref/docrep/fao/012/i0370e/i0370e10.pdf.
Scoones I, Melnyk M and Pretty JN (1992) Hidden Harvest: Wild Foods
and Agricultural Systems. International Institute for Environment and
Development (IIED): London.
Society for International Development (2015) Declaration of the International
Forum for Agroecology, Nyéléni, Mali, 27 February 2015. Development 58(2-3):
163-8. https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1057%2Fs41301-016-0014-4.pdf.

Lemke S, Vorster HH, Jansen van Rensburg NS and Ziche J (2003)
Empowered women, social networks and the contribution of qualitative
research: broadening our understanding of underlying causes for food and
nutrition insecurity. Public Health Nutrition 2003, 6(8): 759-64.

Somnasang P, Rathakette P and Rathanapanya S (1988) The role of natural
food in Northeast Thailand. In Lovelace GW, Subhadhira S and Simaraks S
(eds.) Rapid rural appraisal in northeast Thailand: Case studies pp. 78-103.
Khon Kaen University: Khon Kaen, Thailand.

Longhurst R (2013) Nutrition in agriculture: a short history of the role
of the UNSCN in advocacy, research and convening power. UNSCN
News 40: 77-81. https://www.unscn.org/files/Publications/SCN_News/
SCNNEWS40_final_standard_res.pdf.

Sonnino R (2009) Quality food, public procurement, and sustainable
development: The school meal revolution in Rome. Environment and
Planning, 41(2): 425-40. http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?
doi=10.1.1.850.2850&rep=rep1&type=pdf.

Mayer AM (1997) Historical changes in the mineral content of fruits
and vegetables. British Food Journal 99(6): 207–11. https://pdfs.
semanticscholar.org/4612/520834c1043b76e1f475cedfdba5a208ef3a.pdf.

Swensson LFJ ‒(2015) Institutional Procurement of Food from Smallholder
Farmers: The Case of Brazil. Food and Agriculture Organization of the
United Nations (FAO): Rome. http://www.fao.org/3/a-bc569e.pdf.

Paolotti L, Boggia A, Castellini C, Rocchi L and Rosati A (2016) Combining
livestock and tree crops to improve sustainability in agriculture: a case
study using the Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) approach. Journal of Cleaner
Production 131: 351-63.

Thomas D (2003) A study on the mineral depletion of the foods available to us
as a nation over the period 1940 to 1991. Nutrition and Health 17(2): 85-115.

Pimbert MP (2009) Towards Food Sovereignty: Reclaiming Autonomous Food
Systems. Rachel Carson Centre and International Institute for Environment
and Development, London and Munich. http://www.environmentandsociety.
org/mml/pimbert-michel-towards-food-sovereignty-reclaiming-autonomousfood-systems.

Tontisirin K, Nantel G and Bhattacharjee L (2002) Food-based strategies to
meet the challenges of micronutrient malnutrition in the developing world.
Proceedings of the Nutrition Society 61: 243-50.
Tsikata D and Yaro JA (2013) When a Good Business Model is Not Enough:
Land Transactions and Gendered Livelihood Prospects in Rural Ghana.
Feminist Economics 20(1): 202-26.

42

UNSCN NEWS 43 - 2018

United Nations Human Rights Council (UNHRC) (2010) Contribution
of agroecology to the right to food. Report Presented by the Special
Rapporteur on the Right to Food, Olivier De Schutter, at the 16th Session of
the United Nations Human Rights Council. UNHRC/16/49. United Nations
General Assembly: New York. https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/
UNDOC/GEN/G10/178/49/PDF/G1017849.pdf?OpenElement.
United Nations Human Rights Council (UNHRC) (2011) Report submitted by
the Special Rapporteur on the Right to Food, Olivier de Schutter, at the 19th
Session of the United Nations Human Rights Council. A/HRC/19/59. United
Nations General Assembly: New York. http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/
HRBodies/HRCouncil/RegularSession/Session19/A-HRC-19-59_en.pdf.
Vargas Hill R and Vigneri M (2014) Mainstreaming Gender Sensitivity
in Cash Crop Market Supply Chains. In Quisumbing AR, Meinzen-Dick R,
Raney TL, Croppenstedt A, Behrman JA and Peterman A (eds.) Gender in
agriculture: Closing the Knowledge Gap. Food and Agriculture Organization
of the United Nations (FAO) and Springer Science + Business Media: Rome
and Dordrecht, Netherlands.

UNSCN/CHRISTINE CAMPEAU

Ward NI, Stead K and Reeves J (2001) Impact of endomycorrhizal fungi
on plant trace element uptake and nutrition. The Nutrition Practitioner
3(2): 30-1. http://www.nutrition-matters.co.uk/html_docs/food_and_the_
environment/impactofmycorrhiza.htm.
Wilson KB (1990) Ecological dynamics and human welfare: A case study
of population, health and nutrition in Southern Zimbabwe. PhD Thesis.
Department of Anthropology, University College London (UCL): London.
http://discovery.ucl.ac.uk/1317940/.
Wolfe MS (1985) The Current Status and Prospects of Multiline
Cultivars and Variety Mixtures for Disease Resistance. Annual Review of
Phytopathology 25: 251-73.
Zhong GF (1982) The mulberry dike-fish pond complex: A Chinese
ecosystem of land-water interaction on the Pearl River Delta. Human
Ecology 10(2): 191-202. https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/
BF01531240.

