GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

CONCLUSION

Under international human rights law, states are under a duty to act and are
accountable to the international community for the implementation of human
rights to which they have committed. At the same time, however, each state has
a margin of discretion as to the manner in which it fulfils its obligations under
these rights. The margin of discretion given to states acknowledges and takes
into account the many cultural, historical, religious, economic and development
differences between states that have the same legal obligations. It does not mean
that a state is free to pick and choose which rights to implement, or that it might
ignore the rights of a particular section of the community.

In the context of the human right to food, while it is up to each State Party to the
ICESCR to decide on the types of measures that are most appropriate to ensure
the progressive realization of the right to food of its inhabitants, some form of
legislative action is necessary and desirable.

Law is needed as a neutral arbiter.®® It establishes objective principles, rules
and criteria to regulate rights, responsibilities and conduct of individuals,
communities, private industry, government and administrative agencies. While it
is the government’s function to design budgets and policies, the law ensures that
government’s discretion to do so is not abused.

This Guide has examined and discussed three options for legislative
implementation of the right to food at the national level: the first is the explicit
recognition of the right to food in constitutional provisions; the second is the
adoption of a framework law on the right to food; and the third is a review of
the relevant sectoral legislation for compatibility with the right to food. In most
cases, legislative implementation of the right to food at the national level should
comprise all three levels of legislative action.

353 See Tomasevski, K, 2006, p.23.
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CONCLUSION

Constitutional rights carry considerable symbolic weight. In addition, the explicit
inclusion of the right to food in the state constitution as a fundamental human right is
the strongest form of legal protection as constitutions are considered fundamental
or supreme law of the country. It would provide individuals with a legal entitlement
on which they could rely to challenge the limitations of state action in protecting
their right to food.

Specific framework legislation clarifying various components of the right to
food, and setting out the obligations of state authorities under this right, would
enable people to understand what rights they are entitled to or are being denied,
and would establish clear legal responsibility of public authorities for failure to
meet them. It would also provide a basis for more efficient coordination among
sectors and between central and decentralized levels. Special provisions could
stipulate action in the fields of education and awareness raising, minimum food
entitlements and recourse mechanisms. Framework law can provide human rights-
based guidance to all authorities responsible for food and nutrition security.

Compatibility reviews of relevant sectoral legislation that affects the various
dimensions of the right to food (e.g. accessibility, availability and adequacy of
food) and people’s capacity to feed themselves in dignity would ensure that a
country’s legislation as a whole constitutes an enabling legal environment for the
progressive realization of the right to food.

This, however, may not be possible in every state. Based on the particular mix of
national circumstances and available resources, each country will decide which
approach to take. Whatever the preferred approach, under international human
rights law, it must be adequate to ensure fulfiiment of the obligations under the
right to food as established by the ICESCR.

Through theoretical information, analysis and practical “how to” advice for each
level of legislative action, this Guide is a tool that contributes to building and
strengthening the capacity of countries to make the human right to food a reality. As
part of their national planning process, states can draw on information this Guide
provides as well as on a growing body of national experiences in legislating for the
right to food. The Guide will also be useful for countries to gain understanding of
the extent of changes required, and to request technical assistance and advice in
the most efficient manner.

As more experiences with revision of other constitutions, adoption of new laws,
and compatibility reviews come from various continents, the Guide will be
updated and serve those countries that will begin to take legislative action in this
important field.
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ANNEX
CHECKLIST FOR FRAMEWORK LAW
ON THE RIGHT TO FOOD

This checklist accompanies the Guide on Legislating for the Right to Food. Its
objectives are to assist countries in the process of drafting a framework law on the
right to food. By giving an overview of the key elements discussed in the Guide, it
can be useful for countries to assess whether these elements are included in draft
legislation, and ensure that the broad recommendations contained in the Guide
are examined and considered. Of course, already adopted food security laws can
also be measured against the checklist and possibly strengthened.

This checklist should be used in combination with the Guide. Questions included
in the checklist are explained in the guide, where the rationale and different options
for legislation are also discussed. The checklist is not intended to be a model for
reviewers or drafters to follow, as legislation should be designed on the basis of the
legal traditions and particular needs of each country. The format of this checklist
allows for such flexibility and aims at stimulating debate within countries.

PROVISIONS

QUESTIONS

Legal status

What is the position of the framework law in the hierarchy of national legal sources?
Does it have higher status than ordinary law?

Title

Does ‘right to food’ appear in the title of the law?

Stated purpose and

What are the purpose and objectives of the law?

objectives Is the realization of the human right to food among them?
Does the law specify that the purpose and objectives should be achieved in a way
consistent with human rights principles?
Definitions Are the terms such as ‘food security’, ‘nutrition security’, ‘adequacy’, ‘availability’ and

‘vulnerability’ defined?
Is the definition employed for the right to food consistent with international law?
Are all the key terms in the law clearly defined?
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PROVISIONS

QUESTIONS

Human rights principles

Does the law contain a section on fundamental principles that will govern the actions of all
governmental bodies in charge of its implementation?

Are participation, accountability, non-discrimination, transparency, human dignity,
empowerment and rule of law/recourse part of such principles?

How are they defined in the law?

Does the law specifically require that public authorities in charge of its implementation
exercise their functions in accordance with the established principles?

Human rights principles
and substantive provisions

Are human rights principles given effect in substantive provisions of the law, other than the
section on principles?

Substantive provisions
establishing the right to
food

Is the right to food explicitly recognized in substantive provisions of the law?

Are its elements (accessibility, availability, stability, adequacy and utilization) further
elaborated?

Does the law also establish the fundamental right of every person to be free from hunger?

Limitations

Does the law contain a limitation clause?
Does its wording reflect the general limitation clause established by the ICESCR?

Right not to be
discriminated against

Is the right of persons not to be discriminated against explicitly included in the law?
Are prohibited grounds of discrimination listed in the law in accordance with international law?
Does the law also include the prohibition of discrimination against women?

Special measures

What type of special measures to remedy the effects of discrimination and
to achieve formal and substantive equality does the law provide for?
Are specific groups identified, such as women and indigenous peoples?

Obligations

How are obligations under the right to food elaborated in substantive provisions of the law?

Respect, protect,
fulfil (facilitate, provide)

Does the law contain a general provision on state obligation to respect, protect and fulfil?

Are specific entitlements to assistance provided for by the law?

Is there an entitlement to a minimum amount of food?

Does the law outline key elements underlying the minimum food entitlement, to be
established through subsidiary legislation?

Are there provisions on prioritizing the most vulnerable persons and groups?
Are specific groups identified, such as children, pregnant and breastfeeding women and
persons suffering from debilitating illnesses?

Impact assessments

Does the law contain provisions requiring a prior right to food impact assessment from
state and non-state actors?

Information

Does the law stipulate for the right of persons to seek information of relevance to the right
to food?

Are competent authorities required to disseminate information and provide it upon request?

Education and awareness

Does the law include provisions on education and awareness-raising measures?
Are there specific provisions for children and for adults?

Emergencies

Does the law include provisions on the right to food in emergencies?
Does it contain provisions on institutional arrangements and coordination?

International cooperation

Does the law include provisions on international cooperation?

Are there any provisions on extraterritorial obligations?
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PROVISIONS

QUESTIONS

Coordinating institutions

Does the law provide for the coordination of public activities?

Does it create new institution(s)?
Strengthen existing ones?
Dismantle old ones?

Are functions and mandates clearly spelled out? Is non-duplication among similar
institutions ensured?

What is the membership of the coordination body?

Are all relevant public sectors represented?

Does the law provide for civil society representation?

Do civil society organizations participate in the selection of such representatives?

Are there provisions on vertical coordination?
Does the law provide for coordination bodies at regional or municipal levels?

Roles of other agencies

Are specific roles and responsibilities of different public authorities designated?

Monitoring systems

Does the law elaborate on monitoring the realization of the right to food and the
implementation of the framework law itself?

Are there provisions on human rights based monitoring?

Is an institution designated for taking the lead in monitoring?

Are there substantive provisions on benchmarks or indicators, such as who should
establish them and how they should be revised?

Civil society participation

Are there substantive provisions on civil society participation:
In the coordinating body (see also above)?
In the monitoring institutions?
In regular consultations processes with public authorities?

Remedies

Are there substantive provisions on remedies for right to food violations?
Is the right to a remedy recognized/reaffirmed?
Are the types of possible remedies listed?

Administrative complaints

Does the law identify with which authority administrative complaints can be lodged?

Judicial remedies

Does the law explicitly reaffirm the role of courts in upholding the law and providing
remedies for violations of the right to food?

Role of national human
rights institutions

Does the law contain substantive provisions on human rights institutions and their role in:
Monitoring the realization of the right to food.
Dealing with complaints of violations of the right to food.

Compliance provisions

Are there specific provisions on compliance?
Are deadlines for the adoption of implementing legislation established?

Sectoral review

Does the law provide for the review of sectoral legislation for its compatibility with the right
to food?

Does it list sectoral areas, which must be reviewed as a priority?

Does it provide for time frames?

Financial provisions

Are there provisions on financing arrangements for the implementation of the law?

Are there any financial reporting obligations?

Is the establishment of a special fund foreseen?

275




GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

276



REFERENCES

REFERENCES

BIBLIOGRAPHY

< 3Dthree/IATP (Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy). 2005.
Planting the rights seed: a human rights perspective on agriculture trade
and the WTO. Backgrounder No. 1, THREAD series, 2. March (available at
http://www.3dthree.org/pdf_3D/BackgriwebEn.pdf).

72
f X4

Ackerman, K.Z. 1998. State trading enterprises in world agricultural trade.
Economic Research Service/USDA, Agriculture in the WTO/WRS-98-44/
December (available at htip://www.ers.usda.gov/publications/wrs984/
wrs984h.pdf).

o,

* Adema, W. 2006. Social assistance policy development and the provision of
a decent level of income in selected OECD countries. Social, Employment
and Migration Working Paper No. 38. Paris, Organisation for Economic
Co-operation and Development.

R
°o

Ahmed, A.U. & del Ninno, C. 2002. The Food for Education Program in
Bangladesh: an evaluation of its impact on educational attainment and food
security. Food Consumption and Nutrition Division Discussion Paper No.
138. Washington, DC, International Food Policy Research Institute (available
at: http://www.ifpri.org).

72
°o

Alderman, H.G. 1998. Social assistance in Albania: decentralization and
targeted transfers. World Bank Living Standards Measurement Study Working
Paper No. 134. Washington, DC, World Bank.

<+ Allen, L., de Benoist, B., Dary, O. & Hurrell, R. 2006. Guidelines on food

fortification with micronutrients. Geneva, World Health Organization and
Rome, FAQ.

277



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

Alston, P. & Tomasevski, K., eds. 1984. The right to food. Dordrecht,
Netherlands, Martinus Nijhoff Publishers.

72
L X4

7
%

Alston, P. 1999. International governance in the normative areas. In United
Nations Development Programme (UNDP). Background papers: Human
Development Report 1999. New York, Oxford, Oxford University Press.

O
L X4

Amnesty International. 2004. Zimbabwe, power and hunger — violations
of the right to food. Report AI-AFR 46/026/2004 (available at http://www.
amnesty.org/enl/library/info/AFR46/026/2004).

s Barrett, C.B., Holden, S. & Clay, D.C. 2004. Can food-for-work programmes
reduce vulnerability. Discussion Paper D-07/2004. As, Norway, Norwegian
University of Life Sciences.

% Beurlen de Franca, A. 2006. The justiciability of the human right to adequate
food in Brazil. In M. Borghi & L. Postiglione Blommestein, eds. The right to
adequate food and access to justice, pp. 199-219. Fribourg, Switzerland,
Editions Universitaires.

R
L X4

Borghi, M. & Postiglione Blommestein, L., eds. 2002. Proceedings of
the International Seminar on the Right to Food: a Challenge for Peace and
Development in the 21st Century. Rome, 17-19 September 2001. Fribourg,
Switzerland, University Press.

0,
L X4

Borghi, M. & Postiglione Blommestein, L., eds. 2006. The right to adequate
food and access to justice, Fribourg, Switzerland, Editions Universitaires.

* Boyer, B. 2001. Institutional coordination, multi-stakeholder participation and
the implementation of MEAs. National experiences of Malaysia and Thailand.
Discussion Paper 2001-2003. Tokyo, United Nations University (available at
http://www.unu.edu/inter-linkages/docs/DiscussionP/2001_03_Brook.pdf).

o,

R
L X4

Brady, M. 2008. Holding corporations accountable in relation to the right
to food. In G. Kent, ed. Global obligations for the right to food, pp. 89-120.
Lanham, USA, Rowman & Littlefield.

% Bruera H.G. 2004. Right to Food case study. Brasil IGWG RTFG/INF 4 APP. 1),
FAO, Rome. Available at http://www.fao.org/righttofood/KC/downloads/vl/
EN/indexes/Assessment.htm

<,

9,
L X4

Bullain, N. & Toftisova, R. 2005. A comparative analysis of European policies
and practices of NGO-government cooperation. International Journal of
Not-for-Profit Law, 7(4): 64-112.

278



REFERENCES

Burchi, S. & D’Andrea, A. 2003. Preparing national regulations for water
resources management — principles and practice. FAO Legislative Study
No. 80. Rome, FAQ.

7
L X4

R
°o

Byerlee, D., Diao, X. & Jackson, C. 2005. Agriculture, rural development, and
pro-poor growth: country experiences in the post-reform era. Agriculture and
Rural Development Discussion Paper No. 21. Washington DC, World Bank.

** Castaneda, T. 2003. Targeting social spending to the poor with proxy-peans
pesting: Colombia’s SISBEN system. Social Protection Discussion Paper
Series No. 0529. Washington, DC, World Bank.

+» Chamaraij, K. 2006. Minimised by the law. India Together, 6 February (available
at http://www.indiatogether.org/2006/feb/hrt-minimum.htm).

% Chan-Un Park 2005. Economic, Social and Cultural Rights state obligations
and National human Rights Commission of Republic of Korea. In OHCHR and
NHRC India, 2005. ESCR Handbook for National Human Rights Institutions.
Report of the Proceedings, International Round Table on National Institutions
Implementing ECSR.

«* Chapman, A. 2002. The human rights implications of intellectual property
protection. Journal of International Economic Law, 5(4): 861-888.

® Chapman, A. 2002a. Core obligations related to ICESCR article 15(1)(c).
In A. Chapman & S. Russell, eds. Core obligations: building a framework
for economic, social and cultural rights, pp. 305-331. Antwerp, Belgium,
Intersentia.

72
°o

Chapman, A. & Russell, S., eds. 2002. Core obligations: building a framework
for economic, social and cultural rights. Antwerp, Belgium, Intersentia.

7
%

Chiaradia-Bousquet, J.P. & Morel-Chevillet, L. 1996. Cadre Juridique de la
Securité Alimentaire. FAO Etude Iégislative No. 59. Rome, FAO.

0,
§ X4

Claasens, A. 2008. Challenging the constitutionality of land legislation in
South Africa. In Cotula L. and Mathieu P. eds. Legal empowerment in practice,
Using legal tools to secure land Rights in Africa. Published by FAO and IIED.

72
°o

Clapham, A. 2007. Human rights: a very short introduction. Oxford, UK,
Oxford University Press.

72
°o

Coady, D., Grosh, M. & Hoddinott, J. 2004. Targeting of transfers in developing
countries: review of lessons and experience. Washington, DC, World Bank.

279



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

Conning, J. & Kevane, M. 2002. Community based targeting mechanisms
for social safety nets. In World development, Volume 30, issue 3, March
2002 pp. 375-394. Elsevier Science Ltd. Great Britain (available at:
http://www.sciencedirect.com).

72
L X4

+* Coomans, F. 2004. Some remarks on the extraterritorial application of the
International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights. In F. Coomans
& M.T. Kamminga, eds. Extraterritorial application of human rights treaties,
pp. 183-201. Antwerp, Belgium, Intersentia.

72
°o

Coomans, F. 2006. Agrarian reform as a human right issue in the activities of
United Nations human rights bodies and specialised agencies. Netherlands
Quarterly of Human Rights, 24(1): 7-31.

% Cotula, L., ed. 2006. Land and water rights in the Sahel: tenure challenges
of improving access to water for agriculture. Drylands Issue Paper No. 139.
London, International Institute for Environmental Development.

% Cotula, L. 2007. Legal empowerment for local resource control. Securing
local resource rights within foreign investment projects in Africa. London,
International Institute for Environmental Development.

0,
%

Cotula, L. & Vidar, M. 2008. The right to adequate food in emergencies. FAO
Legislative Study No. 77. Rome, FAO (also available at: http://www.fao.org/
Legal/legstud/list-e.htm).

72
L X4

Cotula, L., Toulmin, C. & Quan, J. 2006. Better land access for the rural poor:
lessons from experience and challenges ahead. London, International Institute
for Environment and Development and Rome, FAQ.

% COE (Council of Europe). 2003. Systematic screening of the compatibility
of draft legislation, as well as of administrative practice, with the standards of
the European Convention on Human Rights. Doc. DH-PR 001rev. Strasbourg,
Council of Europe.

72
%

COE. 2004. Constitutions of Europe. Texts collected by the Council of Europe
Venice Commission, Vol. Il. Leiden, Netherlands, Martinus Nijhoff Publishers.

0,
%

Courtis, C. 2007. The right to food as a justiciable right: challenges and
strategies. Max Planck Yearbook of United Nations Law, 11: 317-337.

9,
L X4

Cullet, P. 2003. Food security and intellectual property rights in developing
countries. Geneva, Switzerland, International Environmental Law Research
Centre.

280



REFERENCES

Davis, B. 2006. Complementarities between CCTs and food security
programs. Paper for presentation at Seminario Internacional Transferencia
de Ingresos y Seguridad Alimentaria. Santiago de Chile, 4-5 December
(available at: http://km.fao.org/fileadmin/user_upload/fsn/docs/Davis.%20
complementarities %20between%20CCTs%20&%20FS %20programs.pdf).

7
L X4

7
%

Dennis, M.J. & Stewart, D.P. 2004. Justiciabilty of economic, social and
cultural rights. Should there be an international complaints mechanism to
adjudicate the rights to food, water housing and health? American International
Law, 8 (3) 462-515.

+ De Schutter, 0. 2006. The role of national human rights institutions in human
rights proofing of legislation. CRIDHO Working Paper 2006/05. Leuven,
Belgium, Cellule de Recherche Interdisciplinaire en Droits de 'Homme.

*,

9,
L X4

Del Rosso, J.M. 1999. School feeding programs: improving effectiveness
and increasing the benefit to education. A guide for program managers.
The Partnership for Child Development, Oxford, UK, University of Oxford. June.

72
°o

Deutsch, R., Duryea S. & Piras, C. 2001. Labor markets and employment.
In A.R. Quisumbing & R.S. Meinzen-Dick, eds. Empowering women to achieve
food security. 2020Focus No. 6, Brief 7. Washington, DC, International Food
Policy Research Institute.

% Dey, N., Dréze, J. & Khera, R. 2006. Employment Guarantee Act: a primer.
India, National Book Trust.

«» Donati, F. & Vidar, M. 2008. International legal dimensions of the right to food.
In G. Kent, ed., Global obligations for the right to food, pp. 47-89. Lanham,
USA, Rowman & Littlefield.

% Dreéze, J. 2004. Democracy and right to food. Economic and Political Weekly,
24 April, pp. 1723-1731.

% Dreéze, J. & Sen, A. 1991. Public action for social security: foundations and
strategy. /In E. Ahmad, J. Dreze, J. Hills & A. Sen, eds. Social security in
developing countries, pp. 3—40. Oxford, UK, Clarendon Press.

0,
§ X4

Dubreuil, C. 2006. The right to water: from concept to implementation.
Marseilles, France, World Water Council.

0,
§ X4

Dugger, C.W. 2007. Ending famine simply by ignoring the experts, The New
York Times, 2 December (available at: www.nytimes.com/2007/12/02/world/
africa/02malawi.html?_r=1&oref=slogin).

281



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

Dupuy, P.M. 2000. The place and role of unilateralism in contemporary
international law. European Journal of International Law, 11(1): 19-29.

72
L X4

7
%

Eide, A. 1993. Future protection of economic and social rights in Europe.
In A. Bloed, L. Leicht and M. Nowak, eds. Monitoring human rights in
Europe: comparing international procedures and mechanisms. Dordrecht,
Netherlands, Martin Nijhoff Publishers in cooperation with the International
Helsinki Federation for Human Rights.

0,
%

Eide, A. 2002. The right to food: from vision to substance. In M. Borghi
& L. Postiglione Blommestein, eds. For an effective right to adequate food, pp.
27-53. Fribourg, Switzerland, University Press.

K7
°o

Eide, A. 2007. State obligations revisited. /In W.B. Eide & U. Kracht, eds.
Food and human rights in development. Vol. Il. Evolving issues and emerging
implications, pp. 137-158. Antwerp, Belgium, Intersentia.

R
°

Eide, A., Krause, C. & Rosas, A. 2001. Economic, social and cultural rights: a
textbook. Second revised edition. The Hague, Kluwer Law International.

R
L X4

Eide, W.B. 2001. Breaking conceptual and methodological ground: promoting
the human right to adequate food and nutrition. Ecology of Food and Nutrition,
40(6): 571-595.

% Eide, W.B. & Kracht, U. eds. 2005. Food and human rights in development,
Vol. 1. Legal and institutional dimensions and selected topics. Antwerp,
Belgium, Intersentia.

% Eide, W.B. & Kracht, U., eds. 2007. Food and human rights in development,
Vol. Il. Evolving issues and emerging implications. Antwerp, Belgium,
Intersentia.

72
%

Evans, S. 2005. Improving human rights analysis in the legislative and policy
processes. Legal studies research paper No. 124. Melbourne, Australia,
Melbourne Law School, July (available at: http://ssrn.com/abstract=771225).

O
°o

FAO. n.d. Fortification of food with micronutrients and meeting dietary
micronutrient requirements — role and position of FAO (available at ftp.fao.org/
ag/agn/nutrition/fortification.pdf).

% FAO. 1996. Food fortification: technology and quality control. FAO Food and
Nutrition Paper No. 60. Rome.

% FAO. 1997. Fisheries management. FAO Technical Guidelines for Responsible
Fisheries No. 4. Rome.

282



REFERENCES

FAO. 2000. Paper No. 4, Issues at stake relating to agricultural development,
trade and food security. In FAO. Agriculture, trade and food security: issues and
options in the WTO Negotiations from the perspective of developing countries.
Vol. I. Issues and options. Report and papers of an FAO Symposium held at
Geneva on 23-24 September 1999. Rome.

7
L X4

7
%

FAO. 2002a. Agricultural state trading enterprises and developing countries:
some issues in the context of the WTO negotiations. In FAO. Papers on selected
issues related to the WTO negotiations on agriculture, pp. 89—-101. Rome.

O
L X4

FAO. 2002b. Law and sustainable development since Rio — legal trends in
agriculture and natural resource management. FAO Legislative Study No. 73.
Rome.

%* FAO. 2003a. Fisheries management: the ecosystem approach to fisheries. FAO
Technical Guidelines for Responsible Fisheries No. 4, Supplement 2. Rome.

R
o

FAO. 2003b. Recent trends in monitoring, control and surveillance systems for
capture fisheries. FAO Technical Fisheries Paper No. 415. Rome.

R
°o

FAO. 2003d. The State of Food Insecurity in the World. 2003. Rome.

9,
0%

FAO. 2003e. Trade reforms and food security: conceptualizing the linkages.
Rome.

% FAO. 2003f. Some trade policy issues relating to trends in agricultural
imports in the context of food security. Committee on Commodity Problems.
Sixty-fourth Session, 18-21 March. CCP 03/10. Rome.

7
%

FAO. 2003g. FAQ'’s strategy for a food chain approach to food safety and
quality: a framework document for the development of future strategic
direction. Committee on Agriculture, Seventeenth Session, 31 March-3 April.
COAG/2003/5. Rome.

«» FAO. 2003h. Ministerial Round Table on the dimension of food safety in food
security. Thirty-second Session of the FAO Conference, 29 November—10
December. Round Table lll, 3 December. FAO C 2003/20. Rome.

0,
§ X4

FAO. 2008i. Fortification of food with micronutrients and meeting dietary
micronutrient requirements—role and position of FAO, FAO and Nutrition
Division, Policy Statement (available at: ftp://ftp.fao.org/docrep/fao/005/
y8346m/y8346m10.pdf).

% FAO. 2004a. Right to food case study: Brazil, by H. Gomez Bruera, Prepared
for Intergovernmental Working Group on Right to Food Guidelines. Document
IGWG RTFG/INF4/APP.1. Rome (available at http://www.fao.org/righttofood/
en/23419/highlight_51629en.html).

283



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

FAO. 2004b. Fish trade and food security, including report on findings of Expert
Consultation. Committee on Fisheries, Sub-Committee on Fish Trade, Ninth
Session, Bremen, Germany, 10-14 February. COFI: FT/IX/2004/10. Rome.

72
L X4

R?
°o

FAO. 2004c. The State of Food and Agriculture 2003-04: agricultural
biotechnology: meeting the needs of the poor? FAO Agriculture Series No. 35.
Rome.

** FAO. 2005. Voluntary Guidelines to Support the Progressive Realization of the
Right to Adequate Food in the Context of National Food Security. Rome.

% FAO. 2006a. Safety nets and the right to food. In The right to food guidelines:
information papers and case studies, pp. 141-153. Rome (also available at
http://www.fao.org/docs/eims/upload/214344/RtFG_Eng_draft_03.pdf).

¢ FAO. 2006b. The State of Food and Agriculture 2006: food aid for food
security? FAO Agriculture Series No. 37. Rome (also available at http://www.
fao.org/docrep/009/a0800e/a0800e00.htm).

0,
%

FAO. 2006c. Monitoring the implementation of the right to adequate food.
In The right to food guidelines: information papers and case studies, pp. 25-54.
Rome.

< FAO. 2006d. State of world aquaculture 2006. FAO Fisheries Technical Paper.
No. 500. Rome.

¢ FAO. 2007a. Right to food — Lessons learned in Brazil. Rome.

% FAO. 2007b. FAO’s role and effectiveness in emergencies. Reference
handbook, September, Rome.

% FAO. 2007c. Good governance in land tenure and administration. FAO Land
Tenure Studies No. 9. Rome.

% FAO. 2007d. Compilation and analysis of submissions by contracting parties
and other relevant organisations concerning the implementation of Article 6.
International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture, 2nd
Session of the Governing Body. Doc/ IT/GB-2/07/15, August. Rome.

o
L X4

FAO. 2008. Methods to Monitor the Human Right to Adequate Food, Volume I:
Making the case for Rights-Focused and Rights-Based Monitoring.
Vol Il. An overview of approaches and tools. Rome, FAO.

R
°o

FAO. 2009a. Guide to conducting a right to food assessment. Rome.

0,
4%

FAO. 2009b. Right to food and fisheries — making the right to food operational
in national fisheries legislation. Rome.

284



REFERENCES

FAO/WHO. 20083. Assuring food safety and quality: guidelines for strengthening
national food control systems. FAO Food and Nutrition Paper No. 76. Rome,
FAO and Geneva, Switzerland, WHO.

7
L X4

R
°o

Francis, R. 2005. Water justice in South Africa: natural resources policy at
the intersection of human rights, economics, and political power. Georgetown
International Environmental Law Review, XVIII(1).

% Freeman, M. & Pathare, S. 2005. Resource book on mental health, human
rights and legislation. Geneva, WHO (available at http://www.who.int/mental_
health/policy/resource_book_MHLeg.pdf).

9,
L X4

Garde, A. 2006. The regulation of food advertising and obesity prevention
in Europe: what role for the European Union? EUI Working Paper Law No.
2006/1616. Florency, Italy, European University Institute.

72
°o

German Federal Ministry of Food, Agriculture and Consumer Protection
(BMELV), German Technical Cooperation (GTZ), and FIAN. 2005. Policies
against hunger 1V, implementing the Voluntary Guidelines. International
Workshop 14-16 June 2005, Berlin, Germany, BMELV, GTZ and FIAN. Available
at  http://www.policies-against-hunger.de/fileadmin/redaktion/dokumente/
Endbericht_PAH_IV_eng.pdf

R?
°o

GRAIN. 2002. Biodiversity Rights Legislation (available at www.grain.org/brl/
index.cfm).

72
L X4

GTZ. 2005. Social cash transfers — reaching the poorest: a contribution to
the international debate based on experience in Zambia. Health education
and social protection sector project: systems of social protection. Eschborn,
Germany (available at http://www?2.gtz.de/dokumente/bib/05-0542.pdf).

% Glowka, L. 1998. A guide to designing legal frameworks to determine
access to genetic resources. International Union for Conservation of Nature
Environmental Law and Policy Paper No. 34. Gland, Switzerland.

7
%

Gray, K.R. 20083. Right to food principles vis a vis rules governing international
trade. London, British Institute of International and Comparative Law.

0,
§ X4

Gregg, P. 2000. The use of wage floors as policy tools. OECD Economic
Studies No. 31, 2000/1l: 133-146. Paris.

0,
§ X4

Grimm, D. 2005. The protective function of the state. In G. Nolte, ed., European
and US Constitutionalism, pp. 137-155. Cambridge, UK Cambridge University
Press for the Council of Europe.

285



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

Grimshaw, D. & Miozzo, M. 2003. Minimum wages in Latin America:
identifying the employment and pay equity effects. Working Paper Declaration/
WP/12/20083. Geneva, Switzerland, International Labour Organization.

o
L X4

R
L X4

Gupta A., Patnaik, B., Singh, D., Sinha, D., Dréze, J., Holla, R., Garg, S.,
Sundararaman, T., Prasad V. & Shatrugna, V. 2007. Strategies for children
under six: a framework for the 11th plan. Paper prepared at the request of the
Planning Commission of India. June.

0,
%

Haarman, C. & Haarman, D., eds. 2005. The basic income grant in Namibia
resource book. Windhoek, Desk for Social Development of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in the Republic of Namibia.

72
L X4

Haddad, L., Hoddinott J., & Alderman, H., eds. 1997. Intrahousehold
resource allocation in developing countries: methods, models and policy.
Baltimore, USA, Johns Hopkins University Press for the International Food
Policy Research Institute.

+ Halewood, M. & Nnadozie, K. 2008. Giving priority to the commons: the
International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture.
In G. Tansey & T. Rajotte, eds. The future control of food. A guide to international
negotiations and rules on intellectual property, biodiversity and food security.
London and Sterling, USA, Earthscan.

% Hardberger, A.2006. Whose job is it anyway? Government obligations created
by the human right to water. Texas International Law Journal, 41: 533-568.

% Haugen, H.M. 2007. The right to food, the right to benefit from science and
the TRIPS Agreement. In W.B. Eide & U. Kracht, eds. Food and human rights
in development. Vol. I. Legal and institutional dimensions and selected topics,
pp. 425-460. Antwerp, Belgium, Intersentia.

72
L X4

Hawke, C. 2007. Regulating and litigating in the public interest: regulating food
marketing to young people worldwide: trends and policy drivers. American
Journal of Public Health, 97(11): 1962-1973.

«» Hawtin, G.C. 2000. Genetic diversity and food security. The UNESCO Courier,
May, pp. 27-29.

< Henrysson, E. & Joireman, S.F. 2007. On the edge of the law: the cost of
informal property rights adjudication in Kisii, Kenya. 27 July (available at SSRN:
http://ssrn.com/abstract=1003427).

** Hodgson, S. 2003. Legislation on water users’ organizations: a comparative
analysis. FAO Legislative Study No. 79. Rome, FAO.

286



REFERENCES

Hodgson, S. 2004. Land and water — the rights interface. FAO Legislative
Study No. 84. Rome, FAO (also available at http://www.fao.org/Legal/legstud/
list-e.htm).

72
°o

R
L X4

Hodgson, S. 2006. Modern water rights — theory and practice. FAO Legislative
Study No. 92. Rome, FAQO (also available at http://www.fao.org/Legal/legstud/
list-e.htm).

% Howell, F. 2001. Social assistance: theoretical background. In I.D. Ortiz,
ed. Social protection in Asia and the Pacific, pp. 257-306. Manila, Asian
Development Bank.

0,
§ X4

Human Rights Committee (HRC). 2004. Concluding observations of the
Human Rights Committee: Germany, 4 May 2004. Germany, Human Rights
Committee. UN doc. CCPR/CO/80/DEU.

72
f X4

ICASO (International Council of AIDS Service Organizations). 2005.
Discussion paper: Civil society and the “Three Ones”. International HIV/AIDS
Alliance and ICASO (available at http://www.icaso.org).

R
°o

ICJ (International Court of Justice). 2004. Advisory opinion on legal
consequences on the construction of a wall in the Occupied Palestinian
Territory. International Legal Materials, 43: 1009. The Hague, International
Court of Justice, 9 July.

0,
§ X4

ICRC (International Committee of the Red Cross). 1977. Commentary to
the Additional Protocol to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and
relating to the Protection of Victims of International Armed Conflicts (Protocol
1), 8 June 1977, Part V, Article 91 Responsibility: 3660. Geneva. Switzerland.

< IFAD (International Fund for Agricultural Development). 1995.
Empowerment of the poor. Report from the Conference on Hunger and
Poverty. Brussels, 20-21 Nov. 1995 (available at www.ifad.org/events/past/
hunger/empower.html).

72
f X4

Ikdahl, I., Hellum, A., Kaarhus, R. & Benjaminsen, T.A. 2005. Human rights,
formalisation and women’s land rights in southern and eastern Africa. Noragric
Report No. 26, As, Norway, Norwegian University of Life Sciences.

R
°

ILO (International Labour Organization). 2001. Social security: a new
consensus. Geneva, Switzerland (available at http://www.ilo.org/public/
english/protection/secsoc/downloads/353sp1.pdf).

% ILO. 2002. Decent work in the informal economy. International Labour
Conference, 90th Session, Report VI (available at http://www.ilo.org/public/
english/employment/infeco/download/report6.pdf).

287



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

IMPACT. 2004. European Policy health Impact Assessment a guide. Liverpool,
England, May.

72
L X4

7
%

International Association for the study of obesity (see www.iaso.org); 2008.
Study finds support for use of ‘Sydney Principles’ to restrict marketing
to children, News Archive, Cancer Research UK, 6 June 2008 (available at
http://info.cancerresearchuk.org/news/archive/newsarchive/2008/
Jjune/18626840).

0,
%

Irish Human Rights Commission. 2005. Discussion document on making
economic, social and cultural rights effective. Prepared in view of an
International Conference on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights, Dublin,
9-10 December.

% Jahan,S.2005. Reorienting development: towards anengendered employment
strategy. Working Paper No. 5. Brasilia, International Poverty Centre and New
York, USA, United Nations Development Programme.

% Kage, B. 2006. Trans fat restriction in Denmark offers success story for
similar initiative in New York City. Natural News.com. 17 October (available at
http://www.naturalnews.com/020788.html).

0,
%

Kennedy, E. 2003. Qualitative measures of food insecurity and hunger.
In FAQ. Proceedings — measurement and assessment of food deprivation and
undernutrition, pp. 165-180. International Scientific Symposium, Rome: 26-28
June 2002. Rome, FAO.

% Kent, G. 2003. Fish trade, food security, and the human right to adequate
food. In FAQ. Report of the Expert Consultation on International Fish Trade
and Food Security. Casablanca, Morocco, 27-30 January 2003. FAO Fisheries
Report No. 708. Rome, FAO.

o
°o

Kessler, N. 2006. Moving beyond the quagmire: Solomon Islands DRM
Legislation Project. Australian Journal of Emergency Management, 21(4): 44-47.

72
%

Kjeerum, M. 2003. National human rights institutions implementing human
rights. Copenhagen, Danish Institute for Human Rights.

0,
%

Knuth, L. 2009. The right to food and indigenous peoples: How can the right
to food benefit indigenous people? Rome, FAQ.

9,
L X4

Koch, I.E. 2005. Dichotomies, trichotomies or waves of duties? Human Rights
Law Review, 5(1): 81-103.

*

« Krishna, A. 2007. For reducing poverty faster: target reasons before people.
World Development, 35(11): 1947-1960.

288



REFERENCES

Kiinnemann, R. 2002. From legislative framework to framework legislation.
International Working Paper. Heidelberg, Germany, FIAN International.

7
L X4

0,
%

Kiinnemann, R. 2005. Basic food income — option or obligation? Heidelberg,
Germany, FIAN International. January (available at http://www.usbig.net/
papers/119-Kunnemann-Basic-Food-Income.doc).

72
L X4

Kiinnemann, R., Yakpo, K., Pabst, S., Wolpold-Bosien, M. 2003.
Implementing the right to food in South Africa: from legislative framework to
framework legislation, Right to Food Seminar Johannesburg, 7 and 8 March
20083. International Working Paper, Heidelberg, Germany, FIAN International.

9,
L X4

Kurien, J. 2003. International fish trade and food security: issues and
perspectives. In FAO. Report of the Expert Consultation on International Fish
Trade and Food Security, Casablanca, Morocco, 27- 30 January 2003. FAO
Fisheries Report No. 708. Rome, FAQ.

R
o

Kuruganti K. 2005. This Seeds Bill must go. India Together, 16 August
(available at http://www.indiatogether.org/2005/aug/agr-seedbill.htm).

R
°o

Landgren, K. 2005. The protective environment: development support for
child protection. Human Rights Quarterly, 27(1): 214—248.

72
°o

Liebenberg, S. 2001. The protection of economic and social rights in domestic
legal systems. In A. Eide, C. Krause, & A. Rosas, eds. Economic, social and
cultural rights: a textbook. Second revised edition, pp. 55-84. The Hague,
Kluwer Law International.

% Lorge Rogers, B. & Coates, J. 2005. Food-based safety nets and related
programs. World Bank, HDNSP Social Safety Nets Primer Course No. 0225.

% Lynton-Evans, J. 1997. Strategic grain reserves — guidelines for their
establishment, management and operation. FAO Agricultural Services Bulletin
No. 126. Rome, FAO.

0,
§ X4

Madhavan, M.R. & Sanyal, K. 2006. Seeds Bill 2004. India Together, 4 June.

R
L X4

Malhotra, R. & Fasel, N. 2005. Quantitative human rights indicators: a survey
of major initiatives. Background paper for the Turku Expert Meeting on Human
Rights Indicators, Turkey (available at http://web.abo.fi/instut/imr/research/
seminars/indicators/Background.doc).

72
°o

Marschall, M. 2001. Legitimacy and effectiveness: NGOs in comparative
perspective. Social Economy and Law Journal (SEAL), 4(1), Spring (available
at http://www.efc.be/Newsletters/Seal/contentsseal200103.html).

289



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

Matarazzo Suplicy, E. 2005. The prospect of basic income as a tool to
eradicate hunger and absolute poverty. Paper presented at the International
Workshop on Policies against hunger 1V, implementing the voluntary guidelines.
14-16 June 2005, Berlin, Germany.

72
L X4

% Mechlem, K. 2004. Food security and the right to food in the discourse of the
United Nations. European Law Journal, 10(5): 631-648.

+ Mechlem, K. 2005. The right to food and biodiversity conservation. [UCN
[International Union for Conservation of Nature] Environmental Law Programme
Newsletter, 2005/2006: 6-7 (available at http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/
newsletter_0506_en.pdf).

K7
°o

Mechlem, K. 2006. Harmonizing trade in agriculture and human rights:
options for the integration of the right to food into the agreement on agriculture.
Max Planck Yearbook of United Nations Law, 10: 127-190.

R
°

Mechlem, K. & Raney, T. 2007. Agricultural biotechnology and the right to
food. In F. Francioni, ed. Biotechnologies and international human rights,
pp. 131-160. Oxford, UK and Portland, USA, Hart Publishing.

< Mechlem, K., Muehlhoff, E. & Simmersbach. F. 2005. Nutrition, food safety
and consumer protection. In FAO. The right to Food — putting it into practice.
Brief 5. Rome, FAO.

0,
L X4

Meinzen-Dick, R., Pradhan, R. & Di Gregorio, M. 2004. Collective action
and property rights for sustainable development: understanding property
rights. Washington, DC, International Food Policy Research Institute (available
at: http://www.ifpri.org/2020/focus/focusi1/focus11_03.pdf).

% Moore, G. & Tymowski, W. 2005. Explanatory guide to the International Treaty
on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture. Gland, Switzerland and
Cambridge, UK, International Union for Conservation of Nature.

% Mosoti, V. & Gobena, A. 2007. International trade rules and the agriculture
sector: selected implementation issues. FAO Legislative Study No. 98. Rome,
FAO.

0,
%

Mowbray, J. 2007. The right to food and the international economic system:
an assessment of the rights-based approach to the problem of world hunger.
Leiden Journal of International Law, 20(3): 545-569.

72
L X4

Mukuka, L., Kalikiti, M. & Musenge, D.K. 2002. Social security systems
in Zambia: Phase Il: Chilimba and Market Associations. Journal of Social
Development in Africa, 17(2): 97-105.

290



REFERENCES

National Human Rights Commission of India/Office of the United Nations
High Commissioner for Human Rights. 2005. Report of the Proceedings.
International Round Table on National Institutions Implementing Economic,
Social, and Cultural Rights, 29 November-1 December 2005, New Delhi,
India.

9,
%

R
L X4

Newborne, P. 2006. Rights to water: legal forms, political channels.
In T. O’'Neil, ed. Human rights and poverty reduction: realities, controversies
and strategies, pp. 128—133. Rights in Action Meeting Series. London, Overseas
Development Institute.

R
L X4

Norwegian Ministry of Agriculture and Food. 2007. Report from Informal
International Consultation on Farmers’ Rights, 18—20 September 2007, Lusaka.

R
°o

OECD (Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development).
2000. Transition to responsible fisheries: economic and policy implications.
Committee for Fisheries. Paris.

«» OHCHR (Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human
Rights). 2005. Economic, social and cultural rights — handbook for national
human rights institutions — Professional Training Series No. 12. New York, USA
and Geneva, Switzerland, United Nations (available at http://www.ohchr.org/
english/issues/escr/escr-general-info.htm).

<» Oxenham, J., Diallo, A., Katahoire, A., Petkova-Mwangi, A., Sall, O. 2002.
Skills and literacy training for better livelihoods. A review of approaches and
experiences. Human Development Sector, Africa Region. Washington, DC,
World Bank.

*,

7
%

Oxfam International. 2006. Causing hunger: an overview of the food crisis in
Africa. Briefing Paper No. 91, July. London.

0,
%

Paasch, A., Garbers, F. & Hirsch, T., eds. 2007. Trade policies and hunger: the
impact of trade liberalisation on the right to food of rice farming communities in
Ghana, Honduras and Indonesia. Geneva, Switzerland, Ecumenical Advocacy
Alliance.

* Palacios, X.F. 1998. Contribution to the estimation of countries’
inter-dependence in the area of plant genetic resources. Background Study
Paper No. 7, Rev. 1. FAO Commission on Genetic Resources for Food and
Agriculture. Rome, FAO (available at http://www.fao.org/ag/cgrfa/docs.
htm#bsp).

*,

% Quan, J. 2006. Land access in the 21st century: issues, trends, linkages and
policy options. FAO Livelihood Support Programme Working Paper No. 24.
Rome, FAO.

291



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

Rajotte, T. 2008. The negotiations web: complex connections. In G. Tansey
&T. Rajotte, eds. The future control of food: a guide to international negotiations
and rules on intellectual property, biodiversity and food security, pp. 141-171.
London and Sterling, USA, Earthscan.

72
L X4

+* Reynaud, E. 2006. Social security for all: global trends and challenges.
Comparative Labor Law & Policy Journal, 27(2): 123-150.

% Rodgers, J. & Rubery J. 2003. Perspectives: The minimum wage as a tool
to combat discrimination and promote equality. International Labour Review,
A142(4): 545-556.

0
L X4

Rodrigo, D. & Andrés Amo, P. 2002. Background document on
public consultation. Paris, OECD (available at http://www.oecd.org/
dataoecd/4/43/36785341.pdf).

72
L X4

Rodriguez-Amaya, D.B. 2005. Analysis and composition of Brazilian Foods.
Presentations to the Consultation on the Cross-cutting Initiative on Biodiversity
for Food and Nutrition, Convention on Biological Diversity, Brasilia 12-13 March
(available at: http://www.cbd.int/doc/meetings/agr/ibfn-01/information/ibfn-
01-inf-01-en.doc).

0,
%

Rubery, J. 2003. Pay equity, minimum wage and equality at work: theoretical
framework and empirical evidence. International Labour Office In Focus
Programme on Promoting the Declaration on Fundamental Principles and Rights
at Work. Working Paper No. 19. Geneva, International Labour Organization.

% Ruggie, J.G. 2007. State responsibilities to regulate and adjudicate corporate
activities under the United Nations core human rights treaties. Report prepared
for the mandate of the Special Representative of the United Nations Secretary-
General on the issue of human rights and transnational corporations and other
business enterprises. Boston, USA, Kennedy School of Government and
Harvard Law School. 12 February.

% Saget, C. 2001. /s the minimum wage an effective tool to promote decent
work and reduce poverty? The experience of selected developing countries.
Employment Paper No. 2001/13. Geneva, International Labour Organization.

7
%

Samudra 2003. Case for small-scale fisheries. 25th session of the Commitee
on Fisheries (COFI), NGO statement, March (available at http://www.icsf.net).

9,
%

Scanlon, J., Cassar, A. & Nemes, N. 2004. Water as a human right?
IUCN Environmental Policy and Law Paper No.51, IUCN Environmental Law
Programme. Gland, Switzerland and Cambridge, UK, International Union for
Conservation of Nature.

292



REFERENCES

Schafer, C. 2003. Gosselin decision forewarns of right to welfare. Fraser
Forum. February, pp. 22-23. Vancouver, Canada, The Fraser Institute.

7
L X4

0,
%

Scheinin, M. 1995. Economic and social rights as legal rights. In A. Eide,
C. Krause & A. Rosas, eds. Economic, social and cultural rights: a textbook,
pp. 41-62. Dordrecht, Netherlands, Martinus Nijhoff Publishers.

72
L X4

Secretariat of the Right to Food Campaign. 2005. Midday meals: a primer.
October. New Delhi (also available at http://www.righttofoodindia.org/links/
updates/update4.html).

% Secretariat of the Right to Food Campaign. 2006. Universalization with
quality. Action for Integrated Child Development Services (ICDS). A primer.
March. New Delhi, India.

% Seekings, J. 2006. Employment guarantee or minimum income? Workfare
and welfare in developing countries. Paper for US Basic Income Guarantee
(USBIG) Network Conference, 24 February (available at http://www.usbig.net/
papers/151-Seekings-workfare-welfare.pdf).

R
°o

Seshia, S. & Scoones, I. 2003. Understanding access to seeds and plant
genetic resources. What can a livelihoods perspective offer? FAO Livelihood
Support Programme Working Paper No. 6. Rome, FAO.

% Shiva, V. 2005. Food laws and food safety for India’s diverse and local food
economy. Kolkata, India, World Prout Assmbly (available at http://www.
worldproutassembly.org/archives/2005/04/food_laws_and_f.html).

% Skogly, S. & Gibney, M. 2002. Transnational human rights obligations. Human
Rights Quarterly, 24(3): 781-798.

%+ Steiner, H.P. & Alston, P. 2000. /nternational human rights in context: law,
politics, morals. Second edition. Oxford, UK and New York, USA, Oxford
University Press.

0,
§ X4

Subbarao, K., Braithwaite, J. & Jalan, J. 1995. Protecting the poor during
adjustment and transitions. Human Capital Development and Operations Policy
Working Paper No. 58. A background paper for the World Bank contribution to
the Social Summit “Advancing Social Development”. Washington, DC, World
Bank.

0,
§ X4

Swaminathan, M.S. 1997. Ethics and equity in the collection and use of
plant genetic resources: some issues and approaches. Ethics and Equity in
Conservation and Use of Genetic Resources for Sustainable Food Security.
International Plant Genetic Resources Institute, Rome.

293



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

Swaminathan, M.S. 2006. Indian legislation on biodiversity. In S. Bala Ravi, .
Hoeschle-Zeledon, M.S. Swaminathan & E. Frison, eds. Hunger and poverty:
the role of biodiversity, pp. 179-191. Chennai, India, S. Swaminathan Research
Foundation, and Rome, International Plant Genetic Resources Institute and
Global Facilitation Unit for Underutilized Species.

72
L X4

7
%

The Crucible Group. 2001. Seeding solutions, Volume 2: Options for national
laws governing control over genetic resources and biological innovations.
Ottawa, International Development Research Center, Rome, International
Plant Genetic Resources Institute and Uppsala, Sweden, Dag Hammarskjold
Foundation.

0,
%

The International Baby Food Action Brady, M. The International Baby Food
Action Network (IBFAN), What is the International Code? (available at: http://
www.ibfan.org/english/issue/code01.html).

K7
f X4

Tomasevski, K. 1995. Women. In A. Eide, C. Krause, & A. Rosas, eds.
Economic, social and cultural rights: a textbook, pp. 273-289. Dordrecht,
Netherlands, Martinus Nijhoff Publishers.

R
L X4

Tomasevski, K. 2006. Economic and social rights: legally enforceable rights?
InT. O’Neil, ed. Human rights and poverty reduction: realities, controversies and
strategies. Rights in Action Meeting Series. London, Overseas Development
Institute.

9,
%

Tyers, R. & Anderson, K. 1992. Disarray in world food markets: a quantitative
assessment. New York, USA, Cambridge University Press.

9,
4%

UN (United Nations). 1995a. National human rights institutions: a handbook
on the establishment and strengthening of national human rights institutions
for the promotion and protection of human rights. Professional Training Series
No 4. New York, USA.

® UN. 1995b. Food and nutrition Bulletin, UN University Press, 16 (1),
December.

«» UN. 1997. Guidelines on development-based displacement. UN Sub-
Commission on the Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities.
UN doc. E/CN.4/Sub.2/1997/7, Annex. 2 July. New York, USA.

« UN. 1999. Updated study on the right to food, submitted by A. Eide. Sub-
Commission on the Promotion and Protection of Human Rights. UN doc.
E/CN.4/Sub.2/1999/12. 28 June. New York, USA.

294



REFERENCES

UN. 2002. Globalization and its impact on the full enjoyment of human rights.
Report of the High Commissioner for Human Rights. UN doc. E/CN.4/2002/54.
15 January. New York, USA.

7
L X4

R
°o

UN. 2003a. International Year of Freshwater. Fact Sheet (available at http://
www.un.org/events/water/factsheet.pdf).

72
L X4

UN. 2003b. Promoting an integrated approach to rural development in
developing countries for poverty eradication and sustainable development.
Report by the Secretary-General. UN doc. E/2003/51. 2 April. New York,
USA.

9,
L X4

UN. 2005. National human rights institutions: a handbook on the establishment
and strengthening of national human rights Institutions for the promotion and
protection of human rights. New York and Geneva, United Nations (available
at: http://www.ohchr.org/english/about/publications/docs/train12_e.pdf).

R
o

UN Committee on the Rights of the Child (CRC). 2001. Concluding
Observations of the Committee on the Rights of the Child: Bhutan. 27th
Session. UN doc. CRC/C/15/Add.157. 9 July. New York, USA.

+* UN Millennium Project. 2005a. Halving hunger: it can be done. Summary
version of the Report of the Task Force on Hunger. New York, USA, The Earth
Institute at Columbia University.

9,
0%

UN Millennium Project. 2005b. Health, dignity, and development: what
will it take? Task Force on Water and Sanitation. London and Sterling, USA,
Earthscan.

72
°o

UN Special Rapporteur on the right to food. 2001. Report by the Special
Rapporteur, Mr Jean Ziegler. UN doc. E/CN.4/2001/53. 7 February. New York,
USA.

R?
°o

UN Special Rapporteur on the right to food. 2002a. Report by the Special
Rapporteur, Mr. Jean Ziegler. UN doc. E/CN.4/2002/58. 10 January. New York,
USA.

%* UN Special Rapporteur on the right to food. 2002b. Report by the Special
Rapporteur, Mr Jean Ziegler. UN doc. A/57/356. 27 August. New York, USA.

% UN Special Rapporteur on the right to food. 2003a. Report by the Special
Rapporteur, Mr Jean Ziegler. UN doc. E/CN.4/2003/54. 10 January. New York,
USA.

%* UN Special Rapporteur on the right to food. 2003b. Report of the Special
Rapporteur, Mr Jean Ziegler. UN doc. A/58/330. 28 August. New York, USA.

295



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

UN Special Rapporteur on the right to food. 2004. Report by the Special
Rapporteur, Mr Jean Ziegler. UN doc. E/CN.4/2004/10. 9 February. New York,
USA.

72
L X4

R?
°o

UN Special Rapporteur on the right to food. 2005. Report of the Special
Rapporteur, Mr Jean Ziegler. UN doc. E/CN.4/2005/47. 24 January. New York,
USA.

% UN Special Rapporteur on the right to food. 2006. Report of the Special
Rapporteur, Mr Jean Ziegler. UN doc. E/CN.4/2006/44. 16 March. New York,
USA.

0
L X4

UN Special Rapporteur on the right to food. 2008. Report of the Special
Rapporteur, Mr Oliver de Schutter. UN doc. A/HRC/9/23. September. New
York, USA.

72
L X4

UN Sub Commission on Human Rights. 2000. Resolution 2000/7 of
17 August 2000 on Intellectual Property Rights and Human Rights.

0,
%

UNCTAD (United Nations Conference on Trade and Development). 2002.
Third UNCTAD Conference on Less Developed Countries — LDC Ill, 14-20 May
2001, Brussels.

72
L X4

UNDP (United Nations Development Programme). 1999. Human
Development Report 1999. New York, USA and Oxford, UK, Oxford University
Press.

«» UNDP. 2000. Human Development Report 2000. New York, USA and Oxford,
UK, Oxford University Press.

R
L X4

UNDP. 2006. Indicators for human rights based approaches to development
in UNDP programming: a user’s guide. New York, USA. March.

7
°o®

UNDP/IFAD. 2006. The challenges of water governance. Water — a shared
responsibility, The United Nations World Water Development Report 2,
pp. 43-85. Paris, UNESCO and New York, USA, Berghahn Books.

% UNESCO (United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization).
20083. Agriculture, food and water. 1st United Nations World Water Development
Report, Water for People, Water for Life.

® UN SCN (United Nations System Standing Committee on Nutrition).
2005. Questions and Answers, 32nd Session. Working group on nutrition in
emergency. Brasilia 13 and 16 March.

296



REFERENCES

Unruh, J.D. & Turray, H. 2006. Land tenure, food security and investment in
postwar Sierra Leone. FAO Livelihoods Support Programme. Working Paper
No. 22. Rome, FAO.

7
L X4

R
°o

Valente, F.L.S. & Beghin, N. 2006. Realization of the human right to adequate
food and the Brazilian experience: inputs for replicability. Brasilia (available at:
http://www.fao.org/righttofood/publi_en.htm).

% Valente, F.LS., Franceschini, T. & Burity, V. 2006. Non-judicial remedies
for the protection of the human right to adequate food: the case of Brazil.
In M. Borghi & L. Postiglione Blommestein, eds. The right to adequate food and
access to justice, pp. 265-293. Fribourg, Switzerland, Editions Universitaires.

72
°o

Van Esterik, P. 1992. Women, work and breastfeeding. Cornell International
Nutrition Monograph 23. Ithaca, USA, Cornell University Press.

72
°o

Van Hoof, G.J.H. 1984. The legal nature of economic, social and cultural rights:
a rebuttal of some traditional views. In P. Alston & K. Tomasevski, eds. The right
to food, pp. 97-110. Dordrecht, Netherlands, Martinus Nijhoff Publishers.

R
°o

Van Parijs, P. 2000. Basic income: a simple and powerful idea for the 21st
century. Background paper for the Basic Income European Network (BIEN),
VIIl International Congress. Berlin, 6—7 October (available at: http://www.
basicincome.org/bien/pdf/2000VanParijs.pdf)

9,
0%

Vapnek, J. & Spreij, M. 2005. Perspectives and guidelines on food legislation,
with a new model food law. FAO Legislative Study No. 87. Rome, FAO (also
available at: http://www.fao.org/Legal/pub-e.htm).

72
°o

Vidar, M. 2005. The interrelationships between the right to food and other
human rights. In W.B. Eide & U. Kracht, eds. Food and human rights in
development. Vol. I. Legal and institutional dimensions and selected topics,
pp. 141-159. Antwerp, Belgium, Intersentia.

«* Vidar, M. & Immink, M. forthcoming. Monitoring the human right to food at
the country level. In G. Alfredsson, J. Grimheden, B. Ramcharan & A. de Zayas,
eds. National monitoring mechanisms.

0,
§ X4

Vierdag, E.G. 1978. The legal nature of the rights granted by the International
Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights. Netherlands Yearbook of
International Law, 9: 104-120.

72
°o

Villan Duran, C. 2000. The right to food and drinking water, International Law:
New Developments. Liber Amicorum to Professor Antonio Augusto Cancado
Trinidade.

297



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

VonBraun,J.,Gulati,A.&Orden,D.2004.Makingagriculturaltradeliberalization
work for the poor. Washington, DC, International Food Policy Research Institute
(available at http://www.ifpri.org/pubs/speeches/20040525vonbraun.pdf).

72
L X4

R?
°o

WHO (World Health Organization). 2000. Turning the tide of malnutrition:
responding to the challenge of the 21st century. WHO/NHD/00.7. Geneva,
Switzerland.

% WHO. 2003a. The right to water (available at http://www.who.int/water._
sanitation_health/rightowater/en).

* WHO. 2003b. Diet, nutrition and the prevention of chronic diseases. Report of
a joint WHO/FAO Expert Consultation. WHO Technical Report Series No. 916.
Geneva, Switzerland.

® WHO. 2005. WHO resource book on mental health, human rights and
legislation. Geneva, Switzerland.

** WHO. 2006. The World Health Organization’s infant feeding recommendation.
Geneva, Switzerland (available at www.who.int/nutrition/topics/infantfeeding_
recommendation/en/indexhtml).

0,
L X4

Wily, L.A. 2000. Land tenure reform and the balance of power in eastern
and southern Africa. Natural Resource Perspectives No. 58. June. London,
Overseas Development Institute.

o
L X4

Windfuhr, M. 2003. The human right to water. What is behind the concept?
Heidelberg, Germany, FIAN International. September.

7
%

Ziegler, J., Way, S.A., & Golay, C. 2006. Access to land and right to food. A
paper for presentation to the Workshop on “Human Rights, Land and Food”,
International Conference on Land, Poverty, Social Justice and Development,
2006.

298



REFERENCES

CASES

R
%

R R
°o L X4

72
L X4

R?
L X4

7
°o

R?
°

0
%

7
§ X4

72
°o

Advisory Opinion on Legal Consequences on the Construction of a Wall in
the Occupied Palestinian Territory. ICJ Advisory Opinion, 9 July 2004.

Antonelli vs. Sheahan, 81 F.3d 1422, 1432 (7th Cir. 1996). (USA)
Chamelli Singh & Ors. State of U.P. & Anr., (1996) 2 S.C.C. 549. (India)

Cooper vs. Sheriff, Lubbock County, 929 F.2d 1078, 1083 (5th Cir. 1991).
(USA)

G vs. An Bord Uchtala [1980] I.R. 32. (Ireland)
Gosselin vs. Québec (Attorney General), [2002] 4 S.C.R. 429. (Canada)

Government of South Africa vs. Grootboom, CCT38/00, Judgment of
21 September 2000.

Guerra and others vs. ltaly, European Court on Human Rights, Judgment of
19/02/1998.

Jain vs. State of Karnataka, AIR (1992) S.C.C. 1858. (India)

Khosa and others vs. Minister of Social Development, CCT 53/03, Judgment
of 1 October 2004. (South Africa)

Kitok vs. Sweden, HRC Communication No 197/1985, Views adopted on
27/07/1988

In Re Kranspoort Community 2000 (2) SA 124(LCC). (South Africa)

Lindiwe Mazibuko & others vs. The City of Johannesburg & ors, case
No 06/13865, High Court of south Africa.

Lubicon Lake Band vs. Canada, HRC Communication No 167/1984, Views
adopted on 26/03/1990

Malawi African Association vs. Mauritania, Nos. 54/91, 61/91, 98/93, 164/97
& 210/98, 1999-2000.

Marcel Claude Reyes and Others vs. Chile, Inter-American Court on Human
Rights, Judgment of 19/09/2006.

Oneryildiz vs. Turkey, European Court on Human Rights, Judgement of
30/11/2004.

PUCL v Union of India Writ Petition (Civil) No. 196 of 2001.

Rarasea vs. The State, Criminal appeal No. HAA0027.2000 of 12 May 2000.
(Fiji)

299



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

*» Regina vs. Secretary of State for the Home Department ex parte Adam,
Regina vs. Secretary of State for the Home Department ex parte Limbuela,
Regina vs. Secretary of State for the Home Department ex parte Tesema
(conjoined appeals), House of Lords, [2005] UKHL 66. (UK)

¢ Strope vs. Sebelius, US Court of Appeals, 06-3144 (D.C. No. 05-CV-3284-SAC)
(10th Cir. 2006).

300



REFERENCES

LEGISLATION

Andorra

«» Constitution of the Principality of Andorra, 1993

Angola
% Lei de Terras No. 9; Land Act No. 9, 2004

Argentina

< Ley 25. 724 sobre el Programa de Nutricion y Alimentacion Nacional,
Law 25. 724 that sets up the National Programme on Food and Nutrition, 2003

% Decreto No. 1.018 que reglamenta la Ley No. 25.724 que crea el Programa
de Nutricion y Alimentacion Nacional; Decree No. 1.018 regulating Law 25.
724 that sets up the National Programme on Food and Nutrition, 2003

% Ley Nacional de Empleo No.24013; National Employment Law No. 24013,
1991

<+ Ley de Contrato de Trabajo No. 20.744; Law on Contract of Employment
No. 20.744, 1976

Armenia

<+ Constitution of the Republic of Armenia, 2005

Azerbaijan

< Constitution of the Republic of Azerbaijan, 1995

Bangladesh
«» Constitution of the People’s Republic of Bangladesh, 1972

Belarus
<+ Constitution of the Republic of Belarus, 1996
Belgium

7

+» Constitution of Belgium, 1994

Bolivia

+* New Political Constitution of the State of Bolivia, 2009

301



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

Brazil

<+ Constitution of the Federal Republic of Brazil, 1988

«» Lei Organica de Seguranca Alimentar e Nutricional (LOSAN), Lei No. 11.346,
cria o Sistema Nacional de Seguranca Alimentar e Nutricional — SISAN
com vistas em assegurar o direito humano a alimentacdo adequada e da
outras providéncias; National Food and Nutritional Security Framework
Law: Law No. 11.346 establishing the National Food and Nutrition Security
System — SISAN, 2006

O

% Decreto No. 6.273, cria no é@mbito do Sistema Nacional de Seguranca
Alimentar e Nutricional - SISAN, a Camara Interministerial de Seguranca
Alimentar e Nutricional; Decree No 6273, establishing the Interministerial
Chamber for Food and Nutritional Security, 2007

K/

% Lei No. 10.835, institui a renda basica de cidadania e da outras providencias,
Law No. 10.835 establishing a universal basic income, 2004
Cambodia

¢ Constitution of the Kingdom of Cambodia, 1993

Canada

K2

% Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms, 1982;
% Quebec’s Public Health Act, 2001

Colombia

+» Political Constitution of Colombia, 1991

% Ley 100 por la cual se crea el Sistema de Seguridad Social Integral y se
dictan otras disposiciones; Law 100 that sets up the Comprehensive Social
Security System, and enacts other provisions, 1993

Costa Rica

<+ Political Constitution of the Republic of Costa Rica, 1949

Croatia

<+ Constitution of the Republic of Croatia, 1990

Cuba
«» Constitution of the Republic of Cuba, 1992

302



REFERENCES

Cyprus
< Constitution of the Cyprus Republic, 1960

Czech Republic
<+ Constitution of the Czech Republic, 1993

Democratic Republic of the Congo

<+ Constitution of the Democratic Republic of the Congo, 2006

Ecuador

¢ Political Constitution of the Republic of Ecuador, 2008

% Ley de Seguridad Alimentaria y Nutricional No. 41; Law on Food and
Nutritional Security, No. 41, 2006

El Salvador

¢ Constitution of the Republic of El Salvador, 1983

Equatorial Guinea

K2

#* Constitution of the Republic of Equatorial Guinea, 1996

Eritrea

% Constitution of Eritrea, 1997

Ethiopia

<+ Constitution of the Federal Democratic Republic of Ethiopia, 1995

Finland

% Constitution of Finland, 2000

France

+* Constitution of France, 1958

< Loi No. 2004-806 relative a la Politique de Santé Publique, Public Health Act
No. 2004-806, 2004.

303



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

Georgia

< Constitution of Georgia, adopted on 24 August 1995, last amendment on
27 December 2006

Germany

«» Basic Law for the Federal Republic of Germany, 1949 (as amended up to
June 2008)

Ghana

< Constitution of the Republic of Ghana, 1992

Guatemala

< Constitution of the Republic of Guatemala, 1985

% Ley del Sistema Nacional de Seguridad Alimentaria y Nutricional, Decreto
Numero 32; Law on the National Food and Nutritional Security System,
Decree No 32, 2005

% Acuerdo Gubernativo No. 75 mediante el cual se aprueba el Reglamento
de la Ley del Sistema Nacional de Seguridad Alimentaria y Nutricional,
Agreement N° 75 that sets a Regulation to the Law on the National Food and
Nutritional Security System, 2006

Haiti

¢ Constitution of the Republic of Haiti, 1987

Honduras

7

% Constitution of the Republic of Honduras, 1982

“» Anteproyecto de Ley Marco sobre la Alimentacion en Honduras; Draft
Framework Law on Food in Honduras, 2007

India

s Constitution of India, 1949

«» Protection of Human Rights Act No. 10 of 1994 as amended by the Protection
of Human Rights (Amendment) Act, No. 43 of 2006

+ National Rural Employment Guarantee Act No. 42, 2005

< Right to Information Act, No. 22, 2005

7/

% Hindu Succession Amendment Act, 2005

304



REFERENCES

% Seeds Bill, 2004
+ Chhattisgarh Public Distribution System (Control) Order, 2004

7

% Protection of Plant Varieties and Farmers’ Rights Act No. 53, 2001
< Maharashtra Employment Guarantee Act, 1977

¢ Essential Commodities Act No. 10, 1955

<+ Edible Oils Packaging (Regulation) Order, 1998

Indonesia

< Food Act No 7, 1996
«» Regulation on Food Security No. 68, 2002

Iran (Islamic Republic of)

«» Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Iran, 1979

ltaly

<+ Constitution of the Italian Republic, 1947

Kazakhstan

«» Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan, 1995

< Law on State Regulation of the Development of the Agroeconomic Sector
and Rural Areas, 2005

Kyrgyzstan

7

%+ Constitution of the Kyrgyz Republic, 2007

Lesotho

% Constitution of Lesotho, 1993

Madagascar

7

+» Constitution of the Republic of Madagascar, 1992

Malawi

7

+» Constitution of the Republic of Malawi, 1994

305



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

Mali

< Loi dOrientation Agricole No. 06-045; Agricultural Orientation Act
No. 06-045, 2006

Mexico

% Political Constitution of Mexico, 1917

¢ Iniciativa de Ley de Planeacion para la Soberania y Seguridad Agroalimentaria
y Nutricional; Draft Planning Law on Food Sovereignty and Food and
Nutritional Security, 2005

«» Norma Oficial Mexicana NOM-043-SSA2 sobre Promocién y Educacion
para la Salud en Materia Alimentaria; NOM-043-SSA2-2005 on Promotion
and Education on Health related to Nutrition Issues, 2005

«» Ley de Desarrollo Social del Estado de México; General Law on Social
Development, 2004

Mozambique

% Land Law, No. 19/97, 1997

Nepal
«» Interim Constitution of Nepal, 2063, 2007

New Zealand

< Human Rights Act, 1993, Public Act No. 82, 1993

Nicaragua

«» Political Constitution of Nicaragua, 1987

¢ Iniciativa de Ley de Soberania y Seguridad Alimentaria y Nutricional, Draft
Law on Food and Nutritional Sovereignty and Security, 2008

<+ Decreto No. 03 que establece Reformas y Adiciones al Decreto No. 71-98;
Decree No. 03 establishing Reforms and Amendments to Decree No. 71-98,
2007

s Decreto No. 65, Reforma al Decreto creador de la Comision Nacional de
Seguridad Alimentaria y Nutricional, Decree No. 65, Reforming the Decree that
establishes the National Commission on Food Security and Nutrition, 2000

% Decreto No. 40 de Creacion de la Comision Nacional de Seguridad
Alimentaria y Nutricional; Decree No. 40, on the Establishment of the National
Commission on Food Security and Nutrition, 2000

306



REFERENCES

Nigeria

< Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria, 1999

Pakistan

<+ Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973

Panama

K/

% Political Constitution of Panama, 1972 (with subsequent reforms)

Paraguay

< Constitution of the Republic of Paraguay, 1992

Peru

<% Constitution of the Republic of Peru, 1993

«» Proyecto de Ley No. 1390 sobre el Derecho a una Alimentacion Adecuada;

Draft Law No. 1390 on the Right to Adequate Food, 2006

% Ley Marco del Empleo Publico No. 28175; Framework Law on Public
Employment No. 28175, 2005
)/

% Decreto No. 118 PCM que crea la Comision Multisectorial de Seguridad
Alimentaria; Decree No 118 PCM establishing the Multisectoral Commission
on Food Security, 2002

% Decreto No. 139 PCM que establece la conformacion del Comité Técnico de
la Comision Multisectorial de Seguridad Alimentaria; Decree No. 139 PCM
establishing the Technical Committee of the Multisectoral Commission on
Food Security, 2002

Philippines
<+ Agriculture and Fisheries Modernization Act of 1997, Republic Act No. 9281,
2004
< Republic Act No. 9168 on Plant Variety Protection, 2002
+» Fisheries Code of 1998, Republic Act No. 8550, 1998
** Republic Act No. 6657 on Agrarian Reform, 1988

Portugal

7

+» Constitution of the Portuguese Republic, 1976

307



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

Republic of Korea

< National Human Rights Commission Act No. 6481, 2001

Republic of Moldova
<+ Constitution of the Republic of Moldova, 1994

Romania

¢ Constitution of Romania, 1991

Russian Federation

< Act on Minimum Wage No. 3818, 2003
¢ Labour Code of the Russian Federation No. 197-F, 2001

Sierra Leone

¢ Constitution of Sierra Leone, Act No. 6, 1991

Slovakia

<+ Constitution of the Slovak Republic, 1992

Slovenia

<+ Constitution of the Republic of Slovenia, 1991

South Africa

<+ Constitution of the Republic of South Africa Act No. 108, 1996
<+ Extension of Security of Tenure Act, 1997

«» Communal Land Rights Act No. 11, 2004

¢ National Food Security Draft Bill, 2002

% Basic Conditions of Employment Amendment Bill, 2001

< Water Services Act No. 108, 1997

%+ Basic Conditions of Employment Act No. 75, 1997
+ Labour Relations Act No. 66, 1995

Spain
<+ Constitution of Spain, 1978

308



REFERENCES

Sri Lanka

<+ Constitution of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka, 1978

Suriname

<+ Constitution of the Republic of Suriname, 1987

Switzerland

¢ Federal Constitution of the Swiss Confederation, 1999

Turkey
< Constitution of the Republic of Turkey, 1982

Uganda

<+ Constitution (Amendment) of the Republic of Uganda, 2005
< Constitution of the Republic of Uganda, 1995

<+ Draft Bill for a Food and Nutrition Act, 2008

+» Land Act No. 16, 1998

United Kingdom

«» Children’s Food Bill, 2005
+* Human Rights Act, 1998
< National Minimum Wage Act, 1998 (last amendment 2003)

United Republic of Tanzania

+ Village Land Act, 1999
< Land Act, 1999
< Food Security Act of Tanzania, 1991

United States of America

<+ lllinois Nursing Mothers in the Work Place Act, 2001
% Food Stamp Act, 1977

309



GUIDE ON LEGISLATING FOR THE RIGHT TO FOOD

Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

<+ Constitution of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, 1999

«» Decreto 6.071 con rango, valor y Fuerza de Ley Orgdnica de Seguridad y
Soberania Agroalimentaria; Organic Law on Agricultural and Food Security
and Sovereignty, Decree No 6.071, 2008

< Ley Programa de Alimentacion para los Trabajadores; Law establishing a
Programme on Food for Workers, 1998

% Ley de Alimentacion para los Trabajadores; Law on Food for Workers, 2004

< Decreto No. 4.448, Reglamento de la Ley de Alimentacion para los
Trabajadores, Decree No 4.448, Regulation of the Law on Food for Workers,
2006

*» Proyecto de Ley Organica de Desarrollo Agricola y Seguridad Alimentaria;
Organic Draft Law of Agriculture Development and Food Security, 2004

Zimbabwe

% Land Acquisition Act, 1992

310



METHODOLOGICAL TOOLBOX ON THE RIGHT TO FOOD

The purpose of the Methodological Toolbox is to provide a practical aid for
the implementation of the Right to Food Guidelines.

It contains a series of analytical, educational and normative tools that offer
guidance and hands-on advice on the practical aspects of the right to
food. It covers a wide range of topics such as assessment, legislation,
education, budgeting and monitoring. It emphasises the operational
aspects of the right to food and contributes to strengthening in-country
capacity to implement this right.

Visit our website http://www.fao.org/righttofood
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