
CSIPM Advisory Group points for the CFS Bureau and Advisory Group meeting - 27 July 
 
ITEM II - Strengthening coordination and collaborative actions - Draft Conclusions 
 

●​ The CSIPM will be providing written comments by the 4th September deadline. For this it 
would be useful to understand when the Chair’s Summaries on the collaboratvie governance 
dialogues and the High Level Forum will be available.  

●​ Some preliminary comments that the Advisory Group would like to share with the Bureau for 
its consideration: 

o​ SOFI report talks about costs of diets, but this is only one small part of the causes of 
food insecurity and hunger 

o​ The small decrease in global hunger does not address the gravity of realities in the 
territories: massive budget cuts aggravating the efforts of humanitarian aid and 
international cooperation to temporarily support efforts for food security; increasing 
conflicts, wars and occupation and weaponization of food and water; climatic crisis  

o​ The CSIPM considers it essential that affordability is not treated as an isolated issue 
of price, but as the result of ownership structures and concentration throughout the 
food systems. As such, the financialisation of agriculture and food systems is a factor 
that has long been documented impacting food security and nutrition from the right 
to food perspective, but is absent from the SOFI report. 

o​ In terms of the conclusions regarding the High Level Forum on Artifical Intelligence 
and the Collaborative Governance Dialogue on Data availability: 

▪​ The CSIPM reiterates the calls it has previously made in other CFS forums: 

binding regulation of private technology companies operating within food 
systems; moratoriums on high-risk roll-outs; and the systematic disclosure of 
conflicts of interest among those involved in the design of agricultural 
decision-support tools. 

▪​ The CSIPM calls for data governance not to be treated as a technical issue of 

standards and interoperability, but as a matter of sovereignty: who controls 
the data, for what purposes, and under what ownership regime. 

●​ It would be important to leave some placeholders to include the main points that will be 
coming out of the discussion of the Satellite Session on Empowering Women Farmers for 
Food Security and Nutrition. We would like to share some initial comments ahead of the 
preparations of this session: 

o​ The CSIPM recommends that the session be explicitly aligned with the CFS 
Guidelines on Gender equality, CEDAW, and the provisions of the UNDROP relating to 
the rights of rural women, rather than the approach of inclusion in commercial or 
digital value chains promoted in the SOFI report. 

o​ The CSIPM considers it essential that the concept of ‘empowerment’ should not be 
treated as merely an additional measure to include women in food systems that 
remain otherwise unchanged, but as a matter of redistributing control over 
productive resources. As recognized by the CFS Gender Equality Guidelines, genuine 
autonomy for women farmers does not stem from easier access to markets or digital 
platforms, but from direct and collective control over the productive resources 
themselves: land, seeds and water, as well as the associated knowledge and 
conservation practices. 

o​ The CSIPM finally emphasises the need to recognise and support the forms of 
collective organisation already led by women, including in crisis and conflict 
contexts, as concrete expressions of empowerment rather than merely as temporary 
channels for humanitarian aid. 



 
ITEM III - Building Resilient Food Systems 
 
We recognize that Option 1 – Finalization by CFS 54 would maintain alignment with the current CFS 

MYPoW (2024–2027) and would not require adjustments to the overall work planning. At the same 

time, from CSIPM’s perspective, concluding negotiations for the Building Resilient Food Systems 

Policy Recommendations within the schedule foreseen by the current MYPoW should not come at 

the expense of the quality and ambition of the final policy recommendations. The objective must be 

to produce recommendations that provide meaningful guidance on strengthening the resilience of 

local food systems. Given the complexity and importance of the issues under discussion, we believe 

that an extended timeline would contribute to a stronger and more broadly supported outcome. 

We therefore support Option 2 – Finalization by CFS 55. An additional negotiation cycle would 

provide the necessary space for all participants to engage constructively on the remaining 

substantive issues, allow Member States sufficient time to consult with their capitals, and enable 

CSIPM to undertake meaningful consultations with the constituencies and right holders it represents. 

Finalization of the Building Resilient Food Systems policy recommendations by October 2027 would 

still ensure its conclusion within the current MYPoW, and would follow a similar adjustment as was 

done for the postponement of the CFS Gender Equality negotiations process in 2022. 

We remain concerned that a number of substantive and, in some cases, contentious issues remain 

unresolved. These issues warrant further discussion and careful consideration to ensure that the final 

recommendations reflect genuine consensus rather than compromises driven primarily by 

procedural deadlines. Providing additional time for negotiations would strengthen the quality and 

legitimacy of the outcome, while reinforcing the CFS’s role as the foremost inclusive international 

and intergovernmental platform for global food security and nutrition governance. 

Regarding the proposed adjustments to the CFS 54 agenda, CSIPM supports retaining Building 

Resilient Food Systems as Agenda Item III. We consider it important that the discussion reflects on 

the progress achieved to date and sets out a clear and agreed way forward, establishing a solid basis 

for the successful completion of negotiations at CFS 55. 

 
ITEM IV - Strengthening the Impact of CFS policy products – Draft Conclusions 
 
The CSIPM proposes to refer to the use of the CFS policy instruments by FAO also in reference to the 
decision by the FAO Conference in 2025 to mainstream the right to food across its programme 
priorities. One possibility could be under paragraph d):  
 
“highlights the reference made in the Reports of different FAO Regional Conferences held in 2026 to 
the important role of CFS policy products to realize FAO’s strategic framework, the request to FAO to 
consider those products in its priority areas of work, [ADD: in synergy with the commitment 
to mainstream the right to adequate food across its program priorities (footnote: reference to FAO 
Conference report 2025)] and the call to organize inclusive regional dialogue processes involving 
Members and stakeholders, as well as within the CFS, to support long-term strategic planning and 
informed decision-making for agrifood systems transformation;” 
 
 

https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/2a3307c3-4d54-4288-8318-e271879ef2cf/content
https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/e059aed0-4b43-4801-bea0-70b0b629b861/content


ITEM V - CFS Strategic Direction 
  

●​ Update of the Rolling Section of the CFS MYPoW 2024–2027 
 

●​ Draft Decision on the Update of the Rolling Section 
 
Regarding the Update of the Rolling section of the MYPoW, the CSIPM has consulted with the 
Building Resilient Food Systems Working Group, Indigenous Peoples’ constituency and the Fisheries 
Working Group and highlights that:  

●​ the Building Resilient Food Systems policy convergence process concludes by CFS55 
allowing one more year for negotiating the current draft of the policy 
recommendations 

●​ The Indigenous Peoples’ knowledge and food systems process  is guaranteed more 
time and runs through the upcoming MYPoW 2028-2031. This would allow sufficient 
timing for more consultations for the HLPE report on this issue, with the rights 
holders at stake being at the centre of such a process. 

●​ The process on sustainable fisheries and aquaculture is still of extreme relevance for 
the CSIPM. The postponement of the Building Resilient Food Systems process should 
not have implications on the process on sustainable fisheries and aquaculture. 
Having the HLPE Report in the timeline foreseen would possibly coincide with the 
proposal of postponing the launch of the HLPE Report on Indigenous Peoples’ 
knowledge and food systems, but this should not pose any problem given that the 
drafting teams are different. 

 
●​ Identification of prioritized themes for HLPE-FSN Report 2028 

o​ In terms of  the theme for the HLPE 2028 report, CSIPM sees the value for CFS to 
address the following topics highlighted by the HLPE in its Draft Note on Critical 
Emerging and Enduring Issues:  

▪​ Corporate concentration in Food Systems. We would suggest going back to 

the original theme proposed by the HLPE on Corporate concentration rather 
than address the merger proposed on “Equitable distribution of value for 
those who feed the world. Corporate concentration in food systems”, which 
was merged with little consultation and would require a more detailed 
process to advance a revised proposal. 

▪​ Food security and nutrition in the context of the three Rio Conventions: 

biodiversity, desertification and climate change;  

▪​ International trade and its implications for food security and nutrition;  

▪​ Digital innovation and artificial intelligence for healthy, sustainable and 

equitable food systems;  
 

●​ Draft Decision on the Theme of the HLPE Report 2028 
o​ The theme of corporate concentration in food systems is urgently needed and 

the CFS can provide the adequate platform to discuss this from a right to food 
framing. The HLPE report 2028 on this would be extremely timely, and the type 
of process that would follow its publication could be discussed in the MYPoW 
definition next year, not necessarily leading to a policy convergence process, or if 
so, having a process that would be longer than one year.  

●​ Draft Conclusions on Critical, Emerging and Enduring Issues 
●​ Draft Conclusions on Strategic orientation in the context of the UN80 Initiatives 

https://openknowledge.fao.org/handle/20.500.14283/CE0700EN
https://openknowledge.fao.org/handle/20.500.14283/CE0702EN
https://openknowledge.fao.org/handle/20.500.14283/CE0704EN
https://openknowledge.fao.org/handle/20.500.14283/CE0705EN
https://openknowledge.fao.org/handle/20.500.14283/CE0709EN
https://openknowledge.fao.org/handle/20.500.14283/CE0710EN


o​ CFS54 Plenary should also discuss the outcomes of the CFS retreat and include 
conclusions from that discussion. What role for the CFS in a context of reforms?  

 
ITEM VI - Indigenous Peoples’ Food and Knowledge Systems – Draft Conclusions 
 
CSIPM acknowledges the efforts by the HLPE-FSN to prepare the draft report that will inform the 
upcoming CFS Policy Process on this topic, however we have concerns about the recent 
developments in the CFS negotiations processes, where the recognition of Indigenous Peoples’ rights 
have been questioned and challenged by conflating them with other entities, such as local 
communities. It is critical that any policy discussion on Indigenous Peoples’ food systems is grounded 
in a robust and thoroughly consulted report, developed in consultation with Indigenous Peoples, as 
rights-holders. After a careful review of the V0 of the report, the CSIPM considers that the necessary 
changes cannot be limited to specific or technical adjustments. Rather, they require structural 
changes to the approach, methodology, and content of the report, accompanied by an extended 
process of consultation for allowing a meaningful participation of Indigenous Peoples. Given that we 
do not see sufficient time for such a process to take place before October, we would like to suggest 
allowing additional time for both the CFS policy convergence process and for the HLPE publication of 
the report.  
 
ITEM VII - Global Thematic Event (GTE) on Empowering Family Farmers 
 

●​ Draft Conclusions 
●​ The CSIPM as main mechanism bringing the voices of the rightsholders at the centre 

of the discussion during the Global Thematic Event suggests that the debate does 
result in a concrete recomitment for supporting family farmers, recognizing not only 
their agency for resilient and sustainable food systems, but also the barriers they are 
facing which should be progressivly overturned for an effective and meaningful 
support.  

●​ CSIPM Proposal for a new paragraph (new 1.d paragraph): “recognizes that family 
farmers are not receiving the support they require and affirms the need to address 
key obstacles to their empowerment by such measures as prioritizing integral and 
popular agrarian reforms; halting the criminalization of family farmers’ mobilization; 
introducing market regulation to ensure fair prices for small-scale producers and 
affordable healthy food for consumers; and directing public financing to small-scale 
producers practicing agroecology – through mechanisms such as public procurement 
and support for territorial markets – rather than to environmentally-destructive 
industrial agriculture through public-private partnerships.” 
 

Monitoring Report – Secretariat’s analysis of the contributions received to inform the Global 
Thematic Event 
 
CFS54 Guide 
 
 
Update on CFS 54 Side Events 
 
 
Main takeaways from the CFS Bureau and Advisory Group retreat 
 
 
Workstream updates 

https://openknowledge.fao.org/handle/20.500.14283/CE0711EN
https://openknowledge.fao.org/handle/20.500.14283/CE0712EN
https://openknowledge.fao.org/handle/20.500.14283/CE0713EN
https://openknowledge.fao.org/handle/20.500.14283/CE0713EN
https://openknowledge.fao.org/handle/20.500.14283/CE0714EN
https://openknowledge.fao.org/handle/20.500.14283/CE0830EN
https://openknowledge.fao.org/handle/20.500.14283/CE0715EN
https://openknowledge.fao.org/handle/20.500.14283/CE0715EN


 
●​ In consultation with the fisheries constituency, CSIPM would like to know the composition of 

the HLPE drafting team for the sustainable fisheries and aquaculture report? 


