Brainstorming for Partner Meeting 
(Bread for the world in January 2013)
Question 1. What important changes with regards to social economic, political cultural and environmental aspects are in Vietnam in 5 to 10 years from now? Of which changes,  is  there any influence to your organization’s mission and work?
In 5 -10 years from now, social structure and values as well as social relationship in term of economic, ethnicity, religion and political characteristic for 15 millions of the  indigenous ethnic minority people will become  hottest issues  not only socio- economically, but also potentially for political and civil conflict between ethnic minority and majority. Why?  In the context of 15 millions of the indigenous people, from SPERI experiences in almost 20 years since earlier 1990s working closely with them, biggest lesson we have learnt from them is that, the more industrialization and modernization going the faster and vaster vulnerable  for the indigenous ethnic minority people. 
Experiences and lesson learned from circular No. 07/TTLT-BNNPTNT-BTNMT dated January 29, 2011 and Directive 1019/TTg-ĐMDN dated June 26, 2011 by the Prime Minister, these both policy instructions were aiming to handing over the forest and land right title to individual, organization and companies as quick as possible in order to offer a convenient environment and condition for capitalist investor to exploit the natural resources faster in the last 2 years while these both instructions offered a very few opportunity to the 15 millions of the indigenous ethnic minority to access to forest and land, even their ancestral forest and land lost quicker by two years ago through above two legal papers (experience from SPERI, CIRUM and CODE’s case studies of applying circular 07/TTLT since June 2011 up to today). In additional, just last two month ago,  the Resolution No.19 – NQ/TW dated in October 31 2012 session 6th of Communist Party Central Congress Term XI written down: “Continuously reforming land law and land policy in order to promote Vietnam moving forwards into industrialization towards modern nation by the year 2020”.  
In general, the whole Resolution No 19 with 4 Charters and 11 points are trying to move forward and developing market of land in order to welcome capitalist investors in order to displace almost natural resources where 15 millions of the indigenous ethnic  minority people living by small self- subsistent with their own traditional farming  to become an extractive industry for production competition in order to seek profit. Soon after, sequences,  15 millions of the indigenous ethnic minority people will survive in the situation of overlapping of the three  vicious circles: “1) Being Isolated in the society where modern style and industrial professional skill required; this leads to become 2) unconfident and incapable to match up and to deal with  high technique in modern extractive industrial and  social habit; this will result in 3) losing ownership of ethnicity and identity, eradicate their own religion and dignity”. This leads to lose forever their livelihood sovereignty. According to the indigenous people,  livelihood sovereignty  is interrelated of the 5 vital rights: “ 1) The right to land, forest and water (basic); 2) The right to maintain one’s own religion (unique); 3) The right to live according to one’s own culture (practice); 4) The right to operate according one’s own knowledge and decide what to plant, initiate, create and invent on one’s own land (holistic), and 5) The right to co-manage or co-govern natural resources with neighboring communities and local authorities (strategic).  
Questions to the social disparity, community values, ethnic identity, political civil conflict, natural resources are displacement, biodiversity preservation as well as cultural diversity for 15 millions indigenous ethnic minority people are becoming seriously. Livelihood, according to the indigenous ethnic minority people is a holistic meaning of their life which determines their own dignity and value, their own social organizational and institutional structure (customary laws) as well as their own cultural characteristics, and these always interrelated independently on their own ancestral natural spaces and resources.
Practically the Resolution No.19 will consolidate stronger and more power for business sectors and capitalist investor, meanwhile left behind all the indigenous society downing into vulnerability in one hand, other hand, those investors, there are many of them are speculators in land and left behind land barely without using land while farmers have no land for farming. These will drive economic of Vietnam to become vicious and collapse as previous time but deeper which result in hunger, poverty, jobless. More than that, conflict over the land for farming between farmer and business sectors and capitalist investors as well as state forest enterprise and it’s company’s child and grandchild is seriously increasing. Further more, the forest and land where were belong to the indigenous people,  now no longer at all, these forest and land is taken away by outsider without using it, only for speculating, this will lead indigenous people more anger and they will destroy the forest for their daily live without any consideration of their own values, customs and behavior towards “nature worship” as they were. These lead to internal cultural eradication and they will forget their own value just because forest and land are no longer belong to them. Both biodiversity preservation and cultural diversity conservation for both people and state are lost. More than that, young in rural highland flight to city more and more and polluted by city styles with new city evil diseases and at the end of the day, they become smuggling and postitution, and left behind a heavy social responsibility for both people and state. Potentially, it may occur internal political civil conflict between minority and majority just because  the natural resource management law and policy has been forgotten of 15 millions people who live in a society where should not and must not copying and imposing un-consciousness way of life as such as western society.

In general, the indigenous people’s suffering from being distrust with outsiders, with business, with government and feeling crisis themselves. According to SPERI’s results of our research, there are about 200.000 staffs of state forest enterprises and companies belong to, but occupied 16, 973.000 ha equivalent of 84, 867 ha/per staff to manage, while, there are about 25 million farmers living with 4,050.00 ha forest land equivalent of 0,162 ha/per farmer to farming and living.!? 
Those above challenge and changing will be ensured to impact to MECO-ECOTRA and SPERI’s strategy and priority, especially due to Charter III. Page 3. “Continue reforming and complete land law and land policy” at the point 6. page 5. “Promoting and developing market of land” of the Resolution No.19 – NQ/TW dated in October 31 2012 with regards to industrialization towards modern the whole nation by the year 2020;   in additional together with circular 07/TTLT-BNNPTNT-BTNMT dated January 29, 2011 and Directive 1019/TTg-ĐMDN dated June 26, 2011 by the Prime Minister, both of these two policy papers are pushing as quick as possible land right title to individuals, organizations and companies whoever. It means that there is no more space for indigenous farmer who are surviving by their own traditional farming. Therefore, MECO-ECOTRA and SPERI will continue on our traditional journey which we have been dealing since 1995 up to now, that is  prioritizing  on the  Forest and Land Rights to household as well as  communities in order to gain more land for indigenous farmer to practice their livelihood sovereignty and with MECO-ECOTRA and SPERI, we have learnt that livelihood sovereignty with above mentioned of 5 vital rights will be our objective, our mission, our strategy and our priority on the way forwards not only in Vietnam, but also in the whole Mekong region!.
Question 2.  In the context of changes, what does your organization and your partners’s specific priority and functions can contribute in order to over these changes and why?

As the above analysis, both SPERI and BROT should: 1)  prioritize on the Indigenous Ethnic Minority Population who are most vulnerability nowadays, especially capacity building and action network for enriching their own solutions through Key Farmer (dynamic lobbyist from the bottom), Elders (traditional professor who enriching community customary dignity and behavior) and YIELDS
(who create different action network for genuine strategy of land use via eco-farming practices toward nature worship instead of chasing after money by flight to city)  of the six thematic action networks of MECO-ECOTRA;   2) get back as much and quicker as possible their own community forest and land from state forest enterprises and companies, so that they can recover their own value system, their own traditional wisdom and their own community customary laws by farming on their own land (SPERI will facilitate conflict over  the land and give supervise on customary based  land allocation, BRROT will provide fund); 3) focus on Livelihood Sovereignty for small farmer who are practicing their own traditional knowledge in farming for their self- sufficiency  as the cross cutting strategy in order to overcome with domination parallel with  crisis and soon will collapse  by global economic through HEPA farmer field school2
 via Eco Farming
 and  4) facilitate a flat-from where indigenous people can voice their own situation  and  information sharing for advocacy and lobbying. 
Why we need to deal with above important priorities and functions? 

Because of: 1) the only get back the forest and land for the indigenous people and supporting them to continue with their ways of farming traditionally based on their own knowledge and value, then they can themselves to overcome with global economic dominant and standing out from the global economic crisis and collapse sooner or later in order to fulfilling their ownership of livelihood through land right is one hand; other hand; 2) in order to get back their forest and land, we need to facilitate stronger network among landless group individually and communally in order to empower them to become  stronger for action towards the right to land in order to overcome with their situation of being isolated in decision making and information sharing; 3) to achieve their own confident we need to strengthening their capacity through different ways: network through forums, conferences, study tours, training, conferences.. in order to deal with unconfident in protecting their rights. 
Question 3. The limitation of BROT in Vietnam and Laos:

Not much time to share and exchange between BROT and SPERI. Solution is group online Skype for update and sharing in order to gain more understanding and enriching solutions for learning during working with the vulnerable people.
� Young Indigenous Ethnic Leadership Development Strategy (YIELDS)


YIELDS is the visionary plan of MECO-ECOTRA for inter-generational continuity and the future of Bio-Human Ecology Theory and SPERI’s Strategy. YIELDS focuses on building up an interaction network of Young Leadership Engagement for Livelihood Sovereignty, interactively  of five vital rights for Indigenous People in Mekong region:  1) the right to Land (basic); 2) the right to performance one’s own religion on one’s own land (unique); 3) the right to practice one’s own knowledge in daily farming (practice); 4) the right to decide what to grow on one’s own land (holistic); and 5) the right to co-government of one’s land (strategic).


� Human Ecology Practice Area (HEPA) Farmer Field Schools


Strategically, HEPA stands for Farmer Field Schools where Traditional Professors (Spiritual Elders), Key Farmers (who are nurturing traditional and local  knowledge in farming)  and Young Indigenous Ethnic Leadership Development Strategy (YIELDS) can come together in order to  transfer, share and enrich diversity and variety of local knowledge and local native species for nurturing confidence and freedom for bottom up participation of MECO-ECOTRA. HEPA focuses  on Eco-Farming in Land Use Planning and Food Security at  4 levels: 1) HEPA household level as primary schooling in eco-farming practices for inter-generation in family and neighborhood in gardening; 2) HEPA community level as secondary schooling for modeling and advocacy for local governing in Community Landscape Viewing and Planning for Local Natural Resource Management in Community Development (Customary Based Community Governing and Managing Natural Resources); 3) HEPA regional level as high schooling for building up pilot farm and curriculums for education, connection and  influence to different Vocational Technical Training Centers (VOCTECH)  which focus on unsustainable modern cash cropping and;  4) HEPA Inter-national level as University offering Young Eco-Farming Farmer from different ethnicities, localities and religions a place to come together for sharing and enriching values and behavior towards Landscape Designing Systems, Practicing Eco-Farming Lessons and learn management skills , linking  Youth, Volunteer, Researcher, Scholar, Media, Spiritual Leaders, Peace Builders and people who are committed into anti-Genetic Modified Organization (GMO). HEPA creates freedom spaces where people can enjoy research, learning, interacting towards “nurturing nature” via “Teaching by Learning – Learning by Doing” for sustainability and sustainers. HEPA is aiming to lobby Land Use Planning Policy inter-nationally.


3. Ecological Farming (ECO)


Ecological Farming defines the traditional value of MECO-ECOTRA which is the interaction of value system, customary laws and daily behavior towards natural resource management of the indigenous people in Mekong region. It differs from organic and sustainable farming in the senses of ethical philosophical characteristics and behavior toward “nature worshiping” of the different indigenous people in Mekong. Eco-Farming is nurturing and enriching traditional values and knowledge in land use planning in harvesting, using and preserving natural resources and biological diversity of nature. Eco-farming also is a geniue strategy for development of inter-generations, especially YIELD.





� 





PAGE  
3
Brainstorming in Partner Meeting organized by Bread for the World (BROT) January 2013

From Social Policy Ecology Research Institute (SPERI) perspective and practice
January 5th 2013 

