GECAFS-IGP3 Meeting, Part 2 - Summary

2 and 3 May, New Delhi – IFPRI offices

P. Ericksen, 9 May 2005

Meeting Objectives

1. To confirm two case study sites in IGP regions 2 and 4, which reflect the socio-economic and environmental diversity of the IGP, taking into consideration the sites already chosen.

2. To share, discuss and further develop the protocol for site characterization and classification of their food systems.

3. To discuss next steps for GECAFS project.

Workshop participants:

Upali Amarasinghe, IWMI, Delhi Office

Adlul Islam, ICAR Eastern Region office, Patna

Varsha Joshi, Institute of Development Studies, Jaipur

Nataraj Subash, ICAR Eastern Region office, Patna

Pramod K. Joshi, IFPRI South Asia Coordinator, Delhi

Ravinder P.S. Malik, Agricultural Economics Research Center, Univ. Delhi

Rajinder Sidhu, Punjab Agricultural University

Polly Ericksen, GECAFS IPO

Discussion Points

· Overview of GECAFS Science Plan

· Overview of IGP planning and research to date

· Update on CGIAR Challenge Program for Water and Food

· Consider small grant proposal re methodology

· Presentation about the Water-Poverty Index and the Climate Variability Index

· Discussion included comparison to “ideal”  (as opposed to just relative)

· Reviewed themes presented in Aggarwal, et al (2004) paper

· Site selection for IGP 2 and 4:

· IGP 4:  Vaishali or Muzaffarpur districts in north-western Bihar (see presentation by N. Subash)

· Issues: low investment in agriculture; flooding; low income levels; low productivity; out-migration.

· IGP 2:  Central Punjab plain, rice and wheat zone – Ludhiana district (see presentation by R. Sidhu)

· Issues: slow/stagnant productivity growth in wheat/ rice; lack of diversification; dependence upon groundwater; labour constraints.

· Discussion:  write up selection criteria; scaling/ representativeness issues; availability of socio-economic data (e.g. NHFS, NSS)

· Food system characterization:  Polly reviewed the matrix developed in Dhaka to characterize the three components of food systems.  She asked the participants to try and fill in the matrix for the IGP 2 and 4 sites.    On the second day, the participants tried to further develop the matrix by a) assessing which determinants made the food system vulnerable to disruption, and b) which of the determinants was sensitive to GEC.  (See attached).

· Discussion points:  high diversity of consumption patterns in the IGP; direct vs indirect impacts of GEC; how to capture trade in the matrix (internal vs external); how to integrate external impacts (e.g. if production is negatively affected in Punjab, the rest of the region suffers) into the matrix; how to capture the dynamics of vulnerability (the matrix includes indicators but not the dynamics).  Data sources and trends for the determinants were discussed but not completely addressed.  

· The group agreed that the matrix enabled us to distinguish both commonalities across sites, as well as unique determinants.  

· Adapting the WPI:  The group discussed how to develop a “food systems” index, which would include the following five components:

•Resource: availability of land, water, food
•Access:  to quality and quantity of land, water, food, inputs

•Use:  different uses of land, water, food and efficiency 

•Capacity:  people’s ability / effectiveness to use land, water, food.

•Environment:  does the food system include benefits to ecosystem services and social/ cultural practices/ needs?

The group debated the merits and feasibility of developing a standard or ideal level for the index, so as to measure progress towards this ideal.  It was recognized that the WPI has largely been used to compare sites to each other, rather than relative to a standard.

· The group ended with a discussion of next steps and possibilities for funding the project.  We agreed that it would be worthwhile to explore a proposal for 75K to the CPW&F, to develop innovative methods.  Two participants expressed interest in the IFS grants for young researchers.  We also agreed to pursue opportunities with other donors.
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