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The article contributes to the ongoing debate on food security, a significant global issue that is relevant to all countries,

including the high-income ones. The author offers critical points and comments on the report Collective Action for Ending

a Collective Problem: A Multi-stakeholder Project on Global Food Security, published on 23rd July 2023 by the team of

Dublin City University. The author discusses some important political-ethical aspects of food security in the current tense

historical context.

In my review of this article, I will point out some issues from the perspective of the right to food and geopolitics.

It is not quite clear what the author meant by a statement that food security is not only a collective but also a personal

problem (p. 2). Does it mean that every individual is responsible to secure enough food for living? If that is the case,

this statement is in line with the neoliberal economic logic that has eliminated the concept of the public good and

replaced it by the concept of “individual responsibility,” and that is responsible for the current state of food insecurity. It

is the corporate food regime that causes the majority of people (80%) in extreme poverty to live in rural areas, as well

as half of small-scale food producers.[1] Moreover, neoliberalism has eliminated a social welfare state (under the

justification that public funding of education, health care, childcare, social care, etc., is a redundant cost to a state) and

has pushed people to find by themselves solutions for their vulnerable position and a lack of social security (“If

someone is poor, it is his/her guilt”). This concept is in contrary with ethical principles such as equality, equity, and

solidarity with vulnerable groups and those who are in need (persons with disabilities, persons with a health condition,

elderly, children, refugees, homeless, etc.). Undoubtably, nowadays hunger and malnutrition have become global and

collective problems that need a global and collective response, by shifting the current food regime towards the regime

that would be based on principles of human rights, solidarity, equity and equality, economic democracy, and food

sovereignty. 

The author points out the controversial interpretation of the relation between the right to food and democracy in the

Draft Report but misses to point out the issue of economic democracy and the right of local people to control their own

food systems, including markets, production models, and ecological resources (so-called food sovereignty). Is there

any democracy if people do not have the right to choose their own political, economic, and social system and to control

their own food production and food market? 

The concept of food sovereignty has proved its potential to reduce poverty and enable access to affordable food in

Latin America. There are increasing practices of states, particularly in Latin America, in including food sovereignty
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in their Constitutions and legislation aiming at protecting the right to adequate food, health, and a healthy environment.

The food sovereignty movement has also become more and more present in high-income countries, such as

Canada and Switzerland. Thus, the Report’s recommendation to states to adopt a food sovereignty lens on

international trade, and in particular to privilege domestic and local scale-production (p. 106), is sound and reasonable. 

The article argues on positive correlations between food access and the global market economy. However, the given

arguments do not challenge the current concept of food security that is highly neoliberal in its nature and is problematic

for both economic and environmental reasons (some of them are outlined in the Report). The article misses to point out

several facts: (1) the right to food is inevitably connected with the right to life; (2) contemporary world food

(over)production enables sufficient food for everyone on this planet; (3) world hunger and suffering are caused by the

concentration of corporate monopoly power that controls national economic and agricultural policies and rules over the

entire food production chain, from production to distribution; (4) the right to decide about food production is taken away

from those who produce that food; (5) food has become a commodity of trade, instead of a source of nutrition for

people (food, particularly healthy food, has become accessible only to those who can pay for it); (6) corporative food

production is mainly focused on profit, instead of satisfying the basic needs of the people. The Report highlights some

other deficiencies of corporate food production and trade, too. Apparently, there are more negative than positive

correlations between food access and the global market economy. There is a broad scope of evidence, research

articles, publications, and statistics that prove this fact.[2]

The author is also sceptical about the possibility to have an agricultural system that does not take capitalism very

seriously, recalling, as a citizen of a Central-European country, the tragic 40-year experience with communist centrally-

planned agricultural economy. Undoubtably, that experience was tragic, but it is highly recommended to explore good

practices and experiences of other countries, too. For example, as a citizen of the former Socialist Federative Republic

of Yugoslavia, I can witness (supporting by facts) that that country had a successful agri-food experience and had in

place developed agriculture production based on cooperative farms, social ownership, socially-owned and state-owned

companies, the state-driven economy, and the self-management of the working class and people working in

agriculture. As a result, citizens of Yugoslavia enjoyed full access to sufficient, affordable, and healthy food. The

situation radically changed after transitioning from socialism to capitalism, and food insecurity has become a “normal”

issue and is present in all states that arose from the former Yugoslavia.[3] Now we have a market economy, and now

we have many who suffer from hunger, malnutrition, and poverty. The national food system’s capacity to ensure

sustainable food security in all these countries is seriously threatened by irresponsible ‘business-as-usual’ activities

that jeopardise food safety and the environment. Liberalisation served multinational corporations and foreign food

supermarket chains’ entry to take a monopolist position, causing bankruptcy of domestic companies and worsening the

position of domestic food producers. The positive experience of the former Yugoslavia in enabling food security and

economic democracy is encouraging and should be explored to develop a sound basis for a sustainable and efficient

food regime (enabling the realisation of the right to food) as an alternative to the current corporate food regime.

The article, as well as the reviewed Draft Report, has missed to elaborate on the impact of the US and EU’s sanctions

imposed on Russia on food security in European states.[4]

The arguments in the section of the article “Overlooking broader security risks of the Russian aggression against
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Ukraine” are one-sided, so it is highly recommended to take into consideration a broad literature on international

relations, and geopolitical and historical analysis of the causes of the current war in Ukraine. Examining the geopolitical

context of global food security policy should be grounded on findings of a geopolitical analysis including the following

research questions (or reviewing the broad literature relevant to this issue):

What are the geopolitical position and aspirations of: (1) the US, (2) the UK, (3) the EU member states, (4) the

Russian Federation? How do the current geopolitical position and aspirations of these states correlate with

Mackinder’s theory of Heartland and Rimland, Mahan’s concept of the conflict of thalassocracy and tellurocracy, and

Kennan’s US strategy of containment?[5]

Why did not NATO dismantle after the end of the Cold War parallel with the Warsaw Pact? [6] What is the purpose of

existence of NATO after the Cold War? Collective defence from who? Fight against terrorism? Improving

environmental security? Responding to climate change? Women, peace and security?

What is the purpose of NATO enlargement since 1989 towards the Russian borders? What is the purpose of the

intention to include Ukraine into its membership despite Russia’s clear and loud consideration that that would

present a threat to its security?

What is the relation between the US foreign policy and NATO’s policy?[7]

What is the rationale of NATO’s past and present operations and missions since the 1990s? Introducing democracy

and human rights to Serbia by bombs? Bringing peace to Bosnia and Herzegovina? Stabilising Iraq, Afghanistan,

and Libya? Whose political, economic, and military interests have been delivered and protected by NATO? What is

the impact of the NATO’s interventions in these countries on the people’s food security?

Why did not the Ukraine government accept the Minsk Agreement in 2015?

What is the purpose of the US’ heavy support of Ukraine in various heavy weapon and aircraft equipment?[8]

How do dominant geopolitical framings of food security extend and deepen neoliberal models of agro-food

provisioning?[9]

What is the impact of the war in Ukraine on European and global food security?[10]

From the security perspective, the author’s call to military support of Ukraine, including NATO, is extremely dangerous

and threatens not only the future of food security, but global and regional security. The further fuelling of the war would

cause further mass destruction and human casualties. The only reasonable and ethical call in this moment is the call to

a peace negotiation and a peace accord, starting from and respecting the interests of both parties directly involved.  
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