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ABSTRACT

GENDERED POLITICS OF FOOD: AN ANALYSIS ON WOMEN IN AGRI-
FOOD COOPERATIVES IN ANKARA

SERVETOGLU, Isil
M.S., The Department of Political Science and Public Administration
Supervisor: Assoc. Prof. Dr. Aylin TOPAL

October 2023, 104 pages

The food is becoming increasingly acute problem both in the world and in Turkey.
Realizing that the problem is in the dynamics of food production, distribution and
consumption, researchers and activists have turned to search for alternatives. At this
point, the common opinion is that gender equality has an important place in food
systems due to the paradoxical position of women as being both food producers and
food insecure. Although the place of gender perspective in the world literature is
central for food systems studies, the number of research from this perspective in
Turkey is limited. Based on this, this thesis explores the opportunities and barriers to
ameliorating the problems in food chains in Turkey with community-based food
networks based on gender equality. To that end, the transformation of agri-food
systems and the rise of alternative food networks (AFNSs) are traced in the world and
in Turkey. In addition, based on in-depth interviews with thirteen women who are
members of agri-food cooperatives in Ankara this thesis examines the status of
gender equality-oriented AFNs in Turkey. The findings of this study show that an
AFNs has not yet been fully formed and there are some obstacles to its formation,

such as the lack of development of cooperative understanding and exploitation of



women within the cooperatives among others. Despite that, there are promising
potentials of such a structuring in Ankara, like increasing social and economic

solidarity, rural development and women’s say and visibility.

Keywords: Alternative Food Networks, Gender Equality, Agri-Food Cooperatives,
Food Sovereignty, Ecofeminism
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GENDERED POLITICS OF FOOD: AN ANALYSIS ON WOMEN IN AGRI-
FOOD COOPERATIVES IN ANKARA

SERVETOGLU, Isil
Yiksek Lisans, Siyaset Bilimi ve Kamu Yo6netimi Bolimi

Tez Yoneticisi: Dog. Dr. Aylin TOPAL

Ekim 2023, 104 sayfa

Hem diinyada hem Tiirkiye’de gida sorunu giderek biiyiiyerek siddetlenen bir hal
almaktadir. Sorunun daha yapisal olarak gida iiretim, bolisim ve tiiketim
dinamiklerinde oldugunu fark eden arastirmaci ve aktivistler alternatif arayiglarina
yonelmislerdir. Bu noktada ortak kani kadinlarin hem gida {ireticisi hem de gida
giivencesiz olarak tuttuklari paradoksal pozisyondan dolayi, toplumsal cinsiyet
esitliginin gida sistemlerinde 6nemli bir yeri oldugudur. Diinya yazininda toplumsal
cinsiyet perspektifinin yeri gida ¢alismalari i¢cin her ne kadar merkez konumda olsa
da, Tiirkiye’de bu perspektiften bakan caligmalarin sayist simirlidir. Buradan yola
cikarak bu tez, Tiirkiye’de gida zincirlerinde yasanan sorunlarin, toplumsal esitligine
dayanan topluluk temelli gida agi yapilariyla iyilestirilmesi Ontindeki firsat ve
engelleri aragtirmaktadir. Bu amacla, diinyada ve Tiirkiye’de tarim-gida sistemlerinin
doniislimiiniin ve alternatif gida aglarimin yiikseliginin izi stiriilmektedir. Ayrica
Tiirkiye’de toplumsal cinsiyet esitligi odakli alternatif gida aglarinin durumunu
inceleyebilmek icin bu tez, Ankara’da tarim-gida kooperatiflerine iiye on ii¢ kadinla
yapilan derinlemesine miilakatlara dayanan bir saha c¢alismasi igermektedir. Bu

caligmanin bulgulari, alternatif bir gida aginin heniiz tam olarak olugmadigini ve
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olusumunun onilinde kooperatifcilik anlayisinin = gelismemesi ve kadinlarin
kooperatifler i¢inde somiiriilmesi gibi bazi engeller oldugunu gostermektedir. Buna
ragmen, Ankara'da boyle bir yapilanmanin sosyal ve ekonomik dayanismayi, kirsal
kalkinmayr ve kadinlarin s6z ve gorinirligiini artirmak gibi umut verici

potansiyelleri bulunmaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Alternatif Gida Aglar1, Toplumsal Cinsiyet Esitligi, Tarimsal
Gida Kooperatifleri, Gida Egemenligi, Ekofeminizm
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

As an indispensable human need, food is essential to human survival, and thus, being
able to reach diverse and healthy food must be a basic human right. Nonetheless, let
alone having a diverse and healthy diet, having adequate food is getting harder and
harder even for the citizens of the wealthiest countries. Clearly, the footsteps of the
food crises that the world is -or has been- falling into are heard in the previous food
crises of 2008-09 and 2010-11 which have shown how fragile the food systems have
become. Those crises that affected a number of Global South countries were caused
by high food inflation which significantly reduced people's access to food and
resulted in a series of social upheavals. Yet, the depth and extent of these food crises
or any other crises have never reached such a scale, not at least, since World War Il.
At first glance, the COVID-19 pandemic can be seen as the culprit, however,
multiple crises that occurred both during and after the Pandemic in the areas that
have gone far beyond the health crisis, like the economy, politics, and environment
have shown that the problems experienced are in our production, distribution, and
consumption system. The Ukrainian war further put a big pressure on the already
troubled and fragile food systems as those two countries combined account for more
than a third of global grain exports. Food security has been declining all over the
world, and rising food prices have reached a level that creates a danger of a global

food crisis.

The gravity of the situation is revealed even with the simplest data. According to data
published by FAO in 2023, the prevalence of undernourishment which was relatively
stable at 7.9 % of the world population between 2015 and 2019, made a jump starting
from 2020 and reached 9.2 % in 2022. Moreover, the prevalence of food insecurity at

severe or moderate levels rose from 21.2% to 25.5% between 2014 and 2019, and



jumped to 29.5% in 2020 with the Pandemic and since then it has been around that
number (FAO et al., 2023). Corollary, in December 2022, food inflation, which was
close to the average of 2014-16 in 2019 and the first three quarters of 2020, started to
rise as of October 2020 and increased by 30% in 2021. In 2022, on the other hand,
the food inflation rate exceeded all previous periods and reached 60% at its highest!
(FAO, 2022).

The alarming situation that the food-related data reveal exceeds the individual events
such as the Pandemic or War, rather manifests a fagade of prejudices, exclusions, and
privileges that permeate through patriarchy in the whole society. More concretely,
food-related problems including malnourishment and food insecurity have been more
threatening and severe for vulnerable groups, especially women. The gender gap in
the global prevalence of moderate or severe food insecurity is widening at an
increasing rate. It rose 1.7% in 2019, 3% in 2020, and more than 4% in 2021. As a
matter of fact, between 2020 and 2021 food security among men actually improved
in every region except Africa whereas it deteriorated for women in every region
except Asia. The increase in the gender gap also applies to severe food insecurity
where it rose from 1,3% in 2020 to 2,5% in 2021 (FAO et al., 2023). This proves that
food crises or food-related problems are experienced much more severely by women.
The gender ramifications of food are not limited to consumption and manifest
themselves in food production as well. Women's labor in production has been
especially concentrated in the “fields of agriculture and food” (henceforth agri-food)
processing in Global South countries for centuries (Toksoz, 2012). In Global South
countries, nearly half of the women are still in agriculture within different
dimensions of the agricultural production process and their labor has indispensable
importance in the maintenance of the peasant household?. It is pertinent to note here
that the worsening food insecurity of women despite their increasing contribution to

food and agricultural production constitutes a paradox that needs to be addressed.

11t is important to note here that these numbers do not account for the full effects of the Ukrainian
war.

2 The concentration of women's labor in the field of agriculture is not a new phenomenon, it has
increased and became more visible in the 1990s. It was generally due to the neoliberal policies of the
1980s, which erased the income-generating effect of agricultural production leading to men’s
employment in non-agricultural jobs, since the transition of women to non-agricultural jobs was
slower than men, women were left alone with the burden of agricultural production in the fields.
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For this reason, the number of studies and movements that approach the problems in
food chains from the perspective of gender equality is quite high in the world yet, the
number of such studies in Turkey is quite limited. Even so, Turkey is not exempt
from these problems surrounding food, on the contrary, both the food crisis itself and
its gendered repercussions are just as real, maybe even more severe, for Turkey. The
food crisis in Turkey is much more acute compared to other countries. According to
the World Bank’s Food Security update of July 27, 2023, among the countries that
have the highest food inflation Turkey has ranked ninth in terms of nominal food
inflation with 54% nominal year-on-year food inflation and ranked fourth in terms of
real food inflation with 16% real year-on-year food inflation. This high numbers of
food inflation alone proves the fragility of food security in Turkey. As again, just like
other Global South countries women as one of the fragile groups are affected by this
downturn more than men. While this constitutes the consumption side of the
paradox, on the production side women’s labor plays an important part in food
production and processing in Turkey. In 2022, the number of women employed in
agriculture was reported as 2043 thousand and the number of men as 2822 thousand,
and in the same report, such a small difference between male and female
employment was not observed for any sector (TUIK, 2023). When these figures are
considered together with the fact that women working in agriculture are not
registered due to reasons like the fact that their labor is seen as domestic labor, it can
be claimed that women join the agricultural workforce as much as men if not more.
Since both food crises and women’s high participation in food production are quite
apparent in Turkey, this study argues that the problems and inequalities surrounding
food are highly rooted in the market-oriented food supply chains and patriarchal
relationships. Based on that, this thesis investigates whether it is possible to improve
the problems in food supply chains in Turkey with a community-based food web
structure that centers around gender equality and if so how.

Since food-related problems were so visible and felt all over the world for a long
time, alternative movements and thoughts on a more sustainable, just, and clean food
system have flourished. These movements which sought to replace the dominant
market-oriented food system took many different forms including producer and

consumer cooperatives, collectives, community-supported agriculture groups, food
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communities, and so on. These organizational forms of alternative food movements
which became prevalent in the 1990s in the world with the increasingly visible
negative effects of the neoliberal transformation on food have also increased in
Turkey in the last fifteen years. One of the most widespread forms of these
organizations in Turkey was cooperatives as it is the most lawful organization
compared to the other forms like collectives or buyer’s clubs which can face
problems like informality, continuity, and permanency. Moreover, the cooperative
law in Turkey is not as limiting in the formation of cooperatives compared to
developed countries, and the form of cooperative enables the formal exchange of
goods due to its legal status (Kadirbeyoglu & Konya, 2017). Aside from the legal
field, other features of the cooperatives like their understanding of economic unity,
business cooperation, and social solidarity, make them suitable structures to create an
AFN. In a sense, food cooperatives have a direct link with alternative food
movements and their other forms like community-supported agriculture, producer
markets, community gardens, and so on (Oz, & Aksoy, 2019). For this reason, this
thesis examines whether community-based food networks that center around gender

equality can offer a solution to the food crisis through cooperatives.

1.1. The Research Problem and the Relevant Literature

This thesis aims to reveal the potential to create community-based alternative food
networks focused on gender equality that can solve food-related problems in Turkey.
This question has been answered by tracing the changes in the agri-food systems in
late history and by examining the experiences of women working in the cooperatives
within the agri-food chains from the perspective of food sovereignty and

ecofeminism.

Unfortunately, the number of studies examining alternative food movements or
alternative food webs in Turkey is limited. However, the number of these studies has
increased with the increasing awareness of food in the last two decades. The existing
studies provide conflicting arguments regarding the way in which alternative food
initiatives (AFIs), especially agri-food cooperatives, have to offer to improve food

systems. Some researchers like Karakaya Ayalp (2021) and Kadirbeyoglu & Konya
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(2017) raise suspicions concerning the limitations of those cooperatives to create a
viable “alternative” food network. These limitations include the diverging goals and
methods of the agri-food cooperatives and the scattered structure of the Turkish
cooperative map. Still, other researchers like Ozden (2020), Giirler & Bozlu (2022),
and Oz & Aksoy (2019) conclude that AFIs have the capacity to create a viable
AFN. Moreover, Soysal Al (2020) and Bilgi¢ (2021) found in their respective studies
that a collaboration between agri-food cooperatives and municipal governments
expands and enriches the transformative power of AFNs. Such collaboration also
strengthens community building, social inclusion, poverty reduction, and rural

development.

As it is mentioned above, the perspective of gender equality in world literature has a
very important place in food studies. In this sense, although the studies on women's
cooperatives and even food production within these cooperatives in Turkey are
diverse (Ozdemir, 2013; Dalkiran, 2017; Giirsoy, 2021), the number of studies
examining alternative food webs from the perspective of gender equality is
negligible, except for a few examples (Soysal Al & Kiigiik, 2019; Soysal Al, 2020;
Karakaya Ayalp, 2021; Kadirbeyoglu & Konya, 2017). Unfortunately, these studies
do not include an in-depth analysis of gender equality, only some analyses about it.
This constitutes a big gap in the respective literature. As discussed above, gender
equality is an inseparable part of food-related problems and alternative food

movements.

1.2. The Research Design and the Structure of the Thesis

In order to gain better insight into possibilities and limitations for an AFN that
centres around gender equality in Turkey, this thesis draws upon fieldwork
conducted in selected districts of Ankara. The fieldwork of the study is focused on
producer cooperatives in agrifood chains. The fieldwork has been designed to collect
evidence in the form of descriptive qualitative data in order to understand the place
of cooperatives in food chains and gender relations in both cooperatives and food

chains.



The interviews were designed as face-to-face, semi-structured, and in-depth. In-depth
interviews allow for individual contact with the participants and thus enable
obtaining detailed and more sincere answers. Secondly, face-to-face interviews allow
for observing non-verbal indicators like gestures and pauses that can indicate
discomfort or excitement, which can be important to the analyses. Lastly, the semi-
structured method allows for deepening the questions or asking follow-up questions
while preventing the matter from cluttering. In this context, interviews were
conducted with 14 people from various districts of Ankara. The interviews were

mostly conducted in the production facilities of the cooperatives.

The data is collected through interviews with women involved in the agri-food
producer cooperatives in selected districts of Ankara that are: Ayas, Bala, Beypazari,
Cankaya, Evren, Golbasi, Gilidil, Haymana, Nallithan. Seven of these nine districts
are rural areas. The purposive sampling method has been used in the study, as the
districts and the cooperatives were chosen to increase the representativeness of the
sample. Although it is acknowledged that using a non-probability sampling method
has a higher risk of sampling bias it is much easier in terms of feasibility. Moreover,
since it is an exploratory and qualitative research that aims to gain detailed
knowledge rather than making statistical inferences, the purposive sampling method
will not create a bias once the selection criteria have been chosen to maximize the
representativeness of the population. Although all participants were required to be
women in order to make a gendered analysis, the cooperatives were not requisite to

be women's cooperatives.

The transcripts and observation notes from each interview were analyzed by dividing
them into common themes and sub-themes. The information gathered in the
interviews was sorted into different groups to identify the commonalities and
different trends reflected by the various groups of interviewees. This mapping
revealed potentials and limitations through the experiences of women in
cooperatives. This analysis method is chosen since it is the most appropriate method
for in-depth interviews, allowing a detailed assessment of people’s opinions,
knowledge, and experiences in the qualitative data set. Moreover, this analysis

method makes it easier to analyze large data sets by creating common themes.
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During the interviews, in addition to written notes, an audio recording was taken.
After each interview observation, written notes and audio recordings were
transcribed as full text within the following two days of the interview. Since the
interviews may hold private information some ethical measures have been taken.
First, a written consent form was obtained from the interviewees. Moreover, the
names, cooperative names, or any other information that may reveal the identities of

the participants was not included or coded in the thesis.

Structurally, this thesis is divided into three chapters. The first chapter establishes the
contextual framework that this thesis uses. It first introduces the food regimes and
food regimes analysis. Then it dwells upon the concept of food sovereignty. After
that it overviews ecofeminism. Lastly, it establishes links between food sovereignty

and ecofeminism which this thesis uses as the main framework.

The second chapter focuses on the alternative food movements in the world. To that
end, it first draws a bird's-eye view of the transformation of agri-food systems in the
world since the alternative food movements emerged as a result of these changes.
Next, the alternative food movements that were born against dominant food regimes

are dwelled upon. Lastly, the AFNs are examined in the global context.

The third chapter focuses on the AFNs in Turkey. Starting from the establishment of
Turkey, it traces the transformation of agri-food systems in Turkey with an emphasis
on neoliberal transformation. Then, it summarizes the place of AFNs in Turkey.
Lastly, it analyses the potential of cooperatives to create an AFN that centers around

gender equality in Ankara through the findings of the case study.



CHAPTER 2

CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK

The food-related problems cannot be understood with an outlook of mainstream
understanding of agri-food since these are the frameworks, relations, and structures
that caused and deepened these problems. Therefore, this thesis will follow
alternative frameworks to agri-food systems. In this chapter, the first section
summarizes the food regime analysis, the second section elaborates on the concept of
food sovereignty, the third section focuses on ecofeminism, and the last section

dwells on how food sovereignty and ecofeminism could be applied together.

2.1. Food Regime Analysis

To investigate the historical development and transformation of agri-food systems
through a specific lens on political, economic, social, and ecological relations,
Harriet Friedmann and Phil McMichael proposed the concept of “food regime” in the
late 1980s (Friedmann, 1987; Friedmann & McMichael, 1989; McMichael, 2009).
The food regime is defined as the historically significant cluster of relations that link
the global relations of food production, distribution, and consumption to forms of
accumulation within the periods of capitalist transformation since 1870 (Bernstein,
2015; McMichael, 2015; Friedmann, 2009).

In their early work in 1989, Friedmann and McMichael identified two major food
regimes that took place since the late 19th century. The first food regime which
corresponds to the period between 1870 and the 1930s, was characterized by British
hegemony, colonialism, free trade, and market-driven agriculture. The first food
regime, which is later named ‘the colonial-diasporic food regime’ by Friedmann

(2005), was centered upon imports of basic foodstuffs from settler colonies to Europe



in return for manufactured goods, labor, and capital. This system played an important
role in the establishment of national agricultural sectors in settler states. The second
food regime that was in effect between from 1950s to 1970s, was characterized by
the US hegemony, postwar world economy, extension of the state system, and
restructuring of the agricultural sector by agro-food capitalists. This restructuring
reshaped agriculture as an industrial sector and food as manufactured products rather
than a final use. At the same time, agribusiness created internationally specialized
agricultural supply chains. Friedman later labeled this food regime as the
‘mercantile-industrial food regime’ (Friedmann & McMichael, 1989; Friedmann,
2005). The third food regime is marked by corporate hegemony, neoliberalism, and
globalization. Although the changes in agri-food systems since the 1980s are
apparent with the reduced farm supports, privatization of public services, increased
market control of transnational corporations, and financialization, there is
considerable debate upon the existence of a new food regime among the food
regimes scholars. Friedmann sees these changes that mark the increasing control of
the Transnational Corporations (TNCs) on the agrifood system as a transitional
period. Yet, McMichael (2013) suggests that it signifies a new food regime since
those changes reverse the previous food regime’s states-managed market to give the
states the role of servers of the markets. On account of this, McMichael names this

food regime as the ‘corporate food regime’.

Along those lines, “food regime analysis” is defined as an analytical framework for
understanding agriculture and food's role in capital accumulation across time and
space (McMichael, 2009a). It investigates the relations of production, distribution,
and consumption patterns and the underlying economic, social, and ecological
consequences of each food regime (Bernstein, 2016). That being said, food regime
analysis encompasses more than just "food.” By addressing the transitions in
capitalist food relations, it reveals how capitalism is (re)produced through these

relations while also addressing the history of capitalism (McMichael, 2009b).

Thus, any attempt at a comprehensive analysis of food systems necessitates
incorporating the food regime analysis. As McMichael (2016) argues, food regime

analysis offers an important tool not only in understanding how the current food

9



system came to be but also in understanding the contemporary transformations as
well. Moreover, this kind of historical analysis of the forms of capitalism also
enables us to understand the dynamics behind the growing reactions to the current
dominant production, distribution, and consumption relations which solidifies with
the rise of the food movements and increasing searches for AFN. Hence food regime
analysis is a building block in understanding food sovereignty among other food-

related concepts and theories.

2.2. Food Sovereignty

Since it was propounded, the concept of food sovereignty has played a key role in
efforts to transform the dominant food regime and create alternatives. The concept of
food sovereignty gradually transcended the boundaries of the food movement over
time, “as a political project and campaign, an alternative, a social movement, and an
analytical framework,” (Alonso-Fradejas et al., 2015, p.433) becoming not only a
political but an academic discourse. It has been adopted by various movements,
scholars, farmers, culinarians, Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs), AFls, and
human rights activists all around the world. Food sovereignty extended beyond being
an agricultural, rural, and productional concept to include distribution and
consumption, urban-rural relations, state-society relations, classes, and identities as
well. By including all this, food sovereignty became a relevant and powerful concept,
movement, and analytical framework. For this reason, it is important to thoroughly
understand the food sovereignty perspective that this research will also use as a key

analytical framework.

The notion of food sovereignty has been crucial in the oppositions, search for
alternatives and transformations against the dominant food regime. The concept itself
emerged and evolved from the farming peoples’ critical evaluation of their
experiences with the changes created by the agricultural policies introduced
throughout the 1980s and early 1990s (Wittman et al., 2010). Eight farmers'
organizations from all over the world (mainly Latin America, the Caribbean, Europe,
and North America), met at a conference in Managua, Nicaragua, in 1992, to discuss

their common concerns and problems of the effects of the increasingly globalized
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and clustered agri-food system. Those organizations that decided to maintain this
connection, met once again in Mons, Belgium a year later, in 1993, and established
“La Via Campesina” (“peasant way”), one of the largest social movements in the

world today (viacampesina, n.d.).

At the Second International Conference of La Via Campesina (LVC), which was
held in Tlaxcala, Mexico in April 1996, the concept of “food sovereignty” was
discussed for the first time, as an alternative to “food security”. At this Conference,
eleven principles of food sovereignty were established. In November of the same
year, based on these eleven principles, the definition of food sovereignty was
introduced by LVC at the World Food Summit® held in Rome. At this Summit, food
sovereignty was defined as “the right of each nation to maintain and develop its own
capacity to produce its basic foods respecting cultural and productive diversity.”
(viacampesina, 2021, para. 6). The concept of food sovereignty was introduced not
only to question the dominant food regime but also to offer a tangible alternative.
Moreover, it is also stated that food sovereignty is a precondition to genuine food
security (viacampesina, 2021). The Summit, attended by delegates from 185 different
countries, was also paralleled with an NGO forum and brought international
recognition to the concept of food sovereignty. The concept quickly spread beyond
the LVC through global conferences and protests especially in the protests
accompanying the World Trade Organization (WTO) Ministerial Meetings in
Geneva in 1998 and Seattle in 1999 (Desmarais, 2007).

In 2002, another World Food Summit was held again in Rome, to evaluate the
progress made in the last five years after the first Food Summit. At this Summit the
former ‘NGO Forum’ was replaced by the ‘NGO Forum for food sovereignty’ which
shows how strong the concept of food sovereignty has grown in the past five years.

There, a more comprehensive definition of food sovereignty was introduced:

Food Sovereignty is the right of peoples, communities, and countries to define
their own agricultural, labor, fishing, food and land policies which are

3 World Food Summit was organized by FAO which is a UN organization. LVC did not sign the
resulting “Rome Declaration on World Food Security” on the grounds that it did not elaborate on food
sovereignty and the needs of peasants (Desmarais, 2007).
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ecologically, socially, economically and culturally appropriate to their
unique circumstances. It includes the true right to food and to produce food,
which means that all people have the right to safe, nutritious and culturally
appropriate food and to food-producing resources and the ability to sustain
themselves and their societies. (Wittman, 2011, p. 88)

Again, five years later, in 2007, that is organized an international forum on food
sovereignty in Mali. Mali was purposefully chosen to increase the involvement of the
African organization as it was the least participant region. The organizations in Mali
gave the World Forum for Food Sovereignty a meaningful name and chose Ny¢léni,
named after “a woman who left her mark in the history of Mali, as a woman and as a
great farmer” (Nyeleni, 2006). The Nyéléni 2007 forum was attended by more than
500 representatives from more than 80 countries. In the Declaration of Ny¢leni

(2007) food sovereignty was defined last time so far, as:

Food sovereignty is the right of peoples to healthy and culturally appropriate
food produced through ecologically sound and sustainable methods, and their
right to define their own food and agriculture systems. It puts those who
produce, distribute and consume food at the heart of food systems and
policies ... It ensures that the rights to use and manage our lands, territories,
waters, seeds, livestock and biodiversity are in the hands of those of us who
produce food. Food sovereignty implies new social relations free of
oppression and inequality between men and women, peoples, racial groups,
social classes and generations. (Declaration of Ny¢éléni, 2007, para. 3).

This definition tackles some issues, most of which are included in the principles of
food sovereignty. Those principles are; acknowledging women’s roles and rights in
all spheres of life, securing a living wage for peasants and rural people, conversion
and rehabilitation of the environment, respect for diversity of traditional knowledge,
values, food, and culture, local people’s access and control over their land, protection
of peasants and rural people against the actions of transnational corporations (Patel,
2009).

As can be seen from its history, food sovereignty can best be understood through its
contrasts with food security. That being said, it is important to notice that food
sovereignty and food security are not opposing discourses but rather interconnected
concepts, especially considering from the start food sovereignty has been suggested
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as the precondition of food security. The concept of food security arose in the mid-
1970s from discussions on international food problems, with an initial focus on
ensuring the availability of basic foodstuffs at the global and national levels and
relatively stable prices. The official definition of food security was made in the 1974
World Food Summit as “availability at all times of adequate world food supplies of
basic foodstuffs to sustain a steady expansion of food consumption and to offset
fluctuations in production and prices.” (FAO, 2003, p. 27). This definition was
modified in 1983, 1986, and in the 1996 World Food Summit food security was

defined as:

Food security, at the individual, household, national, regional and global
levels [is achieved] when all people, at all times, have physical and economic
access to sufficient, safe and nutritious food to meet their dietary needs and
food preferences for an active and healthy life. (FAO, 2003, p. 28)

The most recent definition of the term made in The State of Food Insecurity 2001 as
“Food security [is] a situation that exists when all people, at all times, have physical,
social and economic access to sufficient, safe and nutritious food that meets their
dietary needs and food preferences for an active and healthy life” (FAO, 2003, p.
28). This definition of food security, represented a shift towards inclusion of broader
social concerns, signaling changes in the global landscape. This expansion of the
definition occurred during the triumph of neoliberal, when institutions like the FAO
appeared increasingly irrelevant in shaping hunger policy, resulting in the market’s
increasing influence of the food systems rather than institutions. The broadening of
the concept of food security to involve nutrition, social control, and public health,
and not just addressing production and distribution as it was before, proves the
success of pressures made by peasant and indigenous movements on international
organizations. In that, it is possible to attribute a part of the evolution of the
definition of food security to the introduction and popularization of the term "food

sovereignty" by 1996 as an alternative to the prevailing notion (Patel, 2009).

Still, although this definition defines food as a right and analyzes the consequences
of food-related problems, it does not include any judgment on the production,

distribution, and consumption of food. This aversion of the concept of food security
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towards the discussion on food systems is highly criticized as being insufficient to
understand and solve food-related concerns and problems. That same point is why
LVC saw the food security concept as inadequate and needed another term that is
more responsive to the needs of the people. As the food security concept put forward
and widely used by International Institutions such as the UN-affiliated FAO, OECD,
and European Union (EU); it aligns with the dominant food regime. Food
sovereignty on the other hand provides a more suitable basis for alternative food

systems, as it sees the dominant food regime itself as problematic.

On this basis, food security sees food as a commodity that people have a right to.
According to food sovereignty, food is a source of life and thus a right for every
person and every community. That is another distinction of the food sovereignty
concept; it identifies food not only as an individual’s right but also as a community
right. Based on that food sovereignty approach makes judgments on production. As
the definition of food security does not state an opinion on the production of food,
many of its utilizers advocate “efficient” industrialized agricultural production. In the
food sovereignty approach, since food is a human and community right, then,
agricultural production is one of the rights of rural people. Moreover, it advocates
production methods that align with nature such as agro-ecological production. This
distinction is caused by the distinction in the aim of the production. While the food
security approach adopts a supply-oriented production for the market, food
sovereignty opts for a production that is made for more of a local consumption.
When it comes to productive resources, the food security approach generally defends
private property rights meaning it also supports the privatization of resources and
Genetically Modified Seeds. Food sovereignty openly opposes this point of view,
taking an anti-patent stance and believing that the control of productive resources,
especially land, and seeds, belongs to rural farmers and local communities, including
the right to keep and share those resources. It also opposes Genetically Modified
Seeds, advocating that seeds are part of the heritage of rural farmers and local

populations and cannot be commodified or commercialized.

When it comes the distribution, the food security approach leaves the distribution of

food and inputs to the market mechanism. When the prices of food and inputs are left
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to the market, the livelihoods of the entire peasant communities are handed over to
the market. Against that, the food sovereignty approach advocates fair prices because
peasants have the right to receive just incomes and should be protected against
market-born injustices. Although food sovereignty is often depicted as “anti-trade” it
does not altogether reject trade just suggests fair-trade alternatives as opposed to free
trade. Along similar lines, food sovereignty does not oppose the subsidies it rather
opposes subsidies that favor big companies and states that local producers and
markets should be protected from dumping/subsidized food imports. Following
previous outlooks, food sovereignty sees the cause of hunger as “inefficiency”
mainly in production, and designs policies accordingly. Food sovereignty however

sees hunger as a distributional problem.

Accordingly, while food security discourse advocates global food policy, food
sovereignty suggests local food policies that are designed by local communities that
can respond to specific needs and circumstances better. Moreover, food security does
not make any remarks on other social or environmental issues. For example, food
security can be achieved by using child labor who can be food secure themselves in
that situation. In food security food waste, monopoly, etc. are either not seen as a
problem or that it is not explicitly stated. It also doesn’t state any environmental
concerns and although it acknowledges climate change as a problem it believes that
industrial agriculture is a necessity to prevent world hunger. Food sovereignty,
however, sees the solution to climate change in rural food production and
consumption. In that light, it can be said that food security goals for agricultural
development and food sovereignty goals for rural development. Agricultural
development is more of an economic goal which includes improving crop production
with new technologies and modernizing farming practices to maximize productivity.
Rural development, on the other hand, is a much more comprehensive goal that
includes improving agrarian activities such as crop and livestock production as well
as other matters such as quality of rural education, rural infrastructure, electrification,
human rights, water access, participation, biodiversity, social recognition, loan
access, and so on. In other words, rural development generally aims to improve the
overall quality of life of rural inhabitants by addressing various social, economic, and

environmental aspects beyond agriculture alone (Pachon-Ariza, 2013; Wittman,
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2011). Owverall, it can be said that while food security is aimed at eliminating
symptoms, food sovereignty works to treat the disease.

Consequently, the policies that were developed with food security understanding
were more than ineffective, they caused various economic and social problems and
deepened the ones that already existed. FAQO's years of policies and efforts to end
hunger and food insecurity were not only insufficient to reduce hunger, but also
increased food vulnerability in different periods, causing more hunger and food
insecurity, especially for the global South. These policies, which do not question the
market mechanism, and international organizations such as the WTO, which are the
sources of the problems, try not to harm the interests of multinational companies, and
see local people as a helping factor rather than policymakers, have eventually led to
food dependency, malnutrition and food vulnerability in Global South (Pachén-

Ariza, 2013).

This position can be seen in both approaches’ outlook on gender equality within food
systems. When it comes to gender equality, there are also differences in the
frameworks although both of them assign a special place to women. The food
security approach attributes a special place for women because of their position as
food producers, consumers, and family food managers responsible for more than half
of the world's food production. Combining that with food security’s interpretation of
hunger as inefficiency, they see the solution to food-related problems in women's
‘empowerment’ and eliminating inequalities towards women, making them
participate in the market in a more knowledgeable, and entrepreneurial way and
increasing their efficiency (Agarwal, 2015; Mehra & Rojas, 2008). This
understanding has been criticized because it sees the solution to the food crisis and
the empowerment of women in the market mechanism, which is the source of these
problems. By ignoring the exploitation of women's labor in the field of agriculture,
and, seeing the problem not in distribution but only in production, it reinforces both
food inequality and the problem of women's labor. The understanding of food
sovereignty, however, has adopted the principle of gender equality since its
emergence and sees food sovereignty as a feminist issue. Food sovereignty attributes

a special place to women not only as their key position in food production, household
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food management, and food culture but also as their unequal position in the food
systems and uneven burden of the consequences of destructive food policies. Food
sovereignty also gives a special place to women in the resistance against the
dominant food regime based on the observation that women within peasant
movements have taken strong stands and leadership in movements and protests
against TNCs. Hence, it emphasizes that, unlike the understanding of food security,
food policies should be made by women and society, not for women and farmers
(Patel, 2012; Park et. al, 2015).

The concept of food sovereignty however comes with some challenges and
shortcomings. First of all, the term itself is, as Patel (2009) puts it, “over defined”.
Since food sovereignty aims to be a “big tent” that roofs over diverse positions, it
becomes inconsistent and means everything and nothing. For example, the
expression mentioned in the definition of food sovereignty “It puts those who
produce, distribute and consume food...” is such a large definition that even might
include capitalists, landowners, and so on. Moreover, unlike the food security term
that changes with the global outlook, it is not possible to track coherent changes in
the definition of food sovereignty. Another problem with the term food sovereignty
is that it does not fully address issues of land ownership, access, and control. It does
not specify who is the sovereign in food sovereignty. When it is talked about a right,
it requires a guarantor of said right. The food sovereignty discourse does not address
who is responsible for ensuring those rights. Moreover, it overlooks some structural
inequalities within agricultural systems. Food sovereignty discourse has a big
commitment to equality and justice, especially gender equality. However, the right
itself does not guarantee equality or justice. There are many economic, political, and
social inequalities adherent to the food system. For example, food sovereignty
overlooks the power imbalances caused by class differences. Since “farmers” do not
constitute a unified class, the structural power imbalances between farmers and
farmworkers also need to be addressed in order to achieve egalitarian goals. Thus,
the egalitarianism that food sovereignty bases upon is a prerequisite to food
sovereignty, not a consequence. This is most visible when it comes to gender quality
and women’s rights. Food sovereignty promotes family farming as an alternative to

industrial agriculture yet, the family itself is one of the oldest and most felt sources
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of patriarchy. Along similar lines, food sovereignty discourse does not say much
about unpaid labor within households or any of the diverse forms of labor involved
in food production (McMichael, 2012). Upon that issue, Patel (2009) suggests using
a feminist approach, to start a conversation, especially on the prioritizing of rights in

the context of food sovereignty.

2.3. Ecofeminism

Ecofeminism which comes from the combination of the words ecology and
feminism, establishes a connection between feminism and ecology, as the name
suggests. It is a branch of feminism that connects the domination of women and the
domination of nature. Ecofeminism sees the connection between feminism and
ecology on the similar (historical, experiential, symbolic, theoretical) places that
women and nature put in society, economy, culture, politics, and so on. Ecofeminist
analysis tries to identify sources of oppression that lead to the domination of women
and nature. These sources can vary from modern sciences' exclusion of women and
nature to seeing women and nature as property. By doing so, ecofeminism does not
try to establish women's domination over nature and men, rather it aspires to an
egalitarian society. With that, ecofeminism does not only contribute to feminism, it
also aims to demonstrate the shortcomings of environmental theory for adapting the
insights of feminism. In that, ecofeminism also puts the patriarchal system as
responsible for the problems of women and nature (Gaard & Gruen, 1993; Warren,
1990; Adams, 1993).

Ecofeminism emerged in the 1970s in the early 1980s, from the intersection of
feminist research and various social movements including campaigns for gender,
ecology, race, and anti-war and anti-nuclear stances of the era (Gaard, 2011). The
French feminist Francoise d’Eaubonne is credited with conjoining the term
“ecofeminism” in her book “Le Feminisme ou la Mort” (Feminism or Death) written
in 1974, where she puts masculinist culture responsible for environmental
degradation. However, considering the fact that this book has not been translated into
English for 15 years after its publication, its effect on the popularization of the term

before 1989 is thought to be minimal. Rather, the spread of the term “ecofeminism”
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across different regions even before that, indicates that it corresponds to a real,
observable, international phenomenon (Gaard & Gruen, 1993). One of the most
influential texts that built the foundation of ecofeminism was Rachel Carson’s Silent
Spring (1962) which not only inspired ecofeminism but also contributed to the
advancement of the global environmental movement by proving the detrimental
effects of DDT. Other foundational texts on ecofeminism include Susan Griffin's
Woman and Nature (1978), Carolyn Merchant's The Death of Nature (1980), and
Mary Daly's Gyn/Ecology (1978). As the term and the movement spread around the
world, different points of view that connect gender and nature have been established.
After a while, “ecofeminism” sprawled as a broad umbrella term for a set of diverse

approaches.

These diverse approaches can be grouped under three branches according to their
interpretations of the origins of the relationship between gender and nature: liberal,
cultural, and materialist ecofeminism. Liberal ecofeminism is rooted in liberalism
and liberal feminism as the name suggests. Liberal ecofeminism, conforming with
the basic tenets of liberal thinking, is consistent with the ideas of reforming
environmentalism, and seeks to transform the relationship of humans with nature
inside existing structures of governance through new laws and regulations. Based on
the liberal feminist notion that women do not differ from men as rational agents,
liberal ecofeminists suggest that given equal opportunities in education, science,
natural source management, and law-making, women can contribute to the
improvement of their environment and overall quality of human life, just like men
(Merchant, 2005). Liberal ecofeminism is criticized for aligning with the
developmentalist ideology of science and technology which builds the basis for the

domination and exploitation of nature.

Cultural ecofeminism which took its roots from radical feminism, believes in a
deeper connection between women and nature. They suggest that women have closer
ties with nature due to their natural processes like menstruation, pregnancy,
childbirth, nursing, and their role as caregivers. They also say that due to these ties,
women are more sensitive to ecological concerns and thus, more suitable for dealing

with environmental issues as they see masculinity and patriarchy as the culprits of
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ecological destruction. Cultural feminism claims to offer alternatives that could
liberate both women and nature. Often arising from an anti-science standpoint, some
cultural ecofeminists praise the revival of pre-patriarchal belief systems and spiritual
rituals that mainly center around goddess worship, lunar or menstrual cycles, and the
like. Due to this reference to diverse belief systems, cultural ecofeminism is
sometimes attributed as “spiritual ecofeminism”. With these characteristics, cultural
feminism has been heavily scrutinized for its essentialism and biological

determinism.

Materialist ecofeminism, acknowledging the critiques towards cultural ecofeminism,
rejects the notion of a special historical relationship between woman and nature.
Materialist ecofeminism grounded on the material foundation of life, advocates that
sources of oppression of women and nature are the same: patriarchy and capitalism.
Thus, it seeks the emancipation of women and nature by erasing economic and social
hierarchies. Although materialist ecofeminism acknowledges some biological
differences between women and men, it rejects all forms of biological determinism

and advocates an equal capability of ecological ethics.

Materialist ecofeminism can be divided into two subgroups: social ecofeminism and
socialist ecofeminism. Although these two groups agree on the sources of oppression
and the notion of emancipation of women, they differ in terms of the feminist
strategy. Social ecofeminism coming from social ecology, centers on domination,
and hierarchy, and its main focus is challenging dualism in Western culture like
female/male, culture/nature, white/black, and heterosexual/homosexual.  Social
ecofeminism opposed these dualisms arguing that they are modes of Western
rationality that set the basis for the systems of oppression. Based on the emphasis on
hierarchical structures within patriarchal capitalist societies, it rejects the notion of a
single universal experience of women as cultural feminism suggests. Instead, it
asserts that women’s identities are socially constructed through the interplay of not
just gender but also other factors like race and ethnicity, class, sexual orientation,
age, ability, etc. (Warren, 2001).
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Socialist ecofeminism, on the other hand, coming from socialist ecology centers on
the traditional Marxist concepts of production and reproduction and uses dialectics
instead of dualisms. Socialist feminism differs from socialist ecology by putting
reproduction as a central concept, rather than production. Socialist ecofeminism
suggests that nature itself as well as humans’ relations with nature are socially and
historically constructed. That being said, it does not attribute nature to a passive
object status that needs to be dominated. Rather socialist ecofeminism attributes it to
an active subject status in this relationship. Moreover, socialist ecofeminism offers a
critique of capitalist patriarchy driven by the dialectical relationships between
production and ecology as well as between production and reproduction (Warren &
Cheney, 1991; Plumwood, 1993; Merchant, 2005).

Apart from the criticisms made on the subgroups of ecofeminism, various criticisms
have been made to ecofeminism both from within and outside of this approach, and
its limitations have been revealed. The essentialist criticisms have been made
towards cultural ecofeminism also sometimes attributed to ecofeminism as a whole.
The assumption that femininity is essential to women, and because of that women
have an essential connection with nature, marked as a situation that ecofeminist
thinkers should reflect on and try to avoid. Moreover, ecofeminism has the risk of
strengthening gender norms by overvaluing qualities that are associated with
femininity such as nurture, birthing, sentimentality, and so on (Agarwal, 1998; Biehl,
1991). Furthermore, ecofeminism is criticized for ignoring or overseeing the women

who take part in the destruction of nature®.

Ecofeminism is also criticized for being too broad and diverse that it becomes
contradictory. More specifically, Biehl (1991) criticized ecofeminism as being
theoretically self-contradictory and inconsistent, referring that while some
ecofeminists claim a biological connection between women and nature, others
advocate a socially constructed one. Moreover, Sargisson (2001) draws attention to

another negative aspect of the broadness of ecofeminist theory that makes it hard to

4 1t should be added here is that ecofeminism sometimes criticized for its lack of attention to the
animal suffering, and speciesism. Yet, big contributions from writers such as Carol J. Adams and
Greta Gaard on this issue is enough to constitute a response to these criticisms.
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recommend a clear policy framework. Furthermore, she asserts ecofeminism as
utopian, a trait that is valuable in creating an alternative vision of life, yet, dangerous
when it comes to making blueprints for such a change. Another criticism towards
ecofeminism is that it treats as if there is only one single experience of women. By
focusing too much on gender hierarchy, it sometimes overlooks other forms of social
hierarchies like race, ethnicity, class, and so on. As a result of this negligence,
ecofeminism, for the most part, fails to take the cultural differences of traditional
societies into account. This critique also consolidated with the claim that white
upper-class women who are either oblivious to the struggles of other groups or are
speaking on behalf of their ‘helpless’ counterparts, were taking over the ecofeminist
movement and theory (Agarwal, 1998; Narayan, 2022). To overcome the problem of
overlooking multiple dimensions of social categories, and to avoid being essentialist,
A. E. Kings (2017) suggests expanding intersectionality within ecofeminism, which

is an inherent feature of it.

2.3.1. Materialist Ecofeminism and Food

In this thesis, materialist ecofeminism understanding will be used as it can answer
many of the criticisms made against ecofeminism. Another reason for choosing this
methodology is that materialist ecofeminism blames not only patriarchy but also
capitalism for the destruction of nature and therefore offers a better method to oppose
the dominant food regime.

Materialist ecofeminism opposes the projection of modern science as a universal,
value-free, objective system of knowledge claiming that it created a form of
justification for patriarchal capitalism and domination of women and nature.
Vandana Shiva and Maria Mies (1993) claim that modern science is a reductionist
science because first, it reduced the human capacity of understanding by excluding
all other forms of knowing, and second, it reduced the creational capacity of nature
by attributing it as fragmented and vacant. The first point built the basis for the
erosion of knowledge of local people and women. The latter point is also emphasized
by Merchant (1980) saying that the reconceptualization of nature by modern science

as an inanimate machine rather than a living organism sanctioned the domination of
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women and nature. What then the reductionist science achieves through this is
reducing complex ecosystems to a single component and to a single function which
then allows for the exploitation of a single component by maximizing the single
function. In this way, for example, a forest which is a complete ecosystem is reduced
to a commercial wood. By doing so, modern science demolished the cycles of
regeneration and forced them into linear flows of raw materials and commodities,
that essentially put the science into patriarchal capitalism’s service. This destruction
of regenerative sources of nature created the ultimate ecological crisis. The important
point to notice here is that Shiva and Mies do not disregard science as a whole, rather
they advocate a science and knowledge that nourishes nature, instead of the current
one that is disrupting the sustainable systems of nature with the aim of conquering

nature.

The biggest stronghold of ecofeminism in facing the environmental crisis is its
employment of the feminist perspective on environmental issues. With that,
ecofeminism has the ability to restructure the relationship between humans and
nature since it can go beyond the power structures of society starting from patriarchy.
The materialist ecofeminism in that, repositions production and consumption within
the context of regeneration. By doing so, it reconnects the issues that have been seen
as separate like connecting production with reproduction. Linking these issues opens
the possibility of reinterpreting nature as a living, active subject, not an inanimate
resource to be exploited. It also reveals the destructive properties of what is called
‘productive’ in capitalistic patriarchy and opens room for the view of the creative act
(Mies & Shiva, 1993).

When the issue is the relationships of production with reproduction between nature
and humans, agriculture and food become the main issue. Since the break in the
relationship between humans and nature is most evident in food production both in
ecological and social terms, materialist ecofeminists have paid attention to these
issues. They say that, for ages, agricultural societies operated in line with the flows
and the limits of nature and provided renewability of plant life and soil fertility.
However, in the eye of patriarchal capitalism, these natural processes are seen as a

constraint that should be overcome. Within this understanding then, the seed
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becomes a genetic resource that is engineered, patented, owned, commodified, and
profited from by corporations. Seed is generally singled out and emphasized because
of its significance as the beginning point. As Shiva puts it “Seed is the first link in
the food chain. Seed is the ultimate symbol of food security” (Shiva, 2016). Shiva
also interprets the patenting of the seed as the ownership of life that is the ownership
of entire species. Moreover, the consequence of the engineering of seeds created
genetically-modified seeds that are ecologically inviable. They are ecologically
inviable because they cannot produce themselves as they require other inputs (such
as chemicals and fertilizers). Furthermore, they cannot reproduce themselves as they

are dispossessed of the seeds’ regenerative capacity.

This transformation of nature's synced process of reproduction into the linear process
of production creates two important problems. First, it causes genetic erosion of
indigenous varieties of plants especially crops that have evolved and domesticated
for thousands of years. Second, it leads to the disposition of farmers since the seeds
they help produce are eradicated and deemed to be valueless by making the corporate
seeds the basis of wealth creation. Traditional agriculture is devalued and dismissed
especially in the Global South. Labeling corporate seed as the only valuable option
means that Global South rural farmer’s labor has no value whereas Western
scientists’ labor adds value. The ramification of this is something gains value only in
the market and value is measured only in terms of profitability. Transformation of
seed which is a free common source that is under the control of farmers into a
commodity and a mere input changes agriculture itself. Thus, peasants and farmers
were robbed of their means of livelihood. Not only that, also in the previously
mentioned example of commercial deforestation or the cultivation of trees for
industrial purposes, forest villagers' food, feed, fuel, fiber, and medicine resources
are confiscated, leaving them to face poverty, flooding, and drought. By looking at
that, it would not be wrong to claim that the corporatization of agriculture becomes

an instrument of poverty and underdevelopment (Mies & Shiva, 1993; Shiva, 2016).

Materialist ecofeminists also say the processes that condemned the traditional
regenerative seeds as invaluable, farmers’ knowledge as unscientific, and Global

South rural cultures as primitive are the same processes that declared women’s labor
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as unproductive and invaluable. Once the value is determined by the market
profitability rather than the continuation of life, then this vision sees both nature and
woman's work as passive, and labels it ‘unproductive’. This ultimately leaves the
woman's labor both their domestic labor and their labor in agriculture unrequited on
the grounds that she is not a producer. Thus, establishing an exploitative relationship
with nature also results in maintaining an exploitative relationship between genders.
At this point, Plumwood (1993) draws attention to the insensitiveness of agriculture
and forestry activities using advanced technology in the ecological environment.
Materialist ecofeminism then claims that the consequences arising from this
strengthen the economic power and management of upper-class men, while this not
only impoverishes local communities it also increases gender inequality since
women are more affected by natural disasters (Gaard, 2015). Materialist ecofeminists
attribute the leadership and active participation of women in actions against the

destruction of nature to this.

In summary, materialist ecofeminism says that policies produced in the light of
modern science and technologies and with a developmental point of view, enable
patriarchal capitalism to be strengthened and multinational companies to increase
their profits through the exploitation of nature, women, and local communities. The
result of modern understanding of production, especially in agriculture, leads to
environmental degradation, gender inequality and exploitation of women, and
ecological racism (Mies & Shiva, 1993).

2.4. Food Sovereignty and Ecofeminism Combined

As can be seen, the issues surrounding food systems are complex, multidimensional,
and broad. Therefore, understanding the food systems and surrounding issues is not
an easy task that can be achieved with a single lens. For this reason, it is required to
employ intersectionality as the issue at hand is intersectional. Collins & Bilge (2020)
defines intersectionality as “an analytical framework that examines the ways
intersecting power relations affect social relations across diverse societies along with
individual experiences in everyday life. Intersectionality approaches categories of

class, gender, sexuality, race, nation, ethnicity, ability, age, and so on, as interrelated,
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and mutually shaping one another. Intersectionality is generally used as a way of
understanding and explaining complexity in the world, in people, and in human
experiences.” Intersectionality is used to address, explain, and solve various issues
and social problems that are multifaceted and thus require a more comprehensive

approach.

In the light of transactional, to approach the food problem from a more
comprehensive and inclusive perspective, this thesis will use the perspectives of food
sovereignty and materialist ecofeminism together. The fact that these two
perspectives are both overlapping and complementary has made conducting such a
method possible. Along those lines, this section will first draw similarities between

food sovereignty and ecofeminism and then present their complementary sides.

The most important commonality that can enable the use of food sovereignty and
ecofeminism methods together is that both of them see that the environmental,
economic, and social problems experienced are caused by capitalism and patriarchy.
Thus, both points of view, by showing the problems of the dominant food regime
oppose it or try to create alternatives. In that, both approaches take the food system
as a whole meaning they are concerned with production, distribution, and
consumption rather than taking an issue on just one. Another important commonality
Is both approaches emphasize the place of local people and women within food
systems. They attribute a special place to local people and societies as they are the
group most affected by destructive food policies, although being involved in food
production, usually with the most environmentally compatible and self-sufficient
methods. Therefore, both approaches dedicate a special place to the Global South.
The reason they attribute a special place to women is because they are the ones who
bear the burden of food production and provision in society and are the worst
affected by food-oriented policies and also because of women’s leading position
within food movements. Against that, both approaches advocate and opt for an
egalitarian society. Moreover, both of them are concerned with the environmental
degradation that modern agricultural production methods cause.
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In addition to commonalities, the most important benefit of using these two
perspectives together is that these perspectives make up for each other's
shortcomings. First of all, both concepts are criticized as being too broad, so taking
the intersectionality of these two concepts can help reduce the broadness of both. In
addition, it is interesting that while food sovereignty has been criticized for not
giving enough space to women, or rather for not giving enough space to women's
oppression and exploitation in the family and in agriculture focusing too much on
local rural societies, ecofeminism has been criticized for not seeing traditional local
communities and the social structures within these communities focusing too much
on women. Considering that the area where one of them is very focused is the area
where the other is missing, using these two approaches together will make up for
their respective shortcomings. Thus, the understanding of food sovereignty will
create a barrier to essentialism, which should be considered when using the
ecofeminism approach, as it is discussed before. Moreover, the failure of
ecofeminism to offer clear policy proposals which it is criticized for, will thus be

overcome.
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CHAPTER 3

FOOD SYSTEMS AND GENDER EQUALITY IN THE WORLD

This chapter traces the transformation of the agri-food system on a global scale, the
responses to this transformation, and the search for alternatives. By tracing the
transformation of the global agri-food system, it will be possible to see the origin and
formation of today's problems related to food and agriculture. Evidently, as well as
these problems, the historical development of the movements against these problems
and the search for solutions are also important in understanding the agri-food system
we live in and in producing solutions to its problems. For that reason, the first part of
this chapter tracks the transformation of the global agri-food system, while doing
this, the three food regime periods revealed by the food regime analysis will be taken
as a basis. The second part examines the food movements and AFNs that have
emerged against these transformations. Inferences about gender equality were made
in both parts.

3.1. The Transformation of Food Systems in The World

To be able to understand the current problems in agri-food systems, a historical
analysis of the transformations and fractures in the agri-food systems is necessary.
Although every region and state has its own unique history of food and agriculture it
is possible to detect similar patterns around the globe. This section follows the
transformation of the food system in the world with its gendered ramifications from
the nineteenth century onwards, leaning towards the transformations that took place
after the 1980s.

As mentioned before the food regimes approach distinguishes three food regimes

from the nineteenth century onwards. The first global food regime took place in the
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years between 1870 and 1930s. It was based on colonization, and it depended on the
transfer of cheap raw materials and food from settler colonies to Europe in return for
manufactured goods, labor, and capital. In that, the emerging settler states, led by the
US, provided wheat and meat to Europe which are the staples of the working class’s
diet. This transaction provided the basis for increasing industrialization in Europe
while establishing a system of national economies governed by independent states
(Friedmann & McMichael, 1989).

The second food regime that took place between the 1950s-1970s, reversed the food
flow of the previous period and started a flow from North to South. This flow started
with the USA sending the surplus of agricultural production to the South under the
name of ‘food aid’. One of the most important characterizations of this period that
shows its effect in later periods was the ‘Green Revolution’ which became
synonymous with the global takeover of industrial agriculture. Green Revolution
introduced varieties of high-yielding cereals, mainly wheat, maze and rice. Since
these high-yielding crops required chemical fertilizers, pesticides, irrigation, and
machinery to produce said high yields, the Green Revolution also introduced and
extended the usage of those in the Global South. The chemical fertilizers and
pesticides that the Green Revolution brought polluted the resources such as soil and
water while the mechanization in agriculture increased the oil dependency on top of
adding up to pollution. Moreover, the Green Revolution also commercialized seeds
which took the power and resources of the local rural communities. Since these new
varieties of high-yielding seeds were infertile meaning they didn’t yield again the
following year, the cost of seed added to the cost of fertilizers, pesticides, and oil,
created a big expenditure and debt for farmers. With the transition to industrial
agriculture and market-oriented production, peasant agriculture, rural knowledge,
and crops have eroded while the power of big landowners and corporations
increased. As a result of these, the agricultural lands were concentrated in the hands
of fewer and fewer people. This combined with the mechanization of formerly labor-
intensive activities, rural people fell into an increasing debt and in some parts driven
out of their land (McMichael, 2009a; Holt Giménez & Shattuck, 2011).

The Green Revolution also intensified gender, class, and regional inequalities. The

increasing cost of agriculture led to the impoverishment of small farmers,
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mechanization of formerly labor-intensive activities led to many farm workers losing
their jobs, and all those increased the rural-to-urban migration. The farmers of the
South were increasingly impoverished and lost control over food supply chains while
the corporates of the North increasingly got richer and more powerful. The gendered
ramifications of the Green Revolution were clearly against women’s advantage. With
the Green Revolution’s promotion of ‘technological’ and ‘scientific’ methods,
traditional peasant agriculture and rural knowledge devalued, which resulted in
women's traditional knowledge and roles being devalued, leading to a loss of
women’s autonomy and control over agricultural resources. The increasing economic
burden of farming affected women more severely since they had limited access to
resources and credit, which made it harder for them to cope with the changes.
Moreover, the shift towards cash crops and monoculture, which became the
widespread and dominant model with the Green Revolution, led to the loss of
traditional crops and diversity in the agricultural system. This has had devastating
consequences for both ecology and gender. The loss of species diversity and the
cultivation of single crops reduced soil fertility and increased the vulnerability of
crops to diseases, meaning one disease could wipe out entire crops in a village or
even an area. The detrimental result of this in terms of gender was the nutritional loss
of women since the high-yielding varieties that were primarily grown for market
purposes took over the diverse food sources and crops that were previously

cultivated by women for household consumption (Shiva, 2009).

The much debated third food regime (corporate food regime) stretches from the
1980s to the present. It is possible to say that this food regime developed with
neoliberal capitalist expansion, and just like it, arose from the global economic
shocks of the 1970s. Corollary, this new period in food systems had been in line with
the neoliberal ideology, and the period is marked by trade liberalization, market
integration, deregulation, privatization, financialization, and reduction in welfare
spending among other things. This transformation was led by International Financial
Institutions (IFI1) such as the International Money Fund (IMF) and World Bank
(WB), especially in the Global South. These institutions, through Structural
Adjustment Programs, implemented some economic policies in return for loans or

interest rate reductions, to the countries that experience economic downturns or
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crises. These policies tariffs, tore off national marketing boards, abolished price
guarantees, and shattered national agricultural research and extension systems in the
Global South. These policies were inserted into international treaties through

bilateral and international Free Trade Agreements (Holt-Giménez et al., 2009).

Another breaking point in the transformation was the establishment of the WTO in
1995. WTO was the embodiment of neoliberal ideology, and it carried the duty of
liberalization, privatization, and integration of transnational agribusiness and food
markets. Before WTO, the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT) was
carrying out these missions (McMichael, 2009c). These policies manifest themselves
and are made compulsory through international treaties through bilateral and
international Free Trade Agreements. One of the most important agreements in terms
of both content and implications was the Agreement on Trade-Related Aspects of
Intellectual Property Rights (TRIPS) and Agreement on Agriculture (AoA). The IFIs
have put membership in the WTO and commitment to these two agreements as a

condition of their commitments.

The TRIPS treaty, which was signed on January 1, 1995, was and up to this date still
is “the most comprehensive multilateral agreement on intellectual property” (WTO,
n.d., para. 1). Geographical indications, industrial designs, integrated circuit layout
designs, patents, new plant varieties, trademarks, trade names, and undisclosed or
sensitive information are all included in the scope of "intellectual property" (WTO,
n.d.). This has a number of terrible ramifications for the countries of the Global
South, it implies that all local traditional agricultural practices, knowledge, and
indigenous plant types will either be siphoned off by TNCs or taken over by them, at
which point they would become commodities.

The AoA was implemented to prohibit artificial price support by imposing trade
restrictions, production regulations, and state trading boards. This agreement not only
eliminated state support mechanisms in agriculture but actually restricted the control
of sovereign states over their own agriculture. The devastating consequences of this
agreement for the Global South do not end there. The fact that the restrictions

imposed by the AoA were not enforced on the EU and the US, allowed them to
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benefit from significant subsidies. As a result, the AoA created an artificial
comparative advantage in favor of these states. As a result, the lowest prices of
grains, meat, and dairy in history have been observed in the Global South.
Additionally, as a result of the AoA's "minimum import" rule, farmers and countries
in the Global South have once again been denied access to sufficient food supplies
and safeguards against market fluctuations and powerful market actors (McMichael,
2009c).

TNCs also expanded their reach with these policies and further added to the process.
With the loss of power of Global South and their farmers over the food supply
chains, TNCs began to dominate the whole of the chain. This unprecedented market
power combined with the continuation of the green revolution of the previous period,
TNCs that could only provide agricultural inputs before got involved in production,
inputs, marketing, etc. On the production side, as the international demand from the
Global South during this period was inclined towards cash crops and high-value-
added food production, they promoted the production of these by displacing
traditional and subsistence crops. They tried to achieve this goal by discouraging
state subsidies for traditional crops and promoting contract farming (Aydin, 2010). In
the case of the US, however, they had the government backing. On the marketing
side TNCs domination led to the supermarkets becoming widespread and dominant
model. TNCs also got into a key role in global governance through quality assurance
schemes, certification, and labeling. As agriculture grows increasingly concentrated
and integrated, big clusters have established oligopolies and this oligopolistic control
over large portions of the agri-food chain enabled them to maximize profit while

minimizing risk (Caiazza & Volpe, 2012).

In most sense, the neoliberal transformation of the agri-food system was not very
different from the transformation of other sectors in terms of general ideology, aims,
and methods. The distinctiveness of the neoliberalization of the agri-food sphere lies
in the results of this transformation process because food is one of the basic
necessities of survival. For this reason, the transformation of the agriculture-food
sector affects many things from environment to health, from country development to

individual livelihood.
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For starters, with the production made in accordance with the global demand, food
products are replaced with export-oriented luxury cash crops or industrial inputs,
high-value food. In addition to those with the demands of growing middle class on
meat, globalized animal protein chains also replaced food products with animal feed
while increasing carbon emission. The transition from subsistence food production to
export-oriented cash crops and industrial inputs brought with it increased
mechanization in agriculture which increased the use of oil. The produced crops are
exported to be processed, packaged, and then sold all of which take place in different
countries. Both the import of raw materials from other countries and the processing
of the product in different countries until it meets the end consumer created a long
and multinational commodity chain. This long chain, which consumes large amounts
of oil at every stop and at every transportation stage, plays a significant role in both
the depletion of non-renewable resources and the increase of carbon emissions by
increasing oil consumption (Shiva, 2009).

Aside from environmental issues, the replacement of export-oriented crops which
required imported seeds, fertilizers, and pesticides caused many socio-economic
problems in the Global South. First, it increased the production costs creating huge
trade deficits in Global South countries. Second, it increased the dependence of the
countries and farmers of the Global South on the TNCs for inputs, manufacturing,
and so on. This combined with the erosion of protective mechanisms of the earlier
periods resulted in small producers losing almost all of their bargaining power and
information about the changes in the market. The dependence on inputs and
manufacturing to TNCs and the lack of protection against market fluctuations
compelled farmers to be dependent on the distribution networks of big companies.
This further contributed to the rise of the supermarkets which eventually led to the
change in western-style diet. This led to many nutrition-related health problems,
especially obesity since this diet heavily relies on meat, sugars, salts, saturated fats,
and processed grains which are high in energy but poor in nutrients. Moreover, it
signified a rise in the ‘food from nowhere’ regime. ‘Food from nowhere’ was coined
by Bové and Dufour (2002) to describe food that is globalized, ubiquitous, without
any cultural indications, and often manifests itself in the form of ready-made or fast

food, and therefore unknown where it comes from. Later, the term was expanded by
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McMichael® (2009a) and Campbell (2009) to include the consumer's disconnection
from the production of food in food relations. This formulation showed that this
rupture conceals social and environmental harms and inequalities in the production,
distribution, and consumption of food by not making people question where food

comes from, its origin, health, nutritional value, and how it is produced®.

This rupture and the increasing commodification of food also enabled increased
financialization of food. This rising financialization of agriculture combined with the
dependence on TNCs for agricultural inputs led to high levels of indebtedness of the
farmers. The consequence of the financialization of agriculture for TNCs however
was an increase in profits considering when the increased input costs put farmers in
need of credits, the companies that sell the inputs also granted the credits to those
farmers. This shows the extent of the market control that giant agri-businesses have.
The last consequence of the neoliberal transformation of agriculture that will be
mentioned here is depeasantization. When agricultural production lost its income-
generating ability many farmers turned to non-agricultural jobs either in rural areas
or they left those areas altogether and migrated to cities. Most of them got into the
non-agricultural labor force in low paid insecure jobs in the cities. Moreover, when
small farmers lose their land due to increasing production costs and indebtedness,
land ownership increasingly becomes concentrated. This combined with the

commodification of land led to the deagrarianization of previous farmland.

Changes during this period exacerbated the already deteriorated situation of gender
equality within the agri-food system. First and foremost, as agriculture lost its
income-generating propensity, and households had to diversify their livelihoods, it
was mostly men who turned to non-agricultural jobs. With the rapid growth in
industry and services sector and urbanization, many farmers migrated to the cities to
find income-earning jobs. Women’s migration to cities however was much slower

because of women’s lower levels of education, higher mobility, and time constraints

> McMichael (2009a) even called the third food regime the ‘food from nowhere regime' as well as the
‘corporate food regime' at times.

® In response to this, the term ‘food from somewhere' is sometimes used in alternative food movements
and in the study of these movements.
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compared to men and social gender roles. This has left agricultural work largely to
women. Even in households where men did not migrate to the city, the workload of
women in agriculture increased, as there were men who tended to non-agricultural
jobs for the mentioned reasons. Even in households still remaining in agricultural
production, women's labor in agriculture has increased since new export-oriented
crops were labor intensive and women do hand labor while men do work with
equipment. This led to what is referred to as the ‘feminization of agriculture' in the
literature. The ‘feminization of agriculture' in the broad sense refers to the increased
role of women in agriculture, which can also be measured by the agricultural
employment ratio between women and men or by the share of women whose main
employment is in agriculture. This phenomenon can be clearly observed in almost all
of the Global South with regional variations (De Schutter, 2013). Although the
feminization of agriculture emerged in the 60s, it showed itself and its real impact in
the 1990s with the neoliberal transformation of agriculture (Deere, 2009).

However, it should be emphasized here that the feminization of agriculture means the
intensification of women's labor, not the increase in women's say and earnings in
production. In fact, with the neoliberal transformation, the increasing necessity of
having market and technical knowledge in agriculture has led to a further decrease in
the involvement of women in decision-making on agricultural production (Shiva,
2009). Moreover, it is men who largely control the income earned from agricultural
production (Sachs, 2014; De Schutter, 2013). This means that although women put
more labor into agricultural production, men earn more from it and women are
further left with little income if any. Not only that but, among those who work as
agricultural workers there exists gender discrimination which is exploited by
companies and contractors. Women in agricultural work are paid less, have less job
security, and work half-time more than men. The women who engage in agricultural
work generally are not exempt from the burden of domestic work that is assigned to
women, which decreases their capacity to engage in non-agricultural income-
generating jobs even further. Even if they acquire such a job, women have less
bargaining power since they have fewer employment alternatives (Sachs, 2014). This
combined with the fact that agricultural production could not generate sufficient

income, and most of the generated income confiscated by men, the feminization of

35



agriculture also meant the ‘feminization of poverty’ which is a contributing factor to
the decreasing food security of women. The cheap food that impoverished women
turned to, the widespread supermarketization, and the popularization of the Western
diet caused a serious decrease in women's nutrition. This decline affects not only
women, but also the health of all future generations, and thus society, due to the fact
that women do not get enough nutrients before pregnancy, during pregnancy, and
breastfeeding (Mehra & Rojas, 2008).

3.2. Food Movements and Alternative Food Networks in the World

The changes that, commodified and corporatized agri-food chains from seeds to
marketing, increased the total input costs creating a heavy burden on the producer,
erasing the support mechanisms of the producers, and disrupting consumers' right to
information and access to healthy, nutritious food; consequently, led to the
emergence of different movements on food. Although these movements emerged
from similar concerns, they differ from each other in terms of purpose, method, and
scope. Examining all food movements is beyond the scope of this study, as there are
many types of agri-food movements. Still, some of the influential and major food

movements should be covered since they have led to the emergence of AFNs.

In order to draw a tidier picture, first the movements that focused more on agriculture
and peasantry, and then the movements that focused more on consumption are
described. Although there have been peasant movements seen in various parts of the
world in every period of human history, the peasant movements mentioned here are
the peasant movements that emerged as a reaction to the recent transformation of
agriculture. In this period, the peasant movements that developed especially after the
90s have various forms of existence at local, national, and global levels. In this

context, LVC and the Brazilian Movimento Sem Terra (MST) have been discussed.

LVC is an international peasant movement that is currently one of the biggest in the
world. As mentioned earlier, LVC was established in 1993 in Mons, Belgium, after
eight farmer organizations came together in Nicaragua in 1992. The main reason

these organizations united to form LVC was the problems faced by small-scale

36



farmers and rural communities with the neoliberalization of agriculture. These issues
were largely the same across Asia, the Americas, Europe, and Africa where these
organizations were located. Therefore, the main purpose of LVC is to promote and
defend the rights of peasants, small and medium-scale farmers, local communities,
rural women, farm workers, and nature against the dominant food regime. LVC thus,
focuses on a wide range of issues, from land reform to agroecology and sustainable
agricultural practices, from seed access to women's rights (Desmarais, 2007).
Perhaps the most important of the issues advocated by LVC is the concept of 'food
sovereignty', which the movement itself introduced and which is discussed in the
first chapter of this thesis. The food sovereignty concept is the embodiment of the
worldview of LVC. Another important issue defended by LVC is the word
‘campesina’, meaning ‘peasant’, which is also materialized in the name of the
movement. This word, which actually means 'people of the land', is a word with
negative connotations both in Europe and Latin America and often reminds a lower
class. The adoption of this word and this identity by the movement is an indicator of
resistance in itself, indicating its stance against the ruling and capitalist classes
(Desmarais, 2008).

Landless Rural Workers' Movement (Movimento dos Trabalhadores Rurais Sem
Terra - MST) is a social movement in Brazil that has now become one of the largest
movements in Latin America. It was mainly started in the middle of the 1980s by
family farmers who occupied land and advocated for land reform throughout Brazil
which continued to grow during the 90s. By addressing the issue of land
concentration in Brazil, MST advocates the rights of groups whose access to land is
historically denied, especially rural workers who aiming for a more sustainable
agricultural system (Shennan-Farpon et al., 2022). While it may seen that this
movement is aiming for a ‘re-peasantisation’, it actually defends a just redistribution
of land and food and the right to farm as a social act and a way of living against
neoliberalism and its impact. That way, MST advocates for food sovereignty
especially in its interference with the vast transportation of food throughout the
world and the defense of the right to work the land. By putting what is rural on a
civic ground, MST accomplishes a few different things. It in a sense criticizes the

narrative of Brazilian development, creates cooperative rural employment models,
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generates basic food for the impoverished working class, provides unemployed
people in urban with a secure source of livelihood, and overall stands for all groups
that are excluded by the neoliberal model. Therefore, MST, which is a part of the
LVC movement, establishes relations not only with other agrarian and indigenous
movements but also with urban-centered movements. In fact, MST led to the ‘sem-

»*on

toto’, "roofless" homeless movement, which is the urban version of the movement,

with its emphasis on the ‘sem-terra’, meaning "landless" (McMichael, 2006).

This change in the agri-food system affected not only the producers and villagers but
also the consumers as well. Increasing corporate control over the agri-food chain has
raised gquestions and concerns among consumers about the quality, health, safety, and
nutritiveness of food. The increase in nutrition-related health problems has further
strengthened these concerns. Moreover, the concerns surrounding food were not only
about health. Due to increasing environmental degradation caused by agriculture,
consumers are troubled with the climate and ecological aspects of production. In
addition to that, with the new food regime deepening inequalities in the food chain,
movements have also emerged to fight against growing inequalities in consumption.
Although these movements have been visible since the 1960s, they have gained
popularity and strength since the 1980s, demonstrating the role of demand in
transforming the food system. In this context, the movements to be discussed here
are: the Food Justice Movement, the Fair Trade Movement, the Slow Food
Movement, and the Organic Food Movement’.

The Food Justice Movement emerged in the early 1960s and grew as one of the
largest and fastest-growing grassroots food movements in the North, especially in the
USA (Holt-Giménez & Shattuck, 2011). Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy
(2012, para. 9) defines food justice as “the right of communities everywhere to
produce, process, distribute, access, and eat good food regardless of race, class,
gender, ethnicity, citizenship, ability, religion, or community.” Still, since the Food
Justice Movement came out of the environmental justice movement, working-class

communities of color that struggle with diet-related diseases, and critiques of

" The exhaustive list of movements discussed here is entirely taken from Irem Soysal Al's 2020
doctoral thesis.
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structural racism; it mainly focuses on inequalities in food supply chains that are
born out of race and class (Holt-Giménez & Shattuck, 2011). Aside from its fight
against racism and white privilege, the Food Justice Movement also advocates values
like empathy, pluralism, and gender equity in agriculture and food relations.
However, some theorists criticize the Food Justice movement for lacking a strong
stance in the face of other structural issues in food politics and participation in long-
term national and international networks to have an impact on economic change and
food policies (Soysal Al, 2020; Clendenning et al., 2016; Gottlieb & Joshi, 2010;
Heynen et al., 2012).

Fair Trade Movement first began in the 1940s, often connecting Northern
organizations that were religiously and politically motivated, with impoverished
communities in the South, and, fully emerged with the involvement of Europe in the
1950s (Bacon, 2010). By addressing the power inequalities in conventional trade
relations, it aims to improve supply chains in the countries of the Global South,
enabling them to establish a fair trade with the Global North. In 1997, Fair Trade
became a labeling initiative and with that, Fair Trade focused on three components:
the formation of alternative trade networks, the licensing and marketing of Fair Trade
labeled products, and campaign-based promotion of Fair Trade (Wilkinson, 2007).
Due to the TNCs’ goal of creating profits from ethical consumers, the Fair Trade
label enabled a niche market where companies profited from both labeling and the
label itself. Therefore, later on, fair trade became a mass market as more companies
started using the Fair Trade label on various product types (Davies & Crane, 2003).
Many scholars argue that the fair-trade movement, by engaging with licensing, has
lost its radicalness and alternative character as a food movement (Low & Davenport,
2005). It is criticized for becoming part of a "certification economy" and a marketing
model that benefits capitalist companies, especially considering that profit-oriented
corporations have entered the Fair Trade markets with Fair Trade licensed products
(Mutersbaugh, 2005; Stringer, 2012). Moreover, they point out that certification
procedures reduce what is "fair" to what producers undertake to adhere to the criteria
of fairness imposed by NGOs and other parties (Wilson & Mutersbaugh, 2015).
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The Slow Food Movement, which was started by Carlo Petrini and a group of
activists in Italy in the 1980s, was founded on preserving a slow pace of life, regional
traditions, and local cuisines that build upon social relationships between producers
and consumers against industrialized and standardized mass-produced fast food.
Based on this, it also emphasizes the conservation of biodiversity, nature, and small
local producers, in addition to having knowledge and awareness about food
production. The movement became an international grassroots organization in 1989
that today includes millions of people in over 160 countries (Slow Food, n.d.). The
Slow Food Movement later gave rise to other movements. The most well-known of
these, the Slow City Movement, aims to create a slower, sustainable, livable, and
multicultural city structure (Mayer & Knox, 2006). Some critics argue that the Slow
Food Movement falls short in addressing the structural issues within the food
systems thus seen as a niche movement that has limited impact on the overall food
system. Another related criticism made towards the Slow Food Movement is being
elitist due to its focus on high-quality, locally sourced, traditional, and artisanal
products that are generally more expensive than conventional, mass-produced

alternatives (Thompson & Kumar, 2018; Bommel & Spicer, 2011).

The organic agriculture movement emerged in the late 1960s, coinciding with the
social and political activism of the 1960s and 1970s. The rising environmental
activism and the concerns surrounding the detrimental effects of industrial
agriculture influenced the movement and brought recognition® (Schésler et al., 2012).
The movement was institutionalized in 1972 with the establishment of the
International Federation of Organic Agriculture Movements (IFOAM). With the
effect of this, the organic food movement grew seriously with increasing concerns in
the 1980s and 90s. With this growth, various formal certification standards and labels
have been developed by governments and organizations in several countries. Since
then, the organic food movement expanded globally with the rising demands of the
consumers for organic goods. At this point, the organic food movement came under

criticism which says that the organic food movement has become a market

8 Rachel Carson's book "Silent Spring" in 1962, which it has been mentioned before, showed the
negative impact of pesticides on the environment, increasing the concerns about industrial agriculture
and thus the interest in the organic food movement.
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phenomenon for the middle and upper class rather than an alternative food
movement that addresses inherent problems within agri-food systems (Karakaya,
2016).

All of these movements led to the development of various forms of AFNs all around
the globe. AFNs are a wide-ranging set of practices related to food systems and, in a
general sense, are alternatives to the mainstream food systems (Murdoch et al. 2000).
Common examples of AFN practices include community-supported agriculture,
farmers’ markets, urban agriculture, direct farm retail, as well as practices of above-
mentioned movements like fair trade, organic agriculture, and the slow food
movement. Corollary to the emergence of food movements, AFNs started appearing
in the 1990s as a reaction to increasing corporatization and neoliberalization of the
agri-food systems. That being said, its earlier emergence began in the second food
regime period, as a resistance to the increasing detrimental effects of chemical use in

agricultural production.

Although AFNs contain various forms of relationships, movements, practices, and
organizations, it is possible to identify some common characteristics of the AFNs
that aim to diversify and transform modern food provisioning by connecting
producers and consumers in more ethical, local, and short ways. From that, some

interrelated common characteristics of the AFNs can be derived.

First of all, AFNs are about the relationship between producers and consumers. As
they seek to create alternative ways for connecting consumers and producers, they
also address the emancipation from corporatized food chains, a search for new
strategies of livelihood and autonomy for small farmers (Goodman & Goodman,
2007), and consumers’ search for trust (Goodman, 2003). For this reason, the
literature on AFN usually focuses on the new experiences of farmers and consumers
as well as their social and economic repercussions in terms of agriculture,

environment, and food relations (Soysal Al, 2020).

Secondly, since AFNs were born out of the concerns around the dominant food

regime, they prioritize healthy and ecological food. They are concerned or claim to
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be concerned with the ethics of food including environmental sustainability, social
justice, animal welfare, as well as food safety. Subsequently, the products of the
AFNs are thought to be quality, fresh, healthy, organic, environmentally friendly,
and slow (Edwards, 2016).

Another important characteristic of the AFNs is localness. Alternative food markets
are mostly categorized as localized agri-food systems. However, ‘local’ here is a
broad term that includes various sizes and scales. There also exists a difference
between “local” and “locality”, as locality foods are not only consumed in their
original location but also can be transported to consumers who are far away for their
cultural significance. Localized food systems, aim to produce direct production,
distribution, consumption, and waste management networks, encourage the use of
local resources, reduce intermediary mechanisms, carbon footprint, transportation
costs, and prioritize and culturally significant food. The localized food system has
emerged as a kind of local rural development model based on the development

strategies designed for small and medium-sized regions.

The last important characteristic of AFNs is being shortened food supply chains.
Shortened food supply chains mean the shortening of physical distance of the way
that producers provide food to the consumer and/or eliminating or sometimes
lowering the number of intermediaries in the supply chain. In a way, the key feature
of shortened food supply chains that distinguishes them from long supply chains is
the form of relationship that directly connects the primary producer (farmer, peasant,
etc.) with the end user (consumer). This shortening strengthens the relationship
between producers and consumers by increasing knowledge and thus trust. Being
short food supply chains is directly related to other characteristics since the concept
of a short food supply chain focuses on the whole of the supply chain.

Although there are various forms of AFIs as mentioned above, cooperatives play a
significant role within AFNs. Cooperatives provide a convenient framework for
AFNSs' aim to build just, sustainable, short, and local food systems. As defined by the
International Co-operative Alliance (n.d., para. 3) as an “autonomous association of

persons united voluntarily to meet their common economic, social and cultural needs
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and aspirations through a jointly-owned and democratically-controlled enterprise”,
cooperatives have the propensity to create a solidarity or community-based enterprise
that concerns with much more than just the economic sphere with its values that are
self-help, self-responsibility, democracy, equality, equity, and solidarity. This
understanding is represented in the seven principles of cooperatives: i. voluntary and
open membership, ii. democratic member control, iii. member economic
participation, iv. autonomy and independence, V. education, training, and
information, vi. cooperation among cooperatives, vii. concern for the community
(International Cooperative Alliance, n.d.). Moreover, although the origins of
cooperatives cannot clearly be determined, the cooperative movement has always
been positioned as an alternative path in the capitalist economy. Especially in
nineteenth-century industrial England, the cooperative movement arose as a reaction
to the systemic exploitation, exclusion, and poverty of workers (Birchall, 1997).
Cooperatives enable farmers and consumers to work together, merging resources and
sharing risks and benefits due to their features of equitable distribution of profits and
democratic decision-making. The eligibility of cooperatives for AFN is not limited to
the economic sphere, but also to the social and political sphere, cooperatives offer
many opportunities. First, cooperatives are places where producers and consumers
come together and do collective work. In this sense, cooperatives make it possible to
both shorten the supply chain and establish a direct relationship between the
producer and the consumer. Moreover, cooperatives provide space for collective
action and socialization. In this way, by uniting producers and consumers both with
and within enables them to gain awareness and power against the dominant food
regime and big market actors. Cooperatives also support rural development by
uniting producers and opening spaces for them. With all this, cooperatives that
provide a platform to resist the dominant food regime, have become the go-to
organization for AFNs, and food cooperatives led the way for many practices within
the alternative food movements (Goodman & DuPuis, 2002; Renting et al., 2003).

Since the exploitation of women is related to the exploitation of the environment, it is
possible to see women at the forefront of environmental resistance. This can also be
considered valid for food movements. Women are involved in food movements and

the search for alternatives at a wide variety of levels and areas, from the individual to
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the collective. These actions range from buying local and organic products to
actively participating in food movements. For this reason, women have played a
significant role in developing and advancing alternative agrifood movements and
institutions. On the consumption side, women are leading the way in ethical
consumption, embracing local, organic, fair, and environmentally friendly food.
These actions in the field of consumption range from individual actions of consumers
and business owners to collective actions or sometimes a combination of the two.
Moreover, women frequently take on roles on the front lines and in leading positions
in urban agriculture, creating community gardens in a range of low-income
communities. Women also take an important place in larger collective movements
targeting the entire agri-food system. For instance, women are important leaders in
the fight against globalization who are pressing for improvements in food and
agricultural issues. Considering all it is not surprising that women are more visible,
more represented, and more prominent in alternative food organizations and AFNs
compared to conventional agricultural organizations or networks (Allen & Sachs,
2007).
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CHAPTER 4

FOOD SYSTEMS AND GENDER EQUALITY IN TURKEY

This chapter traces the transformation of the agri-food system and evaluates the
situation of AFNs in Turkey. Tracing the transformation of the agri-food system of
Turkey enables to investigate both the process of formation of current problems
related to food and agriculture and the problems themselves. From this point of view,
the potential of AFIs in Turkey to be a solution to these problems will be
investigated. To that end, the first part of this chapter tracks the transformation of the
agri-food system in Turkey, starting from the foundation of the Turkish Republic.
This process will again diverge inward with the food regimes perspective. Since the
establishment of the Republic of Turkey coincided with the middle of the first food
regime, the formation of this food regime was not mentioned. The second part
examines the common AFIs and AFNs in Turkey. The last part presents the results of

the fieldwork with women in cooperatives in Ankara.

4.1. The Transformation of Food Systems in Turkey

During the first food regime, in the newly founded Republic of Turkey, which
inherited the Ottoman social structure, the majority of the population lived in villages
and engaged in household-based subsistence production activities. In this period,
agriculture serving as the primary economic channel, played a critical role in
Turkey's incorporation into the global economy. The economic surplus was
predominantly created by the selling of agricultural surplus in return for
manufactured goods. Since agriculture was the only method of creating surplus
through commaodity production, Turkey's place in the international division of labor
has been to specialize in agricultural production (Keyder, 1981). In the development

strategy followed in the period after the establishment of the Republic of Turkey,
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besides the goal of increasing agricultural production, the import substitution
industrialization model, in which the state is the main actor of industrialization due to
the inadequacy of private capital accumulation, was envisaged. Non-durable
consumer goods that meet the basic needs of the people are largely produced through

state-owned enterprises (Toksoz, 2012).

As observed in the entire Middle East region, where a classical patriarchal order is
dominant, there is a definite age and gender hierarchy within the household in the
agricultural society of Turkey, and this hierarchy also overlaps with the hierarchy in
the labor process. Women's labor is the essential element of agricultural production
as well as reproduction, and the serious loss of the male population, especially after
the First World War and the War of Independence that followed, increased the
importance of women's labor even more. In this period, agricultural production with

primitive technologies mainly met the needs of the family (Toksoz, 2012).

Between the years 1950 and 1980, the Turkish state took on the task of managing,
supervising, and protecting national development. With this task, the indirect and
sometimes even direct interventions of the state in the relations of production and
distribution have facilitated the capitalization, commercialization, and
commoditization of agriculture. These interventions have focused particularly on
policy design and implementation for agriculture and rural development. Some of the
strategies the Turkish state has used included, providing inputs, credits, and
extension services, promoting modern farming technologies and new crop varieties,
supporting the formation of agricultural associations and cooperatives, and founding
state farms and state economic enterprise marketing and distribution agencies. These
methods like state economic enterprises such as producer and marketing cooperatives
along with the Agricultural Bank (Ziraat Bankasi), were aimed to expand and
intensify commodity production yet, it also rendered the state significant control over

agricultural and rural development.

Between the 1950s and 1980s, the economy was opened to foreign capital and
foreign aid, and trade capital gained great efficiency. IFIs and transnational

agribusiness companies supported the Turkish state's developmentalist policy, which
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pursued attaining balanced agricultural and industrial modernization processes. The
WB offered considerable financial aid for the modernization, capitalization, and
export orientation of Turkish agriculture. Turkey's incorporation into the capitalist
world economy required the adoption of modern farming techniques, including new
technologies of the Green Revolution, and improvements in physical, economic, and
social infrastructure such as roads, bridges, dams, irrigation systems, schools,
healthcare facilities, and electricity (Aydin, 2010). At the same time, the rural area
was opened to the market and a rapid urbanization process was experienced. In
addition to the public sector, private sector enterprises have also acted to respond to
the increasing demand, and public investments have increased their production to the

extent that they are insufficient.

Small production and the self-sufficient production style of the household, which is
dominant in Turkish agriculture, have changed after the 1950s, within the second
food regime, with the introduction of market relations and the increase in
commodification. The intensity of use of women's labor varies depending on the
ownership structures in the land, the position of the households in agricultural
stratification, the degree of mechanization in agriculture, the type and quality of the
product produced, and the need for labor in the production process. In large
landowner families, women are withdrawing from the production process to the
extent that they have the opportunity to use paid workers and benefit from new
technologies, and this has been observed especially in the central Anatolian region
where grain production is made by machinery. On the other hand, with the transition
to the production of labor-intensive products such as cotton and tobacco for the
market, as seen in western Anatolia, women in peasant families with or without land,
spent more labor in the stages of harvesting and hoeing, while men concentrated on
the use of machinery and commercial activities. Thus, the division of labor based on
gender has deepened even more. In the Black Sea region, where labor-intensive
products such as tea, tobacco, and hazelnuts are produced, to the extent that the lands
are small and not sufficient to support the family, women started to take increasing
responsibility for agricultural work, while men began to migrate to find income-

generating jobs (Yiiksekkaya, 2018).
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In this period that took place between 1950 and 1980, women's employment in non-
agricultural activities was extremely low, and in cities, mainly a small number of
highly educated and skilled women joined the workforce, mostly by performing
specialized occupations in the service sector. Especially for women migrating from
rural to urban areas, being a housewife in the city is the greatest longing after the
heavy workload of the village. In the industry where a small number of women work,
the sectors in which women are employed remain the same as tobacco, textiles-
clothing, and food-beverage. Kazgan (1982, as cited in Toksoz, 2012) states that the
branches of industry in which women are concentrated produce certain export goods
and therefore their wages are low because they are open to international competition.
In contrast, heavy industry, concentrated in men, produces highly protected import-
substituting goods. Since they are in a monopoly position in the domestic market,
they can sell their products at high prices and pay high wages. In addition, the fact
that women work in more labor-intensive jobs in the manufacturing industry and that
fewer women workers are subject to collective agreements are effective in lowering
their wages (Toksoz, 2012).

The neoliberal transformation brought by the third food regime from the 1980s
onward however had far more devastating consequences for Turkey. The agricultural
sector in Turkey ‘liberalized’ with different waves which is not different from other
sectors and Global South countries. Agricultural transformation in Turkey was a
slow process, although transformation gave its earlier signs in the 1980s, it came into
full effect only in the late 1990s and early 2000s (Aydin, 2010). The foundations of
this transformation were laid by eradicating the pre-established protective
mechanisms of the state. Thus, price supports and subsidies of the previous period
were significantly reduced, the government guarantee of cooperative credit
arrangements broke down, and the influence of international actors increased. This
means that the protective measures that guard the agricultural producers against
commodity and currency markets eroded to a great extent. As in the case for almost
all of the Global South in this period, this resulted in the expansion of TNCs' reach to
Turkish agriculture (Keyder & Yenal, 2011).

Clearly, this transformation was not voluntary, but a compliance as a result of certain

obligations. Just like in all other Global South countries, all the changes just
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mentioned have been brought about by the direct interventions of the IFIs. Similar to
the other Global South countries at that time, Turkey was also in debt to IFIs and was
experiencing economic and financial struggles due to these debts. In other words,
Turkey was in serious need of credits. For this reason, Turkey had to accept all the
terms and conditions put by IFIs, and the so-called new opportunities of the
transnational agri-food corporations. With the Structural Adjustment Programs, state
support in agriculture of the previous period was abolished; public expenditures were
diminished, agricultural input subsidies and price supports were eliminated and
interest rates on agricultural loans increased. According to Keyder and Yenal (2011),
the most substantial contributor to the neoliberal transformation of agriculture in
Turkey was the international agreements signed with the IMF and WB for debt

rescheduling including earlier mentioned TRIPS and AoA agreements.

Although the agreements signed with the European Union are as important as the
agreements with the IMF and WB, the EU has been involved in the neoliberalization
process of Turkish agriculture a little later than other IFIs. The involvement of the
EU in this process started to appear especially in the 1990s and was clearly revealed
with the Customs Union agreement signed in 1996. This agreement was made
ostensibly for the purpose of restructuring Turkish agriculture to raise its efficiency
to the EU level. Turkey did not, however, have the privilege of active state backing
that the EU enjoyed through its Common Agricultural Policy. In line with the
previous discussions, Turkey settled on this only to secure additional funding from
the EU following the fiscal and monetary crisis that broke out in 1994 (Aydin, 2010).

Yet, the IMF and WB agreements were more central to this transformation process. It
is already established that these institutions required WTO membership, compliance
with the TRIPS treaty, and the AoA for Global South. Yet another agreement that
enabled the transformation of agriculture in Turkey was the Agricultural Reform
Implementation Program (ARIP) that was introduced by the WB in 2001. Just like
previously mentioned international agreements, ARIP was mainly aimed at
neoliberal transformation and included the replacement of price and input subsidies
with direct income supports, the eradication of subsidized agricultural credit, and the

privatization of state economic enterprises. In line with those objectives and the
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directives of the WB, the cooperatives law was reformulated to restructure the
cooperatives to be autonomous in management and independent in financial affairs
(Keyder & Yenal, 2011). Additionally, ARIP speeded up the process of the
privatization of state-owned agricultural institutions including TEKEL, TZDK, Cay-
Kur, and sugar factories. This made it possible for the WB to directly intervene in the
agricultural support system and the production of some crops, like sugar beet,
tobacco, and hazelnuts. The implementation of quotas on these products accelerated
the transition to export-oriented crops that are demanded by global markets (Giirel,
2011). A notable illustration of the legal amendments implemented in accordance
with the ARIP is the Tobacco Law of 2001. With the passage of that law, the Turkish
state stopped purchasing tobacco, leaving the distribution of cigarettes and the
producers of tobacco in the hands of TNCs and the global market (Aydin, 2010).

The Agrarian Law (2006) and The Seed Law (2006) were the final nails in the coffin.
These two complementary laws, as an extension of the understanding of the TRIPS
agreement, were enacted for ‘protecting intellectual property rights' in agriculture.
While the Seed Law made it mandatory for seeds traded on the open market to be
registered and certified, the Agrarian Law further broadened the agricultural sector's
intellectual property rights in favor of TNCs. What the Seed Law actually did was to
ban traditional seeds from being traded in the open market (Aydin, 2010; Giirel,
2014). As a result of these two laws, input prices rose, indigenous plant species
started to go extinct, and another coping mechanism of the poor producers was
destroyed. Furthermore, these laws cause agricultural producers to rely nearly

entirely on big agribusinesses for inputs.

Evidently, these changes were not met with joy, especially when the poverty-
increasing properties of these policies came to light. To soothe the tensions resulting
from these policies, the Direct Income Support System was presented in 2000 by the
Turkish state, along with the encouragement of the IFIs. According to this scheme,
with the condition of having a title deed, a five USD value of TL per decares® is paid

annually for agricultural lands up to 500 decares and only up to 500 decares of larger

91 decar= 1000 m?
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land is included in the system. In addition, in order to benefit from DIS, the
cultivation of the products determined by the Ministry of Agriculture and Rural
Affairs for the region was made compulsory. Direct Income Support System was
actually a short-term plan to compensate for the losses experienced by farmers as a
result of neoliberal policies and to keep them in agriculture and was terminated in
2010. Although the Direct Income Support System was put forward for poverty
reduction, compensation for farmers, and easing social tension, it was criticized for
not achieving these goals. This program excluded tenants, sharecroppers, and
agricultural workers with its condition of title deed. It has even benefited medium
and large-scale producers since this system allowed large landowners to get more
support by dividing large lands into 500 decares (Kazgan, 2003; Aydin, 2010).
Moreover, the application process was time-consuming, complicated, and expensive,
again to the benefit of the large landowners. In addition, the condition of producing
crops designated by the Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs assisted in

replacing traditional crops with export-oriented ones (Keyder & Yenal, 2011).

The agricultural transformation was a slowly evolving yet continuous process. These
policies were never completely abandoned, even if they were changed and even
occasionally temporarily suspended for a variety of social, political, and economic
reasons. This transformation, which was carried out in line with the wishes of IFIs
and TNCs, unfortunately, had a number of connected, detrimental effects on the

environment, local people, and women.

First, the disappearance of traditional agricultural methods and plants also destroyed
traditional lifestyles, culture, knowledge, and ecosystems in Turkey. In Turkey, as in
the rest of the world, this loss has caused the emergence and increase of many
problems in terms of human health and the environment, such as obesity, rise in
infant mortality rates, water, and soil pollution, decrease in biodiversity, decrease in

soil quality among others.

Second, when the TNCs gained full control of food supply chains, Turkey’s ability to
form an independent, balanced, and well-structured national economy and agri-food

system has been weakened. Moreover, the turn to export-oriented luxury cash crops,
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industrial inputs, and animal feed, which required imported seeds, fertilizers, and
pesticides, created huge trade deficits. These changes deepened the Turkish
economy's and the farmers' reliance on TNCs for manufacturing, inputs, and other
services. Farmers were reliant on the distribution systems of large corporations as a
result of increased market integration, TNCs' complete control over food chains, and
a lack of protection against market swings, among other factors. As grocery chains
like Migros and Macromarket took the place of small, local shops, agricultural
farmers became more dependent on the TNCs for market access, thus reducing their
bargaining (Keyder & Yenal, 2011). This increased dependence and decreasing
protection mechanisms and bargaining power have led to increased input prices,
indebtedness, and often even loss of land, especially for medium and small

producers.

Thirdly, deeper market integration meant that agriculture was incorporated into the
accumulation process itself, which placed Turkish agriculture under the control of
the capital. Farmers became heavily indebted as a result of the increased
financialization of agriculture and their reliance on TNCs for agricultural supplies
(Aydin, 2010). It should be mentioned that the private enterprises that provide loans
to farmers who are forced to turn to loans due to increasing debts and input costs are
also financial institutions of large TNCs. Thus, the last link of this intertwined chain
is also controlled by TNCs. This situation demonstrates the extent of market power

held by large agribusiness.

In addition, the risky and fragile environment created by this transformation for
agricultural producers has greatly reduced not only their bargaining power but also
their access to the market and information about changes in the market. According to
Aydin (2010), this was further exacerbated by the depoliticization of peasants
diminishing small farmers’ ability to create a united and organized power in the
policy-making in Turkey. For producers who became impoverished and lost their
protection, the only way to stay in agriculture was to enter into contract farming
which can be defined as an agreement between farmers and companies in which both
partners agree on the terms and conditions for the production and purchasing of farm

products beforehand (FAO, 2017). Contract farming was also encouraged by the
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state and the Agricultural Bank (Ziraat Bankasi) with various credits and laws.
Contrary to what is written in the definition, contract farming in practice does not
carry equality among both parties and is to the advantage of big companies due to the
power imbalances between them. While those contracts include specific conditions
such as product quality and quantity for producers to fulfill, areas such as pricing or
payment period, which are the responsibility of purchasing companies, are left
unclear and complex. Thus, contract farming has become a way for TNCs to
outsource the risk, the importance of which became clear especially when the fact
that agriculture is a very risky sector as it is highly affected by natural changes is
considered. In other words, contract farming is a system that leaves the producers at
the hands of the big agribusinesses places the risk on the producer yet seizes the
created wealth by gaining control over the production and trade. Moreover, TNCs
form partnerships with local businesses and get access to their manufacturing
facilities, market reach, and reputation (Yenal, 1999). Tobacco, tomatoes,
sunflowers, and corn are the main crops grown under contract in Turkey (Keyder &
Yenal, 2011). In the production of tobacco, both international tobacco processing
enterprises like Socotab and local exporting businesses like Tiirkiye Tiittinleri, Sunel
Tiitiin, and Ozege Tiitiinleri engage in contract farming. Giant agribusiness firms like
Monsanto and Syngenta engage in contract farming for the production of various
seeds in the production of maize and sunflowers. Contract farming is used in the
tomato industry to grow tomatoes in part for export markets and in part for local
tomato processing businesses like Tukas and Burcu, which typically manufacture

tomato paste.

The final outcome of Turkey's agricultural transformation process, which will be
discussed here, is the growth of deagrarianization and depeasantization. As a result
of the commodification of land, which was a consequence of Turkey's agricultural
development, land, which had previously served as the foundation of the rural
economy, was put into the market as a commodity. Additionally, the common land
that was formerly used for grazing operations was privatized as the property became
more valuable, causing rural people to lose yet another of their support systems.
Agricultural land is sold in the market to investors and construction firms with the

expansion of urban areas and the tourism sector farmers’ agricultural expenses and
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debt rise. This allowed for speculation in the real estate market, which led to the
purchase of agricultural property for investment purposes only, leaving the
agricultural land uncultivated. Deagrarianization combined with the farmers' turn to
non-agricultural jobs as agriculture lost its income-generating feature, sparked a
growing wave of depeasantization. Although the phenomenon of depeasantization,
which varies in different geographical regions in Turkey, existed before neoliberal
policies, yet, it has accelerated with these policies. When agriculture ceased to be
sufficient to support rural life, agricultural producers moved to the urban areas to
obtain better employment. This depressed the wages and thus also had an impact on
city workers. Even those who remained in rural areas had to enter the labor market
for non-agricultural jobs. As a result, non-agricultural jobs have become the primary

source of income for rural people.

Women, who were already in a more disadvantaged position in the social hierarchy,
were more affected by these changes accordingly. The state of women which was
inherently bad and already worsened in Turkey, in terms of ownership, land use,
access to means of production and the market, and so on, especially in rural areas,
worsened even further with the neoliberal transformation of agriculture. Similar to
the rest of the Global South, the feminization of agriculture in Turkey increased the
workload of women while deteriorating their share and say both in agricultural
production and their households. As women increasingly lose influence over the
production process, the real meaning of the feminization of agriculture has become
the feminization of agricultural work, while the control and management of

agriculture are being masculinized (Celik, 2019).

The neoliberalization of agriculture in Turkey has worsened the situation of women
by deepening patriarchal relations, impoverishing women, and taking away women's
coping mechanisms°. The transformation process that established the corporate food
regime, decreased property ownership, especially in rural areas. As a result, women
who already had little ownership lost their assets since their assets were first to be
sold to pay the rising costs. It should be noted here that although there is increasing

10 The situation did not change much for seasonal agricultural worker women because their labor was
always unpaid and invisible.
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gender equality in property ownership among small producers and agricultural
workers, this is due to the worsening of the situation of these classes as a whole,

including men, not the improvement of women (Candan & Giinal, 2013).

Besides property ownership, when the intensification of women's labor in agriculture
is considered together with the invisibility of women's labor in agriculture and the
fact that women work in agriculture at a high rate, it can be seen that the feminization
of agriculture means an increase in the exploitation of women's labor in agriculture.
This exploitation of labor manifests itself not only in agriculture but also in
households as well. With the migration of men to the cities, women who stayed in
rural areas had to take care of the children and the elderly on their own. As
agriculture did not generate subsistence income and because of the insufficient
money sent by men who migrate to the city due to high living expenses in urban
areas, the workload of women in agriculture and in the household has increased
while their income has decreased. Women who migrated to urban areas with men
generally did not participate in the labor force, and even if they did, they joined with
informal, precarious jobs. While this way of entering the workforce creates a double

day for women, it also increases gender-based income inequality.

The situation of women in households that do not turn to non-agricultural jobs has
not improved, on the contrary, their workload has increased even more. In the case of
medium and large-scale producer households, the workload of most of the women in
commercial agriculture, and of all of them both in subsistence agriculture and in
households has increased, as agricultural workers employed have to be reduced due
to increasing input costs. Moreover, most of the households remaining in the
agricultural sector entered contract farming. Since almost all contracts are made with
men in this model, contract farming meant the exchange and control of women's
labor by men and companies. It has been observed that men often contract their
wife’s labor without asking whether they approve of these contracts and the terms of
these contracts. Thus, this situation gave men not only the right of ownership over

women's labor but also the role of supervision (Yiiksekkaya, 2018).

This transformation of agriculture also led to the deterioration of women’s status in

the social sphere as well. Women both lost their visibility in public spaces and began
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to be excluded from decision-making processes in the household. Increasing
commercialization in agriculture has increased the distinction between private and
public areas, especially in the rural. Since women are often identified and restricted
to the private sphere, the visibility of women in the public sphere has decreased.
Another factor that reduced the visibility of women in the public sphere was that
many of them, especially women who migrated to cities, did not engage in non-
agricultural jobs. The exclusion of women from the public sphere also resulted in
their exclusion from decision-making processes in public spaces, production, and
households. The exclusion of women from decision-making processes has also come
with other consequences of the neoliberal transformation of agriculture. With the
transformation of agriculture, the increasing need for information in areas such as
production, markets, and banking, decreased the participation of women in decision-
making processes, whose access to information is restricted, and thus knowledge of
those issues was rather limited. Another reason was that women's declining property
ownership reduced their bargaining power within the household and therefore their

say in decision-making processes (Yiiksekkaya, 2018).

The programs developed to reduce poverty arising from the transformation of
agriculture, on the other hand, could not improve the situation of women because
they ignored the patriarchal structures in the society. For example, women were
largely unable to benefit from the above-mentioned Direct Income Support System
program because it was based on land ownership. In addition, most of the agriculture
and rural development projects of public institutions such as the Ministry of Forestry,
Agriculture, and Rural Affairs could not contribute to the improvement of women's
situation as they did not give women a separate area. The programs designed
specifically for women as a separate category generally did not see the structural
problems in rural areas. For example, micro-credits aimed at women's empowerment
in rural areas created more workload and indebtedness for women due to their
exclusion from decision-making mechanisms. Vocational courses for women, on the
other hand, could not go beyond creating a side income opportunity for women, as
they were in areas that could be called an extension of domestic labor and did not

create job opportunities.
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4.2. Food Movements and Alternative Food Networks in Turkey

The search for alternatives to the dominant food regime started in the early 1990s
and has been growing ever since. Although it started with a small group at first and
did not make much noise, the interest in AFIs is increasing every year. One of the
most important factors in the fact that the food movements in Turkey, which has
experienced the effects of the third food regime so deeply, have not made a sound, is
the de-politicization of farmers in line with the IMF and WB policies. With the
exception of Cift¢i-Sen (Ciftgi Sendikalar1 Konfederasyonu — the Confederation of
Farmers' Unions) which tries to mobilize small farmers, there has been very little
movement that aims to re-politicizing farmers. Kadirbeyoglu and Konya (2017), in
their study of 55 food initiatives, revealed that AFIs in Turkey tend to emerge at the
end of three processes. These three processes, one or more of which may be effective
in the establishment of AFlIs, are struggles against environmental conflicts like anti-
mining movements, union activism, and individual or collective demands for healthy,
accessible food. Various studies have observed the following points for AFIs in

Turkey.

First, it is not possible to say that AFIs in Turkey are organized and connected. The
AFIs in Turkey have been organized by different actors namely: consumers,
producers, and intermediaries. In addition to those, there are also initiatives that are
established to raise awareness about food. Since some consumer and producer
initiatives are actively seeking to raise awareness about food-related issues and since
prosumer cooperatives started to exist in Turkey as well, there are also initiatives
located at the intersection of these four groups. It is the intermediary initiatives that
are interesting here because the purpose of AFIs is to eliminate or minimize the
intermediaries, as mentioned earlier. Still, there exist some commercial initiatives

that engage with marketing for small farmers or traditional or organic products.

Moreover, the alternative food movement in Turkey is not a structure that has an
umbrella organization. Among the AFIs in Turkey, the number of those associated
with global organizations is also limited. This fragmented organization when

considered together with the differentiation in the base principles of the initiatives
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makes it difficult for the food movement in Turkey to reach a common goal in the
context of food sovereignty, food justice, and food security. In addition, not being
able to establish a holistic organization carries the risk of the fragility of initiatives —
in the face of any negativity that may arise against such organizations with possible
legal regulations. Owing to this, the ability of AFIs to create an AFN in Turkey is
rather limited. It should be noted here that the various events that have been going on
since 2016 and the organization initiatives that have started to sprout on a national
scale have played an important role in increasing the number of initiatives, advancing

solidarity and capacity to establish AFNs (Karakaya Ayalp, 2021).

Second, AFIs in Turkey do not have a common understanding or expectation of
ecological food. For example, one initiative might collaborate with a farmer who
creates vegetable-based pasta using chemical-free farming methods yet uses
industrial flour instead of traditional wheat flour. On the other hand, a different group
might view the use of original landrace seeds as crucial. Another ecological food
community might prioritize environmentally friendly food packaging, while a
separate group might not give as much importance to their packaging choices.
Moreover, although a common understanding of ecological food is agreed upon there
are still some limitations in opportunities for ecological agriculture in Tukey.
Initiatives that try to create employment opportunities in rural areas for small-scale
farmers and return them to the soil, and initiatives that directly engage in ecological
farming experience various problems. The main of these problems are the low
number of local and ecological producers, the lack of organic food understanding
among producers, and the scarcity of lands where ecological production can be

made.

Third, AFIs in Turkey are a relatively "bourgeois, middle class or upper-class, white-
collar phenomenon" as discussed in the critical food studies literature in the world.
This situation became apparent when the geographical distribution of AFIs in Turkey
was looked at. Most of the initiatives that have emerged in Turkey have been in the
three big cities (Istanbul, Ankara, izmir), almost half of them in Istanbul, and the
remaining ones have been concentrated on the Aegean coasts and have been

emerging on the Mediterranean coasts for a while. In addition, this situation is
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supported by the distribution of location choices within the three metropolitan cities.
Looking at this, the role of universities in the first initiatives that emerged in the
three cities can be seen. Considering that BUKOOP (Bogazi¢i University Members
Consumption Cooperative) after the Anatolian Life Consumption Cooperative that
emerged in Istanbul in 2004, the Ege University community supported agricultural
groups in Izmir, and METU academicians in the founding team and coordination
team of the DBB organization in Ankara, in all three provinces, the effects of

academics is seen in the first initiatives.

Lastly, another issue mentioned in the world literature and encountered in Turkey is
that the prices of the food reaching the consumers through these organizations are
higher than the market prices. Although their prices are lower than the prices of
products sold in "organic markets"”, this directly makes it difficult for low-income
consumers to access “healthy, ecological and sustainable” food offered through these
organizations. It is true that there are initiatives that particularly focus on or have the
purpose of providing access to fair and healthy food for low-income groups. These
initiatives prioritize affordable healthy food over ecological food. However, the
number of initiatives centered on this problem is very limited. Many of these
common situations in AFIs and AFNs in Turkey are also observed in cooperatives in

the Ankara region.

4.3. The Potential of Cooperatives in Creating an AFN in Ankara

The field study is based on semi-structured, face-to-face, in-depth interviews
conducted with women who are members of cooperatives producing and marketing
in agri-food chains (for interview questions please see Appendix B). Cooperatives
that set up an example for community-based AFNs that center around gender
equality in Turkey are entirely selected from Ankara. Although the research centers
around women’s role in food networks, cooperatives were selected without a strict
criterion to be a women's cooperative. This selection strategy would reveal the
women’s role in cooperatives at large, as well as would expose the situation where

women’s participation is missing.
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Within the scope of this study, 14 people from 11 cooperatives within eight districts
(Ayas, Bala, Beypazari, Cankaya, Evren, Golbasi, Glidiil, Haymana, Nallthan) were
interviewed. An attempt has been made to select one district from each level of
development including the city center in order to reflect the whole of Ankara that
would also give clues for Turkey. However, most of the provinces were selected
from rural areas in order to focus on agri-food cooperatives and producers. In the
selection of these districts, the development levels used in the Socio-Economic
Development Ranking Research (Sosyo-Ekonomik Gelismislik  Siralamasi
Arastirmalart — SEGE) Report published by the Republic of Turkey Ministry of
Industry and Technology in 2022 were used. Of the five different development
levelst! of districts in Ankara defined in this report, the selected cooperatives
correspond to at least two districts from each level except the second level (Acar et
al., 2022). Significant differences in the status of cooperatives, agricultural structure,
land use, etc. within this sample are suitable for obtaining important findings on
community-based food production, gender equality, cooperative universe, and social
development dynamics in the province of Ankara and especially in the rural districts.
After determining the districts, active cooperatives, with special consideration on
women's cooperatives, were selected from the list of cooperatives affiliated with the
Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry and the Ministry of Trade through the Ankara
Development Agency, and these cooperatives were reached through the contact
numbers published on the internet. The interviews were mostly conducted in the
production facilities of the cooperatives. Table 1 maps out the relevant information

on the cooperatives.

In the interviews conducted with the women members of the selected cooperatives,
the potentials and obstacles of community-based food production are examined along
with how these cooperatives would improve gender equality that would be the basis
of the establishment of food sovereignty through AFN. In this section, first the
potentials and limitations of cooperatives to create a viable AFN, and then their

contributions and obstacles to gender equality will be presented.

11 Each level corresponds to a certain level of socioeconomic development, from one to the most
developed and five to the least  developed. For  further  details  see
https://www.sanayi.gov.tr/assets/pdf/birimler/2022-ilce-sege.pdf
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Table 1. General Information About the Cooperatives Included in the Study

Cooperative | District Cooperative Foundation | Production Main Number | Number Number of

type year area products of of people
members | female interviewed
members

A Beypazar1 | Agricultural 2020 Value- Home-made 35 33 2
Development added food | pasta,
Cooperative production tarhana,

baklava, jams

B Beypazar1 | Agricultural 1979 Agricultural | Carrot juice, | 589 7 1
Development production storage
Cooperative

C Ayas Agricultural 2007 Value- Tomato paste | 30 26 1
Development added food
Cooperative production

D Haymana | Agricultural 2018 Value- Home-made 17 17 1
Development added food | pasta, tarhana
Cooperative production

E Haymana | Women's 2018 Value- production is | 15 15 1
Enterprise added food | suspended
Production production
and Business
Cooperative

F Bala Women's 2019 Value- Legumes, 20 20 1
Enterprise added food | tomato paste,
Production production tarhana,
and Business
Cooperative

G Nallihan Agricultural 2019 agricultural | training 16 8 1
Development input
Cooperative

H Gudiil Agricultural 2020 Value- Legumes, 15 14 2
Development added food | jams
Cooperative production

| Cankaya Women's 2004 Value- jams, spices, | 19 19 1
Enterprise added food | training
Production production
and Business
Cooperative

J Evren Women's 2021 Value- Home-made 7 7 1
Enterprise added food | pasta,
Production production tarhana,
and Business pancake,
Cooperative phyllo

K Golbast Women's 2022 Value- baklava, 14 unknown | 2
Enterprise added food | cookie,
Production production stuffed vine
and Business leaves, home-
Cooperative made  pasta,

training

4.3.1. Capacity of Cooperatives to Create an Alternative Business Model Based

on Solidarity

It is already established that AFNs are localized agri-food systems, shortened food

supply chains, and civic food networks of ethical food. In the aspect of localized

agri-food systems, it is possible to say that agri-food cooperatives in the Ankara

district with their scope of activities could be accepted as localized agri-food

systems. Almost all of the agricultural cooperatives produce endemic foodstuffs such
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as tomatoes, carrots, lettuce, wheat, barley, and so on. The only non-endemic crop
that is widely produced is corn silage, which is generally produced for local
livestock. Cooperatives that produce value-added food also produce traditional local
foodstuffs like tarhana mix*2, homemade pasta, jams, tomato paste, baklava, and so
on for regional consumption. The agri-food cooperatives in Ankara district also
seemed to form or are close to forming shortened food supply chains. Most of the
agricultural cooperatives in the region assume the intermediary or collector role,
enabling farmers to reach large companies without the corporate intermediaries.
Since this function of the cooperatives requires large storage facilities, smaller
cooperatives cannot assume such a role. In addition to these challenges of the small
cooperatives in functioning as intermediaries between small producers and large
companies, the large majority of the farmers are, currently, not members of any
active cooperatives which further curtails the bargaining power of farmers on the
prices. The cooperatives in value-added food production purchase their raw materials
locally and from as short distances as possible. They also sell their products either
directly in their own shops and online stores or with only one intermediary, usually a
supermarket or online platform. All of the value-added food cooperatives in this
study sell their products to a store chain ‘Bagkent Market’ established by the Ankara
Metropolitan Municipality. This store chain is under the roof of Ankara Halk Ekmek
ve Un Fabrikas1 Inc. 3, an economic enterprise of Ankara Metropolitan Municipality.
Almost all of the products that are sold in the Baskent Market come from the
cooperatives in Ankara, especially the women's cooperatives. However, it is still hard
to talk about a direct relationship between consumers and producers through those
cooperatives. The direct sales of cooperatives are rather limited and mostly remain in
their locality. There is always at least one intermediary between the producers and
consumers in most of their sales. The lack of consumer cooperatives and food
collectives in the area is also evidence of the insufficient direct relationship between

consumers and producers.

12 Tarhana is a traditional fermented food product made from a mixture of yogurt, flour, and often
vegetables, dried and later made soup by mixing it with water.

13 Ankara Halk Ekmek ve Un Fabrikasi Inc. (Ankara Peoples Bread and Flour Factory Inc.) is
established in 1979 in order to produce quality and cheap bread under hygienic conditions for the
people of Ankara and to be effective in preventing excessive and fluctuations in bread prices. For
further details, please see https://ankarahalkekmek.com.tr/hakkimizda/
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When it comes to ecological and healthy food, the issue becomes a little bit more
complicated. The field observations and interviews suggest that most cooperatives
had no perception of organic, ecological food production. It seems that only after a
certain production cycle and volume, cooperatives could and would indulge in
organic food and sustainable food production methods. It is also observed that no
predominantly male cooperative within the scope of this field study works on organic
food or sustainable farming practices. Although this may imply the relationship of
women with ethical food practices, this may also be a marketing strategy for women
who are trying to gain a share in the agri-food sector. This second point becomes
even more meaningful considering that almost half of the cooperatives examined in
this study have applied to obtain organic certification. Yet, they strived to obtain
organic product certification due to the costly and bureaucratically complex
certification processes. The experiences of these cooperatives confirm the criticisms
concerning organic certification that they create an extra-costs for small farmers, in
addition to its complex bureaucracy. It is one of the contributing factors behind the

shifting to ethical and quality food production only after a certain production cycle.

In the sample, there are two cooperatives that were initially established with a
sustainable, healthy agriculture-food approach, and they happen to be the
cooperatives established by relatively more educated upper-class people. This
observation aligns with the findings of other studies conducted in Turkey which
reveal a similar characteristic that this is the case for other samples and geographical
areas as well (Karakaya Ayalp, 2021; Oz & Aksoy, 2019; Kadirbeyoglu & Konya,
2017). The situation observed in Turkey in general is that food initiatives with high
awareness and alternative features are generally established by high educated
middle- or upper-class people as it is discussed in the previous part. The findings of
this study align with this general trend. Aside from that, it is possible to say that
people who enter cooperatives gain consciousness in consumption as well as
production. The women who entered the food production in the cooperatives stated
that they gained awareness of food after a while and that they started to question
where the food they consume came from and how it was produced and made.
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The awareness of the interviewed members of the cooperatives on cooperatives’
alternative character also seems to be related to the awareness of organic production.
Cooperatives that see themselves as AFIs, aware of the alternative character of
cooperatives, are also cooperatives with organic and fair food awareness, and this
awareness seems to be very limited considering the number of interviewees
expressing such concerns. The majority of cooperatives see themselves as small
businesses or enterprises rather than AFIs. Again, corollary to the above argument, it
is observed that the awareness of being an alternative increased in cooperatives that
have had a certain production cycle. Although this does not reduce the alternative
feature of the business-model established by these cooperatives, it creates significant

differences in women's self-positioning within agriculture-food chains.

As for the ability of cooperatives in Ankara to create an alternative business model
based on the solidarity economy, two issues may be raised. First, as a minimum
requirement, cooperatives should establish a financially self-sufficient business
model which would mean that their revenue would balance out their expenses
including labor and rent without needing outside loans. Secondly, not only a business
model that seeks profit, but cooperatives must also build upon community-based
production and provide internationally accepted principles of cooperatives

(International Cooperative Alliance, n.d.).

In terms of the first feature, it is hard to say that the majority of the cooperatives in
Ankara demonstrate fully established self-sufficient, and profitable businesses.
Although most of the cooperatives involved in the study can generate a certain gross
revenue, they are far from being able to generate a living income for their members.
When these cooperatives are compared with each other, the differences between the
cooperatives that can establish a more profitable business model can be observed.
The most important thing in creating a stronger economic business model stands out
as state support. While the most important factor in the survival of the cooperatives
in the region seems to be Baskent Market, which belongs to the municipality, it is
observed that the more profitable cooperatives are the ones that benefit more from
the state support and opportunities. Tire Dairy Cooperative and Ovacik Agricultural

Development Cooperative are the best examples in Turkey of how much
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cooperatives can be developed with government support. Many interviewees stated
that the survival of the cooperative, especially during the pandemic period, was
thanks to their ability to sell and promote their products in Baskent Markets.
Nevertheless, this cooperation with Baskent Markets also has some disadvantages,
such as Baskent Markets not making a distinction between cooperatives regarding
production or production quality, acting as an intermediary between the producer and
consumer, isolating the consumer from production, and not being able to provide
effective answers to the needs of the producer. Still, this type of state or municipal

support has more advantages than disadvantages for AFNSs.

There are other factors to establish a self-sufficient business model besides
government support. It is observed that cooperatives, which are sometimes referred
to as "project cooperatives” during the interviews, and which are founded on
receiving grants through projects, are more unsuccessful than others in establishing a
business model and solidarity networks that support local development.
Cooperatives, that work better both as a business model and as solidarity
organizations that support rural development, are generally cooperatives that have
members from the same village and are established in that village, which can be
called bottom-up cooperatives. That being said, although those can be called bottom-
up, almost all cooperatives were established with the help and support of someone
within the bureaucracy. Still, this indicates that a community-based production
understanding leads to more successful results in terms of establishing economic

sufficiency and rural development.

When examining the second feature, in terms of compliance with the principles
listed, and having an understanding of community-based production, it can be said
that the cooperatives in Ankara are more promising. First, most of the cooperatives
stated that they prioritize labor over profit and in recruiting members they prefer
people who work and put in labor. At the same time, many women's cooperatives
stated that they received support from other cooperatives in the region during the
establishment and production stages. In addition to these, some cooperatives stated
that they are in solidarity with the cooperatives in other provinces and they organize

technical trips to and/or with these cooperatives. However, it would be wrong to say
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that the cooperatives and their members are more about social solidarity than
financial gain. Cooperative representatives stated that they do not think that both
cooperative members and cooperatives will come together unless there is financial

gain.

4.3.2. Limitations on Creating AFN

It is possible to identify some of the reasons for the limitations of cooperatives in
Ankara. The first reason why the cooperatives in Ankara cannot create a viable AFN
is that cooperatives are still in the early stages of development. Although
cooperatives in Turkey have a long history, especially in the field of agriculture, food
cooperatives, and women cooperatives are relatively new whereas consumer

cooperatives are new, and not yet widespread.

In addition to that, another important reason is the insufficient cooperatives training.
In Turkey, where establishing a cooperative is relatively easy in terms of
bureaucracy, there is no training required to establish a cooperative. For that reason,
people can establish and become a member of a cooperative without understanding
the values and principles of cooperatives that are beyond the purpose of profit-
seeking. Most of the interviewees pinpointed this as the reason that detracts
cooperatives from being an alternative business model based on solidarity by
reinforcing the competitive, profit-oriented, individualistic production understanding.
Another reason related to this situation is the dispersed structure of the governmental
institutions that manage and support cooperatives. Cooperatives in Turkey can be
established under two ministries: the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry and the
Ministry of Trade. This dual structure creates a lack of coordination for the
establishment, supervision, and support of cooperatives. In addition to the lack of
coordination between these two ministries, there is also a lack of coordination
between those ministries and other public institutions such as municipalities, NGOs,
and public and private banks that support cooperatives. Some interviewees stated that
this dispersed structure creates obstacles in areas such as reaching state support for
cooperatives, creating a common policy, listening to the problems of cooperatives,

and producing solutions.
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Another obstacle for cooperatives to form an alternative network is people's distrust
of cooperatives. In all the districts covered in this study, there is a negative
experience with cooperatives that has happened before. This story can range from the
villagers leaving with high debts as a result of unsuccessful cooperative experiences,
to the one person in the cooperative to use the cooperative's money for his/her own
personal expenses. The hesitations of people as a result of these negative experiences
have been a problem that all newly established cooperatives interviewed said they

encountered during the establishment phase.

4.3.3. The Role of Women in Cooperatives for Food Sovereignty

The gendered analysis of the cooperatives in Ankara gives us another part of the
puzzle. It does not seem possible to draw a general model of the women participating
in cooperatives. Women from very different ages, classes, education levels, and
backgrounds co-exist in the cooperative universe. Then again, if a generalization can
be made about the women in the cooperatives, it is only that almost all of them are
women who produce and put in labor. Yet, most of the time their work has been
redeemed to be ‘unproductive’ and ‘unworthy’ by the patriarchal capitalism.
Nevertheless, their work both in cooperatives and their households builds the pillars

of food sovereignty.

During the interviews with the women in the cooperatives, many dynamics were
observed within the cooperative structure that would strengthen the foundations of
food sovereignty. From these dynamics, the most promising observation, both in
terms of creating an alternative to the dominant food regime and in terms of building
a pillar of food sovereignty, is intergenerational knowledge transfer. The ages of the
cooperative members range from 18 to 65, which means that different generations
work together in these cooperatives. This enables the transfer of traditional local
production methods, culture, cuisine, and knowledge to younger generations while
transferring information about technology and the market to the older generations.
That transformation unlocks many possibilities. First, by increasing the knowledge of
older women about emerging technologies and market conditions, it will increase

their voice and decision-making power in production and their households. The
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interviews conducted in the field also prove this, almost all of the women
interviewed said that their say in the household increased after they joined the
cooperative. Second, the traditional local practices and lifestyles that started to
dissolve with the second food regime and are on the verge of disappearing with the
third food regime can be passed on to the next generations. Lastly, younger
generations can combine that traditional information transferred with new
information about agriculture, food, and technology to find solutions to current and
upcoming food problems. In addition, it is observed that the children of women who
are partners in the cooperative are also included in the cooperative after a while.
Most of the interviewees said that after a while, their children became interested in
the work they do in the cooperative, and almost half of them said that one of their
children also worked in the cooperative or became a member. This not only provided
intergenerational knowledge transfer within the family but also increased the status

of women in the family.

Another observed dynamic that can reinforce the foundations of food sovereignty in
Turkey is the strengthening effect of cooperatives on women's solidarity. The
important point here is that cooperatives that can create this effect are usually
women's cooperatives or women-dominated cooperatives. As a result of the
observations made, it is possible to say that women-majority cooperatives are more
solidaristic than male-majority cooperatives. While the majority of women's
cooperatives said that they cooperated with other women's cooperatives during the
establishment or production stages, the cooperatives with a majority of men said that
for the most part, they did not collaborate in such a way. At the same time, it has
been observed that almost all of the women's cooperatives in Ankara are aware of
each other and come together in training and activities for cooperatives. Even though
these activities are made by invitation to all cooperatives, it is observed that there is
almost no participation by the male majority cooperatives. This could be due to the
fact that men generally work in non-agricultural jobs during the daytime. Still, those
cooperatives do not show participation with female or retired members. Not only
about cooperative-related issues, it has also been observed that women show
examples of both economic and social solidarity with other women through

cooperatives. As an example of economic solidarity, the insured employees of the
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cooperatives are generally women from within the cooperative or from that district,
who are in a difficult situation. Sometimes women in distress are recruited for
existing jobs, sometimes job opportunities are created in the cooperative just because
these women need subsistence income. In addition to that, it has been said by many
interviewees that women from the same rural area who are not a member of the
cooperative nevertheless need money, are selling the surplus of agricultural or
domestic production through these cooperatives, and the entire income is given to the

woman who owns the product.

The solidarity of women has not only remained in the economic sphere and has also
turned into a form of social solidarity. Most of the cooperatives have formed side
activities such as choirs, trips, and picnics, and some of them even organized
activities such as literacy courses. In addition to these, a few cooperatives organized
trips outside the city and provided the opportunity for women who would not
normally leave their district without family supervision, which allowed them to able
to travel to other places more freely. In addition, some women, usually in managerial
positions within the cooperatives, said that they brought other members with their
personal vehicles to reach their remote production facilities, and even got a driving
license for this. This not only provided safe transportation to member women but
also contributed to the self-realization of women. In addition, it is possible to see
women's solidarity in public and cooperative cooperation. The importance of state
support in the development of a cooperative business model has already been
established. The gender aspect of it is no exception. Half of the cooperatives included
in the study stated that their establishment was initiated by a woman who is a district
governor or district agriculture, municipality official. This shows that women who
hold positions in the state can also support women in the region through

cooperatives.

It has also been observed that cooperatives established upon market integration and
profitability, without a clear understanding of gender equality, even if they are
women's cooperatives, are relatively unsuccessful in providing rural development
and creating a positive change in women's lives, These cooperatives are generally

established by men, and sometimes women, arguably to benefit from the support
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given to women's cooperatives without understanding the principles of solidarity and
gender equality. These cooperatives, examples of which can be seen in many parts of
Turkey, not only fail to empower women but also cause further exploitation of
women's labor by using this public support for personal gain, instead of rural
development. Examples of such cooperatives have also been seen in the Ankara
region, and when compared with cooperatives that are more committed to the
principle of gender equality, it has been observed that they cannot support rural
development and even often cannot create a sustainable cooperative business model

because principles such as solidarity remain in the background.

Another observation is that the success or failure of the cooperative determines not
only the locals’ view of the cooperatives but also their view of women, especially in
rural areas. Generally, it was said that “you cannot do this job”, “you will be
defrauded”, “you will lose money”!*, etc. during the establishment phase of
cooperatives, yet, as the cooperatives became more profitable, more and more people
wanted to join the cooperatives or tried to establish a separate cooperative. In fact,
the success of cooperatives in one district affected other districts, changing the
negative perspective on cooperatives and causing the establishment of cooperatives
in other districts. Half of the cooperatives interviewed stated that the successful
cooperative models they saw in other districts were effective in establishing their
cooperatives and gaining members. Moreover, the interviewees stated that people
who previously did not want to join the cooperative due to negative examples wanted
to become members of the cooperative when their cooperative began to gain
financial strength. At the same time, it was said that during the establishment phase
of the cooperatives or during the times when the cooperatives were experiencing
economic difficulties, they encountered comments such as "Women can't do this job,
what are they doing?", "Women couldn't do it"*®, however, when the cooperative was
successful, these comments disappeared and were replaced by expressions of

appreciation like “Our women can do this”, “Our women have done great things” 1°.

1% In Turkish “Bu isi yapamazsiniz”, “Dolandirilacaksiniz”, “Paramzi kaybedeceksiniz”

15 In Turkish “Kadinlar bu isi yapamaz, napryolar”, “Kadinlar beceremedi”

”nou

16 1n Turkish “Kadinlarimiz yapabilir”, “Kadinlarimiz giizel isler basardi”
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Hence, the cooperatives that give more importance to gender equality are more
successful in providing both economic and social development in rural areas and

maintaining local agri-food practices.

The cooperative structure also provides some benefits to the emancipation of women.
First and foremost, within the cooperatives, women's perception of themselves and
their labor is developing. As one of the interviewees puts it, “I exist here by
producing”!’. This situation seems to be one of the most important factors for women
to get involved in cooperatives. Many women interviewed in this study, especially
those who migrated from rural to urban areas, said that they could not feel like they
were a part of production or even life in general at home and that they even felt
excluded. These women stated that one of their motivations for joining the
cooperative was to see the value of their labor and to participate in life and
production. At the same time, most of the cooperative interviewees said that other
women members as well as them gained self-confidence after being involved in the
cooperative. Some of them even stated that this was the biggest change they saw in
the women who were members of the cooperative. Producing something in
cooperatives, the recognition of the value of labor, being a part of a community, and
the feeling of being needed seem to be the factors behind this raised self-confidence.
Moreover, women begin a continuous learning process in cooperatives. They learn
while producing, attend training programs, and gain knowledge and experience not
only about cooperatives but also about market conditions, new production

techniques, and new products.

Cooperatives have also relatively increased the visibility of women in public spaces.
During the interviews, women stated many times that they started to be visible in
social life thanks to cooperatives. An interviewee stated that before the cooperative
was established, women had to go out in public with a veil over their mouths and
could not pass by the local traditional coffee shop, yet that is not the case now.
Cooperatives not only increased the visibility of women but also increased their right
to speak in other areas of life and within the household. Most of the interviewees also

7 In Turkish “Ben burada iireterek var oluyorum”.
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said that after joining the cooperative, they take more part in the decision-making
processes in the household and in the village.

4.3.4. Limitations of Cooperatives in Promoting Gender Equality

Despite all this, unfortunately, cooperatives in Ankara have a long way to achieve
gender equality. First of all, while the workload in the household increased for most
of the women interviewed, the overall workload increased for all of them. Although
some of the interviewees said that after they joined the cooperatives, their spouses
contributed to the domestic work, most of the interviewees said that their spouses did
not contribute which increased their workload. Moreover, the majority of the
interviewees stated that half of the women who are workers or members of the
cooperative can work only as long as their families and spouses allow. Since this
permission is usually given only for earning money, women are not allowed to go to
the cooperative if they cannot be paid for a while. This shows that being involved in

a cooperative cannot create independence for women for the most part.

The biggest problem regarding gender equality within the cooperative, which may
also be related to the last point, is that the cooperatives have become a tool for the
exploitation of women's labor. Even, this exploitation can lead to the exploitation of
women not only by men but also by women. Women working in cooperatives,
whether they are partners or employees, generally work with daily wages, without
security or insurance. Moreover, the money earned in cooperatives does not create a
living income for any working women, with a few exceptions. The main income that
maintains the household still comes from non-agricultural work, usually engaged by
men. That being said, half of the time women do not hand in the money they earned
from cooperatives; however, this does not allow them to be economically
independent, just simply helps them to ask for less money from their spouse or
family. Cooperatives, like the programs implemented before, cannot go beyond just
creating an additional income for women. Thus, cooperatives contribute to the
exploitation of women by being added to the insecure, low-paid jobs that women

work.
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With this, it has been observed that cooperatives are also inadequate in making
women's agricultural labor visible. All of the women-majority cooperatives produce
products such as tarhana, homemade pasta, baklava, tomato paste, jam, pickles, and
vinegar, which can be considered as surplus of domestic production. However,
almost all of these women are also engaging in agriculture in rural areas. The
membership of women in agricultural cooperatives is overwhelmingly low. For
example, although there is an active dairy cooperative in the same village as a
women's cooperative, and although most of the women who are members of the
women's cooperative have cows that are usually handled by women, there are no

female members in the dairy cooperative.

It is observed that one of the biggest reasons for this is the requirements of the
registration process of the "farmer registration system" (Ciftci Kayit Sistemi -
hereafter CKS in its Turkish acronym). The vast majority of agricultural cooperatives
require CKS for membership. CKS, which is a database of the Ministry of
Agriculture and Forestry for the registration of agricultural activities of farmers, has
a property-based (ownership or lease) system (Ministry of Food, Agriculture and
Livestock, 2014). It has been stated that women pass on their inheritance rights in the
family lands to their brothers, women who do not transfer land to their brothers or
who inherit land from their husbands either sell it or rent it. Due to the low
ownership of property by women in rural areas, they cannot register with the CKS. In
fact, the ratio of all female farmers registered to the CKS remained at 13.8% in 2021
(Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry, 2022).

In addition to the issues concerning CKS, there are other factors that reduce the
capacity of the cooperatives to make women's labor visible in agriculture. The first
one is that the fact that women do not feel comfortable in male-majority cooperatives
also reduces women's participation in agricultural cooperatives. While there are
many economic and social barriers to women's participation in male-dominated
cooperatives, the fact that women often enter cooperatives with the permission of
their families and husbands is also a barrier to women's active participation in male-
dominated cooperatives. Since most of the agricultural cooperatives are male-

majority cooperatives, women's participation in these cooperatives and thus the
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visibility of their labor in agriculture through these cooperatives is noticeably low.
Another obstacle to cooperatives’ capacity to make women's agricultural labor
visible is the perception of women's labor in agriculture as a continuation of
domestic labor. Many of the women interviewed described field maintenance work,
such as taking care of cows, milking, hoeing, and irrigation, as housework they did
outside the cooperative. This indicates that the perception of women's labor in the
household and in agriculture as unproductive labor is internalized. Although there are
signs that their labor in production in the cooperative is perceived as productive
labor, this perception does not seem to have spread to their labor in agriculture yet.

Thus, cooperatives are unable to make women's labor visible in agriculture.

Moreover, cooperatives have been insufficient to prevent, let alone reverse the rural-
to-urban migration since, as mentioned above, subsistence income comes from non-
agricultural work done by men mostly in the urban areas. Although cooperatives
have created a source of income for the people of that rural area, they have not been
able to stop the trend towards turning to non-agricultural jobs because they cannot
create a subsistence income. Most of the women interviewed classified themselves as
'housewives' despite the fact that they are engaged in agriculture with their husbands

who work in non-agricultural jobs and mostly work and live in the city center.
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CHAPTER 5

CONCLUSION

Both experience and data show that there are multifaceted and deepening problems
related to food systems. The same data and experience show that women play a key
role in solving these problems due to their key position in food systems. Turkey, as
one of the countries most affected by the food crisis, is in urgent need of solutions to
these problems. Many movements and research suggest community-based AFNs
focused on gender equality as a solution to problems created by the current dominant
food regime. Thus, the question is what is Turkey's potential to create community-

based AFNs focused on gender equality that can solve food-related problems?

In order to enable us to understand the formation and consequences of food-related
problems in the most holistic way, the perspectives of food sovereignty, which
defines food as the right of societies as well as people, and ecofeminism, which
examines the relationship between food and gender, have been used together,
focusing on production and distribution problems related to food. In observing the
historical formation of these problems, food regime analysis was employed, since it
is the most appropriate tool that can be used and enables both a holistic analysis and

historical classification.

In this context, when the transformation of food systems under dominant food
regimes is examined, it is possible to see what the food-related problems are and how
they occurred both in the world and in Turkey. When we look at the transformation
of food regimes in the world, the self-sufficient food systems of the Global South,
which began to slowly disintegrate with colonization, were seriously hit after the
1950s by the increasing industrialization, commodification, and the introduction of

genetically modified crops in agriculture. Accordingly, this period was the period
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when agriculture became industrialized, the debt burden of local farmers increased,
large landowners and companies gained power, traditional knowledge regarding
production became devalued, women's autonomy and control over agricultural
resources decreased, and ultimately rural communities were left with hardship,
especially in agricultural production. As the effects of the neoliberal transformation
that began in the 1980s began to be fully manifested in the 1990s, agriculture-food
chains from seed to marketing have been commoditized, a heavy burden has been
placed on the agricultural producers as a result of the increase in total input costs, the
support mechanisms of the producers have been eliminated, the rights of the
consumers to obtain information and access to healthy, nutritious foods have been
disrupted, and all over the world, especially the Global Food systems in the South
have become externally dependent, fragile, under corporate control and
environmentally harmful. Since agricultural production could no longer support rural
life, agricultural producers either migrated to cities or turned to non-agricultural jobs.
In this process, since women's migration to cities and their involvement in non-
agricultural employment progressed slower than men's, the burden of agriculture in
the fields fell on women. However, the food movements that gained momentum all
over the world in the 1990s showed that AFNs based on gender equality have great

potential in solving these problems.

In the context of Turkey, it was seen that the formation of food-related problems had
similar characteristics. In the period between 1950-80, agriculture in Turkey shifted
from self-sufficiency production to commercial agriculture, and with this and the
Green Revolution, the return to export-oriented products began, and urbanization and
rural-to-urban migration increased. With the neoliberalization process that began
after the 80s, local production practices, knowledge, lifestyles, and ecosystems have
begun to disappear completely. With that, foreign dependency on TNCs has
increased for both input and sales. This combined with the elimination of support
systems of agricultural producers in the same period, increased the reach and control
of the TNCs over the Turkish agri-food system. As a result of all these with the
increased input costs, agriculture lost its income-generating feature, agricultural
producers turned to non-agricultural works, and a great wave of depeasantization was

experienced in Turkey. The feminization of agriculture that grew because of this,
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increased the women’s labor in agricultural production and increased the domestic
workload of women. At the same time, women's income, their visibility in social
areas, the visibility of their labor in agriculture, and their participation in decision-

making processes have decreased.

The study conducted with women who are members of cooperatives in the Ankara
region has shown that there are serious limitations and capacities of Turkey to create
community-based AFNs focused on gender equality that can solve food-related
problems. The study showed that cooperatives in Ankara could not create financially
self-sufficient businesses that can offer a living income for its members and workers.
This eradicates cooperatives' capacity to prevent rural-to-urban migration. Moreover,
they have not made sufficient progress to gain and raise awareness about ecological
and ethical food production and consumption. Additionally, the inability of
cooperatives to create subsistence income and secure jobs for women, diminishes the
capacity of cooperatives to ensure the visibility of women’s agricultural labor,
increasing the exploitation of women's labor and their overall workload. The reasons
for these inadequacies were observed as the fact that the cooperatives are at the
initial stage of development, the underdevelopment of understanding of cooperatives

and solidarity, and the inadequacy of structural policies to ensure gender equality.

However, many capacities were also observed in establishing community-based
AFNs centered on gender equality in the field study. It is possible to say that
cooperatives in Ankara were able to create localized agri-food systems and shortened
food supply chains. Establishing these allows for many improvements such as
reducing transportation costs, preserving local culture, reducing environmental
pollution, and diminishing company control and dependency. Besides these, it has
been observed that cooperatives strengthen social and economic solidarity among
women and among rural communities. Cooperatives with a sense of solidarity, which
constitute the majority of the cooperatives included in the field study, not only
contribute to economic growth in the region but also strengthen socio-economic
development by contributing to rural development. This point also proves the key
role of women in establishing food sovereignty. This role arises not only from

women's role in society as food producers and family food managers but also from
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their active role in the field of ecological food and their capacity to transform society.
The learning and teaching processes and the intergenerational knowledge transfer
that women engage within cooperatives, significantly increase their knowledge
gained from producing. The strengthening of women's positive perception of their
own labor in cooperatives shows that this knowledge itself becomes a source of
emancipation for women. This points to the potential of cooperatives to resolve the
paradoxical position of women in food systems. Other observations indicating this
emancipatory potential of cooperatives are the increase in women's visibility within
society and their right to have a say in decision-making processes within the
household after they join the cooperatives. However, it should be taken into
consideration that there are many obstacles to the realization of these potentials, as

mentioned above.

Nevertheless, the field in which these inferences are made is limited to the
cooperatives in the Ankara province. Therefore, it provides limited information to
assess and make inferences on the situation of other forms of AFIs and other regions
of Turkey. While the results of the study point to the potential of AFIs, they also
show the strong influence of women in this potential. Therefore, in order to ensure
food sovereignty in Turkey, it is necessary to increase studies on this issue and to
include a gender perspective in these studies. Thus, more studies are needed to fully
evaluate Turkey's potential in creating AFNs. Considering the limited number of
studies approaching this field from a gender perspective in Turkey, the necessity of
future studies that include all AFI forms in different parts of Turkey becomes more

evident.

Another issue that is important for future studies is the alternative character of the
alternatives. The fact that cooperatives, or even AFIs as a whole, thought to be
remain as an alternative forever, seriously hinders their potential to solve food
problems. Realization of these potentials is possible if AFIs reach a point where they

can bargain with strong companies in the agri-food sector.

As the fact that food problems cannot be solved within the dominant food system

becomes more evident day by day, the need for alternatives also comes to light.
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Considering the deepening of food problems, understanding the potentials and
limitations of AFNs may be the only line of defense between us and hunger in the

future.
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B. INTERVIEW QUESTIONS

1) Kooperatifin Adr:

2) Kooperatifin Uye Sayisi: Toplam: Kadm: Erkek:

3) Yonetim kurulunda gorev alan kadinlarin hangi pozisyonlarda yer aldigi

4) Kooperatif faaliyetlerinde ve yonetiminde ne tiir sorumluluklariniz var?

5) Daha fazla sorumluluk ve yetki almamanizin sebepleri nelerdir?

6) Kooperatif iginde alinan kararlarda kendi diisiincelerinizi nasil iletiyorsunuz?

7) Kooperatifi¢inde ve alinan kararlarda daha fazla s6z sahibi olmaniz gerektigini
diisiiniiyor musunuz?

8) Tiim kadin tiyelerin verilen kararlarda erkek iiyeler kadar etkili oldugunu
diisiiniiyor musunuz?

9) Kooperatif ortaklarinin karar alma stire¢lerindeki rollerinde bir esitsizlik var mi1?
Var ise bu esitsizligin nedenleri sizce neler olabilir?

10) Kooperatifin size kattig1 seyler neler?

11) Oncesine kiyasla kooperatife katilmak hayatinizda neleri degistirdi?

12) Kooperatifin sagladigi faydalardan/kaynaklardan (para, iretim araci, pazarlama,
kurs vb.) esit olarak yararlandiginiz1 diisiiniiyor musunuz?

13) Uretim siirecinizi anlatabilir misiniz? Ne {iretiyorsunuz, nasil iiretiyorsunuz? Ne
gibi farkli isler yapiyorsunuz?

14) Siz en ¢ok hangi noktada caligiyorsunuz?

15) Birlikte mi galisiyorsunuz yoksa herkes kendi yerinde mi galisiyor?

16) Diger asamalarda daha az yer almanizin sebebi nedir?

17) Kooperatifte kararlar nasil alintyor? Acil bir durum veya bir sorun oldugunda
nasil bir haberlesme ve sorun ¢6zme yolu izleniyor?

18) Tohum, un, siit gibi hammadeleri nerden temin ediyorsunuz?

19) Uretim icin gerekli kaynaklara rahat ulasabiliyor musunuz?

20) Kooperatife girmek tarladaki is yiikiiniizii nasil degistirdi?

21) Kooperatife girmek ev igindeki is yiikiiniizii nasil degistirdi?

22) Kooperatife girmek iiretim agamalarindaki s6z hakkinizi arttirdi ni?

23) Kooperatife girmek ev igindeki s6z hakkinizi arttirdi mi1?
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C. TURKISH SUMMARY / TURKCE OZET

Insanin hayatta kalmasinin sart1 olan yeterli beslenme giin gectikce daha da kirillgan
bir hale gelmektedir. Oyle ki diinyanin en zengin iilkelerinin vatandaslar1 bile artik
insanin hayatta kalmasinin temel gerekliliklerinden biri olan gidaya erismekte
zorlanmaktadir. Son yillarda yasanan Covid-19 Pandemisi ve Ukrayna Savasi bu
kirllgan gida sistemine daha fazla baski yaparak, yasanan gida krizini daha da
somutlastirmistir. Gida erisimine yoOnelik son yayinlanan veriler de bu durumu
kanitlar niteliktedir. Diinyada 2022 yilinda daha 6nceki tiim donemleri gegen ve en
yiiksek doneminde %60°1 bulan gida enflasyonu ve 2019 yilindan beri biiyiik bir artis
gostererek %7.9°dan %9.2°a ¢ikan yetersiz beslenme yayginlig: durumun ciddiyetini
gostermektedir. Burada dikkat edilmesi gereken sey yasanan gida Krizinin savas veya
pandemiden kaynaklanmadigidir. Pandeminin ¢ok Oncesinde yasanan gida krizleri
hem pandemi siirecinde hem de sonrasinda saglik alaninin disinda ekonomi, siyaset,
cevre gibi alanlarda yasanan coklu krizler, yasanan sorunlarin pandeminin ¢ok
otesinde oldugunu kanmtlamistir. Yani bu tarz minferit olaylar halihazirda
problematik olan gida sistemine daha fazla baski yaparak catlaklar1 daha da
belirginlestirirler, sorunlarin asil kaynag ise toplumun tiimiine sirayet eden iiretim,

dagitim ve tliketim iligkileri i¢inde gdomiiliidiir.

Bu durum elbette ataerki ile toplumlara sinen esitsizlik ve dislanmalarin kendisini
gida sistemlerinde de gostermesi anlamina gelmektedir. Kadinlarin tarim-gida
alaninda yogunlasan emegi ve toplumsal cinsiyet rolleriyle yiiklendikleri ailenin
yemek saglayict sorumlulugu onlar1 gida tireticisi ve saglayicist konumuna koyarken
bir yandan da gidaya erisimde daha dezavantajli ve kirilgan olmalari, kadinlari tarim-
gida sisteminde paradoksal bir konuma koymaktadir. Bu paradoksal konum
toplumsal cinsiyeti, gida sistemleri ¢aligmalar1 i¢inde kilit bir yere tasimaktadir.
Tirkiye’de gidaya iliskin sorunlardan ve onun toplumsal cinsiyet 1s1gindaki
yansimalarindan muaf degildir. Hatta, Tiirkiye gida krizini en derinden yasayan

tilkelerden biridir. Bu sorunlarin ¢éziimiine yonelik arastirmalar ve gida hareketleri,
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gidaya iligkin sorunlarin diinyanin her yerinde uzunca bir siiredir hissedilmesiyle
birlikte artmistir. Bu hareketlerin hemen hemen hepsi de toplumsal cinsiyete de ayri
bir 6nem atfetmektedir. Gidaya iliskin sorunlar1 iiretim, boliisim ve tiiketim
dinamiklerinde goren c¢aligmalar ise topluluk temelli alternatif gida iiretim aglarinin
bu sorunlara ¢6ziim olabilecegini diisiinmektedir. Cesitli formlar alabilen alternatif

gida inisiyatifleri, Tiirkiye’de en ¢ok kooperatif formunda gézlenmektedir.

Bu sebeple bu tez, Tiirkiye’de gidaya iliskin sorunlarin toplumsal cinsiyet esitligini
merkeze alan topluluk-temelli gida iretim metotlar1 ile iyilestirilmesinin
potansiyelini arastirmaktadir. Diinya literatiirlinde alternatif gida yaklagimiyla
yapilmis pek cok calisma olmasina ragmen Tiirkiye'de yapilan caligmalarin sayisi
stnirhidir. Bu konuda Tiirkiye Ozelinde yapilan tiim calismalar, tarim-gida
kooperatiflerinin gida sistemini iyilestirmek i¢in sunabilecegi bircok sey oldugu
konusunda fikir birligine variyor. Yine de Ozden (2020), Giirler & Bozlu (2022) ve
Oz & Aksoy (2019) gibi baz1 arastirmacilar Tiirkiye'nin alternatif gida agilan
olusturma potansiyelini ¢ok giigli goriirken, Karakaya Ayalp (2021) ve
Kadirbeyoglu & Konya (2017) gibi digerleri ise, elle tutulur bir “alternatif” gida ag1
olusturma potansiyelinde bazi ciddi sinirlamalar oldugunu sdylemektedir. Her ne
kadar diinya literatiirii toplumsal cinsiyete gida ¢aligmalarinda 6nemli bir rol atfetse
de Soysal Al ve Kiigiik (2019), Soysal Al (2020), Karakaya Ayalp (2021),
Kadirbeyoglu ve Konya (2017) disinda toplumsal cinsiyet perspektifini igeren
calisma yok denecek kadar azdir. Bahsedilen calismalar ise toplumsal cinsiyet
esitligini merkeze koymaktan 6te belli 6l¢iilerde deginmektedir. Bu durum literatiirde

onemli bir bosluk olusturmaktadir.

Tirkiye’de toplumsal cinsiyet esitligi odakli topluluk temelli gida {iretim
metotlarinin  kapasitesini inceleyebilmek i¢in bu tez, Ankara’da tarim-gida
kooperatiflerine iiye kadinlarla yapilan bir saha calismasi icermektedir. Bu ¢alisma
yart yapilandirilmis yiiz ylize derinlemesine miilakat seklinde diizenlenmistir. Bu
calisma dahilinde Ankara’nin Ayas, Bala, Beypazari, Cankaya, Evren, Golbasi,
Gudiil, Haymana, Nallihan ilcelerindeki kooperatiflere liye kadinlarla goriismeler

yapilmistir. Gorlismecilerin  belirlenmesinde amagli  6rneklem kullanilmis ve
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goriismecilerin kadin olmasi sart1 aranirken kooperatiflerin kadin kooperatifi olmasi

sartt aranmamistir. Ciktilarin incelenmesinde tematik analiz kullanilmistir.

Gida ile ilgili sorunlar, bu sorunlara neden olan ve derinlestiren c¢erceveler, iliskiler
ve yapilari tasiyan ana akim bakis agisiyla anlasilamaz, bu nedenle, bu tez teorik
olarak tarim-gida sistemlerine alternatif bakis agilarmi kullanacaktir. Bu bakis
acilarindan ilki gida rejimi analizidir. Tarim-gida sistemlerinin tarihsel geligimini ve
doniisimiinii politik, ekonomik, sosyal ve ekolojik iliskilere 6zel bir mercekle
incelemek i¢in Harriet Friedmann ve Phil McMichael, 1980'lerin sonlarinda "gida
rejimi" kavramini olusturmuslardir (Friedmann, 1987; Friedmann ve McMichael,
1989; McMichael, 2009). Gida rejimi, gida iiretimi, dagitim1 ve tiikketiminin kiiresel
iligkilerini, 1870'ten bu yana kapitalist dontisiim donemlerinin birikim bigimlerine
baglayan tarihsel olarak anlamli iligkiler kiimesi olarak tanimlanmaktadir (Bernstein,
2015; McMichael, 2015; Friedmann, 2009). Bundan yola ¢ikarak 1989'daki ilk
calismalarinda Friedmann ve McMichael, 19. yiizyilin sonlarindan bu yana
gerceklesen iki ana gida rejimini belirlemislerdir. 1870 ile 1930'lar arasindaki
doneme karsilik gelen ilk gida rejimi, Ingiliz hegemonyasi, somiirgecilik, serbest
ticaret ve piyasa odakli tarimla karakterize edilmistir. 1950'lerden 1970'lere kadar
stiren ikinci gida rejimi ise, ABD hegemonyasi, savas sonrasi diinya ekonomisi,
devlet sisteminin genisletilmesi ve tarim sektdriiniin tarim-gida sirketleri tarafindan
yeniden yapilandirilmasi ile karakterize edilmistir. Daha tartismali olan iigiinci gida
rejimi ise daha sonra McMichael tarafindan gelistirilmis ve sirket hegemonyasi,
neoliberalizm ve kiiresellesme gibi 6zellikler ile 6ne ¢ikmaktadir. Gida rejimlerinden
yola ¢ikan “gida rejimi analizi”, tarimin ve gidanin zaman ve mekanda sermaye
birikimindeki roliinii anlamaya yonelik analitik bir ¢ergeve olarak tanimlanmaktadir
(McMichael, 2009a). Uretim, dagitim ve tiiketim kaliplar1 arasindaki iliskileri ve her
gida rejiminin altinda yatan ekonomik, sosyal ve ekolojik sonuglar1 arastirir
(Bernstein, 2016). Bununla birlikte, gida rejimi analizi sadece giday: degil, kapitalist
gida iliskilerindeki gecisleri ele alarak, kapitalizmin bu iligkiler araciligiyla nasil
(yeniden) tretildigini ve kapitalizmin tarihini de ortaya koymaktadir (McMichael,
2009Db).
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Tarim-gida sistemine alternatif yaklagimlar s6z konusu oldugunda bir baska 6nemli
yaklasim da “gida egemenligi” kavramidir. Gida egemenligi kavrami ilk olarak
uluslararas1 ¢iftgi Orgiitii La Via Campesina tarafindan, 1996 Diinya Gida
Zirvesi’nde, “insanlarin ekolojik ve siirdiiriilebilir yontemlerle {iretilen saglikli ve
kiiltiirel olarak uygun gidaya hakki” olarak ortaya atilmistir. Bu kavramin ortaya
atilmasindaki en o6nemli neden FAO, Diinya Ticaret Orgiitii gibi kurumlarin
kullandig1 “gida giivencesi” kavraminin giftgilerin, kirsal komiinitelerin ve gida
tiikketicilerinin sorunlarini yeterince ifade edememesidir. Bu sebeple gida egemenligi
konsepti en iyi, gida giivenligiyle kurdugu zitliklar1 araciligiyla anlagilabilir. Bu
elestirilerin de etkisiyle 2001 yilinda anlami genisletilen gida giivencesi “biitiin
insanlarin her zaman aktif ve saglikli bir yasam icin gerekli olan besin ihtiyaclarini
ve gida tercihlerini kargilayabilmek amaciyla yeterli, saglikli, giivenilir ve besleyici
gidaya fiziksel ve ekonomik bakimdan siirekli erisebilmeleri” olarak
tanimlanmaktadir. Bu tanim gidayr bir hak olarak tanimlayip, gidaya iliskin
sorunlarin sonuglarini analiz etse de bu sorunlara neden olan iiretim, boliisim ve
titkketim pratikleriyle ilgili bir yargi barindirmamaktadir. Bu nedenle gida giivencesi
cergevesi, gidayr bir meta, gida tiretim araglarini da 6zel miilkiyet olarak algilamakta,
liretimin amacint markete arz saplamakta ve ¢oziimii market mekanizmasi i¢inde
daha “verimli” iretim pratiklerinde gormektedir. Buna karsilik gida egemenligi,
gidayr yasamin temel ihtiyaglarindan biri olarak insanlarin ve topluluklar i¢in bir
hak, gida iretim araglarin1 kirsal ¢iftciler ve yerel topluluklarin sahipliginde,
ozellikle de tohumu insanligin ortak miras1 olarak algilamakta, iiretimin amacim
yerel tiiketim olarak gormekte ve ¢oziimii ¢cevreye duyarl ve adil gida sistemlerinde
gormektedir. Gida giivencesi konseptini kullanan organizasyonlarin savundugu
endiistriyel liretim, fiyatlarin market iizerinden belirlenmesi, patent hakki, kiiresel
gida politikas1 ve tarimsal kalkinmaya kars1 gida egemenligi, agro-ekolojik tiretim,
adil fiyatlar, yerel gida politikalar1 ve kirsal kalkinmayi savunmaktadir. Yani gida
giivencesi semptomlart yok etmeye yonelikken gida egemenligi hastaligi tedavi

etmek icin ¢alismaktadir denilebilir.

Her ne kadar bu iki konsept de toplumsal cinsiyete kilit bir rol atfetse de bunun
neden ve sonuglariyla ilgili goriisleri farklidir. Gida giivenligi yaklagimi, diinyadaki

gida tiretiminin yarisindan fazlasindan sorumlu gida ireticileri, tliketicileri ve aile
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gida yoneticileri olarak konumlar1 nedeniyle kadinlar i¢in 6zel bir yer atfetmektedir.
Bunu gida giivenliginin aclhig1 verimsizlik olarak yorumlamasi ile birlestirerek, gida
ile ilgili sorunlarin ¢oziimiinii, kadinlarin 'giiclendirilmesi' ve kadinlara yonelik
esitsizliklerin ortadan kaldirilmasinda, pazara daha bilgili ve girisimci bir sekilde
katilmalarint ve verimliliklerini artirmalarinda gormektedirler (Agarwal, 2015;
Mehra & Rojas, 2008). Bununla birlikte, gida egemenligi anlayisi, kadinlara yalnizca
gida {iretimi, hane halki gida yonetimi ve gida kiiltiiriindeki kilit konumlarindan
dolay1 degil, ayn1 zamanda gida sistemlerindeki esitsiz konumlari ve ¢if¢i hareketleri
icindeki kadinlarin bu hareketler icerisinde ve protestolarda giiglii duruslar ve lider
pozisyonlart nedeniyle de 6zel bir yer vermektedir. Bu nedenle, gida giivenligi
anlayisinin aksine, gida politikalarinin kadinlar ve ciftciler i¢in degil, kadinlar ve
toplum tarafindan yapilmasi gerektigini vurgulamaktadir (Patel, 2012; Park & White,
2018).

Yine de gida egemenligi kavrami bazi zorluklari ve eksiklikleri de beraberinde
getirmektedir. Kavramin biiyiik bir ¢ati olusturacak sekilde “asir1 tanimlanmig”
olmasi, kavramin kapitalistleri ve toprak sahiplerini icermesi gibi bazi tutarsizliklar
yaratmaktadir. Ayrica gida egemenliginden bahsederken kimin egemen oldugu veya
kimin bu hakkin saglayicisi ve koruyucusu oldugu gibi konulari da muallakta
birakmaktadir. Bunlarin yan1 sira toplumsal cinsiyet, sinif gibi konulardan

dogabilecek giic esitsizlikleri ele almakta da yetersiz kalmistir.

Bu tezde kullanilacak son c¢erceve, ekoloji ve feminizm arasinda bir bag kuran
ekofeminizm perspektifidir. Doganin somiiriisii ile kadinin somiiriistiniin  ayni
kaynaktan ¢iktigin1 savunan ekofeminizmi ii¢ alt kategoriye ayirmak miimkiindiir:
liberal, kiiltiirel ve materyalist ekofeminizm. Ana akim cercevelerin bakis agisina
uyan liberal ekofeminizm, ¢evreyle ilgili sorunlarin ¢6ziimiinii kadinlarin erkeklerle
esit haklar sahip olarak cevrenin iyilestirilmesi, dogal kaynaklarin daha etkili
kullanilmast  gibi  konularda katki saglamalarinda gormektedir. Kiiltiirel
ekofeminizm, kadinlarin regl donemi, hamilelik, dogum, emzirme gibi dogal
stirecleri nedeniyle dogayla daha yakin baglar1 oldugu ve 6ne bundan dolay1 ekolojik
kaygilara daha duyarli olduklarin1 ve dolayisiyla ¢evresel sorunlarla bas etmeye daha

uygun olduklarmi sdylemektedir. Materyalist ekofeminizm ise kadin ve doga
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arasinda 6zden gelen bir bagin olduguna kars1 ¢ikarak, kadina ve doga arasindaki
iliskinin ikisine yonelik baskinin ayn1 kaynaklardan yani ataerkillik ve kapitalizmden
gelmesiyle olustugunu séylemektedir. Materyalist ekofeminizm, ekonomik ve sosyal
hiyerarsileri silerek kadinin ve doganin 6zgiirlesmesini amaclamaktadir. Alternatif
gida calismalarina daha uygun oldugu i¢in bu tez materyalist ekofeminizm bakis

acisini kullanmaktadir.

Ekofeminizm kavrami da bir takim smirlihik ve elestirilerden muaf degildir.
Bunlardan ilki, ekofeminizmin, kadinligin kadinlarin iginde oldugu ve bu nedenle
kadinin dogayla 6zden gelen bir baga sahip oldugu varsayimini elestiren 6zciiliik
elestirileridir. Ayrica ekofeminizm, doganin yok edilmesinde rol alan kadinlari
gormezden geldigi i¢in de elestirilmektedir. Ekofeminizmin ayn1 zamanda ¢ok genis
ve cesitli bir kavram olmasi igerinde birtakim ¢eliskiler barindirmasi anlamina
gelmektedir ve bu da net bir politika ger¢evesi onermeyi zorlastirir (Janet Biehl,
1991; Sargisson, 2001). Ekofeminizme yo6nelik bir diger elestiri ise kadinin sanki tek
bir deneyimi varmis gibi ele almasidir. Bunun nedeni cinsiyet hiyerarsisine ¢ok fazla
odaklanarak bazen 1rk, etnik koken, sinif vb. gibi diger sosyal hiyerarsi bigimlerini

gbzden kagirabilmesidir.

Bu makalede materyalist ekofeminizm anlayisinin secilmesi, bu yaklagimin
ekofeminizme yoOneltilen pek cok elestiriye cevap verecek nitelikte olmasidir. Ayrica,
materyalist ekofeminizm, modern bilim ve teknolojilerin 1s1g8inda ve kalkinmaci
bakis agisiyla iretilen politikalarin, ataerkil kapitalizmin giiclendirilmesine ve
cokuluslu sirketlerin doganin, kadinlarin ve yerel topluluklarin sémiiriilmesi yoluyla
karlarim1 artirmasma olanak sagladigim sdylemektedir. Ozellikle tarimda modern
iretim anlayisinin sonucu, ¢evresel bozulmaya, cinsiyet esitsizligine, kadinlarin
somiiriilmesine ve ekolojik irk¢iliga yol a¢tigim1 da savunmaktadir (Mies ve Shiva,

1993).

Ekofeminizm ve gida egemenligi bakis agilarinin bir arada kullanilmasinin nedeni bu
iki anlayisin da kesisimsellik tasimasi ve birbirleri ile dominant gida rejimine karsi
benzer bakis acilarmma sahipken, birbirlerinin eksik kaldiklar1 noktalari

tamamlamalaridir. Bu iki bakis agisinin benzerlikleri: yasanan ¢evresel, ekonomik ve
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sosyal sorunlarin kaynagmin kapitalizm ve ataerkillikte gormek, dominant gida
rejimine karsi alternatif arayislarina yonelmek, yerel komiinitelere, Kiiresel Giineye
ve kadinlara 6zel bir yer atfetmek, esitlik¢i bir toplum yapisini savunmak ve gevre
tahribatiyla ilgili farkindaliga sahip olmaktir. Bu iki bakis agisinin birbirlerini
tamamladiklart noktalar ise gida egemenliginin kadimnlara yonelik esitsizlikleri
kacirmasinin ekofeminizmle, ekofeminizmin ise cinsiyet diginda kalan sosyal
hiyerarsileri gézden kagirabilmesinin gida egemenligiyle ¢oziilebilmesinin miimkiin
olmasidir. Ayrica gida egemenligi anlayisi, ekofeminizmin O6zciiligii oniinde bir
engel olusturacak ve net politika Onerileri sunmasina imkan verecektir. Bunlara ek
olarak, ¢ok genis olmakla elestirilen bu iki kavramin kesisimselligini almak her

ikisinin de genisligini azaltmaya yardimci olacaktir.

Bu perspektifler 1s1ginda 19. yiizyilldan bu yana bu yana gida sistemlerindeki
dontigiimlere baktigimizda, gidayla ilgili yasanan sorunlarin neler oldugu ve nasil
ortaya ¢iktigini gérmek miimkiindiir. 1870-1930 yillar1 arasinda gerceklesen ilk
kiiresel gida rejimi imal edilen mallar, emek ve sermaye karsiliginda ucuz
hammaddelerin ve yiyeceklerin yerlesimei kolonilerinden Avrupa'ya aktarilmasina
dayanmaktadir. Bu, bagimsiz devletler tarafindan yonetilen bir ulusal ekonomiler
sistemi kurarken, Avrupa'da artan sanayilesmenin temelini olusturmustur (Friedmann
& McMichael, 1989).

1950-1970 yillart arasinda gergeklesen ikinci gida rejimi, ABD'nin Kiiresel Giiney'e
tarim Uriinleri fazlasini ‘gida yardimi’ adi altinda aktarmasiyla, ilk donemin tam
tersine bir gida akisini temsil eder. Bu donemdeki 6nemli olaylardan biri, Yesil
Devrim olarak adlandirilan hareketin yeni gelistirilmis, genetigi degistirilmis yiiksek
verimli tahillar1 tanitmasidir. Ancak bu tahillar, kimyasal giibreler, tarim ilaglar1 ve
makinelesme kullanimima ihtiya¢ duydugu i¢in dogal kaynak kirliligi ve petrole
bagimliligi da beraberinde getirmistir. Buna bagli olarak bu dénem tarimin
endustriyellestigi, yerel cift¢ilerin borg yiikiiniin arttigi, bliylik toprak sahipleri ve
sirketlerin ise giic kazandigi, iiretime yonelik geleneksel bilgilerin degersizlestigi,
kadinlarin 6zerkliginin ve tarimsal kaynaklar {izerindeki kontroliiniin azaldigi ve

nihayetinde kirsal topluluklarin zorluk yasamaya basladigi donem olmustur.
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1980'lerden giiniimiize Uzanan igciincii gida rejimi, tarim-gida sistemlerinin
neoliberal ideolojiyle doniistiigii ve buna uygun olarak ticaretin liberallesmesi, piyasa
entegrasyonu, serbestlesme, oOzellestirme, finansallasma ve refah harcamalarinin
azaltilmasiyla karakterize edilmektedir. Bu doniisiime, 6zellikle Kiiresel Giiney'de,
Uluslararas1 Para Fonu ve Diinya Bankasi gibi Uluslararast Finans Kuruluslarin,
Yapisal Uyum Programlar1 araciligiyla, ekonomik kriz veya gerileme yasayan
tilkelere kredi veya faiz indirimi karsihiginda uygulanan ekonomi politikalar1 neden
olmustur. Bu politikalar, tarifeler 6nceki donemlerin ulusal pazarlama kurullarimi
pargaladi, fiyat garantilerini kaldird1 ve Kiiresel Giiney'deki ulusal tarim sistemlerini
parampar¢a etmistir. Bu politikalar, uluslararast Serbest Ticaret Anlagmalari
araciligiyla uluslararas1 anlagsmalarla dayatilmistir. Bu anlasmalardan en onemlileri
Diinya Ticaret Orgiitiiniin Ticaretle Baglantili Fikri Miilkiyet Anlasmas1 (TRIPS) ve
Tarim Anlasmasidir (Holt-Giménez ve digerleri, 2009). Bu doniisiimiin sonucunda,
tohumdan pazarlamaya kadar tarim-gida zincirlerini metalasmis, toplam girdi
maliyetlerini artmasi sonucu iireticiye agir bir ylik binmis, iireticilerin destek
mekanizmalarini ortadan kalkmus, tiiketicilerin bilgi edinme ve saglikli, besleyici
gidalara erisim haklarimi sekteye ugratilmis ve diinyanin her yerinde, 6zellikle de
Kiiresel Gliney'deki gida sistemleri disa bagimli, kirilgan, sirketlerin kontrolii altinda
ve ¢evreye zararli hale gelmistir. Tarimsal iiretimin kirsal yasami1 destekleyemez hale
geldigi icin, tarim ireticileri ya sehirlere go¢ etmis ya da tarim dis1 islere
yonelmislerdir. Bu siiregte kadinlarin, kentlere gb¢ii ve tarim dis1 istihdamda yer
almalar1 erkeklere gore daha yavas ilerlediginden tarlalarda tarimin yiikkii kadinlara
kalmistir. Nerdeyse biitiin Kiiresel Giineyde belirgin bir sekilde gdzlemlenebilen bu
fenomen ‘tarimin feminizasyonu’ olarak adlandirilmaktadir. Ancak bu, kadinlarin
tarimsal tiretimde tam Ozerklik kazandigi ve Ozgiirlestigi anlamma degil, aksine,
tarimsal emek kadinlasirken kadimlarin tretim siirecindeki kontroliinii giderek

kaybetmesi anlamina gelmektedir.

Biitiin bu degisimler c¢esitli gida hareketlerinin ortaya ¢ikmasina neden olmus ve
diinya genelinde gesitli uygulamalar1 igeren ve ana akim gida sistemlerine alternatif
olan Alternatif Gida Aglarinin, ortaya ¢ikmasimi saglamistir. Alternatif gida
aglarilarin ortak ozellikleri, iiretici ve tiiketici arasinda dogrudan bir iliski kurmay1

amaclamalari, saglikli, ekolojik ve temiz gidaya odaklanmalari, yerellestirilmis
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tarim-gida sistemleri ve kisaltilmis gida tedarik zincirleri olmalaridir. Bu aglar, gida
konusunda farkindalik yaratmayr ve en nihayetinde tarim-gida sistemlerini
dontistiirmeyi amaclamaktadir. Pek ¢ok ¢esitli alternatif gida inisiyatifi bigimleri
olmasma ragmen kooperatifler alternatif gida aglar icerisinde Onemli bir rol
oynamaktadir. Bunun nedeni kooperatiflerin, ekonomik alandan ¢ok daha fazlasini
ilgilendiren dayanisma veya topluluk temelli bir girisim yaratma ilkesi sayesinde
alternatif gida aglarmin adil, siirdiiriilebilir, kisa ve yerel gida sistemleri kurma

hedefleri i¢in ¢ok uygun bir ¢er¢eve sunmasidir.

Tiirkiye baglaminda gida kaynakli sorunlarin olusumuna ve alternatif gida aglarina
baktigimizda, diinyanin geri kalaniyla benzer 6zellikler tagidigi goriilmektedir. 1950-
80 arasindaki donemde Tiirkiye'de tarim, gecimlik tarimdan ticari tarima kaymis, bu
ve Yesil Devrim'le birlikte ihracata yonelik iiriinlere doniis baslamis, kentlesme ve
kirdan kente go¢ artmigtir. 1980'li yillardan sonra baslayan iiclincii gida rejiminin
neoliberallesme siire de yine diinyanin geri kalaniyla benzer niteliktedir. Tiirkiye’de
TRIPS ve Tarim anlagmasina ek olarak Diinya Bankasinin getirdigi Tarim Reformu
Uygulama Programi ve Tarim Kanunu (2006) ile Tohumculuk Kanunu (2006)
Tiirkiye’de tarimin neoliberal donilislimiiniin yasal zeminini olusturmustur. Bu
doniistimle birlikte yerel tretim pratikleri, bilgi, yasam tarzlar1 ve ekosistemler
tamamen yok olmaya basladi. Bununla birlikte hem girdi hem de satig agisindan
cokuluslu sirketlere olan disa bagimlilik artmis ve tarimsal iireticileri destekleme
sistemlerinin ortadan kaldirilmasiyla, ¢okuluslu sirketlerin Tiirk tarim-gida sistemi
tizerindeki erisimini ve kontroliinii artirmistir. Tiim bunlarin sonucunda artan girdi
maliyetleriyle birlikte tarim, gelir getirici 6zelligini kaybetmis, tarim {reticileri tarim
dis1 iglere yonelmis ve Tiirkiye'de biiytlik bir kdylillesme dalgas1 yaganmistir. Bunun
sonucunda artan tarimin feminizasyonu, tarimsal {iretimde kadin emegini ve kadinin
ev ic¢i is yikiinii artirmistir. Aym1 zamanda kadinlarin geliri, sosyal alanlarda
gorilintirliigii, tarimda emeginin goriiniirligl, s6z hakki, karar alma siireglerine

katilim1 da azalmistir.

Tirkiye'de alternatif gida aglarinin genellik su ii¢ siirecin sonunda ortaya
cikmaktadir: madencilik karsiti hareketler, sendika aktivizmi ve saglikli, erisilebilir

gidaya yonelik bireysel veya kolektif talepler gibi ¢evresel catismalara karsi verilen
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miicadeleler. Tirkiye’de alternatif gida aglarmin ortak ozellikleri diizensiz ve
baglantisiz olmalari, bir iist orgilitlenme yapist olamamasi, ekolojik gidaya iligkin
ortak bir anlayis veya beklentinin olmamasi, genellikle Istanbul, Ankara, izmir basta
olmak tizere biiyiik sehirlerde yogunlasmalari, iirlinlerinin piyasaya kiyasla yiiksek
fiyatl olmasi1 ve bundan dolay1 nispeten orta veya iist sinif, beyaz yakali bir olgu

olarak goriilmesi olarak sayilabilir (Karakaya Ayalp, 2021).

Ankara bolgesindeki kooperatif iiyesi olan kadinlarla yapilan ¢alisma, Tiirkiye'nin
gida ile ilgili sorunlar1 ¢dzebilecek toplumsal cinsiyet esitligi odakli topluluk temelli
alternatif gida aglar1 yaratma konusunda ciddi kisitlar1 ve kapasiteleri oldugunu
gostermistir. Calisma, Ankara'daki kooperatiflerin, {iyelerine ve calisanlarina
gecimlerini saglayacak bir gelir sunabilecek, mali agidan kendi kendine yeten
isletmeler yaratamadigini gostermistir. Dahasi, ekolojik ve etik gida tiretimi ve
tilketimi konusunda farkindalik kazanma ve artirma konusunda da yeterli ilerleme
kaydedememislerdir. Bu durum kooperatiflerin kirdan kente goc¢li Onleme
kapasitesini ciddi anlamda sekteye ugratmaktadir. Ayrica, kooperatiflerin kadinlar
icin gecimlik gelir ve gilivenceli is yaratamamasi, kooperatiflerin kadinlarin tarimsal
emeginin  gOriiniirliglinii saglama kapasitesini azaltmakta, kadin emeginin
somiiriilmesini ve kadinlarin toplam is ylikiinii artirmaktadir. Bu yetersizliklerin
nedenleri arasinda  kooperatiflerin  heniiz  baslangic asamasinda olmasi,
kooperatifcilik ve dayanigsma anlayisinin yeterince gelismemis olmasi ve toplumsal

cinsiyet esitligini saglamaya yonelik yapisal politikalarin yetersizligi gosterilebilir.

Ancak saha caligmasinda toplumsal cinsiyet esitligini merkeze alan topluluk temelli
alternatif gida aglar1 kurulmasi konusunda pek c¢ok kapasitenin de oldugu
gozlemlenmistir. Ankara'daki kooperatiflerin yerellestirilmis tarim-gida sistemleri ve
kisaltilmis gida tedarik zincirleri kurabildigini sOylemek miimkiindiir. Bunlarin
olusturulmasi, nakliye maliyetlerinin azaltilmasi, yerel kiiltiiriin korunmasi, ¢evre
kirliliginin azaltilmasi, sirket kontroliiniin ve bagimliliginin azaltilmas: gibi bir¢ok
tyilestirmeye olanak saglamaktadir. Bunlarin yani sira kooperatiflerin kadinlar ve
kirsal topluluklar arasindaki sosyal ve ekonomik dayanigsmayr gii¢lendirdigi de
gozlemlenmistir. Saha calismasina dahil edilen kooperatiflerin ¢ogunlugunu

olusturan dayanigma duygusuna sahip kooperatifler, bolgede ekonomik biiyiimeye
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katki sagladigni gibi kirsal kalkinmaya da katki saglayarak sosyo-ekonomik
kalkinmayr giiclendirmektedir. Kadinlarin  kooperatiflerde  gerceklestirdikleri
O0grenme-0gretme siiregleri ve nesiller arasi bilgi aktarimi, onlarin {iretimden elde
ettikleri bilgileri 6nemli Olglide artirmaktadir. Kooperatiflerde kadinlarin kendi
emeklerine iligkin olumlu algilarinin giiclenmesi, bu bilginin bizzat kadinlar i¢in bir
Ozglirlesme kaynagi haline geldigini gostermektedir. Bu, kooperatiflerin, kadinlarin
gida sistemlerindeki paradoksal konumunu ¢dzme potansiyeline isaret etmektedir.
Kooperatiflerin bu 6zgiirlestirici potansiyelini gosteren diger gdzlemler ise kadinlarin
kooperatiflere iiye olduktan sonra toplumdaki goriiniirliigiiniin ve hane i¢indeki karar
alma siireglerinde s6z haklarinin artmasidir. Ancak yukarida da belirttigimiz gibi bu
potansiyellerin hayata gecirilmesinin 6niinde pek ¢ok engelin oldugu dikkate

alinmalidir.

Sonug olarak Tiirkiye’de 6zellikle tarim-gida sistemlerinin neoliberal dontisiimiiyle
birlikte ortaya ¢ikan gidaya yonelik sorunlari, kadinlar1 merkeze alan topluluk temelli
alternatif gida aglariyla ¢6zmenin pek ¢ok potansiyeli bulunmaktadir. Yine de bu
potansiyeli gerceklestirmenin Oniinde Onemli smirliliklar bulunmaktadir. Bu
smnirliliklarin - agilarak  Tiirkiye’nin  gida egemenligini kazanmasi hem iginde
bulundugumuz hem de gelecekte olabilecek gida krizlerine kars1 6nem tasimaktadir.
Bu c¢aligmanin boyutlarinin limitli oldugu disiiniildiiglinde, ileride bu tarz
caligmalarin yayginlasmasi, gelecekte aclikla aramizdaki tek savunma hattin

olusturabilir.
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