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How is so-called ‘land grabbing’ affecting Africa?


Purpose

This enquiry enables pupils to investigate a contemporary and relevant geographical issue, which is an emerging feature of the twenty-first century and set to become of increasing significance globally. The roots of ‘land grabbing’ lie in the days of expanding European empires of the nineteenth century and some people do indeed consider the modern day phenomenon as neo-colonialism. Geography lies at the very core of ‘land grabbing’ since it exemplifies people–environment relationships and interaction. 

Through this investigation, pupils are able to understand what ‘land grabbing’ is and who the main players currently are, the global patterns of those countries that seek overseas resources and those that sell or lease their resources to others. Through examining the causes of the ‘land grabbing’ trend, pupils are able to make links to rising world food prices and the increasing consumerism and adoption of more western lifestyles by rapidly developing Asian nations. 

The enquiry focuses on the continent of Africa and the country of Ethiopia in particular, where companies from India, China, Saudi Arabia and the UAE have all purchased or leased land from the government. 

Towards the end of the enquiry the pupils are encouraged and supported to reflect on the potential costs and benefits of the phenomenon of ‘land grabbing’, both to ‘recipient’ and ‘donor’ countries, and to contribute their own thoughts and perspectives through a piece of discursive writing.

Above all, this enquiry lies at the heart of modern geography since it explores an aspect of global interdependence with very clear economic and cultural perspectives, which is set to be of growing significance during the lifetime of pupils as the twenty-first century unfolds.
Aims

Through this enquiry, pupils will be challenged and supported to:

· Develop contextual knowledge of the location of globally significant places, including their defining physical and human geographical characteristics, and how these provide a geographical context for understanding the actions of geographical processes.
· Understand the processes that give rise to key physical and human features of the world, how these are interdependent and how they bring about spatial variation and change over time.
· Interpret a range of sources of geographical information about physical and human processes to reach substantiated conclusions and judgements consistent with the evidence, and communicate these in a variety of ways, including through maps, numerical and quantitative skills and writing at length.
· Reflect on their own worldview of current geographical issues and challenges, and communicate their feelings and ideas appropriately.
Links to Key Stage 3 subject content

Pupils should be taught to:

Locational knowledge

· Extend their locational knowledge and deepen their spatial awareness of the world’s countries, including the key physical and human characteristics, countries and major cities of Africa.

Place knowledge

· Understand geographical similarities, differences and links between places.

Human and physical geography

· Understand through the use of detailed place-based exemplars at a variety of scales the key processes in:

· Physical geography relating to weather and climate.
· Human geography relating to international development, economic activity and the use of natural resources.
· Understand how human and physical processes interact to influence and change landscapes and environments.

Geographical skills and fieldwork

· Build on their knowledge of globes, maps and atlases, and apply and develop this knowledge routinely in the classroom.
· Interpret topographical and thematic mapping, and aerial and satellite photographs.
· Use Geographical Information Systems (GIS) to view, analyse and interpret places and data.
Possible assessable outcomes

· A piece of extended discursive writing, which accurately identifies, describes and explains the phenomenon of ‘land grabbing’ and evaluates its costs and benefits to the ‘donor’ countries of Africa and the ‘recipient’ countries of Asia and the Middle East.
Australia’s Long Drought Withering Wheat, Rice Supplies

Carolyn Barry in Sydney, Australia
for National Geographic News
Les Gordon is no stranger to Australia’s harsh climate. A rice grower from the country’s breadbasket region, some 512 miles (820 kilometres) southwest of Sydney, Gordon has spent almost half his three decades of farming battling drought.

But the most recent dry spell threatens to end his rice-growing days altogether.

‘This is the first time we haven’t had any rice since my grandfather planted his first crop in 1949,’ he said. ‘This is the worst drought in a long time.’
In Australia, the world’s driest inhabited continent, drought punctuates the climate record with disheartening regularity.

There’s not been a decade since official records began that hasn’t seen severe rain shortage. Down here drought is just a part of life.

But the onset of two record-breaking droughts in the past seven years – one of them widely considered ‘the worst drought in a thousand years’ – has had far-reaching and crippling effects.

Major river systems are drying up. The Murray-Darling River Basin – home to 40 percent of Australia’s agricultural industry – is at record low levels.

The dearth of water has ravaged Australian agriculture, from wheat to dairy, meat to wine. Some industries will take years to recover.

Rice farmers have arguably fared the worst: Production has been slashed to a measly 2 percent of pre-drought totals. Exports have virtually ceased.

Though Australian rice accounts for less than one percent of the global rice trade, ‘normal production levels would feed 40 million people around the world every day,’ said Gordon, who is also president of the Rice Growers’ Association of Australia.

‘Now we’ll be able to supply a lot of Australia pretty well, but not much beyond that.’
Australia’s weather woes underscore the vulnerability of the world’s food production to unexpected natural crises. With reserve food supplies in many countries dwindling as supply outstrips demand, even small drops in production are enough to send prices soaring.

Adding to the concern are predictions that global warming will increase the number and intensity of such unusual climatic events.


Australia will suffer from more frequent droughts, more extreme weather, and less annual rainfall in coming years, according to a recent climate change report by scientists from government agencies, the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organization (CSIRO), and the Bureau of Meteorology.

Australian wheat makes up about 15 percent of the grain’s world trade, so even small changes can ripple throughout the global market.

Farmers Still Suffering

Despite the inflated grain export prices, ‘in the last two to three years a lot of small grain traders have gone broke,’ said Peter Wright, a wheat farmer in Cowra, a town 188 miles (300 kilometres) west of Sydney.

Figures from the Australian Bureau of Statistics show that 10,636 families gave up farming during the most severe drought years, between 2001 and 2006.

Profits from the increased prices are often used to pay off debts racked up during the drought or to invest in technology to improve yields and increase water efficiency, Wright added. Record-high costs of fertilizer, fuel, and chemicals also offset export prices.

‘We’ll need four to five years of high prices to break even,’ he said.

Australia’s relatively small population of 21 million consumes roughly a third of the country’s agricultural products, with the rest sent overseas.

The reliance on world trade means domestic prices often mirror global prices, says Terry Sheales, chief commodity analyst at the Australian Bureau of Agricultural and Resource Economics.

And those inflated prices have filtered down to retailers and consumers.

James Kidman, executive chef at Otto Ristorante, a modern Italian restaurant in inner Sydney, has noticed big increases in the cost of fruits, vegetables, and meat products, especially high-end cuts.

To protect patrons from price hikes, Kidman tries to ‘simplify the food,’ which means buying less expensive cuts of meat and ‘getting creative’ negotiating with suppliers. Most other businesses have no choice but to pass on the extra costs to customers.

Back at the farm, average rains are predicted for the coming months and producers are hopeful of a reprieve.

‘No drought has gone on forever,’ rice farmer Gordon said. ‘We’ll get our turn eventually.’
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China’s changing eating habits

China’s economic growth has gone hand in hand with an even more rapid growth in obesity levels.

By Bee Wilson 7 February  2013

Raise the lanterns, it’ll soon be Chinese New Year. To mark the date, I’ll be cooking a meal. There’ll be fish-fragrant aubergines, tenderstem broccoli in ginger sauce, chicken with chestnuts and a mound of steaming rice. To finish, we’ll feast on juicy lychees.  Whenever I attempt to cook a Chinese meal, however ineptly, it makes me think: the Chinese really know how to eat. From the delicate knife work to the balance of flavours, everything seems so well designed, both for health and pleasure. The greenery and the meat. The spicy and the sweet. The ginger and the garlic. Yin and yang.

But all is not so perfectly balanced in China’s eating habits. Their brilliant cooking has not saved the Chinese from catching the obesity of the developed world. The country’s economic growth has gone hand in hand with an even more rapid growth in weight. There are now about 100 million obese people in China, five times as many as in 2002. When it comes to obesity-related diseases, China is fast catching up with America. A medical study from 2010 estimated that 9.7 per cent of China’s population now has diabetes, as against 11 per cent for America.


What made China fat? The Chinese case resembles a speeded-up version of our own obesity crisis. Cars, city life, television, fast food, a taste for beer and lack of exercise are all factors. The growth of the fast-food market (now worth more than $70 billion) has been dizzying. Fried chicken, burgers and sugary sodas are ubiquitous. At the same time, China’s roads, once crowded with bicycles, are jammed with people sitting in cars.

The new rich in China are spending their spare cash on foods that their parents – who lived through the famine of 1958 to 1961 – never knew. Magnums and Whoppers are high-status objects of desire. In the first six years of this millennium chocolate sales quadrupled in China. Cake and cream became a ‘concept’ for the first time, as French and Crabbe write. Most surprisingly, coffee chains have even persuaded many of these committed tea-drinkers to switch to calorie-laden milky coffee.

You wouldn’t think that a great cuisine such as China’s could be undermined so quickly in favour of pizza and instant noodles. But the new apartments in which the new young rich live have tiny kitchens, making eating out the more attractive option; and eating Western-style junk still has a cachet. As always in China, the pace of change is terrifying. It is sad to think that, while I cook my faux-Chinese meal to celebrate, millions in China will salute the year of the snake with fries and a shake.

Global food crisis: The challenge of changing diets

Demands for a more western diet in some emerging countries could have a more detrimental affect on global health and hunger than population growth

Why will nearly one in seven people go to bed hungry tonight? After all, the world currently produces enough food for everyone. Today’s major problems in the food system are not fundamentally about supply keeping up with demand, but more about how food gets from fields and on to forks.

Hunger – along with obesity, obscene waste and appalling environmental degradation – is an outcome of our broken food system. And the challenge of producing enough food to meet demand looks set to increase. With the world’s population expected to grow from around 7 billion today to more than 9 billion in 2050 – an increase of nearly one-third – there will certainly be a lot more stomachs to fill. The UN has forecast that, on current trends, demand may increase by 70% over the same period, and that’s without even tackling current levels of hunger.

But population growth, per se, is not the primary problem. By 2050 an estimated seven out of 10 people will live in poor countries reliant on food imports. The quantities of food eaten by each of these people every day is likely to be an unjustifiable fraction of what anyone reading this blog has already eaten today.

Instead, the real crunch is likely to come from the changing dietary preferences from people in some large emerging countries. Economic growth, urbanisation and rising affluence are increasingly bringing with them higher demand for convenient, processed foods, for meat, and for dairy products – in short, a more western diet.

This change in demand has significant environmental consequences. Feeding livestock is much less resource-efficient than growing grains for human consumption. Already, one-third of the world’s cereal harvest and more than nine-tenths of the world’s soya is used for animal feed. Soy-derived feed may be produced on, or indirectly contribute to expansion on to, cleared rainforest land. Rainforests are very important natural carbon sinks and therefore their clearance accelerates climate change, which is already challenging food production the world over.



The production of 1kg of beef uses 12 times the amount of water needed to produce 1kg of wheat, and more than five times the amount of land.

Changing diets bring significant social challenges. Malnourishment in the form of over-eating as well as under-eating will increasingly clog up healthcare systems and arteries in the developing world. In the rich world, obesity afflicts the poorer segments of society, because healthy foods are frequently more expensive. In the US, seven of the 10 states with the highest poverty levels are also among the 10 states with the highest rates of obesity. But in emerging countries obesity tends to be concentrated in the middle classes – those who lead more sedentary lifestyles and consume more processed foods. Countries such as Mexico and South Africa are having to increasingly deal with problems of the over-fed at the same time as those of the under-fed.

But before we point the finger at emerging economies for their rising consumption, let’s keep things in perspective. In 2007, the average American ate more than twice as much meat as the average Chinese resident. At the same time, consumers in rich countries waste almost as much food as the entire food production of sub-Saharan Africa. So while rising affluence and changing diets are certainly set to pose some challenges over the coming years, we should perhaps start by looking long and hard at the contents of own fridges and dustbins.

Richard King Policy Research Advisor, Oxfam GB

Discursive writing aims to present a balanced argument, usually about a controversial issue, and often answers a question.

Audience

Will usually be people who need to be ‘briefed’ about an issue that they currently don’t know much about and advised as to the best way forward.

Purpose

Is normally to present arguments and information from different viewpoints and suggest a solution.

Text level features

Title: Will often be a question or statement.

Introduction

The introduction is very important in a discursive piece of writing, such as a report, as it presents the subject, provides the background to the issue, defines important terms and captures the attention of the reader, encouraging them to read on.

Main body

Alternate paragraphs showing different sides of an argument, introduced with a topic sentence that is then developed, drawing upon evidence such as comments of individuals, statistics, photographs and diagrams to support a point of view.

Conclusion

Summarises arguments and gives the writer’s own view and recommendations.  

Sentence level features

· Always written in third person (he, she, they) to make the writing impersonal and formal although the writer might use the first person (I) when they are presenting their own opinions and recommendations.

· Usually written in the present tense.

· The writer will use connectives – words and devices that signal a move or link from one side of an argument to the other – which helps the writing flow as one continuous piece, despite presenting different arguments.  Connectives are most often used at the beginning of paragraphs and sentences but can also link ideas within a sentence. Examples that help to develop the same line of thought include ‘secondly’, ‘etc.’, ‘next’,

‘furthermore’, ‘likewise’, ‘for instance’, ‘for example’, ‘so that’, ‘accordingly’, ‘in addition’, and ‘similarly’. In a conclusion or summary a writer may use ‘thus’, ‘therefore’, ‘consequently’, ‘despite the fact that’, ‘in retrospect’, ‘hence’, ‘in conclusion’, ‘the result of this is’, and ‘to sum up’. Words and phrases such as ‘without question’, ‘without doubt’, ‘unquestionably’, ‘despite the fact that…’ are used to help make definite statements. To introduce a contrasting idea or point of view a writer might use ‘yet’, ‘on the other hand’, ‘nevertheless’, ‘however’, ‘conversely’, ‘in contrast to’, ‘in addition’, ‘another point to consider is…’, ‘there is also the fact that…’ and ‘moreover’.

· Words and devices showing cause and effect are often used to argue a particular case, e.g. ‘therefore’, ‘consequently’, ‘this means that’.

· The writer will usually use generalised nouns such as ‘residents’, ‘conservationists’, ‘planners’, ‘developers’, ‘the public’, etc.

· Many of the sentences may be statements but the writer may use rhetorical questions for effect such as ‘Is this true? We need to balance the evidence with…’  

Word level features

The writer may use emotive words and phrases to describe strong opinions and views, e.g. ‘scandal’, ‘abandoned’, ‘betrayed’, ‘disaster’, ‘stupendous’, ‘world class’, ‘irreplaceable’.
Formal tone in a discursive piece of writing

It is important when writing a discursive piece to write in a formal way. In simple terms this means the following:

Do

· Write in proper and complete sentences

· Use complete words and expressions

· Use proper standard English

Do not use

· Abbreviations such as ‘i.e.’, ‘e.g.’, ‘etc.’, ‘UK’, ‘&’
· Slang such as ‘bloke’
· Colloquial language such as ‘mate’, ‘bolshy’, etc. 

What should happen to Amazonia?

Report to the International Committee of Friends of the Earth

Without a doubt the future of the human race depends on having thriving forests around the world and none is as critical as Amazonia. It is not over dramatic to say that if we lose forests such as Amazonia then we all take one giant step closer to extinction as a species. Why is this? Firstly, Amazonia is home to thousands of species of wild animals and plants, some of which have never been identified, let alone studied seriously. Secondly, the roots of the trees bind the soil together and help prevent soil erosion. Once the soil is exposed to heavy rain then the process of desertification gets under way and before long only barren scrub remains where once majestic trees towered into the sky. Furthermore, fewer trees in the Amazonian forest will mean less rain, not only for Brazil, but for the world as a whole. However, there is another side to the story of disappearing Amazonia. For example, it’s very easy, from the comfort of armchairs in privileged western homes, to overlook the reality of life for tens of millions of people who attempt to survive on a day-to-day basis in Amazonia. In contrast to our electrified and centrally heated world, their only source of heat and light and perhaps a meagre income from selling timber, is the forest that surrounds them. So, there are two points of view to bear in mind when considering the future of Amazonian forests: should we protect the forests or allow them to be cut down?

Those who support the continued logging of forests emphasise that the world needs wood for all kinds of products as well as very basic requirements such as building shelters in which to live. What exactly are these terribly poor people in places such as Brazil supposed to do if they can’t cut the trees down? So another very important point to consider in all of this is the fact that banning the felling of trees will sentence fellow human beings in Amazonia to a miserable existence for the rest of their lives. As one forester put it to a visiting conservationist ‘for us, trees are life’. There is no chance either that all of the people currently living in Amazonia could realistically move somewhere else in order to ‘save’ the forest. For example, countries neighbouring Brazil have made it abundantly clear that they will not, under any circumstances, allow in any refugees who can no longer survive in Amazonia. Let’s be honest with ourselves, would they be welcome in Britain?
On the other hand, conservationists point out that an area of Amazonia the size of Wales (21,000 km2) is cut down every year, destroying forever rare plants and endangering animals. Another point to consider is that scientists are afraid that plant species that could provide the key to curing diseases such as cancer will be lost for ever. Can we really afford to do this? Furthermore, as Amazonia is cut down, the soil on the mountain sides is loosened. This can literally be an absolute disaster. Heavy rain then washes it downhill into the rivers in lowland areas. 
This means that as the rivers are made shallower by silt, they flood more often and more seriously, ruining crops in the valleys and washing people and property away. Most devastating of all, scientists say, is the potential impact of losing Amazonia on global climate change. Fewer trees means more carbon dioxide in the atmosphere. In turn, more carbon dioxide means an increasing likelihood of a warmer atmosphere and devastating climate change.

In conclusion, this seems to be an impossible problem to solve. If we ban the felling of trees in Amazonia then we will condemn millions of people to misery and quite possibly a horrible death. On the other hand if we allow the wholesale destruction of the forests the ecological and environmental impact will be disastrous. But maybe there’s another way? I believe that with careful planning and monitoring there is a compromise position that both the people who live in Amazonia and conservationists will find acceptable. Trees are after all a renewable resource: trees that are cut down can be replaced with new ones given time. This kind of sustainable management (cut one, plant one) would mean that in the long term the area of Amazonia would remain the same. The most precious areas could be designated national nature reserves in which there would never be any logging. Less important parts of Amazonia could be put aside for carefully planned cutting and replanting with an annual limit to the number of trees that can be cut. This would require the residents of the forest to be educated of course (most are illiterate and suspicious of outsiders) about the importance of sustainable development and to be provided with young saplings to plant by their government. I’m not saying it will be easy and that there won’t be setbacks from time to time but it is what I would recommend. The result of this would be to maintain a balance between the immediate needs of the people of the Amazonia and the long term needs of nature and the health of the planet. When it comes down to it, do we really have a choice?

	The area of land affected by so-called ‘land grabbing’ is tiny. Less than 1% of the world’s total farmland and only 3% of the arable land of Ethiopia.
	It is morally and ethically wrong for one country to own and control the natural resources of another country.

	There are millions of hectares of potentially fertile land in Africa owned at the moment by countries that will never be able to afford to modernise them. So why not let someone else do it?
	In many parts of Africa the land is not suited to modern, hi-tech agribusiness, which leads to environmental problems such as soil erosion.

	The governments of African countries receive big payments in exchange for the land they sell and lease. This can be used to improve the lives of local people by building hospitals and schools.
	Local people who are uprooted from the land that their families have farmed for generations not only lose their source of livelihood but also their sense of social and cultural identity.

	Local people who have to leave their lands are almost always compensated financially for their loss.
	The new agribusiness farm estates run by foreign companies create paid work for local people in some of the poorest parts of Africa where money is desperately needed.

	Once the new and very efficient agribusiness operations are up and running, the price of food products locally often drops. This means that local small-scale farmers cannot compete and so they receive less and less income.
	Only companies based in richer developed countries outside of Africa can afford the investment needed to transform millions of hectares of under-used land in Africa into productive farms.



	Some of the land acquired by foreign companies is not farmland at all, but forest, which is then cut down and burned, creating serious environmental problems such as local droughts and the release of greenhouse gases.
	As a result of the arrival of foreign agribusinesses, Ethiopia now exports US$60 million of fruit and vegetables and US$160 million of flowers every year.

	By 2075 the world’s population will rise by 2 billion to 9.2 billion and opening up the underdeveloped lands of Africa is an important way of ensuring that these extra people are fed.
	In Ethiopia the high-tech production of sesame, an oilseed grown by Chinese companies for chocolates and biscuits, has already driven down the price that small-scale farmers receive for their sesame.

	Few displaced locals who get jobs in the commercial farms have a contract or are paid more than the minimum subsistence wage.
	Most of the farmland bought or leased by foreign companies in Ethiopia is the poorer lowland with a harsh climate and malaria infestation, which local people tend to avoid anyway.

	Foreign companies who set up commercial farms develop infrastructure such as roads, railways and electricity supplies, which benefit the whole country, 
not just themselves.
	Modern agribusiness farms require huge amounts of irrigation water, which leads to the drying up of local streams and lakes on which local people depend for drinking water.

	Human rights observers have witnessed examples of local people being forcibly driven off their ancestral lands so that it can be sold by the government.
	The resentment created by forced removals to inferior quality marginal land with poorer services has led to demonstrations and the fear of rioting in some African countries.
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