
Extending Rights, Building Security 

 
 
Introduction 
Since September 11th, we’ve been hearing quite a bit about the need to improve our secu-
rity.  By and large, this has been and continues to be done through military operations,  
increases in defense appropriations, the creation of the Department of Homeland Security, 
and the passage of the U.S. Patriot Act, which dramatically restricts civil rights and free-
doms.  In this workshop, we will consider a more comprehensive definition of security  
that extends beyond physical safety through military operations, discuss what types of 
actions and policies expand or erode our security, and identify the steps we can take to 
weave a stronger security net.   
 
 
Workshop Objectives 

Participants will express their personal ideas about what makes them feel secure. 
Participants will create a visual image of a “security net” that illustrates the many,  
and interrelated definitions of “security,” in order to expand the current notion of  
security beyond physical safety achieved through military means to one that also  
includes social, political, economic, environmental and other aspects.  
Participants will reflect upon the types of actions or policies that contribute to or  
diminish security. 
Participants will generate a list of strategies to support grassroots initiatives to  
enhance security through the promotion of economic, social and political rights. 

 
 
Agenda 

Review of Agenda and Objectives (10 minutes) 
The Security Net (30 minutes) 
The Global Grab (40 minutes) 
Generating Strategies to Support Grassroots  
Initiatives (30 minutes) 
Evaluation (10 minutes) 

 
 
Resources 

Newsprint with Agenda 
Newsprint with Objectives 

Rethinking Security After September 11th 
An Initiative 

of Grassroots 
International 

Daniel Moss 



The Security Net 
 
Time 
30 minutes 
 
Objectives 

To introduce participants to each other. 
To “warm-up” the participants to the 
theme of today’s workshop:  Extending 
Rights, Building Security. 
To broaden the current discussion of security from one that moves beyond personal 
safety achieved through military means to one that encompasses social, political, 
economic, environmental and other aspects. 

 
Procedures 
1. In pairs, participants introduce themselves and share their thoughts about what  

security means to them.  After a brief conversation, each pair  quickly answers the 
question:  “What do I need to feel secure?”  They will choose two of their responses 
and write each one on a 3” x 5” sticky note.  After 5 minutes, the facilitator asks one 
person from each pair to introduce themselves and their partner, and read their an-
swers to the large group. 

2. The facilitator takes the answers and tapes them on the wall, grouping them quickly 
into clusters by category (for example:  physical safety, environmental, health, eco-
nomic, food, community/culture/social, political) WITHOUT naming the categories. 

3. The facilitator asks the group for their observations, eventually guiding the discus-
sion to the following: 

     •   People need to have many different basic needs/rights to be met in order to feel 
         secure, and; 
     •   Physical safety achieved through military means/local law enforcement is  
         only one piece of this security “net”, but it may not be the major concern that 
         people listed. 
4. The facilitator draws a circle around the clustered sheets of paper, drawing lines 

separating the clusters (ie. into a pie chart, or “net”) and labeling them roughly ac-
cording to the categories mentioned above.   

5. The facilitator offers the following comment:  “The UNDP Human Development Re-
port of 1994 defined Human Security as security in the fields of economy, food, 
health, environment, integrity of the person, community/culture and politics.  In 
other words, adherents to this definition of Human Security do not focus exclusively 
on nations and territory, but also on individuals, believing that they should be at 
the center of security concerns.  Furthermore, people should feel secure everywhere: 
in their homes, their jobs, their streets, their communities and their environ-
ment.”  ( “Human Rights Education and Human Security,” Discussion Paper by Abraham Magendzo, 
March 2002.) 
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6. The facilitator shows a sheet of newsprint with a pie chart of Bush’s FY 2003  
Discretionary Budget, pointing out that the Bush Administration’s proposed budget 
allocates 53% of discretionary spending (the part of the budget which Congress  
decides on every year) to the military, while health, education and other social  
programs receive a much smaller amount. (See Appendix I) The facilitator compares 
this to the security net the group just created, where most likely the concerns were 
higher in the economic, social and political arenas than in physical safety, observing 
the discrepancies.  (NOTE:  the point here is not to go into an in-depth analysis/
discussion of the budget (breakdown analyses are complex and highly subject to  
political persuasions), nor to make an exact correlation of the two pie charts, but 
rather to simply point out the distinctions between where the group’s concerns lie 
and the government’s priorities.)   

7. The facilitator adds the following points:   
•   Following the Sept. 11th attacks, Congress approved President Bush’s  request for  
    a $328 billion military defense bill and $15 billion to bail out the airline industry 
    while appropriating nothing for the thousands of workers who lost their jobs.   

     •   Congress also passed the U.S. Patriot Act, which restricts civil rights and liberties.   
     •   In January 2002, Bush asked for an additional $48 billion for the military, plus 
         $10.7 billion for stiffer border control.   
     •   In contrast, the entire Department of Education budget is less than $40 billion 
         (Elizabeth Martinez, “Who Will Pay the Bill?”  War Times, February 2002.) 
8. The facilitator shares a quote (written on newsprint) from President Dwight Eisen-

hower on April 16, 1953:  “Every gun that is made, every warship launched, every 
rocket fired, signifies in the final sense a theft from those who hunger and are not fed, 
those who are cold and are not clothed.”  S/he lets participants know that there is a 
handout from the War Resisters League that they can take upon leaving that has 
additional information about the federal budget, increases to military spending and 
cuts in social programs. (Please advise participants not to be confused however:  the 
pie chart created by the War Resisters League does not correlate with the one we 
have just used, as it takes different figures into account.) (See Appendix II) 

9. The facilitator thanks people for their participation and summarizes the activity, 
explaining once again that the Bush administration has its notions about how to 
eliminate terrorism and enhance security.  However, in this workshop we’re going to 
continue to think of security in this expanded way and think 
about alternative, more positive routes to global security.   

 
Resources 

Markers and tape 
3” x 5” sticky notes 
Newsprint 
Newsprint with FY 2003 Discretionary Budget 
Newsprint with quote from Eisenhower 
War Resister League handouts (to be given at the end of the workshop) 
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The Global Grab 
 
Time 
40 minutes 
 
Objectives 

To reflect upon the types of actions or policies which contribute to or  
diminish security. 
To explore the relationship between local security and global security. 

 
Procedure 
1. Facilitator explains that we will now do an activity called the Global 

Grab, which will help us reflect upon the factors that enhance or erode 
security and explore the connections between “their” security overseas 
and “our security” here in the U.S.    

2. Participants divide into groups of three.  Facilitator passes around the 
“Global Security Bag” filled with smaller bags, and asks one person from 
each group to pull out one bag without opening it.  The “Global Security 
Bag” contains the following items:   
•   Toy car 
•   Bottle of water 
•   Toy gun 
•   Bag of soil 
•   Universal Declaration of Human Rights 
•   Bag of coffee 
•   Other items could include an aspirin bottle, an article of clothing, 

rice, the U.S. Patriot Act, a newspaper, credit card, etc. 
3. Each group examines their object with respect to the question:  “How 

does this object contribute to or diminish security for communities 
around the world?” Participants should keep in mind the personal/local, 
national, and international levels when answering the question.  Each 
group chooses a note-taker who should write the name of their object 
on a sheet of newsprint, and the list of ideas generated.  (10 minutes) 

4. After 10 minutes, the groups hang their sheets of newsprint on the  
wall.  Participants then take a “gallery walk”, reading the different 
ideas generated.  They may add their own ideas as they walk around. 
While they are taking their gallery walk, the facilitator should hang 
up the Global Grab Bag Fact Sheets (one for each Grab Bag item) which 
highlights some additional information about each issue, as well as a 
concrete example of what some of Grassroots International’s partners 
are doing to promote global justice, political, economic, and social rights. 
(See Appendix III)  (10 minutes) 
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5. In plenary, the facilitator asks participants if they have any questions for the 
groups based on their newssheets.  Do they have any observations about the  
responses?  Did anything surprise them?  How would global security be improved  
if all these rights were protected?  (15 minutes) 

6. The facilitator comments that we at Grassroots believe that we are indeed living in a 
global village and that our security is dependent on the security of everyone.  S/he 
then sums up by commenting on how we’ve seen that security encompasses many 
aspects, is created at many levels, and that grassroots efforts to enhance local secu-
rity have an impact that goes from the individual to the local, national and interna-
tional.  S/he can conclude by reading a quote (written on newsprint) from James 
Wolfensohn, President of the World Bank, in 1999 “…human security, good govern-
ance, equitable development and respect for human rights are interdependent and 
mutually reinforcing.  If war is the worst enemy of development, healthy and bal-
anced development is the best form of conflict prevention.”  

 
Resources 

A “Global Grab Bag” containing a set of 6 objects mentioned above (additional bags 
or objects may be added depending on size of group) 
Set of Global Grab Bag Fact Sheets  
Set of Global Grab Bag Fact Sheets written on newsprint  
Newsprint with quote from James Wolfensohn 
Sheets of newsprint 
Masking tape 
Markers 

 
Adapted from Oxfam America's Global Grab Bag exercise written by Kevin Connors. 
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Friends of Liberia LEAP teachers, www. fol.org 



Generating Strategies to Support Grassroots Initiatives 
 
Time 
30 minutes 
 
Objectives 

To identify actions they are currently taking (individually or as a group) that  
enhance global security. 
To generate a list of policies that they could advocate for which would lead to 
greater levels of security.   

 
Procedure 
1. The facilitator asks participants to briefly identify the actions they are currently 

taking to create more security.  S/he may list them as individual efforts/group  
efforts, but the focus should be on the group efforts.  (5 -7 minutes) 

2. The facilitator then asks the group to consider what else could be done to support 
grassroots initiatives to promote economic, social and political rights?  S/he asks 
participants to turn to their neighbor and share their ideas.  Given the current  
climate, and the ideas discussed in today’s workshop, each pair should think of 3 
policies they would like to advocate for that would promote economic, social, and 
political rights.  Each pair should write their ideas on newsprint.  (7 minutes) 

3. Each pair reads their ideas to the group.  (10 minutes)   
4. The facilitator encourages the group to continue to explore some of these ways (and 

others) to strengthen and expand their advocacy work.   S/he should conclude by 
thanking the group for their participation, for the great work they are already en-
gaged in, and offer them some additional resource information 
(the handouts and the Grassroots website, www.grassrootsonline.
org). (5 –7 minutes) 

 
Resources 

Newsprint, markers, tape 
 

Evaluation 
 
Time 
10 minutes 
 

Procedure 
1. Each participant states one thing they learned in today’s workshop 

and one suggestion for improvement. 
2. The facilitator writes their comments on 2 sheets of newsprint. 
 

Resources 
Newsprint, markers, tape 
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Appendix 1 

Appendix 1: 
Discretionary Spending Under the  Proposed Bush  

Administration Budget for FY2003 
 
 

The following pie chart shows how discretionary spending would be divided up be-
tween different function of government under the Bush Administration's proposed 
budget for fiscal year 2003. Discretionary spending refers to the part of the budget 
which Congress decides on every year. This accounts for approximately 35% of the 
total budget and 43% of on-budget spending (excluding Social Security and other off-
budget items).  

©2002 National Priorities Project, Inc.  
 
*Other includes Agriculture, the discretionary portion of Social Security and Medicare, Energy, 
Allowances, and Commerce and Housing Credit.  
 
Source: Budget of the US Government, FY2003, this chart is based on the detailed functional ta-
ble of budget authority and is not by agency.  
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Appendix 2 

Appendix 2: 
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Appendix 3 

Appendix 3: Global Grab Bag Fact Sheets 
 

TOY CAR 
 

The number of cars driven throughout the world is increasing at a rapid 
pace.  In 1970, there were 200 million cars in the world.  In 1990, there 
were almost 500 million.  (www.yesworld.org) 
 
Dependence on foreign oil . . . 

•    The U.S. consumes approximately 28 percent of the daily world  
production of oil. (www.awrc.org) 

•    The automobile alone accounts for 40% of all oil consumption in the U.S. 
(www.sol.crest.org) 

•    In 1999, U.S. fuel economy overall dropped to its lowest value in 20 years.   
(Union of Concerned Scientists, www.ucsusa.org) 

•    Motor vehicles (cars, trucks, buses, etc.) consume more oil than is currently  
produced in the U.S., contributing in large part to the nation’s need to import  
over $50 billion per year of foreign oil, (www.sol.crest.org) and to spend an additional 
$50 - $79 billion on military protection of foreign oil fields and sea lanes. (“Fueling 
Global Warming:  Federal Subsidies to Oil in the United States”, Douglas Koplow and Aaron Martin of 
Industrial Economics, Incorporated. www.greanpeace.org) 

 
Polluting our air and water . . . 

•    Driving causes more atmospheric pollution than any other human activity.  
Every year, the average American car emits 5 tons of carbon dioxide, and other 
toxic gases into the air, adding to global warming and acid rain and contributing 
to respiratory, coronary and other public health problems.  (www.yesworld.org)   

•    In 1992, carbon monoxide levels exceeded the Federal air quality standard in 
20 U.S. cities, home to more than 14 million people. (www.epa.gov) 

Grassroots International supports Eritrean efforts to lay a foundation for self-reliant and 
sustainable development. One of our partners, the Eritrean Relief and Refugee Commis-
sion (ERREC) was established in 1991 to help reverse environmental degradation and 
promote local food production in the newly independent state. The Ministry oversees 
land resources and crop production development, carries out research, and manages 
animal and human resources.  
GRI supports the Kwazen Community Forestry Project in the Central Region. The MOA 
works with local communities in the Kwazen catchment area on a variety of water and 
soil conservation and reforestation activities aimed at protecting the natural environ-
ment, improving and diversifying agricultural production, providing wood for fuel, and 
increasing the water supply. 
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Appendix 3:  Global Grab Bag Fact Sheets 
 

BOTTLE OF WATER 
 
 

Access to clean freshwater . . .  
Water is NOT a renewable resource, but is finite in nature.  The demand for freshwa-
ter increased six times between 1900 and 1995, twice the rate of population 
growth.  (Gleick, Peter H. 1998.  The World’s Water 1998-1999:  The Biennial Report on Freshwater Re-
sources.  Washington, DC:  Island Press.)   

 
One third of the countries in water-stressed regions of the world are expected to face 
severe water shortages in this century. (United Nations) According to the World Bank, 
the wars of the 21st century will be fought over water. 

 
Approximately 1.1 billion people in the world lack access to safe drinking water and 
more than twice that number do not have access to adequate sanitation facilities.  
(“Water:  a key resource for sustainable development”, UN Economic and Social Council, March 2, 1001)  

 
Water scarcity is inextricably related to food security.  Annual irrigation water use 
will have to increase roughly by 30 percent above present use for annual crop pro-
duction to meet global food requirements by 2025.  (United Nations Comprehensive Assess-
ment of Freshwater Resources of the World, 1997) 

 

Environmental degradation leads to floods and droughts . . . 
Deforestation of watersheds has increased the vulnerability of the poor to floods and 
droughts.  For the first time ever last year, among the tens of millions of refugees, the 
International Red Cross reported more environmental refugees than those related to 
wars.  (“Addressing Global Water Resource Issues in the Twenty First Century”, Mohamed T. El-Ashry, 
Chief Executive Officer and Chairman of Global Environment Facility, October 15, 2000.)  

 

Farmers traditionally use drought-resistant seeds or dig wells.  Now, many farmers 
rely on hybrid seeds that need regular watering and chemical inputs. In some cases, 
agri-businesses have used so much water that the water table has fallen below 
reach of traditional wells.  (Oxfam America)           

 

Free and locally available or a private commodity sold for profit? 
Water, once a free resource, now has a price subject to the rules and 

power of markets, multinational corporations, and international trading re-
gimes.   Private companies have been invited to take over the manage-
ment, operation, and sometimes even the ownership of public water sys-
tems.  Commercial trade in bottled water has boomed. “How can we protect 
the world’s poorest people, how can we ensure that the environment gets a 
fair share, how can water quality be protected for future generations?  All 
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of these questions must be answered before we move forward with more privatiza-
tion.”  (Dr. Peter H. Gleick, “The New Economy of Water: The Risks and Benefits of Globalization and Priva-
tization of Fresh Water”, February 2001.  The Pacific Institute for Studies in Development, Environment 
and Security.) 

 
Water shortages and conflicts, lack of access to safe drinking water, and environ-
mental degradation are familiar issues to many of Grassroots International’s part-
ners: 

 
In Brazil, Grassroots International supports the Polo Sindical dos Trabalhadores Rurais 
(Coalition of Rural Workers’ Organization), which helps 70,000 families in the region 
displaced by a World Bank dam project.  Pólo Sindical's work includes putting pressure 
on the government to abide by resettlement accords, preserving the environment of the 
São Francisco River, finding economic and sustainable irrigation, training workers in 
animal husbandry, and crop diversification.  
 
In Haiti’s rugged Central Plateau, farmers are struggling against severe environmental 
degradation, problems stemming largely from poverty.  Fighting for survival, peasants 
resort to felling trees to sell as wood or charcoal.  As land is deforested, precious topsoil 
is eroded, and fertile land is made barren.  In turn, food production becomes impossible, 
furthering a downward spiral of poverty, environmental degradation and hunger. 
 
The Peasant Movement of Papaye (MPP) has seen many successes in their efforts to 
turn back this relentless tide.  The MPP organizes community members into agro-
forestry brigades, joining forces to protect land.  Check dams and hillside terraces are 
built and trees are planted, protecting land from further erosion and improving food 
production.  Serving immediate needs, this project also empowers communities in the 
long-term process of self-reliant development. 
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Appendix 3:  Global Grab Bag Fact Sheets 
 

TOY GUN 
 

High military expenses 
“Every gun that is made, every warship launched, every rocket fired, sig-
nifies in the final sense a theft from those who hunger and are not fed, 
those who are cold and are not clothed.”  (President Dwight Eisenhower, 
1953) 

•   The Bush Administration’s FY 2003 proposed military budget is 
$48 billion larger than FY 2002.  This increase is larger than the 
annual military budget of any other country in the world.  (Council for 
a Livable World)   

•   America’s military is the country’s largest business.  It accounts for 37% of all 
military spending on the planet. (www.thirdworldtraveler.com) 

•   The military budget of the U.S. is more than 26 times as large as the combined 
spending of the seven “rogue” states.  The seven rogue states, Russia and China to- 
gether spend less than 30% of the U.S. military budget. (Center for Defense Information) 

 
U.S. Military Spending vs. the World: $ in Billions 

 

 
NOTE: "Allies" refers to the NATO countries, Australia Japan and South Korea.  "Rogues" refers to Cuba, Iran, 
Iraq, Libya, North Korea, Sudan and Syria (CDI)  
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The arms trade is big business 
 
“We cannot have it both ways.  We can’t be both the world’s leading champion of peace 

and the world’s leading supplier of arms.”  —Jimmy Carter, 1976 
 

•   The United States remains the world’s leading arms merchant, with almost half of 
the total arms sales ($36.9 billion) in 2000.  Almost 70% of U.S. weapons were 
sold to the developing world.  (Congressional Research Service)    

•   The U.S. has supplied arms or military technology to parties of 39 of the 42 ac- 
ctive conflicts worldwide.  (Arms Trade Resource Center) 

•   The United States delivered roughly $6.8 billion in armaments to nations that 
violate the basic standards set out in the International Code of Conduct on Arms 
Sales.  (Arms Trade Resource Center) 

 
In Palestine, Grassroots International supports the efforts of the Gaza Community  
Mental Health Program (GCHMP) to provide community-based, preventive, and  
therapeutic care for Gazans.  Dr. Eyad is founder of GCHMP and the Secretary  
General of the Independent Palestinian Commission for Citizens' Rights.  Mental health 
is treated within the context of human rights - hence the program advocates for just 
treatment of prisoners and is a vocal critic of both Israeli occupation and the Palestin-
ian Authority.  GCHMP is a strong advocate for a non-violent solution to the Palestine-
Israeli conflict.  
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Appendix 3:  Global Grab Bag Fact Sheets 
 

BAG OF SOIL 
 

•   According to the World Bank, the majority of poor people  (72%) –  
and, paradoxically, the majority of undernourished people– live in  
rural areas and make their living from agriculture. 

•   At the 1996 World Food Summit in Rome, the world’s governments acknowledged 
that access to land and security of tenure are critical elements in alleviating rural 
poverty and progressing toward food security and the elimination of hunger for all 
individuals.    

•   In many developing countries, the vast majority of arable land is in the hands of the 
few.  For example, in Guatemala, 3% of farmers control 65% of the most productive 
agricultural land: percentages typical throughout Latin America.  (D. Southgate and M. 
Basterrechea, “Population growth, public policy and resource degradation: The case of Guatemala.” Ambio , 
Vol. 21, No. 7, pps.. 460-464, Nov. 1992. www.jhuccp.org.)   

•   Displacement of traditional agricultural livelihoods is a leading cause of rural to  
urban migration.  In Latin America, the current population is evenly split between 
rural and urban areas.  By 2020, however, more than 80% of all Latin Americans 
will live in cities.  (“Agriculture Can Give a Helping Hand to Cities”, IFPRI Report, Vol. 18, No. 2, June 
1996.) 

•   According to the Food First Institute, governments have continued to promote a set 
of trade, macroeconomic and sectoral policies which have undercut the economic 
viability of peasant, small and family farmers, and cooperative/collective agricul- 
ture.  These policies have included trade liberalization; cutting of price supports and 
subsidies for food producers; privatization of credit, commercialization and technical 
assistance; excessive export promotion; patenting of crop genetic resources; and a 
bias in agricultural research toward expensive technologies like genetic engineer-
ing.  (“Access to Land: Land Reform and Security of Tenure”, Peter Rosset, Co-Director Food First/Institute 
for Food and Development Policy, Oct. 2001. www.foodfirst.org) 
 

The Movimento dos Trabalhadores Rurais Sem Terra (MST) -- Landless Workers'  
Movement of Brazil, has been at the forefront of social action for just land distribution 
defending the right to a sustainable livelihood. The MST works with peasants to iden-
tify and settle on underutilized land, gain legal title to the land and bring it into produc-
tive use. Through the MST's efforts, close to 300,000 families have been settled on 17 
million acres of land and another 70,000 families are living in encampments, awaiting 
title to their land. 
 
Settlements have established 1200 primary schools and 60 secondary schools, with 
150,000 pupils. Settlement activity has created 900,000 new jobs in the area of agri-
culture alone, with at least as many related jobs created in nearby cities. Social indica-
tors, from infant mortality to school attendance, are generally dramatically better in 
MST settlements than in the rest of rural Brazil. 
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Appendix 3:  Global Grab Bag Fact Sheets 
 

UNIVERSAL DECLARATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS 
 

•    On Dec. 10, 1948 the United Nations passed an historic resolution, the UDHR,  
declaring that all people have the right to be free from slavery, torture, and arbi- 
trary treatment.  The UDHR asserts every individual’s fundamental right to  
education, freedom of speech, religion, assembly and association.    

•    Since the creation of the UDHR, the U.N. has written and endorsed several conven- 
tions to implement the Declaration.  Several of these were ratified by a sufficient 
number of countries so as to become binding treaties under international law.  How- 
ever, the U.S. has consistently refused to ratify:  the Convention on the Rights of the 
Child, the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against 
Women, the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, and 
the American Convention on Human Rights.  

•    Since September 11th, many governments have used “anti-terrorism” to increase 
acts of repression, undermine human rights protection and stifle political dissent.  
These measures include indefinite detention without trial, special courts based on 
secret evidence, and cultural and religious restrictions. (The Amnesty International Report 
2002, 5/28/02) 

•    The U.S. government could have a tremendous impact on global security by: ratify- 
ing the UDHR’s conventions; ensuring that its domestic and foreign policies promote 
and protect the human rights of its citizens and those overseas; and holding our  
allies accountable to the same standards of conduct that we profess for ourselves.  
This would send a strong message that each person’s life, dignity and rights are of 
equal value and importance.   

 

Many of Grassroots International’s partners are actively working to promote human 
rights in their communities.  In Palestine, Grassroots International supports the efforts of 
the Palestinian Center for Human Rights (PCHR) in their efforts to protect human rights 
and promote the rule of law.  PCHR has gained an international reputation as an inde-
pendent voice on human rights vis-à-vis both Israel and the Palestinian Authority.  
 
The Center works in the Gaza Strip as a monitor of violations by the Palestinian Au-
thority and Israel, documenting and researching the human rights situation. Its lawyers 
defend victims of human rights abuses, from cases of illegal detention to 
torture. Internationally, PCHR advocates for the application of interna-
tional law to the Palestinian/Israeli conflict, provides definitive studies 
and presents testimony at international forums. 
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Appendix 3:  Global Grab Bag Fact Sheets 
 

BAG OF COFFEE 
 

 . . . An extremely powerful commodity 
•  Coffee is the world's second most heavily traded product, behind  

petroleum, and the largest food import of the United States. 
•   It is a vital source of export for many of the developing countries 

that grow it.  Some 20 million families in 50 countries work in the 
cultivation of coffee. 

 
 . . . But who benefits? 

•   Today’s coffee economy is worth $50 billion, with producers receiving just $8  
billion of the total.  (The Guardian)  

•   Processors, creditors, exporters, brokers, and many others form part of a long 
chain of intermediaries standing between the farmer and your cup of coffee. 

•   These middlemen pay the small coffee farmers half the market price, generally 
between $.30 - $.50 per pound.  Often these prices can be less than the costs of 
production, forcing the farmers into a cycle of poverty and debt.   

 
Fair Trade: A just and more environmentally sustainable alternative 

•   Fair Trade guarantees poor farmers organized in cooperatives around the world:  
a living wage (minimum price of $1.26/pound regardless of the  
volatile market); much needed credit at fair prices; and long term  
purchasing relationships.  

•   About 85% of Fair Trade Certified coffee is shade grown (critical to 
protecting certain species of birds) and either passive or certified  
organic (healthier for the workers, consumers and the environment).  
(Source: www.globalexchange.org)  

 
Grassroots International supports the efforts of the Coordinating Committee of Coffee 
Producers in the State of Oaxaca, Mexico (CEPCO).   CEPCO works with a membership 
of some 23,000 coffee-growing families to improve their economic security. Founded in 
the context of a plunge in world coffee prices and subsequent dismantling of govern-
ment support for small coffee producers, CEPCO has been instrumental in diversifying 
families’ economic activities, strengthening coffee production, improving marketing, and 
linking growers to the fair trade market. 



Curriculum Feedback Survey 
 

We would greatly appreciate your feedback on this workshop!  
Your comments will help us modify this curriculum and create additional workshops on related topics.   

Please take a few moments to answer the following questions.  Answer these questions on-line  
(www.grassrootsonline.org/rethink/erfeedback.html), or mail this form to: 

Daniel Moss 
Grassroots International 

179 Boylston Street, 4th Floor 
Boston, MA  02130 

 
Name: ____________________________________       Organization:  ______________________________ 
 
Address:  ________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
City:  _________________________________   State:  ______________    Zip Code:  _________________ 
 
Phone:  ________________________________       Email:  ________________________________________ 
 
 
How did you use this curriculum?  (Please include the date, constituency and number of participants) 
 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 What was useful? ________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Would you suggest any changes?  __________________________________________________________ 
 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Please share some of the more interesting, insightful, or surprising comments that were made during 
the workshop: 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Are there any individuals or organizations you think might be interested in using this curriculum?  If 
so, please give us their name and contact information:   
 
_________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
_________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Feedback Survey 


