Presented by: Nadine Nembhard
ICARRD+20
On 21st Feb 2026
Academic Conference

Hello everyone,
Who Really Benefits from So-Called “Blue Transformation” Solutions Like Carbon Markets and Industrial Aquaculture?”
The blue transformation is promoted as a win-win solution, but from our small-scale fishers’ perspective it really is not. It is about power and control over territories.
The High-Level Panel of Experts on Food Security and Nutrition (HLPE-FSN) opened an e-consultation with a deadline that went on 13th Feb 2026.
And as WFFP, we have stated in our submission, what we are witnessing is:
“The financialization of fisheries… part of a broader neoliberal transformation in which speculative capital seeks profit through privatization, marketization, and corporate control.”
Carbon Markets: Climate Policy or Ocean Grabbing?
Blue carbon projects are presented as climate solutions.
Mangroves, seagrasses, and coastal ecosystems are mapped and converted into carbon credits. These credits are sold so corporations can offset emissions.
But as our report highlights, this reflects:
“The commodification of marine resources and the reshaping of access rights, which has profound implications for local producers and governance of marine spaces.”
Carbon markets do not reduce emissions at source.
They allow continued fossil fuel extraction, while shifting responsibility elsewhere.
Meanwhile, in coastal territories:
· Customary access becomes restricted.
· Governance shifts from communities to investors.
· Conservation becomes financialized.
This is part of what we clearly identify as Land, water, and ocean grabbing 
So we must ask:
If we were serious about carbon mitigation, we would:
· End fossil fuel subsidies.
· Ban destructive industrial bottom trawling 
· Secure customary marine tenure.
Instead, we are turning ecosystems into speculative assets.
As we stated in the WFFP report:
“Financialization of nature and common goods is not only an economic process but also a material struggle over territory, identity, and justice.”
The ocean is not a carbon bank.
It is our living territory.
Last December, one Indigenous leader in Panama told me, “The ocean is our refrigerator.”
It is where food comes from.
It is where culture lives.
It is how families survive.

Industrial Aquaculture: False Narrative of Food Security
Let us now turn to industrial aquaculture — often promoted as the answer to hunger.
Our submission states plainly:
“Industrial aquaculture is a perfect example of false answers to ending hunger in the Blue Economy.”
Why?
Because food security cannot be measured by production volume alone.
It must consider:
· Who controls resources.
· Who benefits.
· Who bears the risks.
Evidence from fisher peoples’ communities shows that aquaculture “often undermines food security, livelihoods, and ecosystems rather than strengthening them.”
Industrial aquaculture causes:
· Disease spread to wild fish populations.
· Plastic pollution and microplastic contamination.
· Territorial conflict and loss of access.
· Elite capture of coastal lands.
· List goes on…
And critically, it depends on globalized feed chains.
Our submission references that in 2020, the Norwegian salmon industry used approximately 144,000 metric tons of small pelagic fish from West Africa, fish that could have fed up to 4 million people locally.
This is protein extracted from the Global South to supply luxury markets in the Global North.  That is not food security. That is nutritional dispossession.
We also highlight that aquaculture projects often collapse once external funding ends, demonstrating structural incompatibility with fisher peoples’ livelihood realities.
As we state clearly:
“Failed aquaculture projects leave communities more vulnerable.”
So again, who benefits?
Transnational corporations. Export industries. Financial investors.
Who loses? Small-scale fishers. Women in post-harvest sectoYouth excluded from livelihoods.
Low-income consumers.

For Real food, real justice, real survival, stand with those who truly sustain you and promote systemic change to benefit all small-scale food producers.



Chrisitiana’s Presentation at the Main Plenary:
INTERGOVERNMENTAL MEETINGS: 24-28 FEBRUARY 2026.
Our experiences after ICARRD + 20

Ladies and gentlemen,brothers and sisters,ministers present here today all protocals observed,I greet you all ANATE.
My name is Christiana Louwa from the Elmolo People of Kenya.
First we would like to thank the ancestors of this land,the People and the Government of this great nation of Colombia for having us here.
We also appreciate the support by the government of Colombia and the government of Brasil to ensure ICARRD +20 became a reality and this is why we are here today and the whole week to collectively,critically examine and discuss the agrarian change we envision.

In the fisher world,there is no separation between fishers,waters and land because these are interwoven and interdependend on each other for survival.
Fishers lives and livelihoods depend on as  well as thrive on this connectiveness and relationship.

A research done by members of the World Forum of Fisher People's,the interconnectness of oceans,inland waters and land is not reflected in dominant governance framework-on the contrary policy reforms on coastal marine and watery territories largely follow the same principle applied to land.
Research on agrarian transitions reveal the

 expansion of production of commodities for export - over 80% of global no commodities are transported at sea with industries expanding from coastal territories to offshore ventures 
Exclusion of oceans from land and agrarian debates remain a major gap.

State and private property regimes has been central to land and agrarian reforms which manifest at sea on complex ways through the imposition of regimes privatizing control over territories such as ,UNCLOs, Marine Spatial Planning,30×30. State and  private actors instrumentalize these for the appropriation of customary commons.

Speaking of Agrarian land reforms,land is to be redistributed to Indigenous Peoples,Small Scale Fishers and Fishing Communities,Peasants,headers women,youth and other small scale food producers. 
So far this is not evident as many of these categories of people remain landless.
For example in Kenya where Northern Kenya Kenya has remained a trust land held in Trust by the Government for the People,land is controlled by government and tracks of it are allocated to corporations,military,government institutions etc in the name of development. To eliminate such practices and negative colonial policies,Community Land Act of 31st August 2016 was established for the recognition,protection and registration of community land and also to bridge this gap and give back access,use,ownership,control of their land and resources to the communities. 
Due to government bureaucracy,politics and lack of political will ; Community Land Act of 2016-Kenya has remained a myth other than a reality.
Another gap is the failure to Implement already agreed upon instruments such as the FAO Voluntary Guidelines to secure Sustainable Small Scale Fisheries in the context of Food Security and Poverty Eradication which represents the first ever international instrument dedicated to small scale fisheries,the rights and protection of fishing communities all over the world.
Another gap we have experienced is the fact that laws governing land and waters are fragmented and don't speak to each other. These need to be harmonized.

Food soverrgnity is central to customary territorial struggles
Oceans and inland waters are the heart of land and agrarian change this missing them misses a crucial part of capitalism and the possibilities to take back the commons and safeguard customary control.

We call upon governments to take responsibility and implement all existing agreed upon instruments on land tenure and fisheries.
-Harmonize laws on agrarian lañd reforms and water territories
-we call upon all movements to keep hope alive through our struggles.
kEEP HOPE ALIVE!
Mapambano mapambano
BADO MAPAMBANO!
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