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INTRODUCTION

Welcome to the 16th issue of the PTD / PID Circular! In this issue, we have compiled a list of publications that are in some way related to farmer/local innovation and participatory research and development. However, we have also included several more general titles that could be useful for activities such as training and participatory documentation. We have picked out those publications we thought would be of direct use for partners within the Prolinnova (PROmoting Local INNOVAtion) global partnership programme and have given priority to those that can be obtained through download from the internet or by contacting the publisher. However, we are confident that others who are involved in similar initiatives could also benefit from these resources. We have limited ourselves to publications from 2006 and 2007, with one or two exceptions. 

Back issues of the PTD/PID Circular are archived at Prolinnova’s website www.prolinnova.net under “Readings and Resources”. 

The Circular is sent only in electronic form. Anyone without electronic access can write to us (see postal address at the end of this Circular), and we will post a printout or photocopy.

To subscribe or unsubscribe, please send an e-mail to: prolinnova@etcnl.nl Please keep us informed of changes to your e-mail address so that we can update our mailing list. 

	Prolinnova – Global Partnership programme for PROmoting Local INNOVAtion

 – Highlights of 2007 –
· Programme extended for the period 2007–10 with support from the Directorate General for International Cooperation (DGIS) of the Netherlands Ministry of Foreign Affairs
· Programme is now operational in 16 countries in Asia, Africa and Latin America: Bolivia, Burkina Faso, Cambodia, Ecuador, Ethiopia, Ghana, Kenya, Mali, Nepal, Niger, Peru, Senegal, South Africa, Sudan, Tanzania and Uganda

· Local Innovation Support Funds being piloted in five countries – Cambodia, Ethiopia, Nepal, South Africa and Uganda – partially funded through the DURAS project of the French Government 

· Third International Partners Meeting held in Senegal in March 2007 brought together partners from all countries and some members of the International Support Team

· Third International Training of Facilitators in Participatory Innovation Development (PID) held in Ethiopia in June 2007
· Two booklets capturing Prolinnova’s experiences in partnership building and recognising and documenting local innovation published and available for download at www.prolinnova.net



Annotated publications
Barker D and Beckford C. 2006. Plastic yam and plastic yam sticks – perspectives on indigenous technical knowledge among Jamaican farmers. Tijdschrift voor Economische en Sociale Geografie 97 (5): 535–546.

This article describes how Jamaican smallholders experimented and innovated to make something useful out of a technological package introduced by a US-funded project – mini-sets of yam (Dioscorea spp) – and reveals the complex adaptation of farmers’ practices to topographic conditions. It shows that farmers are selective in their interest in introduced technologies, analysing likely consequences with insight. Experimentation is very common. This paper invites closer attention to farmers’ own extensive pool of knowledge, ideas and innovation in all efforts at rural development. [Source: PLECserv 79, January 2007 http://c3.unu.edu/plec]

Contact: to request an electronic copy of the paper, write to david.barker@uwimona.edu.jm 

Bessette G (ed.). 2006. People, land and water: participatory development communication for natural resource management. Ottawa: International Development Research Centre (IDRC). 

In natural resource management (NRM) research, best practice implies participation of community members, research or development teams and other stakeholders to jointly identify research and development parameters and to contribute to decision-making. Ideally, the research or development process itself generates a situation of empowerment in which participants transform their vision and become able to take effective action. Used increasingly widely in resource management, this process is known as participatory development communication (PDC).

This book presents conceptual and methodological issues related to the use of PDC to facilitate participation amongst stakeholders in a variety of NRM initiatives. Each chapter presents in-depth experiences from Asia and Africa to highlight different ways in which this process can be achieved. The book describes the major issues involved in applying PDC to NRM practices and research, discusses the challenges and the difficulties linked to such an approach, and offers insights and lessons from research and experience in the field. 

http://www.idrc.ca/es/ev-98617-201-1-DO_TOPIC.html
Bruce J, Karbo N, Clottey V, Adongo F, Alebikiya M & Asobayire M. 2007. Proceedings of the National Conference on Participatory Agricultural Research and Development: Innovative participatory research and development, the farmer at the centre stage. Tamale, Ghana: Association of Church Development Projects (ACDEP). 
Through the joint efforts of a coalition of research and development agencies in northern Ghana, a national workshop was organised on participatory research and development in Tamale in May 2006. This publication compiles more than 30 papers on the theme covering methodologies and approaches, innovations and technologies, partnership building and gender issues. Although describing Ghanaian experiences, the critical analysis of the processes and methods brought in by the authors makes the papers relevant for audiences beyond Ghana. The papers on participatory technology development, partnership building and the use of participatory video are of direct relevance for Prolinnova partners. As is usual, and unfortunately, the research community is somewhat over-represented among the authors. Yet, the short paper of a NGO staff member hidden away in the last part of the book is a gem. It confirms the importance of working with research and other stakeholders but notes that, in practice, research often imposes its designs on farmer-led experiments. It also points out that, in sharing experimental findings, the focus is mainly on an academic audience and the findings are thus not made accessible to farmers by putting them into simpler language and practical actions. [LvV]

Campbell B M, Hagmann J, Stroud A, Thomas R & Wollenberg E. 2006. Navigating amidst complexity: guide to implementing effective research and development to improve livelihoods and the environment. Bogor, Indonesia: Centre for International Forestry Research (CIFOR). 82pp.

The ideas that have given shape to this booklet were generated through a series of workshops that brought together people from the integrated NRM community, mainly from within the Consultative Group on International Agricultural Research (CGIAR). It is primarily meant to be a guide to researchers involved in NRM, but could also be used by implementers of NRM projects. The guide offers an all-encompassing approach that could deal with the many dimensions of NRM – policy, institutional, social, economic and technical – and thereby meet the immediate needs of poor rural people whilst allowing society to maintain the supply of environmental goods and services. Eleven operational cornerstones which together form the core of the approach – shared focus, partnerships, teamwork, facilitation, governance, organisational, information, learning, incentives, scaling up and research design – are described. This however does not mean that all eleven have to be considered in detail in all situations; instead, researchers can use this as a checklist to identify critical cornerstones that need to be dealt with in their specific situation. It should be noted that putting such an approach into practice is an enormous challenge, calling for commitment, patience, in-depth knowledge of the many facets of NRM and excellent facilitation skills. 
http://www.livelihoods.org/info/tools/INRM%20-%20NavigAdmidstUncertainty.pdf
Campilan D, Bertusa A, Ariyabandu R & Sister L. 2006. Learning participation in action: field research experiences in South Asia. Manila, Philippines: CIP-UPWARD. 
The Participatory Research and Development (PR&D) South Asia project aimed to strengthen regional capacity in PR&D. The collaborative project was implemented from 2004–06 in five countries by three core partner organisations, namely CIP-UPWARD (International Potato Center- User Perspectives With Agricultural Research and Development), LI-BIRD (Local Initiatives for Biodiversity Research and Development) and NEPAN (Nepal Participatory Action Network). Sixteen organisations in five countries involved in crop production, forest and biodiversity conservation, health and nutrition, and general community development took part in the project. This publication presents highlights of the research and presents an excellent collection of experiences in learning PR&D in action. They endorse the value and relevance of PR&D principles such as: users’ perspectives; multi-stakeholder engagement; interdisciplinary thinking; impact-driven; linkage between local knowledge and global science; field-based; livelihood systems; and sensitivity to gender, class, caste and ethnic equity issues.

http://www.idrc.ca/uploads/user-S/11757165243Learning_participation_in_action.pdf
Chavez-Tafur J, Hampson K, Ingevall A & Thijssen R. 2006. Learning from experience: a manual for organising, analysing and documenting field based information. Leusden: Centre for Information on Low-External-Input and Sustainable Agriculture (ILEIA). 42pp.

This manual presents a step-by-step method to help describe and analyse a project, and thus document it fully. The methodology is adaptable enough to be relevant for many different circumstances and can be carried out by community-based groups or organisations, NGOs, networks or large institutions. It has been tried out in several field settings and starts with the selection of a project carried out by a team or group of persons. This is followed by three steps – setting the boundaries, describing the experience, and analysing the experience – which systematically organise the information and the opinions of those involved, using a set of charts. The last step of the process is documenting the experience. The staff at ILEIA invites those interested to try out the methodology and provide comments to them via their website www.leisa.info . The manual is also available in Spanish and Portuguese.

http://documentation.leisa.info/introduction/Documentation%20Manual.pdf
COMPAS. 2007. Learning endogenous development: building on bio-cultural diversity. Rugby: Practical Action Publishers. 248pp. 

Endogenous development is a process of change that places major importance on working with local communities and on using people’s own resources, strategies and initiatives as the basis for their development. With ideas, guidelines and examples of putting endogenous development into practice, this book is a resource that others can draw upon in stimulating development processes that are “grown from within”. The case studies in the chapters on supporting local learning, supporting local initiatives, strengthening local institutions and creating an enabling environment could be interesting to Prolinnova partners who are challenged with similar issues. 

Contact: Practical Action Publishing, Schumacher Centre for Technology and Development, Bourton on Dunsmore, Rugby, Warwickshire CV23 9QZ, UK. www.practicalactionpublishing.org
Critchley W, Verburg M & van Veldhuizen L (eds). 2006. Facilitating multi-stakeholder partnerships: lessons from Prolinnova. Silang, Cavite, Philippines: International Institute of Rural Reconstruction (IIRR). 55pp.

Small-scale farmers often have good ideas but, in order to reap the rewards, these ideas need to be shared and applied. To address this, the Prolinnova programme encourages multi-stakeholder partnerships. It proposes that effective collaboration between farmers, researchers, extension staff and marketing professionals is essential in turning a good idea into an innovation with widespread benefits. This concise booklet looks at ways to foster PID at regional, national and global level, drawing on lessons from Prolinnova projects in Africa and Asia. Development professionals interested in the mechanics of agricultural innovation and management will find this a useful, readable resource. [Source: New Agriculturist 2007–5, www.new.agri.co.uk] 
http://www.prolinnova.net/fmsp-booklet.php
Douthwaite B & Ashby J. 2005. Innovation histories: a method for learning from experience. Institutional Learning and Change (ILAC) Brief 5. Rome: ILAC. 4pp. (www.cgiar-ilac.org)

This paper outlines a method for reflecting on and recording an innovation process which results in an “innovation history”. People who have been involved in developing the innovation jointly construct a detailed written account of the process, based on their recollections and available documents. The process stimulates learning among the involved stakeholders. The paper describes six key steps in preparing an innovation history. After the objective of the documentation is defined, the stakeholders go on to define the innovation. This is followed by the construction of innovative timelines and actor network maps. The learning history is then written up following each of the events on the timeline and incorporating the inputs of actors at every stage. This can be used as input for subsequent planning and visioning exercises, whilst the learning history can be finetuned for wider dissemination. This could be a useful for documenting the PID processes being facilitated by Prolinnova partners. 

http://www.cgiar-ilac.org/downloads/Briefs/Brief5Proof2.pdf
Friis-Hansen E & Egelyng H. 2006. Supporting local innovation for rural development: analysis and review of five Innovation Support Funds. Copenhagen: Danish Institute for Development Studies. 88pp.
Innovation Support Funds (ISFs) can play an important role in realising the underutilised potential of local innovation for development and rural poverty reduction. This paper reviews five ISFs: 

· Indian ‘National Innovation Fund’ (NIF) and its associated web of institutions 

· GTZ-funded ‘Small-Scale Project Fund’ (SSPF) 

· NGO-initiated ‘Promoting Local Innovation in ecologically-oriented agriculture and natural resource management’ (Prolinnova)

· FAO’s ‘Promoting Farmer Innovation – Farmer Field Schools’ (PFI–FFS)

· ‘Local Agricultural Research Committee’ (CIAL) in Latin America. 

The study explores what global mechanism could be used to foster community-level innovation. Key findings and recommendations include: 

· The effectiveness of investing in innovation support could be enhanced if existing complementary experiences were exchanged and acted on in a systematic manner. 

· ISFs may see innovators either as small-scale entrepreneurs or as poor rural producers and users of innovations. Supporting both these types is likely to increase development outcomes. 

· ISFs should distinguish innovations in relation to (i) relevance of formal property rights; (ii) public/private goods; and (iii) market/non-market values. 

· Facilitation of cycles of ‘learning selection’ involving innovators, entrepreneurs and innovative adopters could help scale out the use and commercialisation of rural innovations. 

· A global innovation facility (GIF) could help compile existing documentation of experience, initiate comparative country studies, and ensure that experiences are exchanged among ISFs. [Source: ELDIS, www.eldis.org]
Contact: to request an electronic copy of the paper, write to efh@diis.dk 

Hailu Araya, Yohannes GebreMichael, Abera GebreAmlak & Waters-Bayer A. Participatory research that builds on local innovation in beekeeping to escape poverty. Rural Development News 1/2007 (Agridea), pp 29–33.
In Tigray Region, northern Ethiopia, apiculture is a good source of income for smallholders, as both honey and bee colonies are in high demand. Although modern, imported beehives and accessories are available on the market, most smallholders cannot afford them. Instead, they have looked at the features of these beehives and come up with adaptations to make their own beehives using local materials. The authors describe how a process of participatory research is being undertaken by several organisations in the area in trying to improve these local innovations in beehive modification, queen-bee rearing and bee-forage management.

http://www.agridea-international.ch/publications/rural_development_news/2007/index.htm
Hailu Araya. 2007. The story of a smart water harvester in Tigray Region, Ethiopia. In: B van Waes & D Bouman (eds), Small water harvesting solutions: examples of innovative, low-cost technologies for rain, fog, runoff water and groundwater (Netherlands Water Partners / Aqua for All), pp 36–39. 

This is a short case about Abadey Redehey, who developed an ingenious way of draining his small plot of sloping land in order to improve crop productivity. Having observed how the sewerage system in the city of Axum works in removing the excess surface water, he simulated such a system on his plot. He dug a series of canals which are connected to several pits to drain the excess water off his land. He uses the collected water for irrigation in the dry season. Three farmers from the neighbourhood have joined Abadey in forming a farmer research group to try out the system in other farm settings and to train other farmers. Development agents from outside have joined the farmers to support them in these efforts.

http://www.nwp.nl/index.cfm/site/EC147F23-C2A3-03DB-689CD26DFA8402CB/pageid/535D0D5D-E9C7-C397-0A7B9DAE5E4C2E37/index.cfm
Hailu Araya & Yohannes GebreMichael. 2006. Endogenous and modern innovations: differing perspectives. IK Notes 96. Washington DC: World Bank. 4pp.

An exhibition on agricultural technologies in Tigray Region in Ethiopia included both local and modern innovations. Apart from those who displayed their innovations, the exhibition also attracted many visitors, including farmers and experts involved in agricultural research and development. The authors, from the Northern Typical Highlands Team of Prolinnova–Ethiopia, noticed that farmers were more attracted to local innovations of other farmers, visited their exhibits and asked many questions. The farmers were interested in technologies suited to smallholdings, and in those they regarded as effective, easy to apply and inexpensive. In contrast, experts were drawn to the newness and attractiveness of modern technologies and paid little attention to farmer innovations. Bridging this gap in interests and perceptions between farmers and experts is a challenge faced by Prolinnova–Ethiopia in creating an effective innovation system in which both parties combine forces to make the most of Tigray’s agricultural potential. 

http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTINDKNOWLEDGE/Resources/iknt96.pdf
Isubikalu P. 2007. Stepping stones to improve upon functioning of participatory agricultural extension programmes: Farmer Field Schools in Uganda. Wageningen, The Netherlands: Wageningen Academic Publishers. 215pp. 
When first introduced in Indonesia as a way to improve pest control in rice, the philosophy behind the Farmer Field School (FFS) was one of farmer-centred learning. Top-down approaches had failed; farmers needed an environment in which they could experiment, innovate and learn. Support from extension officers could help guide the process, for example, shaping experiments to ensure they produced useful data, but ultimately farmers controlled their own learning.

As the FFS has been spread around the world, its basic format has been adapted. In Uganda, writes Isubikalu, the role of farmers in determining what they learn has been lost. Instead, the FFS curriculum is decided by higher-level actors – researchers and funding organisations – and is focused on introducing externally-developed technologies. This, Isubikalu argues, is ineffective in achieving the intended goal of FFS: poverty reduction. The system therefore needs radically redirecting, through careful examination of its structure and of the roles of the various actors. The revised model will focus on catalysing, promoting and building on local innovation.

Originating as a PhD thesis, Isubikalu's work is written more to satisfy examiners’ demands for thoroughness than the ordinary reader’s need for concise presentation of the essentials. However, for those interested in local innovation and how to achieve true participation of rural people in development decision-making, it is certainly worthy of attention. [Source: New Agriculturist http://www.new-ag.info]
Contact: Mike Jacobs, Wageningen Academic Publishers, POB 220, 6700 AE Wageningen, Netherlands, Jacobs@WageningenAcademic.com

Kerkhoff E & Sharma E (compilers). 2006. Debating shifting cultivation in the Eastern Himalayas: farmers’ innovations as lessons for policy. Kathmandu: ICIMOD. 92pp. 

Shifting cultivation, also called slash-and-burn, has been generally considered an unsustainable practice, from both the environmental and the socio-economic perspective. However, the “Farmer Innovations in Shifting Cultivation” initiative of ICIMOD (International Center for Integrated Mountain Development) has been uncovering another, more sustainable side to shifting cultivation based on how farmers are adapting the traditional practices. Examples have been gathered from several countries in the Eastern Himalayas which describe how farmers’ innovations are leading to practices that use hill and mountain land productively, while ensuring the conservation of natural resources. These include innovations in land allocation, fallow management, maintaining trees during the cropping phase, and others. Concluding that the common negative perception on shifting cultivation is often misplaced, this policy document calls for new policy dialogue that would learn from innovations throughout the region to take a more positive look at shifting cultivation.

Contact: ICIMOD, GPO Box 3226, Kathmandu, Nepal.

Kibwika P. 2006. Learning to make change: developing innovation competence for recreating the African university in the 21st century. PhD thesis, Wageningen, The Netherlands: Wageningen Academic Publishers.
The thesis deals with two questions: what competences (skills, personal capacities, attitudes) people need to have when tasked to facilitate and support farmer-led agricultural development and how such competences can be developed or strengthened. In the first part, the author draws out core competences by looking closely at two cases from Uganda: the development and spread of vanilla cultivation through farmers’ own initiatives and innovation, and the demand-driven extension system NAADS (National Agricultural Advisory Services). In both cases, competences identified include facilitation of learning and experimentation, farmer organisational development, teamwork, participatory planning, partnership building and entrepreneurial development. The second part analyses a systematic effort to impart such competences to teaching staff of Makerere University in Uganda who, in turn, could build these competences in their students. It details the workshop series used for this purpose, and the various competence areas. This would interest anyone involved in similar activities, although the conceptual language could become a barrier at times. The book responds clearly to the two questions, but leaves the reader to deal with the issue of how the process can be further adapted for building competence, in a more practical way, among regular university students. [LvV]
Contact: Mike Jacobs, Wageningen Academic Publishers, POB 220, 6700 AE Wageningen, Netherlands, Jacobs@WageningenAcademic.com
Lunch N & Lunch C. 2006. Insights into participatory video: a handbook for the field. Oxford: Insight. 125pp.

This handbook is written as a practical guide for facilitators who wish to carry out participatory video (PV) projects. PV is a tool for positive social change and is a process that encourages individuals and communities to control their own destinies. PV can be very useful in farmer-led documentation, as it allows people to take the lead in telling their own stories. Although PV is a powerful medium of communication, the authors caution against using PV simply to “add value” to a development initiative, and emphasise the need for PV to be embedded in a truly participatory process of empowering people. The book is well illustrated with photos, cartoons and drawings. A selection of participatory videos and a training film are included in the accompanying CD-ROM.
http://www.insightshare.org/training_book.html
Read also how PV can be used as a tool for monitoring and evaluation in an article written by Chris Lunch in the June 2007 issue of Participatory Learning and Action: The most significant change – using participatory video for monitoring and evaluation 
http://www.insightshare.org/pdfs/PLA%20PV%20ARTICLE%2007.pdf
Novafrica, GTZ and LDA. 2007. A people centered development approach for small farmers in Limpopo Province: the experience of the Limpopo Department of Agriculture. Novafrica (www.novafrica.org.za). 42pp.

The Limpopo Department of Agriculture (LDA) in South Africa adopted a Participatory Extension Approach (PEA) as central to its agricultural advisory services, in order to facilitate service delivery to small-scale farmers and marginalised communities. PEA was developed 1998–2006 by the Broadening Agricultural Extension Services and Extension Delivery (BASED) programme managed by LDA, and revolves around farmer-led experimentation and reflection on the process and outcomes. This booklet describes the promising results obtained during implementation of BASED. It describes how extension officers acquired skills and self-confidence to help communities interface with a wide range of service providers, including agricultural researchers. It documents the experiences of farmers and extension officers with PEA. It also gives insight into LDA’s efforts to integrate PEA into its organisational procedures and systems, so as to make itself more accountable to small-scale farmers for the quality of its services.

Contact: to request an electronic copy of the booklet, write to pier-paolo.ficarelli@gtz.de , maurice@novafrica.org.za or ramarujm@agric.limpopo.gov.za 

Ochieng CMO. 2007. Development through positive deviance and its implications for economic policy making and public administration in Africa: the case of Kenyan agricultural development, 1930–2005. World Development 35 (3): 454–479. 

Positive indigenous innovation has long been a central element of African agricultural development. Yet, modern efforts to stimulate technical, institutional, organisational and policy innovation have been driven mostly by external forces, dismissing indigenous innovation on the basis that it does not bring high income gains. Using the case of Kenya, Cosmas Ochieng finds this position to be seriously mistaken. He shows that some of the most fundamental innovations in Kenyan agriculture in the last 75 years are the result of internal innovators or “positive deviants”. He argues that positive national innovation does not require external ideas, aid or “technocratic” approaches. He challenges public authorities and institutions to recognise internal innovations at an early stage and to build coalitions to mobilise for their development and uptake.

Contact: to request an electronic copy of the paper, write to c.ochieng@cgiar.org 


Pimbert M. 2007. Transforming knowledge and ways of knowing for food sovereignty. London: International Institute for Environment and Development (IIED). 43pp

In the face of the organised power of science, business and mainstream politics, the more diffuse but networked power of the growing food sovereignty movement faces many challenges. In this book, Michel Pimbert focuses on only one of these: the need to transform knowledge and ways of knowing to regenerate locally-controlled food systems. The production of ecologically-literate and socially-just knowledge implies a radical shift from the existing top-down and increasingly corporate-controlled research system to an approach which devolves more decision-making power to farmers, indigenous peoples, food workers, consumers and citizens for the production of social and ecological knowledge. The whole process should lead to the democratisation of research, diverse forms of co-inquiry based on specialist and non-specialist knowledge, an expansion of horizontal networks for autonomous learning and action, and more transparent oversight. This implies: 1) nurturing political values that emphasise more direct citizen participation in determining research agendas, regulations and policies; 2) the adoption of a learning process approach and extended peer review in the production and validation of knowledge; and 3) enabling policies that offer citizens adequate material security and time for democratic deliberation in the context of more localised food systems and economies. [Source: IIED website]
http://www.iied.org/pubs/pdf/full/14535IIED.pdf
Ramalingam, B. 2006. Tools for knowledge and learning: a guide for development and humanitarian organisations: thirty tools and techniques for knowledge sharing and learning. London: Research and Policy in Development (RAPID), Overseas Development Institute. 87pp.
The idea of capturing, storing and sharing knowledge so as to learn lessons from the past and from elsewhere – overcoming the boundaries posed by time and space – is far from new. In recent years, a growing movement has emphasised improved application of knowledge and learning as a way to improve development work. This led to widespread adoption of learning and knowledge-based strategies among donor agencies, multilaterals, NGOs, research institutes and many other institutions based in the South, including national governments, regional organisations and local NGOs. This guide is aimed at staff in all such organisations. It describes 30 tools and techniques in five categories: (i) strategy development; (ii) management techniques; (iii) collaboration mechanisms; (iv) knowledge sharing and learning processes; and (v) knowledge capture and storage. Many tools are simple; applying them requires only the desire to try something new and the drive to "get on and do it", but doing it effectively requires good facilitation and communication skills. The toolkit give accounts of how to apply such techniques, with a focus on the requirements of potential facilitators. Other tools covered are more complex, and call also for significant planning and resources if they are to be delivered effectively. The toolkit provides an introduction and orientation to these tools, as well as suggestions for further resources that might prove useful for the reader.

http://www.odi.org.uk/rapid/publications/Documents/KM_toolkit_web.pdf
Van den Ban A W & Samanta R K (eds). 2006. Changing roles of agricultural extension in Asian nations. New Delhi: BR World of Books. 435pp.

With the rapid economic growth in Asia, there is also a rapid change in agriculture. This requires major changes in agricultural extension. In this book, 18 Asian and six American and European extension scientists and managers discuss which changes are desirable according to their experience. The authors agree that agricultural extension in Asia should contribute to alleviating poverty among farmers to decrease the growing gap in income between farm and urban families. Increasing the yields of bulk products may not be the best way to realise this with the decrease in price of these products. Probably more can be achieved by supporting farmers to change their farming systems towards the production of high-value products for which there is a growing demand in Asia as well as globally. It is also necessary to combine farm and non-farm sources of income. This requires increasing the ability of farmers to make farm management and marketing decisions. This book presents ideas on how this can be done.

Contact: Secretary Dept of Communication Science, Wageningen University, Hollandseweg 1, 6706 KN Wageningen for EUR 15 + mailing costs and from K.K. Agencies, On-line store of Indian Publications, H-12 Bali Nagar, New Delhi 110 015, India mailto:kkagen@nda.vsnl.net.in for USD 25 (surface mail).

Van Mele P. 2006. Zooming-in zooming-out: a novel method to scale up local innovations and sustainable technologies. International Journal of Agricultural Sustainability 4 (2): 131–142.

Based on two case studies from Bangladesh and Benin, the role of video in scaling up sustainable rice technologies is assessed. Both process and outcomes of participatory research increased the effectiveness of educational videos. At the same time, during production of the videos, researchers and development workers learnt about local innovations and changed their attitude towards working with farmers. To increase impact, learning topics should have a regional relevance. Hence a novel method called zooming-in zooming-out was developed. It starts with a broad stakeholder consultation to define regional issues. Then communities are approached to get a better feel about their ideas, their innovations and the words they use in relation to the chosen topic (zooming-in). Key learning needs are defined and videos produced in close consultation with the end-users. While showing the draft videos to more villages (zooming-out), more insights are gathered about the innovations and their socio-cultural context, and further adjustments made. Based on a few well-selected local innovations, and merged with scientific knowledge, these videos were able to explain underlying biological and physical principles. The more these principles resonated with what farmers already knew and did, the more video became useful as a stand-alone method. Facilitation increased adoption of sustainable technologies, but was not always a prerequisite. [Source: Earthscan website]


http://www.earthscanjournals.com/ijas/004/0131/ijas0040131.pdf (downloading requires payment)

Wennink B, Nederlof ES & Heemskerk W. 2007. Access of the poor to agricultural services: the role of farmers’ organizations in social inclusion. Amsterdam: KIT Publishers. 160pp.

Resource-poor farmers tend to have more limited access to research, training and advisory services than their resource-rich counterparts. And while access to agricultural services is not the only factor that can enhance rural people’s livelihoods, it is a very important one. 
        What role do farmer organisations (FOs) play in improving access to these services for the poor? Do poor farmers participate in these FOs? Or do FOs have other strategies to improve the livelihoods of poor farmers? Such questions are central to identifying new approaches for strengthening the capacity of FOs to enhance the pro-poor aspects and accessibility of agricultural services. Using case studies in Benin, Rwanda and Tanzania, researchers from the Royal Tropical Institute (KIT) and partner organisations in those countries developed and applied a framework for analysing the functioning of FOs and their role in service provision. 
        The results show that different types of FOs have different ways of dealing with the question of social inclusion, depending on the organisation’s background and membership profile, as well as its purpose and organisational structure. These differences can have important consequences for the provision of services to both members and non-members. 
        Of interest to both policymakers and practitioners, this bulletin brings guidelines for improving the inclusiveness of agricultural services and ultimately reducing rural poverty. [Source: KIT website]

http://www.kit.nl/smartsite.shtml?ch=FAB&id=SINGLEPUBLICATION&ItemID=2360
Wennink B & Heemskerk W (eds). 2006. Farmers’ organizations and agricultural innovation: case studies from Benin, Rwanda and Tanzania. Amsterdam: KIT Publishers. 112pp. 

This publication on the role of farmer organisations (FOs) in agricultural innovation is based on case studies in Benin, Rwanda and Tanzania, made in an action-research mode together with FOs and agricultural research and development organisations in these countries. The study reveals the growing importance of FOs in bringing the voices of farmers into various fora on policymaking related to agricultural research and development, including market access and service provision. It also reveals the multiple sources from which farmers gain information through their organisations, and the institutional constraints that prevent farmers from fully engaging as actors in formal agricultural innovation systems. It shows very clearly that agricultural innovation is a multi-stakeholder, interactive process in which farmers and their organisations should and can be key actors, if they are recognised and accepted by the other actors.


The Tanzanian case studies will surely be of interest to Prolinnova partners. One of them concerns MVIWATA, the national farmer-led network that is part of the Prolinnova–Tanzania platform. The other is about MVIWAMO, a member network at district level under the MVIWATA umbrella. Both of these networks focus on organising collective action and learning as a prerequisite for technological innovation.


The study looks at how the role of FOs could be strengthened, including appropriate funding mechanisms that enhance effective participation in the innovation system – with emphasis on FOs’ participation in decision-making processes about providing agricultural services, in identifying issues for research and development, and thereby in orienting the agricultural innovation process. 

http://www.kit.nl/smartsite.shtml?ch=FAB&id=SINGLEPUBLICATION&ItemID=1965
Wettasinha C, Wongtschowski M & Waters-Bayer A (eds). 2006. Recognising local innovation: experiences of Prolinnova partners. Silang, Cavite, Philippines: International Institute of Rural Reconstruction (IIRR). 64pp. 

Although far-removed from the high-tech laboratories of formal academia, small-scale farmers are agricultural researchers in their own right and, as sources of creativity and good ideas, they should be admired as valuable partners in innovation. This booklet from the Prolinnova programme ("PROmoting Local INNovation in ecologically-orientated agriculture and natural resource management") aims to raise the profile of these talented farmers. Four case studies (Ghana, Ethiopia and two from South Africa) are complemented by sections on identifying, celebrating and sharing innovations from both men and women, laying the foundations for a new era of farmer-led participatory research. Aimed at development professionals, Prolinnova hopes that positive recognition of small-scale farmers will raise their self-esteem, making them more confident in collaborating with outside organisations. [Source: New Agriculturist 2007–5, http://www.new-agri.co.uk]

http://www.prolinnova.net/rlinnova-booklet.php
World Bank. 2006. Enhancing agricultural innovation: how to go beyond the strengthening of research systems. Washington DC: World Bank. 118pp.
This study takes stock of real-world innovation systems to assess the usefulness of the innovation systems concept for guiding investments in agricultural technology development and economic growth. Describing recent changes in the context of agricultural development, the report develops an operational agricultural innovation systems concept and determines the types of intervention that can influence the generation and use of science and technology for economic development.
        The study found that: innovation is usually not triggered by agricultural research, but instead through entrepreneurial activity and emerging market opportunities; patterns of interaction between researchers, farmers, entrepreneurs and others are often insufficient to support knowledge-intensive innovation on a continual basis and in response to rapidly changing market demands and conditions; a lack of interaction reduces the capacity to innovate; the market alone is not enough to promote interaction, the public sector also has an important role to play; mechanisms that can support innovation capacity are often overlooked or missing.
        It recommends a major shift away from agricultural research to strengthening and supporting interactions between actors involved in innovation; and finding ways to adapt habits and practices to foster a capacity to innovate that integrates both pro-poor and market agendas. In order to support these processes, an innovation framework is presented, showing possible innovation trajectories and defining a typology of different innovation capacities likely to be encountered in these trajectories, as well as strategies to strengthen the innovation of each of these typologies.
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTARD/Resources/Enhancing_Ag_Innovation.pdf
Other resources

On-line resources:

Innovation Africa Symposium, 20–23 November 2006, Kampala, Uganda; co-organised by CIAT, IFPRI, IIRR, ILRI and Prolinnova, with numerous presentations on participatory research and development in agriculture and NRM. All abstracts, full papers and PowerPoint presentations are on the website 
http://www.innovationafrica.net
LEISA Magazine, Volume 22, No. 3 on building knowledge carries many interesting articles on experiences of supporting local innovation and participatory research and development.
http://www.leisa.info/index.php?url=magazine-details.tpl&p[readOnly]=0&p[_id]=85336
People and Livestock Newsletter 6 (Sept 2007) on Participatory Innovation Development: strengthening and mobilizing local innovation and experimentation, including articles on promoting local innovation on the Tibetan Plateau, participatory development of mineral licks in Ghana, and other articles related to Endogenous Livestock Development

http://www.pastoralpeoples.org/docs/PALissue6Sep07.pdf
Farmer First Revisited Workshop on farmer-led innovation in agricultural research and development, 12–14 December 2007, Brighton, UK, with over 70 papers on experiences from around the world, plus a timeline of key events and publications along the path to farmer-led R&D. Take a look at the blog (http://community.eldis.org/.5993f6ac/Blog) to get a flavour of what happened during the 3-day workshop at the Institute of Development Studies, including video clips with some participants, among them Robert Chambers.
http://www.farmer-first.org
Radio scripts:

Kenneth Ekwe. Learning from farmers’ innovations (2006)

Agricultural extension services in many parts of sub-Saharan Africa have been criticised for failing to deliver new technology to farmers. But farmers have always adapted their farming methods to meet the changing demands of their environment. And it is the responsibility of researchers to recognise farmers’ achievements in finding solutions to their problems, and to integrate those solutions into development models. That is the opinion of Kenneth Ekwe from Nigeria’s National Root Crop Research Institute. 

http://radio.oneworld.net/mediamanage/view/6497
New Agriculturist radio pack: Africa’s entrepreneurs: Farmer Innovation (2007). Go to http://www.agfax.net/index.php and search in “View Agfax resource”.
New journal: 

Communication, Cooperation, Participation: Research and Practice for a Sustainable Future (CCP)

Peer-reviewed multilingual (English, German, Spanish) open-access e-journal that offers communication platform for researchers and practitioners to connect science and practice. Includes research papers (up to 8000 words), reports on project and initiatives (up to 4000 words) and book reviews (up to 500 words). Available on-line for free (http://www.mitpressjournals.org/loi/itgg)
The journal analyses innovations and good local practices in a global context. It brings together accounts (narratives), accounting (indicators), and accountability (governance). Innovations is based on two simple premises: 1) while culture and economics do create significant differences among populations, creativity is a characteristic shared by people everywhere; 2) while many pressing societal challenges are global, their solutions are local. Innovation in one place can inform and inspire innovation elsewhere.
The PTD / PID Circular aims to make experiences on farmer innovation and participatory technology / innovation development in ecologically-oriented agriculture and NRM more widely known to development practitioners.

If you have new information about publications, workshops, training activities, events, audiovisuals, websites, electronic discussion groups or networks concerned with PTD / PID, please let us know.

Contact address:

Chesha Wettasinha, Coordinating Editor 

Prolinnova, ETC EcoCulture, ETC Foundation, POB 64, NL–3830 AB Leusden, Netherlands

Fax

+31-33-4951779

E-mail:

c.wettasinha@etcnl.nl
Website:
www.prolinnova.net
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