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ISG Comments on
UNFSS Public Forum Draft Papers for Action Tracks 2, 3 and 5

The IYRP Support Group (ISG) is a global coalition of 160+ organizations (pastoral associations, academic and research congresses and institutions, national, regional and global NGOs, and multi-lateral organizations) who support 15 governments led by the Government of Mongolia, in the call for designation of a UN International Year on Rangelands and Pastoralists (IYRP) in 2026.

Consolidation of comments:

[bookmark: _GoBack]1. Underlying the papers 2 and 5 is the assumption that pastoralism is a) bad for the environment and therefore b) it needs to be eliminated, but of course through a slow transition so as not to prejudice poor people. This is a climate delay discourse based on social justice.  But the entire discourse is false because sustainable pastoralism is NOT bad for the environment.

2. All three papers lump pastoralism together with industrial agriculture, especially in relation to environmental impacts and consequences for human health. The papers ignore the many beneficial aspects of sustainable pastoralism both for the environment (biodiversity, climate change, and traditional methods of land management through mobility) and for human health (e.g. meat with higher Omega-3 than plants, and lower and higher quality fat content than from industrial agriculture). 

3. The scientific methods used to calculate the carbon footprint of pastoralism vs industrial agriculture are flawed. The Papers should acknowledge that there is currently rigorous debate on this issue, rather than take sides and thereby recommend moving towards veganism as an over-simplistic narrative.

4.  The papers do not distinguish wild from domesticated animals when discussing the zoonotic effects leading to COVID and other viruses. There is no credible evidence for domesticated animals being the source of such pandemics. In fact, supporting pastoralist development policies results in less bush meat consumption. 

5. The recommendations are silent on the sustainable development needs of pastoralists and the restoration and maintenance of healthy rangelands. They ignore the inherent innovativeness of pastoralists that would ensure their resilience.
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For more information please contact:  ISG Vice Chair M. Niamir-Fuller (mniafull2@gmail.com) or visit : https://iyrp.info
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