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Feola and Nunes (2013) 
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Therefore, the challenge is to provide support mechanisms for these initiatives to overcome 
obstacles in the tough times, and create a culture of keeping and diffusing lessons learnt. "Whilst 
continued funding of failure can be difficult to justify, it seems unreasonable to cut funding from 
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Appendix 1: Comparing some feature of 
“traditional” and “modern” food systems 

Comparing some feature of "traditional"and "modern"food systems
Food System Feature Traditional Food Systems Modern Food Systems
Principal employment in 
food sector In food production In food processing packaging and retail
Supply chain Short, local Long with many food miles and nodes

Food production system Diverse varied productivity
Few crops predominate; intensive; hig 
inputs

Typical farm Family-based, small to moderate Industrial, large 

Typical food consumed Basic staples
Processed food with a brand name; 
more animal products

Purchased food bought from Small, local shop or marker Large supermarket chain
Nutritional concern Under-nutrition Chronic dietary diseases
Main source of national food 
shocks Poor rains; production shocks Internation price and trade problems
Main source of household 
food shocks Poor rains; produciton shocks Income shocks leading to food poverty
Major environmental 
concerns Soil degradation, land clearing

Nutrient loading, chemical runoff, 
water demand, greenhouse gases

Influential scale Local to national National to global
Source: adapted from Maxwell and Slater (2003)



Appendix 2: European CSA Declaration 





Appendix 3: The definition for success for the CSA 
movement 



Economically viable and
autonomous CSA partnerships and a
strong coalition of networks by the
sharing of knowledge and skills,
innovation and development,
education, research, engagement in
local governance operating within
the constraints of the Sustainability
Principles.  

"We want to build a strong coalition of 
CSAs and CSA networks across 
Europe" 

CSAs operate within the constraints
the Sustainbility Principles and strive
to eliminate the contribution to
structural obstacles (Broman and
Robert 2017). CSA's are economically
viable. 

"[…] to create socially inclusive, 
economically viable and 
environmentally sustainable food 
systems" (European CSA Declaration, 
n.d.) 

Autonomous CSA partnerships that
live up to the values of CSA. 

"CSA is not a static model. Like a 
garden it is dynamic: it evolves and 
grows through daily care. Each CSA 
partnership has autonomy. 

Strong coalition of networks engaging
in local food governance, sharing of
knowledge and skills, innovation and
development, education, research,
engagement in local governance. 

"We want to build a strong coalition of 
CSAs and CSA networks across 
Europe. Enable sharing of knowledge 
and skills between CSAs in different 
countries. Conduct and promote 
participatory research on our farms 
and in our networks. Empower and 
educate people to act for and develop 
the movement. Show the benefits of 
CSA for the whole of society.Engage 
in local food governance."

Consists of economically viable CSAs and 
a strong coalition of networks operating 

within the constraints of the eight 
Sustainability Principles 



Appendix 4: A description of each interview 
participant’s background 

Nation Interviewee Background
France 1 Farmer
France 2 Farmer
France 3 Farmer
France 4 Member of the Network
France 5 Farmer
France 6 Member of the Network
France 7 Member of the Network
France 8 Member of the Network
France 9 Researcher and Member of the Network
France 10 Farmer
France 11 Researcher and Member of the Network
France 12 Member of the Network
France 13 Farmer
France 14 Member of the Network
France 15 Researcher and farmer
Sweden 16 Farmer
Sweden 17 Farmer and member of the network
Sweden 18 Farmer
Sweden 19 Farmer
Sweden 20 Farmer
Sweden 21 Farmer



Appendix 5: Interview guide 





Appendix 6: Structural and operational challenges 
that CSAs face 



Appendix 7: The findings on the alignments and 
misalignments with SPs 
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