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Introduction

While the notion of territory has been widely dissed for several decades (Brenner, 2001;
Painter, 2009; Vanier, 2009; Banos et al., 201at)yjtory as a category and scale of action
remains, for many, recognized as essential in respdo various issues. As a category of
action, the territory is the place of territoriaev@lopment dynamics, defined as:"[a]
sustainable process of construction and managemwiera territory, through which the
population of the territory defines, through a segolitical pact and the establishment of an
institutional framework appropriate to the contatd,relationship with nature and its way of
life, consolidates social ties, improves its wedifiy and builds a cultural identity that has its
material basis in the construction of this tergtolPeemans, 2008 : 31). Territorial
development is therefore based on the construdfialevelopment capacities, stimulated and
controlled by territorial actors (Deffontaines &t 2001). It is not only a good "exploitation”
of local resources. It is also a way of collectvebntrolling complex processes that require
territorial governance tools and mechanisms (Lareioal., 2008), leading to an increase in
the capacity of actors to control the dynamics tlwaicern them (Lamara, 2009; Angeon et al.
2007). From a sectoral point of view, the territevguld constitute a scale of action for the
resolution of problems, often raised at the inteomal level (Caron et al., 2017), in addition
to strategies and actions carried out at the glhadl. Land scarcity and competition, land
degradation, land grabbing, biodiversity conseorgtpoor nutrition, social inequalities, etc.
are all global issues that can be addressed &tfitorial level.

In this set of issues, food has a special place.ré€bonnection of agriculture and food to the
territories (Lamine and Chiffoleau, 2012) could eed meet the various challenges of
sustainable development. For some, this processdvadter an alternative to the dominant,
concentrated and globalized agri-food model (Devesind Lamine, 2010; Duram and
Oberholtzer, 2010), often associated with questiefating to food security, imbalance of
power relations between actors in the sectors aadtipes that are not environmentally
friendly (Bowen and Zapata, 2009; Renting et aQ2®Baritaux and Houdart, 2015; Baritaux,
Houdart et al., 2016; Marsden et al., 2000; Wing03; Loudiyi and Houdart, 2019). It is
still necessary to explain the mechanisms of temnection or at least to ensure that the
experiences set up as examples are based, andtdf sthat extent, on strengthened links to
the territory. We therefore propose to questiorelibe mechanisms for anchoring food to the
territory, by addressing a diversity of cases dfatives associated with food territorialization
dynamics, carried by different actors, with vareabtope of action.

To do this, we return in a first part to the work the territorialization of food. We show that
the literature favours two entries: one that aimgualify the territorial resources activated
within the framework of stakeholder coordinatidme other that anchors it in reference to the
search for an "alternative” model. The second adevoted to the methodology which is
based on the cross-analysis of fourteen initiatiteghe third part, we show that, whatever
the stakeholders and whatever the scope of actiothe initiative, there is always an
articulation of both territorial and extraterritariresources. We show also that the process
proceeds each time from a recomposition of the dgorfar from the exclusivity of an
alternative model. We return to these results uddgussion to question the role and specific
contribution of key actors in this capacity to eutate scales and worlds, conditions for a
territorial anchoring of food.



1. The territorial anchoring® of food: marked references to the ‘local’ and totie
alternative model

In general, anchoring refers to the registratiorafactor, an action, an activity in a given
environment and a given spatial position (Debarhi€2014). The challenges of territorial
development and sectoral issues lead to a setvefsdi initiatives and organizations that are
part of territorialization, seen as a desire toafgdhe problems and operations of society to
the geography" (Offner, 2006, p. 36). This teridbranchoring has been the subject of
numerous studies involving a wide range of disogdi in the human and social sciences:
economics (Rallet and Torre, 1995), management rade, 2008; Saleilles, 2006),
geography (Frayssignes, 2005; Krugman, 1995), kmpraBowen, 2010; Deverre, Lamine,
2010; Latour, 2017). For these authors, the linkvben productive systems, their actors and
their territory is built through the mobilizatiom@ creation of resources that can be of various
kinds, tangible or intangible, market or non-marketonomic, social, political, cultural,
environmental, landscape resources...). Thus,tdaai anchoring means strengthening the
links between an activity and all the componentthefterritory, both tangible and intangible;
in other words, "making territory". New forms ofdmoring activities then emerge, based on a
"re-invention of the local" (Zimmerman 2005). Filyalterritorialization would involve the
enhancement and activation of territorial resourteseturn, it would produce new places,
new resources.

In the specific case of food, territorializationsisen by some authors as a reconfiguration of
local development resources and networks (Wattd.e2005; Oosterveer and Sonnenfeld,
2012). Several studies go in this direction, shgwiow objects, places or practices related to
food production, distribution and/or consumptionkeagense from the point of view of the
territory and how their development and/or congtomc are based on material territorial
resources but also symbolic resources (festivdésnents of local heritage enhancement)
(Chabrat et al., 2014; Houdart and Poccard, 20Q%grall, the work focuses on approaches
that explicitly aim to strengthen this link, in gaular the strengthening of the link between
consumers and places of production and/or proagsemdes of production and producers
themselves (Marsden et al., 2000; Renting et @032 Some of them focus in particular on
the development of approaches to the territorialioation of food products and distinctive
quality signs (AOC/AOP, IGP) that allow a differextion of quality by origin by associating
product quality and territorial attributes by mabig the notion of "terroir* (Muchnik et al.,
2008). Others focus on approaches aimed at (réjugeaa geographical and social
"proximity" between producers and consumers by lbgweg direct relationships between
these actors, whether they are "physical” (direatketing by producers) or "virtual" (clear
display of the producer's identity on products) (@ee and Lamine, 2010; Hinrichs, 2000;
Milestad et al., 2010). In total, the logics ofrtirialization are very diverse and can be part
of so-called "long" sectors, local circuits or mdepecified" around "territorial resources"
(Gumuchian, Pecqueur, 2007). More generally, thengthening of the link between food
and the territory also refers to various initiaiyér which food, and its territorial anchoring,
is a means rather than an end in itself (Loudiyd &oudart, 2019). Territories are indeed
places where many alternatives flourish in agrizeltand food: short food chains and local
supply, the dynamism of organic and agro-ecologacgiculture, local products and signs of
quality, but also local initiatives in the form é&frums for food sovereignty or the fight
against peasant expropriations, the patentabifitgeeds and GMOs. Wiskerke (2009) and
Lamine et al. (2012) highlight this diversity inrrigorial food governance, through the

Y In the literature, the term territorializationtised more often than that of territorial anchoringhis section,
we will mobilize work on territorialization to quiésn the notion of anchoring.



contribution of three types of actors (market, gomeent and civil society). In doing so, they
highlight the diversity of partnerships and cooedion modalities between actors to support
territorialization dynamics. It is in a collectiverocess of localized social action that
individuals participate in different processes thaild their identity, their lives, their society,
in what Massey calls "the space of interrelatiopshi(Massey, 2001). This social or
collective action can take many forms, from diffumed informal actions to very formal
concerted actions, in a gradient ranging from difuand spontaneous movements that
gradually bring together several actors to ingtnlized collective action (Amblard et al.,
2018). Seen in this light, the territorial anchgrof food is therefore not only physical, spatial
or economic. It can also take on symbolic dimersidoy linking a product, an activity, a
collective action to ways of doing things, to knedfe and values. However, the
gualification of the resource actually activatethagns rare and the construction of the link to
the territory and the scales of territorializindiae is rarely addressed.

The vast majority of research on the dynamics witteial anchoring of food positions it in a
relationship to global transformations, with refeze to a dominant model. This is what
Loudiyi (2018) highlights by distinguishing the d¢er main stages that allow the transition
from a re-territorialization of agriculture to aoi relocation: agriculture as a resource for
local territories in the 1990s, alternative agrodsystems as a strategy of "resistance to the
globalization of food systems" in the 2000s; foetbcation as a response to a global crisis in
the 2010. The so-called territorial food systenes ramwadays defined by some as emerging
forms that are alternatives to the dominant agdustrial model, inspired by an objective of
reducing negative externalities and promoting pesisocial, environmental and economic
impacts (Lardon et al., 2018). Some position thysadnic in reference to the theory of
transition (Geels, 2002). It is no longer just aesfion of educating the diversity of the
different experiments and the capacity of locabexto develop initiatives and understand the
links to the resources and games of local actoris & question of taking into account a
dynamic aspect, the abundance necessary to fudlahsition, in particular insofar as the
cross-cutting nature of the food issue calls ftreottransitions: energy, ecological, digital or
even democratic. Local collective initiatives tochar food are then thought of as "niches”
likely to transform the diet, in other words thendoant model (Belmin et al., 2018).
However, several studies insist on the multiplioity these emerging models and on the
guestioning of a systematic opposition between midant food model and an alternative
model at the scale of territories in particular {elly, 2017; Galliano et al. 2017) and in the
implementation of approaches related to territaation. However, few empirical analyses
are carried out to account for the articulatiortt@se different food models in the anchoring
approaches, as the very contours of the notionafaiare not very well shared. Referring
the question of the territorial anchoring of foadthe emergence of one or more alternative
models or even more generally to an alternativerachear (not to mention specifically a
model), then reduces the perspective of undersigrttie mechanisms at work. Thus, several
contemporary works highlight the multiplicity of wds, values, which underlie individual
and collective action in transition processes (€agt al. 2018; Hedlund-De Witt, 2013;
Rigolot, 2019; Gwiazdzinski, 2016; Deléage, 2012).

Finally, there is diversity of processes, but a$garticipating actors and issues that feed a
wide variety of cases and complicate the notioneatfitorial anchoring of food. This raises
several questions: what are the territorial resemiractually mobilized in the context of
actions relating to territorial anchoring? Are thassources still located? And at the same
time, is opposition to the dominant model systea?atWhat worlds and models are articulated



in the processes of territorial anchoring of foo2 hypothesize that a cross-referenced
analysis of various cases can provide an overviesome of the invariants of this process,
both on the issue of resource mobilization andescaf action, and on that of the founding
models.

2. Material and method

The results presented in this communication areréselt of cross-references based on
fourteen case analyses carried out as part of 82R2 INVENTER projet. All these
initiatives are part of the process of territori@hchoring of food either because the
stakeholder openly state this objective, or becdahseg mobilize a territorial and/or local
"preference” for food to respond to other issuesriemic for example). The choice of these
cases was designed to enable us to address thesitjivef the processes of territorial
anchoring of food, diversity considered in the tightwo criteria (Tab. 1).

- The diversity of actors driving territorial foagbvernance (Wiskerke, 2009): public actors,

civil society actors, market actors. Even if ak thitiatives selected for analysis often see the
coordination of these three types of actors, tle@yain characterized by the fact that one type
of actor predominates in the emergence of theaiing and/or decision-making throughout its

existence.

- The diversity of the scope of action, considetingt the food transition takes place both in a
general movement that sees the juxtaposition oy l@calized initiatives with initiatives
thought of on a larger scale (niches, Geels e2@0Dy). The cases analysed can then be very
localized, such as the setting up of a produceesioconcern the territorial scale, such as the
setting up of a Territorial Food Project.

In addition, in order to shift our focus to diffatesocio-economic situations, even if the
majority of cases are located in the Auvergne mdiegion selected under the PSDR
INVENTER), we have also mobilized cases elsewherErance (Albi) or in other countries
(Brazil, Italy).

Table 1. The fourteen cases mobilized for the cross-aralysi

local territorial
Market [1] Magasin de producteurs d’Ambgrf2] Mise en place d'une Filiere Engagement
actors Le local (céri, 20183 Qualité Carrefour sur Bleu d’Auvergne et Fourme

d’Ambert (Baritaux et Houdart, 2015 ; Baritauix
et al., 2017 ; Baritaux et Houdart, a parai}re
[3] Marché de gros de Grenobl@gritaux et
Chazoule, 2018

Civil [4] Jardins potagers de Billom[7] Monnaie locale et transition alimentaire
society Communauté (Beauseroy et al., 2019)(Houdart, 2018
actors [5] Pratiques des habitants en matigf@] Gouvernance et développement territorial

d'achat dans le Livradois Forezpour une agriculture durable sur le territoire [de
(Lardon et Maduma, 2037 Nnkong-Zem, Cameroun(Tankam et al., &
[6] Projet ‘Terrafaxilense’ du faxingl paraitre)
Emboque ai Brésil (Icéri, 2018b ; Icéfi
2019 ; Icéri et Lardon, 2019)

2 https://wwwe.inra.fr/psdr-inventer/
% Some of these case studies were carried out eutssdINVENTER project; however, their analysispdocted
by the authors of this paper, was mobilized toradfgreater richness to the crossover perspediivghs here.



Public [9] Projet de Courpierelderi, 2016 ;| [12] Stratégie d’autosuffisance alimentaire A|bi
actors Loudiyi et Houdart, 2019 2020 (eBel, en couns
[10] Verger test des Cheiresldudart | [13] Projet Alimentaire Territorial du Grand
et Loudiyi, 2018 ; Le Bel, 20)19 Clermont et du Parc Naturel Régional Livradqis-
[11] Féte de la pomme de MassipEorez (PAT GC- PNRLFLEe Bel et al.,, 2017,
(Loudiyi et Houdart, 2019) 2018 ; Houdart et al., en cours
[14] Route de I'huile des monts pisans (Loudiyj et
al., 2014)

These studies were all carried out with a qualieathpproach, most often on the basis of
comprehensive interviews or participant observatiwith a common approach consisting in
looking at the processes at work and the ongoingldpments. However, this work can be
divided into two subgroups, depending on the preterentry. A first entry consists in
instructing the strategies and practices of cedators, such as those of trade and distribution
actors, or those of citizens in the supply or managnt of private gardens, or those of certain
public actors in the construction of food policyhelsecond entry is the analysis of collective
actions, which bring together different actors, rbporting on the conditions of emergence
and development of these initiatives, as well agittpacts on the territory.

3. Results: the articulation of scales and models

The cross-referenced analysis of our 14 case studhiade it possible to identify two
invariants, despite the great diversity of the saseolved: the articulation between territorial
and extraterritorial resources; the encounter #éint models and/or worl8s

3.1. The articulation of territorial and extraterri torial resources

The cross-referenced analysis of the 14 cases dheveiversity of the types of resources that
can be activated in the case of approaches retatede territorial anchoring of food. In
particular, it can be seen that, in the variougsasudied, the actors mobilize resources from
the territory but also from outside the territofjae mobilization of the latter may appear to be
a way of "strengthening” these initiatives.

Between the mobilization of specific landscape uesgt, economic activities, social links,
architectural heritage, the actions and practi¢ebeactors studied reflect the capacity to be
enriched by a diversity of resources that evolvesnd the trajectory of the project. Thus,
tangible and intangible resources are always pteservarying proportions over time and
according to the type of project. All these resesrdo not exigber se but are built, activated
by the stakeholder, and rationalized in a unifyirggrative that contributes to strengthening
the link to the territory, as in the project "Tdedlense" in Brazil [6], where territorial
identity is "called" to integrate newcomers and rgamerations. More generally, it refers to
the exploitation of the image, of the traditionttlegitimizes the action.

In all the cases studied, the anchoring systembtic&olves linking to other scales of action,
or even to extraterritorial resources. Thus, traddlly, financial mechanisms, support or
research programs are as many national publicieatprresources that the actors mobilize in
the action. This is the case for initiatives orjpcts where theublic actor plays a central
role, such asa féte de la pomme de Masidd], le Projet Alimentaire de Courpierg] or

“In the rest of the text, the numbers in squarekats ([1],[2],[3], etc.) refer to the case studieted in Table 1.



Le Verger-test des Cheir¢d.0]), which mobilize to varying degrees finaraa engineering
support from other scales of action (community @mmunes, department, region, etc.). In
larger areas of action, the PAT PGC-PNRLF[13]her ¢il route of the Monts Pisans[14] also
mobilize financial resources outside the area dfoac funding from the National Food
Program, support for research programs, Europemaasfurhis indicates the skills of public
actors in terms of territorial engineering and thadility to appropriate rural development
models and associated funding. But this is alsocts®e for some initiatives taken biyil
society when it forms an association recognized by thdip@authorities. Thus, in the case of
the introduction of a local currency in the Puy@@me[7], the question of the relocation of
food is at the heart of the process. It can be Hesn despite the association's initial desire to
remain autonomous from extraterritorial institusprfunding from the Ministry of Social
Cohesion and the territories is eventually mobdijz@oreover, the actors are working to have
complementary local currencies recognized as beirige public interest, thus placing their
action within a national legislative framework (Htaut, 2018). In Brazil, while the traditional
Faxinal Emboque community[6] is able to take initi@s to develop its resources, it also
meets the challenges of forest protection and mogeized by the Ministry of the
Environment, which allows it to manage its terytain all these cases carried by civil society
and in some cases where the public actor is pradonhiit is also the strength of national
networks that acts as a resource activated withén ftamework of the action: National
Network of Agricultural Test Spaces (RENETA) in tbase ofLe Verger-test des Cheires
[10], National Network of Territorial Food Projedt®NPAT) in the case of the PAT PGC-
PNFLF[13], national network of complementary locatrencies[7] or international networks
such as the Incroyables Comestibles in the catigeoAlbi food self-sufficiency strategy[12].
In the cases studied of initiatives carried outr&gilers, the articulation between territorial
and extraterritorial resources depends in particafathe scale of extraterritorial action of
these actors. Thus, in the caselLafFiliere Engagement Qualité Carrefo(], the retailer
mobilizes local resources (PDO, know-how, grassg{term relations between producers and
dairies, etc.) to develop an offer intended foratiamal market. It is therefore its national
dimension that makes it possible to enhance theevaf production anchored in a specific
territory. In addition, to activate local resourdsscarrying out the partnership, it relies on its
own resources (its experience in setting up thpe tyf partnership, its long-term commercial
relations with the dairy) and therefore extrateridl. More generally, these market players
(producers, retailers) also demonstrate an aliitynobilize the territory's resources while
relying on standards and expectations defined tama or European level (Baritaux et al.,
2017; Baritaux and Billion, 2018; Billion, 2018).

In any case, it seems that intangible and tangddeurces are always mobilized to bring out
the initiative and that the anchoring is strengdteaver time by the creation of new material,
ideal and organizational resources. Each time ¥teterritorial resource is also mobilized:
financial and logistical (participatory financingnancing of the ministry or region or
metropolis, European funds, local support mechanijsmmetworks of actors, the own
resources of an "international” actor, a set ofmoand conventions (consumer expectations,
guality standards, etc.).

3.2. The meeting of different worlds and models

The diversity of the worlds and models presentha initiatives analyzed questions the
alternative nature of what is involved in the temial anchoring of food. In all the cases
studied, we are witnessing either the articulabbmlifferent agricultural or food models, or

that of "worlds" that hybridize via the articulatiof values (capitalist values associated with



values of sociocracy; worlds of the environment aesdnomic worlds, etc.). These models
and worlds have not been characterized in themselbat the cross-analysis mainly
highlights the modalities of these articulationsthwm the framework of the actions
implemented. It appears that this articulation d¢ake different forms which are not
necessarily exclusive of each other and which wertebelow.

It is often themode of governance of the action that underlies the rapprochemenvards
and models. In the case of projects in which thae fquestion is an objective in itself at the
scale of a territory, the rapprochement requiresniplementation of a participatory approach
and its facilitation modalities. Thus, within theainework of the PAT PGC-PNRLF [13],
project managers and contracting authorities haeeeseded in mobilizing a wide range of
actors: out of a total of 185 actors who particyoaat least once between June 2017 and May
2018, 57% are public actors, 17% are market a¢pyoslucers, processors, distributors), and
26% are representatives of civil society (mainlgagsations). In the end, a great diversity of
individuals, with different challenges and differenodels, were able to think together about
the means to be implemented to achieve sustairiabtein the region: supermarket chains,
citizen store managers, local currency associgtiarganic producers, environmental
associations, agricultural cooperatives, etc. Bt participation of stakeholders is equally
sought at other scales and for other models, whdthe the Billom Community gardeners'
network[4] which aims to bring together amateur anofessional gardeners, or the action of
NGOs in Cameroon[8], which combine the managementagriculture, forestry and
renewable energies with the same sustainable dawelat objective, but with very different
models.

In other cases, the rapprochement of worlds andiodels takes place througipecific
modalities of coordination of actors. In the case of a "quality chain" approach[2] ety a
retailer and its suppliers (an SME for collectingdaprocessing milk and about 20 dairy
farmers), this coordination is based on both a &rand informal coordination mechanism
(between contract and trust relationship). Thiscgjgemodality underlies the articulation of
an "industrial" distribution and transformation nebdbut for differentiated products that
respond to production methods less adapted to as'madel”. Here, mass distribution drives
the dynamics leading to a new coordination of actbat hybrid conventional and alternative
models and that mobilizes and activates specifittdeal resources. On a different scale and
with different actors, the terrafaxinalense prdgictin Brazil also combines traditional
production methods with marketing methods thatwaliois tradition to be marketed.

The different models or worlds are sometimes atéegrated/assimilated by a single actor,
whether collective (an association or an institutisuch as the MIN for example) or
individual. Thus, in the case of the associatioaring the complementary local currency of
the Puy-de-DOme[7], which helps to strengthen tagitorial anchoring of food, the
association carries within it different values anddels that are expressed in the association's
governance methods, in the charter and in the conuation methods. In the case of
vegetable gardens[4], where gardening motivatiors @actices are diverse, the collective
actor of territory management on both sides ofriher allows the meeting of the different
models and strategies of gardeners because aipls tcap": organic agriculture producer
(market garden greenhouse), social integrationatpef{employees) and territorial animator
(status of social centre in rural areas). In theeaaf the Grenoble National Interest Market[3],
which is seeking to relaunch its activity by pasiing itself as a local food player, the
strategy consists, in part, in bringing in locay®rs who can be part of a more "alternative”
model Box Fermierfor the marketing of mainly Isére farm produckdanger Bio Isere



cooperative of organic producers and processorslynaom Isére for the supply of collective
catering) but also to welcome more "conventionaliolgsale actors who can offer a local
offer but not only. This strategy is based on teai of diversifying the supply, making the
MIN a "super-market” capable of meeting a varidtyeeds in the same place. Sometimes, it
is individuals alone who play this role of integngt models into an approach or project,
because of their capacity to be anchored and apeayative and traditional, as is the case
with the initiative to set up a consumer store imkfert [1]. To this end, they often mobilize
their professional competence, but it is also ardnfiany people their personal aspirations
and motivations, their interrelational capacityttheark their commitment and action: this is
the case oLa Féte de la pomme de Masgibl] with the president of a consultancy firm that
links the cultural dimension to that of productemd landscapes and with the president of the
associatiorAutour des Palhgswhich ensures the maintenance of collective dyosnit is
also the case of thé&rojet Alimentaire de Courpief@] with the central role of a
canteenmaker who operates a strategy to buildIdodia and mobilizes her family, friendly
or professional links to ensure the sustainabibitya local supply in a medium mountain
municipality.

Discussion / conclusion

In this communication, we highlight that the teorial anchoring of food is carried out

according to a wide variety of processes: bothuphothe setting up of institutional projects
and through the coordinated collective action abescof different types. The food issue is not
always targeted, it can also be a lever to adarébes issues of the territory.

The cross-analysis of 14 initiatives that are & process of territorial anchoring of food
confirms what other authors have shown: the lintween productive systems, their actors
and their territory is built through the mobilizati and creation of resources that can be of
various kinds, tangible or intangible (Bowen 2010ur cross-analysis underlines that this
diversity of resources concerns both their natanatérial, cognitive, human, etc.) but also
their scale, by showing the systematization of Hr&culation between territorial and
extraterritorial resources. Thus, the questioneafitorial anchoring arises in the diversity of
the modalities of its implementation, in a proctss combines the components of a "local”
and an "extra-local". Finally, the notion of teorial anchoring of food would therefore not be
limited to a local issue and the enhancement abates such as proximity, coordination, or
even the cohesion of actors. Thus, it could pasitiself in opposition to the dangers of the
"local trap” (Born and Purcell, 2006).

In addition, the systematic rapprochement of d#iferworlds and/or models within food
anchoring initiatives indicates that types of nelaships that bring different models together
may differ within a food system and that this leely to strengthen rather than weaken their
territorial anchoring. Each time there is a rappeyoent of actors with different models, and
in the diversity of the initiatives studied, theas are often called upon to mobilize resources
and practices associated with both the conventiamal alternative models (Bloom and
Hinrich, 2011). The values and motivations undedyithe actions of the system's
stakeholders may also not be shared: what is shauth@ action and the target horizon. The
possibility of diversity can guarantee the parttipn and flexibility of the system. This
raises questions about the diversity and coexisteheodels, which here seems to constitute
a force for collective action and for the terrimdranchoring of food.



However, the articulation of agricultural and foatbdels remains the challenge when it
comes to analyzing the modalities of territoriatlaoring of food. The expansion (scaling up)
of local supply methods now presents challengelnking previously disconnected actors
(renewal of local businesses/ grocery stores),emgdrialization of certain forms of
agriculture and processing processes (local sslmsghterhouses, etc.), rethinking traditional
agricultural systems with regard to the renewaliefs (e. g. the role of livestock and its types
in the territories, etc.). In the encounter of eiféint and sometimes cleaved
worlds/worldviews, it is then necessary to reasboua the modalities of coexistence of
models beyond conflict or co-presence and to thimdut the governance of this coexistence:
who are the key actors able to allow the integratd the actors and the reinforcement of
their capacity for participation? Our cross-refeesh analysis offers some suggestions for
addressing these issues. Indeed, whether it i®stiqu of articulating different resources and
different scales of resources, or of linking worlaisd models, there is always a specific
contribution of certain key actors in the actionhether collective or individual. This
rapprochement requires a lot from the specific woution of key players, according to their
professional skills but also according to their ivettions, values and personal strategies.
These contributions may consist in mobilizing derteesources at different scales, bringing
together and coordinating certain actors with déifé models and/or worlds, or integrating
and/or assimilating different models and/or worl@&ch time, these key actors are not
necessarily the ones that trigger the anchoringuohyo. The latter can be more directly driven
by the implementation of public policy on a diffatescale, for example. Key actors, whether
individual or institutional, can acquire this st&tun this sense, more than key actors, we
could talk about nodal actors as we talk about hpdants. They are distinguished by their
ability to ensure that the actors, scales and nsdatiely connect retain (or at least perceive that
they retain in the case of actors) a freedom oioacthat allows them to preserve what
characterizes them. All this offers research opputies to understand the mechanisms for
setting up these specific contributions from ketpes:
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