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Indian Agriculture lll\llll

Agriculture in the Indian subcontinent (South Asia) has evolved over centuries on the
Principles of cliversitg) the law of return, Rna (dutg, clel)t, obligation, gratitude), self
organisation, sovereignty, swaraj and autonomy. \m

The science, ethics, economy of an agriculture of permanence based on worl<ing with
nature’s diversit9 has evolved India’s ecological civilisation which resPects the earth

and the soil, sees food (Anna) as the connector and currency of life, recognisesm (
tarming as the tiiglﬁest vocation and the liaPPiness of the farmer as an indicator of
goool tarming (Anna data Sukhi Bhava).

India emerged as the world’s most prosperous economy based on the deeP l<nowleclge m\m
of biodiversitg and agriculture. Our spice trade attracted Columbus (wl'io landed in
the Americas lool<ing for India). The East India Compang was created to colonise India
and extract her wealth. The EIC and British rule exPloited Indian peasants, created
famines which killed e, million PeoPle. Agriculture in colonies in India and Africa was m\m
reduced to becoming suPPlier of raw materials for the EmPire. Farmers were reduced

to becoming slaves and indentured labour.

After lnolePenclence in 1947 we created Policies for land sovereignty of the peasants m\m
and food sovereignty of the country. In 1965, Indian agriculture was colonised again
for torcing India to use chemicals in tarming tlirough the so called Green Revolution,

but food securitg was still the aim and ot)jecti\/e.
Source: Shiva, V. (1991). The Violence of the Green Revolution.

A

In 1991, trade liberalisation Policies were introduced. In 1995, WTO rules oPened the
doors for the corporate take-over of agriculture. Monsanto’s GMO Bt Cotton was
introduced in 1990’s. Corporate entry in Indian agriculture triggered an agrarian crisis

and a crisis of food insecuritg and has been seen as the recolonization of India. m\m

Source: Sliiva, V. 2001). Stolen harvest: The hﬂaclcing of the global food SUPPIH‘ Zed Books.
V. Shiva and Andre Leu. 2018. Biodiversitu) Agroecologu, Regenerative Organic Agriculture. Westville Pul)lislﬁing House.

Bill Gates who became a billionaire ttirougli the deregulation of corPorate
globalisation IS NOW leacling the recolonization of Indian and African Agriculture. Bill m\m
Gates has taken the failed Green Revolution to Africa as AGRA, the Alliance for the
Green Revolution in Africa. He is Promoting the failed Golden Rice and banned Bt

Brinjal. Am
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It is a new initiative announced ]39 the Gates foundation called

£ Of in short. Gates Ag One will be a
subsicliarg of the Gates Foundation and will be led ]39 Joe Cornelius, who is Currentlg a
director within the foundation’s Global Growth & OPPortunitg division. It is being hailed
as a new non~Proﬁt to “bring scientific breakthroughs to smallholder farmers whose 9ie|ds
are threatened bg the effects of climate clﬁange”. it will work with the Gates Foundation’s
Agricultural Development Team and other Partners across sectors to “accelerate the
development of innovations” that are “needed to im[:)rove crop Productivitg and help

smallholder Farmers) the majoritg of whom are women, adapt to climate change”.

Solurce: ht’clos://www.devex‘com/news/exclusive~gates~1counclatior1~launches-new~agriculture~1cocused~nonlDroﬁt~96’)84'

Roclger Voorhies, President, Global Growth & OPPortunitg division, Gates Foundation
has been rePorted to say that Gates Ag &g Plans to work with Partners from the Public
and Priva’ce sector to commercialize “resilient, 9ielcl~enhancing seeds and traits”. He adds,
“We needed to accelerate the access to the kinds of Products and services that low-

income PCOPIC and sma“holcler garmers HCCCJ.”

Source: https://www.devex‘com/news/exclusive~gates-1coundation-launches-new-agriculture~1cocused-nonProﬁt~96’)8+

The goal of Gates Ag One is claimed to be “to empower smallholder farmers with the
agordable, high-qualitg tools, technologies, and resources theg need to lift themselves
out of Povertg.”

In a document released by the Gates foundation itseH:, it is claimed that Ag One will work
in:

« South Asia, with a Population of about 1.8 billion.

« Sub-Saharan Agrica, home to around 1 billion People.

\

According to the document, “3ields on farms in these regjons are alreacl9 far below what

farmers elsewhere in the world acl‘n’e\/e, and climate clﬁange will make their crops even less

Productive.”

Source: httIDs: Aocsgatesm%un&ationAorz/Documents/GatesAgOne C)verviewanc{F’AQ,de




Poison Cartel.Toxic Capital.
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It is the same narrative.

Same manipulation.

GHG Emissions,
Climatic Chaos

Climate Disaster
Industrial Agriculture
Biggest Contributor of
Agri Production: 11-15%
(' Including Synthetic Fertiliser)
Land Use Change &
Deforestation 15-18%
Processing, Transport,
Packaging, Retail 15-20%
Waste 2-4%

Destruction of
Farmers’
Livelihoods,
Decay of
Rural
Economies

Hunger &
Malnutrition

Poison Cartel Establishes Seed
Monopolies and Spreads Poisons
in Food and Farming

‘\[. —

Poison & Fossil
Fuel Based
Industrial
Agriculture &
Food

System @
A

Chronic Diseases

Species Extinction
Disappearance of insects, bees,
pollinators, plant and crop diversity
Spread of Monocultures &
Biodiversity Erosion

— » Land & Soil Degradation
Desertification

Water Depletion
& Pollution

Multiple Crises with Roots in Poison and Fossil Fuel Based Industrial Agriculture and Food Systems




Realitu : Contraru to the mgth that small farmers
and their agroecological systems are
unProcluctive) and we should leave the future of
our food in the hands of the Poison Cartel, small
farmers are Providing 80% of global food using
just 25% of the resources that go into

agriculture.

Land Used by Industrial Agriculture

On the other hand, Gates suPl:)orted
industrial agriculture s using75% of the land
while Providing less than 20% of our food.

At this rate, if the share of industrial
agriculture and industrial food in our diet is
increased to 45%, we will have a dead Planet.

® land used by industrial agricultre ; )
= land not used by industrial agriculture One with no life and no food.

Realitu: Navclanua’s 2011 stuclu found that Bioc]iversitu based orgariic tarming Practicecl

bu smallholder farmers created a revenue of Rs. 33,160 per acre for farmers.
In India, the total land for cultivation = 20 @ 88,

it Biocliversitu based organic icarming IS Practicecl on all of this land the extra revenue
that would be generated =15% of India’s GDP.

Thus, biodiversitg based agroecologu can increase farmers’ incomes bg more than 10
times.

Source: Shiva, V., & Singl’x, V. (2014). Wealth Per Acre. Navclanua/ Research Foundation for Science, Tec]ﬁnologu & Ecologu.



Realitu: The commodit9~l3asecl fossil fuel intensive and chemical intensive agriculture
suPPortecl l)g the Gates foundation has contributed 50% of the greenl'iouse £as
emissions that are causing climate havoc and threatening agriculture, it has caused 75% of
the destruction of soils, 75% of the destruction of water resources, and the Pollution of
our lakes, rivers and oceans; 93% of crop cliversitu has been Pushecl to extinction througli
industrial agriculture. The manufacture of syntl'ietic fertiliser which is integral to the
industrial agriculture suPPortecl lau the Gates foundation is liighlu energy-intensive. One
l<g of nitrogen fertiliser rec]uires the energy equivalent of 2 litres of diesel. Energy used
during fertiliser manufacture was equivalent to 191 billion litres of diesel in 2000 and is
Projectecl to rise to 277 billion in 20%0. This is a major contributor to climate change, yet
largelu ignored.

Source: Sl'iiva, V. (2008). Soil not oil: environmeritaljustice in a time of climate crisis. South End Press.

The Gates foundation is investing millions in a biofuel Project which is one of the l)igger
threats to our l)iodiversitu and Fragile ecosystem. Biofuels have been resPonsilJle for the
clearance of rainforests all around the worlcl, esPecially in the Amazon in Brazil, and GM
soya has been one of the main drivers of the amazon fires. Biofuels contribute massivelu
to climate cl'iarige. A 2016 stuclg Pul)lisl*iecl l)g an environmental group found that EuroPe’s
biofuel regulations created 80 percent more carbon dioxide (CO,) emissions than the
conventional oil tlﬁeg rePlacecl. The report estimated that the biofuels create new

emissions equivalent to Putting an extra 12 million cars on the road.
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“smallholder farmers who are involved in unsustainable Practices” the Gates foundation

evades resPonsibiiity for the destruction it has been instrumental in causing.

We cannot address climate clﬁange, and its very real consequences, without recognising
the central role of the industrial and giobaiised food system, activelg suPPor’ced bﬂ the
Gates Foundation. The giobaiisecl food sgstem contributes more than 40% to greenhouse
gas emissions through deforestation, animals in concentrated animal iceeding oPerations

(CAFOS), Plastics and aluminium Packaging, Iong distance transport and food waste.

We cannot solve climate ciiange without small scale, ecological agriculture, based on

biocliversitg — iiving seeds, iiving soils, iiving and local food systems.

Realitg: Tiieg make it sound like farmers cannot live a heaithg and Proc]uc‘cive life without
teci‘mologg from the billionaires and the Poison Cartel aimed at making more Proiits. Ti‘ieg
also make it sound like the onig way to face climate change is with the help of their
“innovations”. The teci"mologg and innovations that tiﬁeg talk about onlg aggravate climate
ciiange. Theg are the root of the Problem. The tools of colonization cannot be tools of

liberation for the Eartii, for farmers, for eaters.

Tecimologg isjust a tool which we aciapt to human needs and iﬁuman Freeclom. When
iiumans are coercivelg aciaPted toa corPorate tool designe& to control nature and societg

it becomes a tool of slaverg. Since teci‘moiogies are tools, theg are chosen.

The Failure of the Green Revolution seeds and the GMO Bt cotton seeds is a failure of the
Corporate driven tecimologies for making superproiits tiﬁrougi'i se”ing Poisoris and non

renewable seeds, and the tecimoiogical aPProach of control and ownership J

With the ecological emergency, climate emergency and the food emergency, the
technoiogies that are needed are Par’cicipa’corg and evoiutionarg, breeding for climate

resilience, for increasing nutrition, and making agriculture Poison free.



I he Foison Cartel uses three mamn constructions and technological mgths to colonise our

‘FOOCl ancl l:arming sgstems.

Corporations turn a blind eye to farmers’ innovations and the knowledge and tools
farmers have evolved over millennia to breed seeds, renew soil lcrtility, manage pests and

weeds ecologicallg and Proclucc goocl food.

Tl‘xeg elevate corporate tools to a new religion and new civilizing mission which has to be
imposed to civilize the ecological, independent, lmowledge sovereign farmers who are seen
as the new barbarians. A new tecl'mological fundamentalism makes corPorate tools a
measure and indicator of human progress, immune to social and democratic assessments.
Farmers have a fundamental democratic rigl1t to compare their agroecological tools with
what the Poison Cartel has to offer and with full knowlcdge and information make a
democratic choice. Tlﬁrough this elevation of tecl"mological means to human ends, the
corporate agenda is made the human agenda, imPosi’cion is defined as “inclusion” and

“«democratization”.

CorPorations endow their tools with inevital)ilitg and rob societies of tl1inl<ing of oPtions
and alternatives. However, there is no inevital)ilitg in the tools humanity uses. Chemicals
and the Green Revolution were not inevitable. Tl‘»eg were imPosecl through conditionalities.
GMOs are not inevitable and are Failing as tools of pest control and weed control, leacling
instead to emergence of suPerPests and suPerweecls. There is multiple and diverse
intelligence in nature and society. Artificial lntelligence or machine lcarning is not inevitable.
It is l)eing imPosecl tl‘»rougl‘» forced digitalization, mal<ing us Forget the intelligence in nature
and her diverse living l)eings, the intelligence in the soil food web, the ecological intelligence
of farmers and women, the intelligence of the microbes in our gut and the enteric nervous

sgstem: our SCCOﬂd lDrain.

When socictg develops and chooses teclmologies democraticallg the questions we ask

2 fot
What does the ’ceclmologg do? What is the tool for 7 Who controls the tools?
Do we have teclmological alternatives to address the same Prolalem?
Do we need them for improving human welll)eing and the welll)eing of all species?
What are the ecological imPacts of the tools on life on earth and human health?

What are the social imPacts of the tools?

If these questions had been asked of sgntlﬁctic chemical fertilisers, Pesticicles and
weedicides we would not have allowed them in our agriculture since tl‘ney fail to imProve solil
lertilitg, control pests or weeds. Instead ’clﬁeg have led to desertification of SOllS) creation
of superpests and superweecls. On the other l‘nancl, as Navclanga’s work over the last .

decades has slwown, ecological teclﬁnologics regenerate the soil and manage Pcsts and
R i~ = IR N e il s L Rt i Bl e U B i (0 5 T e



Corporate patriarcly and the masculinist view of

time: “In agriculture, time is your l)iggest enemy.”

This statement was made l:)g Rodger Voorhies, presiclent, Global Growth & Opportunitg
division, Gates Foundation when he was explaining Ag One. Ag One has been reportecl to
be created because of how impatient Gates is getting with the speecl of existing institutes

and initiatives.

According to Roolger Voorl*iies) “Research and Aevelopment takes years to get from the
lab to the lield, and while the Agricultural Development team funds the development of
new tools and teclﬁnologies clesigned to meet the needs of smallholder tarmers) there were
delags in translating these discoveries to affordable proclucts”. He added, “we didr’t think
that research was llowing down to the crops that matter most to smallholder farmers in a

timeframe that could reach them.”

Source: lwttps: // wwwdevex.com/ news/ exclusive—gates~icounclation~launcl'ies~new~agriculture—tocusecl~nonprolit~96’)8‘t

J Time is not our enemy, but our friend

The F:nglisl"i word “agriculture” comes from a combination of the latin words agrum (torm

» o« TG

of “ager”, meaning “field, farm, land, estate”) and cultura (“care”, growing”, cultivation”).

For farmers, time is evergtlﬂng. Timeis a companion. Time is a friend, not the l)iggest
enemy. Worl<ing with the cgcles of nature and seasons is worl<ing with time: when to work

the soil, when to plant, when to Weecl, when to harvest.

How can there be care without time and patience? y

How can we care for the land without l"ionouring the cgcles of nature?
Also, time is not linear. It’s a circle. It’s a cgcle of life. And this cgcle needs time to complete.

Life needs time to be slwapecl and take its form.

Worl<ing with time leads to responsil)ilitg.

Worl<ing against time leads to recklessness.



This is wlﬁg Ag One is the ultimate disaster. It isjust another way of Puslﬁing the
Gates agenda for agribusiness. Industrial Agriculture has treated time and care as an
obstacle. It has Promotecl tecl'inologies of carelessness tlirougl'i claiming that tlieu
were “saving time”. Instead of letting crops riPen with time, Rounclup has been
Promotecl as a desiccant for instant clruing. More and Bigger machines based on
fossil fuels have been introduced to speecl up farm oPerations) destroging

l)iodiversitg, farm livelihoods and economies of care.

AgOne is the latest attempt at colonisation of Agriculture, declari ng cliversitu

across space and time itself as an enemy.

Space~time are the ontological foundations of life, its selt-organisation and its

variation and evolution.

First insects were made an enemy, and we have lnsectagadclon )
Now time is l)eing made an enemy, tlireatening to accelerate the race to extinction and

ecological collaPse .

By saying that “In agriculture, time 1s your l)iggest enemy”, tl'leg have negatecl the
intelligence of nature evolved over billions of years and incligenous l<nowleclge and

intelligence of farmers evolved over thousands of years.

%

Ag One is based on ePistemic racism and arrogance. It assumes tarmers have no

l<nowleclge and nature has no intelligence.

%

» « » «

It is turning a blind eye to the new movements such as “slow food ” slow fashion , “slow
clothing” and “slow money” that are growing in response to the destructive economies of
“fast food”, “fast tasl"iion”, “fast clotl"iing” and “fast money” (FinTech).

BT e B Y e e

%



% %“Slow”is nature’s way % %
“Slow”is life’s way

In response to the epidemic of “fast food” which thrived on the disease ridden, globalised
industrial and chemical food sgstem, there emergecl the Slow Food movement. Founded bg
Carlo Petrini in ltalg in 1986, Slow Food linked Pleasure and food with awareness and
responsibilitg. It defended biocliversitg in our food SUPP19 bg oPPosing the standardisation
of taste and called for the Protection of our cultural identities tied to food. It essentia”g
revolves around slowing down in life and taking the time to prepare and eat whole, loca”9~

SOou Y'CCCl ‘FOOClS.

In reaction to fast fashion, which intensified the exploitations of our environment and our
labour with its sweat shops, the slow fashion movement was created to emphasise on
sustainability instead of senseless consumerism which had become central in the society. It
advocated for more local, ethical and environmenta“g conscious consumPtion‘ Slow
fashion revolves around qualit9 manutacturing to lengthen the life of the
garment. Developing a garment with a cultural and emotional connection and wearing it with
an ec]ual sense of care and connection is crucial to the movement which saw how

disconnected People had become in their consumerist frenzies.

As a response to Fast Money which brought the whole financial world to co”apse with its
high investments and high interest rates, we have the Slow Money movement which talks
about bringing “money back down to earth.” Slow Money is dedicated to connecting
investors to their local economies bg channeling financial resources to invest in small food
enterprises and local food systems. This strengthens the local communities instead of
multinational corPorations. Instead of venture caPital bankro“ing far ﬂung high tech start-
ups, the movement talks about “nurture caPital” which funds local merchants and

Producers who would Put half of their Proﬁts back into their communities.



In a world of &iversitg, claiming to be the “One” is a c:lesign for lmPerialism. Itis a design for
epistemic colonisation. It is a denial of the richness of agroecological knowleclges and

ractices that are resurging around the world. It is the ultimate monoculture of the mind
which has alreadg devastated agriculture around the world througlﬁ the extinction of

species and the extinction of knowle&ges and cultures.

It is also a recipe for undermining the seed sovereignt9 and food sovercigntg of small

farmers and agrarian economies.

The One Mega Monoculture of One Agricul’cureJ based on One Flawed ScCreilies has no
lace for the diverse knowleclges of our diverse cultures. It is top down, driven bg
"experts" who have no knowlcclge of diversitg, and no resl:)ect for the knowleclge of

farmers: the very foundation of the Science of Agroecologq.
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Ag One: An Agenda 1or Firating the wWorld's
Seeds, Undermining International Laws and

Sowing the Seeds of Surveillance

Ag One will include Digitalisation of Agriculture including digitalising of life and mining
data trom tlie tarmers to sell it l)acl< to tl'iem as a new commoclitg: Big Ratae

Mr. Gates as Mr. Microsoft has made his billions tl'irougl'i patents in the Aigital world. He
sees his future billions coming from the convergence of agriculture and information
tecl'inologies) cligitalisation of every aspect of our clail9 lives esPeciallu our agriculture
and health. The Gates digital emPire in agriculture includes control over the world’s
genetic resources l)g controlling the CGIAR sgstem which holds the world’s seed supplg,
cligital genomic maPPing of seeds and our genetic di\/ersitg, undermining laws and
treaties that Prevent l)ioPiracg, Pusliing new GMOs based on CRISPR/ gene ecliting
and deregulating our l:)iosatetu laws as well as data mining from farmers to build their

cligital slaverg tl’lr’Ongl"l surveillance tecl'inologies.

The consultative group on International agricultural research (CGIAR) formed in 1971, is a
consortium of 15 international agricultural research centers. By 2011, the Gates Foundation
was among the top CGIAR funders and has gjven more than US$700 million to the CG’s
Trust.

Because it holds a lot of the farmers’ seed lieritage in its seed l)anl<s, tal<ing over of the
CGIARsal50.3 tal<ing over of our seeds.

Dr. R.H. Richharia, India’s Pre~eminent rice research scientist, headed the Central Rice
Research Institute BRI =t Cuttacl<, Orissa. The Indian institute existed before
International Rice Research Institute (IRR), and had the largest collection of rice Aiversitu
the l)iggest rice “bank” in the world.



As the recentlg released ETC report states, a new System Reference GrouP (SRG) struck
in 2018 has delivered its recommendations in Julg 2019 ca”ing for the

. The meeting of the ) echter Chairs was
convened at Bioversity International (B heaclc]uarters outside Rome in December 2019 to
discuss tlﬁc“mcga— merger”. The consolidation would involve one international board which

would be resPonsiHe for all 15 Centers.
source: ETC group. (2020). The Next Agribusir\css Takeover: Multilateral Food Agencics.

The dangers seem imminent when one looks cjeeper and sees that the SRG is co-chaired
bg Tony Cavalieri, Senior Program Officer of the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation, and
Marco Ferroni, Chair of the Sgs’cem Management Board and recent|9 retired as head of
the Syngenta Foundation. The unification is being Pushed bg Gates and Syngenta
Foundations, USAID, UK, Canada, Australia and Germany.

The unification will have huge imPlications on the eleven CGIAR gene banks. The legal
status of these banks would change if the agreements between the host countrg and the
centers changc and this could mean the banks would be governecl bg anothcr framework

which would also be shapecj }39 the agenda of the Gates foundation.

source: ETC group. (2020). The Next Agribusincss Takeover: Multilateral Food Agencics.

The Ag One agencla will include Biopirac9 such as the false claim that the flood tolerant

rice of India are an “invention” of the Gates Foundation.

One such initiative of Gates foundation alreadg exists and is called the Subi gene. Theg see
5ubmergence tolerant rice as an agricultural research frontier for “more Productivitg and
less risk”. And once again thcg claim to have “invented” stress tolerant rice. The foundation
made one of its first big investments in Stress Tolerant Rice for Africa and South Asia, or
STRASA in 2007 with an aim of “delivcring imProved varieties of rice tolerant to stresses
inclucling clrought) salinitg) iron toxicitg) cold, and submergence to 18 million farmers on the
two continents over next 10 years”. The Gates Foundation initia”g funded the sTRASA
Project with $40 million and in 2014 the foundation issued a third grant of $32.7 million
through 2017.

Source: httPs: // www.devex.com /news/ whu~the~gates~1counclation-is~ﬂooclinz~a~new~rice—varietu~wi’ch~§unding~88095




The rich agroecological knowleclge of our Indian farmers

SOME OF THE FLOOD TOLERANT RICE VARIETIES

@,

RABANA-150 days ~ SEULAPUNI-150 days

DHOSARAKHUDA-150 days BENASALI-155 days DHALAKHUDA150 days

In last 20 years, Navdanga has
| — conserved s flood tolerant

MUSAKANI-155 days  GUDAMATHIA-155 days A R e T e ]

varieties are ex’cremc|9 water

tolerant. These varieties are
being conserved and multiplied
at Navdanga’s biodiversitg
conservation farm and Seed
Bank in Odisha.



Unclermining the Protection of Biocli\/ersitg

COﬂVCﬂtiOﬂ In 1992, the international communit9
acloptecl this convention at Rio De

on Janeiro at the Earth Summit.

5 ’ l 7 l The okjectives of the convention were:
10 Og’ Ca . Conserving biological &iversitg
DiVCrS ’ ty « Sustainable use of resources

« Fairand equitable sharing of benefits that

arise out of commercial use

R R R

Under EEb: there are multiple Protocols

created. One of them is the Nagoga Protocol on

access and benefit sharing 201 Nag@ﬂa

The objective was to establish a legallg binding I
framework for the implementation of the concept PT’OtOCO
of access and benefit sharing as birthed in the
convention on biological diversitg. The Pro’cocol
creates duties and obligations on the Parties

engaging with incligenous communities for the use

O‘F gCﬂCtiC FEsoUrces an& ‘(ﬂOWICClgC.



lﬂternatioﬂal Tr‘eatg Also known as the International Seed

Treaty, the objective is: conservation and

on Plant Genetic : ,
sustamable use o1c a” plant genetxc

Resources Treatu resources for food and agriculture and the

{: Cl Cl fair and equitable sharing of the benefits
or Food an s , , :

arising out of their use, Iin harmong with the

Agrlculture Convention on Biological Diversity, for

(lTPGRﬁA) sustainable agriculture and food securi‘cu.

These international frameworks made to protect our bio&iversitu are being
completelg subverted through cligital maPPing of the genome. Biol:)iracu IS being
carried out through the convergence of information technologg and biotechnologg
bg taking patents through “mapping” genomes and genome sequences. While Iiving
seed needs to evolve “in situ”, Patents on genomes can be taken througr: access to
seed “ex situ”. This undermines farmers’ rigrlts as you dor’t need the Permission

from tl"lé Farmers angmore once tl"lC gCﬂOlTlC I’185 ]Z)CCI’] dlgxtaug maPPCd.

Gates has been Pushing for it several years now, with a lﬁugc investment of $120 Million g
dollars (along with his capitalist friends). Gates used to fund others to get this done,
but imPatient with lack of progress, he now wants to do it himself.

Source : https://www.cd—genomics.com/blog/120~mi”ion—investment~ror~crisPr~tec]1nolog{rrrom~bil]—gates~and—other~l§—investors/

XD

Gene editing has been proven to be a failure because of how inexact and
unPreclictable it is. It was found that CRISPR introduced more than 1,500 5ing|e~
nucleotide unintended mutations, more than 100 larger deletions and insertions into
the genome of mice.

Source: Shiva, vV and Shiva, K. 2018. The Future of our daily bread: Regeneration or Co”apse. Navdanga International / Research
foundation for science, techno[ogg and ecologg. g



First they said
chemicals will feed us.
Then they said

GMOs will feed us.
The people and planet
were left poisoned.

Now we are being told,

,Big Data‘ will feed us.
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Biosapctg is the multi{lisciplinarg assessment of the impact of genetic engjneering on the
environment, on Public health and on socio-economic conditions. At the international
level, biosa?etg is international law enshrined in the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafetg. Itis
a Iega”g binding Protocol to the Convention on Biological Diversitg (CBD). It is an
international agreement that addresses the safe handling transport and use of living
modified organisms (LMOs) rcsulting from modern bio’cechnologg. The Protocol covers
the “transbounclarg movement, transit, hanc”ing and use of all living modified organisms
that may have adverse effects on the conservation and sustainable use of biological

cliversitg) taldng into account risks to human health”.

States that it aims to “contribute to ensuring an aclec]uate

level of Protection in the field of the safe transfer, handling

“ and use of living modified organisms resulting from modern
ArtICIC ] biotechnologg that may have adverse effects on the
conservation and sustainable use of biological cliversitg)

taking also into account risks to human health, and

speciﬁca”9 {:OCUSiﬂg on transbounclarg movements”.

The Protocol rec]uires that decisions on Proposed imports be based on risk assessments.
Risk assessments must be undertaken in a scientific manner based on recognize& risk
assessment technic]ues, taking into account advice and guiclelines developecl ]39 relevant

international organizations.

GMOs are rcgulatecl in India bg these rules framed under the Environment (Protection)
Act, 1986. Rule 7(1) forbids imPorts without aPProval of GEAC . It states that:

“No person shall import, exl:)ort, transport, manmcac‘curc, process, use or sell any
hazardous microorganisms of genetica”g engineered organisms/substances or cells
cxccpt with the aPProval of the Genetic Engineering APProval Comnttecs

This aPProval has been historica”g bgpassecl }33 the Poison cartel in India, in its attempt
to comple’celg negate all biosa{:etg rcgulations.
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Ag One includes the agenda of Deregulation of Biosatetu. As the initiative announcement
states, its ol)jective is to “get the Products from the labs into the fields, faster and more
massive than before”. The olajective seems to be to identitu ‘Promising’ scientific
discoveries and get those as quicl<l9 as Possil)le to the Point of commercialisation with

little testing, assessment and regulation.

In traming time as an enemy what it is essentiallu doing IS Pusning for deregulation. When
there are lﬁazards, Precaution and satetg need to be looked into. 159 PUSl"liﬂg for
deregulation, one is sauing that tneu dor’t care about what happens to the health and
sal:etg of the People and the Planet. Their Prolits and agendas reign over evergtl‘iing else.

Wherever there is deregulation we can see Gates and his initiatives at work, not onl9 in
Africa and Asia but everuwlﬁere else too, in USA and Europe. One such example is of
CRISPR and gene editing where tlieu tried to l)gpass regulation all togetl'ier l)g claiming
that gene editing Is a non-GMO technologg and is different from transgenic.

But the ECJ (EuroPean Court of Justice) decision recognised and affirmed that gene
editing Is genetic modification. On 25th Julg 2018, ECJ ruled that CRISPR is a gene
modification tecl'inologu and

It stated:
“In todag’s judgment, the Court of Justice takes the view, first of all, that organisms
obtained lag mutagenesis are GMOs within the meaning of the GMO Directive, in so far as
the teclmiques and methods of mutagenesis alter the genetic material of an organism in a
way that does not occur naturallu. It follows that those organisms come, in Principle, within
the scope of the GMO Directive and are sul)ject to the ol)ligations laid down l)g that

directive”.
Source: l‘lttPs://curiaeuroPa‘eu/Jcms/uPload/docs/aPPlication/ Pdt/2018~07/cpl801llen‘Pdt
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Digital Green, an initiative of the Gates Foundation is described as “a glolaal development
organization that EmpOowers smallholder farmers to lift themselves out of povertg l)g
liarnessing the collective power of teclmologg and grassroots~level partnersliips.” It is an
NGO that focuses on “training farmers to make and show short videos where tl'ieg record
their problems and share solutions”. It was first conceived as a project in Microsoft
Research India's Teclmologu for Emerging Markets. It has received a tuncling of $1.3 million
dollars(9 crores) from the Walmart foundation. South Asia Food and Nutrition Securitg
Intiative (SAFANSI), a project of the NGO is funded l)g the World Bank. It received Rs D
crore Global lmpact Award from Google in 2013. The Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation has

funded more than $10 million into this initiative.

source: littps://wwwdigitalgreen.org/about-us/
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Cropln Teclinologg Pvt. Ltd. a ]5engaluru~basecl company has raised $12 million in tunding
from the Poison Cartel, Gates Foundation, Venture Capital Firms and Agtecl‘: Companies like
Chiratae Ventures, Strategic Investment F‘und, Seeders Ventures F‘uncl, Sungenta, Bager
and BASE The company claims that it would utilise the tuncling to use its tecl'inologg and
macl1ine~learning plattorm to control over 10 million acres of land and invade the lives of
seven million farmers in India and glol)allg. In India, Cropln has announced its presence in
A% of the states.

It is claimed that Cropln has been founded l)g Krishna Kumar, Kunal Prasad and
Cl‘iittararjan Jena. But it is the money of the Poison Cartel and billionaires that actuallg
founded it. The tecl'inologies l)eing promotecl are those of the Poison Cartel. The start~up
claims to be builcling an “agri~in1cormation dataset” to detect patterns and “predict the
future” of a varietg of crops.

In India, Cropln has a tie-up with the Department of Agriculture (DOA), Government of
Karnatal<a, Department of Horticulture (DORDS Andhra Pracleslﬁ, Bihar State Government,
the department of agriculture and welfare, Government of Punjab and is part of the Jeevika
project that uses “smart tecl'inologies” for climate resilient agriculture.

Additionallg, the World Bank has chosen Cropln as the teclinologu partner in the public-
private partnerslﬁip project of the Government of India and World Bank.

Source: Sl]iva, Vetal. 019). Seeds of sustenance and freedom v. Seeds of suicide and surveillance. RFSTE.



Violation of Rights ot Farmers to Data Pri\/acg

Digital tarming and surveillance over the farmers, their lands, their crops is creating “data”
for the Poison cartel and Gates foundation which is being collected through

the use of robotics and digital technologies, artificial inte”igence) and devices connected
to the internet (“internet of things”). Big data, data analgtics and machine learning are
being incorporatecj into agriculture through electronic tracing systems, electronic
weather data, smartphone maPPing and other remote sensing aPPIications. “Precision
agriculture” IS essentia“g a “data generating agriculture” as it is based on observing and

measuring crops, environment variables with sensors and satellites.

This “data” from the farms and farmers is being collected without their knowledge or Prior
consent.This “data” is closelg connected to farmers’ Personal information like the
location of the farms etc. The act of taking this “data” bg the Poison Cartel and the Gates

Foundation is violative of the international and national regime we have in Place on data

#

Article 12 states that “No one shall be subjected to arbitrarg interference with his Privacg)

Privacg and data Protection.

tamilg, home or corresl:)onclence, nor to attacks upon his honour and rePutation.

Evergone has the right to the Protection of the law against such interference or attacks.”

#

Article 17 of the Covenant (to date ratified bg 167 States), Provicles that no one shall be
subjected to arbitrarg or unlawful interference with his or her Privacg, tamilg, home or
corresponclence, nor to unlawful attacks on his or her honour and rePutation. It further
states that ¢ Everyone has the right to the Protection of the law against such interference
or attacks.”

Article 8 of the convention affirms the same right to Privac9 in a similar Ianguage.

#

GDPR is now the strongest data Protection regime in the world. 1t defines Personal data
as “any information that relates to an identified or identifiable living individual. Different
Pieces of information, which collected together can lead to the identification of a

particular person, also constitute Personal data.” &



National LLaws of India

Justice K.S.Puttaswamy (Retd.) v. Union of India
Article 21

Information Technologg Act, 2000

Information chhnologg (Reasonable Securitg
Practices and Procedures and Sensitive Personal Data or Information) Rules (Privacg
Rules)

Rule 4

Nelsls o{: these rules ancJ laws are being res[:)ectecﬂ when it comes to our garmers. The
Poison Cartel and Gates Foundation are “extracting data” out of the lives of these

farmers through their surveillance technologies.

Farmers are subjects and citizens of this country. Theg have equal rights under these
international and national laws. Theg have the right to their Privacg‘ Theg have the
right to having their consent taken as autonomous beings. Theg are not objects to be
conc]uerec] bg the Proﬁt making maclﬁinerg of the colonialist Poison Cartel and the

Gates Foundation.



Hijacking our Public Institutions:
Gates 1s stealing the UN and its Food

Summit

In a recent announcement, Agnes Kalibata has been nominated as the Special
Envoy of the United Nations Sccretar9~Gencra| to the 2021 United Nations Food
Summit. She is the President of the Alliance for a Green Revolution in Africa
(AGRA). AGRA was founded through a Partnership between the Rockefeller
Foundation and the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation.

AGRA is an entit9 that aPProPriates the language of the environmental and frames
its work as suPPorting small scale farmers whereas the realitg is that it promote the
strategies of the Poison cartel, Big Ag and the promoters of genetic engineering, It
poses as a supporter of small-scale farmers wor‘(ing with nature while in reality, it is

working Wit]‘l the very sgstems tlﬁat ﬁg]ﬁt nature and assault our |oca| ecosgstems.

It implies that the agencla of small scale farmers and agroecologg in the UN has been
hijackecl by Gates and the Poison Cartel.

source: ht’tPs: WA Ieadership.ng/ 2020/02/07/agra=-is-not-the-face-of-agriculture/




The future is based on ]Diocliversitg, seed sovereignty and agroecologg, not on the

illusions sold bg the Poison cartel.
The future is Agroecologg, not ‘Ag tech” or Ag One”

Reclaiming Seed Freedom and
Food Freedom
Seeding Earth Democracy

Reduction of Economies & Regeneration of Biodiversity
of Soil Organisms, Plants,

Absorption of excess GHGs

by Biodiversity of Forests, Insects, including Pollinators

Grasslands, Organic Farms

& Soils

Earth Centred

Biodiversity Based

EC0|_09|03| Regeneration of Living

Agriculture Soils Reversal of Land
Degradation

Regeneration of Agrarian
& Desertification

Economies & Farmers’ «———
Livelihoods
Real Wealth Per Acre
through Seed & Food
Sovereignty

Reduction of Water Use
. & Water Pollution
Healthy Soils Conservation of Water
Healthy Plants Regeneration of Water
Healthy People Systems

Reducing Hunger through
Increased Nutrition Per Acre

&
Increased availability of
Food through Local
Circular Economies

Solutions to the Multiple Crises through Seed Freedom, Food Freedom and Earth Democracy







Farmers have knowledge.

Plants and insects have inte”igence.

Agroecologg builds on the Diversitg of knowleclges and inte”igences.

Our response LO= IRt is epistemic decolonisation and rcclaiming of our Seed

SOvereignty, Food Sovereigntg and Knowledge Sovereigntg.

Table 2: Showing effect of continuwous farming
on Soil under Organic and Chemical mode

Veolume of Water Hetained ‘ha (8o 30 cm) in
relation 10 il enganic maiter (SMOM)
s 0 5% SOM 8000 litres
(common level Afrsa Asia)
- 1'% SOM 160,000 bitres
(comumon level Afrca Asia)
o % SOM A20.000 Mres
. VN SO ARO 00 Bitres
. % SOM 640,000 Mires (hevels pee farmang)
« VN SOM RO, 000 Bitres (levels pev farmang)
= &% SOM Gein, OO Brtres (levels pee farmang)

(Addapacs) framm Maorris, J004)

-15.9-37.8% +1.3-143%
-4.2-213% +94%
-4.2-17 6% +14.5%

-4.3-12% 1%

We need many tgpes of agriculture which work with evolution and time as a friend.

% All of which takes time.



