Abstracts of the Workshops 
Workshop 1  25 March 2010, 2 p.m. Revision of European seed legislation

Introduction of RSP, Guy Kastler: Joint evolution of the European legislative landscape and industrial strategies for taking over our vital resources

The revision of European seed legislation affects commercialization rules. However, it is seen as the construction of a new compromise between two factions of the seed industry that are opposed in their strategy concerning industrial property:  

· National seed companies and traditional selectors who have developed sheltered by the compulsory catalogue and the COV

· Multinationals supporting the new biotechnology who are searching for an enlarged market freed from state constraints and regulated by self-certification and the patenting of genes expressed in the variety protected by a COV. 

The molecular branding of varieties is emerging around the accumulation of the COV for the variety and the gene patent as the central tool for this compromise between the COV and the patent. It permits collecting royalties on farm seed as effectively as the gene patent (cf.  the trial of Percy Schmeiser). But information about gene patents and thus about biotechnology or the genetic resources used are not compulsory for protection by a COV or registration in the catalogue of the variety containing it. Thus the COV permits the obtainer to get around laws against biopiracy and the opposition of European consumers to the manipulation of seeds by new biotechnologies.

The relaxing of the catalogue is aimed at the acceleratation of the introduction of new genetically modified varieties. It is counterbalanced by a reinforcement of the certification of seeds according to the HACCP procedures in regulation 882/2004 obliging every marketer to guarantee and finance the control of sanitary, phytosanitary, environmental, and climatic risks and biosecurity. Small operators and “alternative” agricultures (organic, small farming, agroecology)  are excluded from these standards and will only be able to survive in small commercial niches permitted by the creation of new catalogues “for conservation” or “for particular cultivation conditions.” 

At the same time, the last meeting of the executive committee of the International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture in June 2009 in Tunis reaffirmed the importance of “farmers' rights” and asked states and regions (continents) to evaluate the obstacles to their fulfillment.

In this context, the workshop will study the demands and the strategies put in place in each country to defend farmers' and gardeners' rights and will attempt to outline a European strategy. 

Preliminary documents: 

· Position of the European network “Let's Liberate Diversity” elaborated following the last meetings in Ascoli and handed over on 10 October 2009 to the partners of the research program “Farm Seed Opportunities” (to finalize, correct, and complete)

· Introduction to RSP, Guy Kastler: the joint evolution of the European legislative landscape and industrial strategies for taking over our vital resources
Workshop 3: Seed Migration: Diversity for all? 

(Katrin Schickengruber (A), Florian Walter, Arche Noah, (A))

Most of the variety of seeds used for agriculture in Europe and North America was stolen or came to the country via immigrants. With migrants from those southern and eastern countries against whom high-tech borders are being erected today.

In order to maintain the worldwide affluence divide as long as possible, “our” governments refuse impoverished people the human right to migration. In addition, seeds from these countries are being stored locked up in various gene banks in the North; the countries of origin do not have access.  

Goods and capital, however, enjoy unlimited freedom, as does genetically modified seed. This policy compels people to migrate, makes them illegal and murders those who founder (the mass grave of the Mediterranean).

The desire not to accept this development gave rise to our initiating this workshop. 

Whoever comes to us will be part of an interactive workshop, which means we want as many people as possible to be able to contribute something. The short presentations at the beginning should make it easier to enter into the topic of discussion:

Illustrated talk by botanist and “migration researcher” Thomas Gladis :

Plants, Gardens and Cultures on the Move

Introduction and philosophy of the association Gartenpolylog by Ursula Taborsky :

Gardeners of the World Cooperate

Intercultural community gardens can be a place where migrants grow roots in new – and often  involuntarily chosen – surroundings.

Daniela Dobra reports on self-sufficiency and seed propagation: 

My Life in the Intercultural Women's Garden in Klagenfurt

Migrants bring along not only seeds but also specific knowledge about the cultivation, processing and use of plants. They make a significant contribution to the diversity of cultivated plants.

A short discussion is planned following every presentation, following contributions from as many people as possible, in small groups, on topics that emerge.

Our approach to the topic is the following:

It was often migrants and refugees who were able to save their favorite varieties in a new world. Without them, our daily meals would be monotonous and bland.  

OK. We benefit from imported diversity.
Seed exchange, openness to the world and intercultural gardens are extremely important – but – the cause of forced migration is always exploitation, injustice and oppression. Translated to the subject of seeds, this means land grab, expulsion, biopiracy, privatization of seeds, patents, and intellectual property rights.
If we want to change this, we have to dig up more than our gardens and fields!
We have to break up the entire system of injustice with many small actions and deeds.  
In our workshop, perhaps we will succeed in forging the “tool” that we need for this and in breeding the “seed” that is necessary to bring about this radical change. 
But perhaps a lot will be done if we get to know each other, take time for conversations, network and support each other in word and deed if we are in need of help.

Other worlds are plantable!

Workshop 4 'actions and political campaigns'

Background:

The preparations for a central law concerning the traffic of seeds throughout the European Union are much influenced by the big seed companies. They want to extend their monopolized rights on species and their domination of the market. The propositions that have been made by the commission up to now are far away from what we had demanded. Our demands had already been worked out last year and will be reformulated in the “juridical commission” during the 5th European Seeds Seminary. Four demands already appear to be clear for us right now:

1. Recognition of the rights for those farmers to whom the production of seeds, their preservation and distribution is one of the basics of agricultural life and who have not been mentioned in the propositions of The UE-commission.

2. Transparency about the way of breeding concerning the species from the seeds industry.

3. The guarantee for seeds without any contamination by OGM

4. No patents and other claims for intellectual property on seeds.

Aim of this working group:

In Europe we must involve a large public into the seed-legislation and win their support for our demands. Therefore we want to:

1. gather all the existing and new propositions for public mobilisation

2. work out common points and decide on which claims we want to concentrate on

3. come to a decision if we want to make a united European campaign or rather different ones in the different countries

4. see which organizations, in which way, will be engaged in a mobilisation

5. where and how we will present our common claims to the EU-commission
International importance

European decisions about the traffic of seeds will have their effects largely beyond the borders of the European Union. The EU-commission has already declared that the new law concerning the traffic of seeds will have influence on an international level. The UPOV-contracts of 1991 shall be changed in 2011. The UPOV is an association for the protection of plant-breeding, which means ensuring the intellectual property on breeds. 67 countries have signed the UPOV-contracts from 1991 because they are compulsory for many international trade-agreements. As Europe has an important influence in the UPOV a lot of countries outside the EU are equally touched by the European decisions.

Therefore we hope that farmer’s organizations from other continents will participate in the working group.

AG 5: Patent law: Current developments and alternatives, 26. 3.2010

Eva Gelinsky (ProSpecieRara, IG Saatgut), Gebhard Rossmanith (Bingenheimer Saatgut AG)

In addition to two short content-related contributions by us, we want to take enough time for discussion and exchange of experiences from the group in this workshop.  

In the first part of the workshop we aim to inform about current developments and patent law cases.

More and more patent applications

For some time now, the European Patent Office (EPO) has been confronted with a flood of patent applications. The patent system was originally created to support innovations and to make new inventions generally available. However, this function is increasingly being questioned due to the flood of patent applications that no longer have anything to do with real inventions, as the current study “The Future of Seeds and Food” (Then & Tippe 2009) shows. 

Patents on conventionally bred plants?

In this connection, the patentability of conventionally bred plants (and animals) will also be discussed. It is expected that the European Patent Office will answer the key question of whether traditional breeding practices can be patented based on both the broccoli (EP 1069819) and wrinkled tomato (EP 1211926) precedents. (The decision is expected in 2010). In both cases, various technical aids were used in breeding which the patent applicants want to claim as their “invention”. These technical aids are allegedly sufficient to make an “invention” of the entire process of conventional breeding. 

Consequences for breeders, farmers and consumers?

In addition, we aim to discuss what legal, economic, social and ecological consequences patents (can) have on breeders, farmers and consumers. 

Patents and the revision of the European seed legislation framework

Finally, the extent to which the expansion of intellectual property rights to plants (varieties, genes, gene sequences) is connected to the current revision of EU seed legislation will be presented.

In the second part of the workshop, we want to point out alternatives and discuss. We think that the question of alternatives is connected to the fundamental question of what the future of agriculture and breeding should look like. 

Open source varieties 

In the 21st century, the general trend in breeding in the conventional sector is going not only in the direction of GM technology and patenting; the ability to reproduce has already been massively restricted or made impossible by the breeding of hybrids. In contrast are varieties from biodynamic breeding: these varieties are true to seed, thus reproducible; they can remain cultural assets and furthermore are particularly suited to organic farming. A connected idea are so-called open source varieties. We want to present what this concept could be like in practice. In addition, we want to discuss to what extent this approach could present a real alternative to both patent law and conservation varieties legislation. 

How could ecological breeding be financed?

In this context, we will also discuss how independent, ecological breeding can be financed and how the existing legal systems must be changed in order to do justice to the conviction that varieties are a cultural asset.
Workshop 6, Livestock breeding:

On the reproduction of plants and domesticated animals.

Compulsory vaccination, the path to productivism, the reduction of selection criteria and the number of breeds: How do we want to breed our animals? According to which selection criteria? What kind of resistance are we putting in place across Europe? 

Behind the dissociation of agriculture and livestock breeding, great similarities can be observed between industrial and technological methods that apply to both. The same selection practices are at work and converging toward the same goals: the same wish for human control of reproduction to the detriment of natural ways; the same transformation of living beings into materials that can be assembled, transformed, stored, taken apart...the only consideration being maximum productivity. 

From the perspective of breeders of domesticated ruminants, the obligation to vaccinate flocks against blue tongue disease – a non-contagious disease – with vaccines whose harmlessness has not been verified yet has sparked off a protest movement in the majority of European countries. With vaccinating, the symptoms of the disease are concealed and it becomes impossible to spot the animals capable of defending themselves naturally. 

This regulatory obligation has largely served as a revelation: more and more constraints are being imposed on breeders of all domesticated species (land, air as well as aquatic) and are forbidding them from any latitude of action or decision concerning the animals they are responsible for. In the EU, a regulation from 2004 that entered into affect this year requires all breeders of small ruminants to put an RFID chip in one of the ears of all their livestock. All these measures contribute to the consolidation of a system that, while leading to their complete dispossession, actively contributes to the devastation of the conditions of life on earth. 

In France, it has already been planned to forbid the possession of uncertified domesticated ruminants for breeding by 2015*. This is the same story as the official seed catalogues translated to the animal kingdom. 

In this workshop, we hope breeders and farmers from different countries who are determined to reappropriate the control of their activity will cross paths and share their experiences. We will exchange our points of view on the selection criteria that we would like, on the ways of breeding that we want to maintain or explore and on existing constraints and those that will come which we refuse. 

Our thoughts will be inspired by the dynamics of resistance put in place for seeds.

Antoine de Ruffray, Remo Wyss, Longo maï, F 

* Art. L. 653-6 of the French Rural Code (L. n° 2006-11 from 5 January 2006, art.93; Ord. N° 2006-1548 from  7 December 2006): As of 1 January 2015, genetic material supporting the male line acquired by breeders of ruminants is subject to certification, whether it is semen or breeding animals. A decree determines the conditions of registration and control of the use of the male line as well as the modalities of application of the present article.      [Former art L. 653-76-1]
Workshop 7: Agriculture

Agricultural practices have over centuries led to an increase in biodiversity. For about 50 years now, however, this biodiversity is threatened by the advance of industrialised agriculture. In the workshop on agriculture we aim to discuss how to extend and strengthen agricultural means of production which maintain this biodiversity. The reform of the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP), which is being broadly discussed now and which is to enter into force in 2014, is one possible point of entry for establishing our aims and demands.
There are approximately 525 million farms worldwide, which means probably more than one billion farmers. Only a small minority of them are employing a form of agriculture which not only threatens biodiversity but also damages the land, water and air. The kind and manner in which the majority of farmers operate is based on a sustainable use of resources. By means of sustainable rural agriculture they generate biodiversity and fertile soil, maintain the genetic diversity of livestock and agricultural crops, supply us with healthy food, build regional marketing structures from accessing resources such as land, water, seeds or markets. 
In Europe too the majority of farmers are far from practising industrialised agriculture. Two thirds of farms in the EU operate on less than 5 hectares. About one third of EU farms are located in Romania, they are approximately 1 hectare in size and own two milk cows.

What kind of CAP do we need?

Discussions about the CAP after 2013 are in full swing. Demands on the agricultural budget are putting pressure on politicians in that sector. The European public is also becoming increasingly dissatisfied with the way that their tax money is thrown at industrial agriculture. Consumers are unsettled by food scandals while farmers (especially those who process and directly market their food) despair because of inadequate hygiene measures. Thus there are a lot of problems with the CAP. Nevertheless, we need a strong, non-nationalised Common Agricultural Policy. We aim to discuss in the working group what the principles of this new CAP should look like 

Food Sovereignty for Europe 

We not only need a different form of policy but an alternative agricultural and food system, in order to guarantee a future for peasant agriculture and biodiversity in Europe (and worldwide). Our food system is in crisis. The way and manner in which food is produced, processed and distributed, is based on unfair conditions along the whole value chain. Farmers, workers, employees and consumers in the North and the South are pitted against each other. For this reason we need food sovereignty in Europe. How the distribution and establishment of an alternative agricultural and food system, which is based on food sovereignty, the right to food and the conservation of natural and cultural diversity, could succeed; how large parts of the society could be convinced of the importance of our concerns will be the final topics of our working group. 

Irmi Salzer, ÖBV-Via Campesina Austria
�	 Certificat d’Obtention Végétale





