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Good Afternoon!

What I would like to share with you are some views about the realisation of ‘biodiversity conserving’ farmers’ inalienable rights to participate effectively in decisions on how they can develop, use, exchange and sell their seeds and other planting material – their plant genetic resources for food and agriculture – one very important component of Agricultural Biodiversity (the term used by the CBD, by the way - not agrobiodiversity) and the component that receives the most attention at present which is OK but we must remember that there are other components of agricultural biodiversity which are necessary to support a fully ecological form of food provision. 
I am Patrick Mulvany. I work with NGOs in the UK and, frankly, my country is not a good example of what needs to be done to realise the rights of farmers who conserve, develop and sustainably use PGRFA on farm.

The UK:

· Abolished peasants in the 14th century

· Was the first country in Europe to develop seed laws in 1920 (FOOTNOTE: although they were initially benign and defended the interests of the farmers and gardeners against rogue traders)
· Developed PVP laws in the 1960s that were a basis for UPOV provisions
· Aggressively promotes biotechnology and GM crops internationally
· Does indeed have farmers participating in decision making but it is the National Farmers' Union of England, a member of COPA-COJECA (and until recently was a member of the now liquidated IFAP – International Federation of Agricultural Producers), that is dominated by the interests of industrial commodity farmers, wholly unrepresentative of the biodiversity-conserving farmers who conserve, sustainable use and develop agricultural biodiversity.
However in the UK we do have:

· A rich diversity of organic seed breeders

· Increasing numbers of organic gardeners and farmers who treasure and develop local varieties
· A Heritage Seed Library, run by Garden Organic, that has a collection of 800 de-listed (illegal) varieties of vegetables kept alive by 400 seed guardians

· An exciting network of more than 60 ‘Seedy Sundays’ (introduced to the UK from Canada). The original one in Brighton is now in its 10th glorious year and attracts 2000 people on the first Sunday in February each year to swap seeds.
I mention these examples to highlight that either there needs to be proper provision for doing all the things we know are necessary for farmers and gardeners to be able to develop, save, exchange and sell their biodiverse seeds or people will take matters into their own hands and will carry out para-legal or extra-legal activities… and this will grow!
We should recall that Farmers’ Rights were developed in a farmer-free environment in Rome, Spoleto, Neuchatel… and agreed in 1999 without farmer involvement despite a major engagement by the international farmers movement calling for farmers rights in 1996 in the Leipzig PGRFA conference (including the parallel CSO “In Safe Hands” meeting) and in Rome at the CGRFA at which La Vía Campesina made a very clear and impassioned statement on farmers’ rights. Governments could have made use of their wisdom – they did not. They invented an article that is insufficient and inadequate – especially because it places all measures under what can be draconian biodiversity-reducing national laws, policies and programmes.
[FOOTNOTE: Subsequent to coming into force of the Treaty, La Vía Campesina has participated in meetings of the GB, speaking at the opening session of GB2 and presenting the CSO statement at GB3 and is preparing for GB4 in Bali, but still does not have any opportunity to participate in the decision making processes of the governing body (nor do its members at national levels).]
So, while I have been asked to talk about decision making at national levels, it is the international implementation that is most important to coerce governments and contracting parties to think about what is necessary to have that more biodiverse type of agriculture, practiced by small-scale food providers, essential for securing future food. 
In the very useful paper by Regine and Tone summarising the electronic consultation about the implementation of farmers rights, on pages 52 to 63 is the section that deals with participation in decision making at national level (and if you have not read it I do encourage you to do so). About a third of respondents said there was some kind of legal right to participation in their countries Africa (4), Asia (7) Latin America (2) Europe (7). However, where is the evidence that there has been any ‘effective’ participation in decision making by  biodiversity-conserving farmers who develop, save and use a wide range of PGRFA – effective participation by them in changing laws, policies and programmes that destroy biodiversity and agreeing laws, policies and programmes that would enable, especially small-scale, farmers to be able to continue doing their vital work.
[The first slide shows the countries where farmers have effectively participated as a result of legal provisions (none!) and the second shows the farmers who did so (none – but it is a beautiful picture of an Ethiopian Tukul (traditional house) set amongst its Ensete (false banana) plants.] 

About half the respondents said that farmers could participate in committees, hearings and so on but that then raises the question of ‘which farmers’ – which farmers are legitimate and truly representative of the biodiversity conserving and more ecological farmers who conserve and generate the necessary PGRFA for the future? The evidence is that few are able to have the effective participation in these processes necessary to change policy and practice. 
As noted in the report, some efforts are made to train decision makers in the importance of farmers’ rights but clearly more needs to be done.
So what needs to be done? As Tejo Pramono, the staff member of Via Campesina, said earlier, farmers are looking for protection FROM the industrial production model that is capturing and destroying biodiversity, markets and livelihoods of peasant farmers. Also protection FROM patents and IPRs and diversity reducing seed laws, as Vanaja Ramprasad from Bangalore, India, said this morning. 
There is a need for protection FROM an industrial food system that is not only destroying agricultural biodiversity but also the local provision of healthy food produced sustainably. 
And what is it that these small-scale biodiverse farmers are calling for? They are looking for the PROMOTION of a more biodiverse and ecological food system; for recognition of their collective rights to seed, land, water; looking for protection of their resilient production systems that can adapt to climate change and other threats. [FOOTNOTE These are all aspects of changes in agricultural production that have been found necessary by IAASTD]. They are looking for laws that will prohibit the contamination and integrity of their seeds by GMOs. They are looking for a system that will defend their farmers’ rights and the rights of PachaMama – the defence of Mother Earth.
So, with respect to participation in decision making, it is important that the Governing Body set the example and start by including legitimate representatives of the organisations of these biodiverse small-scale farmers in the decision-making process of the GB, including the allocation of the Benefit Sharing fund. They would be well advised to adopt similar procedures to those of the UN FAO Committee on World Food Security (CFS) that, now reformed, has a more open, transparent and effective mechanisms for the inclusion of all stakeholders, who self-organise their participation in the processes and debates in the Committee. 
And a possible resolution that we could consider for presentation to GB4 would be that the GB should ensure effective participation by legitimate representatives of the organisations of the biodiversity-conserving, smaller-scale farmers who conserve, develop and sustainably use PGRFA, in the decision-making forums of the GB and other crucially important processes of the International Treaty. 
Thank You


Patrick Mulvany
Senior Policy Adviser

PracticalAction

patrickmulvany@clara.co.uk

23 November 2010
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Countries that have implemented effective participation by farmers in decision making





Here are some farmers who have effectively participated in decision making








Defending farmers’ rights and the �rights of PachaMama
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