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Ag One: A Renewed AttemPt at Recolonization of
Indian Agriculture lllWl

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

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

and the soil, sees food (Anna) as the connector and currency of lite, recognisesm (
tarming as the l’1igl1€5li vocation and the liaPPiness of the farmer as an indicator of
goocl tarming (Anna data Sukhi Bhava).

India emergecl as the world’s most prosperous economy based on the deep l<nowleclge m\m
of l)iocliversitu and agriculture. Our sPice trade attracted Columbus (Wl'lO landed in
the Americas lool<ing for India). The East India ComPanu was created to colonise India
and extract her wealth. The EIC and British rule exPloitecl Indian peasants, created
famines which killed 50 million PeoPle. Agriculture in colonies in India and Africa was mw
reduced to becoming suPPlier of raw materials for the Empire‘ Farmers were reduced

to becoming slaves and indentured labour-.

After lnclePendence in 1947 we created Policies for land sovereignty of the peasants mw
and food sovereignty of the country. In 1965, Indian agriculture was colonised again
for torcing India to use chemicals in tarming tl1rougl1 the so called Green Revolution,

but food securitg was still the aim and ObJCCtIVC

Source: Slnva 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’. CorPorate entry in Indian agriculture triggered an agrarian crisis

and a crisis of food insecuritu and has been seen as the recolonization of India. M

Source: Sl'uva V. (2001). Stolen harvest: The hi lijaclqng of the global food SUPPIH Zed Books.
V. Shiva and Andre Leu. 2018. BiodiverSitH Agroecologg Regenerative Organic Agriculture Westville Pul)lislmng House.

Bill Gates who became a billionaire tlirougln the cleregulation of corp orate
glol;allsatlon IS NOW leadmg the recolonization of Indian and African Agriculture Bill mw
Gates has taken the failed Green Revolution to Africa as AGRA, the Alliance for the
Green Revolution in Africa. He is Promotmg the failed Golden Rice and banned Bt

Brinjal. &.



It is a new initiative announced 139 the Gates foundation called

¢ Of in short. Gates Ag One will be a
subsidiarg of the Gates Foundation and will be led 139 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 3ields
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
clevelopment of innovations” that are “needed to improve crop Pro&uc’civitg and hClP

smallholder Farmers, the majoritg of whom are women, a&apt to climate change”.

Source: httlos://www.devex‘com/news/exclusive~gates~1coundation~launc]’]es-new-agriculture~1cocusec1~nonlproﬁb‘?éﬁs‘i'

Roclger Voorhies, President) Global Growth & OPPortunitg division, Gates Foundation
has been rePor’ced to say that Gates Ag One Plans to work with Partners from the Public
and Private sector to commercialize “resilient, giechenhancing seeds and traits”. He adds,
“We needed to accelerate the access to the kinds of Products and services that low-

income PCOPIC and sma”holcﬂer {:armers ﬂCCCl.”

Source: httPs://www.devex‘com/news/exclusive~gates—1coundation—launches—new-agriculture~Focuse&—nonProﬁt—Qé&‘S‘i-

The goal of Gates Ag One is claimed to be “to empower smallholder farmers with the
affordable, high~qualit9 tools, technologies, and resources theg need to lift themselves

out of Povertg.” e
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In a document released bg the Gates foundation itself, itis claimed that Ag One will work
in:

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

« Sub-Saharan Africa, home to around 1 billion PeoPle.

S

According to the document, “9ields on farms in these regjons are alreadg far below what
farmers elsewhere in the world achieve, and climate change will make their crops even less

Procluctive.”

Source: ht‘r]ps: AocsAufa’ces{:oum'lation.org/Documents GatesAgOne O\/erviewarﬂf”AQ.PA{;



https://www.devex.com/news/exclusive-gates-foundation-launches-new-agriculture-focused-nonprofit-96384
https://www.devex.com/news/exclusive-gates-foundation-launches-new-agriculture-focused-nonprofit-96384
https://docs.gatesfoundation.org/Documents/GatesAgOne_OverviewandFAQ.pdf
https://www.devex.com/news/exclusive-gates-foundation-launches-new-agriculture-focused-nonprofit-96384
https://www.devex.com/news/exclusive-gates-foundation-launches-new-agriculture-focused-nonprofit-96384
https://docs.gatesfoundation.org/Documents/GatesAgOne_OverviewandFAQ.pdf

Poison Cartel.Toxic Capital.

1

. PIONEER.
\ G-BaS

| syng’enta Q

Dow 2

Monsanto

B A

MONOPOLY

“ \ ’
AL A




It is the same narrative.

Same maniPulation.

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

GHG Emissions,
Climatic Chaos
Climate Disaster
Industrial Agriculture

Biggest Contributor of Species Extinction

Agri Production: 11-15% Disappearance of insects, bees,

¢ o -
Deforestation 15-18% Biodiversity Erosion

Processing, Transport, Poison & Fossil
Packaging, Retail 15-20% Fuel Based

Waste 2-4% Industrial

Agriculture &
Food

Destructionof _ System @ — > Land & Soil Degradation
a4

( Including Synthetic Fertiliser) \ pollinators, plant and crop diversity
Land Use Change & ’ / Spread of Monocultures &

Farmers’ . N
Livelihoods, Desertification

Decay of
Rural
Economies

Hunger &

Malnutrition i
Chronic Diseases Water Depl.etlon
& Pollution

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



http://www.ecofriendlyshelters.org/index.php/news-stay-up-to-date/727-why-bill-gates-owns-500-000-shares-of-monsanto
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-matters/2010/sep/29/gates-foundation-gm-monsanto%22%20%5Ct%20%22_blank
https://xconomy.com/san-francisco/2018/10/02/pivot-bio-gets-70m-led-by-bill-gatess-fund-to-replace-fertilizer/2/
https://agfundernews.com/bill-melinda-gates-foundation-first-agtech-investment-agbiome-011.html%22%20%5Ct%20%22_blank
http://biosafetyafrica.org.za/index.php/20100901330/Soya-Gates-Foundation-Cargill-Paper/menu-id-100025.html
http://www.ecofriendlyshelters.org/index.php/news-stay-up-to-date/727-why-bill-gates-owns-500-000-shares-of-monsanto
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/poverty-matters/2010/sep/29/gates-foundation-gm-monsanto%22%20%5Ct%20%22_blank
https://xconomy.com/san-francisco/2018/10/02/pivot-bio-gets-70m-led-by-bill-gatess-fund-to-replace-fertilizer/2/
https://agfundernews.com/bill-melinda-gates-foundation-first-agtech-investment-agbiome-011.html%22%20%5Ct%20%22_blank
http://biosafetyafrica.org.za/index.php/20100901330/Soya-Gates-Foundation-Cargill-Paper/menu-id-100025.html

Realitg : Contrary to the mutl'i that small farmers Food Produced by Biodiverse Farms
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 Provicling 80% of glol)al food using
Just 25% of the resources that g0 into

Biodiverse
farms
produce
80% of the
food

agriculture.
® food produced by biodiverse farms

® food not produced by biodiverse Srms

Land Used by Industrial Agriculture

On the other l'iancl, Gates supportecl
industrial agriculture is using 75% of the land

while Provicling 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 Wltl1 no lll:e ancl no l:OOCl.

Realitg: Navclanga’s 2011 stucl9 found that 5iodiversit9 based organic tarming Practiced

bu smallholder farmers created a revenue of Rs. 33,160 per acre for farmers.
In India, the total land for cultivation = S22 B 85K,

it Biocliversitu based orgariic l:arming IS Practicecl on all of this land the extra revenue
that would be generatecl =15% of India’s GDP.

Thus, biodiversitg based agroecologg can increase farmers’ incomes l)g more than 10

times.

Source: Shiva, V., & Singh) V. (2014). Wealth Per Acre. Navclanua/Researclw Foundation for Science, Teclmologu & Ecologg.



Realitu: The commo&it9~l3ase<l fossil fuel intensive and chemical intensive agriculture
suPPortecl l)g the Gates foundation has contributed 50% of the greeril'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 Pollutiori of
our lakes, rivers and oceans; 93% of crop cliversitu has been Puslied to extinction through
industrial agriculture. The manufacture of sgntl“ietic fertiliser which is integral to the
industrial agriculture suPPorted l)g the Gates foundation is l‘liglilu energy-intensive. One
l<g of nitrogen fertiliser requires the energy equivalent of 2 litres of diesel. Energy used
cluring fertiliser manufacture was equivalent to 191 billion litres of diesel in 2000 and is
Prcy’ected to rise to 277 billion in 20%0. This is a ma}'or contributor to climate cl'iange, yet
largelu ignorecl.

Source: Shiva, V. (2008). Soil not oil: environmental justice 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)iocliversitg and tragile ecosystem. Biofuels have been responsilale for the
clearance of rainforests all around the worlcl, esPeciallg in the Amazon in Brazil) and GM
soya has been one of the main drivers of the amazon fires. Biofuels contribute massivelg
to climate cl'iarige. A 2016 stuclg Pul)lislﬁecl 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.


https://sunshinehours.net/tag/biofuels/
https://news.mongabay.com/2019/04/brazil-soy-trade-linked-to-widespread-deforestation-carbon-emissions/%22%20%5Ct%20%22_blank
https://sunshinehours.net/tag/biofuels/
https://news.mongabay.com/2019/04/brazil-soy-trade-linked-to-widespread-deforestation-carbon-emissions/%22%20%5Ct%20%22_blank

159 l:raming the narrative in a way that Pins the responsilailitu of climate cliange on
“smallholder farmers who are involved in unsustainable Practices” the Gates foundation

evades resPonsibilit9 for the destruction it has been instrumental in causing.

We cannot address climate cl'iange, and its very real consequences, without recognising
the central role of the industrial and globalisecl food system, activelg suPPorted l:>9 the
Gates Foundation. The gloloalisecl food sgstem contributes more than 40% to greenhouse
gas emissions tlirougli deforestation, animals in concentrated animal ]CCCCliﬂg oPerations

(CAFQOs), Plastics and aluminium Packaging, long distance transport and food waste.

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

l)iocliversitg — living seeds, living soils, living and local food systems.

Realitu: Tlieg make it sound like farmers cannot live a l1ealtl13 and Productive life without
tecl‘mologg from the billionaires and the Poison Cartel aimed at mal<ing more Proﬁts. Tl’neg
also make it sound like the onlg way to face climate clwange is with the l1elP of their
“innovations”. The tecl*molog\u and innovations that tl"ieg talk about onl9 aggravate climate
cl'iange. Tlieu are the root of the Problem. The tools of colonization cannot be tools of

liberation for the Eartlﬁ, for farmers, for eaters.

Tecl‘mologg isjust a tool wl1icl1 we aclaPt to lﬁuman needs and l1uman treeclom. Wl1en
liumans are coercivelg aclaPted toa corPorate tool designed to control nature and 5ocietg

it becomes a tool of slavery. Since teclmologies are tools, tl1e3 are chosen.

The Failure of the Green Revolution seeds and the GMO Bt cotton seeds is a failure of the
CorPorate driven tecl"mologies for mal<ing suPerProﬁts tl’ll"OUgl"l selling Poisons and non

renewable seeds, and the teclmological aPProacli of control and ownersliil:) ’

With the ecological emergency, climate emergency and the food emergency, the
teclmologies that are needed are Participatorg and evolutionarg, t)reeding for climate

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



The Poison Cartel uses three main constructions and technological mgtlﬁs to colonise our

‘FOOCl ancl Farming sgstems.

CorPorations turn a blind eye to farmers’ innovations and the lmowleclgc and tools
farmers have evolved over millennia to breed seccls, renew soil lcrtili’cg, manage Pests and

weeds ccologicallg and Produce goocl food.

Tl’:eg elevate corporate tools to a new religion and new civilizing mission which has to be
imPosed to civilize the ecological, independent, knowledge sovereign farmers who are seen
as the new barbarians. A new teclﬁnological fundamentalism makes corPorate tools a
measure and indicator of human progress, immune to social and democratic assessments.
Farmers have a fundamental democratic rigl'lt to compare their agroecological tools with
what the Poison Cartel has to offer and with full knowledge and information make a
democratic choice. Througl'\ this elevation of teclmological means to human ends, the
corporate agenda is made the human agenda, imPosition 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 lﬁumanity uses. Chemicals
and the Green Revolution were not inevitable. Tlmg were imPosecl tl‘»rougl‘» conditionalities.
GMOs are not inevitable and are gailing as tools of pest control and weed control, leacling
instead to emergence of superpests and suPerweecls. There is multiplc and diverse
intelligcnce in nature and society. Artificial lntelligence or machine lcarning is not inevitable.
It is l)eing imPosecl tlwrouglw forced cligitalization, mal<ing us Forget the intelligence in nature
and her diverse living l)eings, the intelligence in the soil food web, the ccological intelligence
of farmers and women, the intelligence of the microbes in our gut and the enteric nervous

sgstem: our SCCOﬂCl l)rain.

When society develops and chooses technologies democratically the questions we ask
Y P 2 s

are:
What does the tccl‘mologg do? What is the tool for 7 Who controls the tools?
Do we have technological alternatives to address the same Prolalem?
Do we need them for improving human welll)eing and the welll)cing 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 c]uestions had been asked of sgntlwctic chemical Fertilisers, Pcs’cicicles and
weedicides we would not have allowed them in our agriculture since theg fail to imProvc soil
lertili’cg, control pests or weeds. Instead tlﬁeg have led to desertification of soils, creation
of suPerPests and superwecds. On the other hancl} as Navdanga’s work over the last b,
decades has Sl“IOWﬂ, ecological ’ceclﬁnologies regenerate the soil and manage Pcs’cs and

weeds through biocliversity intensification.



Corporate Patriarcly and the masculinist view of
time: “In agriculture, time is your biggest enemy.”

This statement was made bg Roclger Voorhies, President, 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 sPeed of existing institutes

and initiatives.

Accorcling to Roclger Voorl'iies) “Research and cleveloPment takes years to get from the
lab to the ﬁeld, and while the Agricultural Develol:)ment team funds the development of
new tools and teclinologies clesigned to meet the needs of smallholder tarmers) there were
delags in translating these discoveries to affordable Products”. He added, “we didr’t think
that research was Howing down to the crops that matter most to smallholder farmers in a

timeframe that could reach them.”

Source: l1ttlos: // www.devex.com/ news/. exclusive—gates-tounclation-launcl'ies~new~agriculture—tocusecl~nonprolit-96’)8+

.} Time is not our enemy, but our friend

The English word “agriculture” comes from a combination of the latin words agrum (torm

» o« S NN (¢

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

For farmers, time is evergtliing. Time s 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 weed, when to harvest.

How can there be care without time and Patience? J

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

Iife needs time to be Sl"laPCCl and take its form.

Worl<ing with time leads to responsil)ility.

Worl<ing against time leads to recklessness.


https://www.devex.com/news/exclusive-gates-foundation-launches-new-agriculture-focused-nonprofit-96384
https://www.devex.com/news/exclusive-gates-foundation-launches-new-agriculture-focused-nonprofit-96384

This is wl‘ig Ag One is the ultimate disaster. It isjust another way of Pusl‘iing the
Gates agencla for agribusiness. Industrial Agriculture has treated time and care as an
obstacle. It has Promotecl tecl*inologies of carelessness tlirougli claiming that tl‘:eu
were “saving time”. Instead of letting crops riPen with time, Rounclup has been
l:)romoted as a desiccant for instant druing. More and Bigger machines based on
fossil fuels have been introduced to sPeecl up farm oPerations, destroging

biodi\/ersitu, farm livelihoods and economies of care.

Ag One is the latest attempt at colonisation of Agriculture, cleclaring cliversitg

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 lnsectagacldon . g'é

Now time is l)eing made an enemy, tlﬁreatening to accelerate the race to extinction and

ecological collapse A *

By saying that “In agriculture, time 1s your l)iggest enemy”, tlieg have negated 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. *

» « 5 «

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

WW W W W W W



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

In response to the ePiclemic of “fast food” which thrived on the disease ridden, globaiised
industrial and chemical food sgstem, there emergeci the Slow Food movement. Founded bg
Carlo Petrini in ltalg in 1986, Slow Food linked Pieasure and food with awareness and
resPonsibilitg. It defended biodiversitg in our food supplg 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 ta|<ing the time to prepare and eat wnole, loca”g-

SOou I'CCCI i:OOCiS.

In reaction to fast fashion, which intensified the exploitations of our environment and our
labour with its sweat SI‘IOPS, the slow fashion movement was created to emplﬁasise on
sustainabiiit9 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 quaiitg manutacturing to iengthen the life of the
garment. Developing a garment with a cultural and emotional connection and wearing it with
an equai 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 brougnt the whole financial world to co”apse with its
nigt] investments and nign 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 cnanneiing financial resources to invest in small food
enterprises and local food systems. This strengthens the local communities instead of
multinational corPorations. Instead of venture Capitai bankro“ing far ﬂung higti tech start-
ups, the movement talks about “nurture caPitai” which funds local merchants and

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



Ag One: The new Agricultural lmPerialism

There is a total lack of claritu about what the Project Ag One is. However, if we sgnthesise
other initiatives of the Gates Foundation and put togetl'ier the Pieces of tliejigsaw Puzzle,
the agencla of Ag One starts to emerge clearlu.

Ag One is an exPression of the Gates Pliilosoplﬁg of him as a billionaire l)eing the onlg one
who has l<nowleclge about agriculture and the onlg one who has the power to determine
the lives of billions of farmers who Procluce our food and the 7.8 billion who have a rigl'it to
eat and the rigl1t to choose what tl‘ieu eat, choose how it was grown and choose who grew
it.

Ag One builds on other initiatives Gates has announced such as “One Agriculture One

Scienge’s
Source: Shiva, V and Shiva, K. 2018.0neness Vs The 1%: Slwattering Mlusions, Seecling Freedom.

“One Agriculture One Science” essentiall9 means “one research and one l<nowleclge”.

It i1s a recipe for impoverislﬁing and enslavirig Asia and Africa, intellectuallg and
economically. “One agriculture, One science" is a call against cliversitg. it will further erode
the ecological foundations of agriculture, leavirig the world's food systems at the mercy of

billionaires and l:)ig corPorations.

While farmers have bred hundreds of thousands of varieties, of thousands of sPecies, the
Green Revolution has reduced the agriculture and food base to a handful of glol;allg
traded commodities. Genetic Engneering has further narrowed the commercially Plantecl
crops to four - Corn, 5098, Cotton, Canola and 2 traits - Bt and HT (herbicide tolerant).
Indian farmers evolved 200,000 kinds of rice, tlieg evolved thousands of varieties of
wl"ieats) Pulses and oilseeds. Tl'ieg evolved thousands of varieties of Brirjal and Banana

and Marigoes.
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Ag One: An Agencla for Pirating the World’s
Seeds, Unclermining International Laws and

SOwing the Seeds of Surveillance

Ag One will include Digitalisation of Agriculture inclucling digitalising of life and mining
data from the farmers to sell it back to them as a new commoclitg: Big atae

Mr. Gates as Mr. Microsoft has made his billions tlirougl'i patents in the cligital world. He
sees his future billions coming from the convergence of agriculture and information
teclmologies, cligitalisation of every aspect of our clailg lives esPeciall9 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,
digital genomic maPPing of seeds and our genetic diversitg, undermining laws and
treaties that prevent l)ioPiracg, Puslﬂng new GMOs based on CRISPR/ gene ecliting
and cleregulating our biosatetg laws as well as data mining from farmers to build their

cligital slaverg tl'irouglﬁ 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
CGIAR is also a tal<ing over of our seeds.

Dr. R.H. Richharia, India’s Pre~eminent rice research scientist, headed the Central Rice
Research Institute (CRRJ) at Cuttacl<, Orissa. The Indian institute existed before
International Rice Research Institute (IRRD), and had the largest collection of rice cliversitg
the l)iggest rice “bank” in the world.



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

_The mee’cing of the 159 Center Chairs was
convened at Bioversity International (B) neadquarters outside Rome in December 2019 to
discuss ti'ie“mega~ merger”. The consolidation would involve one international board which

would be resPonsibie for all 15 Centers.
source: ETC group. (2020). The Next Agribusiness Takeover: Multilateral Food Agencies,

The dangers seem imminent when one looks cleeper 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 Sgstem Management Board and recentlg retired as head of
the Syngenta Foundation. The unification is being Pusheci by Gates and Syngenta
Foundations, USAID, UK, Canada, Australia and Germany.

The unification will have huge implica’cions on the eleven CGIAR gene banks. The legal
status of these banks would ciiange if the agreements between the host countrg and the
centers ci‘nange and this could mean the banks would be governeci bg another framework

which would also be shaped bg the agenda of the Gates foundation.

source: ETC group. (2020). The Next Agribusiness Takeover: Multilateral Food Agencies‘

The Ag One agencla will include Biopiracy 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. Tiieg see
Submergence tolerant rice as an agriculturai research frontier for “more Proc[uctivitg and
less risk”. And once again they 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 “deli\/ering imProved varieties of rice tolerant to stresses
incluciing clrougiit, saiinitgj iron toxicity, 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: iittps: //www.devex.com/news/why-the-gates-foundation-is-flooding-a-new-rice-variety-with-funding-88095
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http://strasa.irri.org/
https://www.devex.com/news/why-the-gates-foundation-is-flooding-a-new-rice-variety-with-funding-88095

The rich agroecological knowleclge of our Indian farmers

SOME OF THE FLOOD TOLERANT RICE VARIETIES

N/

NALIDHULIA-150 days RABANA-150 days =~ SEULAPUNI-150 days

In last 20 years, Navdanga has
conserved Sk flood tolerant

MUSAKANI-155 days ~ GUDAMATHIA-155 days varieties in Oclisha. OF tI"ICSC 8

varieties are extremel9 water

tolerant. These varieties are
being conserved and multiplied
at Navdanga’s biocliversitg
conservation farm and Seed
Bank in Odisha.
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Unclermining the Protection of Biocli\/ersitg

COﬂVCﬂtiOﬂ In 1992, the international communitg

adoptecl this convention at Rio De
on Janeiro at the Earth Summit.

5 s l y l The objec’ti\/es of the convention were:
10 Oglca . Conserving bio!ogical cliversitg
DiVCrS l _t9 « Sustainable use of resources

« Fairand equitable sharing of benefits that

arise out of commercial use

R R R

Under CbBD, there are multiple Protocols

createcl. One OF them IS the Nagoga Protocol on

access and benefit sharing, 2010. N agoya

The objective was to establish a legang bin&ing l
framework for the implementation of the concept Pf’OtOCO
of access and benefit sharing as birthed in the
convention on biological cliversitg. The Protocol
creates duties and obligations on the Parties

engaging with incligenous communities for the use

O1C gCﬂCtiC resources ancl l(ﬂOWlCCIgC.



lﬂternational Treatg Also known as the International Seed

Treaty, the objective is: conservation and

on Plant Genetic , ,
sustamable usce O‘F all Plant genetic

Resources Treatu resources for food and agriculture and the
FOF l:OOCl ancl fair and equitable sharing of the benefits

arising out of their use, in harmong with the
Agriculture Convention on Biological Diversity, for

<lTPGRl:A> sustainable agriculture and food securitu.

These international frameworks made to protect our biodiversitg are being
comPletelg subverted tl‘irough cligital maPPing of the genome. Bio]:)iracu IS being
carried out tlirougli the convergence of information teclmologg and laioteclmologg
l)g tal<ing patents tlirougli “mapping” genomes and genome sequences. While living
seed needs to evolve “in situ”, Patents on genomes can be taken tl'irouglw access to
seed “ex situ”. This undermines farmers’ rigl'its as you dor’t need the Permission

from the farmers anymore once the genome l1as been cligitallg maPPecl.

Gates has been Pusl‘ning for it several years now, with a l'iuge 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 : lwttps://www.ccl—genomics.com/blog/lZO—million—investment—icor—crisPr—teclinologu—icrom—bill—gates—ancl—otlwer—]ﬁ—investors/

XD

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

Source: Sl*:iva, vV and .Slwiva, K. 2018. The Future of our clailg bread: Regeneration or Collapse. Navclanua International / Research
foundation for science, teclmologg and ecolog\tjt
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First they said
chemicals will feed us.
Then they said

GMOs will feed us. Vet
The people and planet e e A e ey p——y (e
were left poisoned. % EN E D R\I.VE
Now we are being told, SRR NN g |

,Big Data‘ will feed us. A VT AN




Biosafetg is the multi~di5ciplinary assessment of the impac‘c 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 Biosarcety. Itis
a lega“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) resulting 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, taking into account risks to human health”.

States that it aims to “contribute to ensuring, an a&equate

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”g {:OCUSiﬂg on transbounclarg movements”.

The Protocol requires that decisions on Proposed imports be based on risk assessments.
Risk assessments must be undertaken in a scientific manner based on rccognized risk
assessment techniques, taking into account advice and gui&elines developecl bg relevant

international organizations.

GMOs are regulatecl 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 impor’c, expor’c, transport, manu{:acture, process, use or sell any
hazardous microorganisms of genetica”g engineered organisms/substances or cells
excep’c with the aPProval of the Genetic Engineering APProval Committee.”

This aPProval has been historica”g bgpassecl bg the Poison cartel in India, in its attempt
to comple‘celg negate all biosagctg regulations.



NS

Ag One includes the agencla of Deregulation of biosancetg. As the initiative announcement
states, its objec‘cive is to “get the Produc‘cs from the labs into the fields, faster and more
massive than before”. The objective seems to be to identi{q ‘Promising’ scientific
discoveries and get those as quicklg as Possible to the Poin’c of commercialisation with

little testing, assessment and regulation.

In Framing time as an enemy what it is essentia”g doing IS Pushing for Aeregulation. When
there are hazar&s, Precaution and saFetg need to be looked into. 159 Pusl‘ning for
deregulation, one is saging that theg dor’t care about what happens to the health and
safety of the People and the Plane’c. Their Proﬁts and agenclas reign over evergt]‘ling else.

Wherever there is deregulation we can see Gates and his initiatives at work, not onlg in
Africa and Asia but evergwhere else too, in USA and Europe. One such example is of
CRISPR and gene ecliting where theg tried to bgpass regulation all toget]‘ner bg claiming
that gene editing Is a non-GMO technologg and is different from transgenic.

But the ECJ (European Court of Justice) decision recognisecl and affirmed that gene
editing Is genetic modification. On 25th Julg 2018, ECJ ruled that CRISPR is a gene
modification technologg and

It stated:

“In toclag’s judgment, the Court of Justice takes the view, first of all, that organisms
obtained bg 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 natura”g. It follows that those organisms come, in Principle, within
the scope of the GMO Directive and are subject to the obligations laid down bg that

directive”.
Source: httPs://curia‘euroPa‘eu/jcms/uPloacl/docs/app!ication/ PdF/ZOI8~O7/cP1801HenPCJF
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Ay 42 & 4

Digita! Green, an initiative of the Gates Foundation is described as “a global deve!opment
organization that empowers smallholder farmers to lift themselves out of Povertg bg
harnessing the collective power of technologg and grassroots~level Par’cnerships.” It is an
NGO that focuses on “’craining farmers to make and show short videos where theg record
their Problems and share solutions”. It was first conceived as a Prcyect in Microsoft
Research India's Technology for Emergmg Markets. It has received a Funclmg of $1. ) million
&o“ars@ crores) from the Walmart foundation. South Asia Food and Nutrition Securltg
Initiative (SAFANSD), a PrOJect of the NGO is funded ]3 the World Bank. It received Rs )
crore Global lmPac’c Award from Google in 2013. The Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation has

gunc]ed more than $10 mlulon into thls inibiative.

source: httlos://www.digitalgrcen.org/about—us/

Ay A 4y 4

CroPln Technologg Pvt. Ltd. a Bengaluru~based company has raised $12 million in Fundm

from the Poison Cartel, Gates F‘oundatlon) Venture Capltal Firms and Agtech companles l ke
Chiratae Ventures, Strategic Investment Fund, Seeders Ventures Funcl, Sgngenta, Bager
and BASE The company claims that it would utilise the Funding to use its ’cechnologg and
machineJearning Plahcorm to control over 10 million acres of land and invade the lives of
seven million farmers in India and globa”g. In India, CroPln has announced its presence in
70% of the states.
It is claimed that CroPln has been founded bﬂ Krishna Kumar, Kunal Prasad and
Chlttaranjan Jena. But it is the money of the Poison Cartel and billionaires that actua”g
founded it. The technologles bemg Promoted are those of the Poison Cartel. The start-u up
claims to be bu;ldmg an agrl -information dataset” to detect Pattems and “Predlct the
future” of a varietg of crops.
In lnclia, Cropln has a tie~uP with the DePar’cment of Agriculture (DOA), Government of
Kamataka Depar‘cment of Horticulture (DOH), Andhra Praclesh Bihar State Government,
the dePar’cment of agrlculture and wellcare Government of Punjab and is Par’c of the Jeevika
FOJCCt that uses “smart ‘cechnologles for climate resilient agriculture
Addltlonang, the World Bank has chosen CroPln as the technologg Par’cner inthe Publlc-
Prlvate Partnershlp PrOJect of the Government of India and World Bank.

Source: Shlva Vetal. (2.019) Seeds of sustenance and freedom v. Seeds of suicide and surveillance. RESTE.
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Violation of Riglits of Farmers to Data Privacu

Digital tarming and surveillance over the farmers, their lands, their crops is creating “data”
for the Poison cartel and Gates foundation which is l)eing collected tlﬁrouglﬁ

the use of robotics and Aigital tecnnologies, artificial intelligence) and devices connected
to the internet (“internet of tnings”)‘ Big data) data analgtics and machine learning are
being incorporated into agriculture tl1rougl1 electronic tracing systems, electronic
weather data, smartPlﬂone maPPing and other remote sensing aPPlications. “Precision
agriculture” s essentiallg 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 l)eing collected without their l<nowleclge or Prior
consent.This “data” is closelg connected to farmers’ Personal information like the
location of the farms etc. The act of tal<ing this “data” l)9 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 sulyjecteol to arlaitrarg interference with his Privacu,

Privacu and data Protection.

tamilg, home or corresPonclence, nor to attacks upon his honour and rePutation.

Evergone has the rigl1t to the Protection of the law against such interference or attacks.”

#

Article 17 of the Covenant (to date ratified l)g 167 States), Provicles that no one shall be
sul;jectecl to arl;itrarg or unlawful interference with his or her Privacu, tamilg, home or
corresPondence, nor to unlawful attacks on his or her honour and rePutation. It further
states that ¢ Everyone has the riglﬁt to the Protection of the law against such interference

or attacks.”

Article 8 of the convention affirms the same riglwt to Privacg in a similar language.

#

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 togetl'ier can lead to the identification of a

Particular person, also constitute Personal data.” *



On August 24, 2017, a Constitutional Bench of ninejuc]ges of the Supreme Court of

India in upheld that Privacg is a
fundamental riglﬁt, which is entrenched in of the Constitution.
Presentlg the contains speciﬁc Provisions intended

to protect electronic data, including non-electronic records or information that have

been, are curren’clg or are intended to be Processecl electronica”g.

India’s 1T Minis’crg adopted the

#

#

in 2011 which requirc corporate entities co”ecting, Processing and s’coring$

Personal information to comply with certain Procedures involving Prior consent of the
person whose information is being collected. Personal information has been defined
under the IT Rules as “any information that relates to a natural person, which either
clirectlg or inclirectly, in combination with other information available or likelg to be
available with a ]:)ocl9 corporate, IS caPable of identhcging such Person”. states
that the boclg corPorate must obtain Prior consent from the “Provider of information”
regarding ‘purpose, means and modes of use of the information”. The boclg
corPora’ce IS requirecl to “take such steps as are, in the circumstances, reasonable” to
ensure that the individual from whom data is collected is aware of

. the fact that the information is being co”ectec[; and

. the purpose for which the information is being collected; and

. theintended recipients of the information; and

. the name and address of

. the agency that is co”ecting the information; and

. the agency that will hold the information.

#

#

%



Hﬂacking 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~Genera| 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 entitg 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 working with nature while in realitg, it is

working with the very sgstems that ﬁ’g]ﬁt nature and assault our local ecosgstems.

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

source: l’xttps: // Icadership. ng/2020/02/07/agra-is-not-the-face-of-agriculture/
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The future is based on biodiversitg, 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 &
Absorption of excess GHGs
by Biodiversity of Forests,
Grasslands, Organic Farms
& Soils

Regeneration of Biodiversity
of Soil Organisms, Plants,
Insects, including Pollinators

Earth Centred
Biodiversity Based
Ecological

n Regeneration of Living
Agriculture

. . Soils Reversal of Land
Regeneration of Agrarian Degradati
Economies & Farmers’> «———— egra ‘a lm}
L & Desertification
Livelihoods . 1
Real Wealth Per Acre
through Seed & Food
Sovereignty

Reducing Hunger through

Reduction of Water Use
Increased Nutrition Per Acre

& Water Pollution
Conservation of Water
Regeneration of Water

Systems

Healthy Soils
Increased availability of Healthy Plants
Food through Local Healthy People
Circular Economies

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







Farmers have l(I’IOWICClgC.

Plants and insects have inte”igence.
Agroecologg builds on the Divcrsit9 of knowledgcs and intc”igences.
Our response to Ag One Is ePis’cemic decolonisation and rcclaiming of our Seed

Sovereigntg) Food Sovereigntg and Knowledge Sovereigntg.

Table 2: Showing cflect of continuous farming
on Seoil under Organic and Chemical mode

Volume of Water Retained /ha (10 30 cm) in
relation to soll ernganic matter (SOM)
Organic Matter . . = 0.5% SOM 80000 litres

.. (Common level Afrca. Asia)
To(al(:';) & . 1% SOM 160,000 btres

(common level Africa, Asia)
Available o 2% SOM 20,000 Mtres
Phosphorous (P) o P% SOM 480,000 Mtres
Available - % SOM 640,000 Mres Oevels pee farmang)
Potasstum (K) . TN SOM BO0,000 Mitres (bevels poe farmang)

Zinc (2) -15.9-37.8% +1.3-14.3% - &% SOM 60,000 Mires (levels pee farmang)
Copper (Cu) -42-21.3% +9.4%

Manganese -4.2-17.6% +14.5%
(Mn)

Iron (Fe) 43-12% +1%

(Adupted from Morris, J004)

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

All of which takes time.




