
We, the representatives of Civil
Society Organisations and NGOs 
from Africa, Asia, Europe and Latin
America, meeting in Hyderabad,
India, from June 18-21, 2003, 
with a view to promote a better
understanding of, and to develop
strategies for safeguarding food 
sovereignty, the preservation of
biodiversity as well as community
rights and traditional knowledge,
have reached the following 
conclusions and recommendations:

Preamble
We recognise the crucial importance of indigenous peoples and
rural communities in preserving and nurturing biodiversity and 
traditional knowledge.

We recognise the need to reclaim, nurture, revitalise and rebuild
sustainable systems based on traditional knowledge and orient 
our actions towards the value systems of the communities.

We recognise the need to revitalise community modes of sharing 
and celebrating the richness of their biodiversity through seed fairs,
fiestas, biodiversity festivals and such other forms of expression.

We respect the freedom and individual character of various 
communities and their cultures. Food sovereignty is a part of this
freedom of cultures.

We firmly believe that the legal recognition of community rights
over biological and natural resources and traditional knowledge is
fundamental to this freedom.

We are convinced that protection of traditional knowledge,
farmers' rights, fair and equitable access and benefit sharing regime
(ABS) and related problems and issues are not trade topics. Thereby,
they should not be dealt within the World Trade Organisation
(WTO). However, in practice, WTO rules undermine those non-
trade issues. It is totally misleading to look at non-trade issues
through the lens of a trade organisation. This strengthens 
the double standards and the unbalanced rule making that is already
inherent in the WTO system and results in further social and 
cultural marginalisation of large numbers of people.

Therefore WTO rules have to be changed in order to provide 
a safeguard for not overriding and undermining non-trade related
issues. WTO rules have to accommodate rules and rights in other
areas like traditional knowledge, farmers' rights and ABS.
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Traditional Knowledge
We recognise traditional knowledge as a 
scientific and modern knowledge system which 
has sustained humanity and nature over gene-
rations and which is still available with the
indigenous peoples, agrarian and artisanal
communities, traditional healers, fishers and
rural women. It has not restricted itself to
their economic life but covered their entire
social fabric, life and cultures.

We recognise that this knowledge has been
undermined by predatory colonial/industrial
history and currently faces a series of threats:

• Industrial market and media spread false
food information, influence consumer 
preferences, impose alien food cultures and
thus undermine the economies of traditional
communities.

• This results in forced migration of people,
especially younger generations in search of
livelihoods, causing the disruption of
the continuity and consequent erosion of
traditional knowledge systems. This has 
also resulted in the loss of self esteem of
communities.

Farmers' rights
For millenia, the right to save, reproduce,
exchange and sell seeds has remained the
exclusive right of farmers. In the recent past
characterised by the superimposition of profit-
motivated industrial principles over agricul-
ture, these rights have been jeopardised by
patents and other intellectual property rights.
Therefore, there is an urgent need for farmers'
rights to be restored in order to protect the
food sovereignty and sustainable livelihoods of
billions of people all over the world.

The biggest challenge to farmers' rights comes
from the Agreement on Trade Related Aspects
of Intellectual Property Rights (TRIPs) which
has forced all WTO member countries to

implement and enforce Intellectual Property
Rights on plant varieties which places breeders'
rights above farmers' rights. We are of the 
view that this is not in consonance with the
principles and ethics of agriculture. We 
strongly demand that the rights of breeders
should no longer be extended. On the contrary,
we demand that they must be limited by 
farmers' rights.

We underline that farmers' rights are not a
trade issue. Therefore they should not be dealt
with in the WTO framework. At the same time,
the TRIPs agreement has to be changed. The
International Union for the Protection of New
Varieties and Plants (UPOV) should not be
seen as the only acknowledged sui generis
system under TRIPs. Moreover, nothing in
TRIPs should be allowed to undermine the 
farmers' rights.

We acknowledge that although there is an
international recognition of farmers' rights,
there is no obligation for its implementation.
Therefore we demand that national govern-
ments accept a clear responsibility to develop
legal frameworks in order to guarantee far-
mers' rights and ensure food sovereignty and
sustainable livelihoods.

Access and Benefit Sharing
We have come to the conclusion that the con-
cept of access and benefit sharing (ABS) must
be understood in its own right without a 
linkage to patents.

Patents must not be a pre-condition for access
and benefit sharing. The patent system, as 
promulgated by the TRIPs Agreement, rewards
biopiracy, deprives communities of their
ownership rights over their resources, disre-
gards the requirement for benefit sharing and
undermines measures for the preservation and
maintenance of the cultural heritage of rural,
agrarian and indigenous communities.

For meaningful ABS to take place in favour of
local communities, we demand the develop-
ment of a legal system, which, among other
things will:

• Confer legal recognition of rights including
community and collective rights over bio-
logical resources and traditional knowledge
which are inextricably linked to land rights,
the right to free and prior informed consent
and the right to deny access to resources.

• Ensure that the terms for negotiations 
between unequal partners safeguard fair and
equitable sharing that is commensurate with
the value of the resource.

We firmly reject patents on all life forms. They
pose a threat to biodiversity and traditional

In order to ensure a fair and equitable
benefit sharing delinked from the patent
regime, demand that national governments:

• Carry out a review of their relevant patent
laws and policies and reform national patent
laws to exclude patents on life.

• Formulate and enforce appropriate legal
systems for the recognition of community
rights over biological resources and 
traditional knowledge.

We demand from the national
governments that they should:

Regarding the introduction of alternative
legal frameworks:

• Introduce and enforce alternative national/
international legal frameworks outside the
WTO setting, that safeguard the rights and
control of the communities over biological
and genetic resources, which are context-
specific to their culture and knowledge.

• Confer legal status to community biodiver-
sity registers in order to secure community
rights and enable communities to seek legal
action in case of violation of these rights.
Governments should, however, refrain from
establishing centralised documentation 
and national registry systems in order to 
prevent community knowledge becoming 
a national trade.

• Create a legal framework to protect 
farmers' rights in harmony with traditional 
knowledge and community rights.

• Construct a legal framework for the recogni-
tion of the collective identity of ethnic
groups/indigenous peoples consistent with
their right to preserve their cultures,
traditional knowledge and natural resources.

Regarding the support to local 
communities:

• Recognise that the so-called subsistence 
economies feed the world and therefore 
support them through relevant public 
policies and budgetary support.

• Provide from the national budgets bonuses
for small farmers, pastoralists, fishers and
indigenous communities for in situ conser-
vation and biodiversity enhancement, as well
as research grants for farmers to engage in
agro-ecological practices.

• Reorient lending policies to favour ecological
practices of farming and biodiverse farming
systems based on traditional knowledge.

• Restore people's food culture and retrieve
consumer support through appropriate
public policies, educational and promotional
measures.

Regarding the reviewing of existing 
legislations:

• Incorporate and enforce appropriate
provisions in patent laws for disclosure
requirements as a condition for the granting
of patents relating to biological resources
and traditional knowledge.

• Optimise national patent laws on the 
available flexibilities presently allowed under 
the TRIPs Agreement to exclude patents 
on life, such as the patents on plants, animals
and micro-organisms that are naturally-
occurring.

• Formulate and enforce, with genuine 
participation of indigenous peoples, peasant
and local communities, Civil Society
Organisations and NGOs, the appropriate
legal systems for the recognition of rights
over biological resources and traditional
knowledge, and the regulation of ABS.

• Endorse the right of communities and 
peoples of nations to reject genetic 
engineering trials.

• Formulate and enforce biosafety laws in
accordance with the rights of farmers,
indigenous peoples and consumers.

We demand from 
national governments as 
WTO members that they:
• Ensure that WTO rules shall not undermine

national/international legal frameworks 
outside the WTO setting, that safeguard the
rights and control of the communities over
genetic, biological and natural resources,
which are context-specific to their culture
and knowledge.

• Ensure that Least Developed Countries
(LDCs) should not be forced to implement
obligations for Intellectual Property Rights
(IPR) protection in article 27.3(b) of TRIPs,
including patents on life forms and IPRs on
plant varieties.

• As a final objective, complete the review of
Article 27.3(b), to prohibit the patenting of
life forms.

• Ensure that WTO does not undermine the
rights and possibilities of communities and
nations to protect themselves against intro-
duction of Genetically Modified Organisms
(GMOs).

Hyderabad, India, June 21, 2003

Our Demands
Taking all these into consideration, 
we propose the actions as follow.
We call upon indigenous peoples, rural communities, peasants, fishers,
women, and their organisations, civil society organisations and NGOs: 

knowledge. Recognising however that patent
systems exist, we are of the view that 
certain immediate changes to the patent law
are required.

Challenging patents is exorbitantly expensive,
formidable and cumbersome and cannot
represent a long term solution. We are of the
view that incorporation of disclosure require-
ments into patent laws should be the primary
condition for the granting of a patent. Patents
should not be granted where the patent 
applications do not disclose sufficient informa-
tion on the source of origin of the resource
involved, and evidence that free and prior
informed consent has been properly obtained.
We remind ourselves that biopiracy has beco-
me a hallmark of the current patent regime.

Disclosure requirements, whether at the natio-
nal or international level, do not address the
basic concern that patents on life, in giving the
patent holder exclusive rights over the use of
the resource, deny the communities their right
to determine the conditions for the use of the
resources.

Genetic Engineering
We recognise the threat posed by genetic
engineering in agriculture to community 
knowledge systems, farmers' right to save and
use seeds, biodiversity, livelihoods, food 
sovereignty and consumers' right for safe and
healthy food.

We denounce the myth that genetic enginee-
ring in agriculture is an answer to world 
hunger. On the contrary, we are of the view
that by institutionalising dependence on fac-
tory-produced seeds and dislocating agrarian
communities from their food sovereignty and
agricultural autonomy, genetic engineering will
engineer a new form and magnitude of hunger
and deprivation never witnessed before in
human history.

Therefore we completely reject genetic
engineering in food and agriculture. We
support the right of farmers and consumers to
information on genetically modified organisms
(GMOs). We condemn the backdoor intro-
duction of GMOs in the form of food aid.

In order to safeguard the traditional 
knowledge and the sustainable 
systems that the rural and indigenous 
communities have nurtured:

• Support location specific alternatives based
on people's knowledge and honour the 
holders of this knowledge.

• Delink people's knowledge from external and
global market forces and create alternative
local markets that are controlled 
and sustained by the communities.

• Introduce alternative value systems and 
contents into our educational systems.

• Establish local alternative systems and
strengthen them at the political level by 
linking them up with each other as well as
with macro alternative networks and 
movements, so that they can counter the 
forces of globalisation.

• Introduce community registration and 
documentation of biodiversity and tradi-
tional knowledge that are led and controlled
by and located in the communities.

• Initiate a debate within the communities to
reflect on the changing economic context
and the need to reinforce the value systems
which are characterised by non-monetary
affluence that was the cornerstone of the
community survival and community rights.

In order to ensure the protection 
of farmers' rights:

• Work together with national and internatio-
nal networks to influence policies to ensure
farmers' rights at the global level.

• Strengthen alliances among farmers' organi-
sations, communities and NGOs for aware-
ness raising and develop capacities to ensure
farmers' rights to preserve genetic resources
of biodiversity and associated knowledge.
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engineer a new form and magnitude of hunger
and deprivation never witnessed before in
human history.

Therefore we completely reject genetic
engineering in food and agriculture. We
support the right of farmers and consumers to
information on genetically modified organisms
(GMOs). We condemn the backdoor intro-
duction of GMOs in the form of food aid.

In order to safeguard the traditional 
knowledge and the sustainable 
systems that the rural and indigenous 
communities have nurtured:

• Support location specific alternatives based
on people's knowledge and honour the 
holders of this knowledge.

• Delink people's knowledge from external and
global market forces and create alternative
local markets that are controlled 
and sustained by the communities.

• Introduce alternative value systems and 
contents into our educational systems.

• Establish local alternative systems and
strengthen them at the political level by 
linking them up with each other as well as
with macro alternative networks and 
movements, so that they can counter the 
forces of globalisation.

• Introduce community registration and 
documentation of biodiversity and tradi-
tional knowledge that are led and controlled
by and located in the communities.

• Initiate a debate within the communities to
reflect on the changing economic context
and the need to reinforce the value systems
which are characterised by non-monetary
affluence that was the cornerstone of the
community survival and community rights.

In order to ensure the protection 
of farmers' rights:

• Work together with national and internatio-
nal networks to influence policies to ensure
farmers' rights at the global level.

• Strengthen alliances among farmers' organi-
sations, communities and NGOs for aware-
ness raising and develop capacities to ensure
farmers' rights to preserve genetic resources
of biodiversity and associated knowledge.




