Betreff: Press release in english

Dear Jens,

| have carefully gone through the press rel ease. we
know Naandi Foundation. it is a good organi sation but
it is not a grass roots organi sation with experience
in conmmunity nobilisation. it depends upon |ocal NGOs
for inplenmentation of its projects. there is no
problemif companies wants to work with this
organi sation in inproving the school infrastructure
etc in the villages.

The basic thing is bayer and other conpani es agreed on
a action plan which included nost of our denmands. at
this stage we can not make any comrent. we have to
wait and see how serious they are about inplenenting
the agreed action. in 2003 al so an action plan was
agreed but it was not inplenented stating that sone
conpani es are not serious. due to heavy pressure from
canpai gn groups in Europe bayer is under trenondous
pressure to address the issue.

| am enclosing the mnutes of the nmeeting of 22nd. It
was witten by conpanies but it is OK nost of the
poi nts di scussed were covered.

com ng down to your specific questions- in 22nd
meeti ng when Bayer, Energent genetics and syngenta
conpani es expressed that they were unable to convince
ot her ASI conpanies for joint action we said it is OK
Let these three conpani es work together under ASI
banner. The action plan for 2005 season can be
confined to those villages where these three conpanies
have control over seed production. It is realistic
plan to focus on specific area so that we can have
sone results. If we confine to specific area contro
and nonitoring is easy. conpanies can control seed
orgni sers because it is the conpani es which give the
foundati on seed to organi sers. conpani es can ask seed
organi sers to give production only in specified

vi |l | ages.

regardi ng sanctions and bonus we are still working out
details with conpanies. In 22nd neeting bayer said it
does not mnd to penalise the farmers (by rejecting
the seed) but it preffers to work on incentives side.



al so ot her conpani es have sone objections about
rejecting the seed fromfarners if they enply children
thinking that it will have |l egal inplecations. we said
our intention is not to punish the farners, but
conpani es have to clearly specify what they do if
farmers violate child | abour norm

we asked the conpanies to clearly specify the
sanctions and incentives and communi cate with farners
wel | in advance before nmaki ng agreenents.

The nornms of work for adult |abour (wages, working
conditions etc) did not cone discussion in 22nd
neet i ng.

in the agreed action plan the joint field inspections
i's mandatory.

on the whole ny inpression is that the action planis
sonme what realistic. the sucess will depend upon the
seriouness and commttment by conpanies in

i npl enmenting this action plan wi thout dilution.

best regards
davul uri



