To: January 14, 2022

The Chief Executive Officer,

Food Safety and Standards Authority of India (FSSAI),
FDA Bhawan, Kotla Road,

New Delhi — 110 002

Email: regulation@fssai.gov.in

Sub: Objections/Suggestions with regard to Notification issued on 15th November
2021, about Draft Regulations called the “Food Safety and Standards (Genetically
Modified or Engineered Foods) Requlations, 2021”

Ref: F. No. 1/Standards/GM Food regulation/FSSAI/2018
Dear Sir,

We write to you from the Coalition for a GM-Free India which is a large platform of
organisations and individuals representing farmers, consumers, experts and activists, in the
forefront of ensuring that without independent studies in public domain that establish safety of
long term use of GMOs and GM foods, India does not fall into the trap of unsafe, unwanted
and unneeded gene technologies being pushed into our food and farming systems, in the
name of “solutions”. The Coalition for a GM-Free India is very well-aware of the risks and
dangers that gene technologies pose in our food and farming systems. We are fully conversant
with the scientific evidence that supports our stand, and we/our members have come up with
several publications with regard to the same. We are also a platform that has field level
experience of setting up lasting alternatives to address several issues of our food systems.
We would like to point out that a majority of Indians in several surveys on the subject have
already expressed their preference against GM foods. As you know, nearly all state
governments have taken a policy stand in India against GMOs in our food and farming,
especially when it comes to foods even if they have allowed Bt cotton to be grown. We
therefore begin our feedback to your draft regulations by reiterating our complete
rejection of modern biotechnology as applied in our food and farming systems, and can
certainly argue our case based on science and from the point of view of sound public
interest, on why we have adopted such a position. We believe any kind of GM food in
India is_a threat to health of our people, to our environment and to the diverse food
cultures of India. We would like the Government of India to prohibit production, import
and sale of any GM foods. We can see that the only way the government can approve
unsafe foods is by compromising on the robustness of the regulatory regime.

We are providing this feedback to you on the draft regulations put out by the FSSAI with regard
to GM Foods (as asked for in the said notification dated 15th November 2021) in two parts of
this letter with the approach described above, i.e., that an overwhelming majority of people,
as well as state governments in India, are against modern biotechnology in our food and
farming systems and, if it is to regulate such foods then, the FSSAI and its regulations must
prevent the industry from imposing such food on an unwilling population without independent
studies in the public domain that establish the safety of long term use of GMOs and GM foods.
This letter of ours is in two parts mainly: (1) overall feedback with a number of critical regulatory
aspects highlighted that are unfortunately missing in the current draft notification and (2)
specific point by point feedback to the draft notification put out. The second section of our
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letter assumes that the first section of overall feedback will be given due importance, since we
find that there are serious lacunae with the lackadaisical and irresponsible manner in which
the draft regulations are proposed.

1. OVERALL FEEDBACK THAT INCLUDES OBJECTIONS & SUGGESTIONS

The draft regulations do not embed several critical aspects that are essential to policy-driven,
science-based regulation of GM foods, that are conducive to India’s unique and diverse food
systems, health and consumption conditions, and consumer/citizen preferences, in addition to
state government policies.

It needs to be acknowledged upfront that GM foods are being regulated in the first instance
because they are risky to human health (and environment) and that citizens need to be
protected from the risks of such foods. There are of course other risks including trade security,
farmers’ seed sovereignty and autonomy and so on. Also pertinent in the context of GM foods
is the fact that citizens are entitled to the right to information about what is available for eating,
and their right to eat what they want to eat (right to know, and right to informed choices). It is
also important to note upfront that undernourished people are always at a greater risk to
toxicities in our food, compared to healthy individuals. Therefore, the food safety authority
should have an explicit policy position on this within the Authority’s remit under Sec.16 (1) of
the Act of ensuring safe and wholesome food and should pro-actively protect the health of the
poor and malnourished in terms of food safety. It is also important to note that solutions like
labeling do not readily lend themselves to the Indian conditions of food consumption where
most of our food is not packed or labeled. The FSSAI’s affidavit in the Supreme Court of India,
of May 2017 also acknowledges the issues with labeling.

Our response here is also based on our 20 years of continuous engagement with Genetic
Engineering Appraisal Committee (GEAC) on issues related to GM regulation, and how
regulation needs to include independent, long term, multi generational, comprehensive and
rigorous biosafety assessment. We have highlighted, and engaged with the utter failure of
FSSAI itself in ensuring that illegal GM foods do not enter our food chain, over many years
now. Unfortunately, our concerns are compounded by the conflict of interest we have observed
in the institutional mechanisms in FSSAI and we have written to you in the past about the
same.

Against this backdrop, we urge that the following principles and elements be embedded into
the proposed regulations of GM foods by FSSAI:

A. Embed the Precautionary Principle in the regulations: The precautionary principle is at
the core of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety which India ratified. Based on that, FSSAI
should explicitly mention that GM foods will not be allowed into India by way of
production or imports, based on sound reasoning drawn from a variety of important reasons
- we have enumerated several above, including other important considerations like potential
interference with Indian Systems of Medicine etc. GM foods have negative preference among
the public and are not unavoidable. It is fraught with potential biosafety risks during production
and health risks during consumption. Also, as stated in the earlier section Indian public should
avoid the ingestion of such foods, especially for vulnerable sections of the public such as
infants, children, pregnant and lactating mothers, the elderly and people with health issues.
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Plant, animal and human health are deeply connected and it is important that FSSAI adopt
this “One Health” concept. In short, the mandate should be to adopt the precautionary
approach and the regulatory framework should be evolved basically to fulfill this.

In view of the above:

i. Need Assessment and establishing lack of alternative: The final approval for an
GMO/GEO/LMO ingredient / food should be based on assessment of needs and alternatives
of safer ingredients / foods that can serve the same purpose as the GM ingredient/ food under
consideration. This should happen at the GEAC end and thereafter also at the FSSAI end
whenever applications are received.

ii. Public opinion: The final approval for an application should be based on obtaining public
opinion. Just like these regulations have been put in the public domain to invite feedback,
similarly each and every application made to the FSSAI for approval of such foods must also
be put in the public domain to invite feedback.

B. Federal polity should be upheld with state government’s views and policies taken on
board: FSSAI in these regulations should explicitly mandate that no GM foods will be sold or
imported into any state unless the concerned state government gives an NOC for the same,
given that this is a matter of public health. A majority of states in India have adopted policies
that are against GMOs in our food and farming systems as of now, on the basis of public
interest. Therefore, every application should be processed after obtaining inputs and
recommendations from state governments. The processing of and decision on an application
for approval of a GM ingredient should also ensure that the “No GM Foods Policy” of any state
government is completely and inviolably protected and upheld. Therefore, the regulatory
mechanisms that will be adopted by the FSSAI should take into account the federal polity and
the rights of the states. This also means that there should be fool proof mechanisms put into
place to ensure that there is no sale or import of these into states which do not want GM foods.

C. Harmonising regulation _under FSSAl with various other regulations/regulatory
bodies, and making it sequential regulation: In view of the complexity with regard to GM
foods and its ramifications with regard to environment and animal well-being in addition to
human health, it is important and imperative that the regulation of GM foods developed by
FSSAI is harmonised with the regulations of GEAC under Ministry of Environment, Forest &
Climate Change and of DGFT, in addition to working in coordination with other bodies like
PPQS and NBPGR under Ministry of Agriculture & Farmers’ Welfare. All these agencies do
have a regulatory role in particular cases, while GEAC and FSSAI have an explicit
responsibility for all GM foods. The EPA 1989 Rules have a mandate imposed on GEAC to
regulate all GM foods.

i. All GM food applications (including of non-LMO foods) should reach FSSAI only after
GEAC processes such applications first. This applies to GM foods without Living Modified
Organisms in them also, and with only GM ingredients. This is because FSSAI alone is not
competent to deal with even processed GM foods (let us say, through the import route as an
illustration), given that environmental implications exist for even such GM foods, in a full food
chain analysis. GEAC also has regulatory history and institutional memory of at least 25 years.
Further, FSSAI itself in its affidavit in the Supreme Court in May 2017 has explicitly said, “it is
submitted that GEAC is responsible for risk assessment and approval of GM organism and
products into the environment. As and when any GM food is approved by the GEAC, as per
the provision in Sec.22 of Food Safety and Standards Act 2006, FSSAI has the responsibility



to regulate it. FSSAI has the responsibility to regulate its manufacture, distribution, sale and
import”.

ii. This harmonisation will require that the same definitions are used between all
regulators for gene technologies, GMOs/LMOs and GM foods and feed are used. It goes
unsaid that this should also include genome edited organisms and products thereof, which are
an integral part of “modern biotechnology”.

ii. Importantly, this will also require a sequence to be adopted by different regulators
when it comes to domestic production or import related regulatory decisions, where GEAC
becomes the first point of appraisal, followed by FSSAI and only then decisions by DGFT and
any others.

iv. It will also require inter-ministerial coordination mechanisms to be set up which are
missing right now. In the Food Authority, there are no representatives of the Environment
Ministry, for instance.

D. Independent, long term, comprehensive, rigorous and transparent testing and
biosafety assessment as the basis of decision-making: We note with concern and a sense
of disbelief that FSSAI is not proposing any mechanisms for independent, long-term,
multigenerational, comprehensive, rigorous and transparent biosafety testing as the basis for
decision-making on applications received for GM foods of any kind. This flies in the face of the
need for utmost scientific rigour to be applied while adopting a technology or food, which will
have far-reaching consequences on human and animal health. This unscientific approach
is unacceptable from the apex food regulator of the country, which is mandated to
ensure food safety for all.

i. For every application that is submitted to FSSAI, biosafety data should be submitted as
results of conducting third-party testing of the GM food, as per a set of prescribed tests
(conducted by independent and accredited laboratories) as per prescribed rigorous test
protocols, to prove long term and comprehensive safety of that GM food product. FSSAI has
to evolve such a comprehensive testing regime to begin with, and the same should be
applied as guidelines to be followed without exception for all applicants. Applications
that do not provide data generated in India should not be accepted. FSSAI choosing to
accept data generated and submitted to regulators elsewhere outside India, and going by the
regulators’ decisions elsewhere is simply unacceptable and a clear abdication of the
responsibility of the Indian regulator. If FSSAI is to simply adopt this kind of a procedure, it
may as well clear all those foods that have already been approved elsewhere! Why does it
even have to specify these regulations?

ii. There should be independent testing and scrutiny of biosafety data provided by the
applicant.

iii. The entire biosafety dossier should be uploaded and comments sought from the
public and specifically various independent biosafety experts. These inputs should form part
of the assessment that is done by a newly-constituted GM Foods & Feed Safety Appraisal
Committee (GMFFSAC). In Point E below, we have elaborated some more about this
GMFFSAC.



iv. Biosafety assessment should be long term and multigenerational, with appropriate
testing for at least three years if not more, for chronic impacts. Acute and so-called sub-chronic
testing is not enough. Such a testing regime should be mandatory on all applicants and FSSAI
should begin processing an application only after such a testing regime is followed.

E. Explicitly specify and constitute GMFFSAC as the safety assessment body, and
Authority as the decision-maker in FSSAI: The draft regulations only refer to the “Authority”
deciding on applications. This is something that is not possible, given that the Authority is not
even properly constituted as per Sec.5 of the Food Safety & Standards Act 2006 right now,
and importantly, does not meet often enough, nor has biosafety experts. The Authority also
does not have Environment Ministry representatives, and coordination with GEAC will be
difficult in this situation. The Authority, as per FSS Act 2006 is also not mandated to give
routine regulatory approvals etc. The regulations have to specify which body in FSSAI would
be taking decisions on applications received. This is why a GM Foods and Feed Safety
Appraisal Committee (GMFFSAC) would have to be set up in FSSAI consisting of
independent biosafety experts. This Appraisal Committee will peruse all applications
on GM foods after clearance by GEAC in the MOEFCC, and run processes of biosafety
assessment, based on which decision-making by the Authority can take place.

F. Including GM Feed into regulation, since GM animal/poultry feed affects human food
chain too: The draft regulations have ignored GM feed, even though GM feed also affects
safety of human food chain. FSSAI in the past has not hesitated to issue regulations with
regard to some aspects of animal feed, and there is no reason why GM feed should be left out
of the current regulations.

G. Preventing Conflict of Interest in regulation: The current mechanisms of preventing
conflict of interest in regulatory decision-making in FSSAI are inadequate and unacceptable.
The appraisal and decision-making bodies within FSSAI which will scrutinise and decide on
each application should be completely devoid of any conflict of interest (GMFFSAC and the
Authority). Conflict of interest can’t be defined narrowly only as one related to any particular
application under discussion, since regulators end up influencing the entire regulatory regime
in the course of their work. No GMO developer and no one with any immediate family member
involved in GMO development, or imports of GM foods can be a regulator deciding on
applications. There should be strict norms around cooling-off period of at least five years both
before and after any post related to GMO development, for any regulator.

H. Approval and Post-Approval Norms and Mechanisms:

i. Any approval should be for a specified time period of one year initially and certainly not
more than three years, as regulatory science is constantly co-evolving and all applications
need to be reviewed automatically in the light of evolution of scientific methods and evidence.

ii. Post approval market surveillance mechanisms should be part of the regulations. The
surveillance needs to be taken up along prescribed protocols by FSSAI as well as the
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applicant. Such a post-marketing response should also include a citizen complaint channel,
upon which also, a response should be made mandatory.

iii. The regulations should specify grievance redressal mechanisms if citizen complaints are
not responded to.

I. Surveillance for, and action against illegal GM food sales: The regulations cannot be
just about procedures for receiving and taking decisions on applications, and should have pro-
active regulatory mechanisms spelt out about how to prevent and protect the public
from illegal GM food sales/imports etc. At present, the draft regulations are completely
silent about it.

i. We suggest that active surveillance through random testing of samples be taken up for those
products which are imported from GMO-growing countries with those ingredients present in
the food products, and also for those foods for which India has allowed GM crop field trials.

ii. Apart from lab-based testing, such a surveillance mechanism should also keep a watch out
for supply chain points including import points that are likely to contaminate the food chain
with GM material and domestic production units (for cotton seed oil that is part of the food
chain in India, without FSSAI safety assessment and clearance, for example).

J. Laboratory testing:

i. All accredited labs should have event-specific testing protocols handed over to them, and
any testing of samples should specify the event detected and the event developer should be
made responsible for any illegal contamination detected.

ii. Further, SOPs for labs should be created and prescribed by the FSSAI itself, and it should
not be left to the labs to create their own differential SOPs.

K. Labeling Requirements for GM foods should have 0.01% threshold: Labeling is not a
matter of safety and cannot replace required biosafety assessment. However, labeling as a
mechanism of providing a limited set of consumers their right to know and right to informed
choices, should not be diluted in any way and should be mandatory. The labeling requirement
should kick in by keeping the threshold at 0.01% when the detection mechanism is able to
provide this at 0.01% threshold. Therefore, labeling should become mandatory if any food
contains individual GM ingredient/ material at 0.01% threshold. This applies to genome editing
also, since techniques for detection have been evolved for genome edited materials. However,
as mentioned earlier, India’s unique consumption conditions and existing health/under-
nourishment conditions should govern the fact that labeling is not an easy answer to even the
issue of consumer’s right to know and right to informed choices.

L. Security Deposit for compensation to affected: Applicant should deposit one crore
rupees (which should be inflation-indexed as years pass by) with FSSAI as a deposit for
compensation to victims of possible health impacts of GM foods. This deposit is returnable
after ten years after approval, depending on the health outcomes of the said GM food.

2. DETAILED COMMENTS ON DRAFT REGULATIONS:




Chapter | General: ADD under 1. (2) (c) GM Animal and Poultry Feed

ADD new definition under Regulation 2 (1) (b) (i) GM Foods & Feed Safety Appraisal
Committee (GMFFSAC): A Committee of independent biosafety experts set up within
FSSAI for appraisal of applications for comprehensive and long term biosafety

Chapter | General: ADD under 2 (1) (d) definition of Genetic Engineering towards the
very end: “and this includes genome editing techniques also”

Chapter | General: ADD to 2 (1) (e) and (f) after ‘modern biotechnology’ the following:
“including obtained through genome editing”

ADD Definition of “GM (Animal/Poultry) Feed” means feed for animals and poultry,
containing, consisting of or produced from GMOs.

ADD_ 2A to specify the Constitution of the GM Foods & Feed Safety Appraisal
Committee (GMFFSAC) to include INDEPENDENT (without any conflict of interest)
biosafety experts including genetic toxicologists and veterinary experts.

From Regulation 3 onwards, wherever Food Authority is mentioned, ADD the following:
“Food Authority, based on the appraisal of GMFFSAC”.

Regulation 4 (3) specifies mere scrutiny of documents along with application. This is
completely inadequate. ADD: The documents submitted shall be put out in the public
domain for independent public scrutiny and feedback obtained by GMFFSAC. Such
public feedback will also be used by GMFFSAC for its appraisal of every application.
GMFFSAC will also commission independent testing where required, at the cost of the
applicant. GMFFSAC will also obtain feedback specifically from state governments
where the GM food is intended to be sold.

Regulation 4 (4) using words like ‘MAY’ and ‘IF REQUIRED’ are deeply problematic.
The word SHALL replace MAY, and “IF REQUIRED” should be deleted. Further, the
safety assessment protocols should be specified in the Regulations as a
Schedule. This is the most critical part of regulation. The decision-making around
approval should keep in mind India’s conditions of production, consumption and health,
and should not be based on other countries’ decisions.



Regulation 4(5) should say that approval is for an initial period of 1 year and then
extend it incrementally, only if post-approval surveillance does not find any problems.
Regulation 4(5) should also say/add that approval will be given only if state
government provides an NOC.

Regulation 4(8) should have provisions where any citizen can complain or present
evidence about impacts of anything approved, and there should be procedures for
recall laid down right here where approval is suspended or revoked.

Regulation 4(8) and 4(9) should specify post-marketing surveillance procedures by
independent authority, and not by the applicant or FBOs.

Regulation 4(10) (a) should specify regulatory mechanisms related to random
sampling and testing-based surveillance, to prevent unauthorised sale, import,
storage, production etc.

A section on Post-Approval regulatory procedures is needed to be added after Section
4, for cases when there is evidence of adverse impacts or risk to health as detected
either by the operator, or by the general public, when complaints are raised, or when
the Food Safety Officers/ Designated Officers detect such issues. Presently this is very
inadequately addressed in 4(9) and 4(10). Such a section should spell out all the
actions that have to be taken by FBOs and the applicant, such as how to constitute an
enquiry, alert consumers, call back products, address the risk and health issues,
provide compensations if any, and so on.

Regulation 4(11) is completely unacceptable and should be deleted fully. For
instance, GMO corn elsewhere might be approved for bio-fuel - how can we accept
that for food or feed here without in-country proper assessments.

Regulation 4(12) about no GMO in infant foods should be a general policy. Except
under exceptional circumstances (that too after NOC from a majority of states), No GM
Food should be allowed in our food chain in a preventive and precautionary approach
(since it is not practically possible to implement a special approach specific to
vulnerable groups like under-nourished, infants etc. in the country).

Under Regulation 5(2) - “(2) The laboratory shall have instruments for detection of
DNA/ RNA by gRT-PCR, Protein by ELISA and Western blotting and GM organism by
Fluorescent microscopy”, add “and such modern instruments as may be prescribed
from time to time”.



e Section 5(4) - Amend to: “The GM food testing laboratory staff shall be well versed
with these regulations and proficient with internationally recognised protocols related
to biosafety and techniques related to molecular biology, protein biology and food
testing.”

e Add Regulation 5(5) about all labs having to be equipped with event-specific testing
protocols, so that liability can be fixed on particular event developers.

e Regulation 7 on “GM Food Labelling” should be 0.01% threshold clearly, especially
given that the event-specific testing protocol being asked for is at 0.01% detection
level. Mandatory Labelling requirement, therefore, can kick in at the same level.

2A. IN THE FORMS FOR APPLICANTS:

e In Form I, Point 7(2), it is completely unacceptable that the information submitted and
approved in another country is accepted here. This needs to be deleted.

e Points 7(3) and (4) also cannot be the main determinants of safety - safety assessment
has to happen within India in a transparent and independent fashion.

e Questions 13 and 14 are set up for a particular kind of answer. They need to be
rephrased where the applicant has to be asked “what is the basis for claiming safety
of the product being applied for” and for the entire data of testing in India to be shared.

e Question to be added: Why does this food need to be produced or imported into India,
what are the alternatives and what would happen if not produced or imported.

e Add a Form lll specifically for any GM feed application with all relevant details sought,
related to biosafety data generated within India.

3. OUR SERIOUS OBJECTION TO THE INDUSTRY BEING ALLOWED TO GIVE ITS
INPUTS ON THE DRAFT REGULATIONS BEFOREHAND:

We took note of the fact that the_industry got to see and comment on the draft requlations
beforehand. This is unacceptable and adds to our concerns about the regulation giving short
shrift to citizen interests in favour of business interests. As a food safety regulator FSSAI has
to stand with the citizens to ensure their right to safe food and information about what we eat.

IN CONCLUSION:

We _end this letter by communicating yet again _that Indian citizens have negative
preference towards GM foods, for valid reasons. We also conclude that the draft
requlations as put out by the FSSAI are unacceptable to us, and we reject the same.
The proposed requlations reflect a lackadaisical and irresponsible approach towards
devising a comprehensive requlatory regime even though the Food Authority is
mandated with the responsibility of protecting citizens from the risks of GM foods.
Proposed Requlations should be revised drastically to reflect all the important
responsibilities and aspects that we described above and that is the only way FSSAI
would be able to fulfill its statutory mandate. We hope that there will be constructive
engagement going ahead on this matter and that citizen interests will be fully protected.
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Green Tweet Army
Citizens Agenda for Bengaluru
Environmental Activist

A common citizen
Chief Information Security

Officer
Volunteer
Engineer

IT Consultant

Promoter of organic farming
and food

IT professional

Chennai Climate Action Group
Environment activist and farmer
Jai Kisan Andolan

Field Worker

Sriram foods

Agriculture graduate

AT HRIbd

Agri

Economics, engineer
uigd
Consultant Oil and Gas

Social Activist

NA

BSc Agri. Ex GNFC Sr.Mktg
Manager , Naturopathy

Vekariya Hareshbhai counselor

Kozhikode, Kerala
Thadikkadavu, Kannur, Kerala

Tamilnadu
Bengaluru, Karnataka

Bengaluru, Karnataka
Bengaluru, Karnataka
Bengaluru, Karnataka
Bihar and New Delhi

Karnataka
Maharashtra

Tamilnadu
Maharashtra

Tamilnadu

Gujarat

Tamil Nadu

Chennai, Tamil Nadu
Palakkad, Kerala, India
Delhi

Maharashtra
Coimbatore, Tamilnadu
Ahmedabad, Gujarat
SITH

Guijarat

Guijarat

o8Ud

TELANGANA

Hyderabad

Guijarat

Rajkot ,Gujarat



Mr

Mr

Mr

Mr

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Mr
Mr

Mr

Bhagirathsinh
Jashubha Jadeja

Jaykishan Thakar
Kishorchandra

Mslay Bhovanbhai
Rupapara

Pravinbhai Ambalal
chavda

Pravinbhai Ambalal
chavda

ujjwal utkarsh
K. Yellappa
Bhargav Soneji
Shripal Shah
Sandip Agrawal

Rakesh Shah

Pattada N.
Chengappa

Anand shah
Anandsingh adhikari
Gaurav anand
Mayank anand
Anand dave

Anand

Anand Prakash

Anand saboo

Patel mahesh
balubhai

Anand lotawala
Suresh Chandrana
Ibrahim Memon

Yogesh patel
Irudhaya Jothi
Antony

Manoj sanghavi

Praveen dutt
chaturvedi

NiravKumar
Jayantibhai Patel

Shilpeen majumdar

Milan Chanchad

Farmer

Agri consultant

Entrepreneur for helth supliment

.(vestige helth supliment)

Shree Dharti Gau Seva Trust

Shree Dharti Gau Seva Trust

filmmaker, PhD-in-Practice

candidate, Academy of Fine

Arts, Vienna

REDS

Farmer

Businessman
Chartered accountant

Chartered accountant

Marine Engineer
Businessman
Agriculture expert
Business consultant
Designer
Professional
Consultant
Designer

Designer

Jatan

Businessman

Chartered accountant
Tailor and cutting master

Tax consultant

Right to Food activist

Consultant
Labour welfare foundation

Kheti
Citizen of India

Self employed

Guijarat
Guijarat
Guijarat
Anand, Gujarat

Anand Guijarat

Maharashtra
Andhrapradesh
Guijarat
Guijarat
Maharastra

Ahmedabad

Karnataka
Gujarat
Uttarakhand
Delhi
Mumbai
Ahmedabad
Banglore
Delhi
Ahmedabad

Guijarat
Delhi
Telangana
Ahmedabad
Ahmedabad

West Bengal

Guijarat
Delhi

Guijarat
Gujrat

Guijarat
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Mr

Mr
Mr
Mr

Mr

Mr

Mr

Mr
Mr

Mr
Mr

Mr
Mr

Mr
Mr

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Mr

Jagdish Patel
Pankaj D. Varsani
Kishan bhagat
Chimanbhai D Patel

Siripuri. Venkataiah

Patel Dhrupadkumar
Vinodbhai

Siripuri.
Sivalakshumaiah
Jambucha Bharat
odhabhai

Asif shaikh

Umang

Nachiket Udupa

Shripad
Dharmadhikary

SUHAGIYA
ALPESHKUMAR
GOVINDBHAI

GHANSHYAM
NANJIBHAI
SITAPARA
Mahesh Nakum
Patel Rajesh kumar
Ashabhai

Sunil Mahajan

fayaz ahmad dar

Vijay Pandey
RAVINDRA
AMRUTLAL PATEL
Jaysukh Bhalodiya
Pradip Narshibhai
Rathod

Satpal Singh Sandhu
Jadeja shaktisinh
Parashar Kumar

Mayur Bhimani

Kirankumar
Revandas Patel

Samala Manoj
Kumar

Rakshit Parmar

Occupational health activist
Engineer
Farmer

Public

Harijana. Girijana rural welfare
devalopment society

Petroleum engineer
Harijana. Girijana rural welfare

devalopment society
Prakrutik Kheti Juth Mithuviradi
Designer

Professional

Mazdoor Kisan Shakti
Sangathan

Manthan Adhyayan Kendra

Gosatvam Prakrutik Mart

Agri suparavaizar

Social worker

Farmar

Asis Naturals

mool sustainability research and
training center

Agri Scientist

Farmer

Farmer

Akshar instrumentation service
Businessman

Organic farmer

Indirect Taxation

Education
Agriculture

M.Sc (Agricultural Microbiology)

Livelihood Manager

Guijarat
Guijarat
Guijarat

Maharastra

Ysr. Kadapa. Andhrapradesh

Ankleshwar (Gujarat)
Ysr. Kadapa

Bhavnagar (Gujrat)
Ahmedabad

Guijarat
Rajasthan

Maharashtra

Gujarat

Gujarat

Guijarat

Nadiad (Gujarat)

Pathankot, Punjab

Kashmir

Faridabad

GUJARAT

Jamnagar, Gujarat

Jamnagar Gujarat
Ahmedabad
Rajkot Gujarat
Hyderabad

Guijarat

Khadol, Ta. Anklav, Dist. Anand388350

Warangal , Telangana

Udaipur



Mr

Mr

Mr

Mr
Mr

Mr
Mr

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Mr

Mr

Mr

Mr

Mr

Mr

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Mr
Mr

Mr

Rajesh
Ramakrishnan

VISHALKUMAR
RAMESHBHAI
PATEL

Yadava Reddy
Gandhari

Abhishek Naik

JAYVARDHAN
BOUDH

Vipul Chaturvedi
Vipin Saini
Tushar Gogia

D chaturvedi
Neerad Trivedi
Yes

Dhruv Roy

Patel Paresh kumar
Mangalbhai

Uday Pravinchandra
Surti

Karmur meraman
nebhabhai

Yudhvir Singh

Krishnendu
Chatterjee

Kannaiyan
Subramaniam

Sellamuthu K
Pritesh Parekh
Dharmendra Malik
Rakesh Tikait

Ashok B Gondaliya

Achintya Paine

Chavada
Mukeshbhai
dayabhai

Ananthoo V R

Umeshgiri
Shaileshgiri
Goswami

Consultant & Researcher

YUGRISHI DIGITAL
SERVICES

Centre for Sustaiable
Agriculture

Load Scientist

Rama University Kanpur Uttar

Pradesh India

Agri Scientist

Pesticide Regulatory Affairs-
INDIA

Environment Science and Baker

Health educator , nutrition
therapist

BMT support foundation
Yes

ROY associate
Farmer
Common Man

Master trainer at natural
farming, SPNF

Indian Coordination Committee

of Farmers Movements
(ICCFM)

Darjeeling Organic Tea Estates

Pvt Ltd

South Indian Coordination
Committee of Farmers
Movements

Tamizhaga Vivasayigal
Sangham

Professional
Bharatiya Kisan Union
Bharatiya Kisan Union
Health

Durgapur Biogarden Pvt.Ltd

Farmar

Safe Food Alliance

GIRI FARM

Tamil Nadu

Dugari,Anand , Gujarat

Hyderabad
KA

Uttar Pradesh

Guijarat

Haryana

Maharashtra

Guijrat
Pune
Yes

Surat Gujarat
Umreth. Anand Guijarat.
Guijarat

Guijarat

Pan India

West Bengal

Tamil Nadu

Tamil Nadu
Vadodara
North India
uP

Guijarat

Durgapur,Westbengal

Kutch Gujarat
TN

Narsanda,Ta.Nadiad,Dist.Kheda,Gujarat
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Mr

Mr
Mr
Mr

Mr
Mr

Mr
Mr

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Mr

Chetan Bhalodi
Priyajit Ray
Vijay Pandey
Prashant Kumar

Amit Jain

Dipak Dholakia
Bhavinkumar Dave
JAGJIVAN SAVLA
Rajeev Kohli
Charchit Singhal
Divij Boda

Livesh Babu
Chopda Mohan
Dabir Arun
Nikhilreddy Cheruku

Ronak Patel

Shailendrasinh
Chavda

Anil shah

Praveen nahar

Patel mukeshkumar
ratilal

Ashok Sheth
Pramod Kumar
Choudhary

Atul shah

Kishorsinh
Natversinh Barad

Adarsh shah
Aalok kumar
Abhay Mahajan
Pankaj N patel
Hitesh sinroja
Manish shah

Paresh K Solanki

The one gujarat
organic farm

Farmer

University of Calcutta
Agri Scientist
Research Student

Earthy Mother Nature's Son

Indian Community Activists
Network (ICAN)

Industrialist

Indian citizen.

Kheti Virasat Mission
Natural farmer
Public health expert
Farmer

Kishan

Engineer

Farmer

Farmer

Secretary APMC Vadodara
Industrialists

Professor

Farmer

Businessman

Bharatiya Agro Economic
Research Centre (All India
General Secretary)

Chartered accountant

Farmer
Industrialists
Consultant

Social activist
Agriculturist

Artist

Account consultant

Fruitzu

Presedant

Guijarat

West Bengal

Uttarapradesh

University of Hyderabad, Telangana

Delhi

Delhi

Guijarat

Maharashtra

Gurdaspur 143521 Punjab
Rajasthan

GUJARAT

Tamil Nadu

Guijarat

Gujarat (India)

Telangana

Guijarat

Gujarat
Ahmedabad
Ahmedabad

Gujarat

Ahmedabad

43, Deen Dayal Upadhyay Marg, New
Delhi

Mumbai

Ahmedabad
Surat

Mumbai

Madhya Pradesh
Guijarat

Guijarat
Ahmedabad

Guijarat

Anand
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Mr
Mr

Mr
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Mr
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Mr

producre Co
operative society Ltd

Devesh patel

Paresh hirjibhai
Rajkotiya

Rohit B

Darshan Parghi

Dilip Devshi Bhai
Patel

Ramanbhai Oza
Chetan k tank

Hariharan Babu
Hariharan Babu

Satish Patel

Vaidya Sunilkumar
Manibhai Patel

Hetal Patel

PATEL RAMANBHAI
K

Ashvinbhai
Bachubhai Hirpara

Jayant Bhaskar

Rajesh Awatramaney

Pandey Rakesh
Kumar

Piyush jakhariya

Pravinkumar
Ishwerbhai

NAGLA
SURESHKUMAR
DHANJIBHAI

Abi Thomas
Popatlal A. Akhani
Parmar Vinod

Ajit Thomas
Hegde Pandurang
Blesson Alex
Sasidhar B
Vidyaprakash
Arup rakshit

Janardan N Mamtora

Organic farmer

Farmer
Governance Consultant

Agriculturist

Businessman

Organic flower

Public helth export

Kri foundation, social worker
Kri Foundation, Social worker

Agri business centre Malekpur

Puli health expert
Public

Agri Scientist

Businessman
Health professional

Jaivik Farms

Shramik Bharti
Etc

Manger Quality control

shree Ansodar pra.school
teacher

Farms JaivikAgri LLP
Organic Farmer

Farmer

Jaivik Farms - Amrut Krishi
Activist

Jaivik Farms

Academic

UYIR

Mg gramodyog sewa sanasthan

MBA IIMA, deepy interested in
Health for all

Guijarat anand

GUJARAT
Delhi

Guijarat

Delhi
Guijarat
Gujrat
Tamilnadu
Tamilnadu

Malekpur Lunawada Mahisagar

Gujarat

Guijarat
Idar S K

Gujarat
Jaipur Rajasthan

Maharashtra

Uttar Pradesh

Bhiwandi

Gujarat

Guijarat
Maharashtra
Guijarat

Guijrat

Thane, Maharastra
Sirsi Karnataka
Maharashtra
Telangana
Coimbatore

Kolkata West Bengal

Guijarat
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Mr
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Mr
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Mr
Mr

Mr

Mr

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Ms

B Tech lIITB, Deeply interested

J N Mamtora in the health for everyone Guijarat
Balakrishna Kandra  Software Professional Karnataka
Yogaraj
Ramakrishnan Food Safety Professional Tamil Nadu
All India General Secretary of
Pramod Kumar Bharatiya Agro Economic
Choudhary Research Centre 1771, Wright Town, Jabalpur (M.P)
Patel Bakul Ecologist Guijarat
Suresh D Joliya Farmer Guijarat
SANJAY R TRIVEDI Farmer GUJARAT
Alpeshkumar Health conscious Citizen of
Govindbhai Suhagiya india Gujarat
Amit Shah Business Gujarat
Arpan B Patel Akshar Associates Dabhoi, Vadodara, Gujarat,
Nilendra Sarkar etc WEST BENGAL
Jadhav Akhil B.sc Agriculture Telangana
Chauhan Rakesh
bhai bharat bhai Genetically Modified Surat
Hematbhai
Hamirbhai socha Public helth Gujrat
Sitaldas mangaldasji
khakhi Sadhu religious social worker  Gujarat
Mukundray kelaiya  Chemist Gujarat
Ramesh Pandya Jeveek expert Uttar Pradesh
Patel kirit Environment concern citizen of
shambhubhai India Guijarat
Krishnakant
Chauhan Activist Surat, Gujarat
Virda Yogesh
Virbhanubhai Naturopath Gujarat
Nitish K keshsris Individual Jamnagar
Gouranga Mohapatra Jana Swaathy Abhijan Odisha
Bharat Dogra Journalist, Author Delhi
Friend of the Earth and it's living
Meenu Nageshwaran beings Delhi
Physiotherapist &
Nirali Vaidya Environmentalist Mumbai
Archana Av Sahm Karnataka
Usha Soolapani Horticulturist Kerala
Gita Chengappa Home maker Karnataka
Athira abhijith Student Kerala
Sangeetha Pradeep Thanal Kerala



Ms Richa Audichya Jan Chetna Sansthan Sirohi, Rajasthan

Ms niranjani iyer Theatre himachal Pradesh
"Jetvan Peace Farm" a natural Ruppur, Bolpur Santiniketan, Dist:
Ms Jayasree Singh farm producing poisonfree food Birbhum, West Bengal
Ms Ashalatha S Makaam Telangana
Ms Suma Josson Filmmaker Haryana
Ms smruti gopi a patel jaten baroda
Mohaneswari
Ms Jayaprakash Organic enthusiast Tamilnadu
Ms Pervin Rumi Jehangir Social work Maharashtra
Ms Sheelavenkataraman Home maker Tamilnadu
Yajamanam
Aswarthanarayaa
Ms Anitha (Y A Anitha) | endorsed Ananthapur
ALANKA
Ms dhanalakshmi Staff nurse Andhra Pradesh
Ms Rajashree Borse Farmer Gujarat
Ms Kanakapriya k Engineer Tamil nadu
Ms Kavita Srivastava PUCL Rajasthan
Ms Vijayalakshmi Pucl Rajasthan, Jaipur
Trupti Rajendra Hone maker caring foqr
Ms Parekh environment Gujarat
Art of living..founder of "THE
ROOTS

_ORGANIC"..naturopath..yoga-
organic farming-kitchen
gardening triner..sri kissan

Ms Manju Govind gajera organic mall ..rajkot Shastri nagar

Ms Krupa Shah House wife Gujarat

Ms Latha anand Food expert Delhi

Ms Anandi raja Consultant Hyderabad

Ms Aarohi shah House wife Ahmedabad

Ms Aanandi iyer Designer Telangana

Ms Rta kapoor Chisty Consultant Delhi

Ms Saloni Gandhi Designer Delhi
National Alliance of People's

Ms Meera Sanghamitra Movements (NAPM) Telangana

Ms Sonya sapru Designer Delhi

Ms Dhwani sharma Politician Madhya Pradesh

Ms Bonani Ghosh NA West Bengal

Ms K Uma Water management consultant Bangalore, Karnataka
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Ms

Ms

Ms

Ms
Ms

Ms
Ms
Ms
Ms

Ms

Ms

Ms
Ms
Ms
Ms

Ms
Ms
Ms

Sumalatha
Chandrashekar

Priti Kirat turakhia

Smt. Akhila
Vidyasandra

Patel Prakash
Babubhai
Pooja Thakur
Somdatta Roy

Chukki
Nanjundaswamy

Antara ray

Pinky Sitlani

Sudha Ramamoorthy

Pushpa Singh

Meeta tushit shah

Radhika Rammohan

Shubhangi Gupta
Nita Sitlani

Sejal

Indira Bhende
Chitra Deshpande
Lavanya

Sangeeta Dudhoria
Bijal aacharya
Chelana shah
Snigdha Ahuja
Uzma aamir

Jabiz Sabawalla

K P llliyas
Rohini Atul Joshi

Meenu kapoor

NA

Swingin' style
Advocate

Farmer

St. Stephen's school Togan new
chandigarh

Unnayan Foundation

Karnataka Rajya Raitha Sangha
(Samuhika Nayakathva)
/Karnataka State Farmers
Association (Collective
leadership)

Agroecologist
BCCL

Disability Rights activist

Miranda House, University of
Delhi, Delhi

Mental health prof and
naturopathy believer

Yoga, Health and Wellness
teacher and certified yoga
therapist, founder of non-profit
organic store

Natural farmer
Housewife

Social activest

Consultant Mental Health
NIMHANS

Nature Lover
Farmer, Freelancer
Revival of craft
Consultant

House wife
Journalists
Consultant

House wife

The Organic Farming
Association of India (OFAl)
President

Preschool teacher, Naturopath

Best deal store

Telangana

Maharashtra
Bangalore
Anand (Gujarat)

Punjab
West Bengal

Karnataka
West Bengal
Gujarat

Tamil Nadu
Delhi

Maharashtra

Tamil nadu
Rajasthan
Gujarat

Guijarat

MAHARASHTRA .MUMBAI
Gujarat

Tamilnadu

West bengal

Guijarat

Surat

India

India

Guijarat

Kerala
Guijarat

Punjab



Ms
Ms

Ms
Ms

Ms
Ms
Ms
Ms

Ms
Ms

Alisha Aleyamma Ajit Business Analyst
Neelam Dhoot Research Scholar
Sangamithra
Poiyamozhi Entrepreneur
Hetal shah Public

MBA IIMA, deeply interested in
Jyoti J Mamtora Public Health
Mini Abi Thomas Human Resources
Vinita anil thomas Homemaker
Sangeeta Parikh Naturopathy lover
Masli Sandhya
Nandkishore Urban farmer
Depika Chetan Raval Netur lover

Maharashtra

Rajasthan

Chennai

Guijarat

Guijarat
Maharashtra
Maharashtra

Guijarat

Maharashtra

Guijarat



