
  

Brussels, 24 September 2025 

Joint letter ahead of the Working Party on Genetic Resources & Innovation in Agriculture of 1-2 

October: Key Clarifications on Conservation Varieties and Related Provisions Relevant for 

Agrobiodiversity and Food Sovereignty in the PRM Proposal 

Dear Minister of Agriculture, 

We, the undersigned organisations – ARCHE NOAH, IFOAM Organics Europe, Biodynamic Federation 

Demeter International, and European Coordination Via Campesina – would like to share our current 

priorities regarding the PRM proposal, before the next discussion on the file in the Council Working 

Party on 1 and 2 October. 

Scope of the legislation: what the PRM marketing law does not apply to is just as 

important as what it regulates 

Article 2 Scope 

• All PRM transfers for the purpose of the conservation and the dynamic management of plant 

genetic resources and agrobiodiversity should be exempted from the scope of the legislation. 

• On-farm research should be explicitly recognised as a scientific purpose. 

Article 30 Farmers’ exchanges 

• Farmer-to-farmer exchange of PRM, including with compensation of costs, needs to be 

safeguarded in line with international agreements (ITPGRFA, UNDROP), thereby enshrining 

farmers’ rights to save, exchange, sell and use their own seeds. These exchanges are essential 

for biodiversity and resilience. They are particularly important among organic and 

agroecological farmers, as they allow them to access PRM adapted to their farming practices.  

• We strongly condemn the deletion of article 30, as long as it is not made clear that farmers' 

seed and PRM exchanges are outside the scope of seed marketing rules. 

Article 28 PRM sold to hobby gardeners 

• We oppose the questioning of the exemption of PRM sold to home gardeners from compulsory 

variety registration and certification rules. The needs of hobby gardeners differ significantly 

from the needs of farmers as homogeneity is less important for them. 

Enable access to diverse seeds: protect and enhance conservation varieties to 

strengthen our fields and gardens 

Articles 3–72 Conservation Variety Regime 

• Conservation varieties – i.e. traditionally grown and newly develop cultivars adapted to local 

conditions – are particularly important for many organic and agroecological farmers. It is 

essential that they can access the most suited cultivar for their farming system. Therefore, it 
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is crucial that new locally developed varieties can be registered for all crop species, not only 

for fruits and vegetables. Additionally, they should be free from GMOs/NGTs and should not 

be covered by intellectual property rights limiting their on-farm reproduction.  

• The establishment of geographic limits for production or marketing should be avoided (‘region 

of origin’). In the context of climate change, this is key to ensure that varieties can support 

climate adaptation, and adapt to various cultivation conditions across Europe.  

• Consolidate all rules on conservation varieties in a dedicated article to ensure clarity for small 

operators who implement laws without access to legal expertise. 

• Enable free, fast registration without growing trials or waiting periods. 

• Ensure any natural or legal person can register a conservation variety as well as appeal a 

registration to allow participation of farmers, cooperatives and seed saver networks. 

• Ensure information is publicly available through mandatory listing in national registers. 

• Adapt denomination rules to reflect the reality of conservation varieties, and prohibit the 

misappropriation (biopiracy) of unregistered traditional denominations covering several 

varietal types. 

• Use practical, experience-based descriptions, not DUS/CPVO standards. 

• Allow conservation variety maintenance by third parties in similar agro-climatic conditions, 

through a simple notification, without requiring burdensome authorisation procedures. 

Whereas 64 and Article 81 – Amendment of Regulation (EU) 2018/848  

• We reaffirm the necessity to not amend the EU Organic Regulation (EU) 2018/848 and 

Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2021/1189 provisions on OHM. This heterogeneous 

material constitutes an important and promising tool for organic farmers as it ensures more 

stable yields and stronger adaptation to variable climatic conditions. Since the Organic 

Regulation came into force in 2022, professionals have made long-term investments to 

develop and multiplicate OHM. It is therefore essential to protect OHM and guarantee legal 

certainty by not modifying the Organic Regulation and by fully aligning any provisions of the 

PRM regulation concerning OHM with it.  

Proportionate obligations for professional operators working with diversity and 

transparency  

Articles 41–42 – Professional operator obligations 

• Administrative requirements must be proportionate. Exemptions from obligations as 

professional operators and traceability requirements should be provided for conservation 

networks and nano-enterprises. Otherwise, as demonstrated in an EU-wide survey, many of 

these biodiversity champions will be forced to abandon their work due to regulatory burdens.  

• Farmers who exchange PRM with other farmers but do not market PRM, must not be 

considered as professional operators.  

Article 56 & Annex VII – Transparency 
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• National and Union variety registers play a crucial role in the transparency of the seed market. 

Breeding methods and any intellectual property rights on varieties or their components must 

be disclosed. This gives legal certainty for farmers and breeders.  

• All cultivar types – including organic varieties suitable for organic production and organic 

heterogeneous material – should be made electronically available on the EU plant variety 

portal to increase transparency of the available PRM.  

Addressing common misconceptions 

• Plant health: Exemptions from the scope for conservation purposes or farmer exchanges do 

not weaken plant health safeguards. The Plant Health Regulation (2016/2031) applies in full to 

all movement of PRM, not just their marketing. Regulation 2016/2031 also applies to 

agricultural production, therefore covering farmers’ PRM exchanges breeding, conservation 

and dynamic management. This ensures that pest and disease risks are covered, 

independently of PRM marketing rules.  

• Unfair competition: Conservation networks, seed saver associations and nano-enterprises 

operate on a completely different scale than commercial seed multinationals. They work with 

labour intensive, artisanal techniques and have limited capacities. Their activities target small, 

local markets and conservation, and not mass-market production. Farmers’ PRM exchanges 

are done with a view to on-farm breeding, conservation and dynamic management, also not 

with a view to marketing. Establishing lighter and adapted rules for these actors does not 

distort competition, but rather protects Europe’s agrobiodiversity and its rural resilience. 

In short: we ask for clear, simple and proportionate rules that enable all seed actors to continue their 

essential work, strengthen seed diversity, and increase choice adapted to environments and farming 

systems not catered for by the commercial seed market. This strengthens Europe’s resilience, 

biodiversity and food security. 

Yours sincerely,  

ARCHE NOAH  

IFOAM Organics Europe 

Biodynamic Federation Demeter International 

European Coordination Via Campesina 

 

 

 


