At the AGM I spoke somewhat about the history of
Biodynamics. It is a human failing to customarily
suppose that pastures are greener across the fence, or,
for instance, that BD was perfect in the time of Rudolf
Steiner, or, when practised by his immediate followers
who attended his Agricultural Course. Ditto, if one
sees the advertisements and packaging of “Demeter”
products in Europe — without further enquiry —
assumes that BD there is wonderful.

Sectarian members of the Anthroposophical Society
are “followers” along such lines.

An open enquiry with objective consciousness could
find, that much of the content of the Agricultural
Course is difficult to understand and that quite a lot is
no more than vaguely outlined. — Steiner was
tremendously busy and already unwell in this last year
of his life. In the daytime he gave the Agricultural
Course, at night, after travelling, he gave another
course more on a medical subject.

To the sectarians it is inconceivable that Steiner was
unsure of any subject content he addressed. However,
in as important an aspect as the preparations, in the
course, Steiner suggests that only the (transparent) deer
bladder, filled with rice husk like, silica rich milfoil
flower heads, be hung up over summer. Whereas in his
hand written notes for the course, discovered only
some three decades ago, he suggests that also the fattier
intestines and mesentery, filled with more watery
flowers, be likewise hung up.

It was a tremendous deed to create totally new
substances of the power of the preparations. And the
task of implementing them into a new method of
agriculture is almost as difficult. Steiner therefore
forcefully influenced Ehrenfried Pfeiffer’s university
study subjects and chose him to actually develop the
preparations, find the correct quality, quantities and
application for their efficacy. He even told Pfeiffer, he
could work for three years at the Biological Institute
(run mainly by Lily Kolisko), but should then work
practically on a farm for three years and so continue to
alternate.

Pfeiffer did not come from the land and did, in my
opinion, not understand the latter properly. After three
years he managed the Loverendale farms in Holland.
Pfeiffer became a pioneer in Nutrition Science and was
an eminent bacteriologist. He was not a farmer and he
did not inspire conventional commercial farmers to
Biodynamics. No, so essential, stirring machine, was
developed, but he suggested a “soil spray”, which is
not a biodynamic activator, but more like an organic
digester.

This is the reason why, generally, only members of the
anthroposophical society, mainly idealistic hobby
farmers, took on Biodynamics. Steiner, however,
hoped Biodynamics would develop widely as THE
modern agricultural method. This happened in
Australia, where a totally new biodynamic METHOD
of all round farming emanated.

But Pfeiffer fulfilled Steiner’s main expectation, the
perfecting of the preparations and their usage.

All of 1938 my twin sister and I were privately rutored
at Domach in Switzerland. We met many of the
original students of Steiner’s, or had them as teachers,
and I walked past where 500 was first made every day.

Pfeiffer emigrated to the US before the war and when I
started farming here I followed Pfeiffer’s indications
regarding preparations. We exchanged preparations
and he was amazed that some of ours were better than
his, especially the Stinging Nettle. We had developped
a special way of making it. We also exchanged with
Bob Williams who was also Pfeiffer oriented in
making excellent preparations.

When I first visited Europe again some 30 years ago, I
was amazed to find dry mouldy preparations, stored
incorrectly, not carefully weighed, but just “pinches”
taken. These preparations were dried and partly
mouldy plant substances, much stem showing, not
actual humic preparations, ie that had not undergone
the essential transformation to the relevant humus
substance typical for each.

The intimate notes of Steiner’s had been discovered,
and, contrary to the course, people followed them —
resulting in these ineffective “preparations™.

At Loverendale and in Clent, preparations of this kind
were made. And when I questioned proceedings, the
two elderly replied, “yes, that is how we made the
preparations in Pfeiffer’s’ time” (namely as we do
here), “but we were told to now make them
differently”.

On this and subsequent trips I was disturbed at not
finding the essential soil structure we are accustomed
to on any of the farms in Europe I was taken to, and, of
course of only these can I speak. The only working
result I saw, apart from greater general care in some
cases, was the effect of Maria Thun’s “Kuhfladen”
suggestion, which, however, is, akin to Pfeiffers soil
spray, rather an organic digester and not a real
biodynamic activator.

Because Pfeiffer emigrated and finalised his
preparation work in the US, the Europeans largely did
not follow the man Steiner chose, trained and entrusted
with the preparations.

I only learnt last year, that the all influential German
BD agronomists once met and reasoned to not hold the
preparations in the same state of moistness as when
lifted, but to dry them out, ie to “hold” them in this
state of “preservation” (also easier to send by mail).

When I first attended Demeter International meetings
and then showed photographs of our soil structure
developments, it was reasoned, that on account of
pollution in Europe such could not be achieved there.

Well, results achieved in Italy and Switzerland, with
either our preparations or with similar ones now made
there, are identical to ours.

I had also, everywhere, seen more or less ineffective
methods of stirring. This alone would have lowered
effectiveness of BD drastically.



Then, the following articles (Enclosed in Appendix 2)
on stirring appeared, stemming from the head of
Biodynamics at Dornach and the main German BD
researcher. This was the last straw to make me realise
fully, how little real BD had ever evolved in Europe. It
also explains why many European farmers are leaving
BD, whereas there is a new impulse and an increase of
real, commercial farmers in especially Italy and
Switzerland.

Note: Appendix 2 is an article published for
Experimental Circle members by Dr. Manfred Klett
1998: contributions by M. Klett and Dr. Uli Koenig,
main Demeter researcher in Germany, and reply by
Alex Podolinsky, published in the following issue of
the same paper — at my request and with other avenues
available if not published appropiately.
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Regarding the OFA (Organic Federation of Australia); We wanted to act long ago, but have been waiting as to
whether BFA would join OHGA and BDRI in absolute rejection and co-sign the press release (included).

PRESS RELEASE

The biodynamic-organic industry in Australia was
developed over the past 50 years by dedicated pioneers,
who, by example and training, brought farmers to a
sustainable agriculture, producing healthy and
chemical free food for consumers in Australia and
overseas.

When, 10 years ago, certification of organic-
biodynamic produce became an international
requirement, certification organisations were developed
by these dedicated pioneers and the Australian
Government was influenced to accredit the certifying
organisations and their farming members for export to
other countries (EU). The Organic Produce Advisory
Committee (OPAC) to the Federal Minister of Primary
Industries was established. The expertise of the
certification organisations on OPAC, with the
Australian Quarantine and Inspection Service (AQIS)
acting as facilitators, and some input from other OPAC
members, wrote the required National Standards for
Organic and Biodynamic Produce.

Membership of the certifying organisations is
comprised by all engaged in the organic-biodynamic
industry, farmers, consumers, horticultural producers,
processors, wholesalers and shopkeepers. In the
management of certifying organisations all of these are
grouped within professionally performing
organisations under appropriate leadership.

The charter of OPAC is: “to provide advice to the
Minister for Primary Industries and Energy and the
Minister for Resources, and the Department on the
organic produce industry with emphasis on
development and control”.

Until recently there was good co-operation between all
organic industry organisations and the Government.
There was the essential steady increase in the numbers
of dedicated producers not driven by the extra dollar.
And sales of biodynamic-organic produce, inland and
for a reliable quality based export, grew accordingly.

This extensive work, including the OPAC attendance
of approximately 4 meetings per year and Codex
representation in Canada, together costing many
thousands of dollars per year, were carried entirely by
the organic industry representatives.

It was therefore a great surprise to recently hear on
ABC that the organic industry was in disarray and
required to be organised and to be confronted by a new
Government initiative, grossly subsidised, using totally
undemocratic methods by staff unfamiliar with organic
industry realities, publishing deceiving reports under
the auspices of a supposedly industry supported
organisation, the Organic Federation of Australia
(OFA).

Organic Herb Growers of Australia (OHGA),
comprising 250 certified members, the Biodynamic
Agricultural Association of Australia (BDAAA) the
pioneering training organisation of some 700 solely
primary producer members and the Biodynamic
Research Institute “Demeter” certification organisation
with 150 certified professional farmers herewith state
that they do not accept OFA as in any way justified to
represent these organisations or act as intermediary
between these organisations and the Federal
Government or overseas organisations.

This is also in accordance with the minimal primary
producer membership on OFA.

The responsible senior industry representatives wonder
at the aim of the Federal Government and the large
promotional funding, which in time will have to be
replaced by an industry levy. Should it be to “guide”
the biodynamic-organic industry of Australia towards a
“low input” (in chemicals!) notion of “clean and green”
as suggested in a release by RIRDC, the Federal
Primary Industry Department funding organisation
subsidising OFA? This would destroy the organic-
biodynamic industry and replace it with an utterly
unreliable, dollar driven food production, affecting the
domestic and export market.

To date BFA has not decided. So, the enclosed letter to the Federal Minister for Primary Industries, ANZFA, RIRDC
and Austrade was faxed. Also included is the equivalent letter from Howard Rubin, president of OHGA.

All the rest of goings on I leave out. 6 %f/ Le W ,& / M




