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INTRODUCTION

1. The Fifth Session of the Commission on Plant Genetic Resources (hereafter referred to
as "The Commission") was held in Rome from 19 to 23 April 1993. A list of delegates and
observers attending is attached as Appendix I.

2. The Session was opened by Mr. Parviz Karbasi (Islamic Republic of Iran), second
Vice-Chairman of the Commission, who welcomed delegates. Mr. Karbasi stated that the
meeting was being held on the 10th Anniversary of its establishment, and that he was pleased
to look back at progress achieved during those ten years.

ELECTION OF THE CHAIRMAN AND VICE-CHAIRMAN

3. The Commission elected Mr. Rashad Ahmed Abo Elenein (Egypt) as Chairman of the
Commission, who then took the Chair.

4. The Commission elected Mr. Brad Fraleigh (Canada) as first Vice-Chairman and Mr.
R.S. Rana (India) as second Vice-Chairman.

5. The Commission appointed the following members to serve on the Drafting
Committee: Belgium, Brazil, Congo, France, Germany, India, the Islamic Republic of Iran,
Malaysia, Malta, Peru, Sweden, Tunisia, and the United States of America. Mr. Michel
Chauvet of France was elected to Chair the Drafting Committee.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA AND TIMETABLE

6. The Agenda, as adopted, is set out in Appendix B. The list of documents appears as
Appendix C.
7. The Commission discussed the provisional draft timetable and decided to modify it in

order to allow more time for discussion of the items that were considered to be more complex,
in particular those dealing with the proposed Code of Conduct on Biotechnology, and the
Network of ex situ collections (Items 8.1 and 8.2).

8. Mr. Hartig de Haen, Assistant Director-General, Department of Agriculture,
welcomed delegates to the Commission and extended a special welcome to the new members
of the Commission: Estonia, Malaysia, Malta, New Zealand, Lithuania, Romania and Trinidad
& Tobago. A list of members of the Commission and of countries that have adhered to the
International Undertaking is attached as Appendix H. Mr. de Haen noted that the Session was
being held on the tenth anniversary of the establishment of the Commission, and the adoption
of its companion International Undertaking on Plant Genetic Resources. In creating the
Commission in 1983, governments, for the first time, had determined that it was necessary to
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have a permanent forum for debate and discussion on the technical, social, economic and
political issues which inevitably surround the conservation and utilization of plant genetic
resources. Mr. de Haen summarized the important achievements of the Commission during its
first ten years, and drew attention to some items on the Agenda of the Commission.

REPORTS OF THE SEVENTH AND EIGHTH SESSIONS OF THE WORKING
GROUP

0. Mr. José Miguel Bolivar (Spain), who had chaired the Eighth Session of the Working
Group, reported on the two meetings of the Working Group that had been held in FAO,
Rome, since the Fourth Session of the Commission, in April 1991. The Seventh Session had
been held from 22 to 23 October 1992, and the Eighth Session from 15 to 16 April 1993.

10.  The Working Group at its Seventh Session had discussed two main documents:

(1) Preparation for the Fourth International Technical Conference on the
Conservation and Utilization of the Plant Genetic Resources
(CPGR/WG/92/3); and

(i1) Implications of UNCED for the Global System on PGR (CPGR/WG/92/4).

The Report of the Seventh Session is attached as Appendix D.

11.  The Working Group, at its Eighth Session, had selected from the Provisional Agenda
of the Fifth Session of the Commission those topics which it thought might facilitate the work
of the Commission. The Working Group discussed the following documents in some detail:
Draft International Code of Conduct for Plant Germplasm Collecting and Transfer
(CPGR/93/8); Towards a Code of Conduct on Biotechnology as it affects Plant Genetic
Resources (CPGR/93/9); and International Network of Ex Sifu Base Collections under the
Auspices and/or Jurisdiction of FAO: Model Agreement for the International Research
Centres (CPGR/93/11). The Working Group also reviewed other matters concerning ex sifu
collections and the implications of UNCED (documents CPGR/93/5 and CPGR/93/7), and
discussed possible changes in the terms of reference of the Working Group, and election
procedures for its members and Chairman. The Report of the Eighth Session of the Working
Group is attached as Appendix E.

12.  The Commission was appreciative of the Working Group, and of its efforts in paving
the way for the deliberations of the Commission during its various Sessions. The Commission
expressed its appreciation for the excellent work and personal commitment of Mr. Carlo di
Mottola (Costa Rica), as Chairman of its Working Group since 1986, and accepted his
resignation. It also thanked Mr. Melaku Worede (Ethiopia) and Mr. José Miguel Bolivar
(Spain), who had chaired the Seventh and Eighth Sessions of the Working Group respectively.
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PROGRESS REPORT ON THE GLOBAL SYSTEM
Overview of Global System on Plant Genetic Resources

13. The Commission noted the recommendations of UNCED's Agenda 21, to strengthen
the Global System for the Conservation and Sustainable Utilization of Plant Genetic Resources
for Food and Agriculture, and to take further steps to realize Farmers' Rights. It also noted
that Resolution 3 of the Nairobi Final Act identified access to ex situ collections not acquired
in accordance with the Convention on Biological Diversity, and the question of Farmers'
Rights, as "outstanding matters", on which solutions should be sought, within the context of
the FAO Global System.

14.  The Commission also recognized that the future development of the Global System
would allow the Commission to exercise its role in coordination and assessment at a world
level, through:
(1) reviewing the state of the world's plant genetic resources, through regular
reports;
(i1) determining priorities and needs within a rolling Global Plan of Action to be
financed, inter alia, through the funding mechanism foreseen in Conference
Resolution 3/91, to realize Farmers' Rights.

15.  The Commission recognized the progress made in the development of the Global
System and its defined components (see Appendix F), and concentrated its discussions, under
this item, on Farmers' Rights, the World Information and Early Warning System, and the
network of in situ conservation areas (these matters were covered in CPGR/93/5), since the
other components of the system were to be discussed under other agenda items.

Farmers' Rights and International Funding Mechanisms

16.  With respect to Farmers' Rights, the Commission reviewed the progress made and
considered what remained to be done. In reviewing previous activities, it noted that the
concept of Farmers' Rights was developed in Conference Resolution 5/89, and ways and
means for its implementation were further developed in Conference Resolution 3/91. It also
noted that both resolutions that had been negotiated by the Commission had been unanimously
endorsed by the FAO Conference, and were now annexed to the Undertaking. Resolution 3/91
specified that Farmers' Rights would be implemented through an international fund, and other
funding mechanisms to support plant genetic resources conservation and utilization
programmes, and that the Commission would determine and oversee the policies, programmes
and priorities of the fund, and other funding mechanisms, with the advice of appropriate
bodies.
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17.. The Commission noted further that the nature of contributions to the fund, and the
other funding mechanisms referred to in Resolution 3/91, had been extensively discussed, but
that no agreement had been reached in previous discussions of the Commission. However, it
noted that the technical and financial needs to ensure conservation, and to promote the
sustainable use of the world's plant genetic resources, had to be determined and quantified.
The Commission had agreed that this should be done through a country-driven process,
whereby the first report on the State of the World's Plant Genetic Resources and the Global
Plan of Action on Plant Genetic Resources would be developed, as part of this participatory
process, for the International Conference and Programme on PGR. It agreed that the Global
Plan of Action would identify the activities, projects and programmes needed to overcome
present constraints, in line with the relevant parts of Agenda 21. By financing the Global Plan
of Action, through the international fund, and other funding mechanisms, as foreseen in
Resolution 3/91, the international community would contribute to the practical realization of
Farmers' Rights.

18.  The Commission agreed, however, that a number of questions remain open and would
need to be addressed. These include the nature of the funding (voluntary or mandatory); the
question of linkage between the financial responsibilities and the benefits derived from the use
of PGR, and the question of who should bear financial responsibilities (countries, users or
consumers). It also remained to be determined how the relative needs and entitlements of
beneficiaries, especially developing countries, were to be estimated, and how farmers and local
communities would benefit from the funding. The Commission recognized that, since its last
meeting, there had been significant debates on these and related issues in FAO, UNEP and
UNCED, as well as in a number of NGO fora. Consensus was already emerging, as reflected
in Agenda 21, and the Convention on Biological Diversity. Nonetheless, more conceptual
thinking was required, to answer these questions, and to determine appropriate mechanisms
for the realization of Farmers' Rights. The Commission considered that such thinking should
be developed during the next two years, drawing as appropriate upon the preparation for the
International Conference on PGR. It requested that the Secretariat prepare a progress report
on the subject for its next session.

World Information and Early Warning System on Plant Genetic Resources

19.  The Commission was informed of the steps aiming at development of the World
Information and Early Warning System (PGR/WIS), and its role to collect and disseminate
data which would facilitate the exchange of information on PGR and related technologies. It
agreed that the PGR/WIS should be a dynamic, constantly updated database of databases, and
other important information sources, on all potential areas of interest to the scientific
community. Although an early warning mechanism had not been fully developed, the
Commission noted its potential importance in drawing attention to hazards threatening the
operation of genebanks holding base collections, and to the loss of genetic diversity
throughout the world.



20.  The Commission noted that the development of the PGR/WIS would contribute to the
implementation of Agenda 21 of UNCED, and the Convention on Biological Diversity. The
Commission welcomed the FAO's offer to cooperate in the UNEP-sponsored Biodiversity
Country Case Studies, which would provide useful information PGR/WIS.

21. One of the major objectives of the PGR/WIS is to provide detailed information on
which to base the report on the State of the World's Plant Genetic Resources, the first of

which would be elaborated as part of the preparatory process of the Fourth International

Technical Conference on Plant Genetic Resources.

22.  The Commission noted with satisfaction that, in line with its request, endorsed by the
FAO Conference, FAO had integrated the existing Seed Information System into the
PGR/WIS, established the Plant Information and Exchange Unit, and filled the position of
Information Systems Officer.

23.  The Commission reviewed progress in developing the PGR/WIS. Information for the
PGR/WIS was being solicited from Member Countries of the Commission, principally through
a national plant genetic resources programme questionnaire. This questionnaire listed the data
currently maintained in the system, and requested the relevant authorities to confirm, update
and complement the existing information. At the start of this Commission, 52 countries had
provided information in response, and four others had made preliminary replies. A follow-up
letter, together with the questionnaire, had been sent to the leading individuals (mainly
National Coordinators) in the field of PGR in other member countries. The Commission urged
countries that had not yet completed the questionnaire to do so.

24. A complementary questionnaire related to forest genetic resources had been sent, in
March 1993, by FAO's Forestry Department to heads of national forest services. A third
questionnaire had been sent requesting information from organizations about existing PGR
information systems and databases. The Commission urged all countries and organizations
concerned to reply as soon as possible.

25.  The Commission agreed with the recommendations of the Secretariat, that the World
Information and Early Warning System should provide, as a service to member nations, facts
and figures on the conservation and utilization of plant genetic resources such as:

(1) a description of national programmes on PGR in each country;
(i1) a register of institutions involved in PGR activities, plant breeding and seed
production;

(iii)  aregister of ex situ collections;

(iv)  variety lists;

v) information on in situ conservation of plant genetic resources, within and
outside protected areas; and a

(vi)  description of other activities on PGR at country level.



The Network of In Situ Conservation Areas

26.  The Commission noted, with satisfaction progress in this field, as outlined in Section
VI of CPGR/93/5, and reiterated its earlier support to in situ conservation, which it
considered an important element in a global strategy for the conservation of plant genetic
resources. It requested that aspects related to the in situ conservation of plant genetic
resources be given due attention in the future work of the Commission, and in the
development of the Global Plan of Action on Plant Genetic Resources.

27.  The Commission stressed that the development of internationally coordinated
networks of in situ conservation areas, as recommended at its earlier Sessions, must be
underpinned by strong national commitment, and adequate international support, and must be
based on national level priorities and action. It requested FAQO to strengthen its programmes
aimed at assisting Governments to build up local institutions, infrastructures and expertise in
this regard, and to assist them in the implementation of the recommendations of Agenda 21
and the Convention on Biological Diversity.

28.  The Commission noted the complementarity of Protected Area management, on the
one hand, and the conservation in sifu of plant genetic resources on the other. While the
former was mainly focused on the conservation of landscapes, ecosystems and species, the
latter implied the active management of the intra-specific diversity of specified target species,
including on-farm management of landraces and the management of wild populations of actual
or potential socio-economic value. /n sifu conservation, aimed at meeting present-day, as well
as future human needs, was thus closely related to the sustainable utilization of the resources
being conserved, and was, by definition, carried out both within and outside Protected Areas.

29.  Noting the considerable number of organizations involved in various aspects of the
sustainable management of natural renewable resources, and the conservation of ecosystems,
species and genetic resources at the global level, the Commission requested FAO to further
strengthen its collaboration with other international agencies and bodies concerned, with
special reference to UNESCQO's Man and the Biosphere Programme, and bodies concerned
with coordination of follow-up to the UNCED Conference. The Commission likewise stressed
the need to develop research and scientific assessment linked to in sifu conservation
programmes.

Genebank Standards

30.  The Commission considered the Genebank Standards (CPGR/93/5 Annex) that had
been prepared by a FAO/IBPGR expert group in response to a previous request of the
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Commission. The Commission endorsed the standards, in order that they might acquire
universal value and be more easily adopted by countries.

REPORT ON ACTIVITIES ON PLANT GENETIC RESOURCES

31.  The Commission expressed its appreciation to all the organizations and institutions
which had provided reports on their programmes and activities to the Commission,
recognizing it as the appropriate intergovernmental forum dealing with the conservation and
use of plant genetic resources for food and agriculture. The Commission reviewed the
document CPGR/93/6, which contained an account of FAO activities, and reports from
UNEP, UNESCO, UNIDO, ICARDA, ICRAF, CIAT, CIMMYT, IBPGR, ICRISAT, IITA,
ILCA, CIP, IRRI, WARDA, IUCN, WWEF. Brief oral reports on activities and programmes
were presented by UNEP, the Commonwealth Secretariat, IBPGR, ICRISAT, IRRI, IUCN,
WWEF, GRAIN and RAFT to complement the written reports contained in CPGR/93/6.

32.  The Commission, recognising that FAO, and many of its member nations, had close
working relations with UN agencies, International Agricultural Research Centres, and other
inter-governmental and non-governmental organisations, welcomed the opportunity to discuss
relevant issues, and to promote cooperation.

33.  The Commission took note of the current and proposed activities of both FAQ's
Regular and Field Programmes related to policies, and legal and technical issues regarding the
conservation and sustainable utilization of PGR for food and agriculture. The Commission
requested more detailed information on FAO's programmes and activities, including human
and financial resource allocations relevant to the Commission's interest in conservation,
training, seed activities, etc. FAO agreed to furnish this information to the Commission, and to
include it in subsequent reports to the Commission.

34.  The Commission recognized the importance of close cooperation with the Governing
Body of the Convention on Biological Diversity in the follow-up to the Convention, and,
before it entered into force, with the Intergovernmental Committee for a Convention on
Biological Diversity. It recommended that this cooperation should include mutual reporting
under specific agenda items in their respective Regular Sessions. The Commission also
recognized the importance of close cooperation between FAO, UNEP and UNESCO in
establishing and operating both the interim, and the regular Secretariats of the Convention.

35.  The Commission expressed its satisfaction with the closer and effective programmatic
working relationships between FAO and IBPGR, and encouraged both parties to continue
such cooperation and the complementarity of their functions. The Commission also stressed
the importance of continued cooperation with the International Agricultural Research Centres
dealing with plant genetic resources, on matters related to crops under their specific mandate.
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36.  The Commission encouraged organizations which had submitted reports to this
Session to continue to do so. It also requested that the Secretariat invite other governments
and non-governmental international and regional organizations which had programmes or
projects that affected the conservation and utilization of plant genetic resources for food and
agriculture, including relevant multilateral financial institutions (including the World Bank,
IFAD and Regional Development Banks), GEF, UNDP and other UN organizations to submit
reports to future Sessions. It was also suggested that future reports might include a synthesis
of bilateral programmes, and of the activities of grassroots NGOs. The Commission took note
of the relevant information provided by the NGOs present at the Session.

IMPLICATIONS OF UNCED FOR THE GLOBAL SYSTEM ON PGR

37.  The Commission recognized the relevance of Agenda 21 and the Convention on
Biological Diversity for its work. It reviewed document CPGR/93/7, and agreed that it
provided a useful and clear summary of the issues under consideration.

38.  The Commission noted that Agenda 21 is a comprehensive programme of action
agreed by about 180 countries. Its Chapter 14 recognizes the identity and special character of
Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture (PGRFA), giving them the status of a
comprehensive "programme area". Agenda 21 recommends the strengthening of the Global
System and its components, as well as actions at the national and international level. It makes
specific reference to a number of components of the Global System. These include the World
Information and Early Warning System, the in situ network, the report on the State of the
World's PGR, and the Global Plan of Action. Furthermore, Agenda 21 supports the convening
of the Fourth International Technical Conference on PGR. It also recommends taking further
steps to realize Farmers' Rights.

39.  The Commission recognized that the Convention on Biological Diversity, once
operative, will play a central role in determining policy on PGR in the future. The Commission
noted that the main implications of the Convention are at the policy, legal and institutional
levels, and include issues which need to be addressed within the Global System, not only those
already covered by the Convention, but also those identified as outstanding matters in
Resolution 3 of the Nairobi Final Act of the Convention on Biological Diversity: access to ex
situ collections not acquired in accordance with the Convention on Biological Diversity, and
the question of Farmers' Rights.

40.  The Commission noted that the Convention had not yet entered into force, but would
likely do so in 1993 or 1994. It also noted that the Convention may adopt protocols. The
Commission also indicated that this possibility could be applied to the PGR sector, and, if so,
it should play the major role in developing any proposed protocol, in full cooperation with the
Conference of the Parties of the Convention on Biological Diversity and its precursor, the
Intergovernmental Committee for the Convention on Biological Diversity. It was stated that a
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protocol on PGR may be served by its own governing body, secretariat, and a financial
mechanism subject to the governing body of the Convention.

Review of the International Undertaking

41.  The Commission recognized that the concepts contained in the Global System had
evolved, and that the Undertaking included three annexes recognizing the sovereign rights of
countries over their plant genetic resources, and plant breeders' rights and Farmers' Rights.

42.  The Commission agreed that the process of adjusting the Undertaking should address
several questions: consolidation of annexes into the Undertaking, and its harmonization with
the relevant provisions of the Convention; issues such as access to samples of genetic
resources for food and agriculture, for breeding and research purposes, especially those in ex
situ collections not acquired in accordance with the Convention; realization of Farmers'
Rights, and the funding of activities pertaining to the conservation and sustainable use of PGR.
The revision of the Undertaking should be conducted carefully, as a gradual pragmatic and
step-by-step process, building on the consensus already achieved through the Commission's
previous discussions, as embodied in the Undertaking and its annexes.

43.  The Commission recognized that the negotiations should be carried out at the inter-
governmental level. It suggested that, while using the Commission, and its Working Group, as
the forum, negotiations must proceed in cooperation with the Governing Body of the
international Convention on Biological Diversity.

44.  The Commission recommended that FAO should collaborate with the Secretariat of
the Convention on Biological Diversity, as proposed in Resolution 2 of the Nairobi Final Act.
The Commission noted that, at a later stage, FAO might, if it were requested, convert the
revised Undertaking into a binding legal instrument, and that this might take the form of a
protocol to the Convention. The Commission emphasized that the decision whether or not to
transform the Undertaking into a protocol to the Convention would have to be taken at a later
stage, by the Conference of the Parties to the Convention, and that the first steps of the
process of revising the Undertaking should not pre-empt this later decision.

45.  The Commission also emphasized that efforts to realize Farmers' Rights through the
fund envisaged in Conference Resolution 91/3 should continue, and that the need for a
separate funding mechanism would be especially important in the event that the addition of the
revised Undertaking to the Convention on Biological Diversity as a legally binding protocol
was not achieved. It was also suggested that the Commission carefully monitor developments
with respect to Intellectual Property Rights legislation, and assess their implications for the
Undertaking.
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46.  The Commission emphasized that a revision of the Undertaking should not imply any
slowing down of the efforts to develop and implement the Global Plan of Action, in line with
its decisions, as endorsed by UNCED in Rio de Janeiro. The revision process, and the
development of the Global Plan of Action, should be an integral part of the preparatory
process for the International Technical Conference on Plant Genetic Resources. The
Commission recommended that the Director-General inform the Commission on Sustainable
Development, and the Intergovernmental Committee of the Convention on Biological
Diversity, on the process of revising the Undertaking. The Commission further recommended
that extra-budgetary financial resources be mobilized to secure the full participation of
developing countries in the negotiating process in the Commission and it Working Group.

47. The Commission agreed to recommend a tentative timetable for the revision, which
included a Session of the Working Group in October 1993, followed by an extraordinary
meeting of the Commission early in 1994. The intention was to conclude negotiations at the
1995 Session of the Commission, with the results presented at the International Technical
Conference on PGR.

48.  With the aim of revising the Undertaking, the Commission prepared and agreed the
Resolution found in Appendix A.

Institutional

49. At the institutional level, the Commission agreed that:

(1) the FAO Conference could provide recommendations to the Conference of the
Parties to the Convention, on matters related to plant genetic resources for
food and agriculture, and through this, to the financial mechanism of the
Convention, on the funding of programme areas related to PGR for Food and
Agriculture; and that

(i1) the UN Commission on Sustainable Development should be periodically
informed of the progress made by the Commission in the implementation of
aspects of the Agenda 21 programme areas related to PGR for Food and
Agriculture.

50.  The possibility of establishing a joint CPGR and IGC/CBD task force was suggested,
so as to facilitate complementarity between the Global System (including the Undertaking) and
the Convention.

Access to Existing Ex Situ Collections

51.  The Commission recognized that the Convention did not address the question of
access to ex situ collections not acquired in accordance with the Convention on Biological
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Diversity. The Commission took note of the following possible interpretations of this question
submitted in Document CPGR/93/7:
(1) that these genetic resources were outside the Convention, and, since most of
them were collected on the general understanding that PGR were the heritage
of mankind, these resources should continue to be freely available, with a
global compensatory mechanism;
(i)  that these genetic resources were outside the Convention, and therefore that
the host country could legislate on ownership and conditions of access; and
i1) that, since Parties to the Convention can provide only those genetic resources
originating in their own countries, or acquired under the terms of the
Convention, that the permission of the country of origin is required for the
release of genetic resources from pre-existing collections. It was noted,
however, that, in many cases, countries of origin cannot be identified, and that
the collections are widely dispersed.
The Commission recognized that these interpretations needed further discussion before a
conclusion could be reached.

52. The Commission suggested that a number of options that were not mutually exclusive
might be explored within the Global System, including:

(1) the facilitation of bilateral agreements between countries of origin, when they
can be identified, and countries holding ex situ collections, for the sharing of
the benefits;

(i1) the establishment of agreements between FAO and the owners of genebanks,
including on access, along the lines of the "model basic agreements", as agreed
at the Fourth Session of the Commission, and

ii1) the facilitation of a comprehensive multilateral agreement concerning access to
ex situ collections, including mechanisms to compensate countries of origin,
possibly in the context of the proposed revision of the Undertaking.

53.  However, the Commission agreed that there was a need to develop solutions to the
issue of access to ex situ collections not acquired in accordance with the Convention on
Biological Diversity, as well as to the related issues of sharing the benefits, and the realization
of Farmers' Rights. The Commission recommended that these matters be dealt with in close
consultation with the IGC/CBD.

54. It was suggested that FAO collaborate with the Secretariat of the Convention on
Biological Diversity, the Member Nations, UNEP, the CGIAR and other governmental and
non-governmental organizations, to examine these issues regarding ex sifu collections.

DRAFT INTERNATIONAL CODE OF CONDUCT FOR PLANT GERMPLASM
COLLECTION AND TRANSFER
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55.  The Commission considered the Draft International Code of Conduct for Plant
Germplasm Collecting and Transfer (CPGR/93/8), as well as the minor modifications to the
Code proposed by the Eighth Session of the Working Group (Appendix E). Further
modifications were proposed, discussed and agreed during the session including modifications
of the changes suggested by the Working Group (the agreed text is in Annex 1, a separate
volume).

56.  The Commission noted that the document was the result of the numerous consultations
and difficult compromises that had followed the request by the Commission, in 1989, for the
elaboration of a draft Code. The present draft incorporated comments received from several
member countries, since the discussion of the previous version by the Commission in 1991. It
was consistent with the Convention on Biological Diversity.

57.  The Commission noted the voluntary nature of the draft Code, and that one of its
primary functions would be to serve as a reference document, to help individual countries
establish their own codes or regulations, especially until the Convention on Biological
Diversity enters into forces.

58.  The Commission reaffirmed the need for the International Code of Conduct for Plant
Germplasm Collecting and Transfer to become effective. It would allow countries to exercise
sovereignty over, and to benefit from, their plant genetic resources, while at the same time
creating conditions to facilitate access to genetic resources for environmentally sound uses.
The concern was expressed that while discussions and negotiations went on in various
international fora, genetic erosion was continuing. Potentially harmful and insidious collecting
activities might also take place.

59.  The Commission further recognised that the Code would need to be adaptable to
changing needs and circumstances. It was noted that the Code could be updated, amended or
modified, when appropriate, through the Commission.

60. With these considerations, the Commission endorsed the Draft International Code of
Conduct for Plant Germplasm Collecting and Transfer. The Commission requested the
Director-General to submit the draft Code and draft Resolution, through the Council, to the
next Session of the FAO Conference, for its decision. The Commission proposed that the text
of the Draft Resolution become the preamble to the Code, once adopted by the Conference.

TOWARDS AN INTERNATIONAL CODE OF CONDUCT FOR PLANT
BIOTECHNOLOGY AS IT AFFECTS THE CONSERVATION AND UTILIZATION
OF PLANT GENETIC RESOURCES

61. The Commission considered document CPGR/93/9, Towards an International Code of
Conduct for Plant Biotechnology as it affects the Conservation and Utilization of Plant
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Genetic Resources, which included a preliminary draft Code of Conduct, as had been
requested by the Third and Fourth Sessions of the Commission. The Commission noted that
this draft Code was presented for discussion as a preliminary draft only, and not for
endorsement.

62. The Commission recalled that, at its Fourth Session, it had concluded that the Code of
Conduct should, among other things, promote:

(1) the sustainable use of biotechnology in the conservation and utilization of plant
genetic resources;

(i1) access to plant genetic resources;

1ii) biosafety to minimize environmental risks throughout the world; and

(iv)  the equitable sharing of the benefits of biotechnology between the owners of
the technology, and the donors of the germplasm.

63.  The Commission expressed satisfaction that, together with the draft Code, the
document provided information on recent developments that may influence policy matters
related to biotechnology, as it affects the conservation and utilization of plant genetic
resources, particularly as a result of UNCED's Agenda 21, and the Convention on Biological
Diversity and associated resolutions.

64.  The Commission reasserted the importance of the new biotechnologies as tools leading
to increased food production and sustainable agriculture. It recognized the great potential of
biotechnology for the conservation and utilization of plant genetic resources. It highlighted the
urgency of meeting the challenges posed by applications of biotechnologies which might lead
to possible trade and economic distortions, and the neglect of crops of local importance, and
of commodities most needed by the developing countries and resource-poor farmers. It also
expressed its concern with potentially unsafe applications of biotechnology. The Commission
noted that the preliminary draft Code of Conduct addressed these major issues.

65.  The Commission considered a number of questions addressed to it by the Secretariat in
view of the recent developments in various international fora (especially UNCED Agenda 21,
the Convention on Biological Diversity, WIPO and GATT). These included:

(1) whether a code of conduct on biotechnology was the most appropriate way of
treating the various issues presently covered by the preliminary draft or
whether some of them may be better treated as guidelines or in other ways;

(i1) whether the various matters (maximizing benefits; minimizing potential
negative effects, intellectual property rights, biosafety, etc.) should all be
addressed by a single code on biotechnology, or whether they should be
separated.

66.  The Commission agreed that the biotechnological developments concerning the
sustained, equitable, and efficient conservation and use of PGR for food and agriculture
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should be critically examined by the Commission, so that appropriate policy advice, and other
support, could be provided to the Member Countries. It recommended that the implications of
biotechnological developments for the availability of PGR, access to PGR, genetic erosion,
technology transfer, and positive or negative socio-economic development, should be
reviewed and analyzed by the Commission.

67.  The Commission endorsed the recommendation of the Eighth Session of the Working
Group, to deal with the various major issues separately, rather than to maintain them under a
single Code. The Commission noted that the Intergovernmental Committee on the Convention
on Biological Diversity (IGC/CBD), in accordance with Convention Articles 19(3) and 19(4),
would consider the option of developing a biosafety protocol to the Convention. It
recommended that, in order to avoid duplication and inconsistencies, the "biosafety and other
environmental concerns" component of the preliminary draft Code would constitute an input
to the work of the IGC/CBD on this matter. The Commission recommended that FAO
participate in this work, in order to ensure that the aspects of biosafety in relation to plant
genetic resources for food and agriculture are appropriately covered.

68. It was suggested that FAO further develop the remaining components of the draft
Code. This should be done in close collaboration with the Commission on Sustainable
Development, the Governing Body of the Convention on Biological Diversity, and other
relevant international and national programmes, drawing, as appropriate, upon the preparatory
process of the International Technical Conference. The objectives should be to help maximise
the positive effects of biotechnology which applies to PGR for food and agriculture, and to
minimise any potential negative effects, especially in developing countries. It should promote
access to germplasm, as well as to biotechnology and related information. The Working
Group should advise the Secretariat whether a revised draft Code should be prepared for
presentation to the 1995 Session of the Commission.

69.  The Commission recognized that, while several agencies and institutions are active in
the area of biotechnology and related policy issues, the Commission was the only international
forum for considering issues related specifically to biotechnology, in the context of the
improved and sustained conservation and utilization of plant genetic resources for food and
agriculture. It recognised the need for further studies and discussions on the issues of access to
genetic resources, intellectual property rights, and the equitable sharing of the benefits, in the
context of biotechnology as it affects plant genetic resources. These should take into account
the relevant provisions already included in the Convention, and the UNCED follow-up
process. It recognized that related studies are being carried out by FAO, CGIAR, the interim
Secretariat of the Convention, and other international and national programmes, and suggested
that close links be maintained between these initiatives. The outcome of such studies and
analyses would provide a good background for the further development of the draft Code. It
further recommended that this subject, and results of the studies, be discussed at one of its
next sessions, and at the Fourth International Technical Conference.
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70.  The Commission recognised that some of the other technical aspects covered in the
draft Code could be incorporated into the Biotechnology Programme being developed by
FAO, and that the Commission should be informed of the progress made in its development
and implementation, at one of its future sessions. The Commission recommended that the
Programme put particular emphasis on training scientists and technicians, as well as on
increasing the understanding of policy makers - especially in the developing countries - of the
need to develop and adopt appropriate biotechnologies. Emphasis should also be placed on
increasing national capabilities for the assessment and transfer of the technologies, including
the establishment and management of linkages among the sectors concerned.

INTERNATIONAL NETWORK OF EX SITU BASE COLLECTIONS UNDER THE
AUSPICES OR JURISDICTION OF FAO

71.  The Commission reviewed developments regarding the International Network of Ex
Situ Base Collections under the Auspices and/or Jurisdiction of FAO, and confirmed its
endorsement of activities with respect to the establishment of this network (part V of
document CPGR/93/5, and document CPGR/93/11).

72.  The Commission welcomed the offer made by the CGIAR Centres to place their base
and active collections under the auspices of FAO, and to receive policy guidance from the
Commission on these collections, this being an important step towards the further
development of the International Network. Clarification of certain specific points was sought,
in view of the complexity of these matters, particularly concerning "ownership" of the
resources held in these collections, and the implication of the concept, "trusteeship".

73.  The Commission noted the explanations provided by representatives of the IARCs and
the CGIAR, who stated that they did not regard themselves as "owners", but as "trustees" for
these collections, which were the result of international cooperation. They managed them on
behalf of the beneficiaries, in particular the developing countries, and they had the obligation
to conserve the material to the highest technical standards, to duplicate it for safety reasons, to
make it available without restrictions, and not to seek any intellectual property right over it.
This last obligation would include, where possible, a transfer mechanism to avoid another
party subsequently making the collections unavailable for research and breeding. The
Commission requested that the draft proposal reflect these obligations.

74.  The Commission recognised that the concept of the trusteeship of plant genetic
resources needed to be clarified, in particular as it related to the concept of ownership. It
recommended that these concepts, and that of "beneficiary", needed to be studied further by
the Working Group, which would then report back to the Commission.

75.  The Commission considered that, given its status as the only permanent
intergovernmental forum dealing with plant genetic resources for food and agriculture, it
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should play a role in the development of policy related to the collections. In line with this, the
Commission suggested that the wording of Article 5 in the draft model agreement (Appendix 1
to document CPGR/93/11), be modified, and that the Centres be responsible for "developing",
rather than "determining", policies related to the designated germplasm.

76.  With these considerations, the Commission accepted the proposed model as a basis for
negotiations between FAO and the CGIAR centres. The Commission requested the Director-
General to negotiate and, if satisfied, to conclude agreements with the CGIAR Centres, taking
into account the concerns it had expressed, and that the agreement reached would be reviewed
by the Commission every four years.

THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL TECHNICAL CONFERENCE, AND
PROGRAMME ON THE CONSERVATION AND UTILIZATION OF PLANT
GENETIC RESOURCES

77.  The Commission discussed document CPGR/93/10, and endorsed the Working
Group's support for the aims and strategy of the proposed Fourth International Technical
Conference, and Programme on the Conservation and Utilization of Plant Genetic Resources
(ICPGR). It noted, in particular, that the ICPGR would:

(1) transform the relevant parts of the UNCED process (including Agenda 21 and
the Convention on Biological Diversity) into a costed Global Plan of Action,
based on the Report on the State of the World's Genetic Resources; and

(i1) make the Global System for the Conservation and Use of Plant Genetic
Resources fully operational.

78.  The Commission stressed the importance of the work of the ICPGR for the related
activities of FAO and other agencies, as well as a follow-up to the recommendations of
Agenda 21, and the Convention on Biological Diversity. It strongly emphasized the urgent
need to initiate the ICPGR, as soon as funding is identified, and extra-budgetary resources are
pledged. It noted the risks involved in delaying the process and observed that use of Regular
Programme funds to initiate the process, could be considered.

79.  The Commission welcomed the offer of Germany to host the Conference, and thanked
governments that had already pledged contributions, or expressed their intention to provide
financial support.' The Commission also urged other donors to provide the needed funds and
noted the offer of some countries to provide support through other means.

80.  The Commission emphasized that the preparatory process must be participatory and
country-driven, and that it should ensure the participation of all relevant organizations and

' During this Session the following countries have pledged: Germany, the Netherlands, Spain and
Sweden.
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institutions dealing with ex situ and in situ conservation, as well as the sustainable utilization
of plant genetic resources, especially CGIAR, UNEP, the Governing Body of the Convention
on Biodiversity, and NGOs. In relation to the costing of the Global Plan of Action and its
identified projects, the need for cooperation with the World Bank, other multilateral funding
agencies, and the GEF, was stressed. It was noted that the process of ICPGR is likely to be
discussed at the proposed Intergovernmental Committee of the Convention on Biological
Diversity. UNEP offered cooperation with FAO in this matter.

81.  The Commission emphasized that the ICPGR should aim to develop consensus, and
commitment from countries to the Global Plan of Action, and in accordance with the
recommendations of Agenda 21. The Commission stated, in endorsing the view of the
Working Group, that the Commission and its Working Group would provide policy guidance.
It was stated that the 1995 session of the Commission would review the Global Plan of
Action. There was agreement that the Global Plan of Action and revised Undertaking be
presented to the Fourth International Technical Conference, attended at a high level.

82.  The Commission agreed that ICPGR would play a major role in implementing Agenda
21, in the further implementation of the Convention on Biological Diversity, and in making the
Global System fully operational.

83.  The Commission agreed on the need to facilitate the participation of developing
countries, including both technical experts and policy makers, at the Conference.

84.  To facilitate the preparatory process, the Commission urged that a Secretariat be
appointed, according to the rules of FAO, as soon as possible.

TERMS OF REFERENCE AND PROCEDURES FOR THE WORKING GROUP

85.  The Commission reviewed the terms of reference, and procedures of its Working
Group. With respect to the terms of reference of the Working Group, the Commission agreed
that they should be broad, in order to permit sufficient flexibility for the Commission to assign
specific tasks to the Working Group. It was suggested that the Working Group take an active
role reviewing the preliminary agenda of the Commission.

86.  The Commission reaffirmed the present composition of the Working Group, stressing
the need to provide for the participation, upon invitation, in an observer capacity, of members
of the Commission that are not members of the Working Group, and experts, as well as
representatives of specialized international organizations.

87.  The Commission confirmed by acclamation Mr. Bolivar (Spain) for the Chair of the
Working Group, to serve in this position until the next session of the Commission.

88.  The Commission agreed that the members of the Working Group should be nominated
by the Chairman of the Working Group, according to the regional distribution agreed by the
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Commission in 1985, on the advice of each regional group. The regional groups should
communicate to the Secretariat their nominations prior to 1 June 1993, according to the
present procedures.

89.  The Commission requested the Secretariat to prepare, for its next session, draft
statutes for the Working Group which would include the mandate, the composition of the
Group, and the frequency of meetings.

AGENDA, TIME AND PLACE OF THE NEXT SESSION

90.  The Secretary of the Commission presented the draft agenda of the Sixth Session of
the Commission. The agreed draft agenda is attached in Appendix G. It was agreed that final
decisions on the agenda, date and place of the Sixth Session would be determined by the
Director-General, in consultation with the Chairman.

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

91.  The report was adopted by the Commission on 23 April, 1993.
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Appendix A

RESOLUTION CPGR 93/1
REVISION OF THE INTERNATIONAL UNDERTAKING
ON PLANT GENETIC RESOURCES

The Commission on Plant Genetic Resources

noting that: .

- the United Nations Conference on Environment and Development (UNCED), in Chapter 14
of its programme of action, Agenda 21, recommended that the Global System on the
Conservation and Sustainable Use of Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Sustainable
Agriculture be strengthened, and that the System should be adjusted to be in line with the
outcome of the negotiations of a convention on biological diversity;

- the Convention on Biological Diversity, signed at UNCED by 156 governments and the
European Communities, covers plant genetic resources, and recognizes that the authority to
determine access to genetic resources rests with the national governments, that access to
genetic resources shall be subject to the prior informed consent of the Contracting Party
providing such resources, and shall be on mutually agreed terms;

- the Final Act of the Nairobi Conference for the adoption of the agreed text of the
Convention on Biological Diversity, in a resolution on the interrelationship between the
Convention on Biological Diversity and the promotion of sustainable agriculture, urged that
ways and means should be explored to develop complementarity and cooperation between
the Convention on Biological Diversity and the Global System for the Conservation and
Sustainable Use of Plant Genetic Resources for food and sustainable agriculture, and
recognized the need to seek solutions to outstanding matters concerning plant genetic
resources;

- the Fourth Session of the FAO Commission on Plant Genetic Resources agreed that
conditions of access to plant genetic resources needed further clarification;

recognizing:
- the importance and urgency of revising the International Undertaking, in harmony with the
Convention on Biological Diversity, on a step-by-step basis, starting with the integration of

the Undertaking and its annexes;

- the need to ensure fair and equitable sharing of benefits with the countries providing plant
genetic resources;

- the need to consider agreement on the terms of access to samples of plant genetic resources,
including those preserved in ex situ collections, and not addressed by the Convention on
Biological Diversity;

- the need to realize Farmers’ Rights;

- the importance of close collaboration, including mutual reporting, in these matters, between
‘the Commission on Plant Genetic Resources and the Governing Body of the Convention on
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Biological Diversity, and before the entry into force of the Convention, the
Intergovernmental Committee on the Convention on Biological Diversity, as well as the
Commission on Sustainable Development;

The Commission:

recommends to the Conference that the Director-General be requested to provide a forum for
negotiations among governments:

- for the adaptation of the International Undertaking on Plant Genetic Resources, in harmony
with the Convention on Biological Diversity;

- for consideration of the issue of access on mutually agreed terms to plant genetic resources,
including ex situ collections not addressed by the Convention; as well as

- for the issue of realization of Farmers® Rights;

urges that the process be carried out through regular and extraordinary Sessions of the Commission
on Plant Genetic Resources, convened, if necessary, with extra-budgetary financing, and with the help
of its subsidiary body, in close collaboration with the Intergovernmental Committee on the Convention
on Biological Diversity, and, after the entry into force of the Convention, with its Governing Body;

expresses the hope that the process be concluded in time for the FAO International Technical
Conference on Plant Genetic Resources; and )

suggests that. the outcome be submitted to the International Technical Conference, and to the
Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity.
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Appendix D

REPORT BY THE CHAIRMAN OF THE SEVENTH SESSION OF THE COMMISSION
ON PLANT GENETIC RESQURCES

1. Introduction

1. ~ The 7th Session of the Working Group was attended by Cape Verde, Congo, Egypt,
El Salvador, Ethiopia, Indonesia, Italy, Kenya, Libya, Madagascar, Mexico, Netherlands, Peru,
Philippines, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, USA and Venezuela., and was chaired by Mr M. Worede
(Ethiopia). The Working Group discussed two main documents: CPGR/WG/92/3 - Preparations for
the 4th International Technical Conference on the Conservation and Use of Plant Genetic Resources
(ICPGR), and CPGR/WG/92/4 - Implications of UNCED for the Global System on PGR.

II. The International Conference and Programme on PGR

2. The Secretariat informed the Working Group that the International Technical Conference had
been requested by both FAO Conference and Agenda 21 of UNCED. It also informed that the
modifications introduced in the project document to meet the recommendations of an Expert-
Consultation held in June 1992 on this subject had raised the estimated cost of the project from about

US$ 7 million to almost US$ 10 million and expressed concern for the budgetary implication it may

have for the Organization, asking the Group to identify areas where the cost could be reduced.

3. The Group agreed that major aims of the Conference and its preparatory process would be:

® to transform the relevant parts of Agenda 21 (especially area G of Chapter 14) into
a costed Global Plan of Action; and ' '
(i)  to make the Global System for the Conservation and Use of PGR fully operational.

4. It was underlined that some of the activities envisaged at national, regional and global level
during the two-and-a-half years of preparatory process would enhance record-keeping of existing
PGR, raise public awareness and promote effective dialogue and coordination between all parties
concerned with PGR and that these activities should be considered as concrete steps towards the
implementation of Agenda 21. The Working Group also emphasized that the ICPGR should give
similar importance to the conservation (in situ and "on-farm" - especially the Vavilov areas - and ex
situ) and utilization (including plant breeding, biotechnology and seed production) aspects of PGR.
1t finally stressed the need to address economic aspects of PGR and to quantify genetic erosion.

5. The Group emphasized that the project document CPGR/WG/92/3 envisaged a full -
"programme"” and not just a "conference”. Given the need to raise awareness and forge commitment

for action, the Group observed that the process involved more than the simple production of a number

of documents. Indeed, the conference should be seen as a step in the process of developing consensus

and commitment for a Global Plan of Action. The Group stressed the importance of the bottom-up

country-driven approach and suggested that this approach be given prominence in the project

document. It was thought that, with such a clarification, potential donors would understand that the

budget includes far more than the holding of a conference.
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6. While some delegations thought that the cost of the project reflected in the draft project
document, circa $10m, was fully justified, other delegations thought that there were possibilities for

reducing the cost. The Working Group recognized that the budget for the ICPGR may have to be
reduced, and expressed its hope that such reductions, if necessary, should compromise neither the
scientific integrity nor the bottom-up country driven approach of the process currently reflected in the
draft project document. Amongst the items cited for possible budget reductions were: reducing the
size of the core secretariat; reducing the amount allocated for financing travel by developing country
representatives to various meetings; reducing general administrative and servicing costs; reducing the
amount of documentation; reducing the number of sub-regional meetings; reducing the number of -
country reports; and/or reducing the number of theme papers and case studies.

7. . On the question of funding, the Group noted the recommendation of the Commission and
the Conference that funds should be extra-budgetary. However, some countries encourage the idea
of exploring that some resources be made available from the FAO Programme of Work amd Budget
for 94/95. Other sources such as the GEF were also mentioned. During the discussion, some
~ countries expressed their intention to provide extra-budgetary funds for the ICPGR, followmg the
reception of the project proposal

8. The Group considered that, given the constraints on time and the need to get soonest
concrete financial commitments, the project document should be sent to potential donors as soon as
possible. Work on the preparatory process should be well under way before the meeting of the
Commission in April. The Commission then will have the opportunity to review the process in the
light of the donors’ financial comm1tments made and provide approprlate Terms of Reference of the
ICPGR. -

9. ' 'Thé'Working Group discussed its possible role and that of the proposed "Advisory
Committee” during the preparatory process of the ICPGR. A suggested solution for which there
seemed to be agreement was:

@ that a "Group of Experts" provides technical and scientific expert advice to the
- Secretariat. FAO would have responsibility for appointing the Group of Experts,
recognizing that the primary concern is competence, but with regard to the need for

. regional balance;

(ii)  that the Commission prov1des guldance at a political and policy level and that it
decides - in its regular session in April 1993 - the precise role and mandate of its
Working Group in the preparatory process;

(iii)  additionally, the Commission might wish to function, at its 6th Regular Session in
April 1995, as a preparatory body to review and negotiate the draft Global Plan of
Action.

In this context one country observed that the meetings of the Commission and its Working Group
discussing the ICPGR should be regarded as part of the FAO contribution.

10. With regard to the question of whether or not there should be a meeting of the Commission
immediately after the ICPGR, an alternative suggestion to be also proposed to the Commission in
April is that the ICPGR be attended by both technical experts and policy-makers and that it will
effectively become a "summit meeting" for its last two days - for adoption and signing of the Global
Plan of Action - during which attendance at a high level will be encouraged .

i1. The Group agreed on the need to facilitate participation of developing countries at the
Conference if funding is available. In order that both technical experts and policy-makers can attend,
a minimum of two participants per country was found desirable. Funding might possibly come from
bilateral donors, but efforts should be made to allow multilateral funding of at least one participant
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from each interested developing country. The country suggested that the establishment of a separate
trust fund might facilitate financing participation of developing countries representatives.

12. There was general support for the proposal of using the FAO regional conferences in the
consultation process, and some countries supported the idea of extending these regional conferences
in order to allow time for discussions related to the ICPGR.

13. The Group agreed that although "country reports” are part of the project proposal, full-scale
“country studies”, which may or may not be undertaken in parallel, are outside the proposal.
However, the preparatory process should draw upon any relevant information arising from the latter.
In this context the Group encouraged the full and active involvement of FAO in the country studles
on biodiversity, which are being coordinated by UNEP. .

14. The Group considered that the preparatory process: of the Conference to be led by FAO
should ensure the participation of relevant organizations dealing with ex sifu and in situ conservation
as well as utilization of PGR. IBPGR, the IARCs and the Secretariat of the Biodiversity Convention
as well as the World Bank, GEF and other multilateral financial institutions were singled out.

II. Other Implications of UNCED

15. It was recognized that there were many complex issues under this item and that further
discussion would be required at the Commission. Some delegations expressed disappointment that an
extraordinary session of the Commission to consider the implications of UNCED had not been
convened due to lack of funding. A delegation member considered that the ICPGR would be a suitable
forum to address some of these issues.

16. The Group noted that Agenda 21 has recommended the strengthening of the Global System
and its different components making special reference to the need to take further steps to develop
Farmers® Rights. The Group supported the strengthening of the Global System and the need to
realizing Farmers’ Rights by implementing Resolution C 91/3. Some countries suggested that the
International Fund and mechanism envisaged in this resolution can be a window of the fund for the
Convention on Biodiversity, and maybe of GEF during the interim period.

17. The Group noted that the Resolution 3, "The Interrelationship between the Convention on
Biological Diversity and the Promotion of Sustainable Agriculture” approved without reservation by
the Diplomatic Conference for the Adoption of the Convention on Biological Diversity, considered
that there should be complementarity between the Convention and the FAO Global System on PGR
and the "outstanding matters” such as access to existing ex situ collections and the development of
Farmers’ Rights should seek solutions within the Global System.

18. While some delegations did not express a view on the interpretation of the Convention on
Biodiversity with regard to the issues of access to existing ex situ collections, those which did express
a view favoured the interpretation that these genetic resources are excluded from the Convention and
since most of them were collected on the general understanding that PGR were the heritage of
mankind, these resources should continue to be freely available, possibly with a global compensatory
mechanism. The problem (in some cases impossibility) of identifying the country/ies of origin for
much of the material stored in genebanks was noted and recognized as an handicap for developing
bilateral agreements with each country of origin. It was further noted that much of the material stored
in ex situ collections has been widely distributed to many genebanks and breeders and consequently
the country of origin, when known, and even if bilateral agreements were granted to it, might have
real difficulties. to exercise any kind of control on these collections. It was suggested that the
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implementation of Farmers Rights, as envisaged in FAQ Conference Resolution 3/91, might provide
a suitable compensation mechanism.

19. The hope was express'ed-that the Code of Conduct for Germplasm Collection and Transfer
should be finalized and agreed at the next meeting of the Commission.

20. The issue of "on-farm" conservation was discussed, and it was noted that this would be an
important and complementary method for conserving PGR for food and agriculture productive
importance, particularly in Vavilov centres of diversity. :

21. There was general agreement that consideration should be given to a possible review of the
International Undertaking. While some delegations thought that this should be limited to revising the
Undertaking in order to integrate the three annexes with the main text of the Undertaking in order
to improve internal consistency, others thought that the Undertaking should be renegotiated to become
a legally binding instrument, possibly as a protocol to the Convention on Biological Diversity with
its own funding, Secretariat and Governing Body. In this context, it was emphasized that the
agreements embodied in the Undertaking and its annexes were the result of many years of careful and
painstaking work and negotiation that must be preserved and form the basis of any further
negotiations. It was agreed that any revision or renegotiation of the Undertaking should be a step-by-
step process in the FAO Commission on Plant Genetic Resources, and that while ensuring the
maintenance of the current adherence, it should aim at attracting the countries which did not yet
adhere to it. It was suggested that the Secretariat might prepare a note for the next meeting of the
Commission on this idea. A country expressed its hope that a reviewed International Undertaking
could be ready for endorsement during the ICPGR. ‘

22. The need for full cooperation and interaction between the Commission on Plant Genetic
Resources and the Conference of the Parties of the Convention on Biological Diversity, and in the
interim period, the Intergovernmental Committee on the Convention on Biological Diversity as well
as between both Secretariats was recognized.

23. Several countries stressed the special nature of Plant Genetic Resources for Food and
Agriculture (PGRFA) and the differences on methodologies and strategies between the conservation
and sustainable use of general biodiversity and that of PGRFA, including the different emphasis
needed on intra-species diversity. Based on these considerations, there was general agreement that
the CPGR should keep its role as the primary intergovernmental forum for discussions and
negotiations of technical and policy matters related to conservation and sustainable use of PGRFA,
including the development of possible protocols for the Convention on Biodiversity related to PGRFA.
In this context the Group suggested that ways and means for cooperation and distribution of
responsibilities between the CPGR and the interim Intergovernmental Committee on the Convention
on Biological Diversity should be developed.

24, Support was expressed for the ideas that at the institutional level: (i) the Commission should
provide policy advice to the Conference of the Parties of the Convention on matters related to
PGRFA, and to the Participants’ Assembly of the GEF on funding of PGRFA projects; (ii) the
Commission should report to the UN Commission on Sustainable Development on the implementation
of the Agenda 21 programme area on PGRFA.

IV. Other matters
25. The Working Group was informed that Mr C. di Mottola Balestra has presented his

resignation as Chairman of the Working Group. The Group expressed its truthful appreciation for the
work accomplished by Mr di Mottola during his two mandates in the chair of the Group and agreed
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that Mr M. Worede, Chairman of Commission would chair the Working Group till the Commission
accepts the resignation of Mr di Mottola and designates a new Chairman.

26. The Group also discussed the current Terms of Reference and regulations and the possibility
of amending and adapting them to the current needs, especially in view of the possible role it may
have in the preparation process of the ICPGR. It was mentioned that the revision should cover
elements such as interaction between the Working Group and the Chairman of the Commission as well
as renewal of membership of the Working Group. Some members of the Working Group volunteered
to send suggestions for a possible revision of the Terms of Reference. '
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Appendix E

REPORT OF THE CHAIRMAN OF THE EIGHTH SESSION OF THE WORKING
GROUP OF THE COMMISSION ON PLANT GENETIC RESOURCES

I. Introduction

L The Eighth Session of the Working Group was attended by representatives of Cape Verde,
Congo, Egypt, India, Indonesia, Italy, Madagascar, Mexico, the Netherlands, the Philippines, Spain,
Sweden, Thailand, Tunisia, the United States and Venezuela. In the absence of the acting Chairman,
Mr M. Worede (Ethiopia), the Working Group elected Mr J. M. Bolivar (Spain) to chair the meeting.

2. The Working Group selected from the Provisional Agenda of the Fifth Session of the
Commission those topics which it thought might facilitate the work of the Commission. The Working
Group discussed the following documents in some detail: Draft International Code of Conduct for
- Plant Germplasm Collecting and Transfer (CPGR/93/8); Towards a Code of Conduct on
Biotechnology as it affects Plant Genetic Resources (CPGR/93/9); International Network of Ex-situ
Base Collections under the Auspices or Jurisdiction of FAO, and Model Agreement for the
International Research Centres (CPGR/93/5/Annex). The Working Group also reviewed other matters
concerning the ex-situ collections and the implications of UNCED (documents CPGR/93/5 and
CPGR/93/7), and discussed possible changes in the Terms of References of the Working Group and
the election procedures for its members and Chairman. ‘

The Working Group observed that, in view of the heavy programme of work of the

Commission and the importance of the material to be discussed, it would be advisable. to speed up
the Commission’s discussions to allow enough time for each item to be discussed.

. Code of Conduct for Plant Germplasm Collecting and Transfer

3. The Working Group considered it highly important that the Fifth Session of the Commission
finalize this document for presentation to the Conference of FAO in November 1993.

4, The Working Group agreed to recommend that the Commission approve the text presented
by the Secretariat with the changes appearing in the Annex to this report. These changes, which do
not affect the substance of the document, could be presented under ‘Agenda Item 7. The Working
Group also considered that the Text of the Draft Resolution (Appendix 1 of document CPGR/93/8)
might be an appropriate preamble to the Code.

1. Code of Conduct on Biotechnology as it
Affects Plant Genetic Resources

5. Given the complexity and importance of the matters covered by this Code, the Working
Group observed that it would be advisable for the agenda of the Commission to proceed so as to allow
sufficient time for discussion of Item 8.1. '

6. Some delegations expressed the view that it was extremely urgent to have a Code on
Biotechnology prior to the appearance on the market of plant biotechnology products.
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7. There was general agreement that these questions should be approached pragmatically, and
that it might be better to deal with them separately rather than to lump them all together under a
single Code. In this respect, it was suggested that the most urgent could be dealt with immediately,
whereas the less urgent could be left for discussion at future sessions of the Commission and its
Working Group. It was also agreed that the Code should be limited to those aspects directly affecting
food and agriculture, although which aspects these were and which were the most urgent was not
defined.

8. Some delegations, in consideration of the complexity of the matters covered by the Code,
pointed out that some matters might be better handled by other fora, and that some components of
the Draft Code might be shifted to them as a contribution of the Commission. It was specifically
suggested that the section on biodiversity could contribute to the studies on biosecurity undertaken
in the context of the convention on Biological Diversity. However, the Working Group did not discuss
the mechanisms for interacting with these other fora.

9. The Working Group agreed that the Code should be addressed primarily to gbvernments,
and also to the relevant organizations and professional associations, and that this should be reflected
in Article 4.2.

1v. Availabilitv of Plant Genetic Resources, Status of Existing ex situ
Germplasm Collections, and Other Matters derived from UNCED

10. The working Group recalled its discussions at the Seventh Session concerning the
implications of UNCED for the Global System (CPGR/93/7).

The Working Group observed that the Convention on Biological Diversity did not cover
access to ex situ germplasm collections existing prior to the entry in force of the Convention, and that
those approving the Text of the Convention as part of the Final Act of the Conference in Nairobi
considered that this matter should be resolved within the Global System.

11. Consideration was given to the fact that both Article 15 of the Convention on Biological
Diversity, and Article 5 of the International Undertaking of FAO, stated that the sharing of
germplasm should be upon mutually agreed terms.

12. The Working Group acknowledged the role of bilateral agreements under the Convention
on Biological Diversity. Nonetheless, it thought it might be highly important to develop a broader
multilateral agreement under mutually agreed terms, with adequate compensations, in order not to
restrict access to germplasm. Otherwise, with the entry in force of the Convention, so many different
bilateral agreements might be required that the availability and sharing of germplasm would be
seriously restricted.

13. The Working Group agreed to recommend that the Commission give priority consideration
to finding ways and means to ensure complementarity and closer cooperation between the Convention
on Biological Diversity and the Global System.

14. The Working Group, recalling the debate during its Seventh Session, also agreed to
recommend that the Commission give priority to taking the necessary steps to revise the International
Undertaking, incorporate its three annexes into the main body of the text and harmonize its wording
and concepts with the Convention on Biological Diversity, as well as to develop a multilateral
agreement in mutually agreed, equitable terms concerning germplasm (as mentioned).

d



-E3 -

15. With reference to intellectual property rights, some delegations insisted that germplasm
collected in one country should not be protected by the recipient country in such a way as to restrict
its use in the donor country. ,

V. The Proposal of the TARC to Place its Germplasm Collections

within the International Network of Base Collections
under the Auspices of FAQ

16. The Working Group discussed the proposal of the IARC to place its collections withi‘nfhe«

~ international network under the auspice of FAO (Document CPGR/93/1 D.

17. The Working Group expressed satisfaction with this decision of the IARC. Some delegations
asked for clarification of certain specific points, particularly concerning the "ownership” of the
resources held in the collections, and the implications of the concept of "trusteeship".

18. The Director of the IBPGR commented on some of these points. He noted that the question
of "ownership" is unclear; that much of the material in the collections is the result of international
cooperation and, therefore, should be considered public property; and that, often enough, the origin
of the materials is unknown. He made the point that the centres consider themselves to be the
custodians of the germplasm and not the owners, and that they have the obligation to make the
materials accessible. This obligation would include, where possible, mechanisms to avoid another
party making the collections inaccessible, for example through intellectual property rights. He
explained that although the original parent material would be part of the international collection, not
all breeding lines would; only those with characteristics of particular interest. .

19. It was suggested that the draft model Agreement (Appendix 1 of document CPGR/93/11)
should include provisions on the duplication of the germplasm designated in other genebanks, and on
the situation which would arise should a centre close, It was also proposed that the wording of Article
5 be modified to make the centres responsible for "developing” rather than "determining" policies.
Further clarification of the implications of the concept of "trusteeship" for the ownership of
germplasm was also requested.

VI. The Svalbard International Seedbank

20. It was considered that FAO negotiations to ensure the long-term funding of the proposed
Svalbard International Seedbank should be continued. It was also considered that priority for the
placing of seeds should be given to those countries which lack the appropriate facilities.

VII. Genebank Standards

21. “The Working Group agreed to recommend that the Commission adopt the text of the set of
standards for genebanks (CPGR/93/5/Annex). It observed that the standards were applicable only to
plants which produced orthodox seeds, and that once the technologies had been developed, standards
should also be established for plants with non-orthodox seeds, vegetatively propagated plants and
other perennials not covered by the present standards.
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VIIL. Procedures and Terms of Reference for the Working Group

22. The current Terms of Reference of the Working Group were reviewed. These were: "to
consider the progress made in implementing the Commission’s Programme of Work and any other
matters referred to by the Commission" (CPGR/85/Rep paragraph 78). There was general agreement
that these broad Terms of Reference were appropriate for the Working Group.

23. It was agreed that the current procedures for electing the Working Group, whose
composition is based on the regional groups, was satisfactory, but that the tenure of the Working
Group and the principle of rotation did require attention and clarification. It likewise agreed that the
Working Group should have a Chairman and a Vice-Chairman. There was also agreement that the
Working Group should be empowered to invite observers to its meetings where relevant.

24, The Working Group discussed some options for the election of its members and its period
of tenure. The representative of the FAO Legal Office described the system for the election of the-
Council. The general feeling, however, was that this was a very elaborate procedure, and perhaps a
complicated one, and that a "lighter” system might be more appropriate for the Working Group. Some
delegations expressed the view that it would be useful to have a system whereby only a portion of its
members were replaced at each election, so as to ensure continuity and at the same time to facilitate
rotation. The Legal Counsel was asked to present some options for possible consideration by the
Commission. , : :
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PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR THE SIXTH SESSION

Election of the Chairman and Vice-Chairmen
Adoption of the agenda and time-table for the Session

Reports of the Working Group
ki

Revision of the Terms of Reference and procedures of the Working Group, and election of
its officers

Progress Reports on the Global System for the Conservation and Utilization of Plant Genetic

Resources
Reports, programmes and activities on Plant Genetic Resources

Progress Report on the Fourth International Technical Conference, and Programme on Plant
Genetic Resources:

7.1  Report on The State of the World’s Plant Genetic Resources;
7.2 The Global Plan of Action

Progress Report on the Revision of the International Undertaking

Progress reports on the development of other international agreements:

9.1 Codes of Conduct;

9.2  The International Network of Ex Situ Base Collections under the Auspices and/or
Jurisdiction of FAO

The future work of the Commission

Other business

Date and place of the next session

Adoption of the report
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Gambia 1/
Ghana 1/2
Guinea 1/2
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Liberia 1/2
Madagascar 1/2
Malawi 2/

Mali 1/2
Mauritania 1/2
Mauritius 1/2
Morocco 1/2
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[ran, Islamic
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Australia 1/2
Bangladesh 1/2
Democrat. People’s
Rep. of Korea 1/2
Fiji 2/
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Korea, Rep. of 1/2
Malaysia 1/
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New Zealand 1/2
Pakistan 1/ .
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Samoa 1/2
Solomon Islands 2/
Sri Lanka 1/2
Thailand 1/

Tonga 2/
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Kuwait 2/
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Libya 1/2
Oman 2/
Syria 1/2
Tunisia 1/2
Yemen 1/2
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Austria 1/2
Belgium 1/2
Bulgaria 1/2
Cyprus 1/2
Czechoslovakia 1/2
Denmark 1/2
Finland 1/2
Estonia 1/
France 1/2
Germany 1/2
Greece 1/2
Hungary 1/2
Iceland 1/2
Ireland 172
Israel 1/2

Italy 1/2
Liechtenstein 2/
Lithuania 1/
Netherlands 1/2
Norway 1/2
“Poland 172
Portugal 1/2
Romania 1/2
Russia 2/

Spain 1/2
Sweden 1/2
Switzerland 1/2
Turkey 1/2
United Kingdom 1/2
Yugoslavia 1/2

NORTH AMERICA

Canada 1/
United States of America 1/

LATIN AMERICA AND

, THE CARIBBEAN

Antigua &
Barbuda 2/
Argentina 1/2
Barbados 1/2
Belize 1/2
Bolivia 1/2
Brazil 1/
Chile 1/2
Colombia 1/2
Costa Rica 1/2
Cuba 1/2
Dominica 1/2
Dominican Rep. 1/2
Ecuador 172
El Salvador 1/2
Grenada 1/2
Guatemala 1/
Guyana 1/
Haiti 1/2
Honduras 1/2
Jamaica 2/
Mexico 1/2
Nicaragua 1/2
Panama 1/2
Paraguay 2/
Peru 1/2

Saint
Christopher
and Nevis 1/
Saint Lucia 1/
Saint Vincent and The
Grenadines 1/
Suriname 1/
Trinidad &
Tobago 1/2
Uruguay 1/
Venezuela 1/

ommission on Plant Genetic Resources (118) or which have
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Ministerio de Agricultura,
Pesca y Alimentacién

Madrid

SWEDEN/SUEDE/SUECIA

Representative
Ulf SVENSSON
Assistant Undersecretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Stockholm

Alternates
Stig BLIXT
Scientific leader.
Nordic Gene Bank

Stockholm

Inge GERREMO

Alternate Permanent
Representative to FAQ
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Rome

SWITZERLAND/SUISSE/SUIZ.A

Représentant
Geert KLEIJER
Responsable du Service
génétique
Station fédérale de recherches
agronomiques de Changins

Nyon

Associate Bern
Paul EGGER
Head of Agricultural Service

Swiss Development Cooperation

TANZANIA/TANZANIE

Representative
Joseph K. MHELLA
Alternate Permanent
Representative to FAQ

Rome

THATL AND/THATLANDE/TAILANDIA

Representative
Jaray SADAKORN
Agricultural Officer
Ministry of Agriculture
and Cooperatives
Department of Agriculture

Bangkok

Alternate
Pisan LUETONGCHARG
First Secretary
Agriculture and Cooperatives

Rome

TUNISIA/TUNISIE/TUNEZ,

Représentant
Chedli LAROUSSI
Représentant permanent
aupres de la FAQ

Rome
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_Suppléants
Naceur HAMZA Tunis
Chef du Laboratoire de
cultures maraicheéres
de PINRAT
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Abderrazak DAALOUL Tunis
Professeur
Ministére de 1’agriculture
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Mohamed Elyes KCHOUK Rome

Premier Ministére
SERST
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TURKEY/TURQUIE/TURQUIA

Representative
Gursu OKURER
Permanent Representative
to FAO

Rome

Alternate
Haluk AGCA
First Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Rome

UGANDA/OUGANDA

Representative
Wilberforce SAKIRA
Alternative Permanent
Representative to FAO

Rome -

UNITED KINGDOM/ROYAUME-UNI/
REINO UNIDO
Representative -
John C. SUICH
Head of Research Policy
Coordination Division
Ministry of Agriculture,
Fisheries and Food

London .

Alternates
David SANDS SMITH Rome
Permanent Representative to FAO

Peter R. APSEY

Head of Research
Policy Coordination
Division Branch D
Ministry of Agriculture,
Fisheries and Food

London

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA/ETATS-

UNIS D’AMERIQUE/ESTADOS UNIDOS
DE AMERICA

Representative
Henry L. SHANDS Washington, D.C.
Associate Deputy Administrator
for Genetic Resources
Agricultural Research Service
US Department of Agriculture

Alternates
Harry C. MUSSMAN
Agricultural Attaché
United States Mission to
the United Nations
Agencies for Food and Agriculture

Rome

E. Wayne DENNEY Washington, D.C.
International Relations Adviser
International Organizations

Division

Office of International Cooperation

and Development

US Department of Agriculture



- 10 -

Donald N. DUVICK Johnston, Iowa
Private Sector Adviser
American Seed Trade Association

YENEZUELA

Representante
Maria VIANA DEL BARRIO Roma
Tercer -Secretario o :
Relaciones Exteriores

ZAMBIA/ZAMBIE

Representative
Mwinda NALISHUWA Rome
Second Secretary ’
Adviser
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OBSERVERS FROM MEMBER NATIONS NOT MEMBERS OF THE COMMISSION/
OBSERVATEURS D’ETATS MEMBRES NE STEGEANT PAS A LA COMMISSION/
OBSERVADORES DE LOS ESTADOS MIEMBROS QUE NO SON MIEMBROS DE LA COMISION

BURUNDI

Représentant
Louis BIRIZANYE Rome
Représentant permanent
auprés de la FAO

CHINA/CHINE / ® E

Representative
Yong-Ning HUANG Rome
Minister Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representation of China
to FAO
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Alternates
MA Geng-Ou Rome
Counsellor -
Permanent Representation of China
- to FAO
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ZHANG Xigui Beijing
Division Chief ‘
Department of International

Cooperation "

Ministry of Agriculture
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CHEN Zhixin Rome
Third Secretary

Permanent Representation of China

to FAO '
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KUWAIT/KOWEIT
Representative
. Fatimah HAYAT Rome
Permanent Representative to
FAO
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NIGERIA

Representative
F. BATURE Rome
Permanent Representative
to FAO

Observer
Michael ALUK Ibadan
Ministry of Agriculture

SAUDI ARABIA/
ARABIE SAOUDITE

Representative Rome
Waleed ELKHERELT
Permanent Representative
to FAO '
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Alternate
Bandar SHALHOOB Rome
Alternate Representative
to FAO
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SWAZILAND

- Representative
Mehluli Gideon DLAMINI
Herbarium Curator
Ministry-of Agriculture
and Cooperatives

Mbabane
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OBSERVERS FROM NON-FAO MEMBER NATIONS/
OBSERVATEURS DE PAYS N’ETANT PAS MEMBRES DE LA FAQ/

OBSERVADORES DE PAISES QUE NO SON MIEMBROS DE LA FAQ
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EAES2RENHEE R
Observers from United Nations Member States/
Observateurs_d’Etats Membres des Nations Unies/
Observadores de los Estados Miembros de las Naciones Unidas

SLOVAK REPUBLIC/REPUBLIQUE
SLOVAQUE

CZECH REPUBLIC/REPUBLIQUE

TCHEQUE/
REPUBLICA CHECA

Representative

Representative Julius RYCHTARIK - Bratislava
Arpad SZABO Rome Director, Research Institute
Ambassador Extraordinary and of Crop Division
Plenipotentiary to FAO '
_ RUSSIA/RUSSIE
Alternate
Ladislav DOTLACIL Prague Representative
Research Institute of Plant Victor SHEVTCHENKO Rome
Production Alternate of the Russian

Federation to FAO
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REPRESENTATIVES OF UNITED NATIONS AND SPECIALIZED AGENCIES/
REPRESENTANTS DES NATIONS UNIES ET INSTITUTIONS SPECIALISEES/

REPRESENTANTES DE LAS NACIONES UNIDAS Y ORGANISMOS ESPECIALIZADOS

INTERNATIONAL FUND FOR
AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT/FONDS
INTERNATIONAL POUR LE
DEVELOPPEMENT AGRICOLE/FONDO
INTERNACIONAL PARA EL DESARROLLO
AGRICOLA (IFAD

Donald BROWN Rome
Vice President

UNITED NATIONS ENVIRONMENT
PROGRAMME/PROGRAMME DES
NATIONS UNIES POUR
L’ENVIRONNEMENT/PROGRAMA DE LAS
NACIONES UNIDAS PARA EL. MEDIO
AMBIENTE (UNEP)

Hamdallah ZEDAN Nairobi
Observer
Coordinator, Biodiversity & Biotechniology
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OBSERVERS FROM INTERGOVERNMENTAL, ORGANIZATIONS/OBSERVATEURS
DES ORGANISATIONS INTERGOUVERNEMENT ALES/

OBSERVADORES DE LAS ORGANIZACIONES INTERGUBERNAMENTALES

COMMONWEALTH SECRETARIAT/
SECRETARIAT DU COMMONWEALTEY/
SECRETARIADO DE LA MANCOMUNIDAD

DE NACIONES (CSC)

Ulric TROTZ London
Science Adviser to the Secretary General
Secretary of the Commonwealth Science

Council

ORGANIZATION FOR ECONOMIC
COOPERATION AND DEVELOPMENT
{OECD)/ORGANISATION DE
COOPERATION ET DE DEVELOPPEMENT
ECONCMIQUE/ORGANIZACION DE
CCOPERACION Y DESARROLLO

ECONOMICOS (OCDE)

Lisa ZANNONI Paris
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OBSERVERS FROM NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS/

OBSERVATEURS DES ORGANISATIONS NON GOUVERNEMENTALES/

OBSERVADORES DE LAS ORGANIZACIONES NO GUBERNAMENTALES

INTERNATIONAL BOARD FOR PLANT
GENETIC RESOQURCES/CONSEIL
INTERNATIONAL DES RESSCURCES

PHYTOGENETIQUES/CONSEJIQ

INTERNACIONAL DE RECURSOS

FITOGENETICOS (IBPGR)

G.C. HAWTIN
Director

D.H. VAN SLOTEN
Deputy Director

M. IWANAGA
Deputy Director .
Programme '

J.M.M. ENGELS
Group Leader Germplasm Maintenance and
Use '

Wolfgang S5{EBECK
Advizer

INTERNATIONAL GROPS RESEARCH
INSTITUTE FOR THE SEMI-ARID

TROPICS (ICRISAT)

Melak H. MENGESHA
Programme Leader
Genetic Resources Unit

GENETIC RESOURCES ACTION
INTERNATIONAL (GRAIN)

‘Henk HOBBELINK Barcelona

Miges BAUMANN Bern
Pairick MULVANY London
Antonio ONORATI Rome
Dorothy MEYERS UK

INTERNATIONAL RICE RESEARCH
NETITUTE/INSTITUT INTERNATIONAL
Uil RECHERCHE SUR LE RIZ/INSTITUTO
INTERNACIONAL DE INVESTIGACION

Michael T. JACKSON Manila
Head, Genetic Resources Center




INTERNATIONAL UNION FOR THE
CONSERVATION OF NATURE AND
NATURAL RESOURCES (IUCN)

Wendy STRAHM Gland

Plants Officer

INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF
PLANT BREEDERS FOR THE
PROTECTION OF PLANT VARIETIES/
FEDERATION INTERNATIONALE DU
COMMERCE DES SEMENCES

(FIS/ASSINSEL)

Donald DUVICK
Consultant
Pioneer Hi-Bred International

Johnston

RURAL ADVANCEMENT FUND
INTERNATIONAL (RAFD

Pat Roy MOONEY Ottawa

Executive Director
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WORLD WILDLIFE FUND FOR NATURE/
FONDS MONDIAL POUR LA NATURE/
FONDO MUNDIAL PARA LA

NATURALEZA (WWF)
Michael PIMBERT Gland
Head, Biodiversity
Alistair GRAHAM Cygnet
(Tasmania)

INTERFRANCISCAN COMMISSION ON
JUSTICE, PEACE AND INTEGRETY OF
CREATION

John QUIGLEY Rome
President
Jonathon LACROIX Hadley

Assistant General
Environmental Affairs



