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SUMMARY OF THE FOURTH SESSION
OF THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE
INTERNATIONAL TREATY ON PLANT
GENETIC RESOURCES FOR FOOD AND
AGRICULTURE: 14-18 MARCH 2011
The fourth session of the Governing Body (GB 4) of the
International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and
Agriculture (the Treaty or ITPGR) convened from 14-18 March
2011, in Bali, Indonesia. Approximately 400 participants from
parties and other governments, international, non-governmental
and farmer organizations, and industry attended the session,
which was preceded by a High-Level Ministerial Conference,
organized by the Government of Indonesia (11 March 2011), and
two days of regional consultations (12-13 March 2011).
The meeting was tasked with: reviewing implementation of
the Treaty’s Multilateral System (MLS) on access and benefitsharing (ABS); adopting procedures and operational mechanisms
to promote compliance and address issues of non-compliance;
reviewing implementation of the Treaty’s Funding Strategy;
and resolving the outstanding financial rules of the Governing
Body. Delegates also discussed: operation of the Third Party
Beneficiary; farmers’ rights; implementation of Article 6
(Sustainable Use of Plant Genetic Resources); cooperation with
relevant organizations; and the work programme and budget for
2012-2013.
Marked by streamlined processes and a focus on substantive
debates, the session was successful in tackling its diverse
agenda and adopting significant outcomes. The Governing Body
adopted nine resolutions. In particular, it adopted procedures
and mechanisms on compliance, and reached consensus on the
long-standing item of the financial rules of the Governing Body.
It also adopted a work programme and budget for the 2012-2013
biennium, including a moderate budget increase, and resolutions
on a number of items, including farmers’ rights, sustainable use
and implementation of the Funding Strategy. The Governing
Body also outlined the intersessional process, including meetings
of the Compliance Committee and ad hoc committees on MLS
implementation, the Funding Strategy and sustainable use.
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A BRIEF HISTORY OF THE ITPGR
Concluded under the auspices of the UN Food and
Agriculture Organization (FAO), the ITPGR is a legally binding
instrument that targets the conservation and sustainable use of
plant genetic resources for food and agriculture (PGRFA) and
equitable benefit-sharing, in harmony with the 1992 Convention
on Biological Diversity (CBD), for sustainable agriculture
and food security. The Treaty contains sections on general
provisions, farmers’ rights, supporting components, and financial
and institutional provisions. It establishes an MLS for facilitated
access to a specified list of PGRFA including 35 crop genera
and 29 forage species (Annex I), balanced by benefit-sharing in
the areas of information exchange, technology transfer, capacity
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building and commercial development. The Treaty entered into
force on 29 June 2004, and currently has 127 parties.
NEGOTIATION PROCESS: The Treaty’s negotiations
were based on the revision of the non-binding International
Undertaking on PGRFA (IU). The IU was originally based on
the principle that PGRFA should be “preserved … and freely
available for use” as part of the common heritage of mankind.
This was subsequently subjected to “the sovereignty of States
over their plant genetic resources,” according to FAO Resolution
3/91. In April 1993, the FAO Commission on Genetic Resources
for Food and Agriculture (CGRFA) decided that the IU should be
revised to be in harmony with the CBD.
Negotiations spanned seven years. From 1994 to 1998, the
CGRFA met in five extraordinary and two regular sessions to
develop the structure of, and refine, a draft negotiating text.
From 1999-2001, a contact group consisted of 41 countries,
chaired by Amb. Fernando Gerbasi (Venezuela), held six sessions
to address contentious issues, including the list of crops to be
included in the MLS, benefit-sharing, intellectual property rights
(IPRs) to materials in the MLS, financial resources, genetic
materials held by the International Agricultural Research Centers
(IARCs) of the Consultative Group on International Agricultural
Research (CGIAR) and definition of key terms. The 121st
FAO Council and an Open-ended Working Group held under
its auspices (October-November 2001, Rome, Italy) resolved
outstanding issues and, on 3 November 2001, the 31st FAO
Conference adopted the ITPGR by a vote of 116 in favor, zero
against and two abstentions.
ITPGR INTERIM COMMITTEE: The CGRFA, acting as
the ITPGR Interim Committee, held two meetings (October 2002
and November 2004, Rome, Italy), where it adopted its rules of
procedure, and set TORs for intersessional consideration of the
rules of procedure and financial rules for the Governing Body,
procedures for compliance, and the terms of the standard material
transfer agreement (SMTA). An open-ended intersessional
working group (December 2005, Rome, Italy) revised the rules
of procedure and financial rules of the Governing Body, the
funding strategy and procedures for compliance, and prepared
a draft resolution on compliance for consideration by the first
meeting of the Governing Body. An expert group on the SMTA
(October 2004, Brussels, Belgium) considered options for the
SMTA terms and draft structure, and recommended establishment
of an intersessional contact group to draft its elements. This
contact group held two meetings. At its first meeting (July 2005,
Hammamet, Tunisia), it set out the basic structure of the SMTA.
A number of controversial issues remained outstanding, such
as: dispute settlement, including whether arbitration would be
binding or not; the benefit-sharing mechanism and payment; and
an African proposal to add a Third Party Beneficiary representing
the Governing Body to monitor execution of the SMTA. The
second meeting (April 2006, Alnarp, Sweden) agreed on a draft
SMTA but left a number of issues unresolved, including: the
Third Party Beneficiary’s rights; the definitions of “product” and
“sales,” and the formula for benefit-sharing; obligations of the
recipient in the case of subsequent transfers of material; dispute
settlement; and applicable law. Contact group Chair Eng Siang
Lim (Malaysia) established an intersessional Friends of the Chair
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group to resolve pending issues prior to the first session of the
Governing Body.
ITPGR GB 1: The first session of the ITPGR Governing
Body (June 2006, Madrid, Spain) adopted the SMTA and the
Funding Strategy. The SMTA includes provisions on a fixed
percentage of 1.1% that a recipient shall pay when a product is
commercialized but not available without restriction to others
for further research and breeding; and 0.5% for an alternative
payments scheme. The Governing Body further adopted: its
rules of procedure, including decision making by consensus;
financial rules with bracketed options on an indicative scale of
voluntary contributions or voluntary contributions in general; a
resolution establishing a Compliance Committee; the relationship
agreement with the Global Crop Diversity Trust; and a model
agreement with the IARCs of the CGIAR and other international
institutions.
ITPGR GB 2: The second session of the Governing Body
(October-November 2007, Rome, Italy) addressed a series of
items, including implementation of the Funding Strategy, the
MTA for non-Annex I crops, cooperation with the CGRFA,
and sustainable use of PGRFA. Following challenging budget
negotiations, the meeting adopted the work programme and
budget for 2008-09. It also adopted a resolution on farmers’
rights, as well as a joint statement of intent for cooperation with
the CGRFA.
ITPGR GB 3: The third session of the Governing Body
(June 2009, Tunis, Tunisia) agreed to: a set of outcomes
for implementation of the Funding Strategy, including a
financial target of US$116 million for the period July 2009 December 2014; a resolution on implementation of the MLS,
including setting up an intersessional advisory committee
on implementation issues; procedures for the Third Party
Beneficiary; and a resolution on farmers’ rights. The meeting
also adopted the work programme and budget for 2010-11;
agreed to finalize the outstanding financial rules at GB 4; and
established intersessional processes to finalize compliance
procedures by GB 4 and review the SMTA.
HIGH-LEVEL ROUNDTABLE ON THE ITPGR: Hosted
by the Government of Italy with the support of the ITPGR
Secretariat under the title “Leading the Field,” the High-level
Roundtable on the ITPGR (7 December 2010, Rome, Italy)
focused on the role of the ITPGR in addressing food security
in a time of climate change. Speakers emphasized: the need to
continue exchanging and using PGRFA to achieve food security,
particularly in the climate change context; the Treaty’s role in
that regard; that all parties should make their relevant PGRFA
available through the MLS; that the Treaty’s benefit-sharing
fund should be used to assist small-scale farmers to adapt to
climate change; and that investing in the Treaty should continue
and the Treaty’s Core Administrative Budget should be funded
adequately.
COMPLIANCE WORKING GROUP: The Ad Hoc
Working Group on compliance held two meetings (2-3 February
2010 and 17-18 January 2011, Rome, Italy). At its first
meeting, the group emphasized the importance of cooperative
and effective compliance procedures, noting they should be
facilitative and supportive in nature, and developed new draft
text regarding procedures and operational mechanisms to

Earth Negotiations Bulletin
Vol. 9 No. 550 Page 3

...................................

promote compliance and address issues of non-compliance.
At its second meeting, the group further developed the draft
text and agreed on a draft resolution for the Governing Body
to adopt. Outstanding issues include: linking compliance to
countries’ differentiated capacity; functions of the Compliance
Committee and who could trigger the procedure; and publicity of
the Compliance Committee decisions.
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON THE FUNDING
STRATEGY: The advisory committee convened twice (2627 May 2010 and 13-15 October 2010) focusing on: resource
mobilization; profiling and branding of the benefit-sharing
fund; design of the 2010 call for proposals for the benefitsharing fund, and review of the work involved; development
of partnership strategies to support the implementation of
the fund; preparation of a mid-term programme for the fund;
establishment of procedures and institutional arrangements
for reporting, monitoring and evaluation of projects and
disbursement of funds; and advice on the autonomy and selfadministration of the fund in the context of the review of
statutory bodies of FAO.
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON THE SMTA AND MLS:
The Ad Hoc Advisory Technical Committee on the SMTA and
the MLS met twice (18-19 January 2010, Rome, Italy, and
31 August - 2 September 2010, Brasilia, Brazil). At its first
meeting, the Committee addressed implementation questions
raised by MLS and SMTA users, including: criteria to identify
PGRFA that are under the management and control of parties,
and in the public domain; and incentive measures to encourage
natural and legal persons to include their Annex I PGRFA in the
MLS. At its second meeting, the Committee addressed issues
including: reporting obligations of parties under the SMTA;
restrictions on further transfer of PGRFA under development;
non-food/feed uses of PGRFA; and restoration of germplasm.
THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARY COMMITTEE: The Ad
Hoc Third Party Beneficiary Committee (7-8 October 2010)
reviewed and finalized draft mediation rules and a corresponding
amendment to the Third Party Beneficiary Procedures.
CONFERENCE ON FARMERS’ RIGHTS: The
Global Consultation Conference on Farmers’ Rights (23-25
November 2010, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia) focused on: rights
to save, use, exchange and sell farm-saved seeds; protection
of traditional knowledge; benefit-sharing; and participation
in decision making. The meeting provided an overview of
national measures affecting the realization of farmers’ rights,
achievements and success stories, farmers’ views on required
measures, major obstacles and options, gaps and needs, as well
as recommendations to the Governing Body.
BALI MINISTERIAL CONFERENCE: Convened on
11 March 2011, this ministerial conference adopted the Bali
Ministerial Declaration on the ITPGR, in which participants:
engage themselves to further enhancing Treaty implementation
to help meet the challenges of agricultural biodiversity erosion,
food insecurity, extreme poverty and the effects of climate
change; and call upon parties and relevant stakeholders to
prioritize activities relevant to the MLS, SMTA, sustainable use
of PGRFA, and farmers’ rights, and to mobilize more effective
and timely contributions to the implementation of the Funding
Strategy, including its benefit-sharing fund.
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ITPGR GB 4 REPORT
On Monday, 14 March 2011, following a ceremony led by a
Balinese priest and featuring traditional Balinese dancers, GB
4 Chair Cosima Hufler (Austria) expressed her appreciation to
Indonesia for hosting the session. Delegates observed a minute
of silence in memory of the victims of the earthquake and
tsunami in Japan.
ITPGR Secretary Shakeel Bhatti highlighted Indonesia’s
support for the Treaty and its financial contribution to the
benefit-sharing fund, the support of the FAO and the CGRFA,
and the positive institutional relationship between the Treaty
and the CBD. CBD Executive Secretary Ahmed Djoghlaf
presented an overview of the outcomes of the tenth meeting of
the CBD Conference of the Parties (COP), including the new
Strategic Plan and the Nagoya Protocol on access and benefitsharing, noting the complementarities between the Treaty and
the Nagoya Protocol and highlighting the need for the Protocol’s
early entry into force.
CGRFA Secretary Linda Collette emphasized recent
collaboration between the ITPGR Governing Body and the
Commission, highlighting the launch of the second Report on
the State of the World’s Plant Genetic Resources for Food and
Agriculture, the draft updated Global Plan of Action (GPA), and
draft revised genebank standards.
Director-General of the Indonesian Agency for Agricultural
Research and Development Haryono announced Indonesia’s
pledge of US$100,000 to the Treaty. He informed delegates
that 48 countries took part in the Ministerial Conference
on Biodiversity for Agriculture and Food Security aimed at
strengthening implementation of the ITPGR in view of climate
change, which was held on 11 March 2011 and resulted in the
Bali Ministerial Declaration.
FAO Assistant Director-General Modibo Traoré commended
the ITPGR for its speedy rate of ratification. Noting the benefitsharing fund’s impending disbursement of US$10 million,
including to assist farmers adapt crops to climate change, he
called on all parties to fulfill their financial commitments.
Stressing its support for the Treaty, including an additional
€2.2 million contribution to the benefit-sharing fund for the
current biennium, Spain encouraged the GB to review the
recommendations contained in the Cordoba Declaration on
Agricultural Biodiversity in Addressing Hunger and Climate
Change, adopted in September 2010. Brazil, for the Latin
American and Caribbean Group (GRULAC), stressed the need
for sustainable and predictable contributions to the core budget
and agreement on financial rules, and called for the mandated
regional workshops on farmers’ rights to be undertaken.
Morocco, for the Group of 77 and China (G-77/China)
prioritized work on farmers’ rights, sustainable use of PGRFA,
the Funding Strategy, budget and capacity development. Iran,
for the Near East, called on developed countries to meet
their technology transfer obligations. The US reported on
Senate Committee hearings on the Treaty that recommended
ratification, and expressed hope that the new Senate will consent
to ratification.
Via Campesina, for civil society, drew attention to corporate
concentration in the seed sector, noting the Treaty cannot depend
on corporate funding. The ETC Group and SEARICE, for civil
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society, then presented José Ramon Lopez-Portillo (Mexico),
Melaku Worede (Ethiopia) and César Gómez Campo (Spain)
with the Herman Warsh Memorial Award for outstanding service
to the PGRFA community.
ORGANIZATIONAL MATTERS: On Monday, Chair
Hufler announced the replacement of vice-chairs, with the new
ones being: Travis Power (Australia) for the South West Pacific
Region; Maria Cecilia Cavalcante Vieira (Brazil) for Latin
America and the Caribbean Region; and Mohd Saad Azman
(Malaysia) for the Asian Region.
Morocco, for the G-77/China, requested that implementation
of the funding strategy be considered before compliance
procedures. Delegates adopted the agenda (IT/GB-4/11/1) as
amended, and the timetable (IT/GB-4/11/2 Rev.2), as revised
following the Bureau meeting. They elected Kassahun Embaye
(Ethiopia) as Rapporteur of the meeting; and established a
credentials committee, as well as a budget committee, co-chaired
by Lim Eng Siang (Malaysia) and Søren Skafte (Denmark).
ITPGR Secretary Bhatti acknowledged the financial
restraints that parties are under and urged them to support the
Treaty’s growth. He underscored priorities for the 2012-13
work programme and budget, including consolidating public
recognition of the Treaty’s role and cooperation with the ABS
Protocol.
Following regional nominations, on Friday the Governing
Body elected the GB 5 Bureau: Zachary Muthamia (Kenya) for
the African Group; Marco Valicenti (Canada) for North America;
Javad Mozafari (Iran) for the Near East; Cosima Hufler (Austria)
for the European Regional Group (ERG); P.L. Gautam (India)
for Asia; Travis Power (Australia) for South West Pacific; and
Monica Martinez Menduiño (Ecuador) for GRULAC. Javad
Mozafari (Iran) was elected as GB 5 Chair. Plenary also adopted
the report on credentials.
The Governing Body convened in plenary throughout
the week. Contact groups met to address: compliance;
implementation of the MLS; and implementation of the Funding
Strategy. The budget committee met throughout the week
to address the work programme and budget for 2012-2013.
Informal consultations were held to address the outstanding
financial rules of the GB and farmers’ rights. This report
summarizes the meeting’s discussions and decisions on each
agenda item.
REPORTS: On Monday, Chair Hufler presented her report
(IT/GB-4/11/4) highlighting that voluntary contributions to the
budget have significantly increased, and the benefit-sharing fund
has received greater political attention.
ITPGR Secretary Bhatti presented his report (IT/GB-4/11/5),
praising delegates for the tremendous progress of the Treaty in
the past ten years and calling for renewed commitment in the
new biennium. He noted, among others, progress in inclusions
of PGRFA in the MLS, including from developing countries.
He highlighted the Treaty’s synergies with the Global Crop
Diversity Trust and the CBD, and called for adequate allocation
of resources to further ITPGR implementation.
FINANCIAL RULES OF THE GOVERNING BODY
On Monday, the Secretariat introduced the item (IT/
GB-4/11/6) and called on parties to finalize the outstanding issue
relating to whether or not parties’ voluntary contributions to the
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Treaty’s Core Administrative Budget should be “based on an
indicative scale of contributions.” Civil society stressed that for
the Treaty to be more effective, parties should agree to voluntary
contributions based on an indicative scale.
Chair Hufler proposed that a Friends of the Chair group,
comprising one representative per region, meet to discuss the
remaining outstanding issue. Cuba opposed, citing the great
interest by many parties in this issue. On Tuesday, plenary
decided that inter-regional and informal consultations will be
held throughout the week.
On Friday morning, Chair Hufler reported to plenary that
consultations were still ongoing. In the evening, the Governing
Body considered a draft resolution on the financial rules,
including consensus language regarding the outstanding issue
under Rule V on provision of funds, and adopted it without
amendments. Canada stated for the record its principled
opposition on use of the indicative scale of contributions, but
its wish to join the consensus and make progress. Following a
suggestion by Brazil, plenary applauded Chair Hufler for her role
in bringing the informal discussions to a successful conclusion.
Final Outcome: The agreed rule states that the resources
of the Treaty shall comprise voluntary contributions to the
Core Administrative Budget from parties with an indicative
scale of contributions available to a party, to serve as guidance
regarding the possible level of its contribution. This voluntary
indicative scale of contributions shall be based on the scale of
contributions adopted from time to time by the UN, and adjusted
so as to ensure that no party contributes less than 0.01% of the
total, that no contribution exceeds 22% of the total, and that no
contribution from a least developed country party exceeds 0.01%
of the total. The scale shall be maintained and updated by the
Secretariat, in accordance with the work programme and budget
for each biennium, as approved by the GB.
In the accompanying resolution, the GB adopts the finalized
financial rules, and notes that parties will continue to receive the
voluntary indicative scale unless they request otherwise.
COMPLIANCE
Delegates briefly discussed compliance in plenary on Monday
and in a contact group from Tuesday to Friday.
In plenary, René Lefeber, Co-Chair of the Ad Hoc Working
Group on compliance, presented the Co-Chairs’ report (IT/
GB-4/11/7), highlighting the need for further discussion to
finalize outstanding issues. On Tuesday, following informal
consultations, delegates established a contact group on
compliance, co-chaired by René Lefeber (the Netherlands) and
Javad Mozafari (Iran).
The contact group first discussed its composition and agreed
that it would be open-ended and that observers would be
permitted at the discretion of the Co-Chairs. Delegates agreed to
the rules of engagement that there would be two readings: one to
resolve the bracketed text, where new proposals can be reflected
for further consideration if there is consensus, and a second
reading to address the whole text, where changes could only be
made by consensus.
Discussions focused on acknowledging the special needs of
developing countries, with developing countries insisting that
they have common but differentiated responsibilities, a reference
that was not supported by some developed countries.
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Regarding monitoring and reporting, the main outstanding
issues included: whether the committee should have the power to
make recommendations; and the periodicity of reporting after the
first report, and whether a period should be specified, or remain
at the discretion of the GB. Delegates finally agreed that the
reporting period for subsequent reports should be five years or in
accordance with any further decision of the GB. Delegates also
agreed to a provision foreseeing that the committee shall submit
a synthesis report to the GB on the basis of the reports that it has
considered, including an analysis of general trends and specific
issues related to the promotion of compliance and issues of noncompliance, which may include recommendations.
Regarding provisions on other procedures to promote
compliance, delegates engaged in an initial conceptual discussion
on promotion of compliance by addressing questions related
to implementation. There was general agreement that parties
should be able to address questions regarding their own
obligations to the committee. Regions debated if IARCs or the
Secretariat should be able to directly address questions to the
Committee and discussed an alternative solution foreseeing
that the Secretariat could submit a list of its questions to the
GB who would consider whether it should be referred to the
Committee. Similarly, the proposal was made that the IARCs
could request the Bureau to refer questions to the Committee.
Delegates further debated whether the Committee may seek or
receive and consider relevant information from the Secretariat
and other sources in considering statements and questions.
No agreement was reached and the provision was removed.
Discussions continued throughout the night on Thursday, and the
contact group managed to agree on language on all outstanding
issues except the wording of the provision on special needs of
developing countries.
In Friday’s plenary, contact group Co-Chair Lefeber reported
on the negotiations that had resulted in agreement in principle,
pending resolution of the issue of special needs of developing
countries. He proposed to delete bracketed references that
the operation of the compliance procedures shall take into
account parties’ capacities and the difficulties developing
countries face in the implementation of the Treaty, retaining
text stating that it shall pay particular attention to the special
needs of parties that are developing countries and parties with
economies in transition. He said that this text is agreed under
the Basel Convention, adding that, if agreement is reached on
this wording, all remaining brackets throughout the document
could be removed. Regarding the budgetary implications of
the Compliance Committee, he said the proposal was to have
one five-day meeting, with 14 persons acting in their personal
capacity whose travel and daily allowance should be covered
from the Treaty budget.
The African Group indicated readiness to accept the proposal.
GRULAC, supported by the Philippines, called for regional
consultations. Ecuador questioned whether the proposed sixmonth timeframe for submission of nominations of committee
members was sufficient. Reflecting on the contact group
discussions, Co-Chair Lefeber said the timeframe could be
expanded to 12 months. Delegates agreed, and the resolution was
amended accordingly.
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Following regional consultations, the African Group proposed
wording that the compliance procedures and mechanisms shall
pay particular attention to the needs of developing countries
and countries with economies in transition. Canada opposed,
noting its position that all parties have to be in compliance, but
saying that a distinction could be made in terms of measures and
remedies. He proposed to instead state that “actions taken” shall
pay particular attention to such needs. Brazil opposed, noting
that this would change the meaning of the provision, and urged
parties to accept the Co-Chairs’ proposal. Plenary eventually
agreed to the proposal and all brackets were removed throughout
the text. The resolution and compliance procedures were adopted
as amended.
Final Outcome: The adopted resolution has an annex
containing the procedures and operational mechanisms to
promote compliance and address issues of non-compliance.
In the resolution, the GB approves these procedures; and
affirms that they are separate from any other procedures and
mechanisms. It also decides that the Compliance Committee
shall develop further rules of procedure relevant to its work, and
a succinct standard reporting format for approval by GB 5. The
GB further decides that the seven FAO regions shall submit no
later than 12 months after GB 4, nominations of two committee
members; and the Bureau shall appoint such members in the
interim until GB 5, which will elect the committee members.
It further recommends that funds be made available through
the Special Fund to Support the Participation of Developing
Countries to facilitate participation in relevant committee
meetings by representatives of parties that are developing
countries or countries with economies in transition.
The adopted procedures and operational mechanisms to
promote compliance and address issues of non-compliance
consist of ten sections on:
• objectives;
• principles;
• institutional mechanisms;
• committee functions;
• monitoring and reporting;
• procedures regarding submissions relating to issues of noncompliance;
• measures to promote compliance and address issues of noncompliance;
• information;
• other procedures regarding the promotion of compliance; and
• review of the procedures and mechanisms.
The section on objectives sets out that the objective of the
procedures shall be to promote compliance with all provisions of
the Treaty and to address issues of non-compliance. The section
on principles stipulates that the procedures and mechanisms
shall be simple, cost-effective, facilitative, non-adversarial, nonjudicial, legally non-binding and cooperative in nature. Their
operation shall be guided by the principles of transparency,
accountability, fairness, expeditiousness, predictability, good
faith, and reasonableness. It shall pay particular attention to the
needs of parties that are developing countries and countries with
economies in transition.
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The section on institutional mechanisms sets out, among
others, that: the Committee shall consist of a maximum of 14
members elected by the GB on the basis of two nominations
from each of the seven FAO regions for a period of four years;
members shall not serve more than two consecutive terms;
the Committee shall hold meetings as necessary, subject to
availability of financial resources; the presence of two-thirds
of the members is necessary to constitute a quorum; and the
Committee shall elect its Chair who will rotate among the FAO
regions.
The section on Committee functions sets out the following
functions: consideration of information submitted related to
compliance and non-compliance; offering advice or assistance
to any party on compliance-related issues; assisting the GB in
monitoring Treaty implementation; addressing issues of noncompliance; addressing statements and questions concerning
Treaty implementation; and submitting a report to each GB
session. Consideration of any questions related to interpretation,
implementation or compliance with the SMTA by parties or
potential parties to it is excluded.
The section on monitoring and reporting sets out that each
party is to submit a report to the Committee on its measures to
implement the Treaty, with the first report to be submitted three
years after approval of the standard reporting format by the GB;
and thereafter every five years, or periodically in accordance
with any further GB decisions.
The Committee shall further submit to the GB a synthesis on
the basis of the reports it has received, along with an analysis;
and may submit recommendations on the issues addressed in the
analysis.
The section on procedures regarding submissions relating
to issues of non-compliance sets out that: the Committee shall
receive any submissions from the GB or any party with respect
to itself or another party; the party concerned will be informed
of the submission and has up to six months to respond and
submit information and participate in any consideration of the
submissions, but not in the elaboration of a recommendation by
the Committee; the Committee may reject any submission that is
de minimis or ill-founded; and confidentiality will be an essential
element of consideration of the submission.
The section on measures to promote compliance and address
issues of non-compliance sets out that the Committee may:
provide advice or facilitate assistance to the party concerned;
request it to develop an action plan addressing issues of noncompliance within a timeframe; and invite progress reports.
The section on information sets out that the Committee: shall
consider relevant information from the party concerned, the party
that has made a submission, or the GB; and may seek expert
advice and/or receive freely available information as may be
provided by the Secretary and other relevant sources.
The section on other procedures regarding the promotion of
compliance sets out that the scope and nature of the Committee’s
authority in exercising its functions under this section shall
be subject to further rules to be developed by the Committee
and to be submitted to GB 5 for its approval. It further sets out
that a party may address statements and questions concerning
implementation of its own obligations under the Treaty to the
Committee, which shall also consider any implementation-
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related questions referred to it by the GB. The Secretary shall list
any such questions he has received and present them to the GB
for consideration of referral to the Committee. The Committee
may reject consideration of any such statement or question, and
reasons should be given for any such rejection. The Committee
may only make recommendations to the GB concerning
statements or questions regarding the implementation of Treaty
obligations, unless the GB specifically provides otherwise.
The section on review of the procedures and mechanisms sets
out that the GB shall review their effectiveness within six years
of their approval and periodically thereafter, and take appropriate
action.
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE FUNDING STRATEGY
This issue was discussed in plenary on Monday and Friday,
with further discussions occurring in informal consultations
and in a contact group that met from Tuesday to the early hours
of Friday morning. The GB adopted a resolution on Friday
afternoon.
On Monday, Bert Visser (the Netherlands), Co-Chair of
the Ad Hoc Advisory Committee on the Funding Strategy,
presented the Committee’s report (IT/GB-4/11/8), highlighting
its recommendations on: resource mobilization; operation of the
benefit-sharing fund; and implementation of the full Funding
Strategy. Noting that further intersessional work is needed, he
said that with a renewed mandate, the Committee could address:
oversight of the project cycle, in particular project management,
monitoring and evaluation; oversight of resource mobilization
efforts; and advice on establishment and implementation of
partnerships.
Chair Hufler noted the Bureau’s recommendation to give
the panel of experts more time to complete their appraisal of
proposals, and for approval on this to be given by the GB 5
Bureau.
The ERG called for continued efforts to reach the Funding
Strategy’s target of US$166 million. Among others, she
recommended: intensifying cooperation between the benefitsharing fund and the Global Crop Diversity Trust; and building
new partnerships.
Australia praised the Secretariat for searching out nontraditional funding sources and opposed renewing the mandate of
the advisory committee, with Canada suggesting that the Bureau
could fill the committee’s role. Angola stressed that funding
must reach farmers, and opposed dismantling the advisory
committee. Brazil suggested establishment of a permanent expert
body to handle the calls for proposals. Switzerland said the
benefit-sharing fund must continue to be a pillar of the Funding
Strategy and called for predictable funding and regular voluntary
contributions.
The International Fund for Agricultural Development
illustrated the importance of biodiversity for rural poverty
reduction and stressed the need for biodiversity conservation
through sustainable utilization. Via Campesina stressed that ex
situ conservation should not monopolize funding, noting that
on-farm conservation is far more important and should benefit
from contributions by parties and industry. The International
Seed Federation highlighted the seed industry’s support for
genebanks, breeding programmes in developing countries and the
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Global Crop Diversity Trust. ITPGR Secretary Bhatti expressed
his appreciation to the parties that contributed to the benefitsharing fund.
Co-chaired by Médi Moungui (Cameroon) and Bert Visser
(the Netherlands), the contact group discussed, among others,
the role of the Secretariat in facilitating implementation of the
first round of the project cycle under the benefit-sharing fund,
and agreed that the Secretariat should develop guidelines for
implementation. They also discussed at length two alternative
proposals regarding synergies between the benefit-sharing
fund and the Global Crop Diversity Trust, and eventually
agreed to take note of the Trust’s report and request the ITPGR
Secretary and the Trust Executive Director to enhance synergies.
Agreement could not be reached on: a proposal to acknowledge
the importance of regional balance in the sharing of benefits
through the Funding Strategy; and whether the Bureau or the ad
hoc advisory committee on the Funding Strategy will engage in
intersessional work.
In Friday’s plenary, Co-Chair Visser reported on the work
of the contact group. He said that compromise text was agreed
regarding the fair distribution of benefits to all with regard to the
selection criteria of project proposals, noting the need for plenary
to reach agreement on the terms of reference (TORs) for the Ad
Hoc Advisory Committee on the Funding Strategy. He suggested
removing reference to a previously proposed establishment
of a taskforce to appraise the pre-proposals on the third call
for proposals, and reconvening the advisory committee. The
South West Pacific and Canada agreed, provided that its cost is
included in the biennium’s budget, and the committee considers
using electronic fora to fulfill its mandate.
Final Outcome: The adopted resolution contains four parts:
resource mobilization for the benefit-sharing fund; operations of
this fund, monitoring implementation of the Funding Strategy
in relation to resources that are not under the direct control of
the GB; and the intergovernmental work on the Strategy during
the next intersessional period, including the draft TORs for the
advisory committee. The annexes contain interim procedures
for reporting, monitoring and evaluation; and draft interim
disbursement procedures.
On resource mobilization for the benefit-sharing fund, the GB,
inter alia:
• welcomes the progress in the implementation of the Strategic
Plan for the implementation of the benefit-sharing fund, which
has exceeded the task of mobilizing US$10 million in the first
18 months, now available for the second round of the project
cycle of the benefit-sharing round;
• calls on parties and invites other donor prospects to make
multi-annual and direct investments to the fund to increase
sustainability;
• emphasizes the importance of implementing the modalities
for resource mobilization as set out in the Strategic Plan for
reaching its funding target; and
• emphasizes the need to limit the overhead fees of the fund in
order to remain attractive to potential donors, acknowledging
that part of the capacity of the Secretariat will be used for
general management of the fund, particularly the project
cycle.
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The section on the operations of the benefit-sharing fund
contains sub-sections on implementation of the first round of the
project cycle, implementation of the second round of the project
cycle, implementation of future rounds of the project cycle, and
further operationalization of the fund, including procedures and
institutional arrangements. The GB, inter alia:
• welcomes the progress made by the panel of Experts on the
appraisal of project proposals submitted under the second
round of the project cycle of the benefit-sharing fund;
• requests the panel of experts to finalize the appraisal in a
reasonable period of time on the basis of the recommendations
provided by the GB 4 Bureau to ensure that quality and merit
determine the appraisal and approval of project proposals; and
to submit their recommendations on the appraisal to the GB 5
Bureau;
• emphasizes that quality, relevance according to the selection
criteria and technical merit shall determine the appraisal and
approval of project proposals in future rounds of the project
cycle; and
• requests the Secretary to: use the interim procedures adopted
for the second round of the project cycle as a basis for further
work, and bring the work of the fund to the attention of other
fora.
On monitoring the implementation of the Funding Strategy,
regarding resources not under the direct control of the GB, the
GB, inter alia, requests the Secretary to strengthen cooperation
with other international organizations to support the Funding
Strategy’s implementation.
On the intergovernmental work on the funding strategy during
the next intersessional period, the GB decides to reconvene the
Ad Hoc Advisory Committee on the Funding Strategy, setting out
the committee’s TORs as:
• advising the GB on resource mobilization efforts and on the
operation of the benefit-sharing fund, including the design and
structure of the next call for proposals, appraisal of proposals,
review of implementation of these proposals, and review of
the fund’s operational procedures;
• advising the GB on the monitoring of implementation of the
overall Funding Strategy;
• searching for ways to make the operationalization of the
committee as cost-effective as possible, including optimal use
of electronic communications; and
• reporting on the progress of its work and the results to GB 5.
The annex on the interim procedures for reporting, monitoring
and evaluation contains sections on: objectives; procedural steps
for reporting, monitoring and evaluation projects; independent
evaluation; and roles and responsibilities of intersessional
bodies. The annex on the draft interim disbursement procedures
contains sections on implementation of the interim disbursement
procedures and procedural steps for the disbursement of funds.
BUSINESS PLAN
This agenda item was addressed in plenary on Friday on the
basis of a background document prepared by the Secretariat (IT/
GB-4/11/11). The Secretariat informed delegates that comments
from parties and ad hoc subsidiary bodies had been used to
update the business plan, and that the Bureau had requested
broader discussion on whether a different document would
be needed to inform delegates. Chair Hufler suggested, and
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delegates agreed, that this information be noted in the meetings
report and that discussion on the business plan be forwarded for
consideration by GB 5.
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persons) and 13.2d(ii) (level of payments). The Asian Region,
the Near East Region and Angola called for a review of the
MLS, including the level, form and manner of payments, and
a mechanism to facilitate the flow of benefits and information
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE MULTILATERAL SYSTEM
to developing country farmers. The ERG, Brazil and Canada
Delegates considered implementation of the MLS in plenary
supported postponing the reviews due to lack of information.
on Tuesday and Thursday and in a contact group on Wednesday.
The ERG stressed the need to address the lack of sufficient
Plenary first considered issues relating to the review of
implementation by collections under the direct responsibility of
implementation of the MLS and review of the material transfer
parties. She urged all parties to include material in the MLS, and
agreement (MTA) used by International Agricultural Research
to encourage natural and legal persons to include material and
Centers (IARCs) for non-Annex-I PGRFA. Lim Eng Siang
report on inclusions through their national focal points. Canada
(Malaysia), Co-Chair of the Technical Advisory Committee
said that the private sector and others can include material by
on the MLS and the SMTA, presented the Committee’s report
donating it to a national or international institution.
(IT/GB-4/11/Inf. 7 and Inf. 8) underscoring the Committee’s
Delegates agreed to merge the core elements of the
mandate to advise on implementation questions raised by SMTA
background documents on MLS implementation into one
users, and the opinions they have provided on such questions.
resolution. On the composition of the committee, the ERG
Committee Co-Chair Bryan Harvey (Canada) stressed that the
proposed, and delegates agreed, that the committee will comprise
committee’s proposed amendments to the SMTA are technical
up to two members per region and up to five technical experts,
and do not change the content. Highlighting the need for national
including CGIAR representatives, serving as observers.
implementation, the ERG urged identifying why very few parties
On the function and role of the committee, delegates agreed
have included material in the MLS. Canada and the South West
that it will advise the Secretary on implementation questions
Pacific welcomed the SMTA amendments recommended by the
raised by users of the SMTA and MLS; and that it will hold up
committee. The ERG proposed that the Secretariat prepare an
to two meetings, subject to availability of financial resources.
options paper before the GB considers any amendments to the
Delegates discussed proposals regarding the committee’s reports
SMTA.
to the GB and other outputs, including whether it would issue
Brazil, the Asian Region, the Near East Region, the African
“interim opinions,” “opinions” or “recommendations.” They
Group and India supported reconvening the committee. The ERG
eventually agreed that the committee would provide a report to
suggested that the Compliance Committee provide advice on the
the GB containing sections on its opinions and recommendations,
Treaty and MLS interpretation. The South West Pacific called for
to be considered by the GB, adopted if agreed upon, and passed
continuing the work, either through reconvening the committee
on to SMTA users as agreed recommendations; and that it would
or through other committees under the Treaty.
also provide, through the Secretary, day-to-day opinions to
The Philippines requested CGIAR to provide a mechanism
SMTA users.
to facilitate farmers’ access to the MLS, including, among
Delegates then discussed the issues the committee would
others: information dissemination; localized access to the MLS
consider. They agreed that it would address any outstanding
database; and capacity building. He further proposed exploring
issues from previous meetings and issues it had identified for
mechanisms to implement non-monetary benefit-sharing, and
further development. Delegates agreed to invite parties and the
conducting a study on the extent to which IPRs apply to material
IARCs of the CGIAR to provide questions to the Secretary that
from the MLS.
will clarify such issues. Delegates further agreed not to include
The African Group noted the lack of benefits accruing to the
the issue of the application of the Third Party Beneficiary
region, and called for capacity building regarding use of the
procedures to transactions related to non-Annex I material
SMTA and sharing of non-monetary benefits such as technology
transferred by the IARCs of the CGIAR.
transfer and information sharing. Angola, supported by India,
The African Group requested that the committee deal with:
stressed the need for benefits to reach farmers and encouraged
a review of the levels of payments to achieve fair and equitable
countries to use the SMTA’s alternative payments scheme.
sharing of benefits; suggestions on whether mandatory payment
Bioversity International, for the CGIAR, drew attention to
requirements in the SMTA will apply to cases where such
their report (IT/GB-4/11/Inf. 5), noting an increase in the number
commercialized products are available without restriction to
of samples distributed, mostly consisting of center-improved
others for further research and breeding; and a review of the
material distributed as PGRFA under development, without any
alternative payments scheme. Canada pointed to the lack of
additional conditions.
sufficient information for initiating such reviews. The ERG said
Civil society recommended preparing a report on the potential
these issues are too political to be considered by the committee,
of new storage technologies for long-term seed conservation;
and suggested addressing them elsewhere. Angola and Malaysia
the implications of new genome-mapping technologies on the
insisted that these reviews have to be initiated.
Treaty; and possible violations of the Treaty by patent claims that
The ERG suggested that the Secretary compile a report based
extend to end-users of food and feed products.
on information obtained from parties. Canada suggested that
Delegates then discussed inclusion of PGRFA held by natural
this include summary information about parties’ contributions to
and legal persons within parties’ jurisdiction, and review of
the MLS, how many accessions are in the MLS, whether these
implementation of the SMTA, particularly whether to commence
accessions have been declared as part of the MLS, how many
or postpone the process for the reviews and assessments under
SMTAs parties have entered into, and the benefits that have
Articles 11.4 (progress in inclusions by natural and legal
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accrued from these. Angola suggested also including information
on the levels of payment. The ERG suggested including
reference to Articles 11.4 and 13.2d(ii) on assessment of progress
and review of the level of payments, in preparation for the
reviews foreseen under those articles. Malaysia suggested, and
delegates agreed, to request the Secretary to also identify any
further information needed and provide recommendations to the
GB on the organization of the assessment and reviews.
The ERG suggested the Compliance Committee develop a
standard format for reporting on use of the SMTA. Ecuador
opposed, saying that such a format should be developed by a
technical ad hoc committee. Delegates agreed to just refer to a
standard format to be adopted by the GB.
Regarding a request to parties to provide a mechanism to
facilitate farmers’ access to the MLS for purposes of research
and breeding, the ERG said the issue should be further explored
by the committee, but the Philippines suggested commissioning a
study. Delegates agreed to add this to the issues to be considered
by the MLS committee.
On Friday, plenary adopted the resolution with the addition of
a six month deadline for submission of relevant information prior
to GB 5.
Final Outcome: The adopted resolution contains sections on:
• PGRFA held by parties and forming part of the MLS;
• PGRFA included by natural and legal persons within the
jurisdictions of parties;
• PGRFA held by international institutions under Article 15;
• documenting the PGRFA within the MLS;
• legal and other appropriate measures to provide access
through the MLS;
• implementation of the MLS;
• the work of the ad hoc technical advisory committee on the
MLS and the SMTA;
• support to parties and users of the MLS;
• reviews and assessments under the MLS and the
implementation and operation of the SMTA;
• review of the SMTA used by the IARCs of the CGIAR for
non-Annex I PGRFA; and
• follow-up by the Secretariat.
The TORs for the Ad Hoc Technical Advisory Committee on the
MLS and the SMTA are contained in an appendix, along with an
annex of the list of issues to be considered by the committee.
In the resolution, the GB requests all parties: to report on their
PGRFA that are in the MLS; to provide more information to
the Secretary on the inclusion of PGRFA in the MLS by natural
and legal persons within their jurisdiction; and to take measures
to encourage such inclusions. It further urges parties to take
necessary legal and other appropriate measures to provide access
to PGRFA through the MLS within a clear timeframe.
The GB also recognizes the importance of the IARCs of the
CGRFA, and their valuable contributions to the development
of the MLS; and invites other relevant international institutions
to enter into agreements with the GB to include their PGRFA
collections in the MLS. The GB also requests the Secretary to
continue gathering information on PGRFA in the MLS to be used
for plant breeding, research and training.
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Regarding the implementation of the SMTA, the GB: stresses
the need to document exchanges under the MLS through SMTA
operations; urges parties and international institutions and natural
and legal persons to provide such information; and invites parties
and stakeholders to explore innovative benefit-sharing measures.
Regarding the committee’s work, the GB took note of its
advice as helpful guidance in implementation.
Regarding support to parties and users of the MLS, the GB
requests the Secretary to facilitate assistance to those parties that
may require support in identifying and reporting their PGRFA
that are in the MLS.
Regarding reviews and assessments of the MLS and of the
implementation and operation of the SMTA, the GB decides
to again postpone the reviews and assessments foreseen under
Articles 11.4 and 13.2 d(ii) of the Treaty to GB 5; and in
preparation for the reviews, requests the Secretary to compile
a report based on a request for information from parties,
international institutions, and other natural and legal persons;
and to identify additional information necessary and make
recommendations to the GB on organization of reviews at GB 5.
Regarding review of the SMTA used by the IARCs of the
CGIAR for non-Annex I PGRFA, the GB notes the continued
successful use of the SMTA by the IARCs and decides to further
review such use of the SMTA at GB 5. Finally the GB stresses
the importance of providing adequate information on all relevant
issues six months prior to GB 5.
The GB decides to reconvene the Ad Hoc Technical Advisory
Committee on the MLS and the SMTA in accordance with
the appended TORs and to review MLS implementation at
GB 5. The TORs set out that the committee shall advise the
Secretary on implementation questions raised by users of the
SMTA and MLS. The committee is to be comprised of two
members designated by each region and five technical experts
representing CGIAR, serving as observers; and will hold up
to two meetings. The opinions and recommendations provided
by the committee are not authoritative. For technical matters
relating solely to SMTA implementation, the committee may
provide interim opinions to users, which shall be provided in
its report to the GB for consideration and approval; and if not
approved, the Secretary and SMTA users should not further rely
on the opinions. For matters relating to possible changes to the
SMTA or on the implementation of the MLS, the committee
may provide recommendations to the GB for its consideration
and approval. An indicative list of issues that the committee will
consider is included in an annex and will be reviewed by the
GB from time to time. The list includes any issue outstanding
from the previous meetings, as well as any issues the committee
had identified for further development, including non-food/
feed uses, and transfers to farmers for direct use and for the
purpose of research, breeding and training. Parties, IARCs of
the CGIAR and other relevant international institutions that
have signed agreements with the GB under Article 15 of the
Treaty are invited to provide, well in advance of the meeting,
questions to the Secretary that will clarify such issues. The list of
issues further includes updates to Annex I of the SMTA relating
to PGRFA under development, taking into consideration the
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situation of providers of PGRFA under development who have
accessed MLS materials from a collection hosted by the same
legal entity.
OPERATION OF THE THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARY
This issue was discussed in plenary on Tuesday and
Wednesday. On Tuesday, Ad Hoc Third Party Beneficiary
Committee Chair Javad Mozafari (Iran) reported on the
committee’s deliberations (IT/GB-4/11/14), including
development of draft rules of mediation and lack of conclusion
on applying the Third Party Beneficiary procedures to
transactions related to non-Annex I material. The Secretariat
introduced relevant documentation (IT/GB-4/11/15).
The ERG expressed disappointment that the committee had
not come to any conclusions on applying the procedures to nonAnnex I material transferred with the SMTA. The Asian Region
noted that use of the procedures is at the discretion of IARCs
and should not involve the GB. The African Group suggested
that any future questions on the Third Party Beneficiary be
considered by the MLS committee. The South West Pacific
suggested that parties may want to liaise with the Bureau before
commencing any mediation procedures. Regarding identification
of violations, the ETC Group requested wider participation in
identification of violations, observing that biopiracy cases have
been brought forward by farmers and civil society organizations.
Delegates agreed to a proposal by Brazil clarifying that the
candidates for the mediator position in each case will be selected
from the list of experts established by GB, in accordance with
the rules of the SMTA.
Regarding the Third Party Beneficiary Operational Reserve,
the ERG agreed that it should remain at its current level for the
next biennium and called for setting of priorities for the use of
limited resources. Ecuador noted that only parties should be
called upon to contribute to the operational reserve.
On Friday, plenary adopted the resolution without
amendments.
Final Outcome: The resolution consists of two parts and
an appendix containing the rules for mediation of a dispute in
relation to an SMTA.
In the first part, the GB adopts the Mediation Rules and
recognizes that they will promote the effective functioning of the
Third Party Beneficiary. It requests: the Third Party Beneficiary
to propose the Mediation Rules to parties to the SMTA for the
settlement of a dispute; the Arbitration and Mediation Center of
the World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) to act as
Administrator of the Mediation Rules; and the Secretary to give
priority to completing effective information technology tools.
In the second part, the GB notes the Secretary’s invitation
to parties to nominate experts and the establishment of a
mechanism for the nomination of experts to the list from which
the SMTA parties may appoint mediators and arbitrators. It
decides to maintain the Third Party Beneficiary Reserve for the
2012-2013 biennium at the current level of US$283,280 and calls
on parties and others to contribute periodically to the Third Party
Beneficiary Operational Reserve.
The mediation rules include articles on:
• scope of the mediation rules;
• request for mediation;
• acceptance of these mediation rules;

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Vol. 9 No. 550 Page 10

commencement of mediation;
notices and periods of time;
appointment of the mediator;
nationality of the mediator;
impartiality and independence;
availability, acceptance and notification;
representation of parties and participation in meetings;
conduct of the mediation;
role of the mediator;
termination of the mediation;
mediation termination notices;
dispute resolution termination notice;
confidentiality;
role of the mediator in pending or future proceedings;
administration fee;
fees of the mediator;
deposits;
costs;
exclusion of liability; and
waiver of defamation.

SUSTAINABLE USE
This issue was discussed in plenary on Tuesday and Friday.
On Tuesday, the Secretariat introduced the relevant documents
(IT/GB-4/11/17 and Inf. 3 and 4). Many delegates welcomed
development of a toolbox to assist countries in designing
appropriate measures, and suggested that it be participatory and
inclusive, especially with regard to the views of farmers and
indigenous peoples. The ERG questioned whether a toolbox
alone can achieve the objective and whether it can reach
farmers. Ecuador, Brazil and Cuba proposed including farmers’
rights within the toolbox’s constituent elements. Civil society
stressed that the proposed toolbox undermines the legally
binding dimension of Article 6 implementation, namely national
legislation. The Near East called for promotion of regionally
important crops and market opportunities for underutilized
species, and innovative approaches to promoting sustainable use
through partnerships. Namibia and Yemen stressed that in situ
conservation is an essential component of sustainability. The
CGIAR drew attention to their wide range of activities related
to sustainable use, involving countries, organizations and farmer
communities.
Ecuador welcomed the proposal to establish an ad hoc
technical committee on sustainable use. The South West
Pacific suggested considering its budgetary and logistical
implications. The ERG called for establishing the committee,
subject to availability of funds, with broad participation, to
address challenges in adaptation of global agricultural systems
to climate change. Via Campesina stressed the importance of
local reproduction of seeds for adaptation to climate change,
and called for a standing working group on sustainable use and
farmers’ rights, with full participation of farmers and indigenous
peoples.
On Friday, delegates continued discussions in plenary.
Delegates agreed to: a proposal by Canada to insert new
preambular text recalling that the CGRFA also addresses
sustainable use of PGRFA; a proposal by the Philippines to
insert a preambular paragraph emphasizing the link between
Article 9 (Farmers’ Rights) and the provisions on conservation
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and sustainable use; and a proposal by Switzerland to request the
Secretary to develop, based on the rolling GPA, steps on how to
implement those elements of the GPA to support further actions
at national, regional and international levels, for consideration by
GB 5.
Discussion centered on the establishment of the proposed ad
hoc technical committee on sustainable use of PGRFA and the
potential expansion of its mandate to include farmers’ rights.
Many developing countries welcomed its proposed establishment
and TORs. The South West Pacific noted difficulties for the
region to attend, and requested that representatives be limited to
one per region. Delegates agreed to a proposal by Switzerland
to note in the TORs that the committee would represent “all
stakeholder groups.” The South West Pacific requested, and
delegates agreed, to delete text on the committee’s role in
developing recommendations and preparing meeting reports.
The issue of including farmers’ rights in the mandate of the
committee was deferred to discussion under that agenda item.
During discussions on farmers’ rights, delegates agreed
not to expand the committee’s mandate but to encourage
parties to submit views, experiences and best practices on the
implementation of farmers’ rights, and request the Secretariat to
collect these views, experiences and best practices and submit
them to the committee.
Final Outcome: In the resolution, the GB establishes an
Ad Hoc Technical Committee on Sustainable Use of PGRFA,
subject to availability of financial resources, and requests the
Secretary to: further explore development of a toolbox in view of
existing initiatives; develop steps for implementation of the GPA;
organize stakeholders’ consultations and invite submissions from
parties and others on sustainable use; and work with regional
networks and partners to promote locally adapted and underutilized crops. TORs for the committee are included as an annex,
stating that the committee will advise the Secretary and the
Bureau on, among others: needs and opportunities to facilitate
the sustainable use of PGRFA, and development of a tool box
on sustainable use, and cooperation with the CBD, CGRFA and
Global Crop Diversity Trust. The committee will hold up to two
meetings, subject to the availability of financial resources.
FARMERS’ RIGHTS
Discussions on farmers’ rights occurred in plenary on
Wednesday, and were taken up in informal discussions, headed
by Malaysia.
On Wednesday, plenary considered the Secretariat’s written
briefing on farmers’ rights (IT/GB-4/11/16) and a report of
the November 2010 Global Consultation on Farmers’ Rights
in Addis Ababa (IT/GB-4/11/Circ.1), which recommended:
sufficient legal space for farmers’ rights within seed and IPR
laws; international legislation to avoid misappropriation of
traditional knowledge; scaling up of local-level benefit-sharing
arrangements; ensuring farmers’ participation in decision
making; and capacity building, financial and technical support.
Spain and Brazil called for regional workshops on farmers’
rights, mandated by GB 3, which have not yet occurred due to
lack of funding. Many developing countries called on developed
countries to meet their obligations on funding, technology
transfer and capacity building, while civil society stressed that
ex situ conservation should not monopolize funding, given the
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greater importance of on-farm conservation. The Asian Region,
the Near East and Norway supported creating an ad hoc technical
committee on farmers’ rights and sustainable use of PGRFA.
The South West Pacific, the ERG and Canada stressed that the
responsibility of realizing farmers’ rights rests with national
governments. The ERG, Nepal, Norway and Malaysia supported
development of voluntary guidelines, checklists and/or model
clauses for promoting national legislation on farmers’ rights.
The South West Pacific and Canada disagreed, preferring that
the Secretariat invite information and prepare a model format
for information sharing. The ERG requested the FAO to assist in
the provision of technical assistance, and Cuba and Madagascar
requested capacity building for implementation.
In plenary on Friday, delegates discussed the draft resolution
prepared by the informal group, which contained bracketed
preambular references to recognizing the role of farmers and
breeders in their efforts in adaptation of agriculture to climate
change, and recognizing that plant breeders also contribute to
farmers’ rights through crop improvement. The ERG, Canada
and the Philippines proposed deleting both references, while
Kenya proposed retaining the first one. Following lengthy
consultations, delegates agreed to deletion. Delegates also agreed
to a proposal by Ethiopia to add text referencing the 2010 global
consultation on farmers’ rights.
On the operational text, Australia and Brazil proposed,
and delegates agreed, to delete text inviting parties to
consider developing national documentation on the state of
implementation of Article 9. Delegates discussed a proposal
by Ethiopia to request the Secretariat to seek assistance from
FAO and others to provide financial and technical support to
national governments in the realization of farmers’ rights, but
decided not to include it in the text. Delegates agreed to delete
a request to parties and/or the Secretariat for financial and
technical support to explore possible options for the involvement
of farmers’ organizations and relevant stakeholders in an ad hoc
committee. The proposed establishment of an ad hoc committee
remained bracketed, with options on establishing a committee on
farmers’ rights or expanding the mandate of the Committee on
Sustainable Use to include farmers’ rights. Delegates eventually
agreed to delete reference to the expansion of the mandate of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Sustainable Use, and instead encourage
parties to submit views, experiences and best practices on the
implementation of farmers’ rights, and request the Secretariat to
collect these views, experiences and best practices and submit
them to the Ad Hoc Committee on Sustainable Use.
Final Outcome: In the final resolution, the GB recalls that
farmers’ rights is one of the key components of the ITPGR and,
inter alia:
• requests the Secretariat to convene regional workshops on
farmers’ rights, subject to availability of funding;
• encourages parties to submit views, experiences and best
practices on the implementation of farmers’ rights;
• invites parties to consider convening national and local
consultations on farmers’ rights with the participation of
farmers and other stakeholders;
• requests the Secretariat to collect and submit these views, as
well as reports from regional workshops to GB 5; and
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• encourages parties to engage farmers’ organizations and
relevant stakeholders in matters related to the conservation
and sustainable use of PGRFA, through awareness raising and
capacity building.
COOPERATION WITH OTHER INTERNATIONAL
ORGANIZATIONS
COOPERATION WITH THE CGRFA: On Wednesday,
ITPGR Secretary Bhatti presented the vision paper on policy
coherence and complementarity (IT/GB-4/11/18). CGRFA
Secretary Linda Collette advised that the draft updated GPA for
the Conservation and Sustainable Use of PGRFA (IT/GB-4/11/
Inf.14), would be presented at CGRFA 13 in July 2011 for
possible endorsement. Chair Hufler reported on joint meetings of
the ITPGR and CGRFA Bureaus.
Delegates discussed three options for achieving policy
coherence between the ITPGR GB and the CGRFA: transfer
of all PGRFA activities to the GB; a case-by-case gradual
transfer of specific tasks; or enhancing the ongoing cooperation
framework. The Asian, African, Near East, South West Pacific
and European regional groups preferred a case-by-case transfer.
Canada supported the option foreseeing transfer of all PGRFA
activities from the CGRFA to the GB, including sectoral
activities such as updating the report on the State of the World’s
PGRFA, the GPA, and genebank standards. Ecuador and Brazil
supported the option on enhancing the ongoing cooperation
framework. Chair Hufler noted that more information is needed
on the administrative, legal and financial implications of the
three options.
In plenary on Friday, delegates agreed to delete duplicated
text in the resolution, as requested by Brazil, on preparation of a
paper by the Secretary on the administrative, legal and financial
implications on each of the three options to facilitate policy
coherence and complementarity. The text remains in a later
paragraph requesting the Bureau to cooperate with the Bureau
of the CGRFA on the basis of “exploring” options, rather than
“clarification of” options, as was requested by Brazil.
COOPERATION WITH OTHER ORGANIZATIONS:
On Wednesday, the Secretariat introduced relevant documents
(IT/GB-4/11/22 and 23). The ERG suggested the GB request
the CBD COP to formally recognize the use of the SMTA as
being in harmony with the ABS Protocol and an equivalent to
the international certificate of compliance. Brazil and Canada
stressed the importance of respecting the mandate of each
international organization. The Global Forum on Agricultural
Research and WIPO reported on their relevant activities.
On Friday, the ERG and Brazil informally discussed, and later
proposed, insertion of text requesting the Secretary to strengthen
collaboration with the CBD Secretariat to facilitate the
recognition that the SMTA is in harmony with the CBD and with
the work of the Treaty. Canada objected, saying that the SMTA is
not in harmony with the Treaty but rather is its cornerstone, and
requesting further explanation of the intent. The ERG clarified
that the text refers to collaboration between the organizations as
being in harmony with the objectives of both the CBD and the
Treaty. The parties finally agreed to delete the proposed text.
Final Outcome: The adopted resolution contains sections
on the relationship with the CBD; cooperation with other
organizations and cooperation with the CGRFA.
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Regarding the relationship with the CBD, the GB: appeals
to parties and other countries to give priority consideration to
signature and ratification of the Nagoya Protocol; calls on parties
to ensure that any legislative, administrative or policy measures
taken for the implementation of both the Treaty and the CBD
(or its Nagoya Protocol) are consistent and mutually supportive;
and decides to establish cooperation with the Intergovernmental
Committee for the Nagoya Protocol and upon entry into force
with the COP/MOP of the Protocol.
Taking note of the Memorandum of Cooperation between the
CBD and ITPGR Secretariats, the GB requests the Secretary
to: explore practical means and activities to give effect to this
cooperation; strengthen collaboration on relevant CBD work
programmes; and attend relevant CBD meetings.
Regarding cooperation with other organizations, the GB
requests the Secretary to: foster cooperation with other
international organizations, including to further develop and
implement the Funding Strategy and its benefit-sharing fund,
and to strengthen existing cooperative agreements with a
view to developing synergies and reducing inefficiencies;
explore possible areas of cooperation with the UN Framework
Convention on Climate Change, given the connection between
climate change and adaptation in agriculture and genetic
resources, such as the participation of the Treaty as a partner
in the initiative on reducing emissions from deforestation and
forest degradation in developing countries (REDD); and further
elaborate a vision paper on the development of the Global
Information System in the context of Article 17 of the Treaty, in
collaboration with relevant stakeholders.
Emphasizing the importance of cooperation between the
CGRFA and the GB, in particular with regard to the supporting
components of the Treaty, the GB requests the Secretary to
continue pursuing initiatives of coordination and cooperation
with the CGRFA; and, in cooperation with the CGRFA Secretary,
to prepare a paper on the administrative, legal and financial
implications of transferring activities or tasks related to PGRFA
from the CGRFA to the GB. The GB also requests its Bureau, in
consultation with the CGRFA Bureau, to continue consideration
of options for close cooperation between the CGRFA and the
GB that may lead to an agreed functional division of tasks and
activities between the CGRFA and the GB, taking into account
the administrative, legal and financial implications.
RELATIONSHIP WITH THE GLOBAL CROP DIVERSITY
TRUST
Plenary discussed the relationship with the Trust on
Wednesday and Thursday. ITPGR Secretary Bhatti introduced
relevant documents (IT/GB-4/11/20 and 21), welcoming the
Global Crop Diversity Trust’s support for many of the Treaty’s
activities. Trust Executive Director Cary Fowler reported on
the work of the Trust, underscoring that the Trust is far from
achieving its fundraising target. He detailed a multi-year
initiative, supported by Norway, to promote the use of traits
contained in crop wild relatives to strengthen adaptation to
climate change. Many welcomed the work of the Trust.
Developing countries called on the Trust to increase efforts
on in situ conservation and to support genebanks in national
institutions. Angola requested that part of donations to the
Trust should go into the benefit-sharing fund to implement
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participatory breeding and sustainable use projects. The Near
East and Malaysia proposed that the GB Chair and one ViceChair be permanent members of the Trust Board. Australia and
Canada opposed any changes to the relationship agreement with
the Trust or the manner of cooperation. Canada further stressed
that the independence of the Trust is key to its fundraising.
Final Outcome: In the resolution on implementation of the
Funding Strategy, the Governing Body takes note of the report
of the Trust for the implementation of the Funding Strategy and
calls for enhanced cooperation between the Trust and the Treaty.
FAO EXTERNAL EVALUATION
This item (IT/GB-4/11/24) was addressed in plenary on
Friday. The Secretariat said it regularly updated the Bureau on
the process, especially regarding implications for the financial
and administrative aspects of the Treaty. The ERG requested that
the Secretariat invite the FAO Council to: use the GB 4 report
for priority setting; note international standard-setting and policy
areas in common with the Treaty; and consider the Treaty’s
funding strategy and relationship with the IARCs of the CGIAR
in relation to FAO reform. Ecuador noted that the reorganization
of FAO offices in Rome could have financial repercussions, and
requested the Secretariat to prepare a report on issues affecting
its functioning for discussion at GB 5.
Canada stressed that the FAO’s review of its statutory bodies,
including the Treaty, has significant implications for the benefitsharing fund, among others. He requested the Secretariat to
review the potential to define new performance indicators for
the Treaty, in view of FAO’s new “strategic lens” where all
programmes and bodies require appropriate targets, baselines
and performance indicators. Civil society expressed satisfaction
with the new procedures for civil society participation in the
Committee of World Food Security, and requested that a study
regarding adoption of a similar approach for small-scale farmers
be prepared for consideration by GB 5.
Chair Hufler said the meeting report will include a request
to the Secretariat to continue engaging in processes for FAO
reform, inviting FAO to take into account the work programme
and budget of the Treaty. Delegates forwarded the item for
consideration at GB 5.
WORK PROGRAMME AND BUDGET FOR 2012-2013
The budget was introduced in plenary on Monday, and
was thereafter dealt with by the budget committee, which met
from Monday evening to Friday afternoon, co-chaired by Lim
Eng Siang (Malaysia) and Søren Skafte (Denmark), and with
participation restricted to parties.
In Monday’s plenary, Spain expressed concern at the deficit
in the core administrative budget, as contributions have not
been received and therefore core activities are currently funded
on the basis of loans from the special funds. He noted that the
proposal for the next budget, at almost zero nominal growth, is
in the same predicament due to the many mandated activities
under the Treaty. He stressed that a core administrative budget
for the Treaty has to be set aside and commitments have to be
made to finance it. Iran agreed, stressing that the activities under
the Treaty should not all be donor-driven, but based on decisions
taken and funding agreed on by the GB.
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The budget committee met and considered the financial
report on the work programme and budget 2010-2011 (IT/
GB-4/11/26), the draft work programme and budget for the
2012-2013 biennium (IT/GB-4/11/27. rev.1) and the donorsponsored activities under the Special Fund for Agreed Purposes,
containing a report on activities in 2010-2011, and projects
proposed for further donor support (IT/GB-4/11/27 Add.1). The
committee noted that the increase in the draft budget was due to
the very substantial increase in activities of the Treaty as well as
the cost-increase factor used by the FAO in the preparation of the
Director-General’s draft programme of work and budget for the
next biennium.
In Friday’s plenary, budget committee Co-Chair Skafte
presented the work programme and budget 2012-2013 and the
accompanying draft resolution. He said the committee tried their
best to cover all priorities while limiting increases to the budget.
Stressing that the proposals constitute a delicate compromise, he
encouraged delegates not to reopen them and adopt them as a
package.
ITPGR Secretary Bhatti stressed that the budget initially
presented by the Secretariat “had no fat on it” and through the
budget negotiations they have seen “further cuts to the flesh,”
underlining that the Secretariat’s ability to deliver will depend
on full and timely contributions. When presenting the draft
resolution, the Secretariat said that the provision urging parties to
make voluntary contributions to the core administrative budget
was amended to note that such contributions will be earmarked
to cover the outstanding contributions to the Special Fund
for Agreed Purposes. The work programme and budget were
adopted as amended.
Italy pointed out that one additional staff position is only
funded for 12 months under the core budget and requires donor
support for the second year. The UK put on record that his
country cannot support any increase to the core administrative
budget and requested that future budget proposals include a
zero growth option. Switzerland asked that the meeting report
reflect concern over the increase in the core operating budget,
and requested that future budget proposals be circulated at least
six weeks before the GB session to enable consultations at the
national level. He pledged that Switzerland will continue to pay
its voluntary contribution to the core budget based on the UN
scale of assessments.
Germany noted that the initial budget proposal calling for a
20% increase was surprising, in light of the difficult financial
times and the call for a reduction in the overall UN budget. He
stressed that sound financial management and presentation of
reliable numbers is the basis for trust and securing support for
the Treaty. Chair Hufler said that these concerns would be noted
in the report of the meeting and a zero growth option would be
included in future budgets.
Final Outcome: The adopted work programme and budget
contains annexes detailing: the total core administrative budget
for the 2012-2013 biennium amounting to US$6,467,913, which
includes the FAO contribution, and US$4,480,713 to be funded
by parties; an addendum that contains possible supporting
activities to be proposed to donors for funding under the Special
Funds for Agreed Purposes, totaling US$632,350; and another
annex on the Secretariat staffing structure.
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In the resolution, the GB, inter alia:
• recognizes the Treaty has a current outstanding obligation
of US$716,026 representing the outstanding balance of
contributions to the Special Funds for Agreed Purposes,
which donors allowed to be used on a temporary basis in
the 2008-2009 biennium to cover the shortfall in voluntary
contributions to the core administrative budget;
• adopts the Work Programme and the Treaty’s core
administrative budget for the biennium 2012-2013, and,
among others: urges parties to provide the resources required
in the core administrative budget and invites non-parties to
contribute to the core administrative budget and the Special
Funds;
• takes note of the provisional, proposed contribution from FAO
of US$1,987,200;
• notes further that parties will be requested to contribute the
balance to bring the Working Capital Reserve, which stands at
US$143,500, up to its established level of US$400,000 in the
2012-2013 biennium;
• approves the Secretariat’s staffing structure; and
• confirms that developing country parties and countries with
economies in transition should be informed by the Secretary,
in a timely manner before the meeting, of the availability of
resources to support their participation at meetings.
CLOSING PLENARY
On Friday, following adoption of the resolutions under
the respective agenda items, Rapporteur Kassahun Embaye
(Ethiopia) presented the report of the meeting (IT/GB-4/11/
Report), which was adopted without amendments.
Chair Hufler noted that GB 5 will be held in 2013, with the
exact date and location to be communicated by the Secretariat.
Qatar urged greater consideration for Arabic in the translation
of documents to encourage more effective participation for
Arab-speaking delegations. Indonesia praised the Secretariat, and
expressed hope that the resolutions adopted will be implemented
to ensure food security in a climate changing world. Italy called
on delegates not to lose sight of the overall goal of trying to
ensure global food security. The US thanked delegates for
welcoming their contributions, and said they hope to participate
at future meetings as a party. The African Group noted that
there is still a long way to ensure Treaty implementation, and
called for funding to host two regional coordination meetings
during the intersessional period. Canada called on delegates to
remain focused on enhancing food security and contributing
to sustainability in agriculture. Iran thanked delegates for the
confidence placed in him to chair GB 5. Japan thanked delegates
for their kind consideration following the tsunami in his country,
and informed delegates that Japan is considering acceding to the
Treaty, and contributing funds on a voluntary basis. Civil society
welcomed the progress made on farmers’ rights, and called for
compensation to farmers by the seed industry. ITPGR Secretary
Bhatti expressed his appreciation to all involved, particularly the
Secretariat staff for their excellent work. During the customary
exchange of courtesies, Chair Hufler expressed her appreciation
to the Earth Negotiations Bulletin for coverage of the session
and to Switzerland for making daily issues possible by providing
additional financial support, and gaveled the meeting to a close
at 11:16 pm.
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A BRIEF ANALYSIS OF THE MEETING
The fourth session of the Governing Body to the International
Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture
took place in Bali against the backdrop of a number of globally
important events and developments. Just months earlier, the tenth
meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on
Biological Diversity had adopted, against all odds, the Nagoya
Protocol on access and benefit-sharing (ABS), which recognized
that the Treaty forms part of the international regime on ABS. At
the same time, the earthquake and tsunami in Japan underlined
the unpredictability of nature and the need for humanity to
adapt, while guaranteeing the resilience of agricultural systems.
The Treaty is well-positioned to assist in meeting this challenge
by ensuring the continuous flow of genetic resources, which is
essential to agriculture and food security, and by providing the
necessary support to farmers.
As a result of committed work, including through lengthy
night sessions, the Governing Body was able to adopt a number
of important outcomes, including on the long-outstanding issues
of compliance procedures and financial rules. Furthermore there
was a general realization among delegates that unfurling the full
potential of the Treaty depends on provision of sufficient funds
and on ensuring implementation from the international level right
down to the community level. This brief analysis will assess the
important steps taken at this session to consolidate the position
of the Treaty and ensure its implementation at the international,
national and local levels.
REACHING THE AGE OF REASON
The adoption of the ABS Protocol brought to the forefront
the issue of collaboration with relevant international bodies,
particularly the CBD. Concluding a long-standing debate, the
ABS Protocol stated that specialized ABS instruments, in this
case the Treaty, supersede its provisions as long as they are
consistent with the CBD and Protocol’s objectives. In addition,
and although the Treaty’s Multilateral System (MLS) is built
to respond to the specificities of agricultural biodiversity, it is
fair to expect that the experience gained under the Treaty will
be looked at in the framework of the newly adopted Protocol,
particularly regarding the envisaged multilateral benefit-sharing
mechanism for genetic resources and traditional knowledge in
transboundary situations or for which it is not possible to grant
or obtain prior informed consent. The strengthened relationship
between the two instruments was marked by the signature of a
memorandum of cooperation between the two secretariats and
the presence of the CBD Executive Secretary at the session.
It was further reflected in a decision calling for strengthened
collaboration between the secretariats and calling on parties to
ensure that measures taken for the implementation of the Treaty
and the Protocol are mutually supportive.
The Treaty has the potential to build on those synergies,
as long as it also streamlines its own procedures. As several
delegates noted, the Governing Body process has matured.
Avoiding the drawn-out procedural debates that held up previous
sessions of the Governing Body, this meeting devoted its time
and efforts to substantive discussions. It finally addressed
outstanding issues that had haunted the Treaty, namely
finalization of the financial rules and adoption of procedures
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and operational mechanisms on compliance. The latter were
hailed by several delegates as “second generation compliance
procedures,” due to the range of the Compliance Committee’s
functions. In comparison with compliance procedures under
other processes, the Treaty’s Compliance Committee will
not only consider information submitted to it on issues of
compliance and non-compliance, but will have additional duties
on monitoring implementation, considering parties’ reports,
and presenting a synthesis and analysis of such reports, as well
as recommendations, to the Governing Body. The functions
of the Committee also include the ability to answer questions
and statements addressed to it: the only exceptions seem to be
questions related to the standard material transfer agreement
(SMTA) raised by parties to a specific SMTA, although arguably,
the Committee could address general questions by the Governing
Body regarding the SMTA.
One of the main issues hampering negotiations on compliance
was related to recognition of the special needs of developing
countries and countries with economies in transition. This is a
standard provision in existing compliance-related instruments.
Participants from North America took a principled stance that
compliance obligations apply equally to all parties, whereas a
distinction could be drawn when it comes to remedies. On the
other hand, developing countries insisted that the principle of
common but differentiated responsibilities applies to compliance.
Consensus was only made possible on the last day after an
all-night session, using compromise text based on the Basel
Convention Compliance Mechanism.
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After all, farmers are the primary beneficiaries of the Treaty and
their contribution to food security needs to be acknowledged in
practical ways.
Implementation of farmers’ rights is acknowledged to be an
important tool in that regard. While many countries called for
enabling measures at the international level, some developed
countries insisted that this was an issue strictly within the
national purview. The tussle over international versus national
obligations to implement farmers’ rights is yet to be resolved.
According to the text of the Treaty, implementation of farmers’
rights is the responsibility of national governments, but the
claim from developing countries that many of them require
financial assistance and technical advice for the implementation
of these rights draws the international community back into
the fray. In addition, the Treaty includes requirements for
international action to ensure that the benefits shared under the
MLS flow primarily to farmers, and that farmers benefit from the
Funding Strategy’s plans and programmes. Achieving a balance
between international and national action in that regard will be
a challenge, but progress was made as the meeting adopted a
resolution on farmers’ rights calling for information-sharing at
the regional and international levels.

MOVING AHEAD
As a general assessment, the fourth session of the Governing
Body was considered to be highly successful and an important
step in the Treaty’s coming of age. Strong and innovative
compliance procedures were adopted that have the potential
to assist in the implementation of the Treaty. A moderately
MOVING TOWARDS IMPLEMENTATION
increased budget, remarkable in times of budget reductions for
Persistent contention on key issues, such as compliance
governments and of financial insecurity for all, serves as further
and implementation of the MLS, exemplifies a certain level of
evidence that parties see the growth potential of the Treaty and
mistrust between developed and developing countries, which
are hopefully ready to invest in it. Resolving the long-standing
risks impeding implementation and unlocking the Treaty’s full
issue of the financial rules through a carefully crafted mention
potential. One major ongoing concern is the slow rate at which
of the UN indicative scale of contributions, was another major
parties place their national collections in the MLS and the lack of breakthrough. This compromise can also be expected to promote
progress in voluntary notifications by private entities. Developed predictability of the Treaty’s core budget. As these outstanding
countries emphasized the benefits of facilitated access and datarequirements for the Treaty’s effective operation have been
sharing. At the same time, developing countries underlined that
met, the Treaty can now focus on implementation in order to
knowledge, capacity and technology is required in order to reap
realize its full potential. In addition, with the Intergovernmental
the benefits of facilitated access. Declaring that focus on benefit- Committee of the Nagoya Protocol on ABS holding its first
sharing is lacking and that developed countries do not honor their meeting in June and the Commission on Genetic Resources for
financial obligations, many developing countries seem hesitant to Food and Agriculture meeting in July, the Treaty will need to
place their collections in the MLS. This creates a vicious circle
take the immediate steps required to consolidate its position
that needs to be addressed if the system is to function properly.
with regard to these two fora. Ten years after its adoption, as the
The benefit-sharing fund could be part of the solution, as its
only fully functional global system for ABS, the time is ripe for
panel of experts is currently finalizing the appraisal of projects
the Treaty to be recognized as the key connecting instrument
for the second round of the project cycle.
between the environment and agriculture sectors.
This fund has received a significant amount of voluntary
contributions, and will be disbursing US$10 million to help
UPCOMING MEETINGS
ensure sustainable food security by assisting farmers to adapt
CGRFA Intergovernmental Technical Working Group
to climate change, in accordance with the thematic focus of
on Forest Genetic Resources: The first meeting of the group
the call for proposals. It remains to be seen whether most of
will review preparation of The State of the World’s Forest
the funds will end up in genebanks and research institutions
Genetic Resources, status and trends in biotechnologies for the
or whether they will also reach smallholder farmers at the
conservation and utilization of genetic resources for food and
community level. While it is undeniable that many developing
agriculture, and the work programme. dates: 4-6 April 2011
countries’ genebanks are in dire financial straits and require
funding to carry on the necessary research, many voices were
heard calling for more on-farm conservation and sustainable use.
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location: Rome, Italy contact: CGRFA Secretariat phone:
+39-06-5705-4981 fax: +39-06-5705-5246 email: cgrfa@fao.
org www: http://www.fao.org/nr/cgrfa/cgrfa-home/en/
FAO Council: The 141st session of the Council is organized
by FAO. dates: 11-15 April 2011 location: Rome, Italy
contact: FAO Secretariat phone: +39-06-570 53625 fax: +3906-570-53152 email: FAO-HQ@fao.org www: http://www.fao.
org/bodies/council/cl141/en/
5th Session of the CGRFA Intergovernmental Working
Group on PGRFA: The meeting will review the draft Global
Plan of Action, draft genebank standards, and policy coherence
and coordination, among other matters. dates: 27-29 April 2011
location: Rome, Italy contact: CGRFA Secretariat phone:
+39-06-5705-4981 fax: +39-06-5705-5246 email: cgrfa@fao.
org www: http://www.fao.org/nr/cgrfa/cgrfa-home/en/
Nagoya Protocol IC 1: The first meeting of the
Intergovernmental Committee of the Nagoya Protocol on ABS
is organized by the CBD Secretariat. dates: 6-10 June 2011
location: Montreal, Canada contact: CBD Secretariat phone:
+1-514-288-2220 fax: +1-514-288-6588 email: secretariat@
cbd.int www: http://www.cbd.int/doc/?meeting=ICNP-01
37th FAO Conference: The 37th Conference of the FAO will
include a focus on the role of women in agriculture and rural
development. dates: 25 June - 2 July 2011 location: Rome,
Italy contact: FAO Secretariat phone: +39-06-570 53625
fax: +39-06-570 53152 email: FAO-HQ@fao.org www:
http://www.fao.org/bodies/conf/c2011/en/
FAO Council: The 142nd session of the Council is organized
by FAO. dates: 4-5 July 2011 location: Rome, Italy contact:
FAO Secretariat phone: +39-06-570 53625 fax: +39-06-570
53152 email: FAO-HQ@fao.org www: http://www.fao.org/
bodies/en/
CGRFA 13: The 13th session of the Commission on Genetic
Resources for Food and Agriculture will be preceded by a special
event on climate change. dates: 18-22 July 2011 location:
Rome, Italy contact: CGRFA Secretariat phone: +39-065705-4981 fax: +39-06-5705-5246 email: cgrfa@fao.org
www: http://www.fao.org/nr/cgrfa/cgrfa-home/en/
UNCCD COP 10: The tenth session of the Conference
of the Parties (COP 10) to the UN Convention to Combat
Desertification (UNCCD) will take place in October 2011.
dates: 10-21 October 2011 location: Changwon City, Republic
of Korea contact: UNCCD Secretariat phone: +49-228-8152800 fax: +49-228-815-2898 email: secretariat@unccd.int
www: http://www.unccd.int/
37th Session of the Committee on World Food Security:
The Committee on World Food Security is an intergovernmental
platform dealing with food security and nutrition, supports
national anti-hunger initiatives and is a central component in the
Global Partnership for Agriculture, Food Security and Nutrition.
dates: 18-22 October 2011 location: Rome, Italy contact:
FAO Secretariat phone: +39-06-570 53625 fax: +39-06-570
53152 email: cfs@fao.org www: http://www.fao.org/cfs/en/
FAO Council: The 143rd session of the Council is organized
by FAO. dates: 21-25 November 2011 location: Rome, Italy
contact: FAO Secretariat phone: +39-06-570 53625 fax: +3906-570 53152 email: FAO-HQ@fao.org www: http://www.
fao.org/bodies/en/
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Nagoya Protocol IC 2: The second meeting of the
Intergovernmental Committee of the Nagoya Protocol on ABS
is organized by the CBD Secretariat. dates: 23-27 April 2012
location: Delhi, India (tentative) contact: CBD Secretariat
phone: +1-514-288-2220 fax: +1-514-288-6588 email:
secretariat@cbd.int www: http://www.cbd.int/
UNCSD: The United Nations Conference on Sustainable
Development (UNCSD) will focus on a green economy in the
context of sustainable development and poverty eradication,
and on the institutional framework for sustainable development.
dates: 4-6 June 2012 location: Rio de Janeiro, Brazil contact:
UNCSD Secretariat phone: +1-212-963-1267 fax: +1-212963-4260 email: uncsd2012@un.org www: http://www.
uncsd2012.org
Biosafety Protocol COP/MOP 6: The sixth meeting of the
Conference of the Parties to the CBD serving as Meeting of
the Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety is tentatively
scheduled for October 2012. dates: 1-5 October 2012
location: India contact: CBD Secretariat phone: +1-514-2882220 fax: +1-514-288-6588 email: secretariat@cbd.int www:
http://www.cbd.int/
CBD COP 11: The eleventh meeting of the Conference of the
Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity is tentatively
scheduled for October 2012. dates: 8-19 October 2012
location: India contact: CBD Secretariat phone: +1-514-2882220 fax: +1-514-288-6588 email: secretariat@cbd.int www:
http://www.cbd.int/
ITPGR GB 5: The fifth session of the Governing Body of the
ITPGR is expected to be held in 2013. dates: to be determined
location: to be determined contact: ITPGR Secretariat phone:
+39-06-570-53441 fax: +39-06-570-56347 email: pgrfatreaty@fao.org www: http://www.itpgrfa.net/

GLOSSARY
ABS
CBD
CGIAR
CGRFA
ERG
FAO
GB
GPA
GRULAC
IARCs
IPRs
ITPGR
MLS
PGRFA
SMTA
TORs
WIPO

Access and benefit-sharing
Convention on Biological Diversity
Consultative Group on International
Agricultural Research
Commission on Genetic Resources for Food
and Agriculture
European Regional Group
UN Food and Agriculture Organization
Governing Body
Global Plan of Action on the Conservation and
Sustainable Use of Plant Genetic Resources for
Food and Agriculture
Latin America and the Caribbean Group
International agricultural research centers
Intellectual property rights
International Treaty on Plant Genetic
Resources for Food and Agriculture
Multilateral System
Plant genetic resources for food and agriculture
Standard material transfer agreement
Terms of reference
World Intellectual Property Organization

