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REPORT

adopted by the Témical Working Party for Vegetables

Opening of the Session

*1. The Technical Working Party for Vegetables (hereinafter referred to as “the TWV”)
held its thirtysixth session in Tsukuba, Japan, from September 9 to 13, 2002. The list of
partiapants is reproduced in Annex | to this report.

*2. The TWV was welcomed byMr. Keiji Maruyama, Director of the Office of
Examination, Seeds and Seedlings Division, Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries,
and Mr. Kiyofumi Kuwana, Presidnt of the National Center for Seeds and Seedlings.

3. The session was opened by Ms. Julia Borys (Poland), Chairperson of the TWV, who
welcomed the participants and, in particular, the participants from the Republic of Korea,
which had become &POV member State on January 7, 2002, and the participants from
Brazil and Colombia, who were participating for the first time in the meeting of the TWV.

4. Mr. Keiji Tanaka (Japan) made a short presentation on the plant variety protection
sysem in Japan.

" The asterisked paragraphs in this draft report are reproduced from docUtv&t86/13 (Report on
the Conclusions).
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Adoption of the Agenda

*5.  The TWV adopted the agenda as reproduced in document TWVR$/], following
agreemento follow the work plan proposed by the Chairperson.

Short Reports on Developments in Plant Variety Protection

6. Reports from Members and Observerdhe TWV received oral reports from the
participants on developments in plant variety protection in their respective countries.

7. Leqislation The TWV noted that in Eastern European countriese@zRepublic,
Hungary, Poland) the amendment of national laws was underway in order to bring them in
conformity with the European Community Plant Variety Rights.

8. Organization of National Plant Variety Offices The TWV noted that, in the
Netherlands, the responsibility of the DUS trial for plant breeders’ rights for vegetables had
been transferred from Plant Research International to Naktuinbouw on January 15, 2002. The
TWV also noted that, as of October 1, 2002, the Federal Plant VariitgeQf Germany
(Bundessortenamt) would be reorganized so that all work concerning the DUS testing would
be conducted by a newly established DUS testing section and all work of the VCU testing
would be done by a VCU testing section.

9. Variety Denomination The TWV noted that the fourth Symposium on the Taxonomy

of Cultivated Plants, held in Toronto in August 2002, had stressed the need for international
cooperation in the field of the taxonomy of cultivated plants and had identified UPOVeas on
of the major international organizations in this field. It was further noted that the
International Association on Cultivated Plant Taxonomy would be established later in 2002,
which would act as a platform for the discussion on taxonomic questiongasltreported that

the existing ISTA multilingual glossary of common plant names would be updated.

10. Variety Identification The TWV noted that Naktuinbouw had developed a service
called “Naktuinbouw Variety Tracer” to provide technical eviderof infringement of plant
breeders’ rights.

11. Disease Resistancelhe TWV noted that the International Seed Federation (ISF) had
established a working group to develop a harmonized system for the codification of seed
packages and cataloguedisease resistance information. It was noted that the international
harmonization of the strain codification should be done urgently, and UPOV should cooperate
in this field.

12. Image Analysis The TWV noted that a study was underway in theited Kingdom on
the use of image analysis applied to the measurement of stem and flower in pea characteristics.

13. Ring Test The TWV noted that a ring test had been conducted in Slovenia with the
participation of the Czech Republic, Franétungary, the Netherlands, Poland and Slovakia
to compare descriptions of 1dttuce varieties. It was stressed that such a ring test was useful
for the international harmonization of variety descriptions and for the drafting of Test
Guidelines and shodlbe considered for other crops.
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14. Reports on Developments within UPOVThe TWYV received an oral report from the
Office of the Union on the latest developments in @euncil, the Administrative and Legal
Committee, th& echnical Committee antthe Technical Working Parties.

Molecular Technigues

*15. The TWV received an oral report from the Office of the Union on the latest
developments in the Working Group on Biochemical and Molecular Techniques, and
DNA-Profiling in Particular (BMT), the Adhoc Crop Subgroups on Molecular Techniques
and the BMT Review Group on the basis of documents BMT/7/19 Prov., TC/38AH45/5

and TC/38/14Add.-CAJ/45/5Add. The TWV was further informed that the first meeting of
the Adhoc Crop Subgroup on Mecular Techniques for Mushroom would be held on the
afternoon of FridaySeptember 13, 2002, and supported the nomination o/&frMarrewijk

as chairman of the Subgroup.

16. Mr. Richard Brand, Chairman of the Crop Subgroup for Tomato, repdtiatl the
Subgroup for Tomato was exploring the possibility of using molecular techniques to replace
certain conventional characteristics, such as disease resistance characteristics. The approach
would follow Option 1(a) Use of molecular characteristiaghich are directly linked to
traditional characteristics) as explained in document TC/38Ad4/45/5 Mr. Brand
suggested that the possibility of applying molecular techniques for DUS testing should be
examined under three circumstances as follows:

(1) for species of which a large number of varieties seek protection (such as lettuce);

(2) for species which have a small genetic variation (such as garlic);

(3) for conventional characteristics which may have direct link to molecular markers
(such as diseagesistance, male sterility, corresponding to Option 1).

17. The TWYV noted that consideration of the application of molecular techniques for DUS
testing of vegetable varieties should take into account the specific circumstances under which
vegetale varieties were tested. The limited financial resources available to study the
applicability of molecular techniques should be taken into account when considering
molecular techniques for DUS testing. Difficulty in exchanging data of tomato varieties
between seed companies might make the establishment of a common protocol for the
application of molecular techniques in tomato DUS testing even more difficult. The TWV
also considered that a uniformity assessment should include a field trial, even whesulaol
techniques can be used for distinctness assessment.

18. It was also agreed that, once a protocol to use molecular techniques for DUS testing had
been introduced for a particular species, all varieties of that species should be testdthgccor
to this protocol. There should be no exceptions in the application of this protocol.

19. Many experts of the TWV thought that Opti@ which could be used to reduce the
number of varieties planted for panise comparison, could decreabe tosts of DUS testing.

It was agreed that it was essential to have data on both molecular and morphological
characteristics in order to analyze usefulness of molecular techniques. It was noted that the
DUS testing of species, such as lettuce and meataght be organized in a more cesfficient

way through the management of reference collections using molecular data.
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20. The TWYV concludedthat Optionl (a) would be useful for thexaminationof certain
characteristicsn varieties of vegetabl speciessuch as disease resistance andems#rility,
and could be considered in conjunction with the discussion of individual Testethues
documents.

*21. The TWYV observedhat the usefulness of Option 2 (Calibration of threshold levets f
molecular characteristics against the minimum distance in traditional characteristics) for the
management of reference varieties in DUS testing for vegetable varigdesworthy of
examination However the examination by the TWV in this area wouldpgéad on the
availability of dataon both molecular and conventional distances.

*22. The TWV noted the concern about possible effects ofitlfteoduction of molecular
techniques for DUS testing on the work of certifying agencies responsible &mkiiy the
maintenancéuniformity and stability)of varieties.

*23. The TWV recalled thatin the case of mushroom, th&mall number of available
morphological assessment methodgsistified the consideration of the introduction of
molecular techiguesfor DUS testing of that species. The TWV considered that real needs
for the introduction of biochemical and molecular techniques to DUS testing for other
vegetable species should be identified before further wsypkoposed.

Project toConsiderthe Publication of Variety Descriptien

24. The TWV received an oral report from the Office of the Union on theeda
developments in theublication of variety descriptian Some experts pointed to a possible
link to ring tests, undertaken byome European countries, with respect to paragidpbf
document TC/38/10 Add., Annex, for comparison of descriptions of vegetable varieties.

25. With regard tothe selection of characteristics to be used in the project, the TWV noted
that, within the European Union, the exchange of variety descriptions was being performed
using grouping characteristics. In many cases, variety descriptions in seed catalogues or
variety catalogues used grouping characteristics.

*26. The TWV agreedthat Lettuce and Chines€abbage be placed on the short list of
species for which a model stuaypuld be conducted and noteabat Mr. Kees van Ettekoven
(Netherlands) and MKeiji Tanaka(Japan) wouldact as coordinators of the respective crop
species. TheT'WV noted further that Germany, Japahge Netherlands, the Republic of
Korea, Polandthe Community Plant Variety Office (CPVQand the International Seed
Federation ISF) would wish to participate in a model study Chinese Cabbagehile the
CzechRepubic, Germany, Hungarythe Netherlands, Poland, Spaithe CPVO and the ISF
would wish toparticipate iramodel study onettuce.

UPOQOV Databases

27. The TWV received an oral report from the Office of the Union on theessla
developments in thelPOV databases on the basis of document TC/38/6.

28. The TWV noted the importance of harmonizing the taxonomy and the necessity of
establishing a stabilized list of common and Latin names of species. The TWV appreciated
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the work currently undsvay on the preparation of unique identifiers in the form of a UPOV
Taxon Code.

TGP Documents

(@) TGP Documents to which the Technical Committee has given highest priority for
discussion

TGP/7.1 Guidance for Drafters of Test Guidelines

*29. The TWV observed that the current presentatiordo€umentTGP/7.1 might give the
impression tothe drafters that all additional standard wordings (ASWSs) should be used in
UPOV Test Guidelines However,the objective of the document was poovideguidancein
orderto maintain aminimum level ofharmonizationin the layout and the wding used in

Test Guidelines. The TWV observed that document TGP/7.1 could be improved to make it
clear that the additional standard wording should be used only when nagessd as
appropriate and this would never force the drafter to include the information indicated by the
headings of thadditionalstandard wating.

*30. The TWV further agreed to the following changes in document TGP/7/1.:

ASW1 (TGP/7.2: Setion 2.3) — Seed quality requirement The second sentence
should be amended to readin cases where the seed is to be stored, the germination
capacity should be as high as possible and should, if possible, be stated by the
applicant’

ASW6 (TGP/7.2: Section 4.3.3)- Sability assessment of hybrid varietiesAn
additional sentence referring to the stability assessment of parental lines should be
added reading:“The stability of a parental line may, in addition to an examination of
parental lines itslf, also be assessed by examination of the uniformity and stability of
its hybrids’

ASW 9 (TGP/7.2: Section T4.2) — Information on method of propagating hybrid
varieties The last line should read:(b) maintenance system of male sterile lifies.

*31. The TWV further considered G4 (TGP/7/2: Section 7)— Table of Characteristics:
Handling of a long list of characteristics, and observed that it should be stated clearly that a
consensus should be required theinclusion of characterigts fulfilling the criteria in order

to avoid automatic adoption of such characteristics. The TWV further agreed in general to the
following:

(i) alist of characteristiclnger than necessaspould be avoided;

(i) characteristics proposed but noadopted as standard Test Guidelines
characteristics could be placed on a list, which would be then placed on the WReDste
for further consideration and/or eventual adoption in futuresamdard Test Guidelines
characteristics.
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TGP/72: TG Template

*32. The TWV agreed to endorse document TGP/7.2 as agreed by the Techoinailittee
including the newly drafted Annex to thiieechnical Questionnaire.

TGP/73.1: Standardized UPOV Terms and Explanatiengypes of Expression of
Characteristics

TGP/7.3.2: Standardized UPOV Terms of ExplanatiehdHarmonized States of
Expression of Characteristics

*33. The TWV agreed to send commentsthie documents mentioned above to the Office of
the Unionbefore the end of the ye2002.

TGP/7.4: Procedures fothe Introduction and Revision of Test Guidelines

*34. The TWV noted the importance of establishing procedures in a written form to ensure
transparency and full participation of members of the Techr@mahmitteeand its observers

in the process atheintroduction and revision of Test Guidelines. The TWYV agreed, however,
that the proposed procedures should be improved by taking into accoudotltivang general
comments made during the discussion:

() Initiatives of TechnicalWorking Parties in the drafting and revision of Test
Guidelines would be affected by the proposed procedures, in particular, through the approval
procedures included in Steps 1 to 3.

(i) The proposed procedures may lead to the impositioandddditionalburden on
Technical Working Parties.

(iii) It would be necessary to include a mechanism to respect the prioritg>qredtise
of the Technical Working Party concerned when allocating drafting work.

(iv) Criteria fortheprioritization should be cleaylformulated.

(v) Parties having requested the introduction and revision of Test Guidelines should
be prepared to contribute to the work.

*35. In connection to the discussion on document TGP/7, the TWV noted that the procedures
between lhe adogion of draft Test Guidelines anttheir publication were not clear and might
need to be clarified, especially when draft Test Guidelines have been adopted subject to the
inclusion ofadditionalinformation to be provided by the leading expert. The TWVpased

that the decision taken by the Technical Commitieeluding the instruction to the leading
expert be circulated to the interested experts of the Technical Working Parties concerned.

*36. The TWV proposed that questionnaires be prepacedsk for opinions of &chnical
Working Partieon their midterm work plan with respect to the establishment and/or revision
of Test Guidelines.
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(b) OtherTGP Documents

TGPA.1: General Guidance for the Management of Variety Collections

*37. The TWV noted thathe coverage of this document overlapped with that of document
TGP/9.3.1, and thought that a restructuring might be necessary. Furthermore, the TWV
agreed thatparagraph 13(a)(ii) should read?access toa representative sample of ptan
material of the variety

TGP/9.11: General Procedures for Determining Distinctness: Official Testing

TGP/9.1.2.1: General Procedures for Determining Distinctness: Breeder Testing

(Australia)

TGP/9.1.2.2: General Procedures for Determining Bedtiess: With the Participation
of Breeders (France)

*38. The TWV noted the documents mentioned above, withmaking any specific
comments.

TGP/9.1.3: General Procedures for Determining Distinctness: General

*39. The TWV made thedllowing remarks in the Table:

Page 4: The superscript given to the wéfrosspollinatetl should be moved to the
word “Obs’ in the column for the second growing cycle.

Page 5. The indication of the possibility of the rejection for any variety with an
erroneous TQ description may be interpreted in various way and thus should be
redrafted to avoid any misunderstanding.

TGP/9.3.1: Consideration of All Varieties of Common Knowledge in the Examination
of Distinctness

*40. Mr. Kees van Ettekovemtroducedthe document. The TWYV noted a similarity in the
contents of this document to document TGP/4.1: General Guidance for the Management of
Variety Collection and suggested a possible reorganization of the structure of the
TGPdocuments.

TGP/9.3.2 The Use of Phenotypic Distanc¢dor Examining Distinctness

*41. The TWV noted the following general comments made during the discussion:

(i) the determination of the weight applied to each characteristic is important and
should be carefullydone by crop experts with sufficiertknowledgeof the crop species
concerned;

(i) the result of the application of the proposed IBsystem should be examined in
conjunction with the pplication of COYD analysis.
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42. Mr. David Calvache (Spajnobserved that the design of a software to estimate
“phenotypical distances” was quite an interesting objective. However, when considering the
possible use of “phenotypical distances” for qsFeening, measuring correlation with
genotypical distances,saessment of distinctness etc., the following should be taken into
account:

(i) The majority of phenotypical characteristics were not independent. There were
many linkages and redundancies which needed to be considered. Thus the weight of
differences mst be measured, not in individual characteristics, but in groups of
characteristics. If not, the proportionality could be disturbed;

(i) The weight given for each characteristic in the matrix would vary depending on
the statistical significance of thdifferent notes in the circumstances of each trial. To use the
phenotypical distancéor distinctnessa correction factor would need to be introduced for
each trial;

(i) If it would not be possible to study the weight in “clusters” of charactesstice
phenotypical distances would not be usdtil correlationwith genotypicaldistance$ecause
the proportionality would be lost;

(iv) It might be difficult for different experts to reach agreement with respect to the
relative weight of differentlearacteristics, because this would be a subjective estimation.

*43. The TWV noted, with appreciatiorthat France would examine the applicability of
GAIA system toforagepea varieties for the next session.

TGP/9/4.1: Examining Distinctness ifferent Types of Variety: General

TGP/10.2: Assessing Uniformity According to the Features of Propagation

*44. The TWV noted the documents mentioned above, withmaking any specific
comments. The members of the TWhAkreinvited to send comments on the documents to
the Office as soon as possible slmatthose comments could be considered by the Technical
Working Party for Agricultural Crops.

(c) TGP Document which theTWV is involved in drafting

TGP/12.1: Characteristics Expressed Response to External Factors: Disease
Resistance

*45. Mr. Kees van Ettekoven (Netherlands) introduced the document. The TWV agreed to
the following changes to be incamated in the docment:

Paragraphs

4. Toread “The decreasingnput from science on the taxonomy of the diseases and

of the strains of diseases-decreasingrapidlground the worlds compensatedy the
input of phytologistsfrom DUS testinginstitutesandseedcompanies

13. The last sentence to readlt has to be avaledthatthe heterogeneityntroduced
throughte-attributethe trialis blamedinduced-heterogeneitp the candidate variety.”
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15. The second sentence to read“Therefore r—fact—in—many—casedlisease
characteristicerayareoftenbe used as groupingharacteristics.”
16. The last sentence to be deleted.

17. (g)toread “the availability of reliable inoculunandhostdifferential set

21. The second indent to readThe applicant / breeder may be requested to carry out
a blind disease test with ded samples including the candidate variety and a number of
also coded control samples as susceptible and resistant camrtiie basisof a clear
control”

TGP/12.4: Examination of Scent and Flavor Characteristics

*46. The TWYV recalledthat it had proposed at its thirtfifth session that a separate TGP
document be prepared on scent and flavor, but it still needed to nominate a drafter. The TWV
felt, however, that itlid not havesufficient experience and knowledder the time being, to

use scent or flavor characteristics for the conduct of DUS testing for vegetable varieties.

TGP/8.6: Examining DUS in Bulk Samples

*47. The TWV agreed to send comments to the Office of the Union before the end of the
year.

(d) Other TGP documds

TGP/3.2: Developments and Explanations Regarding Varieties of Common Knowledge

*48. The TWV observed that the contents of the existing drafts of the document groups
under TGP/3 and TGP/4 were duplicated in several areas. It was consideredhe
objectives of TGP/3 would be to explain the legal background of variety of common
knowledge on the basis of provisions of the UPOV Convention while the objectives of TGP/4
would be to give practical guidance to DUS testing authorities when edtadgiseference
collection. The TWV, being aware of the close link between TGP/3 and TGP/4, thought,
however, that a clear functional division should be respected.

TGP/8.4: Types of Characteristics and Their Scale Levels

*49. The TWV agreed tsend comments to the Office of the Union as soon as possible so
that other Technical Working Parties could consider its comments.

Discussion on TegBuidelines

*50. The Working Group welcomed the ten participants of the JICA training courgxao
breeders’ rightais observers in discussions of Test Guidelines.
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Lettuce (Revision)

51. The TWV discussed the draft Test Guidelines for Lettuce in its plenary session. The
TWV recalled that, at its thirgeighth session in April 2001he Technical Committee had
decided that the draft Lettuce Test Guidelines should be sent back to the TWV, having noted
that the draft was still incomplete with respect to Bremiaresistance characteristics and in

the light of comments made by professibnorganizations, containing proposals for
substantial changes (additional disease characteristics, revision of reference varieties). The
TWYV discussed and agreed the following substantial changes to draft Test Guidelines
document (TG/13/8 (proj.2)):

(a) Material Required to add “or at least 2,008eeds” after “2@” in paragrapHL.

(b) Table of Characteristics

Characteristi@ To receive explanation in Chapter VIII

Characteristi® To receive explanation from the Netherlands for inclusion in
Chapter VIII

Characteristi® To insert the example variety “Colorado” for state 1

Characteristid.2 To read: ‘Butterhead types in glasshouse ortead: closing of
base”

Characteristid 8 To read: “Leaf: hue of green color” with the states of

expression and theexample varieties “absent (Donatella,
Verpia), yellowish (Dorée de printemps), greyish (Celtuce,
Du bon jardinier), reddish (Lollo Rossa, Revolution, Rosa)”

Characteristi@5 To be deleted

Characteristi@d0.1  To be replaced with “Isolate Bl 2” with theates of expression
and the example varieties “absent (Hilde II) and present (Ninja)”

Characteristi@l0.2  To be replaced with “Isolate Bl 5" with the states of expression
and the example varieties “absent (Hilde Il) and present
(Sabine)”

Characteristi@0.3  To be replaced with “Isolate Bl 7” with the states of expression
and the example varieties “absent (Hilde II) and present
(Verpia)”
Characteristi@d0.4  To read: “Isolate Bl 12”
Characteristics 40.5,
40.6, 40.8, 40.9,
40.10, 40.14 To be deleted

Characteristi@0.7 To read: “Isolate Bl 15"
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Characteristi@d0.18 To insert the example variety “Colorado” for st&e
52. The TWV agreed further not to include Lettuce Big Vein Mosaic Virus (LBVM),
Bremia lactucadsolate Bl 24 andNasonowa in the Test Guidelines for Lettuce at this stage,

but to consider these characteristics for inclusion in the near future.

53. For the other Test Guidelines, two Subgroups were established to expedite the
development of draft Test Guidelinesh& Subgroups were as follows

(@ Subgroup I

Chinese Cabbage (Mr. Tanaka, Japan)

Basil (Mr. Brand, France)
Chives (Mrs. Safarikova, Czech Republic)
Chines Chives (Mr. Tanaka, Japan)
Endive (Mr. Brand, France)
Lentil (Mr. Brand, France)

(b) Subgoup I

Broad Bean (Mr. Green, United Kingdom)
Runner Bean (Mr. van Ettekoven, Netherlands)
Melon (Mr. Calvache, Spain)

Perilla (Mr. van Marrewijk, Netherlands)
Mushroom (Mr. van Marrewijk, Netherlands).

54. The results of the Subgroups veereported to the TWV meeting in plenary as follows:

Chinese Cabbage

55. The TWV reviewed document TWV/36/2 and made the following substantial changes:

(@) Subject of these Guidelinesto include Brassica rapalL. ssp. pekinensiand
BrassicacampestrisL. ssp. pekinensjgs synonyms.

(b) Materials Requiredin paragraph 1, the last sentence to read: “The minimum
quantity of seed to be supplied by the applicant in one or several samples shoult#dpéo20
at least 5,008eeds)”.

(c) Tableof Characteristics

Characteristid To read: “Plant: habit” and to receive new drawings
Characteristi@ To read: “Outer leaf: number of blisters on upper side”
Characteristi® To read: “Outer leaf: size of blisters on upper side”

The name of the leading expert is inserted in the brackets.
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To have states of expression “absent (1), intermediate (2) and
strong(3).”

56. The TWV reviewed document TWV/36/10 and made the following substantial changes:

(a) Material required the quantity of seeds to be % (or at least 4,00 seeds).”

(b) Methods and Observationgaragraph 3 to read: “All observations on the plant

and on the leaf should be made on fully developed plants and leaves, respectively.”

(c) Table of Characteristics

Characteristid

Characteristi

Characteristi®

Characteristid.2

Characteristid.3

Characteristid4

Characteristic46, 17

Charactestic 18
Characteristid9

Characteristi0

To read: “Plant: growthhabit” with the states of expression
“rounded(l), intermediat€2) and erec(3)”; to insert the
example variety “Bubikopf’; to receive new drawings from
France

To read: “Stem: number of flowering shoots (at full flowering);
to receve new drawings from France

To reverse the order of states of expression “ovate” and
“broadovate”; to receive new drawings from France

To be placed after characterisfid; to add a new characteristic
reading: “Leafblade: extent of anthocyanin coloration” with
the states of expression “weak, medium and strong” with
example varieties to be provided from Germany

To be placed after characterisfid

To have the states of expressitew mottles (1), many mottles
(2), total surface (3)” with example varieties for states (1) and
(2) to be provided from Germany and the example variety
“Purple Ruffles” for state (3)

To be combined into one new characteristicdieg: “Leaf
blade: blistering” with the states of expression and the example
varieties “absent or very weak (Fin vert nain compact), weak
(Dark Opal, Keskenylevell), medium (Genovese, Grand vert),
strong (A feuille de laitue, Purple Ruffles)”

Toread: “Leaf blade: profile in cross section”

Toread: “Leaf blade: serration of margin”

Toread: “Leaf blade: depth of serration”
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Characteristic1, 22 To be merged into one new characteristic regdifiLeaf blade:

Characteristi2

Characteristi@3

Characteristi4

Characteristi6

Characteristi6

Characteristi7

Chives

undulation of margin” with the states of expression and the
example varieties “absent or very weak (Grand vert), weak (to
be provided from France), medium (Osmin, Rubin),

strong(Purple Ruffles)”

After characteristic 22 a new characteristic to be inserted

reading: “Petiole: length” with the states of expression and the
example varieties “short (Oase, Osmin), short to medium,
medium (Genovese), medium to long (Salattaltuges, A feuille de
laitue)”

Toread: “Flowering stem: average length of internodes (at the
end of flowering)”; to receive new drawings

To read: “Flowering stem: total length (at the end of
flowering)”

To check the proposal to insert the newtstaf expression
“pink” as a state clearly separate from “light violet”

After characteristic 26, a new characteristic to be inserted
reading: “Flower: color of style” with the states of expression
and example varieties “white (Genovedeubin), light violet
(Opal, lemon)”

To read: “Time of flowering (10% of plants flowering).”

57. The TWV reviewed document TWV/36/6 and made the following substantial changes:

(&) Material Required the minimum gantity of seeds to be provided to be ggor at

least 5,00Geeds)”.

(b) Table of Characteristics

Characteristid

Characteristi@

CharacteristiS

Characteristi@

Characteristi®

The variety name “NOEL98 to be checked by the expert from
Poland

To read: “Plant: number of leaves”
To remove the example variety “NOE98”
To read: “Leaf: curvature”

The states of expression to read: “yellow green, true green,
bluegreen”
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Characteristid0 To read: “Leaf. diameter” with the states of expressismall,
medium, large”

Characteristid 1 To have the states of expression and the example varieties
“circular (Bohemia, Kirdo), elliptic (Polyvert)”; to receive
modified drawings

Characteristid4 To receive example varieties from the Czech Republic

Characteristid5 To be deleted

Characteristid 6 Toread: “Inflorescence: diameter”
Characteristid7 Toread: “Plant: height at flowering stage”
Characteristid.8 To read: *“Time of sprouting (10% of the plants show

sprouting)”; to receive drawigs

Characteristi0 To read: “Time of beginning of flowering (10% of the plants
show flowers)”
Characteristi@l To read: “Time of drying out of leaves (10% of the plants show

dried-out leaves”; to receive example varieties, and explanation

Characeristic22 To be checked with the expert from Germany with respect of the
uniformity of this characteristic

Chinese Chives

58. The TWV reviewed document TWV/36/9 and made the following substantial changes:

(@) Material Required for seedpropagated varieties, the minimum quantity of seeds
to be provided to be “2@ (or at least 3,008eeds)”.

(b) Methods and Observation

Paragraph 2:To introduce two uniformity standardsine for seegpropagated varieties,
which should be tested as a crgsdlinating (allogamous) species, and
the other one for vegetatively propagated varieties with a population
standard of 1% and an acceptance probability of at least 95%.

Paragraph 3: To read: “Unless otherwise indicated, all observations on the plant and
the leaf should be made at harvest maturity.”

(c) Table of Characteristics

Characteristid To read: “Leaf: attitude” with the states of expression “e(&gt
erect to semerect (2), semerect (3), semerect to horizontal
(4) and horizontal (5)"'with example varieties to be provided
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from Japan for states 2, 3 and 4; to receive new drawings; to be
placed after characteristic 3

Characteristi@ To have states of expression “short, medium, high”

Characteristid To read: ‘Seedpropagated variegs only Plant: number of
tillers”

Characteristi® To have the states of expression “light, medium, dark”

Characteristi® To read: “Leaf blade: drooping of tip” with the states of

expression “weak, medium, strong”
Characteristid0 To have the stas of expression “weak, medium, strong”
Characteristicd1-15 The words “leaf sheath” to be replaced by “psewstem”
Characteristid1 The order of the states of expression to be reversed

Characteristid 3 To read: “Pseudstem: maximum width” withthe states of
expression “narrow, medium, broad”

Characteristid4 To read: “Pseudstem: predominant color” with the states of
expression “white (1), greenish (2)”

Characteristid5 Toread: “Pseudstem: number of leaves”
Characteristicd6, 17: The words “flower stalk” to be replaced by “flowering stem”
Characteristid.6 To have the notes “3, 5, 7"

Characteristid 8 To read: “Plant: number of flowering stems”; to be placed
immediately after characteristic 3

(d) Literature to insert literatire provided by the Netherlands.

Endive

59. The TWV reviewed documents TG/118/3 and TWV/36/11, and agreed to make the
following substantial changes to document TG/118/3:

(@) Material Required for seedpropagated varieties, the minimum qugnof seeds
to be provided to be “2@ (or at least 10,4068eeds)”.

(b) Methods and Observationsghe uniformity standards to be given on the basis of a
population standard of 2% and an acceptance probability of at least 95%.

(c) Grouping of Varietis. varieties firstly to be grouped according to the following
plant types: Plain type; Wallonne type (rphain); Louvier type (nofplain); D’été a caeur
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jaune type; other types; and secondly, to be grouped by using characteristics 3, 29, 31;
explanation on different types to be prepared by the experts from France and the Netherlands.

(d) Table of Characteristics

Characteristi@ To receive the states of expression “erect (1), seract (3),
horizontal (5)”

Characteristi® To be deleted
Charateristic7 To have the notes “1, 3, 5”
Characteristid 2 The words “true green” for note (2) to be checked by the

Editorial Committee

Characteristicd4, 15 To be deleted

Characteristic46,
21 and 23 The limitation to read: Varieties of noaplain types onl{y
Characteristi1 To read: ‘Varieties of nomplain types only Leaf: ratio of

length of midrib without lamina / total length of leaf”
Characteristi? Toread: “Leaf: width of midrib at base”

Characteristi@3 To read: Varieties of mn-plain types only Leaf: color of
midrib at base”

Characteristi@5 To be deleted

Characteristi@7 To read: “Stem: attitude of branches” with the states of
expression and example varieties “erect (1), seract (3, D’'été
d’Anjou), horizontal (5, Canta, Emilie, Ariga)”

Characteristi9 To add the example varieties “Ariga, Sally” to the state “violet
blue”

CharacteristiG0 To insert example varieties to be provided by France

Characteristi@1 To extend the range of the states of expressiom¢tude “very

late” with example varieties to be provided by the experts from

France; to delete the example varieties “Argentée Mirabel;” to

add the example varieties “Elody, Sallye” to the state “medium.”
Lentil

60. The TWV reviewed documertWV/36/12 and made the following substantial changes:

(a) Material Required for seedpropagated varieties, the minimum quantity of seeds
to be provided to be “500 (or at least 10,008eeds).”
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(b) Grouping of Varieties characteristics 1, 4, 14, 30d 31 to be used for grouping

varieties.

(c) Table of Characteristics

Characteristi@

Characteristi®

Characteristi@

Characteristi

Characteristi@

Characteristi®

CharacteristidO

Characteristid 1

Characteristid.2

Characteristid 6

Characteristicd 7-20

Characteristi1

Characteristi@2

Characteristi4

Characteristi@5

Characteristi@7

Characteristi@8

To be deleted

To have the states of expression “erect, serect, horizontal;”
to receive example varieties for “semiect”

To add the example variety “PSE 2” to the state “absent”
To be deleted

To have the states of expression “ovate, owail®ng,
rectangular;” to receive drawings

To read: “Leaf: intensity of green colorvith the states of
expression “light, medium, dark”

To have the states of expression “very few, few, medium, many,
very many;” to receive explanation

Toread: “Leaflet: size”

To have the states @xpression and the example varieties “one
(example varieties still to be provided), one to two (example
varieties still to be provided), two (Lentillon rosé d’hiver), two
to three (Anicia, Petrovskaya 4/105), three (example varieties
still to be provided)more than three (PSE 2)

To be checked if Culinaris ssp. macrospermas a listed
variety

To be deleted
To have the states of expression “light, medium, dark”

To add the exaple varieties “Anita, Tina” to the state “1 to 2”
and “lzka” to the state “generally 2”

Toread: “Pod: length at harvest maturity (without beak)”

To add the example varieties “Anita, Tina, Izka” to the state
“medium’

To be deleted

To have the states of expression “very narrow, narrow, medium,
broad, very broad;” to receive an asterisk
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Characteristi@9 To read: “Dry seed: profile in longitudinal cross section” with
the state®f expression “elliptic, broad elliptic”

Characteristid0 To have the states of expression “one, two, more than two;” to
receive an asterisk

Characteristi@1 To have the states of expression and the example varieties
“white (PSE 2), greenish yellowAhita, Izka, Petrovskaya 4/105,
Pisarevska Velkoznna), green (Tina, Anicia, Petrovskaya
zelenozjornaya), pink (Rosovaya), ochre (Lentillon rosé d’hiver),
black (Nigricans)

Characteristic82, 33 To be deleted

Characteristid4 To read: Varieties with nore than one color only Dry seed:
type of ornamentation;” to receive explanation

Characteristi@5 To read: “Dry seed: weight;” to add the example varieties
“Anita, Izka” to the state “medium” and “Tina” to the state
“high”

Characteristi@6 To addthe example varieties “Anita, Tina, Izka” to the state
“early”

Characteristi&7 To delete the asterisk

Broad Bean

61. The TWV reviewed document TWV/36/8 and made the following substantial changes:

(@) General the growth stage indicated the Table of Characteristics in Chaptdt
and explained in Chapt&flll should be the same as that used in draft Test Guidelines for
Field Bean (document TG/8{froj.)) entitled ‘Phenological growth stages and
BBCH-identification keys oWicia fabalL. (Meier, 1997).”

(b) Grouping of Varieties characteristic 19b “Plant: growth habit” to be added as an
additional grouping characteristic.

(c) Table of Characteristics

Header: To replace “plot” with “Growth Stage”

Characteristi@ To correct the spéhg of the example variety “Imperial White
Windsor”

Characteristi@ To delete the example variety “lte”

Characteristi® To have the states of expression “absent (1), present (2)”
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Characteristi® To read: “Foliage: greyish hue of green color” withe states
of expression “absent (Metissa), present (Osnaweiss)”

Characteristi@ To read: “Foliage: intensity of color;” to delete the example
variety “Gruno”

Characteristi® To read: “leaflet: length (basal pair of leaflets at second
flowering noce)”

Characteristid 6 To have the states of expression in the order of “greenish yellow,
brown, black”

Characteristid 8b To be deleted

Characteristid9b To correct the spelling of the example variety “Smerf;” to be
placed immediately before charactic 2

CharacteristiQ0 To delete the asterisk

Characteristi@3 To be deleted

Characteristi@5 To receive improved drawings

Characteristi9 To delete the asterisk and the states “circular, square, ovate”

Characteristi&0 To delete the example viaty “Ite”

Runner Bean

62. The TWV reviewed document TWV/36/7 and made the following substantial changes:

(@) Material Required in paragraph 1, the last sentence to read: “The minimum
guantity of seed to be supplied by the applicant in onseveral samples should Bé&g (or at
least 6,00Geeds).”

(b) Conduct of Tests the last sentence of paragrapho read “For uniformity
relative uniformity should apply due to partly cross pollination.”

(c) Grouping of Varieties characteristics29 and 30 to be added as additional
grouping characteristics.

(d) Table of Characteristics

Characteristie To read: ‘Climbing beans only Plant: start of climbing (80%
of plants)
Characteristi® Toread: “Leaf: blistering”
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Characteristid4
Characteristid5
Characteristid7

Characteristid 8

Characteristicg0, 22

Characteristi@3

Characteristi@5

Characteristi@8

Characteristi9

Characteristi&G0

CharacteristiG1

Melon
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To be split into two characteristics reading:

“Flower: color of standard” with the states of expression and
example varieties “white (Desiree, Painted Lady), red
(Armstrong);” and

“Flower: color of wing” with the states of expression and the
example variges “white (Desiree), red (Armstrong, Painted

Lady)”

Toread: “Pod: maximum median width”
To be deleted
Toread: “Pod: suture strings”

To receive example varieties for the stdabsent or very slight”
from the Netherlands

To receive explanation from the Netherlands

To read: “Pod: constrictions (at harvest maturity)” with the
states of expression “absent or very weak, weak, mediuongt
very strong”

To delete the states of expression “narrow ovate, ovate, broad
ovate, broad ovate, narrow kidney shaped, broad kidney shaped”

To have the states of expression and the example varieties
“white (Desirée, Emerge), light tan (Melange, Painted Lady),
pinkish purple (Armstrong, Bonela, Sun Bright), violet
(lvanhoe), black (Riley)”

To read: Varieties with seeds with more than one color only
Seed: secondary colors”

To have the states of expression: “spotted, mottled”

To read: Varieties with white seeds onlySeed: veining”

63. The TWV reviewed document TWV/36/4 but did not complete the document. The
TWV agreed to discuss Te§uidelines for Melon at its next session on the basis of a new
draft to be prepared by the expert from Spain.

Perilla

64. The TWV reviewed document TWV/36/5 and made the following substantial changes:

(@) Subject of these Test Guidelinew delete the word “(vegetable)”
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(b) Material Required the number of seeds to be provided by the expert from the

Netherlands for insertion in paragraph

(c) Table of Characteristics

Characteristi@

Characteristi®

Characteristi

Characteristi@
Characteristi®
Characteristid0
Characteristid3
Characteristid5
Characteristi@0

Characteristi1

Characteristi@2
Characteristicg5b, 26

Characteristi@7

Characteristi@8

Chaacteristic32

Mushroom

The possible change of the wording into “Plamtumber of
branches” to be considered further

To have the states of expression “short, medium, high”

To receive example varieties for the state “absent or very weak,”
otherwise to delete this state and the state “very gtron

To be deleted

Toread: “Leaf blade: length”

Toread: “Leaf blade: width”

To add the example variety “Pergro” to the state “medium”
To receive example varies from the Netherlands

Toread: “Leaf blade: folding”

To seek example varieties from among ornamental types for the
state “very strong”

To add the example variety “Perlime” to the state “serrate”
To receive example varieties from the Republic of Korea

The example variety “Pergro” to be checked by the expert from
the Netherlands

To read: “Flower: intensity of reddish purple color”

Toread: “Seed: weight.”

65. The TWV reviewed document TWV/36/3 and made the following substantial changes:

(@) Cover Page the English title to be reconsidered, as the word “mushroom”
includes a very wide range offterent mushroom species.
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(b) Table of Characteristics

Characteristi® To be split into two characteristics reading:
“Stipe: shape (in longitudinal section)” with the states of
expression “rectangular, trapezoid;” and
“Stile: swollen base” with thesates of expression and the
example varieties “absent (Horronda), present (Horbita)”
Characteristic3, 8  To be deleted

Characteristid5 To have the states of expression “white, greyish white, pale
yellowish, brown”

Characteristid 6 To be deleted
Chaacteristicl7 To be deleted unless example varieties can be provided
Characteristid9 To be deleted

Characteristi4 To be deleted.

Status of Test Guidelines

*66. The TWV agreed that draft Test Guidelines for Broad Bean (Revision), Baisihese
Cabbage (Revision), Chinese Chive, Chives, Endives (Revision), Lesatiuce (Revision)
and Runner BeafRevision)should be sent to the professional organizations for comments
and, subject to no major comments from the professional organizasbasldbe submitted

to the Technical Committee for final adoption.

*67. The TWV agreed to seek the advice of the Chairman of the Technical Working Party
for Ornamental Plants and Forest Trees (TWO) on whether the draft Test Guidelines for
Perila, as amended, should be considered by the TWO.
*68. The TWV agreed to discuss or rediscuss draft Test Guidelines for Husk Tomato, Melon,
Mushroom, PerillaandRosemary during its next session.

Future Program, Date and Place of the Next S@ssio

*69. At the invitation of the expert fronthe Netherlandsthe TWV proposed to hold its
thirty-seventhsession inRoelofarendsveen, Netherlands, from September 15 to 19, 2003,
having agreed to the week starting on June 23, 2@83an alternate daté. During the
thirty-seventhsession, the TW planned to discuss or4giscuss the following items:

(@) Short reports on developments in plant variety protection;

2 The Council, at is thirtysixth session, held on October 24, 2002, decided that the-gextgnth
session of the TWYV should be held from June 23 to 27, 2002.
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(b) Report on the last session of the Technical Committee and recommendations
resuting from that sessign

(c) Molecular techniques;
(d) TGPdocuments
(e) Discussion on Working Papers on Test Guidelifoas

(i) Brussel Sprouts (Revision);
(i) Cabbage (Revision);

(i) Carrot (Revision);

(iv) Chard/Leaf Beet (Revision);
(v) Gnseng;

(vi) Husk Tomato

(vii) Melon (Revision);

(viii) Mushroom

(ix) Parsnip;

(x) Perilla;

(xi) Rosemary

(xii) Watermelon (Revision);

(H Date and place of the next session;

(g) Future program.

Preparation of Test Guidelines for the Next Sess

*70. The TWV agreed to operate subgroups by correspondence. The proposed time schedule
and the names of leading experts and participating experts are listed in AnhareslI|.

Other experts who had not participated in the session werged to inform the leading
expert if they were interested in participating in the preparation of a particular document.

UPQV Medals

71. Ms. Julia Borys (Poland, Chairperson of the TWV from 2000 to 2002), Mr. Richard
Brand (France, Chairman dhe TWV from 1988 to 1990) and Mr. Nico van Marreweijk
(Netherlands, Chairman of the TWV from 1991 to 1993) each received a UPOV bronze medal
in recognition of their contribution to the work of UPOV.

Visits

72. On Wednesday, September 11, 20@#& TWV, together with the participantd the

JICA training course on PBRrisited the headquarters of the National Center for Seeds and
Seedlings and its DUS testing fields in Tsukuba, the Ibaraki Experimental Station of the Takii
Seeds Company and thearaki Agriculture Center in lwama City.
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73. This report has been adopted by
correspondence.

[Annex| follows]
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LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

. MEMBERS

BOLIVIA

Waldo TORREZ VALDIVIA, Responsible Técnico, Oficina Regional de Semillas de
Cochabarha, Av.Blanco Galindo, Km5.5, P.O. Box 832, 999 Cochabamba

(tel:  +5914269353 fax: ++594269354 email:  wtorrez@hotmail.com or
wtorrez97@yahoo.com Website: www.semillas.com)

BRAZIL

Vera Lucia Dos Santos MACHAD@Mrs.), Service National ofProtection of Cultivares,
Ministry of Agriculture, Esplanada dos Ministerios, Bloco D, Anexo A, Sala-28043900
Brasilia

(tel: +5561 218 2549 fax: +55 61 224 2842mail: veramachado@agricultura.gov.br)

CHINA

Yang YANG (Ms.), Examiner, Th©ffice for Protection of New Varieties of Plants, Ministry
of Agriculture, Building 20, Mai Zi Dian Street, Beijing 100026

(tel: +861064194661 fax: +8@0-65923176 email: yangyang@agri.gov.cn or
rabbyang@yahoo.com)

COLOMBIA

Carlos Aturo KLEEFELD PATERNOSTRO, Instituto Colombiano AgropecuatioA,
Calle37 No 843 Piso 5Bogota D.C.

(tel: +57 12324693 fax: +57 1 2884037-nmil: semillas@ica.gov.co)

Hernando MONTENEGRO TORRES Instituto Colomciano Agropecuario ICA, Calle 37

No 8-43 Piso4-Bogota D.C.
(tel: +57 1 2324697 fax: +57 1 2328643mail: semillas@icagov.co)

CZECH REPUBLIC

Radmila SAFARIKOVA (Mrs.), Dept. of Horticultural Species, Plant Variety Testing
Divisin, Central Institute for Supervising and Testing in Agricultu#eoznova 2, 65606 Brno
(tel.: +420 737 267 268 fax: +4205 432 12440mail: radmila.safarikova@ukzuz.cz)
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FRANCE

Frargois BOULINEAU, Horticultural DUS, GEVES, 49250 Brion
(tel: +3324157 2322 fax:+3341574619 email: francois.balineau@geves.fr)

Richard BRAND, Horticultwal DUS, INRA GEVES,B.P.I, Les Vigneres 84300
(tel: +33 490 786663 fax: +33 490 780161-nwil: richardbrand@geves.fr)

GERMANY

Elmar PFULB, Bundessortenamt, Osterfelddamm 80, Postfach 61 04 404 Baé@ver
(tel.: +49511 9566 616 fax: +49 511 56 3362mail: elmar.pfuelb@bundessortenamt.de)

HUNGARY

Zsuzsanna FUSTOS (Mrs.), Head, Variety Testing Department for Vegetable Crops, National
Institute for Agricultural Quality Control]l 024 Buapest Keleti K U .24
(tel.: +36 1212 5620 fax: +36225036 email: fustoszs@ommi.hu)

JAPAN

Toyoharu FUKUDA, Director Seeds and Seedlings Division (SSD), MAFF2-1,
Kasumigaseki, Chiyod&u, Tokyo, 1008950
(tel.: +81 3 3591 0524, fax: 81 3 3502 5301, -eail: toyoharu_fukuda@nm.maff.go.jp)

Keiji MARUYAMA, Director, Office of Examination, Seeds and Seedlings Divisi@&ED),
MAFF, 1-2-1, Kasumigaseki, Chiyodiau, Tokyo, 1068950
(tel.: +81 3 3581 0518, fax: +81 3 3502 6572nal: keiji_maruyama@nm.maff.go.jp)

Yoshiyuki BAN, Division-Chief (Research Div.)National Center for Seeds and Seedlings,
2-2, Fujimoto, Tsukubaity, Ibaraki, 3050852
(tel.: +81 298 38 6584, fax: +81 298 38 6595)

Kazunari HORIGUCHICrop and Vegetable Seoh, DUS TestDivision, National Center for
Seeds and Seedlings2? Fujimoto, Tsukubaity, Ibaraki, 3050852
(tel.: +81 298 38 6584, fax: +81 298 38 6595)

Tadao ISHIKAWA, Head (Characteristics Examination Sec., Specific DUS Test Div.),
National Centefor Seeds and Seedlings22 Fujimoto, Tsukubity, Ibaraki, 3050852
(tel.: +81 298 38 6584, fax: +81 298 38 6595)

Koutaro IWASHITA, DepartmenDirector (Business Management DefNational Center for
Seeds and Seedlings2? Fujimoto, Tsukubaity, Ibaraki, 3050852
(tel.: +81 298 38 6584, fax: +81 298 38 6595)
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Kouji KANAZAWA, Senior Examiner, Office of Examination, SSD, MAFF,-2-1,
Kasumigaseki, Chiyod&u, Tokyo, 1008950
(tel.: +81 3 3581 0518, fax: +81 3 3502 6572nail: kouji_kanazaa@nm.maff.go.jp)

Ryusaku KASHIWAGI,Head (DUS Test Sec., Research Deplational Center for Seeds
and Seedlings Unzen Station, 1438, Saigo, Mizuhecho, Nagasaki, 859211
(tel.: +81 957 77 2100, fax: +81 957 77 2154)

Jun KOIDE, Deputy Director (Imrnational Affairs), Seeds and Seedlings Division, MAFF,
1-2-1, Kasumigaseki, Chiyodiau, Tokyo, 1068950
(tel.: +81 3 3591 0524, fax: +81 3 3502 530imail: jun_koide@nm.maff.go.jp)

Yoshimas&KONNAI, Characteristics ExamineNational Center for Seks and Seedlings;2,
Fujimoto, Tsukubeity, Ibaraki, 3050852
(tel.: +81 298 38 6584, fax: +81 298 38 6595)

Kiyofumi KUWANA, President,National Center for Seeds and Seedlings, Zujimoto,
Tsukubacity, Ibaraki, 3050852
(tel.: +81 298 38 6584 alx: +81 298 38 6595)

Tadao MIZUNO, Examiner, Office of Examination, SSD, MAFFK21l, Kasumigaseki,
Chiyodaku, Tokyo, 1068950
(tel.: +81 3 3581 0518, fax: +81 3 3502 6572nail: tadao_mizuno@nm.maff.go.jp)

Sachiko MORI (Mrs.), Chief of DUS estManagementOffice of Examination, SSD, MAFF,
1-2-1, Kasumigaseki, Chiyodku, Tokyo, 1068950
(tel.: +81 3 3591 0524, fax: +81 3 3502 6572il: sachiko_mori@nm.matff.go.jp)

Yuichiro NAKATSUJI, Deputy Director (Legal Affairs), Seeds and Seedlingsidiiw,
MAFF, 1-2-1, Kasumigaseki, Chiyodiau, Tokyo, 1068950
(tel.: +81 3 3591 0524, fax: +81 3 3502 530imaiil: yuuitirou_nakatuji@nm.maff.go.jp)

Tsuneo NISHIKAWA, Examiner, Office of Examination, SSD, MAFF211, Kasumigaseki,
Chiyodaku, Tokyo,100-8950
(tel.: +81 3 3581 0518, fax: +81 3 3502 6572nail: tsuneo_nishikawa@nm.maff.go.jp)

Yuji NIWA, Characteristics ExaminerfNational Center for Seeds and Seedlings2, 2
Fujimoto, Tsukubeity, Ibaraki, 3050852
(tel.: +81 298 38 6584, fax+81 298 38 6595)

Kenji NUMAGUCHI, Head (Ornamental Plants Sec., DUS Test Didational Center for
Seeds and Seedlings22 Fujimoto, Tsukubaity, Ibaraki, 3050852
(tel.: +81 298 38 6584, fax: +81 298 38 6595)

Katsuhiro OKUMURA, Characteristics Exainer, National Center for Seeds and Seedlings,
2-2, Fujimoto, Tsukubaity, Ibaraki, 3050852
(tel.: +81 298 38 6584, fax: +81 298 38 6595)

Syouichi OOKOUCHI, Examiner, Office of Examination, SSD, MAFF24L, Kasumigaseki,
Chiyodaku, Tokyo, 1068950
(tel.: +81 3 3581 0518, fax: +81 3 3502 6572nail: syouichi_ookouchi@nm.maff.go.jp)
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Manabu OSAKI,DUS Test Section, Research Departméwational Center for Seeds and
Seedlings Kansai Station,13+11, Nagayoshinagahahagashi, Hiraneku, Osaka
(tel.: +81 6 6709 2100, fax: +81 6 6700 1396)

Chie OYANAGI, Head (DUS Test Planning Sec., Planning DiWgtional Center for Seeds
and Seedlings,-2, Fujimoto, Tsukubaity, Ibaraki, 3050852

(tel.: +81 298 38 6584, fax: +81 298 38 6595)

Yukari SAITO, Ornamental Plants Section, DUS Td&ivision, National Center for Seeds
and Seedlings,-2, Fujimoto, Tsukubaity, Ibaraki, 3050852

(tel.: +81 298 38 6584, fax: +81 298 38 6595)

Nobuaki SASAKI, Head (Crop and Vegetable Sec., DUS Test Dilgtional CGenter for
Seeds and Seedlings2? Fujimoto, Tsukubaity, Ibaraki, 3050852
(tel.: +81 298 38 6584, fax: +81 298 38 6595)

Yoshito SEINO,Head (Technical Research Sec., Specific DUS Test DNa}jonal Center
for Seeds and Seedlings22 Fujimoto, Tsikubacity, Ibaraki, 3050852
(tel.. +81 298 38 6584, fax: +81 298 38 6595)

Keiji TANAKA, Examiner, Office of Examination, SSD, MAFF, -2-1, Kasumigaseki,
Chiyodaku, Tokyo, 1068950
(tel.: +81 3 3581 0518, fax: +81 3 3502 6572nail: keiji_tanaka@nm.maff.go.jp)

Kouichiro TANAKA, Characteristics Examineational Center for Seeds and Seedling®, 2
Fujimoto, Tsukubecity, Ibaraki, 3050852
(tel: +81 298 38 6584, fax: +81 298 38 6595)

Yasuo TASHIRO Division-Chief (DUS Test Div.)National Ceter for Seeds and Seedlings,
2-2, Fujimoto, Tsukubaity, Ibaraki Pref. 3080852
(tel.: +81 298 38 6584, fax: +81 298 38 6595)

Kunio TOKUNAGA, Division-Chief (Planning Div.), National Center for Seeds and
Seedlings, 2, Fujimoto, Tsukubaity, Ibaraki 3050852
(tel.: +81 298 38 6584, fax: +81 298 38 6595)

Masayuki UCHIDA, Examiner, Office of Examination, SSD, MAFFR211, Kasumigaseki,
Chiyodaku, Tokyo, 1068950
(tel.: +81 3 3581 0518, fax: +81 3 3502 6572nail: masayuki_uchida@nm.maff.go.jp

Shigeru YAMAMOTO, Head (DUS Test Coordination Sec., Planning DiNgtional Center
for Seeds and Seedlings22 Fujimoto, Tsukubaity, Ibaraki, 3050852
(tel.: +81 298 38 6584, fax: +81 298 38 6595)

Tadayuki YONEYAMA, Examiner Office of Examinatbn, SSD, MAFF,
1-2-1, Kasumigaseki, Chiyodlu, Tokyo, 1068950
(tel.: +81 3 3581 0518, fax: +81 3 3502 6572nail: tadayuki_yoneyama@nm.maff.go.jp)

Chosaku YOSHIDADiIvision-Chief (Specific DUS Test Div.)National Center for Seeds and
Seedlings, 2, Fujimoto, Tsukubity, Ibaraki, 3050852
(tel.: +81 298 38 6584, fax: +81 298 38 6595)
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Mitsuo YUASA, Examiner Office of Examination, SSD, MAFF, -2-1, Kasumigaseki,
Chiyodaku, Tokyo, 1068950
(tel.: +81 3 3581 0518, fax: +81 3 3502 6572nail: mitsuo_yuasa@nm.maff.go.jp)

KENYA

Simeon Kibet KOGO, Seed Inspector, Kenya Plant Health Inspectorate Service (KEPHIS),
Naiwry Region, P.O. Box 1679 Nakuru
(tel: +25437-85010516 fax: 2587851268 email: kephis@mgnet.co.ke)

NETHERLANDS

Correlis (Keeg VAN ETTEKOVEN, Sotaweg 22, P.(Box 40, 2310AA Roelofarendsveen
(tel: +3171 3326128 fax: +31 71 332 6363mail: c.v.ettekoven@naktuinbouw)nl

Marian A. VAN LEEUWEN, Naktuinbouw, Sotaweg 22, P.O. Box 40,
2370AA Roelofarendsveen
(tel.: +3171 3326126 fax: +31 71 332 6363-mail: m.v.leeuwen@naktuinbouw.nl)

Nico P.A. VAN MARREWIJK, Plant Research International (PRBoard of Plant Breeders
Rights P.O. Box 16, 6700 AA Wageningen

(tel.: +31317 476 880 fax: +31 317 4084 email: n.p.a.vanmarrewijk@plant.wag.nl)
POLAND

Julia BORYS (Ms.), Head, DUS Testing Departmemhe Research Center for Cultivar

Testing(COBORU), 63022 Slupia Wielka
(tel.: +48 61 28523 41 fax: +48 61 285 35 58mail: coboru@bptet.pl)

REPUBLIC OF KOREA

Won Sig LEE,West Branch OfficeNational Seed Management Offid€)9547 Seokchedi,
Nangsaamyun, Zksarsi, Chunlabukdo, 570892
(tel.: +82 63 8612567 fax: +82 63 8620069 mail: leewsb@sekgo.kr)

Seunglin YI, National Seed Management Offic233-1 MangPo Doug, Suwon, 44200
(tel.: +82 31 734147 fax: +82 31 203 7431 -eail: seedin@seed.go.kr)

SPAIN

David CALVACHE QUESADA, Oficina Espafiola de Variedades Vegetales (OEVV),
Instituto Nacional de Invesgiacion y Tecnologia Agraa y Alimentera, ¢/ Joaquin Ballester
No. 39, 46009 Valencia

(tel.: +34 96 38811 16 fax: +34 96 388 10 42mail: oevvval@teleline.es)
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UNITED KINGDOM

F. Niall GREEN, Herbage & Vegetable Crops, Scottish Agricultural is@eAgency (SASA),
82 Craigs Road:dinburgh EH12 8NJ
(tel.: +44 131 2448853 fax: +44 131 2448939mail: Niall.Green@sasa.gsi.gov.uk)

. OBSERVERS

INDIA

Shyamal Kumar CHAKRABARTY, Senior Scientist (Seed Technology), Indian Council of
Agricultural Research (ICAR), Division of Seed Science and Technology, Indian Agricultural
Research Institute, Neelhi 110012
(e-mail: skchara_sst@yahoo.com)

INDONESIA

Dhanny PERMADI, Staff, Directorate of Seed Development, JI Aup Pasar Minggu, P.O.
Box 40, Jakarta Selatan 12520

(tel: 6221-7805201 or 7816036 -mail: dhanny_permadi@yahoo.com)

MALAYSIA

Manogaran A/L MUNISAMI, Agriculture Officer, Department of Agriculture Fruit Division,
Jalan Sultan Salahuddin, 50632 Kuala Lumpur

(tel: +60-3-26914536 fax: +668-26918563 email: garan57@yahoo.com)

PAKISTAN

Hakim KHAN, Research Officer, Agricultural Research Station, Baffa, NWFP Agricultural
Research, Ministry of Agriculture, District Mansehra

(tel: +92987510215 fax: +92087510215 email: hakimkhan60@hotmail.com)
PHILIPPINES

Elmer Espeleta ENICOLA, University Researcher, University of the Philippines, Los Banos,

College Laguna
(tel: +6349-5362298 fax: 63195363438 email: elmer_enicola@yahoo.com)
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THAILAND
Khanitha PHONGPREECHA (Ms.), Subject Matter Specialist, Western Regional Agricultural

Extension Office, Department of Agricultural Extension, Banpong, Rachaburi 70110
(tel: +66-32-344665 fax: +6632-201568 email: ykhanitha@yahoo.com)

VIETNAM
Thien Luong NGU¥EN, Office in charge of PVP, Plant Variety Protection Office,
Department of Science, Technology and Product Quality (DSTPQ),2Négocha Str.,

Badinh Dist., Hanoi
(tel: +844-8237534 fax: +84-8433637 email: ntluong58@yahoo.com)

[ll. ORGANIZATIONS

COMMUNITY PLANT VARIETY OFFICE (CPVO)

Sergio SEMON, Community Plant Variety Office (CPVO), 3, boulevard Maréchal Foch,
B.P.2141, 49021 Angers Cedex (Rrance
(tel.: +33241 2564 34 fax: +33 241 25 64 10mail: semon@cpvo.eu.int)

INTERNATIONAL SEED FEDERATIONISF)

Marcel B.M. BRUINS, Seminis Vegetable Seeds, Intellectual Resource Protection &
Regulatory Affairs, Nude 54D, 6702 DN Wageningen, Netherlands
(tel.: +31 317 450 218 fax: +31 317 450 217mail: marcel.bruin@minis.com)

IV. OFFICER

Julia BORYS (Ms.),Chairperson

V. OFFICE OF UPQOV

Makoto TABATA, Senior Counsellor, 34, chemin des Colombettes-1281 Geneva 20,
Switzerland
(tel.: +41-22 338 8739, fax: +422 733 0336, @nail: makoto.tabata@upov.int)

[Annex Il follows]
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SCHEDULE OF THE PREPARATION
OF DRAFT TEST GUIDELINES FOR THE NEXT SESSION

l. In the case of the following species, for which a working paper or adopted
TestGuidelines exist:

— Brussel Sprouts (Revision) (TG/54/6)
— Cabbage (Revision) (T/@8/6)

— Carrot (Revision) (TG/49/6)

— Chard/Leaf Beet (Revision) (TG/106/3)
— Melon (Revision) (TWV/36/4)

—  Mushroom(TWV/36/3)

— Perilla (TWV/36/5)

— Rosemary{TWV/34/14)

— Watermelon (Revision) (TG/142/3)

By November 31, 2002 Participating experts should submit commts, if any, on
the existing working papers or Test Guidelines to the
leading expert.
By December 31, 2002 The leading expert should prepare a Working Paper pr a
revised Working Paper taking into account commeénts
received, and distribute it to particiiag experts of theg
subgroup

By March 1, 2003 The patrticipating experts should send comments and/or
further contribution on the Working Paper to all experts in
the subgroup.

By May 1, 2003 The leading experts should submit the revised final draft
to the Ofice for distribution to the members of the TWV
June 23 to 27, 2003 Discussion in the thirtgeventh session

II. In the case of the following species, for which no working paper or adopted Test
Guidelines exist:

— Ginseng
— Husk Tomato
— Parsnip
By December 31, 2002 The leading expert should prepare a Working Paper|(and
distribute it to participating experts of the subgroup
By March 1, 2003 The participating experts should send comments and/or
further contribution on the Working Paper to all experts in
the subgroup.
By May 1, 2003 The leading experts should submit the revised final draft
to the Office for distribution to the members of the TWY
June 23 to 27, 2003 Discussion in the thirgeventh session

[Annex Il follows]
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LIST OF SUBGROUPS BY CORESPONDENCE
FOR THE PREPARATION OF TEST GUIDELINES

Species

Existing Working
Documents
or Test Guidelines

Leading Expert

Participating Experts

Brussels Sprout
(Revision)

TG/54/6

Mr. Green (GB)

CZ, DE, FR, NL, PL

Cabbage (Revision) | TG/48/6 Mr. van Etteloven CZz, DE, FR, GB, JP,
(NL) HU, PL
Carrot (Revision) TG/49/6 Mr. van Ettekoven |BR, CZ, DE, ES, FR,
(NL) GB, HU, PL
Chard/Leaf Beet TG/106/3 Mr. Mr. Brand (FR) |GB, NL
(Revision)
Ginseng Working paper to be | Mr. Choi (KR) DE
prepared by KR
Husk Tomato Working paper to be | Mr. Cruz Garza (MX)| FR, PL
prepared by MX
Melon TWV/36/4 + Mr. Calvache (ES) |BR, CZ, FR, GB, HU,
comments made by JP, KR, NL, PL
TWV/36
Mushroom TWV/36/3 + Mr. van Marrewijk  [JP, KR, HU, PL;
comments made by |(NL) CPVO,
TWV/36
Pasnip Working paper to be | Mr. Green (GB) DE, HU, NL, PL
prepared by GB
Perilla TWV/36/5 Mr. van Marrewijk KR, JP
+comments made by| (NL)
TWV/36 and
TWO/35
Rosemary TWV/34/14 Mr. Bar-Tel (IL) DE
Watermelon TG/142/3 Ms. Flstos (HU) ES, FR, JPNL, PL
(Revision)

[End of Annex Il and of document]



