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Opening of the MEETING

	The Working Group on Guidance concerning Smallholder Farmers in relation to private and non‑commercial use (WG-SHF) held its third meeting in Geneva on March 24, 2023, in hybrid format, chaired by Mr. Yehan Cui, President of the Council.  

	The meeting was opened by the Chair, who welcomed the participants.  

	The list of participants is reproduced in the Annex to this report. 



Adoption of the agenda

	The WG-SHF adopted the draft agenda as proposed in document WG-SHF/3/1.



Options to address matters discussed at the first and second meetings of the WG‑SHF 

	The WG-SHF considered document WG-SHF/3/2.

	The Delegation of Japan reiterated that it did not support a revision of the explanatory notes and considered that, by definition, any sale or exchange of PBR protected seeds fell outside the exception of private and non-commercial use as provided in the UPOV Convention.  The Delegation recalled that it was against continuing the work of the WG-SHF.

	The Delegation of the European Union noted the importance of clarifying matters concerning smallholder farmers, in particular, their activities in relation to the selling and exchange of small amounts of seed that might not be considered a commercial activity because it was done sporadically and not on regular basis.  It noted that the importance of the issue due to its impact on the reputation of UPOV and how its work was perceived. It proposed to continue the work of the WG‑SHF with the possible revision of the explanatory notes and the possibility to clarify the Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs).  

	The Delegation of Canada expressed reservations in opening the revision of the explanatory notes at that time.  The Delegation was in favor of exploring ways to have openness around exchange where it did not affect the legitimate interests of the breeder and it was a customary practice, excluding asexually propagated varieties.  It expressed its preference to first identify needs for further clarity of the current FAQs and, secondly, to consider a possible revision of the explanatory notes.

	The Delegation of the Netherlands noted that the WG-SHF’s work was important in the context of food security matters, access to improved varieties by smallholder farmers and in the clarification of misconceptions and myths about the UPOV Convention that were preventing countries and regions to come closer to UPOV. 
	The Delegation of Norway expressed its support for the intervention of the Delegation of the European Union, and its preference to start work on the revision of the explanatory notes to reflect the different options that members have in implementing the Convention.

	The Delegation of Switzerland noted that the survey indicated that there were no legal actions against smallholder farmers; therefore, it was rather a matter of perception concerning UPOV. The Delegation was of the view that it was important to address those matters of perception before the acceptance of the UPOV Convention became problematic for countries. 

	The Delegation of Japan expressed support for access to improved varieties by farmers, including smallholder farmers.  It explained that protected varieties fall into public domain after their period of protection and those varieties represented 80% of the varieties used by farmers in Japan.  It noted that the issue of access to seeds by farmers were rather related to the national listing systems, which provided limits for the distribution of varieties.  The Delegation was concerned about creating a loophole in the Convention that would jeopardize the effectiveness of the UPOV system.  Moreover, the Delegation of Japan reminded that the FAQ already had a section for the parties to have the flexibility in allowing subsistence farmers to exchange protected material against other vital goods within the local community where the legitimate interests of the breeders are not significantly affected, and did not see the need to revise the FAQ any further.

	The Delegation of Canada was of the view that the most appropriate place to address those issues concerning the misunderstandings would be clarifying the FAQs and, once that work was done, it might provide the basis to move to the next step concerning the explanatory notes.

	The Delegation of Argentina expressed its preference to clarify the information in the FAQs. It emphasized the importance to improve the understanding of the relation of the UPOV Convention and other international treaties.  It observed that revising an explanatory note would be a lengthier process and that time was of the essence to improve UPOV’s perception in the international community.

	The Delegation of South Africa expressed its support to the work of the WG-SHF and its importance for breeders and, in particular, for smallholder farmers.  It noted that clarification of what was meant by “non‑commercial purpose” was necessary to provide certainty and would welcome explanatory notes on that notion.  

	The Delegation of Chile noted that the revision of explanatory notes was a sensitive work and expressed concern that the revision could negatively affect the differences between smallholder farmers and subsistence farmers, as defined in different countries.  It recalled that, in Chile, some farmers that fall under the category of small farmers were not just working for their families, in some cases they had farm sizes of 20, 50 or 100 hectares, therefore it would not be appropriate to have a single definition or interpretation of smallholder farmer.  The Delegation further recalled that there had been no legal actions against smallholder farmers for infringement of plant breeders’ rights in UPOV members, hence the revision of the explanatory notes could create more problems than solutions. It was in favor of providing support to smallholder farmers and making the necessary clarifications in the FAQs.

	The representative of the International Seed Federation (ISF) made an intervention, on behalf of the African Seed Trade Association (AFSTA), Asia and Pacific Seed Association (APSA), Euroseeds, ISF and Seed Association of the Americas (SAA), emphasizing that all farmers needed access to good seeds and that it was important to make an effort to improve the livelihood of farmers worldwide.  She observed that, as provided in the document WG-SHF/3/2, paragraph 8, many other regulations had an impact on farmers regarding access to quality seed. The representative noted that the survey, conducted by UPOV, addressed to the members and observers, had revealed that no PBR legal actions against smallholder farmers had been reported.  She recalled that the ToRs established that the purpose of the WG‑SHF was to develop guidance which would be the basis for a revision of the Explanatory Notes on Exceptions to the Breeders’ Right under the 1991 Act of the UPOV Convention and a revision of the FAQs.  The representative suggested that the term “guidance” could be understood in a broad sense, and expressed the importance to continue the work of the WG-SHF within UPOV’s mandate.  She was of the opinion that, due to the higher public exposure of the FAQs over the explanatory notes, the WG‑SHF could start with the analysis of the FAQs, allowing the WG‑SHF to provide guidance and make a recommendation to the Consultative Committee on whether or not there was a need to revise the FAQs. 

	The representative of the Association for Plant Breeding for the Benefit of Society (APBREBES) was of the view that the FAQs were in contradiction with the explanatory notes.  He noted that the explanatory notes had a higher value making it more important to start with a revision of the explanatory notes and, subsequently, work on the FAQs to clarify relevant matters in a consistent way.  He suggested that, the different views expressed during the discussions of the WG-SHF should be reflected in the revision of the explanatory notes in order to take into account the various options resulting from those different views.  The representative emphasized that the current explanatory notes contained a very narrow interpretation and, as such, he proposed to delete the existing explanatory notes since it would be better to have no guidance than one that did not reflect the current views of members.

	The representative of the International Community of Breeders of Asexually Reproduced Horticultural Plants (CIOPORA) expressed his concern and reiterated that CIOPORA did not support the revision of the explanatory notes or FAQs.  The representative emphasized that, if the WG-SHF continued its work, CIOPORA did not agree with the inclusion of fruit in the scope of its work.  

	The Chair noted the different perspectives and proposals made by the WG-SHF.  He observed that the current guidance did not reflect those different perspectives and interpretations.  He suggested to start working first with providing clarity in the FAQs.

	The Delegation of the European Union expressed its support to start the work with the revision of the FAQs, which could then allow the WG-SHF to evaluate the need to revise the explanatory notes.

	The Delegation of Canada expressed its support for the intervention made by the Delegation of the European Union and requested that the WG-SHF considered not only the issue around the private and non‑commercial exception, but also the benefits for smallholder farmers coming from other provisions of the UPOV Convention.

	The Delegation of Argentina expressed its support for the proposal made by the Delegation of the European Union to start working with the FAQs.  

	The Delegation of Norway requested to keep the revision of the explanatory notes in the agenda emphasizing the need for consistency between both explanatory notes and FAQs.

	The Delegation of Canada expressed the need for clarity on what was meant by subsistence farmers, smallholder farmers and commercial farmers.  The Delegation noted that the current FAQs referred to subsistence farmers.

	The Delegation of Chile expressed its support for the intervention made by the Delegation of Canada and emphasized that national legislations often did not establish the difference between the concepts of subsistence farmers and smallholder farmers. 

	The representative of Euroseeds noted that the work of the WG-SHF related to the exception to the breeder’s right and discussions showed the different views on private and non‑commercial use.  She emphasized the importance to clarify those concepts that could vary between UPOV members. 

	The Delegation of Argentina noted that members of the WG-SHF had different views and understandings on the notion of smallholder farmers and proposed that the FAQs provide some examples to identify the different practical realities in order to avoid confusion with commercial farmers that were not included in the exception.

	The Delegation of Norway observed that the ToRs is on the notion of private and non‑commercial use under Article 15(1)(i) of the 1991 Act of the UPOV Convention.  It proposed that the WG‑SHF is true to its ToR when reviewing the current FAQs.  The Delegation noted that the list of issues provided in document WG-SHF/3/2 could be kept in mind to assist in identifying possible areas in the FAQs that might need to be revised in relation to the notion of private and non‑commercial use. 

	The Delegation of Canada did not support the proposal by the Delegation of Norway to narrow the scope of the work of the WG‑SHF to the issues on private and non‑commercial use.  It was of the view that the benefits for smallholder farmers of the PVP system as a whole were key to understand the main issue.  The Delegation observed that the breeder’s exemption was often misinterpreted as benefitting only the breeder.  It noted that the breeder’s exemption was also benefitting the farmer, since it kept the PVP system open, competitive and with a continuous flow of new material entering the market which speeded up innovation and allowed protected varieties to fall into public domain earlier.  The Delegation was of the view that a holistic approach was necessary to consider all aspects of the exemptions and not only private and non‑commercial use.
	The Delegation of Switzerland suggested that the topics identified in the document provided a good starting point to assess if the current FAQs addressed, or not, those topics and if it was necessary to develop more meaningful FAQs as per the mandate of the WG-SHF.  

	The Delegation of the United States of America recalled that, when discussing the notion of private and non-commercial use, the selling of the seed of protected varieties would not meet the requirements of private and non-commercial use.

	The Delegation of Japan reserved its right to not revising the FAQ but was willing to continue to discuss the matters concerning the FAQs despite its concerns.  The Delegation expressed its support for the intervention made by the Delegation of the United States of America. 

	The Chair recalled that the purpose of the WG-SHF was to “develop guidance concerning smallholder farmers in relation to private and non-commercial use, which would be the basis for a revision of the ‘Explanatory Notes on Exceptions to the Breeder's Right under the 1991 Act of the UPOV Convention’ (document UPOV/EXN/EXC) and a revision of the Frequently asked questions (FAQs) on exceptions to the breeder’s right”.

	The Delegation of the Netherlands noted the relevance of developing the wider context and benefits for smallholder farmers, which would fall into the scope of the work of the WG-SHF.  The Delegation observed that the FAQs would be an appropriate place to include more information on the topic.

	The Delegation of Norway stressed again that it did not agree to amend the ToR of the WG-SHF.

	The Delegation of Canada reiterated that the exceptions and limitations to the PVP system did not operate independently but in relation to each other, which was worth mentioning and should be approached in a balanced way.

	The Delegation of Kenya noted that this was a very sensitive issue and supported an expansion of the scope of the work of the WG-SHF.

	The WG-SHF agreed that, as a basis to proceed with its work, the Office of the Union would send a circular inviting the WG-SHF to:[footnoteRef:2] [2:  The Delegation of Norway had reservation to changing the ToR and stressed that the revisions of the FAQs should be within the ToR of the WG-SHF “concerning smallholder farmers in relation to private and non-commercial use”.] 


(a) consider all existing FAQs that relate to smallholder farmers and subsistence farmers, which would be listed in the circular; and

(b) consider whether the issues identified in document WG-SHF/3/2 and raised during the discussions in the WG-SHF were adequately covered in those FAQs and whether revisions and/or additional FAQ(s) would be required to address those issues.

	The WG-SHF further agreed that, for the purposes of clarity and transparency, the work of the WG-SHF would be reported to the Administrative and Legal Committee and the Consultative Committee, at its sessions in October, with a request that the Consultative Committee be invited to approve the work set out in paragraph 39, particularly in relation to enabling the WG-SHF to consider all existing FAQs that relate to smallholder farmers and subsistence farmers.[footnoteRef:3] [3:  The Delegation of Norway had reservation to this decision.] 


	The WG-SHF requested the Office of the Union to compile the replies to the Circular for consideration by the WG-SHF, at its fourth meeting. 



DATE AND PROGRAM OF THE FOURTH MEETING 

	The WG-SHF agreed to held its fourth meeting, in hybrid format, on the evening of October 25, 2023, following the seventy-ninth session of the Administrative and Legal Committee (CAJ) and the fourth meeting of the Working group on harvested material and unauthorized use of propagating material (WG-HRV).

	This report was adopted by correspondence.
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(dans l’ordre alphabétique des noms français des membres /
in the alphabetical order of the French names of the members /
por orden alfabético de los nombres en francés de los miembros)
I. MEMBRES / MEMBERS / MIEMBROS
AFRIQUE DU SUD / SOUTH AFRICA / SUDÁFRICA
Noluthando NETNOU-NKOANA (Ms.), Director, Genetic Resources, Department of Agriculture, Rural development and Land Reform, Pretoria 
(e-mail: NoluthandoN@dalrrd.gov.za)
Allemagne / GERMANY / Alemania
Elmar PFÜLB (Mr.), President, Federal Plant Variety Office, Bundessortenamt
(e-mail: elmar.pfuelb@bundessortenamt.de)
ARGENTINE / ARGENTINA / ARGENTINA
María Laura VILLAMAYOR (Sra.), Coordinadora de Relaciones Institucionales e Interjurisdiccionales, Instituto Nacional de Semillas (INASE), Secretaría de Agricultura, Ganadería, Pesca y Alimentación, Buenos Aires 
(e-mail: mlvillamayor@inase.gob.ar)
AUSTRALIE / AUSTRALIA 
Isabel Louise WARD (Ms.), Assistant Director, IP Australia, Woden
(e-mail: Isabel.Ward@ipaustralia.gov.au)
AUTRICHE / AUSTRIA
Birgit, GULZ-KUSCHER (Ms.), Legal Advisor for Seed Law and Plant Variety Protection Law, Federal Ministry for Agriculture, Regions and Tourism
(e-mail: birgit.gulz-kuscher@bmlrt.gv.at)
BRÉSIL / BRAZIL / BRASIL
Stefania PALMA ARAUJO (Sra.), Federal Agricultural Inspector, Plant Variety Protection Office, National Plant Variety Protection Service, Serviço Nacional de Proteção de Cultivares (SNPC), Brasilia 
(e-mail: stefania.araujo@agro.gov.br)
CANADA / CANADÁ
Anthony PARKER (Mr.), Commissioner, Plant Breeders’ Rights Office, Canadian Food Inspection Agency (CFIA), Ottawa 
(e-mail: anthony.parker@inspection.gc.ca)
Marc DE WIT (Mr.), Examiner, Plant Breeders' Rights Office, Canadian Food Inspection Agency (CFIA), Ottawa 
(e-mail: Marc.deWit@Inspection.gc.ca)
Renee CLOUTIER (Mr.), Examiner, Plant Breeders’ Rights Office, Canadian Food Inspection Agency (CFIA), Ottawa
(e-mail: Renee.Cloutier@inspection.gc.ca)
Ashley BALCHIN (Ms.), Examiner, Plant Breeders’ Rights Office, Canadian Food Inspection Agency (CFIA), Ottawa
(e-mail: ashley.balchin@inspection.gc.ca)
CHILI / CHILE
Manuel Antonio TORO UGALDE (Sr.), Jefe Sección, Registro de Variedades Protegidas, Departamento de Semillas y Plantas, Servicio Agrícola y Ganadero (SAG), Santiago de Chile 
(e-mail: manuel.toro@sag.gob.cl)
CHINE / CHINA
Yehan CUI (Mr.), Chief Agronomist, Development Center of Science and Technology (DCST), Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs (MARA), Beijing 
(e-mail: cuiyehan@agri.gov.cn) 
Guang CHEN (Mr.), Division Director, Division of Plant Variety Protection, Office for Protection of New Varieties of Plant, National Forestry and Grassland Administration of China (NFGA), Beijing 
(e-mail: chenguang@cnpvp.net) 
Chao DENG (Mr.), Deputy Division Director, Division of DUS Tests, Development Center of Science and Technology (DCST), Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs (MARA), Beijing 
(e-mail: dengchaowin@sina.com) 
Yuxia LIU (Ms.), Principal Staff Member, Division of Plant Variety Protection, Office for Protection of New Varieties of Plants, National Forestry and Grassland Administration of China (NFGA), Beijing 
(e-mail: kjzxlyx@163.com)
ESPAGNE / SPAIN / ESPAÑA
Nuria URQUÍA FERNÁNDEZ (Sra.), Jefe de Área de registro de variedades, Subdirección General de Medios de Producción Agrícola y Oficina Española de Variedades Vegetales (OEVV), Ministerio de Agricultura, Pesca y Alimentación (MAPA), Madrid 
(e-mail: nurquia@mapa.es)
ÉTATS-UNIS D'AMÉRIQUE / UNITED STATES OF AMERICA / ESTADOS UNIDOS DE AMÉRICA
Kitisri SUKHAPINDA (Ms.), Patent Attorney, Office of Policy and International Affairs (OPIA), U.S. Department of Commerce, Alexandria 
(e-mail: kitisri.sukhapinda@uspto.gov)
Nyeemah GRAZIER (Ms.), Patent Attorney, Office of Policy and International Affairs (OPIA), U.S. Department of Commerce, Alexandria 
(e-mail: nyeemah.grazier@uspto.gov) 
Christian HANNON (Mr.), Patent Attorney, Office of Policy and International Affairs (OPIA), U.S. Department of Commerce, Alexandria 
(e-mail: christian.hannon@uspto.gov)
FRANCE / FRANCIA
Mariem OMRANI (Mme), Chargée de mission semences, Bureau des semences et de la protection intégrée des cultures, Sous-direction de la qualité, de la santé et de la protection des végétaux, Ministère de l’Agriculture et de l'Alimentation, Paris 
(e-mail: mariem.omrani@agriculture.gouv.fr)
GHANA
Grace Ama ISSAHAQUE (Ms.), Chief State Attorney, Industrial Property Office, Accra 
(e-mail: graceissahaque@hotmail.com)
JAPON / JAPAN / JAPÓN
HAGIWARA Minori (Ms.), Director for International Affairs on Plant Variety Protection, Intellectual Property Division, Export and International Affairs Bureau, Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries (MAFF), Tokyo
(e-mail: minori_hagiwara110@maff.go.jp) 
MATSUMOTO Shuichi (Mr.), Director, Intellectual Property Division, Export and International Affairs Bureau, Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries (MAFF), Tokyo
(e-mail : shuichi_matsumoto040@maff.go.jp) 
KENYA
Theophilus M. MUTUI (Mr.), Managing Director, Kenya Plant Health Inspectorate Service (KEPHIS), Nairobi
(e-mail: tmutui@kephis.org)
Simon Mucheru MAINA (Mr.), Head, Seed Certification and Plant Variety Protection, Kenya Plant Health Inspectorate Service (KEPHIS), Nairobi 
(e-mail: smaina@kephis.org)
Gentrix Nasimiyu JUMA (Ms.), Chief Plant Examiner, Kenya Plant Health Inspectorate Service (KEPHIS), Nairobi 
(e-mail: gjuma@kephis.org)
MEXIQUE / MEXICO / MÉXICO
Víctor Manuel VÁSQUEZ NAVARRETE (Sr.), Director de área, Servicio Nacional de Inspección y Certificación de Semillas (SNICS), Secretaría de Agricultura y Desarrollo Rural (Agricultura), Ciudad de México 
(e-mail: victor.vasquez@agricultura.gob.mx) 
Ana Lilia ROJAS SALINAS (Sra.), Jefatura de Departamento de Armonización Técnica, Servicio Nacional de Inspección y Certificación de Semillas (SNICS), Secretaría de Agricultura y Desarrollo Rural (Agricultura), Ciudad de México 
(e-mail: ana.rojas@snics.gob.mx) 
Agustín de Jesús LÓPEZ HERRERA (Sr.), Teacher/Researcher, Universidad Autónoma Chapingo, Departamento de Fitotecnia, Texcoco 
(e-mail: agustin.lopezh@gmail.com) 
NORVèGE / NORWAY / noruega
Svanhild-Isabelle Batta TORHEIM (Ms.), Senior Advisor, Department of Forest and Natural Resource Policy, Norwegian Ministry of Agriculture and Food, Oslo
(e-mail : Svanhild-Isabelle-Batta.Torheim@lmd.dep.no)
Elin Cecilie RANUM, Advisor (Ms.), Utviklingsfondet, Oslo 
(e-mail: elin@utviklingsfondet.no)
NOUVELLE-ZÉLANDE / NEW ZEALAND / NUEVA ZELANDIA
Christopher James BARNABY (Mr.), PVR Manager / Assistant Commissioner, Plant Variety Rights Office,
Intellectual Property Office of New Zealand, Ministry of Business, Innovation and Employment, Christchurch
(e-mail: Chris.Barnaby@pvr.govt.nz)
PAYS-BAS / NETHERLANDS / PAÍSES BAJOS
Kees Jan GROENEWOUD (Mr.), Secretary, Dutch Board for Plant Varieties (Raad voor Plantenrassen), Roelofarendsveen 
(e-mail: c.j.a.groenewoud@raadvoorplantenrassen.nl)
Bernadette REGEER (Ms.), Senior Policy Advisor and Team Coordinator Phytosanitary Affairs, DG Agro & Nature, Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality, The Hague
(e-mail: b.regeer@minlnv.nl)
Marco HOFFMAN (Mr.), Senior Policy Maker, Naktuinbouw 
(e-mail: M.hoffman@naktuinbouw.nl)
Marien VALSTAR (Mr.), Senior Policy Officer, Seeds and Plant Propagation Material, DG Agro & Nature, Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality, The Hague 
(e-mail: m.valstar@minlnv.nl) 
POLOGNE / POLAND / Polonia
Joanna GRUSZCZYŃSKA (Ms.), Head of DUS Testing and Variety Identity Verification Unit, DUS Testing Department, Research Centre for Cultivar Testing (COBORU), Slupia Wielka
(e-mail : j.gruszczynska@coboru.gov.pl)
Alicja RUTKOWSKA (Ms.), Head of National Listing and PBR Protection Office, Research Centre for Cultivar Testing (COBORU), Slupia Wielka
(e-mail: a.rutkowska-los@coboru.gov.pl)
RÉPUBLIQUE DE CORÉE / REPUBLIC of korea / REPÚBLICA de corea
ChanWoong PARK (Mr.), Deputy Director/Examiner, International Cooperation Division, Korea Seed and Variety Service (KSVS), Gimcheon City 
(e-mail: chwopark@korea.kr)
RÉPUBLIQUE TCHÈQUE / CZECH REPUBLIC / REPÚBLICA CHECA
Lenka CLOWEZOVÀ (Ms.), Plant Commodities Departement, Ministry of Agriculture
(e-mail: lenka.clowezova@mze.cz)
ROUMANIE / ROMANIA / RUMANIA
Teodor Dan ENESCU (Mr.), Counsellor, State Institute for Variety Testing and Registration (ISTIS), Bucarest
(e-mail: enescu_teodor@istis.ro) 
ROYAUME-UNI / UNITED KINGDOM / reino unido
Sigurd RAMANS-HARBOROUGH (Ms.), Manager of UK Variety Listing and PBR, Plant Varieties and Seeds, Animal and Plant Health Agency (APHA), Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA), Cambridge 
(e-mail: Sigurd.Ramans-Harborough@defra.gov.uk)
Joanne JURY (Ms.), Policy Officer, Department for Environment, Food & Rural Affairs (DEFRA), London 
(e-mail: Joanne.jury@defra.gov.uk)
SLOVÉNIE / SLOVENIA / ESLOVENIA
Joži JERMAN CVELBAR (Ms.), Under Secretary, Agriculture Directorate, Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Food (MAFF), Ljubljana 
(e-mail: jozi.cvelbar@gov.si) 
Barbara VINTAR (Ms.), Advisor, Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Food (MAFF), Ljubljana 
(e-mail: barbara.vintar@gov.si)
SUISSE / SWITZERLAND / SUIZA
Alwin KOPSE (M.), Sous-directeur général adjoint, Chef des Affaires internationales, Affaires internationales et sécurité alimentaire, Office fédéral de l'agriculture (OFAG), Bern
(e-mail : alwin.kopse@blw.admin.ch)
Daniel VALENGHI (M.), Program Officer, Swiss Agency for Development and Cooperation (SDC), Bern 
(e-mail: daniel.valenghi@eda.admin.ch) 
Marco D'ALESSANDRO (M.), Senior Policy Adviser, Institut Fédéral de la Propriété Intellectuelle (IPI), Bern
(e-mail: marco.dalessandro@ipi.ch)
UNION EUROPÉENNE / EUROPEAN UNION / UNIÓN EUROPEA
Päivi MANNERKORPI (Ms.), Team Leader - Plant Reproductive Material, Unit G1 Plant Health, Directorate General for Health and Food Safety (DG SANTE), European Commission, Brussels 
(e-mail: paivi.mannerkorpi@ec.europa.eu) 
Dirk THEOBALD (Mr.), Senior Adviser, Community Plant Variety Office (CPVO), Angers
(e-mail: theobald@cpvo.europa.eu)
Orsola HASBAOUI-LAMBERTI (Ms.), Legal Advisor, Community Plant Variety Office (CPVO), Angers 
(e-mail: lamberti@cpvo.europa.eu)
viet nam
Thi Thuy Hang TRAN (Ms.), Officer/Examiner, Plant Variety Protection Office of Viet Nam, Hanoi
(e-mail: tranhang.mard.vn@gmail.com)
II. ORGANISATIONS / ORGANIZATIONS / ORGANIZACIONES
Association africaine du commerce des semences (AFSTA) / African Seed Trade Association (AFSTA) / Asociación Africana de Comercio de Semillas (AFSTA)
Justin J. RAKOTOARISAONA (Mr.), Secretary General, African Seed Trade Association (AFSTA), Nairobi, Kenya 
(e-mail: justin@afsta.org)
Association Asie‑Pacifique pour les semences (APSA) / ASIA AND PACIFIC SEED ASSOCIATION (APSA) / Asociación de Semillas de Asia y el Pacífico (APSA)
Kunaporn PHUNTUNIL (Ms.), Technical Coordination Manager, Asia and Pacific Seed Association (APSA), Bangkok, Thailand 
(e-mail: kuna@apsaseed.org) 
Mary Ann SAYOC (Ms.), Past APSA President, member of WG on Integrated Seed Companies, Kasetsart University, Bangkok, Thailand
(e-mail: maryann.sayoc@eastwestseed.com)
ASSOCIATION FOR PLANT BREEDING FOR THE BENEFIT OF SOCIETY (APBREBES)
François MEIENBERG (Mr.), Coordinator, Association for Plant Breeding for the Benefit of Society (APBREBES), Zürich, Switzerland
(e-mail: contact@apbrebes.org)
COMMUNAUTÉ INTERNATIONALE DES OBTENTEURS DE PLANTES HORTICOLES À REPRODUCTION ASEXUÉE (CIOPORA) / 
INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY OF BREEDERS OF ASEXUALLY REPRODUCED HORTICULTURAL PLANTS (CIOPORA) / 
Comunidad Internacional de Fitomejoradores de Plantas Hortícolas de Reproducción Asexuada (CIOPORA)
Edgar KRIEGER (Mr.), Secretary General, International Community of Breeders of Asexually Reproduced Horticultural Plants (CIOPORA), Hamburg, Germany 
(e-mail: edgar.krieger@ciopora.org) 
Selena TRAVAGLIO (Ms.), Legal Counsel, International Community of Breeders of Asexually Reproduced Horticultural Plants (CIOPORA), Hamburg, Germany
(e-mail: Selena.Travaglio@ciopora.org) 
CROPLIFE INTERNATIONAL
Marcel BRUINS (Mr.), Consultant, CropLife International, Bruxelles, Belgium 
(e-mail: marcel@bruinsseedconsultancy.com) 
EUROSEEDS
Szonja CSÖRGÖ (Ms.), Director, Intellectual Property & Legal Affairs, Euroseeds, Bruxelles, Belgium 
(e-mail: szonjacsorgo@euroseeds.eu) 
Marian SUELMANN (Mr.), Manager Legal, Rijk Zwaan Zaadteelt en Zaadhandel B.V, De Lier
(e-mail: m.suelmann@rijkzwaan.nl)
Jared ONSANDO (Mr.), Technical Manager Variety Testing and Registration, Euroseeds, Bruxelles, Belgium
(e-mail: JaredOnsando@euroseeds.eu)
INTERNATIONAL SEED FEDERATION (ISF)
Hélène KHAN NIAZI (Ms.), International Agriculture Manager, Nyon, Suisse
(e-mail: h.khanniazi@worldseed.org)
Sjoerd BIJL (Mr.), Policy Officer, Plantum, Gouda, Pays-Bas
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