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EURISCO content 

Passport data 

• ex situ 

• on farm 

• in situ 

Characterization and evaluation data 

• multicrop (C&E format) 

 

Links 

• PGR Portals 

• selected websites (ECPGR, ITPGRFA, GENESYS etc.) 

 

 

 

Data sources  

• NI/NFP 41 ex situ 

• NI/NFP 32 on farm 

• NI/NFP 31 in situ 

 

• NFP ex situ 

• institutes authorised by NFP 

 

 

 

 



EURISCO prerequisites 

Institutes / databases 

• strong institutional / genebank databases 

• National Inventories (NI) at  National Focal Points (NFP)  

 

Collaborative agreements 

 EURISCO data sharing agreement (ECPGR – NFP) 

 Agreements at national level (NFP – genebanks/institutes) 

 

Data exchange formats 

 ex situ (MCPD/FAO/IPGRI/EURISCO) 

• on farm: to be agreed (role of PGRFORUM, AEGRO, PGRSECURE ?) 

• in situ: to be agreed (role of Bioversity, PGRFORUM, PGRSECURE ?) 

 

 

 



EURISCO descriptors (ex situ) 

FAO/BIOVERSITY MULTI-CROP PASSPORT DESCRIPTORS V.2, June 2012 



International descriptors     

   in situ (CWR)          on farm (landraces) 



National Inventory Germany (NI) 

Selected Objectives 

 

 Defining the scope of the National 

Programme for PGRFA 

 Central national documentation of PGRFA 

(collecting data from German Federal 

States and relevant stakeholders) 

 ex situ 

 in situ 

 on farm 

 National, regional and international 

reporting 

 

 

  http://pgrdeu.genres.de 



NI Germany: Scope 

3.600 PGRFA species (CWR & 

cultivated crops) in total,  

 

thereof : 2.900 CWR (in situ) 

 

thereof : 1000 CWR without 

exclusive ornamental and 

breeding uses 



NI Germany: Reporting obligations 

http://www.planttreaty.org/


Ex situ documentation of PGR in Germany 
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Memorandum of 

Understanding: 
• rights & obligations 

• standards for data 

exchange 

• … 



 Scope :  

 2,900 crop wild relatives (wild species) 

 

 In situ data included from: 

 projects funded by BLE / BMEL, e.g.: 

 Development of a Reporting and Monitoring System for the In 

situ Conservation of Genetic Resources of Crop Wild Relatives 

in Brandenburg (2007 - 2010) 

 Securing the Viability of the Wild Grape Vitis vinifera L. ssp. 

sylvestris C.C. Gmel. in the old Rheinaue wetlands through 

targeted In-situ-Management (2008-2013) 

 selected publications 

 EURISCO 

 

In situ documentation of PGR in Germany 



 

 

Establishment of CWR network of networks  

(genetic reserves): 

based upon knowledge of important occurrences / locations 

 

 Vitis vinifera L. ssp. sylvestris C.C. Gmel.  

 Malus sylvestris (L.) Miller  

 Beta vulgaris L. subsp. maritima (L.) Arcang.  

 Apium species 

 selected pastures / forages 

 others (stepwise) 

 

In situ documentation of PGR in Germany 

© A. Proft, Grüne Liga Osterzgebirge 



Vitis 

vinifera 

subsp. 

sylvestris 

Beta? 
Drießen, S. (2003): Beta 

vulgaris subsp. maritima 

Malus 

sylvestris? 
Investigations 
 

Apium? 
Investigations 

In situ documentation of PGR in Germany 

based upon knowledge of important occurrences / locations 

 



 

 

Genetic reserve for Vitis vinifera ssp. sylvestris 

 

Location: Ketsch Island in river Rhine (near Karlsruhe) 

Coordination: NN 

Partner: City of Ketsch, KIT-Karlsruhe,  

WWF- Aueninstitute, Botanic Garden KA,  

Reg.Präs. KA, local forestry office,  

Forestry Research Freiburg, JKI Siebeldingen, BLE  

(pilot contract in progress) 

 

In situ documentation of PGR in Germany 



In situ documentation of PGR in Germany 



Linking ex situ and in situ conservation activities 

via documentation 

 ex situ    in situ 



Linking ex situ and in situ documentation 

start search ex situ 



Linking ex situ and in situ documentation 

start search in situ 



 Scope :  

 landraces as defined by EU seed legislation 

 conservation varieties (to be replaced by?) 

 amateur varieties (to be replaced by?) 

 “old” varieties (to be discussed?) 

 “non-defined” landraces growing on farm land 

 

 On farm data included from: 

 projects funded by BLE / BMEL, e.g.: 

 Survey on Grapevine Genetic Resources in Germany 2007-2009 

 Cultivation data of regional crop landraces from Länder programmes of some 

Länder 

 Cultivation and seed propagation areas of species and varieties in use 

 

On farm documentation of PGR in Germany 



Linking on farm and ex situ information 

Vitis variety „Albana“ 

On farm 

Ex situ 



Overview of the descriptors for the ex situ, in situ and on farm data in PGRDEU (13.05.2014) 

Ex situ descriptors In situ descriptors On-farm descriptors 

Descriptors for the identification of the data set 

NICODE NICODE NICODE 

    NIENUMB 

NFPEX? NFPIN? NFPON 

Taxonomic descriptors 

GENUS GENUS GENUS 

SPECIES SPECIES SPECIES 

SPAUTHOR SPAUTHOR SPAUTHOR 

SUBTAXA SUBTAXA SUBTAXA 

SUBTAUTHOR SUBTAUTHOR SUBTAUTHOR 

CROPNAME CROPNAME CROPNAME 

ACCENAME ACCENAME? ACCENAME 

Description of the location 

ORIGCTY ORIGCTY ORIGCTY 

ELEVATION ELEVATION ELEVATION 

DECLATITUDE DECLATITUDE DECLATITUDE 

LATITUDE LATITUDE LATITUDE 

DECLONGITUDE DECLONGITUDE DECLONGITUDE 

LONGITUDE LONGITUDE LONGITUDE 

COORDUNCERT COORDUNCERT COORDUNCERT 

COORDATUM COORDATUM COORDATUM 

GEOREFMETH GEOREFMETH GEOREFMETH 

INSTCODE OWNERCODE FARMERID 

    HOLDERNAME 

  LOCATION LOCATION 

  OWNER   

  NATURRAUM   

  Land Use   



Collection specific descriptors 

COLLSITE COLLSITE COLLSITE 

COLLDATE COLLDATE COLLDATE 

COLLCODE COLLCODE COLLCODE 

COLLDESCR / COLLNAME COLLDESCR / COLLNAME COLLDESCR / COLLNAME 

COLLINSTADDRESS COLLINSTADDRESS COLLINSTADDRESS 

COLLMISSID COLLMISSID COLLMISSID 

COLLNUMB COLLNUMB COLLNUMB 

COLLSRC COLLSRC COLLSRC 

OTHERNUMB     

Description of the population 

ACCENUMB Population Identifier LRNUMB 

  ORIGIN   

  VITALITY   

  NUMBER AREA 

  DOMINANCE   

  IUCN threat classification   

Monitoring and measures at the place 

  MONITORDATE MONITORDATE 

  MONITORNAME MONITORNAME 

  Monitoring Institute Code   

  Monitoring mission identifier   

  Conservation action in place   

  Conservation action classification   

  MEASURESDATE   



In situ descriptors Ex situ descriptors 

OWNERCODE (WIEWS) DONORCODE or OTHERNUMB 

Population Identifier ACCENAME, DONORNUMB or OTHERNUMB 

ACCENAME ACCENAME 

COLLLNUMB COLLNUMB 

ORIGCTY, collection data, coordinates ORIGCTY together with collection data and 

coordinates 

Linking ex situ and in situ documentation 



On farm descriptors Ex situ descriptors 

FARMERID (WIEWS) DONORCODE or OTHERNUMB 

LRNUMB DONORNUMB or OTHERNUMB 

ACCENAME ACCENAME 

COLLLNUMB COLLNUMB 

ORIGCTY, collection data, coordinates ORIGCTY and SAMPSTAT together with 

collection data and coordinates 

Linking ex situ and on farm documentation 



 Documentation is key for broadening access to important in situ PGRFA for research 

and breeding (option for ITPGRFA: Art. 12.3 h) 

 genetic reserves may equally provide access to PGRFA under pre-defined 

conditions 

 In situ data would make EURISCO attractive for other users (conservationists) 

 

 On farm documentation may have some financial implications (EAFRD) and may 

serve registration requirements (seed legislation) 

 On farm data could have a monitoring role (baseline data) and serve an indicator 

function for genetic erosion (e.g. an option for SEBI indicators) 

 On farm data would make EURISCO attractive for other users (e.g. NGO; gardeners)   

 

 Linkage of different data types offers synergies at accession level (on farm: 

characteristics, health…; in situ: locations, endangerment…)  

 EURISCO become „one-stop-shop“ 

 

Arguments for in situ and on farm data in EURISCO 



 EURISCO should be able to serve international, regional, national and institutional / 

local requirements 

 

 Reporting in situ and on farm data to EURISCO would complement the overview on 

PGRFA in Europe und would provide important additional information to promote 

research and breeding as well as conservation and monitoring purposes  

 

 Useful descriptor sets for in situ and on farm reporting available for discussion; but 

we need    

 to amend some descriptors 

 to choose an appropriate smaller set of descriptors for reporting to EURISCO 

(less mandatory fields) 

 to set up a joint group of the in situ, on farm and doc & info WGs 

 

 It is recommended to link the different data types in EURISCO 

 

Conclusions 



International initiative of Kew and Crop Diversity Trust 

www.cwrdiversity.org 

In situ role for EURISCO 



 
Nice vision? 

 
Thank you for your attention 


