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ITNTRODUCTEON

The Technical Caonsultative Committee (TCC) held its third meeting in
Reykjmvilk, Tceland, 1719 Oacember, 198%, by kind invitation of Dr. Thorsteinn
Tomasson, Direchor of the Agricultural Research Institute.

N list of partigipants is shown in Appendin T. apelogies For absence
waera rrecaived From Dr. H. Skov (Dermark) and Prof. L. Ksehre (Chairman of
IBPCR: Prof. J.7T. Williams represantad the Board of IBRGR). Dr K. Temiz
(Turkay) and Prof., E. Porceddu (ITtaly), although invited, did not attend.

The Gomnibtes elected Me. G, Jenkins as Chairman. The Agenda, as
approved, is shown in Appendix I¥.

. Thorsteinn Tomasson welcomed the TCC and Prof. Willisms, in his
capacity as Execultive Secretary of LECP/GR, in an  introductory stabtement,
outlinaed the tasks of the meeting. Since the meeting will be the last to take
place in Phase TT of ECP/GR and an asvaluation of the programme has Lo be mada
for submission to UNMDP, FaO, IBPGR and participating governments, it was felt
that Cthe TCC could perform this tasl. Proposals For the implementation of
Phase ILI have also to bhe formulataed. Mr. P. Prins, UNDP Director for Europe,
aiplained that this mechanism would provide an effective and economic way of
producing on avaluation, which in view of the relatively small UNDP dinput to
Lhis project, should be acceptable te all parties. Thae meelting nominaltaed a
smanll Evaluation Panel (see Appendix VI) to draft a report for consideration
ancd approval of the TOCCO,

REPORT
Raview of activities of Phase I'Y
L. The Committee established, From @among its members, six subgroups

chargad with considering in dekail the work carried oub by the six Working
Groups  of Phase II and to assess progress angd summarize this for  the
Committaa . Thae main Findings are itemized below. (Fha Ffull texts of the
subgroups deliberations are provided in Appendix IIX).

Barlay. The European BRBarley Data Base (EBDB)Y at Zentral Institut fur
Genetik und Kulturpflanzenforschung (ZLGUK), Gataersleban, GIOR now includes
50,000 accessions From 2% collactions in 21 countries. A methodology For
idantification of duplicates has been astablished and the major information
raguirements of barley breeders from the data base have been identified. It
was agraeed that substantial progress had bean made, All countries have taken
action to provide passport data bto the EBODR.

Prunus. The Europesn Prunus Data Base (EPDB) has been established at
Mordic Gane Bank (MNGB)Y, and & First edition of catalogues for almond, apricot,
charry, plum, pears, rootstocks amd wild specigs: ware available. 9,000
accaessions  are included. Descripltor lists have bean published and rescue

collecting of Uthreatemed germplasm had beoen indtiated in seven countries. The
Committes agraaed that the worlk had been conductaed in & very realistic way and
the results are impressive. There is no major urgency to sort out duplicates
bacause theaey may'represent only about 15%,




Farage . Mine Ruropean fuorage data basaes: (Pom spp. alt Braunschwaig
Genaebank (BGRC)Y, Fadaral Republic of Garmany; perrenial Medicago at Groupe
d'Etude at da Contrdle des Varietés st de Semences (GEVES INRA), France;
Bromus spp. at Research Centre far Agrobotany (RCA), Tapioszele, Hungary;
at Germplasm Institute (CNR),
Baved, Italy: Rag: Festuca  spp. al Plant Breecding  and
Acclimatization Tnstituba (THAR), Radzikow, Peland; anmial Medicage spp. and
Trifolium subterraneum at Agricultural Research Service (INIA), Badajoz,
Spain; Phleum spp. at Mordic Gene Banl (MGR), Sweden; Trifolium pratense at
Faederal Agricultural Research Station (RAC), Changins, Switzerland; Lolium
multiflorum, L. peaerenne and Trifelium repens at Welsh Plant Breeding Station
(WPBS), Abarystwyth, UK), vapresenting 15 spaeciaes or group of species, ara now
astablished and have produced preliminary catalogues. In addition, twoe IBPGR
dascriptor lists had been produced, respectively For grasses and legumaes. The
Working Group's proposals for collecking bhad proved te be over-ambitious in
ita timetabling, although several countries had organized rescue missions. It
wias judged that considerable progress had been made.

annual Lolium, Phalaris spp. and

Lylis spp. el

Allium, AN Euwropean datia base (WMational Vegetable Research Station,
MYRS, UK) has been established and & First perint-oult contains data on 3000
accessions From 12 countries. Two designataed collections for Europe have boen
astablished, one for base stormge of seecds in RCA, Hungary, and one Ffor
vagetative materdal with long-day requirements in Research Institute of
Vagatable Crowing and Breaeding, Olomouc, GS3R. Significant gaps remain to be
filled before a comprehensive network can hbe said to exist. The priorities
Far collaction dafined by the Working Groups had been only partly fulfillaed.

gunflowaer., Twa Euwropaan data bases, one For cultivated sunflower (CRI,

Sragad, Hungsry) and one for owild sunflower (Thstikuba For Field and Vegetable
Craops, IFVC, MNovi Sad, Yugoslavia) had been established and preliminary
ELtrnpearn Ligts are avallabie. A sunflower descriptor List has been
pulilished. Collaboration was established with the FAQ European Sunflower

Metwork and institutions oubside the ECP/GR e.g. USDA/ARS, U5A, Fundulea,
Romania and VIR Leningeacl, USSR, Tt was concluded that the work stemming From
racommendations of the Worlking Graoup had been moast effective.

Avena. AN Ewropean data base at BORC/FAL, Braunschweig, FRG has been

astablishad and prasently contmins the data Ffrom about 50% (12 collections in
11 countries) of known collections., An Avens descriptor list is in press.

Collecting of  wild mataerial has baan organized ancl then subsaquant
charactarization/evaluation initiated,

2. an IBPGR  status  reporlt on the importance of ceollecting Rhizobiuym
concurrantly with its symbiotic host legume in Lemperate and Mediterranaan
araas was tabled. This had been raquasted by the second maeeting of the TCC.

Appreciation was aexpressed to Me. E. Bavies, the IBPGR Forage OFFficer and the
TCC agread thal the report should be passed to thae Forage Working Group for
Further action.

3. The Secretariat informed the meeting on progress in compiling the third
adition of the Guropean Oirectory, which should be published by Summer 1986.

4, The achievemants 1in training were congidered satisfactory (see Appaendix

TV ). Tt was pointed out  that the main  emphasis  had  been given to

documantation and this was understandable and desirable. Tt was noted Lthat
Worlking Groups had identified more neads For training than had sctually baeen
ragueshed. The membaers TFrom Czechoslovakia, Greece, Yugoslavia and Poland
exprassad their gratitude on behalf of the IPF countries for bhe support thay
had received Ffor training; as a seswult bhe traimned personnel would be directly
involved in helping the ECP/CR programme in the futurae,




Survaey on In Sity Conservalbion of Crop Relativas

5. D, Williams presented the results of & study on the distribution in
Ewrope of salected wild species, Prunus, Malus, Allium as well as two forage
spaecies (see Appendix V). The report was prepared by the Secretariat
Following a recommendation of the TOO in 1984, N number of organizations
collaborated: IUCN; MAB Programme of UNMESCO, Paris, France; Flora Europaeae
Offica, University of Reading., UK., Museum Mational d'Histoire Naturelle,
Paris, France as well as a number of individual scientists., The distribution

of resarves ware mapped but unfortunately, due to administrative constiraints,
the maps could not be tabled at the meeting. Several constraints on  the
acguisibion of relimble information were emphasizead:

(i) lass than 10% of protected areas have lists of plant species.

(ii) almost no ecological information associabted with species
distribution is available.

(iii) no datia exist on population variability.

The reporlt stressed priority needs to survey, in particular in Turkey, Greece,
Ttaly and Yugoslavia, and wikth lower priority, to survey in 3. France,
Bulgaria, Switzerland, Spain and Israel. The Committee agreed that the raport
revealed major problams in coming to terms with the scientific issues involved
in in situ conservation and that in doing so it had made a significant
conbribution to this field of worlk.

6. Tt was racognized that the priorities for  the numarous nature
conservation organizations did nobt accord with genetic resouwrces priorities.
The Committee considered at length the means to ancouragae and promote studies
on distribution, genetic variability, ecology and related factors of wild
relatives of orops. This is an enormous task wnd it implies a multid
cdisciplinary approach. The need for such an approach was exemplified by a
recant study on the biological structures of native populations of wild emmar
wheatt in Tsraal. This invelved 1% scientists from different institubes and
only trested & specific aspect of imn sity conservation. The Committee aygreed
theat such large projects are outside the present Funding possibilities of the
FCR/GK.

7. The Committee was of the opinion that high prlority For field survey
and study should bhe accerded o populatiocns of fruibts in Greece, Italy, Turkey
and Yugoslavia whare  many species show apacific/limitad distribution.
Monethelass the Committeas racordad that in many of these countries there are
insufficient local specimlists to carry out the work.

a. The TOC therefore concluded tThat ECR/CR should urge Governments to
initiate actions on in situ studies and this should not be restricted Lo those
spacias listed in nppendix V para. 2. Addt bionally, the Prunus Working Group

should be asked to consider paessible forms of collaborative action on the
Prunus ganepool and Lo provide a conceptual base which could be applied to
ather crops or groups of species.

Proposals for Phase TIIL

9. The TCC reviewed priorities for the crops which should recaeive
attention wsing the establishad criteria of economic importance, bthe presence
of a significant European genapool and the threat of genetic eresion. In

addition to the six c¢rops dealt with +in Phase TIL, these includad Beet,
Brassica, Gitrus, Cotton, Lupinus, Maize, Phaseolus, Pisum, Potato, Secale,

Tobacco, Vicia Faba, Vitis.




1O TE was agraaed that the Following should et be included:

1. , Cotton: the primary genepools are not European and faw

counktries out of the 26 members had major interest in these
Crops. TIBPGR is alraady taking care of necessary international

coordination,

2. Lupinus: primary genepool for grain forms is outside Europe and
adequate collecting of Mediterranaan  forms is taking placae.
Actual problems =Yl connectad to hraeading rather than
conservation, fin international organization (Asociation

Intermacional del Lupino) alreacdy exists and considars genaetic

Fazources.

3. Maize: the primary genapool is outside Europe; sacandary

diversity is widely used and a FNO  subenetwark on genetic
reazources has been implemanted.

4 Potalte: EEC activities on old cultivars are on-going and the
primary genepool is oubtside BEurope.

5. Tobacco: primary genepool oubside Europe and the Commititee did
not wish to see priority sccorded to this crop.

6 v 2 a: camprehensive coliecktions axist; LCARDA has assumed
& major responsibility.
11, Secala had a Working Group of ECP/GR in Phase T and in Phase II,

although in the latbter case noe suppart was provided cdue to lack of funds. Mo
major gaps in collecting are currently identifiable. The work of the Polish
genebank in establishing a dats base and producing & catalogue was  much
appraciated, and bthe continuation of this work was recommended. It was mlso
racagnized that immediate problems relate to breeading rather than to
consarvalion. Ty oackdition, it wias recognized that the wider genepool is found
in Turkey and, in accordance with the philosophy of ECP/GR, it i3  the
respensibility of national programmes to consarvae their own genapools,

12. Datailad discussion took place on Beet, Brassica, Phassoulus, Pisum and
V E

[

Baet. Thare =are limited collections of beets in Europe and there is
concern Tor collecting vegetable beats as well as beats Fforming part of the
sugar beel genepool. Reganeration is difficult and the number of regenerated
accaessions is insufficient, as well &as the number of seeds in each. It was
noted thalt Greece bhas taken major asction on wild material and there iz likely
to be bilateral coopesration between the Netherlands and the Faederal Republic

of Garmany on beet genetic resources, starting in 1986.

Brassica. There ts saricus genetic ercesion of local types of
cultivated forms as well as of wild species. TEBPGR supporits & programme for
coliecting the wild populaticns around the Mediterranean basin and this will

be continued. The TFormer EEC Group has defined a detailed programme for
cultivated Porms but, unfortunately, this organization has not provided more

Funads Tor this activity.




Phasaeglus. Ganelbic erosion was racognized Ffor landraces of all the
cantral and south-east European countries. The TCC thought action was the
responsibhility of the particular Governments,

Pisum. See paragraph 15.

Vitis. Severe genebtic erosion of this European genepool is occurring
and collecting is needed particularly in the Mediterranean. Ikt was noted that
maintenance of clones and storage of seaeds are complementary and that no
ganaebanks were adeguately conserving seed samples. Bulgaria, Greece and
3 genetic resources and other countries have

Tsraal have taken action on V.

arpraessacd their interast.

13, After lengthy debate, taking into account Fimancial constrainbs, it was
agraeed that none of the group of crops mentionaed above should have a formal
Working Group in Phase IIY, despite the recognition of prablems to be solved,
is and Brassiga. However, it was strongly

particularily for Beaet, Vi

recommended that coordinating action be taken by the Secretariat on an ad hog
bmsisz, This will assure Flaxibility necessary to adapt toe changing situations
and cost-aeffectiveness within the limitations of the budget.

la. The TOCG reguests Governments to provide Ffull supporkt for the initiation
ar continuation of action for the crops listed in paragraph 13, especially to
arganize rescue colliacting of the material under thraat.

15, Pisum was & Working Group of ECP/GR in Phase I and in Phase IT but in
the latter case ne support was provided due to lack of Funds. Zxktensive,

we ll-documented collections have been established but concern was aexpressed
about the futuwre maintenance of two of them. The SZecretariat was reguested to

take appropriate action.

16, The positive progress of the existing six Working Groups was recognirzed
(saa paragraph 1)}. However, much still remains €to be done to achieve a truly
collaborative network serving the wusers. Therefore it was decided that the

sin Working Groups should remain active and be fully suppeorbted in Phase IIIL.
Meetings should be convened only when strongly justified after assessment of
progress and following recommendations ofF the second meaetings of each Working

Gy .

17. Recommendations for the reinforcement of ongoing activitilies/eventual
changas in orientation ¢r emphasis of the six Worlking Groups were ageraeed as

Follows:

Barley. The EBDB will bhe expected o completely Fulfil its duties
towards national genebanks and users for provision of complete passporlt data
and selacted charactaerisation data hy 1988,

The raport of @& Barley Workshop held st ZEGuK, Gatersleben, was
examinaed and the raport was referred to the Working Group For detailed
consideration, Therse was a general consensus on the Following points:

@l Mational genabanks should start ta BrOCLre the
characterisation/evaluation data requested by the Workshop

(2} Govarnments should Fully support their researchers engagad in
the astablishmant af refarence collections categorized by
disaaszsa resistance phenotypes, taking a&as an example the Plant
Braeding Institute, Cambridge., UK, for mildew




c) The screantng For the character combination short  straw/ long
roats was of the utmost interest, but should be addressed to the
community of breeders rather than curators.

Prunus . Tha publication of camplaete catalogues of
passport/charactarisation/avaluation datm @& proposed by the second meeting of
the Prunus Working Group, is expected in 19287. This will be a milestona in
the ackivities of the Working Group and from tthis stage the Working Group will
have to encourage more study on variation patterns and wild species including
in situ studies on the Prunus genepoocl.

Governmaents should be requested to nominate natiomal germplasm lisison
officars for Prunus as recommended by the Working Group. Crop Coordinators

should also recaive From their respective Govaernments all NecRsIary

racogrition and support as sgon as possible.

Foraceas. The Europaan forage data bases will integrate an adequate
amount of data by the begimning of 1987 to render full services to users. The
TCC encouraged the Working Group to identify and then carry out new selective
collecting Following careful analysis of data existing in data bases and from

herbarium spacimens and literature in order to aevolve an eco-geographical

approach . It alse stresses Lthe neaed for a Tirm commitment From national
programmas  To support  the expansion of existing collections by the
incorporation of newly collectad material.

Allium: The Commitlee urged  that the curators of the A

collections which are shill not yet participating in the activities of the
Aallium Working Group should send passport data asz soon as possible in ordar
that the European Allium data base may be comprehensive and fully operative by
1087, Ambitious targets had been assigned for collaecting by the first meeting
ol the Wordking Group, Phase YT, and it was strongly recommended that these
objectives should be met during Phase III. The continuation of the activitiaes
will have to be ra-schadulaed by the second meeting of the Working Group and in
acddition, the TCC requests this meeting to ijidentify potential third country
guarantine Facilities Tor exchange of vegetabive material with disease

indexing and cleaning up of stocks.

Thae Europaean sunflowar data basaes should achieve the
ehiectivaes assigned by the Ffirst meeting in 1988 and thae TOC expected the
Working Group, sacand  meebing, to  recommend  an  adequate progeamma of
activities Ffor Phase TIT. The collecting of wild material should be continued

through the international work of IBPGR.

Avens: The Ruropean Avena data base shouwld receive sufficient dati; by
the end of 1988 in order to start services to users., It was recommanded that
due attention should be paid in Phase ITL in respect of short term priorities
far breading. Contrary to the apinidon of the Warking Group's First meeting,
the TGO thought that strong genebic erosion of some landraces is ococureing in
some counbries due to  rapld contraction of the cultivated asrea (Greece,
Yugos lavia and Poland) and reguests the Woerlking Group to examine this problem
agmin. It was emphasized that collecting and studies on the wild Avena
ganepoel should both conbinue as this is of peimary importance For Tuture

developments in oat breeding.

18. Full support of Governments to achtivities of their European data base
is & preraguisite to the effective and timely operation of Phase IIE of the

Pragramme .




19, Governmenks are also reguasted o provide full support For other
specific input—in-kind identified by the second meeting of the Working Groups
without which a Phase IIY is not justified,.

Praliminary responses From governments concerning Phase ITT

20, wWhareas all member Governments have in the past approved the need for a
Phase IIL, 11 countries, namely Austria, Belgium, Federal Republic of Gaermany,
Finland, German Democratic Republic, Grasce, Ireland, Poland, Switzerland,
Turkey and United Kingdom had formally declared their support Ffor the
implementation of Phase LTI, AL were Favourable and agread that a
coordinating body was necessary and that this should be continued under asgis
of IBPGR. Four of these countries (Belgium, Ireland, Finland, Switzerland)
hac indicated that they wouwld he ready to contribute an annual sum For the
threa years of Phase IIT eguivalent toe that paid for the last year of Phase IIL.

21. The meeting received informal information about the intentions of the
fo'll lowing:

- UK will contribute a funding equivalent to Phase II on  the
condition that other countries will join the Programme.

Czachoslovakia will contribute to Phase III with same annual
cash amount which they gave in the last year of Phase IT

Denmark, France, Greece, Yceland, Israel, Methaerlands, Morway,
Sweadan, Yugos Liavia YR indicated that they axpactk to

participate

- Faederal Republic of Germany indicated that inputs-in-kind would
ba provided, but no information could be given regarding the

cash contribution.

Thae Garman Democratic Republic and Poland are ready to provide
in-kind but have difficulties in contributing

substantial inputs-

in cash.

22. Members Trom certain countries not only indicated their readiness to
provide inputs-in kind, as reguested by the Working Groups., but also gave a
Iist of additional inputs thay seem prepared to make. The NMetherlancds is

ready  to act as a European data base should the need arise and Poland is
prepared to organize meetings as well as to take more raesponsibility for
documentation.

23. It was agreaed that the IBPGR should send with this report of the TOCC, &
iton in Phase

laetter requesting Firm commibments from Governments, Participat
ITY of ECP/GR will be formally achieved by signature of & Letter of Agreaement.

24, Tt was agreed that a TCO should be convenad towards the end of Phase
TXY to make an assessment of achievemenls. In the meantime the Secretsriat is
aslad to send annual progress raeports to all participating countries in which
changes of direction inm activities should be itemized and justified.




Any Gther Businoess

25, The meeting noted the Nordic Genebank's duplicate store in permafrost
in Swalbad, Datatls will be Finalized by the MOB and the IBPGR so that space
for duplicate collaections can be fully international in accordanca with IBPGR
designations.

26, It was requasted that all European data bases should duplicate their
data For  storege at another safe location. Whan data bases are Fully
oparattional it is recommended that thaey should, as a matter of routine, make
their data svailable in magnatic form to all collaborating genebhanks.

27. The TCC expressad formal thanks to the UNDP for its support of ECP/GR.
UNDP  through iks representative noted that this project had been gratifying
and veally a model in  the sanse that Govaernmants had alresdy started
cooperation in  the first 2 phases and were determined to carry on  the
activities. The UMDP assistance comes to an end. Mr. Prins asked Dr. Pencic
ko convay the mealbting's appeaciabion toe Mr. Maliedo who had been active in
aztablishing tho programme,
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4,1 Raview of pragress in implamentation of recommendations of the
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4.2 Repart on the Barley Workshop held at Gatersleben, DDR, 1920
Novembaer 1965,

Prunus Working Group Activities

5.1 Review of progress in implementation of recommendations of the
First meating.

5.2 Raport on the Prunus Working Group second meeting held at
Firanzae, 22 24 Ockober 1985,

Farages Worlking Group Activities

6. Raview of progress in implementation of recommendations of the

first meeting.

6.2 Report on the sacond meeting held in Carlow, Ireland, &-10
Octohar 198%,

6.3 Report on the Importance of Collecting Rhizabium caoncurrently
with its symbiotic host Legume in Temperate and Mediterranean
ArQas. )

Allium Working Group Activities

7.1 Review of progress in dmplementation of recommaendations of the

first meeting.

7.2 Provisional Agenda and result on  survey to Allium breeding
information needs Tfor the second meeting of the Working Group,
Olomouc, 79 January 1986.

Sunflower Working OGroup: review of progress  in  implementation of
recaommendations of the first meeting.

Dyana Working Group: raviaw  of e e 5 i implementation of
racommendations of the first meeting.
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i1,
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13,

14,

Third edition of the Euwropean Directory.

Achievemants in training.

SITU CONSERVATION

Report on survey on in situ conservation of crop relatives.

Future action.

PROPOSALS FOR PHASE IIIX

15,

16,

Preliminary responses firom governments concerning Phase IITL.
Objectives for Phase ITIT
16.1 Continuation of the work of the Workimg Groups.

16.2 Other objactives @.g., additional Warl ing Groups, in situ
conservation, etce.

Qrgantzational Frameworik For Phase ILI and budget.

Piractical aspects and legal guestions For the implementation of Phase IIX.

OTHER ITEMS

19.

20.

Any other business.

Drafting of evaluation report and recording of decisions reached by the
maeaeting,

Considaration of raport{s) and approval by Technical Consultative

Caommittes.
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APPENDIX TIIX

EVALUNATEON OF THE SIX WORKTING GROUPS OF
PHASE TIX, BY SUBGROUPS OF THE TCC

1. Review of activities

Following the identification of ZIGUK, Gatersleben as the lead institute
far the cooperative work on barley & meeting held there in May 1983
oublined the broad recommandations for the asctivity of the Working

Giroup . More recently a Workshop bhad met in Gatersleben in November 1985
ton attempl to identify the requirements of barley breeders from germplasm
collections., i Workshop on practical aspects of exchange of information

(held at Radzikow) had substantially contributed +to the practical
information handling of tha barley genetic rescurces of Euraope.

The TOCC hagd discussed the report of the FPirst Gatersleben meeting of
1983, had received the report of the Workshoep of 19853 and & 'Review of
Prograess' was circulated by the secretariat and tabled as paper 2 at the

prasant meeting. Computerization of barley data was somewhat delayed
hecause the necessary hardware was only dnstalled in Jurme 1985, In

associabion with ZTGuK, Dr. %, Blixt, landskrona, Sweden, had helped to
compile the data senlk on magnetic tapes dnto a more readable Fform.
Considaerable prograss was made in the compilation of the Europsan Barley

Database (EBOBR)Y, even though information is still awsited from a faw

countirias.,

Z. Realization of objectives and aulputs

Broadly speaking, the group had set its objective as 1) the creabtion of @
Furopaan Barlay Database (EBDB) by collating and centrally computerizing
tha available information recaived From the participating countries and
Fram this 2) a definitive European Barley List (EBL) can be printed. The

EBOR had been separsted into:

@) & section For mnamed accession
9] collected material
) wild species

Several addenda had also been produced listing various acronyms usecl. In
total 49,767 accessians From 25 collaections in 21 countries were included
in the EBDB by October 1985,



by

usions

The bharley group had made substantial progress  in achieving the
compilation of the ESDR, It is clisar that many duplicates exist within
harley collactions and a procedure neaded to be adopted for their
identification, Tt is intended that the Working Group will reconvene in
May 1986,

It is not anticipated that there should be a fundamental change of
diraection +in Phase ITT since much s$till  remainsg to he done in  the
rationalization of the EBUH.

The dinteraction bketween the EBDE and barley breeders is likely Lo pose a
number of problems e.g. 1f breeders are te faed-back large numbars of
evaluation data to the EBDB the computer facilities st Catersleben will

not be able to cope with them.

It seems probable that extansive evaluation datea will be best stored in
national catabases or breeders individual data bases and bthab generalized
statements only nead to be reflected in the EBDB,

Review of activities

Thae Prunus Working Group had met twice (1983 and in 1985). It appears
that the programme ddentified in 1982 has been realized on time. The
gquality of the worlk comducted in & very realistic way by the Prunus
Working Group is imprassive.

Realisation of aobjectivaes and oubtputs

11 crop coordinators have been appointed to cellate and sort out the
raguired information from collections.

an BEuropean Prunus data base, of which prints ave available, has been

astablished in the  European Prunus. This includes about 7,000
accessions; e claba o Furopaan charry collection, previously

computerized by the Polish gerne bank, will be added to the Nordic Genea
Bank (MOB)Y database in the near futura,

Descriptor lists Frav e haeen finalized and publisheacd; they Bt
comprahansive but as simple &3 needed, Colleckion missions have bean

actively conducted in several countries,

Ragistration: for commercial varieties and wild forms, only passport data
will bea included in the central clalin base; A sal of
characterization/evaluation descriptors will be registerad only Ffor
non-cammarcial cultivated types.

Crop coordinators will continue to make links between the curators and
the European Prunus  data base it s recommended that each crop
coordinator establish a computerized data base.

N First edition of Lthe crop catalogues (magnetic tapes and prints) will
be distributed by NGB in 1987,




Consarvation: bhe nablonal responsibility in maintaining local resourrces
is clemrly recognized;, it is recommended that each country nominate a
limison officar to coordinate national activities on Prunus.

The development of IBPGR interest for studies on long-—term conservation
of seeds on in vitro, buds and pollan is welcomed.

The dimportance of caenserving and using wild forms of crops and of
non--cultivatad ralated spaciaes is  underlined; several cooparative
programmas of study, dinvelving botanists, are necessary and in situ
conservation should receive more attention.

3. Gonclusions
For the future, attention is drawn to wild forms or species which must be
protected, but  wmlso studied in it  (ecological araeas, size of
populations, diversity of charactars, genetical structure, ecotypes,
differentiation, host/pathogen relationship, etec.). It might be a long
term PrOg ranme , invalving traditional botany as well as molecular
pilclogy, and oriented towards both agriculture and environment.

FORAGE,

1. Review of activities
The Forage Working Group was established in February 1984 and it met in
tarissa {Graeaescal). N osecond meeting of the group took place in Carlow,
Iraland, in Gotober 1985,
Thea TGo francd fraery prasaentad with raparts of baoth maetings.
Computerization of fForage data was conducted between the two meetings
with several institutes in Europe acting as central data bases.
The group has worlkaed out descriptor lists for both grasses and pasture
lagumas in coaperation with IBPGR and the European Economic Community
(EEC).
Considerable progress has been made in locating TFforage collections in
Europe and compiling passport data from these collections,

2. Raalization of objectives and oulpuls

In total 9 Forage Data Bases (FDB), proposed by the first Working Graup,
reprasaenting 15 species ware successfully established with the inclusion
of at least the minimum (8) agreaed passpoert descriptors. Thireea
additional FDB ware proposed by the second meeting and the Group was
aoptimistic aboult their beinyg accepted by the institutes proposad,

Aall astahlishaed databasas have successfully produced praeliminary
catalogues including the minimum agreed passport descriptors. Oon  the

hasis of available data it would seem that thaere are only faow nominal
duplicates between the collections coverad (10-15%), and therefore any
efforts towards rationalization of collections wouwld be urnwarranted. The
original forages descriptor Llist covered Bboth grasses and legumes.
Following recommendations of tha first Working Group's maeting the list
was split into two, finalized and published. Tha second meeting proposed
certailn additions to cover regeneration and eco-gaographical data.




The ariginal PIrogramme plannead For collacting proved to ha
ovealr ampitious ., However, sevaral countries collected forage material

within their own borders.

Tt is anticipated that the Forage Data Bases will extend their coverage
in tarms of both numbers of collections covered and number of descriptors
included. Europaan catalogues including more descriptors are plannaed.
Updates of these European catalogues would only be needed if there were
substantial changes in collections or available data.

T  is anticipated that +the targets set by the Worlking Group for
collecting material now considered in danger of extinction will be met

during phase LTIL. Any future collecting should be based on the analysis
of the material available im existing collections in relation to known
distribution of the apecies. This implies use of the FDB's to produce

maps of distribution relative to eco-geographic regions, and herbarium
and literature studies to determine reported distributions of these
species. The second Working Group's meeting emphasized the need to abtain
a Firm commitment Ffrom neational genebanks teo support maintenance of
existing collections on an on—going basis.

N suceasaful training course was held in Aberystwyth, UK, Mo further
courses are planned, but Lraining will be addressed on an ad hoc basis,

Raview of activities

The ium Working Group was established in May 1984 in Tapioszaele,
Hungary, and will meet in January 1986 in Glomouc, Czechoslovakia,

Remlisation of obhjmctives and oultputs

A network was established wikh specialists in 13 countries. However,
significant gaps still exist in spite of the efforts of the Jecretariat
and Working Group members to identify the relevant scientists in these
countries.

Data were raceived from 12 countries, totalling 2,966 accessions (data
from Tsrael relating to 221 Allium accessions had just been received).
Although all these data waere received from national coordinators or crop
specimlists there was no indication as to their representation of the

total holdings of countries.

The pricrities for collection defined by the Working Group waere only
gountries, only commercially availasble

partly acted upon. Within &
material was collected. The collection of landraces in EEC ceuntries and
othaer unfulfilled priorities should be vigorously promoted at a national

laval.

vitro techniques will be discussed by the Working Group in Olomouc
following the publications of a report on in vitro techniques for Allium
consarvation by the Hebrew University of Jerusalaem. Discussions might
wall lead to new recammencations For phaese TET.




6 Workshop on isozyme ztudias will teke place in Warsaw in June 1986
under the auspices of the EUCARPIA Section Genelic Resources, It is
recommancad  Chat  spealters with experience with Allium din this field

pragsent their work at this Workshop.

Nlthough the Working OCrouwp could foresee no major constraints to the
exchange of matarial in relation to guarantine regulaltioms, saeveral
problems have arisen in the practical attemphts to exchange vegetative

material. The transfer of vegetative material should be accomplished
Lhrough & thied country duarantine systaem, This option could include
"'cleaning' the material wvia meristem culture, Either diseass free

regenaratad plants or dilfarentiated material in culture could be uwsed
For aexchange purposas. These mathods and their practical uwtilization

shouwld be assassed Ffor inclusion in phase EIT.

Training needs to ba promated in all the areas which were dafined by the
Worlking Group. Taxonaomy and the techniques for dealing with vegetatively
propagated matarial should be especially promoted.

SUDNELOWER

1. Review of activities

The group held its First meeting in July 1984 at the Institute of Field
and Vegetabhle Crops (IFVG), Movi Sad, Yugosliavia with participation of 10

Europesn countries.

The draft sunflower descriptor list was submitted to sunflower scientists -
wll over the world For comnents arng 1t was published by IBPGR in summer
10485, The OCMEA Commithtee For Genetic Resources recommended the use of

the IBPGOR sunflower descriptor List o its members.

Following the recommendation of the first meeting the Chairman of the
sunflower Working GCroup participeted with I[BPGR support in & wild
sunflowey collacting missian in USA organized by the USDHA-MPGE in QOctaobar
Loan,

2. Realisation of objectives and outputs

Two Euraopean data pases, one For cultivaeted sunflowar and one For wild
matarial, ware established respectively in the Cereal Research Institute
(CRT)Y Szeged, Hungary and IFVC, NMovi Sad, Yugoslavis.

The two sunflower data hases have prepared draft preliminary Eurapean
lisks wusing data provided by the majority of the sunflowar germplasmn
centraes, Most of the data included in these lists has already beaen
chaclkad by originaters and the worlk is contipuing.

It dis gratifying that the Working Group established collaboration with
institutions owbside ECP/GR, @.g., USDNA, VIR Leningrad and the FAQ

European Raesaarch Metwork on Sunflower.



3. GConclusions

Tt is concluded that the Working Group has been working efficiently from
the baginning. The IBPGR descriptor list was published after a worldwide
circulation, Passport data have heen collected from all the main
sunflower germplasm cenbres and two draft preliminary European lists were

praparad.

IFVC Movi Sad should alse serve as a doacumentation centre but until now
NG papers or raferences have been received by the institute.

Tt is recommanded that special attention be paid to phytosanitary
maasures during collecting missions and axchange of material. When
possible a phytopathologist/entomologist should be included in  the
collaecting group.

The attention of the Working Group should be concentrated Ffirst on
idaentification of duplicates and secondly on the rationalization of the
avaluation work wsing & limitad number of selected waccessions in the
inttial phase.

The documentation officer of IFVC Movi Sad has participated in  the
IBPGR/EGP/OR Workshop on Exchange of Information in Radzilkow, Poland, and
a Graelk specialist was trained im IFVC, but there is a further need for

Eratining in most countriaes.

NVEMNA

1. Raview of activities

Tha Working Group was established in Sepltember 1984 and proposed the Full
daocumentation of fvena germplasm &s a First step in fulfilling the

objectives of better conservabtion, characterization and documantation of
oat collections.

2., Remlization of objectivas and outputs

The first step was the production of a preliminary European list based on
minimun passport data, with the target date of January 1986, Because of
the delayved supply of data to the central dekta base this date could not
be respected. but completion is expected in mid-March 1986. It is clear
Frrom data received that aboubt 50% of countries have responded and, for

many of these, data are incompleta. Data have not yet been received from
the Following countries: France, Gpain, The Netherlands, Israel,
Portugal, Switzerland and the Nerdic countries. Graater afforts are

neadecd by couwntry cosrdinators to stimelate the bransfer of data to the

cantral data base.

Passport data received by NMovember 1985 have baan compiled into a
provisional, dncomplete  List which has been circulated. Tha present
print out of the European Qat Data Base (EODR), Braunschweig, Federal
Republic of CGermany, includes information on 5,97% amceaessions from 12

inmstitutions of 11 countsries.




i draft descriptor list, worked out during the First Working Group
meebting, was circulated to oat workers iIn and outside the European
Programme, Tinalized and 1is in print, The central data base should

identify & saelected numbar of descriptors in order to increase efficiancy
and to increase the probability of cooperation by curators of collecltions.

Conglysions

It is expected that by March 1986 it should be possible to begin the
integration of the European Oat Datia Base with other significant data

bases such as Canada or USA.

Regarding interest im oat, Middle—European countries show an increasing
interast for culbivation of khis field crop. To Fit the needs of plant
breading, the material (landraces and older adapted varietiaes) listed in
the preliminary Furopean List and date base, respectively, should be
evaluatad in respect to relevant breeding characters to complete the
Europearn Oat Dabh Base in Phause ITI, Tt is recommendad that bthe Working
Group prepares & list of characterization and evaluation charactaers
ftalking into account priorities for breeding.

Contrary to the opinion of the Working Group it seems that urgent rescue
collecting for landraces and old culbivers still needs to ba done in some
countiries, swch as Greece, Poland and Yugoslavia.

In addition to training, workshops are recommendad in ordar to strangthern

the exchange of knowledge and to Foster cooperaltion.
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APPENDIX IV
ACHIEVEMENTS IN TRAINING

The six Working Groups recagnized that training is important to execute
their plans and recommended that the FOR/GR Secretariat should attempt to
identify training needs, inter alim through Country Coordinators,

For Allium, Forage and Avena, centras which could hest trainess were

idantifiad by the Working Groups. fAdditionally, the Barley, Forage and Avena
Worlking Groups recommended group training.

The Secretariat attempted to iddentify traiming needs through letter to
Country Goordinators, Enstitutes and through individual contmcts during wvisits,

The achievemaeants in training to date Follow;

i)y Individual training suppoirted by ECP/GR thirough study tours/attendance al
meetings or sharlt coutrses.

I. Bares, Rasearch Institute For Crop Production, Praha,
Graechos lovalkia, to Braunschweig genabani, Fadaral Repulhlic of
Garmany . Collogquium on Plant Genetic Resources and visit to the
ganalkank (2/12/85 to 11/12/85).

I . Doblacil, Research Institute for Crop Producltion genebank, Praha,
Czachos boval la, to  Birmingham University for genetic raesources
avaluation training (12/1/84 to 15/4/84).

. Koantms, Gobton and Industrial Plants Instituke, Thessaloniki,
Greeca, to Institute of Field amd Vegetable Crops, Yugoslavia for
Familiarization with sunlflower genetic rescources (15 te 21/7/85).

K. Kostow, Institute of Introcduction and Plant Genetic Resources,
YK.oMalkow!, Sadovo, Bulgaria to Welsh Plant Breeding Station, UK for
attendance at International Oat Symposium (14 to 18/7/85).

L. RNebli, Research CGCenter of Agrobotany, Tapioszele, Hungary, to
Imstitute Tor Horticultural Plant Breeding, Metherlands, for study
(H/8/85 to 5/7/10/8%).

on characterization and evaluation of Alli

V. Makewitch, Maize Rasearch Institute, Zemun, Yugoslavim ta Nordic
Gene Bank for study on documentation (Prunus and barley)(26/3/84 to
6/4/84).

I, Sarwinski, Plant Breading ard Acclimatizatian Institute,
Radzikow, Poland, %o Welsh Plant Breeding Station and NMational
Vegatable Research Station, UK, for study on documentation (4/3/8%5
to 3747855,

F. Valkaun, Rasamrch Institute far Crop Proaduction, Prahea,
Crachoeslovakia, to Birminghan Univarsity anad Plant  Breeding
Institute, Cambridge, UK, for study on use of genatic resources from
phy topathological point of viaew (L3/L1/85 to 23/1L1/85).



L. Veress, Research Center Ffor fgrobotany, Tapioszele, Hungary, to
National Vegetable Research Station, UK, for documentation and
transfar of OH1L1ium data (237 bto 29/5/84) .

ii) Group training course under aeqis of ECP/GR.

Collection, characterization and utilization of Fforagqes genetic
FasitCRs, Wo lsh Plant Breading Station, Ahaeryvstwylth, UK,
La4-2G/10/84.

1. Droushiotis, Agricultural Research Institute, Nicosiam, Cyprus.
B. Cagas, kesearch Station of Grasses, Roznov, Czachoeslowakia,

V. Vacek, Resemrch and Plant Breading Institute for Fodder Plants,
Troubsko, Crechoslovaliia.

M. Kaontsiotou and T. Vaitsis, Fodder Crops and Pastures Institute,

lLarissa, GOraaeca,
R. Kopyto, Department of Fodder Crops, HAR, Krakav, Poland.

YN Mej Elowsloi, Plant Braading and Ace limatization Institute,

Radzikow, Poland.

J.M. Baeta and E. Bettencourt, NMaticonal Agricultural Station,

OGeiras, Portugal.

<O, Sabanci, Aaegenn Regional Agricultural Research Institute,

Tamir, Turkey.

3. Dumancic and S§. Halawic, Institute for Breaeding and Plant
Production of Field Crops, Zagrab, Yugoslmvia.

Warkshop on exchange of information, Plant Breeding and Acclimatizalbion
Institubte, Radrzilkow, Poland, 2325 COctobaer 1084,

I. lLozanovw, Institute of Plant Introduction and Genetic Resources

"K.Malkou"™, Secove, Bulgaria.
Nn. Nella, Agricultural Research Imstitute, Nicosia, Cyprus,

V., Rocialewics, Research Institute of Plant Production, Praha,

Crachoslavakia,

A, Zamanis, Greal Gane Bank, Thessaloniki, Greeca.
Z. Veraess, Research Centre for Agrobotany, Tapioszele, Hungary.

L. Gusmao, National Agricultural Station, Oeiras, Portugal.

M. Mihaljevic, Institute of Fiaeld and Vagetsble Creps, Movi-— Sad,
Yugoslavia,
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npplication of Apple TE microcompubter in genebanks.
ITnstitute of Introduction and Plant Genetic Resouwrces "K. Malkou',
Sadova, Bulymeim, 21 25/0/86,

. Della, Agricultural Research Institute, Nicosia, Cyprus,

V. Rogalewicz, Rasaarch Institute of Plant Piroduction,
GCzachoslovakia,

M. Stavropoulos, NMorth Greece Agricultural Centar, Thessaloniki,
Graeaca.

J. Baeta, NMNational Agricultural Research Station, Qeiras, Portugal.

J. Saerwinski, Plant  Introduction angd aAcclimakbization Institute,
Radzikow, Poland.

Traineas sent to group training course organized by TIBPGR.

Internatignal training course on field cellecting.

University of Jarusalem, Rehovob, Israel, 3/84_t0 4/84 .
B. Matzov, Institute of Plant Introduction and Genetic Resources "K,
Malkov", Sadove, Bulgaria.

Documentalkbion training course in Beltswille, USA, 5-24/8/84.

i, Rogalewicz, fRasearch Institute Ffor Crop Production, Praha,
GCrzechoslavakia,

Z. Veress, Research Cenlter for Agrohotany, Tapiosrzele, Hungary.

Seadd physiology for genabanics

Geed Bank, Royal Botanical Garden of Kew, United Kingdom, 14/7/84 to
4/87584 .

B. Molski, Botanical Garden, Polish Academy of Sciences, Warsaw,
Poland .

Genebank Management Svastem Workshop.
Mowrdic Gene Banlk, 23.-26/11/84.

A. Bardy, Research Center for Agrobotany, Tapioszele, Hungsry.

2., Molski, Botanical Garden, Polish academy of Sciences, Warsaw,
Poland.

A, Tan, fAegean Regional Agricultural Research Center, Xazmir, Turkey.

Tamperate fruil germplsasm training course,
Univarsity of California, Davig, 7--27/7/85,

P, Stoyanov, Tnstitute of Introduction and Plant Genetic Resources
K. Malkov", Sadovo, Bulgaria.

T, Blazek, Institute of Pomology, Holovouzy, Czachoslovakia,

G, Tosipouridis, Pomology Tnstitute, Naocussa, Oreece,




J, Gargely, Development Enterprise for Fruit and Ornamentals,
Budapest, Hungary.

T. Jakubowski, Rasearch Institute of Pomology and Floriculture,
Skierniewice, Poland.

M. Gonlilsen, Aegean Regional Agricultural Research Institute, Izmir,
Turkay.

P, Lucic, Faculty of Agriculture, Sarajevo, Yugoslavia.

Sead Physiolaogy and Handling of Cenabanics,
Geneva, USA, 5.25/8/85,

L. Dotlacil, Research Institute for Crop Production, Praha,
GCezachos lovalkia.

M. Czuba, Plant Procduction and Acclimatization Institute., Radzikow,

o Land .
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APRENDIX

REPORT OM n SURVEY OM TM STITU COMSERVATIOAM

QF CROP RELATIVES

LNTRODUCTEOM

Follawing a recommendation of the Technical Caonsultative Committee of the
ECP/GR in PBecember L0984, & study was carried out on the disteibution in
Furope of wild species in the genepools of Prunus, Malus, Allium as waell

as  two Forage species, The study wimad wb identifying the distribultion
of  the species, the locations of raeserve areas whare in  situ
consarvations might be achigved and to see if there are any major areas

far further study.,

The species studied ware:

Allium schoanoprasum L. . Prunus cerasifera (Eheh.)
Nnllium ampeleoprasum 1. Prunus carasus L.

Bromus inermis Leysser Prungs caocomilia (Ten.)
Fastuca arundinacea (Schraber) Prunus domestica L.

Malus dasypbylla (Rorkh) Prunus dulcis (Millar)
Malus domestica (Borkh) Prunus fruticosa Pallas
Malus Floarentina (Zuccagni) Prunus mahaleb L.

Malus prascox (Pallms) Prunus persica L. (Batsch)
Malus sylvastris (Miller) ' Prunus prostata (Labill.)
Malus tribolatia (Labill) Drvnus ramburii (Beoiss. )
Prunus armeniacia L. Prunus spinosa L.

Piwrmds avium b Peunus tenella (Batsch)
Mrupus brigantina (Vill. din L) Prunus webbii {(Spach)

The fellowing organizations providaed data:

(i) ZUCN (FPlants Officer at HQ, Gland, Switzerlanc; Computer Monitoring
Centre (GMC) «f Cambridge, UK Threatened Plants Unit of CMC at
Keaw, UK)
(ii) MAB Program of UNESCO. Paris, France
(iit) Flora BEuropaea OFFice, University of Reading, UK
(iv) Musée NMational d'Histolire Maturelle, Paris, France

sa did & number Oof iLndividuals: all of whom are thanked. The biogenetic
reserve netwark of the Council of Europe, Strasbourg was not able to

provide information in time.

A series of maps were produced which summarize existing information




APPENDIX V cont.

Genaral conclusions

5.

Although Europe is axtremely weaell-known botanically, in comparison with
okthaer regions of the world, data on species distributions are still not
always available for local occurrences; nor have ecological parameters

of the speciaes in guestion been studied in depth. Hence whareas thae
broad distribution is known from the literature, information is not
widely available on Ffreguenciaes nor on population variability. From &
genaebic rasources point of view there could well be ganetic erosian which
is not immadiately identifiable. This would only hbe expected due to
changes in land wuse and environmental degradation, Monethalass to have

tha data on which to base any conclusions on genetic aerosion will take
manry vears of compilation of high guality field data from specified

GuUrvey s,

Wharoas protactad A s avearlan consicarably Wttty tha sapacias

distributions it i3 dmpeossible, «aft the present, bo ascertain whether
adaeguate populations are protected. Even wheare geographically protected
areas  overlap species distribution, protected aresas are often very
spacific a.g. for mountain areas and hence it dis not possible to assume

consarvation. Moust  protected arewms have nobt been proparly

inventaoriad For plant species and lists which do aexist have not been
computerized. Thus overlapping does not provide c¢lear evidence for in

8ibku conservation.

ITdaally an eco-geographic data base is necessary for these species’
ganapools and this should bhe relabted to use in breeding programmes. It
is suggestad that crop experlts carefully advise aon the potentiaml uses of
the materials because detailed action waould not be justified without real
naads being gquantified. The most pragmatic solution, in the meantime, is
to assume that, in the main, nature conservation efforts will preserve
adecumte parts of the genepools, This suggests, haowever, that there
should be bebter coordination between natures conservation efforts, crop
genatic raesources specialists, ecologists and fleld botanists. In a land
mass such @s BEurope efforts et the individual mnational level will vary
from country to country, Gomn  regional “oversight" could be helpful
wharain regional and international organizations cooperate.

Spaecies under threoat

8.

OF the species listed in para. 2, available evidence suggests 3 are rare

with significantly lTimited distributions. Thase are Malus Florentina.
Prunus  brigantina and P, ramburii. All three are found in Southern
Europe . Tt would seem logical that Field surveys shoulsd be initiated for

thase species.

Ralaticonships betwaaeny the species and cultivars
k I

Thae species studied fall into 3 main groups:
(i) sponbtaneous populabions of culbtivated species

(ii) widespread wild species with putative or krnown introgression with

cultivated species

(iiil) widespread wild species with no apparent introgression with

cultdivatad snacias
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The Ffirst group includes matarials introducecd in  historical times,
sometimas relatively raecent in the case of northarn Eurepe. Naturalized
populations, becausae of their cleoseness bto cultivabed material could be
valuakble for study both in situ and ex situ in  Field genebanks
(collactions)y of breaders e.g. those on the periphery of distribution
{usually the marginal areas of cultivation): Malus domestica, F.
armeniacia, P demaesticw, P, odulcisz and P, perasica.

The second group includes many indigenous species which have probably
introgressed Ffrom time to time with cultivars or are relabted to their
origin:,Allium ampeloprasum, . schoenoprasum, Bromus inermis, Festuca

arundinacen, Maluz sylvestris, Dedouws ayigm, [P

arnd F. spinosa. Since Tthey are mostly widespread it is toe be expacted
that  they are o be readily Found in proteched areas. BDescriptor list
far characterization of highly heritable characters apparent in a wide
range of environments could be davelopaed and data computerized.

The third graup includes Prunus mabaleb, £, prostrata, and others.

Nisteibutiaon patterns vary Fron widespraad o more loco Sevaral of

the fruil species are of interest as rootstocks.

Suhregional distributions

13.

Many spacies show disteribution patterns limited to southern Europe.
Priorities Ffor field survey would be the Following:

Mighast: Turkey, Greece, Italy and Yugoslavia
Lower: southern France, Bulgaris, Switzarland, Spain, Israel

Mational programmes of these countries should cansider Tileld survey and

planning of in reservaes pecaudse of the potential for future use of

the materials.

Irm the countries listed din para. 13, and 1in others, special attention
showld be paid o species which are Likely to be under some threat due to

envirormental changes. These would be specifically:

(idlass of diversity due o loss of small woodlands and hedges
(spontaneous population of P s and M and saome relict distribution

alf incigenous wild speciaes)

{(iidloss of diversity due Lo draining of wet lands (Allium, Festuca

eacotypas)
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APPENDIX V cont.

RVES TM COUNTRILE

There are few current data on protected areas in Albania available,
There are four internsticnally recognized national parks and reserves.

fugteris

The protected aress over 500 hectares in size which are within the
genaral distribution of these apecies are noted on the maps. Botanical
inventories of thesa FASQArVas B caoardinated by thea Institute for
Environmantal Sciences and Mature Conservation, the Austrian Association for
Nature Canservation and the World Wildlife Fund - aAustria (all headguartared

in Vienna).

letd

Therae are well over 50 small nature reserves scattered throughout the
counbry . Thare are three catagories of protected arems. Many of the reserves
contain highly altered vegetation and it can not be assumed that the spacies
arae adegquately protected in the prazent neltwork af protected areass. Because
the resarves are so close btogether, they cannot ke shown individually on the
ML} . Botanical inventories and park management programmes are coordinated by
the Mature Conservation Service of the Water and Forests Administration.

Bulgaria

There is an extensive network of protected areass including numaerous
biosphere raeserves. Howevelr three guarters of these are above 1600 m in
elavation. Coordination of botanical inventories of the hbiosphere resarvas
and other protectad areas involves the MAB National Committese of Bulgaria.

Gyprus

Thare is & madest network of protected areas though many important sites are

not protected.

Crechaslovakia

There is & modest number of nature reserves, national parks and biosphere
rasaervaes in Czechoslovakia. Teo obtain information for botanical inventories
as well as to make proposals Pfor additional field studies, the MAB Nationsl

Comnittee should be contacted.

Thare arae ovar 11 important protected areas though it is likely that Ffew

oft these contain the habitat types necassary for the specias. The Danish
Ministry of Environment coordinates work related to botanical surveys anal
reserve managament. Tt also may havae species inventoeries of other natural

sites which may have populations of some of the species.
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There are a numhar of protacted area categories including =ztrict nature

resarves, national parks, probected peatlands, virgin forests and nature
management areas. Some of the larger reserves are shown on the maps.

Information on thaese reservaes, including any botanical inventories, could be
obtained through the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry's Bureau of Natural
Resourves and  the ®Ministry of Enviveoioment's, Environmental Conservation
Division.

Francy

There iz an extensive network of national and regional parks as well as
locally controlled reuserves. Botanical surveys of these aresas have usually
involved the Directorates of Mature Conserwvation (for national parks) and the
Daepartmant of the Quality of life for regional parks) of the Ministry of
Frnuvironment. The National MAB Committee is also concerned with in situ

conservation of genetic resources a5 well as the Genetic Resourcas Bureau of

the Ministry of Rasearch.

FThere is an extensive cluster of protacted areas in Corsica. It includes
a regional park, netional parks and a biosphere resarve (Fordt Domaniale du
Fanga). Surveys of the island are coordinated through Dr. Olivier and the MAB
Mational Committes of France,

Thaere are still critical needs for additional protacted areas. There are
over 10 naticnal parks and & growing number of smaller reserves, To determine
whathar any of the species occur in any of the protected areas, it would be
nacassalry to contack the respective parlk managers, the Greel Forest Saervice
and the MAB National Committes. The local MAB network is probably the best
initial contact fFor proposals for field surveys.

Federal Republic of Germany

There wwre owver 1,000 rnature raesarves of which over 50 are greater than
5OO hectares in wrea (shown on enclosed maps). Marny of the smallar reserves
are privately owneacd. Eackh protected area is administered from one of four
levels: faderal, stabe, regional arncd local. Thare are nature conservation
institutes in each state and they covordinate research on respective reserves.
Thaese institutes, as well as the Federal Ministry for Food, Agriculture and
Faoraestry and the MABR National Committea, already have extensive data on the

plant species which exist within each reserva,




Carman Democratic Republic

There is an extensive network of mature resarves as well as two biosphere
Fasarues . Tha Institute of Landscape Research and Mature Conservation has
already zurveyed many of Lhese reserves. Tt could provide data on occurrences
of particular spacies as wall as consider proposals for additional field

stugdias.
Hungairy

There are ovaer 750 protacted aresas with over 133 under national
protaection fEx] national paris, landscape protected areas and nature
consaervation areas. The remainder are locally controlled nature conservation
areas and "natuwral assets”™. The larger protected areas are shown on the map,
There are several biocsphere reserves. To obtain infaormation on botanical
survays of natural areas, as well as to make proposals for additional field
wark, it would be necessary %o contact the Hungarian Department of AMature
Conservation plus the MNAB NMational CGomnittesa.

Iraland

Thera iz & modest rnetwork of national parks and nature reserves. The
larger parks are under the jurisdiction of the Office of Public Worlks and the
nature reserves ara managed by the Department of Fisheries and Foraestry,
Thare are Lwo bicsphere reuserveas, Tnfurmation on where species occur in the
network can be obtainaed from, and proposals for additional field surveying can

be directad to these twoe mgencies plus the MAB Mational Commitiea.

Farael

Thare is an extensive network of small reserves and national psurks., Most
are  administered under ¢ither the Nationel Poarlis nuthority or  the MNature
Rasarvas Authority. The protected areas of Israel bave been well-surveyed Ffor
plant species and & numsber of wild species n crop genepools have hean the
subjects of a number of papers. Professar Zohary of University of Jerusalem
in the expart with the greatest breadth of knowledge.

Thaere ara over 30 bhigsphaere reserves, national parks, strict nature
resaerves and managed nature rasarves. Some of these have been established for
tha comservaitlon and procurement of genelbic resources, Howavear, many spacies
and plant comminities in Ltaly are not represented in any of these reserves.
Acdministration of protected areas was at the natiomal level but has shifted to

the regions. Much of the surveys, advocacy and implementation for plant
consarvation has been done by mon-governmental groups notably, World Wildlife
Fund - Ttaly and Ttalism Mostra. Thae MNB Mational Committee and the Italian

Mational Raesearch Council (Consiglioco NMationale delle Ricercha) could supply

more tnformation.




Therae is an extemsive nebtwork of mature reservaes all of which are under

500 hectaras in area. Over half of the total wrea of the country is in some
Farm of protection, The counkry is active in the Council of Europe's
hiogenetic reserves programme. Thae WNational Conservation Council and the

Departmaent of Water Resources and Forestry, @as  wall as local nature
consarvation associations, have done extensive botanical surveys throughout
the countiry. They should be contacted in regards to species as waell as for
proposals for additional field studies.

Metherlands

Thare are over BO0O +tiny, protected natural areas throughout the country.
Many of these comprise artificlal landscapes. The Tnstitute for NMature
Managamant (Rijksinstituut wvoor Natuurbeheer) has done extensive surveys
thiroughout  the counkry  and could be coantacted for information on  the

disteribution of species.
Norway

There are 15 national parks and over 400 nature reserves in Norway.
However, fhe lowar elevations in the southern part of the country, where
populations of the species of intaerest ta this report are most likely to
oceur, are under--reprasentad. There i3 a Council For the Consearvation of
Mature and & Mature Conservabtion and Open—air Recreation Department in the
Mintstry of Environment. RBath have botanicial data and could be contacted for
information on spacies and propoesals Ffor Further surveying.

Poland

There is & modast netwark of biosphere reserves, parks and naturae
reservas. Most are in the higher elaevations. Administration is through the
Nature Conservation OFfFfice of the Ministry ofF Forests and Timber Industry.
Thare is & Mature Protection Institute which may have information on botanical
Survey s, This institute plus the MABR MNational Committes could be contacted
wikth any proposals For further survaying,

There is a modest network of national parks and nature raeserves.
Administration is wnder the National Service for NParks, Reserves and Heritage
| andscapas of the Department of Environment as well as the Forest Service,
There +is Ainvolvemant in the Council of Euwrope's network of bilogenetic
resarves, Tha Department of Envirenment could be contacted for information

and proposals for field studias.
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Thare are at least 26 bicsphere reserves, national parks and nature
Faserve:s ., Reguests For information from botanical surveys and proposals for
additional field resemrch could be directed to the MAB National Committee of

the necadamia Republicii Socimliste Romania.

Thare is a modest network of biocsphere resaerves, resaerves of scientific

interaest, national parks, and natural  parks. Some of these areas are
monitored by ICOMA, the National Institute for the Conservation of Nalbure.
There is an extensive, an-going survey of natural areas. For information on

cccurrences of species as well as to make proposals for additional field
studies, ILCONN and the MAR Mationsl Committee should be contacted.

Thaere are currently 70 national parks, nature reserves and protected
landscapes which conform to UNM/TUCHN criterim and another 1700 areas which are
ot so strictly protected. It is an impressive network and there has bean
care to make it representative of communities and species. There have also
been extensive botanical surveys of the natural areas of Sweden. To abtain
information on & specias or to propoese additional field study, the Research
Committae of the MNature Consarvation Section of the NMational Swedish
Environment Protectien Board should be contacted.

Switzerland

There is an extensive network of protected areas with ovaer 72 of them
morae than 500 hectaras in size. MHoweaver these are maeinly bhigher elevation
MRS S wheare thesea specias cannot  occur, Protected areas are usually

administered by the local Ganton, T the Twst two decades, all natural areas
in Switzerland have been wall inventoried and this data is available from
authoeritias of Cantons, The Swiss League For the Protection of Nature and the
Wowrld Wildlife Fund—Switzaerland have been two of the most active conservation

Corganizations,
Turlay
¥n comparison to its waalth of plant genetic diversity, particularly of

crop ganapools, there is not a fully comprehensive system of protected aress.
There are 17 national parks plus  bhundreds of mostly tiny reserves.
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Protaected areas are administered by the Ministry of Foraests. Botanical
surveys have been tentative wikth numerous areas poorly  known. Ragueszlks Ffoir
information From botanical surveys as well as proposals for field studies
could best be directed Through the University Botany Departments in or
invalved with Turkey, JIUCN contacts and the Ministry of Forests,

United Kinedom

The network of protected arems in the UK is the most extensive in
Europe. Tha bulk of in siku conservation efforts in the British Isles, which
wald be considered worthwhile, would simply consist of identification of
sites, monitoring and germplasm evaluation. From these data might emerge
cognizance of special management neads for respective populations which could
be communicated to reserve managers. This is probably the case, to a lessar

degraea, for all of northern Europe.

Thara are ovar 200 national parks and national nature raserves or
eguivalent areas in England, Scotland, Waelaes and Morthern Ireland. There are
also thousands of sites of Special Scientific Intaerest, local Nature Reserves

aned [ cf Vo luntary Organizebions. Thaiv mdministration and respective
ownarship and jurisdictions are highly complex and varied. There are a number
of o yoing rasearch efforts for thesa reserves. The NMatural Environment
Resaarch Coumcil is & repository for biological data on natural areas in the

country . Tt could be contavted with specific reguests For information and

¢ Ny

with proposals for additicnal field studies.

Furopenn USSR

Thare is a0 impressive system of biosphere reserves and various

catagories of nature raesarvas, The conservation of genetic resources, in
particular wild relatives of crops, has been a focus of the Soviet Biosphare
Raserves Progroamme since thae late L9600, The nll Souviet Institute of MNature

Reserves, with which the IBPGR is already in contact, coordinates research and
alresdy has conducted extensive botanical surveys.

Yugosl

There is & modest network of biosphere raeserves, national parks and

nature resarves. Howaver, on the basis of preliminary information, il can be
masumad thabt many species and community types are under--represented and
axperiencing serious loss of habitat. Protectaed aress are managed through the
Republics. There is & nature conservation institute in each of the six
rapublics. The MR Mational Committee i3 probably the best initial contact

Fram which to obtain bBolanical survey data and to which proposals for field

studiaes could be directed.




APPENDIX VI

EUROPEAM COOPERATIEVE PROCGRAMME FOR THE
CONSERVATION AMD EXCHANGE OF CROP GENMETIC RESOURCES (ECP/GR)

REPORT OF THE FvnlUATEON PANEl. OF PHASE IL OF ECP/GR
EMIORSED BY THE TCC OM 19 DECEMBER 1985




Entrod

Tha project daocument provides for an evaluation to be carried ouf by
rapresentatives of participating Govaernments, UADR/FAG and IBPGR after the end
of the second year of the Praject, For reasons of cost—effectiverness it was
wroposed by UMDD, with the agreement of IBPGR, that the TCC at its meeting in
ITcaland, December 1%8%, could nominate a small panel, which drawing on the
discussions of its meeting, could produce an Evaluation report on Phase II of
ECP/GR. Yhis repart, which follows, has been endorsed by the Full Technical
Consultative Committes.

The memhbaers of the Panel ware:

J.H.W, Hoelden (IBPOR Rapporteur)

Ch. Lebmann (German DRDemacratic Republic)

TP, Peins (UNDP)

J. Valkoun (Czechoslowalkiam)

L. van Soest (Metharlands)

J.7T. Williams (representing FAO and the Board of IBPGR)
., Schachl (Nustria) attended part of the meeting.

Achisvement af Objectivaes

n. Development Objectives

Thase are dafined int alim in  the Project Document as the

establishment of "“a network of cooperaticon betweaen Institutes and sub-regicnal

groupings in Europas.”

Experience gained in operating this project was parallel to that gmined
in othar similar regional projects of IBPCR amd it has shown that the most
effactive Ffocus for cooperation 4is the crop and the natural unit of
organization is the crop woeriing group. Regional or political groupings are
indaad of use in Turthering the work of the programme bult the agricultural and
biological reality in & genetic resourcaes context is the crop or speciaes group
and the Evaluation Report of Phase I of ECP/GR has besen shown to be correct in
recommaending action through crop worlding groups, Of the twelve crops or crop
groups which it recommendad Tor atiention, six were selected ¥For Phase II,
namaly, Barley, Allium, Forage Grasses and fLegumes, Prunus, Avena and

Sunflowar .

Oparation of the programme has reveamled that the critical Ffactor in the
achiiavaement of objectives is the degree of cooperation which has occurred
betwean Institutes within countries and betwaen countries. It has became
agqualiy clear during Phase TI thet the single most important consteraint to
this couvperation relates to the level of support—in-kind provided by national
governmants aither as Financial reasouwrces, facilities or staff support. All
participating governments Fformally committed themsaelves to the provision of
inputs s in-liind but in many cases this peinciple has not been translated into
the most effective support at the institute level.
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Othar development objectives were "the maintenance of comprehansiva,
well documented collections of crop genetic resources” and "encouraging closer
links betwaen genetic resources persaonnel®. Substantial prograss has hean
macte towards these goals «s will be discussed in detail later in this repori.

With regard to “encouraging more effective use of plant genetic
rasources and closaer Links belween genetic rescurves persommel and those who
use  the resources', this is seen a@s & logical davelopment: of  the
documentation, characterization and snalysis of collections {(which have been
major ackivities of Phase IX), and in general should therefore follow in Phase
TLT.

B. Immediate Objectives

Fouwr immediate objectives were assigmed in part B of the Project
Document . Tha same numaration that in the Preoject Document is used below to

masass' progress on aach of them,
L. To creaste & system te Facilitate:

ia) Establishment of contacts and working raelationships betwean
institutions and workers. This has been done through the sethbing
up of Working Groups of expaerts in the particular crops and by the
appeintment of country coordinators to  ansure the necassary
linkages between curators of national cellections (often sevaral
in each country) and the Working Groups: and the caentral data
bases for the crop or crop groups. In one special case 1.e.
Prunus, which includes five ucrops - dlmond, Cherry, Plum, Peach
and Apricot, plus the wild species -~ twoe crop coordinators were
also appointed, one gach in eastern and western Europe. While the
specialist crop coordinators have bean active and effective in
thaeir work, fthe effectivenaess of the country coordinators has been
more variable. However, it was noted that majority of the IPF
Country Coordinateors ook their responsibility seriously. In
addition, contackts were fostaered by tha ECP/GR through training
activities which tuowk the form of worling visits by individuals to
institutes with recognized expertise in particular fields, or by
warlcalwps Far groups oy techorical aspects of  conservation,
regenaration or data handling by computer. This result was
add i tional to the Fulfiilment of theirsr primacy Function of raising
the level of scientific and technical expertise. The developmaent
of infoermal, personal relationships i3 of great importance to the
smooth and effective working of a collaborative programme of this
fcing and shouwld continue to be ancouraged in Phase TIL.

1) The Facilitation of  unhindered exchanga of  crop ganetic
FeIOUrCas., While occasional difficultiaes have been encountered,

in genaral it can be said that no significant barriers exist to
the frea exchange of germplasm belween the cooperating countries
of the ECP/GR. While Phase II has accelerated the process of
garmplasm axchange, more progress can be expected in Phase IILI and
bayond, following the production of comprehensive crop inventaries
and  the move towards the ratiocnalization of ceollections: both

stamming fraom the work of Phase II.




ie)

The astablishment of information and documentation systems and the
fFacilitation of data exchange belbween genebanks., Progress in this
area has been considerable (zea para 1 of TCC report) and to a
considerable degree this can be attributed to the commitment of
workers who, in response to the recommendations of +the Crop
Working Groups established European GCrop Data Bases. They have
had te overcome serious prablems in understanding, interpreting
and  transcribing dakts in various formats supplied to them by
curators of collection, and employing diversa terminologies and
descriptors.

The devaelapment of decumentation and information systems initiated
by EGR/GR is central to mest other aspects of genetic resources
wark and delays in meeting deadlinaes in this work can have serious
reparcussions on  the rationalization of collections (hy wmutual
agreemaent of cuwratars holding similar materials); an the planning

of selective collecting: o characterization and hence on
Wutilization. The frequaent lack of adeguate support at the

national level is puartly raesponsible For the different rates of

pragress amohg the central data bases.

N successful workshop on the problems of data processing and
axchange was ald at the Plant Acclimatization Institute,
Radlz ileow, Poland  in LOB4,  whaere problems were analysed and
standard working procedures were esiablished. This provided clear
guidaelines in ovrder that the objective of ECP/GR amd the targets

sat by the Working Groups could be met,

Centrial  data  bases  have discoverad thiat many  accessions  in
collactions lack any significant data. This is particulsarly true
of aarly accessions in long eskablished genebanks. Howawver, whan
the same material occurs in more than one collection 1t is
possible that data from one may be provided te another through the
central data base acting as an information clearing house. This

bhanafit has bheen nobed on numerous ooccasions.

All central data bases had produced preliminary inventories for
their crops orF crop groups by Decembar 198%, but in general much
remains to be done before dafimitive inventories, incorporating,
as appropriate, Ffull available passport and characterization data,
can bae published. It recorded that all CDBs could estimate that
From December 198%, the time neaded for completion of the Phase II
data base targets will be: barley 2 years, Avena 1 yvear, sunflower
L year, Forages L year, ALlium L yewsr and F 172 year. To &
considarable extent, these delays result Ffrom owver optimistic
estimatas by the Working Croups, which, in their path-bresking

worlk, had no prior experience upon which to draw, The Evaluation
Panel recognises that the problems facing each CHB differed bhoth
in terms of numbers of samplaes (more than 50,000 in one case; ca,
3000 in another) and in the willingness of curatars to supply data
in the required format. The Panel, taking these factors into
account, s saticliad with the progress mede. In no case ware the
callaborators in the CDBs or  the Secretariat megligent in
ampling bo Fulfitl  the recommendaetions of the six Working

al
Groups,
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Likewise the proviszion of information on saterial in collections
to all interested plant scientists, which has begun as a positive
activity in  Phase IT, will continue at an  increasing rate
Following fthe completion of the documantation work. Greamtar
aefforts should ba made to bring this information more to the
notice of the scientific community during Phase IIL, as a first
stap in promoting the greater utilization of the garmplasm.

The Secretariat was active in Phase II in presenting the wark of
ECP/GR to six internmbtional scientific congresses/meetings and a
brochure on the aims and organization of ECP/GR was published and

circulated to 700 workers and organizations in Ruropea.

Considaration should be givan to widening the collaborative
activities of the ECP/GR,  For exampla, the increased awareness of
the work in Phase TIEX has led to a wish by represantatives of major
cduata bases in the International ngricultursl Resamrch Centers and
in devaloping countries, to participate in Phase III activitias.
The Evaluation Panel noted with satisfaction the collaboration
astablished in Phase II between ECP/GR and national programmes in

Ethiopia, the Mewmr Fast and NMorth nfrica. Lt was also noted that
two European countries, not members of the project, namaly Romania
and the USSR, coltlaborated in  several activities. Continuead

presentations of the results of the activities of the ok i ng

Groups, Lo agpropriate  internsbional scientif meatings, should
be encaoraged ., In  these ways aeffective links could be
conseLidated betwean the orop groups of ECP/GR and the numerous
relavant workers im other parts of the world, to their mutual

bhenefit.

With raegard to countries which originally provided material to
Europaan collections, or who may have participated in  joint
collacting expeditions, the data bases of the ECP/GR  should
recognize an obligetion to affer them the characterization cata
obtained on  that material. Tt is notad with satisfaction that
wlians  wire now  in hand  for the repatrietion of much matarial ta
countrias aof origin, Furthar development of this kind should he
encouraged whanaver facilities for its safe storage exist in the
country of oarigin, The apolitical umbrella of IBPGR, the partner
of  UMDP  in  operation of Phase EI,  has  been of considerable
advantage in establishing thaese international collabarative

A Frangema 122 MR
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astablish, For specific crops of sajor economic importance, joint

activities including:

3a)

ib)

The organization of expeditions to callect genetic variation not
hald in existing collections, muszt awsit the full registration of
these collections in the central data bases, and the analysis of
the data to detarmine eco -geoytraphic guaps. This work therefoira,
will occur during Phase IIXI. Certain rescue collecting of
material wunder severe threat has been done however in Phase ILI, to
praserve material in Prunus, Avena, Forage grasses and legumes and

Alliwm  in  accordance  with  the recommendations of the various
Warking Graups {(seae Table 1). The Evaluation Pamnael noted that of
the recommended collecting missions the following percentages had
bean either started or completed: P 60; Farage 40; Avena 5O,
NHllium 30, The reluatively low percentage succaess in iuin is
attributed to the non-availability of expected funds from the EEC
and the Evaluation Panel notes with regrat the failure of several
member govaernmants to absarb these responsibilities as
inputs- in- kineg. Iin other cases countries have either failed to

respond or alternatively have baen activa in some crops but not in
others. The Evaluation Panel interprets this wneven response to
be due partly to a difference in enthusiasm between workars in
their commitment to the aims of the project and partly to the

vary ing time intervals betwean the publication of the
Facommendations of the Grop Working Groups ancd the end of Phase
IL. Monethaelass, +the positive raesults shown in Table 1 are
commendabie and b is coenfidently expected this work will be
largaly complated in Phase IIX., I+ is recognized thalt the setting
up of sdeguately prapared collecting expaditions takes btime. The

Tockhnical Comnsultative Cammittea racognizad the needcl for
N, Forages, Prunus and

additional surveying angd collecting in v
nilium.

With regard to characterization and evaluation the Evaluation
Panel wishes to draw attention bto & change of appreoach in the
policy of IRBPGR and the views of the geneltic resourcas community.
Whereas at tha time of sebting up of the Project these two
activities were linked together as appropriate activitles far
genaebanks, it i3 now  recognized  that most evaluation work is
highly location specific and should be carried out by the
breedars/institutes who intermd o wtilize the results obtained.
The characterization of material hy the scoring of highly
haritable characters, with environment- independent expression, is
aaen on the other hand as an essential activity of curators in the
identification of accessions leading o  the determination of
duplicates. This distinction has been racognizaed by the Working
Groups Ln drawing up agreed lists of descripters for their crops:
much mora atbention has been given Lo characterization descripltors
ang  these havé bean widely accepted (Forage grasses present a
spacial problem: wvery few characteristics are independent of

enviraonment in their eupression; this was clearly recognized),




Prograss  in  charactarization varies widely between crops. The
Fyaluation Panel recognizaed action taken on barley and Prunus:
intended work in L9868 on sunFlower, Allium and Avena. However,
axparience shows that expectations at the start of Phase II were
unrealistic but work initiated will, without doubt, lead to

4

substantial prograess in Phase III.

4, With reference to the objective to create a self-sustaining network the
Evalumtion Panel considers that the COBS and their collaborating institutes
throughout Europe eare in practice  largely  self sustaining  providing the
network continues to receive adeguate gowvaernmental support, NMonethaelass some
trstitutas otill have to be draws in but the basic framework is established
amed  functional. Without ECP/GR this would not have occurred snd must be
ragardad as a major achiavemsnt of Phase TI. The crucial nodes in the netwaork
are  the CDBs and the Evaluation Panel draws attention to the nead for
Tong- tarm commitment: from Governments  for their guaranteed support  and
continuity. Failure of a COB could have serious implicmtions for the future

of genetic raszources work on that crop.

The Evaluation Panel was of the view that the ECP/GR Secretariat,
supported by IBPCOR, plaved o central role in achieving the success noted
above . This was also recognized by the TCC meeting in 1983, In Phase IIIL,
the need for the Secretariat, as @ central focus for the programme will be
undiminished. The Secretariat can be expected to function efficiently under
he TBPGR umbralla while control  will Famain with the participating
countries, The Evaluation Panel recagnizes *the benefits accruing to the
ECPAGR From the accapted apolitical international status of IBPGR.

Constraints in meeting objectives

With reference to the raeports of the Working Groups and the discussions
of the TCC, the Panel identified o number of genaral constraints.

1. Undue delays in the return of data from curators to the Central Data

Basas .

2. Thm the transfer of data much has been left to the interpretive
powers of the curators of cantral data bases and more effort is reguired
From curators 1in sending their data in standard format, This is
idantified @5 a major potential rastraint i Phase IIT and greater
imputa—in-kind are reguired to assist both curators and central data

biaseas .,

3, Fraguantly collaborative work Ffor ECP/GR has been added to the
axisting work programmes of stef! with tha result that target dates are
are aften missed despite the willing efforts of collaborating workers,
Tt is  recommended that Covernment intentions should find practical
expression in budget increasaes - often quite modest in size - so that

objectives are achieved morae rapidly in Phase ITI.

4, In some casas the country coordinators were not fully informed by
the Secraetmriat and this should be rectified in the future.

5. Consideration should be given te ways of encouraging the morae activa
participation of some country coordinators in Phase IIL. Tha Evaluation
Panel is of the opinion that the country coordinators have an important
part to play in faciliteting the work of the programme by encouraging
datm Flow to central data basaes and by ensuring information flow hetween
mational programmas in collaborating countries and thae ECP/GR.




[V flthough not recognized at the baginning of Che project, national
guarantine regulations are clearly an impediment to the exchange of
germplasm  of vegetative waterial. Of  dinterest to this project are
Cryrds  and  some  Forms of Alliym. The TCC requested the respactive
Woricing Grouprs to nvestigate the merits and feasibility of

i
third-country gquarantine.

Enputs - in--Kind

The main conclusion of the Evaluation Panel was that government inputs
in kind as estimated in the project document were met in full.

Project Personneal

The five itemized activities in the Project bDocument had been accurately
specified but grossly underestimated in terms of the man/month reguirements.
The Evaluation Panel was heartened by the response of Governments in
Ffulfilling their obligeations as definad 1in the Project Document but draws
attention to the fact that as the programme developed and more support was
neaeded, particularly in the Form of personnal and infrastructure, national
avthorities were unablae to meet thosa naads, The Evaluation Panel is awarae
that the significant progress achievaed in some  data bases is largely
attributable to the devoted efforts of individual members of staff. The Panel
hopes that, b iingg highlighted tivis majar constraint, participating
Gn-kindg to

Governmants will take steps Lo provide the additional dinputs-

critical activities, Ffor the sake of general progress.
Training.

With regard to khoth individual Ffellowships and workshops, Governmaents

had met their commitments. The Panet nobtes that only a limited number of
Goverrments have been responsible in Ffulfilling the collective obligations of
wll membears countrias, Tt is worthy of note that 3 IPF countriaes played an

important role in this activity.

Euuipment and promises.

Although 1% is difficult toe estimate the approximate inputs, the
Evaluiation Panel 1is satisfied that collectively these obligations have been

met to the extent defined in the projeclt documant.

Miscellaneous.

Participating countries have been involved in considerable expenditures
reloted to information exchange between the 26 countries through print-outs,
photocopied repoarts as well as normal miscellaneous expaenses such as postage,
telephone, telex and cable expenditures.

Cost sharing

Concerning the IPF Govermmants' cost-sharing, & out of 9 countries had
paic their contributions by 1 December 1085,




Contributions throuwgh TBPGR

Table 2 shows the schedule of payments of the membar countries against
the commitment. Tt was noted thet 7 countries had not paid all their amounts
hy &} December 198% and one of these bad not paid anything at all in Phase II.
Trnformakion available suggesbks bthat most of the outstanding balance of (48, 000
will be received beFfore the end of Phase II. Nonethaless the Panel views this
with concern. Were it ot For tha fact that the Executive Secratary has heen
abla ta temporarily divert core IBPGR funds to wmeaet shortfalls, on the
understanding that thay are raeimbursed, thae RECP/GR coula have been in sarious

difficultias.

AT
UNMDEP has met in full its cobligations.

FNoAIBPGR inpuits

The IBPGR has contimued to provide direct technical and financial
suppert to activities supporting the project. Thase have included collecting
missions, provision of hardware and software, training, characterization,
Lravel and additional staff time, Thaese inpuits exceasd the astimate by

approximately 268%.

Timing of the ECP/GR

Since Phase I was completed in December 1982, Phasa IIL should have
cuommencad early in L5983, T fact, Phase TIL unofficially began in June 1983
(although officially agreed in June 1984). The expenditures June 1983 to May
1984 were met by IBPOR against subseguent reimbuwrsament and sanction was
received from UMNDP for expenditure of their contributions starting June 1984,
These deliays were due bo time taken For UMDP and FAO to reach agresement on the

cdetails of the projact document.
Gonglusions

The Evaluation Panel axpresses its general satisfaction with the progress
achieved during Phase LI in establizhing ECP/GR on & Firm scientific/technical
basis and in the achievements racorded In the 1985 report of the TCGC. This
clearly permibts the Panel ko fully endorse the proposals for continuation of
ECP/AGR into Phase III. It nates, with approval, the intentian to retain the
Working Groups which met during Phase IT, after a review of priority crops.
This will permit the consolidation and completion of the active programmes
with which they are engaged., The Panel also endorses the wish of Governments
that IBPGR should continue inm its role of administration and leadership.




Table L

Collecting missions during Phase IX

Countrias

Prunugs France
ureaece
Ttaly

Roman ia
Spain
Turlicay
Yugoslavim

Metherlands

UK

Greaue
Swadan/Finland
Beleium

Israel

Avana Spain/Canaries
Maracco

NLLL 1w Hungiary
Turkaey

Moraic Countrias
Yugoslavim
Poland

Israel

Usn (wilsd material)

Petion

initiated
initiated
initiated
inttiatead
initiated
continued
initiated

inittiated

cantinuad
continuec
continuad
initiated
initiated

completed
completed

continuac
initiated
initiated

agread 1986
agraed (286

initiated

initisted

input—in-kind
IBPGR
Input-—-in-kind
national plrogramnme
input--in-kind
input—in-kind
IBPGR

inputeine-kind
input-—in—kind
IBPGR
input—in—kinc
input-inekind
IBPGR

EBPGR
IBPGR

input-in-kind
input—in-kind
input-in-kind
IBPGR
input—in-kind
IBPGR

EBPGR




Toble 2

Cost sharing schedule of payments

Gountiny

amount comnitbed

Austrim

Belgium

Darimiai-ic

Finlarnd

Firance

Garman D.R.

Garmany, F.R.

Tee Land

Treaeiland

Israal

Ttmiy

Netharlands

Mo rway

Spain

Swadan

Switzarland

Hivi e €1ingaom

LE, 4448

11,446

L, a4

5,723

28,0615

11,446

28,015

2,862

5,728

5,723

231,782

—_ B

Phase IT
nmount received Amount ouistanding 1
Dac, 1985
5,524 5,922
11,446
Lh, 446
3,891 1,832
L8, 723 9,892
11,446
28,615
1,381 1,481
5,723
5,728
28,615
11,446
2,762 2,961
11,439
L1, 446
5,524 5,922
19,455 9, 160
183, L9 48,610






