Exchange of Non-plant Genetic Resources for Scientific Research at Domestic & Global Levels
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Proportion of researchers who exchange genetic resources
NAGOYA PROTOCOL SUMMARY / CONCLUSIONS

All researchers Basic scientists v’ International exchange of genetic resources is substantial; much of it
is informal based on collegial/friendship ties.

v Data: 986 Project profiles reported by 389 respondents.
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The Nagoya Protocol is intended to establish access and benefit sharing rules for

genetic resources outlined in the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD). Domestic Receivers 48% 53%

v" National regulations and regulations in other countries are perceived

v' Aims to give countries, particularly developing ones, more control over their
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© to hinder access to GR.

genetic resources.

v Requires official permission process for access, plus agreement on a form of International Receivers 15% 19% v Mixed visibility of GR in final product or process
compensation for economic returns from development and use of these exchange Senders 13% 16% v’ Clear difficulties ahead: 1) regulatory burden my reduce exchange or
materials. lead to work arounds; 2) difficult to track use of GR due to visibility

and strong informal norms; 3) high degree of non-monetary benefit
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the exchange of potentially valuable genetic material. free or at cost (89%), few Material Transfer Agreements (25%).
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