I am taking the floor on behalf of the DAG. Our group gathers, as is well known, a number of like-minded developing countries in this Organization. Perhaps even more relevant to our discussions here today, on genetic resources, is the fact that the DAG member countries account for a significant share of the world´s biodiversity. 

Mr. Chairman, 

The DAG welcomes and supports fully the submission made by the African Group at this session which has just been introduced by the delegation of Angola.

A first positive element of the African paper is that it is well timed, having being tabled only after the adoption, by States Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity, of the Nagoya Protocol on access and benefit sharing of genetic resources, and before the intersessional working group of this IGC that will deal with genetic resources, due to take place early next year.  
Another positive element of the African proposal is that it suggests a way forward. Genetic resources is a topic where progress has been comparatively slower at the IGC, as evidenced by the fact that we are still working on the basis of a revised list of options.  We agree with the African paper that we can take as a starting point from our text-based discussions the proposals suggested by other members in previous sessions of the IGC and build on them, especially on those made respectively by the European Union and by Switzerland in previous sessions of the IGC.  

A third element in the African proposal on which we agree is that it does not view the work of the IGC in isolation of developments taking place in other organizations, in particular at the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) and the World Trade Organization (WTO).  This is a critical point for us. 

The WIPO IGC on IP and GR, TK and Folklore has a mandate to “undertake text-based negotiations with the objective of reaching agreement on a text of an international legal instrument (or instruments) which will ensure the effective protection of GRs, TK and TCEs.”  
While WIPO has a very clear norm setting role on IP, this is far less clear on GR. Protection of genetic resources is the subject matter of the CBD. 
In the view of the DAG, WIPO can and should indeed play a useful and complementary role to the work of the WTO and CBD. But such a role of WIPO on genetic resources would always be instrumental to achieving the objectives of the CDB. To be more precise, article 3bis of the Nagoya Protocol establishes that the work of the IGC should be mutually supportive of CBD and Nagoya Protocol and it should not run counter to the objectives of the Convention and the Nagoya Protocol. In the same manner, the IGC discussions should be without prejudice to the negotiations under way at the WTO on the mandatory Disclosure Proposal in the context of the implementation related issue of examining the relationship between the TRIPS Agreement and the CBD.
The Nagoya protocol sets forth a series of measures intended to support compliance of its provisions as well as to monitor utilization of genetic resources, including a system of internationally recognized certificates of compliance and the obligation that each party establishes checkpoints.  

It is our belief that WIPO’s contribution for to the protection of genetic resources should be targeted primarily at making the intellectual property system help member countries comply with the provisions of the Nagoya protocol on access and benefit sharing. This would be an approach essentially similar to the one that several like-minded countries are pursuing at the WTO in a proposal that calls for an amendment to the TRIPS agreement.
A final positive element of the African submission, Mr. Chairman, is that it proposes useful amendments to the paper on principles and objectives that was tabled at the last session of the IGC by a group of countries including Australia, Canada, New Zealand, Norway and the US. We have not seen yet the new proposal by Australia and we will come back at it at a later stage.
Thank you
