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PREFACE

The Ministerial-Level Plenipotentiary Meeting on the Establishment of
the International Centre for Genetic Engineering and Biotechnology (ICGEB)
was held in two parts at Madrid, Spain, from 7 to 13 September 1983; the
tirst part being a high-level meeting to resolve outstanding issues and the
second part peing a ministerial-level plenipotentiary meeting to adopt and

sign the Statutes establishing the ICGEB.

The first part of the meeting was held from 7 to 12 September 1983. Tt
submitted a report to the second part of the meeting, i.e. the Ministerial-
Level Plenipotentiary Meeting 6 which was held from 12 to 13 September 1983.
The final report of the meeting 1s trerefore in two parts; the repori of
the first part is in Part One and the report of the Ministerial-Level
Meeting is in Part Two. While Part Two contains the final decisions taken,
Part One constitutes a report on the interim stage of discussions an<¢ provides
information on the stand taken, and interest expressed, by different
delegations at that stage. Taken together, the two parts reflect the views
expressed, the decisions reached, and the modalities by which they were

reached.

To avoid confusion in regard to annexures, the Draft Statutes and
Draft Resolution proposed by the first part of the meeting are not attached
to Part One cf the report. The statutes as finally adopted have been issued
as a separate document (ID/WG.397/8). Two Resolutions as finally adopted

are attached as Annexes I and II to Part Two of the report.




PART ONE

High-Level Meeting to Resolve Outstanding Issues

7 to 12 September 1983
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I. Introduction

1. The Ministerial-Level Plenipotentiary Meeting on the Establishment of
the International Centre for Genetic Engineering and Biotechnology (1CGEB)
was held at Madrid from 7 to 13 September 1983. This meeting was organized
by the UNIDO Secretariat in response to the request of the High-Level Meeting
on the Establishment of the ICGEB held at Belgrade in December 1982. The
first part of this meeting was a high-level meeting held from 7 to

9 September 1983 with the specific object of resolving outstanding issues,

in particular the location, financial arrangements and statutes of the ICGEB.
The following is the report of that part of the meeting which was submitted
to the second part of the meeting at the ministerial and plenipotentiary

level.

2. Present were delegations of 43 countries, observers from seven countries
and observers from interested United Nations agencies and other international
organizations (see List of Participants, Arnex 1I1). The List of Documents

for the meeting is in Anrex IV.

A. Opening Statements

3. Opening the meeting, Professor Pa. Carmina Virgili Rodén, Secretary

of State of the Govermment of Spain for Universities and Research wel-

comed all participants. She ﬁoiﬁted out that biotechnology was now one of
the foremost fields of scientific and technological knowledge. The discovery
of the factors controlling life not only enabled the decoding of the mysteries
which have long excited man's curiosity; it was also generating a new type
of industry which is, moreover. of direct benefit to mankind in such fields
as health and food, leading in general to an improved quality of life. She
stressed that this science was a synthesis of various scientific disciplines,
and its uniqueness was that it had brought about the symbiosis, in both name
and practice, of the knowledge of life and the disciplines seemingly most
removed from it: technology and engineering. Clearly, interdisciplinary -

a feature so essential to contemporary science - had found in biotechnology

one of its most significant and satisfactory expressions.




4. Mr. G.S. Gouri, Director, Division for Industrial Studies, UNIDO, on
behalf of Dr. Abd-El Rahman Khane, the Executive Director of UNIDO, welicomed
the participants. He thanked the Government of Spain for its ipitiative and
generosity in hosting the meeting. The fact that the participants included
several members drawn from both the scientific community and the governments,
and were at a ministerial or high level, was a reflection of the keen interest
and policy commitment of the countries represented in the establishment of the
Centre. The combination of high-level political representation, with the
comuitment of eminent scientists, made this meeting unique and historic -
historic because representatives of a large number of countries had gathered
together with scientists to establish an international mechanism for the
development of an emerging technology. This may lead to a new phase of inter-
national co-operation for the application of modern science and techuology

for the berefit of mankind as a whole. The need for action was urgent,
particularly because a certain lead time was required to build up the requisite
scientific and technological capabilities. Opportunities for the development
and application of technologies for unique and pressing developing country
probleus should not be lcst. The UNIDO Secretariat would within the limits of
its available resources continue to assist in establishing the Centre and

making its operations a success.

5. Addressing the meeting, Professor Abdus Salam, Nobel Laureate, pointed out
that the twenty-first century would be the century of applied biology. The
holding of the meeting and the generous offers received, both from the

developed and developing countiies, provided new opportunities to serve the

common cause of bringing sophisticated science and technolugy to the developing
world. If the opportunities and enthusiasm evident in the meeting were channelled
a powerful instrument for the good of wankind would be created. Professor Salam
hoped that countries which were not participating in the weeting would also

come forward later to participate in and support the ICGEB.
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B. Election of Officers

6. The meeting elected the following officers:

gresident

Mr. Emilio Munoz (Spain)

Vice-Presidents

Mr. Hu Zhaosen (China)
Mr. F.B. Straub (Hungary)
Mr. J.K. Kimani (Kenya)
Mr. R. Conzalez Guevarz (Mexico)
Mr. R. Bouveng (Sweden)
Rapporteur

Mr. N. Mulla Hussein (Kuwait)

C. Organizational Matters and Rules of Procedure

7.  The Meeting took note of document ID/WG.397/6 on Organizational Matters
and adopted the proposal of the Secretariat to apply the rules of procedure
of the Industrial Development Board contained in document ID/B/18/Rev.7 with
the modifications outlined in document ID/WG.397/6.

D. Adoption of the Report

8. The report of the high-level meeting to the Ministerial-Level Pleni-
potentiary Meeting was adopted on 12 September 1983.

E. Expressions of Interest in the

International Centre for Genetic Engineering and Biotechmology

9. The meeting expressed its gratitude to the Government of Spain for

hosting the meeting in Madrid and for the excellent arrangements made.




10. The meeting took note with gratitude of a message of good wishes from
the President of Argentina, read by a representative of the delegation of

Argentina.

11. The meeting commended the Secretariat of UNIDO for the initiative taken
by it in promoting the establishment of the ICGER and fcr the work done
within limited time in following up the decisions of the High-Level Meeting
on the cIstablishment of the International Centre for Genetic Engineering and
Bictechnology held at Belgrade, Yugoslavia, 13—-17 December 1982, and for
convening the present meeting. Appreciation was expressed for the work done
by the Selected Committee of Experts on the location of the ICGEB. The
Meeting paid homage fo zne late Mr. Cesar Vasquez, a member of the Selected

Committee, whoge tiagic death was a great loss tc the cause of the ICGEB.

12. The meeting emphasized the importance of genetic engineering and bio-
technology and the significant benefifrs they could bring to mankind in a
variety of fields. International co-operation was imperative to utilize the
benefits of this technology for mankind as a whole. Developing countries
needed the ICGEB to help them to streagthen their technological capabilities,
thereby reducing the technological gap between them and the developed countries
in this field. The establishment of the ICGER was therefore timely and the
international community would have lost an opportunity if the establishment

of the Centre were to be postponed. Many delegations urged the importance of
taking all necessary decicions in this meeting itself to enable the ICGEB to

be established and to function as soon as possible.

13. The delegations of Belgium, Bulgaria, India, Italy, Pakistan, Spain,
Thailand and Tunisia referred to the oifers they had made to host the ICGEB
and outlined the features of their offers and the infrastructure existing in

their countries.

14. The representative of Cuba mentioned that genetic engineering and bio-
technology offered a wide spectrum in the solution of multiple problems of
humanity, particularly in developing countries. His Government considered

thic field to be of vital importance aud several years had been devoted to a
development programme of genetic engineering and biotechnology. He highlighted
the national production of interferon, the chemical synthesis of oligo-
nucleotides, a production of biogas and proteins from microbial sources., He ’

nentioned that Cuba had personnel of high technical levels in different




branches of science. He added that despite the fact that “uba had enough
facilities for hosting the ICGEB, it did not insist on its candidacy. Through
this decision it contributed to the effort for establishing the ICGEB in a
developing country. It considered that such a country was India because it had
the scientific and technological level required for becoming the seat of the
Centre. He emphasized achievements of that country in genetic engineering and
biotechnology. Finally, the Cuban delegate anrounced that his country was

considering to offer a Cuban centre of research as an affiliated centre.

15. Many delegations referred to tiae "Belgrade spirir', particularly in
relation fo the recommendation ''that it was most desirable to set up a Centre
in a develdﬁing country provided that such a country can meet the conditions
envisaged in the UNIDO regorts and can provide an attractive environment for
scientists'. Location of the ICGEB in a developing country, it was pointed

out, was necessary so that research work could be carried out in an environment
in which scientists would come face to face with the needs of the developing
countries. The operational costs including training costs would be considerably
less. Reference was also made to the Seventh Conference of Heads of State of
Non-Aligned Countries held in New Dehi in March 1983 which had expressed the hope
that aid would te available to establish the ICGEB in a developing country.

16. Representatives of some other countries stated that the report of the
experts of the Selected Commitiee on the merits of each candidate country
should be taken as basis of discussion and that in any case full consideration
chould be given to those candidate countries which, apart from the scientific
adequacy of their candidacies, have made considerable further efforts at the
financial level in a spirit of concrete co-operation between developing and

developed countries.

17. Emphasis was laid on the need for the ICGEB to function as a centre of
excellence attracting high quality scientists and fostering dynamic activities.
The need for more widespread participation of developing and developed countries
in the ICGEB was stressed.
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18. The meeting recognized the importance of adequate financial arrargements
for the establishment and operation of the Centre. In this context, some
delegations felt that the Centre should be funded by voluntary contributions
in preference to assessed contributions. All countries, and in particular the
develcped countries, were called upon to provide resources fcr the establish-
ment and operation of the Centre. The hope was expressed that relevant United
Nations organizations and funding agencies would also contribute substantively

and through financial contributions to the success of the Centre.

19. Many delegations stressed the need for the ICGEB to have a system of
affiliated national and regional centres which would work in close collaboration
with it. The diversity of gecgraphical and climatic conditions as well as the
need.for facilitating the widespread sharing of the benefits of the technology

were son. of the reasons cited for having a system of affiliated centres.

20. Outlining the ongoing work in their countries in the field of genetic
engineering and biotechnology, several delegations referred to the possibility

of institutions in their countries functioning as regional or affiliated centres
collaborating with the ICGEB. The representative of Argentina made a specific
proposal for a regional centre in his country functioning in close collaboration
with the ICGEB, The representative of Yugoslavia expressed the desire of his
Government to have one of the affiliated centres of the ICGEB in kis country. The
representative of China stated that his Government would make, in due course,

a concrete proposal for an affiliated centre in China. The represertative of
Brazil referred to the interest of his Government in having an affiliated

centre of the ICGEB in Brazil.

21. Delegations of the Andean Group (Bolivia, Colombia, Ecuador, Peru and
Venezuela) informed the meeting, and through the meeting particularly the
candidate host countries, of their decision to recommend to their respective
governments to request the Secretariat of the Andean Group to study at its
next meeting the possibility of establishing a regional centre for genetic
engineering and biotechnology as an affiliated centre of the ICGEB.

22. oObservers from FAO/IAEA, WHO, UNEP, UNU, ICTP/IAEA and ICRO made statements
expressing support for the idea of the ICGEB and the willingness of their
organizativus v work closely with it. In this connection, they referred to

the ongoing activities of their organizations which were of particular




relevance to the Centre and its work pregramme, and the need to co-ordinate
these activities and avoid uunecessary duplication. The representative of

UNEP suggested that _he Centre adopt appropriate co-operation with MIRCENs.

23. The meecing decided to form tuo committees to examine in depth the issues
relating to the establishment of the ICGEB. Accordingly, Committez 1 was
constiituted to consider the Lraft Statutes (Agenda item 6) and fimancial
matters (Agenda item 7). Committee [I was established to examine the question
of locatica of the Centre (Agenda item 8). Both crommittees reported to the
Plenary and their reports were adopted as part of the report of the meeting.
The reports of the two committees are jn Sections II and IIT respectively.
Statements made in the Plenary cn 12 September 1983 including comments on the

veports of the committees are in Section 1V.

II. ZPORT OF COMMITTEE 1.

24. The Committee under the chairmanship of Mr. Rodolfo Gonzalez Guevara
(Mexico) held five sessions between 8 to 10 September 1983 to consider the
legal and financial aspects of the future International Centre for Genetic
Engineering and Biotechnology (ICGEB). With respect to the legal aspects,

the Committee reviewed the Draft Statutes of the ICGEB as contained in
document ID/WG.397/4 of 4 August 1983 and CRP.2 of 9 September 1983. With
respect to the financial aspects, the Committee reviewed document ID/WG.397/4,
particularly Articles 10 ana 11, and ID/WG.397/4/Add.1. A general background
to the UNIDO Secretariat's work in drarfting the Statutes was provided in
document ID/WG.397/4/Add.2. Further, on 10 September 1983, the Committee

reviewed and discussed a draft resolution on a preparatory committee.

25. As a result of a wide-ranging and thorough discussion it was felt
necessary to revise several articles of the Draft Statutes. An ad hoc

working group composed of representatives from Belgium, Bulgaria, Egypt and
Peru was established to redraft Article 1. The Draft Statutes as revised

and a Draft Resolution on a Preparatory Committee were proposed for submission

to the Ministerial-level Meeting for its adoption.
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26. The following delegations expressed their reservations as to the approval

of certain provisions of the Draft Statutes:

Article 1: Ecuador and Tunisia

27. The following provisions were accented ad referendum:

Article 11, paragraph 2: Ecuador and Peru

Article 21, paragrapn 3° Bulgaria, Fcuador, Peru and Venezuela

28. The Committee, at its last session on 10 September 1983, approved this

report.

III. REPORT OF COMMITTEE II

A. Proceedings of the Committee

29. The Committee met, under the cirairmanship of Mr. Richard Bouveng (Sweden),

on 8 and 9 September 1983 to cousider the question of location of the ICGEB.

30. Some delegaiions requested that, before considering any offers, the
Committee should decide as a matter of principle whether the Centre should
be located in a developed or a developing country. Other delegations felt
that the Committee should still consider offers of all countries which have
made offers for hosting the ICGEB.

31. The representative of Cuba confirmed an earlier statement made at the
Plenary that Cuba withdrew its candidacy for hosting the ICGEB and that in
doing so, Cuba supported the candidacy of India for hosting the ICGEB.

32. Presentations were made by the candidate countries, namely Belgium,
Bulgaria, India, Italy, Pakistan, Spain, Thailand and Tunisia. In presenting
the respective offers, the delegatiuns of India, Pakistan, Spain and Thailand

announced an increase to their contributions made in the origimal offer.

India increased their original offer to US$ 8 million for financing
equipment.

Pakistan increased their offer by an equivalent of US$ 700,000 in local

currency to cover the cost of the scientific equipment for the ICGEB.

Spain increased their offer by an interest free loan of US$ 15 million
payable by the Centre after a five year grace period.
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Thailand increased their original offer in its financial aspects to

US$ 9.5 million for equipment, USS 5.5 million for buildings and land,
and US$ 4 million for operating cost for the first five years totalling
US$ 19 million.

33. The representative of Italy announced his Government's decision to make
an increase of US$ 20.5 million to their original offer. As a result, Ttaly
offered USS$ 40 million towards the creation of the ICGEB at Trieste, i.e.

- US$ 19.5 million for land, buildings, equipment and operational

costs of the ICGEB which will be utilized solely according to
priorities set bv the Centre,.

- US$ 20.5 million, 50 per cent of which will be earmarked for
affiliated centres in developing countries and the other 50 per
cent for the operation of the Centre at Trieste, which will use
an important portion thereof for the training of scientists from
developing countries at the Centre.

34, The representative of Belgium confirmed that his Government supported
the proposals formulated by the regional authorities reaching the aggregate

amount of USS 18.5 million.

35. Commenting on the presentation made by the candidate countries, some
delegations expressed their support for one or the other offer. However, many
developing countries participating in the Committee supported the idea that
the Centre should be hosted in a developing country in accordance with the

recommendation of the High-Level Meeting in Belgrade held in December 1982.

36. Representatives cf some candidate countries expressed in their statements
that the Commit*ee should oniy consider those offers which were evaluated by
the Selected Committee and pay due consideration to the recommendations made
therein. Others, however, insisted that the offers, although presented to

UNIDG at a later stage, should still be considered by the Committee.

37. The representative of Sweden announced the willirgness of his Government
to contribute SKR 1 million per year for the initial three years of operation
of the ICGEB. However, such a contribution will only be effective provided

that other countries will make similar voluntary contributions.

38. The Committee, after hearing the opinion of several delegates, established

a Negotiating Group as follows:




39.

were

4C.
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Chairman: Mr. R. Bouveng (Sweden)

Members: Mr. Fang Xiao (China)
Mr. F.B. Straub (Hunéary)
Mr. N.M. Hussain (Kuwait)
Mr. S. Meyer (Mexico)
Mr. A. E1 Agib  (Sudan)
Mr. M. Zrelec (Yugoslavia)

Their Terms of Reference, as reviewed and endorsed by the Committee,

the following:

"The Negotiating Group will identify, and report to Committee II
on, the specific location for the ICGEB which in its view will be

feasible and acceptable."

"For this purpose the Gioup will take into account the requirements
for the location of the Centre in order to ensure its successful
ectablishment and operation: and the precise and specific commitments
of countries which have offered host facilities; and the discussions
in the Plenary and Committee II. The Group will identify the location

based on an overall view of the aforesaid considerations."”

"The Group will have discussions, jointly or individually, as
appropriate, with the representatives of those countries which have
offered host facilities. It may also consult with representatives of

other countries."”

"In addition to reporting on location, the Grovp may make other

proposals relevant to the locaticn of the Centze."

The report of the Negotiating Group follows under B of this Section.




B. Report of :he Negotiating Group on the Location of the

International Centre for Genetic Engineering and Biotechnclogy

41. The Negetiating Group was requested by Committee II to report on a

specific location for the ICGEB which would be feasible and acceptable and to
make any other proposals relevant to the location of cthe Centre. It was asked
to identify the location based on an overall view of several considerations,
i.e. requirements for suvccessful establishment and operation including long-
term economic viability; the specific commitments of candidate host countries;
and the conclusions and recommendations of the Belgrade Meeting and the

discussions so far in the Plenary and Committee II.

42. The Group had a series of discussions with representatives of candidate
hest countries individually and jointly; and also with representatives of a

number of other countries jointly.

43, The Croup found that several of the candidate countries satisfied the
basic requirements for the location of the ICGEB in terms of scientific and
phvsical infrastructure, the abilityv to attract foreign scientists and a past
record of international co-operation. It reports with satisfaction that the
candidate host countries had a keen interest in hesting the ICGEB in their
respective countries. Several of them increased the firancial content of

their offers. The candidate host countries were not however inclined to provide
unlimited financial support to the Centre both on account of limitations of
resources, but aiso to ensure the international character of t’ re and

provide for meaningful participation by other countries.

44, One basic view, which prevailed rather strongly, was that ollowing the
recommendations of the Belgrade Meeting it was most desirable to set up such
a Centre in a developing country provided that such a country could meet the
conditions envisaged in the UNIDO reports and could provide an attractive
environment for scientists. There would also be savings in the operational

costs of the Centre.

45, There was also a view that the establishment of the Centre under the
auspices of the United Nations would be preferable as it would promote further
intermational co-operation and facilitate an even larger number of countries

to participate in and financially support the Centre.
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46. The Group had, during its deliberations, considered three possible

modalities to resolve the issue of location, i.e.

{1) To continue the efforts to arrive at a decision on one
suitable location for the ICGEB on the lines of the UNIDO

reports;

{2) To agree on a Centre with two branches, one in a developing

and the -ther in a developed country;

(3) To agree upon the location of the Centre on lines similar
to option (1) abecve but extending the concept in regard
to the linkages with affiliated centres as spelt out in

the Belgrade report.

47. The Group found that there was no general support for modality (2)

mentioned above.

48. Modzality (3) received a mixed response, particularly since several
candidate countries needed more information and clarification. The Group
considered this modality within the framework of modai.ty (1) and as an
elaboration of modality (1) as it would bring together the resources which
are being offered and mobilize the substantive interest of all candidate host
countries. Under this scheme there would be an International Centre which
would, in addition to carrying out certain of the activities envisaged in the
UNIDO reports, act as the central and co-ordinating point for affiliated
centres. The affiliated centres would specialize in activities relating to
certain research themes as agreed upon by the Board of Governors. The
affiliated centres, which might be regional or national centres, could of
course carry out their own programmes of research, but in regard to the
specialized themes agreed upon, they would be part of the ICGEB system.
Participating countries in the ICGEB could send scientists for training both
to the ICGEB and to any of the affiliated centres. It was envisaged that of
the candidate host countries one could be chosen as the site of the ICGEB
and others cnlisted as sites for affiliated centres, thereby pooling the
resources and enthusiasm of all concerned. It was understood that other
countries cculd still offer facilities for affiliated centres. To the extent
that the offers are concrete, they could be considred by the Plenary itself
and an agreement reached. Offers could also be made later on which the Board

of Governors could take appropriate decisions.
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49, Teking an overall view of the situation, the Negotiating Group recommended
the following: Keeping in view the recommendations of the Belgrade Meeting,
primary consideration should be given to the offers of the candidate developing
countries, i.e. India, Pakistan, Thailand and Tunisia. Of these countries, the
representatives of India and Thailand have indicated that they would be able

to provide additional resources over and above their original offers. Some
additional resources were also offered from Pakistan. In the view of the
Negotiating Group, India and Thailand would, with their additional offers, be
able to host the ICGEB. The Group, however, at the same time emphasized that
Belgium, Italy and Spain have made offers which, from the financial point of
view, were very generous. It would therefore be unwise not to utilize the
offers of co-operation from thuse countries following the general spirit of
international co-operation that had markedly pervaded this meeting. The
Negotiating Group therefore also considered another modality, mentioned
earlier, in whi~h it could mzke use of these offers., Within its limited
financial capabilities, the People's Republic of Bulgaria also made a generous

offer.

50. The Negotiating Group regretted that it could not, however, iden<ify one

location.

51. The Negotiating Group realized that it was faced with a most difficult
work in a brief period of time. However, it had tried its best to do as much
as it possibly could and provided a basis for further action., The Group
wished to acknowlede the help it had received from all and wished to thank

them very much for their understanding and co-operation.
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C. Decision of Committee II1

52. In a meeting of Committee II held on 10 September 1583, the Chairman
reported the outcome of the Negotiating Group and the Committee decided that,
in the absence of recommendations on the location of the Centre, a decision
on this matter would be referred to the Ministerial-Level Plenipotentiary

Meeting to be held from 12 to 13 September 1983.

53. The representative of Argentina stated that, should the Plenary accept
the suggestion of the Negotiating Group that concrete offers for associated
centres could be considered by the Plenary, then the Argentine offer should

be considered.

IV. STATEMENTS CONCERNING REPORTS OF
COMMITTEES I AND II

54, 1In the Plenary session on 12 September 1983 the reports of the two
committees were adopted. However, some delegations made statements on those

reports.

55. On the report of Committee I the representative of Brazil expressed

reservations concerning Articles 10 and 11.

6. The representative of Bulgaria made the following statements:

"In line 5 of Article 7, paragraph 1, after the words
'a balanced geographical basis' add 'to allow adequate representation
of scientists from different groups of member states. The paramount
congideration in the nomination of members of the Council shall be
the necessity of seeking the highest standard of efficiency.'”
57. This amendment was put to the vote in Committee I and (as a result) was
rejected. The Bulgarian delegation stated that it held the validity of
this proposal. "We would like to request that this statement be included in

the report of the Plenary session of the meeting in total”.
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58. During the discussions of Article 21, the Bulgarian delegation submitted

in writing 2 proposal to amend paragraph 1. The amendment was as follows:
"add at the end of paragraph 1 the following:

'These Statutes shall be open for signature also by:

' (a) Namibia. represented by the United Nations Council for Namibia;

'(b) all self-governing associated States which have chosen that
status in an act of self-determination supervised and approved
by the United Nations in accordance with General Assembly
resolution 1514 (XV) and which have competence over the matters

governed by these Statutes including the competence to enter
into treaties in respect of those matters;

*(c) all self-governing associated States which, in accordance with
their respective instruments of association, have competcence
over the matters governed by these Statutes, including the
competence to enter into treaties in respect of those matters;

' (d) all territories which enjoy full internal self-government,
recognized as such by the United Nations, but have not attained
full independence in accordance with General Assembly resolution
1514 (XV) and which have competence over the matters governed
by this Convention, including the competence to enter into
treaties in respect of those matters.'

To our regret this amendment has not been found acceptable.
1t is therefore now requested that this statement be recorded
in the report of the Meeting in full and verbatim."

59. Regarding the report of Committee I the representative cf Egypt proposed
that in the report of the Negotiating Group of Committee II the statement "in
the view of the Negotiating Grcup, India and Thailand would, with their
additional cffers, be able to host the ICGEB" be amended to read 'in the view
of the Negotiating Group, India and Thailand would, with their additional
offers, be qualified to host the ICGEB". The representaZive of Egypt also
proposed that in the report of the Negotiating Group the words "from among
qualified countries'" be added at the end of the sentence "The Negotiating
Group regrets that it could no:, however, identify one location." It was

agreed that these proposals should be reflected in the report of the meeting.

60. The representative of the Bulgarian delegation made the following

statement concerning the candidature of Bulgaria:




61.

"My Government has shown its keen interest in the establishment of
the ICGEB. You are all aware that my Government submitted to UNIDO a
detailed, well-argumented and generous offer to host the Centre. Qur
commitment to this effect is firm. It is based on sound scientific,
financial, and social criteria and well-built infrastructure. Extended
scientific, research and development activities and industrial experience
in a great number of sectors of genetic engineering and biotechnology
are the present day characteristics of this promising area in my country.
Furthermore, Bulgaria is nowadays a respected partner in the international
trade and co-operation efrorts including the developing countries.

We have studied carefully the proposals of the other interested
countries and followed with great care the work of the second committee.
Immense efforts have already been invested by the countries which made
offers to host the Centre. No lesser efforts have been exerted by the
delegations here present in trying to find a consensus option. We
realistically approach the problem of selecting the site for the ICGEB
and think that some of the offers may be considered as more attractive
for the developing countries.

In view of this and at this crucial stage of negotiation, and in
a spirit of co-operation, we would like to transform our proposals
regarding the site of rhe ICGEB in Bulgaria, namely to become an
affiliated centre., We maintain ourselves committed to the idea of the
Centre and offer our fullest possible co-operation with the organization
to be established, according to the Statutes.

I wish to reserve the right of my delegation at a later stage of
our deliberations to intervene and in more concrete terms to suggest
the framework of cou-operation betwszen my country and the future
Centre."

The representative of Thailand, in view of his strong reservation

concerning the report of Committee II, requested that his statement on the

subject be reported in full. The text is as follows:

"The Report of the High-Level Meeting, which went through a futile
exercise during the course of last week, is a sad commentary of our
time.

My delegation took note of the Reporr with strong reservation. We
must nevertheless praise the spirit of co-operation which was manifested
by a number of delegations and which had significantly contributed to
the successful conclusfon fo the Draft Statutes of the ICGEB. My
delegation wishes to congratulate all on the First Committee for their
positive and constructive approach to the task assigned to them.

The same spirit of co-operation, however, was sadly lacking in
the work of the Second Committee.
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We noted, of coursc, that the Second Committee di: exert
efforts to explore possibilities of resolving the difiiculties
which arose from the beginning of this session because of an attempt
to blur the courses of action that the Second Committee should have
followed. I am saying this without any intention to cast a bad
reflection on the Chairman who himself discharged his respensibilities
with admirable perseverance. Under the circumstances he was forced
to accept, I do not see how else he could have done.

The Second Committee resorted to various improvizations in its
efforts to resolve the difficulties which only recently had been
created for purposes which were so apparent that they need not be
specified here.

The improvizations which appeared in most parts of the report
of the Second Committee could not have produced any other result
than what we now have before us and that is a complete failure.

I said earlier that this is a sad commentary of our times
because what we have been called upon to perform here is to promote
international co-operation which is so vital to the accomplishment
of the high objective set by the High-Level Meeting in Belgrade. We
failed at the meeting last week simply because of an unacceptable
circumvention of the normal procedures which have been set and which
remain valid.

For this reason, the delegation of Thailand can only take note
of the Report of the Second Committee insofar as it pertains to the
point that no definitive conclusion could be achieved on the location
of the ICGEB and that this problem will now have to be dealt with
bv the Ministerial Level."




PART TWO

Ministerial-Level Plenipotentiary Meeting
to Adopt and Sign the Statutes Establishing the

International Centre for Genetic Engineering and Biotechnology

12 and 13 September 1983




Introduction

62. The second part of the Ministerial-Level Plenipotentiary Meeting om the
Establishment of the International Centre for Genetic Engineering and Bio-

technology was held on 12 and 13 September 1983 at Madrid, Spain.

A. Opening Statements

63. The meeting was opened by Mr. José Maria Maravall, Minister for Education
and Science of the Govermment of Spain. He pointed out that the progress and
wellbeing of mankind was intimately related to scientific and technological
development. At the same time, such development was taking place in conditions
of manifest inequality among countries. The establishm:nt of the Centre was

an important element of North/South co-operation. Its creation was a symbol

of confidence in the role of science and technology and international
co-operation in improving the quality of life, particularly for those living
in conditions of misery unacceptable for human dignity. In the dynamic field
of genetic engineering and biotechnology the interface between basic knowledge
and its application was very fluid and its consequences were extremely
important. Mr. Maravall stated that his Government intended to have bio-
technology as one of the priority areas for research and development in the

short and medium term.

64. Dr. Abd-FEl Rahman Khane, Executive Director of UNIDO, welcomed all the
participants. He stated that this was perhaps the first occasion when a

number of ministers had joined together to adopt a concrete pioneering
initiative for enabling develcping countries to harness a specific technology
which was geing to be so important for the future of mankind. There was now

an unequivocal recognition of the need for the International Centre for
Genetic Engineering and Biotechnology and the unique benefits it could offer
to the international community. There was also a remarkable enthusiasm among
the countries present for participating in it and an unmistakable sense of
urgency that its establishment could no longer be postponed. Several countries

had offered to host the Centre and some of them had increased their offers.
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There was also a widespread and constructive desire that the Centre should
provide the nucleus of a system through which it could contribute to and
benefit from national and regional institutions and networks. A reservoir

of enthusiasm for international co-operation had been built up - an

outstanding act by itself.

65. Dr. Khane pointed out that the Draft Statutes envisaged that the Centre
would be financed by voluntary contributions and that assessed contributions
may be considered after five years of operation. This could mean that the
effective functioning of the Centre might be unduly delayed unless substantial
contributions were made at the outset. A scheme of assessed contributions teo
cover the budget of the Centre was ultimately necessary if the Centre and its
scientists had to function without uncertainty about the future. The sense of
fulfilment of the meeting in establishing the Centre could only be complete

if the right step was taken which might be a giant leap for the betterment of

mankind.

B. Election of Officers

66. The ~fficers of the meeting were:

President

Mr. José Maria Maravall (Spain)

Vice-Presidents

Mr. Hu Zhaosen (China)
Mr. F.B. Straub (Hungary)
Mr. J.K. Kimani (Kenya)
Mr. R. Gonzalez Guevara (Mexico)
Mr. R. Bouveng (Sweden)
Rapporteur

Mr. N. Mulla Hussein (Kuwait)




C. Preparation of the Final Report

and Closing of the Meeting

67. It was agreed that, with reference to the report of the meeting, the UNIDO
Secretariat would circulate it to the delegations for comments and then

finalize and issue it.

I. GENERAL REVIEW OF OUTSTANDING ISSUES

68. The report of the first part of the meeting was presented by the

President of that meeting.

69. Many delegations expressed their appreciation for the initiative and
hard work of the UNIDQ Secretariat in promoting the establishment of the

Centre.

70. The representatives of Belgium, India, Ttaly and Thailand made state-

ments explaining the salient features of their respective offers.

71. The representative of Thailand also expressed his delegation's
reservation on the work of Committee II of the first part of the meeting
which had discussed the location of the Centre. His delegation took
note of the report of that Committee only to the extent that no definite
conclusions were reached on the location of the Centre and that the

problem would have to be dealt with at the ministerial leve..

72. Many participants stressrd the need for establishing the Centre in a
developing country. The conclusions of the Belgrade meeting were recalled
and attention wae drawn to the advantages of locating the Centre in a
developing country. It was stated that research would then be carried out

in the ervironment of the developing countries and access to results of

the research would be facilitated. It was consi'ered preferable, in a spirit
of international goodwill and co-operation, not to press for the selection
of the location cf the Centre by voting but at the same time, it was stated
that the consensue reached in Belgrade should not be {gaored. Some
participants felc that while location in a developing country had advantages,
a decision on the location had to be guided by the need for the optimal
functioning of the Centre Zor the benefit of the developing countries. The
intellectual working envivonment and the ability to attract scientists of

high quality would determine the success of the Centre.




- 23 -

73. A few delegations chought that a decision on the location should not
be rushed. On the other hand, several delegations stressed the urgent need
to take a decision on the location ¢f the Centre. Some delegations emphasized
the need for taking due note of the recommendations of the Selected Committee

of Experts on the location of the Centre.

74. The reprecentative of Canada stated, though his country had been
represented in Belgrade, his Government had later reviewed the matter and
decided that it would be pursuirg its interest through the establishment of

a national centre for biotechnology with an international window for co-
operation with and participation in any international network which developed.
He was of the view that affiliation to the Centre should not be confined to
institutions of the Member States. His delegation was participating in the
ueeting in view of his Government's continued and sustained interest in
international co-operation in the field of genetic engineering and bio-
technology and in strengthening the scientific and technological capacities

of developing countries.

75. The representative of Sweden expressed the belief of his Government that
it was of great importance to support research in the problems of developing
countries. A substantial part of the Swedish development assistance was
directed towards support for research on problems in developing countries.

A description of the Swedish policy in the field of research co-operation
with developing countries was given. The need to strengthen the national
capacity in developing countries was stressed. Considering the potential that
genetic engineering and biotechnology would have in alleviating many of the
present problems of developing countries, his Government had decided, under
certain conditions, to make a launching contribution of SKr 3 million in
payments of SKr 1 million per year for the Centre's first three years of
operation., To enable this contribution to be made, certain conditions had to
be fulfilled, {.e. decisions on location and on the Statutes, contributions
by a wide group of dornors with reasonable sharing of the financial burden
between these countries and the adequacy of all such contributions for the
Centre's effective operation in the initial years. His Government was not,
however, in a position to become a member of the Centre at present. In their
view there remained questions to be colved to ensure the successful operation

of the Centre. His Government would also have appreciated studies on
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alternative solutions for support to research in the area parallel with the
preparations for the establishment of the Centre. His delegation had not
participated actively in the detailed discussions of the Statutes and had
abstained in all votings on these due to reasons mentioned above. However,
comments had been made on two important points. It was regrettable that
affiliation to the Centre was restricted to member states and that valuable
co-operation with other institutions thereby may be hindered. Secondly, it

was his belief that highest quality of advice from the Council of Scientific
Advisers could best be assured by selecting these advisers on the basis of
their scientific and technical merits. His Government would, however, continue
to follow the activities of tha Centre once it was established and also welcome

concrete requests for support of research projects.

76, The representative of Brazil expressed the considerable irnterest of his
Government in the Centre in particular in regard to the affilfation of
existing centres with it. His Govermment hoped to make a proposal in this

respect at an appropriate time.

77. The observer from the European Molecular Biology Laboratory explained
the work of his laboratory and stated that it had many combined interests
with the proposed Centre, though its direct affiliation would be a decision
for the Council of his Laboratory.

78. The representative of Cuba c¢~ated that his Government was considering his
country being the seat of an affiliated centre. It would make coucrete pro-

posals as and when proposals for affiliated centres were taken up.

79. The representative of Argentina emphasized the establishment in his
country of a national policy for genetic engineering and biotechnology, the
establishment of a national priority programme and the creation of a national
centre which was offered to the international community and which was proposed
as an affiliated centre of high level tc constitute one of the main nuclei of
the ICGEB, thereby adding it to the collective effort. The Argentine delegation
confirmed its support to the establishment of the ICGEB by its decision to

sign the Statutes.

80. 1In the absence of a consensus on the location of a Centre, the President
establighed an informal high-level contact group to explore the possibilities

of reaching such a consensus.
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ITI. LOCATION OF THE CENTRE

31. The high-level ccntact group established by the meeting submitted the

following report to the Plenary:

"]. The President appointed a High-Level Group consisting of Heads
of Delegations of Belgium, Bulgaria, Egypt, India, Indonesia, Italy,
Mexico, Pakistan, Spain, Thailand, Tunisia, Yugoslavia and Venezuela.
The UNIDO Secretariat was requested to assist the work of the Group.
The Group was requested to deal with the question of choice of the
site for the Centre and to arrive at a consensus. The Group was also
requested to advise about whatever other possibilities that may help
this meeting to come to 2 satisfactory decision.

2. The Group met in Conference Room E from 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon
on 12 September 1983. The Group cntrusted the Secretariat to moderate
the meeting and to report te the Ministerial-Level Plenipotentiary
Meeting. The discussions in the Group displayed a spirit of co-
operation and accommodation.

3. The Group agreed to propose to the Plenmary not to press the
question of selecting the site of the Certre to the process of voting
at the present time.

4. The discussion in the Group showed a definite inclination to
accommodate the view that it was not absolutely necessary to have one
geographical location for the activities and the physical facilities
of the Centre. More than one location in different countries could be
responsible for parts of the activity required of the Centre. The

aim was to secure a sense of co-operation, and a collective effort
that could be provided through a variety of geographic locations of
units in different countries.

5. This matter involved the question of statutes. The Group
expressed a clear desire and the necessity to approve the Statutes

of the Centre in Madrid today in order to establish the International
Organization as a legal entity. This will also give sanction and
right of existence to the Preparatory Committee with functions as
listed in the Resolution. The Group felt that there might be a cause
for redrafting of Article 1 of the Statutes which would allow for

the possibility of having the varied geographical components oi the
Centre.

6. In addition to the functions entrusted to the Preparatory
Committee in the Resolution, the Ministerial-Level Plenipotentiary
Meeting should entrust to it the task of examinig the location of
the Centre in different locations and components. In this task the
Preparatory Committee would take into account documentation prepared
for the Belgrade and Madrid meetings including their deliberations
and decisions. The Preparatory Committee will also consult with all
concerned in regard to all aspects of the location of the Centre.
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This work needs to be completed by 31 January 1984. The
Preparatory Committee will work from UNIDO, Vienna, and will be
assisted by the Secretariat.

This Ministerial-Level Plenipotentiary Meeting will have to
make provisions for financial requirements for the work of the
Preparatory Committee.

The Preparatory Committee will prepare a report and the UNIDO
Secretariat will circulate this report to all interested governments.
The Preparatory Committee may also recommend date wnd place,
preferably in Vienna, for reconvening this Plenipotentiary Meeting.

It is understood that by this set of decisions this Ministerial-

Level and Plenipotentiary Meeting would have established the legal

existence of the Centre and would have opened the Statutes for

signature here in Madrid, or later at United Nations Headquarters

in New York."
82. Some delegations felt that the proposal of the high-level contact group
would prejudice the establishment of a single centre. In this connecticn the
represent: tive of Thailand stated that the word "definite" in paragraph £
of the report of the contact group should be deleted to reflect more accurately
the discussions of that group. In his view, paragraph 10 of that report should

also be deleted.

83, The representative of Italy co.menting on the view of the contact group
that it was not absolutely necessary to have one geographical location
stressed the need for coherent links in the activities of the Centre. With
regard to paragraph 4 of the report of the high-level contact group that
several centres and not one centre might be considered, the representative of
Afghanistap stated that, since the activities in the fleld of genetic engi-
neering and biotechnolgoy were very closely related to each other, it was
better and more practical that all the activities were carried out from one
centre, He stated that these views should be taken into account by the

Preparatory Committee.

84. The meeting decided that the question of che location of the Centre be
postponed and that the proposed Preparatery Committee be asked to take up

this question urgently and come tn z decision by 31 January 1984.




- 27 -

III. STATUTES OF THE INTERNATIONAL CENTRE
FOR GENETIC ENGINEERING AND BIOTECHNOLOGY

85. The meeting considered the draft Statutes of the ICGEB as remitted by the
high-level meeting. After making some changes, the meeting adopted the
Statutes as reproduced in document ID/WG.397/8,

86. The representatives of Cuba and Ecuador stated that they were agreeing

the Statutes ad referendua.

87. The representative of Brazil expressed reservation on Articles 10 and 11
of the Statutes for the reason that financial contributions were not precisely
established in a concrete manner. The representatives of Chile, Congo and
Guatemala also expressed reservations on Articles 10 and 11. The representative
of Trinidad and Tobago expressed his reservation and asked whether under
Article 10 the contributions for the ICGEB were voluntary or not. It was
clarified that, in accordance with Article 11, paragraph 1, the contributions
were intended to be voluntary during the first five years. After this period
of time, however, consideration would be given to the possibility of the Board
assessing annual contributions. The representative of Kuwait reiterated his
position that the regular budget of the Centre should be based on voluntary
contributions during the first five years. After this period, consideration
may be given to the possibility of the Board assessing the annual contribution

every year.

88. The representative of Spain expressed his reservation to paragraph 4 of

Article 13 in case the Centre were to be located in Spain.

IV. ADOPTION OF RESOLUTIONS

89, The meeting adopted a resolution on a Preparatory Committee to carry out
the preparatory work on the establishment of the Centre until its Statutes

came into force. The resolution as adopted by the meeting is in Annex I.

90. The representative of Argentina suggested that the Preparatory Committee

should also prepare reports on affiliated centres before 31 January 1984.

9]1. Some delegations were of the view that in regard to the documentation to
be taken into account by the Preparatory Committee. specific mention should

be made of the report of the Selected Committee of Experts (UNIDO document
ID/WG.397/1), while some other delegations felt that this was not necessary
since the resolutfion on the Preparatory Committee referred to all documentation

prepared for the Belgrade and Madrid meetings.
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92. The meeting also adopted a resolution '"on international co—operation
for strengthening the technological capabilities of the developing countries
in the field of genetic engineering and biotechnology”. This resolution is

contained in Annex II.

V. SIGNATURE OF THE STATUTES

93. At the ceremony for signing the Statutes plenipotentiaries from the

1/

fellowing couatries signed the Statutes:—

Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Bolivia, Bulgaria, Chile, China, Congo,
Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, Greece, India, Indonesia, Italy, Kuwait, Mauritania,
Mexico, Nigeria, Spain, Sudan, Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago, Yugoslavia

and Zaire.g/

1/ Some states adopted the Statutes on an ad referendum basis or expressed
reservations on certain articles as reflected in Section I1I, Part Two
of this report.

2/ Because of the postponement of the signing ceremony, the Head of Delegation
of Venezuela could not participate in it and was only in a position to

sign the 5tatutes after the Meeting on the basis of his full powers for

the Plenipotentiary Meeting.
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ANNEX 1

RESOLUTION

on a Preparatory Committee

The Ministerial-Level Plenipotentiary Meeting on the Establishment of

the International Centre for Genetic Engineering and Biotechnology,

Recognizing the need for a mechanism to accelerate further the
preparatory work for the establishment of the International Centre for

Genetic Engineering and Biotechnology until its Statutes enter into force

HAS AGREED as follows:

A. A preparatory committee shall be established by those States which
have signed the Statutes until their entry into force. It shall be
established when at least 12 States have signed the Statutes. The
Preparatory Committee shall be composed of one representative from
each of the signatory States. The representative shall preferably
have a background in fields relevant to the planned activities of
the Centre. The Executive Head of UNIDO or his representative shall
be the Executive Secretary of the Preparatory Committee. The
Preparatory Committee shall remain in existence until these Statutes
come into force and the first session of the Board of Governors has

been convened.

B. The expenses of the Preparatory Committee may be met preferably

by voluntary contributions from interested States.

C. The Preparatory Committee shall examine the location of the Centre
in different locations and components. In this it shall take into
account the deliberations and decisions of the Belgrade and Madrid
meetings, The Committee will also consult with all concerned in
regard to all aspects ot the location of the Centre. The Committee
is requested to make recommendations on the establishment of

Affiliated Centres and Networks. The Commitiee wi{il work from UNIDO,
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Vienna, assisted by the Secretariat, and will complete its

work on the above by 31 January 1984. The Preparatory Committee's
report will be circulated by the UNIDO Secretariat to all
interested governments. The Committee may also recommend the

date and place for reconvening this Plenipotentiary Meeting.
D. The Preparatory Committee shall:

1. Elect its owm officers, adopt its own rules of procedure,
meet as often as necessary, and determine its own place

of meeting.

2. Appoint a project leader znd a local co-ordinator
assisted by a small local committee to handle problems
at che site of the Centre. The local co-ordinator shall

worx under the supervision of the project leader.

3. Make arrangements for the first session of the Beard
of Governors, including the preparation of a provisional
agenda, draft rules of procedure and a list of observer
organizations, such session to be held as soon as possible
after the entry into force of the Statutes in accordance

with Article 21.
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ANNEX II

RESOLUTION

oii International Co-operation for Strengthening the

Technological Capabilities of the Developing Countries

in the Field of Gémetic Engineering and Biotechnology

The Ministerial-Level Plenipotentiary Meeting,

Bearing in mind the Statutes adopted by it of the Internationai Centre

for Genetic Engineering and Biotechnology (hereinafter referred to as "Centre"),

Bearing also in mind the resolution adopted by it on the work of the

Preparatory Committee,

Taking note of the work done by UNIDO in stremgthening the technological

capabilities of the developing countries in the field of genetic engineering
and biotechnology and in particular in promoting the establishment of the
Centre,

Urging that all necessary steps should be taken for the speedy establish-

ment of the Centre.

Invites all countries including those which have either not participated
in the meeting or not signed the Statutes of the Centre during the meeting to
become members of the Centre as soon as possible so as to promote the peaceful

use of genetic engineering and biotechnology for the benefit of mankind,

Calls upon the international scientific and technological community to

assist the Centre in its activities.

II

Commends the UNIDO Secretariat for the valuable work done by it in

promoting the establishment of the Centre,




Requests the UNIDO Secretariat to undertake within the resources
available all such actions which are necessary to the full establishment and
smooth functioning of the Centre, and to continue assisting the developing
countries in strengthening technological capabilities in the field of genetic

engineering and biotechnology.

In particular, the UNIDO Secretariat is requested to assist the Preparatory

Committee in

(a) all activities until the first session of the Board of Governors

of the Centre is convened;
(b) in securing ifinancial resources and support for the Centre;

(¢) in establishing the Headquarters of the Centre and a network of
affiliated and regional and national centres on genetic
engineering and biotechnology as also co-operative reserach
programmes by continuing its technical assistance, promotional

programmes and advisory and information services;

(d) in the mobilization of the international scientific and
technological community in the field of genetic engineering
and biote~hnology particularly for the establishment and

operation of the Centre.

I11

Requests the Preparatory Committee to contact governments and funding
agencies as appropriate, inter alia, through high-level missions to secure the

resources for the establishment and operation of the Centre,

Invites governments to make voluntary contributions to the United Nations
Industrial Development Fund for facilitating UNIDO's work in this field, in
particular for taking the necessary follow-up action for the establishment of

the Centre,

Calls upon the concerned bodies of the United Nations and its
specialized agencies to continue their co-operation with UNIDO in the
establishment and functioning of the Centre and make the necessary collaborative

arrangements with the Centre to facilitate and support its work,
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Calls upon the UNDP, UNFSSTD, the World Bank, the regional development
banks and other international funding ageuncies including non-governmental
agencies to contribute financially to the implementation of programmes and

projects in the field of genetic engineering and biotechmology.
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ANNEX III

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS
AFGHANISTAN

Head of Delegation

Mr. Abdul Tawab Barek, Deputy Mimister, Ministry of Mines and Industry Kabul
ALGERIA

Head of Delegai:’.nn

S.E. M. Abdelhamid Latreche, Ambmssadeur d°Algeries Madrid

Members of Delgg;tinn

M. Bousbia, Conseiller, Ministire de 1’Enseignement et de la
Fechercha scientifique

M. Khelladi, Conseiller, Ministire de 1"Enssignament et de la
Recherche scientifique

M. Bouchentouf Tayebi, Professeur 38 1'Universitf de Sciences et
de Tezhnologis

M., Taous Feroukhi, Secretaire de 1°'Ambassadsur d'Algerie, Madrid
AAGENTINA

Head of Deleggti.on

S.E. Sr. Enrique Ros, Embajador de la Replblica Argentina, Madrid

Members of Delegation

Sr. Sadi U. Rife, Director Naciomal de Coordinacide Cientifica y Tecnologia
y Director del Programa Naciomal de Ingenierfa Genética y Biotecnologia,
Alternate Head of Delegation

cr. Victorio Vicente Olguin, isesor ce Catinete del ilinisterio ce
Salud Piablica y Medio Ambiente

Sr. Marcslo Pablo E, Camusso, Amalista de Organiamos Internacionalss, Depto,
Relaciones Intarnacionales de la Subsecretaria de Ciencia y Tecnologia

Sry’ Hector N,' Torres, Director, Instituto de Ingenierfa Genética Biloloefa
Molecular (INGEBI) .

Sr, Oscar Grau, “rofesor de Biologfa Quimica,
Universidad Nacional de la Plata

Sr. Juan Carlos Morelli, Secretario de la Embajada de Argentina en Madrid

BANGLADESH

Head of Dalegadon

H.E. Mr. A.K.H. Morshed, Permanent Representative to the United Nations,
Geneva
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BELGIWM

Head of Deleggtion

S.Ee« M. Ph, deSchouteete de Tervarert, Ambassaceur de Belgique, Madric

Members of Delggpti.On

M. L. Buysse, Premier Conseiller au Ministdre des affaires &trangdres
M. H. Fonder, Conseiller & 1' Ambassade de Belgique 3 Madrid

Me Go Van Acker, Président de la Gewestslijke Investaringsmaatscheppij
(R&gion Flamanae)

Me JoF. Godbille, Attach® au Cabinet du Ministre de la R&gion Bruxelloise

M. P. Rousseau, Conseiller de Cabinetdu Ministre,Nowelles Yechnologies,
(Région wallonne)

M. R.A. Hamers, Professeur & la Vrije Universiteit Brussel (_Vl.B)

M. M, SGteinert, Professeur & 1'Universitf Libre de Bruxelles

BOLIVIA

Head of Delegation
Bets Sre Luis Adolfo Gilss Salinas, Embajador de Bolivia, Madrid

BRAZIL

Head of Deleggt:ion

Mr. Carlos Norberto de Oliveire Pares, Counselling Minister,
Brazilian Embassy, Madrid

Membsrs of Delegation

Mr. Antenor Bogéa
Mr. M.E, Cortes Costa, Counsellor

BULGARIA

Head of Delegetion

Mr. Stoyan Ovcharov, First Deputy Chairman, State Committee on Science
and Technology and President of the National Council on Bintechnology

Members of Delegat:lm

Mr, Christo Popov, Mind ster Plenipotentiary, Altermate Permanent Representative,
Permanent Mission of the People's Haepublic of Bulgaria to UNIDO, Vienna

Mr. Kostadin Gantchev, Director General, Department of Biotechnology
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