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ACCESS AND BENEFIT-SHARING AGREEMENTS: 
RESOURCES AND BACKGROUND MATERIALS 
Sarah Laird, Anne L.S. Virnig and Rachel Wynberg

A large number of ABS agreements have been negotiated and signed over the last 
twenty years, and there is much to learn from past experiences and the evolution 
in understanding and practice. This document contains a range of resources to 
support development and implementation of ABS agreements, drawing not only upon 
examples of the agreements themselves, but also the supporting documents that 
provide advice and guidance on terms, negotiations, and approaches. 

We have also included documents that indirectly, but significantly, impact ABS 
agreements by addressing the overarching ethical and legal framework within which 
ABS agreements are negotiated. Such documents provide detail on the nature of 
Prior Informed Consent (PIC) and Mutually Agreed Terms (MAT), and the standards 
developed and employed by indigenous peoples, researchers, research institutions, 
and protected areas. There has been a great deal of migration in knowledge and 
approach between these various levels and types of ABS regulation, and it is 
important to understand how these issues are addressed by different groups, and at 
different stages in the ABS process.  

In addition to sample agreements and other legal documents, we include a large 
number of case studies. One of the key lessons learned since the Convention on 
Biological Diversity (CBD) entered into force is the importance of partnerships in 
ensuring that the MATs, PIC, and benefit-sharing articulated in agreements are real 
and lasting. A written agreement is only as good as the relationship upon which 
it is built, and the more involved a partnership the wider the range and extent of 
benefits usually shared. Case studies provide us with background on how the terms 
of agreements were developed, including how the parties reached agreement and 
developed MATs; how PIC was received from different stakeholders; and how the 
benefits in agreements were articulated and prioritized by the different parties. 
Case studies also provide insight into the social, political, economic and ecological 
complexities that underlie agreements, and what worked and what did not. 

We have not segregated documents by industrial sector because there is an 
increasing and extensive overlap between sectors, and significant differences within 
each sector. For example, biotechnology is now part of almost every industrial 
and manufacturing sector in the world, and the R&D strategies employed in 
pharmaceuticals, biotechnology, food, and agriculture that create demand for access 
to genetic resources share many features that are expressed in agreements. At the 
same time, a cosmetics company may sign an ABS agreement in order to access 
traditional knowledge used to produce an ingredient with a particular activity, and 
another and very different agreement for the commodity supply of raw material; 
and ingredient or supply companies seeking access and undertaking research on 
resources may sell the resulting products to companies from the food, cosmetics, 
botanicals, pharmaceutical, or other sectors. As a result, it behooves those seeking 
to understand ABS agreements to understand them broadly – across sectors, 
stakeholders, and regions – rather than narrowly. 
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The collection here is indicative, and not comprehensive, but is substantial enough 
to provide readers with a solid introduction. A number of organizations have done 
an excellent job of compiling ABS resources, and rather than duplicate their efforts 
we re-direct users of this collection to their work and websites. These include the 
CBD Clearing House (ABS measures, permitting, and agreements), WIPO (sample 
agreements), PIIPA (resource guide, including discussion of agreements), Natural 
Justice (community protocols and research agreements), International Society 
of Ethnobiology (codes of ethics and indigenous peoples’ declarations), UEBT 
(partnerships), and others.  A number of authors and groups have put a great 
deal of invaluable thought and time into the subject of ABS agreements, and we 
have also provided links to some key publications on this topic. Again, this is not a 
comprehensive list – and this document will be a ‘living’ document that will change 
and adapt with time and need. We welcome comments and suggested additions to 
the material included here.

ABS AGREEMENTS 
ABS agreements, as reported by the CBD Secretariat, have concentrated in areas with 
high biodiversity. In a sample of 44 countries with ABS agreements, 65% were found 
to be in the top 40 biologically diverse countries, with Latin America reporting the 
largest number of agreements (https://www.cbd.int/financial/abs.shtml). Most ABS 
agreements are bi-lateral, however more involved collaborations may involve a series 
of agreements, or linked agreements, among a range of stakeholders. Parties to 
agreements include companies, governments, research institutions, protected areas, 
and community groups. 

Most ABS agreements take at least a year to negotiate and the legal documents 
involved are varied and potentially numerous. They include permits from 
government, PIC from local communities that might take the form of a community 
research agreement, collaborative research and commercial agreements, material 
transfer agreements (MTAs), licensing agreements, and others.  In this section, we 
include examples of ABS agreements of various types: model agreements and surveys 
of contractual clauses undertaken over the last few decades; a sample of commercial 
agreements; collaborative research agreements and Memoranda of Understanding 
(MOUs); and MTAs.
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Model Agreements and Surveys of Contractual Clauses 
Over the last few decades, a number of groups have developed model agreements, 
and provided surveys of contractual clauses employed. A sample of these types of 
documents is provided below. The basic contractual terms found in ABS agreements 
might include (PIIPA, 2013; Cragg et. al., 2012):
• Roles and responsibilities of all parties, and nature of relationships (e.g., exclusive 

vs. nonexclusive; relationships between all involved) 
• Access and collection of materials, traditional knowledge, or scientific information
• Limits to third party transfer of material without the written consent of all 

relevant parties
• Establishing terms of confidentiality and publication of results
• Commercialization – if materials are used in commercialization, conditions under 

which this is permissible; triggers for determining when research moves into 
commercialization; requirements for negotiation of a next phase agreement

• Intellectual property – rights that are attainable, who will secure those rights, 
who will own those rights, and rights retained

• Benefit-sharing – what, to whom, and according to what schedule. 
 - Examples of financial benefits: royalties and fees, payments from and to  
   whom, products on which payments will be made, and/or financial support  
   for conservation programs; 
 - Examples of non-monetary benefits: transfer of technology, training of   
   researchers in provider countries in disciplines needed to carry out research  
   (e.g., biology, taxonomy, chemistry, bioassays), education, and/or capacity   
   and information building for conservation programs.
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Sample Documents
•	 Bioprospecting Case Studies: Summaries of Elements in ABS Contracts. No Date. 

Direct download available through CBD website list of resources - https://www.
cbd.int/financial/abs.shtml, “International Cooperative Biodiversity Groups (ICBG) 
– Maya”. https://www.cbd.int/doc/case-studies/abs/cs-abs-icbg.pdf.

•	 Biodiversity International Guidelines on Access and Benefit Sharing in Research 
Projects. 2012. https://www.cbd.int/abs/doc/bioversity-guidelines-en.PDF

•	 Conservation Finance Guide to Bioprospecting. http://conservationfinance.org/
guide/guide/indexc2f.htm 

•	 CBD Clearinghouse Model ABS Agreements and Contractual Clauses Database. 
Continually Updated. https://www.cbd.int/abs/resources/contracts.shtml 

•	 Ethiopia. Code of Conduct to Access Genetic Resources and Community Knowledge 
and Benefit Sharing in Ethiopia. 2012. https://www.cbd.int/abs/submissions/icnp-
3/Ethiopia-code-of-conduct.pdf

•	 Ethiopia. A Guide to Access to Genetic Resources and Community Knowledge and 
Benefit Sharing in Ethiopia. 2012. https://www.cbd.int/abs/submissions/icnp-3/
Ethiopia-Guide-Access-Genetic-Resources.pdf.

•	 Ethiopia Model ABS Contract. No Date. https://www.cbd.int/icnp3/submissions 
•	 FLEDGE. Making Access and Benefit Sharing (ABS) Frameworks Work at State Level 

in India: FLEDGE Model ABS Contract (Agreement for use by the State Biodiversity 
Boards in India. 2014. No link, only document.

• Gollin, MA. 2002. Elements of Commercial Biodiversity Prospecting Agreements. In 
Biodiversity and Traditional Knowledge. Ed. Laird, SA. Earthscan: London. 310-332.   

•	 IUPAC General Features of Contracts for Natural Products Collaborations. 1996. 
http://old.iupac.org/publications/pac/1996/pdf/6812x2333.pdf 

•	 MICROB3 Model Agreement. 2013. https://www.cbd.int/icnp3/submissions/ .
•	 Model Biodiversity Prospecting Contract. Downes, D, SA Laird, C Klein and BK 

Carney. From Biodiversity Prospecting: Using Genetic Resources for Sustainable 
Development. Ed. Reid, WV . 1993. World Resources Institute: Washington DC. No 
link, only document. 

•	 PIIPA Bioprospecting Resource Guide. 2013. http://www.piipa.org/images/PDFs/
PIIPA_Bioprospecting_Resource_Guide_2013_Final.pdf   

•	 Survey of Model Contractual Clauses, Codes of Conduct, Guidelines, Best Practices 
and Standards by the United Nations University Institute of Advanced Studies. 
2014. https://www.cbd.int/doc/meetings/abs/icnp-03/information/icnp-03-inf-02-
en.pdf 

•	 State of Queensland Model Biodiscovery Benefit Sharing Agreement. 2002. No 
link, only document. 

•	 Swiss Agreement on Access and Benefit Sharing for Non-Commercial Research: 
Sector Specific Approach Containing Model Clauses. 2010. https://www.cbd.int/
abs/doc/model-clauses/noncommresearch-abs-agreement.pdf 

•	 Third World Network Contract. 1996. No link, only document. 
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Commercial Agreements
Most commercial agreements are not available to the public, however over the years 
a number of – usually redacted - contracts have been released and provide useful 
background for the development of ABS agreements. The International Cooperative 
Biodiversity Groups (ICBGs) released a large number of contracts at various points 
over the years, and these proved invaluable to many groups negotiating agreements. 
A sample of a few additional agreements is provided below. WIPO regularly updates 
its collection of agreements, and it is important to check their website. 

It should be noted that understanding of the most effective approaches to ABS 
agreements has evolved, and so - while documents from a number of years ago 
can provide important context and background - they likely do not reflect current 
practice or ‘state of the art’ in ABS agreements (for example, see discussion below on 
the move towards a two-phase approach to agreements).

Collaborative Research Agreements and Memoranda of Understanding 
(MOUs)
Collaborative Research Agreements, or Memoranda of Understanding (MOU) 
Agreements, typically describe the total sum of activities that will be occurring and 
the general conduct of the research, and are useful when a mutual understanding is 
needed concerning the roles and activities of each of the participating organizations 
and entities, and the use and dissemination of data and materials resulting from 
research. They are used in a wide range of relationships, including basic research 
with no intention of moving into commercialization (PIIPA, 2013). It is important 
for those working on ABS agreements, and development of ABS measures that 
distinguish between academic and commercial research, to also be familiar with basic 
research, or academic, agreements that might fall within ABS regulations. 

Sample Documents
•	 AMRAD Discovery Technologies Pty Ltd and Northern Land Council. 1998. No 

link, only document. 
•	 CSIR and South African San Council. 1998. No link, only document.
•	 Anonymous Commercial Agreement for R&D (industry agreement with company 

name removed). 2015. No link, only document. 
•	 Rapitrade Bioprospecting Permit and Bioprospecting Project. No Date. No link, 

only document. GOVERNMENT PERMIT OR AGREEMENT?
•	 Teff ABS Agreement and Annexes. 2004. No link, only documents.
•	 TBGRI. Licensing Agreement between The Tropical Botanic Garden and Research 

Institute, Kerala, India (TBGRI) and The Arya Vaidya Pharmacy (Coimbatore) 
Ltd. 1995. Direct download available through CBD website list of resources 
(https://www.cbd.int/financial/abs.shtml, Know How Licencing Agreement 
between The Tropical Botanic Garden and Research Institute, Kerala, India 
(TBGRI) and The Arya Vaidya Pharmacy (Coimbatore) Ltd, Coimbatore, India 
(the PARTY), dated November 10th, 1995

•	 WIPO Contracts Database. Continually Updated. http://www.wipo.int/tk/en/
databases/contracts/ 



6

Research partnerships with 
potential commercial applications 
increasingly employ a two-phase 
approach in which the first 
phase agreement is negotiated 
within the context of academic 
research, with the inclusion 
of a commercial agreement 
“trigger”. This trigger requires 
negotiation of a commercial 
agreement as discoveries move 
into commercialization. The 
advantage of this approach is 
that – since commercialization 
is rare in many sectors – the 
time and cost of negotiating commercial terms and benefit sharing (e.g., royalties, 
milestone payments) are put off until a second phase during which commercialization 
is more likely. Both the National Cancer Institute and the International Cooperative 
Biodiversity Group Programs employ this approach, and the sample documents below 
are examples used in phase one of research partnerships. As Cragg et. al. (2012) 
describe, the Nagoya Protocol supports a form of phased agreements: “each Party 
shall…create conditions to promote and encourage research…including through 
simplified measures on access for non-commercial research purposes, taking into 
account the need to address a change of intent for such research.” 

Sample Documents
•	 Anonymous MOU between Botanical Gardens. No Date. No link, only document.
•	 Anonymous MOU between Home and Visiting Universities (2 Models). No Date. 

No link, only document.
•	 Anonymous MOU Appendix (research institution partnerships). No Date. No 

link, only document. 
•	 Anonymous Note on Provisional Terms of References involving Proposed 

Research (research institution partnerships). No Date. No link, only document.
•	 Argentinian Model Research Collaboration Agreement. 2010. https://www.cbd.

int/abs/resources/contracts.shtml.
•	 CJVI. Biological Resources Access Agreement between the Commonwealth of 

Australia and the Craig J. Venter Institute. 2004. http://www.environment.gov.
au/biodiversity/publications/biological-resources-access-agreement-between-
commonwealth-australia-and-craig-j-venter 

•	 National Cancer Institute Model Letter of Collection. 2006. https://dtp.cancer.
gov/branches/npb/loc.pdf

•	 National Cancer Institute Model Memorandum of Understanding. 2006. https://
dtp.cancer.gov/branches/npb/mou.pdf 

•	 Wounaan Village National Congress-Runk MOU. 2015. No link, only document. 
•	 Pew Biodiversity Research Protocols: Proposed Guidelines for Research and 

Local Communities Interested in Accessing, Exploring, and Studying Biodiversity. 
No Date. No link, only document. 



96 7

Material Transfer Agreements (MTAs)
Material Transfer Agreements (MTAs): Material Transfer Agreements are used when 
physical samples, such as biological material or chemical compounds, are exchanged 
between two parties. MTAs are entered into to control the use of genetic resources 
and limit the transfer of materials to third parties, protect the intellectual property 
rights of the provider, to limit the liability of the provider with respect to the 
recipient’s activities, and may also contain license and other terms governing the 
recipient’s commercial use of the provided material (PIIPA, 2013).

Sample Documents
• Argentinian MTA (2 Models). No Date. https://www.cbd.int/abs/resources/

contracts.shtml. 
• BIO Model MTA. No Date. http://www.wipo.int/tk/en/databases/contracts/

texts/bio.html.
• Celera Free Public Access Agreement of the Celera Whole Genome Sequence. No 

Date. No link, only document. 
• ECCO Core MTA. 2009. https://absch.cbd.int/api/v2013/documents/C57C3F4D-

B81D-77A8-88C3-9A188D8A4AE2/attachments/ECCO_core-MTA_V1_Febr09.
pdf.

• Final Research Agreement for a Project on Iiyiyiu Anti-Diabetic Plant Medicine. 
2003. https://www.cbd.int/financial/bensharing/canada-universities.pdf 

• Food and Agriculture Organization Standard MTA. 2006. ftp://ftp.fao.org/ag/
agp/planttreaty/agreements/smta/SMTAe.pdf   

• Genetic Resources Consulting Model MTA. 1996. No link, only document. 
• International Centre of Insect Physiology and Ecology Model Agreement for the 

Transfer of Biological Material and/or Related Information. 2000. Link only: 
http://www.wipo.int/tk/en/databases/contracts/texts/icipe.html 

• Kew Policy on Access to Genetic Resources and Benefit-Sharing. 2004. No link, 
only document. 

• Kew Access and Benefit-Sharing Agreement with Government. 2010. No link, 
only document.

• Kew Access and Benefit-Sharing Agreement without Government. 2010. No link, 
only document.

• Kew Memorandum of Collaboration for Herbarium Material. 2012. No link, only 
document.

• Kew Memorandum of Collaboration for Research. 2012. No link, only document. 
• Kew Donation of Plant and Fungal Material. 2014. No link, only document. 
• Kew Material Supply Agreement for Seed Material. 2004. No link, only 

document. 
• Kenya Sample Material Transfer Agreement. No Date. No link, only document.
• Kew Donation of Plant and Fungal Material. 2014. No link, only document. 
• Kew Material Supply Agreement for Seed Material. 2004. No link, only 

document. 
• MOSAICC. No Date. http://www.wipo.int/tk/en/databases/contracts/texts/

bccm.html 
• NCI MTA. 1999. https://dtp.cancer.gov/branches/npb/mta.pdf 
• Teff and Veronia MTA and Commentary. 2009. No link, only document.  
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Developing and Negotiating Agreements
A number of groups have developed resources to assist with the negotiation of 
agreements, and a few have examined the nature of what constitutes Prior Informed 
Consent, including from indigenous groups. 

Sample Documents
• Alexiades, M and DM Peluso. 2002. Prior Informed Consent: The Anthropology 

and Politics of Cross-cultural Exchange. In Biodiversity and Traditional 
Knowledge. Ed. Laird, SA. Earthscan: London. 221-227.   

• Guerin-McManus, M and D Kim. 2002. Prior Informed Consent: Protocol and 
Form. In Biodiversity and Traditional Knowledge. Ed. Laird, SA. Earthscan: 
London. 233-238.   

• Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity Fifth 
Meeting Nairobi: Report of the Panel of Experts on Access and Benefit-Sharing. 
2000. Guidelines for Free and Prior Informed Consent. http://www.biodiv.org/
doc/meetings/cop/cop-05/official/cop-05-08-en.pdf 

• Ethics and Practice in Ethnobiology and Prior Informed Consent with Indigenous 
Peoples, Regarding Genetic Resources. 2013. http://law.wustl.edu/centeris/
Papers/Biodiversity/PDFWrdDoc/ChennelFinalApril2003.pdf    

• Indigenous People’s Guide on FPIC. 2012. (http://www.firstpeoples.org/publish/
FINALfinal_guidebook_5.10.12.pdf).

• PIIPA Bioprospecting Resource Guide, see Section 4 “Negotiation Issues” 
pp. 32-36. 2013. http://www.piipa.org/images/PDFs/PIIPA_Bioprospecting_
Resource_Guide_2013_Final.pdf   
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Additional Reading on ABS Agreements 
• Bellivier, F, and C Noiville. 2006. Contrats et Vivants – Le Droit de la Circulation 

des Ressources Biologique. LGDJ: Paris. 
• Bhatti, S, S Carrizosa, P McGuire and T Young, Eds. 2009. Contracting for ABS: The 

Legal and Scientific Implications of Bioprospecting Contracts. See Chapters 1, 2, 
and 3. https://portals.iucn.org/library/efiles/documents/EPLP-067-4.pdf 

• Carrizosa, S, SB Brush, BD Wright and PE McGuire, Eds. 2004. Accessing 
Biodiversity and Sharing the Benefits: Lessons from Implementing the Convention 
on Biological Diversity. https://portals.iucn.org/library/efiles/documents/EPLP-
054.pdf

• Costanza, C, L Chirstoffersen, C Anderson and JM Short. 2007. Deal Making 
in Bioprospecting, Chapter No. 16.4. In Intellectual Property Management in 
Health and Agricultural Innovations: A Handbook of Best Practices. http://ipmall.
info/hosted_resources/IP_handbook/ch16/ipHandbook-Ch%2016%2004%20
Costanza%20et%20al%20Deal%20Making%20in%20Bioprospecting%20rev.pdf

• Consortium of European Taxonomic Facilities. No date. CETAF Code of Conduct 
and Best Practice for Access and Benefit Sharing. https://www.cbd.int/abs/
submissions/icnp-3/EU-Taxonomic-practices.pdf. 

• Cragg, GM, F Katz, DJ Newman and J Rosenthal. 2012. The Impact of the United 
Nations Convention on Biological Diversity on Natural Products Research. No link, 
only document.

• Cragg, GM, F Katz, DJ Newman, and J Rosenthal. 2012. Legal and Ethical Issues 
Involving Marine Biodiscovery and Development. In Handbook of Marine Natural 
Products, 1314–42. Springer.

• Downes, D, SA Laird, C Klein, B Kramer Carney, WV Reid, CA Meyer, R Gómez, A 
Sittenfeld, DH Janzen, and MA Gollin. 1993. Biodiversity Prospecting Contract. In 
Biodiversity prospecting: using genetic resources for sustainable development, 
255–87.

• Gollin, MA. 2002. Elements of Commercial Biodiversity Prospecting Agreements. In 
Biodiversity and Traditional Knowledge. Ed. Laird, SA. Earthscan: London. 310-332.   

• King, S, R Thomas, J Carlson, and K Moran. 1996. Biological Diversity, Indigenous 
Knowledge, Drug Discovery and Intellectual Property Rights: Creating Reciprocity 
and Maintaining Relationships. Journal of Ethnopharmacology 51 (1):45–57.

• King, SR, TJ Carlson, and K Moran. 1996. Biological Diversity, Indigenous 
Knowledge, Drug Discovery, and Intellectual Property Rights. In Valuing Local 
Knowledge: Indigenous People and Intellectual Property Rights, edited by D 
Stabinsky and SB Brush, Island Press.

• Laird, SA, WV Reid, CA Meyer, R Gomez, A Sittenfeld, DH Janzen, MA Gollin, and 
C Juma. 1993. Contracts for Biodiversity Prospecting. In Biodiversity prospecting: 
using genetic resources for sustainable development, 99–130.

• Laird, SA and K ten Kate. 2002. Linking Biodiversity Prospecting and Forest 
Conservation. In Selling forest environmental services? Market-based mechanisms 
for conservation and development, 151–72.

• Lapeña, I, I López, and M Turdieva. 2012. Biodiversity International/GEF Guidelines 
on Access and Benefits Sharing in Research Projects. https://www.cbd.int/abs/
doc/bioversity-guidelines-en.PDF
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• Moran, K. 1997. Returning Benefits From Ethnobotanical Drug Discovery. In 
Biodiversity and Human Health, edited by Francesca Grifo and Joshua Rosenthal, 
243–63. Island Press.

• Riley, M, B Simon, SM Englander, O Livne, C Osegueda Jr., J Schnitlzer. 2013. 
PIIPA Bioprospecting Resource Guide. http://www.piipa.org/images/PDFs/PIIPA_
Bioprospecting_Resource_Guide_2013_Final.pdf

• Rosenthal, J and F Katz. 2009. Plant-based Research among the International 
Cooperative Biodiversity Groups. No link, only document.

• Schuster, BS, JE Jackson, CN Obijiofor, CO Okunji, W Milhous, E Losos, JF Ayafor 
and MM Iwu. 1999. Drug Development And Conservation Of Biodiversity in West 
and Central Africa: A Model for Collaboration with Indigenous People. https://
www.cbd.int/financial/bensharing/africa-usa.pdf 

• Soeharto, DD, C Gyllenhaal, HHS Fong, LT Xuan, NT Hiep, NV Hung, TQ Bich, B 
Southavong, K Sydara and JM Pezzuto. 2004. The UIC ICBG (University of Illinois 
at Chicago International Cooperative Biodiversity Group) Memorandum of 
Agreement: A Model of Benefit-Sharing Arrangement in Natural Products Drug 
Discovery and Development. https://www.cbd.int/financial/bensharing/several-
icbd2004.pdf 

• Tobin, B. 2002. Biodiversity Prospecting Contracts: The Search for Equitable 
Agreements. In Biodiversity and Traditional Knowledge. Ed. Laird, SA. Earthscan: 
London. 287-309.  
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THE BROADER LEGAL AND ETHICAL FRAMEWORK
ABS agreements are developed and negotiated within a broad legal and ethical 
context that directly and indirectly impacts their design and effectiveness. At the 
international level this includes the CBD, Nagoya Protocol and Bonn Guidelines, 
and, indirectly, a myriad of measures addressing research, trade, natural resources, 
and other fields. National ABS measures often include terms and requirements for 
ABS agreements, with ABS permits often conditional upon securing prior informed 
consent and signing a benefit-sharing agreement. Industry policies and guidelines 
provide insight into the approach and views of companies and industry associations. 
Institutional policies and researcher’s codes of ethics help us to understand the same 
for the academic, and to a lesser extent commercial, research community. 

Community research agreements, as well as local policies and customs, and tools 
such as biocultural protocols, may articulate indigenous and other communities’ 
priorities and concerns, and in some cases views on ABS, including appropriate PIC, 
MAT and benefit-sharing, which are invaluable background for negotiation of ABS 
agreements involving traditional knowledge or collections of resources on indigenous 
peoples’ lands. Indigenous peoples’ declarations more broadly, but also importantly, 
outline the priorities and concerns of communities and traditional knowledge 
holders. Protected areas policies provide guidance on standards practiced within 
different countries at the point of collection. Taken together, these documents 
contribute invaluable insight and background on stakeholders and key issues 
underlying ABS agreements.  

UN Treaties, Protocols, and Guidelines on ABS
• Bonn Guidelines. 2002. https://www.cbd.int/abs/bonn/ 
• Convention on Biological Diversity. 1992. https://www.cbd.int/convention/text/ 
• The International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture. 

2009. http://www.planttreaty.org/content/texts-treaty-official-versions
• Nagoya Protocol. 2011. https://www.cbd.int/abs/ 

A Sample of Regional and Government ABS Measures
AFRICA
• Organization of African Unity: African Model Legislation for the Protection of the 

Rights of Local Communities, Farmers and Breeders, and for the Regulation of 
Access to Biological Resources. 2000. https://www.cbd.int/doc/measures/abs/
msr-abs-oau-en.pdf  

AUSTRALIA
• Commonwealth of Australia: Statutory Declaration Template (for commercial 

permits). No Date. http://www.environment.gov.au/topics/science-and-research/
australias-biological-resources/permits 

• Australian Government Commercial Application for a Permit to Access Biological 
Resources in Commonwealth Areas. No Date. http://www.environment.gov.au/
topics/science-and-research/australias-biological-resources/permits 

• Australian Government Guidelines for Offering Samples for Holders of Access to 
Biological Resources Permits. No Date. http://www.environment.gov.au/system/
files/pages/e3584028-d083-4aec-acdd-c0aa635a529f/files/guidelines-samples_1.
pdf
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• Australian Government Commercial Reporting Template: Permit for Access to 
Biological Resources under Part 8A of the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Regulations 2000. No Date. http://www.environment.gov.au/system/
files/pages/e3584028-d083-4aec-acdd-c0aa635a529f/files/permit-reporting-
template.pdf  

• Australian Government Non-commercial Permits: Webpage.  http://www.
environment.gov.au/topics/science-and-research/australias-biological-resources/
permits-%E2%80%93-accessing-biological-resourc-1 

• Australian Government List of Permits Issued 2006-2015. Continually updated.  
http://www.environment.gov.au/resource/list-permits-issued 

• Model Access and Benefit Sharing Agreement: Commonwealth of Australia and 
Access Party.  No Date.  http://www.environment.gov.au/system/files/pages/
e3584028-d083-4aec-acdd-c0aa635a529f/files/commonwealth-and-access-party-
model-benefit-sharing-agreement-2012.pdf 

• Australian Government Model ABS Agreement: Access Provider and Access Party. 
No Date.  https://www.cbd.int/abs/resources/contracts.shtml 

• Australian Government Explanatory Guide: Model Benefit-sharing Agreement. 
2012. http://www.environment.gov.au/system/files/pages/e3584028-d083-4aec-
acdd-c0aa635a529f/files/benefit-sharing-guide.pdf 

• Northwest Territories Traditional Knowledge Policy. 2005. http://www.enr.gov.
nt.ca/sites/default/files/documents/53_03_traditional_knowledge_policy.pdf  

• Northwest Territories Traditional Knowledge Resources. Continually updated. 
http://www.enr.gov.nt.ca/node/3069 

COSTA RICA
• Reglamento a la Ley de Biodiversidad. Costa Rica. 2008. http://webcache.

googleusercontent.com/search?q=cache:1WpYBxw6Jy8J:www.iadb.org/Research/
legislacionindigena/leyn/docs/C-R-Decreto-Ejecutivo-34433-08-Reglamento-Ley-
Biodiversidad-.doc+&cd=1&hl=en&ct=clnk&gl=us 

• The Link Between Biodiversity and Sustainable Development: Lessons from INBio’s 
Bioprospecting Program in Costa Rica. No Date. https://www.cbd.int/financial/
bensharing/costarica-absinbio.pdf 

• Access and Benefit Sharing in Costa Rica: Lessons Learned for the Monitoring and 
Tracking of Genetic Resources in Access Contracts. 2005. https://www.cbd.int/
financial/abs.shtml

PANAMA
• Panama Special System for the Collective Intellectual Property Rights of 

Indigenous Peoples for the Protection and Defense of their Cultural Identity and 
their Traditional Knowledge. 2000. http://www.wipo.int/wipolex/en/details.
jsp?id=3400 

PERU
• Peru Law Introducing a Protection Regime for the Collective Knowledge of 

Indigenous Peoples Derived from Biological Resources. 2002. http://www.wipo.int/
wipolex/en/details.jsp?id=3420 
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THE PHILIPPINES
• Philippines Indigenous Peoples Rights Act. 1997. http://www.wipo.int/wipolex/en/

details.jsp?id=5755 
• Philippines Executive Order No. 247: Prescribing Guidelines and establishing a 

Regulatory Framework for the Prospecting of Biological and Genetic Resources. 
1995. http://www.wipo.int/wipolex/en/details.jsp?id=9627

SOUTH AFRICA
• South African National Environmental Management: Biodiversity Act on 

Bioprospecting, Access and Benefit-Sharing Regulations. 2008. http://ship.mrc.
ac.za/bioregulations.pdf   

• South Africa’s Bioprospecting, Access and Benefit-Sharing Regulatory Framework: 
Guidelines for Providers, Users, and Regulators. 2012. https://www.environment.
gov.za/sites/default/files/legislations/bioprospecting_regulatory_framework_
guideline.pdf 

SOUTH AMERICA
• Andean Pact on a Common System on Access to Genetic Resources. No Date. 

http://iatp.org/documents/andean-pact-draft-decision-common-system-on-
access-to-genetic-resources-0 

Additional Reading on National ABS Measures 
• Gollin, Michael A and Sarah A Laird. 

1996. Global Policies, Local Actions: 
The Role of National Legislation 
in Sustainable Biodiversity 
Prospecting. Boston University 
Journal of Science and Technology 
L.2:16.

• Gollin, Michael A, WV Reid, SA 
Laird, CA Meyer, R Gomez, A 
Sittenfeld, DH Janzen, and C Juma. 
1993. An Intellectual Property 
Rights Framework for Biodiversity 
Prospecting. Biodiversity 
prospecting: using genetic resources 
for sustainable development, 159–
97.

• Young, Tomme. 2007. Beyond 
Access: Exploring Implementation 
of the Fair and Equitable Sharing 
Commitment in the CBD. IUCN.

• Wynberg, Rachel, Sarah Laird, Jaci 
Van Niekerk, and Witness Kozanayi. 
2015. Formalization of the Natural 
Product Trade in Southern Africa: 
Unintended Consequences and 
Policy Blurring in Biotrade and 
Bioprospecting. Society and Natural 
Resources 28(5):559–74.
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Industry Policies and Guidelines
• CBD Clearinghouse. Page on Submissions received for the Third Meeting of the 

Open-ended Ad Hoc Intergovernmental Committee for the Nagoya Protocol on 
Access and Benefit Sharing: https://www.cbd.int/icnp3/submissions/ 

• Glaxo Wellcome Policy on Acquisition of Natural Source Materials. No Date. No 
link, only document. 

• GlaxoSmithKline Policy on Biodiversity Sourcing. 2014. https://www.gsk.com/
media/280797/biological-diversity-policy.pdf  

• German Biotechnology Industry Association. Guidelines/best practice document 
under development. https://www.cbd.int/abs/submissions/icnp-3/EU-German-
Biotechnology-Letter.pdf 

• International Federation of Pharmaceutical Manufacturers and Associations 
(IFPMA) Guidelines. No Date. https://www.cbd.int/abs/submissions/icnp-3/EU-
IFPMA-EFIA-Guidelines.pdf 

• MOSAICC: Micro-Organisms Sustainable Use and Access Regulation International 
Code of Conduct. 2011. https://www.cbd.int/abs/submissions/icnp-3/EU-
Microbial-code2011.pdf 

• Natural Justice Community Protocols: Institutional Policies and Guidelines in 
the Americas. Continually Updated. http://www.community-protocols.org/
community-protocols/americas 

• Union for Ethical BioTrade Standard. 2012.  http://ethicalbiotrade.org/dl/
verification/STD01-Ethical-BioTrade-Standard-2012-04-11.pdf 

• Union for Ethical BioTrade Tools. Continually Updated. http://ethicalbiotrade.org/
resources/uebt-tools/ 

Institutional Policies and Agreements
• Botanical Gardens Conservation International ABS Learning Tool. No Date. http://

www.bgci.org/policy/abs_learning/?sec=resources&id=abs_learning 
• CBD Manual for Botanical Gardens. 2008. http://www.bgci.org/files/cbd_manual.

pdf 
• Experiences from the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, of Using Model Contractual 

Clauses, Codes of Conduct, Guidelines and Best Practices and Standards. No Date. 
www.cbd.int/abs/submissions/icnp-3/EU-Kew-letter.pdf

• Kew Policy on Access to Genetic Resources and Benefit-Sharing. 2004. No link, only 
document. 

• Kew Access and Benefit-Sharing Agreement with Government. 2010. No link, only 
document.

• Kew Access and Benefit-Sharing Agreement without Government. 2010. No link, 
only document.

• Kew Memorandum of Collaboration for Herbarium Material. 2012. No link, only 
document.

• Kew Memorandum of Collaboration for Research. 2012. No link, only document. 
• Kew Donation of Plant and Fungal Material. 2014. No link, only document. 
• Kew Material Supply Agreement for Seed Material. 2004. No link, only document. 
• Laird, SA and R Wynberg. 2002. Institutional Policies for Biodiversity Research. In 

Biodiversity and Traditional Knowledge. Ed. Laird, SA. Earthscan: London. 39-76.   
• The Limbe Botanical and Zoological Garden Policy on Access to Genetic Resources 

and Benefit Sharing. 2001. No link, only document.
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Protected Areas
• Agama, AL. 2002. Dusun Communities’ Efforts to Control Distribution of a 

Medicinal Plant Manual around Kinabalu National Park. In Biodiversity and 
Traditional Knowledge. Ed. Laird, SA. Earthscan: London. 96-100.   

• Diversa-Yellowstone Agreement. 2004. Chapter 8, pages186-199 in Accessing 
Biodiversity and Sharing the Benefits: Lessons from Implementing the Convention 
on Biological Diversity. https://portals.iucn.org/library/efiles/documents/EPLP-
054.pdf 

• IUCN Sacred Natural Sites: Guidelines for Protected Area Managers. 2008. https://
cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/pa_guidelines_016_sacred_natural_sites.pdf 

• IUCN/WCPA/WWF Principles and Guidelines on Indigenous and Traditional 
Peoples and Protected Areas. Post-1996. http://webcache.googleusercontent.
com/search?q=cache:EpoomNjuqnAJ:https://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/sp_
guidelinesindpeoples.doc+&cd=2&hl=en&ct=clnk&gl=us 

• Laird, SA and EE Lisinge. 2002. Protected Area Research Policies: Developing a 
Basis for Equity and Accountability. In Biodiversity and Traditional Knowledge. Ed. 
Laird, SA. Earthscan: London. 127-176.   

• Laird, SA, EE Lisinge, T Tanjong and M Tchamba. 2002. Development of Protected 
Area Research Policies in Cameroon. In Biodiversity and Traditional Knowledge. 
Ed. Laird, SA. Earthscan: London. 135-159.

• Svarstad, H, S Shillion and HC Bugge. 2002. Novartis’s Golden Eggs from a 
Norwegian Goose. In Biodiversity and Traditional Knowledge. Ed. Laird, SA. 
Earthscan: London. 162-164.      

• ten Kate, K, L Touche, A Collis and A Wells. 2002. Access to Genetic Resources and 
Benefit-Sharing in a Protected Area: An Agreement between Yellowstone National 
Park and the Diversa Corporation. In Biodiversity and Traditional Knowledge. Ed. 
Laird, SA. Earthscan: London. 165-170.  

• UNU-IAS Report: Biodiversity Access and Benefit-Sharing Policies for 
Protected Areas. 2003. http://collections.unu.edu/eserv/UNU:3107/UNUIAS_
ProtectedAreasReport.pdf 

• WCPA Indigenous and Traditional Peoples and Protected Areas: Principles, 
Guidelines, and Case Studies. 2000. https://portals.iucn.org/library/efiles/
documents/PAG-004.pdf  

• Zoundjihékpon, J, B Mathieu and MJ De Pauw. 2002. The Tai National Park in 
Cote D’Ivoire: Developing Research Relationships that Benefit the Park and Local 
Communities. In Biodiversity and Traditional Knowledge. Ed. Laird, SA. Earthscan: 
London. 131-133.   

Codes of Ethics and Ethical Research Practices 
• American Association of Anthropology Code of Ethics. 2012. http://ethics.aaanet.

org/category/statement
• ISE Code of Ethics and Research Guidelines. 2008. http://www.ethnobiology.net/

wp-content/uploads/ISE-COE_Eng_rev_24Nov08.pdf 
• Pew Conservation Scholars Initiative Suggested Ethical Guidelines for Accessing 

and Exploring Biodiversity. No Date. http://www.sristi.org/papers/B29.htm 
• Statement of the American Folklore Society on Research with Human Subjects. No 

Date. http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/tk/en/databases/creative_heritage/
docs/afs_statement.pdf

• Working Better Together: A Conference on Indigenous Ethics. 2015. Resources: 
https://indigenousresearchethics2015.wordpress.com/program/documents
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Additional Reading: Codes of Ethics and Ethical Research Practices 
• Alexiades, MN and JW Sheldon. 1996. Selected Guidelines for Ethnobotanical 

Research: A Field Manual. New York Botanical Garden.
• Anderson, EN, D Pearsall, E Hunn, and N Turner. 2012. Ethnobiology. John Wiley 

and Sons.
• Bacon, C, E Mendez, and M Brown. 2005. Participatory Action Research and 

Support for Community Development and Conservation: Examples From Shade 
Coffee Landscapes in Nicaragua and El Salvador. Center for Agroecology and 
Sustainable Food Systems. 

• Bannister, K, S Laird, and M Solomon. 2010. Fostering ‘Mindfulness’ in Traditional 
Knowledge Research: The Code of Ethics of the International Society of 
Ethnobiology. In S.M. Subramian and B. Pisupati (eds.) Traditional Knowledge in 
Policy and Practice: Approaches to Development and Human Well-being. United 
Nations University Press, 121-9.

• Berlin, B and EA Berlin. 2004. Community Autonomy and the Maya Icbg Project 
in Chiapas, Mexico: How a Bioprospecting Project That Should Have Succeeded 
Failed. Human Organization 63(4):472–86.

• Blake, MK. 2007. Formality and Friendship: Research Ethics Review and 
Participatory Action Research. ACME: An international E-journal for critical 
Geographies 6(3):411–21.

• Bourgois, P. 1990a. Confronting Anthropological Ethics: Ethnographic Lessons 
From Central America. Journal of Peace Research 27(1):43–54.

• Bourgois, P. 1990b. Confronting Anthropological Ethics: Ethnographic Lessons 
From Central America. Journal of Peace Research 27 (1):43–54.

• Erickson, KC and DD Stull. 1998. Doing Team Ethnography: Warnings and Advice. 
Sage Publications Inc. 

• Ethics in Ethnobiology: History, International Law and Policy, and Contemporary 
Issues. 2011. http://tribalclimate.uoregon.edu/files/2013/04/Hardison-and-
Bannister-Ethnobiology-2011-1ugn0mt.pdf 

• Forsythe, DE. 2001. Ethics and Politics of Studying Up in Technoscience. In 
Studying Those Who Study Us: An Anthropologist in the World of Artificial 
Intelligence, edited by DJ Hess, 119–31. Stanford: Stanford University Press.

• Israel, M and I Hay. 2006. Why Care About Ethics. In Research Ethics for Social 
Scientists, 1–11.

• Hardison, P. and K. Bannister, 2011. Ethics in Ethnobiology: History, International 
Law and Policy, and Contemporary Issues. In E.N. Henderson, D. Pearsall, E. Hunn, 
and N. Turner (eds.) Ethnobiology. Wiley-Blackwell, 27-49.

• Jacob, MA. 2007. Form Made Persons: Consent Forms as Consent’s Blind Spot. 
PoLAR: Political and Legal Anthropology Review 30 (2):249–68.

• Jordan, B and B Dalal. 2006. Persuasive Encounters: Ethnography in the 
Corporation. Field Methods 18 (4):359–81.

• Laird, SA and DA Posey. 2010. Professional Society Standards for Biodiversity 
Research: Codes of Ethics and Research Guidelines. In Biodiversity and Traditional 
Knowledge: Equitable Partnerships in Practice, edited by Sarah A Laird, 16–38. 
Routledge.

• Lassiter, LE. 2005. The Chicago Guide to Collaborative Ethnography. University of 
Chicago Press.

• Lincoln, YS. 2011. Institutional Review Boards and Methodological Conservatism: 
The Challenge to and From Phenomenological Paradigms. In The Sage Handbook 
of Qualitative Research, edited by Norman K Denzin and Yvonna S Lincoln, 165–
82. Sage.
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• Nathan, R. 2006. Afterward: Ethics and Ethnography. In My Freshman Year: What 
a Professor Learned By Becoming a Student, 158–68. New York: Penguin.

• Nelson-Harrison, ST, SR King, C Limbachi, C Jackson, A Galiwango, Sirimani K 
Kato, and BR Kanyerezi. 2002. Ethnobotanical Research Into the 21st Century. 
In Ethnomedicine and Drug Discovery, edited by Maurice M Iwu and Jacqueline 
Wootton, 283–307. Elsevier.

• Posey, DA and G Dutfield. 1996. Beyond Intellectual Property: Towards Traditional 
Resource Rights for Indigenous Peoples and Local Communities. International 
Development Research Centre: Ottawa. 

• Schensul, JJ, M Weeks, and M Singer. 1999. Building Research Partnerships. In 
Researcher Roles and Research Partnerships, edited by Margaret D LeCompte, 
Jean J Schensul, Margaret R Weeks, and Merrill Singer, 85–164. Walnut Creek: 
Altamira Press.

• Schrag, B. 2004. Commentary on Crossing Cultural Barriers: Informed Consent in 
Developing Countries. Cleveland, OH: Ethics Center for Engineering and Science, 
Case Western Reserve University. 

• Shannon, J. 2007. Informed Consent: Documenting the Intersection of Bureaucratic 
Regulation and Ethnographic Practice. PoLAR 30:229.

• Siebenhüner, B and J Suplie. 2005. Implementing the Access and Benefit-Sharing 
Provisions of the CBD: A Case for Institutional Learning. Ecological Economics 53 
(4):507–22.

• Smith, LT. 2012. Community Research and Tribal Research. In Decolonizing 
Methodologies: Research and Indigenous Peoples, 124–29. Zed books.

• Smith, LT. 2012. Ethical Research Protocols. In Decolonizing Methodologies: 
Research and Indigenous Peoples, 118–20. Zed books.

• Smucker, TA, DJ Campbell, JM Olson and EE Wangui. 2007. Contemporary 
Challenges of Participatory Field Research for Land Use Change Analyses: 
Examples From Kenya. Field Methods 19 (4):384–406.

• Stevens, S. 2001. Fieldwork as Commitment. Geographical Review 91 (1)2:66–73.
• Velasquez Runk, J. 2014. Enriching indigenous knowledge scholarship via 

collaborative methodologies: beyond the high tide’s few hours. Ecology and 
Society 19(4):37.

• Williams, B. 2011. Ethics and the Limits of Philosophy. Taylor and Francis.
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Community Research Agreements and Biocultural Protocols
• Access to Genetic Resources: An Evaluation of the Development and 

Implementation of Recent Regulation and Access Agreements. 1999. https://www.
cbd.int/financial/bensharing/costarica-inbio-merck.pdf 

• Biocultural Community Protocol for the Territory of the Supreme Community 
Council of Alto San Juan Asocasan Tado. 2012. http://www.pnuma.org/english/
documents/BCP%20ASOCASAN_english_2012.pdf

• Biocultural Protocol of The Traditional Health Practitioners of Bushbuckridge. 
2010. http://community-protocols.org/wp-content/uploads/documents/South_
Africa-Bushbuckridge_Biocultural_Protocol.pdf

• Biocultural Protocol of Gunis and Medicinal Plant Conservation Farmers of Mewar. 
No Date http://www.community-protocols.org/wp-content/uploads/documents/
India-Gunis_and_Medicinal_Plant_Conservation_Farmers_BCP.pdf 

• Kuna, Panama. 2000. Protocolo Biocultural de las Comunidades Kunas: Estudio de 
caso de Panama. https://www.cbd.int/abs/side-events/abs-9/id1691-doboyala.pdf 

• Laird, SA and F Noejovich. 2010. Building Equitable Research Relationships With 
Indigenous Peoples and Local Communities: Prior Informed Consent and Research 
Agreements. In Biodiversity and Traditional Knowledge: Equitable Partnerships in 
Practice, edited by Sarah A Laird, 179–220. Routledge.

• Lingayat Biocultural Protocol. 2009. http://www.community-protocols.org/wp-
content/uploads/documents/India-Lingayat_Biocultural_Protocol.pdf. 

• Biocultural Community Protocol of the Traditional Healers of the Malayali Tribes. 
2009. http://www.community-protocols.org/wp-content/uploads/documents/
India-Malayali_Vaidyas_BCP.pdf 

• Natural Justice Community Protocols. Continually Updated. http://www.
community-protocols.org/ 

• Potato Park. Community Biocultural Protocols: Building Mechanisms for Access 
and Benefit Sharing among the Communities of the Potato Park based Customary 
Quechua Norms. 2011. http://pubs.iied.org/G03168.html 

• Potato Park. Building Mechanisms for Access and Benefit Sharing among the 
Communities of the Potato Park based on Quechua Customary Norms. 2012. 
http://pubs.iied.org/pdfs/G03340.pdf 

• The Samburu Biocultural Protocol: About the Samburu Indigenous Livestock 
Breeds and Their Rights to Their Indigenous Livestock Genetic Resources and Role 
in Global Biodiversity Management. 2009. http://community-protocols.org/wp-
content/uploads/documents/Kenya-Samburu_Community_Protocol.pdf 

• Defending Our Territory: The Biocultural Community Protocol of Alto San Juan, 
Colombia. 2011. http://pubs.iied.org/G03406.html?k=colombia

Indigenous declarations, guidelines, statements
• ASEAN Workshop on the TRIPS Agreement and Traditional Medicine: 

Recommendations Regarding Intellectual Property Rights in Relation to Traditional 
Medicine. 2001. No link, only document. 

• ASEAN. Indigenous Peoples Statement on the ASEAN Human Rights Declaration. 
2013. http://www.iwgia.org/iwgia_files_news_files/0740_IP_Statement_on_
ASEAN_HR_Declaration_ENG.pdf 
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• Bandung Declaration on the Protection of Traditional Cultural Expressions, 
Traditional Knowledge, and Genetic Resources. 2007. http://www.wipo.int/edocs/
mdocs/tk/en/wipo_grtkf_ic_11/wipo_grtkf_ic_11_12.pdf 

• COICA. Statement: Basic Points of Agreement from the Coordinating Body 
for Indigenous Peoples’ Organizations of the Amazon Basin-United Nations 
Development Programme (COICA-UNDP) Regional Meeting: Intellectual Property 
Rights and Biodiversity. 1994. http://lib.icimod.org/record/9889  

• Declaration of Belem. 1988. http://www.agem-ethnomedizin.de/download/www_
Declaration_of_Belem.pdf 

• Declaration of Indigenous Peoples of the Western Hemisphere Regarding the 
Human Genome Diversity Project. 1995. http://www.ipcb.org/resolutions/htmls/
dec_phx.html 

• Declaration on Indigenous Peoples’ Rights to Genetic Resources and Indigenous 
Knowledge. 2007. http://www.ipcb.org/resolutions/htmls/Decl_GR&IK.html 

• Dutfield, G. 2002. Indigenous Peoples’ Declarations and Statements on Equitable 
Research Relationships. In Biodiversity and Traditional Knowledge. Ed. Laird, SA. 
Earthscan: London. 228-232.   

• Ensuring Equitable Benefits: The Falealupo Covenant and the Isolation of Anti-
Viral Drug Prostratin from a Samoan Medicinal Plant. 2001. No link, only article.

• Iskenisk Declaration on the Access, Use, and Fair and Equitable Sharing of Benefits 
Arising Out of the Utilization of Genetic Resources and Associated Traditional 
Knowledge in Canada. 2011. http://www.ikanawtiket.ca/pdf/ISKENISK.pdf 

• Isquitos Declaration. 1990. http://www.nativeweb.org/papers/statements/
environment/iquitos.php 

• ISE Resources Page for Indigenous Declarations. Continually Updated. http://
ethicstoolkit.net/policy-stream/instruments-judgements-declarations/ 

• Indigenous People’s Guide on FPIC. 2012. (http://www.firstpeoples.org/publish/
FINALfinal_guidebook_5.10.12.pdf)

• Kari-oca Declaration and Indigenous Peoples Earth Charter. 1992. http://www.
uncsd2012.org/index.php?page=view&nr=892&type=230&menu=38 

• Mobilizing Traditional Knowledge and Expertise for Decision-Making on 
Biodiversity. 2006. (http://www.polisproject.org/PDFs/BannisterHardison%20
2006.pdf)

• Posey, DA and G Dutfield. 1996. Beyond Intellectual Property: Towards Traditional 
Resource Rights for Indigenous Peoples and Local Communities. International 
Development Research Centre: Ottawa. 

• The Manila Declaration of the International Conference on Extractive Industries 
and Indigenous Peoples. 2009. http://www.forestpeoples.org/sites/fpp/files/
publication/2010/08/maniladeclarationmar09eng.pdf 

• The Mataatua Declaration on Cultural and Intellectual Property Rights of 
Indigenous Peoples. 1993. http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/tk/en/
databases/creative_heritage/docs/mataatua.pdf 

• Suva. 1995. Consultation on Indigenous Peoples’ Knowledge and Intellectual 
Property Rights. No Link, only document. 

• United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples. 2008. http://
www.un.org/esa/socdev/unpfii/documents/DRIPS_en.pdf 

• Working Group on Indigenous Populations (WGIP): Principles and Guidelines for 
the Protection of the Heritage of Indigenous People. 1995. http://www.ohchr.org/
EN/Issues/IPeoples/Pages/Session22WGIP.aspx 
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ABS AGREEMENT AND PARTNERSHIP CASE STUDIES
AFRICA
• Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity, Fourth 

Meeting: Bratislava, Slovakia. Benefit-Sharing Case Studies: Aristoclaudus 
korupensis and Prunus africana. 1998. https://www.cbd.int/financial/bensharing/
cameroon-village.pdf 

• The International Cooperative Biodiversity Groups Program: Nigeria. 1998. 
https://www.cbd.int/financial/bensharing/unitedstates-icbg-africa.pdf 

• Carlson, Thomas J, Barry Mamadou Foula, Julie A Chinnock, Steven R King, 
Gandeka Abdourahmaue, Bah Mamadou Sannoussy, Amadou Bah, Sekou Ahmed 
Cisse, and Rowena K Richter. Case Study on Medicinal Plant Research in Guinea: 
Prior Informed Consent, Focused Benefit Sharing, and Compliance With the 
Convention on Biological Diversity. Economic Botany 55, no. 4 (2001): 478–91.

• Access and Benefits Sharing in Africa: Cases of Bioprospecting and ABS Legislation 
in Eastern and Southern Africa. 2006. https://www.cbd.int/financial/bensharing/
several-caseafrica2006.pdf 

• Contemporary Challenges of Participatory Field Research for Land Use Change 
Analyses: Examples from Kenya. 2007. No link, only document. 

• Union for Ethical BioTrade: Argan, A Case Study on ABS? 2009. http://
ethicalbiotrade.org/dl/benefit-sharing/UEBT_Argan%20D_ROBINSON_AND_E_
DEFRENNE_final.pdf 

• Union for Ethical BioTrade Benefit Sharing in Practice: Talepetraka in Madagascar. 
2012. http://r0.unctad.org/biotrade/congress/BackgroundDocs/UEBT.note3.
Talapetraka.BenefitSharing.2O12.pdf 

• The Access and Benefit-Sharing Agreement on Teff Genetic Resources: Facts and 
Lessons. 2012. http://www.fni.no/doc&pdf/FNI-R0612.pdf 

• Laird, SA, AB Cunningham and E Lisinge. 2000. One in ten thousand? The 
Cameroon Case of Ancistrocladus korupensis. In: C. Zerner (ed.) People, Plants and 
Justice :The Politics of Nature Conservation. Columbia University Press, New York.

• Laird, SA and EE Lisinge. 1998. Benefit Sharing Case Studies from Cameroon: 
Ancistrocladus korupensis and Prunus africana. A UNEP contribution to the 
fourth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological 
Diversity, May 1998.

AUSTRALIA AND NEW ZEALAND
• UNU-IAS Report Queensland Biodiscovery Collaboration: The Griffith University 

AstraZeneca Partnership for Natural Product Discovery. 2008. http://archive.ias.
unu.edu/resource_centre/Queensland%20Biodiscovery%20Collaboration_The%20
Griffith%20University%20AstraZeneca%20Partnership%20for%20Natural%20
Product%20Discovery.pdf 

ASIA PACIFIC
• Sharing with the Kanis: A Case Study from Kerala, India. No Date. No link, only 

document.
• The Access and Benefit Sharing Policies of the United States National Cancer 

Institute: A Comparative Account of the Discovery and Development of the Drugs 
Calanolide and Topotecan. No date. https://www.cbd.int/financial/bensharing/
malaysia-calandolide.pdf 
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• University of New South Wales: Towards Access and Benefit-Sharing Practice 
Pacific Case Studies. No Date. http://www.abs-initiative.info/uploads/media/ABS_
Best_Practice_Pacific_Case_Studies_Final_01.pdf

• Cox, PA. 2001. Ensuring Equitable Benefits: The Falealupo Covenant and 
the Isolation of Anti-Viral Drug Prostratin From a Samoan Medicinal Plant. 
Pharmaceutical Biology 39 (1):33–40.

• Access to Genetic Resources and Approaches to Obtaining Benefits from Their Use: 
The Case of the Philippines. 2002. https://www.cbd.int/doc/case-studies/abs/cs-
abs-de.pdf 

LATIN AMERICA
• Bioprospecting in Practice: A Case Study of the Suriname ICBG Project and Benefits 

Sharing under the Convention on Biological Diversity. No Date. https://www.cbd.
int/doc/case-studies/abs/cs-abs-sr.pdf 

• Sittenfeld, A, R Gómez, WV Reid, SA Laird, CA Meyer, DH Janzen, MA Gollin, and C 
Juma. 1993. Biodiversity Prospecting By Inbio. In Biodiversity prospecting: using 
genetic resources for sustainable development, 69–97.

• Costa Rican International Cooperative Biodiversity Group: Using Insects and Other 
Arthropods. In Biodiversity Prospecting. 1999. https://www.cbd.int/financial/
bensharing/costarica-icbg.pdf 

• Contractual Regulation of Access to Information on Biodiversity for Scientific and 
Commercial Use: The Novartis-UZACHI Biolead Project. 2003. https://www.cbd.int/
financial/bensharing/mexico-biolead.pdf 

• Community Autonomy and the Maya ICBG Project in Chiapas, Mexico: How a 
Bioprospecting Project that Should Have Succeeded Failed. 2004. No link, only 
document. 

• Participatory Action Research and Support for Community Development and 
Conservation: Examples from Shade Coffee Landscapes in Nicaragua and El 
Salvador. 2005. http://escholarship.org/uc/item/1qv2r5d8  

• Biodiscovery Research in Panama: Linking Science, Technology, Human Health, and 
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