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International cooperation 

programme funded by its 

member countries

Implementation mechanism of 

the Forest Europe Process

What is EUFORGEN?
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EUFORGEN’s Membership
Phase VI (2020-2024) – 28 countries
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1. Facilitate knowledge sharing and 
communicate with key stakeholders 
on forest genetic resources in Europe.

2. Coordinate and monitor the 
conservation of forest genetic 
resources in Europe. 

3. Promote the appropriate use of forest 
genetic resources by preparing 
science-based guidelines and 
recommendations to improve genetic 
conservation in forest management.

Distribution range of Pinus sylvestris , Quercus robur , Fraxinus angustifolia 

EUFORGEN’s Objectives
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Conservation of FGR at the core of EUFORGEN activities
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EUFORGEN’s outputs related to FRM

www.euforgen.org/FRM-Publication www.euforgen.org/FRM-Policy
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Views on articles 6 and 18 
related to Conservation of FGR included in 
the Proposal for the EU Regulation on the 
production and marketing of forest 
reproductive material

Different views in the inclusion vs exclusion of conservation:

• Exclusion because the regulation would be too restrictive

• Inclusion because could support the cross-border conservation initiatives.

Asking to meet all points could significantly limit the use of FRM for genetic  conservation purposes. 
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Article 6 Requirements for FRM derived 
from basic material intended for the purpose 
of conserving forest genetic resources

In order for FRM derived from basic material subject to the 
derogation of Article 18 to be marketed, all the following 
conditions shall be fulfilled:

(a) FRM of the species listed in Annex I may only be marketed, if it is of the 
‘source- identified’ category;

(b) FRM shall be of origin which is naturally adapted to the local and regional 
conditions; and

(c) FRM shall be collected from all individuals of the notified basic material.
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Article 6 Requirements for FRM derived 
from basic material intended for the purpose 
of conserving forest genetic resources

(a) FRM of the species listed in Annex I may only be marketed, if 
it is of the ‘source- identified’ category;

Too restrictive:

This excludes material that can be very valuable for conservation (eg in some countries DCUs are of selected 

category, or in case of black poplar,

FRM could even be of tested category, now this is excluded) –--
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Article 6 Requirements for FRM derived 
from basic material intended for the purpose 
of conserving forest genetic resources

(b) FRM shall be of origin which is naturally adapted to the local 
and regional conditions; and;

Too restrictive: 

Populations not well adapted to the local and regional conditions, because of climate change, new pest and 

diseases, etc., could be relevant for conservation for the future!  

The EUFORGEN community is actively working on the conceptualisation of assisted migration of valuable 

genetic resources
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Article 6 Requirements for FRM derived 
from basic material intended for the purpose 
of conserving forest genetic resources
(c) FRM shall be collected from all individuals of the notified 
basic material.

Too restrictive: 

• in stand forming trees thousands of them are to be collected; 

• in marginal populations – could be detrimental for their sustainability

Can be re-phrased: 

[(c) FRM shall be collected from an [optimum]/[maximum number]/[sufficient number] of individuals of 

the notified basic material., taking into account the biology of the species, natural conditions and 

organizational or financial capacities.]
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Article 6 Requirements for FRM derived 
from basic material intended for the purpose 
of conserving forest genetic resources

Possible addition:

[(d) FRM for species where vegetative propagation is usually used for the purpose of conservation of forest 

genetic resources, such as Populus, mixture of sufficient number of clones, in order to maintain genetic 

diversity, can/shall be considered]
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Article 18 Derogation from the obligation 
to be approved for basic material 
intended for the purpose of conserving 
forest genetic resources

Overall comment:

The derogation(s) would lead to loss of traceability and transparency, and 

would support frauds from (regular) professional operators. 



15

Article 18 Derogation from the obligation to be 
approved for basic material intended for the 
purpose of conserving forest genetic resources

1. By way of derogation from Article 4(1) and (2), the registration of basic 
material intended for the purpose of conserving forest genetic resources in 
the national register shall not be subject to approval by the competent 
authorities.

2. Any professional operator registering basic material for the purpose of 
conserving forest genetic resources used in forestry, shall notify that basic 
material to the competent authority of the Member State concerned.
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Article 18 Derogation from the obligation to be 
approved for basic material intended for the 
purpose of conserving forest genetic resources

Points 1 and 2
• The derogations may/would lead to loss of traceability and transparency, 

and would support frauds from (regular) professional operators. 

• with this derogation, it will be possible to spread inappropriate material 
under the pretext of FGR conservation with no other limit than specific 
conditions and requirements defined in paragraph 4 - this can result in 
large scale uniformity of deployed FGR, rather than diversity

• If this whole article is not deleted, then at least the derogation should be 
subject to national decision whether to apply it or not (even though this 
would still lead to doubts regarding its implementation in different MS).
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Article 18 Derogation from the obligation to be 
approved for basic material intended for the 
purpose of conserving forest genetic resources

Points 1 and 2
There is no support in indicating that ”any professional operator" can act in this regard, furthermore multiple 

actors can be added in the chain - if the derogation is maintained, then a point should be added before it:

1 bis : [Professional operators devoted to conservation of forest genetic resources shall be registered 

for this purpose, according to specific conditions established by competent authorities.”]
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Article 18 Derogation from the obligation to be 
approved for basic material intended for the 
purpose of conserving forest genetic resources

3. Basic material referred to in paragraph 1 shall be notified to the competent 
authorities in accordance with the format of FOREMATIS. 

The notification of the basic material shall be carried out with reference to the 
unit of notification.

Each unit of notification shall be identified by a unique register reference in a 
national register.

That notification shall contain the following information: ….

Comment: the EU Horizon project FORGENIUS currently contributing to the 
climatic and environmental data for FOREMATIS to help end users choice of FRM
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Article 18 Derogation from the obligation to be 
approved for basic material intended for the 
purpose of conserving forest genetic resources

4. The Commission may, by means of implementing acts, establish the 
specific conditions as regards the requirements and content of that 
notification. Those implementing acts shall take account of the 
development of applicable international standards and shall be adopted 
in accordance with the examination procedure referred to in Article 27(2)
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Article 18 Derogation from the obligation to be 
approved for basic material intended for the 
purpose of conserving forest genetic resources

Point 4 – for notification and for registration of PO

• The Commission would need to establish the minimum conditions for a professional operator that can be registered 

with the purpose of conservation of FGR, instead of competent authorities, however, the EC would not have competence 

in this, compared to the MS

• to ensure the diversity of FGR conserved and used, the conditions and requirements have to be locally specific in 
order (i) to determine the locally appropriate FGR for use, and (ii) to define and implement the FGR conservation 
strategy;

• only the competent authorities of the Member States can provide local expertise
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General comments on Article 18 

General concern with this article is highlighted, because it does not guarantee to 
serve the general objective of FGR conservation and sustainable use:

• FGR conservation and sustainable use depends on the diversity, not uniformity, 
of locally appropriate FGR effectively used in European forests;

• FGR conservation and sustainable use requires control by competent authorities 
of the Member States who have the expertise to determine the diversity of FGR 
that is appropriate for local use and to implement national FGR conservation 
strategies as the fundamentals of FGR conservation and sustainable use.

• The derogation(s) would lead to loss of traceability and transparency, and would 
support possible frauds from (regular) professional operators. 
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Conclusions

The EUFORGEN Programme is willing to further support 
the dialogue and the discussions aimed to define the most 
appropriate modalities and technicalities for the 
conservation of FGR


