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STATEMENT OF THE 69th PLENARY MEETING

“Cotton Industry Growth Through Global Unity”

The International Cotton Advisory Committee (ICAC) met in Lubbock, Texas, USA during September 21-25, 2010 for its 69th Ple-
nary Meeting since the establishment of the Committee 71 years earlier. Nearly four hundred people attended the meeting, including
representatives from 39 governments and 9 international organizations. The Committee welcomed the Government of Mozambique
as its newest member. The theme of this Plenary Meeting laid emphasis on unity and aptly summarized the need to ensure that the
common interests of all stake holders in the cotton value chain, including farmers, ginners, traders, textile mills and consumers, are
adequately addressed.

1.1. The Secretariat reported that world cotton production is expected to rise by 16% in 2010/11, encouraged by the significant rise
in cotton prices during the past year. Cotton mill use is also recovering from the steep decline during the global recession, and world
cotton trade is rising with increased consumption. The Secretariat estimated that average cotton prices during the current season would
be at their highest level since 1994/95. However, the Secretariat cautioned that preliminary forecasts for next season (2011/12) suggest
that stocks could rise, indicating an eventual decline in cotton prices.

1.2. The Committee noted that some countries were particularly concerned with the risks posed by price volatility to producers, ginners,
traders and textile mills, and recommends that price issues should continue to be the focus of ICAC surveillance, and data collection.
The Committee recognized the need to enhance dialogue between cotton producers and cotton consumers to improve cotton market
data, and transparency.

2.1. The ICAC supported the UN definition of sustainability as development that meets the needs of the present without compromising
the ability of future generations to meet their needs. Member governments recognized that cotton producers have made great strides
in improving the environmental and social dimensions of sustainability over the last two decades through the use of new technologies
and improved management practices.

2.2. The Committee received a report from its Expert Panel on Social, Environmental and Economic Performance of Cotton Production
(SEEP) on pesticide use in cotton, which is a common concern whenever the theme of sustainability of cotton cultivation is discussed.
According to SEEP, even though world production increased, cotton’s share by value of global pesticide consumption declined from
11% in 1988 to 6.2% in 2009. SEEP developed eight recommendations, and all eight of the recommendations on pesticide use in cot-
ton were accepted by the ICAC:

1. WHO Hazard Class I pesticides should be eliminated in countries where adequate provisions for their management are not in
place.

2. Cotton-producing countries where the use of pesticides other than herbicides is higher than 1 kilogram of active ingredient per
hectare should analyze and address the causes of such use.

3. The use of active ingredients that account for the highest contribution to the environmental toxic load should be minimized to
reduce the environmental hazards to aquatic organisms and bees.

4. Pesticides known to pose risks to unborn or breast-fed children should be eliminated from the cotton production system.

5. Governments, with the involvement of all concerned stakeholders in the cotton sector, should make a strong effort to promote best
management practices in plant protection and to reduce reliance on pesticides and subsequent risks to the environment and human
health.

6. Governments should consider both environmental and health risks while formulating clear policy statements relative to pesticide
risk reduction.

7. Governments should promote the collection of reliable crop-specific data related to pesticide use.
8. Follow-up risk assessment studies should be conducted.
In addition, the Committee strongly affirmed that SEEP should continue and extend studies to interested cotton producing countries.

2.3. The Committee received a report from its Secretariat indicating that the world cotton industry is being maligned by some criticisms
that are inaccurate, exaggerated or distorted allegations of waste, abuse and harm associated with cotton production. It was noted that
the cotton industry has been responding to valid concerns for decades by acknowledging the need for improvement, working to develop
pragmatic approaches, and encouraging adoption of best practices. The Committee agreed that there are valid concerns associated
with cotton production practices, and improvements are needed. However, there is a need to confront those who criticize the cotton
industry for commercial advantage, and the Committee instructed the Secretariat to work with the Standing Committee, the Private
Sector Advisory Panel, the International Forum for Cotton Promotion and industry organizations to provide fact-based information
about the performance of the cotton industry.

2.4. The Committee received a report from its Private Sector Advisory Panel (PSAP) about phytosanitary requirements for cotton
moving in international trade. The Committee agreed with the PSAP that the Secretariat should provide additional information on
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phytosanitary requirements for trade in cotton. The Committee instructed its Secretariat to work with the Standing Committee to en-
courage all countries to adopt harmonized phytosanitary requirements for trade in cotton.

2.5. In addition, the PSAP reported that it appreciates all initiatives intended to improve cotton production practices. However, the
PSAP expressed concerns about some retailers and others in the value chain using programs designed to improve production practices
as tools of public relations for competitive advantage. The Committee instructed its Secretariat to compile a glossary of terms and a
roster of participants in the many and various programs and initiatives working for improvements in cotton production practices.

2.6. The Committee noted that “sustainable” production and “organic” production are not synonymous, and many cotton production
systems ranging from those that are highly capital intensive to those that are highly labor intensive can be sustainable. Organic produc-
tion is one option for sustainable production. The Committee agreed that a session on organic cotton production would be conducted
during the 70th Plenary Meeting.

3.1. The Committee was informed that the term “cotton technologies” today often refers to “transgenic technologies” and that trans-
genic cotton is now commonplace, making it possible to incorporate desirable traits that would otherwise not be available by expand-
ing the gene pool for cotton breeding to other species. Scientists indicated that DNA markers are enabling conventional breeders to
greatly improve the odds of finding favorable recombinants for traits that are quantitatively inherited, such as fiber yield and quality.
In countries using mechanical picking, one of the greatest advances in cotton research in recent decades has been the development
of pickers equipped with electronic weigh systems, making it possible to improve selections in breeding programs. Breeders are now
using an index called, “quality score,” to aggregate six fiber quality parameters into one measurement, further aiding selections in
breeding programs.

3.2. The Committee was informed that biotechnology is an important tool to improve the sustainable production of cotton. It was
also noted that some countries that do not use transgenic cotton seeds also achieve high yields while using only minimal amounts
of insecticides. Further, some countries are concerned that the high costs of transgenic cotton seeds, and the greater requirements of
technology management and knowledge transfer from seed companies to farmers, pose a potential threat to the economic viability of
cotton production in those countries.

3.3. Governments took note that many of the emerging technologies that will influence the structure of the world cotton industry are
expensive to develop. Several Members of the ICAC voiced support for the creation of an International Center for Cotton Research
(ICCR) during the 68th Plenary Meeting in 2009. Many governments still consider that an ICCR could lower the cost through in-
novative technologies and speed up the development in cotton research. The ICCR could expand the adoption of cotton technology
through greater coordination of efforts. The Committee noted that the Standing Committee is to prepare a report for consideration at
the next Plenary Meeting.

3.4. The ICAC was informed that the use of the term “natural fiber” by the cotton industry has been challenged because of the em-
ployment of genetic engineering in over half of all cotton produced. The ICAC agrees that the fiber produced from cotton plants is a
“natural fiber,” regardless of production methodology or seed technology.

4.1. The Secretariat reported that subsidies to the cotton industry totaled US$3.5 billion in 2009/10, down from US$6.2 billion in
2008/09. Seven countries provided subsidies in 2009/10 averaging 13 cents per pound, down from nine countries providing an average
of 14 cents per pound in 2008/09. The Secretariat noted that these subsidies distort the world cotton economy, and many countries urged
immediate elimination. The report was limited to direct support to production, border protection, crop insurance subsidies, minimum
support price mechanisms and export subsidies.

4.2. The Committee reaffirmed the urgent necessity for an ambitious and balanced conclusion to the Doha Round with development as
its centerpiece. The Committee encouraged all WTO Members to contribute to bringing the Doha Round to a balanced and ambitious
conclusion through negotiations, flexibility and compromise. ICAC Members reiterated that cotton is an integral part of the Doha De-
velopment Agenda (DDA) and that there can be no completion of the DDA without a solution on cotton. WTO Members have agreed
that cotton will be treated ambitiously, expeditiously and specifically within the overall negotiations on Agriculture.

4.3. The Committee agreed that countries need to avoid the use of protectionist measures in a closely integrated cotton economy.
Members of the ICAC understand that such measures lead to uncertainty, volatility, and distortions to cotton trade.

Appreciation of U.S. Hospitality: The Committee thanked the people, the Government, and the cotton industry of the United States
and the people of Lubbock for their hospitality and organization in serving as host of the 69th Plenary Meeting. Members of the ICAC
noted that the United States has hosted 17 plenary meetings since the creation of the Committee in 1939, and the commitment of the
United States to unified actions in pursuit of common goals within the world cotton industry was much appreciated.

Future Plenary Meetings: The Committee enthusiastically accepted an invitation from the Government of Argentina to host the 70th
Plenary Meeting in 2011.

MEMBER GOVERNMENTS

Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Chad, China (Taiwan), Colombia, Céte d'Ivoire, Egypt, Finland,
France, Germany, Greece, India, Iran, Israel, Italy, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Korea (Republic of) , Mali, Mozambique, Netherlands, Nigeria,
Pakistan, Poland, Russia, South Africa, Spain, Sudan, Switzerland, Syria, Tanzania, Togo, Turkey, Uganda, United States of America,
Uzbekistan, Zambia, Zimbabwe.
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@ ICAC SUPPLY AND DISTRIBUTION OF COTTON
September 24, 2010

Seasons begin on August 1

2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11 201112
Est. Proj. Proj.

Million Metric Tons

BEGINNING STOCKS

WORLD TOTAL 12.559 12.792 12.231 11.868 8.96 9.08
CHINA 3.991 3.653 3.321 3.585 2.94 2.92
USA 1.321 2.064 2.188 1.380 0.65 0.52

PRODUCTION

WORLD TOTAL 26.757 26.029 23.338 21.795 25.25 26.41
CHINA 7.975 8.071 8.025 6.850 6.96 7.24
INDIA 4.760 5.219 4.930 5.050 5.72 5.83
USA 4.700 4.182 2.790 2.654 4.10 4.15
PAKISTAN 2.121 1.876 1.891 2.019 1.89 2.08
BRAZIL 1.524 1.602 1.214 1.181 1.48 1.70
UZBEKISTAN 1.171 1.206 1.000 0.850 1.06 1.07
OTHERS 4.506 3.873 3.488 3.191 4.03 4.33

CONSUMPTION

WORLD TOTAL 26.429 26.509 23.504 24.639 25.13 25.52
CHINA 10.600 10.900 9.265 9.867 10.02 10.15
INDIA 3.908 4.050 3.863 4.222 4.56 4.79
PAKISTAN 2.633 2.649 2.428 2.307 2.25 2.30
EAST ASIA & AUSTRALIA 1.864 1.835 1.680 1.816 1.87 1.88
EUROPE & TURKEY 2.084 1.744 1.409 1.537 1.52 1.52
BRAZIL 0.992 1.007 0.974 0.979 1.00 1.02
USA 1.074 0.998 0.781 0.751 0.74 0.69
CcIS 0.681 0.664 0.596 0.607 0.59 0.58
OTHERS 2.593 2.662 2.508 2.554 2.58 2.60

EXPORTS

WORLD TOTAL 8.068 8.375 6.619 7.797 8.38 8.43
USA 2.821 2.968 2.887 2.621 3.49 3.41
INDIA 0.960 1.530 0.515 1.390 1.09 1.10
UZBEKISTAN 0.980 0.900 0.630 0.820 0.82 0.78
CFA ZONE 0.924 0.595 0.467 0.554 0.57 0.57
AUSTRALIA 0.465 0.265 0.261 0.461 0.50 0.51
BRAZIL 0.283 0.486 0.596 0.433 0.52 0.65

IMPORTS

WORLD TOTAL 8.144 8.393 6.523 7.747 8.38 8.43
CHINA 2.306 2.511 1.523 2.374 3.03 3.23
EAST ASIA & AUSTRALIA 1.899 1.860 1.665 1.874 1.88 1.91
EUROPE & TURKEY 1.340 1.081 0.861 1.155 0.98 0.98
PAKISTAN 0.502 0.851 0.417 0.337 0.39 0.30
CIS 0.322 0.271 0.239 0.219 0.20 0.19

TRADE IMBALANCE 1/ 0.076 0.018 -0.096 -0.050 0.00 0.00

STOCKS ADJUSTMENT 2/ -0.171 -0.100 -0.102 -0.010 -0.01 0.00

ENDING STOCKS

WORLD TOTAL 12.792 12.231 11.868 8.965 9.08 9.97
CHINA 3.653 3.321 3.585 2.937 2.92 3.24
USA 2.064 2.188 1.380 0.653 0.52 0.57

ENDING STOCKS/MILL USE (%)

WORLD-LESS-CHINA 3/ 58 57 58 a1 a1 44
CHINA 4/ 34 30 39 30 29 32
COTLOOK A INDEX 5/ 59.15 72.90 61.20 77.54 89*

1/ The inclusion of linters and waste, changes in weight during transit, differences in reporting periods and
measurement error account for differences between world imports and exports.
2/ Difference between calculated stocks and actual; amounts for forward seasons are anticipated.
3/ World-less-China's ending stocks divided by World-less-China's mill use, multiplied by 100.
4/ China's ending stocks divided by China's mill use, multiplied by 100.
5/ U.S. cents per pound.
* The price projection for 2010/11 is based on the ending stocks/consumption ratio in the world-less-China in 2008/09 (estimate),
in 2009/10 (estimate) and in 2010/11 (projection), on the ratio of Chinese net imports to world imports in 2009/10 (estimate) and
2010/11 (projection).
95% confidence interval: 76 to 106 cents per pound.
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STATEMENT OF THE 69th PLENARY MEETING

“Cotton Industry Growth Through Global Unity”

Report of the Committee on Cotton Production Research

The International Cotton Advisory Committee (ICAC) met in Lubbock, Texas, USA during September 21-25, 2010 for its 69th Plenary Meeting since
the establishment of the Committee 71 years earlier. Nearly four hundred people attended the meeting, including representatives from 39 governments
and 9 international organizations. The Committee welcomed the Government of Mozambique as its newest member. The theme of this Plenary Meet-
ing laid emphasis on unity and aptly summarized the need to ensure that the common interests of all stake holders in the cotton value chain, including
farmers, ginners, traders, textile mills and consumers, are adequately addressed.

1. The Committee on Cotton Production Research of the ICAC organized a Technical Seminar on the topic “How to Lower the Cost of Cotton Pro-
duction.” Papers were presented by experts from countries with large, capital intensive, leading-technology farming systems (Brazil, Turkey, USA),
small-holder production systems (Zambia), and in countries in which production is constrained by heavy pest pressure (Pakistan). While there is the
potential to achieve large increases in yields, the rising cost of cotton production is a major concern to all cotton producers.

1.1. Cotton is grown in four regions in Turkey, and there are significant differences in the cost of production among the regions. The average cost of
production is high in Turkey because of high costs for land, labor, fuel and other inputs.

1.2. Cotton production in the USA utilizes high technology farming systems, thus requiring different approaches to lower costs. Among the technologies
available is an autopilot, using the GPS, which guides a machine through a field according to a predefined line. Autopilot can be used with a sprayer,
harvesting equipment or only at the time of cultivation. The system enables an operator to work more productively. The automatic boom control and
the planter swath control also use the global positioning system and saves inputs by avoiding overlap when spraying insecticides, herbicides and foliar
chemicals. With these systems, nozzles automatically stop if an area or row has already been sprayed, and the nozzle will automatically open when an
unsprayed area or row begins. Dividing farms into management zones also allows a grower to save on inputs while raising yields.

1.3. Brazil has 215 million hectares of arable land, out of which 70% is suitable for agriculture, cattle, pasture and renewable energy exploration. Cot-
ton occupies about one million hectares, most in the central west part of the country. Brazilian farmers have the highest level of recycling and correct
disposal of agricultural packaging in the world. Employees get housing, are trained in accident prevention and work safety, and they are provided
on-the-job training. Brazil is struggling to lower production costs through rational use of biotechnology and other inputs, with the ultimate objective
of minimizing the environmental impact of cotton production.

1.4. The main reasons for high costs of production in Zambia are poor rural infrastructure, the high cost of inputs, minimal mechanization, low use of
inputs and the lack of incentives to invest in cotton production. These factors are common in Africa. Zambia is striving to lower the cost of production
by improving soil fertility, by encouraging the use of IPM, through the promotion of low cost agricultural products, the promotion of labor saving
farm machinery, the use of herbicides instead of manual labor, and through better harvest management.

1.5. Pakistan is focused on lowering production costs by optimizing input use and farming operations. Cotton growers in Pakistan generally have a
sound understanding of cotton production technology, but yields are limited due to the cotton leaf curl virus and mealy bug. Researchers have contained
both problems while limiting increases in the cost of production. Farmers in Pakistan enhance nitrogen fertilizer use efficiency by 15% by splitting
nitrogen applications in consonance with crop growth. Foliar applications of urea at the rate of 2% saves from having to apply much higher doses of
urea through soil applications. Pakistan is quickly shifting from flat planting toward planting on furrow-beds to save irrigation water. Pakistan adopted
thresholds for the application of insecticides decades ago. However, frequent increases in energy costs are affecting the cost of production.

2. The ICAC supports four regional networks, and also cooperates with the African Cotton Association, in order to facilitate communication among
cotton researchers. Since the 68th Plenary Meeting held in South Africa in September 2009, the 11th Meeting of the Latin American Association for
Cotton Research and Development (ALIDA) was held in Argentina in June 2010. 140 participants from Argentina, Brazil, Colombia and Paraguay
attended the meeting, along with the ICAC Secretariat and invited speakers from Australia and the USA. Countries presented reports on production
prospects and the status of breeding and biotechnology research in their countries. Mr. Bonacic Ivan Kresic of Argentina was elected President of
ALIDA. Paraguay agreed to host the next meeting of ALIDA in 2012.

3. Lowering the cost of cotton production is a complex challenge, and there is no easy solution appropriate for all cotton production systems. Labor
costs are increasing even in developing countries. Mechanization and herbicide use are solutions that could be encouraged by governments in col-
laboration with the private sector and cotton producers. Biotech cotton can help to lower the cost of production in some cases, but it is not appropriate
in all cotton production systems. Efficient input use and proper management of cropping systems must not be ignored in any cotton production system
for lowering the cost of cotton production.

4. Biotech cotton is grown on over half of world cotton area, but only 11 countries have commercialized biotech cotton so far, although many more
are considering adoption. Some member countries expressed the need to exchange information about biotechnology, and therefore it was decided to
organize a round table for biotechnology in cotton, in which all member countries may participate.

5. The Committee on Cotton Production Research of the ICAC decided to hold the 2011 Technical Seminar on the topic “Technological Innovations
for Sustainable Development of the Cotton Value Chain.”

MEMBER GOVERNMENTS

Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Chad, China (Taiwan), Colombia, Céte d'Ivoire, Egypt, Finland, France, Germany,
Greece, India, Iran, Israel, Italy, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Korea (Republic of), Mali, Mozambique, Netherlands, Nigeria, Pakistan, Poland, Russia, South
Africa, Spain, Sudan, Switzerland, Syria, Tanzania, Togo, Turkey, Uganda, United States of America, Uzbekistan, Zambia, Zimbabwe.
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3asaBneHue 69-ro nneHapHoOro saceaaHus

«PocT xnonkoson MPOMbILWWITIEHHOCTHN ﬂyTéM co3aaHuA rnobanbHOro eguHCTBay

C 21 no 25 cents10ps 2010 1. B n.JIab6oke, mT. Texac, CILA, cocrosnock 69-¢ miieHapHOE 3aceqanue yupexaéHHoro 71 ron
TOMY Ha3aJ MexIyHapOIHOTO KOHCYJIBTaTHBHOTO KOMHUTETA IO XJIONKY. B 3acenanuu npunsiun yuactie okoiio 400 ueloBek, B
T. 4. IPECTaBUTENHN 39 IPABUTEILCTB U 9 MEKIYHAPOIHBIX Opranu3anuii. KoMuTeT npuBeTCTBOBA MPAaBUTEIHCTBO M03aMOUK
B Ka4eCTBE CBOETO HOBOTO WieHa. B TeMe NaHHOrO mieHapHOro 3acenaHusi ObLI CAelaH OCOOBI yrmop Ha eIUHCTBO, U OHA
0To0pa3mia HeOOXOJMMOCTh aJICKBATHOTO PACCMOTPEHHS OOIIUX HHTEPECOB BCEX YYACTHUKOB XJIOTKOBOH ICMH MPOU3BOJICTBRA,
BKITIOYast (pepMEpOB, JPKUHUPYIOIIUE MPEANPHUITHS, arCHTOB IO TOPTOBJIC, TCKCTUIbHBIC (PaOPUKU U TOTPEOUTEIICH.

1.1. Cexkperapuar coobupmi, yro B 2010-11 1. oxumaercss moapéM MHPOBOTO XJIOMKOMPOHM3BOACTBA Ha 16% Omaromaps
3HAYUTEILHOMY MOBBIIICHUIO XJIOMKOBBIX IICH B TEUCHUE MPOILIOTO ce30Ha. [[pOMBINUIEHHOE UCIIONB30BAaHKIE XJIOMKA TaKKe
BOCCTaHAaBJIMBAETCS MOCJIE KPYTOTO CIajia BO BpeMsl II00aibHON pereccuu, NpuuéM HabIoaaeTcst HoxbEM MUPOBOI TOPTOBIIH
XJIOTIKOM B pe3ynbTare yBenuueHus norpebdnenus. Ilo onenkam Cekperapuara, CpelHUE IIEHBI Ha XJIONOK B TEKYILIEM CE30HE
OylyT HaXOIMTHCS Ha CAMOM BBICOKOM YpoBHE ¢ 1994-95 1. Tem He meHee CekpeTapuar mpeaynpeani, 9YTo MpeIBapUTeIbHBIC
MIPOTHO3BI Ha clieayroIuii ce30H (2011-12 1) CBUAETENBECTBYIOT O BO3MOXKHOM PACIIMPCHUM 3aI1aCOB, UTO MPUBEAET B KOHCUHOM
cuéTe K CHIYKCHUIO IIEH Ha XJIOIOK.

1.2. KomuTeT OTMETHIJ, YTO HEKOTOPHIE CTpaHbl ObUIM 0CODO 03a00YCHBI PUCKOM, CBSI3aHHBIM C KOJleOaHHEM LeH, JUIs
MIPOM3BOUTEINEH, JUKHHUPYIOIIUX MPEANPUSTHH, TOPrOBBIX areHTOB U TEKCTHIILHBIX (habpuk. KomureT pexoMeHtyeT, 4ToObI
Kacaroliecs: IeH BOIPOCH! MO-TpeKHeMy ObLIM B IeHTpe BHUManus uccienoannii MKKX u c6opa nanubix. Komurer
MIPU3HAJ HEOOXOAMMOCTh PacUIMPEHUs! TUaIora MEX/Y XJIOMKOIPOU3BOANUTESIMUA U XJIOMKOIIOTPEOUTEIISIMH JUTS YTy qIICHHS
JITAaHHBIX, TOJIy4aeMBIX C XJIOIKOBOTO PHIHKA, ¥ €r0 MPO3PadHOCTH.

2.1. MKKX ono6pui onpenenenrie OOH 0THOCHTEIBHO YCTOHYMBOCTH KaK Pa3BUTHS, KOTOPOE YIOBJIETBOPSIET CYLIECTBYIOIIUM
TpeOoBaHUM 0e3 HapyIIeHHs BO3MOXXHOCTH OYIyIIMX IOKOJEHHH YIOBJIETBOPSTH CBOM HYXABL [IpaBHTENLCTBa-4IICHBI
OTMETWJIM, YTO XJIONTKOIPOW3BOAMTENH 33 MOCIEAHUE JBa JCCATHIETUS JTOCTUINIM OONBIINX YCIEXOB B JeJie YIydIICHHS
9KOJIOTHYECKHX M COIIMATBHBIX XapaKTEPUCTUK YCTOWYHBOCTH Iy TEM HCITOJIb30BAHHSI HOBBIX TEXHOJIOTMH U COBEPILIIEHCTBOBAHHS
METO/IOB YIIPaBJICHHUSI.

2.2. Komuter 3acmymai jgoknaj [pymnmmbl SKCIEPTOB MO COIMATBHBIM, SKOJOTHUCCKAM M SKOHOMHUYECKUAM XapaKTCPUCTHKAM
xyronkonpon3BoncTBa (CIIX) OTHOCUTENFHO UCTIONIE30BAHUS IECTHIIUIOB B XJIOIKE, YTO

SIBJISIETCSI 0011IeH 03a00YEHHOCTBIO B JIF000€ BpeMsl, KoTa 00CyK/I1aeTCsl TeMa yCTOMYMBOCTH BhIpaIinBaHus Xionka. CornacHo
CDDX, HECMOTpS Ha TO, YTO MHPOBOE MPOU3BOJICTBO YBEINYMIOCH BABOE, JOJIS XJIONKA B 00bEME I1100aILHOTO MOTPEOIeHHS
mectunuaoB ¢ 11% B 1988 1. ymana 10 6,2% B 2009 . CO3X pa3paboran BoceMb PEKOMEHAINH, KOTOPhIE OTHOCHIIHCH K
BOTIPOCY HCIOJIh30BAHUS MECTUIIM/IOB B XJIONKE M OBLIH MOJTHOCTHIO npuHATHI MKKX.

1. Tectuumas knacca 1 Mo BPeJHOCTH B COOTBETCTBUH C Kiaccubukaiein BceMupHO# opraHu3anny 31paBoOXpaHeHUs TOKHBI ObITh OTMEHEHbI
B CTpaHaXx, 7€ HeT aJICKBATHBIX ITOJIOKCHUH UX yIPaBICHUS.

2. CrpaHbI-IPOM3BOJMTENH, B KOTOPBIX HCHOJIL30BAHHE NECTULIU/IOB, a HE repOHILMI0B, 00JblIe 1 KI' aKTMBHOTO MHIPEIMEHTa Ha TeKTap, JOKHBI
aHAJIM3MPOBATh M PACCMaTPHUBATh IPUYMHBI TAKOTO UCIIOJIB30BAHHUS.

3. Hcmonbp30BaHUE aKTHBHBIX MHTPEIMEHTOB, HA KOTOPBIE IPUXOIUTCS CaMOe OOJTbILIOE BO3ACHCTBUE MO OTHOIICHHIO K 3KOJIOTHUECKOH TOKCHYHOM
Harpyske, ClIeJyeT CBECTH K MUHUMYMY C II€JIbI0 CHIKEHHS YPOBHSI SKOJIOTHIECKOHN OITACHOCTH /IS BOASHBIX OPTaHU3MOB U ITUEIN.

4. TlecTHuusl, CIOCOOHBIC BBI3BIBATH PUCK JJIsi HOBOPOXKACHHBIX JETEH MM IETEH IPYJHOTO KOPMIICHHS, JOIDKHBI ObITh BBIBEICHBI U3 CHCTEMBI
XJIOIKOIIPOU3BOACTBA.

5. l_[paBI/ITeJ'ILCTBa IpU NOAJACPIKKE BCEX 3aMHTCPECOBAHHBIX YUYACTHUKOB XJIOIIKOBOI'O CEKTOpa AOJDKHBI IIpUJiaratb BCE YCUIIUA IJIA COﬂeﬁCTBHﬂ
Pa3sBATHIO COBPEMEHHBIX METOIOB YIIPABJICHUS IIPU 3aIIUTE paCTeHHﬁ, a TaK)K€ CHMDKECHHUS 3aBUCUMOCTH OT IMECTULHNUI0B U MOCIEAYIOIETO PUCKA
JUIA Opr)Ka}OLLleﬁ Cpeabl U 31I0POBbs YEJIOBCKA.

6. IlpaBuTenbcTBa JOMKHBI pacCMaTpUBATh PUCKH JUIS OKPYXKAIOIIEH Cpelsl M 310POBbS YEIOBEKa MPU OJAHOBPEMEHHOM OINpPEAETICHUH YETKHUX
MTOJIMTHYECKUX TEHJICHIINH, OTHOCSIIIMXCS K CHIDKCHHUIO PHCKA OT MCIIOIB30BaHUS MIECTUIH/IOB.

7. IlpaBuTenbCcTBa JOJKHBI CONCHCTBOBATH COOPY HAaAEKHBIX JAHBIX, OTHOCSIIUXCS K ONPENeIEHHOMY yPOXKalo, KaCAIOLUIMXCS UCIOIb30BAHMS
MIECTHIIJIOB.

8. J1oIKHBI IPOBOAUTECS MOCIEAYIONINE UCCIASIOBAHUS OLIEHKH PUCKA.
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Kpowme Toro, Komurer 4étko 0603Ha4mI1 HEOOXOIMMOCTE IPOAObKeHMs paboTel COOX.

2.3. Komurer 3aciyman noknan Cekperapuara, B KOTOPOM YKa3bIBaIOCh, YTO Ha MHUPOBYIO XJIOIIKOBYIO HPOMBIIIIEHHOCTD
naryOHO BINSIOT HETOUHbIE, IPEyBEINYCHHBIC MITH HCKaXXEHHBIE YTBEP)KICHUS O TIOTEpE, 3JI0yHOTPEOICHHH U Bpe/e, KOTOPhIC
CBSI3aHBI C XJIOMTKOIIPON3BOACTBOM. BBIIIO OTMEYEHO, YTO XJIONKOBAst HHAYCTPHS IECATWICTHSIMHI pearupyer Ha 000CHOBaHHbIC
03a004YE€HHOCTH MyTEM OCO3HAHUSI HEOOXOMMMOCTH YIyYLIEHHUs PabOTHI 10 COCTAaBJICHUIO NMPAarMaTHYeCKUX ITOJXONOB H
COZICHCTBUIO NMPUHSATHIO COBPEMEHHBIX METO/0B. KOMHTET comlaceH ¢ TeM, YTO UMEIOTCS 00OCHOBAaHHBIE 03a00YCHHOCTH,
CBSI3aHHBIE C METOAAMH XJIOIIKOIIPOM3BOCTBA, KOTOPBIE HYKJAIOTCS B YITy4YIICHUH. TeM He MeHee Hy>KHO IIPOTHBOCTOSTh TEM
JIOJISIM, KOTOPBIE JIEMOHU3UPYIOT XJIOMKOBYIO NMPOMBIIUICHHOCTh JUIS JOCTHIKEHHUS KOMMEpYecKux Ieine, mpuaém Komurer
nopyumst Cekperapuary paborats coBmecTHO ¢ [locrosHubiM Komurerom, KoHCynbTaTHBHOW TpyINON 4acTHOTO CEKTOpa,
MexyHapoaHbIM (OPyMOM DPEKIAMHPOBAHMS XJIONKA W TPOMBIIUICHHBIMHA OPTaHW3alMsAMH C IEJbI0 MTPETOCTABICHHS
OCHOBaHHOI1 Ha (hakTax HHPOPMAINH O pabOTE XIOMKOBOI MHIYCTPHUH.

2.4. Komurer 3acmyman nokian KoncyneraruBaod rpymmsl yactHoro cekropa (KIUC) o ¢urtocanuTapHbIX TpeOOBaHMAX
JUIsL XJIONKa, mojuiexamero BHemHed Toproie. Komurer cormacen ¢ KI'UC, uto Cekperapuary ciemyeT NpeaoCTaBUThH
JIOTIOTHUTENBHYIO HH(OPMAIHIO 0 (PUTOCAHUTAPHBIX TPEOOBAHMUSX, MPEABABISIEMbIX K TOPTOBIIe XJI0nKoM. KomuTeT mopy4nin
Cekperapuary paborars BMecte ¢ IlocTosHHbIM KomureToM st moOoOmIpeHMs BceX CTpaH K IPUHATHIO TAPMOHWYHBIX
(uTOCAaHUTAPHBIX TPEOOBAHMUIT IPU TOPTOBIIE XJIOIKOM.

2.5. Kpome toro, mpeacenarens KIUC cooOmur, 9T0 WiICHBI TPYHIBI OIarogapHbl 3a MPOBEICHHEC BCEX WHHUIIMATHB,
HAICNICHHBIX Ha YIy4YIICHHE COBPEMEHHBIX METONOB XJomkompou3Boactea. Omnako KI'YC BeIpasuwin 03a004YE€HHOCTH
JIeATENbHOCTBIO HEKOTOPBIX YYAaCTHUKOB PO3HMYHOM TOPTOBIM U APYTUX JIMI B LIENH MPOU3BOACTBA, KOTOPHIE UCHOIB3YIOT
MPOTPaMMEI, MpeTHA3HAYCHHBIC IS YITYYIICHUS METOIOB IPOM3BOJICTBA, B KAYECTBE CPEACTBA OOIICCTBEHHBIX CBS3CH IS
JIOCTH)KEHUSI KOHKYpPEHTHOro npeumyiiectBa. Komurer nopyunn Cekperapuary COCTAaBUThH IIOCCAPUN TEPMUHOB M CIHCOK
YYaCTHUKOB MHOTHX M Pa3JIUYHBIX MIPOTPaAMM M WHUIIHATHB, paOOTAIOIIUX B HATIPABICHUH YITYYIICHUAS COBPEMEHHBIX METOJIOB
XJIONKOIIPOU3BOJCTBA.

2.6. Komurer OTMECTHII, YTO ((YCTOﬁQHBOG)) OPOU3BOACTBO U «OPTAaHUYCCKOC» IMPOU3BOACTBO HE SABIAIOTCA CHMHOHHMAaMWH,
HpI/I‘{éM MHOTHC CUCTEMbI XJIONKOIMIPOMU3BOACTBA, HAYMHAA C KpaﬁHe KalMTAJIOEMKHUX U KOHYas ‘IpeSBBI‘IafIHO prlIOéMKI/IMI/I,
MOTyT OBITH YCTOI>'I‘IHBBIMPI. OpraHI/IquKoe OPOU3BOACTBO MPCACTABIACT coboi OJIUH BApUAHT YCTOfI‘IHBOFO IPpOU3BOACTBA.
KomuteT cormacuics c TEM, YTO CE€CCHi, MOCBSAILIEHHAS MMPOU3BOACTBY OPTaHUYCCKOIoO XJIOIIKA, 6y)I€T MIpoOBCACHA Ha 70-m
IIJICHApHOM 3aCC/IaHNU.

3.1. KOMI/ITCTy COO6IIII/IJ'II/I, YTO TCPMHUH «XJIONKOBBIC TEXHOJIOIUN» CETOAHA YaCTO OTHOCHUTCA K KTPAHCTCHHBIM TEXHOJIOTUAM» U
4qTo TpaHCFGHHHﬁ XJIOTIOK B HACTOALIEC BPEMA UCIIOJIb3YCTCA IMOBCIOAY, UTO MO3BOJIACT YUUTHIBATD JKCIACMbBIC XapaKTCPHUCTUKH,
KOTOpbIC B MPOTHBHOM CJIy4ac HC ObLIH OBI B HaJIM4uu, HyTéM nepeaaiyn reHHoro myjia Jjid CCJICKIMOHHMPOBAHUA XJIOIIKaA
APYTUM BUOAAM. Vuénrie OTMCETHUJIA, YTO MAPKCPBI I[HK [TO3BOJISIOT OOBIYHEBIM CCJICKIIMOHEPAM B 3HAYUTSILHOM CTCIICHH
YIy4dlIUTh pasHUlly HaXOXKACHUA 6J'IaFOHpI/I${THBIX pCKOM6I/IHaHTOB JJI TAKUX XapaKTCPUCTHUK, IMTPUCYIIUX B KOJIUICCTBECHHOM
OTHOLICHHH, KakK ypO)KaﬁHOCTL M KadeCTBO BOJIOKHA. B CTpaHax, TAC HCIOJb3YCTCS MCEXAHUYECKOC TPCIaHUue, OAHUM
N3 HaWJIydlinX MCETOHOB HCCICHAOBAHHMA XJIONKA 3a IMOCICAHHUC ACCATUICTUSL ObL1a pa3pa60T1<a TpelaJibHbIX MallluH,
OCHAIIIEHHBIX CHCTEMaMH QJICKTPOHHOI'O B3BCHIMBAHUA, YTO IMPUBCJIO K BO3MOKHOCTHU YIIYHUHICHUSA 0T60pa B IporpaMmmax
CCIICKIMOHUPOBAHMS. B mnacrosmee BpEMsA CCJICKIHUOHCPBI MOJIb3YIHOTCA MHACKCOM IOJA HA3BAHHUEM «CU€T KadyecTBa» JJIs
pasMelICHN ECTU KaYCCTBCHHBIX MMApaMETPOB BOJIOKHA B OAHO U3MCPCHUC, ITOMOTr'ast TAKUM 06pa30M ,Z[aJ'ILHCﬁIIIeMy BBI60py
porpaMm CCJICKOINOHUPOBAHUA.

3.2. Komurery cooOmmim, 4To OMOTEXHOJOTHUS SIBISETCS BAXXHBIM CPEICTBOM YIYYIIEHHS CTOHKOCTH XJIONKA IYTEM
YMEHBIICHNS! BHECCHUS] MHCEKTHIUIOB. Takke OBLIO OTMEYEHO, YTO HEKOTOpBIE CTPaHBI, B KOTOPHIX HE HMCIHONB3YIOTCS
TPAHCTCHHBIC XJIOTIKOBBIE CEMEHA, TAaKXe JOCTHUINIM BBICOKOW YPOXKAaHHOCTH IpH HCIHOJIB30BAHUM JIMIIb MHHUMAIBHOTO
KOJIMYECTBA MHCEKTHINIOB. KpoMme TOro, y HEKOTOPBIX CTpaH BBI3BIBACT 03a00YEHHOCTH TOT (haKT, YTO BHICOKAs CTOMMOCTD
TPAHCTCHHBIX XJIONKOBBIX CEMSH M Y)XKECTOUCHHWE TpeOOBaHWH YINpPAaBICHUs TEXHOJIOTHEW W TEXHWYECKHMH 3HAHUSIMHU,
TriepeiaBaeMbIX OT KOMITAHHUH 110 IPON3BOCTBY CEMSH )epMepam, IPeJICTaBIIET COO0H MOTEHIIATIBHYIO YTPO3y SKOHOMHUECKOH
KHM3HECIIOCOOHOCTH XJIOTIKOIIPOU3BO/ICTBA B ATUX CTPaHaX.

3.3. IIpaBuTenbpCcTBA OTMETHIIN IOPOTOBH3HY Pa3paOOTKH MHOTHX BO3HHKAIOUIMX TEXHOJOTHH, KOTOPBIE OKaXYT BIUSHUC Ha
CTPYKTYpPy MUPOBOM XJIOIKOBOH poMbInuieHHocTH. Heckonbko unenoB MKKX nonaep:xanu naero co3naHus MExXTyHapOIHOTO
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Hay4YHO-HCCIIeJOBaTeJIbCKOro 1eHTpa no xjonky (MHUL[X), o uém roBopmiock Ha 68-M ruieHapHOM 3aceqanuu B 2009 T
MHorue mpaBUTENBCTBA O CUX MOP CUUTAIOT, YTO MEXKIYHAPOAHBIH HAyYHO-UCCIEIOBATENLCKUAN LIEHTP MO XJIOMKY MOXET
CHHU3UTb CTOMMOCTb IIPOM3BOACTBA MyTEM MPUMEHEHNS] HHHOBAIMOHHBIX TEXHOJIIOTUN U YCKOPEHHsI Pa3BUTUS UCCIIEAOBAaHUI
B obOmactu XxjomnkoBoro xozsiicrBa. MMIIX MokeT pacmuputh MaciuTaObl NPHHATHA XJIONKOBOW TEXHOJOTHH ITYTEM
yIy4llleHUs] KoopauHanuu Meponpusatuil. Komurer ormernn, uyro IloctossHHOoMy KoMmuTeTy HaqieKUT HOATOTOBUTH JOKIIA
JUISL pACCMOTPEHUS Ha CIEAYIOLIEM INIEHAPHOM 3aCeJaHHU.

3.4. MKKX COO6HII/IJ'II/I, YTO HCIIOJIB30BAaHUC TEPMHHA «HATYPAJIbHBIC BOJIOKHA» B XJIOIIKOBOM MMPOMBIIIJICHHOCTU CTABUTCA
oA COMHCHHUC M3-3a IPUMCHCHUA TCHEeTHYCCKOM HWHXXCHCPHUU 0oJiee YeM B IIOJIOBHHE BCErO MMPOU3BCACHHOIO XJIOIIKA. MKKX
COINIaCCH € TEM, YTO BOJIOKHO, IMTPOU3BCACHHOC U3 XJIONKOBBIX paCTGHHﬁ, MMpeaACTaBJIsACT coboit «HaATypaJIbHOC BOJIOKHO» BHC
3aBUCUMOCTHU OT METOAOJIOIMH MPOU3BOACTBA UJIM TEXHOJOTUH CCMSH.

4.1. Cexperapuar cooOIIMI, YTO BBACIIEMBIC XJIOMKOBOI NPOMBIIIIIEHHOCTH CyOCHIMN B COBOKYITHOCTH cocTaBisuti B 2009-
10 r. 3,5 MmwMapaoB A0JIApOB — cnaja npotus 6,2 muwmuapaos aomiapoB B 2008-09 . B 2009-10 r. 7 cTpaH BblaaBayiu
cybcnany, mpuuéM cpeHue cyocnanm coctaisi 13 neHToB 3a GyHT, 4To MeHbIne 9 cTpaH, kotopbie B 2008-09 1. B cpentem
TIpeIoCTaBIsuIN cyOcuann paBHble 14 meHtam 3a ¢yHT. Cekperapuar OTMETHI, YTO Takhe CyOCHANM MCKaXaloT MHPOBOC
XJIOTTKOBOE XO3SHCTBO, U MHOTHE CTPaHBl MPHU3BAJIM K MX HEMEUICHHOW OTMeHe. B nokmane ObIM yKa3aHbl OTpaHWYCHUS,
OTHOCSIIMECS] K MPSMOH TOIJIEPKKE IPOU3BOACTBA, 3allUTE TPAHMI, CYOCHAMSAM IO CTPaxXOBaHUIO ypoXas, MEXaHH3MaM
TIOAJEP)KKA MUHUMAJIBHBIX IIEH M SKCIIOPTHBIM CYOCHINSIM.

4.2. KomuTer moATBEepAMi HACyIIHYI0 HEOOXOAMMOCTh aMOWIIMO3HOTO M COaJaHCHPOBAaHHOTO 3aBepuieHUs J{OXHHCKOTO
payH/a IeperoBopoB, C 0COOBIM YIIOPOM Ha acleKThl pa3BuTus. KomureT npussan Bce crpanbl-wieHbl BTO criocodcTBOBaTh
cOaJaHCHPOBAaHHOMY M aMOWIIMO3HOMY 3aBepIIeHHIO JJOXMHCKOro payH/a MeperoBopoB MyTEM KOHCYIBTAalWi, MPOSBICHHS
THOKOCTH U nocTxkeHust Komrpomucca. Ynenst MKKX monrepauim, 4To XIJIOIOK SBIISETCS HEOThEMIIEMOH YacThIO TOBECTKH
JtHsT JIOXMICKUX TIEPErOBOPOB MO PA3BUTHIO M UTO HE MOXKET OBITH KaKOTO-JT00 OKOHYAHHS 3TON IIOBECTKH JTHS 0€3 MPUHSATHS
pemieHust oTHOcHTeNnbHO Xjonka. Yimensl BTO cormacminch, 4To K XJIONKY OyIyT OTHOCHTHCS BHUMATEIbHO, OBICTPO U
cnenuuIecK B paMKax MPOBOJMMBIX OOIINX EPETOBOPOB IO CEITLCKOMY XO3SHCTBY.

4.3. Komuter coracumics C TEM, 4YTO CTpaHaM CJICAYyCT n30eraTtb HCIOJb30BaHHUS MPOTCKIIMOHUCTCKUX MEP B TECHO
HUHTCTPUPOBAHHOM XJIOIIKOBOM xo3siictBe. UYnensr MKKX IMOHUMAIOT, YTO TaKUC MCEPbI NPUBOIAAT K HCYBCPCHHOCTH,
HCMOCTOSAHCTBY U UCKAXKCHUAM IIPU TOPTOBJIC XJIOIIKOM.

Bnarogaprocts CoenuuénnapiM IlltataMm AMepuKH 3a ToCTEpHAMCTBO. KOMHUTET MOOIaromaprii Hapos, MPaBUTEIBCTBO U
xJ1I0nKoBoe€ x0351icTBO CoennuEHHBIX 11ITaTOB 32 HX TOCTENPUUMCTBO U OTIMYHYIO OpraHU3aLHI0 69-T0 MIIEHAPHOT'O 3aCEAaHHUS.
Unenst MKKX ormetwnm, uto co aasa co3nanHus Komurera B 1939 . B CIIIA OpIio mpoBeneHO 17 TuieHapHBIX 3acemaHMid
MKKX, mpuuém MBI OrmarogapHbl 3TOH cTpaHe 3a €€ 00sS3aTeNbCTBa MPUHATUS CAWHBIX JICHCTBUI B JIENIe OCYIIECTBICHUS
00IMX 1eJel B paMKaX MUPOBOH  XJIOIIKOBOW IPOMBIIIUICHHOCTH.

Bynymue nnenapusie 3acenanus. Komuter ¢ 61aromapHOCTBIO MPHHSIT MPUTITANICHAE TIPABUTEIBCTBA APIeHTHHBI TIPOBECTH
70-e nnenapHoe 3aceaanue B 2011 r.

Crpanbi-uiennl Komurera

ABscrpamus, Aprentuna, benbrus, bpasunus, bypkuna-®aco, ['epmanus, Eruner, 3ambusi, 3um6a6Be, U3panis, Manus, Mpan,
Ucnanwns, Uramms, Kazaxcran, Kamepyn, Kenns, Kuraii (TaitBans), Komymous, Kor-n’Usyap, Mamu, Mo3zam6uk, Hurepus,
Hunepnanner, [Takucran, [Tomsma, Pecnyommka Kopest, Poccusi, Cupust, CILIA, Cynan, Tanzanus, Toro, Typuus, Yranaa,
V36ekucran, Opanmust, Gunansanus, Yan, [Hseimapus, KOAP.
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3AABJIEHUE 69-ro MIIEHAPHOI'O 3ACEOAHUA

«PocT XnONKoBOM NPOMbILLIIEHHOCTU NYTEM CO3AaHUA rNob6anbHOro eANMHCTBa»
KomuTeT Nno nccrnenoBaHUIO Xnonkonpou3soacTBa

C 21 no 25 cents10ps 2010 1. B n.JIab6oke, mT. Texac, CILA, cocrosinock 69-¢ mieHapHOE 3aceqanue yuapexaéHHoro 71 roxn
TOMY Ha3aJ MexIyHapOAHOTO KOHCYJIBTaTHBHOTO KOMHUTETA IO XJIONKY. B 3acenanuu npunsium yuactie oxkoiio 400 uelioBek, B
T. 4. IPECTaBUTENHN 39 IPAaBUTEILCTB U 9 MEKIYHAPOTHBIX OpraHu3anuii. KoMuTeT mpruBeTCTBOBA MPAaBUTEIHCTBO M03aMOUK
B Ka4eCTBE CBOET0 HOBOTO WJICHA.

1. Komurer MKKX no uccnenoBaHUIO XJIONKONIPOU3BOJACTBA MPOBEN TEXHUYECKUH CeMHHAp Ha TeMy «MeTonbl CHUKEHUS
CTOMMOCTH XJIOMKOIIPOM3BOACTBAY. bbITN npeicTaBieHs! JOKIa Ibl, HOATOTOBIEHHBIE SKCIIEPTAMH U3 KPYTIHBIX KaUTaT0EMKIX
CTpaH, O0JaJarolIMX BBHICOKOTEXHOJOTHYHBIMH CHCTEMaMH BEIEHHS CEJIbCKOXO3SWCTBEHHBIX pador (Bpasumus, Typuus,
CIA), ctpaH ¢ HEOOJIBIIMMH TPOU3BOJICTBEHHBIMU cHcTeMaMt (3amMOust) U CTpaH, B KOTOPBIX HPOU3BOJCTBO OTPAaHUYCHO
n3-3a CHWJIbHOTO fAaBieHus Bpenaurened (Ilakucran). XoTs CyliecTByeT NOTEHLUANbHAS BO3MOXXHOCTh JOCTIKEHHS KPYTOTO
TIOBBIIICHUSI YPOXXaWHOCTH, OIHOM M3 TNIAaBHBIX 03a0OYEHHOCTEH BCEX XJIONMKOIPOM3BOIMTENCH SIBISETCS MOBBILICHUE
CTOMMOCTH XJOIKOIIPOU3BOACTBA.

1.1. B Typumu XJOMoK BBIpAIIMBAIOT B 4-X PErnoHax, MPUYEM B KaXJIOM M3 HUX HaOJIIOaeTCsl CYIIECTBEHHOE pas3iiMyue B
CTOMMOCTH Mpou3BoAcTBa. CpenHsAs CTOUMOCTb NMPOU3BOJACTBA B TypLMU BBICOKas M3-3a BHICOKOM CTOMMOCTH 3€MIIH, TPYAA,
TOIIJINBA, CENIbXO3TEXHUKH U XUMHUKATOB.

1.2. B xnonkonpoussonctse CIIIA HcHoONb3yIOTCSI BBICOKOTEXHOJIOTHYHBIE (PePMEPCKUE CHCTEMBI, IPH KOTOPBIX TpeOyroTCs
pa3nMyHbIe TOAXOABl K COKpalleHuio 3aTpaTl. Cpeayd HOBBIX TEXHOJOTMH HYXHO OTMETHUTh aBTOMMIIOT, NMPUMEHSIOUIMH
II00ANBHYI0 HaBUTAI[MOHHYIO CHUCTEMY, KOTOPBIN Na€T yKka3aHHUs HANpaBICHUS MABWKEHHS MeEXaHHM3Ma IO BCEMY IOJIIO
B COOTBETCTBMM C 3apaHee O0O3HAUCHHOW JWHHEH. ABTONMWIOT MOXKHO HCIOJNB30BaTh BMECTE C Pa3OpBI3TUBAIONINM H
yOOpOUHBIM 000PYIOBaHHEM HITH TOJILKO BO BpeMsI Ipoliecca BhlpanuBanus. JlanHast cucteMa Io3BosIsieT oneparopy paborarsb
Oosee MPOAYKTHBHO. B mpoliecce aBTOMaTHYECKOTO YIIPABJICHHS IITAHTOM M PSIOBOM JKaTKOM Ca)KalIKM TaKyKe UCIIONb3YeTCs
mio0anbHass HaBUTAIIMOHHAsE CHCTEMa, KOTOpas MO3BOJSET COKOHOMHUTH CEIBXO3TEXHUKY M XUMHKATHl IMyTEM H30ekKaHUs
HaKJIaJIOK MPH PACIBUICHUH HHCEKTUIMIOB, TepOUIIMIOB 1 JIMCTBEHHBIX XUMHUKATOB. B 3THX cHUCTEeMax coIlia aBTOMAaTHYECKH
OCTaHaBJIMBAIOTCS, €CIIM KaKas-THOO TUIOLIaab WM PsJI YK€ ObUTM ONPBICKaHBI, U aBTOMAaTHYECKH OTTKPBIBAIOTCS, €CIIH
HaYMHAIOTCSl HEONPhICKaHHbIE TUTOLIAaaN WK psa. Pasnenenne ¢gepM Ha 30HBI yIpaBIeHHs TaKKe MO3BOJISIET XJIOMKOpoOam
COKOHOMUTD Ha CEIIbXO3TEXHUKE MPH MOBBIIICHUU YPOXKATHOCTH.

1.3. B bpa3zunuiu HacuuTeIBatoTCs 2 1 5 MUIITHOHOB T'eKTap Max0THOM 3eMJTH, U3 KOTOPBIX 70% MPUTOAHBI AT CEJIBCKOT0 X035 CTRa,
pa3BeleHUs] KPYITHOTO POraToro CKOTa, JUIs MacTOWII M MCCIIEIOBaHHS BO30OHOBISIEMBIX MCTOYHUKOB 3Hepruu. Ha xmomox
MIPUXOANTCS MPUMEPHO | MUIUIMOH TeKTap, OOJIBIIMHCTBO M3 KOTOPBIX PACIIOIOKEHBI B IIEHTPAIbHO-3aI1a/IHON YacTH CTPaHbI.
Bpasuibckue ¢pepMepbl TOCTUIIIM CAMOTO BBICOKOTO B MUPE YPOBHS TIOBTOPHOTO HCIIONB30BAHUSI MaTepHalioB U MPaBHILHOM
YTUIIN3AIMHN CEIbCKOX03HCTBEHHOW YIIaKOBKH. PaOOTHHKaM BBIIAIOT KHIIbE, MX 00y4alOT METOAaM NPE0TBPAICHUS aBapHii
u obecreueHus 6e30macHON paboThI, a TAKKe MPEIOCTABIAIT o0yueHue 6e3 OTpbIBa OT NPOU3BOACTBA. bpasunus crapaercs
CHHM3MThH TPOW3BOJACTBEHHBIC 3aTpaThl MyTEM PasyMHOrO NPHUMEHEHHUS! OMOTEXHOJIOTHU W JAPYTOW CENbXO3TEXHHUKH, IPHUEM
KOHEYHas I1eJIb 3aKJIF04aeTCs] B MUHUMM3ALUU 3KOJIOTMUYECKOTO BO3AEHCTBHSI XJIONKOIIPOU3BOJICTBA.

1.4. OcHOBHas TPUYMHA BBICOKOM CTOMMOCTH MPOU3BOJCTBA B 3aMOUM 3aKITFOYACTCS B IUIOXOH MH(PPACTPYKTYpPE CEIBCKOM
MECTHOCTH, BBICOKOH CTOMMOCTH CEJIbXO3TCXHHKH W XHMHUKATOB, MUHHMAJTBHOM MEXaHH3AIlMU, CJa00M HCIIOJIE30BAaHUU
CENbXO3TEXHUKH W OTCYTCTBMM WHUIIMATHB, HAMNpaBICHHBIX HAa HWHBECTUPOBAHHUE B XJIOMKOIPOU3BOACTBO. Takue
(aKTOpHI ABISIOTCS OONUMH BO Beel Adpuke. 3aMOUsI CTPEMHUTCS CHHU3UTh CTOMMOCThH MPOU3BOJCTBA MYyTEM YIYUIICHUS
TUIOIOPOIVSI, COACHCTBUS HCIIOIB30BAHUIO KOMIUICKCHBIX METOMOB OOpPHOBI C BPEIUTEISAMH, PCKIAMHPOBAHUS HEIOPOTHX
CEJIBCKOXO3SMCTBEHHBIX MPOMYKTOB, Pa3BUTHS cOeperarmmux Tpya (GepMepcKHX MEXaHH3MOB, HCION30BAHUS TepOUIIUIOB
BMECTO PYyYHOTO TPY/Ia M YIYYIICHHUS METOIOB YOOPKHU ypOXKasi.
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1.5. OcuoBHoe BHHMaHue B [lakncTane yaenseTcs CHUKEHHIO IPOU3BOACTBEHHBIX 3aTpaT MMy TEM ONTUMHU3AIMH UCIIOTIb30BaHMU
CeNIbX03TeXHUKH U (epmepckux pabor. XnonkopoObl [lakucraHa 0OBIMHO HMEIOT UYETKOE NOHITHE O TEXHOJIOTHH
XJIOIIKOIIPOU3BOJCTBA, HO YPOXKalHOCTh OIPaHUYEHA U3-3d BUPYCA CKPYUYUBAHUSA JINCTHEB U HALECTBUS YEPBELOB. Y UYEHBIM
yAaJI0Ch MOOEIUTh 3TH JIBE MPOOJIEMBI IPU OTPAaHUYEHHOM IOBBIILIEHUH CTOMMOCTH NMPou3BoAcTBa. [lakucranckue Gpepmepsl
YBEJIMYHMBAIOT YPOBEHb 3((PEKTUBHOCTH HCIONB30BaHMsI a30THBIX ynoOpeHui Ha 15% myTéM pasjeneHus: BHECEHHUS a30Ta B
NepUOJT pocTa yporkast. JINCTBEHHOE BHECEHHUE MOUYEBHHBI B IIPONOPLUH 2% MO3BOJISET HE BHOCUTH ropasio 0oliee BHICOKUE
JI03Bl MOYEBHHBI B MOYBY. JIJI1 3KOHOMHMH MOJIMBHOM BOnbl IlakucTan OBICTPO MEPEXOJUT OT IUIOCKOTO IOCEBa K IMOCEBY Ha
00pOo3KOBBIX Tpsakax. IlakucTaH NPHUHSI TOPOTH BHECEHUsS] MHCEKTHLIMIOB IECATKH JIET TOMY Haszaa. TeM He MeHee Ha
cebecTOMMOCTh IPOU3BOACTBA BIUSAET YaCTOE YBEIHMUEHHE CTOMMOCTH SHEPrOHOCUTENEH.

2. MKKX noanepxuBaer 4 peruoHajibHbIE CETH M TaKKe paboTaeT COBMECTHO ¢ AQPHKAHCKOH XJIONMKOBOM accolpanuen s
yIy4IIeHUs KOMMYHHKAIIUN MEXy HCCIeJ0BaTeIsIMU XJIOMKOBOH MpoMbIuieHHocTH. [locie npoBeaeHus 68-ro mieHapHOro
3acenaHusi, Koropoe cocrosuioch B IOxHoit Appuke B centsiope 2009 r., B Aprentune B utone 2010 r. npouwta 11-s1 BcTpeya
JlatnHOAMepuKaHCKOI acconuaryy 1o xJj1onky u passutuio (JIAAXP), B kotopoii nmpunsinu ydactue 140 npencraBurenei uz
Aprentunsl, bpasunun, Koxym6uu u Ilaparsas, a tTakke Cekperapuar MKKX u npurnaménssie ToKIaauuky U3 ABCTpanun
n CHIA. beutn mpencTaBieHbl CTpaHOBBIE JOKIAIbl O MEPCIEKTUBAX IMPOM3BOACTBA U COCTOSHUM CENEKIMOHMPOBAHUS U
OMOTEXHOJIOTMYHBIX MCCIIeIOBAaHUN B yKa3aHHbIX crpaHax. [Ipesunenrom JIAAXP Obut u3bpan r-u bonacuc MBan Kpecuk.
ITaparsaii BeIpa3uiI corviacue OpraHu3oBarh cieayomyto Bcrpeuy JIAAXP B 2012 .

3. CHUXeHHE CTOMMOCTH XJIONIKOIPOU3BOJCTBA - 3TO CIOKHas npobnema. Her e€ mpocToro pemieHus, HpUEMIIEMOTo A
BCEX XJIOMKOMPOU3BOAAUIMX cucTeM. CTOMMOCTh TpPyZa yBEIHUMBAETCA Jake B PAa3BHBAIOLIMXCS CTpaHax. MexaHW3auus u
UCIIONIb30BaHKE TepOeHUIOB SBISIOTCS TEMH PEIICHUSIMH, KOTOPbIE MOTYT MOOLIPSTH IIPABUTEIHCTBA COBMECTHO C YaCTHBIM
CEKTOPOM U XJIOIIKOITPOU3BOIUTEISIMU. BHOTEX-XJI0MOK MOXKET B HEKOTOPBIX CIIy4asiX TIOMOYb CHU3UTh CTOUMOCTB TIPOU3BO/ICTBA,
HO OH HE COOTBETCTBYET BCEM XJIOIKOIPOU3BOAALINM crcTeMaM. D(P(HEKTHUBHOE UCTIONb30BaHUE CEIbXO3TEXHUKU M XUMHUKATOB
W HaJUIeXXalllee yIpaBieHUe CUCTEMaMH CTPHIKKH He JIOJDKHBI MTHOPUPOBATHCS B JIIOOO0H XJIOMKOIPOU3BOASALIEH CHCTEME JUIs
CHIDKEHHSI CTOUMOCTH XJIOIKOIIPOHU3BOACTBA.

4. bruoTex-XJIOMOK BHIPAIMBAIOT Ha CBBIIIE MOJOBUHBI MUPOBBIX IUIOMIAAEH MO XJIOMYAaTHUKOM, HO JIO CHX IOp Juib B 11
CTpaHaxX KOMMEPILHUAIN3UPOBAIN OHOTEX-XJIOTIOK, XOTSI MHOTHE JIpyTHe CTPaHbl PAaCCMaTPUBAIOT BOZMOXHOCTh €T0 PUHATHS.
Hexoropsle cTpanbl-uiienbl KomureTa BIpa3uian He00X0AMMOCTh 0OMeHa HH(popMalueil 0 OMOTEXHOJIOTHH, U TIOATOMY OBLIO
MIPUHSTO PEUIeHHE OPTaHU30BaTh «KPYIJIBIH CTOJD) MO BOIPOCaM OMOTEXHOJIOTHH B XJIOIKE, B KOTOPOM MOTYT IPHHUMAThH
y4acTUe BCE CTPaHbI-WICHBI.

5. Komurer mo wHcCneoBaHHMIO XJIOMKOIPOHM3BOACTBA PELIMJI NPOBECTH TexHHueckuil cemuHap B 2011 r Ha Temy
«TexHonornyeckre MHHOBAIMU AJIS1 YCTOIUMBOTO Pa3BUTHS LIETTH IPOU3BOJICTBAY.

Crpanbi-wienbl Komurera

ABctpanus, Apreatuna, benbrus, bpasunus, Bypkuna-®aco, ['epmanus, Eruner, 3am6wust, 3umobaose, M3pawns, Unaus, Upax,
Ucnanus, Wranus, Kasaxcran, Kamepyn, Kenus, Kuraii (TaiiBans), Koaym6ust, Kor-n’MByap, Manu, Mo3zam6uk, Hurepus,
Hunepnannei, [lakucran, Ilonsina, Pecnyonuka Kopesi, Poccusi, Cupust, CIIIA, Cynan, Tan3anus, Toro, Typuus, Yranaa,
V36ekucran, Opannust, Gunssiaaus, Yan, lseinapus, KOAP.
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9:00 hrs. Tuesday, September 21, 2010
Mr. Eddie Smith in the Chair

The CHAIR called the meeting to order.

The CHAIR noted that the first order of business
was to confirm the membership of the Govern-
ment of Mozambique in the ICAC. He informed
that the Secretariat has received a letter from
the Ministry of Agriculture, Government of
Mozambique. The Government of Mozambique
has an interest in cotton, and the Government is
prepared to fulfill the obligations of member-
ship with respect to acceptance of the Rules
and Regulations of the ICAC, the provision of
information about cotton, and the payment of as-
sessments. He noted that the production of cotton
in Mozambique is improving, and the Govern-
ment of Mozambique is facilitating expansion in
the cotton sector through policies and programs
designed to improve efficiency and productivity
to the benefit of all stakeholders in the value
chain. The membership of Mozambique in the
ICAC will be highly welcome. There was no
opposition and the Plenary Meeting approved
the membership of Mozambique in the ICAC.
The CHAIR welcomed Mozambique to take its
place as a member of the ICAC.

The CHAIR said that the second order of busi-
ness was to approve the Agenda of the 69th
Plenary Meeting. The Provisional agenda was
approved by the Standing Committee at its meet-
ing on July 15 and was mailed to all delegations.
There were no objections to the Provisional
Agenda, and the CHAIR stated that the Agenda
was adopted.

The CHAIR invited Dr. Fred Bourland, ICAC
researcher of the Year — 2010, to come for-
ward. The CHAIR introduced Dr. Freddie M.
Bourland, who received his Masters degree in
Plant Breeding from the University of Arkan-
sas in 1974 and a Ph.D. in Genetics from the
Texas A&M University in 1978. He worked
for Mississippi State University from 1978 to
1988 and became a full Professor. Dr. Bourland
joined the University of Arkansas in 1988. His
breeding program has released over 70 cotton
germplasm lines and cultivars. One cultivar
now being released combines exceptional fiber
quality with impressive yield and host plant
resistance traits. He is the team leader on work
to develop a modified plant-mapping program
(named COTMAP), a program for summarizing
variety test data over multiple states (named
COTVAR), and an index of cotton fiber quality
(named Q-score). In addition, he was co-leader
of aresearch team that developed COTMAN, an
expert cotton management system.

The CHAIR noted that Dr. Bourland’s other
primary research areas have included conducting

Inauguration

state cotton variety tests in the USA, evaluating
and determining inheritance of several seed
and seedling vigor parameters, and developing
and employing several selection criteria that
may be used to enhance host plant resistance
and to improve production efficiency via basic
yield components. Prior to being named Center
Director of the University of Arkansas Northeast
Research and Extension Center in 1997, he
regularly taught an undergraduate course cover-
ing the principles of cotton production, and he
taught graduate level genetics courses. He has
directed the research of 26 graduate students
and has served on over 60 graduate student
committees. He has authored (or co-authored)
71-refereed publications, over 265 abstracts and
proceedings, and 23 book chapters. Dr. Bourland
was presented with a Plaque and was invited to
say a few words.

Dr. Bourland thanked Cotton Incorporated, the
National Cotton Council of America, colleagues
and students at the University of Arkansas for
their support and expressed his appreciation
for being awarded the ICAC researcher of the
year award.

The CHAIR presented his welcoming remarks.
He welcomed the participants to the 69th Plenary
Meeting of the ICAC, and as the Chairman of the
National Council of America (NCC) acknowl-
edged the role of the U.S. cotton industry as one
of the world’s leaders in both public and private
investments in cotton research, development
and technology transfer, as well as in cotton
promotion and market expansion. He noted that
challenges faced by the world’s cotton industry
require all countries to work together, and the
theme of the meeting, Cotton Industry Growth
through Global Unity is highly appropriate. The
CHAIR pointed to the success of promotional
program carried out by Cotton Incorporated and
activities in international cotton promotion ef-
forts by Cotton Council International. He praised
promotional efforts by the International Forum
for Cotton Promotion. He said that other meeting
focus areas are of international interest, includ-
ing increasing efficiency and lowering costs in
cotton production, storage, transportation and
processing, as well as technological develop-
ments. He noted that cotton standardization and
trade negotiations are also important topics. As
a West Texas producer, he said he appreciated
the opportunity to provide participants with a
firsthand view of the many facets of this region’s
cotton industry. He thanked all for participating
in this meeting.

The CHAIR introduced Mr. Steve Verett, Execu-
tive Vice President of Plains Cotton Growers
to present his welcoming remarks. Mr. Verett
offered a sincere “big Texas warm-hearted

welcome” to Lubbock to everyone. He noted
that Lubbock is the center of the largest cotton
patch in the world, where within a 160-kilometer
circle around the city of Lubbock, family farmers
plant 1.4 million hectares to cotton. Mr. Verett
indicated that in 2010 production in the area is
estimated at 1.3 million metric tons of cotton
lint and 1.88 million metric tons of cottonseed.
He noted that farmers here are adopters and
creators of new and innovative cotton production
technologies, while several research elements of
the USDA’s Cropping Research Lab are located
here, including the Plant Stress and Germplasm
Development Unit, the Wind Erosion and Water
Conservation Unit, and the Cotton Production
and Processing Unit of USDA’s Agricultural
Research Service. Mr. Verett pointed out that
Texas Tech University has its Fiber and Bio-
polymer Research Institute, Cotton Economics
Research Institute and International Cotton
Research Center right here, while Texas A&M
University has its Research and Extension Cen-
ter on the north side of Lubbock. He highlighted
the importance of cotton breeding, genomics,
genetics, water use efficiency, harvesting, pro-
cessing, textile research, development of high
value bio-products from fibers and seed to the
economy of this region and the state of Texas.
He welcomed participants to the United States,
Texas and Lubbock and expressed his hope that
innovative research contributes to the theme of
the meeting.

The CHAIR introduced the delegate of Burkina
Faso, host of the 67th Plenary Meeting, to pres-
ent his welcoming remarks. The representative
said that it was a great honor to host the 67th
Meeting in Burkina Faso in 2008, and greeted
all delegates to the beautiful city of Lubbock and
Texas, the heart of cotton production. The rep-
resentative, on behalf of all delegates sincerely
thanked the government of the U.S. and the
private sector for hosting the 69th Plenary Meet-
ing. He noted that the United States is a leader
in public and private investments in research in
cotton production and promotion, permitting
advances in technologies around the world. He
noted that the world cotton industry faces many
technological, agronomical and economical
challenges and in order to find solutions, syner-
gies of all sectors of the world cotton industry are
required, making the theme of this plenary meet-
ing very appropriate. He said that he was looking
forward to fruitful and beneficial discussions for
the benefit of the cotton industry and thanked the
organizing committee, authorities and people of
Lubbock for hosting the meeting.

The CHAIR introduced Mr. Michael Scuse,
Deputy Under Secretary for Farm and Foreign
Agricultural Services, USDA to present his
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opening remarks. Mr. Scuse welcomed everyone
to the United States and the great state of Texas
on behalf of the U.S. Department of Agriculture.
He said that he is proud to have been appointed
by President Obama to help lead USDA’s Farm
and Foreign Agricultural Services, comprising
three agencies that oversee export promotion,
crop insurance, and farm programs. He thanked
the city of Lubbock and the Lubbock Convention
and Visitors Bureau for hosting the meeting. He
also thanked the organizing committee and espe-
cially Dean Ethridge of Texas Tech University,
the National cotton council, the Plains Cotton
Growers Association, Cotton Inc., the private
sector and sponsors for their support in hosting
this event. Mr. Scuse stated that there is a strong
commitment across the U.S. government to pro-
mote trade. He said that the ICAC plays a critical
role in the success of the international cotton
market and should be commended for assisting
governments in fostering a healthy international
cotton economy. He noted that the ICAC raises
awareness of emerging issues in the cotton sector
and works to solve problems by fostering coop-
eration among its members. Mr. Scuse indicated
that the ICAC expert panels on biotechnology
in cotton addressed biosafety issues, potential
benefits and challenges for adoption of biotech
cotton in the developing world by providing
objective, science-based information. The U.S.
Government and the U.S. cotton sector strongly
value this work and provide support through
participation of the industry in the ICAC activi-
ties, including the Private Sector Advisory Panel
(PSAP), the International Forum for Cotton
Promotion and other expert panels. He said that
the U.S. government and private sector realize
that the global cotton sector must be healthy
and growing. Mr. Scuse affirmed that USDA
remains strongly committed to maintaining a
vibrant international trade system, the United
States is committed to concluding an ambitious
and balanced result to the Doha Round, and
remains dedicated to international development
and capacity building. He thanked everyone for
participating in the meeting and wished success
in the discussion of ways to expand opportuni-
ties for cotton worldwide. Mr. Scuse's paper is
a statement of the meeting.

The CHAIR introduced Mr. Ahmed Elbosaty,
Chair of PSAP, to present his report. Mr. El-
bosaty reported on the PSAP activities, which
comprises 11 members representing developed
and developing countries and also producers,
merchants and spinners. He described the role
of the PSAP, including to give advice to the
ICAC on strategic issues critical to the long-term
growth of the cotton industry, matters relating to
the format and agenda for each plenary meeting,
consideration of the mission of the ICAC, and
to explore opportunities for financial support for
the ICAC and its activities. He reported that the
PSAP met 24 times since it’s founding in 1999
and two times during the past year, plus four con-
ference calls. He noted that the PSAP has exten-

sively discussed the issue of good trade practices
and wished to offer the following observations.
Domestic assistance to the cotton and cotton tex-
tiles sectors is acceptable if properly structured,
but interference with trade is highly damaging to
the health of the world cotton industry and harms
the interests of all participants in the cotton value
chain of all countries, thus encouraging the use
of polyester. The PSAP encouraged governments
to be aware that internationally accepted rules
of trade in cotton require settlement of all con-
tracts. Accordingly, government measures that
interrupt the fulfillment of contracts may result
in severe financial consequences for the parties
involved. The PSAP called on governments to
support the principle of contract sanctity. Mr.
Elbosaty reported that the PSAP urged countries
to harmonize phytosanitary requirements. He
said that the PSAP took note of a study by the
Secretariat showing great diversity in require-
ments from country to country. The PSAP has
asked the Secretariat to provide additional in-
formation on phytosanitary requirements and to
work with the Standing Committee to compose
a task force on Harmonization of Phytosanitary
Requirements for Cotton Import. He reported
that the PSAP met with a representative of the
Better Cotton Initiative (BCI) in Bremen and
Lubbock and that the PSAP appreciated the
commitment by the BCI to work collaboratively
with all stakeholders in the cotton value chain
to mainstream production practices that result in
improved outcomes for the environment, farmers
and consumers. The PSAP is also aware of other
initiatives intended to improve cotton production
practices. However, some members of the PSAP
look askance at programs that fragment the
world cotton market. Mr. Elbosaty reported that
Mr. Manfred Schiefer, President of M. Schiefer
Trading Company, and Mr. Alois Schonberger,
President of Cottonex Ansalt, were elected
Chair and Vice Chair of the PSAP for the next
year between the plenary meetings. He thanked
Mr. Dhiren Sheth of C.A. Galiakotwala & Co.
who served as Vice Chair of the PSAP during
the past year and all members of the PSAP. He
also thanked governments for their support to
the cotton industry and Dr. Townsend and the
Secretariat for their support. Mr. Elbosaty's
report is a statement of the meeting.

The CHAIR introduced Mr. Terry Townsend
to give his report as executive director. Mr.
Townsend said that cotton and cotton textile
industries are central to the economic growth
of'both developed and developing countries and
contribute to sustainable and socially responsible
development. Cotton played an important role
in industrial development starting in the 18th
century and continues to play an important role
today in the developing world as a major source
of revenue. He noted that despite the positive
impacts of cotton and benefits to consumers,
cotton is being severely criticized for having
negative impacts on the environment and for
social abuses, and he said that there are there are

many examples of negative information about
the world cotton industry being disseminated
by various interest groups. The danger to the
industry is that cotton depends on consumer
preference to maintain demand. Mr. Townsend
suggested that there must be a three-pronged
response consisting of 1) listening to allega-
tions and considering appropriate strategies in
response to valid concerns, 2) improving cotton’s
performance through mainstreaming of best
practices, and 3) confronting egregious misinfor-
mation campaigns and calling to account those
who know, or should know, that such allegations
are exaggerated or erroncous. For instance,
rather than accounting for 25% of all pesticides
used worldwide, as is commonly alleged, cotton
accounted for 6.2% of world pesticide sales in
2009, down from 11% of sales in 1988.

Mr. Townsend said that the creation of the
Private Sector Advisory Panel (PSAP) in 1999
broadened the circle of participation in ICAC
meetings, expanded the subject matter expertise
available to Member Governments and the cot-
ton industry and helped to ensure that the work of
the ICAC is relevant and pragmatic. He pointed
out that the Standing Committee created the
Task Force on Commercial Standardization of
Instrument Testing of Cotton (CSITC) in 2003
following a decision by the 62nd Plenary Meet-
ing in Gdynia, Poland. CSITC Round Trials are
conducted among testing laboratories around the
world to ensure standardization of test results,
and the Round Trials are providing information
that can be used in the establishment of com-
mercial tolerances in cotton testing.

He reported that the Expert Panel on Social,
Environmental and Economic Performance of
Cotton Production (SEEP) was created by a
decision of the 65th Plenary Meeting in Goiania,
Brazil in 2006. SEEP concentrated during the
past year on approval of a consultant’s study on
insecticide use in cotton and approval of an in-
terpretive summary of the report. Mr. Townsend
also expressed his appreciation for the work of
the Common Fund for Commodities (CFC) and
the European Union in support of the cotton
industry. He said that the International Forum
for Cotton Promotion (IFCP) is an important
organization facilitating demand enhancement.
He also thanked the Government of the United
States for volunteering to host the 69th Plenary
Meeting after the invitation from another country
was withdrawn, noting that it had been a great
pleasure to work with the Government of the
United States and the private sector to prepare
for the 69th Plenary Meeting.

The CHAIR thanked Mr. Townsend for his
report. The Report of the Executive Director is
a statement of the meeting.

The CHAIR introduced Ambassador Ali
Mchumo, Managing Director of the Common
Fund for Commodities (CFC). Ambassador
Mchumo thanked the organizing committee for
inviting him to the meeting and to make opening
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remarks. He noted that the theme of this meeting
is a comprehensive call for within-sector col-
laboration between all players in the value chain.
He stated that for the CFC, small producers in
developing countries are at the center of attention
as they are the ones that require support from the
national and international community. He said
that millions of smallholder farmers should be
supported not by subsidizing their production,
but by enabling them to produce their cotton in
a sustainable, effective and efficient way, and by
paying them prices that are linked to undistorted
world market prices. He indicated that in that
regard, substantive progress in the consultation
on the Cotton Agenda in the framework of the
WTO and the Doha Development Round should
be sought and secured without further delay.
Ambassador Mchumo noted that the Fund sup-
ports commodity development activities and
works with the ICAC to address challenges faced
by cotton producers with a multi-country com-
modity/cotton focus. He reported that this work
has led to building a portfolio of cotton projects
valued more than $50 million with the Fund’s
contribution of $22 million, in addition a number
of Fast Track Projects have been completed. He
emphasized that the ICAC has proven to be an
efficient and effective International Commodity
Body in terms of developing project proposals,
submitting them to the CFC and undertaking
supervisory activities during implementation.
Ambassador Mchumo expressed his pleasure
to work with the ICAC Secretariat in particular
with the Executive Director, Mr. Terry Townsend
and Mr. Rafiq Chaudhry, the Head of the Techni-
cal Information Section. He also highlighted the
contribution of the European Union in support-
ing specific cotton projects in the Fund’s overall
portfolio. He concluded by emphasizing that cot-
ton will remain an important component of the
Fund’s project portfolio, and the Fund continues
to work with the ICAC on further development
of new projects for the benefit of the smallholder
producers that depend on cotton production for

their livelihood. Ambassador Ali Mchumo's
paper is a statement of the meeting.

The delegate of ARGENTINA thanked the or-
ganizing committee for their efforts to organize
this meeting. He thanked the CFC for their work
to provide support to smallholder farmers. He
indicated that smallholder farmers in Argentina
and other countries in Latin America are in need
of support in order to continue cotton produc-
tion and to provide livelihood to their families.
He once again thanked the Fund for providing
assistance to smallholder farmers.

The CHAIR introduced Minister Azmat Ali
Ranjha, Chair of the Standing Committee, to
present his report. Minister Ranjha, on behalf
of the members of the Standing Committee and
his country, Pakistan, expressed deep apprecia-
tion to the Government of the United States and
members of the Organizing Committee for host-
ing the 69th Plenary Meeting of the International
Cotton Advisory Committee. He noted that the
theme of the 69th Plenary Meeting “Cotton
Industry Growth Through Global Unity” could
not have been more appropriate or timely. In
times of persisting economic challenges both in
the US and around the world, the need for global
unity has seldom been more acute or urgent. He
said that the Standing Committee had a packed
agenda this year and examined a wide ranging
and diverse set of issues, from continuing ongo-
ing dialogue with the Better Cotton Initiative
(BCI) on issues of shared concern, to receiving
updates on significant developments in the Doha
Round discussions in Geneva. Minister Ranjha
reported that significant emerging trends, such
foreign direct investment in agricultural land in
developing countries, the extraordinary volatil-
ity in the cotton futures prices, and the changes
in the structure of the world cotton industry, are
some of the subjects that have remained in the
Standing Committee’s focus this year.

He informed that the Standing Committee under
guidelines issued during the 68th Plenary Meet-

ing in Cape Town, initiated preliminary work on
a proposal to establish an International Research
Center for Cotton. He said that the Standing
Committee, in consultation with the Executive
Director, referred the issue to an expert panel
with four international specialists on cotton
research, which had only recently submitted its
report to the Secretariat. He suggested that con-
sidering the importance of the initiative and the
quantum of work that still needs to be done at the
level of the Standing Committee before a viable
set of options can be placed for consideration in a
Plenary Meeting, that more time may be allowed
for completion of these requirements.

Minister Ranjha informed that the Standing
Committee in its 503rd Meeting held in Wash-
ington DC on March 10, 2010, unanimously
agreed to accept Argentina’s gracious invitation
to host the 70th Plenary Meeting in Buenos
Aires in September 2011. He also reported that
the Standing Committee in its 505th Meeting
held on May 27, 2010 unanimously endorsed
the nominations of Mr. Patrick Packnett of the
United States as Chair, Mrs. Lily Munanka of
Tanzania as First Vice Chair, and Mr. Frangois
Schmidt of Switzerland as Second Vice Chair of
the Committee during 2010-11. He also praised
the work of the Subcommittee on Budget during
the process of development of a consensus on
the approval of the ICAC budget. He informed
on the continued work on building the ICAC
membership. Minister Ranjha expressed sincere
appreciation of the excellent secretariat support
that the Executive Director, Mr. Terry Townsend
and other members of his team provide to the
Standing Committee, appreciating their profes-
sionalism and commitment to the ICAC’s work.
He also thanked the US government and the
Organizing Committee for the excellent arrange-
ments made for the 69th Plenary Meeting. The
Report of the Chairman of the Standing Com-
mittee is a statement of the meeting.

The CHAIR adjourned the Inaugural Session of
the 69th Plenary Meeting at 10:30 hrs.

First Plenary Session

Past Trade Rounds in the Multilateral Trading System: Are There Lessons for the Doha Round?

15:30 hrs. Wednesday, September 22, 2010
Mr. Bob Riemenschneider in the Chair

The CHAIR invited James D. (Jim) Grueft,
Trade Policy Consultant at Decision Leaders,
LLC, to present his “Lessons for a Successful
Doha Round.”

Jim Grueff said he was one of the few persons
who were agricultural negotiators in both the
Uruguay Round (UR) and the Doha Round
(DR). He reminded that the Uruguay Round

Agreement was the first and only multilateral
agreement on agricultural trade completed so far.
That round lasted eight years but resulted in the
development of many important rules regarding
agricultural trade. The DR negotiations started
in 2001 and he could not offer a reasonable
prediction as to its possible completion date.
He summarized the key differences between
the UR and the DR, in particular the fact that
participation from developing countries is much
more important in the DR than in the UR, and

that the DR has a “Development Agenda.” The
main challenges facing the DR include differ-
ences in the interpretation of its basic objectives
amongst WTO member countries, and an unfa-
vorable negotiating environment. However, he
emphasized the necessity to complete the DR in
order to ensure the effectiveness and credibility
of the WTO, which is an important institution
for countries dependent on trade and allows all
countries to voice their concerns regarding trade
relationships.



28

SEPTEMBER 2010

Mr. Grueff highlighted some of the lessons
learned from the DR, in particular the fact that
formal high-level meetings are likely to fail if
there has not already been some substantive
negotiating progress; concluding the DR is not
currently a political priority in many countries;
and significant change should take place in order
for the DR to be completed. Some of the pos-
sible changes with potential positive effects on
the DR include changes in the U.S. Congress,
the development of the next U.S. farm bill,
and an improvement in the global economy.
He acknowledged that it will take many more
years to complete the DR. He suggested that
WTO member countries try to achieve some
mutual understanding of the most essential
negotiating objectives and political priorities
and to discuss this at the political level above
the level of senior negotiators. In addition, he
recommended a simplification of the objectives
for agriculture, and to consider the transnational
private sector efforts to educate political leaders
regarding the importance of the WTO and the
DR. He concluded by noting that, in this topic,
the ICAC could try to bring together its members
on the issue of cotton. Mr. Grueff’s presentation
is a statement of the meeting.

The CHAIR thanked Mr. Grueff and invited
Darren Hudson, Texas Tech University, to report
on his “Lessons for the Future Learned from the
Elimination of MFA Quotas.”

Dr. Hudson welcomed participants to the 69th
Plenary Meeting on behalf of Texas Tech Uni-
versity. He started by recalling the history of
Multi-Fiber Arrangements (MFAs): after the
Second World War, efforts by some countries
to boost their textile industry in order to fuel
their economy resulted in efforts by the United
States and Europe to protect their own textile
sectors, which resulted in the adoption of the
Long-Term Agreement (LTA) in 1962. The
LTA was later expanded to cover man-made
fibers in the Multi-Fiber Arrangement system
in 1974. Later, due to mounting concerns from
developing countries regarding the rationality
of the MFA system, the Agreement on Textiles
and Clothing (ATC) implemented during the
UR scheduled its progressive elimination, which
was finalized in 2005. Dr. Hudson noted that
the MFAs had some unintended consequences,
including “quota-hoping” and transshipment
and false declarations of origination. The MFA
elimination was expected to result in a net
benefit assuming free trade. However, it did not
eliminate all trade restrictions, only bilateral
quotas. Changes in the direction of trade flows
were well anticipated, but their magnitude was
not, and several countries increased their textile
exports despite the expectation that these would
be damaged. Textile trade grew rapidly after
the elimination of high-value quotas in 2002,
then more slowly after the final elimination of
all quotas in 2005, and remained flat in 2007-
2008. The slower than anticipated growth after

2005 was due to special safeguards against
China, remaining tariff and preferential trading
arrangements, and government support to the
textile and clothing industries in a number of
countries. Dr. Hudson concluded that some is-
sues in both exporting and importing countries
are still preventing textile and clothing trade to
be completely free. The trading environment for
textile and clothing has moved from bilaterally
managed trade to a trading scheme sanctioned by
the WTO, but in which preferential treatment of
developing countries has led to new distortions.
He noted that the main lesson of the MFAs for
the DR is that the convolution of the objective of
trade barrier reduction and “development” will
likely confuse the negotiations. Dr. Hudson’s
presentation is a statement of the meeting.

The CHAIR thanked Dr. Hudson and introduced
Ms. Mariéme Fall de Perez Rubin, Counsellor,
Agriculture and Commodities Division at the
WTO, to report on “Past Negotiations and Rel-
evant Lessons for Concluding the Doha Round”
on behalf of Mr. Chiedu Osakwe, Director, Ac-
cessions Division at the WTO.

Ms. Fall de Perez Rubin thanked the ICAC for
helping the WTO Secretariat in accessing data on
world cotton production. She noted that Chiedu
Osakwe’s written statement would be part of the
proceedings of the meeting and that her speech
would reflect her own views and not those of
the WTO. She started by recalling the fate of the
International Trade Organization (ITO), which
at the end of the 1940s was designed to handle
the rules for international trade, but was never
formed. Instead, the General Agreement on Tar-
iffs and Trade (GATT) operated temporarily and
eventually morphed into the WTO, which now
has a membership of 153 countries. In the past,
tariffs on traded goods were the major concern of
international trade negotiations. As tariffs have
declined, other issues regarding international
trade have arisen, requiring more complicated
negotiations and rules. In addition, over time
the number of countries amongst which trade
negotiations were discussed grew from a few to
more than a hundred. Ms. Fall first highlighted
the differences between the Doha Development
Agenda (DDA) and past negotiations rounds,
including the following: 1) tariffs remain impor-
tant in many markets, including agriculture, but
other more complicated issues such as SPS, TBT,
and anti dumping measures, have also become
concerns; 2) the number of countries involved
in trade negotiations has increased significantly,
and all of them have to agree before a decision
can be made; and 3) governments have an in-
creasingly better informed and much more active
domestic constituency. Furthermore, countries
continue to negotiate among themselves and to
implement Free Trade Agreements (FTAs) de-
spite the fact that negotiations at the DDA have
progressed only slowly; and the modalities that
will be agreed upon at the DDA are important but
will need to be followed by further negotiations

and the establishment of schedules. She empha-
sized that there was a strong desire from all WTO
members to finalize the DDA and that 80% of the
work had already been completed. Mr Osakwe's
report is a statement of the meeting.

The CHAIR thanked Ms. Fall and asked del-
egates if they had any questions for the panel
members.

The delegate of ARGENTINA noted that the
Argentinean delegation would have liked to
have a representative of developing countries
amongst the panel members. He reminded that
the theme of the 69th Plenary Meeting was,
“Cotton Industry Growth Through Global Uni-
ty.” He expressed his appreciation of the views
of the Panel members and noted that there was
ultimately some optimism regarding the DR and
international trade. The delegate of Argentina
then read excerpts from a statement prepared by
the government of Argentina and requested that
this statement be included in the proceedings of
the meeting. The main points from these excerpts
include the following: 1) Argentina’s cotton
production decreased significantly during the
last decade due to the decrease in international
cotton prices resulting from distorting policies
adopted by some countries; 2) the average
amount of subsidies provided to cotton produc-
ers was 13 cents per pound in 2008/09, based
on a September 2010 report from the ICAC, and
this represents almost 85% of the average value
received by Argentinean farmers for their cotton
in 2009/10; 3) the same ICAC report mentions
that the decrease in cotton support in 2009/10
was the result of an increase in international
cotton prices and not changes in policies; 4)
it is doubtful that the formulas of reduction in
cotton subsidies suggested by the C4 countries
in the DR negotiations will result in concrete
benefits for the cotton sector because a reduction
in cotton subsidies could be compensated by an
increase in green box direct payments, with a
similar distortion effect; 5) Argentina is ready to
work in order to achieve ambitious and balanced
results in the DR, consistent with the objective
of development that it has always defended; 6)
the Argentinean delegation wants to reiterate the
need to reach within the DR results that comply
with the mandate of the agricultural negotiations
and in particular with the mandate to reduce
substantially cotton subsidies in order to foster
the global cotton sector.

The CHAIR thanked the delegate of Argentina
and said that the ICAC Secretariat would include
Argentina’s full statement in the proceedings of
the meeting. Argentina’s report is a statement
of the meeting.

The delegate of TOGO asked Mr. Grueff to ex-
plain why a change in U.S. attitude could bring
impetus to the DR negotiations and for details
regarding the potential changes for the DR that
would result from a U.S. Republican Congress,
given that Republicans had been at the head of
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the U.S. government for the first eight years of
the DR negotiations and that had not resulted
in the completion of the round. Mr. Grueff ex-
plained that changes in the U.S. farm bill could
break the current deadlock between the United
States and developing countries regarding their
willingness to compromise on each other’s de-
mands. He noted that Republicans are relatively
more pro-trade than Democrats and that a change
in the Congress might be able to provide some
impetus to the DR negotiations.

The delegate of POLAND noted that the fact
that a consensus from all WTO members was
necessary to reach completion of the DR was
indeed complicating the process. He said that the
cotton issue was one of the principal elements
of the development aspect of the DDA and that
a successful outcome was urgently needed for
African producing countries. He expressed
Poland’s disappointment in the slowness of the
negotiations and in the absence of consensus so
far. He noted that the European Union (EU) was
an active player in the DR negotiations and was
pressing for quick and ambitious results on cot-
ton, having already made the necessary changes
to its own cotton program. Poland’s report is a
statement of the meeting.

The CHAIR thanked the delegate of Poland
and recognized the delegate of CAMEROON.
He asked Mr. Grueff whether he could be more
specific regarding the impact of C4 countries
on DR negotiations, given that their request to
eliminate subsidies had not been satisfied and
support provided to the cotton sector had even
risen in the last few years. He asked whether
the C4 countries should expect results from the
DR negotiations. Mr. Grueff explained that he
simply wanted to show that even small countries
such as the C4 could influence the DR negotia-
tions, and that the C4 had managed to have a
cotton subcommittee established and specific

measures taken. He recognized that the C4 had
not yet received satisfactory results from the DR
negotiations. He said he did not know what to
expect from the negotiations. Ms. Fall said she
believed that there would be no conclusion to
the DR unless satisfactory conclusion for cotton
was reached. Mr. Hudson noted that one of the
problems in addressing cotton independently
was the role of indirect subsidies, such as fertil-
izer subsidies. He said that this complicates the
calculation of subsidies provided to the cotton
sector.

The CHAIR recognized the delegate of UGAN-
DA, who commented on Mr. Grueff’s pre-
sentation. He noted that it was indeed worth
completing the DR. He noted that East African
countries had formed regional groups that had
implemented their own regional trade policies,
resulting in significant development in regional
trade relationships. He said that developing
countries had woken to the need of standing for
themselves at the WTO, that they were ready
to continue the DR, and that they were better
prepared for it. Mr. Grueff congratulated Uganda
and other African countries for developing re-
gional trade arrangements. He noted that other
countries in the world were acting similarly, but
not the United States. He expressed his concern
that so much political energy was spent in cre-
ating regional arrangements that less time and
attention were available for multilateral trade
negotiations. Dr. Hudson noted that the United
States had tried to use bilateral agreements to
push multilateral agreements, but that this did
not work. Ms. Fall agreed that energy spent in the
creation of regional trade arrangements was tak-
ing attention away from the DR. However, she
emphasized that bilateral regional agreements
were good but would not solve the problem of
cotton subsidies, which could only be discussed
within in a multilateral agreement.

The CHAIR recognized the delegate of MALI,
who noted that it was very important for the
development of the cotton sector of Mali, a
member of the C4, to resume the DR negotia-
tions. He asked what was being done today in
order to resume these negotiations. He also asked
Mr. Grueff for more details regarding his advice
to simplify the objectives. Ms. Fall invited the
delegate of Mali to listen to her presentation
of the following day, which would explain the
efforts made to resume the DR negotiations.
Dr. Hudson said that there was still progress in
the negotiations but at a slow pace and that this
could change quickly after the US elections.
Mr. Grueff noted that he did not believe there
was a way to complete quickly the DR, but that
progress could be made more quickly if constitu-
encies pressed their leadership. In regard to the
simplification of the DR objectives, he gave an
example where two countries could try to limit
their negotiations to the items of interest in their
commercial exchanges.

The CHAIR recognized the delegate of the
UNITED STATES, who said that the United
States remained committed to a successful
conclusion to the DR and to the cotton issue
within the DR, and that the United States played
a leading role in Geneva.

The CHAIR recognized the delegate of ARGEN-
TINA, who noted that in addition to the difficulty
in accounting for indirect subsidies to the cotton
sector, one had to take into account the monopoly
situation regarding the sale of biotech cotton
seeds, which also created a distortion in the
market. He emphasized that cotton was a vital
sector for many countries and contributed to food
security. He concluded that the DR would not
reach a successful conclusion unless there were
balanced negotiations at the world level.

The CHAIR thanked the delegates and the
panelists.

The CHAIR adjourned the meeting at 17:45
hrs.

Second Plenary Session

9:00 hrs. Thursday, September 23, 2010
Ambassador Tibor Nagy in the Chair

The CHAIR called the meeting to order. He
asked delegates to respect the 5-minute limit for
each intervention. He first called on statements
by delegates from international organizations.

The representative of the Common Fund for
Commodities (CFC) referred to the opening
remarks of the Fund’s Managing Director
during the inaugural session and to the hand-
out focusing on the current joint CFC/ICAC
activities, already distributed to delegates. He

Statements

highlighted the two new CFC/ICAC projects that
had become operational since the 68th Plenary
Meeting of the ICAC in Cape Town: the first
project aims to increase cotton productivity by
smallhoders in Eastern Africa, with a special
focus on Kenya and Mozambique, while the
second project intends to prevent seed cotton
contamination in West Africa, with an initial
focus on Burkina Faso, Cote d’Ivoire and Mali.
He mentioned that both projects could be de-
veloped at a larger scale than initially foreseen
thanks to the co-financing contribution from the
European Union (EU) through its All Agricul-

tural Commodities Programme (ACP). The ACP
program also provides significant co-financing
to the ongoing CFC/ICAC project on the Com-
mercial Standardization of Instrument Testing of
Cotton, which has resulted in the establishment
of two Regional Technical Centers in Tanzania
and Mali. He noted that this project had been
discussed during the meeting of the ICAC’s
Task Force on CSITC the previous day, and
would be extensively reviewed during the Fifth
Breakout Session on the subject of Best Prac-
tices in Instrument Testing the following day.
He emphasized the commitment of the CFC to
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the expansion of its cotton project portfolio and
its intention to continue to work with the ICAC
on new projects addressing joint priorities in
the field of cotton development, to the ultimate
benefit of smallholder cotton producers in Africa,
Asia and Latin America. The CFC's report is a
statement of the meeting.

The representative of the International Trade
Centre (ITC) said that this was the fourth con-
secutive season that ITC was participating in the
ICAC Plenary Meeting, showing ITC’s increas-
ing support to the cotton sector in developing
countries and in particular Africa. He reported
on ITC’s cotton activities since the 68th ICAC
Plenary Meeting in the seven following areas:
Sector Strategy Development, Capacity Build-
ing in Cotton Trade and Marketing, Capacity
Building of Cotton-related Associations at the
National and Regional Levels, Facilitation of
South-South Cooperation, Promotion of African
Cotton, Reduction of Cotton Contamination at
Gin Level, and Women in Cotton. He expressed
his hope for cooperation with more ICAC mem-
ber countries to obtain global data on the role and
engagement of women along the cotton value
chain. He thanked the European Commission
(EC), which finances many ITC activities under
the EU Al ACP. The ITC’s report is a statement
of the meeting.

The representative of the International Labor
Rights Forum (ILRF) briefly presented her or-
ganization, an independent and non-profit entity
dedicated to promoting labor rights around the
world. Since its founding ILRF has been a leader
in global advocacy on child labor as part of its
work to promote core labor rights. She said that
the International Labor Organization (ILO) had
recently reported on the persistence of child
labor in the world, and had expressed concerns
that the global economic downturn could slow
efforts towards the elimination of the worst
forms of child labor. The ILO estimates that
over 60% of child laborers worldwide are em-
ployed in agriculture. In a March 2010 meeting,
government delegates and other stakeholders
made commitments to a Roadmap to end child
labor and this Roadmap identified agriculture
as a target area. She noted that stakeholders had
now the responsibility to engage in productive
dialogue on how to eliminate exploitative condi-
tions and promote decent work in agricultural
production around the world. She recommended
that the ICAC joins this global discussion. She
noted that in cotton production (as in agriculture
in general), child labor had to be addressed via
different strategies, in particular by finding ways
to raise farmers’ income and by ensuring access
to quality education. She urged governments and
industry bodies worldwide to work together on
this issue. The ILRF’s report is a statement of
the meeting.

The representative of CAB International
(CABI) noted that CABI was a not for profit,
intergovernmental organization with 47 member

countries. CABI’s mission is to improve people’s
lives worldwide by providing information and
applying scientific expertise to solve problems
in agriculture and the environment. CABI works
with national and regional partners (both private
and public) and has a wide global presence. One
of the themes of CABI’s scientific and develop-
ment activities involves crops such as cotton,
coffee and cocoa. CABI aims to improve the
livelihoods of smallholder producers of these
crops by improving productivity and increasing
their market access. China, India and Pakistan,
large producers and consumers of cotton, are
members of CABI, and therefore cotton is an
important crop for the organization. CABI has
been working on cotton for over 30 years. Much
of this work has involved Integrated Crop and
Pest Management, technology transfer and
building capacity in a wide range of stakehold-
ers. She mentioned some of their cotton projects
in Pakistan, China and Africa. CABI’s report is
a statement of the meeting.

The Executive Director of the IFCP (Interna-
tional Forum for Cotton Promotion) reported
on the activities of the IFCP during the past
year. He expressed his satisfaction that cotton
demand enhancement programs now appeared
to be viewed as “how and when” rather than
“if.” He mentioned the continued expansion of
the Bremen Cotton Exchange’s revitalization of
the International Cotton Emblem and indications
coming from India, Brazil and China that they
were moving in a similar direction. He com-
mented on the development of fashion shows
and contests including fabric development with
institutions of higher learning, which could
influence positively cotton’s market share. He
indicated that the ICAC Third Open Session had
shown the potential of the IFCP Speakers Bureau
to combine information topics that enhance cot-
ton’s promotion scope. He invited participants to
the Plenary Meeting to attend the Second Break-
out Session “Demand Enhancement: Building
on Successful Efforts” later that morning. He
noted that this breakout session would mark
the beginning of a new initiative called Cotton
Expert, designed to simplify cotton demand
enhancement. He noted that the IFCP supports
all cotton regardless of origin, fiber length or
agriculture system, but does not support exag-
gerated or inaccurate negative claims.

The executive director of the IFCP noted that the
Forum had approved two resolutions for com-
munication to the 69th Plenary Meeting:

*  The IFCP offers to assist the ICAC with its
efforts to identify information about cotton
and to correct misrepresentations about cot-
ton production practices.

» The IFCP identifies cotton as a natural fiber
regardless of production method or seed
technology.

He concluded by thanking the IFCP officers
and members for the privilege of serving as

Executive Director of the IFCP and for their
participation. The IFCP's report is a statement
of the meeting.

The representative of the EU expressed its ap-
preciation for the organization of the 69th ICAC
Plenary Meeting and thanked the United States
and the town of Lubbock for hosting it. The EU
particularly appreciates this year’s theme of the
Plenary Meeting and highly values international
cooperation in support of cotton. He noted that
the EU believed that sustainable and fair pro-
duction and trade of cotton could contribute to
growth in both developed and developing coun-
tries. He provided an update with respect to the
agricultural, trade and development assistance
dimensions of the EU common policies and
strategies towards cotton. Cotton production in
the EU has recovered slightly in 2010/11, after
years of decline in area and yields, and the EU
became a net cotton exporter in 2009 as imports
continued to decline. The EU market for cotton
is completely open. Despite a continued decline
in textile and clothing production and employ-
ment, the EU remains the second largest textiles
and clothing exporter after China. However,
the EU’s trade balance has been deteriorating.
He said that the EU had been able to push for
an ambitious outcome on cotton in the WTO
negotiations, thanks to its cotton policy reforms
already implemented. He explained that the EU-
Africa Partnership on Cotton would continue to
provide the development assistance framework
for the EU in the next couple of years. The total
value of development assistance by the EU and
its member states to African cotton has exceeded
350 million euros since 2004. He noted that the
various EU-funded projects managed by the
CFC in partnership with ICAC had made good
progress in the first half of 2010. He also noted
that the EU was the largest provider of devel-
opment assistance to cotton. The EU report is a
statement of the meeting.

The representative of the EU-Africa Partnership
on Cotton expressed his thanks for the oppor-
tunity to speak during the 69th ICAC Plenary
Meeting. He reminded that this Partnership had
been established in 2004 to address the concerns
of African cotton producers, who were strongly
affected by the drop in international cotton
prices in the 1990s and in the early 2000s. The
Partnership includes two components: trade
and development, and is defined through six
strategic axes. The Partnership Steering com-
mittee is called the Comité d’orientation et de
suivi du Partenariat UE-Afrique sur le coton, or
COS-Coton. The COS-Coton is composed of
11 executive members representing five stake-
holders, and is responsible for the coordination
and implementation of the Action Framework.
He noted that almost 140 interventions to sup-
port African cotton, either ongoing or finished,
had been implemented in the context of this
Partnership between 2004 and April 2010, rep-
resenting a total amount of 450 million euros.
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He noted the EU-funded All ACP Agricultural
Commodities Program, which had a specific
cotton program of 15 million euros over the
period 2007-2011. He said that a follow-up All
ACP African cotton-related program was being
identified and would likely start during the first
half of 2012. He referred participants to the
website of COS-Coton and to the CD-rom that
had been distributed and included information
relative to the EU-Africa Partnership on Cotton.
The EU-Africa Partnership on Cotton's report is
a statement of the meeting.

The representative of CIRAD (Centre de coo-
pération internationale en recherche agronomique
pour le développement) explained that CIRAD
is an international research organization for
agricultural development that has been working
for decades on the development of sustainable
cotton production systems, particularly in West
Africa, in partnership with national agricultural
research organizations. He explained their four
main areas of research: 1) the assessment of
cotton sector performance and institutional
changes; 2) the evaluation of cotton farming
systems practiced by farmers and conception
of innovating systems; 3) the characterization
and evaluation of biotic risks and environmental
impacts; and 4) the fibers quality characteriza-
tion related to environmental conditions and
quality build-up process. He noted that CIRAD
contributed to the CFC/ICAC project focusing
on the testing of cotton fibers in Africa, and
that this characterization system should in time
prevent the systematic price discount applied to
African cotton. CIRAD’s report is a statement
of the meeting.

The representative of the Better Cotton Initiative
(BCI) thanked the ICAC for giving BCI this
first opportunity to make a statement during its
69th Plenary Meeting. She said that the aim of
the BCI was to make global cotton production
better for the people who produce it, better for
the environment it is grown in and better for the
sector’s future. She noted that there were four
categories of membership within BCI: producer
organizations, suppliers and manufacturers,
retailers and brands, and civil society, as well
as a provision for associate members. She
described BCI’s approach to develop a market
for a mainstream commodity, cotton, through
the following objectives: 1) demonstrating the
inherent benefits of Better Cotton production,
particularly the financial profitability for farm-
ers, 2) reducing the impact of water and pesticide
use on human and environmental health, 3)
improve soil health and biodiversity, 4) promote
Decent Work for farming communities and cot-
ton farm workers, 5) facilitate global knowledge
exchange on more sustainable cotton production,
and 6) increase the traceability along the cotton
supply chain. She said that BCI was now in the
implementation start-up phase, which will run
to 2010, and focuses on four regions: Brazil,
India, Pakistan, and West and Central Africa. She

said that the BCI was willing to work with other
organizations to see how the BCI system could
be implemented beyond these regions. BCI’s
report is a statement of the meeting.

The President of the African Cotton Associa-
tion (ACA) thanked the ICAC for giving him
an opportunity to speak during the 69th ICAC
Plenary Meeting and thanked the United States
and the city of Lubbock for hosting the meet-
ing. He said that the ACA had been established
eight years ago, was headquartered in Cotonou,
Benin, and had 26 active members in 16 African
countries. He explained that the ACA had been
created in order to join forces amongst cotton
stakeholders in Africa, to develop exchanges and
synergies between African cotton stakeholders
and those from other continents, and to defend
African cotton, to promote it and to ensure its
sustainable development. He thanked the ICAC
Secretariat and in particular its Executive Direc-
tor for his support of African cotton. He noted
that the ACA had developed partnerships with
the ITC, the EU, the Cos-Coton and soon with
the West African Economic and Monetary Union
(UEMOA). He noted that these partnerships
had resulted in the development of South-South
exchanges and cooperation, and supported the
ACA efforts in improving the quality of African
cotton, reducing its contamination, and adopting
instrument testing. He said that the ACA and the
Association of African Cotton Producers (AP-
rOCA) disapproved of the utilization of the label
“Cotton Made in Africa” by a non-governmental
organization to brand the cotton that it promoted
with a few cotton companies and farms in Africa.
He said that this label had not been discussed
amongst and agreed by African cotton produc-
ers, and he warned that this label could hurt
the image of all African cotton in the case of a
trade dispute on CmiA cotton. He requested that
the CmiA label be rapidly modified. He noted
that their disapproval was limited to the label,
and that African cotton producers appreciated
all the actions in favor of small African cotton
producers and African cotton sectors that were
implemented by the NGO involved. ACA's
report is a statement of the meeting.

The CHAIR thanked the international organi-
zations for their statements and called for the
statements of member countries.

The delegate from EGYPT thanked the people
and government of Texas and the city of Lub-
bock for hosting the 69th ICAC Plenary Meet-
ing, all the participants, the ICAC Secretariat
and the organizing committee for preparing
the meeting, and the interpreters. He noted
that Egypt had a great interest in attending this
meeting as a producer of extra-fine cotton. He
said that Egypt was working to produce cotton
of high spinning value, high yield, short duration
and to apply integrated pest management and
minimize insecticides and herbicides to produce
environmentally friendly cotton. Egypt supports
the complete liberalization of its cotton sector

and of the world market, for prices to be deter-
mined by supply and demand. He summarized
the recent trends in cotton production in Egypt,
noting that the 2009/10 crop had been the small-
estin over 150 years, and that the production was
expected to rebound in 2010/11. He said that
Egypt was making efforts to adopt instrument
testing to measure cotton fiber quality. He noted
that Egypt welcomed foreign investment in its
textile industry. The country report of Egypt is
a statement of the meeting.

The delegate of AUSTRALIA noted that the
Australian cotton industry was entering a period
of increased optimism following several years of
severe drought. A significant increase in water
irrigation supplies, higher cotton prices, as well
as improved cotton varieties are expected to
result in a production rebound of almost 70%
in 2010/11, to 653,000 tons. However, he noted
that the Australian cotton sector faced significant
challenges in the future, including resource
constraints, climate change, rising community
expectations for sustainable industry practices
and market risk management. In response to
these challenges, the Australian cotton industry,
with the support of research and development,
is promoting initiatives to make the industry
more efficient, profitable and sustainable. He
noted that this has resulted in Australian cotton
having competitive advantages, including high
yields and superior fibre quality. In addition,
Australia’s proximity to Asian markets allows
faster delivery of cotton to spinning mills. He
said that Australian authorities were working to
improve the security and reliability of irrigation
entitlements and to create a more efficient water
market in the Murray-Darling Basin, where most
Australian cotton is produced. He noted that a
successful conclusion to the WTO Doha Round
remained the highest trade policy priority of the
Australian government, and that the reduction
and eventual elimination of the use of trade
distorting subsidies in the cotton sector were
particularly important for cotton producing and
exporting countries such as Australia. Australia
continues to encourage member governments of
the ICAC to seek an ambitious outcome to the
Doha Round. He said that the Australian cotton
sector was committed to international initiatives
that improve environmental practices and de-
mand for cotton and cotton-based products, and
encouraged global cotton industry participants
to do likewise. He noted that Australia com-
mended and supported a proposal put forward at
this meeting to continue the work of the Expert
Panel on Social, Environmental and Economic
Performance of Cotton Production (SEEP) in its
assessment of pesticide use. He said that the Aus-
tralian cotton sector was encouraging the ICAC
to conduct a study on the likely effects of cli-
mate change on cotton production and possible
responses to these effects. The country report of
Australia is a statement of the meeting.

The delegate of BRAZIL said that they would
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present their statement in writing at a later time.
He reported the support of the Brazilian delega-
tion for the BCI and its objective to improve
worldwide sustainability of cotton production.
He recommended that the BCI should not be
used as a commercial tool, as this is not its
purpose. He requested on behalf of the Brazil-
ian delegation that the Plenary Meeting strongly
endorse the BCI as well as other initiatives to
improve cotton’s image in the world and to help
create a health cotton economy, as was recom-
mended by the PSAP.

The CHAIR welcomed Mozambique as a new
member of the ICAC and invited the delegate
to speak.

The delegate of MOZAMBIQUE said it was an
honor for his country to address the 69th ICAC
Plenary Meeting. He greeted all the participants
on behalf of the Republic of Mozambique and
his Honorable Minister of Agriculture. He noted
that cotton remained an important crop for his
country’s economy despite its diversification.
Cotton is particularly important for its rural
livelihood and development, food security and
human health. Cotton production in Mozam-
bique declined significantly in recent years,
due to farming inefficiencies, regulation gaps,
market inefficiencies of the private sector, price
volatility and an unfavorable exchange rate. A
desire to change this situation and to share its
experience encouraged Mozambique to join
regional and international cotton organizations,
in particular the ICAC. He thanked the ICAC
Secretariat, the Chair of the Standing Committee
and the member countries for having accepted
and facilitated Mozambique’s membership to
the ICAC. He expressed their satisfaction to at-
tend the Plenary Meeting as a full member and
to learn from the experience of other members,
and reiterated Mozambique’s commitment to be
an active member and to fulfill their duties and
obligations as such. He said that Mozambique
believed the theme of the Plenary Meeting
should call for a new global path for cotton
development based on the “togetherness of the
cotton family worldwide” and that sustainability
of'the cotton industry depended on the ability of
parties to coordinate and cooperate rather than
compete. He expressed their wish for the estab-
lishment of an International Centre for Cotton
Research and their willingness to contribute to
this project. He noted that Mozambique was
also supporting efforts to shorten the time length
for implementation of trials by shifting them
between the Northern and the Southern Hemi-
spheres and would also be ready to contribute.
He noted that Mozambique remained expectant
that the conclusion of the Doha Round would
bring an end to cotton production and export
subsidies, unconditional access to markets and
technical and financial assistance for production
and productivity improvement. He concluded
by expressing their hope that cotton would
contribute proactively to food security, poverty

eradication programs and wealth generation.
Mozambique’s statement is a document of the
meeting. The country report of Mozambique is
a statement of the meeting.

The delegate of POLAND said that Poland had
already submitted a complete statement on the
situation of the Polish cotton industry. He raised
attention on two issues important for cotton on
the global scale. First, he noted that given that
some raw materials such as cotton serve as a
barometer of macroeconomic conditions, the
strong rebound in cotton mill use in 2009/10
may imply that the global economy is on its
way to recovery, which would benefit the cotton
industry. Second, he addressed the problem of
labeling, quality and safety of cotton products.
In particular, he explained that inspections
on textiles and apparels imported into Poland
showed that a significant portion had defects,
in particular mislabeling. He stressed that these
problems were likely a global concern. He said
that compliance with globally recognized pro-
duction standards and fairness in international
trade of textile products should be ensured by
manufacturers, distributors and retailers on a
worldwide basis. The country report of Poland
is a statement of the meeting.

The delegate of SWITZERLAND said that his
country was supporting the continuation of a
constructive dialogue between ICAC and all
the actors involved in the cotton supply chain,
in order to allow sustainable development of this
sector. Switzerland also believes it is important
that discussions on the social and environmental
impacts of cotton be based on credible, objec-
tive and scientific facts. This is why Switzerland
has supported the work of SEEP and hopes that
the conclusions and recommendations from
experts will clarify the situation. He noted that
Switzerland was strongly involved in promot-
ing sustainable trade of commodities, such as
cotton, through a consultative process including
all actors of the supply chain. In this topic, Swit-
zerland supports the BCI and appreciates the co-
operation between ICAC and BCI. Switzerland
believes that their support to the BCI approach is
complementary to their support to niche markets
(such as organic or fair trade cotton).

The delegate of NIGERIA greeted the partici-
pants on behalf of His Excellency Dr. Goodluck
Ebele Jonathan, the President of Nigeria, and
thanked the ICAC for inviting them to the 69th
ICAC Plenary Meeting. She said that in the
1970s and 1980s the cotton industry was the larg-
est employer after the government in Nigeria,
but that this situation has changed. The cotton
textile sector has declined significantly due to
smuggling of textile products. Cotton produc-
tion has also decreased, and 70% of the cotton
used by spinning mills is now imported. These
trends have resulted in the loss of employment
for many farmers and textile workers. However,
the Nigerian government is pursuing efforts to
revive the cotton industry and in June 2009 it

approved the establishment of a cotton/textile/
garment fund to facilitate investment in the cot-
ton agricultural and textile sector. She lauded the
efforts of the ICAC and the CFC for developing
cotton projects in Africa, in particular Nigeria,
and the EU for its substantial funding of ACP
cotton-related programs. These projects should
bring improvement in the operation of Quality
Testing Centers in cotton producing countries in
Africa. She noted that significant progress had
already been achieved towards the revival of the
cotton/textile sectors in Nigeria, and expressed
their confidence that the sector would turn
around in the near future thanks to the ongoing
reforms. The country report of Nigeria is a
statement of the meeting.

The CHAIR adjourned the meeting at 10:30
hrs.

11:00 hrs. Thursday, September 23, 2010
Ambassador Tibor Nagy in the Chair

The CHAIR called the meeting to order. He
first invited Ms. Mariéme Fall de Perez Rubin,
Counselor, Agriculture and Commodities Divi-
sion at the WTO, to report on the status of the
Doha Round negotiations.

Ms. Fall de Perez Rubin said that cotton was
at the heart of the agricultural negotiations in
the Doha Round (DR) and was the only com-
modity with specific treatment. She explained
briefly the cotton specific mandates in each of
the three pillars of the DR: market access, export
competition and domestic support. She said that
domestic support was the most important issue
for cotton, but was also the most complicated due
in part to the introduction of a new constraint, the
reduction in Overall Trade-Distorting Domestic
Support (OTDS). She noted that the green box
criteria would be reviewed and clarified. She said
that members were progressing in the approach
of a consensus, but that there were still a number
of brackets that needed to be agreed on and that
the high number of WTO members involved
in the negotiations was making this process
relatively slow. In addition, each WTO member
country often belongs to several groups with
different interests in the DR, which complicates
the discussions. She said that work on agriculture
was proceeding on a two-track approach: the
development of templates for modalities and
schedules data, and the discussion of specific
outstanding issues. She noted that the data work
was advancing well and that chair consultations
on outstanding issues were ongoing. She empha-
sized the importance of cotton as a key element
of the DR. She thanked the ICAC for their sup-
port to the WTO Secretariat and expressed her
hopes that the DR would reach soon a successful
conclusion. Ms. Fall de Perez Rubin’s presenta-
tion is a document of the meeting.

The delegate of SUDAN thanked the United
States and the organizing committee for hosting
and preparing the Plenary Meeting. He said that
Sudan had recently adopted plans and strategies
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to develop its agricultural sector and a program
for agricultural promotion. Two years after
the launch of the program, many accomplish-
ments in the cotton sector have been realized,
including: the development and upgrading of
agricultural systems; increased application of
technologies, improved use of fertilizers and
increased mechanization; private corporations
have been allowed to invest in cotton produc-
tion, which has resulted in an increase in cotton
area; ten new ginneries were imported and some
units have already begun operating; three new
cotton spinning mills have been developed;
some international strategic partnerships were
established with Chinese, Brazilian and Turkish
counterparts, in which work on new varieties
of cotton and biotech cotton is going on. Sudan
welcomes such international cooperation. The
country report of Sudan is a statement of the
meeting.

The delegate of KENYA said that his govern-
ment started implementing revival initiatives
for the Kenyan cotton sector in 2005 and es-
tablished a legal and institutional framework to
guide the industry. In particular, it is providing
targeted support to small farmers by providing
free seeds, advisory service through extension
service and cotton research. In addition, it is
also working to rehabilitate irrigation schemes
to develop irrigated cotton production, and is
promoting increased efficiency of water use. It
has also started to develop infrastructure that
would support reliable testing of cotton fiber
through instrument testing. It has also, through
the Cotton Development Authority (CDA),
initiated some projects to improve the competi-
tiveness of Kenyan cotton: the establishment of
a national Apex body comprising public and
private stakeholders, the establishment of an
input and credit system, and the development
of collaborative research on a seed management
system. The country report of Kenya is a state-
ment of the meeting.

The delegate of CHINA (TAIWAN) thanked the
United States and the Secretariat of the ICAC for
organizing the 69th ICAC Plenary Meeting. He
noted that Taiwan does not produce cotton and
imports all its needs, which have declined since
2000. The United States is the largest supplier of
cotton to Taiwan. The cotton spinning industry
is the main user of imported cotton. The number
of operating spindles has dropped in the last few
years. The textile sector remains one of the most
important industries in Taiwan, and Taiwan is the
10th largest textile and apparel exporter. He not-
ed that Taiwan and China signed the Economic
Cooperation Framework Agreement (ECFA) in
June 2010 and that this agreement took effect on
September 12. He said that this agreement would
keep Taiwan from becoming marginalized in the
process of regional integration, and would enable
Taiwan’s textile industry to compete on equal
terms with ASEAN countries for China’s market.
He noted that Taiwan was an active member of

the ICAC since 1963. He announced that the
Taiwan Textile Federation would hold an ICAC
seminar on October 14,2010 in conjunction with
the Taiwan Innovation Textile Application Show.
He expressed Taiwan’s willingness to share its
experience with other members of the ICAC.
The country report of Taiwan is a statement of
the meeting.

The delegate of INDIA noted that the global
cotton economy was on the rebound, but that
downside risks included high and volatile prices
and increasing protectionist sentiment exacer-
bated by floods in major producing countries.
He noted that the higher cotton prices posed
a risk to the viability of textile mills and the
apparel sector, and he recommended that price
issues should be the essential focus of ICAC
surveillance, data collection and policy advice
in the coming months. He emphasized the need
to work together to promote greater stability
in the cotton market. He said that major cotton
producing countries had to increase cotton sup-
plies via increased investment in the cotton chain
and policies to promote improved agronomic
practices, efficient water and insecticide use.
He said India felt the need for greater dialogue
between cotton producers and consumers and
further efforts to improve the cotton market data
and transparency to improve market efficiency.
He said India encouraged SEEP to carry forward
the intensive studies initiated to improve the
sustainability of cotton production through im-
proved use of pesticides. India urges all member
countries to adopt the recommendations of the
PSAP regarding good trading practices. India
urges the PSAP to deliberate issues of price vola-
tility, improved trading practices and measures
to improve market efficiency and transparency.
India also urges the PSAP to appreciate the su-
pervisory and moderating role of governments to
keep the smooth flow of cotton availability and
relative price stability to address the concerns
of the domestic industry. He noted the need to
deepen the ICAC’s analysis of the criticism of
the cotton industry and to develop a long-term
strategy in responding to the challenges being
posed. He noted that the Indian cotton sector was
performing well, with increased cotton produc-
tion and increased profitability for farmers and
traders. The textile industry has been performing
well too, and its viability is an important factor
in determining domestic policies. India’s policy
is that all exportable surplus cotton would be
exported and steps have been taken in this regard
for the 2010/11 season. He noted that all export
obligations made in 2009/10 had been fulfilled.
He thanked the Chairman of the Standing Com-
mittee and the ICAC Secretariat for the organiza-
tion of the Plenary Meeting. The country report
of India is a statement of the meeting.

The delegate of PAKISTAN said that cotton
was a major cash crop in his country, and that
national economic growth was linked to the
growth in cotton production. Accordingly,

the government has implemented all possible
measures to enhance cotton production, and
private stakeholders are encouraged to focus
on cotton quality through standardization of
grading systems. He said that Pakistan was the
fourth largest cotton producer but that its cotton
yields were still much lower than yields in some
other major growing countries. Research and
development has been concentrating on finding
ways to raise yields in particular in small farms,
with an emphasis on two issues: promotion of Bt
cotton cultivation and the development of cotton
leaf curl virus resistant varieties. He said that
organic cotton production was encouraged in the
province of Balochistan. He noted that the needs
of the textile industry in cotton had significantly
increased in recent years due its growth. He said
that the recent floods in Pakistan had negatively
impacted the 2010/11 cotton crop and the humid
weather had encouraged the proliferation of in-
sects/pests, resulting in the loss of about 400,000
tons. The shortfall in production at a time of
price volatility is creating a serious challenge
for Pakistan’s textile industry. He expressed
Pakistan’s hope that ICAC member countries,
through close collaboration and coordinated
efforts, would succeed in effectively meeting
this common challenge. The country report of
Pakistan is a statement of the meeting.

The delegate of UGANDA expressed her grati-
tude to the US government for hosting the 69th
ICAC Plenary Meeting. She said that Uganda
was a small cotton producer, which had experi-
enced declining production in recent years due
to low prices, declining yields, subsidies and
competition from food crops. She noted that the
government of Uganda remained committed to
revive its cotton sector through the implementa-
tion of a five-year strategic plan. A larger crop
is expected in 2010/11 due to the higher prices
received by farmers in 2009/10. The govern-
ment of Uganda is supporting the adoption of
technologies to increase yields and the sustain-
ability of cotton production, while maximizing
farmers’ incomes. She reported on the progress
of the Bt cotton program in Uganda. She noted
that the government of Uganda did not encour-
age or promote organic cotton production, but
accommodated the organizations that developed
it. The government has concerns about the lack
of effective and readily available pest control
measures in the organic production system, and
its detrimental effects on cotton producers. The
government has concluded that organic cotton
production should be stopped if nothing can be
done to effectively control pests. The country
report of Uganda is a statement of the meeting.

The delegate of ARGENTINA expressed the
gratitude of his delegation to the U.S. govern-
ment, the organizers of the meeting, and the
city of Lubbock for hosting the 69th Plenary
Meeting. He said that cotton production in Ar-
gentina had increased significantly in 2009/10,
to around 200,000 tons, and that this increasing
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trend is expected to be maintained in order to
provide the needed raw materials to the textile
sector. In this objective, the national and regional
governments and the private sectors have ap-
plied various strategies, including a plan for the
sustainable development of cotton production; a
program of assistance to improve the quality of
cotton fiber (PROCALGODON); an integrated
national project for cotton (INTA) to coordinate
and manage actions; the phytosanitary sustain-
ability of cotton production in Argentina; the
implementation of a program from the private
sector fighting against the bollwevil; a program
aimed to provide financial support to smallhold-
ers; biotechnology; narrow-row cotton; promo-
tion of the manufacturing of harvester-strippers
that can be used in narrow-row plantings; and
investments in the textile sector. He said that
a national strategic plan on agriculture, fisher-
ies and agro-industries, to be implemented by
2016 would include the cotton supply chain
and support the strategies mentioned above. The
country report of Argentina and his statement on
PROCALGODON are part of the statements of
the meeting.

The delegate of TANZANIA, on behalf of his
government, thanked the US government for
hosting the 69th ICAC Plenary Meeting. He said
that stakeholders were going to start implement-
ing the second Cotton Sub-Sector Development
Strategic Plan in 2010/11, with the objective or
raising cotton production in Tanzania. Weight
will be put on the following pillars: contract
farming (expected to address the issues of input
supply on credit, provision of extension services
and increased transparency to curb cotton con-
tamination); revival of the seed multiplication
system; adoption of Bt cotton now that the legal
framework is in place; strengthening of the col-
laboration between the Tanzania Cotton Board
and local authorities to increase capacity and
efficiency in enforcement of regulations and ex-
tension service delivery; intensification of simple
technologies at the smallholder level; expansion
of instrument classing capacity; strengthening of
the Cotton Development Trust Fund; strength-
ening of stakeholders’ associations to facilitate
self regulation; and intensification of promo-
tion of Tanzania as an investment destination
for spinning, textile and apparel industries. He
noted that Tanzania supported the ACA position
regarding CmiA labeling, which Tanzania con-
siders discriminatory and wants to be modified.
The country report of Tanzania is a statement
of the meeting.

The delegate of TURKEY expressed the grati-
tude of his country to the US government, the or-
ganizing committee and the ICAC Secretariat for
preparing the 69th ICAC Plenary Meeting. He
said that cotton remains one of the basic sources
of income for many people in Turkey, but on a
gradually decreasing magnitude. He noted that
cotton production had declined significantly in
recent years due to severe drought, low cotton

prices and competition from alternative crops.
He said that the textile and clothing sectors had
grown over the last three decades, becoming
important for Turkey’s external trade. However,
the drop in cotton production implies that large
imports of cotton are necessary. He noted that
production was expected to rebound to 500,000
tons in 2010/11 from a 15-year low in 2009/10.
Consumption of cotton has recovered after Oc-
tober 2009 and is expected to reach 1.3 million
tons in 2010/11. Turkey is expected to remain a
large net importer of cotton. He noted that Tur-
key supports the idea of labeling conventional
cotton bales as “GMO-free” and biotech cotton
bales as “biotech cotton,” the decision being
left to each country. He said that Turkey also
supported the establishment of an international
research center for cotton. Turkey also supports
the PSAP view that any program, including the
BCI, which aims at improving cotton production,
is laudable. However, he expressed his country’s
concern with the programs that might lead to
unfair trade practices. The country report of
Turkey is a statement of the meeting.

The delegate of COLOMBIA said that a full
country statement had already been distributed.
She discussed a few major issues important to
the Colombian cotton sector. She noted that the
Colombian delegation considered that biotech
cotton contributed to the environmental sus-
tainability of the crop, but urged companies
selling biotech seeds to revise down the costs
of these seeds, which for many countries are
too high given the net benefits of these seeds.
She said that they were supporting the work of
the various committees of the ICAC to increase
the sustainability of cotton production and to
communicate it to the world, as well as the
proposal for the creation of an international cot-
ton research center. She recommended that the
ICAC prepares a special publication or create a
committee to inform member countries about the
multiple initiatives looking at promoting better
production practices, and their real impact on
global sustainability of cotton production. She
said that Colombia continued to support all the
efforts made to decrease or eliminate the factors
that distort the world cotton market, as well as
the proposals of the C4 group, but considered
that the progress in the WTO negotiations were
extremely slow and insufficient. She expressed
her delegation’s gratitude to the ICAC and the
government of the United States for hosting the
69th ICAC Plenary Meeting. The country report
of Colombia is a statement of the meeting.

The delegate of MALI thanked the government
of the United States, the organizing committee
and the ICAC for preparing the Plenary Meeting.
He said his presentation would be focused on
the current reforms of the cotton sector in Mali.
He explained the large importance of cotton for
the Malian economy, but noted that in the last
few years cotton production in Mali had faced
a severe crisis due to a decline in international

cotton prices, an increase in input costs, a de-
crease in yields and an unfavorable exchange
rate. As a result cotton production decreased
significantly. This crisis led the Malian govern-
ment to support the Compagnie Malienne de
développement des Textiles (CMDT) and to start
an important program of reforms for the whole
cotton sector. The strategies planned to imple-
ment this reform include the following: centering
of CMDT’s activities on cotton; involvement
of cotton producers and private operators in the
sector; making capital available to producers
and private operators; transfer of some critical
functions to producers and private operators, and
liberalization of the cotton and oilseed sectors.
The CMDT was divided within four regional
segments, which will each be privatized. Tenders
for privatization of these four segments were
launched in February 2010 and the privatization
process will be concluded in April of 2011. He
encouraged private investors to participate in this
tender. The country report of Mali is a statement
of the meeting.

The delegate of the UNITED STATES thanked
the country delegates and international organiza-
tions for participating in the Plenary Meeting. He
said that the United States had already submitted
a detailed country statement outlining U.S. cot-
ton policies and programs and detailed statistics
on the US cotton situation. He noted that U.S.
cotton area and production had rebounded in
2010/11, as producers shifted back to cotton
due to higher prices. He noted that U.S. pro-
ducers had the flexibility to respond to market
signals and plant crops offering them the high-
est market returns, and that this flexibility had
been illustrated in the previous two seasons as
well. He highlighted the fact that a substantial
portion of U.S. farm support including cotton
was decoupled from current production deci-
sions and thus had a less distortive effect on
agricultural markets than input subsidies, which
are less transparent, go mostly unreported and
directly impact production. He said that U.S.
cotton producers and the U.S. cotton industry
were innovators in conservation practices and
sustainable production and processing practices.
He noted that the United States supported the
recommendations of SEEP and encouraged all
producing countries to adopt sustainable cultural
practices and incorporate available technologi-
cal advancements into cotton production. He
said that the United States also encouraged
ICAC support for initiatives aimed to improve
the sustainability of cotton production around
the world and toward improving the image of
cotton in the global market place. However, he
emphasized that the U.S. did not believe that it
was the place of ICAC to endorse any particular
initiative in this regard. The country report of the
U.S.A. is a statement of the meeting.

The CHAIR adjourned the meeting at 12:30
hrs.
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First Open Session

Resource Constraints and Cotton Production: Sustaining Cotton’s

11:30 hrs. Tuesday, September 21, 2010
Dr. Kater Hake in the Chair

The CHAIR invited Mr. Wallace Darnielle,
President and CEO of Plains Cotton Cooperative
Association, to present a report on sustainability
of cotton production. Mr. Darnielle cited three
definitions of sustainability: (a) “producing cot-
ton today without reducing the ability of future
generations to produce cotton”; (b) the United
Nations definition of sustainable development,
“development that meets the needs of the pres-
ent without compromising the ability of future
generations to meet their own needs”; and (c)
a definition coined by John Elkington in 1994
which involves the confluence of three intersect-
ing objectives: “People, Planet and Profit”.

Mr. Darnielle indicated that cotton is a drought
tolerant crop and, unlike man-made fibers such
as Tencel and viscose, cotton is a net energy
positive plant (it produces more energy through
its fiber and seed than it uses). Cotton removes
the equivalent of about 7 million cars’ carbon
dioxide emissions from the air each year through
sequestration of carbon into the plant and its
products, and it uses less than 3% of all agri-
cultural water consumption globally. Contrary
to claims made by some, cotton accounted for
6.8% of world pesticide use by value in 2008,
and cotton production has reduced insecticide
active ingredient use by 23% globally since
1996, leading to a 28% decrease in its environ-
mental impact.

According to Mr. Darnielle, U.S. cotton pro-
ducers use 45% less water to grow a kilogram
of cotton today than 25 years ago. Conserva-
tion tillage has greatly reduced soil erosion.
Insecticide applications declined by 50% since
1996, helped by the use of biotechnology and
other modern technologies. In Texas, the cotton
industry sustains about 25,000 direct jobs, and
many more in supporting industries and trades,
while the textile industry supports over 2,500
direct and indirect jobs. Furthermore, a cut
and sew operation in Guatemala owned by the
Plains Cotton Cooperative Association (PCCA)
employs 3,500-5,000 full time workers. All jobs
created by cotton production and industrializa-
tion comply with minimum wages and social
benefits mandated by country laws. In order
to support employment in rural areas globally,
production of cotton and other natural fibers
should be promoted rather than production of
man-made fibers, which are produced in capital-
intensive industries dependent on non-renewable
resources. The U.S. cotton industry is involved
in a number of projects to further improve the
environmental and social sustainability of cotton

Place in the World Market

production, such as the elimination of gossypol
from cottonseed, recycling of cotton textiles for
home insulation, and the development of an in-
depth Life Cycle Analysis for cotton.

Mr. Darnielle explained that the economic sus-
tainability of cotton production is constrained by
farm prices and costs of production, and demand
at the retail level. Biotechnology has improved
yields and qualities, but advances in drought and
salt tolerance varieties and in nutrient absorption
will further improve the economic sustainability
of cotton production. Relative prices of cotton to
crude oil and gold have declined through time.
On the demand side, promotional efforts of the
cotton fiber should be upscaled worldwide to
improve the sustainability of cotton produc-
tion. Cotton Incorporated and Cotton Council
International are willing to share their experience
on advertising cotton with any country or com-
pany interested in promoting cotton products,
and invited the audience to a training seminar
sponsored by the International Forum for Cotton
Promotion (IFCP) during the Second Breakout
Session. The speaker reminded the audience that
after celebrating the International Year of Natural
Fibers in 2009, there are ongoing efforts to pro-
mote natural fibers through the Discover Natural
Fibers Initiative. Mr. Darnielle's presentation is
a statement of the meeting.

The CHAIR introduced Mr. Allan Williams,
Chair of the Expert Panel on the Social, Envi-
ronmental and Economic Performance of Cotton
Production (SEEP), to present a report on pesti-
cide use in Australia, Brazil, India, Turkey and
the United States. SEEP commissioned Alterra,
a research group from Wageningen University
in the Netherlands to conduct the analysis of
pesticide use in the 5 selected countries. SEEP
has also prepared an interpretive summary of
the study and four separate reports on the fac-
tors influencing the use of pesticides in cotton
in Australia, Brazil, India and the United States.
All reports are freely available on the ICAC
website at http://www.icac.org/seep/documents/
english.html. The ICAC and the FAO Global
IPM Facility provided the financial support to
conduct the study. Mr. Williams presented a
brief summary of the methodology, the findings,
and the recommendations stemming from the
analysis. The study reports on changes in the use
pattern regarding total volume applied, and the
type of pesticide applied, and therefore on the
changes in the hazard profile of pesticides used
in cotton over the period studied, with regard
to human health and the environment. Each
active ingredient (a.i.) was analyzed according
to 5 different hazards: acute hazard to human

health, chronic hazard to human health, poten-
tial to leach to groundwater, hazard to aquatic
organisms, and hazard to bees. A new indicator
developed by the Alterra research group, called
environmental toxic load (ETL), was applied
to assess environmental hazards. Hazard is the
potential of a pesticide to cause adverse effects
to an organism due to its inherent properties,
and it does not represent the actual risk in the
field (which depends on exposure, pesticide
formulation, soil properties, conditions during
application, etc.) Data for Australia was avail-
able for 1995, 1999, and 2001 to 2007. Data for
the other countries was available for 1994, 2000
and 2006. While the study refers to pesticide use,
herbicides were not included because of data
limitations, and the majority of the pesticides
included were insecticides.

Mr. Williams reported that findings are organized
by (a) pesticide (physical properties, toxicity of
all the active ingredients, identification of the
highly and extremely hazardous pesticides used
in each country, for each year); (b) by country
(trends in the profile of pesticide use in cotton,
total pesticide use, cotton area, and yield); (c)
and, for Australia, by type of cotton seed planted
(conventional and biotech). Analysis of the most
recent information available for each country
resulted in the following figures for pesticide
use on cotton: 1 kg a.i./ha in Australia (2007);
4.9 kg a.i./ha in Brazil (2006); 0.9 kg a.i./ha in
Inida (2006); 0.6 kg a.i./ha in Turkey (2006);
1.2 kg a.i./ha in the United States (2006). In
Australia, the average amount of pesticides (kg
a.i.) applied per hectare steadily declined after a
peak reached in 1999. No clear trends in amounts
used were distinguishable in India, Turkey and
the United States, but this may be due to the
limitations of the data set. In Brazil, the use of
pesticides increased during the years studied
and by 2006 was 4-8 times higher than in the
other countries. However, use of both extremely
and highly hazardous products has decreased
significantly in Brazil. In Australia, pesticide
use on Bt cotton is considerably lower than use
on conventional cotton. However, depending
on which hazard is analyzed from the profile of
the pesticide use, conclusions might differ: there
has been an overwhelming reduction in use of
moderately hazardous pesticides to human health
on Bt cotton, but use of extremely hazardous
products — while still very low — is almost the
same in Bt and conventional cotton.

SEEP developed eight recommendations based
on the results of the Study:

i) SEEPrecommends that WHO Hazard Class
I pesticides be eliminated in countries where
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adequate provisions for their management
are not in place (see section 6 of the Study/
Alterra Report for details on “adequate
provision”).

ii) SEEP recommends that cotton-producing
countries where the use of pesticides is
higher than 1 kg of a.i. per ha should analyze
and address the causes of such use.

iii) SEEP recommends that the use of active in-
gredients that account for the highest contri-
bution to the environmental toxic load (listed
under section 2.2 of the Summary) should
be minimized to reduce the environmental
hazards to aquatic organisms and bees.

iv) SEEP recommends that pesticides known to
pose risks to unborn or breast-fed children
should be eliminated from the cotton produc-
tion system.

v) SEEP recommends that governments, with
the involvement of all concerned stakehold-
ers in the cotton sector, make a strong effort
to promote best management practices in
plant protection and to reduce reliance on
pesticides and subsequent risks to the envi-
ronment and human health.

vi) SEEP recommends that governments con-
sider both environmental and health risks
while formulating clear policy statements
relative to pesticide risk reduction.

vii) SEEP recommends that governments pro-
mote the collection of reliable crop-specific
data related to pesticide use.

viii) SEEP recommends that follow-up risk as-
sessment studies be conducted.

The report of SEEP is a statement of the meet-
ing.

The CHAIR invited Mr. Haroldo Rodrigues da
Cunha, President of ABRAPA (Association of
Brazilian Producers of Cotton) to comment on
the reports. Mr. Cunha qualified the findings
from the SEEP report about Brazil, indicating
that: (a) only 3 years were included in the analy-
sis; (b) cotton producers also produce other crops
and it is difficult to allocate insecticide use by
crop; and (c) that the tropical weather in Brazil
makes cotton more susceptible to pests, increas-
ing the need for pesticide applications. Brazil
went through a complete change in its model
of cotton production, from producing 144 kg
of lint per hectare on 4.2 million hectares in the
1980’s to producing 1.4 tons of lint per hectare
on 830,000 hectares in 2009/10. Cotton yields
increased tenfold since the 1980’s and more than
tripled between 1994 and 2006. However, many
challenges remain. Cotton varieties stay in the
field for more than 180 days (the world average
is 140 days), requiring more sprays to control
pests. Monitoring of pests takes place every
3 to 5 days. Breeding programs are needed to
produce shorter cycle varieties. Additionally,
narrow row cotton planting area amounted to less

than 10% of total cotton area in 2009/10. Narrow
row cotton reduces the cotton cycle by 30 to 60
days, and reduces the use of inputs and insect
pressure. Intercropping of narrow row cotton
with soybeans in Mato Grosso, Mato Grosso do
Sul and Goias resulted in higher farm incomes
and lower pest pressure. Sixty percent of total
sprays go to boll weevil control. ABRAPA will
put in place a national boll weevil suppression
program starting in 2010, and expects neighbor-
ing countries to join the initiative. Despite being
approved in 2005, biotech varieties account for
less than 10% of total cotton area. There is a
need to use more biotech varieties. Bollgard 11
has just been approved for commercial use in
Brazil, but it will take time to get adopted in the
field. In summary, Brazil has the highest cotton
yields under rainfed conditions in the world, but
its sustainability needs improvement. Mr. Cunha
expects a new revolution in cotton production
in Brazil.

The CHAIR invited Mr. Voruganti Srinivas, Joint
Secretary (Cotton), Ministry of Textiles, Gov-
ernment of INDIA, to comment on the reports.
The speaker described the current prosperity
of the cotton sector in India, led by an annual
GDP growth of 9%, strong capitalization of the
spinning industry, increased area, and increased
productivity due mainly to the introduction of
biotech seeds. However, measures to achieve
food security in India will result in stagnant
cotton area, but yields are expected to continue
growing at 4.7% annually over the next de-
cade. The challenges faced by cotton in India
are the reduction of bale contamination, the
improvement of fiber quality, the extension of
the irrigation and transportation infrastructure,
the standardization of the classing system, and
rising awareness of sustainability in cotton pro-
duction. India is currently developing demand
enhancement programs for cotton.

The CHAIR invited Mr. Peter Ottesen, General
Manager — Crops, Horticulture, Wine and Ir-
rigation Branch, AUSTRALIA Department of
Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry, to com-
ment on the reports. Mr. Ottesen stated that the
SEEP report shows a growing maturity of the
cotton sector, and it represents a step forward
in recognizing the complexity of pesticide use.
Autralia is pleased with the findings of the
study, since they show that acknowledging and
addressing the problem with proper research
and development and extension can reduce the
impact of pesticide use. The report should serve
as a “license to operate” to the cotton sector from
the government and society. Government policy
is an important determinant to how the cotton
industry will evolve. In particular, governments
face challenges regarding climate change, access
to land, and water use. For example, the expan-
sion of mining activities poses a threat to agricul-
ture in Autralia. Water has been over-allocated
in Autralia, and the government is setting up
markets for water that could constrain the water

available for cotton production. In order to fight
against climate change, governments are pushing
for lower energy use, and this could have a nega-
tive impact on agricultural production.

The CHAIR opened the floor for questions. The
delegate of TOGO asked for clarification on
whether the threshold of 1 kg a.i. per ha accounts
for the degree of toxicity or the degradability
of each pesticide, and he asked why no West
African country was included in the study. Mr.
Williams said that the threshold recommended
by SEEP does not account for the degree of
toxicity or degradability of the pesticide, but that
it should serve as a trigger to initiate discussions
on the real risks from pesticides within each
country. And he welcomed the offer of Togo to
share their information with SEEP to extend the
coverage of the analysis.

Dr. Francesca Mancini, a member of SEEP,
suggested that governments implement the 8
recommendations from SEEP jointly, in order
to eliminate the WHO Hazard Class I pesticides
before comparing domestic pesticide use with
the international threshold.

The delegate of NIGERIA requested clarifica-
tion on why relative cotton prices to other com-
modities declined, but cotton production and
consumption increased; and why extremely haz-
ardous pesticides are used in similar quantities in
biotech and conventional cotton in Australia. Mr.
Darneille explained that cotton prices remained
low since 2005 due to high carryovers and were
later affected by the reduction in world consump-
tion due to the global economic crisis. He said
that now that consumption exceeds production,
stocks are falling and prices have increased. Mr.
Williams explained that the overall toxic load
(amount applied and toxicity of chemicals) is
lower in Bt than in conventional cotton, and that
the use of highly hazardous pesticides was very
low, but similar among Bt and conventional cot-
ton due to the fact that the Bt gene only combats
certain pests, and other pests affect the conven-
tional and the biotech area similarly.

The delegate of SUDAN inquired about the
correlation between the types of application and
the degree of toxicity. Mr. Williams highlighted
that the study is a generic risk assessment, and
that the analysis of those relationships should be
incorporated in the risk assessment by country,
based on the specific local practices. For ex-
ample, pesticides are mainly applied by airplane
in Autralia, while they are applied by spray at
ground level in the United States.

The delegate of ARGENTINA inquired about
the relationship between integrated pest man-
agement (IPM) and lower use of pesticides,
and where is IPM used in Brazil. Mr. Williams
responded that the study did not try to identify
reasons behind the reduction in pesticide use.
However, many countries (Autralia, India, and
the United States) have strong IPM programs
and they are hopeful that IPM helped reduce
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pesticide use. Mr. Williams indicated that a
description of the IPM programs by country is
included in the country summaries. Mr. Cunha
added that 99% of Brazilian cotton is produced
by big scale farmers who implement [IPM.

The delegate of BRAZIL asked whether higher
demand for fuels will impact cotton production
in the United States and elsewhere despite higher
cotton prices, and recommended that the Plenary
Meeting recognized that biotechnology helps
cotton achieve sustainability, and that cotton is
a natural fiber, whether produced from biotech
or conventional seeds. Mr. Darneille explained
that if corn and soybean prices increase due to
increased demand for biofuels, growth of cotton
area outside Texas will be limited. But in Texas,
due to water limitations, cotton will not lose area
to corn or soybeans. Mr. Williams explained that
a consensus could not be reached within SEEP as
to recommend biotechnology as a way forward
in sustainability, but he encouraged Brazil to
make that suggestion for consideration by the
Plenary Meeting. The delegate of TURKEY,
based on the fact that pesticide use on con-
ventional cotton production in Turkey is very
low, recommended that the SEEP and ICAC be
neutral on the topic.

The delegate of UGANDA requested clarifica-
tion on how Brazil was achieving shorter season
varieties, on whether fiber quality was affected,
and how could narrow row planting result in
lower pesticide use. Mr. Cunha indicated that
Brazil already had an earlier season-shorter crop
variety, and that planting cotton after soybeans
reduced the cycle in narrow row planting, reduc-
ing the use of pesticide. Dr. Hake added that a
shorter cycle reduced the input need to control
weeds too; and that narrow row planting does not
affect fiber quality, although it makes cleaning
more difficult.

The delegate of COLOMBIA commented on
the high costs of biotech seeds, and on the

associated greater requirements of technology
management and knowledge transfer from seed
companies to farmers, and the potential threat to
the economic sustainability of the crop. Dr. Hake
invited comments from INDIA on competition
in the market for biotech seeds. A representative
of the Indian Council of Agricultural Research
(ICAR) indicated that when biotech seeds were
introduced in India, there was only one supplier
and seed prices were high. Through government
intervention, seed prices declined to some extent.
Nowadays, there are 4 gene sources and several
companies producing biotech seeds in INDIA,
and seed prices declined further and adoption
has extended. Dr. Hake added that investment
in breeding has increased substantially in some
countries like India. Mr. Darneille added that
biotech seeds are also more expensive than
conventional seeds in the United States, and that
in general it is more costly to produce cotton
than other crops. However, due to a tremendous
increase in yields and quality, gross revenue per
acre has gone from $100 to $450.

The delegate from TANZANIA requested
clarification on the pros and cons of conservation
tillage compared to conventional practices, and
requested information on the area under tillage
in the United States. Mr. Darneille indicated that
2/3 of the area in the United States is under some
sort of conservation tillage, while the other 1/3
is under no tillage. Implementing these practices
requires a strong commitment from farmers to
conserve soil and minimize erosion, and a strong
weed control system is needed.

The delegate of ARGENTINA inquired about the
greatest difficulties faced by the United States to
eradicate the boll weevil, and commented on the
financial hardship faced by farmers in develop-
ing countries and how costly it is for them to
purchase biotech seeds. Dr. Hake indicated that
the most difficult obstacle faced by the boll wee-
vil eradication program was the organizational

structure to operate the program: growers chose
democratically their actions and shared the costs
with the U.S. and state governments.

The delegate of NIGERIA inquired about the
possible actions to take in order to reduce the
level of infestation and pesticide use in Sub-
Saharan Africa, where humidity and heat are
similar to those in Brazil. The Chair proposed
to postpone the discussion until after the break
to finish the session on time.

The CHAIR summarized the meeting, indicat-
ing that:

i) Lower cost of production and yield improve-
ments are needed for the success of cotton
in the long term.

ii) Biotechnology plays an important role
in some countries, but management and
technical communication is critical for its
success. Furthermore, some countries like
Turkey have managed to achieve high yields
with low pesticide loads using conventional
cotton.

iii) The season length of varieties should be
adapted to local agro-ecological character-
istics.

iv) There is a need for accurate and detailed data
availability.

v) There were no comments against the SEEP
recommendations, and there seemed to be
consensus that the SEEP study should be
expanded to include more countries.

vi) There is an interest in pushing the analysis
beyond the volume of pesticide use.

vii) There was a consensus to accept the eight
SEEP recommendations.

The CHAIR thanked the ICAC and all members
of the Panel for this discussion.

The CHAIR adjourned the meeting at 13:35
hrs.

Second Open Session

New Developments in Cotton Technologies

15:00 hrs. Tuesday, September 21, 2010
Dr. Dan Upchurch in the Chair

The CHAIR said that the topic of this session
‘New Developments in Cotton Technologies’ is
very important for improving the sustainability
of cotton. He said that success lies in finding
solutions through research. He congratulated
Dr. Freddie Bourland, University of Arkansas,
USA on his selection as ICAC Researcher of the
Year 2010 and invited him to make a presenta-
tion. Dr. Fred Bourland covered all disciplines

of production research but started his presenta-
tion with breeding and genetics, with particular
reference to biotech cotton. Apart from the usual
benefits of the technology mentioned in literature
or otherwise, Dr. Bourland stated that transgenic
technology has made it possible to acquire traits
that were not available otherwise. Regulation of
biotech products has provided seed companies
the benefits of protecting and regulating seed
sales. He said that herbicide tolerant biotech
cotton has simplified weed control in addition to
lowering production costs. He said that the nega-

tive aspects of biotech cotton include cumber-
some regulation processes, restrictive progress
of the germplasm, high and upfront technology
fee and resistance to transgenes. Newer tech-
nologies will not only take care of these negative
effects but will also add additional positive ef-
fects. According to Dr. Bourland, a major thrust
in the field of breeding will be marker-assisted
technology in the near future. However, three
hurdles—finding suitable genes, determine their
linkages and a confirmation method to make sure
that the gene is working—must be overcome.
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Dr. Bourland observed that the pest complex has
always been changing, which is also true with
respect to biotech cotton. But, he hoped that new
chemistries and biotech cotton resistant to lygus
bug would be available soon. Monitoring plant
development and making decisions for pesticide
use as needed are important for optimum use
of inputs. Many weeds have already developed
resistance to glyphosate products, which has
become a big concern for producers. Luckily,
diseases are not that important in most cotton
producing countries. He hoped that biotech
cotton resistant to nematodes would soon be
developed. Dr. Bourland emphasized the need
for multidisciplinary team approaches, including
plant characters like nectariless and others for
successful pest management.

In the field of plant nutrition, Dr. Bourland
concurred that researchers have a challenge to
increase fertilizer-use efficiency and protect the
environment at the same time. He offered ap-
plication of organic amendments and precision
fertilizer use as possible options to the above
challenges. Researchers have developed a good
understanding of the physiology of the cotton
plant, but there is a need to utilize this knowledge
and make adjustments depending upon produc-
tion conditions in various countries.

Dr. Bourland did not expect any significant
changes in the technology of picking cotton in
the near future but he expected that machine
picking would spread to more countries in the
next decade. He particularly appreciated the
development of ‘plot pickers’ that were very
helpful in selecting high yielding progeny rows
which otherwise could be lost due to reliance on
visual observations. He recommended expanded
use of plot pickers in breeding programs around
the world. Regarding ginning, he mentioned
high-speed roller gins and determination of gin-
ning efficiency of new varieties. Dr. Bourland
hoped that a new technique of lint cleaning that
uses cylinder pins instead of saws, combined
with high-speed roller gins, would have a
positive impact on fiber quality. He also made
a mention of the ‘quality score’ he is using to
screen his breeding material. The quality score
assimilates six fiber parameters into one reading.
He also mentioned development of gossypol free
seed and expanded uses of gin waste.

Dr. Bourland concluded that new technologies
would continue to be developed, but they will
probably be expensive. He said that the issue is
not whether the cotton industry can afford new
technologies; the issue is whether the industry
can afford not to adopt new technologies. He
observed that his interaction with experts in
various disciplines showed a lot of optimism
among researchers with respect to finding solu-
tions. He advised that every country must remain
receptive to new technologies for improving
profitability and sustainability of cotton produc-
tion. Dr. Bourland's presentation is a statement
of the meeting.

The CHAIR invited panel members to make
their comments and ask questions of Dr. Bour-
land. Responding to a question from Mr. Walt
Mullins of Bayer CropScience, Dr. Bourland
stated that public support for cotton research is
decreasing. He added that he is not fully aware
of the situation in every country but probably
the situation is the same in most countries. Less
funding is attracting researchers more toward
contract type of research rather than remaining
focused on primary objectives. Dr. Mohammad
Mustafa of Sudan agreed that researchers are
facing funding problems to implement their
programs. Mr. Bruce Finney of Australia stated
that some countries, like China and India, are
increasing funding on research but observed that
investing in management/people is as important
as investing in technology development. Mr.
Baris Kocagoz of Turkey observed that biotech
cotton is not permitted for commercial cultiva-
tion in Turkey, but his government is providing
support for research on cotton.

As the CHAIR invited questions/comments from
the floor, and a researcher from the Texas Tech
University suggested that cotton researchers
must look into new industrial uses of cotton and
add attributes to cotton like oil absorption for
enhancing the use of cotton.

The delegate of UGANDA referred to an in-
ternational conference organized by the ICAC
in Pakistan in 2007 and wanted to know more
about fiber quality trait improvements in biotech
cotton. He thanked Dr. Bourland for clarifying
the issue regarding gossypol free seed with reten-
tion in the rest of the plant of normal gossypols
that are important to control certain insects. The
delegate also sought additional comments from
the speaker on special plant characters like frego
bracket, hairiness, etc. Dr. Bourland responded
that fiber quality did not receive sufficient atten-
tion when biotech cottons were introduced, but
he said that research is going on now, but only
slow developments are expected. Dr. Bourland
referred to the negative correlation between
yield and decreased hairiness and said that a
focus on special characters would also depend
on growing conditions and prevailing pests
in the area. He said that biotech cotton is not
suitable for all production conditions and only
insect resistant cotton could positively affect
yield components.

The delegate of INDIA observed that remote
sensing to predict yield has proved misleading
in his country. He wanted to know what should
be done to improve fiber quality, and he asked
about the role of USDA in the development of
varieties, given that all biotech varieties have
been developed by the private sector. Dr. Bour-
land replied that he is not recommending remote
sensing for assessing yield and he is improving
fiber quality only by putting a desired selection
pressure and discarding genotype that do not
conform to his standards. The US Department
of Agriculture undertakes research directly but

also supports research undertaken by various
other segments of the industry, including uni-
versities.

The delegate of BRAZIL suggested that the
ICAC should approve the use of biotech cot-
ton as a tool to improve the sustainability of
cotton by reducing insecticide applications.
Dr. Bourland assured that biotechnology is a
powerful tool of insect control and contributed
to the environmental sustainability of cotton
production.

In response to a question from the delegate of
ARGENTINA, Dr. Bourland said that he sup-
ports prioritizing research objectives for efficient
use of resources. The delegate of ARGENTINA
drew the attention of delegates to the 66th
Plenary Meeting held in Turkey wherein he
proposed to have inter-hemisphere collaboration
among research centers. The CHAIR said that he
appreciated the concept and agreed that research
results should be shared among countries.

Responding to a question from the delegate
of SUDAN, Mr. Mullins informed the meet-
ing that Bayer CropScience is not developing
broad-spectrum insecticides any more. New
chemistries are target-specific and more envi-
ronmentally friendly.

The CHAIR invited Mr. Baris Kocagoz to make
a formal statement from Turkey. Mr. Kocagoz
said that the share of insecticides used to grow
cotton in India declined from 42% in 1998 to
only 28% in 2006. Thus, India saved US$82
million on insecticide use in 2006, which is due
to the adoption of biotech cotton. Mr. Kocagoz
also compared production costs in Turkey with
the USA and concluded that in Turkey the cost
of production of seedcotton is US$0.85/kg as
compared to US$0.61/kg in the USA. Mr. Ko-
cagoz observed that Turkey could save a lot by
minimizing costs on chemical use, fuel costs and
hoeing of cotton to get rid of weeds. He stated
that consumers have the right to be informed
properly, and he suggested that the plenary meet-
ing should recommend conventional cotton bales
should be labeled as ‘GMO free’ and biotech
cotton bales as ‘biotech.” He said that Turkey is
planning to initiate labeling of cotton bales from
Turkey as ‘GMO free.” Mr. Kocagoz's presenta-
tion is a statement of the meeting.

The delegate of INDIA said that the Bt gene is
not expressed in lint and there are no detectable
differences between biotech and non-biotech
lint. He opposed initiating such labeling. The
delegate of BRAZIL also expressed his reserva-
tions on discriminating among cottons based on
production technology. He asked how Turkey,
being a big importer of biotech cotton from the
USA, is able to keep biotech and non-biotech
cotton separate from each other all the way to
garment manufacturing. Mr. Kocagoz remarked
that he is not claiming that there are differences
between the two, but he said that Turkey sup-
ports the idea that a consumer has a right to
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know whether it is biotech or not biotech cot-
ton. Later, the delegate of TURKEY stated that
biotech seeds cannot be imported into Turkey
and so there is no possibility of mixing biotech
and non-biotech production in domestic cotton.
He added that domestic cotton and imported
cotton are not mixed in spinning mills and so
Turkish mills do not produce blends of biotech
and non-biotech cotton yarn.

The delegate of NIGERIA asked Dr. Bourland
how hybrid cotton could help to deliver trans-
genes and why only nodes above the white
flower are used to monitor crop maturity. Dr.
Bourland replied that hybrid cotton could utilize
transgenes even in heterozygous condition, and it
provides biological protection, as farmers cannot
save seed for next-year planting. However, he
added that no economical systems are available
to produce hybrid seed on a commercial scale.
The number of nodes above white flower is the
best indicator of crop maturity compared to all
other indicators.

The delegate of COLOMBIA suggested that
the ICAC should support the establishment of
an international research center for cotton. She
stated that the proposed international center
could produce results more quickly (as sug-
gested by the delegate of Argentina), could save
on costs by working on problems common to
many countries and would be an instrument for
sharing results.

The delegate of SUDAN, referring to the propos-
al from Colombia, observed that he thinks that
almost all other crops have international research
centers except cotton. He said that cotton should
be treated equally, and an international research
center for cotton should be established. The
delegate observed that his government would
support any such initiative.

The delegate of ARGENTINA also joined the
discussion regarding the establishment of an
international research center on cotton and
suggested that the report from the expert group
should be carefully considered. The delegate
added that the international research center for
cotton may not be equally useful for all coun-
tries, but the theme of this Plenary Meeting is
‘Cotton Industry Growth Through Global Unity’
and countries must be united in the long-term
interest of the commodity.

The delegate of TURKEY also supported the
establishment of an international research cen-
ter for cotton. He hoped that the center would
produce useful results for all cotton producing
countries. He urged governments to make an
early decision before it is too late. The delegate
added that he did not support the suggestion that
the ICAC should endorse biotech cotton as a tool
of sustainability.

At the end of the session, the CHAIR thanked all
panelists and once again congratulated Dr. Bour-

land for the honor of being selected as the ICAC
Researcher of the Year 2010. The SECRETARY
GENERAL summed up the session by asking the
Chair to confirm that the following three propos-
als had been made by the meeting:

1. The proposal from Brazil to regard biotech
cotton as an important component of plant
protection for improving the sustainability
of cotton;

2. The proposal from Colombia to establish
an international research center for cotton;
and

3. The proposal from India not to endorse
labeling of biotech and non-biotech cotton.

The CHAIR concurred that those proposals had
been supported by a majority of participants in
the Session.

In addition, it was noted that the delegate of
Turkey had proposed that bales of cotton made
from conventional seeds should be labeled as
GMO Free, and cotton grown from biotech
varieties should be labeled as Biotech Cotton.
The delegate proposed that each country should
be allowed to decide whether to implement the
proposal.

The meeting was adjourned with no additional
comments at 17:00 hrs.

Third Open Session

The Impacts of Social and Environmental Standards on Demand for Cotton and Textiles

9:00 hrs. Wednesday, September 22, 2010
Mr. Jeff Silberman in the Chair

The SECRETARY GENERAL explained that
this session is organized differently than other
sessions. He said that the Chair will pose ques-
tions, and members of the panel will be invited
to react and the discussion will be open to all
participants in the meeting.

The panel agreed that fabric development is
driven by consumers needs and pricing, since
the ultimate goal of product development is to
increase business through higher demand and
higher prices.

The panel identified a number of factors affect-
ing fiber content decisions: the feel of the fabric
and how consumers react to it; the sustainability
perception of each fiber (technological advances
in cotton production and improvements of
growing practices have a positive effect on final
demand for cotton products); fiber innovation,
such as rayon eco-fibers, tend to increase the use
of man-made fibers in blends; differential import
tariffs on different textile products (in the United
States, the import duty for products with at least a

55% blend of cotton is 6% to 8%, while the duty
for synthetic fibers is 16% to 18%); for high-
end textile products, the added dimension and
layering effects of each fiber affects consumer
demand. In traditionally cotton intensive textiles
such as jeans, towels and bed sheets, cotton is the
dominant fiber and there is little room for blend-
ing other fibers into the fabric (however, Tencel
and rayon have recently been incorporated into
a small volume of denim fabrics, and cellulosic
fibers have recently been incorporated into a
small volume of towels).

The panel indicated that there is room for
positive synergies between man-made fibers and
cotton, as long as blending increases the qual-
ity and the desirability of textiles. The positive
response observed in the market for jeans after
the introduction of 2% spandex on denim was
given as an example. Fiber content is relevant
in marketing textile products to the extent that
consumers care about it. Cotton is associated
with absorbency and softness. But there are ini-
tiatives to develop fabric made from man-made
fibers with similar characteristics, such as the
100% micro-denier polyester woven fabric with

strong wicking properties.

The marketing campaign for organic cotton
started a trend among consumers to look for
sustainable cotton. Apparel companies are fac-
ing more questions from their customer base
about the textile production process, how fibers
were produced, living and working conditions
in fields and factories, environmental effects,
and others.

The delegate of EGYPT requested clarification
on what drives fashion. The panel agreed that
for mass-marketed products, the most important
factors in decreasing order are price, color, fit to
the body, and fiber content; while for high-end
textiles, the most relevant attributes are fit to
the body, color, marketing and image, and scale
of production. Packaging and marketing have
impacts on prices.

The delegate of TANZANIA requested informa-
tion about the reliability of organic cotton labels
in apparel and garments. The panel agreed that
the lack of a legal definition of what constitutes
organic textiles in the United States leaves room
for lax interpretations of the term, and results



40

SEPTEMBER 2010

in cases in which the organic fiber component
of products labeled organic is lower than 10%.
Some companies are reporting detailed fiber
content in each label, targeting transparency
through traceability to re-assure consumers
about the reliability of their labels. An important
lesson for all types of cotton that stems from the
organic marketing campaign is that successful
marketing strategies can have strong and lasting
effects on the demand for fibers. In the Euro-
pean Union, the terms organic and biologically
produced are legally defined terms, and proper
evidence must be provided to support the claim
that products are organic. If the retailer fails to
furnish evidence to support its claim it can be
legally prosecuted. These definitions have been
in place for 25 years. Producers in Mali, Burkina
Faso, Kyrgyzstan and India are complying with
these legal definitions. However, the delegate of
POLAND highlighted the existence of different
definitions for organic textiles across countries
within the European Union. A representative of
the Organic Exchange indicated that information
on organic textiles could be found on the web
page www.organicexchange.org.

The delegate of BRAZIL enquired about the
degree to which consumer preferences drive
fabric development, and the degree to which
textile companies tell consumers what they
should like. Panelists indicated that the balance
of power switched over the last 30 years from
decisions being taken by textile companies to
decisions being taken by retailers, who listen
to consumers. The increase in installed textile
capacity around the world facilitated the shift.
However, the success of Cotton Incorporated in
educating consumers about fiber content and the
benefits of cotton shows that consumer prefer-
ences can be modified through marketing.

The delegate of the UNITED STATES requested
clarification on whether the opinions of the
panelist were based on scientific evidence or
anecdotal evidence, and on the share of con-
sumers interested in issues behind labeling
across countries. Panelists drew their conclu-
sions based on combinations of hard data and
anecdotal evidence. The panel indicated that
European consumers are more interested than
U.S. consumers in how fibers are produced
and their sustainability profile. However, it was
noted that the EU is the largest end use consumer
of polyester in the world. Young, urban, and
educated consumers in the United States want
to avoid products perceived as not sustainable.
In China, end use textile consumption is heav-
ily dependent on polyester, and the trend could
accelerate. The development of sustainable
policies by IKEA and Wal-Mart will put extra
pressure to enhance sustainability on all cotton
production through time.

The panel agreed that sustainable cotton does
not need to be organic. Conventional cotton
production with proper management of resources
and resulting in increased farmers’ income is
sustainable.

The delegate of INDIA requested clarifica-
tion on how the ICAC plans to implement the
Three-Pronged Response to criticism about the
sustainability of cotton production proposed
in the Report of the Executive Director to this
Plenary Meeting. The Executive Director stated
that it is the prerogative of the Plenary Meeting
to evaluate whether the information in the report
merits additional consideration. The delegate of
INDIA proposed that a sub-committee be formed
to implement the suggestions included in the
Report of the Executive Director. The delegate
of BRAZIL supported this suggestion.

Dr. Sebahattin Gazanfer, Advisor to All Textiles
and Raw Materials Exporters of Turkey, made
a presentation on BCI and its adverse effects
of cotton sourcing requirements by the large
retailers, who were members of the BCI. At
the outset, he stated that he fully supported the
technical arm of the BCI, together with any
programme which engaged itself to the better-
ment of the cotton industry. However, he was
not in a position to express a similar view on
the commercial arm of the BCL, pointing out
that the textile mills in Turkey were being asked
to source their cotton from growers/traders who
were participating in the Better Cotton Initiative
(BCI). He was concerned that this requirement
had the potential of disrupting the established
long term business relationships with suppliers
in the US, Greece, etc., where BCI was not yet
active. Dr. Gazanfer explained that roughly
two-thirds of Turkey’s total cotton imports came
from the US due to many advantageous factors,
unique to the US cotton, for which he gave a
long list, which included; being competitively
priced, consistent in quality, little or no serious
contamination risks, timely delivery, after sales
care, attractive credit terms, no sovereign risk,
etc. He added that the supply chain of BCI cot-
ton was not as yet established, and the potential
sellers of BCI cotton demanded certain premium.
Dr. Gazanfer labeled the request unrealistic and
even absurd, since it had no regard to the long
term business relationship running smoothly
for the last 20 years with their cotton suppliers.
Given the above legitimate reasoning and current
little or no availability of the BCI cotton in the
world market, he questioned the maturity and
appropriateness of such a request from vari-
ous angles, including from the perspectives of
free and fair trade practices. He concluded his
remarks by requesting from BCI’s retailer mem-
bers to refrain from forcing textile mills to source
cotton from BCI farmers, and that BCI should
work to unite the cotton market rather than frag-
ment it. He added that contrary course of action
should lead to the ICAC to take measures, which
should include discussions to distant itself from
the BCL The report of Mr. Gazanfer regarding
the BCI is a statement of the meeting.

The delegate of ARGENTINA complained
about not being given the floor despite having
the country placard standing for 20 minutes, and

he refused to pose the question the delegation
intended to ask in discontent. The Executive
Director apologized for failing to recognize the
delegate of Argentina, and explained that he
asked the Chair to allow Dr. Gazanfer to make
his presentation, which was long scheduled on
the agenda. The delegate of BRAZIL expressed
his support to the claim made by the delegate
of Argentina.

The delegate of AUSTRALIA asked panel
members what can a farmer do to add value to
textile products and how can farmers capture
that extra value; and he asked whether cotton
should have its own brand to differentiate it from
other fibers. The panel saw great opportunities
to branding cotton, as well as to differentiating
different types of cotton. SUPIMA was cited as
a successful branding experience.

The delegate of COLOMBIA asked the ICAC
Secretariat to create a glossary of the terms
used in cotton promotion across alternative
initiatives to improve the communicating strat-
egy of the sector. The delegate of UGANDA
expressed his support for the request from the
delegate of Colombia. The delegate said that the
Ugandan delegation has been requesting that
the ICAC organize a session on organic cotton
production for 3 years. In Uganda, promotion
of organic cotton production without the use of
inorganic pesticides resulted in tremendous yield
losses due to high pest pressure. The delegate
of Uganda questioned the viability of organic
cotton production. Panel members indicated
that partnerships between retailers and upstream
suppliers should provide answers to how to
improve sustainability and make it work for
farmers. However, it was noted that in India and
Turkey yields in organic and conventional cotton
production systems are similar.

The delegate of KENYA commented on the ap-
parent contradiction between Turkey's refusal to
recognize biotech seeds as a sustainable technol-
ogy, and Turkey’s sourcing most of its imports
from the United States, where biotech cotton is
widely adopted and not segregated from con-
ventional cotton.

Noting that some NGOs are claiming that cot-
ton should not be recognized as a natural fiber
because of the use of biotechnology, the CHAIR
asked panel members to comment. The panel
found no merit in not calling biotech cotton
natural. The Chair asked if any countries felt
that cotton should not be described as a natural
fiber, and seeing no objections or comments,
he concluded that the ICAC defines cotton as a
natural fiber regardless of production methodol-
ogy or seed technology.

The delegate of POLAND inquired about the
effect of high cotton prices on retail designs,
and she commented that lab tests found traces of
chemicals used in cotton production and metals
in cotton fabrics imported into Poland, which
undermine the perception of safety in cotton
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textile products among consumers. The panel
concluded that the potential to pass along higher
cotton prices to consumers depends on consum-
ers’ disposable income. The panel was unable to
comment on the traces of chemical residues on
textiles without knowing more about the particu-
lar examples. It was noted that tests conducted

annually by the Bremen Cotton Exchange for
many years show that chemical residues from
cotton production are not detectable on samples
of lint at levels above those for food products in
the European Union.

The delegate of BRAZIL indicated that the panel
would have benefited from having invited speak-

ers from mass-merchandisers targeting low-end
consumers.

The CHAIR apologized for having to shorten
the discussions because of time limitations. He
thanked the ICAC and all members of the Panel
for their participation in the discussion. The
meeting was adjourned at 11:15 hrs.

Fourth Open Session

Outlook for Prices of Cotton and Competing Commodities

11:30 hrs. Wednesday, September 22, 2010
Dr. Gary Adams in the Chair

The CHAIR recognized the delegate of TOGO,
who asked a question related to the 3rd Open
Session. The delegate of Togo asked for a
definition of the “Cotton Made in Africa” label,
and which countries this label relates to. The
Secretary General replied that he would com-
municate the question to appropriate persons
for a response.

The CHAIR observed that current the market
situation is drastically different from the situ-
ation a year earlier, with prices now exceeding
a dollar per pound. He said that this situation
presented an interesting background for a discus-
sion of the outlook for cotton.

The CHAIR introduced Mrs. Armelle Gruere
and Dr. Alejandro Plastina to present a report
from the ICAC Secretariat on the outlook for
cotton supply and use. The report indicated
that after declining for three consecutive years,
world cotton production is expected to rebound
by 16% to 25 million tons in 2010/11, encour-
aged by the significant rise in prices experienced
the previous season. They reported that world
cotton mill use should also continue to recover,
but more slowly than in 2009/10 due to limited
available supplies and high prices, to 25 mil-
lion tons. As production and consumption are
forecast to roughly balance in 2010/11, world
ending stocks are expected to remain stable at
9 million tons. World cotton trade is forecast to
continue to increase by 8% to 8.4 million tons,
driven by larger Chinese imports. The United
States will account for most of the increase in
exports this season as a result of lower competi-
tion from India.

They indicated that as consumption of chemical
fibers started recovering in 2009, while cotton
consumption was still subdued, the market share
of cotton declined for the third consecutive year
to 36.5%. The Secretariat forecasts a further
decline in the share of cotton in world fiber
consumption to 35.7% in 2010, and to 35.0% in
2011. The projected decline of cotton’s share in
world textile fiber consumption is the result of an
expected faster recovery of non-cotton fiber than
of cotton fiber consumption in 2010 and 2011,

partly influenced by an increase in prices of cot-
ton relative to prices of competing fibers.

According to the Secretariat, the season-average
Cotlook A Index is expected to continue to in-
crease by 14% to 89 cents per pound in 2010/11,
with a 95% confidence interval ranging from
76 cents per pound to 103 cents per pound.
This would be the highest season-average since
1994/95. According to the Secretariat, the cur-
rent increase in cotton prices seems to be driven
mostly by market fundamentals, rather than
speculation. However, external factors such as
the uncertain global economic outlook, possible
government measures affecting global cotton
trade, and price competition with other fibers
could affect the degree of increase in prices
in 2010/11. The report of Mrs. Gruere and Dr
Plastina is a statement of the meeting.

The CHAIR called on Dr. Rafiq Chaudhry of
the Secretariat to make his presentation on the
cost of production. Dr. Chaudhry stated that the
ICAC Secretariat undertakes a survey of the cost
of cotton production at three-year intervals. In
2009/10, 34 countries participated in the survey.
The sample was divided into six groups: North
America, South America, Asia, West Africa,
other Africa and Australia. Dr. Chaudhry said
that the average net cost of production of seed
cotton increased from US$0.34 per kilogram in
2006/07 to $0.43 per kilogram in 2009/10. The
average cost of production of cotton lint (net of
land rent and the value of seed) increased from
$1.04 per kilogram to $1.22 per kilogram over
the same period. Lower yields were the main
drivers of the rise in unit production costs. The
cost of production of cotton lint varied among
regions from $0.91 per kilogram in African
countries other than West Africa to $1.96 per
kilogram in North America. In Asia and West
Africa, the net cost of production of cotton lint
was $1.15/kg.

Dr. Chaudhry reported that the average cotton
farmer over the entire sample spent $0.08 per
kilogram of cotton lint production on planting
seed, $0.14 on insecticides, $0.28 on fertilizer,
$0.28 on weed control (hoeing, thinning, inter-
culturing/weeding and chemical weed control),
and $0.10 on irrigation in 2009/10. Insecticide
costs remained stable, but fertilizer costs in-

creased by $0.06 and weed control costs more
than doubled between 2006/07 and 2009/10.
The Fruitful Rim region of the USA, followed
by Colombia and China, had the highest costs
of production of cotton lint in 2009/10, exceed-
ing $2 per kilogram. India, whether irrigated or
rainfed, had the lowest production costs of cotton
lint because of recent increases in yields and high
values for seed. The value of cottonseed in India
is 3 to 4 times greater than the cost of ginning.

Dr. Chaudhry indicated that despite the 250 ki-
lograms per hectare difference in yields in favor
of'irrigated areas (63% of world cotton area), the
average net cost of producing a kilogram of lint
under irrigated conditions ($1.40) was higher
than under rainfed conditions ($0.93) in 2009/10.
The average net cost per hectare under irrigated
conditions was $1,231 compared to US$679
under rainfed conditions. The Report Cost of
Cotton Production of Raw Cotton, is part of the
documents of the meeting.

The CHAIR introduced Mr. Andreas Engelhardt
from Oerlikon Textile International to speak
about the outlook for polyester. Mr. Engelhardt
indicated that the global supply of manmade
fibers (synthetics and cellulose fibers) and
major natural fibers (cotton, wool, and silk) has
increased at a 3.3% rate per year since 2000,
reaching 70.6 million tons in 2009. During this
period, the share of manmade fibers increased
from 59% to 63%, while the share of cotton
declined from 38% to 36%, and the share of
polyester increased from 36% to 45%.

According to Mr. Engelhardt, the widening
gap in prices between cotton and polyester has
already resulted in shifts to polyester in spun
yarn manufacturing. Given the significant excess
capacity of polyester, in particular in China, the
potential for a sustainable higher price level
of polyester appears to be limited. Therefore,
it seems most likely that comparatively low
polyester prices will lead to declining cotton
prices. Simultaneously, a downswing in cotton
prices will directly affect prices of acrylic and
cellulosic fibers. An additional burden in cel-
lulosics comes from considerable investments
for expansion in the Chinese market.

According to Mr. Engelhardt, global fiber con-
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sumption is expected to continue its long term
trend, favoring polyester consumption over
cotton consumption. The production of polyester
fibers is projected to increase from 32 million
tons in 2009 to 47 million tons by 2020, at an an-
nual average growth rate of 3.8%. The expected
growth in polyester production is substantially
faster than the expected growth in cotton produc-
tion. Mr. Engelhardt said that two often-cited
potential limitations for polyester production
are high crude oil prices and the finite nature
and instability of fossil fuel supplies. However,
the impact of oil prices on prices of raw materi-
als used in polyester production (paraxylene,
purified terephthalic acid, and monoethylene
glycol) has often been overrated, according
to Mr. Engelhardt. Furthermore, technological
change should reduce the global dependence on
oil and relax the second limitation to polyester
production. Mr. Engelhardt's presentation is a
statement of the meeting.

The delegate of INDIA said that high price vola-
tility could mean that the fundamentals of cotton
supply and use presented by the Secretariat
underestimate the degree of supply shortages.
He suggested that the work of the Secretariat
should be reviewed by economists to suggest
areas for improvement in forecasts of supply,
use and prices. He indicated that policy makers
in India must balance the markets and interests
of 60 million workers. He pointed out that price
volatility in China is much lower than in India
and that prices of $1.10 per pound are not viable
for textile units in India. He suggested a meeting
between consuming and producing countries
during the plenary meeting to discuss price
volatility and ways to achieve market stabil-
ity, and he suggested that additional meetings
should be convened quarterly. He suggested
that the plenary meeting should agree on ap-
propriate guidelines for stocks-to-use ratios in
major countries.

The delegate of ARGENTINA supported the
statement by India on the need for a study on
volatility and observed that the Argentine del-
egation presented a document about the negative
effects of price volatility to the Plenary back
in 1989. The delegate asked Mr. Engelhardt to
comment on the amount spent on research by
the chemical fiber industry.

Mr. Engelhardt replied that he was unable to
provide figures of spending on research and
development in the industry because such infor-
mation is proprietary within each company. He
added that recycling of man-made materials is
of increasing interest worldwide and that about
3 million tons of polyester are produced from
recycled plastic bottles in China alone.

The delegate of ARGENTINA asked Mr. En-
gelhardt to indicate trends in per capita consump-
tion of polyester in the least developed countries
with high levels of poverty. Mr. Engelhardt
said that manmade fiber production is capital
intensive, however some emerging markets such

as Vietnam are expanding their capacities. He
said production capacity in Vietnam increased
from zero to 200,000 tons in a year. Dr. Plastina
commented that the Secretariat issues an annual
report on world textile demand, which indicates
that with rising incomes polyester consump-
tion rises faster than consumption of cotton
for low-income countries. He added that as per
capita incomes rise to the levels of middle and
upper income countries, consumers have more
discretionary income and demand for cotton
improves.

The delegate of ARGENTINA congratulated
Dr. Chaudhry for his report on the cost of pro-
duction, indicating that income in rain-fed
cotton production is higher than in irrigated
production. However, the delegate pointed out
that this should not be interpreted as a policy
suggestion for governments, since weather risks
associated with rain-fed production may justify
investments in irrigation. The Secretariat agreed
with the delegate that differences in rain-fed
and irrigated incomes in a single season should
not be interpreted as a policy suggestion. It was
noted that because cotton is drought tolerant it is
often grown in arid conditions, and that irrigation
from ground water sources may be necessary to
maintain yields.

The delegate of MALI said that producers in
African countries closely monitor price fluc-
tuations and production depends on the level
of prices. He indicated that the current positive
evolution of prices could allow Mali to imple-
ment privatization of the industry successfully.
He asked how long the current trend would
continue and whether prices are expected to
decline in the near future. The Secretary General
said that cotton prices could not remain high
for long periods. He indicated that every time
prices had reached 90 cents per pound during
the previous four decades, they had declined
during the next season.

The delegate of PAKISTAN asked the Secre-
tariat to comment on the impacts of the rising
cost of production, high volatility of cotton
prices and competition between cotton with
polyester on producers, consumers and others in
the cotton value chain. The CHAIR suggested
that delegates are in a better position than the
Secretariat to comment on these issues.

The delegate of BRAZIL noted that forecasts
for cotton prices made a year ago proved to be
too low. He asked the Secretariat to comment
on what we know today that we did not know a
year ago that explains the current level of high
prices. He also asked why highly environmen-
tally unfriendly polyester production is accept-
able to consumers while cotton is criticized for
its impact on the environment, and he asked
whether polyester is sustainable. Dr. Plastina
replied that a year ago IMF predictions did not
indicate that the world economy would recover
as rapidly as it has. He noted that the resulting
strengthening in demand for cotton was the

primary factor that has resulted in prices higher
than those expected one year ago. He added that
other factors, such as weather in some countries
and policy decisions related to trade have also
affected prices. Mr. Engelhardt replied that there
is no alternative to polyester unless the world is
willing to devote additional millions of hectares
to cotton production. He estimated that the world
would need to plant an additional 40-50 million
hectares to cotton to replace polyester. He said
that polyester is sustainable in the sense that
there is no foreseeable limit on the supplies of
the petrochemicals needed to produce it.

The delegate of PAKISTAN expressed concerns
about the market interventions restricting exports
implemented by India in order to protect its do-
mestic textile industry. He said that interference
in trade brings uncertainty and distortions to the
international market. He reiterated concerns that
had been voiced in 2009 in Cape Town that in
a closely integrated cotton economy, countries
need to avoid the use of protectionist measures.
He said that it is well understood that protection-
ist measures lead to uncertainty, volatility, and
distortions to trade.

The delegate of POLAND summarized research
showing that natural fiber apparel and bedding
promote better health and rest. She pointed to
the need to promote the positive effects of cot-
ton on a human body and the negative effects
of polyester.

The delegate of NIGERIA urged the Secretariat
to carefully examine the results of its cost of pro-
duction study indicating higher net incomes in
rain-fed areas in comparison with irrigated areas.
He pointed to effects of Bt cotton introduction
in India leading to higher yields.

The delegate of CAMEROON asked the Sec-
retariat to supplement the information provided
on price volatility and price projections with
information on the evolution of exchange rates,
for example the changes in the rate of the U.S.
dollar to the euro. The Secretary General noted
that information on exchange rates is available
in the Secretariat’s written reports. Mrs. Gruere
said that we cannot make projections for ex-
change rates fluctuations, but she showed a chart
portraying trends in the price of cotton expressed
in various currencies.

The delegate of SUDAN suggested that more
information on price fluctuations of other com-
modities, especially food commodities, should
be provided so that it helps cotton producers to
make better planting decisions. He asked if the
increased price volatility could affect the 95%
confidence interval in the ICAC price model
results. He also asked the Secretariat to com-
ment on the cost of production of Bt cotton in
comparison to conventional cotton. Mrs. Gruere
replied that the Secretariat monitors fluctuations
of prices of competing commodities, and the
Secretariat consider the price ratios of these
commodities to cotton at the time of planting
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of significant importance in estimating changes
in area. She noted that the projected increase
in cotton production next season could lead to
lower prices. Dr. Plastina said that the ICAC
price model was introduced in 2008 and the
first year projections were just 4 cents per pound
off the actual. During the succeeding years the
difference between projections and actual prices
widened significantly because of unforeseen
developments, such as the economic recession
and succeeding faster than expected recovery.
He said that the model explained 85% of factor
variability initially, but now this percentage has
declined to 82%, and he agreed that additional
study of factors affecting cotton prices is nec-
essary. Dr. Chaudhry replied that the cost of
production using cotton varieties with biotech
traits could be lower than the cost of conven-
tional cotton production in some countries, the
same as conventional cotton production in other
countries, or even higher than conventional cot-
ton production in other countries. He noted that
some farmers are using biotechnology only for
environmental reasons.

The delegate of COLOMBIA noted that China
has the highest cost of cotton production and the
most competitive textile industry, and she sug-
gested that that paradox could only be explained

by the undervalued Chinese currency. She sug-
gested that the Secretariat should make an effort
to provide ratios of exchange rates of producing
and consuming countries. She noted that there is
a substantial difference between rain-fed land in
Brazil and rain-fed areas in sub-Saharan Africa
in terms of productivity.

The delegate of INDIA suggested that a volatility
model should be looked at as a crash in cotton
prices could happen. He proposed that the Sec-
retary General should convene a special meeting
between producing and consuming countries
during the plenary meeting to discuss the issue
of price volatility. He also urged the Secretariat
to monitor price volatility closely. The Secretary
General assured delegates that the Secretariat
monitors volatility of cotton prices closely. He
said that he would meet with the delegate of
India and the Chair of the Standing Committee
to discuss the possibility of a special session
devoted to price volatility.

The delegate of the USA noted that market
transparency is the key to lower price volatility.
He said the U.S. supports the role of the ICAC
in providing objective information. He said the
USDA is also provides a wide range of market
information which serves to lower market vola-

tility. He said the U.S. supports the statement by
the delegate of Pakistan against market interfer-
ence by governments that restrict cotton trade,
thus contributing to price volatility.

The delegate of EGYPT suggested that the
Secretariat should closely monitor per capita
consumption of cotton and of other fibers. The
delegate expressed his view that speculation in
the cotton market is contributing to price volatil-
ity, and he suggested that the Secretariat should
study this matter further.

The delegate of INDIA responded to the delegate
of the USA, saying that price volatility requires
government intervention and that government
officials must balance competing interests when
making policy decisions.

The CHAIR thanked the members of the Panel
for their presentations, and he thanked partici-
pants for the excellent discussion.

The CHAIR adjourned the meeting at 13:55
hrs.

[The Fifth Open Session can be located
under the Statement of the Meeting from

the Committee on Cotton Production
Research on page 10.]

Sixth Open Session

Progress Toward Industry Harmonization and Standardization

9:00 hrs. Saturday, September 25, 2010
Mr Manfred Schiefer in the Chair

The CHAIR Introduced Mr. Andrew Macdonald,
Chair of the task force on Commercial Standard-
ization of Instrument testing of Cotton (CSITC)
to present a report on the progress towards
industry harmonization and standardization.
Mr. Macdonald explained that standardization
applies to many facets of our daily lives, such
as time, so why not standardize our cotton
business. He suggested that it should be started
with standardizing instrument classing of cotton
and with introducing technology worldwide to
ensure consistent results. He noted that variances
in cotton itself depend on many factors such
as the height of the cotton plant, soil, weather,
rainfall and bailing of cotton. Mr. Macdonald
described that the objectives of CSITC are
to ensure that instrument testing of cotton
develops with repeatable and reliable testing
methods utilizing standardized procedures for
the benefit of the cotton industry and will assist
developing countries to meet requirements of
standardized instrument testing. He pointed out
that the CSITC aims at upholding standards and
tolerances for integrity of high quality testing,
to replace traditional descriptions of cotton with
instrument test values and to encourage trading
of cotton based on instrument data.

Mr. Macdonald explained that the CSITC
decided to separate two distinct areas working
together: the variances between test centers, and
variances that occur naturally in a cotton bale. He
explained that laboratories participating in the
CSITC Round Trials receive similar sets of five
cotton samples from the USDA. Mr. Macdonald
reported that there were 14 round trials since
2007, with a record participation of 70 labs and
93 instruments in 2010. He noted that today there
is aneed to increase the number of participants to
expand confidence in instrument testing through
this standardization. He concluded that cotton
trade needs to adopt instrument classing for com-
mercial transactions and eliminate old fashioned
descriptions. Mr. Macdonald's presentation is a
statement of the meeting.

The CHAIR introduced Mr. Andrei Guitchounts
to present a report from the Secretariat on cur-
rent phytosanitary requirements for cotton. Mr.
Guitchounts reported that the Private Sector
Advisory Panel (PSAP) asked the Secretariat
to gather information on phytosanitary require-
ments for cotton in major importing countries in
an effort to standardize documentation. He said
that information on phytosanitary requirements
in 35 countries was collected, including major
importers. He said there is a wide variance in
phytosanitary requirements. He noted that ten

countries do not require phytosanitary certifi-
cates, and nineteen countries require fumigation.
Mr. Guitchounts informed that time limits for
phytosanitary certificates differ from country to
country, for example Bangladesh requires that
the certificate be issued not later than 72 hour
after fumigation, while in Turkey the certificate
must be dated before the bill of lading and
should not be older than 14 days. He said that
in Vietnam the certificate must be issued just
before shipment, while In Colombia it is valid
for three month. He noted that different chemi-
cals for fumigation are stipulated in countries’
phytosanitary requirements: in Bangladesh and
Thailand Gilphos 56% (Aluminium Phosphate)
should be used, while in Pakistan and Russia,
methyl bromide is stipulated for fumigation. Mr.
Guitchounts concluded that there are no uniform
requirements for phytosanitary certification
and fumigation in many importing countries.
Mr. Guitchounts' presentation is a statement of
the meeting.

Mr. Wellman reported that the Bremen Cotton
Exchange (BCE) adopted trading rules of the
International Cotton Association in 2008, only
arbitration procedures remain different because
of different national laws and jurisdictions ap-
plied by the associations. He said that in 2009
the BCE introduced instrument arbitration into
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the rules as a part of quality arbitration and the
real challenge now will be to define tolerances
and value differences, and value differences
are adjusted from time to time by a committee
based on market conditions. He noted that issues
of commercial value of quality characteristics
are being discussed at the CSITC. Mr. Well-
man reported that other associations have also
adopted the trading rules of the ICA and the next
step should be to extend harmonization into the
ICA bylaws, which could be achieved in the
nearest future.

Mr. Grover commented that harmonization of
trading rules is important for importing and
exporting countries and that governments should
play arole in achieving it. He praised the CSITC
for the work they do on the standardization of
test results.

Mr. Kotak pointed out that the International
Chamber of Commerce has a set of trading rules
called INCOTERMS, and that cotton associa-
tions should look at those.

Mr. Wellman said that rules the rules of cotton
associations refer to INCOTERMS, which are
updated every 10 years.

Mr. Fok asked if China plans to introduce instru-
ment testing, and he also asked if two different
sets of rules are used for FOB exports and CIF
imports.

Mr. Knowlton said that China has 370 HVI lines
and plans to implement 100% of HVI testing.

Mr. Wellman replied that companies may use
any set of rules they like in their transactions, but
delivery terms of FOB and CIF could be based
on the same set of rules.

The delegate of COLOMBIA asked if the 63
laboratories participating in the CSITC round
trials mean that there are 63 countries partici-
pating

Mr. Drilling said that he can not say how many
countries participate, but most of the participat-
ing labs represent production and to a lesser
degree research and spinning.

11:00 hrs. Saturday, September 25, 2010
Mr Wallace Darneille in the Chair

The CHAIR recognized the delegate of ARGEN-
TINA and asked him to come to the podium. The
delegate thanked the ICAC for the opportunity to
host the 70th Plenary Meeting in Buenos Aires
during September 4-9, 2011. He thanked the
Government of Switzerland for agreeing to host
ameeting at a later time, thus allowing Argentina
to host the 70th meeting.

A video invitation with panoramic views of

The delegate of ARGENTINA highlighted the
importance of this work on harmonization for
producers, consumers and traders. He noted that
Argentina has not yet implemented instrument
testing but is aiming to achieve it. He described
the Cotton Fiber Quality program run by the
Ministry of Agriculture, which will develop a
system of digital traceability and transparency
facilitating market participants. He praised the
work done by the CSITC and called for continu-
ity of these efforts.

Dr. Ethridge commented that standardization
of instrument testing of cotton requires the im-
position of an adequate and transparent system
of process and quality controls. He said that 9
requirements must be met: 1. Machine error
must be minimized by engineering; 2. Cotton
samples must be representative of the entire
bale; 3. Ambient conditions in diverse labs must
be kept stable at targeted levels; 4. Equilibrium
moister content must be achieved in samples;
5. Calibration process must be adequate and
consistent among the satellite HVI facilities; 6.
Calibration of satellite HVIs must be frequently
verified; 7. Cotton standards used for calibration
must be exceptionally homogeneous; 8. Bale
records must be accurate, and samples delivered
and tested quickly; 9. Certification of bale identi-
ties and fiber property data must be reliable and
must be communicated in a timely manner. He
said that an appropriate legal authority could
do a credible oversight, and that the authority
did not necessarily have to be a government
agency. Dr Ethridge's report is a statement of
the meeting.

Mr. Macdonald noted that these 9 points are
prerequisites for achieving good results in the
CSITS round trials. He also was pleased to
here that the program of quality testing imple-
mented by Argentina will benefit growers in
that country.

Dr. Ethridge noted that the system of testing
works in the USA because the producer remains
the owner of cotton fiber through the process of
ginning, while in some other countries producers
sell see cotton before HVI tests are conducted

Closing Session

Argentina and the city of Buenos Aires were
shown.

The delegate indicated that the Ministry of Ag-
riculture, Livestock and Fisheries would serve
as the host organization within the Government
of Argentina. He communicated the best regards
of Minister Julian Dominguez and Secretary
of State Carla Campos Bilbao. He noted that
Argentina, once was famous for its military
coups, is now achieving 3 decades of democratic
government. He said that a country infamous

ant that could be a limitation on objective pric-
ing of cotton.

Mr. Drilling commented that the USDA Check
Test system, the Bremen Round Trials, and
the CSITC Round Trials have three separate
purposes. He said that the CSITC round trials
are the most important. The Bremen round trials
are inclusive of other instruments in addition to
HVI. He said that the USDA’s check tests are
done on two samples every month, and provide
much data, but their purposes are different from
those of CSITC.

Dr. Ethridge said that his lab participates in the
CSITC trials and considers them important and
the resulting diagnostic data worth the expense
and time required for participation.

Noting that there were no additional comments,
the CHAIR recognized the Secretary General to
discuss other business.

The SECRETARY GENERAL apologized for a
mistake made the previous day in paragraph 2.2
of the Final Statement, where it was said that the
production had doubled, which is not right. He
proposed to replace the word “doubled” with the
word “increased.” There were no objections.

The SECRETARY GENERAL proposed that
paragraph 1.1 of the Report of the Committee
on Cotton Production Research referring to ef-
forts in Turkey to lower the costs of production
be rephrased later at the request of the Turkish
delegation.

The delegate of COLOMBIA said she had
misgivings as the statement had been adopted
by the plenary and cannot be changed without
convening another meeting of the Steering
Committee.

The delegate of ARGENTINA supported the
delegate of Colombia and stated that there
should be no precedent for changing the text of
the statement after its adoption by the Steering
Committee.

The SECRETARY GENERAL withdrew his
proposal for amending the text of the state-
ment.

The session was adjourned at 10:35 hrs.

for its human rights record is leading the way
confronting the past with justice and truth while
building a tolerant and respectful society. And,
he noted that Argentina is a leading agricultural
country in the world. He noted that production is
rising fast, with fewer farmers, and technological
change is accelerating replacing labor. Argentina
strongly believes there is a need for an active
state to intervene in this process to minimize the
negative social consequences and to ensure that
the wealth generated by agriculture benefits the
entire population.
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In particular, the delegate noted that soybeans
and cotton are competitive for land and price
ratios between the two determine farming
allocations. He said that in Argentina, large
capital intensive cotton farming coexists with
approximately 19,000 small holders producing
cotton, and the inclusion of all farmers is a key
element of public policy. He noted that there are
substantial policy issues debated in Argentina,
and that there were many activities to feed the
brain, the heart and the spirit. He invited all
countries to the beautiful and cosmopolitan city
of Buenos Aires in September 2011.

The CHAIR thanked Argentina for the gracious
invitation. He observed that the invitation was
accepted.

The CHAIR invited the delegate of TURKEY to
give closing remarks on behalf of all delegates.
The delegate of TURKEY expressed thanks to
the Organizing Committee, the Government of
the U.S. and the City of Lubbock for their hos-
pitality and organization. He said that the ICAC
meeting had been fruitful, including discussions
on sustainable cotton production, the impacts of
social and environmental standards on demand
for cotton, and the insights from cotton buyers

on the future demand for cotton. The delegate
called on all members of the WTO to renew
efforts to complete the Doha Round to pave the
way for increases in world trade in textiles and
clothing. He noted that the theme of the meeting,
“Cotton Growth Through Global Unity” was
well chosen since discussions during the week
had focused on issues related to both production
and consumption. The delegate thanked the
Government of Argentina for their invitation to
host the 70th Plenary Meeting and said that he
looks forward to attending.

The CHAIR recognized the delegate of EGYPT
who expressed his gratitude to the people and
governments of Texas and the USA for their
hospitality, and the friendship and charm of
the City of Lubbock. He expressed his thanks
to the Organizing Committee, the Secretariat,
delegations and observers for contributing to a
successful meeting.

The CHAIR recognized the delegate of UZ-
BEKISTAN who expressed his gratitude for a
successful meeting. He noted that Uzbekistan
had cooperated with the ICAC for nearly two
decades and that this brings great benefit to his

country. He said he looks forward to visiting Ar-
gentina next year, and he invited all participants
to attend the Uzbek Cotton Fair during October
13 and 14, 2010 in Tashkent.

Seeing no other delegates who wished to make
comments, the CHAIR gave closing remarks
on behalf of the United States. He thanked the
persons in the United States who had organized
the meeting, and he expressed his appreciation
to the sponsors. He reiterated the welcome of the
Government of the United States to Mozambique
as a member of the ICAC. He summarized the
discussions that had occurred during the week,
including those on protecting cotton’s image in
the world market, discussions of the role of new
technologies in maintaining the competitive-
ness of cotton, strategies to lower the costs of
production, and the role of standardization and
harmonization in improving efficiency in cotton
production, handling, trading and processing.

The CHAIR concluded by thanking all delegates
for their participation in the 69th Plenary Meet-
ing and he declared the meeting adjourned at
11:35 hrs.

Meeting of the Steering Committee

19:10 hrs. Friday, September 24, 2010
Mr Azmat Ali Ranjha in the Chair

The CHAIR referred to Working Paper 1. He
reported that Mr. Patrick Packnett of the United
States had been nominated by the Standing Com-
mittee to serve as Chair during the period from
the 69th Plenary Meeting to the 70th Plenary
Meeting. He added that Ms. Lily Munanka of
Tanzania had been nominated to serve as First
Vice Chair and Mr. Frangois Schmidt of Swit-
zerland had been nominated to serve as Second
Vice Chair.

The CHAIR asked if delegates supported the
nominations made by the Standing Committee,
and seeing approval, he found the nominations
were approved.

Working Paper 1 "Election of Standing Commit-
tee Officers” is attached.

The CHAIR asked the Secretary General to
review the contents of Working Paper III. The
Secretary General reported that two countries
were more than two years in arrears in their
payment of assessments to the Committee,
and if payment were not received in a timely
fashion, membership would be suspended. He
thanked all other countries for timely payment
of assessments.

The CHAIR noted that the work of the Drafting
Group had been completed only minutes earlier.

He asked for unanimous consent to dispense
with a reading of the Statement of the 69th
Plenary Meeting prior to approval. On a mo-
tion by BRAZIL, supported by ARGENTINA
and other countries to dispense with reading
the Draft Statement, the Chair found that there
was a consensus to approve the Statement of
the 69th Plenary Meeting as completed by the
Drafting Group. The Secretariat was instructed
to distribute the Statement of the Meeting.

Seeing no other business, the meeting was ad-
journed at 19:25hrs.

ATTACHMENTS
Working Paper |

Election of Standing
Committee Officers

Recommendation from the
Standing Committee

A Nominating Committee met on 5 May 2010,
and proposed a slate of officers for the Standing
Committee for 2010-11. Delegates from Bel-
gium, China (Taiwan), Germany, Spain, the USA
and the executive director attended the meeting.
Mr. James Johnson of the U.S. was asked to serve

as chair of the Nominating Committee.

The Rules and Regulations specify that officers
of the Standing Committee shall be elected for
one year. In exceptional circumstances, they
may be reelected for one additional term. When
practicable, the first vice chair will be nominated
to succeed the outgoing chair and the second
vice chair nominated to succeed the first vice
chair. The current first vice chair of the Stand-
ing Committee, Mr. Patrick Packnett, Assistant
Deputy Administrator, Foreign Agricultural
Service, USDA, will be able to serve as chair
in 2010-11. Accordingly, there was a consensus
to nominate Mr. Packnett as chair. The current
second vice chair, Ms. Lily Munanka, Head of
Chancery, Embassy of Tanzania, also expects
to be available in Washington during 2010-11.
Accordingly, there was a consensus to nominate
Ms. Munanka as first vice chair.

The Rules and Regulations say that the election
of officers should take into account:

1. Rotation on as broad a geographical basis as
possible.

2. Adequate representation to importing and
exporting countries.

3. Ability, interest and participation in the work
of the Committee.

4. Timely payment of assessments.
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After consideration of these factors, the Nomi-
nating Committee agreed that Mr. Frangois
Schmidt, Counselor, Head of the Commercial
Service, Swiss Business Hub, Embassy of
Switzerland, should be nominated to the post of
second vice chair. Mr. Schmidt has indicated that
he will be able to serve as an officer next year.

The nominations received provisional approval
from the Standing Committee at the 505th meet-
ing on May 27, 2010.

Accordingly, the Standing Committee proposes
the following slate of officers to the Plenary
Meeting for the period from the end of the 69th
Plenary Meeting in 2010 to the end of the 70th
Plenary Meeting in 2011:

Mr. Patrick Packnett, USA, for Chair,

Mrs. Lily Munanka, Tanzania, for First Vice
Chair.

Mr. Frangois Schmidt, Switzerland, for
Second Vice Chair

Working Paper Il
Topic of the 2011 Technical
Seminar

Proposals from the Secretariat
to the Committee on Cotton
Production Research

The following themes are suggested as possible
topics for the 2011 Technical Seminar:

Technological Innovations for Sustainable
Development of the Cotton Value Chain

Sustainability is at the core of all issues related
to cotton production whether realized or not.
All the technological innovations, including
even insecticides that are so disliked now, were
adopted for the sake of improving the sustain-
ability of cotton production and consumption.
However, too much emphasis on any one of the
three pillars of sustainability—economic, social
and environmental-—compromises other pillars.
New developments must balance the require-
ments of all three pillars of sustainability. The
topic, ‘Technological Innovations for Sustain-
able Development of the Cotton Value Chain’
could include topics such as crop management
and plant protection, sustainability of small
producers and family farms, fiber quality, net
income, processing without losing fiber value
and sustainable methods at spinning mills.

‘What is the Impact of Biotech Cotton?

Biotech cotton was commercialized 15 years
ago, and the area planted to biotech varieties
in the world surpassed half of the total cotton
area in 2009/10. Twelve countries have com-
mercialized biotech cotton, and experiments are
being undertaken in other countries. Many more
are working on the legal framework for safe
importation, testing and utilization of biotech
cotton. Lower costs, lower pesticide use and
higher yields are the primary expectations from
the insect resistant biotech varieties. On the other
hand critics of the technology continue to dis-
agree not only on the potential benefits, but also
on the future uses of biotechnology in cotton.
Biotech varieties are yet not eligible for organic

-/ -

certification. It is expected that improved fiber
quality, enhanced agronomic characteristics and
other improvements will follow the development
of insect resistant and herbicide tolerant features.
Fifteen years are enough to critically analyze the
impact of biotech cotton from various angles
including changes in research programs and
impacts on farmers’ lives.

Insecticides and Their Use on Cotton

Plant protection chemicals worth US$40 billion
were used in agriculture in the world in 2009.
Cotton accounted for 6.2% of total plant protec-
tion chemical sales. Out of US$2.5 billion spent
on plant protection chemicals to grow cotton in
2009, 58% was spent on insecticides. The share
of insecticides used on cotton compared to insec-
ticides use (by value) in agriculture except cotton
has been continuously on decline. Insecticides
used on cotton accounted for 19% of world
insecticide use in 2000, but cotton declined to
14% of the world total in 2009. Countries are
finding ways to control insects without the use of
chemicals. The deleterious effects of chemicals
are better understood today than they were in the
past. Insecticides not only increased production
costs, but they also gave rise to serious prob-
lems such as resistance and changes in the pest
complex. Consequently, insecticides became a
threat to the sustainability of cotton production
in the world. Although 25% decline from 19%
to 14% in cotton’s share of world insecticide
use (by value) in nine years is satisfactory, the
trend must continue. How additional reductions
in insecticides use in cotton production can be
achieved and accelerated could be the topic for
the 2011 Technical Seminar.
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Round Table

Water Use Efficiency, Lessons from Texas

14:30 hrs. Monday, September 20, 2010
Moderator: Mr Bill Harris

Water is a scarce commodity and requires careful
use, which can be achieved through a variety
of means. A Round Table discussion held on
September 19, 2010, prior to the formal inaugu-
ration of the 69th Plenary Meeting, recognized
that water use efficiency should be improved by
adopting efficient delivery systems, improved
management and performance of systems and
reduced “non-water” production limitations.

A speaker from the Texas Agri-Life Research
Service stated that half of the water supply in
Texas comes from surface collection, while the
rest is met from underground water. In Texas,
23% of the water used in agriculture is used to

grow cotton. Because of the fact that chemical
use on cotton increased during 1970 and 1980s,
various agencies are continuously monitoring
underground water with respect to residues
from plant protection chemicals and fertilizers.
Results show that thanks to farmers’ vigilance,
underground water does not show any signs of
increased use of chemicals on crops.

The discussion during the session indicated that
no one system of irrigation can be recommended
for all countries, mainly because of variations is
soil types. Some systems, like sun-surface drip
irrigation and sprinkler irrigation, are superior
in water use efficiency but they are too expen-
sive to be installed. Biotech varieties that will
require less water to mature could further save

water use on cotton, but it is uncertain when
such varieties will become available for com-
mercial adoption.

Cotton has done very well with respect to water
use in recent decades. Farmers are now produc-
ing 3-4 times higher quantity of more cotton
now with the same quantity of water used 40
year ago.

There was a consensus that farmers should use
appropriate irrigation methods, depending upon
soil conditions. They should strive to eliminate
water run off, and governments must monitor
the status of underground water. Water use
efficiency is an important issue for agriculture
and will also be discussed at the World Cotton
Research Conference-5 to be held in India from
November 7-11, 2011.

First Breakout Session

Improving Industry Efficiency in Storage, Transportation and Handling

9:00 hrs. Thursday, September 23, 2010
Mr Greg Wakefield in the Chair
Panel Members:

Mr. Steve Dyer

Mr. Juan Restrepo

Mr. Les Lewis

Mr. Brett Underwood

Mr. Rick Shepherd

Mr. Alan Adamson

Mr. Peter Barnard

Container and Vessel Availability

Cotton is competing globally with other agri-
cultural products for container and vessel space.
Cotton’s dilemma is that it cannot forecast future
rates where as other products are usually sold
prompt which allows for flexibility in pricing.
Given that shipping lines are now also looking
to exit the chassis business, it will add further
strain on cotton movement. Inland cotton moves
will therefore become more expensive and may
necessitate that cotton be moved and stored
nearer to the ports. As such, it will be necessary
to look at alternate ways to move cotton in the
future. Flatbed trucks or rail may alleviate some
of the strain. On a positive note, shipping lines
do need cotton loads to balance their vessels. We
therefore believe that cotton will remain a strong
product for the lines to carry.

Vessel rotation needs to be monitored closely.
Should the world economies show stronger signs
of rebounding, we may see an increase in ves-
sel availability. However should the economies
further decline, one could see additional vessels

being pulled from rotation. The larger issue will
remain the availability of containers.

Recommendations

Industry must closely monitor container avail-
ability and continue to promote cotton as a viable
and necessary product for shipping lines to carry.
Alternate methods of inland transportation need
to be reviewed with an emphasis on warehousing
at or near ports.

Warehousing

Shipments often are delayed due to logistical
issues at interior warehouses. These are caused
by a variety of reasons, congestion and multiple
load-out orders being the main issues. Electronic
Warehouse Receipts (EWR) have alleviated
some of these delays. EWR provides accurate
storage locations and detail, which allows the
warehouse to be more efficient. Cotton can
therefore be staged correctly, which improves
the efficiency of the warehouse.

Recommendations

Communication between channel partners needs
to be improved. This can be achieved by ensur-
ing warehouse receipts detail the storage location
of lots for the warehouseman. Timely reporting
of shipping instructions will allow for better
picking and staging of the bales. Communica-
tion between trucking lines and warehouses to
provide accurate pick up times will also allow
for faster turns and improved efficiency.

Documentation

Documentation issues continue to cause im-
porters problems. This is directly affected by
transit times. The shorter the transit time, the
more difficult it is to ensure all the documents
are in hand to satisfy LC requirements. This
is particularly an issue with 3rd party provid-
ers especially with phytosanitary certificates.
Currently each importing country has specific
requirements with regard to the phytosanitary
certificates, especially when the documents are
a governmental import requirement. There is no
uniformity within the industry as to what docu-
ments are required for the export and import
of cotton.

Recommendations

Emphasis must be directed toward importing
countries to standardize documentary require-
ments. Additional efficiencies could be achieved
if importing countries would allow for certain
documentary requirements to be excluded from
LC requirements and allow their presentation at
a later time prior to customs clearance.

Summary

Each exporting country faces a myriad of issues,
as does each importing country. There is not
a “quick fix” to improve the efficiency of the
movement of cotton. However by improving
communication between channel partners, by
prompting investment in infrastructure, and by
aligning governmental import/export documen-
tary requirements, the overall efficiency of the
industry will improve.
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Second Breakout Session

Demand Enhancement: Building on Successful Efforts

11:00 hrs. Thursday, September 23, 2010
Mr. Jeffrey Silberman in the Chair
Panel Members:

Mr. Mark Messura

Mr. Allen Terhaar

Ms. Paula Rosario

Ms. Felicia Eugene

Cotton Promotion Workshop 2010

Key points of the discussion

»  The speakers highlighted the fact that many
promotional efforts are run on low budgets,
but all initiatives require previous market
research to achieve success.

»  Cotton Incorporated is committed to global
generic promotion of cotton.

* Impact measurement (through surveys,
count of participants, etc.) is critical to
inform future campaigns.

» It is important to include new social media
in promotion campaigns.

» Recycling programs help raise the positive
profile of cotton.

» It is critical to work with signed contracts
when developing promotion partnerships
to avoid confusion.

Paula Rosario and Felicia Eugene presented
the Cotton Incorporated approach to cotton
promotion, which pursues increasing demand
and profitability of cotton through consumer
marketing, advertising, strategic alliances and
public relations. The speakers highlighted the
fact that many promotional efforts are run on
low budgets, but all initiatives require previous
market research to achieve success. Impact mea-
surement (through surveys, count of participants,
etc.) is critical to inform future campaigns.

The Fabric of Our Lives campaign targets female
shoppers of 13 —24 years of age. The campaign
involves different singers, performing the song
“Fabric of Our Lives” in their own styles, and
sharing their point of view on how cotton influ-

ences their fashion choices. The campaign was
originally launched through broadcast, expanded
to retail first, and then online through new social
media. Through strategic alliances with shop-
ping malls and fashion retailers, the ad campaign
was brought to where people shop, and targeted
mid-range income consumers. Several strategic
tools were used in this campaign: signs, displays
(such as walk-in closets), and incentives to gen-
erate interest in the campaign, with premiums
such as small denim bags and discount coupons
at retailer stores. Online, the campaign is still
carried on through www.thefabricofourlives.
com and the Cotton Facebook page. Fifty-one
million people were reached by the campaign
The Fabric of Our Lives.

Cotton Incorporated discussed their “Blue to
Green” recycling program, where people are
asked to donate their old jeans for recycling into
insulation material, improving the sustainability
profile of cotton. Five hundred pairs of jeans are
required to insulate one average size house in the
United States. The target population is university
students. Through a partnership with Gap, Inc.,
donors of old jeans received a discount on their
next purchase of new jeans. The insulation ma-
terial produced through this program was used
in 180 houses in the Gulf region battered by
hurricane Katrina.

In the United States, cotton producers and retail-
ers finance the promotional efforts carried out
through Cotton Incorporated and Cotton Council
International.

The speakers suggested that promotion on
smaller budgets might use one large sign for one
message, one three-sided sign for more than one
message, models or mannequins, partnerships to
increase the available budgets, handouts and fli-
ers, and sound or electronic signs to attract with
other senses. Borrowing clothes from nearby
retailer is one way to reduce costs. However, it
is critical to work with signed contracts when
working with promotion partnerships to avoid
confusion. Using incentives such as key chains,

t-shirts, etc., creates an opportunity to add a
message or logo to increase exposure. Incentive
items should be useful items, in order to appeal to
the consumer. Where internet is available, web-
sites, e-mail lists, social media (e.g., Facebook)
and blogs should be used to help promote cotton,
and multiply the number of exposures.

When promoting cotton in developing countries,
it is important to identify where the mid- and
upper-income level consumers shop, as they
are usually cotton’s target customers. Consum-
ers will respond well to trying on and feeling
cotton clothes, and the use of radio broadcast
stations to promote cotton is effective in drawing
consumers to retail.

If the available budget allows, signing events
with celebrities from soap operas and music
stars willing to talk how cotton influences his/
her fashion choices can be an effective strategy,
given the massive audiences that follow soap
operas. In Asia, campaigns involving celebrities
receive strong media attention.

Another important target population is fashion
design and fabric development students, who
will influence the choice of fibers in the industry
later on in their careers.

Cotton Incorporated, Cotton Council Interna-
tional and the International Forum for Cotton
Promotion are eager to share their experiences
in promoting cotton in developed and developing
countries with all interested parties.

Conclusions

* The falling market share of cotton now
makes demand enhancement efforts impera-
tive.

* There are ways to promote cotton inex-
pensively that can be replicated around the
world.

»  Working with institutes of higher education
is an efficient and cost effective vehicle to
accomplish cotton promotion.

*  The work of the IFCP is significant and
important, and should continue.

Third Breakout Session

Cotton Price Risk Management in the Post Recession Age

11:00 hrs. Friday, September 24, 2010
Mr. Herman S. Kohlmeyer, Jr. in the Chair
Panel Members:

Mr. Steven Chen

Mr. Wallace Darneille

Mr. Antonio Vidal Esteve

A broad range of'issues was discussed, with little
disagreement among the panel and the audience
on any subject. The most fundamental of all
questions started the session: do these record
prices reflect the supply/demand situation or are
they mostly driven by speculative fever.

The panel agreed that better-than-expected
business, particularly in China and India, plus
the prospect of lower-than-anticipated crops
are jointly the primary causes of this market’s
rise. The possibility of surprisingly low ending
stocks is just beginning to work into the equa-
tion. Certainly speculators are driving prices,
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but they are simply capitalizing on this current
state of affairs.

The increase in market volatility raises the pos-
sibility of significant financial stress, but it is
unavoidable. The market can still be used by
producers and it is a necessary tool in fixing
prices for textiles mills around the world. In fair-
ness, almost the entire world revolves around the
price-discovery function of the Intercontinental
Exchange (ICE).

There was absolutely no sympathy for exchange
margins being set on the value of synthetics
should the futures markets lock at the limit.
Synthetic trading via options may prove to be
an appropriate escape valve for traders, but the
decision to use synthetic values in March 2008
proved be a disastrous decision for the cotton
trade. There has been no parallel for such a
decision in any of the other futures markets,
even though such a tool is available to them.
It was unanimously hoped that the Exchange
never again comes to such a decision. The
futures market in the first few days of March
2008 did not discover price. Instead, what the
market discovered was the over-indulgence in
the use of options and the inability of certain
firms to manage their risks. The escalation in
the futures had no relationship to the price of
cotton, unlike what we are seeing in the current
record-setting market.

The question was raised as to whether the cotton
community would welcome a futures market
with no limits, such as is the case in the cocoa,
coffee and sugar markets. As could be expected,
there was no one in favor of such a move, which
would certainly be a radical departure from a
tradition that has served the trade well.

There was little enthusiasm for the new exchange
model of computer trading, absent of the tradi-
tional community of floor brokers. Although it
would be expected that many older members of
the audience would miss the old ways, it was
surprising that there were no younger voices
raised in favor of the new model.

The possibility of taking the contract to another
futures market was discussed, and some of the
efforts to do just that after the debacle two years
ago were outlined. There was no sentiment that
such a move in the contract market could be suc-
cessfully achieved. The industry has made its
peace with the current business model.

Questions were raised about the influence on
traders of the futures market in China and the
desirability of other parallel markets.

There is no doubt that all eyes are on the Chinese
market, which has an obvious impact of prices
around the world. Traders in that part of the
world view those prices constantly during the
day. There are no other futures markets with
any impact at all.

At the same time, there was an absence of any
inquiries or appeals about starting similar mar-
kets elsewhere. Such an effort had been made
in Brazil, with very little success. The failure
of that market to get established has certainly
dampened the enthusiasm to try to start similar
markets in other parts of the world. In other
words, if a new market cannot be built in Brazil,
and for good reasons, it probably cannot be built
elsewhere. There is no doubt that modern com-
munications has made our business community
One World in every sense of that phrase. Futures
markets in generations past, in places as widely
spread apart as Liverpool, Alexandria, and Bom-
bay made sense in their time. The immediate
flow of information, as well as prices, has made
the accessibility of the New York market an ap-
propriate solution for almost all elements of the
trade. In truth, a trader in the middle of Asia can
enter an order as easily as a trader in Memphis,
and it will reach the Exchange is almost precisely
the same time.

Whether the new model of the exchange, with
computers replacing people, is a welcomed
improvement was not clear to everyone. How-
ever, there was no sentiment for reversing the
recent developments. That just does not seem
possible.

In summary, the discussion remained very col-
legial and pleasantly free of controversy.

Fourth Breakout Session

13:45 hrs. Friday, September 24, 2010
Dr. Thomas D. Valco in the Chair
Panel Members:

Mr. Ed Hughs

Dr. Rick Byler

Mr. Ross Rutherford

Mr. Sunil Bajaj

Mr. Trevor Wicks

Mr. David Mrozinsky

The panel members represented a wealth of
expertise in ginning research, manufacturing,
and operation from many cotton production
regions.

It was stated that the gin’s primary function is to
condition the cotton; separate the lint, seed and
trash into different processing streams; and cre-
ate a marketable unit for shipping to textile mills.
The panelists identified 6 areas of best ginning
practices to address. These included equipment
selection and operation for efficient process-
ing, quality preservation, proper maintenance,
operation and safety training, transitioning from
handpicked to machine harvested cotton, and
contamination prevention.

Best Practices in Cotton Ginning

The panel recommended that ginners frequently
monitor ginning equipment adjustments and op-
erational parameters to provide the best quality
cotton in the most cost efficient manner. Ginners
should look for excessive fiber damage and/or
prep at the bale, examine the seed for residual
lint or tags and look closely for lint or seed cot-
ton in the trash pile, these are all sign of poor
equipment adjustment or operation.

The panel agreed that down time or operational
slowdowns are very costly and must be reduced
to improve efficiency and reduce ginning costs.
The panel recommended scheduled maintenance
programs, proper equipment sizing, and match-
ing capacities, extensive worker training to im-
proved operation and maintenance procedures.
Gins should log any breakdowns, recording the
duration and cause, and address these problems
during scheduled maintenance periods or at the
end of the season.

All panel members agreed that employee safety
training and safety audits are critical in helping to
prevent injuries as well as reducing liability for
the company. It was urged that gin management
provide workers with proper safety equipment

and strive to improve work conditions by reduc-
ing noise and dust levels.

Proper cotton moisture content is essential to
efficient operation and fiber quality preserva-
tion. In many cases moisture restoration is
needed to reduce static and improve machine
performance while preserving quality. Careful
attention should be given to the type of moisture
restoration system, humid air or spray, and not
allow bales with moisture contents greater than
8%. Color grade of bales with high moisture
content will likely degrade during storage, caus-
ing problems at the mill.

Cotton cultivar has an influence on gin perfor-
mance and best practices dictate that ginners
reassess equipment performance when changing
from one cultivar to another. It was recommend-
ed that ginners and cotton breeders collaborate to
select/ develop cultivars with improved ginning
qualities such as less leaf and bract hairs and low
fiber attachment forces.

There is increased interest in roller ginning
upland (G. hirsutum) cotton to improved staple
length and reduce short fiber content. Roller
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ginning is slower then saw ginning but with
new developments in high-speed roller ginning,
processing rates will improve, making roller
ginning more cost effective.

Many cotton production regions are beginning

to use mechanical pickers and gins will have to
add additional cleaning, and drying equipment
to process this machine picked cotton. One of
the major sources of fiber contamination is the
polypropylene bags used during hand picking,
which should be eliminated or minimized with

machine harvested cotton. Large metallic ob-
jects that end up in the bale are a major problem
for textile mills and best practices dictates that
proper care is given at the gin to prevent this
by inventorying of tools and machine parts
throughout the ginning process.

Fifth Breakout Session

Best Practices in Instrument Testing

16:00 hrs. Friday, September 24, 2010
Mr. James Knowlton in the Chair
Panel Members:

Mr. Axel Drieling

Mr. Jean-Paul Gourlot

Mr. Steve Grantham

Mr. Dominic Mwakangale

James Knowlton opened the meeting by ex-
plaining that the idea of developing a single
instrument-testing manual, based on the USDA
and ITMF manuals already in use, had been
proposed at the 68th Plenary Meeting in Cape
Town (Sept. 2009). He reported that drafting of
the manual began recently with the objective of
creating a comprehensive best practices manual.
Mr. Knowlton explained that the purpose of the
manual was to provide labs using commercial
high-speed instruments with a comprehensive
document covering requirements and infor-
mation in regards to instruments, procedures,
equipment and facilities. Clarification was
made that this manual and the work of CSITC
focused only on commercial high-speed instru-
ments. Requirements and information for other
common instruments used by textile mills, such
as AFIS, were not covered in this manual. In
regards to the manual, it was noted that draft
language had been started for only about half
of the topic areas.

Steve Grantham then gave a presentation on
recent developments in pertinent ASTM-I stan-
dards (ASTM International is a large voluntary
standards development organization; www.
astm.org). Standards discussed included those
for instrument qualification (D-7410), moisture
conditioning (D-1776) and basic instrument
operation (D-5867). Mr. Grantham reported
that work was progressing well and that all

documents were available at ASTM.org. Mr.
Grantham encouraged labs to become mem-
bers of ASTM-I (875 U.S. per year) in order
to obtain written copies of the standards at no
cost and to have a voice in the development of
the standards. Mr. Knowlton added that these
standards contained important best practice
material that would not be thoroughly covered
in the CSITC Best Practices Manual and that it
would therefore be important for CSITC users
to obtain these standards.

Jean-Paul Gourlot reviewed the table of contents
of the manual and asked for input. A comment
was made regarding the need for lighting re-
quirements. It was noted that incandescent light-
ing should not be used due to excessive heat out-
put and the impact this could have on moisture
conditioning. It was agreed that lighting require-
ments would be added. Mr. Knowlton inquired
about the current title of the manual (Guideline
for Commercial Standardized Instrument Test-
ing of Cotton). The current name of the manual
is “Guideline for Commercial Standardized
Instrument Testing of Cotton”. Two suggestions
were made regarding the title. One suggestion
(coming from the CSITC meeting earlier in the
week) was to add the word “Protocol” to the
beginning of the title and the other (proposed at
the breakout session) was to add the word “Best
Practices” to the beginning. Another suggestion
made during the breakout session was to leave
the title as is. No clear decision was made. Mr.
Gourlot continued by covering additional sec-
tions of the manual, which included Preamble,
Introduction and Necessary Basic Requirements.
It was explained that the text in the manual was
divided into four categories: 1) Explanations,
2) Requirements, 3) Recommendations, and 4)
More Information.

*%k%k

Axel Drieling then presented the requirements
that had been drafted in the manual. Mr. Driel-
ing explained that the requirements from the
full comprehensive manual were in bold text
with a box/border around them for the purpose
of drawing specific attention. In addition, Mr.
Drieling explained that the requirements would
also be listed in a separate document to serve as
a quick reference. The chapter on Atmospheric
Conditions / Conditioning was used to illustrate
the proposed document format. Mr. Drieling
continued by covering requirements in the vari-
ous chapters, including Sampling and Labora-
tory Environment with requirement sub-chapters
for Electrical, Compressed Air and Space. The
chapter on Atmospheric Conditions / Condi-
tioning and its sub-chapters on Temperature,
Humidity and Monitoring / Recording, Building
/ Laboratory Design, Air Management System
and Design, Passive Sample Conditioning and
Rapid Sample Conditioning. The remaining
chapters and sub-chapters were not covered
since text had not been drafted yet.

Dominic Mwakangale explained how the guide-
lines being created would be used to ensure a
high level of testing performance in the East and
West Regional Testing Centers (RTC) in Africa.
Mr. Mwakangale explained how management
standards such as ISO 17025 were being linked
to best practices as covered in the manual. The
RTC’s of Africa are providing support to other
testing laboratories in Africa by providing op-
portunities for training and round testing.

Mr. Knowlton stated that the Best Practices
manual would be posted on the CSITC website.
It was agreed that work should continue on de-
velopment of the manual and that industry input
was important as the content was developed.
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Mr. Zeki Sahin
Vice President

Paul Reinhart AG
Technikumstrasse 82
Winterthur, 8401, Switzerland
Tel: (41-52) 264-8181

Email: mail@reinhart.ch

Taiwan

Mr. Shih-Hwang Chiang

Director

Taipei Economic and Cultural Rep.
Office in the USA

4301 Connecticut Ave. Suite 420
Washington, DC 20008, USA

Tel: (202) 686-6400

Fax: (202) 363-6294

Email: shchiang@meag.gov.tw

Mr. Steven Chen

Chairman

Tah ong Textile Co. Ltd.

No. 346, 37 Sect 3 Nanking E Road
Taipei, China (Taiwan)

Tel: (886-2) 2752-2744

Fax: (886-2) 2771-8186

Email: steven@tahtong.com.tw

Mr. Frank Hsu

Deputy Secretary General

Taiwan Textile Federation

TTF Building 22, Atguo East Road
Taipei, China (Taiwan)

Tel: (886-2) 2341-7251

Fax: (886-2) 2394-3245

Email: n893@textiles.org.tw

Mr. Jiun-Shen Hwang

Counselor on Home Assignment
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

2 Ketakelan Bourlevard

Taipei, 10048, China (Taiwan)

Tel: (886-2) 2348-2548

Fax: (886-2) 2361-7694

Email: jiunshen.hwang@gmail.com

Mr. Chih-Hua Wu

Officer

Taipei Economic and Cultural Rep.
Office in the USA

4301 Connecticut Ave. Suite 420
Washington, DC 20008, USA

Tel: (202) 686-6400

Fax: (202) 363-6294

Email: ericwu@meag.gov.tw

Mr. Der-Sung Wu

Senior Executive Director

Dept. of International Cooperation
Ministry of Economic Affairs

15 Fiu-Zhou Street

Taipei, 100, China (Taiwan)

Tel: (886-2) 2341-9149

Fax: (886-2) 22321-3275

Email: dswu@moea.gov.tw

Tanzania

Dr. Festus Limbu
Chairman
Tanzania Cotton Board

P.O. Box 9161

Dar es Salaam, Tanzania

Tel: (255-757) 491940

Email: africasadc@gmail.com

Mr. Furaha P. Mrosso

Principal Agricultural Research Officer
Ministry of Agriculture

Research and Development

P.O.Box 33, Kilosa

Morogoro, Tanzania

Tel: (255) 7847-39181

Fax: (255-23) 262-3284

Email: furahamrosso@yahoo.com

Mr. Marco Charles Mtunga
Acting Director General
Tanzania Cotton Board

P.O. Box 9161

Dar es Salaam, Tanzania

Tel: (255-75) 469-2975

Fax: (255-22) 211-2894
Email: mtungam@yahoo.com

Mrs. Lily Munanka

Minister Plenipotentiary/Head of Chancery
Embassy of Tanzania

1232 22nd Street, NW

Washington, DC 20037, USA

Tel: (202) 884-1091

Email: Imunanka@tanzaniaembassy-us.org

Mr. Dominic Haynes Mwakangale

Head of Testing and Calibration Department
Tanzania Bureau of Standards

P.O. Box 9524

Dar es Salaam, Tanzania

Tel: (255-22) 245-0206

Fax: (255-22) 245-0959

Email: dhmwakangale@yahoo.com

Mr. Essau Elly Mwalukasa
Tanzania Cotton Board
P.O.Box 9161

Dar Es Salaam, Tanzania
Tel: (255-028) 2542535
Fax: (255-028) 2542535
Email: mwalue@yahoo.com

Mrs. Ottavina Ramadhani

Head Cotton Research

Agricultural Research Institute Ukiriguru
P.O.Box 1433

Mwanza, Tanzania

Tel: (255-754) 460-255

Email: ottavinar@yahoo.com

Mr. William Titus Suvi
Agricultural Research Officer
Ministry of Agriculture
Research and Development
P.O.Box 33, Kilosa
Morogoro, Tanzania

Tel: (255-23) 232-6201

Fax: (255-23) 262-3284
Email: suvititus@yahoo.com
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Togo
Mr. Kokou Koumagli Djagni
General Director
Nouvelle Société Cotonniére du Togo (NSCT)
BP219
Atakpamé, Togo
Tel: (228) 926 36 67
Fax: (228) 440 00 33
Email: djakoko7@yahoo.fr

Mr. Jean G. Kokou Desanti
Commercial Director

Nouvelle Societe Cotonniere du Togo
N.S.C.T.

BP219

Atakpamé, Togo

Email: spdgatsotoco@togo-imet.com

Turkey

Mr. Ziya Altunyaldiz

Deputy Undersecretary

Unsdersecretariat for Foreign Trade of Turkey
Inonu Bulv. No:36 Emek

Ankara, 06510, Turkey

Tel: (90-312) 2047689

Email: altunyaldizz@dtm.gov.tr

Mrs. Zeynep Demirel

Member of the Board

Aegean Textiles and Raw Materials Exporters’
Associations

Ataturk Cad. No.382 Alsancak

Izmir, 35220, Turkey

Tel: (90-256) 518 22 55

Fax: (90-256) 518 45 39

Email: zeynep.demirel@soktas.com.tr

Mr. Fatih Dogan

Board Member

Foreign Trade and Treasure
Atarturk Cd. Ticaret Borsasi Yani
Pamuk Apt Kat 3

Adana, Turkey

Tel: (90-322) 458-4395

Email: fatih@aritarim.com.tr

Mr. Jak Eskinazi

Vice President

Aegean Textiles and Raw Materials Exporters’
Associations

Ataturk Cad. No:382 Alsancak

Izmir, 35220,

Turkey

Tel: (90-232) 3767480

Email: jak@roteks.com.tr

Dr. Sebahattin Gazanfer

Advisor

All Textiles and Raw Materials Exporters
Associations’ Joint Board

Atatiirk Cad. No.382 Alsancak

Izmir, 35220, Turkey

Tel: (90-232) 488 60 00

Fax: (90-232) 488 61 00

Email: sgazanfer@hotmail.com

Mr. Seref Iyiuyarlar
Member of Assembly

Izmir Commodity Exchange
Gazi Bulvari No:2 Konak
Izmir, Turkey

Tel: (90-232) 4251370

Fax: (90-232) 4842954
Email: arge@itb.org.tr

Mr. Emre Kizilgunesler

President

Aegean Apparel Exporters’ Association
Ataturk Cad. No.382 Alsancak

Izmir, 35220, Turkey

Tel: (90-232) 479 79 66

Fax: (90-232) 479 79 67

Email: emre@farbetextile.com

Mr. S. Baris Kocagoz

Vice Chairman of the Board of Directors
Izmir Commodity Exchange

Gazi Bulvari No:2 Konak

Izmir, Turkey

Tel: (90-232) 4834348

Fax: (90-232) 4835482

Email: baris.kocagoz@abkenerji.com

Mr. Yuksel Kucukay

Division Manager

Ministry of Agriculture

Agricultural Production and Development
Eskisehir Yolu 9.km Lodumlu

Ankara, 06880, Turkey

Tel: (90-312) 2865564

Fax: (90-312) 2866442

Email: yuksel.kucukay@tarim.gov.tr

Mrs. Cigdem Onsal

Director

Aegean Exporters’ Associations
Textiles/Apparel/Leather
Ataturk Cad. No:382 Alsancak
Izmir, 35220, Turkey

Tel: (90-232) 4886040

Fax: (90-232) 4886106

Email: c.onsal@egebirlik.org.tr

Dr. Fatma Sarsu

Director of Industrial Crops Division
General Directorate of Agricultural Research
Field Crops

Tarum Kampiisii, istanbul yolu iizeri,

No: 38 Pk. 51

Ankara, Turkey

Tel: (90-312) 327 36 78

Email: fsarsu@tagem.gov.tr

Mr. Recep Burak Sertbas

Vice President

Aegean Apparel Exporters’ Associations
Ataturk Cad. No.382 Alsancak

Izmir, 35220, Turkey

Tel: (90-232) 4209494

Fax: (90-232) 4409092

Email: burak@demoteks.com

Mr. Sabri Unluturk

President

Aegean Textile and Raw Materials Exporters’
Association

Ataturk Cad. No.382 Alsancak

Izmir, 35220, Turkey
Tel: (90-232) 8506060
Email: sabri@suntekstil.com.tr

Mr. Murat Yazici

Head of Department

Undersecretariat for Foreign Trade of Turkey
Directorate General of Exports

Inonu Bulv. No:36 Emek

Ankara, 06510, Turkey

Tel: (90-312) 2077689

Email: yazicim@dtm.gov.tr

Uganda

Mrs. Jolly Sabune

Managing Director

Cotton Development Organisation

Cotton House, Plot 15, Clement Hill Road
P.O. Box 7018

Kampala, Uganda

Tel: (256-414) 236-394

Fax: (256-414) 232-975

Email: cdo@africaonline.co.ug

Dr Peter John Esele

Chairman

Cotton Development Organisation

Cotton House, Plot 15, Clement Hill Road
P.O. Box 7018

Kampala, Uganda

Tel: (256-414) 236-394

Fax: (256-414) 232-975

Email: cdo@africaonline.co.ug

Dr Lastus K. Serunjogi

Cotton Breeder

Cotton Development Organisation

Cotton House, Plot 15, Clement Hill Road
P.O. Box 7018

Kampala, Uganda

Tel: (256-414) 236-394

Fax: (256-414) 232-975

Email: cdo@africaonline.co.ug

United States

Mr. Patrick Packnett

Assistant Deputy Administrator
USDA-FAS

1400 Independence Ave. SW

Stop 1050

Washington, DC 20250, USA

Tel: (202) 720-1590

Email: patrick.packnett@fas.usda.gov

Dr. Gary Adams

National Cotton Council

7193 Goodlett FarMs. Parkway
Cordova, TN 38016, USA

Tel: (901) 274-9030

Email: gadams@cotton.org

Mr. Wallace Darneille

President & CEO

Plains Cotton Cooperative Association
P.O. Box 2827

Lubbock, TX 79408, USA

Tel: (806) 763-8011

Email: jan.oboyle@pcca.com
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Mr. Darryl Earnest

Deputy Administrator

Cotton and Tobacco Programs
USDA

1400 Indpendence Avenue, SW
Room 2637-South

Washington, DC 202, USA

Tel: (202) 720-3193

Fax: (202) 690-1718

Email: darryl.earnest@ams.usda.gov

Mr. Neal Gillen

UNCITRAL Representative
ICAC

9000 River Road

Potomac, MD 20854, USA
Tel: (202) 744-7417

Email: ACSAGillen@aol.com

Dr. Kater Hake

Vice President

Cotton Incorporated
Agricultural Research

6399 Weston Parkway

Cary, NC 27513, USA

Tel: (919) 678-2266

Fax: (919) 678-2233

Email: khake@cottoninc.com

Mr. James Johnson

Economist

USDA

FAS/OGA

1400 Independence Ave. SW
Mail stop 1052

Washington, DC 20250, USA
Tel: (202) 690-1546

Email: JohnsonJ@fas.usda.gov

Mr. James Kiawu
Economist

USDA

1800 M Street NW
Washington, DC, USA

Mr. James Knowlton

Branch Chief

USDA, AMS

Cotton Division

Standardization & Engineering Branch
3275 Appling Road

Memphis, TN 38133, USA

Tel: (901) 384-3030

Email: james.knowlton@ams.usda.gov

Dr. Mark Lange

President & CEO

National Cotton Council

7193 Goodlett FarMs. Parkway
P. 0. Box 2995

Cordova, TN 38088-2995, USA
Tel: (901) 274-9030

Fax: (901) 725-0510

Email: Istepp@cotton.org

Mr. Mark Messura

Senior Vice President

Cotton Incorporated

Global Supply Chain Marketing

6399 Weston Parkway

Cary, NC 27513, USA

Tel: (919) 678-2323

Email: mmessura@cottoninc.com

Mr. Leslie Meyer
Agricultural Economist
USDA

1800 M Street NW
Washington, DC, USA

Dr. Bill Norman
Vice-president

National Cotton Council
Technical Services

7193 Goodlett FarMs. Pkwy
Cordova, TN 38139, USA
Tel: (901) 274-9030

Email: bnorman@cotton.org

Dr. Patricia O’Leary

Senior Director

Cotton Incorporated
Agricultural Research

6399 Weston Parkway

Cary, NC 27513, USA

Tel: (919) 678-2366

Fax: (919) 678-2233

Email: poleary@cottoninc.com

Dr Jeanne Reeves

Director Agricultural Research
Cotton Incorporated

6399 Weston Parkway

Cary, NC 27513, USA

Tel: (919) 678-2370

Fax: (919) 678-2233

Email: jreeves@cottoninc.com

Dr. Keith Scearce

Agricultural Economist

USDA

14th & Independence Av.
Washington, DC 20250, USA

Tel: (202) 720-0139

Email: keith.scearce@fas.usda.gov

Mr. Manfred Schiefer
President

M. Schiefer Trading Co
1616 Texas Ave.

Lubbock, TX 79401, USA
Tel: (806) 762-0700

Fax: (806) 762-0078
Email: schieftrdg@aol.com

Mrs. Carol Skelly

Chair, Interagency Commodity Estimates Com-
mittee

Office of the Chief Economist
U.S. Department of Agriculture
1400 Independence Avenue
Room 4419 South Building
Washington, DC 20250, USA
Tel: (202) 7209808

Fax: (202) 7204043

Email: cskelly@oce.usda.gov

Mr. Eddie Smith
Chairman

National Cotton Council of America
2831 US Highway 62

Floydada TX 79235-5122, USA
Tel: (806) 983-3335

Email: esmith@amaonline.com

Mr. Allen Terhaar

Executive Director

Cotton Council International
1521 New Hampshire Ave. NW
Washington, DC 20036, USA
Tel: (202) 745-7805

Fax: (202) 483-4040

Email: aterhaar@cotton.org

Uzbekistan

Mr. Aziz Ismailov
Head of Department
Sifad

109 Mannon Uygur Str
Tashkent, Uzbekistan
Email: zards@mail.ru

Zambia

Mr. West K Chitah
Director

Cotton Development Trust
P.O. Box 670057
Mazabuka, Zambia

Tel: (260-3)235-683
Email: cdt@zamtel.zm

Mr. Christopher Mweetwa
Chairman

Cotton Association of Zambia
Lusaka, Zambia

Tel: (260-211) 241841

Fax: (260-211) 241839
Email: caz@zamtel.zm

Mr. Willie Oliver Ndembela

Counselor

Embassy of Zambia

Economic

2419 Massachusetts Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20008, USA

Tel: (202) 2653419

Email: wndembela@zambiaembassy.org

Mr. Joseph Nkole

Board Secretary

Cotton Association of Zambia
Lusaka, Zambia

Tel: (260-211) 241841

Fax: (260-211) 241839
Email: caz@zamtel.zm

Zimbabwe

Mr. David Machingaidze
Managing Director

The Cotton Company of Zimbabwe
1 Lytton Road, Workington

P.O. Box 2697

Harare, Zimbabwe

Tel: (263-4) 771-981

Fax: (263-4) 708-573

Email: david@cotton.co.zw
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Mr. Jonasi Chindanya

Director Operations

The Cotton Company of Zimbabwe
1 Lytton Road, Workington

P.O. Box 2697

Harare, Zimbabwe

Tel: (263-4) 771-981

Fax: (263-4) 708-573

Email: jchindanya@cotton.co.zw

Mr. Trevor Wicks

Director - Ginning & Marketing
The Cotton Company of Zimbabwe
1 Lytton Road, Workington

P.O. Box 2697

Harare, Zimbabwe

Tel: (263-4) 771-981

Fax: (263-4) 708-573

Email: Twick@cotton.co.zw

Observers Member Countries

Australia

Mr. John Seery

Brighann Marketing

P.O. Box 443

Moree NSW 2400, Australia
Tel: (61-2) 6752-3899

Email: wjaseery@bigpond.com

Brazil

Mr. Edwin Costa

Manager

UNICOT

Ave Washington Suares

1400 Ssla 506, Edso Queiroz
Fortaleza Ceara 60811341, Brazil
Tel: (55-85) 30641000

Email: carol@elitetravel.com.br

Mr. Bruno de Bittencourt Fava
Cotton Grower

Fialgo

Rua 147, 442 St Marista

Casa do Algodao

Goiania Goias 74170100, Brazil
Tel: (55-62) 3241-0404

Fax: (55-62) 3541-3715

Email: fialgo@fialgo.com.br

Mr. Antonio Vidal Esteve

Cotton CEO

Ecom Agroindustrial Corp Ltd
Ecom Cotton Group

Av Chucri Zaidan, 80 - 4° andar
Sao Paulo 04583-110, Brazil

Tel: (55-11) 550-88412

Fax: (55-11) 550-88492

Email: aesteve@ecomtrading.com

Mr. Jose Fava Neto

Manager

FIALGO

Rua 147, 442 Setor Marista
Casa do Algodao

Goiania Goias 74170100, Brazil

Tel: (55-62) 324-10404
Fax: (55-62) 324-12281
Email: carol@elitetravel.com.br

Mr. Paulo Cesar Peixoto
Manager

FIALGO

Rua 147, 442 Setor Marista
Casa do Algodao

Goiania Goias 74170100, Brazil
Tel: (55-62) 324-10404

Fax: (55-62) 324-12281

Email: carol@elitetravel.com.br

Burkina Faso

Mr. Hamed Seny Lallou

Producteur de Coton Organic

Fonds Commun Pour les Produits de Base
01 BP 365

Ouagadougou 226, Burkina Faso

Tel: (226-78) 801652

Email: hamesmy@yahoo.fr

Egypt
Mr. Ahmed Abdel Hamid
Chairman Assistance
Internal Cotton Trade Committee
3 March Antwan Attaring
Alexandria, Egypt
Tel: (20-3) 483-8040
Fax: (20-3) 487-0458

Mr. Mamdouh Abdoul Kheir
General Director

Internal Cotton Trade Committee
3 March Antwan Attaring
Alexandria, Egypt

Tel: (20-3) 483-8040

Fax: (20-3) 487-0458

Mr. Ezz El Din El Dabbah

Chairman

ATICOT

Arab Trade & Investment & Cotton Trading Co.
18 Yakoub Artin St.

Ismalia sq. - Helioples

Cairo, Egypt

Tel: (20-1) 6181-7168

Email: ahmed.eldabbah@aticot.org

Mr. Ahmed Elhami

Commercial Director

Modern Nile Cotton Co.

68, Gameat Al Dowal Al Arabia Street
Mohandessein

Giza 12311, Egypt

Tel: (20-10) 161-4760

Fax: (20-2) 333-61481

Email: elhami@modernnile.com

Mr. Masoud Mahmoud

Cotton International Rep. Egypt

Meister Media Worldwide

36 El Sheikh Biram st. of Isis st.

Alexandria 15211, Egypt

Tel: (2-01) 2337-9820

Fax: (2-02) 487-3266

Email: meid@meistermedia.com

France

Mr. Gerald Estur

Consultant

La Baudellerie
Marcé-sur-Esves 37160, France
Tel: (33-24) 792-9708

Email: gmpestur@aol.com

Mr. Hubert Tollin de Rivarol
Manager

Bollore Group

30 Quai de Dion Boutor

Puteaux, France

Email: hubert.tollin@bollore.com

Germany

Mr. Wolfgang Uchatius
Reporter

DIE ZEIT (Media)
Speersort 1

20079 Hamburg, Germany
Tel: (49-40) 3280-283
Email: uchatius@zeit.de

India

Mr. Lav Bajaj

Business Executive

Bajaj Steel Industries Limited
Imambada Road

Nagpur Maharashtra 440018, India
Tel: (91-712) 272-0071

Fax: (91-712) 272-3068

Email: bsi@bajajngp.com

Mr. Sunil Bajaj

Executive Director

Bajaj Steel Industries Limited
Imambada Road

Nagpur Maharastra 440018, India
Tel: (91-93) 251-32301

Fax: (91-712) 272-8050

Email: sunil@bajajngp.com

Mr. Bharat Desai

Reliance Industries limited

Reliance Corporate Park

Building 8B, 1st floor

Ghansoli

Navi Mumbai Maharashtra 400701, India
Tel: (91-986) 7620123

Email: bharat_desai@ril.com

Mr. C.D. Mayee

President

Indian Societ for Cotton Improvement
Mumbai, India

Mr. Mahendra Kumar Sharma
President

Bajaj Steel Industries Limited
Imambada Road

Nagpur Maharashtra 440018, India
Tel: (91-712) 272-0071

Fax: (91-712) 272-3068

Email: bsi@bajajngp.com
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Italy

Ms. Francesca Mancini

Specialist

Sustainable Agriculture & Farmer Education
Corso Martinetti 34a/7

Genova, Italy

Tel: (39-328) 4162040

Email: francescab.mancini@]libero.it

Korea, Rep. of

Mr. Jong Ki Ro

Executive Vice President
Daewoo International Corp.
Textile Division

84-11, Namdaemunno 5-GA
Jung-Gu, C.P.O. BOX 2810
Seoul 100-753, Korea

Tel: (82-2) 759-2715

Fax: (82-2) 2076-2943
Email: jkro@daewoo.com

Pakistan

Mr. Masood A. Majeed

Senior Member

Pakistan Cotton Ginners’ Association
Cotton Ginning

PCGA House, MDA Road

Multan Punjab 60000, Pakistan

Tel: (92-614) 549810

Fax: (92-614) 549817

Email: pcga@pcga.org

Mr. Muhammad Atif Dada
Dada Sons (Pvt) Ltd.

218-219 The Cotton Exchange
L.I. Chundrigar Road

Karachi, Pakistan

Tel: (92-300) 8209892

Email: atifsdada@gmail.com

Mr. Mahesh Kumar

Vice Chairman

Pakistan Cotton Ginners’ Association
Cotton Ginning

PCGA House, MDA Road

Multan Punjab 60000, Pakistan

Tel: (92-614) 549810

Fax: (92-614) 549817

Email: pcga@pcga.org

Mr. Ramesh Lal

Senior Member

Al Shahbaz Cotton Ginner’s and Oil Mill
Pakistan Cotton Ginner’s Association
GT Road

Dabharki Sindh, Pakistan

Tel: (92-300) 8310923

Email: rrdoltani@yahoo.com

Switzerland

Mr. Andreas Engelhardt
Senior Manager
Oerlikon Textile
International Business
Textilstr. 2

Arbon 9320, Switzerland

Tel: (41-71) 4475189
Email: andreas.engelhardt@oerlikon.com

Mr. Jens Soth

Helvetas

Weinbergstrasse 22a

Zurich 8057, Switzerland

Tel: (41-44) 3686536

Email: jens.soth@helvetas.org

Turkey

Mr. Sabettin Dogan

Managing Director

IMISK AS

Yalcinalaybeyoglu CAD V ADA
Free Zone

Mersin, Turkey

Tel: (90-324) 238 30 60

Email: ilker@imisk.com.tr

United States

Mr. Alan Adamson

Cotton Global Forwarding and Logistics Man-
ager

Cargill Cotton Company

Cordova, TN, USA

Tel: (901) 937-4500

Email: alan_adamson@cargill.com

Dr. Noureddine Abidi
Texas Tech University
FBRI

1001 East Loop 289
Lubbock TX 79403, USA
Tel: (806) 742-5333

Fax: (806) 742-5343
Email: n.abidi@ttu.edu

Mr. Engin Akkurt

Baco Trading

110 E. Louisiana St., Ste.201
McKinney TX, USA

Tel: (214) 5041934

Email: traders@bacotrading.com

Mr. Robert Antoshak

FCStone Fibers & Textiles

209 10th Avenue South, Suite 134
Nashville TN, USA

Tel: (615) 234-2758

Email: robert.antoshak@fcstone.com

Mr. Peter Barnard

President

Transglobal Inspections, llc
Operations Department

P.O. Box 265

Fate TX 75132, USA

Tel: (972) 722-1007

Email: mail@tginspections.com

Mr. Steve Bohman

Divisional Vice President

JC Penney Private Brands Inc.
6501 Legacy Dr

Plano TX 75024, USA

Email: sbohman@)jcpenny.com

Mr. James Bordovsky

Senior Research Scientist and Agricultural
Engineer

Texas AgriLife Research

823 W. US Hwy 70

Plainview TX 79072, USA

Tel: (806) 889-3315

Email: j-bordovsky@tamu.edu

Dr Freddie M. Bourland
Professor and Center Director
University of Arkansas

P.O. Box 48

Keiser AR 72351, USA

Mr. Steven Brosch

Brosch Farms

378 FM 212

Slaton TX 79364, USA

Tel: (806) 996-5378

Email: sbrosch@lyntegar.com

Dr. John Burke

Laboratory Director

USDA-ARS

Cropping SysteMs. Research Laboratory
3810 4th Street

Lubbock TX 79415, USA

Tel: (806) 749-5560

Email: john.burke@ars.usda.gov

Mr. Phillip Burnett

President and CEO

The Seam, LLC

6055 Primacy Parkway Suite 160
Memphis TN 38119, USA

Tel: (901) 374-0374

Email: pburnett@theseam.com

Mrs. Jane Byers-Angle

Southwestern Area Market News Reporter
USDA, AMS

Cotton & Tobacco Program

4316 Ironton

Lubbock TX 79407, USA

Tel: (806) 472-7620

Email: jane.byers-angle@usda.gov

Dr. Richard Byler

Research Leader

USDA ARS

Cotton Ginning Research Unit
PO Box 256

Stoneville MS. 38776, USA
Tel: (662) 686-3093

Email: rick.byler@ars.usda.gov

Mr. Monty Christian
Bayer CropScience
Lubbock TX, USA

Mr. David Collins

Assistant Executive Director

Cotton Council International

1521 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.
Washington DC, USA

Tel: (202) 745-7805

Email: dcollins@cotton.org
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Ms. Davon Cook

Advisor on Cotton Value Chain
Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation
7308 78th Street

Lubbock TX, USA

Mr. Jon Devine

Manager, Economics & Analysis
Cotton Incorporated

Corporate Strategy & Program Metrics
6399 Weston Parkway

Cary NC 27513, USA

Tel: (919) 678-2320

Fax: (919) 678-2230

Email: jdevine@cottoninc.com

Ms. Alyssa Dizon

Reporter

Lubbock Avalanceh Journal

710 Avenue J

Lubbock TX, USA

Email: alyssa.dizon@lubbockonline.com

Mr. Steve Dyer

Global Head of Marketing
Allenberg Cotton Co.

7255 Goodlett FarMs. Pkwy
Cordova TN 38016, USA

Tel: (901) 383-5026

Email: steve.dyer@ldcom.com

Mr. Mattew Earlam

MSC Student

Texas Tech University

5321 South Loop 289, # 710
Lubbock TX, USA

Email: matt.earlam@gmail.com

Dr. Dean Ethridge

Managing Director

Texas Tech University

Fiber & Biopolymer Research Institute
Box 45019

Lubbock TX 79409, USA

Tel: (806) 742-5333 ext. 225

Fax: (806) 742-5343

Email: dean.ethridge@ttu.edu

Ms. Felicia Eugene

Ass. Manager

Cotton Incorporated

Consumer Marketing, Strategic Alliances
488 Madison Avenue

20th Floor

New York NY 10022, USA

Tel: (212) 413-8335

Fax: (212) 413-8377

Email: feugene@cottoninc.com

Mr. Daniel Fibiger

Cotton Program Manager

As You Sow

311 California Street, Ste 650
San Francisco CA 94104, USA
Tel: (805) 2598258

Email: dan@asyousow.org

Mr. Gary Fitzgerald
Chairman and CEO

Cotton International

37733 Euclid Avenue

Willoughby Ohio 44094, USA

Tel: (440) 942-2000

Email: pkboetger@meistermedia.com

Mr. Tommy Fondren

Crosby County Hospital District Board
107 Harrison Ave.

PO Box 308

Lorenzo TX 79343, USA

Tel: (806) 634-5434

Email: tommy@lubbockmetro.com

Mr. Brice Foster

District Director

U.S. Representative Randy Neugebauer
611 University Ave, Ste 220

Lubbock TX 79401, United States

Tel: (806) 631-611

Email: brice.foster@mail.house.gov

Mr. Paul Funk

Research Agricultural Engineer
USDA, ARS,

SW Cotton Ginning Research Lab.
P.O. Box

Mesilla Park NM 88047, USA
Tel: (575) 526-6381

Fax: (5§75) 525-1076

Email: pfunk@nmsu.edu

Mr. Hossein Ghorashi

CEO

Uster Technologies

456 Troy Cr

Knoxville TN 37919, USA

Tel: (865) 310 9435

Email: hossein.ghorashi@uster.com

Mrs. Angie Goodman

CropMark Direct

1408 Texas Ave

Lubbock TX 79401, USA

Tel: (806) 687-5649

Email: agoodman@cropmarkdirect.com

Mr. Steve Grantham

Assistant Chief of Standardardization and Engi-
neering Branch

USDA

Cotton & Tobacco Program

Agricultural Marketing Service

3275 Appling Road

Memphis TN 38133, USA

Tel: (901) 384-3030

Email: steve.grantham@usda.gov

Mr. Hank Gray

Senior Trader

Noble Americas

2000 W. Sam Houston Pkwy S.
Suite 1155

Houston TX 77042, USA

Tel: (713) 244-3118

Email: hgray@nobleamericas.com

Dr. Frank Groves
Monsanto

P.O. Box 157

Scott MS. 38772, USA

Tel: (662) 742-4753

Email: frank.edward.groves@monsanto.com

Mr. Jim Grueff

Trade Policy Consultant

Decision Leaders, LLC

1701 Pennsylvania Ave. NW

Suite 960

Washington DC, USA

Tel: (240) 601-6539

Email: grueff@decisionleaders.com

Mr. Roger Haldenby

Vice President

Plains Cotton Growers, Inc.
Operations

4517 W. Loop 289

Lubbock TX 79414, USA

Tel: (806) 7924904

Email: haldenby@plainscotton.org

Dr. Bill Harris

Acting Director

Texas Water Resources Institute

1500 Research Parkway A240

Tamu 2118

College Station TX 77843-2118, USA
Tel: (979) 845-1851

Fax: (979) 845-8554

Email: bl-harris@tamu.edu

Dr. Eric F. Hequet

Associate Professor

TTU

Plant and Soil Science

FBRI

Box 45019

Lubbock TX 79409-5019, USA
Tel: (806) 742-5333 ext. 224
Email: eric.hequet@ttu.edu

Mrs. Heather Hocker

Program/Event Manager

Organic Exchange

4804 16th Street

Lubbock TX 79416, USA

Tel: (806) 787-0948

Fax: (806) 428-3475

Email: heather@organicexchange.org

Ms. Rachel Holloway

Consultant

Plains Cotton Growers

4517 W. Loop 289

Lubbock TX, USA

Email: rachelthomasholloway@yahoo.com.au

Ms. Duane Howell

DTN Cotton Correspondent

DTN

Lubbock Avalanche-Journal

5212 27th Street

Lubbock TX, USA

Email: duane.howell@sbcglobal.net

Mr. John Hoyle
Bayer CropScience
Lubbock TX, USA
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Dr Darren Hudson

Professor

Texas Tech University

Agricultural and Applied Economics
Box 42132

Lubbock TX 79409, USA

Tel: (8060 742-2821

Email: darren.hudson@ttu.edu

Mr. Sidney Hughs

Research Leader

USDA, ARS

SW Cotton Ginning Research Lab.
P.O. Box 578

Mesilla Park NM 88047, USA
Tel: (575) 526-6381

Fax: (§75) 525-1076

Email: shughs@nmsu.edu

Mr. Chris Jackson

President

Samuel Jackson, Inc.

3900 Upland Avenue

Lubbock TX 79407, USA

Tel: (806) 795-5218

Fax: (806) 795-8240

Email: chris@samjackson.com

Mr. Volker Kirsch

Manager

Cargo Control USA

415 N. 10th Street

La Porte TX 77571, USA

Tel: (281) 471-4829

Email: volker.kirsch@carcon.com

Mr. Darryl Knudsen

Director, Government Affairs & Public Policy
Gap Inc.

2 Folsom Street

San Francisco CA 94105, USA

Tel: (415) 427-6480

Email: Darryl Knudsen@gap.com

Mr. Herman S. Kohlmeyer, Jr.

M. J. Nugent & Co., Inc.

900 State St.

New Orleans LA 70118, USA
Tel: (877) 624-7148

Email: herman@mjnugentco.com

Ms. Amy Leonard

Levi Strauss & Co.

SVP LSA Product Management
1155 Battery Street

San Francisco CA 94111, USA
Tel: (415) 501-6873

Fax: (415) 501-7156

Email: aleonard@levi.com

Mr. Les Lewis

Executive Vice President

Mallory Alexander International Logistics
2002 N. Hwy 360

Grand Prairie TX 79050, USA

Tel: (972) 522-4740

Fax: 972-522-1983

Email: lesl@mallorygroup.com

Mrs. Vikki Martin

Director, Quality Research and Product Evalu-
ation

Cotton Incorporated

6399 Weston Parkway

P.O. Box 8006

Cary NC 27513, USA

Tel: (919) 678-2414

Email: vmartin@cottoninc.com

Mr. William E. May

EVP

American Cotton Shippers Association
88 Union Avenue Suite 1204
Memphis TN 38103, USA

Tel: (901) 525-2272

Email: bmay@acsa-cotton.org

Mr. Michael McCue

Editor

Cotton International

37733 Euclid Avenue

Willoughby Ohio 44094, USA

Tel: (440) 942-2000

Email: pkboetger@meistermedia.com

Mrs. Katie Meeks

Fiber and Biopolymer Research Institute
Box 42122

Lubbock TX 79409-2122, USA

Tel: (806) 742-1627

Email: katie.leigh@ttu.edu

Mr. Richard Melnick

Editorial Director

Cotton International

37733 Euclid Avenue

Willoughby Ohio 44094, USA

Tel: (440) 942-2000

Email: pkboetger@meistermedia.com

Ms. Barbara Meredith

Market News Branch Chief

USDA, AMS

Cotton and Tobacco Programs

3275 Appling Road, Room 10
Memphis TN 38133, USA

Tel: (901) 384-3016

Fax: (901) 384-3036

Email: barbara.meredith@ams.usda.gov

Ms. Kelli Merritt

CEO

Crop Mark Direct

1408 Texas Ave

Lubbock TX, USA

Email: kmerritt@cropmarkdirect.com

Mr. Hans-Jurgen Meyer
Cotton Agent

COMALSA

Cotton Department

P.O. Box 3946

Brownsville TX 78523, USA
Tel: (956) 621-0370

Email: hmeyerl @rgv.rr.com

Mr. David Mrozinski
Vice President International Sales

Continental Eagle Corp.

201 Gin Shop Hill Rd

Pratville AL 36067, USA

Tel: (334) 365-8811

Email: dmrozinski@coneagle.com

Dr. Walt Mullins

Cotton Trait Development Manger

Bayer Corp.

BioScience

1755 Tall Forest Ln

Collierville TN 38017, USA

Tel: (901) 8323003

Email: walt.mullins@bayercropscience.com

H.E. Ambassador Tibor P.N. Nagy, Jr
Vice Provost

International Affairs

Texas Tech University

Lubbock TX, USA

Mr. Othmar Nussbaumer

President

Brighann Marketing

5336 Annabel Lane

Plano TX 75093, USA

Tel: (214) 864 2066

Fax: (972) 403 1902

Email: othmar@onglobalcotton.com

Mr. Andrew Olah

CEO

Olah Inc.

30 East 23rd Street, 9th Floor
New York NY 10010, USA
Tel: (917) 251-7914

Fax: (212) 412-9099

Email: amolah@olah.com

Mr. Derrick Oosterhuis

Professor of Crop Physiology
University of Arkansas

Crop, Soil & Environmental Sciences
1366 Altheimer Dr

Fayetteville AR 72704, USA

Tel: (479) 575-3955

Email: oosterhu@uark.edu

Dr. Megha Parajulee

Professor and Faculty Fellow
Texas A&M AgriLife Research
Entomology

1102 East FM 1294

Lubbock TX 79403, USA

Tel: (806) 746-6101

Fax: (806) 746-6528

Email: m-parajulee@tamu.edu

Dr. Seshadri Ramkumar

Texas Tech University

TIEHH

Box 41163

Lubbock TX 79409, USA

Tel: (806) 885-4567

Email: seshadri.ramkumar@ttu.edu

Mr. Bryant Rawley
Vice President
Wakefield Inspection Services Inc.
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800 E Campbell
Richardson TX, USA
Email: bryant@wiscontrol.com

Mr. Robert Riemenschneider

Deputy Administrator, ONA

Foreign Agricultural Service

Department of Agriculture

1400 Independence Ave, SW, Stop 1040
Washington DC 20250, USA

Tel: (202) 720-6219

Fax: 202-720-0340

Email: Robert.Riemenschneider@fas.usda.gov

Dr. James Rodgers

Research Leader
USDA-ARS-SRRC

Cotton Structure & Quality RU
1100 Robert E. Lee Blvd.

New Orleans LA 70124, USA

Tel: (504) 286-4407

Fax: (504) 286-4217

Email: james.rodgers@ars.usda.gov

Ms. Paula G. Rosario

Vice President

Cotton Incorporated

Consumer Marketing - Strategic Alliances
488 Madison Avenue, 20th Floor

New York NY 10022, USA

Tel: (212) 413-8336

Fax: (212) 413-8377

Email: prosario@cottoninc.com

Dr. Louis Rose

Global Cotton Analyst

Cargill Cotton

7101 Goodlet FarMs. Parkway
Cordova TN 38016, USA

Tel: (901) 937-4559

Fax: (907) 937-4463

Email: louis_rose@cargill.com

Mr. Debarati Roy

Reporter

Bloomberg LP News

731 Lexington Avenue

New York NY 1022, USA
Tel: (917) 520-7648

Fax: (917) 522-9076

Email: droyS@bloomberg.net

Mr. Paul Ruh

President/CEO

Cotton Market & Risk Management Consulting,
Inc.

5501 LBJ Freeway, Suite 249

Dallas TX 75240, USA

Tel: (972) 490-1537

Email: pruh@thecottonschool.com

Mr. Ross Rutherford

Product General Manager

Lummus Corporation

Ginning Machinery

8504 Highway 87

Lubbock TX 79423, USA

Tel: (806) 745-1191

Fax: (806) 745-0148

Email: ross.rutherford@lummus.com

Mr. Paul Sawhney

Lead Scientist

Agricultural Research Service, USDA
1100 Robert E. Lee Blvd.

New Orleans LA, USA

Tel: (504) 286-4419

Email: ap.singh@ars.usda.gov

Mr. John Scruggs

Editor

Cotlook Limited

5100 Poplar Avenue

Suite 2604

Memphis TN 38137, USA
Tel: (901) 767-7901

Fax: (901) 767-7908
Email: john@cotlook.com

Mr. Michael Scuse

Deputy Under Secretary

Farm and Foreign Agricultural Service
Department of Agriculture

1400 Independence Ave, SW, Room 205-E
Washington DC 20250, USA

Tel: (202) 720-7107

Fax: (202) 720-8254

Email: robin.anderson@osec.usda.gov

Mr. Tom Sell

Combest, Sell & Associates, LLC
2915 19th Street

Lubbock TX 79410, USA

Tel: (806) 535-0093

Email: tom@combest-sell.com

Mr. Richard Shaw
Bayer CropScience
Lubbock TX, USA

Dr. Richard Sheetz

Cotton Breeder

Monsanto

201 S. Navasota, #2

Plainview TX 79072, USA

Tel: (806) 789 4259

Email: richard.h.sheetz@monsanto.com

Mr. Rick Shepherd

Traffic & Invoicing Manager

Plains Cotton Cooperative Association
3301 East 50th Street

Lubbock TX 79404, USA

Tel: (806) 763-8011

Email: rick.shepherd@pcca.com

Mr. Alan Shirley

Agriculture Global America Inc
SGS North America Inc.

1201 West 8th Street

Deer Park TX 77536, USA
Email: Alan.Shirley@sgs.com

Mr. Richard Silvia

President

RWS Marketing & Sales

2300 Appleby Drive

Ocean NJ 07712, USA

Tel: (732) 9967552

Email: richard@hometextilesales.com

Mr. Joon Mo Son

Senior Vice President

Daewoo International (America) Corp.
Commodities/Textile Division

222 S. Harbor Blvd., Suite #1020
Anaheim CA 92805, USA

Tel: (714) 808-1040

Email: jmson@dwa.daewoo.com

Mrs. Christine Standal
Director Fabric R+D
Coach, Inc.

516 West 34th Street
New York, NY, USA
Tel: (917) 716-7979
Email: standal@usa.net

Mr. Mike Stevens

Cotton Market Analyst

37 Riverbirch Ct
Mandeville LA 70448, USA
Tel: (985) 626-0815

Email: cotton@charter.net

Ms. Allison Thomas

Special Assistant to the Deputy Administrator
USDA/FAS

1400 Independence Ave.

Washington DC, USA

Mr. Thomas L Thompson
Professor and Department Chair
Texas Tech University

Dept of Plant and Soil Science
P.O. Box 42122

Lubbock TX 42122, USA

Email: thomas.thompson@ttu.edu

Mr. Howard Tran

Cotton Internationa

6372 Industry Way

Westminster CA 92683, USA

Tel: (609) 847-2517

Email: howardtran.8888@gmail.com

Mr. Alan Underwood

President

Underwood Cotton co.

1320 Texas Ave.

Lubbock TX, USA

Email: alan@underwoodcotton.com

Mr. Brett Underwood
Executive Vice President

The Trinity Company

PO Box 16606

Lubbock TX 79490, USA

Tel: (806) 793-0440

Email: bau@trinitycotton.com

Mr. Cade Underwood

Director

Underwood Cotton co.

1320 Texas Ave.

Lubbock TX, USA

Email: cade@underwoodcotton.com

Mr. Josh Underwood
Underwood Cotton Company
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1320 Texas Avenue

Lubbock TX 79401, USA

Tel: (806) 762-1787

Email: josh@underwood-cotton.com

Dr Dan Upchurch

Area Director

USDA

ARS,SPA

1001 Holleman Drive East

College Station TX 77840, USA
Tel: (979) 260-9347

Fax: (979) 260-9415

Email: dan.upchurch@ars.usda.gov

Dr. Thomas Valco

USDA

ARS

P.O. Box 40

Stoneville MS. 38776, USA

Tel: (662) 686-5255

Fax: (662) 686-5372

Email: thomas.valco@ars.usda.gov

Ms. Crystal Van Buren
Management Analyst
USDA/FAS

1400 Independence Ave.
Washington DC, USA

Mr. Kyle Vaughn

Queensland Cotton

1005 15th Street

Lubbock TX, USA

Tel: (806) 470-2856

Email: kylev@queenslandcotton.com

Mr. Steve Verett

Executive Vice President
Plains Cotton Growers, Inc.
4517 West Loop 289

Lubbock TX 79414, USA

Tel: (806) 792-4904

Email: steve@plainscotton.org

Mr. Shawn Wade

Director of Communications
Plains Cotton Growers Inc
4517 W Loop 289

Lubbock TX, USA

Mr. Greg Wakefield

President

Wakefield Inspection Services, Inc.
800 E. Campbell Rd, Suite 337
Richardson TX 75081, USA

Tel: (972) 690-9015

Fax: (972) 690-7042

Email: greg@wakefieldinspection.com

Ms. Anna Walker

Senior Manager, Government Affairs and Public
Policy

Levi Strauss & Co.

1155 Battery Street

San Francisco CA, USA

Tel: (415) 501-4944

Email: awalker@levi.com

Mr. Jason Ward

Staplcotn

214 West Market Street
Greenwood MS. 38930, USA

Tel: (662) 455-8893

Email: jason.ward@staplcotn.com

Mr. Michael Watson

Vice President, Fiber Competition
Cotton Incorportated

6399 Weston Parkway

P.O. Box 8006

Cary NC 27513, USA

Tel: (919) 678-2421

Email: mwatson@cottoninc.com

Mr. Rex Wierzba

Director

COMEX

4015 84th Street

Lubbock TX 79423-1913, United States
Tel: (806) 798-2299

Fax: (806) 798-1771

Email: rwierzba@comexgroup.net

Observers Non-Member
Countries

Burundi

Mr. Leopold Manirakiza

General Director

Comapgnie de Gerance du Coton
COGERCO

Q. Industriel, BP 2571
Bujumbura 257, Burundi

Tel: (257) 79961422

Email: cogerco84@yahoo.fr

China

Ms. Xiao Hua Chandler

Chairman

Lone Star Trans Global, Inc. (USA)
Qingdao Representative Office

458 Hong Kong East Road,
Lubang Helen Garden Bldg. 40-101
Qingdao Shandong Province 266061,
China, People’s Republic

Tel: (86-532) 88899139

Fax: (86-532) 8898863

Email: luxingjia@yahoo.com

Mrs. Shasha Ma

Export Department Manager

Hebei Hanwu Cotton Machiner Co., Ltd
South Shangjiaosi Village

Wu’an City Hebei 056300,

China, People’s Republic

Tel: (86-310) 4455168

Fax: (86-310) 4455118

Email: martha@hwmj.com

Mr. Shufang Yang

General Manager

Hebei Hanwu Cotton Machiner Co.,Ltd
South Shangjiaosi Village

Wu’an City Hebei 056300,

China, People’s Republic

Tel: (86-310) 4455168

Fax: (86-310) 4455118

Email: mashahappy@hotmail.com

Costa Rica

Mr. John Wakefield

Lacot S.A.

PO Box 202-6151

Santa Ana

San Jose, Costa Rica

Tel: (50-62) 282-1149
Fax: (50-62) 2826596
Email: lacotsa@gmail.com

Japan

Mr. Takashi Izahara

Deputy General Manager
Japan Spinners’ Association
5-8, Bingo-Machi 2-Chome,
Chuo-Ku

Osaka Osaka 541-0051, Japan
Tel: (81-6) 6203-5161

Fax: (81-6) 6229-1590

Email: izahara@jsa-jp.org

Mr. Hiroshi Kobayashi

Secretary General

Japan Cotton Traders Association

8-2, Utsubo-Honmachi 1-Chome, Nishi-ku
Osaka 550-0004, Japan

Email: menkyo@jcta.co.jp

Phillipines
Mr. Milo Patena
Primatex Fibre Corp
2b Country Space 1 Building
Makati, Metro Manila, Philippines

Singapore

Mr. Deepak Agrawal

Business Head

Agrocorp Internation Pte Ltd

10 Anson Road

#34-04/05/06 International Plaza
Singapore 079903, Singapore

Tel: (65) 65787110

Fax: (65) 65344689

Email: deepak.agrawal@agrocorp.com.sg

Mr. Michael Fairbrother
Director

Sincot Pte. Ltd.

2 Nng Mo Kio Street 64 # 03-07
Econ Ind Building

Singapore 569084, Singapore
Tel: (65) 62250622

Email: sincot@sincot.com

Tajikistan
Mr. Murodaly Alimardonov
Deputy Prime Minister
Government of Tajikistan
Office of the President
Rudaki Ave 80
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Dushanbe, Tajikistan
Email: aukstas@yahoo.com

Mr. Davlataly Hotamov

Director

Agency for Standardtization, Metology, Certica-
tion & Insp.

Administration of the Trade

Nemat Karabaeva Str

Dushanbe, Tajikistan

Email: aukstas@yahoo.com

Mr. Parvin Koshonov

Administrator

PMU for Resolution of Cotton

Producing Farm Debt and Cotton Sustainable
Development

Rudaki Ave 44

Dushanbe, Tajikistan

Email: aukstas@yahoo.com

Mr. Muhriddin Sheralijev

Director

PMU for Resolution of Cotton

Producing Farm Debt and Cotton Sustainable
Development

Rudaki Ave 44

Dushanbe, Tajikistan

Email: aukstas@yahoo.com

United Kingdom

Mrs. Bruna Angel

Fibres Consultant

PCI Fibres

May House

The Warren

Mayfield East Sussex TN20 6UB, UK
Tel: (44-1435) 873164

Fax: (44-1435) 872855

Email: bangel@pcifibres.com

Mr. Nick Earlam

Executive Chairman

Plexus Cotton Limited

Cotton Place, 2 Ivy Street
Birkenhead Wirral CH41 5EF, UK
Tel: (44-151) 650-8866

Fax: (44-151) 647-1524

Email: elaine@plexus-cotton.com

Ms. Joanna Ewart-James

European Cotton Campaign Co-ordinator
Anti-Slavery International

Thomas Clarkson House

The Stableyard

Broomgrove Road

London SW9 9TL, UK

Tel: (44-20) 77379435

Email: j.ewart-james@antislavery.org

Mr. Richard Williamson

CEO

Generation 10 Ltd

36b The Colonnades

Albert Dock

11 Backford Road

Liverpool Merseyside CH61 2XH, UK
Tel: (44-151) 7090005

Email: richard@generation10.net

International Organizations

African Cotton Association

Mr Ahmed Bachir Diop
ACA

BP 3216

Dakar, Senegal-West Africa
Tel: (221-776) 442 573
Email: abdiop@orange.sn

Mr Achamou Adeyemi Fahala
African Cotton Association
06 BP 2944

Cotonou, Benin

Tel: (229-97) 11 96 79

Email: fahala2002@yahoo.fr

Better Cotton Initiative

Mr. Allan Williams

Programme Manager /

Senior Agronomic Advisor

Better Cotton Initiative

c/o Bureau Fiduciaire Lerch SA

Rue de la Combe 4

Nyon 1260, Switzerland

Tel: (61-419) 935 301

Fax: (61-2) 6793 5274

Email: allan.williams@bettercotton.org

Center for Agricultural
Bioscience International

Ms Patricia Neenan

Head, Business Development
CABI

47 Dundas Drive

Rochester New York 14625, USA
Tel: (585) 7878838

Fax: (585) 7878838

Email: p.neenan@cabi.org

Centre de coopération
internationale en recherche
agronomique pour le
développement

Dr. Michel Fok Ah Chuen
Scientist

CIRAD

UR-SCA

TA B102/02 Avenue Agropolis
Montpellier 34398, France
Tel: (33-46) 7615606

Email: michel.fok@cirad.fr

Mr Jean Paul Gourlot

CIRAD

Avenue Jean-Frangois Breton

TA B 102/16

Montpellier 34398, France

Tel: (33-4) 6161-5875

Email: jean-paul.gourlot@cirad.fr

Common Fund for Commodities

Amb. Ali Mchumo

Managing Director

CFC

Postbus 74656

1070 BR Amsterdam , Netherlands

Tel: (31-20) 575-4941

Fax: (31-29) 676-0231

Email: managing.director@common-fund.org

Mr Sietse van der Werf

Senior Project Manager

CFC

Operations Unit

Stadhouderskade 55

Amsterdam 1072AB, Netherlands

Tel: (31-20) 5754953

Fax: (31-20) 6760231

Email: sietse.vanderwerff@common-fund.org

Comité d’orientation et
de suivi du Partenariat UE-
Afrique sur le coton

Mr Fabio Berti

Expert of the COS-coton Secretariat
COS-Coton

All ACP Agricultural Commodities Programme
Rue d’Enhaive, 55 Box 402

Jambes B-5100, Belgium

Tel: (32-486) 795133

Email: Fabio.Berti@ulg.ac.be

European Commission

Mrs Sophie Breul-Busson

Administrator

EC

Rural Development

Rue de la Loi 200

SC15 4/41

Brussels 1049, Belgium

Tel: (32-2) 299-1111

Fax: (32-2) 299-2908

Email: Sophie.Breul-Busson@ec.europa.eu

International Forum for
Cotton Promotion

Mr. Jeffrey Silberman
Executive Director

IFCP

Maple Shade Farm
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