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Large variety of fruits grown in India, of which mango, banana, citrus, 

guava, grape, pineapple, and apple are the major ones. Apart from these, fruits 

like papaya, sapota, annona, phalsa, jackfruit, ber, pomegranate in tropical and 

subtropical areas and peach, pear, almond, apricot and strawberry in the 

temperate region are also grown in a sizeable area. In India many varieties 

of different fruit crops growing under specific climate and in a specific zone of 

climate. This specific type of climate responsible for the acquiring some 

unique characteristics to that particular variety of fruit crop. Some examples 

of varieties of fruit crops which are grown under specific climate includes 

Alphonso variety of mango in konkan region Kesar variety of mango in 

Gujarat, Banginpalli variety of mango in Vishakhapatnam region of Andhra 

Pradesh, Shahi variety of litchi in Bihar, Nagpur mandarin of citrus in Nagpur 

region of Maharashtra, Kinnow variety of citrus in Punjab, Khasi mandarin 

khasi hills, etc. 

A geographical indication (GI) is a name or sign used on certain 

products which corresponds to a specific geographical location or origin. 

The use of a GI may act as a certification that the product possesses certain 

qualities, or enjoys a certain reputation, essentially attributable to their 

geographical origin. A Geographical Indications Registry with all India 

jurisdictions operates, as per the geographical Indication of Goods 

(Registration and Protection) Act 1999. A total of 193 products were 

registered under GI tag up to March 31st 2013. 

GIs that cannot be registered in India:  



1. Things which are determined to be generic names or indications of goods.  

2. Things which contain any matter probably to hurt the religious 

susceptibilities of any class or section of the  citizens of India.  

3. Things which would otherwise be disentitled to protection in a court.  

4. The use of which would be likely to cause confusion.  

5. The use of which would be contrary to any law for the time being in force. 6. 

Things which contain obscene matter. 

Difference between GI and trade mark Trade mark GI A trade mark is a 

sign which is used in the course of trade and it differentiates goods or services 

of one enterprise from those of other enterprises. A geographical indication is 

an indication used to describe goods having special characteristics developing 

from a definite geographical territory. 

Fruit crops registered under GI tag in India: Fruit State Nanjanagud 

Banana Karnataka Coorg Orange Karnataka Devanahalli Pomello Karnataka 

Appemidi Mango Karnataka Kamalapur Red Banana Karnataka Laxman Bhog 

Mango West Bengal Khirsapati (Himsagar) Mango West Bengal Fazli Mango 

West Bengal Virupakshi Hill Banana Tamil Nadu Sirumalai Hill Banana Tamil 

Nadu Mango Malihabadi Dusseheri Uttar Pradesh Allahabad Surkha Uttar 

Pradesh 

Prevents unauthorized use of a registered geographical indication by 

others.  

It offers legal protection to Indian Geographical Indications which in 

turn boost exports. 

It advances economic prosperity of producers of goods produced in a 

geographical territory. 



A number of studies indicate that, under appropriate conditions, GIs can 

contribute to development in rural areas. The entitlement to use a GI 

generally lies with regional producers, and the added value.  Generated by 

the GI accrues therefore to all such producers. Because GI products tend to 

generate a premium brand price, they contribute to local Employment 

creation, which ultimately may help to prevent rural exodus. In addition, GI 

products often have important spin-off effects, for example in the areas of 

tourism and gastronomy. Geographical indications may bring value to a 

region not only in terms of jobs and higher income, but also by promoting the 

region as a whole. In this regard, GIs may contribute to the creation of a 

“regional brand.” Geographical indications as a factor of rural development: 

Products identified by a GI are often the result of traditional processes 

and knowledge carried forward by a community in a particular region from 

generation to generation. Similarly, some products identified by a GI may 

embody characteristic elements of the traditional artistic her it age developed 

in a given region, known as “traditional cultural expressions”. This is 

particularly true for tangible products such as handicrafts, made using natural 

resources and having qualities derived from their geographical origin. In 

addition, certain TCEs – such as indigenous and traditional names, signs and 

symbols – may also be protected as GIs despite their having no direct 

geographical meaning. 

How to obtain protection for a geographical indication? A. Sui generis 

systems of protection In certain jurisdictions, GIs may be protected through 

a system that applies specifically and exclusively to them – asui generis 

system of protection. Such systems establish a specific right, a sui generis 

right, over GIs, separate from a trademark right or any other IP right. A sui 



generis protection system exists in the EU with regard to GIs for wines and 

spirits, agricultural products and foodstuffs. Many other jurisdictions 

throughout the world, such as India, Switzerland, the Andean Community 

countries and the African Intellectual Property Organization (OAPI), among 

others, also have Subgenera’s systems of protection generis systems of 

protection . 

Certification mark s Some countries protect GIs under trademark law, 

more specifically through collective marks or certification marks. This is the 

case, for example, in Australia, Canada, China and the United States of 

America. However, a common feature of these types of marks is that they 

may be used by more than one person, as long as the users comply with the 

regulations of use or standards established by the holder. Those regulations 

or standards may require that the mark be used only in connection with goods 

that have a particular geographical origin or specific characteristics. In some 

jurisdictions, the maindifference between collective marks and certification 

marks is that the former may only be used by members of an association, 

while certification marks may be used by anyone who complies with the 

standards defined by the holder of the mark. 

Coorg orange: GI administration and the planter: The GI application:  

• Coorg orange (Kodagina kittle, Citrus reticulate) is an ecotype of 

mandarin 

• It is a small tree that grows well in evergreen, subtropical hilly tracts 

at elevations between 600 and 1200 m.  

• Coorg orange was a crop frequently associated with coffee, but 

diseases and lack of interest among farmers eager to involve themselves 

in more lucrative cash crops (coffee and pepper) have almost entirely 



wiped out the crop over the last 50 years. •The Department of 

Horticulture (DoH) of the government of Karnataka filed an application 

for a “Coorg Orange” GI, which was registered in 2004 

Lessons learned and the way forward: To this day farmers do not use 

the GI to market their oranges, and the supply chainis very limited. Based on 

the initial interactions KMFT had, it is now proposed that other methods of 

cultivation should also be permitted—but a few basic organic packages have 

to be implemented. KMF T and the DoH are working out an arrangement to 

register the Kodagu Orange growers Cooperative Society as an authorized 

userof the GI. Surprisingly, no stakeholder has yet come up with a proposal 

to actually amend the GI pacifications so as to include environmentally sound 

practices (Figure 5), even though this option is clearly provided for under the 

Indian GI act. 

The way the GI was initiated, via a government agency speaking on 

behalf of the producers rather than by the producers themselves. The fact that 

the specification was not drafted with the objective of maintaining and 

fostering multi functionality within the landscape; The lack of local awareness 

of the environmental services provided by the landscape and of the GI tools 

itself. 

For a GI to be successful it needs to source income for the producers. or 

this to happen, the GI needs to be filed or at least appropriated the producers 

GI to be successful in protecting biodiversity, the environmentally sound 

practices identified need to be embedded in the specification of the Gibbet 

choosing environmentally sound practices involves opportunity costs that 

need to be taken into account, lest the GI fail to become profitable and 

therefore defeat its purpose. 



 Examples of GIs in other country: MALAYSIA USA Sarawak Pepper 

Florida Oranges Sabah Tea Idaho Potatoes Bario Rice Washington State apple 

Tenom Coffee Vidalia Onions Borneo Virgin Coconut Oil Sabah Seaweed Buah 

Limau Bali Sungai Gedung 

Traditional Knowledge on Plant Genetic Resources (PGR) Traditional 

knowledge on plant genetic resources embodies information, skills and 

practices about the healing and nutritional propensities of certain plants 

passed from one generation to the next. This first category of TK is 

representative for all other TK; because it relies upon a sustainable use of 

genetic resources. It subscribes to an equitable but sustainable access of 

human kind to genetic resources and informs about the value and diversity of 

genetic resources, namely the need for preservation for future generations. It 

thereby manifests a measure of respect for the diversity of nature and is 

committed to sustaining the life cycles of growth. 

Agricultural and Ecological Know-how: TK plays an important role in 

resource management (pruning of plants and domestication of animals to 

increase production) and environmental manipulation (irrigation, encourage 

growth by burning tracts of land, etc.)9 While the focus of what hitherto has 

largely been on indigenous peoples and their rights, broadening the scope to 

agriculture, renders TK an issue of interest to farming communities around 

the globe. Modern biotechnology in breeding of plant genetic resources may 

be complemented by deliberate polices to support the use and conservation of 

traditional plant genetic resources. 

To benefit national economies: Some traditional medicines are used as 

inputs in biomedical research, suggesting that they may constitute a source of 

income not just as drugs in themselves but as the sources of chemical 



substances forming the basis of new pharmaceuticals. Indeed, traditional 

communities have already been responsible for the discovery, development, 

and preservation of a tremendous range of medicinal plants, health giving 

herbal formulations, agricultural and forest products, and handicrafts that are 

traded internationally and generate considerable economic value but not for 

those communities. It seems that protecting TK has the potential to improve 

the performance of many developing country economies by enabling greater 

commerce wealth and increasing exports of TK related produce trial use of 

their biological. 

To prevent “bio-piracy A number of cases relating to traditional 

knowledge have attracted international attention. As a exult, the issue of 

traditional knowledge has been brought to the fore of the general debate 

surrounding intellectual property. These cases involve what is often referred 

to as “biopiracy”. “Biopiracy” has emerged as a term to describe the ways that 

corporations from the developed world free ride on the genetic resources and 

traditional knowledge and technologies of the developing countries. 

Biopirates” are those individuals and companies accused of one or both of 

the following acts: (i) the misappropriation of genetic resources and /or 

traditional knowledge through the patent system; (ii) the unauthorized 

collection for commercial ends of generic resources and /or traditional 

knowledge. The examples of turmeric, neem and ayahuasca illustrate the 

issues that can arise when patent protection is granted to inventions relating 

to traditional knowledge which is already in the public domain. In these 

cases, invalid patents were issued because the patent examiners were not 

aware of the relevant traditional knowledge. 



Inane other example, a patent was granted on a plant species called 

Hoodia. Here, the issue was not whether the patent should or should not have 

been granted, but rather on whether the local people who had nurtured the 

traditional knowledge underpinning the invention, were entitled to receive a 

fair share of any benefits arising from commercialization. Partly as a result 

of these well –known cases, many developing countries, holders of traditional 

knowledge, and campaigning organizations are pressing in a multitude. 

Agricultural and Geological know-how: Traditional knowledge plays 

an important role in cultural ecology, including resource management, such as 

in agricultural techniques of enhancing production of plants and animals and 

controlling their lives International environmental law namely protects the 

natural resources from extinction but does not relate to the informative value 

of such practices, processes and techniques. TK is expressed in Art.8 (j) of 

the aforementioned 1992 Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD), which 

was adopted in the context of the Earth Summit in Rio de Janeiro only 

domestication and fertilization. 

Concern over the growing interest in and economic importance of 

traditional knowledge as well as the loss of this knowledge has generated a 

wide range of public policy issues including those associated with intellectual 

property protection. Growing interest in ‘natural’ food, medicinal, 

agricultural, and body products signals increased research activities into 

traditional knowledge systems. Now, more than ever, the See intellectual 

property rights of native peoples must be protected and just compensation for 

knowledge guaranteed. Intellectual property law has been seen as a tool for 

promoting the conservation of biological diversity, sustainable use of its 

components, and for ensuring that benefits arising from the utilization of 



genetic resources are shared in a fair and equitable manner among the 

relevant stakeholders Intellectual Property Rights in Traditional Knowledge: 

Intellectual property laws vary in nature and scope from one country to 

another. Despite the existence of various international agreements that 

attempt to harmonies intellectual property protection, there are still 

differences among national laws, especially those regarding patents. For 

example, while the U.S.A. and countries in the European Union allow patent 

protection over genetically engineered organisms which meet the normal 

requirements of patentability, many other countries are opposed to extending 

patents to such subject matter. Here are also differences in the duration of 

patent protection. The period for which an inventor is granted a patent 

varies from one country to another. These differences in national application 

of intellectual property law are at the centre or much of the debate on the 

intellectual property rights of indigenous and local peoples. 

Traditional knowledge and Developing Countries: The Doha 

Ministerial Declaration acknowledges that the majority of WTO members are 

developing countries. If the Doha Ministerial Declaration seeks to place their 

(developing countries) needs and interests at the heart of the work 

programmed adopted in this Declaration”, traditional knowledge is 

considered one of the interests that the negotiations under the Doha Agenda 

should pursue ecause traditional knowledge “plays an important role in vital 

areas such as food security, the development agriculture and medical 

treatment for up to 80 percent of Africa’s rural economy. Yet, many 

developing countries were for a long time indifferent towards the value of 

traditional knowledge. In the low-income sectors of agriculture it often has led 

to stagnation and, invariably, to the loss of try. 



Today, there is an increasing awareness that rendering the knowledge 

bearer attentive to the value of his/her knowledge will encourage the holder 

us to appreciate traditional knowledge as the “continuous and additive 

innovation additional knowledge as structures changed. In the context of the 

Doha Development agenda, many, but not all developing countries propose, to 

seek an agreement on improved market access for agricultural products. 

traditional knowledge a san issue within the broader debate on food 

security3 Deve They also maintain that if traditional knowledge based 

agriculture is shielded off from global trading rules, developing countries 

retain their “food production capacity” and food loping countries like India 

and Nigeria, consider the protection of security of developing countries would 

be enhanced. 

Increasing interest at the WTO Debate relating to geographical 

indications has gained momentum in the WTO because of increasing pressure 

to do away with costly and trade distorting agricultural domestic support 

measures. It has become a divisive issue between WTO member’s in the 

agricultural negotiations, even if geographical, institutionally, are instruments 

of the TRIPs and not of the Agreement on Agriculture (AOA). The protection 

of geographical indications is at the core of the EC’s and Switzerland’s position 

in reforming their highly subsidized agriculture. The promotion of 

geographical indications forms part of the two countries review proposals to 

and part of their interest in agricultural negotiations the TRIPs. Rules of 

unfair competition protect local and regional specialty products and even if 

not an instrument of market access liberalization itself, the EC and 

Switzerland seem to vest geographical with a quid proud function considering 



geographical indications a trade-off for dismantling existing barriers to 

agricultural imports from developing countries. 

37 members, composed of developed and developing countries alike, 

have signed proposals advocating geographical protection at the WTO to be 

expanded to agricultural products. Developing countries increasingly value 

geographical indications as an instrument contributing to a remunerative 

marketing of an agricultural production based upon traditional cultivation 

methods. Cairns group countries such as Argentina, Brazil, United States, 

Australia whose economies are built upon immigration from Europe, consider 

geographical indications nothing but a protectionist tool to prevent 

immigrants from using the “original” recipes and methods of production of 

their forefathers, thereby denying them comparative advantages in producing 

and marketing highly competitive like products. 

 

 


