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The term benefit-sharing is used in relation to resources that are neither purely in the public domain nor totally in the sphere of private property. From the early 1970s the term has been applied to natural resources, outer space, the international seabed and genetic resources (and accompanying traditional knowledge). With respect to genetic resources the term has a central place in official documents as the CBD
 and ITPGRFA
, and within the Human Genome Project
. Here the term deals with the sharing of benefits deriving from the utilisation of genetic resources of plants, animals and humans. Therefore, benefit-sharing is highly relevant for genetic research and technologies.

There are several diverging definitions and justifications for benefit-sharing in relation to genetic resources. Benefit-sharing can for example be aimed at notions of property, risks taken, stewardship and inequality. In this paper, we will first analyse and compare the different definitions of benefit-sharing relevant to the field of agricultural biotechnology
 and human genetics. By including human genetics, the complexities and internal difficulties of the term can come to the surface more clearly. Next, we will analyse their implications for agricultural biotechnology.

We will elaborate on two categorical approaches towards benefit-sharing, centred on either a model of compensatory justice or distributional justice
. An assessment of these approaches will take place in relation to their impact on agricultural biotechnology and poor farmers and consumers in developing countries. We will show that both approaches are flawed because they pay hardly any attention to deliberation procedures and their consultation practices are often problematic from several perspectives. We will investigate the possibilities of deliberation as a third categorical approach to find out the desirable context of benefit-sharing for the stakeholders involved. Hereby, we will apply a pragmatist ethics
 in which the co-evolution of socio-ethical norms and technological developments is conceptualized.
� Convention on Biological Diversity (UNEP, 1992)


� International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture (FAO, 2001)


� HUGO statement on Principled Conduct of Genetics Research (1996), the Universal Declaration on the Human Genome and Human Rights (UNESCO, 1997), HUGO statement on Benefit-Sharing (2000)


� We do not include animal genetics.


� Castle, D. & Gold, R., Traditional Knowledge and Benefit Sharing: From Compensation to Transaction, 2004, ICABR Conference.


� Keulartz, J., Korthals, M., Schermer, M. & Swierstra, T. (eds.), Pragmatist Ethics for a Technological Culture, 2002, Kluwer Academic Publishers.





