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Public Debate 





Organic Production 

• According to USDA 

 

• Only 0.6 % of all Ag lands in the U.S are utilized for 
organic production. (2007) 

• 3% of total US  and 1.4% of global food sales are 
organic. (2009) 

• Projected figures for 2014 are 4% and 1.6% 



Meeting world food demand 

• With 9 billion mouths to feed by 2050, we will need 
to produce 70% more food 

• This equates to more food in the  next 40 years than 
has been produced in the last 500 

• This effort will require all forms of  production 
agriculture.  We cant afford efforts to mandate one 
form or another, especially bans. 

 



U.S. Regulatory Framework Overview 

• U.S. framework for the regulation of genetically engineered plants 
includes: 

• Food and Drug Administration (FDA) 
• Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
• U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) 

• Framework was laid out in 1986 in the Coordinated Framework for the 
Regulation of Biotechnology 

• U.S. Government determined that plants produced through genetic engineering 
were inherently not riskier than other plants, and that therefore the existing 
regulatory framework should apply 

• U.S. government also determined that it would regulate based on the 
characteristics of the end product, rather than the process used to invent or 
develop that product, making all like products subject to the same health and 
environmental standards 

• Framework has supported innovation in agriculture that has allowed American 
farmers to be the most competitive in the world 

• In this framework, the USDA has responsibility for plant health (ensuring 
that a new type or variety of plant does not cause harm to other plants) 



Plant Protection Act and Deregulation 

• Under the Plant Protection Act (PPA), USDA’s Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service (APHIS) has the responsibility to review scientific data 
to determine if genetically engineered plant varieties are plant pests 

• With a time limit for a decision of 180 days 

• This science-based process at USDA leads to a binary conclusion – either a 
plant variety IS a plant pest or a plant variety IS NOT a plant pest 

• Historically, after completing a Plant Pest Risk Assessment (PPRA), USDA 
has delayed issuing a deregulation decision in order to conduct an 
assessment under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

• NEPA process usually takes one to four years to complete 

• There is nothing in the PPA or USDA/APHIS’s regulations that requires 
APHIS to await the outcome of a NEPA analysis 

• To the contrary, the regulations require APHIS to either approve a petition for 
determination of nonregulated status in whole or in part or deny the petition 
within 180 days of the Agency’s receipt of the petition 
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9th Circuit and the PPA 

• In May, the Ninth Circuit U.S. Court of Appeals issued 
its decision in the Roundup Ready Alfalfa case 

• The Court supported the U.S. Government’s position 
that the USDA’s regulatory authority over genetically 
engineered crops is strictly defined by the Plant 
Protection Act and concluded that 

• “If APHIS concludes that the presumptive plant pest does 
not exhibit any risk of plant pest harm, APHIS must 
deregulate it since the agency does not have jurisdiction 
to regulate organisms that are not plant pests.” 



USDA Still Delaying 

• Despite the clear direction, USDA/APHIS is delaying 
introduction of important products into the market 

• Although USDA is obligated to complete its 
regulatory process in 180 days, several new 
biotechnology products have been seriously delayed 
• Six products have been delayed at USDA for more than 

three years; some more than four years 

• USDA has now announced that they will conduct an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on some of 
these products, which has previously taken USDA an 
additional two to four years to complete 



Cultivation Approval Timeline by Country 

Source:  The Biotechnology Industry Organization 



Impacts of Delayed Approval Process 

• USDA’s current process is chilling investment and stifling 
economic growth, while arbitrarily delaying introduction 
of innovative products to American farmers 

• USDA/APHIS is wasting millions of taxpayer dollars 
conducting a NEPA analysis that: 

• It has no legal obligation to conduct 

• By law it cannot consider when it determines whether or not to 
deregulate a product 

• Addresses issues already being analyzed and addressed by EPA 
under a statute which is the functional equivalent of NEPA 



Impacts of Delayed Approval Process 

• Products are being approved in foreign markets significantly 
faster than in the United States 
• Three (likely soon four) of the products currently delayed at USDA 

have already been approved in Canada, giving Canadian farmers a 
competitive advantage over U.S. farmers 

• USDA has significantly diminished its status and leverage 
internationally in ongoing efforts to improve global 
biotechnology regulatory performance in critical export 
markets for U.S. crops, particularly in China, Japan, and Korea 

• It is impossible to expect trading partners to improve their 
regulatory systems if we can’t improve ours 
• This is particularly true for the upcoming Transatlantic Trade and 

Investment Partnership with the European Union (TTIP) and the Trans-
Pacific Partnership Free Trade Agreement (TTP) negations 



Foreign Approval, But Not U.S. Approval 

Source:  The Biotechnology Industry Organization 



Impacts of Delayed Approval Process 

• American farmers are 
facing a serious 
problem with 
glyphosate-resistant 
weeds 

• USDA delay of 
introduction of these 
new tools to address 
this problem will result 
in making the problem 
even worse 

Top:  Waterhemp in soybeans (Illinois); bottom:  Palmer Amaranth 
in soybeans (Arkansas) 



Weed Resistance Becoming A Real Problem 

Source:  The International Survey of Herbicide Resistant Weeds 
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Weed Resistance Becoming A Real Problem 

Source:  The International Survey of Herbicide Resistant Weeds 



Weed Resistance Becoming A Real Problem 

Source:  The International Survey of Herbicide Resistant Weeds 



The Precautionary Approach 



Questions? 


