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The most public example of the impact of regulatory delays is the widely reported disruption in U.S. corn 
trade with China, dating to November 2013.  China rejected U.S. corn shipments after the reported 
detection of the presence of a biotechnology trait unapproved in China.  The product in question has 
been reviewed, approved and commercialized in the U.S., Argentina, Brazil and Canada, and approved 
for import in the European Union, Japan and Korea. 

Beyond trade disruptions, these delays also have costly impacts that ripple through the U.S agricultural 
value chain.  For example, Chinese regulatory delays factor heavily on U.S. farmers’ planting decisions, 
because a company may opt to delay commercialization of a new biotechnology seed variety prior to 
Chinese authorization or rejection of a crop from a grain trading company.  Delayed access to new 
technology limits U.S. competitiveness, reduces investment in U.S. innovation, and erodes patent life 
and intellectual property protection for U.S. biotechnology companies. 

One way to deal with the delays these unsynchronized approvals can create is to ask the company 
introducing the trait to establish these kinds of identity-preserved marketing chains.  While they are not 
fully tested yet in the marketplace, it does at least offer some outlet for these new products while 
providing some protection to the rest of the supply chain.  The only other option is to have the developing 
company withhold release until all importing countries have given approval.  This would further limit the 
amount of time the company would have patent protection and thereby lower the incentive for other 
companies to develop new traits. 

Farm Bureau Policy:   

337 – Biotechnology 

Line 7.5 - [We support] Harmonization of international standards for biotech, testing and adventitious 
presence. The international bodies established to administer the sanitary and phytosanitary agreement of 
the World Trade Organization should retain the authority to influence the regulation of international trade 
in agricultural products enhanced through biotechnology; 

Line 7.8. - [We support] The maintenance of U.S. export markets by securing foreign regulatory 
acceptance of biotech products. Sellers of agricultural products enhanced through biotechnology should 
assume major responsibility for this acceptance. Extra efforts should be made to make farmers aware of 
markets where the products are not accepted by using such methods as color markings on bags, boxes 
or bulk delivery systems and/or seed tags; 

Line 8.5. – [We oppose] The imposition by foreign countries of any import restrictions, labeling or 
segregation requirements of any agricultural product enhanced through biotechnology, once such 
commodity has been certified by the scientific community as safe and not significantly different from 
other varieties of that commodity; 

 


