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with footnotes 

 
Whereas, biotechnology has the potential to greatly improve the health, nutrition and economic 
vitality of all of humanity1, and 
 
Whereas, biotechnology holds the key to the discovery of cures for such life-threatening diseases as 
HIV/AIDS, Alzheimer’s, Diabetes, Cancer, and myriad other diseases that currently possess no 
cure, and 
 
Whereas, biotechnology can make the food we eat safer2, more nutritious and free from allergens3, 
and 
 
Whereas, the use of biotechnology in agriculture has enhanced the wellbeing and environmental 
stewardship of communities through reduced pesticide4 use and exposure to other environmental 
factors, and 
 
Whereas, improvement of the San Joaquin Valley’s air quality is essential.  Biotechnology is a key 
tool in the future to assist in the control of both particulate matter and ozone forming emissions5 
through reduction of cultivated activities such as tillage6 and windblown soil erosion; and 
minimizing pesticide applications, and 
 
Whereas, the San Joaquin Valley’s water quality is vital.  Biotechnology is, again, a key tool in the 
future to assist in the control of sediment, nutrient and pesticide runoff into waterways7 through the 
reduction of pesticide use and need of tillage in the fields, and 
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Whereas, less inputs, higher crop yields, and healthier plants have and will continue to greatly 
enhance the vitality of a struggling agriculture economy8 by providing production choices to the 
farmer, and 
 
Whereas, the federal government has been regulating the production and introduction of 
biotechnology-enhanced crops for almost two decades9; and those new crops go through an 
extensive multi-year testing process before the new crop is approved to be grown on a commercial 
basis, and  
 
Whereas, the Food and Drug Administration, the Environmental Protection Agency and the United 
States Department of Agriculture all must consent to the introduction of new biotechnology crops 
into the market10, making these crops the most highly regulated and scrutinized foods in the world, 
and 
 
Whereas, more than 3,400 scientists11, 20 Nobel Prize winners12, the American Dietetic 
Association13, American Medical Association14, the National Academy of Sciences15, the European 
Commission16, and others have expressed confidence in the safety of biotechnology crops for 
human health and the environment, and 
 
Whereas, the current and future developments of biotechnology in crops will represent a significant 
leap in addressing the hunger and nutritional needs of the world’s17 more than 8.3 billion people by 
the year 202518, and 
 
Whereas, the University of California and the California State University systems are world leaders 
in biotechnology research19 recognizing that science is the driving force behind innovation and 
technology advancement and has been a key driver for California’s agricultural success20; and 
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Whereas, Fresno County leads the world in agricultural products grown for domestic and foreign 
consumption, and 
 
Whereas, patchwork county-by-county regulation of biotechnology suppresses important scientific 
developments, dismantles California’s leading research and development infrastructure, undermines 
the farmer’s choice and flexibility to meet market and environmental demands, and is unnecessary 
given the coordinated federal framework for regulating biotechnology21, and  
 
Whereas, Fresno County has embraced agriculture since its inception, and that agriculture is woven 
into the very fabric of both Fresno County and the state of California as demonstrated by being the 
number one food and fiber producer in the state, and 
 
Whereas, the only way to ensure that agriculture remains a part of our lifestyle, economy and 
character is to allow our farmers and ranchers the choice of the same promising technology 
currently used by agriculturalists around the world. 
 
Therefore, be it resolved that the County of Fresno affirms that the right for farmers and ranchers to 
choose to utilize the widest range of technologies available to produce a safe, healthy, abundant and 
affordable food supply, and that the safe, federally regulated use of biotechnology is a promising 
component of progressive agricultural production. 
 
Be it further resolved, that the County of Fresno affirms that biotechnology is a bright light in the 
future of agriculture and the ability to use biotechnology in agriculture is a key factor by which 
farmers and ranchers can stay competitive in the global marketplace. 
 
Be it further resolved, that the County of Fresno affirms that the environmental and health benefits 
of biotechnology are important to the long-term sustainability and enhancement of our community’s 
way of life. 
 
Be it further resolved, that the County of Fresno will make every effort to preserve the choice of 
using biotechnology in its county and encourage the establishment of a state or national 
biotechnology policy.  
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