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Seed flow 

Map: from GNIS d’après EUROSTAT

* ISF compilation based on official statistics and international seed trade reports (https://www.worldseed.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/06/Exports_2017Final.pdf)
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◼ European seeds are sold all over the world

◼ 62% of the export of seeds (in $) come from Member States of the 

European Union  



◼ Benefit from the seed production conditions in the EU (e.g. climate or 

disease-free growing conditions).

◼ Benefit from high-quality seed treatment facilities in EU as these are more 

sustainable than potential facilities outside the EU

◼ Regulatory requirement outside of the EU require the use of certain plant 

protection products of seeds for phytosanitary reasons 

◼ Keep EU as an attractive place for seed production and safeguard jobs

Why is seed treatment for export beneficial 

for EU competitiveness and seed quality



Ways to prove the export into third countries 

◼ several documents are suitable to prove an export of goods to a third country.    

E.g. the following documents are approved by most of the EU tax authorities:

 invoice of the exporter in connection with the received payment from the 

customer

 transport waybill (different documents based on the kind of transport) in 

connection with the payment of the freight or a receipt of arrival

 written confirmation of receipt of the consignee

 None of the above documents is uniform and it is usually difficult to 

receive them as there are no standard procedures in place.

◼ Therefore the best way to prove the export is 

 the electronic customs procedure 

● compulsory for Union goods leaving the EU customs territory (Article 269 of 

the Union Customs Code - UCC). 

 Moreover this procedure is a standard procedure in all EU countries.



Electronic customs export procedure
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Example of customs export confirmation from Slovakia 

Exit receipt

Movement reference 

number MRN

Name and address of 

sender and receiver

Invoice amount

No. of packages

Weight of the goods

Truck no.

EU Exit customs office

EU Exit date

Reference no. of 

exporter



Example of customs export confirmation from Germany 

Exit receipt

Movement reference 

number MRN

Name and address of 

sender and receiver

Invoice amount

No. of packages

Weight of the goods

Truck no.

EU Exit customs office

EU Exit date

Reference no. of 

exporter



Regulatory overview export only

◼ Opinion 1: No registration requested for the treatment

„ production, storage or movement of a plant protection product intended for 

use in a third country provided that the Member State of production, storage or 

movement has put in place inspection requirements to ensure that the plant 

protection product is exported from its territory”

Some MS: Seed treatments for export are not regulated as PPP registration

◼ Opinion 2: Registration requested for seed treatment

“The derogation in Article 28(2)(d) concerns the production, storage or 

movement of a plant protection product intended for use in a third country. This 

means that for the treatment of seeds in the Member States only an authorised

plant protection product may be applied, even if the treated seed is destined 

for export outside the EU. “

Seed treatment guidance document: Registration is needed 

What about a middle ground?



Developing a viable option 

Considering 

◼ We are in closed systems 

◼ We do not have environmental exposure 

◼ It is exported to a country where there is a registered use

What about opinion 3: Permit for local treatment

◼ Ensure it is a closed system (certification)  

◼ All relevant information on the formulation to ensure operator safety

◼ No need for an a.i. to be registered 

◼ Ensure export by the presented export proof

Balance between high quality seeds for export & high safety 

with this option



Seed treatment for export: Theoretical 

process in the GD

A.I. registered

Product not 
registered

Conduct some 
Phys-Chem, 

Tox, and 
Ecotox studies

No Residues 
Studies

Label seed for 
export outside 

EU only 



What about

▪ What to do if the a.i. is not approved? There is a gap in the 

guidance if the a.i. is not registered.

▪ Can an a.i. be renewed with the rep. use export only?

▪ Which Phys. Chem. studies?

▪ Which Tox studies?

▪ Which Ecotox studies?

▪ No reference to the export proof  already in 

place  

A.I. registered

Product not 
registered

Conduct some 
Phys-Chem, 
Tox, and 
Ecotox studies

No Residues 
Studies

Label seed for 
export outside 
EU only 

The scheme as outlined in the guidance is currently not 

complete



Suggestions to increase clarity

◼ Select our middle ground proposal (option 3) 

◼ Allow treatment for export independently of the status of the a.i. in the EU

◼ Add clear flow charts on the process to follow

◼ Add list of minimum study requirements 

◼ Define how to assess the emission from the seed treatment facilities 

(ecotox study requirements) if at all relevant (i.e. if not certified)
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First case study

◼ A biological seed treatment (Bacillus) used in non-EU countries as seed 

treatment on a crop which seeds are produced in the EU 

◼ Disease is not relevant in the EU

◼ A.i. is not approved in the EU but registered outside of the EU.

◼ Normal data package is available to support registrations outside of EU 

As comparison current & guidance proposed process

◼ Step 1 & timeline: Biologicals a.i. inclusion, ca. 4 ½ years

◼ Step 2 & timeline: Register the PPP, ca. 2 years

A.I. registered

Risk 
assessment 

(opex) 
acceptable?

yes
Treatment 
possible

no

Tox endpoint 
available?

yes



◼ Insecticide non renewed in EU, but treatment would still take place in the 

EU on corn seeds exported to Russia, Ukraine and Turkey (where the 

product is still registered)

◼ Endpoint has been updated during EU review and risk assessment is 

acceptable for operator safety (corn ST was one of the representative 

uses)

A.I. registered

Risk 
assessment 

(opex) 
acceptable?

yes
Treatment 
possible

no

Endpoint 
(AOEL) 

available?

yes

Second case study



Take home messages

◼ It is essential that the seed treatments remain accessible for treatment in 

the EU of seeds for export to non-EU farmers.

◼ There is high quality system in place that ensures that seeds intended for 

export only are traceable for export only 

◼ There currently are differencing views on how products intended for treated 

seeds for export should be considered

◼ We suggested a balanced approach with our permit for local treatment

◼ The current guidance is not complete to address export only registration 

and if needed should be improved



Thank you


