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Representing the Canadian developers, manufacturers and distributors of pest control 
products and products of modern plant breeding. 
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CropLife Canada goals

■ Increase awareness, understanding, and acceptance of 
the benefits, safety and sustainability of plant science 
innovations

■ Secure legislation, regulation, and policy that encourage 
science and industry innovation

■ Be world leaders in lifecycle stewardship of pest control 
products and plant biotechnology traits

■ Forge and lead alliances with stakeholder groups to 
help achieve the industry’s vision and sound public 
policy
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■ Traditional media has been 
decimated

■ Old models of delivering and 
consuming news have been turned 
upside down

■ New model – niche, customized, online 
news, delivered 24/7 in rapid fire

■ Fake news stories are rampant with little 
to no fact checking

■ Activist groups deliver their messages 
cheaply and efficiently via targeted 
advertising on social media

Fracturing of 
Traditional 
Media and the 
Growth of 
#fakenews
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■ The bad news:
■ Global trade is actually contracting slightly, 

fueled by U.S. – China trade war
■ Donald Trump has weaponized trade and 

thrives on chaos and instability
■ Brexit, nationalism in Europe putting a 

damper on European trade growth

■ The good news:
■ Despite all this, global trade is slated to 

increase again – advanced economies are 
growing, albeit slowly

■ Middle class continues to grow, particularly 
in key Asian markets

■ One constant – regions with abundant water 
and resources will continue to export to 
regions with large populations and fewer 
resources

The Global 
Environment
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■ Liberal minority gov’t moving 
very tentatively – policy inertia tends to 
be a hallmark of minority Parliaments

■ Conservatives focused internally until 
leadership race is over

■ Spending will continue to rise as gov’t 
appeals to Bloc and NDP

■ Climate change policy will be in the 
front window of budget, gov’t decisions 
– they believe it is the wedge issue that 
helped them win swing voters in Oct. 
2019

■ Gov’t needs economy to stay on track –
recession would disastrous both 
politically and for budget projections

The Canadian 
Political Scene
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PMRA Re-
evaluation -
Why does this 
matter?

Are we adding to or 
losing tools from our 
toolbox?
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■ CropLife Canada strongly 
supports cyclical re-evaluations
■ Maintain current scientific standards
■ Best available science

■ Major changes in registration can 
have significant impacts on 
Canadian grower competitiveness

■ Decisions (even PRVDs) impact 
international trade 

■ Regulatory implications around the 
world

PMRA Re-
Evaluation
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3 primary work streams:
■ “Original 401”

■ Pre-1995 chemistries
■ Examples include Bravo (chlorothalonil); 

Lorsban (chlorpyrifos)

■ Cyclical re-evaluations
■ Post-1995 chemistries

■ Examples include Matador (λ-
cyhalothrin); Admire (Imidacloprid); 
Poncho (clothianidin)

■ Special reviews:
■ Now at the discretion of the Minister – a 

positive step
■ OECD bans and/or new data

■ Examples include Poncho (clothianidin), 
2,4-D

Pesticide re-
evaluations
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Problems with the PMRA Process

■ Makes overly conservative assumptions.

■ Doesn’t look at cost-benefit analysis

■ PMRA recognizes the process isn’t working 
and initiated a two-year review and 
consultation process. 

■ Can’t wait two years – PMRA must move 
faster
■ PMRA needs to support the sector now if the 

Government wants to hit its target of $75 Billion in 
exports by 2025.

■ PMRA must do a proper cost-benefit analysis and 
rely on real-life, applicable monitoring information 
from the Canadian countryside and not just on 
theoretical modelling.

Critical Policy 
Issue – PMRA 
Re-Evaluation



Workload is Increasing & Work Is Piling Up
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PMRA PESTICIDE POST-MARKET RE-EVALUATIONS 

2-WAY DIALOGUE & TRANSPARENCY  

HOW DO WE MEASURE UP WITH OUR U.S. COMPETITORS? 

 

 

 

 

In the United States there are opportunities for 2-way dialogue with stakeholders throughout 
their entire re-evaluation process as outlined in the graphic above.  This ensures transparency 
and outcomes that consider all stakeholder interests. In Canada 2-way dialogue occurs only after 
a proposed decision on risk mitigation has been published for a 90-day public comment period.  
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■ Imposition of Class 12 and its 
attendant regulations created 
needless regulatory burden for farmers 
and denied them access to federally 
approved treated seed.

■ This created both a lack of regulatory 
alignment with the federal government, 
and a dangerous precedent of provincial 
overreach into areas of federal 
jurisdiction

■ “Cosmetic” pesticide ban

Ontario 
Pesticide 
Regulation –
Reducing Red 
Tape for 
Farmers
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Impact of these previous 
changes:
■ Duplication of federal regulatory 

authority
■ Impedes farmer’s ability to protect 

crops from insect damage
■ Significant costs to farmers and 

agriculture retailers
■ Unnecessary red tape for the Ontario 

government
■ Confusion for citizens; not to mention 

non-compliance

We joined with GFO, CSTA and OABA to 
ask the Ontario government for change

Ontario –
Regulatory 
alignment for 
pesticides
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Better for People, Smarter for 
Business Act (October 2019)

■ Ontario Pesticide Advisory Committee 
(OPAC) eliminated

■ Ontario’s pesticide classification system 
aligned with the federal system
■ From 12 classifications to 5
■ Eliminates duplication
■ Relies on federal scientific expertise

■ One-time test to replace proof of need for 
neonics

Ontario 
Pesticide 
Regulation –
Reducing Red 
Tape for 
Farmers

Success to 
date
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■ New Class E – neonic treated seeds.
■ Unnecessary duplication

■ No movement on the urban pesticide 
ban

Ontario 
Pesticide 
Regulation –
Reducing Red 
Tape for 
Farmers

Still some 
work to do
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Glyphosate –

Cue the 
Outrage….

glyphosate.ca
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Some of the substances that 
have been classified in groups 1 and 2:

■ Group 1: Known human carcinogen
■ Group 2A: Probable human carcinogen
■ Group 2B: Possible human carcinogen

Glyphosate -
IARC

Group 1 Group 2A Group 2B

Asbestos
Aflotoxins
Tamoxifen
Alcoholic Beverages
Processed meats

Chloramphenicol
Red Meat
Shift Work
Emissions from 
frying
Glyphosate

Caffeic acid
Bracken Fern
Coffee
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■ February 2017 Canadian 
Food Inspection Agency report on 
glyphosate levels in barley, bean 
(including chickpea), lentil, pea, 
soybean, wheat and a sample of other 
products.

■ Overall compliance rate for these surveys, 
based on Canadian Maximum Residue Limits 
(MRL), was 98.7 %.

■ No samples of fruits and vegetables, soy 
products, or infant foods were found to 
contain residues exceeding Canadian limits.

Glyphosate –

Food Safety
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■ It is possible to detect 
glyphosate residues in 
foodstuffs.

■ Just because something is “detected,” 
doesn’t mean it’s dangerous.

Glyphosate –

Food Safety

Switzerland: 655 kg of 
bread produced with 
the most "loaded" 
wheat with 
glyphosate residues 
would have to be 
ingested daily to 
reach the acceptable 
daily intake 
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Glyphosate –

Food Safety

“…a 75-pound child would need to 
consume 145,000 eight-ounce servings 
of Ben & Jerry’s Chocolate Fudge 
Brownie ice cream (the flavor found to 
contain the most glyphosate) every day 
to hit the EPA’s safety limit. For adults, 
the number of servings jumps to 
290,000…"
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Glyphosate –

Cue the 
Outrage….
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There Is No 
Cavalry Riding 
Over the Hill
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■ Canada has fallen behind                  
key global competitors on regulatory 
speed and efficiency

■ Two years from submission to approval, 
yet actual work is less than two months
■ Brazil – less than one year
■ United States – less than two years

■ Products of Gene Editing – even more 
difficult
■ Canada – “Case by case basis”
■ United States – will not be requiring safety 

assessment of gene editing

Modernizing 
CFIA’s 
Regulatory 
Approach



Global Regulatory Approaches Continue to Develop 
but many countries provide more clarity and predictability than Canada

South American block: Efficient 
notification process to determine 

if gene-edited plants are “GMOs”.

Australia: Simple gene-edited 
products will be exempt from 

“GMO” regulations. 

Canada: Case-by-case regulation of 
products developed using any plant 

breeding method. EU: Likely to revise regulations to allow more 
innovation, currently all gene-edited plants fall under 
“GMO” rules.

China/India: Uncertain direction, 
India has developed an onerous but 
predictable system.

USDA: Gene-edited plants that 
mimic conventional breeding are 
exempt from “GMO” regulation.

Japan: Plants with no foreign 
DNA require simple 
notification only.

Norway: Proposal for a 3-tier system 
to assess gene-edited products.

Philippines: Proposal to exempt 
plants with no foreign DNA 
from “GMO” rules. 



Lost Opportunities for 
Canadian Ag Sector
1. Australian and US-based R&D has produced high-fiber 

wheat and barley, along with opportunities to market 
healthier food and processed products.  Last year 
Limagrain considered Canada but took their crop 
production to the US where their products were subject 
to fewer pre-market regulations.

2. “We received notification from the US government that 
they would not regulate waxy corn, our first CRISPR-
enabled product, so we now know how the stage is set 
in the US and we can move forward with a clear 
framework in mind.” Neal Gutterson, Vice President of 
R&D at Corteva, in a February 2017 interview in BioVox.

3. A soybean field belonging to one of 75 farmers growing 
gene-edited Calyxt soybeans in Minnesota, covering 
40,000 acres, featured in Washington Post, August 
2018.

4. “Brazil has a different regulatory system… It looks like it 
should be pretty straightforward to get to market.” –
Tad Sonstegard, Chief Scientific Officer of 
Recombinetics, when asked why they decided to set 
their research project in Brazil. Published October 4th

2018 in Wall Street Journal's Moving Upstream. 

1.

2.

3.

4.
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Applications of Gene Editing in Wheat

Source: 
http://www.calyxt.com/products

High Fiber Wheat:

• Addresses growing consumer 
demand for high-fiber food

• “non-regulated” by USDA 

• Launch “as early 2020-2021”



2012 – Plant 
Biotech Reset

2014 – Report 
“Towards and 
Effective and 

Efficient 
Regulatory 

System”

2016 – Report 
“Driving the 

Canadian 
Advantage” 

2017 –
Consultation 

and creation of 
CLC/CSTA/CGC 

coalition

2017 - Joint 
Seed and Grain 

Value Chain 
Letter to the 

Minister

2018 –
Formation of 

Industry -
Government 

working group

2019 –
Formation of 

ADM level 
steering 

committee and 
“Tiger Team”

2019 –
Development 

of new 
operational 

model



Progress Has Been 
Made
• Overall, Canada’s regulatory approach is 

sound

• Policy and program-delivery changes are 
needed, not regulatory revisions  

• Priority status in Economic Strategy Table 
and Treasury Board Regulatory Road Map 

• Industry has been working intensely with 
Government regulators since November 
2018 



What’s Needed Now

• Continued engagement through the Seeds and Grains VCRT

• A transparent process to determine if a plant variety is “novel”

• Clarity on the scope of traits that trigger pre-market safety assessment

• Align with major trading partners (US, Japan, Australia, South America) 
where gene editing requires a maximum of notification

• Tiered data requirements and service standards, including a rapid 
notification process for low-risk products

• Move to public consultation on new guidance in 2020
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Russel Hurst
Vice-President, Stewardship & Sustainability
hurstr@croplife.ca
(613) 230-9881 

Thank you!

http://croplife.ca

