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President’s Message

There are not many years when Canada’s pest control industry – and indeed, Canadian 

agriculture as a whole – faced as many challenges as those that presented themselves 

in 2003-2004. Some challenges you expect and even anticipate in this business, such

as bad weather, global competition, disease and pest infestations. Others – such as

challenges we face from people propagating misinformation – are less predictable, and

require different responses and resources to address. These public education challenges

are a modern reality and are a large part of our role at CropLife Canada, as a trade 

association representing developers, manufacturers and distributors of pest control 

products and plant biotechnology in Canada.

Physicians startle the public with unbalanced report 
One of the highest-profile matters we’ve dealt with lately is the Ontario College of Family Physicians’

(OCFP) selective review of scientific literature about pesticides, which makes alarming recommendations

against pesticide use. We believe this group, like others who oppose our industry’s products, has a right

to its opinion. But scientifically, the OCFP report is disturbing. It focuses on only a limited number of

studies – mainly, those that support its anti-pesticide position. It ignores the fact that Health Canada 

regulates all pest control products manufactured and sold in Canada, and that the products are subject

to some of the toughest regulatory standards in the world. Nonetheless, despite its lack of balance, the

OCFP report garnered major headlines across Canada. Our communications team, partners and member

companies responded quickly to inform the public about the facts. This included hosting a news conference

to present CropLife Canada’s position on the OCFP report, and distributing a joint statement from scientists,

academics, farm and grower organizations, pest management professionals, manufacturers and distributors

stating that the safe, responsible use of pesticides holds significant benefits for Canadian society.

CropLife Canada is now conducting two separate third-party reviews of the OCFP report, one involving 

internationally acclaimed epidemiologists. People need to know that Canada has exemplary risk- and

safety-assessment procedures in place for pesticides, and that the responsible use of pest control 

products poses no undue risk. That is why CropLife Canada has public and media information campaigns

to explain how plant science technologies support innovative and sustainable agriculture in Canada.

Agricultural innovations require intellectual property protection
CropLife Canada welcomed the landmark Supreme Court of Canada ruling in favour of Monsanto, in the

Schmeiser vs. Monsanto patent infringement case. In May 2004, the Supreme Court ruled against

Saskatchewan farmer Percy Schmeiser, upholding Monsanto’s patent and reinforcing Canada’s reputation

as a fair and equitable place to do business. The case underlined how patents and intellectual property

must be protected if Canada is to be internationally regarded as a country worthy of investing in for

research and development. Agricultural advances, including plant biotechnology, promote the increased

production of high-quality food and environmental sustainability. The intellectual property rights required

to protect these advances will help attract business developments. 

Dealing with Toronto City Council 
The Urban Pest Management Council challenged the City of Toronto anti-pesticide bylaw in 2003, but

the Ontario Superior Courts upheld the City’s bylaw. This decision has been appealed, and the Ontario

Court of Appeals will hear the case on November 4, 2004. This case is important not only from a legal

precedent standpoint, but from a validity of science standpoint as well. If these products are deemed

safe for agricultural use, how can they be judged unsafe for non-agricultural uses? The results of this

case will most likely influence all municipal bylaws in the province of Ontario, and our trade association

is committed to the appeal process.  

Lo
rn

e
 H

e
p
w

o
rt

h
, 

P
re

si
d
e
n
t 



3

2
0

0
3

-
2

0
0

4
 
P

R
O

G
R

E
S

S
 
R

E
P

O
R

T

Provincial regulatory activity
Laws in Quebec and Prince Edward Island are prompting significant changes in pest-control product use

there. Again, this signifies a tendency toward increased legislation at taxpayers’ cost, which is at best

redundant, and at worst, confusing and contradictory due to the patchwork of inconsistent legislation.

The need to inform the public
CropLife Canada is handling these challenges head-on with a series of initiatives. These are aimed at

enhancing Canadian leaders and society’s understanding of plant science technologies to increase the

awareness of the benefit and value of our technologies especially as they relate to the environment and

public health. CropLife Canada is stepping up its stakeholder and government relations program with a

new plan that will promote the association’s goal of supporting innovative and sustainable agriculture in

Canada. The new effort is necessary because, in part, the political landscape has changed at the municipal,

provincial and federal levels. As well, many of the issues CropLife Canada deals with are overarching

beyond science and regulation, into societal issues. 

No doubt you’ll have seen CropLife Canada appear in various media across the country. The number of

contentious issues we’ve dealt with, from the previously mentioned Ontario College of Family Physicians

report and the City of Toronto anti-pesticide efforts, to providing information and expertise about West

Nile virus, have meant a plethora of print and broadcast media interviews. It’s given us an opportunity to

build up relationships with reporters, and is increasingly resulting in CropLife Canada being the “go-to”

organization for factual information when contentious issues arise over pest management. This is a good

start towards presenting a more balanced case to the public for responsible pesticide use.    

Stewardship – a CropLife Canada cornerstone 
CropLife Canada members can be proud of the association’s stewardship programs. We have voluntarily

taken the stewardship responsibility upon ourselves and two-thirds of CropLife Canada’s spending is 

dedicated to stewardship initiatives. Our programs relating to the crop protection and agriculture are well

established. For instance, the container management program has resulted in nearly 55 million empty

containers being returned and recycled since the program was launched in 1989. The overall return rate

remains high, a credit to the responsible use and positive environmental mindset of Canadian farmers.

CropLife Canada also collects unwanted pesticides in agricultural regions across Canada. In 2003, 

programs were run in Alberta, Manitoba and Quebec, where more than 181,580 kilograms of unwanted

pesticides were collected. Programs completed to date have collected over 690 metric tonnes of pesticides

from farmsteads across Canada. All programs involve multi-stakeholder implementation teams with 

representatives from provincial environmental and agricultural ministries, as well as agri-retailers, 

producer groups and the agri-chemical industry. 

CropLife Canada continues to build upon its success with stewardship programs by making huge strides

with respect to plant biotechnology and the safe use of our products in the urban environment.

Biotechnology builds on its stewardship base
Stewardship in biotechnology is the purview of the CropLife Canada Biotech Stewardship Committee, which

has several new projects in development, with others underway. For example, the committee established

a commercial status database of approved living modified organisms in Canadian crops, to provide information

to importers of agricultural commodities. The committee continued its stewardship work on herbicide-

tolerant crops, distributing a best management practices guide for presentations to farmers, retailers and

anyone interested in this information. The committee is also completing its first report, “Stewardship of

Herbicide Tolerant Crops in Canada,” which will be available on the CropLife Canada website. 

President’s Message continued
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Stewardship in the urban environment
Our tradition of good stewardship continues with the introduction of programs into the urban environment. We

are dedicated to the protection of community health. Programs range from consumer and retailer instruction,

to providing information relating to integrated pest management practices, implementing a manufacturing

code with stringent standards for those in this market sector, and a marketing code of practice.

These, and other CropLife Canada initiatives, outline the industry’s dedication to environmental stewardship

and professional conduct.

Pest control product sales in Canada realize growth  
The bottom line is that there is a need for our industry’s products to help ensure sustainable agricultural

production. This is reflected in the sales of these products and for the first time in several years, pest control

product sales in Canada are up. The three per cent sales increase brought total sales to $1.31 billion in

2003. We saw a slight decrease in herbicide sales – which hold the biggest market share of all pest control

products. Sales were up in many areas; herbicides and insecticides for non-agricultural use, and fungicide

sales for fruit and vegetable production, in particular. The sales increase signals that farmers and gardeners

see pest control products as valuable tools in an integrated pest management system.

CropLife Canada welcomes new team member
CropLife Canada’s success can be attributed to a professional staff. Their hard work and ideas help improve

the association’s activities and goals with each passing year. Our newest team member, Beth Brisco, joined

the association in January 2003 as a student intern. Upon completion of her Masters in Biotechnology degree

from the University of Toronto in May 2004, we are pleased that she agreed to continue in a permanent

position with CropLife Canada as the Stewardship and Regulatory Affairs Co-ordinator, Plant Biotechnology. 

Thank you for your ongoing support
I extend my appreciation to the commitment demonstrated 

by the CropLife Canada members and a dedicated Board 

of Directors. I thank you all for your ongoing support

and counsel. For a complete review of CropLife

Canada activities, I encourage you to visit our

comprehensive website. Please visit often –

the site is updated regularly, and contains

reports on our many activities.

President’s Message continued



5

2
0

0
3

-
2

0
0

4
 
P

R
O

G
R

E
S

S
 
R

E
P

O
R

T

CropLife Canada has led the way in stewardship and enjoyed an international reputation

for protecting the environment and the public since the inception of its crop protection

stewardshipfirst TM program in 1990. Canada’s crop protection industry takes its 

responsibility to the environment and to public safety very seriously. As a testament 

to our commitment, we have expanded the stewardshipfirst TM programs to include all 

of the association’s business divisions including plant biotechnology and urban

environments. These new initiatives will be detailed in their respective reports.

CropLife Canada works in close partnership with federal and provincial governments, farmers,

manufacturers, dealers and distributors to make these stewardship programs work. Their contribution and

team spirit are appreciated.

Crop Protection Chemistry Stewardship
Manufacturing Standards
The Manufacturing Standards promote continuous improvement in occupational health and safety and

environmental protection for member company facilities (or contracted facilities) manufacturing or 

formulating agrichemical products for use on crops. Since the standards were introduced in Canada in

1990 there have been no environmental or health incidents at the manufacturing level. All facilities are

audited annually or, if they achieve a high audit score, every two years.

In keeping with CropLife Canada’s “continuous improvement” philosophy, the manufacturing standards

were updated in 2002 and applied to all sites in 2003. Working with CropLife Canada’s Urban Use

Stewardship Committee, application of these standards to manufacturers of structural and urban products

is being phased in, with complete integration targeted for December 2005.

Warehousing Standards – Agrichemical Warehousing
Standards Association (AWSA)
The AWSA – the largest self-regulatory industry initiative in Canada

– has certified 1520 warehouses nationally for safe pesticide 

storage, representing all agrichemical warehouses in Canada. 

In 2003, 27 trained auditors re-certified 788 warehouses. Each facility was, and continues to be, audited

every two years. To ensure compliance, CropLife Canada’s manufacturers ship only to AWSA-certified facilities.

A compliance and enforcement program is an important part of this program. AWSA auditors investigate all

compliance issues within three working days. In 2003, auditors handled 11 new complaints, resulting in

three violations. Auditors have also followed up on prior years’ violations, in addition to conducting 50 

random audits that resulted in 10 violations. During the first half of 2004, auditors investigated five new

compliance issues, which resulted in two violations, and conducted 58 additional random audits resulting 

in six violations. New insurance requirements were implemented in 2003, requiring a minimum of one million

dollars coverage for both on- and off-site pollution liability for all locations. 

The AWSA’s bilingual website (www.awsacanada.com) continues to attract visitors, providing auditor information,

emergency phone numbers, the AWSA newsletter, audit protocols, updated product Material Safety Data

Sheets (MSDS) and a password-protected enquiry for determining which facilities are certified.  
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The AWSA also developed and electronically issued its first training course on Transportation of

Dangerous Goods (TDG) requirements, which have been widely used. Other courses on emergency

response and the Workplace Hazardous Materials Information System (WHMIS) will follow.

Personnel Training and Certification
Through the Certified Crop Science Consultant (CCSC) program, CropLife Canada provides training and 

certification in the proper application of farm pesticides. This course was developed through an affiliation

with the Universities of Guelph and Saskatoon (the French version of the course is available through

College d’Alfred). The CCSC course has become the standard for industry sales representatives and others

who make recommendations to growers. The CCSC provides crop protection professionals with formal

recognition of their expertise and demonstrates industry professionalism. The program is recognized

nationwide and all provinces credit their vendor certification to all CCSC graduates. Modules covering

plant biotechnology, stewardship, sustainable agriculture and urban use are included in the course. To

date, 330 students have been either certified or re-certified.  

Container Management
Almost 55 million empty containers have been returned and recycled since the Container

Management program was initiated in 1989. This year, the overall return rate

remained steady around 70 per cent – a credit to the responsible use and positive

environmental mindset of Canadian farmers. Empty container collection in 2003

was up by 18.5 per cent, which reflected farmers’ ongoing commitment to the 

program, as well as a significantly increased pesticide usage over 2002 due to

drought conditions in the Prairies that year.  

All containers (plastic and metal) are recycled. Approximately two-thirds of the plastic is

used to make farm fence posts and the remainder used for energy in a cement kiln and highway guardrail posts.

Collection of Unwanted Pesticides
CropLife Canada collects unwanted pesticides in agricultural regions across Canada with a goal to complete

collection across rural Canada by the end of 2004. A successful collection program was run in Quebec in

April 2004, collecting 32,000 kilograms.

In 2003, programs were run in Alberta and Manitoba where 

150,000 kilograms of unwanted pesticides were collected.

Programs completed to date have collected over 690 metric

tonnes of obsolete pesticides from farmsteads across

Canada. These pesticides are disposed of largely by 

high-temperature incineration.

Collection programs have been scheduled in autumn

of 2004, for central and southern Alberta and

Manitoba, north of the Trans-Canada highway. This 

will complete the first round of collections across Canada.

CropLife Canada and its members continue to be 

committed to stewardshipfirst TM initiatives by building

upon the success of past years.
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Crop Protection Chemistry

Public confidence in the safety of our products, and the exemplary, uniquely Canadian 

system that regulates them is under siege. The paradox surrounding pest control products

and related issues continued this past year despite the introduction of innovative

reduced-risk products and the increased safeguards contained in the new Pest Control

Products Act (PCPA). These don’t appear to be providing much comfort to the public.

In fact, we’ve seen several activities that suggest anti-pesticide fervor is at an all-time

high. Increased municipal and provincial regulation, a highly critical Auditor General’s

Report and concerns from some areas of the medical community have made many

Canadians question the safety of pest control products.

Part of our job at CropLife Canada is to address these concerns. We feel that it is also the

responsibility of the federal regulator, in this case, Health Canada’s Pest Management Regulatory Agency

(PMRA), to inform the public about its role in ensuring that pesticides meet the stringent standards of

health and environmental safety in Canada. Educating the public about the safety of pest control 

products and our stellar regulatory system is a major challenge, but it’s possible if all industry participants

– academia, government and industry – do their part.

Pest Control Products Act
The Pest Control Products Act (PCPA) received Royal Assent in late 2002, but it will not come into force

until enabling regulations have passed. Three key regulations regarding WHMIS (the provision of MSDS

and labels), Adverse Effects Reporting and a process for the Reconsideration of Registration Decisions

have passed through preliminary consultation. The regulation regarding the Reporting of Sales Data has

been proposed through the Canada Gazette. The Minister of Health is expected to complete these 

regulations this fall, and once they’re adopted (possibly by early 2005) the new Act will come into force.

Many other policies are also being developed, such as protecting confidential business information, the

public registry and reading room, and provisions for special review. 

The new PCPA will change or add many legislative and regulatory provisions, and ultimately influence 

the way we do business in Canada. Public safeguards are being increased, but for Canadian agriculture 

to remain competitive, internationally harmonized policies and regulatory incentives that allow safe, 

innovative technologies to come to the Canadian market must be in place as well. 

Provincial Regulatory Activity
The provincial governments of British Columbia, Prince Edward Island and Quebec recently brought forth

new regulatory measures to reduce the risks associated with pest control products. The impact of the 

regulations in British Columbia are still being assessed, but already the Quebec and Prince Edward Island

laws are prompting significant changes in pest control product use. For example, in Prince Edward Island,

the Agricultural Crop Rotation Act and the amended Environmental Protection Act have helped address

some of the environmental concerns associated with soil erosion and with pest control products entering

watercourses. Legislation in Quebec is not so promising – the province’s Pesticide Management Code introduces

some provisions that do not follow federal or international tenants of science based risk assessment. 

Minor Use Pesticides
Joint efforts between Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada (AAFC), the PMRA, provincial coordinators, farmers

and CropLife Canada towards developing a long-awaited Canadian Minor Use Program is showing significant

progress. AAFC has created the Pest Management Centre (PMC) in Ottawa with a similar structure to the 
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successful US IR-4 program. The PMC coordinates the collection of growers’ minor use needs and priorities,

conducts research (efficacy and crop residue data) and submits registration applications. CropLife

Canada demonstrated its continued commitment to minor use by signing a letter of understanding (LOU)

with AAFC. The LOU defines roles, responsibilities and timing commitments between the PMC and

CropLife Canada member companies. Due to the time lag in data generation, submission and review, few

minor use registrations have been granted to date through this new process. The program’s success will

be measured by the flow of minor use registrations beginning this year, and beyond. 

Pest Management Regulatory Agency
Along with the new PCPA activities, CropLife Canada has been involved with many other consultative activities

with the PMRA in areas including the re-evaluation program, revocation of 0.1 ppm MRL defaults, formulants

policy development, revised efficacy guidelines, the Global Harmonized System for classification and

labelling, revision to data compensation provisions (PSR III) and the five-year review of the cost recovery 

initiative. The NAFTA Technical Working Group’s progress towards regulatory harmonization had slowed in

recent years, but is now showing signs of renewed enthusiasm. The PMRA has expressed interest in addressing

impediments to harmonization in areas such as risk assessment methodology, efficacy requirements and is

working with CropLife Canada to make the joint-review process more appealing.

CropLife Canada has worked throughout the year on cost recovery activities related to the PMRA five-year

cost recovery evaluation, and on a new government law – an Act Respecting User Fees. This new Act 

provides additional requirements for government cost recovered services such as additional consultation,

dispute resolution mechanisms, performance standards comparable to other countries and fee reductions

if standards are not met.

The regulatory system’s predictability is of

utmost importance to registrants. The

PMRA’s performance in submission

evaluation has been a source of

debate and conflicting statistics

for some time. To resolve this

issue, CropLife Canada has

worked with the PMRA to

establish a process that

will provide additional 

performance data to help

not only company planning

purposes but also to 

identify areas that require

improvement on the part

of the applicant and the

evaluator.  
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Plant Biotechnology

Farmers are continuing to embrace biotechnology with record planting of genetically modified

canola, soybeans and corn. And at the same time, the public is likewise showing its support,

recognizing biotechnology’s many benefits and where it fits into a total production system.

Almost 800 Canadians were polled by Decima Research in March, 2004 and said that

when it comes to biotechnology, they’re willing to accept some risk if there’s a health

benefit involved. Almost 80 per cent agreed with this statement: “We have to accept

some risk to achieve the benefits of biotechnology, like new discoveries and the cure of

serious illnesses.” When it comes to food, there’s still room for improvement – 63 per

cent agree we must accept some risk to develop new biotech foods that contain vitamins

or medicine. Support for food biotechnology is likely to improve as consumers develop a

deeper understanding of the connection between food and health, and how biotechnology can

support preventative health measures through the production of beneficial, enhanced foods.

Overall, it’s encouraging to see the public is displaying increased confidence in biotechnology, when all

we usually hear is criticism from the anti-technology movement.

Output Traits
Health Canada issued revised guidelines for the safety assessment of novel foods, with consideration for

genetically enhanced foods with an introduced health or nutritional benefit. Regulations for product-specific

health claims for these “functional foods” have not yet been disseminated, but the proposed regulatory 

framework and an interim guidance document can be found on the Health Canada website www.hc-sc.gc.ca 

In the area of plant-made pharmaceutical and industrial products, the Canadian Agri-Food Research

Council (CARC) and Genome Prairie GE3LS hosted the Bio-Based Molecular Production Systems

Workshop in the spring. The objective of the workshop was to move toward the development of a policy

framework leading to an action plan for responsible commercialization of bio-based molecular production

systems. CropLife Canada’s Denise Dewar represented the industry on the workshop organizing committee.  

The Canadian Food Inspection Agency (CFIA) hosted a technical workshop on the segregation and handling

of plant molecular farming (PMF) products and by-products in 2004. Outcomes from the workshop will

be used to help the CFIA draft a regulatory framework for plant-produced pharmaceuticals and industrial

products in Canada.  

Responsible Introduction of New Agricultural Products
In response to market concerns about commercializing genetically engineered wheat, Agriculture and Agri-Food

Canada (AAFC) initiated a policy development process in 2004 entitled “Responsible Introduction of New

Agricultural Products” or RIONAP. Although Monsanto has withdrawn submissions for genetically engineered

wheat in Canada and around the world, the RIONAP project remains in place with considerations for plant

molecular farming potentially being drawn under the umbrella. CropLife Canada continues to support 

science-based regulation and industry-led initiatives to address market place concerns.

Labelling
In April 2004, the Standards Council of Canada published the “National Standard for Voluntary Labelling and

Advertising of Foods That Are and Are Not Products of Genetic Engineering.” The CGSB committee plans to

review the standard within the next five years.  

The Quebec Committee on Agriculture, Fisheries and Food conducted hearings on food safety during the winter

of 2004 and examined labelling of genetically modified crops as part of their mandate. CropLife Canada 
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submitted a brief to the committee supporting the national regulatory system for assessing the safety of

GM foods and outlining the contribution of biotechnology to the Quebec economy. The committee

released its report in June and recommended mandatory labelling in Quebec, as well as adopting EU

labelling thresholds. The committee also recommends conducting a study on the costs of implementing

mandatory labelling throughout the value chain.  

Biosafety Protocol
The Biosafety Protocol was enacted September 11, 2003, with the first meeting of the parties taking

place the following February. The protocol’s objective is to ensure that living modified organisms (LMOs)

are traded with due regard for the protection of biodiversity. The Canadian agriculture industry remains

supportive of the protocol’s objective, but continues to have grave concerns about key outstanding issues

in the protocol text. The Grain Growers of Canada and CropLife Canada coordinated a letter to two federal

cabinet ministers recommending that the Canadian government not ratify the protocol, due to the

unknown and unpredictable risks to the Canadian agri-food industry.

The agriculture industry supports the government’s efforts, in cooperation with the International Grain

Trade Coalition that has led to signing of a trilateral agreement between Canada, the United States and

Mexico. The government should be encouraged to continue working towards similar agreements with

other nations. The letter was signed by 29 organizations representing farmers, grain handlers and

exporters, agricultural researchers, technology developers and food manufacturers. 

Protecting Patents and Intellectual Property
On May 21, 2004, the Supreme Court of Canada ruled against Saskatchewan farmer Percy Schmeiser

and upheld Monsanto’s patent in the Schmeiser case. This was a landmark case for Canada and maintains

our reputation as a desirable country for investment opportunities, and a good place to dedicate research

and development resources for new innovations and discoveries. Agricultural advances, including plant

biotechnology, support the increased production of high-quality food, and promote environmental 

sustainability. Since the introduction of biotech crops in 1995, Canadian farmers have entered into 

contracts that have given them access to the best technologies. More than 90 per cent of canola farmers

purchase their seed every year through the use of certified seeds. Farmers gain advantages from improved

technologies, and the developers of those technologies are reimbursed for their investment in research

and development.  

Contributing to Dialogue
In December 2002, the Canadian Biotechnology Advisory Committee (CBAC) established an exploratory

committee to guide a pilot project to develop a “dialogue tool” on genetically modified food and feed.

The committee was comprised of representatives from the full range of CBAC’s stakeholders – industry,

the supply chain (farmers, producers and retailers), consumers, faith and public health interests and 

environmentalists. Denise Dewar and Conor Dobson represented CropLife Canada and BIOTECanada,

respectively.  

The dialogue tool allows for consideration of possible implications of GM products and processes under

five categories: health, environmental safety, social considerations, ethical considerations and broader

societal considerations. Participants have the opportunity to debate an issue, share information and 

perspectives, and plot their dialogue along a spectrum of “supportability.” The committee completed the

development of the dialogue tool and issued a final report to CBAC in March 2004. CBAC believes the

dialogue tool has potential to assist with future policy development about biotechnology issues, 

stakeholder relations and the government’s goals with regard to constructive and productive public and

stakeholder consultations.  
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Plant Biotechnology – stewardshipfirst TM

The CropLife Canada Biotech Stewardship Committee has had a busy and successful year. A number of

new projects are currently in development, while other projects have been brought to a successful conclusion.

The Committee completed a position paper on “Co-existence of Process-Based Agricultural Production

Systems – Conventional, Organic and Genetically Engineered (GE) Crops” and a “Standard Operating

Procedure for Recall of Seed.” Both of these papers can be found on the CropLife Canada website. A

third project completed by the stewardship committee was the establishment of a “Commercial Status

Database of Approved Living Modified Organisms (LMOs) in Canada.” The database was developed to

provide information to importers of Canadian agricultural commodities so they will know which events are

commercially available in each crop. The database will be linked to the Canadian Node of the Biosafety

Clearing-House. 

The committee continued its stewardship work on herbicide-tolerant (HT) crops. The Best Management

Practices Guide was distributed for a second year and numerous presentations were given to farmers,

retailers and extension personnel. The committee is finalizing its first report, “Stewardship of Herbicide –

Tolerant Crops in Canada,” which will be available on the CropLife Canada website when complete.  

The committee’s goal is to produce an updated report on activities each year.  

In February 2004, CropLife held a training workshop for novel trait field trial managers in Saskatoon. 

The Compliance Management Program was updated this past year to include a new module for conducting

research in the greenhouse, and the addition of a module on ensuring compliance when conducting field

trials with plant molecular farming traits. 

The training program has been an extremely

successful stewardship initiative, training

more than 300 researchers in four

years from public and private

sectors in Canada and the

U.S. In 2005 the program

will be re-vamped and 

re-launched, so watch 

for new developments!
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Urban Pest Management Council

Alongside stewardshipfirst TM, getting facts in the hands of councillors and municipal decision

makers has been a priority for the Urban Pest Management Council (UPMC) this year.

Misunderstandings around pesticides and their use in our society are becoming more

prevalent. This stems from alarmist media headlines, misinformed spokespersons, 

emotional municipal debates that are short on facts, and non-expert groups releasing

pseudo-scientific reports with unwarranted claims about adverse health effects from

pesticides. With such a kaleidoscope of information, it’s no wonder the public is so

skeptical about the benefits associated with pesticides. People need to know about

Canada’s exemplary risk and safety assessment procedures for pesticides, and rest

assured the responsible pest-control product use poses no undue risk.

Debunking myths across the country  
Getting balanced, factual information to municipal councillors throughout Canada who are otherwise receiving

confusing messages about the safety of pesticides continues to be a challenge. Activists have been targeting

health risks to children with help from kids’ entertainers Sharon, Lois and Bram. The same activists are pushing

for bans in many municipalities, citing reports from the Ontario College of Family Physicians and the City of

Toronto. It’s becoming increasingly difficult to educate cities about the safety in the system, while they’re

being inundated with junk science from self-interest groups.  

In Ontario, some new councillors who took office following the November 2003 election significantly pushed

back the urban pesticide industry’s efforts. That’s made the UPMC’s work more vital than ever. We continue to

distribute the Quick Reference Guide – an easy-to-read binder that answers commonly-asked questions about

pesticides and the regulatory system. More than 2,000 copies are in circulation. The UPMC has appeared at

municipal meetings, participated in the Association of Municipalities of Ontario’s annual conference, been

active in the Oakville referendum, responded to news reports and spent a great deal of time with city 

councillors in Toronto, a municipality being watched closely by the rest of the country.

Oakville votes NO to banning pesticides
Residents of Oakville, Ontario voted “NO” – by a significant 1,000-vote margin – in a

plebiscite asking whether they would support a ban on the use of pest control products on

residential properties. Homeowners remain firm about their fundamental right to make

their own decisions when it comes to caring for their properties. At residences across the

city, 500 UPMC lawn signs reflected these homeowners’ demand for freedom of choice.

The UPMC also set up an Oakville ballot question link on our website, shared in the cost

of a full-page advertisement in the Oakville Beaver, and was actively engaged in media

relations to communicate balanced messages about pesticides.  

Junk science dominates the headlines 
The Ontario College of Family Physicians (OCFP) dominated headlines this year with well-intentioned but 

misguided efforts to promote junk science. A selective and limited review of available scientific literature

about pesticides formed the basis of a denunciation of the pest control product use. This was disconcerting to

pesticide manufacturers and the scientific community. The UPMC worked with stakeholders to host a news

conference presenting our position on the OCFP report and a joint statement from over 20 organizations,

including scientists, academics, farm and grower organizations, pest management professionals, manufacturers

and distributors. They were united in their message: The safe, responsible use of pesticides holds significant

benefits for Canadian society.

The public is not well served when anyone draws conclusions about the safety of pesticides based on selective

studies and incomplete data, rather than on the full scope of available science. A panel of scientists are

reviewing the OCFP report, to set the record straight about safety in the system. Results of the review are

expected to be released in late fall of 2004. 
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Municipal bylaws in Ontario
The UPMC continues to educate councillors in Toronto as they work out the details of their pesticide bylaw,

which came in force in April 2004. The UPMC challenged the City of Toronto bylaw, but the Ontario Superior

Courts decided to uphold the municipality’s decision. This decision has been appealed and the Ontario Court

of Appeals will hear the case in November 2004. The results of this case will influence municipal bylaws

throughout Ontario.

Urban stewardshipfirst TM

This autumn marks the sixth anniversary of the UPMC. Since its inception, the council has increased in both

size and scope. In 2003, the UPMC Board of Directors deemed stewardship a priority by including it in the

Council’s business plan, and appointing a stewardship chair. Kameron Fordyce of Engage Agro currently

serves that position.

Through CropLife Canada’s “life cycle” approach to the stewardshipfirst TM program, the UPMC receives both

opportunities for synergies and a model to emulate in the non-agricultural sector. The UPMC’s commitment to

stewardship was initiated with the development of a detailed code of practice, outlining its path forward 

in program development. In this code of practice, we have determined a “Statement of Intent” for a 

commercial/professional plan, and a plan for consumer-used products. The code of practice, finalized in

2003, includes the following priorities:

• The implementation of a manufacturing code for urban formulation plants

• Developing a marketing code of practice

• Training and certification

-  Complementary retailer training and consumer information website

-  Urban module in the crop science consultant course

• Supporting integrated pest management accreditation for professionals

• Container management recycling for consumer and professional market

• Obsolete pest control product management for consumer and professional market

• Producing and providing consumer information

Considerable progress has been made on some of these priorities. Others are evolving. The UPMC is well

underway with the development of a retailer-training program and consumer information website. The goal 

is to help encourage responsible use of pest control products and provide retailers and consumers with 

information on all aspects of pest control and integrated pest management.

Consumers will be able to identify their pest or weed, aided

by a series of photographs and descriptions. They’ll be

prompted – through an integrated pest management 

decision-making process – to determine the best approach

to dealing with their problem pest. Once consumers have

completed this simple exercise, they can print a summary 

of a responsible pest management plan geared specifically

to their needs, and take it to a local retailer where they can

further discuss the plan with a trained retail associate. This

helps facilitate an integrated pest management purchase.



14

2
0

0
3

-
2

0
0

4
 
P

R
O

G
R

E
S

S
 
R

E
P

O
R

T
Industry Sales Statistics

Crop Protection Products
Member sales of crop protection products totaled $1.31 billion in 2003, a three per cent increase from

2002. Herbicide sales accounted for 77 per cent of total sales, fungicides represented nine per cent, 

insecticides eight per cent and specialty products six per cent.

Regional distribution of sales remained relatively steady. Sales in Ontario, Quebec and Atlantic Canada in

2003 were 23 per cent of total Canadian sales, while Western Canada held the majority at 77 per cent.

While herbicide sales fell slightly from 2002, the weight (kg) of herbicide active ingredient sold increased

by nine per cent, reflecting a trend towards lower-cost products, rather than decreased sales volume. 

An 18 per cent decrease in sales was experienced by field crop herbicides, specifically those for corn,

soybean and pulses. Herbicide sales in canola increased by eight per cent and chemfallow, including 

pre-seeding applications increased by 65 per cent. Sales for non-agricultural uses – primarily forestry and

vegetation management sectors – rose by 16 per cent versus 2002. 

Fungicide sales increased eight per cent in 2003, the gain made mostly from an 11 per cent increase in

sales of field crop fungicides and a 27 per cent sales increase in fruit and vegetable fungicides. Active

ingredient sales for fungicides fell by nine per cent over 2002. 

A substantial 65 per cent sales increase for insecticides was mainly due to insect pressure on cereals and

canola in Western Canada, reflected by a 121 per cent boost in field crop insecticides. Horticultural crop

insecticides rebounded from 2002’s 23 per cent sales drop, increasing 14 per cent in 2003. This

rebound was mainly due to a 32 per cent sales increase of insecticides within the potato market.  

Sales for non-agricultural uses increased 34 per cent from 2002 sales. The amount of insecticide active

ingredient sold fell by nine per cent over 2002.  

Specialty products sales showed a slight decrease (two per cent) in sales from 2002. Sales in the seed

treatment segment, however, continued to increase, with a further three per cent gain from 2002. Active 

ingredient sales in this sector fell by 22 per cent.

Over all active ingredient sales in 2003 experienced a four per cent recovery from an 11 per cent drop in 2002.

Recyclable plastic container packaging sold in 2003 totaled 7.5 million, an increase of seven per cent

from 2002. The volume of product sold in returnable/bulk packages increased 18 per cent from 2002.

Industry Performance
Crop Protection Sales
2003 by product type

Specialty Products 6%
Insecticides 8%
Fungicides 9%
Herbicides 77%

Crop Protection Sales
2003 by regional distribution

Eastern Canada 23%
Western Canada 77%

Crop Protection Sales
2003 by crop

Chemfallow 2%
Non-agriculture 4%
Seed treatment 5%
Corn 6%
Horticulture crops 7%
Pulse/Beans 8%
Other 10%
Oilseeds 14%
Cereals 44%
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Board of Directors 2003-2004

Craig Bartlett

President

N.M. Bartlett Inc.

Jay Bradshaw

President

Syngenta Crop Protection Canada Inc.

Bill Buckner

President/CEO

Bayer CropScience Canada

Fran Burr

Assistant Vice-President of Marketing

Cargill Limited

Gerald Easterbrook

Agri Products Manager

Interprovincial Cooperative Ltd.

John Hill

President & CEO

Nu-Gro Corporation

Keith Lockhart

Crop Protection Business Manager

Crompton Co./Cie

Nevin McDougall

Business Director, 

Agricultural Products

BASF Canada

Murray Pickel

General Manager

United Agri Products Canada Inc.

Rick Pierson 

Vice President – Agriculture 

Univar Canada Ltd.

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

CHAIR

Jay Bradshaw

PAST CHAIR

Rick Smith

FIRST VICE CHAIR

Bill Buckner

SECOND VICE CHAIR

Sharon Zadorozny

THIRD VICE CHAIR

Richard Rose

TREASURER

Harold Schmaltz

SECRETARY

Rick Pierson

Bob Pryce

President

Syngenta Seeds Canada Inc.

Richard Rose

President

Nufarm Agriculture Inc.

Harold Schmaltz

Vice President

Crop Production Services

Agricore United

Rick Smith

President & CEO

Dow AgroSciences Canada Inc.

Art Stirling

Biotechnology Affairs Manager

Pioneer Hi-Bred Limited

Yvon Thérien

SQS Sales Manager

Coopérative fédérée de Québec

Peter Turner

Vice President & General Manager

Monsanto Canada Inc.

Brent Watchorn

Sr. Vice President Marketing

James Richardson International

Doug Weinbender

Vice-President, Agri Products

Saskatchewan Wheat Pool

Sharon Zadorozny

Business Director, 

Agricultural Products

E.I. du Pont Canada Company
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Committees
AWSA BOARD OF DIRECTORS
CHAIR:

Rick Smith, Dow AgroSciences Canada Inc.

Dave Blackwell, Saskatchewan Wheat Pool

Glenn Dickson, Agricore United

George Gamble, United Agri Products Canada Inc.

Don Henderson, Agronomy Company of Canada Ltd.

Janet McLean, Alberta Department of Environment

Dwight Osiowy, Acropolis Warehousing Inc.

Rick Pierson, Univar Canada Ltd.

Stan Prokopchuk, Bayer CropScience Canada

Stephen Reid, Cargill Ltd.

Richard Rose, Nufarm Agriculture Inc.

Blair Sharpe, Sharpe’s Soil Services Ltd.

Sharon Zadorozny, E.I. du Pont Canada Company

Cam Davreux, CropLife Canada

BIOTECH SCIENCE & REGULATORY COMMITTEE
CHAIR:

Brian Treacy, Monsanto Canada Inc.

Stacy Charlton, Syngenta Seeds Canada Inc.

Conor Dobson, Bayer CropScience Canada

Kent Jennings, BASF Canada

John Larsen, Pioneer Hi-Bred Limited

Deb Straw, Dow AgroSciences Canada Inc.

Beth Brisco, CropLife Canada

Denise Dewar, CropLife Canada

CERTIFICATION WORKING GROUP
CHAIR:

Cam Davreux, CropLife Canada

Bruce Disher, Bayer CropScience Canada

Virginia Gray, University of Guelph

Bruce Hobin, University of Saskatchewan

Ed Howell, Gustafson Partnership

Rick Istead, Syngenta Crop Protection Canada

Kari Nicolas, University of Saskatchewan

Cindy Schwan, University of Guelph

Keith Smith, E.I. du Pont Canada Company

Patty Vandierendonck, BASF Canada

CHEMISTRY SCIENCE & REGULATORY COMMITTEE
CHAIR:

Chris Warfield, Bayer CropScience Canada

Jennifer Ballantine, Monsanto Canada Inc.

Suzanne Beattie, Nu-Gro Corporation

Allan Brown, E.I. du Pont Canada Company

Jenny Hale, Plant Products Co. Ltd.

Brenda Harris, Dow AgroSciences Canada Inc.

Al McFadden, Dow AgroSciences Canada Inc.

Mark McLear, Arvesta Corporation

Brent McLennan, Nufarm Agriculture Inc.

Karen Romel, Gustafson Partnership

Judy Shaw, Syngenta Crop Protection Canada Inc.

Irwin Schmidt, United Agri Products Canada Inc.

Patti Turner, Crompton Co./Cie

Patty Vandierendonck, BASF Canada

Don Wilkinson, Interprovincial Co-operative Limited

Peter MacLeod, CropLife Canada

GOVERNMENT & PUBLIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE
CHAIR:

Bill Buckner, Bayer CropScience Canada

Conor Dobson, Bayer CropScience Canada

John Dossetor, Monsanto Canada Inc.

Jill Fairbrother, Scotts Canada Ltd.

Obsolete Pesticide Collection Quebec
Mario Frenette, BASF Canada 

Christian Leger, Syngenta Protection Canada Inc.

Germain Pelletier, Luka Multi-Services Inc.

Yvon Therien, Cooperative fédérée de Québec

Obsolete Pesticide Collection Manitoba
Glen Blahey, Manitoba Agriculture, Food & Rural Initiatives

Joel Carlson, Miller Environmental

Chris Corbet, James Richardson International

Jamie Denbow, Dow AgroSciences Canada Inc.

Doug Dobrowolski, James Richardson International

Brent Elliott, Manitoba Agriculture, Food & Rural Initiatives

Bruce Peloquin, Pest Management Regulatory Agency

Ken Plews, Manitoba Conservation

Al Raine, Canadian Association of Agri-Retailers

Norbert Satchivi, Dow AgroSciences Canada Inc.

Tammy Shimoji, Miller Environmental

Lenore Smaldon, Keystone Agricultural Producers

Shelley Turnbull, CropLife Manitoba

Darrell Vesa, Univar Canada

Michelle Wallace, Manitoba Agriculture Food & Rural

Initiatives, Communications

Karen Warren, Manitoba Conservation, (Sustainable

Development Innovation Fund)

Don Wilkinson, Interprovincial Co-operative Limited

Leslie Wilson, Manitoba Conservation, Pollution Prevention

Keri Zeghers, E.I. du Pont Canada Company

Obsolete Pesticide Collection Alberta
Gary Byrtus, Alberta Environment

Kevin Geibe, Alberta Association of Agricultural Fieldmen

Pat James, Alberta Association of Municipal Districts &

Counties

Ron Lowen, Canadian Association of Agri-Retailers

Marie McDonnell, Alberta Agriculture, Food & Rural 

Development

Janet McLean, Alberta Environment 

Kirk Moffatt, CropLife Alberta

Tim Morrison, Alberta Environment

Jerry Stepnisky, Agriculture and Food Council

Therese Tompkins, Environment Farm Plan

URBAN PEST MANAGEMENT COUNCIL OF 

CANADA BOARD
CHAIR:

William MacMurdo, Bayer Environmental Science Canada

Jeff Crampton, United Agri Products Canada Inc.

Kameron Fordyce, Engage Agro Corporation 

Keith Lockhart, Crompton Co./Cie

Barry Maynard, Scotts Canada Ltd.

Richard Rose, Nufarm Agriculture Inc.

Brian Rosentreter, True North Specialty Products

David Stanley, Nu-Gro Corporation

Harold VanGool, Plant Products Co. Ltd.

Bob Valgardson, Dow AgroSciences Canada Inc.

Debra Conlon, Urban Pest Management Council

Annie Cheng, Urban Pest Management Council

Lorne Hepworth, CropLife Canada

FINANCIAL MANAGER

Gary Booth

C.A.

LEGAL

McMillan Binch

Auditors

PriceWaterhouseCoopers LLP 

Claude-Andre Lachance, Dow AgroSciences Canada Inc.

Keith Lockhart, Crompton Co./Cie

Jill Maase, The Wellington Strategy Group Inc.

Nevin McDougall, BASF Canada

Bob Pryce, Syngenta Seeds Canada Inc.

Richard Rose, Nufarm Agriculture Inc.

Judy Shaw, Syngenta Crop Protection Canada Inc.

Art Stirling, Pioneer Hi-Bred Limited

Brian Treacy, Monsanto Canada Inc.

Sharon Zadorozny, E.I. du Pont Canada Company

Debra Conlon, Urban Pest Management Council

Denise Dewar, CropLife Canada

Lorne Hepworth, CropLife Canada

Peter MacLeod, CropLife Canada

Renée Mactaggart, CropLife Canada

Charlie Milne, CropLife Canada

MANUFACTURING CODE WORKING GROUP
CHAIR:

Dale Winter, Nufarm Agriculture Inc.

David Ash, Crompton Co/Cie.

Doug Clark, Bayer CropScience Canada

Gord Jahn, Plant Products Co Ltd.

James McEwen, BASF Canada

Brian Pierce, Nu-Gro Corporation

Pam Timmins, E.I. du Pont Canada Company

Cam Davreux, CropLife Canada

PLANT BIOTECH STEWARDSHIP STEERING COMMITTEE
CHAIR:

Conor Dobson, Bayer CropScience Canada

George Annette, BASF Canada

Neil Arbuckle, Agricore United

Peter Marshall, Monsanto Canada Inc.

Bob Pryce, Syngenta Seeds Canada Inc.

Deb Straw, Dow AgroSciences Canada Inc.

Tim Welbanks, Pioneer Hi-Bred Limited

Beth Brisco, CropLife Canada

Denise Dewar, CropLife Canada

PLANT BIOTECHNOLOGY COMMITTEE
CHAIR:

Bob Pryce, Syngenta Seeds Canada Inc.

Neil Arbuckle, Agricore United

Conor Dobson, Bayer CropScience Canada

Gord Froehlich, Monsanto Canada Inc.

Kent Jennings, BASF Canada

Art Stirling, Pioneer Hi-Bred Limited

Brian Treacy, Monsanto Canada Inc.

John Waterer, Cargill Ltd.

Jim Wispinski, Dow AgroSciences Canada Inc.

Beth Brisco, CropLife Canada

Denise Dewar, CropLife Canada

Lorne Hepworth, CropLife Canada

PROVINCIAL COUNCIL CHAIRS
ALBERTA

Gerry Colebrook, Syngenta Crop Protection Canada Inc.

ATLANTIC

Michel Tremblay, Dow AgroSciences Canada Inc.

BRITISH COLUMBIA

Carmine D’Antonio, United Agri Products Canada Inc.

MANITOBA

Jamie Denbow, Dow AgroSciences Canada Inc.

ONTARIO

Mark McLear, Arvesta Corporation

QUEBEC

Claude Laurin, Bayer CropScience Canada

SASKATCHEWAN

Doug Fehr, E.I. du Pont Canada Company
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CropLife Canada staff (L to R) – Back row: Colleen Hogan, Executive Assistant; Beth Brisco, Regulatory

Affairs & Stewardship Co-ordinator, Plant Biotechnology; Annie Hsu, Financial Controller; Cam Davreux, 

Vice President & Executive Director, AWSA; Lorne Hepworth, President; Annie Cheng, Research & Logistic

Co-ordinator, Urban Pest Management Council; and Mary Eileen Bugden, Executive Assistant. Front row:

Renée Mactaggart, Director, Communications; Charles Milne, Vice President, Government Affairs; Denise

Dewar, Executive Director, Plant Biotechnology; and Debra Conlon, Executive Director, Urban Pest

Management Council of Canada.  Absent: Peter MacLeod, Executive Director, Crop Protection Chemistry;

and Dineen Holmes, Administrative Assistant.

Photo by: Martin Schwalbe
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