Pest M anagement Advisory Council
M eeting Report

November 1-2, 2004

The Pest Management Advisory Council (PMAC) met in Ottawa on November 1-2, 2004. Appendix
A containsalig of dl attending Council members and observers.

Ambrose Hearn, Chair of PMAC, opened the meeting. Over the course of the meeting, a number of
action itemsarose. These arelisted in Appendix B.

Opening Remarks from the Ministers Office

Brian Klunder, Policy Advisory to the Minister of Hedlth, gave opening remarks on behdf of Minister
Ujja Dosanjh. He thanked members for their recommendations from the May 17-18th, 2004 meeting
and indicated that Minister Dosanjh would be corresponding with Council on this matter in the near
future. He welcomed new members, including the recently gppointed Chair, Ambrose Hearn, and
thanked Joanne Buth for standing in as Chair at the last meeting.

He indicated that the PMRA file has been assigned to him and that he is looking forward to further
recommendations of Council, and that Council members were welcome to cal him at any time.

Roundtable Introductiong/Review of Agenda

Council membersintroduced themsalves and were given an opportunity to present their background,
meeting expectations and what they hope to give to the meeting.

Len Ritter, University of Guelph, brings many years of both regulatory and academic experience to the
table and has a keen interest in pesticide related hedlth issues.

Maddine Waring, B.C. Department of Agriculture, Food and Fisheries, has had many years of
experience in provincia pesticide regulation and working with stakeholders. She brings the provincia
government perspective to the table.

Wendy Sexamith, A/Executive Director, PMRA has had many years of both provincid and federd
pesticide regulatory experience. Sheis very interested in working with stakeholders, and ensuring that
the direction PMRA movesin has the input and views of its sakeholder community. She providesthe
essentid link between Council and the PMRA.

Kargten Liber, University of Saskatchewan, brings expertise in environmenta toxicology to the table,
gpecificdly in the areas of pesticide related environmenta effects, water pollution and contamination,
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and insecticide toxicology.

KarlaHouse, the dternate Council member from the Canadian Federation of Agriculture (CFA),
indicated that the CFA represents the interests of the agricultura user community across the country.

Nell Arya, the dternate Council member representing the Learning Disabilities Association of Canada,
indicated that as afamily physician with the Ontario College of Family Physicians, heistrying to baance
the pesticide related perception of risk and fear in the Canadian public.

Elizabeth May, with the Sierra Club of Canada, isinterested in reducing pesticide use to a minimum,
particularly the cosmetic use of pesticides, and in reducing human exposure to pesticides.

Kathy Cooper, with the Canadian Environmenta Law Association, has worked on the pesticide file for
many years and has a mgor focus on the protection of children from both chemicals and pesticides.
Sheisinterested in the new Pest Control Products Act (PCPA) and the reduced risk initiative moving
forward.

Pamela Welbourn is aretired adjunct professor from Queen’s University who brings expertisein
toxicology to thetable. She has a continued interest in public communication around pesticides.

Robert Whiting, an dternate from the Canadian Centre for Occupationd Hedth and Safety (CCOHYS)
isinterested in the rights of workers, specificaly focussed around chemica safety. CCOHS develops
programs towards this cause and hel ps governments devel op information on occupationa exposure.

Derek Daws, with the BC Poison Control Centre, isinterested in the surveillance of pesticide incidents,
and the voluntary reporting of adverse effects related to pesticides.

Dean Thomson represents the Canadian Horticultura Council and is chair of their Committee on Crop
Protection and Environmenta Issues. Heis a 3" generation apple grower and isinterested in making
progress on bringing new chemigtries to Canada.

John Borden was formerly with Simon Fraser University and is now with Phero Tech. Heisaforest
entomologist working in the area of chemica ecology. Heisvery interested in the future of reduced
risk pesticides, specificaly in ssmiochemicals.

Joanne Buth is from the Canola Council of Canada, which represents 60,000 canola growers, isthe
Vice-president of Crop Production. Her primary god is the long term surviva of growers and ensuring
these growers have access to pest management tools, international trade and competitiveness. Sheisa
strong supporter of a science based regulatory system and the promotion of 1PM, but has concerns
over public confidence in the pesticide regulatory system.



Brian Tuffin, representing the Consumer Chemica Speciaty Products Association of Canada, brings
the industry perspective to the table. Heisinterested in advancing competitiveness, the betterment of
science and technology, and the pesticide regulatory system so that there are better pest management
solutions for Canadians.

Lorne Hepworth is the President of Croplife Canada which represents the trade and industry
associations around agricultura, urban and public hedlth use of pedticides and plant biotechnology
crops. Heisat thetable to fully and accurately represent the views of Croplife memberswhich are
based on two pillars, namely safety and innovation. He wishes to put forward actionable items on good
public policy regarding the risk assessment and risk management of pesticides.

Henry Walthert, representing the Canadian Ingtitute of Treated Wood, is bringing forward the interests
of manufacturers of treated wood products. His career has been in forestry and heisinterested in the
completion of the re-evaluation of wood treatment products, the reduction of trade barriers, and the
introduction of new chemidries.

Ambrose Hearn, Chair of PMAC, has been in the hedlth field for many years. He has been Deputy-
Minister with the provincid government and has been involved in the accreditation of hedlth care
ingitutions. He has also held positions as the head of the Ottawa Civic Hospital, CEO of the Victorian
Order of Nurses and has chaired severd federd/provincid committees. He isinterested in good policy
and sound advice that is expressed strongly but with respect.

The agenda was accepted.

The Chair established a number of ground rulesincluding:

- One person speaks at atime;

- Everyone has a chance to speak that has an interest or view;

- We all show respect for each other’ sright to speak and to be heard;
- We will vaue questions, and positive criticism that alows us to move forward.

I mplementation of the New Pest Control Products Act (PCPA)

Cameron Laing, A/Heed of the Regulatory Affairs Section in PMRA gave an update of the new PCPA
and the gtatus of the supporting regulations. Presentation materials were distributed at the meeting and
are available on the PMRA website.

The following summarizes mgor themes discussed and clarifications given during the discussion.

. Council would like the new Act to be brought into force as quickly as possible.



. It was discussed that the new Act will be proclaimed as soon as possible in 2005. The
proclamation is dependent on the publication of a number of key regulations. These regulations
are complex to write and often generate awide variety of comments from stakeholders that
must be congdered. A preécis of these comments isincluded in the Regulatory Impact Andysis
Statement published dong with the find regulationsin Canada Gazette, Part Il . A revised
PCPA Implementation Chart will be provided to Council.

. It was clarified that resources were provided to the PMRA to both bring the Act into force and
to implement the various requirements of the Act. These resources are being managed by the
PMRA as efficiently as possible.

. Some members wished to discuss the proposed Sdes Information Reporting Regulations.
Members were reminded that a detailed discussion on these proposed regulations was had at
the last meeting, and that PMRA is giving due consideration to these comments, aswell asa
variety of written comments recelved as aresult of publishing in Canada Gazette, Part 1.

Adver se Effects Reporting

Jean-Fierre Lachaine, from the Hedlth Evdluation Divison a PMRA gave a presentation on the
proposed regulations respecting Adverse Effects Reporting. These were published in Canada
Gazette, Part 1 on October 23, 2004. Presentation materia was distributed at the meeting and are
available on the PMRA website.

The following summarizes mgor themes discussed and clarifications given during the discussion.

. It was clarified that the purpose of the proposed Adverse Effects Reporting systemisto
provide amechanism for the post market surveillance and to provide information that will aid in
the eva uation of the continued acceptability of a pest control product. It isnot meant to
replace the existing immediate emergency response/reporting systems in place to ded with
urgent hedlth and environmental issues, such as a poison control centre.

. PMAC members discussed the proposal that PMRA will post the incoming adverse effects
report on the their webgite in atimely fashion, and potentially before PMRA has had the time to
do their evauation of the report. Some Council members expressed concern thet this
information may be unsubstantiated and open to misnterpretation by the media or other groups.
This misnterpretation may result in eroson of public opinion, or economic damage. The
Council discussed the balance between trangparency and not posting informetion that is waiting
for substantiation. Council suggested that the reported adverse effect be somehow categorized
according to whether it had been substantiated or not, and that this categorization be clearly
communicated on the website. The PMRA was asked to give consderation to the fact that
various individuas/groups with varying levels of education and understanding of pesticides
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would be providing these reports, and that this may lead to misinformation being reported.

Some Council members expressed concern over the potentia for public “misuse’ of the
reporting system and wanted the PMRA to consider this possibility when evauating data. It
was clarified that the registrant will follow up on unsubstantiated adverse effects to ensure
accuracy of the report, and that PMRA would evauate and formally respond to any reported
adverse effects. Thisforma response would be placed on the register.

It was dlarified that the onus for reviewing published literature for reportable information ison
the registrant and that chronic adverse effects are subject to reporting. Some Council members
stressed that the accidental overuse of a pesticide, such as applying too much insect repdlent
on achild, should be reportable.

It was clarified that for some types of adverse effects, thereis an alowable “accumulation”
period. This meansthat for the duration of the accumulation period, the registrant may collect
and accumulate severd different reports of adverse effects, and then send them to the PMRA
within the specified reporting period.

It was darified that the Canadian system is substantidly harmonized with the U.S. system, and
that the principles behind the definitions are the same in both countries. Industry members on
Council stressed the importance of harmonization in kegping costs of implementation down.
The Council discussed the issue of reporting residues of pesticidesin water and that the costs
associated with detecting these resdues increases when the residue level gpproaches the limit of
detection. A request was made that PMRA fully consider the cogts of implementing the
proposed system.

It was clarified that the proposed regulation only addresses the mandatory reporting of adverse
effects. Reporting from the public, the hedlth care providers or other stakeholder groups would
be consdered under the voluntary reporting syslem. The development of the voluntary aspect
is currently under consideration by a PMAC Working Group.

It was dlarified that registrants would only have to report on incidents of efficacy failure for
pesticides that are used to control a pest that poses adirect or indirect risk to human hedlth.
With regards to pesticide resistance, it was clarified that athough pesticide resistance may take
several months to observe, incidents of pesticide res stance would need to be reported by
registrants when they are informed abo it.

Council members were encouraged to submit detailed written comments as part of the formal
consultation process through publication in Canada Gazette, Part 1.



Report from the PMAC Working Group on Voluntary Reporting of Adver se Effects:

Jean-Fierre Lachaine, from the Hedlth Evauation Divison, PMRA gave a presentation on the PMAC
Working Group on the Voluntary Reporting of Adverse Effects. Jean-Pierre Lachaine reported that the
Working Group had a conference call where a Chair was chosen and terms of reference were
edtablished. The terms of reference were distributed in the briefing binders. The Working Group is
meeting on Wednesday, November 3 to discuss the reporting forms and how the mandatory reporting
will be evaluated. The meeting will include a presentation on the Persond Information Protection and
Electronic Documents Act and will outline the scope of future voluntary reporting. Croplife Canada
indicated that they wanted to be amember of this working group.

Risk Reduction Strategies
Action Plan on Urban Use Pesticides

Trish MacQuarrie, Director of the Alternative Strategies and Regulatory Affairs Divison, PMRA gave
a presentation on the Action Plan on Urban Use Pesticides.  Presentation materia was distributed at
the meeting and are available on the PMRA website.

The following summarizes mgor themes discussed and clarifications given during the discussion.

. It was clarified that a new processisin place to link the outgoing uses of products as aresult of
re-evauation and the new uses being approved as aresult of the reduced risk initiative.
Council members were supportive of this new process.

. It was dlarified that the Hedlthy Lawns Working Group has subcommittees which have a variety
of stakeholders as members. Lists of subcommittee members were distributed to Council
members. It was clarified that the Landscape module, which isthe basis for the training of
landscape service providers, was updated with additiona information on IPM and completed in
March 2004.

. It was suggested that the pocket folder, which currently contains predominantly cultural
practices for lawn care, could aso contain information on the pesticide regulatory system.

. Council members representing user groups remain concerned about too few new chemigtries
coming to Canada. Council members representing registrants indicated that a current
government wide priority is harmonization with the provinces, and emphasized that the work
underway on harmonizing federd/provincid pesticide classfication sysems was very important
and would provide incentive for registrants to bring new chemigtries to Canada. The Council
member representing the provinces indicated that the provinces continue to work towards the
god of aharmonized classfication sysem.
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Risk Reduction in Agriculture

Trish MacQuarrie, Director of the Alternative Strategies and Regulatory Affairs Divison, PMRA gave
a presentation on the Strategy for Risk Reduction in Agriculture.  Presentation materia was distributed
a the meeting and are available on the PMRA website.

The following summarizes mgor themes discussed and clarifications given during the discusson.
. Council members indicated their continued support for this program.

. Council commended PMRA/AAFC for the strategy developed for Richardson Ground
Squirrels and encourages PMRA to continue with its implementation.

. It was darified that PMRA/AAFC islinked with the Nationa Agri-environmental Hedlth
Analyss Report Program (NAHARP) and are developing synergies between this work and
PMRA/AAFC s pesticide risk indicator work. Both areas of work need pesticide use data
which may in part come from a pesticide use survey being developed by Statistics Canada,
under contract by AAFC. It was darified that PMRA providesinput to AAFC to help refine
survey questions, and PMRA’sinput for the first survey was focussed around key products
under re-evauations as well as those products with common mechanisms of action. The first
pesticide use survey will be conducted in 2005 and is limited in scope.

. It was clarified thet there is the intent to build evauation into each of the Strategies that
consdersindicators and a continuous improvement feedback mechanism. These could vary
with each grower group and commodity.

. Council members representing user groups stressed the importance of bringing new product
uses and chemidtries to the Canadian producers, and that there needed to be more focus on
how this can be better facilitated.

. In the overadl context of reducing risk, the Council member representing agriculturd registrants
indicated that voluntary stewardship programs play a significant role and Canadais aworld
leader in thisregard.

Communicationsin PMRA

Trish MacQuarrie, Director of the Alternative Strategies and Regulatory Affairs Divison, PMRA gave

a presentation on Communication activities within the PMRA. Presentation materid was distributed a

the meeting and are available on the PMRA website.

The following summarizes mgor themes discussed and clarifications given during the discusson.
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Council has agtrong interest in PMRA’s communication activities and a decison was made to
form aPMAC Working Group to provide advice to PMRA on its communications program.
The following individuas/organi zations volunteered to participate on the Working Group:
Maddine Waring or an dternate provincid member, Elizabeth May (Sierra Club of Canada),
Robert Whiting (CCOHS), the Consumer Chemical Specidty Products Association and
Croplife Canada,. The Working Group will initiate the work quickly and report back to
Council at the next meeting.

Some Council members stressed that the PMRA should ensure it is as transparent as possible
with stakeholders regarding their input to surveys and research and monitoring activities.

Council members are interested in discussing the details of PMRA’s communication plan and
the resources alocated to the various activities.

With the implementation of the new Pest Control Products Act, Council members encouraged
PMRA to communicate further about it. It was clarified that a detailed communications plan
(presented to PMAC on June 3-4, 2003) would be used as the new Act is brought into force.

Some Council members were very interested in the various communication activities underway,
and whether the activities were effective in reaching their target audiences. Others indicated that
the PMRA needs to release forma responses to hot issues more quickly, that they engagein
public debate about pesticides and address issues in more detail. It was clarified that PMRA
has ateam of communication experts whose duties include communication planning, responding
to mediainquiries, writing information notes and questions and answers, as well as collaborating
with Departmenta communication experts. In addition, PMRA scientiss are dso involved in
responding to emerging or reactive issues such as West Nile Virus. PMRA indicated that recent
efforts, such as creating the “Information Note’, are intended to increase proactive
communication.

Many Council members would like to see more communication activities directed to the generd
public. It was discussed that the public is actively engaged in debate over pesticides but in
many cases, have limited information on which to form their opinions. Some Council members
thought that physicians and academics should aso be atarget audience. Some Council
members would like more communication aimed a municipdities. In thisregard, provinces
were encouraged to actively communicate with municipdities.

Council members discussed that care needs to be taken in delivering communication messages
to distinguish between those pesticides that are new or have recently undergone re-eva uation
versus those that have not.

One Council member pointed out that PMRA had, in one specific ingtance, handled a
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compliance issue in a manner perceived to be biased towardsindustry. PMRA indicated that
this specific Stuation was perceived not to have been handled appropriately and indicated that
procedures have been put in place to avoid such perceptions. PMRA adso suggested that in
future, discussons in these specific cases can be arranged with the parties to ensure that afull
understanding of the issueis provided.

Update on Harmonization:

Richard AuCoin, A/Chief Registrar, PMRA gave a presentation on harmonization activities within the
PMRA. Presentation material was didtributed a the meeting and are available on the PMRA website.

The following summarizes mgor themes discussed and clarifications given during the discussion.
. Council continues to support international harmonization efforts.

. It was darified that progress on how the PMRA will implement the Globaly Harmonized
System (GHYS) is continuing through work with a sectord stakeholder group and through
NAFTA. It was agreed that a an appropriate time in the future, GHS would be brought to
Council.

. The importance of harmonization was stressed by Council members representing user groups.
Harmonization, particularly of globad MRLS, is seen as a key component of ensuring Canadian
growers have access to the tools they need. The importance of joint reviews was stressed and
that there remains alot of work to be done on chemica pesticides and in particular, on
biopesticides.

. It was discussed that work to overcome barriers to harmonization is underway. At the June
NAFTA Executive Board Mesting, it was agreed to initiate discusson and resolution on the
differences in the approach to worker exposure assessment. In early 2005, PMRA is planning
aworkshop to discuss crop field trid zone issues. It was dso discussed that PMRA has
initisted communication with CEOs of companies to communicate the need for new chemidtries
to come to Canada.

. Council members representing registrants emphasized that the work underway on harmonizing
federd/provincid pedticide classfication systems was very important and would provide
incentive for registrants to bring new chemigtries to Canada.

. PMRA indicated that they would publish alist of reduced risk actives available in Canada
versus the U.S. by the end of the year. Some Council members expressed interest in having
additiond information on the ligt, including detail on the proportion of registered versus pending
registration, and a comparison of the uses of the various active ingredients.
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Update on Re-evaluation:

John Worgan, Director of the Re-evauation Management Divison, PMRA gave an update on re-
evauation activities within the PMRA. Presentation materia was digtributed a the meeting and are
available on the PMRA website.

The following summarizes mgor themes discussed and clarifications given during the discusson.

. Council members continue to support the re-evaluation program including the recent
communication efforts to link the results of re-evauation decisions with new reduced risk
registrations and the publishing of are-evauation report. Council members encouraged the
PMRA to publish avariety of information in the report including a summary ligt of the key dates
that products are no longer able to be sold, and links to adverse effects reports.

. Some Council members expressed frugtration with the changing time lines published for re-
evauation decisions on lawn care products, and encouraged the PMRA to complete these
reviews, particularly 2,4-D, as soon as possible.

. It was clarified that PMRA isin the process of planning for the 15 year cyclica re-evauation of
pesticides to ensure efficiency in the re-evaluation process.

. It was clarified that when a product’ s uses are discontinued or withdrawn, a reasonable period
of timeisdlowed for the trangtion to the new labd, or to be removed from the shef. If itis
anticipated that there will be remaining product, the details of disposal are usually worked out
with the manufacturer.

PMRA Electronic Regulatory System:

Vderie Robertson, Director of the Submission Co-ordination Divison, PMRA gave a presentation on

the PMRA Electronic Regulatory System (e-PRS). Presentation materia was distributed at the meeting

and are available on the PMRA webste.

The following summarizes mgor themes discussed and clarifications given during the discusson.

. It was discussed that PMRA actively communicated on the launch of this system by doing a

press release and writing an article scheduled for publication in the near future, in the magazine
Ingtitute of Public Adminigtration in Canada

. It was clarified that registrants may still submit paper to the PMRA. The paper information
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would be converted both dectronicaly and into microfilm for future retrieval. PMRA indicated
that a submission builder tool is provided to companies to aid in overcoming any technical
barriers.

Reduced Risk Products:

Richard AuCoin, A/Chief Regidrar, PMRA gave a presentation on reduced risk products.
Presentation materia was didtributed a the meeting and are available on the PMRA website.

The following summarizes mgor themes discussed and clarifications given during the discussion.

. Council members again indicated their support for the published list of reduced risk products
(see discussion point under Harmonization).

. It was discussed that there are sometimes smple reasons for the differences between the U.S.
and Canada, including that the pest may not be in Canada or that the manufacturer has no agent
to facilitate Canadian regidiration.

. Council members again stressed the importance of bringing as many of the reduced risk
products as possible to Canadian growers. It was clarified that the regulatory system is based
on registrants submitting applications for a regidration, not the PMRA soliciting registrations.
Thisis congstent with the approach in dl other developed countries. However, PMRA does
want to help facilitate submissons to fill existing gaps, and towards this end, Council members
were encouraged to talk to the Chief Regidtrar to help facilitate tripartite discussons between
registrants, user groups and the PMRA.

. It was clarified that there is a distinction made between conventiond pesticides and
biopesticides, as outlined in the Regulatory Directive on PMRA’s Approach to Reduced Risk
Products.

. It was discussed that biopesticides are generdly species specific and therefore have limited

revenue generating potentid. It was suggested by one Council member that there are some
types of biopesticides, eg. semiochemicag/plant extracts, that should be treated differently from
other biopegticides. It was aso suggested that the new Low Risk Working Group (see below
under Low Risk Pedticides) should consider whether a different approach to regulating these
products would be appropriate.

. It was dlarified that the term “reduced risk” is not on the labd, but that it is used within PMRA
published documentation related to a particular product.
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It was discussed that aiding in the registration of reduced risk products, specificaly
biopedticides, issmilar to the minor use stuation which now is being resolved through an
AAFC/PMRA partnership. Some Council members discussed the idea of creating an advisor
or agency to help facilitate access to biopesticides, or that PMRA work with AAFC in this
regard. Some Council members wanted to discuss this further a the next PMAC mesting.

Low Risk Products;

Chardyn Kriz, Specid Advisor to the Executive Director, PMRA gave a presentation on low risk
products. Presentation materid was distributed at the meeting and are available on the PMRA website.

The following summarizes mgor themes discussed and clarifications given during the discusson.

Council members supported the idea of forming aworking group to help develop amore
flexible regulatory approach to low risk products. The Working Group and its terms of
reference would be established including how the group would interact with and include the
expertise of members of aLow Risk Working Group that currently exists under the direction of
the World Wildlife Fund. A number of members/organizations volunteered for the Working
Group including John Borden (Phero Tech), aprovincid representative, Croplife Canada,
Elizabeth May (Sierra Club of Canada).

Council members had a variety of ideas for the Working Group to consider including whether
the low risk products would be subject to re-eval uation, whether notification could be used asa
mechanism for regigtration, how the sengtivity of unique sub-populations would be considered,
whether some types of biopesticides or plant extracts would be considered low risk, how to
clearly communicate the differences between reduced risk and low risk and ensuring very clear
criteria are devel oped for categorizing a product as low risk.

It was discussed that the gpproach to low risk products would have to exercise caution on low
risk products that make public hedth claims. It was discussed that in this case, registrants
would have to demondtrate efficacy.

Safety FactorsUsed in Human Health Risk Assessment:

Diana Somers, Director of the Hedlth Evaduation Divison, PMRA gave a presentation on how safety
factors are used in human hedlth risk assessments at PMRA. Presentation material was distributed at
the meeting and are available on the PMRA website.

The following summarizes mgor themes discussed and clarifications given during the discussion.
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. Council members expressed their gppreciation for this presentation.

. It was clarified that the use of an extra safety factor for the protection of children is consstent
withthe U.S. It was aso dlarified that the 1993 study referenced in the presentation pertaining
to the use of an extra safety factor for the protection of infants and children was a more
thorough invedtigation than the investigation that led to the1999 WHO - JMPR satement.

. The process of doing occupationd and residential exposure assessments was explained. It was
clarified that for many occupational exposure scenarios, generic datais used from the Pesticide
Handlers Exposure Database.

. It was darified that avariety of information is used in the calculation of MRLs including

consumption data for various age groups, median residue levels from crop residue triads and
modelled estimates of water levels. These are used to estimate the food/water exposure, known
asthe potentid daily intake. It was dso clarified that if the calculation only consdered the
maximum residue levels, the estimates would be overly conservative.

. It was discussed that a Science Advisory Pand had been struck in the US to dedl with the
unresolved issue of human trias for pesticide risk assessment. The pand has provided its
report suggesting very stringent criteriain the event that human pesticide trias be considered.
The EPA has not yet come forward with their response to the SAP. PMRA agreed to provide
Council with their policy regarding the use of human data

“PMRA does not condone the use of human trids for pesticide testing, but
there have been instances where data human data is available for chemicals that
have both adrug and pesticidal use and that PMRA uses this as supplementa
information during the review process. Where there is human data avallable
regarding sengtivity or pharmacokinetics’ pharmacodynamics, PMRA would
adso useit in ther reviews as supplementary information.”

Other Business
Points of General Discussion

. It was discussed whether the Council would benefit from aretrest prior to the next meeting.
There was consensus that Council did not fed the need for aretreet a thistime, particularly
because the Council is now meeting twice per year. Some Council membersindicated an
interest in an expanded roundtable session at the next meeting. It was aso discussed whether
Council would consder the idea of meeting in alocation other than Ottawa. Council had no
preference, but indicated the importance of PMRA gaff to be available for presentations, and
the importance of managing the meeting budget.

-13-



Council was very receptive of the idea of an orientation sesson a the PMRA where Council
members could talk to PMRA gaff.

The rules of Council membership were explained to Council, including the efforts to create a
balance of stakeholders. It was aso explained that the Minister appoints a member for aterm
of two years, as per the terms of reference. PMRA explained that it is not just the organization,
but aso the individua, who is appointed to Council. In the event that an individua representing
an organization is unable to finish their term, the organization is asked to recommend a
replacement to the Minister. The process of membership review was dso discussed, including
that every two years gpproximately one third of Council is renewed, and two thirds remain for
continuity. One Council member suggested that more hedlth practitioners and more
organizations representing possible hedlth effects of pesticides be gppointed to Council, given
that the Council reported to the Minister of Health. Another member suggested that AAFC
have a seet on Council.

Council members discussed a number of ideas to improve efficiency for the next meeting
including that previous minutes be included in the meeting binder, that URLs beincluded in
presentations, and that if Council aready knows the background on an agenda topic, then a
presentation is not hecessary and that it would serve the purpose to just have an opportunity for
discussion with the responsible person from PMRA.

Recommendations and Key Areas of Agreement for the Minister

The Council agreed on the following recommendations to the Minigter.

1) The Council recommends that the new Pest Control Products Act be proclaimed as
quickly as possible.

2) The Council recommends that Hedth Canada finalize the re-evduation of the herbicide 2,4-
D as soon as possible.

In addition, Council highlighted the following Key Areas of Agreement.

The Council continues to support the agriculturd risk reduction program.

The Council isvery interested in PMRA’s communication activities and has formed a Working
Group to provide advicein this regard.

The Council continues to support internationd harmonization, including internationaly cons stent

MRLs, and continued resolution of the efficacy and worker exposure differences between
Canada and the U.S.
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Council members continue to support PMRA'’ s re-evauation program including the recent
communication effortsto link the results of re-evauation decisons with new reduced risk
registrations and the publishing of are-evauation report.

The Council agreed to the formation of a Working Group on Low Risk productsin order to
work with the PMRA to develop amore flexible regulatory approach for these products.

The Council stressed the importance of bringing new pest management product chemigtries to
Canada and indicated that this was a key issue in the long term surviva of Canadian producers.

Recommendationsfor future agendaitems:

A number of idess for future agenda items were suggested, including:

Further discussion on tripartite discussions between PMRA, registrants and user groups.
A discussion on increasng PMRA’ s use of enabling innovation.
A discussion on the use of pedticidesin schools, particularly the indoor use. It was clarified that

if the PMRA were to undertake any work in this area, it would have to be in conjunction with
the provinces.

In addition, it was indicated that the next meeting agenda would include areview of action items arisng
from the November 1-2, 2004 meeting as well as a meeting evauation.

Date for Next Meeting

It was indicated thet the Council would am to meet in the spring and fall. The next meeting will
likely be scheduled in May, 2005.
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Appendix A:
Council Members, Alternates, Secretariat, Observers and Presentersin Attendance at the
November 1-2, 2004 meeting.

CHAIR:
Mr. Ambrose Hearn

COUNCIL MEMBERS:

Dr. John Borden, Smon Fraser University

Ms. JoAnne Buth, Canola Council of Canada

Ms. Kathy Cooper, Canadian Environmental Law Association

Dr. Derek Daws, B.C. Poison Control Centre

Dr. Lorne Hepworth, CropLife Canada

Dr. Karsten Liber, University of Saskatchewan

Dr. Len Ritter, University of Guelph

Ms. Wendy Sexsmith, Pest Management Regulatory Agency

Mr. Dean Thomson, Canadian Horticultural Council

Mr. Brian Tuffin, Canadian Consumer Specialty Products Association
Mr. Henry Walthert, Canadian Institute of Treated Wood

Ms. Madedline Waring, B.C. Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Fisheries
Dr. Pamela Welbour n, Queens University

ALTERNATES

Dr. Neil Arya (for Dr. Riina Bray), Learning Disabilities Association of Canada

Dr. Robert Whiting (for Anne Gravereaux), Canadian Centre for Occupational Health and Safety
Ms. Karla House (for Bob Friesen), Canadian Federation of Agriculture

SECRETARIAT:

Ms. Trish MacQuarrie, Pest Management Regulatory Agency
Ms. Lynn Skillings, Pest Management Regulatory Agency
Ms. Josée Beaudoin, Pest Management Regulatory Agency

OBSERVERS:

Ms. Anne Fowlie, Canadian Horticultural Council

Mr. Craig Hunter, Canadian Horticultural Council
Ms. Kathleen Paynter, Canadian Horticultural Council
Ms. Jill Lane, Canadian Aerial Application Association
Ms. Shannon Coombs, Canadian Consumer Specialty Products Association
Stéphane Dupont, Biocontrol Network

Ms. Rose-Marie Ur, Liberal MP

Ms. Chera Jelley, assistant to Ms. Ur

Mr. Paul Steckle, Liberal MP

Mr. Greg McClinchey, assistant to Mr. Steckle
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Ms. Sandy Hamamoto, assistant to Mr. Steckle
Mr. Chris Warfield, Bayer CropScience

GUESTSPRESENTERS.

Mr. Brian Klunder, Health Minister’s Office

Ms. Karen Lloyd, Pest Management Regulatory Agency

Mr. Cameron Laing, Pest Management Regulatory Agency
Mr. Jean-Pierre L achaine, Pest Management Regulatory Agency
Dr. Richard Aucoin, Pest Management Regulatory Agency
Mr. Alan Tomlin, Agriculture and Agri-food Canada

Mr. John Worgan, Pest Management Regulatory Agency

Ms. Valerie Robertson, Pest Management Regulatory Agency
Ms. Charalyn Kriz, Pest Management Regulatory Agency

Dr. Diana Somers, Pest Management Regulatory Agency
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Appendix B:
List of Action Itemsarising at the November 1-2, 2004 meeting.

1) PMRA to provide alist of reduced risk active ingredients and biopesticidesin Canada and the U.S,,
with usesif possble.

2) PMRA to provide an updated implementation plan for the new Act.
3) PMRA to establish PMAC Working Groups on Communications and Low Risk products

4) PMRA to follow up with Growers Associations and Industry CEO' s regarding the need for tripartite
actions to enhance the availability of new, safer products in Canada.

5) PMAC members to provide comments on proposed Adverse Effects Regulations through the
Canada Gazette process.

6) PMAC to be provided with the various aspects considered in establishing a balance of members on
PMAC.

7) PMRA to provide Council with the policy on the use of human datain assessments of pesticides.
8) PMRA to provide an outline for an orientation program to PMAC for comment.
9) The PMAC Secretariat would ensure that previous meeting minutes and any relevant palicies, or

regulaions are included in the meeting binder. Also, presentations are to include URLs where
appropriate.
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