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At what point is it appropriate for the provincial government to ban products that have been approved through Health Canada’s rigorous, scientific process?
The Cosmetic Pesticides Ban Act is a useful starting point for debating this question, since Ontario’s draft legislation on cosmetic use of pesticides proposes doing just that.
People from all walks of life express growing concern for the planet and it is natural

that elected officials would try to respond.
However, when one looks at the idea of a flat-out ban on pesticides, it quickly becomes clear this is not sound public policy. 
Here’s why: 
Before any pest control product can be sold in Canada, it must undergo a comprehensive scientific review and risk assessment by Health Canada’s Pest Management Regulatory Agency (PMRA).
 Like many products developed to make our lives cleaner, safer and less subject to the ravages of disease, pesticides are closely scrutinized by Health Canada before they are permitted for use in this country. 
All aspects of a pesticide’s potential impact on health and the environment are studied and reviewed through a combination of extensive lab tests and field studies. 
The studies and subsequent evaluation by Health Canada typically take up to 10 years. 
For lawn and garden products, specific considerations related to the user and areas of use are examined - the potential impact on children, animals and next-door neighbours - and no product is approved and registered for use unless there is a reasonable certainty of no harm to children, or to any other segment of society. 
Quite simply, lawn and garden pesticides, if applied according to label directions, can be used safely.
There is no difference between these products and the many products we all have on our shelves or in our medicine cabinets today that have a clear warning: USE ONLY AS DIRECTED or MAY BE HARMFUL IF SWALLOWED.
 I realize that the McGuinty government’s recent announcement to ban pesticides for lawn and garden use is, on the surface, popular with the general public.
 I also know that to be seen to challenge it, is predictably risky. 
But I believe it is my responsibility to ensure that my constituents have the facts available to them to come to an informed decision on this issue and to let them know I believe this is just one more piece of legislation that has no basis in fact, will have significant cost implications to homeowners and small businesses and is contradictory and hypocritical at its core.
 If, as the McGuinty government suggests, these products are in fact harmful to our health, why does the ban not apply to farms and golf courses?
Do farmers, their families and employees not deserve the same protection as everyone else? 
What about the employees on golf courses and the many thousands of customers who walk those courses for hours on end?
How does the government justify exposing those people to the so-called dangers of these products?
Health Canada’s assessment process and standards are consistent with those used throughout the developed world, and are carried out using the best practices from around the world.
Perhaps the Ontario government should look at the fact that scientists the world over, from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency to the European Union and the World Health Organization, have all evaluated the use of pesticides on our food and in our gardens and come to the same conclusions. 
There is no scientific basis for banning Health Canada-registered lawn and garden pest control products.
The McGuinty government says there is a basis for such a ban. Someone must be wrong.
If the McGuinty government does not have confidence in the ability of Health Canada’s scientists to ensure the protection of public and environmental health, then what about all the other products our Federal Government is charged with shepherding?
From food additives to medicine, to household products, do we want to second guess Health Canada?
Or is this not an area where Canadians are best served by decisions based on the global body of scientific evidence? 
Public policy based on fear is bad public policy. 
Safeguarding the public interest should not be a popularity contest. 
Ontario deserves better – let’s stick to science-based regulations. 
Another potential, albeit unintended, consequence of developing regulations that

are not based on science is consumer confusion and an “innovation chill”, with consequences that could include a view of Canada - and particularly Ontario - as a place not worth investing in research and development because of inconsistent use of science in regulatory development.
Furthermore, since Canada is a relatively small user of pesticides we have significantly fewer registered pest control products. 
If science is abandoned in favour of unscientific criteria, producers of pest control products may not choose to register products in Canada at all, making it less likely that the newest and safest pesticides would come to our country.
This innovation chill could have a significant impact on farmers who, while not included in the proposed legislation, use many of the same pest control products being targeted by proposed urban pesticide bans. 
Surely, the McGuinty government has other priorities it could attend to, rather than

invest its time and resources in a review of products that are already deemed safe to use by the federal government, regulatory bodies around the world and the scientific community. 
As always, I welcome your thoughts on this or any other issue of importance to you. 
Please contact me through my website at frank-klees.com Or call me on my direct line at 416-509-8999. I look forward to hearing from you. 

