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C E L E B R AT I O N !
March 4th, 2009
Canadian Environmental Law Association
Media Release –– Decisive Precautionary Action in Ontario with Proclamation of
Law Banning Use and Sale of Cosmetic Pesticides
Toronto – CELA today joins our colleagues in the environmental movement, the child
care sector, environmental health professionals, and progressive public health officials in celebrating passage of Ontario's bold and visionary leadership in banning the
use and sale of pesticides for cosmetic purposes – those pesticides used simply to
maintain the appearance of lawns and gardens.
After more than a year of extensive public consultation and multiple indications of
overwhelming public support, the new law will be in place for Spring 2009. "We salute the Ontario government for putting in place the most health–protective cosmetic
pesticide ban in North America," stated Theresa McClenaghan, Executive Director of
the Canadian Environmental Law Association (CELA).
The ban on use and sale extends to all the major toxic chemicals used in lawn and
garden pesticide formulations, over 80 chemicals in all, and permits continued use
only for low risk formulations. Additional exemptions for so–called "mixed use" pesticides will ensure chemical controls are available, if necessary, for public health reasons.
"We would have liked the final package to have ensured that all “mixed–use” (cosmetic and non–cosmetic) products be put under immediate lock and key by retailers
and also that golf course pesticides be banned," stated Ms. McClenaghan. "We look
to retailers to try and put such measures in place this year in advance of requirements being in place for the Spring of 2011."
"This new law is the culmination of twenty years of work across Canada, often by
mothers of young children, who have demanded that needless pesticide use be prohibited in our communities," noted McClenaghan. "Throughout these efforts, CELA
and others working on this issue, have considered it essential to investigate whether
non–chemical alternatives exist, which of course they do. Not only do alternatives exist but a thriving industry has developed to meet this need, including the conversion
of companies from traditional users of pesticides to those who provide a wide array of
non–chemical alternatives. We strongly agree that this ban is an excellent part of Ontario's efforts to move to the new green economy," she stated.
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Widespread public support for this law exists because it is about taking precautionary action. "People are concerned about pesticides and how they are
regulated by the federal government," noted Kathleen Cooper, Senior Researcher with CELA. "Despite the fact that federal regulation of pesticides has
been improved, we must recognize that the scientific evidence in support of registering pesticides is never entirely complete. The assessments of pesticides,
done by the federal government, result in a determination of "acceptable risk,"
not a determination of "safety." More important, it is essential to recognize that
the scientific evaluation of every pesticide occurs in isolation from other evaluations," stated Cooper.
"Even with movement by regulatory agencies, including Health Canada's Pest
Management Regulatory Agency, towards assessing groups of pesticides with
common toxic effects, the basic approach remains of studying individual pesticides one at a time, applying margins of safety that regulators hope will be sufficient, and ignoring the reality of multiple chemical exposures. The entire exercise occurs within a situation of incomplete information. At the same time 4 of 22.
there is a rapidly expanding body of scientific literature looking into troubling
and, often completely unexpected, impacts of chemicals on the environment
and human health. Children and particularly the fetus in utero are often at
greatest risk," stated Cooper.
"This new law enjoys very strong public support. This support comes directly
from concern about the reality of multiple chemical exposures in our daily lives
and wanting to see a precautionary response – eliminating exposures where
and when we can. Getting rid of things that are unnecessary simply makes
sense to just about everyone," McClenaghan stated.

For more information:
Theresa McClenaghan, theresa@cela.ca 416–960–2284 ext. 219
Kathleen Cooper, kcooper@cela.ca 705–341–2488 (cell)
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M e d i a Av a i l a b i l i t y :
E xp e c te d a n n ou n ce me n t on
O n t a r i o Pe s t i c i d e B a n r e g u l a t i o n s
March 4th, 2009
David Suzuki Foundation
Queen’s Park is expected to announce any day now how it will implement its
province–wide ban on cosmetic pesticides.
The David Suzuki Foundation can help explain how the new rules will affect
Ontarians and provide analysis on how effective the regulations will be.
Who can you interview?
Lisa Gue, Environmental Health Policy Analyst. Ms Gue is the Foundation’s
point person on pesticides and toxic chemicals. She has closely followed Ontario’s cosmetic pesticide ban since it announcement in 2007, and has co– 6 of 22.
authored reports and analysis on the ban for the foundation. She can provide a
direct comparison with Quebec’s existing regulations and other municipal
bans.
Why interview someone from the David Suzuki Foundation ?
From the beginning, the David Suzuki Foundation has led a broad–based coalition of Ontario health and environmental groups in trying to influence the outcomes of the cosmetic pesticide ban. As a result, we know what to look for in
the regulations and can provide in–depth analysis. The general public is also
aware of our work on this issue via the popular “ David Suzuki Digs My Garden” contest http://www.davidsuzuki.org/GardenContest/
Want to set up an interview?
Please contact:
Leanne Clare
Communications Specialist
613–594–5410
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M c G u i n t y g o ve r n m e n t
i g n o re s s c i e n ce,
n e w r e g s l i ke ly t o d o
m o re h a r m t h a n g o o d
March 4th, 2009

Media Release

OTTAWA, March 4 /CNW/ – Agricultural and landscaping groups, along with
Canada's plant science industry, are disappointed with the Ontario government's regulations banning the sale and use of pesticides for lawns and gardens. They say the government has failed to develop a solid, scientific founda- 7 of 22.
tion for the new regulations and warn the decision will have negative
impacts.

"Ontario farmers are disappointed that these regulations are not science–
based," said Bette Jean Crews, president of Ontario Federation of Agriculture.
"The government is discouraging innovation with these regulations and that
jeopardizes the ability of farmers to continue to produce a safe and affordable
supply of healthy foods. Without access to the newest pest control innovations,
Ontario farmers will soon find they are at a competitive disadvantage."

"These regulations send a negative – and inaccurate – message to the public
about the adequacy of the federal regulatory system and at the same time increases the risk of Ontario farms being exposed to pest infestations from non–
agricultural land," said Paul Wettlaufer, a farmer and vice–chair of Agricultural
Groups Concerned about Resources and the Environment (AGCare).
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"These regulations will have a negative impact on Ontario's 20,000 lawn care
professionals and Ontarians are soon going to notice the lack of effective options available to control fungus on their roses, insects such as grubs in their
lawns, or weeds taking over their patios and turf," said Tony DiGiovanni, executive director of Landscape Ontario.

"The Ontario government has created an environment of uncertainty that
makes it unlikely Canada will be seen as a place to invest as newer and more
effective pest control products are made available in other countries," said
Lorne Hepworth, president of CropLife Canada. "The consequences of these irrational decisions won't be felt immediately, but one day Ontarians will realize
that the products this government is banning provided safe and effective ways
of dealing with pest problems that are detrimental to human health and safety,
and which cause landscape and structural losses that have real and significant
financial costs."

In Canada, all pesticides, whether they are intended for agricultural, lawn and
garden, golf, forestry, or structural pest control, must meet high standards set
by Health Canada before they are approved for sale and use. Under this rigorous regulatory system, Canadians have access to pesticides that can be safely
used and which are proven to be effective at dealing with pests that can create
a myriad of problems.

These four associations represent more than 40,000 Ontario farm families,
20,000 lawn care professionals and nursery operations in Ontario, and the
manufacturers, developers and distributors of Canada's $1.4 billion pest control products industry.

For further information: Neil Currie, Ontario Federation of Agriculture, (519)
821–8883; Nadine Sisk, CropLife Canada, (613) 230–9881 Ext 3224; Lilian
Schaer, AGCare, (519) 837–1326; Gavin Dawson, Landscape Ontario, (905)
290–1844
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L aw n p r o f e s s i o n a l s a r e
O U T R AG E D, a n d A N G RY.
I s t h e re a C O N S P I R AC Y ?
March 3rd, 2009

Turf King Hamilton

Attention MLA's and others who should be aware of this issue

The McGuinty Government has leaked or given information to Gideon Forman
from CAPE (Canadian Association of Physicians for the Environment) regarding
the Cosmetic Pesticide Ban implementation. See articles by Moira Welsh pub- 9 of 22.
lished today in the Star, Hamilton Spectator and others in that newspaper
chain. (article follows)

Why is it that Activist groups were informed before any of the professionals
whose livelihoods are directly affected by these regulations.(Gideon Forman is
in the know but not any of the professional applicators who are affected ??)

Lawn professionals are OUTRAGED, and ANGRY. Is there a CONSPIRACY?

Do the Activists and the McGuinty Government have a secret agreement ?(see
CAPE Newsletter Summer 2008)

HTTP://WWW.CAPE .CA /RES_CARDFILE .SHTML ?CMD[227]=I–227–
1434C181DCCA811BC71E7DB77DDE7B3A&CMD[252]=I–252–
1434C181DCCA811BC71E7DB77DDE7B3A
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The article has reported an Implementation that talks about a
phase–in (continuing until 2011) .

retail sale

BUT WHAT ABOUT PROFESSIONAL APPLICATORS ????

WHAT HAPPENS TO the INDUSTRY ?

IF that is true, how is that a level playing field ?????

( ... certain pesticides will be allowable for limited public use but not professionally licensed applicators ??)

According to an Ontario Turfgrass Research Foundation (see link below)–
21,000 JOBS and 1.2 BILLION in Revenue for Ontario Lawn Care Alone !

The Lawn care industry can keep jobs in Ontario without government subsidies
(unlike the auto industry) (jobs that are sustainable ! )

How is allowing the untrained consumers to still use products and targeting
only professionals FAIR ?

This clearly puts professionals at a major disadvantage and will definitely
COST jobs!

Link to OTRF Reports on value of Ontario Lawn Care Jobs:

HTTP://WWW.OTRF.CA /PORTALS/0/RESEARCH /OTRF%20E CONOMIC %20IMPAC
T%20OF%20TURFGRASS%20INDUSTRY%20HIGHLIGHTS.PDF

HTTP://WWW.THESPEC .COM/PRINTARTICLE/523309
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CAPE Leads Meeting with
E nv i r o n m e n t M i n i s t e r
H o n . J o h n G e r re t s e n
r e i t e ra t e s p r o m i s e
t o b a n l aw n p e s t i c i d e s .
Summer 2008

CAPE News

Canadian Association of Physicians for the Environment.

The year 2008 started on a high note as cape chaired an in–person meeting between Ontario Environment Minister John Gerretsen and health–and–
environment organizations on the issue of lawn pesticides. The government had
promised to ban these products and CAPE and its partners were meeting the
Minister to outline their vision of the new legislation.

“We were particularly encouraged because our meeting was one of the Minister’s very first consultations with stakeholders‚” said CAPE Executive Director
Gideon Forman. “I think it’s a measure of the weight that health groups bring
to the table.”

Also attending were the head of the Ontario College of Family Physicians‚ Jan
Kasperski‚ the head of the Registered Nurses’ Association of Ontario‚ Doris
Grinspun‚ and Public Issues Manager at the Canadian Cancer Society‚ Irene
Gallagher. CAPE and its partners presented the Minister with a five–point
statement that urged the government to ban both pesticide use and sales.

William H. Gathercole & NorahG.

force.of.de.nature@gmail.com

Force of Nature Media Report.

11 of 22.

Ontario Prohibition of Pest C ontrol Products.
Part 1.
04/ 03/2009

“A ban on sales is crucially important‚” said Forman. “Because if people can’t
buy these poisons‚ they can’t use them – which means we’ll reduce pesticide–
related illness dramatically.”

The group statement was signed by 15 leading health and environment organizations including the David Suzuki Foundation‚ the Children’s Hospital of
Eastern Ontario‚ and the Ontario Medical Association (Section on Pediatrics).

“The Minister took our statement in hand‚ read it‚ and then said we’d assembled one of the most impressive lists of signatories he’d ever seen‚” explained 12 of 22.
Forman. “He went on to say he would introduce the pesticide ban in Spring
2008‚ with passage likely in the Fall.”

While the signs are looking very positive at this point‚ CAPE will continue to
meet with key decision makers‚ encourage doctors to write the Premier‚ and
publish articles and letters to the editor – to ensure the passage of the most
health–protective legislation possible.

CAPE’s Forman said to Mr. Gerretsen: “Minister‚ you have a chance here to
pass the strongest pesticide ban in North America.”
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On tario set to implemen t
pesticide ban
Ru l e s f o r s a l e o f
re s t r i c t e d – u s e p ro d u c t s
to be phased in
March 3rd, 2009

Moira Welsh
15 of 22.

Toronto Star

Environmental groups lobbying the Ontario government for a powerful cosmetic pesticide ban say the province is set to announce sweeping new regulations that will outlaw hundreds of chemicals from use on neighbourhood
lawns.
The Ministry of the Environment is expected to make its proposed list of
banned chemicals public tomorrow. If it's approved, most of the 85 targeted
substances (found in roughly 250 products) would be barred from sale and use
for cosmetic purposes, said Gideon Forman, executive director of Canadian Association of Physicians for the Environment.
"We have a very high level of confidence that it is going to be a very substantial
list ... it will be the best in North America," Forman said.
The ban would likely take effect near Earth Day, April 22. Stores will be forced
to remove some products from their shelves or inform customers that certain
others are for restricted use only, such as killing poison ivy.
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The banned pesticides are found in products that kill slugs, grubs, earwigs and
caterpillars, along with dandelions, clover and a variety of other weeds. Among
the products are familiar brand names, such as C–I–L Weedout, Killex Lawn
Weed Control and Wilson Garden Doctor Insecticide.
Banned products sitting in garages and basements must be disposed of
through municipal hazardous–waste collection. A public education program
will inform Ontarians that they must throw out their leftover products, and use
only the "restricted" products for the prescribed purposes. Errant users will
first receive a warning, but fines for landscapers and homeowners will be put
into effect once the program is widely known.
There was strong resistance to the ban from the landscaping industry but
many, already under pressure from municipal restrictions, are moving to organic substances, including corn gluten meal, which is thought to suppress
weed germination in grass.
Many pesticide vendors were aware that a ban would be in place this spring;
national chains with leftover products will probably ship them to stores in 16 of 22.
provinces that do not ban the pesticide.
Quebec was the first province to institute a ban, with roughly 20 prohibited
items. New Brunswick is considering a ban.
The rules for sale of the restricted–use products will be phased in, but by 2011,
stores will be required to limit access to the pesticides, keep them locked behind glass or cages, and ensure that customers are aware of limitations on use
before taking them home.
The Cosmetic Pesticides Ban Act, passed by the Ontario government last June,
was criticized by some because it supersedes a patchwork of existing municipal
bylaws and does not stop the owners of golf courses, farms or managed forests
from spraying pesticides.
Leanne Clare, spokesperson for the David Suzuki Foundation, said the foundation has been lobbying governments across Canada to ban both sale and use of
the chemicals.
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OT R F Re l e a s e s
E c o n o m i c I m p a c t s t u dy
o f t h e O n t a r i o t u r f g ra s s i n d u s t r y
February 26th, 2009

Ontario Turfgrass Research Foundation

FACT: The Ontario turfgrass industry maintained 390,000 acres of turfgrass in
2007 while generating $2.6 Billion in revenue to the economy. The industry
also provided 33,000 full time jobs while spending an additional $1.75 Billion
on operating and equipment expenditures.
17 of 22.
The Ontario Turfgrass Research Foundation has released a detailed report of
the economic size of the Ontario turfgrass industry. This commissioned study
measures the scale and the breadth of the industry both in physical terms
(acreage, employment) as well as in economic terms (gross revenue, expenditures on operating and equipment). The Ontario turfgrass industry consists of
diverse segments, such as golf courses, municipal parks, sod farms, lawn care
companies and sports fields. Surveyed industry professionals and selected
turfgrass industry segments, along with other data sources, provided an in
depth analysis of the value of Ontario turfgrass industry. The results of this
study emphasize the importance of the turfgrass industry to the economy of
Ontario.

"This well researched study provides a defensible and conservative measure of
the Ontario turfgrass segment" –as reviewed by an economist at the George
Morris Centre
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THE FOLLOWING STATISTICS WILL BE USEFUL WHEN THE TURF MAINTENANCE INDUSTRY WILL
SEEK RESTITUTION AND DAMAGES FROM THE GOVERNMENT OF ONTARIO AND THE ENVIRONMENTAL MOVEMENT FOR THE CONSPIRACY TO PROHIBIT PEST CONTROL PRODUCTS.

E co n o m i c P ro f i l e
of the Ontario
T u r f g ra s s I n d u s t r y
December 19th, 2008
Kate Tsiplova (2), Glenn Fox (2), Katerina Jordan (3), Eric Lyons (3)

Funded by
Ontario Turfgrass Research Foundation
We gratefully acknowledge the invaluable help by Pam Charbonneau with the
Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs, with survey and study 18 of 22.
development. We would also like to acknowledge executive directors, presidents, and executive assistants and managers of the Professional Lawn Care
Association of Ontario, Landscape Ontario, Golf Course Superintendents Association of Ontario, Sports Turf Association of Ontario, Ontario Parks Association and Ontario Recreation Facilities Association for their comments on the
survey and their assistance with survey distribution. We would also like to
thank Mary Wales for reviewing our calculations and proofreading some sections of this report.

(2) Department of Food, Agricultural and Resource Economics, University of
Guelph
(3) Department of Plant Agriculture, University of Guelph
External peer review conducted by the George Morris Centre, Guelph (review
enclosed)Economic Profile of the Ontario Turfgrass Industry, 2007 Kate Tsiplova, Glenn Fox, Katerina Jordan, Eric Lyons
All financial magnitudes are reported in 2007 Canadian $ unless otherwise
noted.
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Executive Summary

Background

The Ontario turfgrass industry consists of diverse segments, such as golf
courses, municipal parks, sod farms, lawn care companies and sports fields.
Prior to this project, the most recent economic profile of the Ontario turfgrass
industry was conducted for 1982. The Ontario Turfgrass Research Foundation
commissioned an economic study of the Ontario turfgrass industry. Starting in
the fall of 2007, the University of Guelph research team, consisting of Professors Glenn Fox, Katerina Jordan, and Eric Lyons and Research Associate Kate
Tsiplova, have undertaken a study that:

● Developed an economic profile of the Ontario turfgrass industry and;
19 of 22.
● Analyzed and assessed the growth potential of the Ontario turfgrass industry.

This study should be of interest to all Ontario turfgrass industry segments and
to government agencies that regulate them. We hope that the results of this
study will emphasize the importance of the turfgrass industry to the economy
of Ontario.

Both secondary and primary data sources were used to collect data on the land
area devoted to turfgrass cultivation and maintenance, the sales value of
turfgrass products and services, and the value of turfgrass maintenance expenditures in Ontario. We surveyed selected turfgrass industry segments to
gain insight about factors that turfgrass managers believe to be either constraints to or opportunities for the growth of the Ontario turfgrass industry.
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Production
The total gross Ontario turfgrass industry’s revenue was $2.61 billion in 2007.
In comparison, the total Ontario farm value of grains and oilseeds was $2.34
billion 2007.

Acres
The Ontario turfgrass industry maintained 390 thousand acres of turfgrass in
2007. In comparison, the total Ontario harvested area of grains and oilseeds
was 5.52 million acres in 2007.

Turfgrass Survey Summary for the Province of Ontario
Sod Farms. 36,300 acres of production (2007). 108 million dollars in gross
revenue (2007). 68.8 million dollars in operating expenditures (2007). 12.0
million dollars in equipment purchases (2007). 1,055 total full–time equivalent
employees (2007).
20 of 22.
Golf Courses. 98,600 acres of green space maintained. 1.25 billion dollars in
gross revenue (2007). 339 million dollars in operating expenditures (2007).
35.9 million dollars in equipment expenditures (2007). 6,711 total full–time
equivalent employees (2007).
Households. 122,000 acres of green space maintained (2007). 223 million
dollars in operating expenditures (2007). 280 million dollars in equipment
purchases (2007).
Municipalities. 93,200 acres of green space maintained. 174 million dollars
in operating expenditures (2007). 9 million dollars in equipment purchases
(2007). 3,840 total full–time equivalent employees (2007).
Universities. 839 acres of green space maintained (2007). 7.72 million dollars
in operating expenditures (2007). 34,800 dollars in equipment purchases
(2007). 357 total full–time equivalent employees (2007).
Provincial Highways and Roads. 38,500 acres of green space maintained
(2007). 2.47 million dollars in operating expenditures (2007). 22.8 million dollars in equipment purchases (2007).
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Lawn Care Companies. 1.25 billion dollars in gross revenue (2007). 577,000
dollars in operating expenditures (2007).
20,810 total full–time equivalent
employees (2007).
Total for the entire turf industry in the Province of Ontario. 390,000 acres
of green space maintained or produced (2007). 2.61 billion dollars in gross
revenue (2007). 1.39 billion dollars in operating expenditures (2007). 360 million dollars in equipment purchases (2007). 32,773 total full–time equivalent
employees (2007).

Since lawn care companies provide maintenance services for other industry
segments, we excluded the turfgrass area that they maintained from the total
province–wide area. Lawn care companies maintained 1.13 million acres of
turfgrass, which does not match the acreage maintained by other industry
segments. The reason for this divergence may be that lawn care respondents
may have specified the area of turfgrass that was treated multiple times by
their company. Therefore, one treatment location may have been counted more
21 of 22.
than once.

Strategic Growth Analysis
All industry segments, except universities and colleges, reported that they expected population growth and urbanization or retirement trends or both to
benefit the industry over the next five to ten years. Overall, all industry segments had a positive outlook on the future of their turfgrass operation. The
majority of respondents indicated that they expect the size of their turfgrass
operation to either increase somewhat or remain stable over the next 5 to 10
years. Some of the impediments to growth of the turfgrass industry included
water use policies and cost of water. Another potentially problematic factor for
turfgrass industry is either cost of labour or availability of qualified labour. The
Cosmetic Pesticides Ban Act impacts the turfgrass industry considerably, with
lawn care companies being affected the most. We found that lawn care respondents identified pesticide use policies and public perception of turfgrass industry as having a negative effect on the future growth of their turfgrass operations.
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