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The integrity of Ottawa's Chemicals Management Plan hangs in

balance

By Howard Mains

hen Prime Minister Stephen Harper launched the Chemicals
Management Plan (CMP) in December, 2006, its objectives werg
and remain, clear, noble and right. Canada would lead the worlgss -
“in assessing and regulating chemicals that are used in thousands of
industrial and consumer products.”
POPULAR
Terence gpyironment Canada, with Health Canada, is leading this process guide
Corcoranyyy the legislative framework of the Canadian Environmental Protection
Growth act (CEPA).

first, Thank youto
climate gased on my experience, industry fully supports the responsibility o g\grﬁg?sb eI{II%
later  canadian governments to establish effective regulations to protect t € dia outlets
La‘l"’renc?health and safety of Canadians and our environment. This supportig - -~ =
Sl_?o?rgr?g'based on the premise that regulations will be rooted in sound science.
cold Junk Sciencé&

ut from time

However, after two-and-a-half years, the evidelpased decision makir
?éfrumns right

Terence ihat should be driving CMP decisions is not being applied consisten
Corcoranyoreover, the integrity of the CMP process — both for domestic
Michael gtakeholders and our global partners — is at risk due to poor
Moore - communications from government, provincial regulatory creep and an
leaves theyer-reliance on computer modelling as opposed to tried-and-true figm
freé  science. Computer modelling has a role, but it was not designed to
market g hstitute for actual environmental measurements, nor was it itema
standing e ysed for regulatory purposes in isolation of field data. FIND OUT
us., LIKE STEPH]
China playrg pe fair, communicating the findings of science and the concept d
chicken «4cceptable risk to human health” is challenging for government. Sa
over tireSgome governments have used this complex policy area for short-te R {43
political gain at the expense of companies that consistently &irive
provide Canadians with safe and beneficial products.

The experience around Bisphenol A during the past 18 months pro
instructive lessons from which we can all learn.
Canada

To start, it is axiomatic that a few activists and crusadintgrs
(masquerading as journalists) drove this file. But government must
always legislate and regulate for the broadest public intereghenot  Watson's Why
narrowest special interest.

When he's not
Second, ongoing selective and, at times, inaccurate media coveragd/dfiam Wats
Health Canada research studies on Bisphenol A only serves to und&tptygEsity. Hi
public trust in the government's ability to protect human health. Healks to some
Canada must engage more proactively with the media and explain Papers he dis
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the implications of its research.

Click here for
The handling of this file was noticed by France’s Minister of Heato post:,
stated, in response to a question on the Bisphenol A ban in Canadian baby
bottles, that “Canadian authorities banned Bisphenol A under publicRecen Entrie:
pressure and without any serious scientific study. The precautionary-aranc Corc
principle is a principle of reason, and under no circumstances Wir}ﬂegaproje(

of emotion.” As power gra

o _ ~Casl sequest
As for provincial regulatory creep, Ontario has emerged as the i@adg etz < func

decision-based evidence making; a.k.a., politics first, sound s;:iencestOIC using ba
maybe. Its Toxics Use Reduction legislation (announced on April 7) @8ghmunicati
the ban on the use of pesticides for “cosmetic purposes” (in effect \y/ijiam Wats
April 22) are two cases in point. How do you (

. . _ Lawrenct Sol
Ontario thumbed its nose at existing federal regulatory roles supported B¥\ Little
hundreds of scientists that consider the widest body of relevantificiept | atters to
evidence. It's ironic that the 525 public servants employed at HealthMy father is r
Canada’s Pest Management Regulatory Agency — with a statutory
mandate to protect human health — actually work right in Dalton
McGuinty’s riding.

Federal-provincial co-operation, not competition, must be the norm. ‘
Failure to align these competing processes will render the CNtPaime - F
diminish Canada’s global reputation when it comes to environmente N

decisions. Terence (

As for the actual management of the CMP, the conduct of fedeiaats
is governed by guidelines, policies and legislation as well asigd&ect
from Cabinet and Treasury Board. The overriding theme throughout
this guidance is the role of science and the weight-of-evidence appt
to decision making.

For example, the Cabinet Directive on Streamlining Regulation, anc Lawrence
similar documents, note that the federal government will “makeioas

based on evidence and the best available knowledge and science i
Canada and worldwide, while recognizing that the application of
precaution may be necessary when there is an absence of fullfiecie
certainty and a risk of serious or irreversible harm.”

Environment Canada has consistently told industry and other stake
that the department prefers to base its decisions on experinmmeohfatld
data over computer-modelled data, when experimental data is avail
And, in presentations by the department to stakeholders, they have TO ENS
that risk assessments and decisions may be informed by emerging
science.

Yet in some cases, the government is poised to designate compou
“toxic” under CEPA when emerging science is still not complete.
Meanwhile, other jurisdictions, such the European Union under its reacn
program, are waiting on the science before making any determinatb(l)_?esdesnt Comn
as to avoid any undue public angst or irreparable economic harm.

Canada must wait as well. In fact, Environment Canada’s ownceei  Mr- Mains is |
plan dictate this course of actio Consulting In
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“Environment Canada must produce the highest-quality, leaztigg-an2:4 P Resear
unbiased environmental science relevant to support sound policies,h"3‘|f?|0en to be
effective regulations and informed decision making ... Above all, wemiSsgoat7e
must demonstrate transparency and openness in how we conduct duf COmMmer
scientific activities, adhering to scientific principles and aaritig to use
proven quality assurance methods such as international standards,?@??’bca' atr
review and expert advice.” ndyacanti
never do we
Canada has a well-earned international reputation due to our history@fica! ideas,
grounding decisions in the best scientific processes and evidence. —andersi
However, poor communications, federal-provincial one-upmanship AhnCommer
rushed decisions to meet arbitrary timelines now place this tepuia
serious jeopardy, with the integrity of the CMP hanging in the balantéfters tothe
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| am honorary Canadian observer on the Pesticids J A
Working Group based in Washington, D.C.

Independent scientists never talk about "soundBj-weekly col
and "junk” science. This annoying terminology licy theoris
eminently unscientific. Exclusiveto F

The basic difference in approach to risk between
independent experts

(both scientists and medical professionals) and N O
industry spokesmen is that absolutely no risk is

acceptable to the former when chemicals are to be _
used for frivolous and unnecessary purposes. The NoPigou

Pigou Club, ¢
With only one epidemiologist on staff and 350 and pundits v
plus toxicologists, the gasoline taxe

century Britis
PMRA (Pest Management Regulatory Agencywmglfareeconc
very poorly equipped for just another f

free market t
keeping records of and examining epidemiological

studies
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