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•  Historically MRLs were less problematic for Canada"
•  Now one of our industry’s top priorities – as well as for 

our grower groups"
•  New multi-stakeholder approach underway…"

•  PMRA"
–  Strong commitment to GJR"
–  Resources committed for JMPR"
–  Shortening time between pMRL and final MRL (CFIA cooperation)"
–  Process established for developing Codex MRL priorities"
–  Default MRL ??"



NAFTA Industry Working Group on 
Pesticides 

Moving Forward 
2014-2019 

1.  Synchronous introduction of new tools for crop solutions to 
eliminate any trade barriers  
•  Consider regulatory cooperation moving beyond NAFTA 
•  Global GAP approach used whenever feasible to further utilize 

joint efforts and MRL harmonization 
•  Full harmonization of crop grouping within NAFTA and CODEX 
•  Implement learnings from the pilot project conducted with JMPR 

to allow MRL recommendations in parallel with a global joint 
review group (as recommendation from Global Minor Use 
Summit, 2007) and conduct another project to resolve the 
outstanding concerns within CODEX 

•  Explore ways to further harmonize MRLs and/or accept Codex 
MRLs 



NAFTA Industry Working Group on 
Pesticides 

Moving Forward 
2014-2019 

•  Agriculture is global so synchronicity/harmonization 
within NAFTA must now extend to the rest of the world to 
influence our external trade environment. 

•  Predictable Global trade environment that contributes to 
global food security, and achieves harmonization of the 
ability to use a product (same crops, same uses, same 
conditions for use, same MRLs) 

•  NAFTA can play a key role in ensuring continuation of 
GJRs and minimizing duplication of review (e.g. peer 
review) 



Canadian Industry/
Government MRL Task Force 

Gord Kurbis 
Director, Market Access and Trade Policy 
Pulse Canada / Canadian Special Crops 

Association 
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Composition of Task Force 

Funding Grower 
Groups 
• Pulse Canada / 
Canadian Special Crops 
Association 
• Grain Growers of 
Canada 
• Canadian Horticulture 
Council 
• Canadian Federation of 
Agriculture 
• Ontario Fruit and 
Vegetable Growers 
• Alberta Wheat Council 

Government 

• PMRA 
• Agriculture Canada 
Technical Trade Barriers 
• Agriculture Canada 
Market Access Secretariat 
• Canadian Food 
Inspection Agency 
• Department of Foreign 
Affairs, Trade and 
Development 

Registrants 

• CropLife Canada 
• Syngenta 
• Monsanto 
• Bayer 
• BASF 
• Dow  

Other Grower 
Groups 
Canola Council, GFO, 
Malting Barley, Grains 
Council 



Governance and Funding Model 

•  Grower/Government funded MRL project created as part 
of Task Force (2013-14 to 2017-18) (50% AAFC funding, 
50% industry). 

•  Industry steering committee consisting of funding grower 
groups has oversight of MRL project; project 
administration by Pulse Canada. 

•  Task Force also serves as information-sharing forum and 
helps inform development of Canadian position on MRL 
issues. 

•  Key activities and approaches to MRL issues informed by 
‘trade at risk’ calculations. 



Country by Country Analysis 



Pulse & Special Crops Exposure 
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Canadian Grain Industry Exposure 
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Key Task Force Activities and Approaches 
•  Building knowledge of tolerances, gaps and 

vulnerabilities 
−  Query tool 
−  Risk Scans 
−  Grower outreach, advisories 

•  Addressing MRL gaps 
−  Codex advocacy and reforms 
−  Integration of minor use registrations with MRLs 
−  MRLs for actives that are now generic 
−  Bilateral agreements:  

•  principle of mutual recognition 
•  Global Joint Reviews 









2014 grower desiccant advisory 
table 



2014 grower desiccant advisory 
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Approach to Bilateral Agreements 
•  Principle of Mutual Recognition and/or MRL Deferral 

Paths that reference third countries 
•  Examples: 

−  Egypt: Codex, EU 
−  Costa Rica: Codex, higher of US or EU 
−  United Arab Emirates: Codex, EU 
−  Panama: Codex, lower of US or EU 
−  Saudi Arabia: GCC, Codex, lower of US or EU 
−  Morocco: Codex, EU 

•  Global Joint Reviews, addressing structural MRL delays 
−  Canada-Japan trade negotiations example 
−  Trans Pacific Partnership 



International MRL issues, outreach 

! 2016 UN International Year of Pulse 
•  Linking food security objectives to predictability of trade, public 

health and sustainability goals 
•  Role of International Pulse Trade Confederation 

! Forums 
•  Codex CCPR, 2015 and 2016 
•  FAO Committee on Commodity Problems, 2014-2016  
•  International Grains Council? June 2016 
•  Other senior FAO meetings, TBA 


