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The Fertilizer and Supplement Advisory Committee (FSAC) and Biological Products
Industry Alliance (BPIA) appreciate the opportunity to provide comments on the proposed
amendments to the Pest Control Products Regulations related to exemptions and product
authorizations. FSAC and BPIA support the proposed amendment to Schedule 2 of the Pest
Control Products Regulations. The amendment is clear, targeted, and effectively removes
the long-standing regulatory barrier that has prevented products possessing both
supplement and pest control product properties from bearing integrated marketplace
labels. The amendment provides the necessary regulatory authority to accommodate dual-
property products and represents a significant step toward improving market access and
regulatory clarity.

The proposed amendments effectively resolve the challenge of obtaining an integrated
label for supplement-pesticide products and are aligned with the Government of Canada's
regulatory modernization and red tape reduction objectives. FSAC and BPIA believe the
regulatory amendment itself is fit for purpose. The remaining opportunities for
improvement relate primarily to implementation policy, administrative processes, and
guidance governing interactions between the Pesticides Regulatory Directorate (PRD) and
the Canadian Food Inspection Agency (CFIA).



The Regulatory Impact Analysis Statement asserts that the proposed supplement-
pesticide authorization pathway would improve regulatory efficiency, reduce barriers to
commercialization, and support innovation. FSAC and BPIA agree that the amendment will
improve marketplace access by enabling combined supplement and pesticide claims on a
single label. However, the efficiencies achieved may be more limited than anticipated if
implementation continues to require separate submissions, duplicate data packages, and
sequential reviews by both authorities.

Commercialization barriers are therefore reduced, but not entirely eliminated. While
integrated labelling represents a significant advancement, applicants must still obtain PRD
approval, secure a Letter of No Objection, and subsequently submit a separate application
to CFIA. As a result, commercialization timelines remain dependent on both agencies'
review processes and administrative requirements.

From a practical and logistical perspective, MyCFIA is not currently optimized for the
submission of scientific information already reviewed by the PRD. The platform has
limitations related to file types, file sizes, and document categorization compared with the
Electronic Pesticide Regulatory System (e-PRS). Requiring the resubmission of scientific
information that has already undergone review may create unnecessary administrative
burden for both registrants and regulators.

FSAC and BPIA believe that many of the remaining stakeholder concerns are no longer
regulatory in nature, but rather stem from the proposed implementation framework.
Additional efficiencies would be most effectively achieved through policy development,
guidance documents, and improved information-sharing mechanisms between agencies.

Comment for the Background Section

FSAC and BPIA support the proposed amendment to Schedule 2 of the Pest Control
Products Regulations. The amendment is clear, focused, and appropriately addresses the
long-standing regulatory barrier that has prevented supplement-pesticide products from
bearing integrated marketplace labels. The proposed amendments effectively resolve the
challenge of obtaining an integrated label for dual-property products and support the
Government of Canada's objectives regarding regulatory modernization and burden
reduction.

While the amendment successfully addresses the legislative barrier, opportunities remain
to improve regulatory efficiency through policy and guidance. As currently proposed,
applicants must still navigate separate agency processes, reviews, and submissions.
Consequently, the impact of the proposal on commercialization timelines and
administrative burden may be more moderate than anticipated unless additional
implementation efficiencies are introduced.



Comment for the Objective Section

The objective of reducing regulatory burden for supplement-pesticide products is
supported. The proposed amendment successfully removes a significant barrier to
integrated marketplace labels and provides greater regulatory certainty for products that
fall within both regulatory frameworks. However, because separate PRD and CFIA review
processes remain, the proposal may not fully achieve the stated objective of streamlining
regulatory oversight. Additional policy and guidance measures are needed to reduce
duplication and administrative burden.

Comments for the Description Section

FSAC and BPIA support the proposed amendment to Schedule 2. The amendment is
straightforward, practical, and effectively establishes the regulatory authority necessary to
permit integrated marketplace labels for supplement-pesticide products.

The amendment successfully establishes a pathway for a single marketplace label,;
however, opportunities remain to reduce administrative burden associated with separate
submissions and reviews. Stakeholders have consistently sought a more streamlined
pathway that minimizes duplication, while preserving the independent statutory
responsibilities of both regulators. The remaining opportunities for regulatory efficiency
appear to reside primarily in policy implementation and guidance, rather than in further
changes to the proposed regulatory text.

Comment for the Regulatory Development Section

FSAC and BPIA support the proposed regulatory amendment and agree that it addresses
the principal legislative barrier preventing integrated supplement-pesticide labels.
Stakeholder concerns regarding administrative burden remain only partially addressed.
While the proposal establishes a pathway for a single marketplace label, applicants must
still obtain PRD approval, secure a Letter of No Objection, and submit a separate CFIA
application package. Consequently, many of the efficiencies sought by stakeholders may
not be fully realized unless implementation policies minimize duplication between
regulatory authorities.

FSAC and BPIA also encourage Health Canada to consider whether the final regulatory
framework could allow for concurrent submission and coordinated review processes
between PRD and CFIA. Although the proposed amendment successfully resolves the
integrated labelling barrier, the current framework appears to require sequential regulatory
interactions, whereby the pest control component must first be addressed by PRD before a



subsequent application can be made to CFIA. Consideration should be given to
mechanisms that facilitate regulatory reliance and information sharing between agencies,
while allowing each authority to make independent decisions within its own legislative
mandate. Permitting parallel submissions and coordinated reviews, while preserving the
independent statutory responsibilities and decision-making authority of each regulator,
could further advance the stated objectives of burden reduction, regulatory efficiency, and
timely market access. Such an approach would align more closely with the Regulatory
Impact Analysis Statement's expectation of improved regulatory efficiency and reduced
barriers to commercialization.

Comment for the Regulatory Analysis Section

The Regulatory Impact Analysis Statement asserts that the proposed supplement-
pesticide authorization pathway would improve regulatory efficiency, reduce barriers to
commercialization, and support innovation. However, based on the implementation
process described in the proposal, these benefits may be more limited than suggested.
Commercialization barriers are reduced, but not eliminated. The proposal improves market
access by allowing combined pesticide and supplement claims on a single marketplace
label, but separate oversight, submissions, and regulatory processes remain. Innovation
gains are therefore likely to result primarily from integrated labelling rather than meaningful
reductions in data requirements, review processes, regulatory uncertainty, or product
development costs.

From a practical and logistical perspective, MyCFIA is not currently configured for efficient
submission of scientific information already submitted to the PRD. MyCFIA has limitations
related to file types, file sizes, and document categorization when compared to the
Electronic Pesticide Regulatory System (e-PRS). Requiring registrants to resubmit complete
scientific packages will create a significant administrative burden for both applicants and
regulators.

FSAC and BPIA further note that useful precedents already exist within the federal
regulatory framework for products that fall under the mandates of multiple regulatory
authorities. Products regulated under both the Pest Control Products Act and the Biocide
Regulations are administered by separate regulatory authorities, while maintaining distinct
legislative mandates. Under this framework, neither authority conducts duplicate scientific
reviews of matters falling outside its mandate, nor is there a requirement for complete
duplication of scientific submissions between authorities.

Current PRD guidance recognizes that marketplace labels for dual-use PCPA-biocide
products should contain the entirety of the PCPA-approved label, subject to applicable
advertising requirements. Correspondingly, Natural and Non-prescription Health Products



Directorate (NNHPD) guidance states that PRD-approved pest control product claims and
uses may be included on the marketplace label and are not subject to NNHPD review.

This model demonstrates that Canadian regulatory authorities can effectively administer
overlapping regulatory frameworks through regulatory reliance and clear delineation of
responsibilities, without requiring duplicate assessments, duplicate submission packages,
or review of claims that fall outside an authority's mandate. FSAC and BPIA believe this
approach provides a useful precedent for supplement-pesticide products and should be
considered during implementation of the proposed framework.

Comment for the Implementation, Compliance and Enforcement, and Service
Standards Section

The proposed implementation framework continues to require sequential interactions with
both the PRD and CFIA. Applicants must obtain PRD approval, request Health Canada
assessments and a Letter of No Objection, and subsequently submit a separate
application package to CFIA that may include information already reviewed by the PRD.
FSAC and BPIA recommend that Health Canada and CFIA explore mechanisms that
facilitate regulatory reliance and direct information sharing between agencies. Where
scientific information has already been submitted to and reviewed by one competent
federal authority, consideration should be given to allowing the second authority to access
or rely upon that information, without requiring applicants to recreate and resubmit
complete scientific data packages. Such an approach would maintain the independent
statutory responsibilities of both authorities, while reducing administrative burden for
registrants and government reviewers alike.

In addition, MyCFIA currently lacks several functionalities available through the PRD
Electronic Pesticide Regulatory System (e-PRS), including robust document categorization
and management of large scientific data packages. Until greater interoperability or
information-sharing mechanisms are established, anticipated implementation efficiencies
may be limited. FSAC and BPIA therefore encourage Health Canada and CFIA to develop
guidance that emphasizes regulatory reliance, direct inter-agency information sharing
where appropriate, and the avoidance of duplicate data submissions, while preserving the
independent decision-making authority of each regulator.

FSAC and BPIA Recommendations

FSAC and BPIA fully support the proposed amendment to Schedule 2 of the Pest Control
Products Regulations and believe it successfully removes the regulatory barrier to
integrated supplement-pesticide labels. To maximize the benefits of the amendment, FSAC
and BPIA recommend that Health Canada and CFIA:



e Develop implementation guidance that minimizes duplicate data submissions;
e Establish mechanisms for information sharing between PRD and CFIA, where
appropriate;
e Permit each authority to rely, where appropriate, on scientific assessments already
completed by another competent federal regulator;
e Avoid requiring review of claims or information that fall outside a regulator's
statutory responsibilities;
e Improve administrative efficiencies associated with data submission and
management; and
o Considerimplementation principles similar to those already used for products
regulated under both the Pest Control Products Act and the Biocide Regulations.
Such measures would further reduce regulatory burden, improve commercialization
timelines, support innovation, and advance the Government of Canada's regulatory
modernization objectives, while maintaining the independent regulatory responsibilities of
both PRD and CFIA.
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Fertilizer and Supplement Advisory Committee (FSAC)
Biological Products Industry Alliance (BPIA)
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