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We are a volunteer-run charitable organization that works to protect native pollinators and their 

habitat within our city and surrounding areas by raising awareness of the importance of native 

pollinators, by promoting the use of pollinator-friendly plants and gardening practices, and by 

establishing pollinator habitat through both small and large scale restoration projects. As native 

and managed pollinators pollinate over 90% of all flowering plants, and are responsible for one 

out of every three bites of food we eat, we believe the importance of pollinators cannot be 

overlooked and we must do whatever we can do to ensure their populations thrive. 

 

We congratulate the Ontario government for being the first Canadian province to take active 

steps towards helping our pollinators. We are particularly pleased that the Ontario government 

recognizes the importance of native pollinators in addition to the non-native European honeybee, 

and also that the government recognizes that there are several stressors affecting them. Study 

after study has shown that our native bees, flies, beetles, hummingbirds, butterflies and moths are 

under threat from habitat loss, climate change, pests and diseases, and pesticides, including 

neonicotinoids (“neonics”). With this proposal, Ontario will take the Canadian lead in regulating 

and reducing the use of neonics with a goal of 80% reduction in the amount of treated corn and 

soybeans planted by 2017.  This will have an immediate beneficial impact on the environment, 

and recent work in Ontario and in the United States suggests that it will not negatively affect 

crop yields either. 

 

While this proposal is an important first step, we wish to highlight three key shortcomings of the 

proposed neonic regulation:    

 Given that there is no empirical evidence demonstrating economic benefits to crop 

producers from the use of neonics, the regulation should apply to all lands and plants on 

which they are currently used, including other food crops, golf courses (turf), and plants 

being grown by the horticultural industry, amongst other uses. This will level the playing 

field and create one standard by which every industry must abide. Without this change, 

the effectiveness of the regulation in protecting native pollinators will be compromised as 

contaminated dust generated by the application of neonics can be carried by wind over 

large distances, neonics can travel from the treated seed into the soil and into wetland and 

aquatic systems, and neonics can travel through plant tissue into flowers that are visited 

by pollinators. 

 The regulation should not be restricted to three specific chemical formulations as 

currently proposed. This will prove to be an inefficient method of regulating neonics as 

industry quickly creates new formulations. Rather, the regulation should include a 

schedule listing all currently used neonics, which can be more easily amended to include 

new formulations.  

 Although we realize the implications in terms of staff capacity and financial resources, 

we nevertheless urge the government to amend the proposal so that Ministry staff 

conducts reviews of Risk Assessments, at least for the first three to five years of the 

coming into force of the regulation. It is not feasible for a third party to properly 

implement such a key aspect of a new piece of legislation until government has itself 
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developed robust criteria and procedures related to the Risk Assessments, and acquired 

lessons-learned from its initial implementation.  

  

With respect to the Pollinator Health Action Plan, we would like to see more specifics about how 

exactly the pollinator health aspect of the proposal will be developed and implemented, including 

timelines and expected deliverables and outcomes.  Without these items, we worry that actions 

will not be taken in an effective and timely manner.   

 

Important elements to incorporate in the Pollinator Health Action Plan include: 

 Clarification about the types of pollinators that will be affected by each proposed action.  

Frequently there is confusion in the document as to the target organisms, with terms like 

“bee”, “honeybee”, and “pollinator” being used interchangeably.  The European 

honeybee is not native to North America, is an introduced species used primarily in 

agricultural areas, and has a very different biology and natural history than our native 

pollinators. 

 Information on the current status of other pollinators present in Ontario, including native 

bees, flies, beetles, butterflies, moths and hummingbirds, should be included.  

 An expansion of targets from just the two “aspirational” goals (neonicotinoid issue and 

honeybee overwintering health) to include new targets that will include native 

pollinators; the wording should also be stronger than “aspirational” to ensure that targets 

will be met. 

 Promotion of monitoring and natural history research (forage requirements, 

overwintering habitat, life cycle, population size, etc.) on native pollinators.  

 Research into the value of native pollinators to crop pollination. 

 Research into the value of native pollinators to ecosystem goods and services (e.g. clean 

air and water, flood control, tourism, recreation). 

 Identification and creation of habitat (food, nest sites and materials, overwintering sites, 

other needs) and connectivity between habitats for different types of pollinators in 

agricultural, rural, and urban settings. 

 Review of current municipal and provincial policies related to roadside and utility 

corridor management (e.g. mowing, spraying, bulldozing), as these areas can provide 

important habitat and connectivity for pollinators; landfills, aggregate pits, and other 

brownfield sites could also be closed and rehabilitated with pollinator habitat in mind; 

 Review of existing provincial legislation to identify and remove regulations and policies 

that are at cross-purposes with pollinator conservation (such as the recent removal of 

milkweed from the Noxious Weeds Act). 

 Review of existing provincial programs to include activities that will benefit pollinators 

(for example, the Species at Risk Farm Incentive Program (SARFIP), Species at Risk 

Stewardship Fund (SARSF), Environmental Farm Plan (EFP)) and similar ones, such as 

the Alternative Land Use Services (ALUS) program. 

 Promotion of the benefits of native garden plants (for example, through a “Foodland 

Ontario”-type program) to spur nurseries and garden stores to provide these to customers 

(but see comment about the use of neonics on horticultural plants above, as contaminated 

plants could cause harm to the pollinators they were planted to help); 

 Increased monitoring of neonics in the environment (as proposed by the Environmental 

Commissioner of Ontario in his 2014 report); 
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 Development of a list of requirements to be met before new pesticides can be used in 

Ontario, such as its effects on multiple types of pollinators, characteristics regarding 

persistence in the environment and water solubility, and demonstrated economic benefit.   

 Studies into the effects of pesticides must include direct impacts, sub-lethal impacts, 

synergistic effects, antagonistic effects, and the effects of the breakdown compounds 

 Training of farmers in integrated pest management will lessen the need for pesticides. 

 Training of managed pollinator users (e.g. honey-beekeepers, greenhouse operators) in 

biosecurity protocols to reduce disease and pest transfer and increase pollinator health.  

 Development of regulations concerning the use, transportation, importation, and health of 

managed pollinators (including honeybees, bumble bees, leafcutter bees, and mason bees) 

to ensure our wild and managed pollinators both survive and diseases are not spread 

amongst them. 

 Research into the effects of managed pollinators on wild pollinators (genetic mixing, 

spread of diseases, etc.). 

 Increased involvement of a broader group of stakeholders; this proposal currently focuses 

primarily on the agricultural community but should involve individuals living in urban, 

semi-rural, and rural areas, municipalities, and other industries and organizations. 

 Outreach to individuals and organizations to educate them about the importance of 

creating pollinator habitat and to assist them in their efforts; this can be done by the 

provincial government supporting organizations already doing work in these areas   

 

There are items in the proposal that could cause more harm to pollinators than benefit.  These 

should be removed or altered: 

 The proposed Bee Yard Locator App would only show the location of registered 

honeybee colonies and not the location of wild pollinators.  As well, pollinators can fly 

hundreds to thousands of meters away from their nests.  Therefore the app would give a 

false sense of security to the producer by thinking (s)he could apply neonics with no 

negative impact on pollinators if there was no “dot” on the map in or adjacent to the field.  

 Treated seeds should not be buried or “incorporated” into the soil.  This approach only 

adds neonics to the environment, contaminating the soil and water, and potentially 

attracting wildlife that would eat the seed and be exposed to the pesticide. 

 The overall focus on honeybee health should be broadened to encompass all pollinators, 

as it is not good practice to rely solely on one species for all of our pollination needs. 

 

In conclusion, we support this proposal and wish to express our interest in being actively 

involved in the development of Ontario’s Pollinator Health Action Plan as it moves forward.  We 

recommend that a series of meetings be held with organizations and researchers already working 

in the field so that we can work together to develop a strategy that will truly help our pollinators, 

particularly in regards to habitat creation and management. 


