
Hudson pesticide case before Supreme Court
Last Updated: Thursday, December 7, 2000 | 12:17 PM ET
CBC News

The Supreme Court of Canada is hearing arguments on whether the town of Hudson, Que., has the right to 
restrict the use of pesticides. 

The town introduced a bylaw banning pesticides in 1991, and some chemical companies are challenging it. 

• Listen to Theresa McClenaghan, lawyer for the Canadian Environmental Law Association 

interviewed on Daybreak

It's a case being watched carefully by 37 other Quebec municipalities with similar bylaws, and by many others 
across the country who are considering following suit. 

For Hudson mayor Stephen Shaar, the argument is simple: "If a community decides that it doesn't want 

excessive pesticides in its environment, and there's a good consensus in the community, then it should be that 
community's right to decide that." 

ChemLawn and Spray Tech fighting the bylaws

Two lawncare companies, ChemLawn and SprayTech, want the court to strike down Hudson's bylaw, which 
bans chemical pesticide use on lawns. 

It was after two years of petitions and lobbying, that the town council banned pesticides, answering the concerns 
of some residents regarding studies that had shown the chemicals were linked to learning disabilities and 

leukemia in children. 

Those are claims the lawncare companies dispute, saying that properly used, the chemicals are not dangerous. 

"If it did represent an unacceptable risk, it wouldn't be approved," said Lorne Hepworth, an industry lobbyist. 

• Should Hudson be able to ban pesticides? E-mail us with your opinion now and watch for it tonight 

on

•

The approval of the federal regulators forms a central pillar of the companies' argument. They say the town of 
Hudson had neither the authority nor the expertise to issue a ban. 

"You have to question if municipalities have the experience to undertake such a decision," said Hepworth. 

"This is really a test"

Paul Muldoon heads the Canadian Environmental Law Association, which is backing Hudson's case. 

"This is really a test of whether or not a municipality can take progressive and bold steps to protect its citizens 
when it thinks it's appropriate," says Muldoon. 

The question is not whether pesticides are dangerous, Muldoon says, but rather, can municipalities decide for 
themselves? He says the potential risks to human health and to the environment posed by pesticides are 
compelling. Drag this icon to your Windows taskbar for quicker access to CBC.
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"The very fact that we aren't 100% sure what these impacts are, leads us to suggest a precautionary approach is 

needed," says Muldoon. 

Former mayor Michael Eliot says the expertise needed to pass the bylaw wasn't hard to come by. 

"It does have a skull and crossbones on the package," he said. "And it says if ingested induce vomiting." 

Millions of dollars at stake

After the bylaw was passed, the companies went ahead and sprayed in Hudson and were charged. The case has 

been working its way through the court system since 1991, with the town winning at every stage. 

The lawncare industry is pursuing the case because it has a great deal to lose: 500,000 contracts with 
homeowners every year across the country, $100 million worth of pesticide sales.
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