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he human race is challenged more 
than ever before to demonstrate our 
mastery  ―  not over nature, but of 
ourselves.  >> 

 
 
Quote from 
 

MMiissss  RRaacchheell   CCaarrssoonn..   

 

11990077––11996644..   

 
U.S. zoologist, marine biologist, spinster, and cancer victim. 
 
  

<<  T 
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IInnttrroo dduucctt iioonn..     ■■   

OOuurr   wwoorr lldd   ooff   pp oollii ttiicciizzeedd   sscciieennccee..   

 
 

This series of documents will be anathema to the ««   EE NNVVII RROO NNMM EENNTTAALL   

MM OO VVEEMM EENNTT   »».  The neutrality of these documents might even be disputed.  We 
will examine a lot of things that may not be generally known, but need to be 
explained.  Throughout these documents, the reader will be forced to revisit 
some of our society’s most deeply held beliefs.  Many of these beliefs have been 
entrenched in our minds for decades by our trust in science that has become  
««   PPOO LL IITT IICC IIZZEE DD  »» by ««   EENNVVIIRROO NNMM EENNTTAALL   TTEE RRRROO RR IISSMM   »». 

 
 
In our world, the ««   PPOO LL IITT IICCII ZZAATT IIOO NN  »» of science occurs when ««   EENNVV IIRROO NN--

MM EENNTTAALL   TTEE RRRROO RRII SSTTSS  »» use economic or legal pressures to influence public pol-
icy.  In many cases, ««   TTEERRRROO RR  »» is spread to certain portions of the population 
because these policies often lead to business failures, bankruptcies, unem-

ployment, despair, and destitution.  And more sadly, even death  ▬▬  on a mas-
sive scale. 

 
 
««   PP OO LL IITT IICCII ZZ EEDD  SS CCIIEE NNCCEE  »» has triumphed whenever politics have out-

weighed scientific fact.  ««   PP OO LL IITT IICC IIZZEEDD   SSCC IIEE NNCCEE   »» has prevailed when measures 
were taken that often had little basis in fact or ««   SSOO UU NNDD  SSCC IIEE NNCCEE  »».  (W IKIPEDIA–
POL.) 

 
 
There is now a prevailing belief that our world of ««   PPOO LL IITT IICCII ZZEEDD  SS CCIIEE NNCCEE   

»» discredited one of the most impressive chemicals of the Twentieth Century  

▬▬  ««   DDDDTT   »».  Those claims that have demonized ««   DDDDTT   »» are given no credibil-

ity in this document. 
 
 
We are told that the current array of pest control products used by the  

««   GGRREEEENN  SS PPAA CCEE  IINNDD UUSSTT RRYY  »» may create the problems once encountered with 
the likes of ««   DDDDTT   »».  This is false  !   The ««   GGRREEEE NN  SS PPAACC EE  IINNDDUU SSTTRR YY  »» needs 
to remind the public of the many misconceptions concerning ««   DDDDTT   »».  The 
public needs to be given a reality check on this matter. 
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RReemmoo vviinngg   DDDDTT..     ■■   

AAnn  eexxaammppll ee  oo ff   ddeepprr aavveedd   iinndd ii ffffeerr eennccee..   

 
 

The removal of ««   DDDD TT   »» from the world market is a good example where 
politics outweighed ««   SSOO UUNNDD  SSCC IIEENN CCEE  »».  The measures that were urged for its 
removal had little basis in fact or science.  ««   DDDDTT   »» had to be eliminated in or-

der to ««   SSAA VVEE  »» the environment  ▬▬   the reader will see that this is a move that 
appeared to be self–serving and under–handed.  The fact that millions of people 
were hurt and killed with the removal of ««   DDDDTT   »» has been ignored, especially 
by ««   EENNVVIIRROO NNMM EENNTT AALL   TTEE RRRROO RR IISSTTSS   »».  Sadly, the ««   SSAAVVIINNGG   »» of the environment 
appeared to be a cause that is greater than any human suffering.  Some people 
have described this as a form of ««   DDEEPPRRAAVVEEDD  II NNDD IIFFFFEE RREENN CCEE  »». 

 
 
A classic example of ««   DDEEPP RRAAVVEE DD  IINN DDIIFF FFEERR EENNCC EE  »» by ««   EENNVVIIRROO NNMM EENNTTAALL   

TTEERRRROO RR IISSTTSS  »» was displayed in 11997711, during Congressional testimony before 
the U.S. House Committee on Agriculture.  The discussion focused on the 
chemical alternatives to ««   DDDD TT   »».  The substitutes may have been more envi-
ronmentally acceptable, but they were truly UU NNSSAA FFEE for use by applicators, 
such as farm workers.   

 
 
The response from env ironmental defenders was shock ing !   The 

following statement was attributed to an executive of the U.S. Env ironmental  
Defense Fund .  ▬▬  (NORTON.) 

 
 

<<  It doesn’t make a lot of difference because the 
organophosphate [ substitute ] acts locally and only 
kill [ sic ] farm workers, and most of them are Mexi-
cans and Negroes.  >> 
 
 

This is it !  Now that we have your at tention … we shall see 
where all this leads to.  Le t the  deba te begin ! 
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LLeett ’’ss  ggeett   ttoo   ii tt   !!   

 
 
The following NNII NNEE statements will challenge the ««   PPOO LL II TT II CCIIZZ EEDD  »» world of 

««   DDDDTT   »».  The FF II RRSSTT statement will be examined in detail throughout the next 
instalment, the first of several parts.  The remaining statements will be dis-
cussed in other documents. 
 
 

11..  Things were not better before ««  DDDDTT  »». 

22..  ««  DDDDTT  »» was a pretty good product. 

33..  ««  DDDDTT  »» saved countless lives. 

44..  The turf industry embraced ««  DDDDTT  »». 

55..  The environmental effect of ««  DDDDTT  »» was contradictory. 

66..  The effect of ««  DDDDTT  »» on birds was exaggerated. 

77..  Removing ««  DDDDTT  »» was politically motivated. 

88..  The removal of ««  DDDDTT  »» led to the death of millions. 

99..  ««  DDDDTT  »» is back again today. 
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FORCE OF NATURE was launched for continuous transmission on the Internet on January 1st, 
2009.  It is a series of e–newsletters destined for the GREEN SPACE INDUSTRY, the ENVIRONMENTAL 

MOVEMENT, politicians, municipalities, and the media, nation–wide across Canada, and parts 
of the United States.  FORCE OF NATURE is produced in two parts.  First.  The MEDIA REPORT itself 
that reports on the current events affecting the future of the GREEN SPACE INDUSTRY.  Second.  
INDEPENDENT PERSPECTIVE, which is a running commentary, sometimes also of a more technical 
in nature. 
 

FORCE OF NATURE is the brainchild of William H. Gathercole and his entourage.  The opinions 
expressed in these e–newsletters, even though from an INDEPENDENT PERSPECTIVE, may not re-
flect those of everyone in the GREEN SPACE INDUSTRY, or Mr. Gathercole’s many associates.  Be 
warned !  Mr. Gathercole and his team may sometimes be very irreverent and fearless with 
these e–newsletters. 
 

William H. Gathercole holds a degree in Horticulture from the UNIVERSITY OF GUELPH, and an-
other pure and applied science degree from MCGILL UNIVERSITY.  He has worked in virtually all 
aspects of the GREEN SPACE INDUSTRY, including public affairs, personal safety, and environ-
mental issues.  Mr. Gathercole has been a consultant and instructor for decades.  Mr. Gath-
ercole has been following the evolution of ENVIRONMENTAL TERRORISM for over a quarter–century.  
His involvement in environmental issues reached a fevered pitch in the 1990s, when he or-
chestrated, with others, legal action against unethical and excessive municipal regulations 
restricting the use of pest control products.  ( i.e. the Town of Hudson. )  Although he can be 
accused of being ANTI–ENVIRONMENT–MOVEMENT, he is, in fact, simply a strong advocate FOR the 
GREEN SPACE INDUSTRY.  However, this position has not precluded him from criticizing the in-
dustry itself.  Nonetheless, his vast knowledge of our long journey with environmental issues 
is UNDENIABLE.  ( Hopefully ! )  For many years, Mr. Gathercole has been a contributing col-
umnist for TURF & RECREATION Magazine, Canada’s Turf and Grounds Maintenance Authority. 
 

All pictures contained  in FORCE OF NATURE were found somewhere on the Internet.  We believe 
that they are in the public domain, as either educational tools, industry archives, promo-
tional stills, publicity photos, or press media stock. 
 

Information presented in FORCE OF NATURE has been developed for the education and enter-
tainment of the reader.  The events, characters, companies, and organizations, depicted in 
this document are not always fictitious.  Any similarity to actual persons, living or dead, may 
not be coincidental. 
 

The following titles are currently available.  (Or, will be available in the near future.)  ●  Al-
berta Prohibition  ●  British Columbia Prohibition  ●  Canadian Association of Physicians for 
the Environment  ●  Consequences  ●  David Suzuki Foundation  ●  DDT and Our World of 
Politicized Science  ●  Death and the Environmental Movement  ●  Golf and Landscape Trade 
Industries  ●  June Irwin, The Princess of Junk Science  ●  Kazimiera Jean Cottam  ●  
Kelowna BC Prohibition  ●  New Brunswick Prohibition  ●  Nova Scotia Prohibition  ●  On-
tario Prohibition  ●  Organic Fertilizers  ●  Pets and Lawn Care Chemicals  ●  Prince Edward 
Island Prohibition  ●  Quebec Prohibition  ●  Rachel Carson, The Queen of Junk Science  ●  
Randy Hillier, The Next Premier of Ontario  ●  Salmon Arm BC Prohibition  ●  The 9/11 Era 
of the Green Space Industry  ●  The Failure of Integrated Pest Management  ●  The Industry 
Strikes Back  ●  The Misconceptions About Cancer  ●  The Wisdom of the Solomons  ●  Wis-
consin Fertilizer Prohibition  ●  ASK FOR A COPY OF ANY BACK ISSUE OF FORCE OF NATURE TODAY . 

 


