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Richmond (IPA: /�r�t�m� nd/) is a coastal city, incorporated in the Canadian province of British 
Columbia (B.C.).  Part of Metro Vancouver, its neighbouring communities are Vancouver and 
Burnaby to the north, New Westminster to the east, and Delta to the south, while the Strait of 
Georgia forms its western border.  Richmond is the location of Vancouver International Airport.  
Richmond's population as of January 1, 2008 was 188,100.  It is the fourth largest city in British 
Columbia, after Vancouver (605,891), Surrey (420,900) and Burnaby (193,954). 
 
Richmond has an immigrant population of 59%, the highest in Canada.  More than half of its 
population is of Asian descent, many of whom immigrated in the early 1990s, most of them from 
Hong Kong, Taiwan, and Mainland China. Other Asian Canadians in Richmond include Indo–
Canadians, Filipino Canadians and Japanese Canadians, the latter having a long history in Ste-
veston dating back to the 1800s.  The Japanese Canadian community was devastated following 
the Pearl Harbour attack by Japan in 1941 : the Japanese Canadians were relocated to internment 
camps in the BC Interior and Alberta and their property was auctioned off.  Richmond is also 
home to two of the largest Buddhist temples in North America, the International Buddhist Tem-
ple and the Lingyen Mountain Buddhist Temple.  (Source : Wikipedia.)   
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THE RICHMOND REVIEW 
 
 

 
 

Maniac protesters marched outside a meeting of Crop-
Life Canada, which is fighting against a possible ban on 
pesticides in B.C.   
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Dozens of protestors marching outside a Richmond ho tel where rep-
resentatives from the pesticide industry met this w eek got a big 
boost from civic politicians. 

 
CROPLIFE CANADA, an association that represents companies such 
as MONSANTO, SYNGENTA , DOW and DUPONT, met inside the Rich-
mond Executive Inn on Thursday to talk strategy to prevent B.C. 
from following Ontario by enacting a province–wide pesticide ban. 

 
In a meeting invitation obtained by The Review, CROPLIFE CANADA  
said Ontario’s “ ext reme ”  regulations “ lack a scientif ic foun-
dation.” 

 
“ This must be countered by a strong, united voice before 
B.C. indust ries, such as ours, f ind themselves in t he same 
untenable situation.. .” 

 
But protestors outside, who drew 
honks from passing vehicles, said 
they accomplished their goal. 

 
“ We (let) Crop Life Canada know 
they are not welcome in Richmond 
or B.C. and that our elected offi-
cials are starting to realize how 
important health and environment  
are to  their  constituents,” said � � �

� 
 � � � � � � �  of the Richmond Pesti-
cide Awareness Coal it ion .  
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A day earlier, city council’s public works 
committee unanimously endorsed the 
idea of a bylaw banning the use of cos-
metic pesticides on residential and city–
owned land.  If ratified at Monday’s city 
council meeting, staff will draft a bylaw, 
lobby senior governments to strengthen 
pesticide laws and expand education 
around pesticides. 
 
� �  began to fight against pesticide use last summer, when she took 
her two young children to Dover Park.  While her ki ds were playing, 
city workers were spraying Roundup, a weed–eating h erbicide.   
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“ That day there were no signs up, there were just people 
with masks on spraying.” 
 
For those who don’t believe they’re harmful, � � � encourages reading 
of the products’ packaging, that suggest avoiding t reated areas for 
24 hours and avoiding skin contact. 
 
“ The label on these products say that there’s a mi nimal risk.   
We’re saying there shouldn’t be any risk.  There sh ould be 
no acceptable level of harm,”  she said. 
 

Coun. 
 � � � � � � � 	 � � � � , whose family farm has never used pesti-
cides in its 132–year history, said a bylaw would b e precautionary 
step for the city.  
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“ If pesticides used in minute quantit ies supposedl y aren ’t 
doing any harm, what  is the cumulative effect of th ese things 
?  The t ruth of the matter is we don’t know,”   he said. “ So 
why take the risk ? ”  
 
Although pesticide producers claim their products d on’t cause harm 
to human health, � 	 � � � �  said the same argument was used by to-
bacco companies before scientists proved a link bet ween smoking 
and disease. 
 
“ Dandelions are flowers and buttercups are beautif ul.   If you 
can get used to that, you don’t need pesticides,”  he said. “ 
But that’s the l ine we’ve been peddled over the las t 50 
years—that these things are weeds and therefore you ’ve got 
to eradicate them.”  
 
Not everyone agrees a bylaw banning pesticides is n eeded.  City 
staff recommended against the idea of a local ban, suggesting the 
responsibility lies with senior governments. 
 
Richmond’s medical health officer, Dr. � � �� � � � � , said there’s no 
reason for a bylaw, since there is no agreement amo ng scientists 
that the cosmetic use of pesticides leads to advers e health effects. 
 
“ Whether or not pesticides are used for yard maint enance, 
efforts of homeowners to keep appealing and well ma in-
tained landscaping should be recognized.  The aesth etics of 
urban landscape has public health value,”  said � �  in a letter to 
the city.  
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� � � � � � � � � � � , spokesperson 
for CROPLIFE CANADA, said 
Canada’s plant science indus-
try does not support the use of 
non–essential use of pest con-
trol products. 
 
“ These products are cre-
ated for very specific pur-
poses.  They’re tools that 
are designed to do jobs, 
and when they’re doing the 
jobs they’re meant to do, 
there’s abso lutely nothing 
cosmetic about them.” 
 
Pesticides help maintain food supply, control threa ts to human 
health and protect properties from insects, weeds a nd diseases, 
� � � �  added. 
 
As for the health concerns, she said there’s much m isinformation 
about the products, which are designed to be used a ccording to 
provided directions. 
 
“ In Canada, no pest control product can be sold or  used un-
til Health Canada’s scientists have evaluated al l e xisting 
evidence to determine whether the product meets the  str in-
gent health and safety requirements in place.”   
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The Whole Truth  
From an Independent Perspective  

Force of Nature 
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 �    ENVIRO–MYTH :   The labels on pest con-
trol products say that there is a minimal risk.  
We’re saying there shouldn’t be any risk.  
There should be no acceptable level of harm. 
 
�    THE WISDOM OF SOLOMON :  Professor 
Keith R. Solomon, Ph.D., is a Professor in the 
Department of Environmental Biology at the 
University of Guelph and is also Director of the 
Centre for Toxicology. 
 
Professor Solomon is a Graduate of Rhodes Universit y in Chemistry 
and Zoology and holds M.Sc. degrees from Rhodes Uni versity and 
the University of Illinois as well as a Ph.D. from Illinois.  He has 
more than thirty years of experience in research an d teaching in 
pesticide science and environmental toxicology and has contributed 
to more than one–hundred–and–fifty scientific publi cations and re-
ports in the fields of pesticides, environmental to xicology, and risk 
assessment.  
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Professor Solomon has said  ... 
 
As a scientist, I cannot offer absolute and irrefut able proof that 
pesticides are safe.  All that science can do is sa y that one thing is 
more likely to happen and another, much more or muc h less likely, 
but never 100 percent for certain.  No matter how w ell designed 
an experiment, no matter how many mice or fish are used, the sci-
entist will always report the result with some unce rtainty. 
 
This means that, even if there is no real effect of  the substance on 
the liver, in some experiments a very small adverse  effect will be 
seen, while in others, a non–adverse effect will oc cur.  This is be-
cause of natural variability and random events.  Th e average of all 
these is close to zero, but for those who believe t hat an adverse ef-
fect should exist, the positive studies will be abs olute proof. 
 
The scientific method, the test of the null hypothe sis, is designed 
to keep scientists honest and detached from whateve r their beliefs 
may be.  No scientist is pleased to find that nothi ng is happening; 
it is much more exciting and satisfying to find int eresting re-
sponses and effects.  As was pointed out nearly fou r centuries ago 
by Francis Bacon, the father of the scientific meth od, it is human 
nature to diminish negative evidence and exaggerate  the signifi-
cance of positive evidence.  Because of this, we te nd to ignore the 
negative evidence and focus on the positive, eviden ce that is, in 
the analogy described above, essentially anecdotal.   Some people 
believe in ghosts, the paranormal and in visitation s of aliens, de-
spite the countless years of study that have failed  to show any 
evidence in support of these phenomena.  They do so  because they 
choose to believe in anecdotal evidence.  The media  are of little 
help because the possibility that some facet of our  daily life may 
cause injury or worse is the substance of headlines  and increased 
circulation.  
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This is a likely reason for the common misperceptio n that pesti-
cides cause all types of diseases in humans.  As di scussed above, 
a study may report an association (link) between pe sticide use 
and a disease such as cancer in humans.  However, o ne positive 
study does not prove a cause–and–effect between the  pesticide 
use and disease.  Only if most studies consistently  show this 
linkage and other lines of evidence also support th e conclusion 
would this association be accepted as showing causa lity. 
 
Pesticides are one of many tools in pest management  toolbox.  
They may be more efficient than other methods, but they are not 
absolutely necessary.  As someone who does not live  in Halifax, or 
in other towns where bans have been proposed, I do not care one 
way or the other if they choose not to use pesticid es. However, I 
do care when this is done in the name of science an d concern for 
health effects when, realistically, these do not ex ist. If the town 
councils and the citizens do not want pesticides us ed in their 
homes and gardens, then all I ask is that they have  the courage to 
admit that they do this for reasons of belief or po litics, not on the 
basis of science. 
 
 
�    FACT :  Enviro–Maniacs are frequently only able to provide in-
formation based upon JUNK SCIENCE instead of SOUND SCIENCE. 
 
 
�    FACT :  Moreover, most government officials are clearly not  
knowledgeable enough to enact prohibitive legislati on.  A local gov-
ernment has an onus of responsibility to verify the  JUNK SCIENCE 
information that has been concocted by Enviro–Terro r Organiza-
tions.  In several jurisdictions, government has fa iled to base their 
prohibition decisions on SOUND SCIENCE.  In Ontario , municipali-
ties have consequently been stripped of their prohi bitionist powers.  



 
24/04/2009 

 

 
 

 

 

�    FACT :  The ONLY government officials that have ANY recogni zed 
expertise, training, or background, in matters conc erning PEST 
CONTROL PRODUCTS are HUNDREDS of expert scientists at 
Health Canada !   
 
 
�    FACT :  Health Canada in Ottawa oversees the testing and ap -
proval of pest control products by using SOUND SCIE NCE in order 
to ensure that they are SCIENTIFICALLY SAFE. 
 
 
�    ENVIRO–DECEPTION :   Government officials and the public 
were assured by Enviro–Maniacs that so–called Green  Alternatives, 
were already available to replace conventional pest  control prod-
ucts.    [ Wrong ! ]  
 
 
�    ENVIRO–DECEPTION :   We were assured by Enviro–Maniacs 
that so–called Green Alternatives were  SAFER, BETT ER, and 
MORE EFFECTIVE !    [ Wrong ! ] 
 
 
�    FACT :  Again  ...  so–called Green Alternatives are NOT SA FER, 
NOT BETTER, and NOT MORE EFFECTIVE !   
 
 
�    FACT :   The safety of many Green Alternatives is DUBIOUS !   
Some may well be MORE TOXIC than conventional pest control 
products.   
 
 
�    FACT :  All this prohibition misery accomplishes nothing.  Con-
ventional pest control products are SCIENTIFICALLY SAFE !  Over-
all, when they are used properly, there are no harm ful effects to 
health and the environment !  
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Force of Nature  was launched for continuous transmission on the Int ernet on Janu-
ary 1st, 2009.  It is a series of e–newsletters des tined for the GREEN SPACE INDUS-
TRY, the Environmental Terror Movement, government officials, municipalities, and 
the media, nation–wide across Canada, and parts of the United States and overseas.  
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 runnin g commentary, some-
times technical in nature.  Force of Nature is the WHOLE TRUTH from an INDE-
PENDENT PERSPECTIVE !   Force of Nature is TOTALLY INDEPENDENT of any trade  
association or business operating within the Green Space Industry.  
 

FORCE OF NATURE is the brainchild of William H. Gat hercole and his entourage.  Norah G is actually an acronym for the stable 
of anonymous producers and writers that contribute to this e–newsletter and have now replaced Mr. Gath ercole.  They consist of 
people from the following industries : Distribution , Fertilizer, Golf, Lawn Care, Manufacturing, Munic ipal, Nursery, Orchard.  
Many of these people are leaders in their own indus tries.  The opinions expressed in Force of Nature, even though from an IN-
DEPENDENT PERSPECTIVE, may not reflect those of eve ryone in the GREEN SPACE INDUSTRY, or Mr. Gathercol e’s many as-
sociates.  Be warned !  Mr. Gathercole and Norah G may sometimes be very irreverent and fearless with these e–newsletters.  
DON’T THANK US.  IT’S A PUBLIC SERVICE.  AND WE ARE  GLAD TO DO IT.  
 
William H. Gathercole holds a degree in Horticultur e from the UNIVERSITY OF GUELPH, and another pure a nd applied science 
degree from MCGILL UNIVERSITY.  He has worked in vi rtually all aspects of the GREEN SPACE INDUSTRY, in cluding public af-
fairs, personal safety, and environmental issues.  Mr. Gathercole has been a consultant and instructor  for decades.  He has also 
been an agricultural agronomist.  Mr. Gathercole ha s followed the evolution of ENVIRONMENTAL TERRORISM  for over a quar-
ter–century.  His involvement in environmental issu es reached a fevered pitch in the 1990s, when he or chestrated, with others, 
legal action against unethical and excessive munici pal 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 str ong advocate FOR 
the GREEN SPACE INDUSTRY, from an INDEPENDENT PERSP ECTIVE.  However, this position has not precluded h im from 
criticizing the Green Space Industry itself.  Nonet heless, his vast knowledge of our long journey with  environmental issues is 
UNDENIABLE.  ( Hopefully ! )  For many years, Mr. G athercole was a contributing columnist for TURF & R ecreation Magazine, 
Canada’s Turf and Grounds Maintenance Authority.  M r. Gathercole is now retired from Force of Nature, although his name 
continues to appear as the founder. 
 
All document excerpts and pictures contained  in FO RCE OF NATURE were found somewhere on the Internet.   We believe that 
they are in the public domain, serving one of the f ollowing purposes :  archive, education, promotion,  publicity, or press release. 
 
We believe that ENVIRONMENTAL TERRORISM can be BEAT EN !  Information presented in FORCE OF NATURE has been de-
veloped for the education and entertainment of the reader.  The events, characters, companies, and org anizations, depicted in 
this document are not always fictitious.  Any simil arity to actual persons, living or dead, may not be  coincidental.  The mission of 
Force of Nature is as a  National  Organization Responding Against Huje that harm the Green Space Industry with statements and 
activities seeking to prohibit FEDERALLY LEGAL, SCI ENTIFICALLY SAFE, and TOTALLY IRREPLACEABLE convent ional pest 
control products.  Culprits are identified on the b asis of their statements, activities, affiliations,  and whereabouts.  Even though 
each culprit is a mis–guided adversary, each still deserves our respect.  The terms culprit or terrori st are not an accusation of 
any legal wrong–doing.  Force of Nature is simply h olding culprits accountable for conspiring to chang e public policies that TER-
RORIZE and THREATEN the Green Space Industry.  Forc e of Nature believes that the prohibitionist polici es of the Environ-
mental Terror Movement will lead to UNEMPLOYMENT, B ANKRUPTCY, BUSINESS FAILURE, DESPAIR, and DESTITUTI ON.  
The actions of culprits in the movement are viewed as a form of TERROR against the Green Space Industr y. 
 
The following titles are currently available.  (Or,  will be available in the near future.)  �   Alberta Prohibition  �   British Columbia 
Prohibition  �   Canadian Association of Physicians for the Enviro nment  �   Canadian Environmental Law Association  �   Conse-
quences  �   David Suzuki Foundation  �   DDT and Politicized Science  �   Enviro–Money  �   Death and the Environmental Move-
ment  �   Environmental Terrorists Unmasked  �   Golf and Landscape Trade Industries  �   June Irwin, The Clown of Junk Sci-
ence  �   Kazimiera Jean Cottam  �   Kelowna BC Prohibition  �   New Brunswick Prohibition  �   Nova Scotia Prohibition  �   Ontario 
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 Drysdale  �   The Wisdom of Holland  �   The Wisdom of Mains  �   The Wisdom of 
the Solomons  �   Wisconsin Fertilizer Prohibition  �   ASK FOR A COPY OF ANY BACK ISSUE OF FORCE OF NATURE  TODAY.  
READ ALL ABOUT ENVIRO–MANIACS AND THEIR ENVIRONMENT AL TERROR ORGANIZATIONS IN FORCE OF NATURE !  
THE WHOLE TRUTH FROM AN INDEPENDENT PERSPECTIVE  


