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Throughout this document, terms like « culprit » are used.  This is NO T 
an accusation of any legal wrong–doing.  All « culprits » are simply being held 
accountable for changes in public policy that have been detrimental to the  
G R EE N SPA CE  IND UST R Y.  Even though each of these people is a mis–guided 
adversary, each still deserves our respect. 
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WWhhoo   iiss  DD aallttoo nn  JJaammeess  

PPaattrriicckk  MMccGGuuiinnttyy  JJuunniioorr   ??  

 

Let’s get to the significant facts about this guy.  Dalton James Patrick 

McGuinty Junior, MPP (born July 19th,  1955 in Ottawa, Ontario) is a CA -

NA DI A N lawyer and politician and, since October 23rd,  2003, has been PRE -

MI E R  of T HE  PRO VI NCE  O F  O NT ARI O .  He has been a ME MB ER  O F  PR OVI NC I AL  

PA RL I A ME NT  (MPP ) for O TT AW A  SO UT H since 1990.  McGuinty has been 
known to hold liberal views on many social issues, such as abortion rights, 
marriage for same–sex couples, and, obviously, extreme views regarding envi-

ronmental protection.  The bottom line is this  ─  McGuinty has consistently 
pandered to minority groups and fringe lobbyists.  And he sought to curry fa-

vour with the E NV I RO NME NT AL  T ER RO R  MO VE ME NT .  Under the McGuinty re-
gime, an agency called The Ontario Trillium Foundation has been used as a 
financial  S HI E LD  by the Government of Ontario for supplying vast amounts of 
funds to the ENVI RO NME NT A L T ERR OR  MOV E ME NT  that have conspired to pro-
hibit L E GA L , SA FE , and T OTA LL Y I R RE PLA CE ABL E  pest control products.   

 

Because of the McGuinty financing of ENV I R O NME NTA L  TE RR OR  OR -

G A NI ZA TI O NS , and because of his legislating the Cosmetic Pesticides Ban Act 

in 2008, the PR O F ES SI O NA L  L AW N CAR E  IND US TR Y is systematically being 

T ER RO RI Z ED  and A NNI HI LA TED , with the resulting L O SS  OF  R EV E NUES , B USI -

NE S S  F AI L UR ES , BA NK R UP TCI ES , UNE MP L O YME NT , leading to D ES PAI R  and D ES -

T I T UTI O N for TH OU SAN D S  of people throughout the GR EE N SP AC E  IND UST R Y.  

McGuinty may have also believed that the rampant municipal prohibitions re-

garding CO S METI C PE STI CI D ES  were taking power away from his provincial re-

gime.  Perhaps the municipalities were flexing their political muscles.  Any 

such large–scale legislation would be unacceptable to any provincial govern-

ment.  Nonetheless, the reasons given for legislating McGuinty ’s own Cos-

metic Pesticides Ban Act in 2008 were more palatable when the safety of the 

public, and children in particular, was invoked . .. 
 

When there is such widespread concern, why 

would we take a chance with our health, and our 

children’s health, just for the sake of a few dan-

delions, or a bit of crabgrass ? 
(BPDNB,  SEPTEMBER 2007.)   
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The fact that McGuinty ’s home riding is O TT AW A SO UT H speaks vol-

umes, since this is the town that has spawned groups operated by ENV I R O–
MA NI A CS  such as the evasive Coalition for a Healthy Ottawa, the rabid stu-

dent–operated Sierra Club, and others.  Not surprisingly, McGuinty, T HE  B I -

O LO G Y PR E MI ER , must feel right at home dealing with his allies from the E NV I -

R O NME NT AL  T ER RO R  MOVE ME NT , since he is, in fact, a B I OL OGI ST .  We kid you 

not !  He studied B I O LO G Y and earned a B.Sc. from McMaster University 
prior to his completion of a second degree in law.  (Biologists have traditionally 
NO T  been well–informed about pest control products, but they think they know 

all there is to know.)  In 1983, McGuinty became a senior partner at the fam-
ily law  firm. 

 
 
Commentary about McGuinty from an Independent Persp ective.   

Some people claim that they are not surprised that a lawyer with a biology de-
gree would have conspired to prohibit L EG AL , SAF E , and TO TA LL Y I R REP LA CE -

A BL E  pest control products.  Moreover, McGuinty was obviously been influ-

enced by his close friendship with Jean Charest, the Premier of Quebec who 

had legislated his own prohibition, which was finally implemented in 2006. 
 

 

According to you–know–who with T HE  biology degree.  Dalton James 

Patrick McGuinty Junior.  Premier.  Province of Ontario.  ▬  

 

 

It’s the right of kids to play in the grass  

[ ... ] without compromising their health.  

(CAMPBELL,  2008.)  

 

 

Also according to the biology Premier  ▬ 

 

 

Our generation has taken to the cosmetic use of 

pesticide and I think that perhaps unwittingly, 

not realizing the dangers it  represents to our-

selves and most importantly to our children.  

(CAMPBELL,  2008;  SOUPCOFF ,  2008.)   
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Here is a sobering statement from Tim Hudak, Member of Provincial 

Parliament, Niagara West–Glanbrook, Province of Ontario.  ▬ 

 

Dalton McGuinty's superficial approach is more 

about grabbing headlines than improving the en-

vironment.  Substances applied to our lawns, 

food, parks etc should be subject to strict  scien-

tific scrutiny such as the tests done by Health 

Canada and the World Health Organization.  If 

they don't pass the science, they shouln't be ap-

plied anywhere.  

(HUDAK,  2008.)  
 

 

 
 

  

 

 

 

     

 
 

Dalton McGuinty.  

T HE  PR E MI E R  
W I T H A  B I O LO G Y DE GR EE . 

dmcguint y.mpp.co@ liber al. ola.or g 

  John Gerretsen.  

MINISTER OF THE ENVIRONMENT 
(with a friend). 

jgerr etsen.mpp.co@ liber al. ola.or g  
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TThhee  OOnnttaarr iioo   TTrr iillll iiuumm   FFoouu nnddaattiioo nn  

(( OO.. TT..FF..)) ..   

 

 

O.T.F. is a member of the 

Ontario Environment Network.  It 

is also a financial  S HI EL D  agency 

created by the Government of On-

tario to provide direct funding to 

organizations in the ENV I RO N-

ME NT A L  TE RR OR  MO VE ME NT .  This 

situation represents one of the 

great deceptive practices of our so-

ciety.  Government money acquired from honest and hard–working people in 

the G R EE N SP AC E  IND UST R Y are re–funnelled through O.T.F. to ENV I R O N-

ME NT A L  TER RO R  OR GA NI ZA TI O NS  that conspired to prohibit L E GAL , SAF E , and 

T OT ALL Y I RRE PL AC EAB LE  pest control products. 

 

For example, since 1999, World Wildlife Fund of Canada (W.W.F. ) 

alone has been provided with almost one–quarter of a mil l ion dollars  by 

O.T.F..  Thanks to the generosity of O.T.F., W.W.F. had the means and/or 

the infra–structure to legally challenge the GRE E N SPA CE  IND US TR Y in the 

Hudson–Supreme–Court affair.  As we all know, on June 28th,  2001, The 

Supreme Court of Canada unfortunately upheld the by–law enacted by the 

Town of Hudson which prohibited the use of pest control products for the 

PR O FES SI O NA L  L AW N C AR E  IND UST R Y and DO – IT– YO UR S ELF  HO ME OW NE RS .  

Agriculture and golf clubs were exempted. 

 
The Ontario Trillium Foundation is the largest funder of the environ-

mental not–for–profit sector in Ontario.  Between 2001 and 2006, O.T.F. 

funded over 600 environmental projects across Ontario worth more than 47 
mil l ion dollars .  These grants supported a wide range of community–based 

and province–wide initiatives in areas as diverse as public education, the resto-

ration of wildlife habitat, environmental health, and energy conservation.  (OTF 
–  BR IEF  104.)  
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The Ontario Trillium Foundation annual 

funding was boosted to 105 mill ion from 100 mill ion 
dollars  in 2007, and will be further increased to 120 
mil l ion dollars  in 2009–2010.  This enhanced fund-

ing has resulted in an increase to the maximum amount available for capital 

grants and the creation of a two–mill ion–dollar  Future Fund, which focused 

in 2007–2008 on strengthening the impact of organizations working on envi-

ronmental issues.  (i.e. the Cosmetic Pesticides Ban Act)  While the Govern-

ment of Ontario was seemingly listening to all interested parties regarding the 

fate of C OS MET I C  P ES TI CI DE S , it was ostensibly conspiring to prohibit L E GAL , 

S AF E , and TO TA LL Y I R REP LA CE ABL E  pest control products by financing several 

ENV I RO NME NT AL  T ER RO R  O RG A NI ZA TI O NS . 

 

In 2007–2008 alone, almost one–half mil l ion dollars  was provided by 

The Ontario Trillium Foundation to groups in the ENVI RO NME NT AL  TE RR OR 

MO VE ME NT  dedicated to the annihilation of the G R EE N SP AC E  IND UST R Y.  Dur-

ing the period 1999–2009, over one–and–a–half mil l ion dollars .  As we all 

know, the Province of Ontario introduced legislation for the Cosmetic Pesti-

cides Ban Act on April 22nd,  2008.  Thanks to O.T.F. funding, public affairs 

lobbying, and advertising campaigns orchestrated by the ENVI RO NME NT AL 

T E RR OR  MO VE ME NT  were financially strong enough to guarantee the passage of 

the Cosmetic Pesticides Ban Act.  O.T.F. will likely claim that the money was 

never given for this purpose.  But hey !  O.T.F. DI D pay for some of the infra–

structures of several ENV I R O NME NT AL  TE RR OR  O RG A NI ZA TI O NS  that conspired 

to prohibit L E GAL , SA FE , and TO TAL L Y I RR EP LAC EA BLE  pest control products.  

Evidently, most of these groups used O.T.F. money, directly or indirectly, to 

change public policy concerning C OS MET I C  P ES TI CI DE S .  This may be a clear 

conflict–of–interest  ─  to use government money for the purpose of conspiring 

to prohibit L E GAL , SA FE , and TO TAL L Y I RR EP LAC EA BLE  pest control products.  

Coincidentally, large sums of money were provided by The Ontario Trillium 

Foundation during the period of time covering the public debates on the To-

ronto prohibition and the Ontario prohibition (2001–2008).  As we all know, 

the Court of Appeal for Ontario concluded in 2004 that the City of Toronto 

D I D  have the authority to pass its by–law that prohibited the use of pest control 

products.  Then, in 2008, the Cosmetic Pesticides Ban Act was legislated by 

the Government of Ontario.  The success of these prohibitions were clearly fi-

nanced by O.T.F., as well as other sources.  (CBC,  MAY 2004.)  
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O.T.F. funding of organizations advocating prohibition. 
 

Here is a review of where O.T.F. dollars were spent with those organiza-

tions that conspired to prohibit L EGA L , SA FE , and T OTA LL Y I RR EPL AC EA BLE 

pest control products.  ▬ 

 

●  Canadian Association of Physicians for the Environment (C.A.P.E. ).  ▬   

255,000 dollars  (2002–2007 ). 

 

●   Canadian Environmental Law Association (C.E.L.A. ).  ▬   

202,200 dollars  (2007–2008 ). 

 

●  Canadian Institute for Environmental Law and Policy (C.I.E.L.A.P. ).  ▬   

25,000 dollars  (1999–2000). 

 

●  Canadian Partnership for Children’s Health and the Environment (C.P.C.H.E. ).  ▬   

264,500 dollars  (2006–2007 ). 

 

●  Environmental Defence Canada.  ▬  674,100 dollars (2004–2009 ). 

 

●  Sierra Club of Canada.  ▬   

Trillium financing is definitive, but the amounts are unknown at this time. 

 

●  World Wildlife Fund of Canada (W.W.F. ).  ▬   

224,000 dollars  (1999–2007 ). 

 

 

O.T.F. response to portions of this document. 
 

[ Trillium has ] reviewed the draft article in-

cluded with this e–mail and must advise you that 

the posit ion it outlines is incorrect.  The Ontario 

Trillium Foundation does not fund advocacy ef-

forts that do not meet the guidelines for not–for–

profit organizations under the Canadian Revenue 
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Agency rules.  This would include advocacy ef-

forts which are polit ically motivated or suppor-

tive of a specific polit ical party or viewpoint.  

Further to this we have an internal policy that 

reiterates this position.  This policy was last re-

viewed in 2008.  Therefore, to be clear, the OTF 

did not fund activities by the organizations 

listed below as you have implied in your article.  

 

 

The O.T.F. culprits. 

 

The following people associated with O.T.F. are the C ULPR I TS  that can 

be held accountable for financing ENVI RO NME NT AL  TE RR OR  OR GA NI ZA TI O NS 

that have conspired to prohibit L E GAL , S AFE , and TO TA LL Y I R RE PLA CE AB LE  pest 

control products.  They are F I NA NCI AL L Y responsible for the Cosmetic Pesti-

cides Ban Act being legislated by the Government of Ontario. 
 

 

•••• Robin Cardozo.  Chief Executive Officer. 

corpoffice@tril liumfoundation.org 
 

•••• Sandra Cruickshanks.  Director of Communications and Public Affairs. 

scruickshanks@tril liumfoundation.org 
 

•••• Patricia Else.  Director of Grant Operations. 

pelse@tri l liumfoundation.org 
 

•••• Diane Labelle–Davey.  Director of Human Resources and Volunteer Relations. 

dlabelledavey@tril l iumfoundation.org 
 

•••• Blair Dimock.  Director of Research, Evaluation, and Knowledge Management. 

bdimock@tril liumfoundation.org 
 

•••• Anne Pashley.  Vice–President of Finance and Administration. 

apashley@tri l liumfoundation.org  
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                       Jeffrey Lowes. 
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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, mu-
nicipalities, and the media, nation–wide across Canada, and parts of the United States.  FORCE OF NATURE is pro-
duced 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 reflect 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 another pure and ap-
plied science degree from MCGILL UNIVERSITY.  He has worked in virtually all aspects of the GREEN SPACE IN-
DUSTRY, including public affairs, personal safety, and environmental issues.  Mr. Gathercole has been a consultant 
and instructor for decades.  Mr. Gathercole 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 
orchestrated, 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 industry itself.  Nonetheless, his vast knowledge of our long journey 
with environmental issues is UNDENIABLE.  ( Hopefully ! )  For many years, Mr. Gathercole has been a contribut-
ing columnist 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, promotional stills, publicity photos, or press me-
dia stock. 
 
Information presented in FORCE OF NATURE has been developed for the education and entertainment 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.)  ●  Alberta Prohibition  ●  
British Columbia Prohibition  ●  Canadian Association of Physicians for the Environment  ●  Consequences  ●  
David Suzuki Foundation  ●  DDT and 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  ●  Ontario Prohibition  ●  
Organic Fertilizers  ●  Pets and Lawn Care Chemicals  ●  Prince Edward Island Prohibition  ●  Quebec Prohibi-
tion  ●  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. 

 
 


