.‘// \ ‘o\
A »
= f@m\\\\ _

. e ..]
2 A A A A RV

"’ .‘wr‘i@

FORCE OF NATURE | THE WHOLE TRUTH FROM AN INDEPENDENT PERSPECTIVE from
National Organization Responding Against HUJE that seek to harm the Green Space Industry (NORAHG)

-




Update

-D Herbicide

Summary Of UPDATE

According to The Industry Task Force II On 2,4-D
Research Data

2,4-D Herbicide Is NOT A CARCINOGEN.

Regulatory agencies, like U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and Health Canada,
conduct an EXHAUSTIVE SERIES OF RISK ASSESSMENTS to evaluate the human
health and environmental impacts of a pest control product prior to its registration.

It is widely recognized that these regulatory agencies are LEADING WORLD AU-
THORITIES ON PESTICIDE TOXICOLOGY, EXPOSURE, and EPIDEMIOLOGY.

Currently-used pest control products have been TESTED IN MORE WAYS THAN
VIRTUALLY ANY OTHER SET OF SUBSTANCES.

The GENERAL STANDARD for the registration of a pest control product is that there
are NO UNREASONABLE ADVERSE EFFECTS TO HUMANS OR THE ENVIRONMENT
WHEN THE PESTICIDE IS USED ACCORDING TO LABEL DIRECTIONS.

2,4-D Herbicide plays a VALUABLE ROLE in protecting and enhancing lawns, gar-
dens, public parks, playing fields, lakes, and ponds for public enjoyment.

2,4-D Herbicide has been evaluated in multiple life-time animal bioassays that have
demonstrated that the herbicide is NOT A CARCINOGEN.

The American Cancer Society estimates that 60 per cent to 70 per cent of cancer
deaths in 2012 will be related to over-weight or obesity, physical inactivity, poor
nutrition, and smoking.
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Task Force II

% On 2,4-D
E Research Data

May 30", 2013
James W. Gray, Carol J. Burns, and William M. Mahlburg
The Industry Task Force Il On 2,4-D Research Data

Response To Anti-Pesticide Report Entitled Increased Cancer Burden
Among Pesticide Applicators And Others Due To Pesticide Exposure By
Alavanja et al [ Alavanja, Ross, & Bonner ]

Selected And Adapted Excerpts

James W. Gray, BS, Executive Director, The Industry Task Force II On 2,4-D Research Data, Kansas City, Mis-
souri

Carol J. Burns, MPH, PhD, Senior Epidemiologist, The Dow Chemical Company, Midland, Michigan.

William M. Mahlburg, BA, Technical Representative, The Industry Task Force II On 2,4-D Research Data, Kan-
sas City, Missouri

Mr. Mahlburg and Dr. Burns are Technical Representatives to The Industry Task Force II On 2,4-D Research
Data.

The Industry Task Force II On 2,4-D Research Data was organized to provide funding for the ongoing Good
Laboratory Practice ( GLP ) research studies required to respond to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Registration Review and Canada’s Pest Management Regulatory Agency pesticide re-evaluation programs.

The 2,4-D Task Force is comprised of those companies owning the technical registrations on the active ingre-
dient in 2,4-D herbicides.
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The Industry Task Force 11
On 2,4-D Research Data

Introduction

We agree with the introduction to the article by Alavanja et al that research
should identify pesticides that are potential human carcinogens and that pol-
icies should be in place to reduce human exposure to them. !

However, we respectfully disagree that currently registered pesticides have
resulted in excess cancer risk to those who are highly exposed.

The review of cancer burden by Alavanja et al concluded that « pesticides do

cause cancer ». 1 [ 21?1 ]

However, the authors’ description of their analysis indicates that the review
is NOT PARTICULARLY EXHAUSTIVE in either depth or scope.

They assert that uses need to be curtailed in the ABSENCE OF CLEAR EVI-
DENCE OF HARM and in the FACE OF CLEAR VALUE AND SOCIETAL BENE-
FITS.

However, it should be emphasized that uses for 20 of the pesticides dis-
cussed in Table 5 in their article have in fact been « curtailed » and are NO
LONGER REGISTERED by the US Environmental Protection Agency ( EPA ).
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As representatives of manufacturers of the herbicide 2,4-dichloropheno-
xyacetic acid ( 2,4-D ), we would like to provide additional information to the
review by Alavanja et al, because it applies to a currently registered pesti-
cide for which exhaustive laboratory, animal, and human research has NOT
SUPPORTED EVIDENCE THAT IT CAUSES CANCER.

EXHAUSTIVE Laboratory,
Animal, And Human
Research Has
NOT SUPPORTED
EVIDENCE THAT
2,4-D CAUSES CANCER
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EPA Assessments

The EPA and other regulatory agencies conduct an EXHAUSTIVE SERIES OF
RISK ASSESSMENTS to evaluate the human health and environmental im-
pacts of a pesticide prior to its registration.

The EPA subsequently requires and evaluates new data periodically.

The GENERAL STANDARD for pesticide registration is that there are NO UN-
REASONABLE ADVERSE EFFECTS TO HUMANS OR THE ENVIRONMENT WHEN
THE PESTICIDE IS USED ACCORDING TO LABEL DIRECTIONS.

The REGULATORY STANDARD with respect to the SAFETY OF PESTICIDE
RESIDUES IN FOOD IS REASONABLE CERTAINTY OF NO HARM, taking into
account the aggregate of dietary exposure and other exposures for which
there is reliable information.

Hazard characterizations and risk assessments conducted by the EPA thor-
oughly evaluate the potential health effects of the product that may occur
from different types of exposure to users of the product ( applicators and
handlers ) or to by-standers.

The EPA evaluates various sensitive sub-populations to these exposures as a
normal process.
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For example, toxicology testing includes a wide array of doses, routes of ex-
posure, durations of exposure, and critical life stages including development
and reproduction, as well as bodily metabolism and excretion.

The EPA integrates their analyses to compare toxicity with environmental
exposure concentrations, and then uses this information to make their « no
unreasonable adverse effects » determination.

The aggregate of dietary and incidental exposures are also considered to
make a finding of reasonable certainty of no harm in comparison with poten-
tially sensitive sub-populations, in addition to the general population.

The EPA’s current Registration Review program functionally continues the re-
evaluation process conducted under re-registration by requiring currently
registered products to be reassessed to update older studies or to illuminate
new areas of science.

Additional studies are required from time to time, such as the Endocrine Dis-
ruptor Screening Program assay test orders.

It is widely recognized that the EPA is a LEADING WORLD AUTHORITY ON
PESTICIDE TOXICOLOGY, EXPOSURE, and EPIDEMIOLOGY.

The EPA’s final risk management decision integrates the law, the data, and

the experienced judgments of many experts into registration of protective
label directions and precautions.
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Comments

The review by Alavanja et al ! suggests that pesticide applicators are at an
increased risk of cancer. [ 717! ]

However, a recent study by Koutros et al of more than 50,000 pesticide ap-

plicators and their spouses in Iowa and North Carolina reported a 7 per cent
to 18 per cent DEFICIT OF CANCER. ?

These investigators observed that this finding was consistent with previous
observations among farmers.

Another comprehensive review of cancer among pesticide manufacturers and
applicators by Burns concluded that « there is little indication of increased
cancer risk among pesticide manufacturers or sprayers ». >

With respect to 2,4-D, the review by Alavanja et al highlights that 2,4-D is
the most commonly used herbicide in both the home and garden market
( Table 2 in their article ) and the commercial market ( Table 3 in their arti-
cle). !

However, EXPOSURE STUDIES HAVE DETECTED LITTLE MORE THAN TRACE
LEVELS OF 2,4-D in the urine of the general population * , and the children
of applicators °

Evaluations of these and other exposure studies have CONCLUDED THAT
ACTUAL EXPOSURES ARE WELL BELOW THE CONSERVATIVE ASSUMPTIONS

made by policy makers for the registration process. °
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As noted above, the review by Alavanja et al selectively provides examples
of studies showing links between a pesticide and a cancer. ! [ 212! ]

The single National Cancer Institute ( NCI ) epidemiological study from
Kansas that was selected as evidence of an association between 2,4-D and
non-Hodgkin lymphoma in Table 5 in the article by Alavanja et al ' DID
NOT EVEN EVALUATE 2,4-D per se, but only asked participants about herbi-
cides. 7

Furthermore, De Roos et al concluded, « [T]his analysis of the pooled data
found no association with having ever used 2,4-D » referring to the NCI's
studies in Kansas and Nebraska. 8

Although some studies have reported an association between a CANCER and
the use of 2,4-D, independent investigations with more robust methods DID
NOT VALIDATE these findings. °

Several published reviews of 2,4-D and cancer have concluded that 2,4-D
DOES NOT CAUSE CANCER in animals or humans. °!!

In addition, it is important to understand that the International Agency Of
Research On Cancer has NEVER made 2,4-D a priority to evaluate.

Their 1987 classification of phenoxy herbicides concluded there was « inade-
quate » data to classify 2,4-D for carcinogenicity in animals or for genetic
activity in short-term tests. 2
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Mechanisms Of Toxicity

With little exception, we agree with the authors’ assertion that pesticides
« have diverse chemical structures and exhibit a variety of biological modes
of action in both target and non-target organisms ».

However, this statement is PERPLEXING when considered alongside their
later conclusion that, « cancer risk does not seem to be limited to one func-
tional class of pesticides .. or to one chemical class .. » !

The acknowledged diversity of chemical compounds and modes of action
represented in pesticides appear more likely to support the position that
PESTICIDES ARE NOT ALL SOMEHOW ALIKE IN POSING A CANCER RISK.

From a toxicological point of view, the answer seems to result from over-
interpretation of nascent molecular toxicology data that include exposures
that are unrepresentative of actual human exposures.

Currently-used pesticides have been TESTED IN MORE WAYS THAN VIRTU-
ALLY ANY OTHER SET OF SUBSTANCES.

A large array of species, exposures, doses, and life stages are included such

that we have an excellent understanding of what is and is not biologically
plausible for these compounds.
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Pest Control Products
Have Been TESTED IN
MORE WAYS THAN
VIRTUALLY ANY OTHER
SET OF SUBSTANCES

Hypothesizing alternative mechanisms of cancer causation for these well-
studied compounds relying on a minimal number of exploratory molecular
studies appears BLATANTLY SPECULATIVE in comparison with the rich ani-

mal toxicology database.




~—

The Industry Task Force 11
On 2,4-D Research Data

For example, 2,4-D has been evaluated in multiple life-time animal bioas-
says that have demonstrated that the herbicide is NOT A CARCINOGEN.

Other studies regarding genetic toxicology and toxicokinetics are also con-
tra-indications for carcinogenicity.

Reaching for new pathways to toxicity needs to seriously consider the sub-
stantial mass of current understanding and justify a departure from well-
established principles.

2,4-D Herbicide Is
NOT A CARCINOGEN
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Societal Value

Crop protection products provide significant, measurable benefits to society.

The CroplLife Foundation states that crop protection technology, which in-
cludes all pesticides, herbicides, insecticides, and fungicides, as well as bio-
technology products, helps to control the thousands of weed species, harm-
ful insects, and numerous plant diseases that afflict crops.

Without these important crop protection and pest control technologies, US
food production would decline, many fruits and vegetables would be in short
supply, and the price of food would rise. 13

There are other positive aspects of crop protection and public health pesti-
cides that are often taken for granted.

The responsible and safe use of pesticides provides human health benefits
by controlling household pests such as termites, roaches, ants, rats, and
mosquitoes, which carry and can transmit deadly diseases.

Herbicides are used to control vegetation that clogs waterways or threatens
to obstruct highway, utility, and railroad rights of way, thus providing for
safe transportation.
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Maintaining electrical right of way ensures that critical power flow continues
to be available for medical care, computer networks, refrigeration of our
food supply, and countless other public safety applications.

Conclusions

2,4-D Herbicide plays a VALUABLE ROLE in protecting and enhancing lawns,
gardens, public parks, playing fields, lakes, and ponds for public enjoyment.

The National Agricultural Pesticide Impact Assessment Program '* conduct-

ed a biological and economic assessment of the uses of 2,4-D and phenoxy
herbicides in the United States.

They found that « the phenoxy herbicides have greatly aided human-kind by
increasing worldwide food production and reducing the drudgery of weed
management while generating an outstanding record of human and environ-
mental safety ».

The study concluded that the general public would be impacted with « net
societal losses from not using phenoxy herbicides of 2.559 billion dollars an-
nually ».
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The regulatory guidelines identify the risks posed by pesticide use and weigh
these against the benefits from such use.

Indeed, Kushi et al appreciated the clear benefits, stating that, « over-
whelming scientific evidence supports the overall health benefits and cancer-
protective effects of eating a diet rich in fruits and vegetables ».

With regard to the MINISCULE RISK OF PESTICIDE RESIDUE ON THE PRO-
DUCE, the study states, « at present, there is NO EVIDENCE that residues of
pesticides and herbicides at the low doses found in foods increase the risk of
cancer ». '®

Recently published reports from the American Cancer Society demonstrate
that the DEATH RATE FROM CANCER in the United States has FALLEN 20
PER CENT from its peak in 1991.

The American Cancer Society estimates that 60 per cent to 70 per cent of
cancer deaths in 2012 will be related to over-weight or obesity, physical in-
activity, poor nutrition, and smoking. !°

Eating fruits and vegetables is a clear benefit to human health.

Ensuring an abundant supply at reasonable cost will extend the availability
to those most in need.
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Background Information From An Independent Perspective

2,4-D Herbicide Is SCIENTIFICALLY SAFE

2,4-D has been used for the control of broad-leaved weeds in the urban
landscape since 1946.

2,4-D has a 65-year UNBLEMISHED SAFETY RECORD regarding long-term
risk to health.

2,4-D DOES NOT CANCER.
Both United States Environmental Protection Agency ( EPA ) and Health
Canada conducted reviews of the scientific literature and concluded there

was no evidence of a link between cancer and 2,4-D.

According to EPA, 2,4-D is NOT CLASSIFIABLE AS TO HUMAN CARCINOGEN-
ICITY.

According to The 2012 von Stackelberg Study, there are HIGHLY IMPLAUSI-
BLE CARCINOGENIC OUTCOMES WITH 2,4-D. ( See below. )

The TOXICITY of 2,4-D is NOT VERY HIGH when compared to TABLE SALT.

Despite the opposite claims of activists, NO regulatory body in the world
classifies 2,4-D as a human carcinogen.

2,4-D has been used for the control of broad-leaved weeds in the Urban
Landscape SINCE 1946.

2,4-D has a 65-YEAR UNBLEMISHED SAFETY RECORD regarding long-term
risk to health.

2,4-D is SCIENTIFICALLY SAFE and will CAUSE NO HARM.

To evaluate the full body of evidence, please take a look at The Industry
Task Force II On 2,4-D Research Data.

In 2012, Dr. Katherine von Stackelberg conducted a study to determine
whether there was ANY VALIDITY to the suggestion from some EPIDEMIO-
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Background Information From An Independent Perspective

2,4-D Herbicide Is SCIENTIFICALLY SAFE

( continued )

LOGIC STUDIES that 2,4-D may be associated with an increased risk of Non-
Hodgkins Lymphoma ( NHL ), Hodgkin’s Disease, Leukemia, and Soft Tissue
Sarcoma.

The combined evidence indicates it is HIGHLY IMPLAUSIBLE that exposure to
2,4-D and/or MCPA are associated with a risk of developing Non-Hodgkins
Lymphoma ( NHL ) or other lymphohematopoietic cancers.

Toxicological studies in rodents show NO EVIDENCE OF CARCINOGENICITY,

and regulatory agencies world-wide consider chlorophenoxies like 2,4-D as
NOT LIKELY TO BE CARCINOGENIC OR UNCLASSIFIABLE AS TO CARCINO-
GENICITY.

In other words, 2,4-D DOES NOT CAUSE CANCER.

2,4-D Is
SCIENTIFICALLY
SAFE And Will
CAUSE NO HARM
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NORAHG

We are living in the 9|11 Era of Anti Pesticide Terrorism where at least ONE SUBVERSIVE ACT OF TERROR is Perpetrated EVERY
SINGLE DAY by enviro lunatics.

We are living in the DARK AGE OF ANTI PESTICIDE TERRORISM where sound science is trumped by FAKE SCIENTISTS, JUNK
SCIENCE and UNVERIFIABLE SECRET EVIDENCE through FABRICATION, INNUENDO, and INTERNET RUMOUR — scientific re-
search PROVES that pest control products CAUSE NO HARM and can be USED SAFELY.

NORAHG is the National Organization Responding Against HUJE that seek to harm the Green space industry.

NORAHG morally represents the VAST SILENT MAJORITY of people in the Green Space Industry who are OPPOSED to Anti Pesti-
cide PROHIBITION.

NORAHG is a NATIONAL NON PROFIT NON PARTISAN organization that does not accept money from corporations or govern-
ments or trade associations, and represents NO VESTED INTERESTS WHATSOEVER.

NORAHG is dedicated to reporting the work of RESPECTED and HIGHLY RATED EXPERTS who promote ENVIRONMENTAL REAL-
ISM and PESTICIDE TRUTHS.

Anti Pesticide HUJE are enviro lunatics and lawn haters who particularly DESPISE the golf industry — they are Hateful Under-
handed Jokes as Environmentalists who have been WRONG FOR OVER 50 YEARS.

There is NO RECOURSE but LITIGATION against these HUJE, as well as CANCELLATION of GOVERNMENT GRANTS and REVOCA-
TION of the TAX EXEMPT STATUS of their organizations. HUJE should Get OFF Our grASS, and they should Roast In Hell.

Anti Pesticide HUJE are advised that all names, statements, activities, and affiliations have been ARCHIVED for eventual CRIMI-
NAL CHARGES.

NORAHG manages The Library of Force Of Nature Reports and References for all Anti Pesticide Terrorist Acts of Subversion.

The NORAHG of Library Force Of Nature Reports and References is a VAST ARCHIVE of DOCUMENTS, AUDIO CLIPS, and VIDEOS
on ALL Anti Pesticide Activities has been made AVAILABLE through NORAHG to anyone interested in LITIGATION.

These ARCHIVES contain names, statements, activities, and affiliations of ALL anti pesticide vermin, including government offi-
cials, as well as charitable prohibition terrorist organizations that DO NOT DESERVE ANY tax exempt status.

Interested parties need only to send NORAHG their REQUESTS for ANY INFORMATION needed in the War Against Lunatic Terror-
ist PROHIBITION.

NORAHG also produces FORCE OF NATURE, reports that present THE WHOLE TRUTH FROM AN INDEPENDENT PERSPECTIVE
about environmental issues, including anti pesticide terrorism.

FORCE OF NATURE is a series of reports destined for the green space industry, the environmental terrorist movement, govern-
ments, and the media, nationwide across Canada, the United States, and overseas.

FORCE OF NATURE is committed to SOUND SCIENCE, as well as ground breaking original reporting that informs, entertains, and
creates real change.

The Force Of Nature Series of Reports — Agriculture e ALBERTA Conspiracy e Bee Colony Collapse Disorder e Benefits
of the Turfgrass Industry e Beyond Pesticides e Books That Screwed Up the World e BRITISH COLUMBIA Conspiracy e
Canadian Cancer Society e Canadian Association of Physicians for the Environment e CARNAGE and Consequences of Lu-
natic Terrorist Prohibition e Controversial Prohibitions e Culprits of the Prohibition Conspiracy e Daffodils, Toxic Pesticide
Treated Flowers Soaked Formaldehyde e Dating Services for Enviro Maniacs e David Suzuki Foundation e DDT and Our
World of Politicized Science e Death and Iliness (Alleged) e Departure Letters e Ecojustice Canada e Energy Sector e
Environmental Terrorists UNMASKED e Environmental Terrorist Organizations e Enviro PROFIT e Environmental Defence
e FAILURE of IPM, Pesticide Manufacturers, Prohibition, Trade Associations e Famous Quotations About Enviro Lunatics e
Fertilizer TERROR e Food and Farming e Get Off Our grASS e Global Warming, The Scam of Our Lifetime e Glyphosate
Herbicide e Golf Industry e Green Alternatives e Green Party e Halloween Terror e Happy Holidays e Health
Canada e Health Concerns with Pest Control Products e Heroes Speaking Out Against Environmental Terror e History of
Environmental Terror in Canada e History of the Turfgrass Industry e Letters to the Editor e LIARS and Lying Sacks of
(Enviro Maniac) Cwap e Mock Advertisements e Mock Speeches e Myth BUSTING e NATIONAL Prohibition e NEW
BRUNSWICK Conspiracy e NO Prohibition Exception for AGRICULTURE Industry e NO Prohibition Exception for GOLF Indus-
try e NOVA SCOTIA Conspiracy e North America Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) e ONTARIO Conspiracy, Haven For En-
vironmental Terrorists e Ontario College of Family Physicians e Organic Golf Courses e Organic Maintenance e Organ-
izations of the Prohibition Conspiracy e Pesticide Q & A (Questions and Answers) e Positive Waves (Interesting and Innova-
tive Thinking) e PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND (PEI) Conspiracy e QUEBEC Prohibition e Quotations About Enviro Lunatics &

The Whole Truth from an Independent Perspective
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Maniacs e Rachel Carson, The Queen of Junk Science e SASKATCHEWAN Conspiracy e Satire, Laughs & Insanity e
Terror That NEVER Ends e TERROR Talk and Weasel Words e THE AVENGERS e The Environmental Factor e The FAIL-
URES of Green Alternatives, Organic Golf Courses, BROWN Golf Courses, Integrated Pest Management, Pesticide Free Parks. and
Pesticide Manufacturers e The Ontario Trillium Foundation e The Industry STRIKES Back e The Wilhelm Scream e The
Wisdom of REAL Experts e Tukey TERRORISM e TWISTED Precautionary Principle e United States Enviro TERRORISM e
UPDATES e VICTORIES Against Terrorists e Video, Audio, and Slide Shows e VIOLATING Federal Law e VIOLATING
Prohibition e WARNINGS e Weapons of Ultimate Environmental Terror e Wind Power (Bogus) e 2,4-D

The information presented in FORCE OF NATURE has been developed for the education and entertainment of the reader by
providing a sequence of events WITH COMMENTARY, striving for accuracy in history, politics, and science.

FORCE OF NATURE is TOTALLY INDEPENDENT and provides NO guarantee regarding accuracy or completeness. In no event
shall FORCE OF NATURE be liable for any incidental or consequential damages, lost profits, or any indirect damages.

NORAHG also produces A LOOK AT, a series of reports providing TECHNICAL INFORMATION on issues such as Career Manage-
ment, Golf Course Maintenance, Green Alternatives, Summer Stress, Turfgrass Pests, and Turfgrass Species.

Finally, NORAHG frequently responds to anti pesticide activists in LETTERS TO THE EDITOR in newspapers across Canada and
around the world.

All information, excerpts, and pictures contained in FORCE OF NATURE, A LOOK AT, and LETTERS TO THE EDITOR were re-
trieved from the Internet, and may be considered in the public domain.

FORCE OF NATURE, A LOOK AT, and their various incarnations, was the brainchild of William H. Gathercole and his colleagues in
1991. Mr. Gathercole is now retired, although his name continues to appear as founder.

Here is a brief summary of Mr. Gathercole's career —
Fields of study — Horticulture/Agriculture, Mathematics, Physics

Alma mater — McGill University e University of Guelph e the first person ever to obtain university degrees and contrib-
ute to both the professional lawn care and golf maintenance industries

Expertise in — environmental issues and anti pesticide terrorism e turf and ornamental maintenance and troubleshooting
e history of the industry e sales and distribution of seeds, chemicals, fertilizers, and equipment e fertilizer manufacturing
and distribution

Notable activities — worked in virtually all aspects of the green space industry, including golf, professional lawn care, distri-
bution, environmental compliance, government negotiations, public affairs, and workplace safety e supervisor, consultant,
and, programmer for the successful execution of hundreds of thousands of management operations in the golf and urban land-
scape, as well as millions of pest control applications e advisor, instructor, and trainer for thousands of turf and ornamental
managers and technicians e pesticide certification instructor for thousands of industry workers e founder of the modern
professional lawn care industry e prolific writer for industry publications and e-newsletters e first to confirm the invasion of
European Chafer insect in both the Montreal region and the Vancouver / Fraser Valley region e with Dr. Peter Dernoeden,
confirmed the presence of Take All Patch as a disease of turf in Eastern Canada e with Dr. David Shetlar, confirmed the pres-
ence of Kentucky Bluegrass Scale as an insect pest in South Western Ontario, and later, in the Montreal and Vancouver regions

Special contributions — creator of the exception status that has allowed the golf industry to avoid being subjected to anti
pesticide prohibition e creator of the signs that are now used for posting after application e co-founder of annual winter
convention for Quebec golf course superintendents e the major influence in the decision by Canadian Cancer Society to stop
selling for profit pesticide treated daffodils e the only true reliable witness of the events of anti pesticide prohibition in the
town of Hudson, Quebec e retired founder of FORCE OF NATURE and A LOOK AT reports

Notable award — the very first man of the year for contributions leading to the successful founding of Quebec professional
lawn care industry, which served as a beach-head against anti pesticide activists in the 1980s and 1990s

Legacy — Mr. Gathercole and his colleagues ... designed and implemented strategies that reined anti pesticide activists to
provide peace and prosperity for the entire modern green space industry across Canada e orchestrated legal action against
anti pesticide activists in the town of Hudson, Quebec e launched the largest founding professional lawn care business in
Canada e quadrupled the business revenues of one of the largest suppliers in Canada

Mr. Gathercole is now retired, although his name continues to appear as founder of FORCE OF NATURE and A LOOK AT reports.
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