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he province of Quebec, with broad sup-
port from the population, banned toxic 

pesticides and now a major chemical company is 
trying to use Chapter 11 to shake the govern-
ment down and get compensation for products 
that clearly have profound health effects.  This 
issue must be brought in the public domain.  >> 
 
 
Quote from 
 
Peter Julian 
 
International Trade Critic 
 
New Democratic Party of Canada 
 
MMaarrcchh  1100 tt hh ,,   22000099   
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NNDDPP  SSuucccceeeeddss   
iinn  PPuusshhiinngg  ffoorr  HHeeaarriinnggss  
oonn  22  44––DD  PPeessttiicciiddeess   

 
 
MMaarrcchh  1100 tt hh ,,   22000099   
 

 
 
 
New Democratic Party of Canada 
(the third federal opposition party) 
 
Web Site 
 
Retrieved in MMaarrcchh  22000099  
 
 
OTTAWA  ─  On Tuesday, the International Trade Committee passed a New 
Democrat motion calling for hearings on a trade dispute over Quebec’s prov-
ince wide cosmetic pesticide ban.  The motion, tabled by New Democrat’s In-
ternational Trade Critic Peter Julian, will allow the committee to look into the 
NAFTA Chapter 11 challenge by Dow AgroSciences against Quebec’s ban of 
lawn and garden pesticides. 
 
ju liap@parl .gc.ca 
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“ NAFTA’s Chapter 11 provisions have been criticised as shutt ing 
down democratic governments and Dow’s challenge is clearly a case  
in point, ”   said Julian..   “ The province of Quebec, with broad support  
from the population, banned toxic pest icides and now a major chemi-
cal company is trying to use Chapter 11 to shake the government  
down and get compensation for products that clearly have profound 
health effects.  This issue must be brought in the public domain. ”  
 
 
Dow AgroSciences in suing the federal govern-
ment for loss of profits which would occur as a 
result of this pesticide ban.  Dow filled a $2  mil -
l ion  notice of action last under Chapter 11 of 
NAFTA llaasstt  AAuugguuss tt. 
 
 
Currently, there are approximately 1,000 commercial pesticide products for 
sale in Canada that cannot be sold in other nations because of health and en-
vironmental concerns. 

 
 
Julian’s motion was amended at committee to in-
clude discussion of another Chapter 11 case regard-
ing the seizure of Abitibi Bowater assets by the New-
foundland government. 
 
 
ju liap@parl .gc.ca 
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OTTAWA  ─  Mardi, le Comité du commerce interna-
tional a adopté une motion du NPD demandant la te-
nue d’audiences concernant un conflit commercial is-
sue de l’interdiction au Québec de l’usage de pestici-
des à des fins esthétiques.  La motion, déposée par le 
porte–parole du NPD en matière de commerce international, Peter Julian, 
permettra au Comité d’examiner le recours au Chapitre 11 de l’ALENA par 
Dow AgroSciences pour contester l’interdiction de l’utilisation de ces pestici-
des dans les pelouses et les jardins au Québec. 
 
 
« La disposition du Chapitre 11 de l’ALENA a été dénoncée comme 
étant une forme de bâillonnement des gouvernements démocrat iques,  
et ce recours par Dow est un excellent exemple , a déclaré M. Julian.  Le 
gouvernement du Québec, avec le soutien d’une grande part ie de la 
population, a interdit l’utilisation de pesticides toxiques, mais voilà  
qu’un important  fabricant de produits chimiques tente de se  préva-
loir des dispositions du Chapitre 11 pour obliger le gouvernement à 
l’indemniser pour des produits qui sont manifestement nocifs pour la  
santé.  La question doit être débattue publiquement. » 
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Dow AgroSciences poursuit le gouvernement 
fédéral pour la perte de bénéfices qu’entraînerait 
cette interdiction.  En aaooûûtt dernier, l’entreprise 
a déposé un avis d’action de deux mi llions  de 
dollars aux termes du Chapitre 11 de 
l’ALENA. 
 
 
Un millier environ de pesticides commerciaux actuellement en vente au Cana-
da sont frappés d’interdiction dans d’autres pays à cause de leur impact sur la 
santé et l’environnement. 
 
 
Le Comité a modifié la motion de M. Julian en y incluant une autre contesta-
tion déposée en vertu du Chapitre 11 concernant la saisie des avoirs d’Abitibi 
Bowater par le gouvernement de Terre–Neuve. 
 
 

  
 
ju liap@parl .gc.ca 
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 rise to speak on behalf of all New Democrats 
on our motion to ban the use of pesticides 
used for cosmetic purposes in private homes 

and public spaces.  A motion that I’m pleased to have 
rest in my name.  >> 
 
 
<<  Mr. Speaker, in back yards and school yards, 
parks, gardens and green spaces across Canada a 
toxic cocktail of cancer causing chemicals are being 
used to kill weeds, and pests.  >>  
 
 
<<  These chemicals are seeping into our soil, leach-
ing into the water we drink, being absorbed by our 
homes, harming our bodies and claiming the lives of 
our children.  >> 
 
 
<<  It is time to take concrete action to ban the use 
of these unnecessary cosmetic pesticides.  >> 
 
 
Quotes from 
 
Jack Layton 
 
Leader 
 
New Democratic Party of Canada 
 
MMaayy  1166 tt hh ,,   22000066   
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JJaacckk  LLaayyttoonn''ss  ssppeeeecchh  
oonn  bbaannnniinngg  
tthhee  uussee  ooff  ccaanncceerr––ccaauussiinngg  
ppeessttiicciiddeess   

 
 
MMaayy  1166 tt hh ,,   22000066   
 

 
 
New Democratic Party of Canada 
(the third federal opposition party) 
 
Web Site 
 
Retrieved in MMaarrcchh  22000099  
 
 
I rise to speak on behalf of all New Democrats on our motion to ban the 
use of pesticides used for cosmetic purposes in private homes and public 
spaces.  A motion that I’m pleased to have rest in my name. 
 
In so doing I’d like to recognise the important work being done on this issue by 
our members for Winnipeg Centre, Skeena–Bulkley Valley and Victoria. 
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Mr. Speaker, only five countries in the world use more pesticides per capita 
than Canada. 
 
This is an issue that impacts our environment, and it’s an issue that impacts 
the very health of Canadians. 
 
That’s why New Democrats are calling on Parliamentarians from all parties to 
support this motion and take a positive step forward together. 
 
Mr. Speaker, in back yards and school yards, parks, gardens and green 
spaces across Canada a toxic cocktail of cancer causing chemicals are be-
ing used to kill weeds, and pests. 
 
While these carcinogens are very effective at keeping our yards and public 
spaces looking green, they are far from being green.  Pesticides that in many 
cases may have life altering implications not just in the near term, but decades 
down the road, such as immune system damage, reproductive damage, skeletal 
abnormalities, skin damage, and cancer. 
 
As the Canadian Cancer Society has said, and I quote :  
“Since the ornamental use of pesticides has no 
countervailing health benefit and has the potential  
to cause harm, we call for a ban on the use  of pes-
ticides on lawns and gardens.”  
 
So Mr. Speaker, why does the federal government continue to allow these can-
cercausing [ sic ] pesticides to be used ? 
 
These chemicals are seeping into our soil, leaching into the water we 
drink, being absorbed by our homes, harming our bodies and claiming the 
lives of our children. 
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Mr. Speaker, only yesterday, we watched as a warehouse fire broke out near 
the village of Debden, Saskatchewan.  The fire burned pesticides, and placed 
hundreds of school children at potential health risk. 
 
This dramatic example shows the importance not only of safe pesticide storage, 
but the threat such chemicals pose. 
 
Mr. Speaker, the wait and see attitude of past governments puts more and 
more Canadians at risk. 
 
The science is in, enough time has been wasted  …  it is incumbent upon us as 
Parliamentarians, to do what is right for our communities, the families we rep-
resent, the people who rely on us to be their voice in this place. 
 
It is time to take concrete action to ban the use of these unnecessary 
cosmetic pesticides. 
 
That’s why New Democrats are moving this motion. 
 
That’s why we’re calling on the pesticide manufacturers to prove that their 
products are safe before they can be marketed to the Canadian public.  Just as 
the government oversees and regulates the use of drugs, the use of pesticides 
must be held to similar government oversight.  By reversing the onus of proof, 
with proper scientific and government oversight we will move Canada forward 
toward a greener, cleaner, future that is healthier for our children and 
grandchildren. 
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pecial attention is also given to the 
unique exposures and physiological 
characteristics of children, ensuring 

that factors such as their unique behaviors, dif-
ferent diets and lower body weights are consid-
ered.  >> 
 
 
 
 
Quote from 
 
Health Canada 
 
MMaayy  1166 tt hh ,,   22000088   
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QQuueessttiioonnss  aanndd  AAnnsswweerrss  ——  FFiinnaall  DDeecciissiioonn  oonn  tthhee  RRee––eevvaalluuaattiioonn  ooff  22,,44––DD  
22000088  0055  1166  

 
 
 
How are the health risks from pesticide use assessed, including 
risks to children ? 
 
 
Pesticides are stringently regulated in Canada.  Before a product is registered 
for use, it must undergo a comprehensive and rigorous scientific assessment, 
including the results of epidemiology and toxicity studies.  If the assessment 
does not indicate that a product can be used safely, it is not registered for use 
in Canada.  Pesticides undergoing re–evaluation must meet that same stan-
dards. 
 
 
The human health risk assessment looks for the short– and long–term potential 
of a pesticide to cause adverse health effects such as cancer, birth defects and 
endocrine disruption.  A broad range of toxicity studies are examined, which 
must be conducted following strict methodologies.  Dose levels that cause an 
effect in laboratory animals as well as the dose where no effect is observed are 
noted.  The dose where there is no effect is then compared to levels that people 
may be exposed to, in order to determine how far apart these numbers are  ─  
the larger the difference (i.e., the farther apart the numbers are), the better in 
terms of ensuring that risk is minimal. 
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All sources and routes (oral, dermal, inhalation) of potential exposure are as-
sessed, including exposure from the diet and drinking water and from contact 
with treated areas like lawns and gardens.  As well, occupational exposures, 
both during and after pesticide application, are considered. 
 
 
Because some population groups may be more susceptible to potential effects 
of pesticides, the assessment ensures that the most sensitive sub–populations, 
like children and pregnant women, are protected.  Special attention is also 
given to the unique exposures and physiological characteristics of chil-
dren, ensuring that factors such as their unique behaviors, different diets 
and lower body weights are considered. 
 
 
Pesticides are only registered if there is a wide enough margin of safety between 
what people are exposed to and the dose that causes no effects according to 
scientific research.  Normally this margin is 100 to 1,000–fold.  When a regis-
tered product is used according to label directions and when good hygiene 
practices are followed, exposure will usually be minimal and pose no risk. 
 
 
 
 
In Canada, pest control products, or pesticides, are regulated by « Health Canada » under the « Pest 
Control Products Act », and are among the most stringently regulated substances in Canada.  The « 
Pest Management Regulatory Agency » (P.M.R.A.) is the branch of « Health Canada » that adminis-
ters the Act on behalf of the « Minister Of Health ».  The primary objective of the P.M.R.A. is to 
prevent unacceptable risks to people and the environment from the use of pest control products. 
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If you vote for Mister JJaacckk  LLaayyttoonn, or the ««   NNEEWW   DDEEMM OO CCRRAATT IICC  PP AARRTT YY   

OO FF   CCAANNAA DDAA  »» (N.D.P.), you are supporting the notion of legislating a nnaattiioonnaa ll  
pprroohh iibb iittiioonn on ««   CCOO SSMM EETT IICC  PPEE SSTT II CCII DDEESS  »». 

 
Let’s not forget that Mister LLaayyttoonn was reared in the ««  TT OO WW NN   OO FF   HH UU DD --

SS OO NN   »», the first municipality in Canada to pprroohhiibbiitt  ««  CCOO SSMM EETT IICC  PPEESSTT IICC IIDD EESS  »». 
 
Before his days with the N.D.P., Mister LLaayyttoonn  

was leader of the ««   FFEEDDEERRAATT IIOO NN  OO FF   CCAANNAADD IIAA NN  MM UUNNII CCII --
PPAALL IITT IIEE SS  »», a group that was granted intervener status 
before ««   TTHHEE  SS UUPPRR EEMM EE  CCOO UURRTT   OO FF   CCAANNAA DDAA  »», which 
upheld the by–law enacted by the ««   TT OO WW NN   OO FF   HH UU DD --
SS OO NN   »».  The goal of this federation was to support the 
prohibition on ««   CCOO SSMM EETT IICC  PPEESSTT IICCII DDEESS  »». 

 
Before becoming a politician, Mister LLaayyttoonn  

had a brief but successful career, as an actor in the 
film ««   TTHHEE  LL OO RRDD  OO FF   TT HHEE  RR IINNGG SS  »».  The acting skills 
that he developed later became useful to him in politi-
cal life, especially during his outbursts of ««   MM OO CCKK   
OO UUTT RRAAGG EE  »». 

 

 
 

Your choice is clear.  Now go out and support the N.D.P. 
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FFoorrccee  ooff  NNaattuurree was launched for continuous transmission on the Internet on January 1st, 2009.  It is a se-
ries of e–newsletters destined for the GGrreeeenn  SSppaaccee  IInndduussttrryy, the eennvviirroonnmmeennttaall  mmoovveemmeenntt, politicians, 
municipalities, and the media, nation–wide across Canada, and parts of the United States.  FFoorrccee  ooff  NNaa--
ttuurree is produced in two parts.  First.  The MMeeddiiaa  RReeppoorrtt  itself that  reports on the current events affecting 
the future of the GGrreeeenn  SSppaaccee  IInndduussttrryy..  Second.  IInnddeeppeennddeenntt  PPeerrssppeeccttiivvee.., which is a running commen-
tary, sometimes also of a more technical in nature. 
 
FF oo rr ccee   oo ff   NNaa ttuu rr ee is the brainchild of William H. Gathercole and his entourage.  The opinions ex-
pressed in these e–newsletters, even though from an independent perspective, may not reflect those of 
everyone in the GGrr eeeenn   SS pp aaccee   II nndd uu ss tt rr yy, or Mr. Gathercole’s many associates.  Be warned !  Mr. Gath-
ercole and his team may sometimes be very irreverent and fearless with these e–newsletters. 
 
William H. Gathercole holds a degree in Horticulture from the UUnniivveerrssiittyy  ooff  GGuueellpphh, and another pure and 
applied science degree from MMccGGiillll  UUnniivveerrssiittyy.  He has worked in virtually all aspects of the GGrreeeenn  SSppaaccee  
IInndduussttrryy, 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 eennvviirroonnmmeennttaall    
tteerrrroorriissmm 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 regula-
tions restricting the use of pest control products.  ( i.e. the Town of Hudson. )  Although he can be accused 
of being aannttii––eennvviirroonnmmeenntt––mmoovveemmeenntt, he is, in fact, simply a strong advocate for the GGrreeeenn  SSppaaccee  IInndduuss--
ttrryy.  However, this position has not precluded him from criticizing the industry itself.  Nonetheless, his vast 
knowledge of our long journey with environmental issues is uu nn dd eenn iiaabb llee.  ( Hopefully ! )  For many 
years, Mr. Gathercole has been a contributing columnist for TTUURRFF  &&  RReeccrreeaattiioonn Magazine, Can-
ada’s Turf and Grounds Maintenance Authority. 
 
All pictures contained  in FFoo rr ccee   ooff   NNaa ttuu rr ee 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 media stock. 
 
Information presented in FFoorrccee  ooff  NNaattuurree 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 Pro-
hibition.  ●  British Columbia Prohibition.  ●  Burnaby B.C. Prohibition.  ●  Canadian Association of 
Physicians for the Environment.  ●  David Suzuki Foundation.  ●  Death and the Environmental 
Movement.  ●  Golf and Landscape Trade Industries.  ●  Kazimiera Jean Cottam.  ●  Kelowna B.C. 
Prohibition.  ●  New Brunswick Prohibition.  ●  Ontario Prohibition.  ●  Organic Fertilizers.  ●  Pets 
and Lawn Care Chemicals.  ●  Prince Edward Island Prohibition.  ●  Quebec Prohibition.  ●  Rich-
mond B.C. Prohibition.  ●  Saint Catharines Ontario.  ●  Salmon Arm B.C. Prohibition.  ●  The 9/11 
Era of the Green Space Industry.  ●  The Failure of Integrated Pest Management.  ●  The Wisdom of 
the Solomons.  ●  Victoria B.C. Prohibition.  ●  White Rock B.C. Prohibition.  ●  Wisconsin Fertilizer 
Prohibition.  ●  AA SS KK   FF OO RR  AA  CC OO PP YY   OO FF   AANNYY   BB AACC KK   II SS SS UUEE   TT OO DD AAYY .. 

 
 


