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« FFoorrccee  ooff  NNaattuurree » was launched for continuous transmission on the Internet on 
January 1st, 2009.   It is a series 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  
NNaattuurree » is produced in two parts.   ●  First.   The « FFoorrccee  ooff  NNaattuurree  MMeeddiiaa  RReeppoorrtt  ::    
TThhee  EEnnvviirroonnmmeennttaall  MMoovveemmeenntt  iinn  tthhee  MMeeddiiaa  ffrroomm  aann  IInnddeeppeennddeenntt  PPeerrssppeeccttiivvee » 
which reports on the current events ( with independent commentary ) that affect 
the future of the « GGrreeeenn  SSppaaccee  IInndduussttrryy ».   ● Second.   « FFoorrccee  ooff  NNaattuurree  ::    AA  RRee--
ppoorrtt  oonn  tthhee  EEnnvviirroonnmmeennttaall  MMoovveemmeenntt  ffoorr  tthhee  GGrreeeenn  SSppaaccee  IInndduussttrryy  ffrroomm  aann  IInn--
ddeeppeennddeenntt  PPeerrssppeeccttiivvee.. », more technical in nature (with commentary). 
 
« FFoorrccee  ooff  NNaattuurree » 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 « GGrreeeenn  SSppaaccee  IInndduussttrryy », 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 « 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 pub-
lic affairs, personal safety, and environmental issues. Mr. Gathercole has been a con-
sultant and instructor for decades.  Mr. Gathercole has been following the evolution of 
««  eennvviirroonnmmeennttaall  tteerrrroorriissmm  »» for over a quarter–century.  His involvement in environ-
mental issues reached a fevered pitch in the 1990s, when he orchestrated, with oth-
ers, 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 « aannttii––eennvviirroonnmmeenntt––mmoovveemmeenntt », he is, in fact, simply a strong advocate for 
the « GGrreeeenn  SSppaaccee  IInndduussttrryy ».  However, this position has not precluded him from 
criticizing the industry itself.  Nonetheless, his vast and unending knowledge of our 
long journey with environmental issues is « uunnddeenniiaabbllee ». ( Hopefully ! ) 
 
For many years, Mr. Gathercole has been a contributing columnist for « TTUURRFF  &&  
RReeccrreeaattiioonn » Magazine, Canada’s Turf and Grounds Maintenance Authority.  
 
All pictures contained in « FFoorrccee  ooff  NNaattuurree » were found somewhere on the Inter-
net.   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 educa-
tion and entertainment of the reader.  The events, characters, companies, and 
organizations, depicted in this document are not always fictitious.  Any simi-
larity to actual persons, living or dead, may not be coincidental. 
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QQuuoottaatt iioonn  ffrroomm  

««   YYOOSSEEMMIITTEE  SSAA MM  »» ..   
 
 
 
 

 

 
http://www.barbneal.com/ysam.htm 

 
<<  No good bushwackin’ barracuda !  >> 

 
 
 
 
 
Similarly, the ««   GGRR EEEENN  SS PPAA CCEE  IINN DDUUSS TT RRYY  »» was ambushed in the ««   PP RROO VV--

IINNCC EE  OO FF   OONNTT AA RRIIOO   »» by the ppoolliittiiccaa ll  bbuullll iieess  allied with the ««   EENN VVII RROO NNMM EENNTT AALL   
MM OO VVEEMM EENNTT   »».  Thanks to the Premier with a biology degree.  And his love of  
««   PPOO LL IITT IICC IIZZ EE DD  SSCCII EENNCC EE  »» from ««   TTHHEE  OONNTTAARRIIOO  CCOOLLLLEEGGEE  OOFF  FFAAMMIILLYY  PPHHYYSSIICCIIAANNSS  »». 

 
As we all know, ««   YY OO SSEEMM IITT EE  SS AAMM   »» is an animated cartoon character that 

was first introduced by Warner Brothers in 11994455.  We use this character’s 
words in order to lighten the tension. 
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cientists conducted a comprehensive review of the 
research on 2,4–D.  And by « comprehensive », I 
mean very, very expensive.  >>  

 
 
 
 

verybody loves science.  Even the McGuinty 
government.  In fact, when he introduced the 
pesticide ban, Gerretsen cited reviews of the sci-

entific literature produced by environmental activists and 
groups like the Ontario College of Family Physicians.  >> 
 
 
 
 
 
Quotes from 
 
Dan Gardner, 
 
March 7th, 2009 
  

<<  S
<<  E
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PPhhDDss,,   
cclleeaann  oouutt  yyoouurr  ddeesskkss   

 
March 7th, 2009 
 
Dan Gardner 
 
The Ottawa Citizen 
 
These are tough times. We all need to economize, especially governments. So I 
have a suggestion for finance ministers coping with swelling deficits. 
 
Fire all the scientists. 
 
All of them.  Just go through the ranks of the civil service, find everyone with a 
PhD, and tell them to clean out their desks.  Unless their PhD is in philosophy 
or something.  Those people can keep their jobs in the mailroom. 
 
Who needs them, right ?  Not John Gerretsen. This week, Ontario's environ-
ment minister announced his government's ban on the sale and use of pesti-
cides will come into force on April 22.  That's Earth Day.  Apparently the minis-
ter is going to save Gaia. 
 
What makes this announcement particularly promising is that Gerretsen con-
firmed that one of the pesticides that will be banned is 2,4–D.  One of the 
world's most common herbicides, 2,4–D has been used since the Second War 
and there's a small mountain of research on it. 
 
And what does that small mountain say about 2,4–D ?  Well, like all science, 
the evidence is often contradictory.  And it's extremely complex.  Figuring out 
what it all means on balance is a very tough job that can only be done by 
highly trained people in broad consultation with other highly trained people. 
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If ever there were a good reason for governments to employ scientists, assess-
ing the safety of 2,4–D would be it. 
 
And as it turns out, the federal government does employ scientists to assess 
the safety of pesticides.  They work for Health Canada's Pest Management 
Regulatory Agency. 
 
It further turns out that those scientists conducted a comprehensive review 
of the research on 2,4–D.  And by "comprehensive," I mean very, very ex-
pensive. 
 
Last spring, after the Ontario government announced its intention to ban pesti-
cides, but before it settled which pesticides would be banned, PMRA released 
the conclusion of its very, very expensive review:  "There is reasonable cer-
tainty that no harm to human health, future generations, or the environ-
ment will result from use or exposure to this product." 
 
That seems pretty clear.  But Gerretsen and his government weren't interested.  
They went ahead and banned 2,4–D anyway. 
 
This clearly demonstrates that governments don't need scientists.  They're a 
waste of money, what with their big salaries and their labs and computers.  
Fire the lot of them. 
 
Think of the money we would have saved if, instead of funding PMRA to review 
the science on 2,4–D, the federal government had told all those Poindexters to 
get a real job.  Drive a cab or something.  Whatever.  Just take your PhD and 
your Bunsen burners and hit the bricks. 
 
Of course this doesn't mean governments should abandon science.  Oh no.  
Science is a good thing.  Everybody loves science. Even the McGuinty gov-
ernment. 
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In fact, when he introduced the pesticide ban, Gerretsen cited reviews of 
the scientific literature produced by environmental activists and groups 
like the Ontario College of Family Physicians. 
 
Admittedly, the soon–to–be–unemployed scientists at the PMRA looked at the 
same material and found it to be deeply flawed.  In fact, when I spoke to Leo-
nard Ritter, a professor at the University of Guelph and a leading expert on 
pesticides, he suggested some of the people doing that work weren't quali-
fied.  "I don't offer patients advice on when they should have their gall bladder 
taken out.  And I sometimes think it would be better if physicians, largely 
family physicians, who really have no training in this area at all, it would 
be better to leave the interpretation of the data to people who are compe-
tent to do it." 
 
Still, let's not get all worked up about "competence" and "agendas."  What mat-
ters is that by firing all the government scientists and letting third parties tell 
politicians what the science says, taxpayers will save a bundle. 
 
Now, I know that conservatives may object.  But that's only because, in this 
case, the interested third–parties informing government policy happen to be 
folks conservatives don't like.  But different governments can turn to different 
third–parties.  So sometimes it will be corporations deciding what the science 
says. 
 
That will balance things out   ––  and keep costs down.  Everybody wins. 
 
Everybody except government scientists, of course. But who needs them ?  
Right ? 
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PPeessttiicciiddee  bbaann   
aa  bbaadd  mmoovvee  

 
 
March 7th, 2009 
 
 
Cornwall Standard Freeholder 
 
 

 
 
 
It's a shame that the Ontario government is unwilling to do the hard work of 
giving due consideration to the many sides of a thorny issue when there is a 
vocal minority to appease.  Such is the case with Ontario's decision to ban pes-
ticide use on lawns and gardens –a decision that is both short–sighted and 
misguided. 
 
Pesticides are ably regulated by Health Canada and they exist to give Canadi-
ans safe and effective tools for dealing with pest problems.  Contrary to what 
some say, there is nothing "cosmetic" about these products being used appro-
priately to protect people, property or crops. 
 
Pesticides help to enhance Canadians' quality of life.  Too bad the Ontario gov-
ernment has chosen to ignore that fact. 
 
Lorne Hepworth, 
President, 
CropLife Canada, 
representing the plant science industry 
 
 
CropLife Canada is the trade association representing the manufacturers, developers and distributors of plant science in-
novations – pest control products and plant biotechnology – for use in agriculture, urban and public health settings. 
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WWee''rree  fflluusshhiinngg    
tthhee  ffuutt uurree  ooff  tt rreeeess   
ddoowwnn  tthhee  ddrraaiinn  eevveerryy  ddaayy  

 
March 9th, 2009 
 
The Cornwall Standard Freeholder 
 

 
 
I was not surprised to see the letter to the editor from the President of CropLife 
Canada who thinks the Ontario Government's ban on the cosmetic use of pes-
ticides is a bad move. 
 
I was sorry that he had to include the idea about agriculture. 
 
I thought that those of us who believe in the ban for cosmetic uses, had 
finally persuaded farmers that we were not out to attack them. 
 
So I decided to google CropLife Canada and found that "CropLife Canada is the 
trade association representing the manufacturers, developers and distributors 
of plant science innovations –pest control products and plant biotechnology –
for use in agriculture, urban and public health settings." 
 
Their mission is: "to support innovative and sustainable agriculture in Canada, 
in co–operation with others, by building trust and appreciation for plant sci-
ence innovations." 
 
Their vision is: "Healthier living through excellence in plant science innova-
tions." 
 
Then I checked the members of their executive committee and board of direc-
tors. 
 
If you think I might be biased that this company has a vested interest in pesti-
cide use, please check their website. 
 
Elaine Kennedy 
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CC aannaaddiiaann  CCaanncc eerr  SSoo cciieettyy  
((CC ..CC..SS..)) ..   

 
 
««   CCAANNAADD IIAANN  CCAA NNCCEE RR  SS OO CCIIEETT YY  »» (C.C.S.) claims to be ... 
 
 

<<  [ ... ]  a national community–based 
organization of volunteers whose mission 
is the eradication of cancer and the en-
hancement of the quality of life of people 
living with cancer.  >> 
 
 
C.C.S. is also a mmiill iittaanntt  aaddvvooccaaccyy  oorrggaanniizzaattiioonn that attempts to influ-

ence the public, politicians, and media, in matters of ««   PPOO LL IITT IICCII ZZ EEDD  SSCC IIEENN CCEE  »»  
and environmental public policy.  It has conspired with other groups to pro-
hibit the use of pest control products.  Both in the ««   PP RROO FF EESSSS IIOO NNAALL   LL AAWW NN   
CCAARREE  IINNDD UUSSTT RRYY  »» and the ««   AA GG RRIICCUULL TT UU RREE  IINNDD UUSSTT RRYY  »». 

 
 
As a publicly–funded organization, influencing public policy in such a 

partisan manner is cclleeaarrllyy  aanndd  eetthhiiccaallllyy  bbeeyyoonndd  tthhee  mmaannddaattee of C.C.S. 
 
 
««   CCAANN AADD IIAANN   CCAA NNCCEE RR  SS OO CCII EETT YY   »» (C.C.S.) is operated by some of the same 

people that manage ««   CCAANNAADD IIAANN   AA SSSSOO CCII AATT IIOO NN   OO FF   PP HHYYSS IICC IIAA NNSS  FF OO RR  TT HHEE   EE NNVV II --
RROO NNMM EENNTT   »» (C.A.P.E.), another like–minded mmiill iittaanntt  aaddvvooccaaccyy  oorrggaanniizzaattiioonn. 
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CC..CC..SS..  ttaarrggeettiinngg  tthhee  aaggrriiccuullttuurree  iinndduussttrryy..  
 
 
Here is a 22000088 statement from ««   CCAANN AADD IIAANN  CCAA NNCCEE RR  SS OO CCIIEETT YY  »» (C.C.S.)  

▬ 
 
 

<<  For years, the Canadian Cancer Society has ar-
gued in favour of bans on the cosmetic use of pesti-
cides around homes and gardens.  But it has re-
mained silent on the country’s biggest use of bug and 
weed killers : on farms.  
 
Now, the society is considering weighing in on 
whether these sprays pose a cancer risk to farmers,  
other rural residents near them, and to the wider 
public from eating foods carrying pesticide residues.  
 
To that end, the society is holding a conference 
starting today at which it has assembled experts to 
advise it on whether cosmetic–pesticide restrictions,  
which now exist in Ontario, Quebec and many mu-
nicipalit ies, should be followed by tougher action 
against the use of sprays in agriculture.  The society 
doesn’t have a view on the related issue of whether 
organically grown foods are a better option, a topic 
that will also be discussed.  >> 
 
[ ... ] 
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The conference mentioned in the above excerpt was organized and held 

by ««   CCAANNAADDIIAANN   CCAANN CCEE RR  SS OO CCIIEETT YY  »» (C.C.S.) on AAuugguusstt  1133 tt hh ,,   22000088 in Toronto.  
It was called ««   EE XXPPLL OO RRII NNGG   TT HHEE  CCOO NN NNEECCTT IIOO NN    ––––     AA   SS TT AATT EE  OO FF   TT HHEE  SS CC IIEE NNCCEE   
CCOO NNFF EERREE NNCCEE  OO NN  PP EESSTT II CCII DDEESS  AA NNDD  CCAANN CCEERR  »». 

 
 
According to C.C.S.  ... 
 
 

<<  Experts from around the world will lead discus-
sions on the cancer risks of pesticides used on agricul-
tural crops, at a ground–breaking conference organ-
ized and hosted by the Canadian Cancer Society.  >> 
 
 
 
 

CC..CC..SS..  iinn  BBrriittiisshh  CCoolluummbbiiaa..  
 
 
KKaatthhrr yynn  SSeeeellyy (««   CCAANNAA DDII AANN  CCAA NNCCEE RR  SS OO CCIIEETT YY  »» (C.C.S.)), WW aarrrreenn  BBeell ll 

(Co-founder of ««   CCAANNAADD IIAA NN  AA SSSSOO CC IIAATT IIOO NN  OO FF   PP HH YYSSII CCII AANNSS   FF OO RR  TT HHEE  EE NNVVII RROO NN--
MM EENNTT   »»), and MMaaee BBuurrrroowwss  (Executive Director of the ««   LL AABBOO UURR  EE NNVVII RROO NN--
MM EENNTT AALL   AA LL LL II AANNCC EE  SS OO CCIIEETT YY  »»), have been conducting a travelling road show 
throughout British Columbia depicting the ««   HHOO RR RROO RRSS  »» of pest control prod-
ucts.  BB uurrrroowwss, like BBeell ll, is also a Member of ««   PP RREEVV EENNTT   CCAANN CCEERR  NNOO WW   »», the 
public affairs sshhiieelldd  organization for ««   CCAANNAADDIIAA NN  CCAANNCC EERR  SS OO CCIIEETT YY  »». 
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he government actions are callous, insensitive, ex-
treme and disrespectful to a growth industry that 
employs over 66,388 full–time people ( 22,000 in 

the turfgrass sector alone).  Many safe and effective products 
have been taken away from the industry and public.  >> 
 
 
 

 am not aware of any other sector in history that has 
been treated with absolutely no empathy.  >> 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Quotes from 
 
Tony DiGiovanni 
 
March 6th, 2009 
  

<<  T

<<  I
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OOnnttaarriioo  ppeesstt iicciiddee  bbaann  
bbeeccoommeess  llaaww  oonn  AApprriill   2222  

 
 
March 6th, 2009 
 
 
Landscape Ontario (LO) 
 
 

 
 
 
Ontario's cosmetic pesticides ban takes effect April 22, 2009.  The McGuinty 
government made the announcement on Mar. 4, stating, "The ban protects On-
tario families and children from the unnecessary risks of cosmetic pesticides by 
only allowing the use of certain lower–risk pesticides for controlling weeds and 
pests in lawns and gardens." 
 
LO executive director Tony DiGiovanni reacted by saying, "Although Land-
scape Ontario agrees with the intent of the of the legislation, the government 
actions are callous, insensitive, extreme and disrespectful to a growth in-
dustry that employs over 66,388 full–time people ( 22,000 in the turfgrass 
sector alone). Many safe and effective products have been taken away 
from the industry and public.  It is unrealistic to expect such drastic changes 
by April." 
 
The provincial announcement stated that the ban will prohibit the sale and use 
of pesticides for cosmetic purposes on lawns, gardens, parks and school yards, 
and includes many herbicides, fungicides and insecticides.  Over 250 products 
will be banned for sale and more than 80 pesticide ingredients will be banned 
for cosmetic uses. 
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DiGiovanni said, "Many jobs will be put at risk at a time when government 
should be helping growth industries to expand and create more employment.  I 
am not aware of any other sector in history that has been treated with ab-
solutely no empathy.  We could have helped the government achieve its goals 
over time through public and industry education.  This legislation should have 
been phased–in in partnership with the industry.  Instead they have chosen to 
take a chance with people's livelihood." 
 
Ontario's minister of the environment John Gerretsen stated in the announce-
ment that his government had fulfilled its commitment to ban the sale and use 
of cosmetic pesticides in Ontario. "I'm proud to say that, when the ban takes 
effect on Earth Day, we will have eliminated this unnecessary risk to our envi-
ronment, our families, and especially our children." 
 
There are exceptions for public health or safety reasons such as fighting West 
Nile Virus, killing stinging insects like wasps, or controlling poison ivy and 
other plants poisonous to the touch.  Other exceptions include agriculture and 
forestry. 
 
The ban takes the place of existing municipal pesticide bylaws in different ar-
eas of the province.  "It also establishes one clear set of rules, which makes it 
easier for Ontario businesses to follow," says the provincial government's press 
release. 
 
"I am hoping that they see the error of such an extreme approach.  We will be 
there to help when they do," concluded DiGiovanni. 
 
For additional information, visit  
 
www.ene.gov.on.ca/en/land/pesticides/index.php. 
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WWhhoo  ddoo  yyoouu  ttrruusstt   
ttoo  pprrootteecctt   yyoouurr  hheeaalltthh  ??   

 
 
March 6th, 2009 
 
 
Guelph Mercury 
 
 

 
 
 
The Ontario College of Family Physicians' Pesticide Literature Review is a 
landmark document on the human health effects of pesticide exposure. 
 
 
It represents the scientific views of an expert team of medical doctors working 
under the auspices of an organization representing 9,000 family physicians. 
 
 
The review found very troubling associations between pesticide exposure and 
an increased risk of cancer, neurological illness and reproductive problems.  
Based on its scientific findings it concluded that Ontarians should "avoid expo-
sure to all pesticides whenever and wherever possible." 
  



OO nn tt aarr iioo   PP rroohh iibb iitt iioo nn   ooff   PPee ss tt  CCoo nntt rroo ll   PP rroo dduucc tt ss..   
PP aarrtt   66..   

2233//0033//22000099  

William H. Gathercole & Norah G. force.of.de.nature@gmail.com Force of Nature Media Report. 

17 of 20. 

 
To ensure that their work met the most stringent demands of scientific schol-
arship, the review's authors submitted their research to the prestigious journal 
Canadian Family Physician.  After a thorough peer– review process  ––  in 
which third–party medical authorities examined the authors' findings –– the re-
search was accepted for publication in Canadian Family Physician's October 
2007 issue. 
 
 
We urge all citizens to read this publication for themselves.  If they do, we be-
lieve they will share the scientists' recommendation that "exposure to all pesti-
cides be reduced." 
 
 
Those supporting continued use of non–essential pesticides tend to be con-
nected with the pesticide industry itself. 
 
 
Those urging a phase–out of cosmetic pesticides include Ontario's doctors and 
nurses and the Canadian Cancer Society. 
 
 
Readers must decide for themselves whom they trust to protect their health. 
 
 
Gideon Forman, 
 
executive director, 
 
Canadian Association of Physicians for the Environment 
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PPeessttiicciiddee  rreevviieeww   
llaacckkiinngg  ccrreeddiibbiill iittyy  

 
 
February 28th, 2009 
 
 
Guelph Mercury 
 
 

 
 
 
Another round of pro and anti–pesticide letters in the paper. 
 
 
Unfortunately, the health care field in general has decided to use as their refer-
ence the review done by the Ontario College of Family Physicians. 
 
 
If it is any consolation, so did Premier Dalton McGuinty. 
 
 
It has no credibility at all and has been panned by scientists both in Canada 
and in the U.K. 
 
 
However, don't take my word for it.  Check out 
 
www.pesticides.gov.uk  
 
www.rcep.org.uk. 
 
 
I am old enough to remember when newspapers did research to ensure that 
they provided their reading public with fact, not fiction.  Yes, I am that old !  
 
 
Small wonder there is so much confusion surrounding pesticides these days. 
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I will not rehash the preponderance of science that is out there supporting the 
theory that pesticides, used properly, are perfectly safe. 
 
 
Reputable scientists have provided this information for years. 
 
 
This would not be a big issue if it were merely a "he said, she said" situation 
with no consequences. 
 
 
But there are consequences. 
 
 
The Canadian Cancer Society continues to insist there is a link between pes-
ticides and cancer and their promotional literature is geared accordingly.  The 
American Cancer Society is not of the same opinion –– "only in Canada, eh !" 
 
 
The money raised by the Canadian Cancer Society for research is channelled 
according to their beliefs.  I no longer give them one red cent. 
 
 
I want my money to be spent doing research to discover what is the cause –– 
not trying to prove an incorrect theory.  Millions have already been spent on re-
search to discover if there is a link  ––  and there isn't. 
 
 
Yes, farmers are allowed to use pesticides to protect their crops yet homeown-
ers, growing vegetables in their own backyard to help make ends meet, are 
prohibited.  You can play golf on grass treated with pesticides, yet you can't 
walk across your own private lawn treated with the same pesticides. 
 
 
Where is the sense in this ?  Oops, I forgot.  No sense, no science.  Just poli-
tics. 
 
 
Sandra Solomon, 
 
RR 1   Puslinch 
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The environmental movement in the media from an independent perspective.  
 

The following titles are currently available.  
(Or , wil l  be avai lable in the near future. ) 

 

 Alberta Prohibition .  
 British Columbia P rohibition . 
 Burnaby B.C. P rohibition . 
 Canadian Association of Physicians for the Environment. 
 David Suzuki Foundation . 
 Death and the En vironmental Movement .  
 Golf and Landscape Trade Industries.  
 Kazimiera  Jean Cottam . 
 Kelowna B.C. Prohibition .  
 New Brun swick Pro hibition .  
 Ontario Prohibition .  
 Organic Fertil izers.  
 Pets and Lawn Care C hemicals .  
 Prince E dward Island Prohibition .  
 Quebec  Prohibition .  
 Richmond B.C. P rohibition .  
 Saint Catharines Ontario .  
 Salmon Arm B.C. P rohibition . 
 The Failure of Integrated Pest Management . 
 The Wisdom of the Solomons.  
 Victoria B.C. .  
 White Rock B.C.  Prohibition .  
 Wisconsin Pro hibition . 
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