Lawsuit Seeks to Protect Consumers from Toxic Pet Products  (below)
In Canada, the brand names are different. Clicking the registration number of these pet products leads to a blank page (i.e. no label warning, information or instruction) indicating a lack of warning label. However, I do not know whether any other Canadian law mandates the release of knowledge regarding whether a product is cancer-producing or not. 

Propoxur: Propoxur is a carbamate insecticide that suppresses the enzyme acetylcholinesterase. 56 domestic (which can be purchased by homeowners) products licensed in Canada on May 5. 2009 including several dog and cat products by Hagen, Sargeant, Zodiac, Vet Kem . It is also licensed by various companies for home and apartments, wasps and hornets, crawling insects, cockroach and ants, to fog for mosquitoes and blackflies around the yard, the house, the cottage, the trailer and the patio. At least 2 brands are marketed as residual. I checked one fogging label (#28121) which mentions the product is poison, but no labeling indicating it is cancer-causing.  In HAGEN FLEA COLLAR FOR LARGE DOGS WITH INTEGRAL BUCKLE,  SERGEANT'S FLEA COLLAR FOR CATS AND KITTENS WITH INTEGRAL BUCKLE and VET KEM(R) OVITROL(R) DUAL ACTION COLLAR FOR DOGS & PUPPIES ( # 27610, 27667, 28599), clicking on the registration number (which usually produces the full label) gave blank documents. I have to conclude that the Canadian public is not appropriately warned of the toxicity of the propoxur pet products either. 
The PANNA pesticide data base also classifies propoxur as acutely toxic, carcinogen and cholinesterase inhibor and a California bad actor pesticide. There are only question marks under water comtaminant, endocrine disruption and reproductive and developmental toxin, indicating no available weight-of-the-evidence summary assessment.
Tetrachlorvinphos (TCVP) is an organophosphate insecticide that suppresses the enzyme acetylcholinesterase. 21 domestic (which can be purchased by homeowners) products licensed in Canada on May 5. 2009. All are licensed for pets under the Hartz and Beaphar brands. A random clicking on four registration numbers again produced blank labels. I have to conclude that the Canadian public is not appropriately warned of the toxicity of the pet products either. 

The PANNA pesticide data base also classifies TCVP as slightly toxic, carcinogen, cholinesterase inhibitor, suspected endocrine disruptor, and California bad actor pesticide. There are only question marks under water contaminant and reproductive and developmental toxin, indicating no available weight-of-the-evidence summary assessment.
From:  http://pr-rp.pmra-arla.gc.ca/portal/page?_pageid=34,17551&_dad=portal&_schema=PORTAL            search field: active ingredient, write up the name of the chemical ( propoxur, etc), check registered and domestic to only get the currently registered products for the domestic market.and http://www.pesticideinfo.org/List_ChemicalsAlpha.jsp
Lawsuit Seeks to Protect Consumers from Toxic Pet Products
(Beyond Pesticides, April 28, 2009) On April 23, 2009, the Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) filed a lawsuit, NRDC v. Albertsons, Inc. et al, in California against major pet product retailers and manufacturers for illegally selling pet products containing a known cancer-causing chemical called propoxur without proper warning labels. In new scientific analysis also released the same day, NRDC found high levels of propoxur and tetrachlorvinphos (TCVP), another carcinogenic neurotoxin common in household pet products, on pet fur after use of ordinary flea collars. NRDC is also petitioning the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), calling for the removal of these chemicals from pet products.

“Just because a product is sold in stores does not mean it is safe,” said Gina Solomon, MD, NRDC senior scientist and physician. “Under California law, consumers have a right to know if a flea control product exposes them to health risks before they buy it.”

NRDC filed its lawsuit in California Superior Court in Alameda County against 16 retailers and manufacturers including Petsmart, PetCo, and Petstore.com, for failing to comply with California’s Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act, known as Proposition 65, which prohibits businesses from knowingly exposing consumers without proper warning to any chemical “known to the state to cause cancer or reproductive harm.” These companies have failed to caution consumers about exposure to propoxur from the use of their products, which should have been labeled with a warning as of August 11, 2007. Proposition 65 provides for penalties of up to $2,500 for every violation.

NRDC’s new report, Poison on Pets II, found flea collars containing TCVP and propoxur pose serious neurological and cancer risks. These chemical-laden flea collars expose humans to highly hazardous chemicals that can damage the brain and nervous system and cause cancer. Children are particularly at risk from these pesticides because their neurological and metabolic systems are still developing. They are also more likely than adults to put their hands in their mouths after petting an animal, leading to the ingestion of hazardous residues.

Poison on Pets II tested the fur of dogs and cats wearing flea collars to measure the invisible pesticide residues left on the pets from these collars. This analysis, which was the first study of propoxur residues on pet’s fur, found that propoxur levels are so high in some products that they pose a cancer risk in children that is up to 1,000 times higher than the EPA’s acceptable levels, and up to 500 times higher for adults. The study also showed that after three days, 100 percent of the pets wearing collars containing propoxur and 50 percent of the pets wearing collars with TCVP posed a significant neurological risk to toddlers. Testing also revealed that unsafe levels of pesticide residue remain on a dog’s or cat’s fur two weeks after a collar is put on an animal. Families with multiple pets that wear flea collars have even greater exposure risks.

EPA has never compiled data on pesticide levels found on a pet’s fur after use of flea collars. NRDC’s testing and careful calculations reveal that the EPA’s decision to leave these products on the market may create a significant health risk to pet owners, most notably young children.

The availability of many effective and safer alternatives for flea and tick control makes the continued use of these pesticides an unnecessary risk. NRDC’s 2000 report “Poison on Pets” led to the ban of six other pesticides in pet products, but products containing TCVP and propoxur are still on store shelves. 

“The EPA’s evaluation of these chemicals was dangerously flawed and underestimates the risks to children,” said Miriam Rotkin-Ellman, NRDC scientist. “There is no reason to use carcinogens and neurotoxins to fight fleas and ticks when there are other safer and effective treatments available. The EPA should not allow these toxic chemicals in pet products.”

Safe flea and tick control include the frequent use of a flea comb, regular bathing of pets, as well as vacuuming and washing of their bedding regularly. 

Read Beyond Pesticides factsheet, Pesticides and Pets: What you should know to keep your pets safe. See NRDC’s flea and tick product guide for pet owners that ranks more than 125 products, categorizing products by the level of their potential health threat, at NRDC’s consumer-oriented Green Paws website: www.greenpaws.org. 
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