
MEDIA STATEMENT 
Environmental Whistle Blower Fights Back. 
Long-time forestry technology college instructor, Rod Cumberland, puts 
industry-boosting employer on the defensive for firing. 

(August 29, 2022—Ottawa): The New Brunswick Court of Queen's Bench will begin 
hearing evidence in a wrongful dismissal trial of a long-time instructor at the Maritime 
College of Forestry Technology who publicly raised concerns about the safety of a 
pesticide that the World Health Organization has declared to be a 
probable carcinogen.  Health Canada reapproved its use in 2017, but was ordered 
in February by the Canadian Federal Court of Appeal to reconsider public interest NGO 
Safe Food Matters' petition to appoint an independent scientific panel to review its 
safety and environmental assessment.  Glyphosate is Canada’s and the world’s largest-
selling pesticide.  The trial is expected to last at least five days. 
 
In June, the U.S. Supreme Court denied Monsanto-Bayer’s petition to quash a $27 
million damages claim in favour of cancer-stricken farmer, Edwin Hardeman, that was 
awarded by a California court and upheld by the 9th Circuit Appeals Court.; that decision 
gave the green light to thousands of other cases legal claims for compensation.  The 
Court's decision came a month after receiving a brief from the U.S. Attorney General 
urging the Court to deny Monsanto’s petition.[1]  Later the same month, a panel of four 
judges of the U.S. 9th Circuit Appeals Court unanimously ruled that the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency unlawfully approved glyphosate by ignoring rodent 
and epidemiological human studies that revealed harm and relying on studies that 
found no harm.  The Appeals Court concluded that  "EPA’s errors in assessing human-
health risk are serious...[and] We are sympathetic...to Petitioners’ concerns about 
delay and gamesmanship.” [at p. 53][2] 

Health Canada’s scientific review of glyphosate was commenced in 2015, a decade after 
a deadline imposed by Parliament and ultimately re-approved 41 years after its only 
prior scientific regulatory evaluation.  The publicly available summary of Health 
Canada’s 2017 decision to approve glyphosate until April 27, 2032 explained that 
‘Canada and the [U.S. Environmental Protection Agency] have been collaborating on the 
re-evaluation of glyphosate.”     

“Findings of these two U.S. appeal court decisions further indicate that Mr. Cumberland 
was not only scientifically correct, but morally praiseworthy in raising environmental 
and human health concerns about the use of glyphosate in New Brunswick 
forests.  According to media reports, there appeared to be collaboration among the 
college, government, and industry to fire Mr. Cumberland after he voiced scientific, 
public health, and environmental impact concerns about glyphosate during a one-sided 
public panel presentation on glyphosate that was hosted by the College. "Governments 
and future students should be circumspect about relying on knowledge coming from an 
educational institution that is so willing to bend its views to the preferences of forestry 
and chemical companies,” said Bill Jeffery, Executive Director and Legal Counsel for 
CHSL. 
 



A federal statute-mandated Parliamentary review of the federal Pest Control Products 
Act is already more than a year overdue, though a “targeted review” prepared by Health 
Canada's Pest Management Regulatory Agency was open for consultation until June 
30th.   "Health Canada's pesticide approval process takes a dim view of studies 
published in peer-reviewed journals and exhibits a bias in favour of "seller sponsored 
studies" which is inconsistent with authority delegated by Parliament. 
 
The Court likely cannot order reinstatement of Mr. Cumberland's employment and has a 
poor track-record of awarding punitive damages or meaningful restitution for 
substantial legal costs in public interest cases.  To help offset the out-of-pock expenses 
of resisting the power of government and multi-million-dollar chemical and foresty 
companies (one of which, Irving, only recently divested direct ownership in NB news 
media), Mr. Cumberland's supporters have established a crowd-sourcing 
fund: https://www.givesendgo.com/G3MXE   
 
For further information, contact: Bill Jeffery, Centre for Health Science and Law 
(CHSL) in Ottawa at billjeffery@healthscienceandlaw.ca; Skype: CHSLBillJeffery, or 
Mobile/Whatsapp: 613-565-2140.  He will attend part of Mr. Cumberland's trial in 
Fredericton as an observer. 
  
Background:  The Centre for Health Science and Law is a non-profit health 
advocacy organization specializing in food and nutrition issues.  CHSL unsuccessfully 
sought leave to intervene in a judicial review of Health Canada’s scientific evaluation of 
glyphosate’s impact on human health and the environment in the Federal Court of 
Appeal and Supreme Court of Canada in a case initiated by the Toronto-based NGO Safe 
Food Matters.  Throughout the Canadian court proceedings, the federal government 
opposed putting CHSL’s perspectives before the Federal Court of Appeal to inform its 
decision of how to appoint an independent scientific Review Panel.  Last summer, the 
German government—where glyphosate's globe-leading manufacturer is based—
proposed regulations to phase-out glyphosate by 2024.  Glyphosate’s current 
regulatory approval in the EU was reduced from 15 to 5 years due to safety concerns and 
will expire in July 2023 unless many governments that opposed extending approval 
relent.  The section-80.1 seven-year Parliamentary review may be the last line of 
defense. None of 10 Canadian class actions filed against Bayer-Monsanto has yet been 
certified. 
  

 
[1] Even so, the U.S. Attorney General’s amicus curiae brief incorrectly reported WHO 
as concluding that glyphosate is only a “possible human carcinogen” (at page 3). 
The WHO classified glyphosate as “probably carcinogenic to humans.” 
[2] Natural Resources Defense Council; Pesticide Action Network North America, 
v. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth 
Circuit, No. 20-70787, EPA No. EPA-HQ-OPP-2009-0361 by Judge Friedland, writing 
for a unanimous court, including J. Clifford Wallace, Danny J. Boggs, and Michelle T. 
Friedland. 
 

https://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/news/2022/03/government-of-canada-taking-action-to-further-protect-canadians-and-the-environment-from-the-risks-of-pesticides.html
https://www.givesendgo.com/G3MXE
mailto:billjeffery@healthscienceandlaw.ca
http://healthscienceandlaw.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/CHSL.SCC39897.Jan24-2022-Application.Reply-to-AGC.pdf
http://healthscienceandlaw.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/CHSL.SCC39897.Jan24-2022-Application.Reply-to-AGC.pdf
http://healthscienceandlaw.ca/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/CHSL.SCC39897.Jan24-2022-Application.Reply-to-AGC.pdf
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-germany-farming-lawmaking-idUSKBN2AA1GF/
https://ec.europa.eu/food/system/files/2017-12/app-comm_gmffer_20170727_sum.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/food/plants/pesticides/approval-active-substances/renewal-approval/glyphosate_en#:~:text=Glyphosate%20is%20currently%20approved%20in,an%20evaluation%20of%20its%20safety.
https://laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/P-9.01/page-9.html#h-419147
https://cbaapps.org/ClassAction/Search.aspx?_gl=1*1ox0973*_ga*MTg3MTY2ODY3Ny4xNjU2MzMwNzcx*_ga_YTMHKDEBK2*MTY1NjMzMDc3MS4xLjAuMTY1NjMzMDc3MS4w
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/#m_-4736083982392259216__ftnref1
https://www.supremecourt.gov/DocketPDF/21/21-241/222984/20220510154200610_Monsanto.CVSG%205.9.22%20v.2.pdf
https://www.supremecourt.gov/DocketPDF/21/21-241/222984/20220510154200610_Monsanto.CVSG%205.9.22%20v.2.pdf
https://www.iarc.who.int/featured-news/media-centre-iarc-news-glyphosate/
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/#m_-4736083982392259216__ftnref2

