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Dear Mr. Fairweather ,

I have complained to your staff that the summary of my complaint is

unnacceptable, even as something to argue against to the commission,

for two basic reasons.

The first is that the summary attributes claims to myself which I am

not making, and ascribes to me a point of view which flies in the

face of reality.

The second is that policy issues raised by your staff indicate an

almost complete lack of understanding of relevant law and policy.

I would not mind disagreeing with points taken legitimately, but

when I am being portrayed as someone who:

a) wants Agriculture Canada to do things they are not
responsible for,

b) has a mistaken and ridiculous idea about what current
pesticide labelling requirements are,

c) wants a change in regulations, when the relevant
regulations are already in existence, and when that fact
is a fundamental element of my complaint,

and when

d) referal to a regulatory body is recommended when the
problem is with the regulatory body, (although not about
regulations), and when
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e) several other misrepresentations and ridiculous ideas
are associated with my complaint through a lack of
professionalism of your staff,

When the above is the case, I do not feel it is reasonable to

require that I argue these points in addition to those relevant to

my concern.

I can accept that the commission must have final say in such

matters, but I would also assert that staff have a responsibility to

carry out their duties with at least a minimum of professionalism,

which, in my experience, has not been the case.

You have probably come to expect professionalism amongst your

staff. It is precisely because the summary will be viewed with that

opinion in mind that I assert it is unfair to send a summary to the

commission which is not professional and does misrepresent both the

facts and my claims.

In each instance that claims are attributed to me in the summary

~~ not claillS ! have !If!de. This is not a confusion that

should be sorted out with my claim, it is a staff problem which

should not enter into the consideration of my complaint at all.

Thank you,
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Chris BrO'JIl
(61JJ 237 0928

cc. Diane Fecteau
Charles lafreniere
Divid Hoskings
Hanna Jensen
Maureen 0 'Neil




