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Highlights: 
E APPENDIX WP. WORDS AND PHRASES—PESTICIDE— 

The administrator ’s delegate issued [an administrative 
monetary penalty] because the respondent...applied ap-
proximately 290 kilograms of Tide detergent to the roofs of 98 
units of a condominium complex...in order to remove moss 
from those roofs. [T]he answers to...three sub-issues are ap-
propriately considered together, as they rest primarily on this 
Court’s construction of...relevant sections of the IPMA [Inte-
grated Pest Management Act, S.B.C. 2003, c. 58] and the PCPA 
[Pest Control Products Act, S.C. 2002, c. 28]. The key provi-
sions are the definitions of “pesticide” and “use” in section 1 of 
the IPMA and the definition of “pest control product” in the 
PCPA. [I]n the IPMA, “pesticide” means “a micro-organism or 
material that is represented, sold, used or intended to be used 
to prevent, destroy, repel or mitigate a pest.” In applying this 
definition to the case at bar, the administrator focuses on the 
word “used” and submits that detergent is a “material” that is 
“used” to prevent, destroy, repel or mitigate a pest. I agree 
with the administrator that “pesticide” is defined as including 
a material that is “used” to mitigate a pest. “Used” is defined 
as including mixing, preparing or applying, or possessing for 
the purpose of applying. “Pest control product” is defined as a 
“product” that is “used as a means for directly or indirectly 
controlling [or] destroying...a pest.” [I]t is clear that the deter-
gent was used in a manner which brought it within the plain 
meaning of those definitions, namely that [the respondent] 
applied the detergent to directly remove the moss growing on 
the roofs of a condominium complex. The [Environmental Ap-
peal Board] takes the position that the word “used” should be 
read as “generally used,” and that evidence was necessary 
(and was not adduced) to prove common usage. However, the 
relevant statutory provisions do not say that general use for 
pesticide purposes is necessary to bring a substance within 
the Acts. The definition of “pest control product” in the PCPA 
is indistinguishable from that of “pesticide” in the IPMA in 
the sense that both encompass products “used” to control or 
mitigate pests. Administrator, Integrated Pest Management 
Act v. MKY Holdings and the Appeal Board (2025), 2025 
CarswellBC 1881, 2025 BCSC 1060 (B.C. S.C.) at paras. 2, 
20, 21, 26, 27, 39 Loo J. 

E APPENDIX WP. WORDS AND PHRASES—SIGNIFI-
CANT DIRECT ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EF-
FECTS—Significant direct adverse environmental effects are 
adverse  “environmental  effects  of  the  designated  
project”...including the environmental effects of malfunctions 
or accidents that may occur in connection with the Project. 
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Halton (Regional Municipality) v. Canada (Environment) 
(2024), 62 C.E.L.R. (4th) 307, 2024 FC 348, 2024 CarswellNat 
561 (F.C.) at para. 43 Brown J. 
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