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Biography  

I was born on December 24, 1978 in a village called La Sevilla, Baja Bota Caucana, in 

the municipality of Santa Rosa, Cauca Department, and Republic of Colombia.  

I am the son of humble parents, Gustavo Mutumbajoy and Braulia Gómez. There were 

8 children: Joseph Devin, Cristobal, Romelia, Uvaldina, Ortencia, Pedro Pablo, Gloria 

and Juan. My father died in 1982. He was buried in a town called Santa Lucia, 

Putumayo. In 1982 my mother decided to move to Puerto Guzman and bought a small 

wooden house with a zinc roof. In this village there were houses made of yaripa 

(bamboo), straw and cardboard, mainly. My mother went to seek out new horizons in 

the Putumayo of the time.  

In 1982 I started my primary education in the mixed rural school in Puerto Guzman 

with Professor Edilma Gonzalez. In 1987 finished I primary school and in 2008 my 

studies in the Amazon Educational Institution. In 2013 I finished Technology in 

Agricultural Business with the National Apprenticeship Service, SENA, in the same 

town.  

In 1983 my mother bought a farm in a village called El Trebol, about forty minutes 

from Puerto Guzman where me and my with my three younger siblings grew up. In 

1992 I spotted a young woman in the village of El Trebol called Yenny Vargas, from 

humble family. Over the days and months we started going out and then moved in 

together on June 15th 1993. We have four children: John Jairo, Diana Yineth, Yudy 

Paola and Yulied Alexandra.  

Between the years 2000, 2006 and 2013 aerial spraying with glyphosate killed a 

countless number of species of living beings and we humans were threatened by 

terminal illnesses such as cancer as doctors have warned.  
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On December 20, 2012 we got married in a civil ceremony in the Town Hall of 

Villagarzón, Putumayo. On December 30, 2012 we had a ceremony in the Christian 

Pentecost Church with Pastor Rober Buchely.  

In September 2013 I was a victim of the aerial spraying with glyphosate caused by the 

anti-narcotics police units over a forest plantation for commercial use. Damages were 

not paid. 350 trees have been studied by the Agricultural Department of the 

Municipality of Puerto Guzman.  

On July 6, 2016 I got an invitation from The Hague for the International Monsanto 

Tribunal to be held on 15 and 16 October 2016. Neighbours and friends began to 

coordinate their support to accompany me through this event: Kristina Lyons, my 

neighbour Jorge Luis Guzman Rocha and Pedro Arenas from the Indepaz foundation.  

I am a victim of aerial spraying with Monsanto´s glyphosate perpetrated by the US and 

Colombian governments. 
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My name is Pedro Pablo Gómez Mutumbajoy and I come from a rural area known as 

El Trebol, in the municipality of Puerto Guzmán, Putumayo, Colombia. I am the sixth 

of eight children from the marriage between Braulia Gomez and Gustavo 

Mutumbajoy. We are from the Inga people, established hundreds of years ago where 

the rivers Putumayo, Cauca and Caqueta meet, the Andean Amazonian territory 

bordering Ecuador. I'm 38 years old. My father died when I was 4 years old and since 

then my mother took sole leadership of our family. Today, at 83 years old, and along 

with my wife Yenny Vargas and our four children, she is my greatest company, 

support and inspiration.  

I studied agricultural business management technology and work in various 

agricultural activities, raising livestock and occasionally doing traditional mining for 

my family´s daily sustenance. With my mother we worked in the rehabilitation of our 

native rainforest, cultivating fast-growing trees where monocultures of coca grew.  

I come to this court to testify about a complex problem and make a proposal. I 

represent one of the hundreds of thousands of families who have been victims of aerial 

spraying with glyphosate by the governments of Colombia, the US and Monsanto for 

more than 20 years as part of drug policy in both countries.  

 

THE PROBLEM: POVERTY AND MISERY  

In my country more than 600 thousand hectares of forests have been replaced by coca 

for illicit purposes. In response to this problem the governments of Colombia, the 

United States and the United Nations established a regime with the aim of eradicating 

coca crops by the aerial spraying of a concentrated mixture of glyphosate with 

substances that increase their activity and adhesion in tropical humid climates. A 

practice that has never been seen before in the world and which has brought more than 

unfortunate results. An arbitrary measure, because from the beginning it was clear that 

the nature of armed conflict would make it impossible to prevent, mitigate or repair the 

negative environmental impacts on the licit production, farming families and 

ecosystems.  

After 20 years of operations, Colombia reported the aerial spraying of the herbicide 

mixture on over 1.87 million hectares, which means, according to experts, that at least 

22.5 million litres of glyphosate were used. More than half of these substances (54%) 

were released into the territories of my ancestors. In 2002, for example, 83% of aerial 

spraying with glyphosate in Colombia focused on the land of the departments of 
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Putumayo, Cauca, Caquetá and Nariño. However, coca, cocaine and poverty prevail 

and are growing.  

The governments of Colombia and the United States, let alone Monsanto, do not offer 

damages caused by aerial spraying of crops, livestock, fish farms, forestry and other 

kinds of legal crops. The denial of compensation is systematic: the same institution 

that programmes aerial spraying, the Narcotics Division of the National Police, is 

receiving claims through the municipal authorities, which supposedly integrates and 

manages an inter-institutional technical group to assess the damage in areas with 

illegal armed groups, and which dictates if the damages are true, resolves appeals and 

finally files claims.  

 

DAMAGE TO THE NEIGHBORHOOD  

On the land of my family in Puerto Guzman, Putumayo, there have been four accounts 

of aerial spraying with glyphosate. Three of them on coca cultivation between 2000 

and 2006. They were carried out by three aircraft operations and up to 7 armed 

helicopters flying over the area to repel attacks by the Revolutionary Armed Forces of 

Colombia (FARC). The planes, helicopters, pilots and glyphosate were supplied from 

the United States by companies such as Monsanto, DynCorp, Sikorsky and others in 

Plan Colombia. As a result of spraying, not only coca crops were lost but also close 

plantain, yucca and grasslands for cattle grazing. Three months after the spraying that 

affected streams and meadows I saw a calf born with deformities and no front legs. 

Something never seen before.  

In September 2013 we received the latest aerial spraying with glyphosate. This time a 

quarter hectare of forest plantation was damaged, affecting my 350 fast-growing trees. 

This forest was planted in order to rehabilitate soils used for coca crops and is located 

2 kilometres from the municipality capital. Our farm is a long-term family initiative 

designed to produce wood for housing and we consider it a stable source of income to 

meet our needs when we get older.  

But I will cite other cases of families affected by aerial spraying of glyphosate on legal 

crops near the town of Puerto Guzman. Cases of people who, between 2011 and 2015, 

filed complaints with the Narcotics Division of the National Police, who are in charge 

of aerial spraying with glyphosate and, since 2001, are also responsible for meeting the 

demands of the population by order of the National Narcotics Council.  



 7 

Luis Rodrigo Martinez Andrade, owner of a plot of 4 hectares located 900 meters from 

the urban area, on the Caqueta River floodplain soils, is an older gentleman with a 

severe physical disability as he is missing both hands. Despite his limitations he works 

hard to form and maintain a farm where he combines reforestation with native timber, 

enriching grasslands, fodder shrubs to feed cattle, besides breeding fish, pigs and 

poultry. In August 2014 the national government herbicide operations affected his 

property damaging timber, fish and his silvopastoral system, which was used to 

improve nutrition for livestock and milk production.  

The message of Don Rodrigo for this court is: "We want to live in peace. We are 

working to reforest, to take care of water sources, to recover what we damaged 

ourselves. And you see what the government does to us? Burning trees, burning 

soil…". 

Magda Cancimance Milena Burbano, head of a household, was forced to leave her 

farm and settle in the village of Puerto Guzman because of the Front 32 of the FARC. 

In 2014, she presented a complaint about aerial spraying with glyphosate on 5 hectares 

of banana, cassava and corn she was growing with the help of a bank loan. 

Agricultural production was supposed to repay the loan and earn additional income for 

the education of her children as well as their food.  

Mr. Victor Burgos represents another case of people who have been repeatedly 

affected by aerial spraying with Monsanto´s glyphosate in the departments of Huila 

and Putumayo. In August 2014 his 2 hectares of pepper plants were sprayed, income 

he counted on for the sustenance and education of a child. Pepper is one of the crops 

promoted by USAID, the United States development agency. 

Attached is more detailed information about these complaints that 75 people filed for 

damages caused by the aerial spraying with glyphosate over 410 hectares of licit crop. 

Most of this occurred within 5 kilometres from the urban area of Puerto Guzman in 

close vicinity to indigenous reserves, and in many cases on land that the Caquetá river 

floods during rainy seasons. Evidence can be given of municipal councillors who have 

seen aircraft spraying glyphosate unload their tanks into the river before leaving the 

place.  

But the damage caused by the herbicide operations not only led to complaints at 

national level. Aerial spraying with Monsanto´s glyphosate also affected Ecuadorian 

soil and has prompted complaints from the country since 1999; almost exactly when 

Plan Colombia began. In 2008 Ecuador filed a lawsuit before the International Court 

of Justice for damages caused by aerial spraying on its territory. This made the two 
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countries sign in 2013 an international law in which Colombia recognised that 

spraying with glyphosate could lead to adverse effects in Ecuador, and it pledged to 

limit its sovereignty avoiding aerial spraying within 10 kilometres of the border, and 

seek the consent of the Ecuadorian government for changes in the formula and 

composition of the herbicide, provide a special, fast and easy procedure for Ecuadorian 

complainants, and provide 15 million dollars for the development of border areas in 

the country.  

 

NO LIABILITY NOR JUSTICE  

But these cases are just a fraction of reality because, as mentioned earlier, most of the 

affected population lives in areas that are difficult to reach, wide-ranging and with 

restricted access because of illegal armed groups. For this reason the cases referred to 

in the Annex correspond to those living near the municipal capital where institutions 

are working in this field.  

Furthermore, the processing of claims involves the use of technologies such as global 

positioning systems that are prohibited by armed groups and the development of 

topographical plans outside the technical or economic reach of those affected.  

Unlike the special, swift and simple procedure for handling complaints on the 

Ecuadorian side, in Colombia demanding compensation for damage caused by aerial 

spraying of glyphosate on legal crops is a path fraught with obstacles and is almost 

impossible. This is confirmed by official statistics. Since 2001, when the attention to 

complaints procedure was established, until August 2015, the Narcotics Division of 

the National Police has received 17,643 requests for damages to legal crops. But 96% 

of these claims were denied. It is the same in all regions of the country. In Putumayo, 

of the 2,265 applications for compensation during the period mentioned, 93.5% were 

rejected. There are no minimum guarantees of impartiality and often, as in my case, 

the right to due process is violated. Affected families generally have low income and 

little education; have no minimum guarantees of reparation for the damage caused by 

aerial spraying with glyphosate. Here it is clear that the Colombian state treats 

Ecuadorian citizens better than its own population. Damages neither recognised nor 

compensated for, products of a chemical war for control of the territory.  

 

ALTERNATIVE JUSTICE  

But there are other forms of justice. These vary from examining our own 

responsibility, to exercising our own judgment and taking our own form of reparation. 
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As stated at the beginning, with Braulia, my mother decided to repair the soils affected 

by the coca monocultures and aerial spraying with glyphosate on our property.  

Through our own means (seeds, knowledge and sweat) we undertook the 

establishment of a forest plantation with native timber. We received no government 

support. On the contrary, as already mentioned, we were given a shower of glyphosate 

in September 2013 which forced us to seek compensation, with the ultimate aim of 

making the government commit to not aerial spraying our crop. We received neither.  

But if the governments of Colombia and United States, as well as the United Nations, 

supported our kind of initiatives, Monsanto glyphosate would be unnecessary, as we 

would have worthy alternative crops to grow and not those that are deemed illegal. In 

forestry we have found an opportunity to get back to nature. Undo the damage caused.  

An alternative that gives us dignity because we restore the ecosystems that have been 

affected. The oxygen produced by restored forest, the carbon sequestered by growing 

trees, the habitat in which wildlife thrives. This brings benefits to improving life in our 

land, in our neighbourhoods, in our planet. If the official figures of the herbicide 

glyphosate operations are examined from our point of view, the complexity 

disappears.  

Between 1996 and 2014 more than 3 billion US dollars were spent by the governments 

of Colombia and the United States on forced eradication spraying. More than 1 million 

hectares of the land of my ancestors were washed in 5.5 million litres of carcinogens. 

If, instead of advancing chemical warfare - affecting the poorest and most vulnerable 

sectors of the Colombian population, life in the planet´s ecosystems - those resources 

had been used to finance the rehabilitation of ecosystems degraded by armed conflict, 

at least 76,000 families could have devoted ten years to the recovery and integrated 

management of their own land in forest areas. At least 1 million 150 thousand hectares 

of commercial forest plantations, agroforestry systems and silvopastoral today would 

provide the livelihoods, heritage and legacy for some 383,000 people, as well as being 

a permanent source of ecosystem which restore the ecological, economic, social, 

cultural and political wellbeing of the region and the world.  

From 1994 to 2015 the governments of the US and Colombia caused countless 

problems for Colombian farmers. They have caused ecocide and diseases. Monsanto is 

responsible for these acts. We call on governments and Monsanto to take 

responsibility and accountability. As part of the military industry complex of the 

United States, the company has responsibility for human rights violations. We ask that 

justice be done. In the same way that Monsanto, the US and Colombia made 
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agreements and commitments for the sale of glyphosate, in that same way they should 

come together to compensate the thousands of people who whose complaints were 

filed and denied by the Colombian Counternarcotic Police.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


