
   

 

 

 

July 17, 2023 

 

Julie Henderson, Director 

Karen Morrison, Chief Deputy Director and Science Advisor 

Ken Everett, Assistant Director of Pesticide Program Division’s Enforcement and IPM Branches 

Celia Pazos, Deputy Director for Environmental Justice and Equity 

California Department of Pesticide Regulation 

 

Via: email 

 

Dear Julie, Karen, Ken and Celia, 

 

Thank you for providing information on cited violations of the pesticide application restrictions 

around school sites and annual notification requirements. After close review, we have the 

following observations and follow-up questions. 

 

The table you provided compiles “Cited Violations” of the school site protection regulations for 

2019-2021 and includes 14 cited violations of application restrictions and 200 violations of 

annual school notification requirements. Are we correct in assuming that this includes all 

Notices of Violation (NOVs) whether or not civil penalties (fines) or other enforcement action 

have been issued? 

 

We note that the DPR Pesticide Enforcement database for fines issued between September 

2020 and September 2022 includes just six citations for violation of pesticide application 

restrictions around school sites ranging from $250 to $1,000, within the current range of fines 



for Class B violations
1
 and two citations for violation of annual notification requirements, one 

for $100 and one for $400, within the range of fines for Class C violations.
2
  

 

We have also reviewed the copies of Notices of Violation (NOVs) you provided for pesticide use 

monitoring and business headquarters (HQ) inspections with school regulation violations for 

2022 and the first half of 2023. In citing for violation of the annual pesticide notification 

requirement in general or for specific pesticides, some of these NOVs referenced applications 

within ¼ mile of schools on weekdays but did not state whether or not the ¼ mile buffer zone 

requirement was violated or may have been violated.
3
 Have fines or other enforcement actions 

been proposed for some or all of these violations or are they in the works? 

 

In our opinion violation of the pesticide application restrictions around school sites (section 

6691) should always result in higher level fines for Class B violations or Class A level fines if 

there is a history of past violations or if drift exposure is documented. Repeat violations of 

school notification requirements should be fined as Class B violations. 

Some of these inspec.ons also uncovered other substan.al viola.ons including failure to file pes.cide 

use reports or failure to train workers.4 These types of viola.ons should always result in fines or other 

enforcement ac.ons. 

It is impossible to assess the state of monitoring for compliance with sec.on 6691 without knowing       

1) the number of school sites in each county within ¼ mile of agricultural fields and;                                   

2) the number of inspec.ons where evalua.on of compliance with the pes.cide applica.on restric.ons 

in sec.on 6691 failed due to flaws in site mapping and pes.cide use repor.ng prac.ces. For example, 

see the aIached Stanislaus county pes.cide use monitoring inspec.on report which states under 

remarks on page 3: 

“ On 10/13/22 Inspector Jon Brower removed the viola.on for CCR 6691 due to a lack of evidence to 

prove the viola.on. At the .me of the inspec.on, approximately 11.5 acres of the 50-acre site were 

within the ¼ mile school site buffer zone. This inspec.on does not have a GPS loca.on and there are no 

comments describing the loca.on that the pes.cide applica.on was taking place within the site. Based 

on the photos aIached to this inspec.on; the loca.on appears (emphasis added) to be closer to the 

Frank Cox side than the Grayson side, which suggests that the pes.cide applica.on was outside of the ¼ 

mile buffer zone at the .me of the inspec.on.” 

 

1 A Class B violation is a violation of a law or regulation that mitigates the risk of adverse health, property, or environmental 
effects that is not designated as Class A. Class B: $250 to $1,000. Class A: $700-$5,000. FAC12999.5 allows increase of 
maximum penalties to $15,000 (Class A), $3,000 (all other violations). 
2 A Class C violation is a violation of a law or regulation that does not mitigate the risk of an adverse health, property, or 
environmental effect, including, but not limited to, Title 3, California Code of Regulations, sections 6624 through 6628 
(PURs), and Food and Agricultural Code sections 11732, 11733, and 11761. Class C: $50-$400. 
3 NOVs for 6692 violations that reference weekday applications within ¼ mile of school grounds: Imperial-Douglas 
Westmoreland, Ventura- Nutrien Ag Solutions, Ventura- Botehing Treeland Farms, Ventura- Rio Farms, Imperial- Ruegger 
Farms, Imperial- Lance Reeves, Imperial- Abatti Farms, Imperial-AMC Farms, Kern-JRBM Investments, Tulare- Hobbs Citrus 
4 Fresno- Advanced Soil Solutions, Los Angeles- Devil Mt. Wholesale Nursery, Los Angeles- C & S Nursery, Mered-RHM Farms, 
Santa Barbara- Sunfresh Flowers 



We remain deeply concerned about these fundamental flaws in use repor.ng and field mapping that 

prevent DPR and the CACs from iden.fying or confirming viola.ons of pes.cide applica.on restric.ons 

around school sites (3CCR sec.on 6691) and request an update on DPR's plan to go beyond voluntary 

recommenda.ons and make enforceable changes to address this serious enforcement issue. 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Anne KaIen, MPH 

Pes.cide and Work Health and Safety Specialist, CRLA Founda.on 

 

Bianca Lopez 

Cofounder, Valley Improvement Projects 

 

Jane Sellen and Angel Garcia 

Co-Directors, Californians for Pes.cide Reform 

 

 

 


















