
 

 

Director Karen Morrison, Department of Pesticide Regulation 
By email: karen.morrison@cdpr.ca.gov  

Cc: Yana Garcia, CalEPA, yana.garcia@calepa.ca.gov 
Celia Pazos, CDPR, celia.pazos@cdpr.ca.gov 
Jenalyn Guzman, CDPR, jenalyn.guzman@cdpr.ca.gov  

May 15, 2025 

 

Dear Director Morrison, 

Thank you for meeting with members of the Californians for Pesticide Reform coalition on April 
23 and for your willingness to listen to the concerns we raised.  We look forward to working with 
you. We wish to affirm and follow up on a number of items that were discussed. 

Notification 

As noted in the meeting, we welcome the new pesticide notification system as an important step 
toward increased transparency around chemical use. We understand that DPR is working to 
resolve glitches that have appeared in the system, and appreciate your willingness to hear from 
users about issues with the system as they arise.  

We were particularly gratified to hear that DPR plans to analyze opportunities to address the 
implementation and cost challenge of providing exact location, as our coalition has been united 
in calling for. We look forward to hearing of your progress toward this important goal, which we 
believe is a critical component of any effective public health notification system. 

We also wanted to flag a few additional concerns that have arisen: 

• Users have expressed frustration that the text alerts give only the product name and not 
the active ingredient. We request that DPR provide both pieces of information. 

• The email alerts truncate the address by omitting the name of the town, which causes 
confusion for those receiving alerts for multiple addresses. We request that DPR include 
the complete address in the email alerts. 

• We note that there appears to be no effort so far by county agricultural commissioners 
(CACs) to make residents aware of the SprayDays program. We ask DPR to instruct 
CACs to include information on the program in their regular community outreach and at 
a minimum to include a link to the program on their websites. 

Enforcement 

Thank you for the encouragement to call in pesticide drift when it occurs. As you stated, reports 
are needed in order for DPR to do effective enforcement. We note however that there is 
currently no ability to request an investigation of pesticide drift outside of regular office hours or 
at weekends. Far too many agricultural commissioners still do not have an after-hours message 
in Spanish. Most agricultural commissioners lack after-hours voicemail instructions on how to 
report, and many simply instruct the caller to call 911. Calling law enforcement is not an option 
for most farmworkers, but especially so given the current federal terror campaign targeting 
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immigrants.  The many other obstacles to reporting include lack of understanding of how to 
report and fear of retaliation for speaking out. We have called on DPR for many years to 
address the unwelcoming reporting environment, and trust you will prioritize steps to increase 
access. 

1,3-dichloropropene 

It is discouraging to hear DPR continue, under your leadership, to use litigation (now in its 9th 
year) as a shield to avoid all discussion of DPR’s regulation of 1,3-D, including the deference 
shown to the agricultural industry throughout the Department’s long history of managing this 
hazardous and drift-prone fumigant.  

In light of the substantial revisions that have been made to the monitoring data since the first 
draft of the occupational bystander regulation, with all CDFA-measured values increasing by 12-
58%, we demand a new draft of the proposed regulation that affords greater protections for 
impacted workers and residents. The most recent information on the timeline provided by the 
Department leads us to anticipate a second draft regulation in June or July. Please confirm this 
timing. 

We are alarmed to note that DPR’s model underestimates the revised annual average 
monitoring data for the years 2011-2017 for values over 0.2ppb in every case, sometimes 
substantially. This raises a serious concern about the draft regulation’s reliance on the model to 
validate application methods to keep emissions below the threshold value for lifetime cancer 
risk. We are not aware of any modeled values for the years after 2017. If new calculations of 
modeled values have been made, or if changes have been made to the model, we would like to 
receive notice of them.  

AB 1864 Implementation 

Thank you for letting us know that a draft regulation, to require splitting of sites when part of a 
field falls within a quarter mile of a school or daycare, will be publicly noticed in the next month 
or two. We look forward to the implementation of this and other much-needed improvements to 
DPR’s regulation of pesticide use near schoolsites. Please let us know of other implementation 
actions planned, including identification of private schools to be included in these protections.  

Thank you again for meeting with us.  

Sincerely, 

 
Angel Garcia, CPR Co-Director 

 
Jane Sellen, CPR Development Director 


