
 

 
 

 
July 14, 2025 
 
 
Lauren Otani 
California Department of Pesticide Regulation 
1001 I Street, PO Box 4015 
Sacramento, CA 95812-4015 
Via email regulations@cdpr.ca.gov and via portal 
https://cdpr.commentinput.com/?id=e87ajZUFV 
 
 
Re: Comments on regulation for tracking reportable pesticide use near schools (DPR Reg. No. 
25-003 Pesticide Use Near Schoolsites) 
 
Dear Ms. Otani, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft regulation DPR 25-003 Pesticide Use 
Near Schoolsites, which will implement AB 1864. The provisions of this bill are necessary to 
ensure that DPR’s protections for school children, in place since 2018, are working as intended, 
that violations can be readily identified and confirmed, and that all children in California are 
afforded the same protection from pesticide exposure in school.  
 
We welcome and strongly support the commonsense fixes to the schools regulation mandated 
by AB 1864 and now incorporated in the proposed regulation. These changes will eliminate 
most issues with enforceability and extend protection to the roughly 8% of children in California 
attending private schools by i) requiring that an application method as specified in the schools 
regulation be included in permit applications, notices of intent, and pesticide use reporting; ii) 
requiring that notices of intent for applications within a quarter mile of schoolsites include the 
allowable date and time range; iii) requiring a separate site ID for portions of a field that lie 
within a quarter mile of a schoolsite; and iv) including private schools with 6 or more enrolled 
students in the existing protections.  
 
Our groundtruthing of compliance with the existing regulation that was implemented in 2018 
also revealed a serious issue with failure to report start and end times. This is significant for 
enforcement because the regulation restricts pesticide use at specific times on or immediately 
before schooldays. AB 1864 did not impose new reporting requirements regarding start and 
end times, because DPR had already addressed this issue in prior rulemaking that took effect in 
March 2024. 
 



 

However, we are disturbed to note in correspondence with DPR Enforcement Regional Offices 
Branch Chief Donna Marciano that it took DPR ten months, until January 2025, to update their 
PUR submittal form and CalAgPermits system to reflect this change. Furthermore, growers are 
still not required to use the updated forms but are being allowed additional time to comply. 
This is obviously unacceptable. DPR’s lack of urgency to comply or to require compliance leads 
us to demand that the current proposed regulations include firmer commitments on 
implementation and enforcement of changes in reporting requirements. 
 
We are also concerned that the provision to add private school students to the existing 
protections will not take effect until December 31, 2026, the very last day allowable under AB 
1864, and two full years after AB 1864 took effect. We see no reason why this provision cannot 
be implemented in the same timeframe as the remainder of the regulation’s provisions, on 
January 1, 2026. One year of continued exposure for children in private and parochial schools 
may seem minor, but in developmental terms, a year of exposure to hazardous pesticides can 
be catastrophic for a growing child. We urge you to act with all haste to implement the spirit 
and letter of AB 1864 in full.  
 
Lastly, while it is beyond the scope of this rulemaking, we think that the Department should 
consider increasing the required buffer zone around school sites for ground applications from 
25 feet to 100 feet or more especially for restricted high toxicity pesticides such as paraquat or 
highly volatile pesticide products. 
 
Thank you again for the opportunity to comment. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Angel Garcia and Mark Weller  
Co-Directors 
 
 
 
 
 
 


