






Townzen, Jill@CDPR

From: moconnor@reagan.com
Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2016 2:16 PM
To: Segawa, Randy@CDPR
Subject: Spreckels Field Fumigation Workshop

�
P.O.�Box�657�
Salinas,�CA�93902�
� 
Dear�Mr.�Segawa:� 
� 
Hello.��I�am�a�licensed�Pest�Control�Adviser�and�Certified�Crop�Adviser�with�Crop�Production�Services�and�I�attended�the� 
Field�Fumigation�Workshop�held�at�the�Spreckels�Vets�Hall�on�the�evening�of�April�12th.� 
� 
What�I�heard�during�most�of�the�public�comment�period�was�what�wasn't�said�directly,�specifically:�'I�don't�know�and�I� 
am�(viscerally)�nervous�and�anxious.'��A�retired�branch�manager�of�Western�Farm�Service�(now�Crop�Production�Services)� 
used�to�say:�'knowledge�is�the�sustenance�of�the�nervous�system.'��When�someone�doesn't�know�something�they�get� 
nervous.� 
� 
The�scientific�method�consists�of�6�elements:� 
1.�observation�of�phenomena� 
2.�defining�the�problem� 
3.�formulating�a�hypothesis� 
4.�data�generation�&�collection�and�testing�the�hypothesis�5.�drawing�conclusions�6.�publishing�the�research� 
� 
The�body�of�scientific�data�on�the�fumigants�already�exists,�but�it�needs�to�be�communicated�in�lay�terms�to�the�public.� 
� 
The�audience�Tuesday�night�was�definitely�mixed�and�based�on�many�of�the�questions�asked,�unaware�of�the�extent�of� 
existing�preplant�fumigation�regulations�and�the�content�of�notification�already�required.��Other�comments�reflected� 
unspecified,�unproven�harms,�unproven�causation�and�reflected�a�deep�animosity�and�distrust�of�CDPR,�CAC's,� 
commercial�applicators,�growers�and�enforcement�provisions�and�mechanisms.��� 
� 
If�'knowledge�is�the�sustenance�of�the�nervous�system',�I�propose�the�CDPR�create�a�website�with�FAQ's�and�links� 
containing�data�which�would�answer�the�questions�asked�(in�lay�terminology�or�with�interpretations�as�needed),�pulling� 
together�data�from:�CDPR�&�CAC's�(regulatory�oversight�and�enforcement),�major�manufacturers�(nature�and�properties� 
of�fumigants,�half�lives�in�air,�water,�vapor�pressure,�rates,�etc),�commercial�applicators�(compliance,�safety,�application� 
methods,�field�posting,�notification,�emergency�response,�REI's�etc);�film�manufacturers�(efficacy�studies�of�TIF�film),� 
research�firms�(postͲapplication�detection�studies,�etc).� 
� 
Based�on�the�viscerally�emotional�comments�made�during�the�meeting,�having�this�information�available�at�a�1Ͳstop� 
website�probably�wouldn't�satisfy�everyone,�but�I�think�it�would�lower�temperatures�a�lot.��Many�comments�were�from� 
teachers,�so�they�should�have�an�appreciation�for�science�and�the�truth.� 
� 
How�much�of�the�audience's�emotion�stems�from�not�knowing�and�how�much�comes�from�a�desire�to�advance�a�political� 
agenda�is�an�unknown.��Since�we�are�surrounded�by�gases,�gaseous�pesticides�make�people�nervous.��However,�the� 
scientist�must�be�rational,�unbiased,�accurate,�quantitative,�focused�in�the�scope�of�their�work,�and�constantly� 
challenging,�weighing�and�explaining.� 
� 
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It�was�obvious�Tuesday�night�that�CDPR�and�the�industry�need�to�do�a�better�job�on�the�'explaining'�part,�at�least�to�the� 
general�public.��I�don't�think�they�want�to�put�people�out�of�work/business,�but�a�1Ͳmile�notification�requirement�is� 
impracticable�in�many�cases�and�the�unintended�consequences�to�farming�companies,�workers,�allied�businesses�and� 
the�economic�health�of�communities�hasn't�been�thought�through.� 
� 
I�have�been�in�the�industry�26�years�and�I�have�talked�with�a�principal�to�a�large�contract�research�firm�which�has�done� 
postͲapplication�fumigant�detection�studies,�and�he�said�to�me�'we�can't�detect�it'�(residual).��The�angst�about�chronic� 
exposure�is�a�bogeymanͲ�you�cannot�be�chronically�exposed�by�something�that�breaks�down�so�rapidly�through�a�series� 
of�half�lives.� 
� 
My�mom�was�a�school�teacher�in�this�area�years�ago�and�I�am�a�resident�here.��I�don't�want�unreasonable�risks�taken� 
either,�but�such�as�it�is,�regulatory�compliance�already�requires�a�worksite�plan,�fumigation�management�plan,� 
recommendation,�work�order�run�through�interactive�software,�intent,�advance�notification,�review�by�the�QAL,�1Ͳ3�preͲ 
app�inspections�by�the�CAC,�inspection�during�application�by�the�CAC,�Raven�computers�for�flow�metering,�use�reporting,� 
etc�etc.� 
� 
I�strongly�urge�the�creation�of�a�1Ͳstop�fumigation�website�with�FAQ's�and�links�to�information�gathered�from�the�parties� 
involved�to�inform�people�of�regulatory�provisions,�nature�&�properties�of�fumigants,�safety�precautions,�enforcement� 
provisions,�inspections,�use�reporting�etc.��The�hope�is�to�give�sustenance�to�the�nervous�system.� 
� 
Additional�regulations�may�be�the�path�of�least�resistance,�but�negative�unintended�consequences�to�private�businesses,� 
ag�employees�and�the�economic�health�of�communities�would�result.� 
� 
Sincerely,� 
� 
Martin�O'Connor� 
PCA�&�CCA� 
Crop�Production�Services� 
(831)�214Ͳ7776� 
� 
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From: Alice Ann Glenn
To: Segawa, Randy@CDPR
Subject: Fumigant Notification
Date: Wednesday, March 30, 2016 9:07:59 PM

To: Randy Segawa
Department of Pesticide Regulation
PO Box 4015
Sacramento, CA 95812 4015

 P.O. Box 5600, Salinas, CA 93905
 AA1Glenn9@aol.com

 

-

From: Rev. Alice Ann Glenn 

Re: Fumigant Notification 

I am unable to attend the Department of Pesticide Regulation Fumigant Notification Workshop in 
Spreckels on April 12th due to my work schedule. 

I want to register my voice for more stringent notification requirements before fumigants can be applied, 
in an effort both to protect communities and to encourage growers to turn to safer forms of pest control. 

I believe that to protect our communities from exposure to these hazardous fumigant chemicals we 
need GROWERS to 
1. Give  notice to everyone living, working and learning within one mile of fumigant applications. 
2.  Provide notice both seven days and 48 hours in advance as we know that many people need to 
hear or see things more than once for them to “sink in”. 
3. Notification must be in both English and Spanish 
4. Provide clear information on health effects, both immediate and long term, medical reimbursement, 
and exact field locations. 

And I agree with Safe Ag Safe Schools in asking for Written, bilingual notification at least one week in 
advance for all places where people live, work, study and play within 1 mile from fields. 

Please put these stricter notification requirements into affect as soon as possible. 
Thank you. 
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May 20, 2016 

To: Randy Segawa, Department of Pesticide Regulation 

From: Patricia Ruppelt, 6 Vallecitos Lane, Watsonville, CA 

Re: Comprehensive Right to Know Regarding Fumigant Application 

Dear Mr. Segawa, 

 I am writing to add my comments to the proposed regulations for notification of soil fumigation.  As an 
employee of the Monterey County Health Department, with my office in a school surrounded by fumigated 
fields, I strongly affirm the need for notification for workers, residents and students and their families located 
near fumigated fields so that we have a chance to take simple precautions to protect our health and that of our 
children. 

Currently AFTER fumigations of fields surrounding my work place, I see generic hazard signs, with skull and 
cross bone symbols.  There is no indication of which chemicals have been used, and no prior notification to me 
or my co-workers. 

Written notification in English and Spanish should include: 

x The name of the fumigant to be used 
x Date and time fumigation is expected to begin 
x Immediate symptoms of exposure and chronic health risks 
x Farm name and business phone number, and address of the field to be fumigated 
x Contact number of County Agricultural Commissioner and instructions of where to call at night and 

weekends to report problems 
x Explanation of and link to the state's pesticide drift emergency medical reimbursement process 

When a school is in the notification area, parents should receive notification via "robot-call" systems, along 
with written notice prominently posted at the school and on the school's website. Other institutions and 
businesses should post the written notification in an accessible central location. 

Monitoring of fumigant application must be done by an independent agent.  The fumigant applicant is not 
necessarily a reliable agent to enforce your regulations. 

I hope that some day, your department will fall in line with other regulatory agencies, in the EU for example, 
and will prohibit use of the more hazardous fumigants used regularly around my workplace such as 
chloropicrin. 

Sincerely, 

Patricia Ruppelt 
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From: Jack Ames <amesjack000@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, May 20, 2016 4:34 PM 
To: Segawa, Randy@CDPR 
Subject: Comprehensive Right to Know Regarding Fumigant Application 

ownzen, Jill@CDPR 

20 May 2016 


Dear Mr. Segawa, 

I live in the Elkhorn District of Monterey County; the address is actually Castroville CA 95012.  We are 

virtually surrounded by strawberry fields and are uneasy constantly during fumigation times.  We do not 

support the use of any pesticides but are particularly against the use of fumigants.  So naturally we are in 

support of the position taken by Californians for Pesticide Reform on this issue. Please require all the 

notifications and warnings that Californians for Pesticide Reform suggest.   

Thank you, 

Jack Ames, (retired Marine Biologist)  
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