
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

[CHAPTER 2]
 

Ensuring Safe Pesticide Use
 
The goal of California’s pesticide regulatory program is to protect people and 

the environment from harm that could be caused by unsafe pesticide use. 

Pesticide use is controlled by federal, state and local government agencies. 
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) sets minimum pesticide 
use standards and delegates pesticide enforcement regulatory authority to the 
states. California’s pesticide laws and regulations are typically more rigorous 
and carried out by regulatory programs wider in scope than any other state. 
Examples include: 

•		 6FLHQWL¿F�HYDOXDWLRQ�RI�SURGXFWV�EHIRUH�WKH\�FDQ�EH�VROG�RU�XVHG� 

•		 Examination and licensing of individuals and businesses that recommend, 
perform or supervise pest control. 

•		 6XUYHLOODQFH�RI�SURGXFWV�VROG�LQ�WKH�PDUNHWSODFH�WR�HQVXUH�WKH\�DUH�UHJLVWHUHG� 
and meet state health, environmental and safety standards. 

•		 6LWH�VSHFL¿F�SHUPLWWLQJ�IRU�WKH�XVH�RI�FHUWDLQ�KD]DUGRXV�SHVWLFLGHV� 

•		 Full reporting of agricultural pesticide use. 

•		 Sampling and residue testing of fresh produce. 

•		 6WULFW�ODZV��UHJXODWLRQV�DQG�SURJUDPV�WR�SURWHFW�ZRUNHUV�DQG�WKH�HQYLURQPHQW�� 
LQFOXGLQJ�¿HOG�LQVSHFWLRQV�DQG�PRQLWRULQJ�RI�DLU��VRLO�DQG�ZDWHU� 

•		 Grants and outreach promoting greater use of pest management strategies that 
ORZHU�ULVNV�DVVRFLDWHG�ZLWK�SHVWLFLGHV�DQG�UHGXFH�SHVWLFLGH�XVH�ZKHUH�SRV-
sible. 

•		 Local enforcement agents in all 58 counties who conduct safety inspections 
and investigations. 

Several of these programs are discussed elsewhere in this guide. This chapter 
focuses on use enforcement, licensing and product compliance. 

ROLES OF FEDERAL, STATE AND LOCAL AGENCIES IN 


PESTICIDE USE ENFORCEMENT
 

In 1947, Congress responded to the increasing use of pesticides by enacting  
the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA). 

This law governed the registration, sale, possession and use of pesticides. It 
required that pesticides distributed in interstate commerce be registered with the 
8�6��'HSDUWPHQW�RI�$JULFXOWXUH��86'$���/LNH�HDUOLHU�ODZV��),)5$�ZDV�PRUH� 
FRQFHUQHG�ZLWK�SHVWLFLGH�SURGXFW�TXDOLW\�DQG�HI¿FDF\�WKDQ�ZLWK�VDIHW\��+RZHYHU�� 
WKH�VWDWXWH�GHFODUHG�SHVWLFLGHV�³PLVEUDQGHG´�LI�WKH\�ZHUH�KDUPIXO�WR�SHRSOH�� 
animals or vegetation (except weeds) when properly used. 

In 1972, amendments to FIFRA enabled U.S. EPA to delegate pesticide en-
forcement authority to states through cooperative agreements with state pesticide  
regulatory programs. (A cooperative agreement is a contract between the U.S.  
government and a state or local government agency when the federal govern-
ment is to be substantially involved in the activities covered by the cooperative  
agreement.) 

DPR promotes reduced-risk pest 
management strategies like those 

taught at this 2016 Integrated 
Pest Management workshop at a 

school in Redding. 
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Roles of U.S. EPA and the States in 

Regulating Pesticides
 

The Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act 
�),)5$��VSHFL¿FDOO\�DXWKRUL]HV�VWDWH�UHJXODWLRQ�RI�WKH�VDOH� 
and use of federally registered pesticides as long as state 
regulations are at least as restrictive as federal standards. 
Under FIFRA, for example, states may prohibit the distribu-
tion and sale of a federally registered pesticide or restrict 
pesticide use locally to protect ground water, wildlife or 
human health. FIFRA prohibits states from imposing state 
UHTXLUHPHQWV�RQ�SHVWLFLGH�ODEHOLQJ�RU�SDFNDJLQJ� 

Generally, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(U.S. EPA) has authority to enforce FIFRA requirements. 
+RZHYHU��),)5$�DFNQRZOHGJHV�WKDW�VWDWHV�KDYH�D�SLYRWDO� 
role in regulating pesticides in their own jurisdictions,  
provided that their programs are at least as strict as those 
required under federal law. FIFRA Section 24(a) reads, 
³$�6WDWH� PD\� UHJXODWH� WKH� VDOH�RU� XVH�RI� DQ\�)HGHUDOO\� 
registered pesticide or device in the state, but only if and 
to the extent the regulation does not permit any sale or use 
prohibited by this Act.” 

States have primary enforcement responsibility for pes-
WLFLGH�XVH�PLVXVH�YLRODWLRQV�XQGHU�6HFWLRQV����DQG����RI� 
FIFRA. FIFRA Section 26 gives states that U.S. EPA has 
determined have adequate enforcement procedures, laws 
and regulations, primary authority for enforcing FIFRA  
provisions related to pesticide use, including inspection 
authority. U.S. EPA is authorized by FIFRA Section 27 to 
rescind a state’s primary enforcement responsibility if a 
state is not adequately carrying out its duties. 

FIFRA Section 11 authorizes U.S. EPA to form cooperative  
agreements with states, giving them the responsibility for 
training, inspecting and certifying applicators of restricted-
use pesticides. States also may initially review and give  
preliminary approval to applications for emergency exemp-
tions from registration and special local needs registrations, 
(although under some conditions FIFRA allows U.S. EPA  
later to deny state-approved applications). 

The role of the states in regulating the use of pesticides 
is a result of lobbying by the states, which have argued suc-
FHVVIXOO\�WKDW�FRQWURO�DW�WKH�VWDWH�OHYHO�LV�PRUH�NQRZOHGJH-
able, precise and reliable. The federal role, by design, is not 
intended to substitute for the authority of any state to pursue 
a regulatory approach best suited to local conditions. A U.S. 
Senate staff analysis in 1996 observed: 

In general, Federal authority has not increased 
at the expense of State authority. Even when it has, 
existing statutes have allowed States to set more 
stringent standards than Federal standards, if so 
desired and needed. We should permit States to set 
separate safety standards. States can set these stan-
dards more quickly than the U.S. EPA in response 
to an emergency. They can also set a standard that 
provides more comprehensive protection than a  
federal standard. Some states, for example, have 
formulated standards that are more stringent than 
federal standards and are better designed to protect 
individual groups of citizens. 
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 Chapter 2: Ensuring Safe Pesticide Use
 

Preemption: Federal, State and Local Jurisdiction
 

3UHHPSWLRQ�UHIHUV�WR�ODZV�DW�RQH�OHYHO�RI�JRYHUQPHQW�WDNLQJ� 
precedence over laws of a lower level. As such, no entity at 
the lower level can pass a law that allows action that would 
violate the higher-level law. 

)HGHUDO�ODZV�WDNH�SUHFHGHQFH�RYHU�VWDWH�DQG�ORFDO�ODZ��DQG� 
VWDWH�ODZ�FDQ�WDNH�SUHFHGHQFH�RYHU�ORFDO�ODZ��2QFH�&RQJUHVV�
KDV�SDVVHG�OHJLVODWLRQ��DQ\�VWDWH�RU�ORFDO�ODZ�WKDW�FRQÀLFWV�ZLWK�
IHGHUDO�ODZ�LV�LQYDOLG��(YHQ�LI�WKHUH�LV�QRW�D�GLUHFW�FRQÀLFW��LI�WKH� 
IHGHUDO�ODZ�H[SUHVVO\�SURYLGHV�WKDW�LW�FRQWUROV�WKH�HQWLUH�¿HOG� 
regulated, or if that intent can be implied from the compre-
hensive nature of the regulation, federal law has control over  
DQ\�VWDWH�RU�ORFDO�ODZ�UHJXODWLQJ�WKH�VDPH�¿HOG��,Q�WKH�¿HOG�RI� 
pesticides, federal law (the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and  
Rodenticide Act, FIFRA) clearly states that only the federal  
government has authority over pesticide labeling. In other  
words, no state or local government can dictate what is on a  
pesticide product label. However, a state can refuse to allow  
registration of a product and therefore the possession, sale  
and use of any pesticide not meeting its own health or safety  
standards. States can also adopt regulations more protective  
of health and the environment than on a product label. 

The California Constitution also allows the state to preempt 
local jurisdictions. The Constitution states that city councils 
or boards of supervisors may pass laws (called ordinances at
WKH�ORFDO�OHYHO��SURYLGHG�WKH\�GR�QRW�FRQÀLFW�ZLWK�VWDWH�ODZ�� 
However, California law (Chapter 1386, Statutes of 1984, 
)$&�6HFWLRQ����������VWDWHV�WKDW�QR�ORFDO�JRYHUQPHQW�³PD\� 
prohibit or in any way attempt to regulate any matter relating 
to the registration, sale, transportation, or use of pesticides, 
and any of these [local] ordinances, laws, or regulations are 
void and of no force or effect.” 

The 1984 legislation was in response to a State Supreme  
Court ruling that same year in The People v. County of Men-
docino. In that case, the State Attorney General had sued the  
county, arguing that state law preempted a 1979 initiative  
approved by Mendocino County voters to ban the aerial ap-
plication of phenoxy herbicides in the county. The herbicides  
were used by a forest products company to inhibit hardwood  
growth in favor of conifer growth. The initiative followed a  
1977 incident in which an aerial herbicide application drifted  
nearly three miles onto school buses.  

$� ORZHU� FRXUW� UXOHG� LQ� IDYRU� RI� WKH� VWDWH�� ¿QGLQJ� WKDW� 
California law preempted county regulation of pesticide use.  
However, in 1984 the State Supreme Court disagreed, ruling  
WKDW�³WKH�/HJLVODWXUH�KDV�QRW�SUHHPSWHG�ORFDO�UHJXODWLRQ�RI� 

SHVWLFLGH�XVH�´�7KH�FRXUW�UXOHG�WKDW�0HQGRFLQR¶V�³LQLWLDWLYH�RU-
dinance neither duplicates nor contradicts any statute,” and that  
voters in any California county could ban the use of pesticides  
in that county, even if state and federal law allowed such use. 

7KH�FRXUW�VWDWHG��³7KH�OHJLVODWLYH�KLVWRU\��RI�),)5$��GRHV� 
not demonstrate a clear Congressional intention to preempt  
traditional local police powers to regulate the use of pesticides  
or to preempt state power to distribute its regulatory authority  
between itself and its political subdivisions.”  

,Q�UHVSRQVH��WKH�/HJLVODWXUH�SDVVHG�D�ELOO�VWDWLQJ�LW�LV�³WKH� 
intent of the Legislature to overturn” the Supreme Court rul-
LQJ��DQG�WKDW�³PDWWHUV�UHODWLQJ�WR��SHVWLFLGHV��DUH�RI�D�VWDWHZLGH� 
interest and concern and are to be administered on a statewide  
EDVLV�E\�WKH�VWDWH�XQOHVV�VSHFL¿F�H[FHSWLRQV�DUH�PDGH�LQ�VWDWH� 
legislation for local administration.” 

In an unpublished 1986 opinion, the Court of Appeal for  
the Third Appellate District found FAC Section 11501.1 con-
stitutional and in so doing invalidated a Trinity County local  
pesticide ordinance.  

Local governing bodies may pass ordinances that regulate 
or restrict pesticide use in their own operations. For example, a 
city council may pass an ordinance that restricts or bans pesti-
FLGH�XVH�LQ�PXQLFLSDO�EXLOGLQJV�DQG�LQ�SXEOLF�SDUNV��6LPLODUO\�� 
a school district board can decree that certain pesticides cannot 
be used in schools. 

In 1991, in Wisconsin Public Intervenor v. Ralph Mortier, the  
U.S. Supreme Court ruled that, absent state law to the contrary,  
federal pesticide law does not preempt local regulations deal-
ing with the use of pesticides. The U.S. Supreme Court ruled  
WKDW�),)5$�³OHDYHV�WKH�DOORFDWLRQ�RI�UHJXODWRU\�DXWKRULW\�WR� 
the absolute discretion of the states themselves, including the  
options of … leaving local regulation of pesticides in the hands  
of local authorities under existing state laws.” However, the  
ability of states to preempt local authority was left in place.  
Because California law clearly forbids local ordinances, the  
1991 U.S. Supreme Court decision had no effect in California. 

,Q�������OHJLVODWLRQ��&KDSWHU������$%������FODUL¿HG�EXW�GLG� 
QRW�VLJQL¿FDQWO\�DOWHU�WKH�'HSDUWPHQW�RI�3HVWLFLGH�5HJXODWLRQ¶V� 
preemption authority. The legislation required the department  
to notify any local agency that proposes an ordinance gov-
erning the sale, use or handling of pesticides whenever the  
department determines state law preempts the ordinance. The  
ELOO�DOVR�UHTXLUHG�WKH�GHSDUWPHQW�WR�¿OH�FRXUW�DFWLRQ��LI�QHFHV-
sary, to invalidate the ordinance and prohibit its enforcement. 
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Chapter 2: Ensuring Safe Pesticide Use
 

The Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide and Rodenticide Act 
of 1947 sought to standardize 
the testing and registration of 

pesticide products. 

Under these agreements, states are authorized to enforce pesticide laws and  
WR�GHYHORS�OLFHQVLQJ��FHUWL¿FDWLRQ�DQG�WUDLQLQJ�SURJUDPV�IRU�DSSOLFDWRUV�RI� 
restricted-use pesticides. U.S. EPA pays certain costs, with states providing a  
percentage of matching funds. 

7KH������8�6��(3$�&DOLIRUQLD�DJUHHPHQW�ZDV�WKH�QDWLRQ¶V�¿UVW�DQG�VHUYHG� 
as a model for federal agreements with other states. 

(DFK�\HDU��WKH�'HSDUWPHQW�RI�3HVWLFLGH�5HJXODWLRQ��'35��LGHQWL¿HV�VWDWH� 
priorities and reviews U.S. EPA’s cooperative agreement program to ensure 
GHSDUWPHQW�DFWLYLWLHV�UHÀHFW�8�6��(3$¶V�QDWLRQDO�SULRULWLHV��'35�DQG�8�6��(3$� 
WKHQ�GHYHORS�D�ZRUN�SODQ�WR�FDUU\�RXW�WKHLU�UHVSHFWLYH�SHVWLFLGH�UHJXODWRU\� 
UROHV��7KH�VWDWH�ZRUN�SODQ�LQFOXGHV�� 

•		 Ensuring pesticides sold are legally registered by U.S. EPA and by DPR for 
use in California. 

•		 Certifying commercial and private pesticide applicators. 

•		 Performing inspections, compliance monitoring and compliance assistance 
WKDW�IRFXV�RQ�SURWHFWLQJ�SHVWLFLGH�DSSOLFDWRUV�DQG�ZRUNHUV�LQ�YDULRXV�VHW-
tings. 

•		 Investigating all priority incidents and illnesses. (See Chapter 8 for more 
information on U.S. EPA’s priority criteria.) 

•		 Inspecting pesticide-producing establishments. 

•		 Enforcing the requirements of pesticide product labeling and ensuring safe 
use. 

With a cooperative agreement in place, DPR has primary responsibility for  
pesticide use enforcement in California. The agreement extends to county  
agricultural commissioners (CACs) for local enforcement. 

7KUHH�'35�EUDQFKHV²(QIRUFHPHQW��:RUNHU�+HDOWK�DQG�6DIHW\��DQG�3HVW� 
0DQDJHPHQW�DQG�/LFHQVLQJ²ZRUN�FORVHO\�ZLWK�&$&V�WR�HQIRUFH�VWDWH�SHVWL-
FLGH�ODZV�DQG�UHJXODWLRQV�LQ�WKH�¿HOG�� 

The Enforcement Branch provides statewide training of CAC staff, guid-
ance on enforceable standards for pesticide use, technical support, incident  
investigation support, and oversight and evaluation of CAC enforcement. In  
DGGLWLRQ�WR�VWDII�LQ�6DFUDPHQWR��WKH�(QIRUFHPHQW�%UDQFK�KDV�UHJLRQDO�RI¿FHV� 
in Anaheim, Clovis and West Sacramento. The branch's Product Compliance  
Inspections Unit inspects pesticide products in retail and wholesale outlets, and  
PDUNHWV��IRU�FRPSOLDQFH�ZLWK�ODEHOLQJ�DQG�VDOHV�UHTXLUHPHQWV��,QVSHFWRUV�DOVR� 
follow up on product sales complaints and conduct inspections of pesticide  
manufacturers. 

7KH�:RUNHU�+HDOWK�DQG�6DIHW\�%UDQFK�LV�UHVSRQVLEOH�IRU�ZRUNHU�DQG�SXEOLF� 
safety during and after pesticide use. 

The Pest Management and Licensing Branch manages licensing and certi-
¿FDWLRQ�RI�SHVW�FRQWURO�DGYLVRUV��DSSOLFDWRUV��DLUFUDIW�SLORWV��EXVLQHVVHV��DQG� 
SHVWLFLGH�GHDOHUV�DQG�EURNHUV�� 

In California, there are jurisdictional roles at the international border with 
Mexico. Pesticide use in the border area affects people in both countries. 
'35�KDV�WDNHQ�SDUW�LQ�VHYHUDO�IHGHUDO�DQG�VWDWH�ERUGHU�SURMHFWV��2QH�ZDV�WKH� 
3HVWLFLGH�(PHUJHQF\�5HVSRQVH�3ODQ��D�8�6��(3$�IXQGHG�SURMHFW�WKDW�LGHQWL¿HV� 
individuals and agencies responsible for emergency response and investigation 
RI�SHVWLFLGH�LQFLGHQWV�DORQJ�WKH�ERUGHU��$QRWKHU�ZDV�WKH�8�6��0H[LFR�3HVWLFLGH� 
Information Exchange Project, funded by U.S. EPA to cooperatively address 
common pesticide issues along the entire border. 
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 Chapter 2: Ensuring Safe Pesticide Use
 

RESTRICTED MATERIALS AND PERMITTING 

Pesticides can be categorized as restricted either by the U.S. EPA or by DPR. 

California’s system for placing certain pesticides into restricted-use categories  
was the outcome of incidents in the late 1940s, when newly introduced herbicides  
caused drift damage to nontarget crops. This prompted the 1949 passage of laws  
(Chapters 1294 and 12951 ) requiring the Department of Agriculture (the agency  
then responsible for pesticide regulation) to adopt regulations governing the use of  
³LQMXULRXV�PDWHULDOV��«�6XFK�UXOHV�DQG�UHJXODWLRQV�VKDOO�SUHVFULEH�WKH�WLPH�ZKHQ� 
and the conditions under which such materials may be used.” The statutes also  
GLUHFWHG�WKDW�SHVWLFLGHV�³VKDOO�EH�XVHG�RQO\�XQGHU�D�SHUPLW�RI�WKH�FRPPLVVLRQHU��«� 
Such permit shall be conditioned upon compliance with the rules and regulations  
of the director and upon such other conditions as the commissioner may deem nec-
essary to avoid injury.” In response, the department in 1950 adopted regulations  
setting up the state’s restricted material permit system requiring users of these  
SHVWLFLGHV�WR�KDYH�VSHFL¿HG�WUDLQLQJ�DQG�D�SHUPLW�IURP�WKH�&$&�� 

Federally, the 1972 amendments to FIFRA recognized that some chemicals,  
while too dangerous for general use, could be used safely with training. The leg-
LVODWLRQ�JDYH�8�6��(3$�WKH�ÀH[LELOLW\�WR�UHJXODWH�SHVWLFLGHV�EH\RQG�WKH�FKRLFH�RI� 
either registration or cancellation. U.S. EPA places pesticides into either general or  
UHVWULFWHG�FDWHJRULHV��ZLWK�WKH�ODWWHU�JURXS�DYDLODEOH�RQO\�WR�FHUWL¿HG�DSSOLFDWRUV� 

The use of both federal restricted-use pesticides (RUPs) and California restricted 
materials is subject to limits. Federal restrictions on RUPs, requiring use only 
E\�FHUWL¿HG�DSSOLFDWRUV��DUH�FDUULHG�RXW�WKURXJK�LQVWUXFWLRQV�RQ�SHVWLFLGH�SURGXFW� 
labels. In California, controls on state-listed restricted materials are carried out 
through permits issued by CACs and are in addition to any controls on product 
labels. 

The criteria DPR uses to designate a pesticide as a restricted material include  
KD]DUGV�WR�SXEOLF�KHDOWK��IDUPZRUNHUV��GRPHVWLF�DQLPDOV��KRQH\EHHV��WKH�HQYLURQ-
ment, wildlife, or crops other than those being treated. DPR designates a pesticide  
active ingredient as a restricted material through regulation. This action may be  
SURPSWHG�E\�D�UHYLHZ�RI�GDWD�VHQW�E\�UHJLVWUDQWV��LQIRUPDWLRQ�JDLQHG�IURP�¿HOG� 
studies and incident investigations, or other information.  

DPR designed the restricted material permit program to allow further restric-
tions to protect people and the environment in light of local conditions. It is part  
RI�'35¶V�UHJXODWRU\�SURJUDP�WKDW�VXSSRUWV�FHUWL¿FDWLRQ�DV�D�IXQFWLRQDO�HTXLYDOHQW� 
to an environmental impact report under the California Environmental Quality Act  
(for more on functional equivalency, see Appendix C). 

Before farmers or pest control businesses can buy or use a restricted pesticide 
�ZKHWKHU�IHGHUDOO\�UHVWULFWHG�RU�&DOLIRUQLD�UHVWULFWHG�RQO\���WKH\�PXVW�EH�FHUWL¿HG� 
E\�'35��7KDW�LV��WKH\�PXVW�KDYH�KDG�VSHFL¿HG�WUDLQLQJ�DQG�EHHQ�WHVWHG�LQ�KDQGOLQJ� 
and using pesticides. In addition, buying or using a California-restricted pesticide 
(but not a federal restricted use pesticide, or RUP) requires a restricted materials 
permit from the CAC. 

The CAC must decide if a substantial adverse health or environmental impact  
will result from the proposed use of a restricted material. CAC staff may conduct  
pre-application site monitoring if they decide that an on-site evaluation is needed  
WR�IXOO\�DVVHVV�ULVN��,I�WKH�&$&�GHFLGHV�WKDW�D�VXEVWDQWLDO�ULVN�LV�OLNHO\��WKH�FRP-
missioner may deny the permit or may issue it under the condition that applicators  
IROORZ�VLWH�VSHFL¿F�XVH�SUDFWLFHV��EH\RQG�WKH�ODEHO�DQG�DSSOLFDEOH�UHJXODWLRQV��WR� 

A tractor used to apply metam 
sodium, a restricted pesticide, 
photographed during a 2016 

demonstration.

 1 Appendix A lists these and other statutes noted in this chapter and shows the 
related code section it amended or added. Statutes and related code sections deleted 
or superseded by later legislation have been omitted. 
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California’s agricultural 

commissioners work with DPR 

in enforcing the state’s pesticide 


laws. Here, commissioners 

pause for a photo with DPR 

Director Brian Leahy (front 


row, second from left) and DPR 

Agricultural Commissioner
 

Liaison Joe Marade (front row, 

fourth from left) at the California 


Agricultural Commissioners 

and Sealers Association’s annual 


meeting in 2016.
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mitigate potential adverse effects. 

For many California-restricted materials, DPR develops recommended permit  
FRQGLWLRQV�IRU�&$&V��EDVHG�RQ�WKH�GHSDUWPHQW¶V�VFLHQWL¿F�HYDOXDWLRQV�RI�SRWHQWLDO�
KHDOWK�DQG�HQYLURQPHQWDO�LPSDFWV��'35¶V�UHFRPPHQGHG�SHUPLW�FRQGLWLRQV�UHÀHFW� 
the minimum measures necessary to protect people and the environment. The  
commissioners use DPR’s information and their own evaluations of, and experi-
HQFH�ZLWK��ORFDO�FRQGLWLRQV�WR�GHYHORS�FRQWUROV�VSHFL¿F�WR�HDFK�DSSOLFDWLRQ�VLWH��7R� 
preserve the functional equivalency under CEQA of restricted-materials permitting 
ZLWK�HQYLURQPHQWDO�LPSDFW�UHSRUWV��&$&V�PXVW�KDYH�ÀH[LELOLW\�WR�UHVWULFW�SHVWLFLGH� 
use permits based on local conditions at the time of the application. Therefore, the  
commissioners may follow the DPR’s recommended permit conditions or struc-
ture their own conditions that are equally as protective or more stringent.  

CACs can issue multiyear restricted materials permits to perennial agricultural 
plantings (such as fruit trees or grapevines), nonproduction agricultural sites and 
nonagricultural sites. However, the permit holder must immediately notify the 
CAC of any changes in the information on the permit, for example, a newly built 
school, home or labor camp nearby. 

Because the permits are the functional equivalent of environmental impact 
UHSRUWV��WKH\�PXVW�EH�VLWH��DQG�WLPH�VSHFL¿F��7KH�VLWH�FDQ�EH�FOHDUO\�GHVFULEHG� 
when the permit is issued. However, since permits are issued for 12 or 24 
PRQWKV�DQG�DSSOLFDWLRQV�FDQQRW�EH�VFKHGXOHG�PRQWKV�LQ�DGYDQFH��WLPH�VSHFL¿F-
LW\�LV�DFKLHYHG�E\�WKH�JURZHU�¿OLQJ�D�QRWLFH�RI�LQWHQW��12,��WR�DSSO\�WKH�SHV-
ticide. The NOI must be sent to the commissioner at least 24 hours before the 
scheduled application to provide CAC staff with an opportunity to evaluate the 
site before or during the application. 

The NOI must describe the site to be treated and the pesticides to be applied. 
It must also contain information on any changes in the environmental setting 
(for example, construction of homes or schools, changes in types of crops to be 
planted) since the permit was issued. CACs review NOIs and can disallow the 
proposed application if conditions warrant or apply extra controls if needed. 
&$&V�PDNH�SUH�DSSOLFDWLRQ�LQVSHFWLRQV�RQ�DW�OHDVW���SHUFHQW�RI�WKH�XVH�VLWHV� 
LGHQWL¿HG�E\�SHUPLWV�RU�12,V�WR�HQVXUH�DFFXUDF\�RI�LQIRUPDWLRQ�RQ�WKH�SHUPLW� 
DQG�WR�FRQ¿UP�WKH�DSSOLFDWLRQ�FDQ�EH�PDGH�VDIHO\� 

STATE-COUNTY PESTICIDE ENFORCEMENT PARTNERSHIP 

California law designates DPR as the agency responsible for delivering an 
effective statewide pesticide regulatory program. The Legislature has also 
delegated local pesticide use enforcement to CACs. 

The Food and Agricultural Code (Section 2281) outlines these respective 
responsibilities: 

... the commissioner shall be responsible for local administration  
of the enforcement program. [DPR] shall be responsible for overall  
statewide enforcement and shall issue instructions and make recom-
mendations to the commissioner. Such instructions and recommenda-
tions shall govern the procedure to be followed by the commissioner  
in the discharge of his duties. [DPR] shall furnish assistance in plan-
ning and otherwise developing an adequate county enforcement pro-
gram, including uniformity, coordination, training, special services,  
special equipment, and forms, statewide publicity, statewide plan-
ning, and emergency assistance. [DPR] shall develop, jointly with the  
commissioners, county priorities for such enforcement programs and  
activities. 

DPR uses its statewide authority to oversee, evaluate and improve local pesti-
cide use enforcement programs. DPR assists CACs in planning and developing  
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County Agricultural Commissioners
 

California law designates the Department of Pesticide 
Regulation (DPR) as the agency responsible for delivering 
an effective statewide pesticide regulatory program. The 
Legislature also delegated local administration of pesticide use 
enforcement to county agricultural commissioners (CACs), 
governed by state laws and regulations and DPR’s guidance. 
DPR uses its statewide authority to assist CACs in planning 
and developing county programs. 

County boards of supervisors appoint agricultural commis-
VLRQHUV�LQ�DOO�WKH�VWDWH¶V����FRXQWLHV�WR�GLUHFW�RI¿FHV�VWDIIHG�E\� 
county employees. All CACs must be licensed by the state. A  
handful of small counties share commissioners, so there are  
fewer than 58 CACs in the state. CACs get pesticide enforce-
ment funding from DPR and their own county government.  
2WKHU�&$&�IXQGLQJ�FRPHV�IURP�JUDQWV��IHHV��¿QHV�DQG�WKH� 
California Department of Food and Agriculture (CDFA). CACs  
enforce state laws and regulations that cover environmental  
SURWHFWLRQ��SHVW�SUHYHQWLRQ��ZRUNHU�DQG�FRQVXPHU�SURWHFWLRQ�� 
and other special services. 

The size and diversity of California agriculture and the 
state’s large population (with many people living near agri-
FXOWXUDO�¿HOGV��UHTXLUH�D�PRUH�FRPSOH[�SDUWQHUVKLS�EHWZHHQ� 
state and local pesticide regulatory authorities than anywhere 
in the nation. Many other states have only a relative handful 
of inspectors, employed by the state’s lead pesticide agency 
to conduct pesticide enforcement. California stands apart 
with its agricultural commissioners and their combined staffs 
of approximately 280 inspector-biologists who serve as the 
¿HOG�HQIRUFHPHQW�DJHQWV�IRU�IHGHUDO�DQG�VWDWH�SHVWLFLGH�ODZV� 
and regulations. 

CACs inspect the operations and records of growers, 
nonagricultural applicators (for example, industrial, institu-
tional), agricultural and structural pest control businesses, pest 
control dealers, agricultural pest control advisers, farm labor 
contractors and government agencies to ensure compliance 
ZLWK�ZRUNHU�SURWHFWLRQ�VWDQGDUGV�DQG�RWKHU�SHVWLFLGH�VDIHW\� 
requirements. They certify private applicators, issue restricted 
PDWHULDO�SHUPLWV�DQG�RSHUDWRU�LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ�QXPEHUV��WUDLQ�¿HOG� 
ZRUNHUV��DQG�FRQGXFW�RXWUHDFK�WR�WKH�SXEOLF��&HUWDLQ�SHVWLFLGH� 
applications, such as aerial applications and soil fumigations 
with restricted materials, require CACs to provide extra regu-
latory oversight to reduce potential hazards. In addition, they 
oversee pesticide use reporting, promote best management 
SUDFWLFHV�DQG�PRQLWRU�DSSOLFDWLRQV�LQ�WKH�¿HOG� 

CACs regulate pesticide use to ensure applicators comply 
with label directions and pesticide laws and regulations. CAC 
staff conduct inspections to prevent misapplication or drift, 
DQG� SRVVLEOH� FRQWDPLQDWLRQ�RI� ZRUNHUV�� WKH� SXEOLF� DQG� WKH� 
environment. CAC biologists enforce regulations to protect 
ground and surface water from pesticide contamination, and 
protect endangered species and other wildlife. To do this, they 
PD\�ZRUN�ZLWK�RWKHU�UHJXODWRU\�DJHQFLHV��VXFK�DV�&DOLIRUQLD� 
Department of Fish and Wildlife and regional water boards 
and the State Water Resources Control Board. 

Among a CAC’s most important responsibilities is inves-
tigating illnesses and injuries. All reported pesticide-related 
illnesses and injuries are investigated by the commissioner 
in the county in which the illness occurred. CAC biologists 
interview injured parties, other witnesses, and employers if the 
LOOQHVV�RFFXUUHG�DW�ZRUN��$V�SDUW�RI�WKH�LQYHVWLJDWLRQ��D�&$&� 
ELRORJLVW�PD\�WDNH�D�UHVLGXH�VDPSOH�IRU�ODERUDWRU\�DQDO\VLV�� 
(For more information on illness and incident investigation, 
see Chapter 8.) If the CAC determines a violation occurred 
DQG�WKH�ODZ�ZDV�EURNHQ��WKH�FRPPLVVLRQHU�WDNHV�D�FRPSOLDQFH� 
or enforcement action. 

In addition to pesticide laws, commissioners also enforce 
laws administered by CDFA, including those related to pest 
detection, exclusion and eradication, and quality standards for 
fruits and vegetables. 

Although in most counties they are called agricultural 
commissioners, CACs have duties that range far beyond the 
IDUP�JDWH��)RU�H[DPSOH��&$&�ELRORJLVWV�FKHFN�PDLQWHQDQFH� 
gardeners to ensure they are licensed to apply pesticides, and 
that their pesticides are labeled for professional landscaping 
and applied safely. They also inspect residential structural 
fumigations for termites and structural pesticide applications 
by professional applicators. 

Since many pesticides are used in nonagricultural settings— 
sanitizers in municipal water treatment plants, disinfecting 
chemicals in food service facilities and hospitals—pesticide 
ODZV� PD\� RYHUODS� RWKHU� DUHDV� ZKHUH� ZRUNSODFH� VDIHW\� LV� 
LQYROYHG��7KHUHIRUH��&$&V�PD\�DOVR�ZRUN�ZLWK�WKH�VWDWH�GH-
partments of Industrial Relations and Public Health. They may 
ZRUN�ZLWK�WKH�FRXQW\¶V�HQYLURQPHQWDO�KHDOWK�GHSDUWPHQW�RQ� 
pesticide spills, and with county animal control on complaints 
about potential misuse of rodenticides. Commissioners also 
FRQVXOW�ZLWK�VWDWH�DQG�IHGHUDO�IRUHVWU\�RI¿FLDOV�DERXW�SHVWLFLGH� 
use and invasive weeds. 
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Cactus pads, called nopales, 
seized from a Southern 

California produce distributor 
in 2014 after illegal pesticide 

residues were discovered. 

adequate county programs; evaluates the effectiveness of the local programs; and 
HQVXUHV�FRUUHFWLYH�DFWLRQV�DUH�WDNHQ�LQ�DUHDV�QHHGLQJ�LPSURYHPHQW��'35�GHYHO-
ops enforcement program standards for conducting inspections, issuing restricted 
materials permits, investigating pesticide-related incidents, interpreting pesticide 
rules, and implementing the administrative civil penalty system. DPR also con-
ducts technical training courses for CAC inspectors and investigative staff who 
enforce these laws and regulations. 

CACs and their combined staffs of about 280 full-time pesticide enforcement 
ELRORJLVWV�LQVSHFWRUV�HQIRUFH�VWDWH�SHVWLFLGH�ODZV�DQG�UHJXODWLRQV�LQ�DJULFXOWXUDO�� 
structural, and nonagricultural use settings in all 58 counties. Their duties include: 

•		 Inspecting the operations and records of growers, pest control businesses, pesti-
cide dealers, and agricultural pest control advisers. 

•		 Managing the restricted materials permit program. 

•		 Registering licensed pest control businesses, pest control aircraft pilots, struc-
tural use businesses and agricultural pest control advisers. 

•		 Investigating pesticide incidents and illnesses. 

•		 7DNLQJ�HQIRUFHPHQW�DFWLRQ��LQFOXGLQJ�OHY\LQJ�FLYLO�SHQDOWLHV�LI�YLRODWLRQV�DUH� 
found. 

•		 3URYLGLQJ�WUDLQLQJ�WR�SHVWLFLGH�XVHUV��KDQGOHUV��DQG�¿HOG�ZRUNHUV� 

(See Page 13 for more information on county agricultural commissioners.) 

CACs and DPR provide compliance assistance to the regulated community 
through outreach and training, including presentations to growers, applicators, 
government agencies, and trade and industry groups. Compliance assistance and 
outreach are designed to provide information on regulatory requirements and con-
trols on use, safe handling procedures, and transport and disposal of pesticides. 

PESTICIDE ENFORCEMENT AND COMPLIANCE OPTIONS 

DPR and CACs have broad authority to enter public and private property for  
HQIRUFHPHQW�DFWLYLWLHV�VXFK�DV�DXGLWV��LQVSHFWLRQV��LQYHVWLJDWLRQV�DQG�WDNLQJ�VDPSOHV� 
for laboratory testing. The law also allows DPR and CACs to discipline violators  
through various sanctions and to protect the public by prohibiting or stopping haz-
ardous activities. 

CAC biologists conduct approximately 15,000 pesticide inspections annually.  
These inspections lead to most enforcement actions. A smaller portion of enforce-
ment actions are based on investigations of pesticide-related illnesses and incidents,  
and investigations of other complaints. Enforcement tools available to DPR or CACs  
include: 

•		 $GPLQLVWUDWLYH�FLYLO�SHQDOWLHV��¿QHV�� 

•		 5HIXVDO��UHYRFDWLRQ�RU�VXVSHQVLRQ�RI�FRXQW\�UHJLVWUDWLRQV�RU�OLFHQVHV�DQG�FHUWL¿-
cates by CACs. 

•		 &LYLO�DQG�FULPLQDO�FRXUW�DFWLRQV�¿OHG�E\�ORFDO�SURVHFXWRUV�RU�E\�'35�WKURXJK�WKH� 
State Attorney General. 

•		 Cease-and-desist orders, compliance interviews, warning letters and violation 
notices. 

•		 Orders to seize or hold fresh produce, issued by DPR. 

•		 Crop abatement orders and crop seizures, issued by DPR. 

•		 Orders to prohibit harvest of commodities, issued by DPR or a CAC. 

A Guide to Pesticide Regulation 
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Administrative actions 

&$&V�PD\�WDNH�DFWLRQV�WR�OHY\�¿QHV�IRU�YLRODWLRQV�RI�SHVWLFLGH�XVH�ODZV�DQG�UHJX-
lations, for example, illegal applications or drift. CACs can levy a separate penalty 
for each person injured by illegal pesticide use. 

&RPPLVVLRQHUV�PD\�¿QH�XS�WR��������IRU�HDFK�YLRODWLRQ�RI�SHVWLFLGH�XVH�ODZV�RU� 
regulations. 

DPR’s administrative authority applies to the illegal sale of unregistered or mis-
ODEHOHG�SHVWLFLGHV��DQG�IRU�SDFNLQJ��VKLSSLQJ�RU�VHOOLQJ�SURGXFH�FRQWDLQLQJ�LOOHJDO� 
pesticide residues. DPR-imposed civil penalties can be as high as $5,000 for each 
violation. 

'35�FDQ�UHIXVH��UHYRNH�RU�VXVSHQG�WKH�EXVLQHVV�OLFHQVH�RI�D�SHVW�FRQWURO�RSHUDWRU� 
or maintenance gardener to perform pest control, and a pesticide dealer’s business 
OLFHQVH�WR�VHOO�SHVWLFLGHV��3HVW�FRQWURO�DGYLVHUV��OLFHQVHHV��FHUWL¿FDWH�KROGHUV�DQG�RWK-
ers are also subject to these administrative actions. 

&$&V�KDYH�WKH�DXWKRULW\�WR�UHIXVH��UHYRNH�RU�VXVSHQG�WKH�FRXQW\�UHJLVWUDWLRQ�RI� 
pest control business operators and maintenance gardeners and that of agricultural 
pest control advisers. (These registrations are required to do business in a county.) 
CACs may also suspend the right of a structural pest control licensee to perform 
ZRUN�LQ�WKHLU�FRXQW\�IRU�XS�WR�WKUHH�GD\V�IRU�HDFK�YLRODWLRQ� 

Persons found to have violated pesticide laws resulting in injury are also required 
WR�UHSD\�FHUWDLQ�XQUHLPEXUVHG�PHGLFDO�H[SHQVHV�RI�SHRSOH�ZKR�VHHN�LPPHGLDWH� 
medical attention from a pesticide incident involving production of an agricultural 
commodity. 

If CACs believe civil penalties are not warranted, in certain instances they have an 
option of gaining compliance through violation notices, compliance interviews and 
ZDUQLQJ�OHWWHUV��7KHVH�DUH�JHQHUDOO\�XVHG�WR�GRFXPHQW�¿UVW�WLPH�OHVV�VHULRXV�YLROD-
tions. In addition, they can issue cease-and-desist orders to stop hazardous activities 
involving the illegal use of pesticides. 

Criminal and civil actions 

&ULPLQDO�DQG�FLYLO�DFWLRQV�FDQ�EH�WDNHQ�DJDLQVW�OLFHQVHHV��FHUWL¿FDWH�KROGHUV��SHU-
PLWWHHV�DQG�RWKHU�SHVWLFLGH�XVHUV��7KHVH�DFWLRQV�FDQ�DOVR�EH�WDNHQ�DJDLQVW�SHVW�FRQWURO� 
DGYLVHUV��VHOOHUV�DQG�PDQXIDFWXUHUV�RI�SHVWLFLGHV��&ULPLQDO�DFWLRQV�FDQ�EH�¿OHG�E\�D� 
county district attorney, typically at the request of a CAC, or by the State Attorney 
General at DPR’s request. Criminal penalties range from a minimum of $500 and 
not more than six months imprisonment to $50,000 and imprisonment of one year 
for offenses involving intentional or negligent violations that created a hazard to 
KXPDQ�KHDOWK�RU�WKH�HQYLURQPHQW��&LYLO�FRPSODLQWV�FDQ�EH�¿OHG�RQO\�E\�WKH�$WWRUQH\� 
General. Penalties range from $1,000 to $25,000 for each violation. Criminal and 
civil proceedings are considered instead of agricultural or structural administrative 
civil penalties for repetitive or intentional violations, or violations that have created a 
hazard to human health or the environment. 

Crop quarantine, crop abatement and crop seizure 

DPR may quarantine and hold any lot of produce that contains pesticide residues 
over the federal allowable levels. In some cases, the owner of the produce has the 
option of reconditioning the produce to remove the illegal residues. If the illegal resi-
dues cannot be removed, the produce cannot be sold. In addition, DPR is authorized 
to seize lots of produce based on a suspicion they contain illegal pesticide residues. 
The produce is then laboratory-tested and should illegal residues be present, the sei-
zure is maintained. Should a residue of an unregistered pesticide be found on a crop 
LQ�WKH�¿HOG��'35�FDQ�SURKLELW�KDUYHVW�DQG��LQ�VRPH�FDVHV��RUGHU�WKH�FURS�GHVWUR\HG�� 

Quarantined ginger disposed of 
in 2013. 
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It is of paramount interest to 
California’s agricultural economy 

that the healthfulness of its 
products is beyond question. 

— 1946 California Department of 
Agriculture report 

IMPROVING ENFORCEMENT 

Consistent enforcement response 

Consistent statewide enforcement of California’s environmental laws is paramount 
for the protection of people, property and the environment. However, local program 
administration naturally can result in variable enforcement decisions and responses. 
,Q�������'35�DQG�&$&V�¿QDOL]HG�JXLGHOLQHV�WKDW�DFNQRZOHGJHG�WKH�QHFHVVLW\�RI�D� 
consistent enforcement response policy while maintaining the ability to recognize 
ORFDO�FRQGLWLRQV�LQ�GHFLVLRQ�PDNLQJ�� 

Using the enforcement guidelines as a starting point, in 2005 DPR and CACs 
jointly developed an enforcement response policy which encouraged CACs to use 
SURJUHVVLYH�HQIRUFHPHQW��WDNLQJ�LQWR�DFFRXQW�WKH�VHYHULW\�DQG�IUHTXHQF\�RI�YLRODWLRQV� 
in deciding penalties. 

,Q�������'35�SXW�NH\�HOHPHQWV�RI�WKH�SROLF\�LQWR�UHJXODWLRQV�ZKLFK�VWUHQJWKHQHG� 
WKH�&$&V¶�DELOLW\�WR�LPSRVH�SHQDOWLHV�DQG�DSSURSULDWHO\�LQFUHDVH�¿QHV�IRU�VHULRXV� 
or repeat violations. The regulations also encourage CACs to give district attorneys 
WKH�RSSRUWXQLW\�WR�¿OH�FLYLO�RU�FULPLQDO�SURVHFXWLRQV�LQ�VHULRXV�FDVHV��,Q�������'35� 
amended the regulations to improve effectiveness and clarity, allowing the counties 
WR�EHWWHU�IRFXV�HQIRUFHPHQW�RQ�WKH�PRVW�VHULRXV�FDVHV��7KH�GH¿QLWLRQV�RI�WKH�YLROD-
tion categories were made clearer, placing all violations of laws and regulations de-
VLJQHG�WR�SURWHFW�SHRSOH�DQG�WKH�HQYLURQPHQW�LQWR�D�FODVVL¿FDWLRQ�UHTXLULQJ�D�¿QH�LQ� 
the middle range. When circumstances are more egregious or when health, property 
or the environment are harmed, the violations are placed in a category requiring a 
¿QH�LQ�WKH�WRS�UDQJH� 

Compliance assessment 

,Q�������WKH�GHSDUWPHQW�FRPSOHWHG�D�¿YH�\HDU�SURMHFW�WR�DVVHVV�FRPSOLDQFH�RI�WKH� 
DJULFXOWXUDO�LQGXVWU\�ZLWK�UXOHV�JRYHUQLQJ�SHVWLFLGH�KDQGOHU�DQG�¿HOG�ZRUNHU�VDIHW\�� 
The intent was to measure the effectiveness of the statewide enforcement program 
and identify needed improvements. Enforcement Branch staff made hundreds of 
¿HOG�LQVSHFWLRQV��REVHUYLQJ�D�ZLGH�UDQJH�RI�SHVWLFLGH�DFWLYLWLHV�LQ�PRUH�WKDQ����
FRXQWLHV�UHÀHFWLQJ�WKH�GLYHUVLW\�RI�&DOLIRUQLD
V�DJULFXOWXUH�DQG�JHRJUDSK\��(QIRUFH-
PHQW�%UDQFK�VWDII�REVHUYHG�VSHFL¿F�DVSHFWV�RI�SHVWLFLGH�XVH�LQ�¿HOG�VLWXDWLRQV�DQG� 
documented compliance of growers, applicators and other pesticide users. 

DPR uses compliance assessment data to evaluate the effectiveness of laws, regu-
lations and label requirements, and to develop measures to improve enforcement. 
7KLV�LQFOXGHV�IROORZ�XS�WUDLQLQJ�RI�&$&�VWDII�WR�EHWWHU�IRFXV�SHVWLFLGH�XVH�DQG�¿HOG� 
ZRUNHU�VDIHW\�LQVSHFWLRQV�RQ�DUHDV�RI�QRQFRPSOLDQFH��'35�DOVR�FRQGXFWV�RXWUHDFK�WR� 
inform industry groups, labor and public training organizations, and licensees about 
compliance problems. 

DPR and CACs use compliance assessment information to identify program 
VWUHQJWKV�DQG�ZHDNQHVVHV��SODQ�IRFXVHG�LQVSHFWLRQV��GHVLJQ�RXWUHDFK�SURJUDPV��PDNH� 
SURJUDPPDWLF�DQG�SROLF\�FKDQJHV��DQG�DGMXVW�DQQXDO�ZRUN�SODQV��'35�DOVR�XVHV�WKH� 
data to identify statewide trends, target enforcement activities and evaluate county 
enforcement priorities. In 2003, compliance assessment and training evaluation of 
CACs were combined into the County Oversight Inspection Program. 

In 2007, DPR began consolidating these enforcement standards into a compen-
dium of manuals intended to be the single source of enforcement guidance, avail-
able online and updated regularly. They address the pesticide regulatory program, 
investigative and inspection procedures, laws and regulations, restricted materials 
and permitting, conducting hearings, and interpreting laws and regulations. 

County work plans and evaluations 

In 1994, DPR and the commissioners began a program to target local enforcement 
A Guide to Pesticide Regulation 
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RQ�DFWLYLWLHV�WKDW�GLUHFWO\�SURWHFW�ZRUNHU�DQG�SXEOLF�KHDOWK�DQG�WKH�HQYLURQPHQW�� 
8QGHU�WKLV�SURJUDP��'35�DQG�HDFK�&$&�GHYHORS�D�ZRUN�SODQ�HDFK�\HDU�WR�IRFXV� 
enforcement on activities with a history of problems or potential for problems. 

In 2004, DPR and CACs developed program guidance identifying three core 
program priorities: restricted material permitting, compliance monitoring through 
inspections and investigations, and enforcement response to violations. DPR’s guid-
DQFH�UHSUHVHQWV�D�VLPSOL¿HG�DSSURDFK�LQ�WDUJHWLQJ�FRUH�HQIRUFHPHQW�SURJUDP�SULRUL-
WLHV�DQG�HYDOXDWLQJ�WKH�HIIHFWLYHQHVV�RI�FRXQW\�SURJUDPV��,Q�WXUQ��FRXQW\�ZRUN�SODQV� 
identify state, regional and local compliance problems, and emerging issues. 

'35¶V�WKUHH�UHJLRQDO�RI¿FHV�KHOS�&$&V�GHYHORS�ZRUN�SODQV�WKDW�GHWDLO�HDFK� 
county’s priorities, with clearly stated goals and performance measures balanc-
ing U.S. EPA’s national priorities and DPR’s statewide goals with local conditions 
unique to each county. 

DPR and county staff also do joint inspections to help ensure that compliance and 
HQIRUFHPHQW�DFWLYLWLHV�DUH�FRQGXFWHG�HI¿FLHQWO\�DQG�HIIHFWLYHO\�WKURXJKRXW�WKH�VWDWH� 

7R�KHOS�IRFXV�RQ�&$&�ZRUN�SODQV��(QIRUFHPHQW�%UDQFK�VWDII�FRQGXFW�UHJXODU�HI-
IHFWLYHQHVV�HYDOXDWLRQV�RI�DOO�&$&�RI¿FHV�DQG�VWDII��7KHVH�HYDOXDWLRQV�DUH�UHTXLUHG� 
RQFH�HYHU\�WKUHH�\HDUV��RU�VRRQHU�LI�UHTXHVWHG�E\�WKH�&$&�RU�5HJLRQDO�2I¿FH��'35� 
uses inspection reports to document compliance rates and annual reports sent by 
&$&V�WR�GRFXPHQW�ZRUNORDG�DQG�KRXUV��DQG�HQIRUFHPHQW�DFWLRQV��'35�VWDII�HYDOX-
ate major elements of the county’s program, describe successful program aspects 
and follow up with CACs on needed improvements. The evaluations consider the 
number, type and quality of inspections; restricted material permit accuracy; qual-
ity, thoroughness and timeliness of investigations; appropriateness of enforcement 
actions and adherence to enforcement guidelines; business registration and license 
UHFRUGV��DQG�¿QDQFLDO�UHSRUWV� 

Enforcement databases 

In 1997, the department received funding to create a statewide database of com-
SOLDQFH�DQG�HQIRUFHPHQW�DFWLRQV��7KH�JRDO�ZDV�WR�WUDFN�WKH�FRPSOLDQFH�KLVWRU\�RI� 
DJULFXOWXUDO�SHVWLFLGH�DSSOLFDWRUV��GHDOHUV�DQG�DGYLVHUV��SDUWLFXODUO\�WKRVH�ZKR�ZRUN� 
in more than one county. In 1998, DPR expanded the database’s scope beyond the 
¿UVW�IRXU�OLFHQVH�FDWHJRULHV�WR�WUDFN�HQIRUFHPHQW�DQG�FRPSOLDQFH�DFWLRQV�LQ�DOO�QLQH� 
OLFHQVLQJ�DQG�FHUWL¿FDWLRQ�SURJUDPV�� 

7KH�SURMHFW�HYROYHG�LQWR�WZR�(QIRUFHPHQW�%UDQFK�GDWDEDVHV²RQH�WR�WUDFN�LQVSHF-
WLRQV�DQG�WKH�VHFRQG�HQIRUFHPHQW�DFWLRQV��7KH�LQVSHFWLRQ�WUDFNLQJ�GDWDEDVH�FROOHFWV� 
information on the thousands of inspections conducted yearly by the counties in both 
agricultural and nonagricultural (including structural) pesticide use settings, and 
compliance rates with laws and regulations. Information in this database includes the 
number and type of inspections, the sections of laws and regulations that were the 
subject of the inspections, and the compliance rates for each item. 

7KH�HQIRUFHPHQW�DFWLRQ�WUDFNLQJ�V\VWHP�FROOHFWV�LQIRUPDWLRQ�RQ�HQIRUFHPHQW�DF-
WLRQV�WDNHQ�E\�WKH�FRXQWLHV�DQG�LQFOXGHV�WKH�VHFWLRQV�RI�ODZV�DQG�UHJXODWLRQV�YLRODWHG� 
DQG�WKH�¿QH�DPRXQWV�DVVHVVHG��,QIRUPDWLRQ�LQ�WKLV�GDWDEDVH�LQFOXGHV�WKH�SHUVRQ�RU� 
¿UP�FLWHG��GDWH�RI�YLRODWLRQ��FRGH�VHFWLRQ�YLRODWHG��W\SH�RI�HQIRUFHPHQW�DFWLRQ�WDNHQ�� 
SHVWLFLGH�LQYROYHG��GDWH�RI�DFWLRQ��GDWH�FDVH�FORVHG��DQG�SURSRVHG�DQG�¿QDO�¿QHV�� 
7KLV�GDWDEDVH�LV�XVHIXO�LQ�¿QGLQJ�UHSHDW�YLRODWRUV�LQ�D�FRXQW\�DQG�LQ�SRLQWLQJ�RXW�UH-
JLRQDO�SDWWHUQV�IRU�VSHFL¿F�LQGLYLGXDOV�RU�EXVLQHVVHV��(YDOXDWLRQ�RI�GDWD�PD\�EH�XVHG� 
to adjust or change performance goals for both DPR and the counties. 

,Q�������'35�DQG�&$&V�EHJDQ�ZRUNLQJ�RQ�D�FRQVROLGDWHG�LQVSHFWLRQ�DQG�HQ-
forcement action database (CalPEATs Project) that will streamline reporting of this 
information. 

To evaluate county performance and help prioritize enforcement goals for each 
FRXQW\��LQ������'35�FUHDWHG�DQ�HQIRUFHPHQW�VWDWLVWLFDO�SUR¿OH��7KHVH�DQQXDO�FRXQW\� 

'35�PDLQWDLQV�UHJLRQDO�RI¿FHV� 
in West Sacramento, Clovis and 

Anaheim. 
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In the early years, a farmer 
applied pest control materials 
himself, but now, in order to 

secure adequate control of pests, 
KH�RIWHQ�¿QGV�WKDW�LW�LV�QHFHVVDU\� 
to hire a specialist to apply these 

materials, particularly when 
special techniques or equipment 

are needed. 

— California Department of 
Agriculture special report to 
the Legislature on pesticide 
enforcement (1953) 
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SUR¿OHV�FRQVROLGDWH�GDWD�IURP�VHYHUDO�'35�GDWDEDVHV��WUDFNLQJ�HQIRUFHPHQW�SUR-
grams in 58 counties. 

CACs collectively issue about 30,000 restricted materials permits per year. CAC 
staff also conduct about 7,000 pre-application site inspections, 20,000 agricultural 
and nonagricultural site inspections, 1,700 investigations, and 4,800 compliance and 
enforcement actions. 

The data is used by DPR and CACs to better target inspections, identify emerging 
problems and staff training needs, assess effectiveness, plan focused inspections, and 
pinpoint areas for industry outreach and compliance improvement. 

&$&�SHVWLFLGH�UHJXODWRU\�ZRUNORDG�GDWD�DUH�DOVR�XVHG�WR�DOORW�'35�IXQGLQJ�RI�ORFDO� 
pesticide programs. (See Chapter 13 for more information on state and local funding.) 

LICENSING AND CERTIFICATION PROGRAM 

$PRQJ�'35¶V�OHJLVODWLYH�PDQGDWHV�LV�WR�³HQVXUH�WKDW�SHRSOH�VHOOLQJ��SRVVHVVLQJ�� 
VWRULQJ��KDQGOLQJ��DSSO\LQJ�DQG�UHFRPPHQGLQJ�WKH�XVH�RI�SHVWLFLGHV�DUH�NQRZOHGJH-
able in their safe use.” Licensing of pesticide professionals is designed to ensure 
WKH\�KDYH�WKH�NQRZOHGJH�DQG�DELOLW\�WR�XVH�SHVWLFLGHV�VDIHO\�DQG�HIIHFWLYHO\��0DQ\� 
individuals and businesses that sell, consult on or professionally apply pesticides are 
UHTXLUHG�WR�JHW�D�OLFHQVH�RU�FHUWL¿FDWH�IURP�'35¶V�/LFHQVLQJ�DQG�&HUWL¿FDWLRQ�3UR-
JUDP��,Q�PRVW�FDVHV��WKLV�OLFHQVLQJ�SURFHVV�LQFOXGHV�D�FORVHG�ERRN�H[DPLQDWLRQ�WKDW� 
LQFOXGHV�TXHVWLRQV�RQ�SHVWLFLGH�ODZV�DQG�UHJXODWLRQV�DV�ZHOO�DV�TXHVWLRQV�RQ�VSHFL¿F� 
LQIRUPDWLRQ�WKDW�LV�DSSOLFDEOH�WR�HDFK�OLFHQVH�RU�FHUWL¿FDWH� 

7KH�QHHG�IRU�D�SHVWLFLGH�OLFHQVH�RU�FHUWL¿FDWH�LV�GHWHUPLQHG�E\�WKH�W\SHV�RI�SHV-
ticides applied and the circumstances under which the pesticides are applied. DPR 
LVVXHV�OLFHQVHV�RU�FHUWL¿FDWHV�WR� 

•		 People and businesses that apply pesticides. 

•		 3HVWLFLGH�GHDOHUV�DQG�EURNHUV� 

•		 People who advise on agricultural pesticide applications. 

•		 Pesticide applicators who use or supervise the use of restricted pesticides on prop-
erty they do not own or lease. 

Pest control advisers, businesses, aircraft pilots and certain structural pest control 
licensees and businesses must register with the CAC in each county in which they 
ZRUN��7KH�ODZ�SURYLGHV�WKH�&$&�PD\�UHYRNH�IRU�FDXVH�DQ\�UHJLVWUDWLRQ�WR�ZRUN�LQ� 
that county. 

'35¶V�/LFHQVLQJ�DQG�&HUWL¿FDWLRQ�3URJUDP�GRHV�QRW�OLFHQVH�LQGLYLGXDOV�RU�EXVL-
nesses that practice vector control or structural pest control. The state Department of 
Public Health oversees local vector control. The Structural Pest Control Board (See 
Chapter 1��LVVXHV�OLFHQVHV�WR�VWUXFWXUDO�SHVW�FRQWURO�¿HOG�UHSUHVHQWDWLYHV�DQG�RSHUD-
WLYHV�ZKR�PDNH�LQVSHFWLRQV��SUHVHQW�ELGV��DQG�FRQWUDFW�IRU�ZRUN�IRU�WKHLU�FRPSDQLHV� 

Types of licenses and certificates 

'35¶V�/LFHQVLQJ�DQG�&HUWL¿FDWLRQ�3URJUDP�LVVXHV�IRXU�W\SHV�RI�EXVLQHVV�OLFHQVHV� 

•		 Pest control business. For businesses that engage in pest control for hire. 

•		 Pest control dealer. For pesticide retailers who sell agricultural-use or dual-use 
products to users; those who sell any method or device for the control of agri-
cultural pests, such as biological control agents, lures or insect-trapping devices; 
WKRVH�ZKR�VROLFLW�VDOHV�RI�SHVWLFLGHV�E\�PDNLQJ�DJULFXOWXUDO�XVH�UHFRPPHQGD-
WLRQV�WKURXJK�¿HOG�UHSUHVHQWDWLYHV�RU�RWKHU�DJHQWV��DQG�WKRVH�ZKR�VHOO�UHVWULFWHG� 
pesticides to users. 

•		 Pesticide broker license��5HTXLUHG�E\�DQ\�SHUVRQ�ZKR�¿UVW�VHOOV�RU�GLVWULEXWHV� 
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pesticides in California (except persons already licensed as pest control dealers, 
or registrants selling their own products). This license does not allow the sale of 
agricultural use or restricted pesticides to end-users. 

•		 Maintenance gardener pest control business. For maintenance gardening busi-
nesses that occasionally engage in pest control. (If the primary purpose of the 
business is pest control, a maintenance gardener pest control business license is 
required.) 

7KH�/LFHQVLQJ�DQG�&HUWL¿FDWLRQ�3URJUDP�DOVR�LVVXHV�¿YH�W\SHV�RI�OLFHQVHV�DQG� 
FHUWL¿FDWHV�WR�LQGLYLGXDOV� 

•		 Agricultural pest control adviser (PCA) license. Required to offer a recom-
mendation on any agricultural use of pesticides, to sell services as an authority on 
any agricultural pesticide use, or to solicit services or sales for any agricultural 
pesticide use. 

•		 3HVW�FRQWURO�DLUFUDIW�SLORW�FHUWL¿FDWH. Required to operate an aircraft for pest 
control. 

•		 Pest control dealer designated agent license. Required to supervise the opera-
tions of a licensed pest control dealer. Each licensed pest control dealer must have 
GHVLJQDWHG�DJHQWV�DW�WKH�SULQFLSDO�RI¿FH�DQG�HDFK�EUDQFK�ORFDWLRQ� 

•		 4XDOL¿HG�DSSOLFDWRU�FHUWL¿FDWH��4$&�. Required for government employees 
DQG�VRPH�RWKHU�FDWHJRULHV�RI�ZRUNHUV�ZKR�DSSO\�RU�VXSHUYLVH�WKH�DSSOLFDWLRQ�RI� 
restricted pesticides for any purpose or on any property other than that provided 
E\�WKH�GH¿QLWLRQ�RI�SULYDWH�DSSOLFDWRU��VHH�EHORZ���RU�E\�PDLQWHQDQFH�JDUGHQHUV� 
and some other employees who perform pest control incidental to their job or 
EXVLQHVV��WKDW�LV��ZKRVH�SULPDU\�ZRUN�LV�QRW�SHVW�FRQWURO���4$&V�FDQQRW�VXSHUYLVH� 
the operations of a pest control business (except for maintenance gardener busi-
nesses). They are also not allowed to do structural pest control. That requires a 
license from the Structural Pest Control Board. 

•		 4XDOL¿HG�DSSOLFDWRU�OLFHQVH��4$/�. Required to apply or supervise the applica-
tion of restricted pesticides for any purpose or on any property other than that 
SURYLGHG�E\�WKH�GH¿QLWLRQ�RI�SULYDWH�DSSOLFDWRU��VHH�EHORZ���RU�E\�DQ\RQH�ZKR� 
supervises pesticide applications made by a licensed pest control business. 

In 2015, DPR licensed about 31,000 agricultural pesticide applicators, businesses 
DQG�3&$V��DQG�SHVWLFLGH�GHDOHUV�DQG�EURNHUV��LQFOXGLQJ�DERXW��������4$/V�DQG� 
10,600 QACs. 

$OWKRXJK�WKH�TXDOL¿HG�DSSOLFDWRU�OLFHQVH�DQG�FHUWL¿FDWH�DUH�VLPLODU��WKHUH�DUH� 
differences in responsibilities. The QAL is the more rigorous of the two. All com-
mercial pest control businesses, except maintenance gardener businesses, must have 
at least one QAL on staff at each business location to supervise pesticide handlers for 
the business. 

$�4$&�LV�XVXDOO\�HQRXJK�IRU�LQGLYLGXDOV�ZKR�ZRUN�IRU�JRYHUQPHQW�DJHQFLHV�RU� 
for businesses other than pest control businesses, such as golf courses and schools. 
For these individuals, as well as for the maintenance gardener businesses, pest 
control is not the primary reason for their businesses; thus the more rigorous QAL 
examination is not necessary. 

%RWK�4$/�DQG�4$&�DSSOLFDQWV�DUH�UHTXLUHG�WR�WDNH�D�ODZV�DQG�UHJXODWLRQV�H[DP� 
and an exam in one or more of 17 categories of pest control for which the operator 
ZLVKHV�WR�EHFRPH�TXDOL¿HG�� 

'35�DOVR�OLFHQVHV�SHVW�FRQWURO�DLUFUDIW�SLORWV��7KHVH�DUH�SLORWV��DOVR�NQRZQ�DV� 
aerial applicators or crop dusters) who apply pesticides by aircraft. Both apprentice 
and journey-level pilots must pass the licensing examination and maintain an ap-
propriate Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) pilot’s license, which includes a
PHGLFDO�FHUWL¿FDWLRQ�WR�YHULI\�WKHLU�DELOLW\�WR�À\� 

Aerial pesticide application near
	
Knight's Landing in 2016.
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DPR’s product compliance 
inspectors ensure pesticidal 
products sold in California 
comply to state and federal 

registration laws. 
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20 | in California 

Pest control advisor applicants must have a bachelor’s degree in pest manage-
PHQW�RU�LQ�DQ�DJULFXOWXUDO��ELRORJLFDO�RU�QDWXUDO�VFLHQFH�WKDW�LQFOXGHV�VSHFL¿F�FRXUVH� 
material. People with advanced science or pest management degrees do not need 
VSHFL¿F�FRXUVH�PDWHULDO�WR�DSSO\�WR�EH�D�3&$��,Q�DGGLWLRQ��LQGLYLGXDOV�ZLWKRXW�D�FRO-
OHJH�GHJUHH�PD\�DSSO\�LI�WKH\�KDYH�HQRXJK�ZRUN�H[SHULHQFH�DQG�KDYH�WDNHQ�VSHFL¿F� 
college courses. 

%XVLQHVV�DQG�LQGLYLGXDO�OLFHQVHV�DQG�FHUWL¿FDWHV�DUH�LVVXHG�IRU�WZR�\HDUV��,QGLYLGX-
DO�OLFHQVHV�DQG�FHUWL¿FDWHV�FDQQRW�EH�UHQHZHG�XQOHVV�WKH�KROGHU�KDV�FRPSOHWHG�FHUWDLQ� 
minimum Continuing Education (CE) hours related to pesticides or pest management 
ZLWKLQ�HDFK�OLFHQVH�RU�FHUWL¿FDWH�SHULRG��$OO�FRXUVHV�PXVW�EH�DSSURYHG�E\�'35��&(� 
courses are typically offered by applicator associations or third-party vendors. CACs 
also present some courses. 

Private applicator certificates 

3ULYDWH�DSSOLFDWRU�FHUWL¿FDWHV�DUH�UHTXLUHG�IRU�SHRSOH�ZKR�XVH�RU�VXSHUYLVH�WKH�XVH� 
of restricted pesticides on property owned or leased by the applicator or the applica-
WRU¶V�HPSOR\HU��8QWLO�������DSSOLFDWRUV�FRXOG�UHFHLYH�WKHLU�FHUWL¿FDWLRQ�IURP�D�&$&� 
by applying for and being granted a restricted materials permit. SB 800 (Chapter 
705, Statutes of 1995) created a separate system and set minimum standards for 
certifying private applicators. Under the bill, CACs conduct examinations before 
LVVXLQJ�D�SULYDWH�DSSOLFDWRU�FHUWL¿FDWH�� 

7KH�QHZ�ODZ�UHTXLUHG�'35�WR�GHYHORS�WKH�H[DP�WR�WHVW�WKH�DSSOLFDQW¶V�NQRZO-
edge of pesticide use, including label directions and restrictions on use; pest control 
HTXLSPHQW��SHVW�SUREOHPV�DQG�LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ��ZRUNHU�SURWHFWLRQ��DQG�HQYLURQPHQWDOO\� 
sensitive areas. 

3ULYDWH�DSSOLFDWRU�FHUWL¿FDWHV�DUH�LVVXHG�IRU�WKUHH�\HDUV��&$&V�FDQ�UHYRNH�D�FHUWL¿-
cate based on failure to comply with laws governing the safe use of pesticides. 

PRODUCT COMPLIANCE 

Product enforcement began with a pesticide product quality program in 1911, 
when truth-in-labeling laws were in their infancy and adulteration and misrepresen-
tation of products were common. A 1935 department description of the program was 
to prove appropriate for many years to come: 

The work includes the inspection, sampling, and analyzing of all sub-
stances under (department) supervision. Many thousands of inspections 
take place on dealers’ shelves, in warehouses, and frequently in the hands 
of actual purchasers or users in order to determine whether all materials 
DUH�UHJLVWHUHG�DQG�SURSHUO\�ODEHOHG��2I¿FLDO�VDPSOLQJ�RI�UHJLVWHUHG�PDWHUL-
als is carried on throughout the state. These samples are analyzed and, 
if the results do not conform to the guarantee, the registrant is dealt with 
according to the provisions of the California statutes. … 

Over the decades that followed, modern manufacturing techniques lessened and 
then almost eliminated product adulteration and contamination. As a result, in the 
1990s, DPR reduced its product testing while maintaining a focus on compliance 
with registration and labeling requirements. 

In 2004, DPR consolidated product compliance activities by merging its Audits 
Branch with compliance staff from other branches to create the Product Compli-
ance Branch. In February 2017, the Inspections Unit was moved to the Enforce-
ment Branch. Mill Collection and Disbursement, as well as the Product Compliance 
Auditors, were moved into the ASD under the Fiscal, Audits and Business Services 
Branch. 

Inspection and compliance activities 

To ensure that pesticide products used in California are registered by DPR and the 
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U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA), Product Compliance Inspections 
Unit staff perform inspection and compliance activities under both the state program 
and as part of DPR’s cooperative enforcement agreement with U.S. EPA. Inspec-
tions include those conducted at pesticide-producing establishments, and retail and 
wholesale sites. 

DPR conducts establishment inspections under federal authority at facilities where 
SHVWLFLGH�SURGXFWV�DUH�PDQXIDFWXUHG��SUHSDUHG��SURFHVVHG��SDFNDJHG��UHSDFNDJHG�� 
labeled or relabeled. DPR may also conduct these establishment inspections at loca-
WLRQV�ZKHUH�UHJLVWUDQWV�NHHS�WKHLU�UHFRUGV�� 

0RVW�LQVSHFWLRQV�DUH�PDUNHWSODFH�VXUYHLOODQFH�WR�HQVXUH�FRPSOLDQFH�ZLWK�SURGXFW� 
UHJLVWUDWLRQ��IRUPXODWLRQ��SDFNDJLQJ�DQG�ODEHOLQJ�UHTXLUHPHQWV��6DPSOLQJ�VLWHV�LQ-
clude government agencies; retail and wholesale nurseries, hardware, home-and-gar-
den centers; landscape material suppliers; agricultural chemical dealers; feed, farm 
DQG�SHW�VWRUHV��DQG�EHDXW\�DQG�EDUEHU�VXSSOLHUV��,QVSHFWRUV�DOVR�FKHFN�PHGLFDO��GHQWDO� 
and veterinary suppliers; industrial and institutional suppliers; restaurant and hospital 
suppliers; grocery and drugstores; pool and spa centers; marine supply dealers; and 
any other place that sells pesticides. 

To ensure that products in the channels of trade are in compliance with state and 
IHGHUDO�SHVWLFLGH�ODZV��¿HOG�VWDII�LQVSHFW�SURGXFWV�RIIHUHG�IRU�VDOH�E\�UHYLHZLQJ�ODEHOV� 
WR�HQVXUH�WKH\�DUH�UHJLVWHUHG��6WDII�DOVR�FKHFN�WKDW�SURGXFW�ODEHOV�DUH�WKH�VDPH�DV� 
those approved by DPR, for example, to ensure that there are no changes to product 
names, claims or uses, or changes to precautionary statements that mitigate environ-
PHQWDO�DQG�KHDOWK�KD]DUGV��9LRODWLRQV�DUH�HQIRUFHG�E\�'35¶V�2I¿FH�RI�/HJDO�$IIDLUV�� 

3HVWLFLGH�SURGXFW�VDPSOHV�FROOHFWHG�GXULQJ�HVWDEOLVKPHQW�RU�PDUNHWSODFH�LQVSHF-
tions may be submitted to the California Department of Food and Agriculture’s 
Center for Analytical Chemistry for analysis. The lab compares the percent of active 
LQJUHGLHQW�LQ�WKH�FRQWDLQHU�ZLWK�WKH�IRUPXODWLRQ�GHFODUHG�RQ�WKH�ODEHO�DQG�FKHFNV� 
for possible product contamination. Many products contain more than one active 
ingredient and each individual component is reviewed. When analysis reveals that 
D�SHVWLFLGH�SURGXFW�LV�GH¿FLHQW�LQ�LQJUHGLHQW�RU�RWKHUZLVH�YDULHV�IURP�WKH�LQJUHGLHQW� 
statement shown on its label, DPR may bring an enforcement action for adulteration 
or misbranding of the product. 

Product compliance auditors audit pesticide sellers throughout the country who 
ship or sell their products into California. Audits are designed to determine if the 
pesticides are registered, to verify sales and to document that mill assessments have 
been paid. If mill assessments were unpaid, sellers must pay any money and a late 
fee, and are subject to civil penalties. They cannot continue selling their product un-
less they get it registered in California. (See Chapter 13 for more information on the 
mill assessment.��9LRODWLRQV�DUH�SURVHFXWHG�E\�'35¶V�2I¿FH�RI�/HJDO�$IIDLUV�� 

,Q�WKH�PLG�����V��SURGXFW�FRPSOLDQFH�DXGLWRUV�IRXQG�VLJQL¿FDQW�JDSV�LQ�UHSRUW-
ing of certain types of pesticide transactions, including Internet sales of industrial, 
LQVWLWXWLRQDO�DQG�FRQVXPHU�XVH�SHVWLFLGHV��VDOHV�E\�LQWHUPHGLDWH�EURNHUV��DQG�VDOHV� 
through the distribution centers of nationwide retailers. Auditors discovered that 
shortcomings in state law led to underreporting of pesticide sales and underpayment 
of fees. 

As a result, DPR sponsored legislation in 2005. The goal was to promote a safe, 
IDLU�DQG�HTXLWDEOH�PDUNHWSODFH�E\�HQVXULQJ�RQO\�&DOLIRUQLD�UHJLVWHUHG�SURGXFWV�DUH� 
sold in the state and that fees levied on pesticides are paid on all sales. The legisla-
WLRQ��&KDSWHU������6WDWXWHV�RI�������$%�������H[SDQGHG�EURNHU�OLFHQVLQJ�WR�HQFRP-
SDVV�DOO�WKRVH��RWKHU�WKDQ�UHJLVWUDQWV��ZKR�¿UVW�VHOO�RU�GLVWULEXWH�DQ\�SHVWLFLGHV�LQWR�RU� 
within California, whether agricultural or nonagricultural products. Previously, the 
law required that only sellers of agricultural pesticides be licensed with DPR. 

Lab equipment at the CDFA 
Center for Analytical Chemistry 

in Sacramento. 
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