E-mails Anonymous

Email message:

I have critical concerns about the proposed NOI public system.

I believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees,
and the public. But I also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide
regulatory system in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural
Commissioner’s office throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that
respective county on any given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident
in this system too.

I agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county
number, application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of
application, acres applied, or exact location. Farmers and applicators who would be subject to
notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-specific information could be found by
activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could encourage significant appeals of
NOlIs, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot scientifically validate what
health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is no difference in health
impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of identifying site of
application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though
there is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be
found. We also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the
Agricultural Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all
stakeholder groups.



CDPR dpr23003

From: Michelle Pedretti <Michelle.Pedretti.699214407 @sendgrassroots.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 10:48 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Michelle Pedretti - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from michelle.pedretti.699214407 @sendgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Michelle and | am a grower from El Nido, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Joshua Parolini <Joshua.Parolini.699557856 @yourconstituent.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 12:23 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Josh parolini - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from joshua.parolini.699557856@yourconstituent.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Josh and | am a grower from Hanford ca, kings county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Steve Bickley <Steve.Bickley.699359195@yourconstituent.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 3:02 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted Materials

You don't often get email from steve.bickley.699359195@yourconstituent.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Steve and | am a grower from Corning Ca. in Tehama County and | have critical concerns
about the proposed NOI public system.

I believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.

16



CDPR dpr23003

From: Leanne Mord <Leanne.Mord.699034352@advocatesmessage.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 3:19 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Leanne Mord - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from leanne.mord.699034352@advocatesmessage.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Leanne and | am a grower from Artois, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Shaun Crook <Shaun.Crook.699031304@advocacymessages.com>

Sent: Friday, August 2, 2024 5:47 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Shaun Crook - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from shaun.crook.699031304@advocacymessages.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Shaun Crook and | am a grower from Sonora, CA in Tuolumne County and | have critical
concerns about the proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.



CDPR dpr23003

From: Donald Blickenstaff <Donald.Blickenstaff.699366003@grsdelivery.com>

Sent: Friday, August 2, 2024 8:11 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Donald Blickenstaff - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of

Restricted Materials

You don't often get email from donald.blickenstaff.699366003@grsdelivery.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Donald and | am a grower from Janesville, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.



CDPR dpr23003

From: Jazmine Gulart <Jazmine.Gulart.699120142@advocatefor.me>

Sent: Friday, August 2, 2024 8:01 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Jazmine Gulart - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from jazmine.gulart.699120142@advocatefor.me. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Jazmine and | am a grower from Salinas, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.



CDPR dpr23003

From: Erich Hagen <Erich.Hagen.699094195@advocacymessages.com>

Sent: Friday, August 2, 2024 7:52 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Erich Hagen - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from erich.hagen.699094195@advocacymessages.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Erich and | am a grower from Fallbrook, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.



CDPR dpr23003

From: J White <J.White.699036571@advocacymessages.com>

Sent: Friday, August 2, 2024 6:54 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: J White - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted Materials

You don't often get email from j.white.699036571@advocacymessages.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is J and | am a grower from Shandon, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

I believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.



CDPR dpr23003

From: Peter Elgorriaga <Peter.Elgorriaga.712963221@advocacymessages.com>

Sent: Friday, August 2, 2024 6:31 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Peter Elgorriaga - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from peter.elgorriaga.712963221@advocacymessages.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Peter and | am a grower from Firebaugh, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.



CDPR dpr23003

From: Dan Drumonde <Dan.Drumonde.712963049@foradvocacy.com>

Sent: Friday, August 2, 2024 6:17 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Dan Drumonde - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from dan.drumonde.712963049 @foradvocacy.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

Dan Drumonde grower

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But | also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.



CDPR dpr23003

From: Alida Veenhoven <Alida.Veenhoven.712962936@grsdelivery.com>

Sent: Friday, August 2, 2024 6:09 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted Materials

You don't often get email from alida.veenhoven.712962936@grsdelivery.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Alida Veenhoven and | am a grower from Bakersfield, CA, Kern county and | have critical
concerns about the proposed NOI public system.

I believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.



CDPR dpr23003

From: George Tudor <George.Tudor.699121358@foradvocacy.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 9:18 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: George Tudor - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from george.tudor.699121358@foradvocacy.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is George and | am a grower from Mecca, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.



CDPR dpr23003

From: Jason Erickson <Jason.Erickson.699120120@advocacymessages.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 6:30 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Jason Erickson - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from jason.erickson.699120120@advocacymessages.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Jason and | am a grower from Madera, California and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.

10



CDPR dpr23003

From: Gregory Overton <Gregory.Overton.699024635@forgrassroots.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 6:24 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Gregory Overton - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from gregory.overton.699024635@forgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Gregory and | am a grower from Orland, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.

11



CDPR dpr23003

From: Carolyn Mariscotti <Carolyn.Mariscotti.699536462@advocatesmessage.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 6:00 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: @first_Carolyn @last_Markscotti DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use

of Restricted Materials

You don't often get email from carolyn.mariscotti.699536462@advocatesmessage.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name il am a grower from and_state county and | have critical concerns about the proposed NOI
public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Pam Sheppard <Pam.Sheppard.712818406@p2a.co>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 4:49 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Pam Sheppard - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from pam.sheppard.712818406@p2a.co. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Pam Sheppard and | am a grower from Biggs in Butte County and | have critical concerns
about the proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Maddie Cook <Maddie.Cook.699081474@advocatefor.me>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 3:29 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Maddie Cook - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from maddie.cook.699081474@advocatefor.me. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Maddie and | am a grower from Fresno, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Patrick Molnar <Patrick.Molnar.699074783@advocatefor.me>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 2:58 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Patrick Molnar - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from patrick. molnar.699074783@advocatefor.me. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Patrick and | am a grower from Cayucos, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Tom Dowd <Tom.Dowd.699029275@sendgrassroots.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 2:43 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted Materials

You don't often get email from tom.dowd.699029275@sendgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Tom Dowd and | am a grower from Durham, CA and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

I believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Guy Keilman <Guy.Keilman.699331170@yourconstituent.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 2:42 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Guy Keilman - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from guy.keilman.699331170@yourconstituent.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Guy and | am a grower from Napa, CA county and | have critical concerns about the proposed
NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Daniel De Wees <Daniel.DeWees.699027809@yourconstituent.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 1:50 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: @fDaniel De Wees - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from daniel.dewees.699027809@yourconstituent.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Daniel and | am a grower from Merced, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Thomas Coleman <Thomas.Coleman.699037550@advocatefor.me>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 1:25 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Thomas Coleman - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from thomas.coleman.699037550@advocatefor.me. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Thomas and | am a grower from Fresno, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Tanner Torrano <Tanner.Torrano.699563228 @p2a.co>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 1:19 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Tanner Torrano - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from tanner.torrano.699563228@p2a.co. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Tanner and | am a grower from madera county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Margit Sands <Margit.Sands.712810215@yourconstituent.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 12:52 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted Materials

You don't often get email from margit.sands.712810215@yourconstituent.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Margit Sands and | am a grower from Gridley, CA, Butte Co. and | have critical concerns
about the proposed NOI public system.

I believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Debra Lundberg <Debra.Lundberg.712810011@foradvocacy.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 12:47 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Debra Lundberg - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from debra.lundberg.712810011@foradvocacy.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Debra Lundberg and | am a grower from Richvale California and | have critical concerns
about the proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.

24



CDPR dpr23003

From: Ernest Reichmuth <Ernest.Reichmuth.699023462@sendgrassroots.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 12:31 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Ernest Reichmuth | DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from ernest.reichmuth.699023462 @sendgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Ernest Reichmuth and | am a PCA from Madera, and work in Madera County and | have
critical concerns about the proposed NOI public system.

I believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Jennifer Billalba <Jennifer.Billalba.699239770@p2a.co>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 12:30 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted Materials

You don't often get email from jennifer.billalba.699239770@p2a.co. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Jennifer Billable and | am a harvester from Madera county and | have critical concerns about
the proposed NOI public system.

I believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Chris Wichman <Chris.Wichman.712808448@foradvocacy.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 12:15 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Chris Wichman - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from chris.wichman.712808448@foradvocacy.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Chris and | am a grower from Fresno California and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Anne Deniz <Anne.Deniz.712808131@advocacymessages.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 12:03 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Anne Deniz - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from anne.deniz.712808131@advocacymessages.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Anne and | am from a family of growers and a supporter of many growers from Madera
County and | have critical concerns about the proposed NOI public system.

I believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Bret Leishman <Bret.Leishman.699160210@foradvocacy.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 11:49 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Bret Leishman - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from bret.leishman.699160210@foradvocacy.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Bret and | am a grower from Woodland, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Glenda Jameson <Glenda.Jameson.699389022@advocacymessages.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 11:47 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Glenda Jameson - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from glenda.jameson.699389022 @advocacymessages.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Glenda and | am a grower from Turlock, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Lisa Scherer <Lisa.Scherer.699450233@advocacymessages.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 11:34 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Lisa Scherer - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from lisa.scherer.699450233@advocacymessages.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Lisa and | am a grower from Napa, CA county and | have critical concerns about the proposed
NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Maria Espino <Maria.Espino.712807334@grsdelivery.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 11:29 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Maria Eapino- DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from maria.espino.712807334@grsdelivery.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

Read last paragraph

My name is Maria Espino and | am a grower from Gridley, Butte county, CA., and | have critical concerns
about the proposed NOI public system.

I believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.

Stop making city decisions for rural areas. With the complete disconnect from food to table by citizens it
is stressing out the farm community because it needs to be farmers making decisions not based on fear.
We have been farming for generations. No one is more concerned about land and use of chemicals more

than us!

Maria Espino
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Theo De Haan <Theo.DeHaan.699027319@advocatesmessage.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 11:28 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Theo De Haan - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from theo.dehaan.699027319@advocatesmessage.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Theo and | am a grower from Hanford, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Steve Prentice <Steve.Prentice.712807323@p2a.co>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 11:28 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Steve Prentice - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from steve.prentice.712807323@p2a.co. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Steve Prentice and | am a grower from the Chico area in Butte County California and | have
critical concerns about the proposed NOI public system.

I believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Warren Tufts <Warren.Tufts.699019581@advocacymessages.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 11:27 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Warren Tufts - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from warren.tufts.699019581@advocacymessages.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Warren and | am a grower from Winters, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Graf Robert <Graf.Robert.699447113@yourconstituent.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 11:13 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Graf Robert - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from graf.robert.699447113@yourconstituent.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Graf and | am a grower from Rancho Murieta, CA county and | have critical concerns about
the proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Kathy Avinelis <Kathy.Avinelis.699160312@forgrassroots.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 10:48 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Kathy Avinelis - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from kathy.avinelis.699160312@forgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Kathy and | am a grower from Kerman, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: John Schallberger <John.Schallberger.699196176@forgrassroots.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 10:44 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: John Schallberger - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from john.schallberger.699196176@forgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is John and | am a grower from Stockton, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: David Lantis <David.Lantis.699212223@advocatefor.me>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 10:11 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: David Lantis - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from david.lantis.699212223@advocatefor.me. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is David and | am a grower from Fresno, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Corey Henderson <Corey.Henderson.712805695@sendgrassroots.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 10:11 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Corey Henderson - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from corey.henderson.712805695@sendgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Corey and | am a grower from Butte County and | have critical concerns about the proposed
NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: James Strong <James.Strong.699457263@yourconstituent.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 10:06 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: James Strong - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from james.strong.699457263@yourconstituent.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is James Strong and | am a grower from Chico in Butte County and | have critical concerns
about the proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Susan Vanella <Susan.Vanella.712805310@grsdelivery.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 9:48 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Susan Vanella - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from susan.vanella.712805310@grsdelivery.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Susan and | am a grower from Chico, Butte County, CA and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Dirk Van Konynenburg <Dirk.VanKonynenburg.699360063 @foradvocacy.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 9:40 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Dirk Van Konynenburg - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of

Restricted Materials

You don't often get email from dirk.vankonynenburg.699360063 @foradvocacy.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Dirk and | am a grower from Hughson, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Joseph Dutra <Joseph.Dutra.699658164@foradvocacy.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 9:35 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Joseph Dutra - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from joseph.dutra.699658164@foradvocacy.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Joseph and | am a grower from Brentwood, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Larry Bradley <Larry.Bradley.699024500@forgrassroots.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 9:28 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Larry Bradley - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from larry.bradley.699024500@forgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Larry and | am a grower from Durham, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Justin Leishman <Justin.Leishman.699020686@p2a.co>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 9:22 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Justin Leishman - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from justin.leishman.699020686@p2a.co. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Justin and | am a grower from Gridley, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Nick Bertagna <Nick.Bertagna.699234423 @foradvocacy.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 9:18 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Nick Bertagna - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from nick.bertagna.699234423@foradvocacy.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Nick and | am a grower from Chico, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Daniel Babshoff <Daniel.Babshoff.699162154@grsdelivery.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 9:18 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Daniel Babshoff - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from daniel.babshoff.699162154@grsdelivery.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Daniel and | am a grower from Kerman, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Christine Caprelian <Christine.Caprelian.699594225@advocatefor.me>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 9:05 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Christine Caprelian - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from christine.caprelian.699594225@advocatefor.me. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Christine and | am a grower from Sanger, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Charles Voss <Charles.Voss.699040668 @forgrassroots.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 9:02 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Charles Voss - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from charles.voss.699040668@forgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Charles and | am a grower from Turlock, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Bill Munk <Bill.Munk.699163224@p2a.co>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 9:01 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Bill Munk - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from bill.munk.699163224@p2a.co. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Bill and | am a grower from Napa, CA county and | have critical concerns about the proposed
NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Rick Baglione <Rick.Baglione.699232465@sendgrassroots.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 8:56 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Rick Baglione - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from rick.baglione.699232465@sendgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Rick and | am a grower from Escalon, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Michele McManus <Michele.McManus.699023359@advocacymessages.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 8:54 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Michele McManus - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from michele.mcmanus.699023359@advocacymessages.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Michele and | am a grower from Shafter, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Carol Scheiber <Carol.Scheiber.699085434@sendgrassroots.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 8:45 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Carol Scheiber - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from carol.scheiber.699085434@sendgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Carol and | am a grower from Lincoln, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Tom Orvis <Tom.Orvis.699024145@p2a.co>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 8:41 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Tom Orvis - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from tom.orvis.699024145@p2a.co. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Tom and | am a grower from Oakdale, CA in Stanislaus County and | have critical concerns
about the proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.

57



CDPR dpr23003

From: Frank Van Der Linden <Frank.VanDerLinden.699161610@grsdelivery.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 8:40 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted Materials

You don't often get email from frank.vanderlinden.699161610@grsdelivery.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Frank and | am a grower from Holtville, California in Imperil County and | have critical
concerns about the proposed NOI public system.

I believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Roseanna Silva <Roseanna.Silva.699032817 @forgrassroots.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 8:28 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Roseanna Silva - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from roseanna.silva.699032817 @forgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Roseanna and | am a grower from Tracy, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Renee Avilla <Renee.Avilla.699023188@sendgrassroots.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 8:22 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Renee Avilla - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from renee.avilla.699023188@sendgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Renee and my family grows walnuts in Modesto (Stanislaus County). | have critical concerns
about the proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Heather DeBerry <Heather.DeBerry.699160562@foradvocacy.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 8:12 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Heather DeBerry - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from heather.deberry.699160562 @foradvocacy.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Heather and | am a grower from Lower Lake, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.

61



CDPR dpr23003

From: Roger Staben <Roger.Staben.699309252@forgrassroots.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 8:06 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Roger Staben - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from roger.staben.699309252@forgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Roger and | am a grower from Camarillo, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Darin Poston <Darin.Poston.699160982@advocatefor.me>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 8:02 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Darin Poston - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from darin.poston.699160982@advocatefor.me. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Darin and | am a grower from Tulare, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Cindy Bartle <Cindy.Bartle.699161324@advocacymessages.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 7:50 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Cindy Bartle - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from cindy.bartle.699161324@advocacymessages.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Cindy and | am a grower from Lakewood, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: James Pearson <James.Pearson.699301766@p2a.co>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 6:42 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted Materials

You don't often get email from james.pearson.699301766@p?2a.co. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is James. | am a grower from Yuba County, CA and | have critical concerns about the proposed
NOI public system.

I believe in investing in safer pesticide products and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, county number, application date
range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application, acres applied, or
exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: MaryVictoria Taylor <MaryVictoria.Taylor.699595351@grsdelivery.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 6:39 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: MaryVictoria Taylor - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of

Restricted Materials

You don't often get email from maryvictoria.taylor.699595351@grsdelivery.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is MaryVictoria and | am a grower from Trabuco Canyon, CA county and | have critical concerns
about the proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Louie Bandoni <Louie.Bandoni.699030052@forgrassroots.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 6:27 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Louie Bandoni - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from louie.bandoni.699030052@forgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Louie and | am a grower from Merced, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Dayna Ghirardelli <Dayna.Ghirardelli.699220154@yourconstituent.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 6:23 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Dayna Ghirardelli - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from dayna.ghirardelli.699220154@yourconstituent.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Dayna and | am a grower from Petaluma, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Jeff Moresco <Jeff.Moresco.699021847@p2a.co>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 6:03 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Jeff Moresco - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from jeff.moresco.699021847@p2a.co. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Jeff and | am a grower from Colusa, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Ken Mitchell <Ken.Mitchell.699028309@advocatesmessage.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 5:32 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Ken Mitchell - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from ken.mitchell.699028309@advocatesmessage.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Ken and | am a 5th generation grower from Elk Grove, CA county and | have critical concerns
about the proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Edwin Woods <Edwin.Woo0ds.699340785@sendgrassroots.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 4:35 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Edwin Woods - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from edwin.woods.699340785@sendgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Edwin and | am a grower from Santa Maria, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Lance Gunlund <Lance.Gunlund.699034513@p2a.co>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 4:11 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Lance Gunlund - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from lance.gunlund.699034513@p2a.co. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Lance and | am a grower from Kingsburg, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: John Monroe <John.Monroe.699027581@yourconstituent.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 1, 2024 2:04 AM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted Materials

You don't often get email from john.monroe.699027581@yourconstituent.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is John and | am a grower from Cupertino, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

I believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Katie Squire <Katie.Squire.699198189@advocatefor.me>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 10:53 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Katie Squire - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from katie.squire.699198189@advocatefor.me. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Katie and | am a grower from Coalinga, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Patrick Prudhel <Patrick.Prudhel.699038835@advocatefor.me>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 10:43 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Patrick Prudhel - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from patrick.prudhel.699038835@advocatefor.me. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Patrick and | am a grower from Lodi, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: John Bognuda <John.Bognuda.699394622@grsdelivery.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 9:51 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: John Bognuda - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from john.bognuda.699394622 @grsdelivery.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is John and | am a grower from Santa Maria, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Miranda Driver <Miranda.Driver.699026864@yourconstituent.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 9:48 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Miranda Driver - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from miranda.driver.699026864@yourconstituent.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Miranda and | am a grower from Woodland, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Dominic Assali <Dominic.Assali.712572319@p2a.co>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 9:31 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Dominic Assali - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from dominic.assali.712572319@p2a.co. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Dominic Assali and | am a grower from the town of ceres in Stanislaus county and | have
critical concerns about the proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Pat Burns <Pat.Burns.699073862@foradvocacy.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 9:31 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Pat Burns - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from pat.burns.699073862@foradvocacy.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Pat and | am a grower from Healdsburg, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Gerald Schwartz <Gerald.Schwartz.699022779@grsdelivery.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 9:22 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Gerald Schwartz - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from gerald.schwartz.699022779@grsdelivery.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Gerald and | am a grower from Herald, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Valenti Aggio <Valenti.Aggio.699076171@foradvocacy.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 9:17 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Valenti Aggio - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from valenti.aggio.699076171@foradvocacy.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Valenti and | am a grower from Santa Rosa, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Robert Norene <Robert.Norene.699370771@advocatesmessage.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 9:11 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Robert Norene - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from robert.norene.699370771@advocatesmessage.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Robert and | am a grower from Woodland, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Alice Abatti <Alice.Abatti.699038880@p2a.co>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 9:05 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Alice Abatti - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from alice.abatti.699038880@p2a.co. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Alice and | am a grower from Imperial, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Daniel Clendenin <Daniel.Clendenin.699024430@sendgrassroots.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 9:02 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Daniel Clendenin - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from daniel.clendenin.699024430@sendgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Daniel and | am a grower from Merced, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Philip Wilson <Philip.Wilson.699121121@sendgrassroots.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 8:50 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Philip Wilson - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from philip.wilson.699121121@sendgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Philip and | am a grower from Chico, CA, Butte County and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: John Mulrooney <John.Mulrooney.699347190@advocatefor.me>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 8:50 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: John Mulrooney - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from john.mulrooney.699347190@advocatefor.me. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is John and | am a grower from Herald, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.

86



CDPR dpr23003

From: Randy Buckley <Randy.Buckley.699307900@advocatesmessage.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 8:50 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Randy Buckley - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from randy.buckley.699307900@advocatesmessage.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Randy and | am a grower from Modesto, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Kenneth Warren <Kenneth.Warren.699408285@advocatefor.me>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 8:44 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Kenneth Warren - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from kenneth.warren.699408285@advocatefor.me. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Kenneth and | am a grower from Cayucos, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Hagata Ranch Hagata <HagataRanch.Hagata.699481855@yourconstituent.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 8:43 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Hagata Ranch Hagata - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of

Restricted Materials

You don't often get email from hagataranch.hagata.699481855@yourconstituent.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Hagata Ranch and | am a grower from Susanville, CA county and | have critical concerns
about the proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Dhruv Khanna <Dhruv.Khanna.699037286@grassrootsmessage.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 8:30 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Dhruv Khanna - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from dhruv.khanna.699037286@grassrootsmessage.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Dhruv and | am a grower from Palo Alto, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Mike Vereschagin <Mike.Vereschagin.699023941@grsdelivery.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 8:29 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Mike Vereschagin - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from mike.vereschagin.699023941@grsdelivery.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Mike and | am a grower from Orland, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Jessica Helm <Jessica.Helm.699208911@advocatesmessage.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 8:23 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Jessica Helm - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from jessica.helm.699208911@advocatesmessage.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Jessica and | am a grower from Exeter, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Michael Lowry <Michael.Lowry.699231442@p2a.co>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 8:20 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Michael Lowry - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from michael.lowry.699231442@p2a.co. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Michael and | am a grower from Mountain Ranch, CA county and | have critical concerns
about the proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: J Leavelle <J.Leavelle.699168708@advocatefor.me>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 8:09 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: J Leavelle - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from j.leavelle.699168708@advocatefor.me. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name isJ and | am a grower from Selma, CA county and | have critical concerns about the proposed
NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Albert Batteate <Albert.Batteate.699537474@grsdelivery.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 8:06 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Albert Batteate - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from albert.batteate.699537474@grsdelivery.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Albert and | am a grower from Livermore, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Bruce Oosterkamp <Bruce.Oosterkamp.699372820@advocatefor.me>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 8:00 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Bruce Oosterkamp - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from bruce.oosterkamp.699372820@advocatefor.me. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Bruce and | am a grower from Ripon, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Richard Swanson <Richard.Swanson.699417151@grsdelivery.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 7:58 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Richard Swanson - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from richard.swanson.699417151@grsdelivery.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Richard and | am a grower from Delhi, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Richard Nimphius <Richard.Nimphius.699320315@advocatefor.me>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 7:57 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Richard Nimphius - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from richard.nimphius.699320315@advocatefor.me. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Richard and | am a grower from Oakdale, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Carolyn Connelly <Carolyn.Connelly.699371351@grassrootsmessage.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 7:57 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Carolyn Connelly - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from carolyn.connelly.699371351@grassrootsmessage.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Carolyn and | am a grower from Esparto, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.

99



CDPR dpr23003

From: Hermesh Sangha <Hermesh.Sangha.699225159@advocatesmessage.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 7:53 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Hermesh Sangha - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from hermesh.sangha.699225159@advocatesmessage.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Hermesh and | am a grower from Del Rey, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Montalvo Family Farm LLC Montalvo <MontalvoFamilyFarmLLC.Montalvo.699449057
@sendgrassroots.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 7:52 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Montalvo Family Farm LLC Montalvo - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of

Agricultural Use of Restricted Materials

You don't often get email from montalvofamilyfarmllc.montalvo.699449057 @sendgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Montalvo Family Farm LLC and | am a grower from Cambria, CA county and | have critical
concerns about the proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Evan Harrison <Evan.Harrison.699166227 @yourconstituent.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 7:42 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Evan Harrison - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from evan.harrison.699166227@yourconstituent.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Evan and | am a grower from Gustine, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Ernie Boesch <Ernie.Boesch.699290650@p2a.co>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 7:33 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Ernie Boesch - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from ernie.boesch.699290650@p2a.co. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Ernie and | am a grower from Winton, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Bill Diedrich <Bill.Diedrich.699160777 @grsdelivery.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 7:31 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Bill Diedrich - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from bill.diedrich.699160777 @grsdelivery.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Bill Diedrich and | am a grower from Fresno, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: John Ferreira <John.Ferreira.699023996 @advocatesmessage.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 7:31 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: John Ferreira - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from john.ferreira.699023996@advocatesmessage.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is John and | am a grower from Stockton, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Juan Quintero <Juan.Quintero.699042604@p2a.co>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 7:29 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Juan Quintero - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from juan.quintero.699042604@p2a.co. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Juan and | am a grower from Salinas, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Kathy Schmall <Kathy.Schmall.699070471@advocatesmessage.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 7:27 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Kathy Schmall - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from kathy.schmall.699070471@advocatesmessage.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Kathy and | am a grower from Fresno, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Tom Moretti <Tom.Moretti.699316126@forgrassroots.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 7:19 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Tom Moretti - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from tom.moretti.699316126@forgrassroots.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Tom and | am a grower from Napa, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Darshan Basraon <Darshan.Basraon.699167375@grassrootsmessage.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 7:15 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Darshan Basraon - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from darshan.basraon.699167375@grassrootsmessage.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Darshan and | am a grower from Clovis, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but should not include, method of application,
acres applied, or exact location.

Farmers and applicators who would be subject to notification are reasonably concerned that applicator-
specific information could be found by activists to motivate protest events, on-farm trespass, and could
encourage significant appeals of NOls, leading to possible crop loss, and pest outbreaks. If DPR cannot
scientifically validate what health protective behavior should result following notification, and if there is
no difference in health impacts between an immediate neighbor and one mile away, then the risk of
identifying site of application is too great.

Therefore, we encourage the regulations not specify acreage covered as we do believe that though there
is no inclusion of address, in rural areas specifically, applicator specific information can be found. We
also encourage the Department to consider the complications that may arise for the Agricultural
Commissioner's Office, who will be responsible for dealing with concerns from all stakeholder groups.
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CDPR dpr23003

From: Shirley Auza <Shirley.Auza.699117078@advocatesmessage.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2024 7:14 PM

To: CDPR dpr23003

Subject: Shirley Auza - DPR 23-003 Statewide Notification of Agricultural Use of Restricted
Materials

You don't often get email from shirley.auza.699117078 @advocatesmessage.com. Learn why this is important

EXTERNAL:

My name is Shirley and | am a grower from Brawley, CA county and | have critical concerns about the
proposed NOI public system.

| believe in investing in safer pesticide products, and practices to safeguard growers, employees, and the
public. But |l also believe that California currently has the most transparent pesticide regulatory system
in the world. Currently, the public can inquire at any California Agricultural Commissioner’s office
throughout California when a restricted use material will be applied in that respective county on any
given day. The State and therefore the Department should feel confident in this system too.

| agree that it is very reasonable for notification to include active ingredients, permit and county number,
application date range, and relevant label information but shoul