California Department of Pesticide Regulation
1001 I Street (P.O. Box 4015)
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Director Morrison,
My name is [insert name], and I am a citrus grower with [insert ranch/company name] in [insert town/area]. Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the California Department of Pesticide Regulation’s proposed pesticide enforcement response regulations. As a grower, I understand the importance of complying with pesticide laws and regulations. Violations that result in significant harm to people, the environment, or demonstrate blatant disregard for the law should be addressed appropriately. However, I am concerned that the proposed regulations would impose mandatory penalties and enforcement measures without sufficient evidence that the current system is failing or that such significant changes are necessary.
California growers operate under one of the most comprehensive and highly regulated agricultural systems in the nation. We invest substantial time, resources, and training to ensure compliance with pesticide regulations and protect workers, communities, and the environment. DPR can review County Agricultural Commissioners’ (CAC) decisions, issue interpretive guidance, and pursue enforcement action when county-level responses are inadequate. Before implementing additional requirements, DPR should demonstrate why the agency's existing enforcement tools are insufficient. 
The current system allows CACs to evaluate individual circumstances, determine the severity of a violation, and consider corrective actions taken by the grower. This flexibility encourages transparency and accountability, such as self-reporting, while still allowing meaningful enforcement when warranted. I am particularly concerned that growers operating in good faith would face mandatory penalties, no matter the circumstance and despite their best efforts to meet the requirements of the law and work collaboratively with CACs and DPR. 
CACs have experience working with growers and investigating pesticide-related incidents. They understand local agricultural practices, environmental conditions, and the realities of crop production in their counties. Limiting their discretion and shifting to a more rigid, one-size-fits-all enforcement framework could result in penalties that do not accurately reflect the facts of a particular case.
While instances of negligence should be addressed, enforcement actions should distinguish between intentional misconduct and unintentional errors made despite good-faith efforts to comply. DPR should consider mitigating factors, including prompt self-reporting, cooperation, corrective actions to prevent recurrence, and whether any actual harm occurred. Penalties should be proportional to the severity of the violation and based on demonstrated negligence, willful misconduct, or measurable harm.
In closing, I believe DPR has not provided sufficient justification for these proposed changes. If adopted as written, the regulations could create significant financial and operational burdens for growers. I respectfully urge DPR to reconsider these proposals. Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
[Insert Name]
