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SUBMITTAL TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS '
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 'boq%

FROM: TLMA — Planning Department SUBMITTAL DATE:
- ‘ ‘ ' December 26, 2012

SUBJECT: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 01117 — EA42432 — Applicant: Clark Van
Wick — Engineer/Representative: Mike Naggar — Third/Third Supervisorial District — The
proposal is to the entire Citrus Vineyard Rural Policy Area which features several zoning and
General Plan Land Use Designations - REQUEST: The project proposes a Policy/Entitiement
Amendment General Plan text change to add a policy to the Southwest Area Plan (SWAP);
specifically the Citrus/ Vineyard Policy Area, that would allow religious institutions and ancillary
elementary schools to operate in the Citrus Vineyard Policy Area.

RECOMMENDED MOTION:

The Planning Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors adopt an order initiating the
above referenced general plan amendment based on the attached report. The initiation of
proceedings by the Board of Supervisors for the amendment of the General Plan, or any
element thereof, shall not imply any such amendment will be approved.

BACKGROUND:

The initiation of proceedings for any General Plan Amendment (GPA) requires the adoption of
an order by the Board of Supervisors. The Planning Director is required to prepare a report and
recommendation on every GPA application and submit it to the Board of Supervisors. Prior to
the submittal to the Board, comments on the application are requested from the Planning
Commission, and the Planning Commission comments are included in the report to the Board
(see attached Report and Recommendations to the Board of Supervisors.)

Uanduy) hyno S

Carolyn Syrhs Lund|
Planning Director

CSL:ms - (CONTINUED ON ATTACHED PAGE)

MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

On motion of Supervisor Stone, seconded by Supervisor Ashley and duly carried, IT

WAS ORDERED that the above matter is approved as recommended.

Ayes: Jeffries, Stone, Benoit, and 'Ashley

Nays: None ‘ Kecia Harper-lhem
Absent: Tavaglione Cle the

Date: January 29, 2013 By;

XC: Planning, Applicant eputy

) e
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The Honorable Board of Supervisors
RE: General Plan Amendment No. 1117
Page 2 of 2

The Board will either approve or disapprove the initiation of proceedings for the GPA requested
in the application. The consideration of the initiation of proceedings by the Planning
Commission and the Board of Supervisors pursuant to this application does not require a
noticed public hearing. However, the applicant was notified by mail of the time, date and place

when the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors would consider this GPA initiation
request. :

If the Board of Supervisors adopts an order initiating proceedings pursuant to this application,
the proposed amendment will thereafter be processed, heard and decided in accordance with
all the procedures applicable to GPA applications, including noticed public hearings before the
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors. The adoption of an order initiating
proceedings does not imply that any amendment will be approved. If the Board of Supervisors

declines to adopt an order initiating proceedings, no further proceedings on this application will
occur.

The Board of Supervisors established the procedures for initiation of GPA applications with the

adoption of Ordinance No. 348.4573 (effective May 8, 2008), which amended Article |l of that
ordinance.



RIVERSIDE COUNTY i
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Qrolyn Syms Luna

Director ’bbq &

DATE: December 26, 2012
TO: Clerk of the Board of Superviso?s

FROM: Planning Department - Riverside Office

SUBJECT: General Plan Amendment No. 1117

(Charge your time to these case numbers)

The attached item(s) require the following action(s) by the Board of Supervisors:

[1  Place on Administrative Action weceie s Fie; con []  Set for Hearing (Legsstve acion Recuirec; ¢z, pa, s, spa)
[ILabels provided If Set For Hearing ] Publish in Newspaper:
[]10Day [J20Day []30 day **SELECT Advertisement**
L[] Place on Consent Calendar [] *SELECT CEQA Determination**
[]  Place on Policy Calendar pesotuons ornances; PNC) []10Day []20Day . [] 30day
X] Place on Section Initiation Proceeding (crr) Notify Property OWners (appiagenciesiproperty owner tabsis provided)

Controversial: [ ] YES NO

No AD Required

Riverside Office + 4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor Desert Office - 38686 El Cerrito Road

‘ P.O. Box 1409, Riverside, California 92502-1409 Palm Desert, California 92211
. (951) 955-3200 - Fax (951) 955-1811 (760) 863-8277 - Fax (760) 863-7555

“Planning Our Future... Preserving Our Past”
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PLANNING COMMISSION
, MINUTE ORDER
' DECEMBER 19, 2012

BIYYRSIRE SOMNTY
PLANNING DEPARTMENRT

. L. AGENDA ITEM 2.1: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 01117 - EA42432 — Applicant:  Clark
Van Wick ~ Engineer/Representative: Mike Naggar — Third/Third Supervisorial District ~ Rancho
California Zoning Area- Southwest Area Plan: Agriculture: Agriculture — Location: The Citrus
Vineyard Rural Policy Area Is generally located easterly of Temecula, southerly of French Valley and
westerly of Sage. (Legislative)

II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
The project proposes a new Policy/Entitlement Amendment General Plan text change regarding
religious institutions and ancillary elementary schools in the Citrus Vineyard Policy Area.

III. MEETING SUMMARY:
The following staff presented the subject proposal:
Project PIanne_r, Matt Straite at (951) 955-8631 or email mstraite@rctima.or

The following spoke in favor of the proposed project.
» Mike Naggar, 445 D. Street, Perris 92570 (951) 551-7730
e Malissa McKeith
s Robert Tyler
e Maya Grasse

. The following donated their time to the above in favor of the proposed project.
e Sam Alhadeff
e Taige Ronan
e Sam Waliton

The following spoke in opposition to the proposed project.
* Phil Baily, 36150 Pauba Road, Temecula 92592 phil@bailywinery.com
* Ray Falkner, Falkner Winery

No one spoke in a neutral position to the proposed project.

IV. PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION:
Staff collected comments for the Board of Supervisors.

CD: The entire discussion of this agenda item can be found on CD. For a copy of the CD, please contact Mary
Stark, TLMA Commission Secretary, at (951) 955-7436 or email at mcstark@rctima.org. ‘

Page 5 of 13
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Agenda item No.: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 1117

Area Plan: Southwestz ’.‘1 (Entitlement/Policy Amendment)
Zoning Area: Rancho California Applicant: Clark Van Wick
Supervisorial District: Third/Third Engineer/Representative: Mike Naggar

Project Planner: Matt Straite
Planning Commission: December 19, 2012

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE PLANNING DEPARTMENT
- STAFF REPORT

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION:

General Plan Amendment No. 1117 proposes a text change amendment to the Riverside County
General Plan Southwest Area Plan to add a new policy regarding religious institutions and ancillary
schools in the Citrus Vineyard Policy Area. :

The applicant is proposing to add schools and churches to the Citrus Vineyard Zone (CV), in support of
a proposed Plot Pan for an expansion of the existing Calvary Church. The applicant is proposing this
General Plan text addition to make the Change of Zone and Plot Plan more clearly consistent with the
General Plan. lt is important to note, however, that it is unclear whether this general plan amendment is
needed. It is in an abundance of caution the applicant has decided to submit this application to the
County.

The proposed Amendment is located in the Southwest Area Plan; more specifically, the established
Citrus Vineyard Rural Policy Area is generally located easterly of Temecula, southerly of French Valley
and westerly of Sage.

C ND:

.The initiation of proceedings for any General Plan Amendment (GPA), text change included, requires

- the adoption of an order by the Board of Supervisors. The Planning Director is required to prepare a

report and recommendation on all GPA applications and submit them to the Board of Supervisors. Prior

to the submital to the Board, comments on the applications will be requested from the Planning

Commission, and the Planning Commission comments will be included in the report to the Board. The

Board will either approve or disapprove the initiation of the proceedings for the GPA requested in the
applications.

The consideration of the initiation of proceedings pursuant to this application by the Planning
Commission and the Board of Supervisors will not involve a noticed public hearing. The Planning
Department, however, did notify the applicant of the time, date and place when the Planning
Commission will consider this GPA initiation request.

If the Board of Supervisors adopts an order initiating proceedings pursuant to this application, the
proposed amendment will thereafter be processed, heard and decided in accordance with all the
procedures applicable to GPA applications, including noticed public hearings before the Planning

Commission and Board of Supervisors. The adoption of an order initiating proceedings does not imply
that any amendment will be approved.

The Board of Supervisors established the procedures for initiation of GPA applications with the adoption
of Ordinance No. 348.4573 (effective May 8, 2008), which amended Article Il of that ordinance. This
particular GPA application is an Entitlement/Policy Amendment GPA, under Section 2.4.

"



GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 1117
Planning Commission Staff Report: December 19, 2012
Page 2 of 6

GENERAL PLAN ADMINISTRATIVE ELEMENT FINDINGS:
o= TLAN AVNINISINATIVE ELEMENT FINDINGS:

In order to support the initiation of a proposed General Plan Amendment it must be established that the
proposal could possibly satisfy certain required findings subject to the development review process and
final CEQA determination. The Administration Element of the General Plan explains that there are four
categories of amendments, Technicl, Entitlement/Policy, Foundation, and Agriculture. Each category
has distinct required findings that must be made by the Board of Supervisors at a noticed public hearing.

General Plan Amendment No. 1117 falls into the Entitlement/Policy category, because it is proposing a
new policy.

The Administration Element of the General Plan explains that two findings must be made, and at least
one of five additional findings must be made to justify an entittement/policy amendment. The two
findings are: :
a. The proposed change does not involve a change in or conflict with:

(1) The Riverside County Vision;

(2) Any General Plan Principle; or,

(3) Any Foundation Component designation in the General Plan.

b. The proposed amendment would either contribute to the achievement of the purposes of the
General Plan or, at a minimum, would not be detrimental to them.

The additional findings, only one of which need be made include:

c. Special circumstanées or conditions have emerged that were unanticipated in preparing the General
Plan. .

d. A change in policy is required to conform to changes in state or federal law or applicable findings of
a court of law.

e. An amendment is required to comply with an update of the Housing .Elernent or change in State
Housing Element law.

f. An amendment is required to expand basic employment job opportunities (jobs that contribute
directly to the County's economic base) and that would improve the ratio of jobs-to-workers in the
County.

g. An amendment is required to address changes in public ownership of land or land not under Board
of Supervisors' land use authority.

Consideration Analysis:

First and Second Required Finding: The applicant’s legal representative, Ms. Malissa Hathaway
McKeith of Lewis Brisbois Bisgaard & Smith LLP, in a letter dated October 30, 2012, submitted the
following justification for the first and second required findings:



GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 1117
Planning Commission Staff Report: December 19, 2012
Page 3 of 6

Calvary’s proposed GPA does not affect a foundational element and amounts to a textual
change in the Citrus/Vineyard ("C/V") Policy Area. The amendment would add language
permitting religious institutions and ancillary elementary school facilities by way of a new
Southwest Area Plan Policy within the C/V Policy Area. The proposed Policy would comport with
other C/V Policy Area policief as follows: o .

[New] SWAP 1.7: Allow for the integration of places of religious worship and ancillary
elementary school facilities on 20 acres or more provided that the facilities maintain the
rural, agricultural character of the area by conforming to planting and design
requirements not inconsistent with the goals of the Citrus/Vineyard Policy Area.

The proposed GPA further would not attempt to change the land designation of the project
parcel, which is currently designated as Agriculture. Indeed, the project would further the goals of
preserving the rural character of the area and adhering to the applicable planting requirements
since Calvary has long committed to plant at least 75 percent of the parce! if required.

Schools in agriculturally zoned areas, moreover, are not an anomaly. Notably, the language of
the Agricuiture zoning ordinances make it clear that schools and churches are compatible uses
depending upon the type of agriculture involved. Article Xl of the County’s zoning ordinance
sets forth permissible uses in the Light Agricultural (A-1) Zone. Section 13.1(b)(2) and (3)
expressly permit both churches and private schools in the A-1 zone subject to approval of a plot
plan pursuant to Section 18.30 of the zoning ordinance, Likewise, Article XIV defines permissible
uses in the Heavy Agriculture Zone (A-2), and these uses also expressly include churches and
private schools subject to plot plan approval. (Ord. 348b, Section 14.1(b)(3) and (7).)

While schools and churches are expressly permitted uses in the Light and Heavy Agricultural
zones, they are not expressly permitted in the Poultry or Dairy Agricultural zones, which
contemplate facilities for animal slaughtering and processing.2 The County appears to be
distinguishing between Light/Heavy Agriculture and Poultry/Dairy Agriculture in determining
where it is appropriate to aliow school and church use. Because the Citrus/Vineyard Policy Area
is essentially quasi agricultural and quasi tourist, it is more akin to the Light/Heavy Agriculture
zones. Both the Riverside County Vision and the Agriculture land use designation contemplate
churches and private schools in these areas. The Calvary Expansion also is in harmony with the
County’s Vision which, among other goals, seeks “critical community facilities,” including
schools, in both urban and rural areas.3 This “Healthy Communities” vision strives to allow
residents to take advantage of the amenities, both natural and built, surrounding them, and
seeks to foster an environment where County residents can choose to live close to their work,
schools, parks or open space. Allowing a school and place of worship furthers the goal of
providing sensitively built amenities to residents of the Citrus/Vineyard Policy Area. In this
regard, Calvary draws many of its members from the C/V area whose children would have the
benefits of attending a religious elementary school in close proximity to their home.

Finally, the GPA does not conflict with any general planning principle found in Appendix B of the
General Plan; indeed, this amendment typifies the type of projects envisioned by these guiding
principles. qu example, Calvary’s expansion contributes positively to the goal of promoting a
‘unique community identity,” while still adhering to the principles of the agricultural land use
designation.



GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 1117
Planning Commission Staff Report: December 19, 2012
Page 4 of 6

Further Required Finding: In addition to the two findings outlined above, the General Plan indicates
that an additional finding, from a list of five, must also be made. For this General Plan Amendment two
of the additional findings are appropriate:

(d) A change in policy is required to conform to changes in state or federal law or applicable findings of
a court of law. =

(f) An amendment is required to exband basic employment job opportunities (jobs that contribute
directly to the County's economic base) and that would improve the ratio of jobs-to-workers in the
County.

Finding (d)

In April of 2011 the Board of Supervisors approved a new element of the General Plan, the
Healthy Communities Element. Planners have always strived to have healthy concepts included
in basic planning review such as placing density near transit, including trails, and other simple
concepts aimed at reducing vehicle trips. The idea is to encourage walking and other forms of
transit, as well as to keep vehicle pollutants out of the air by limiting vehicle miles. The new
Healthy Communities Element takes many of these simple concepts and enumerates them into
policies. : :

At the General Plan Initiation level Staff performs a review (not a detailed in depth analysis) of
the proposal to see if there is a possibility that the project could be able to satisfy the
requirements of the General Plan. The additional finding (d) states that a General Plan
Amendment may be warranted in order to conform to a change in policy. The New Healthy
Communities Element adds many new policy level criteria that encourage placing uses near the
communities they serve. The proposed Amendment would clarify that churches and schools,
two uses that-serve a community, would be appropriate in the Citrus Vineyard area. This
concept could limit vehicle travel times to such uses and encourage walking and biking. More
specifically the proposed Amendment may help implement the following policies for the Healthy
Community Element (Staff notes are shown in italics):

HC 1.1  Foster the overall health and well-being of County residents, particularly the most
vulnerable populations. Churches and schools could assist in maintaining the well being of a
communily.

HC 4.1 Promote healthy land use patterns by doing each of the following to the extent feasible:

a. Preserving rural open space areas, and scenic resources. Any church or school project
would still have to maintain the 75% planting rule.

b. Preventing inappropriate development in areas that are environmentally sensitive or
subject to severe natural hazards. The Ppesticide issue will require further analysis, but
_ initiation would permit such analysis.

¢. Developing incentives, such as transfer of development rights, clustered development,
development easements, and other mechanisms, to preserve the economic value of
agricultural and open space lands. Any church or school project would still have fo
maintain the 75% planting rule.




GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 1117
Planning Commission Staff Report: December 19, 2012
Page § of 6 :

. HC 8.1 Promote development patterns and policies that:

a. Reduce commute times. Bring uses such as churches and schools into the communities
they serve may assist in implementing the policy.

b. Encourage the improvement of vacant properties and the reinvestment in neighborhoods.

¢. Provide public space for people to congregate and interact socially. Both churches and
schools can afford this opportunity.

d. Foster safe and attractive environments. Both churches and schools can afford this
opportunity.

e. Encourage civic participation. Both churches and schools can afford this opportunity.

HC 9.1 Coordinate the development of complete neighborhoods that provide for the basic
needs of daily life and for the health, safety, and welfare of residents. Churches and schools
could assist in maintaining the well being of a community.

Finding ()

This finding requires that the proposed Amendment assist in basic empioyment job opportunities
for the County. Adding schools and churches to the Citrus Vineyard Policy Area would bring
additional possibilities for employment and would likely satisfy this finding. Initiation would permit
further analysis.

} . Planning staff has reviewed the proposed text change to the General Plan in conjunction with the letter
provided by the applicants representative and finds that, for purposes of the General Plan Initiation,
there is adequate support to warrant further processing of the application if additional language is added
to the proposed General Plan Policy Text to further clarify the intent of the proposed new policy.

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS:
1. General Plan Land Use (Ex. #5): Agriculture: Agriculture (AG:AG)
- 2. Existing Zoning (Ex. #2): There are several zoning classifications in the policy
area.
3. . Existing Land Use (Ex. #1): Wineries, open space, single family dwellings,

churches, schools, and other»uses.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

Staff recommends that the appropriate findings per the General Plan Administration Element could
possibly be made to support further processing of the application if additional language is added to the
proposed Policy to further clarify the intent of the policy. Staff requests that the Planning Commission
provide comments to the Board of Supervisors regarding General Plan Amendment No. 1117. The
initiation of proceedings by the Board of Supervisors for the amendment of the General Plan, or any
element thereof, shall not imply any such amendment will be approved.



GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 1117 ,
Planning Commission Staff Report: December 19, 2012
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INFORMATIONAL ITEMS:

1. As of this writing, no letters, in support or opposition have been received.

2, The proposed General Plan foiicy addition to the Citrus Vineyard Policy Area effects property
that may be located within: -

An Agricultural Preserve;

A MSHCP Criteria Area,

A High Fire Area;

The Community of Rancho California,

Ord. No. 663.10 Stephen’s Kangaroo Rat Fee Area;

A Flood Zone; and,

A Fault Zone.

@m0 oo

3. The proposed General Plan Policy addition to the Citrus Vineyard Policy Area effects property
that generally is not be located within:

a. An Airport Influence Area;

b. A Redevelopment Area; or,

c. A City Sphere of Influence.

MS

Y:\Planning Case Files-Riverside office\GPA01117\GPIP\GPIP Staff Report.docx
Date Prepared: 12/11/12

Date Revised: 12/13/12
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
Supervisor Stone GPA01 1 1 7

Date Drawn: 12/12/2012

District 3 EXISTING ZONING Exhibit 2
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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Supervisor Stone Date Drawn: 12/13/2012
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Date Drawn: 12/13/2012
District 3 LAND USE

Exhibit 1
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY _
"PLANNING DEPARTMENT

rolyn Syms Luna

Director
Memorandum
DATE: December 19, 2012
TO: Planning Commission
FROM:  Matt Straite
RE: Additional information for Agenda item 2.1 |

The Planning Department is submitting the following letters (attached) for your consideration:
Kelliher dated 12-18-12

e Tyler & Bursch, LLP dated 12-18-12
* Lewis, Brisbois, Bisgaard & Smith dated 12-17-12

Y:\Planning Case Files-Riverside office\GPAG11 17\GPIP\Memo\Wemo to PC.docx
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P.O. Box 1409, Riverside, California 92502-1409 Palm Desert, California 92211
(951) 955-3200 - Fax (951) 955-1811 (760) 863-8277 - Fax (760) 863-7555

“Planning Our Future... Preserving Our Past”



Straite, Matt

From: johnpkelliher@gmail.com

Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2012 12:17 PM
To: Straite, Matt

Subject: CV Zone Amendments

Categories: Blue Category

. .
THIS EMAIL HAS BEEN SUBMITTED VIA THE RCTLMA WEBSITE.

Matt,
Tomorrow General Plan Amendment 01117 will be on the Planning Commission agenda.

Any changes that weaken the special zone set aside for wineries and agriculture will weaken
the entire tourism industry in the Temecula Valley, accounting for approximately $600 Million
in direct economic impact for our region, including over 6,000 jobs. '

In Napa, the most successful model for a similar wine-centric ag preserve, the AG and AGW
zones preserve 91% of Napa County land for Agriculture purposes, leaving 9% for other uses.

In our county, only 0.1% of Riverside land is contained within the CV and CCV zones, leaving
99.9% for other uses.

This is why the Temecula Valley Winegrowers Association and the Temecula Valley Convention

and Visitors Bureau have both come out publicly against weakening the zone by paving the way
for non-agricultural uses.

Please consider the importance and value of our wine country when evaluating potential

changes that could endanger it, as well as the easy availability of alternative land for
other uses.

John Kelliher
Riverside County Citizen
951 538-2091
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Riverside, California 92502-1409
Email: cluna@rcilma.org

Mr. Matt Straite

Riverside County Planning
4080 Lemon Street 9th Floor
Post Office Box 1409
Riverside, California 92501
Email: mstraite@rctlma.org

Re:  Planning Commission Hearing on the December 19, 2012 Agenda Item 2.1: General
Plan Amendment No. 1117 '

Dear Planning Commission:

In light of the December 19, 2012, hearing on Calvary Chapel Bible Fellowship’s (“Calvary”)
GPIP, we would like to address two issues. First, we must stress that Calvary’s General Plan
Amendment No. 1117 only seeks to permit ancillary religious schools in the C/V zone—not private
schools generally. This distinction is key, and cannot be stressed enough. Ancillary means “of
secondary importance,” auxiliary, supplementary, subordinate, or subsidiary. The main point of
providing this distinction is to codify Calvary’s primary intent of providing religious education as
part of its overall church mission and also to limit the scope of the types and number of educational
institutions that will be permitted in the C/V zone. By stating that only ancillary schools are
permitted, the County will ensure that private schools will not be permitted to operate throughout
wine country as an independent use. Thus, any fears of educational facilities popping up throughout
Wine Country are simply misplaced. '

Moreover, we must stress that providing religious education is a central tenet of Calvary
Chapel’s sincerely held religious beliefs and, therefore, is protected under the First Amendment to
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the United States Constitution. Adhering to the various mandates in the Bible, Calvary firmly
believes (1) that God has given parents and the church the primary responsibility for the education of
their children and (2) that this education must be based on the truth of God revealed in the Bible. See
Proverbs 1:7-9, 9:10, Deuterorfomy 6:6-9, Proverbs 22:6; Ephesians 6:4. Operat/ing an ancillary
educational facility is simply part of the genetic make-up of Calvary Chapel as a church. Ttis not a
new and distinct operation. On the contrary, operating a religious school is simply another arm of
Calvary’s mission to spread the gospel of Jesus Christ and to provide discipleship to its members.

Additionally, this sincerely held religious belief of providing Christian education to its
parishioners’ children has become increasin gly important over the last decade. Not only are public
schools not permitted to teach from the Bible, but much of today’s current curriculum directly
opposes what the Bible teaches. Take, for example, the over-sexualization of young children and the
ability of school counselors to provide counseling to young teens on abortion and contraception
without parental consent or knowledge. But not only is the curriculum hostile to the rights of parents
to raise their children from a Christian worldview, but the environment at large is as well. Students
are increasingly using drugs and more students are engaging in sexual activities at younger and
younger ages. Moreover, the public school system is growing increasingly unsafe for children. More
generally, however, we are finding that teachers, administrators, and other students are becoming
more and more hostile to the Christian worldview. Therefore, in order to allow Calvary to fully
exercise its freedom of religion under the First Amendment to the United States Constitution, it must
be permitted to operate an ancillary religious school at its church facility.

The second issue we would like to address is to simply remind the Planning Commission that
the inclusion of religious places of worship and ancillary religious schools in the Citrus Vineyard
Zone is necessary to ensure compliance with the Religious Land Use and Institutionalized Persons
Act. In the Staff Report for General Plan Amendment No. 1117, the County did not make the
finding, as we had requested, that the inclusion of churches and ancillary schools in the C/V zone
was necessary to correct a violation RLUIPA.

As outlined in our previous letters, by permitting “special occasion facilities” to operate in
the C/V zone completely independent of a winery, but excluding religious places of worship, the
county is treating religious assemblies on less than equal terms with secular assemblies. RLUIPA’s
equal terms provision prohibits a government from “impos[ing] or implement[ing] a land use
regulation in a manner that treats a religious assembly or institution on less than equal terms with a
nonreligious assembly or institution.” 42 U.S.C. § 2000cc(b)(1). The Ninth Circuit construed the
equal terms provision in Centro Familiar Cristiano Buenas Nuevas v. City of Yuma (9th Cir. 2011)
651 F.3d 1163 (“Centro™). The court held that a government may permissibly draw a distinction
against a religious organization only if there is a “legitimate regulatory purpose,” or, stated more
specifically, a government entity may not treat a church “on a less than equal basis with a secular
comparator, similarly situated with respect to an accepted zoning criteria.” Centro, 651 F.3d at 1173
(citing River of Life Kingdom Ministries v. Village of Hazel Crest, Iil. (7th Cir. 2010) 611 F.3d 367,
372 (“But if religious and secular land uses that are treated the same . . . from the standpoint of an
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accepted zoning criterion, such as ‘commercial district,’ or ‘residential district,” or ‘industrial
district,” that is enough to rebut an equal-terms claim and thus, in this case, to show that River of
Life is unlikely to prevail in a full litigation.”)); see also Lighthouse Institute for Evangelism, Inc. v.
City of Long Branch (3d Cir. 2007) 510 F.3d 253, 266 (“aregulation will violate the Equal Terms
provision only if it treats religious assemblies or institutions less well than secular assemblies or
institutions that are similarly situated as to the regulatory purpose.”)).

Here, there is no legitimate regulatory purpose for permitting special occasion facilities to
operate in the C/V Zone independent of a winery but excluding religious places of worship from
doing the same. The purpose of the C/V zone is to “encourage agricultural cultivation, vineyards, and
wineries, that would preserve the rural lifestyle, wine-making atmosphere and long term viability of
the wine-industry where such activities are occurring and that would protect such areas from
incompatible uses which could result in reduced agricultural productivity and increased urbanization
within the policy area.” Ordinance 348 § 14.71. In addition to direct agricultural operations, the
ordinance permits “incidental commercial uses,” such as restaurants, bed and breakfasts, hotels,
“special occasion facilities,” and other uses—as long as such uses are “secondary, and directly
related, to the agricultural operations.” Id, The stated purpose of allowing these incidental
commercial uses is “to provide economic viability to the primary vineyard and winery operations.”
Id. “Special occasion facilities” are defined as “[a]n outdoor facility, in conjunction with a dwelling
unit or a winery, which may include a structure or building, which is used on special occasions for
public assembly for a specific period of time in return for compensation. Special occasions may
involve, but not be limited to, weddings, concerts, parties, spectator oriented events or other
celebrations.” All special occasion facilities not built in conjunction with a winery must be located
on 10 acres of land with 75% of the property planted in vineyards. Ordinance 348 § 14.72(h),
14.73.b(4)(a).

Before analyzing the statute, it is important to note that for many of the permitted special
occasion facilities, the vineyard is not the “primary operation.” In fact, many, if not most, property
owners in Wine Country plant vineyards simply to be able to operate a special occasion facility. This
is because it is commonly known that a vineyard is not profitable operating by itself. Although there
may be some vintners and agricultural production companies that have a sincere desire to harvest
grapes as their primary operation, the reality is that very few business owners operate in wine country
out of a humanitarian desire for grape production. Thus, despite the language of the ordinance, the
special occasion facilities are in fact the primary operation in Wine Country—not the vineyards—
and this is especially the case for those special occasion facilities that operate in the C/V Zone
without a winery.

Moreover, it is also critical to note that Calvary Chapel Bible Fellowship is commonly known
as “Calvary Wine Country.” Indeed, operating in the Wine Country is an important characteristic that
is a distinguishing factor between Calvary and other churches in the area. Many people even attend
Calvary simply because it is located in the Wine Country. As a result, Calvary desires to plant
vineyards to enhance the character and atmosphere of the church setting. Likewise, numerous special
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occasion facilities are located within Wine Country because the atmosphere is conducive to their
business. To be located among the vineyards is desirable for weddings and other special occasions.
Although many of the special occasion facilities plant vineyards to comply with the planting
requirements, they do not do so Because grapes are the primary operation. Instead, they do so because
the Wine Country atmosphere is important to the character and branding of the business. ‘

Turning to the analysis under RLUIPA, by permitting secular assembly—such as weddings,
concerts, and parties—that does not support the purpose of the C/V Zone, the County is treating
religious assemblies on less than equal terms with similarly situated secular comparators. Simply
stated, concerts, parties, weddings, and other secular gatherings are not directly related to agricultural
operations. Indeed, many of these uses run directly contrary to encouraging agricultural cultivation.
Moreover, if the stated purpose of allowing special occasion facilities is to promote the economic
viability of the vineyards, religious places of worship—which are also public assembly-—can equally
promote the economic viability of the vineyard operation. Just as it is economically unprofitable to
have a vineyard without a special occasion facility, it is equally unprofitable to have a vineyard
without a church. Stated simply, a religious assembly can accomplish the same goal as a special
occasion facility that is operating not in conjunction with a winery. In sum, religious assembly, such
as Calvary, located on 10 acres of land with 75% planting, is absolutely no different—based on a
legitimate regulatory purpose—than a “special occasion facility” on 10 acres of land with 75%
planting. Therefore, the C/V zone faciall y violates RLUIPA and must be remedied accordingly. We,
therefore, respectfully request that the County amend its staff report to state that Calvary's GPA is
“required to conform to changes in state or federal law or applicable findings of a court of law.”

Sincerely,

Ll

Robert H. Tyler, Esq.
RHT:lam

cc: Shellie Clack
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Riverside County Planning Commissioners
County of Riverside Administrative Center
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor

P.O. Box 1409

Riverside, CA 92502

Facsimile: (951) 955-1811

Re: _Agenda ltem No. 2.1: General Plan Amendment No. 1117

Dear Commissioners:

Calvary Chapel Bible Fellowship (*Calvary”) submits this letter to clarify and to
expand on the December 19, 2012 Staff Report (“Staff Report”) conceming the General
Plan Amendment Initiation Proceedings (“GPIP”) for General Plan Amendment (‘GPA™)
No. 1117, submitted by Calvary on November 8, 2012. The GPA is submitted in
connection with Calvary’s ongoing project to expand its worship facilities to include a small
elementary school (under 150 students) consistent with churches and schools that exist
throughout the County of Riverside (“County”) in agricultural areas (the “Project”). .

1. Staff has stated that a GPA is required.

The Staff Report states: “[ijt is important to note, however, that it is unclear whether this
general plan amendment is needed. It is in an abundance of caution that the applicant has
decided to submit this application to the County.” (Staff Report at p. 1). This comment
requires additional context not included in the Staff Report.

The GPA application followed a memo dated September 20, 2012, from project
planner, Matt Straite, informing Calvary that he could not make the determination that the
Project was consistent with the General Plan. (Attachment A). Previously, Land Use

RANDR'BEAMAOM'C?—W?LESTON'CHICAGO'DALLAS'FORTLAUDERDALE'HOUSTON’LAQUINYA'MFAYE]TE'LASVEGAS'LOSAI\K;ELES'MAD!SONCOUNTY
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Policy 6.2 (“LU 6.2”) permitted religious institutions and private schools in all areas of the
County and served as the basis upon which planning staff had been proceeding with
Calvary's Project. Because the County does not regularly update the online, electronic
version the General Plan, apparently no one (including staff) considered the 2009 change
affecting the Calvary Project.

In 2009, LU 6.2 was revised to eliminate express language allowing churches and
schools, even though another amendment to the General Plan processed simultaneously
expressly approved day care and nursery school facilities in all areas of the County. The
rationale for deleting churches and private schools is unknown; however, given those
omissions, Mr. Straite concluded that he could not make the necessary findings.

Since the September 20 memorandum, planning staff and the County’s legal counsel
have further reconsidered this issue, and they have suggested that a GPA is not required
based upon language in the existing General Plan that is sufficiently broad to support a
finding of consistency upon approval of Calvary’s Project. Although the County declines to
put this opinion in writing, based on conversations with County Counsel on November 14,
2012, the County's rationale is that the General Plan's language does not expressly
prohibit schools and churches in any given area, and the General Plan's language is
deliberately broad in order to allow a finer level of land use regulation through the zoning
ordinances. ‘

Calvary agrees that the General Plan may be broad enough to accommodate its
request, however, it nevertheless prefers to proceed with the GPIP given the significant
opposition to Project, the uncertainty surrounding the amendments to LU 6.2, and Mr.
Straite’s memorandum, all of which would provide fodder for Calvary’s opposition.

To Calvary’s knowledge, it is the first religious institution with an ancillary private school
to be proposed since the change in LU 6.2, making it vulnerable to attack from the many
vintners who aggressively oppose the project.

The Planning Commission - and ultimately the Board of Supervisors - therefore is now
faced with three options. First, if planning and legal staff have concluded that a GPA is not
required, they should confirm this fact publicly along with the rationale therefor so that
Calvary is not blindsided by the vintners or a change in position by the County later.
Second, if a GPA is deemed more prudent to fortify against litigation, then Calvary
requests that its GPIP proceed today. A third option not considered in the Staff Report is to
process an amendment to LU 6.2 to add back the language permitting religious institutions
with ancillary schools in any land use area.

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP » www.lbbsiaw.com
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2. Calvary’s GPIP application seeks a textual change limited to religious
institutions with ancillary elementary_schools
E .

Calvary’s GPIP application is extremely narrow. The proposed language is limited to
religious institutions with ancillary elementary schools. The ancillary nature of the proposed

permissive school use must be emphasized. This amendment would not allow stand alone
educational institutions as some have claimed. Rather, the elementary school would need
to be ancillary to or incorporated in the religious institution itself. By definition, a school that
is ancil!ary1 to a religious institution is merely a small, auxiliary component of that
institution. ~

The effect of the proposed GPA is to allow students to obtain a faith-based education
close to religious facilities. The proximity of religious institutions and schools is important
because it allows for parents and staff to congregate in one location thus working together
to foster a safe environment free from the crime and violence often experienced in
overburdened public schools. Traditionally, church schools in agricultural areas formed the
foundation of many rural areas, and hence the concept is not inconsistent with the goals of
Agriculture-designated areas. ~

3. The findings should include acknowledging “special circumstances” that

inadvertently removed the General Plan policy which expressly allowed

churches and schools in Agriculture-designated areas.

As the Staff Report indicates, the Board of Supervisor will need to make at least three
findings to support granting the GPIP. In response to Mr. Straite’s September 20
memorandum, Calvary submitted an analysis of four suggested findings on October 30,
2012. (Attachment B). The Administration Element of the General Plan requires two
mandatory findings: (a) that the change does not involve a change or conflict with: (1) the
Riverside County Vision; (2) any General Plan Principle; or (3) any Foundation Component
designation in the General Plan; and (b) that the proposed GPA either would contribute to
the achievement to the purposes of the General Plan or, at minimum, that it would not be
detrimental to them. (General Plan Administration Element, subdivisions (a) and (b).) The.
Staff Report fully adopts the rationale cited in the October 30, 2012 letter for making these
two mandatory findings. (Staff Report at p. 2-3). :

Calvary recommends that an additional finding be made under subdivision (c) of the
Administration Element of the General Plan, as previously suggested in the October 30
letter, namely that “[s]pecial circumstances or conditions have emerged that were

! The definition of “ancillary” is something that is “subordinate,” “subsidiary,” “supplementary,” “auxiliary,” or
“assisting.” See Merriam-Webster’s online dictionary at: hitp://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/ancillary,

and also Dictionary.com at hitp://dictionary.reference.com/browse/ancillary?s=t

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP » www.Ibbslow.com
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. unanticipated in preparing the General Plan.” In this case, there are special circumstances
that were unanticipated in revising the General Plan in 2009, when the revisions deleted
the language expressly allowifig religious institutions and schools in any land use
designation.? 4

Until 2009, LU 6.2 was the General Plan policy that expressly allowed for places of
religious worship and schools in all land use designations, including Agriculture. The 2009
deletion was adopted by County Board of Supervisors Resolution 2009-1 18, approving a
cycle of general plan amendments which included GPA No. 1073 and changed LU 6.2. This
amendment was initiated by the County purportedly to allow “public facilities in any land use
designation” except for certain Open Space designations, and to clarify that pubilic facilities
were not intended to be limited to the “Public Facilities” land use designation. The definition
of “public facilities” in the new language of LU 6.2, however, deleted churches and schools
and was limited to “all facilities operated by the federal govemment, the State of
California, the County of Riverside, any special district govemned by the County of
Riverside or any city, and all facilities Operated by any combination of these agencies.”

The circumstances and record underlying the 2009 change to LU 6.2 show no
evidence that the County intended an outright exclusion of churches or schools in any land
use designations including Agricultural areas. In fact, the County's zoning ordinance still
allows churches and schools in agriculturally zoned areas. Article XilI of the County’s
zoning ordinance sets forth permissible uses in the Light Agricultural (A-1) Zone. Section
13.1(b)(2) and (3) expressly permit both churches and private schools in the A-1 zone
subject to approval of a plot plan pursuant to Section 18.30 of the zoning ordinance.
Likewise, Article XIV defines permissible uses in the Heavy Agriculture Zone (A-2), and
these uses also expressly include churches and private schools subject to plot plan
approval. (Ord. 348b, Section 14.1(b)(3) and (7).)

The County ordinances distinguish between Light/Heavy Agriculture and
Poultry/Dairy Agriculture in determining where it is appropriate to allow school and church
use.* Because the Citrus/Vineyard ("C/V") Policy Area is essentially quasi agricultural

? Prior to the 2009 revisions, LU 6.2 allowed “educational [and] religious ... uses established to serve the
surrounding community” to be found consistent with Agricultural designation provided that the facility is
“‘compatible in scale and design with surrounding land uses, and does not generate excessive noise, traffic,
light, fumes, or odors that might have a negative impact on adjacent neighborhoods” and the location will
not jeopardize public health, safety and welfare.

* Resolution 2009-18, p. 20, Il. 21-24.

4 Specifically, the “Light Agriculture with Poultry” zone and the “Agriculture - Dairy” zone, at Ord. 348b,
Articles Xllla and X1Va, respectively. While schools and churches are expressly permitted uses in the Light
(footnote continued)

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP = www.lbbsiaw.com
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and tourist oriented, it is more akin to the Light/Heavy Agriculture zones than the
Dairy/Poultry Zones as they are defined under the ordinance. Both the Riverside County
Vision and the Agriculture lan® use designation contemplate churches and private schools
in these areas. Thus, the elimination of the previous language of LU 6.2 appears to be
inadvertent. Importantly, if this ordinance were corrected as discussed below, it might
eliminate the need for Calvary to go through the GPIP and GPA process.

The agricultural area in which Calvary sits is not an agricultural preserve. Rather, itisa
quasi residential, tourist area situated in an agricultural, rural setting. The C/V Zoning
Ordinance, itself, provides for several non-agricultural purposes including hotels and golf
courses.” The argument that a school cannot be located there because of potential conflicts
with pesticides is not a compelling reason to exclude a religious school. Thus far, every
“claim” of potential litigation or safety risks associated with pesticide or aicohol near schools
has been debunked. First, there are thousands of children already living or being home
schooled in the C/V Zone and hence exposed to pesticides. Second, the Agricultural
Commissioner’s office (when pressed for facts) confirmed there has been no litigation over
pesticide application near schools and, in fact, no formal violations. (See Attachment C, letter
from McKeith to Snyder dated December 13, 2012 with attachments.) Therefore, any
argument that religious institutions and ancillary private elementary schools are
incompatible in wine country due to pesticide regulations is a pretext and is not supported
by any substantial evidence. '

The 2009 changes to LU 6.2 apparently were not based upon an express desire to
eliminate “sensitive receptors”, i.e. schools in agricultural areas. Notably, other General
Plan changes processed at or about the same time expressly allow child care facilities in
agricultural zones, arguably an even more sensitive use. General Plan Amendment 883
‘was approved by the Board of Supervisors on June 9, 2009, at the same time as GPA
1073 referenced above. GPA 883 proposed numerous changes throughout the General
Plan to incorporate greater acknowledgement and integration of “day care” or “child care”
centers. Although “child care” is not expressly defined in the GPA, one parenthetical
explains it as “infants, toddlers,. preschool and school age children.” One of the many
changes that was adopted involved an amendment to the then-existing LU 6.2, identified
by the bolded, underiined text below:

LU 6.2 Direct public, educational, child day care centers, religious, and
utility uses established to serve the surrounding community toward

and Heavy Agricultural zones, they are not expressly permitted in the Poultry or Dairy Agricultural zones,
which contemplate facilities for animal staughtering and processing.

% The CV Zone itself already allows for a variety of land uses, including 1) residential developments; 2)
clustered residential developments; 3) wineries; 4) special occasion facilities; 5) lodging facilities; and 6) goif
courses. (Riverside County Zoning Ordinance 348.4596, Art. XIVb).

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP » www.lbbsiaw.com
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those areas designated for Community Development and Rural
Community uses on the applicable Area Plan land use maps. These
uses may be fotind consistent with any of the Community
Development, Rural Community, or Rural foundation designations,
including the Rural Village Overlay, as well as the Open Space - Rural
and Agriculture designations, under the following conditions: (Al 1,3).

This amendment goes on to list nearly two pages of additional new language
regarding child care centers, all apparently intended to be part of LU 6.2. The Board of
Supervisors approved GPA 883 - as written — in Resolution 2009-118. And yet, by that
same Resolution, the Board of Supervisors also approved GPA 1073, which drastically
changed the language of LU 6.2 and eliminated its prior reference to “educational [and]
religious...uses,” without accounting for the simultaneous changes to LU 6.2 being
approved in GPA 883. In shor, it appears that on June 9, 2009, the Board of Supervisors
approved two amendments to LU 6.2 that are in conflict with one another, and nothing in the
minutes or other documentation suggests there was a resolution to this conflict. At a
minimum, the fact that the Board approved GPA 883 retaining the references to religious
and educational uses in Agricultural areas, suggests that the elimination of those uses by
GPA 1073 was inadvertent.

Calvary’s proposed GPA simply reconciles these changes and restates the intention
of the County to allow churches and anciliary elementary schools here in the C/V Policy
Area. As the General Plan states, “ftlhe Land Use Plan focuses on preserving the unique
features found only in the Southwest planning area and, at the same time, accommodating
future growth. To accomplish this, more detailed land use designations are applied than for
the countywide General Plan.” (General Plan, Southwest Area Plan 2008, p. 15). Access to
religious institutions with ancillary schools is an important policy so that parents within the
C/V zone and surrounding area can have their children receive educational training in a safe
environment is absolutely consistent with the goals of the County’s General Plan.

4, The findings should include that the GPA is necessary to comport with the
- federal Religious Land Use and Institutionalized Persons Act (“RLUIPA")

In its October 30, 2012 letter, Calvary also stated that the County should find that the
GPA is necessary under subdivision (d) of the Administration Element, which states that
the change in policy is “required to conform to changes in state or federal law or applicable
findings of a court of law. To that end, excluding religious institutions (and their ancillary

private schools) from foundation elements of the General Plan is a de facto violation of
federal law.

® 42 U.5.C. §2000cc

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP » www.lbbslaw.com
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Calvary submits that the GPA is necessary to comport with the federal RLUIPA, a law
that protects churches from disEriminatory or overly burdensome zoning and land use
schemes. By implication, the lack of any express right to build a religious institution with an
ancillary school in a light agricultural area such as the C/ Policy Area is discriminatory.
First, as the County knows, both private and public schools were located throughout the
region in agricultural areas prior to 2009. The blanket elimination of language permitting
such uses without a rational basis would constitute a de facto ban on religious freedoms.
Second, the C/V Policy Area allows large-scale secular gatherings, such as concerts,
weddings and conferences and further allows for “special occasion facilities.”” By pemmitting
these activities but restricting places of religious worship, the County is treating religious
entities unequally with similarly situated secular entities in direct violation of RLUIPA.

RLUIPA prohibits the government from implementing a land use regulation “in a
manner that treats a religious assembly or institution on less than equal terms with a
nonreligious assembly or institution.” Currently, public special events facilities and public
schools are located throughout the agricultural areas of Riverside County. Because of the
amendments to LU 6.2, the Board of Supervisors should take this opportunity to clarify
that the County was not attempting to eliminate religious institutions with ancillary
elementary schools from permitted uses.

5. Calvary is unclear about what staff means by “further clarifyling] the intent” of

the D roposed policy

The intent of Calvary’s policy is to expressly allow religious institutions and ancillary
elementary schools in the Citrus Vineyard Policy area, subject to certain requirements that
are consistent with the goals of that C/V Policy Area. Calvary believes that its proposed
policy more than more than satisfies the findings required under the County’s General
Plan. _

We appreciate the time of staff and this Commission in dealing with these land use
issues. Thank you for your consideration.

7 See GPA 1056 amending the Southwest Area Plan ("SWAP") to include special occasion facilities.
® 42 U.S.C. §2000cc(b).

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP « www.Ibbslaw.com
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Very truly yours,

MHM

Enclosures

Cc (via e-mail only): Mary Stark, Secretary fo the Riverside County Planning
Commission, mcstark@rctima.org
County Executive Officer George Johnson, GAJohnson@rceo.org
Deputy Planning Director Frank Coyle, fcoyle@rctima.org

County Planner Matt Straite, MSTRAITE@rctima.org

Legislative Aide Olivia Bames, OBBames@rchos.org

Deputy County Counsel Shellie Clack, MClack@co.riverside.ca.us

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP » www.lbbslaw.com
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Memorandum

DATE:  9/20/12

TO: Mike Naggar

FROM: Matt Straite

RE: Calvary Chapel Change of Zone No. 7782 General Plan Consistency

Pursuant to our intemnal review of the application materials the County Planning Department, in
conjunction with County Counsel has determined that the Change of Zone application request is not
consistent with the General Plan. If continued processing is desired it would require a text change to

the General Plan.

Feel free to contact Matt Straite 951-955-8631 mstraite@rctima.org with any additional questions.
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VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL ONLY

Michelle Clack, Esq.

Deputy County Counsel

Office of Riverside County Counsel
3960 Orange Street, Suite 500
Riverside, CA 92501

E-Mail: mclack@co.riverside.us
Facsimile: (951) 955-6322

Re:  Calvary Chapel Bible Fellowship Expansion and Ancilla Elementary School ‘
(“Calvary Expansion”). ,

Dear Shellie:

It was nice seeing you at the October 22, 2012 meeting with the Deputy Agricultural
Commissioner. As promised, this preliminary letter addresses the process Calvary
apparently must follow in proposing a General Plan Amendment (“GPA”). First, | assume
County Counsel agrees with the conclusions set forth in Matt Strait’s emails dated October
15 and October 18, 2012, requiring that Calvary obtain a GPA as part of its pending
Application to expand the Church and to construct a private elementary school
(“Application”); that Calvary first comply with Ordinance 348, Article 11, section 2.4", the so-
called General Plan Initiation Process or GPIP (“GPIP Ordinance”); and that, if the Board of
Supervisors denies the GPIP, Calvary cannot proceed further with its Application. If this is
not your understanding, please let me know immediately. Based on Matt's emails
(attached), such a denial would constitute exhaustion of Calvary’s administrative remedies
at the County level since it would have no further recourse. Please confirm that you share
his understanding.

! The General Plan Initiation Process or GPIP, at Ord. 348.4573 § 2.4, or, alternatively, section
17.08 et seq. of Title 17.
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Michelle Clack, Esq.
October 30, 2012

. Page 2

After so many years, Calvary is very frustrated that the County only now is requiring
a GPIP which effectively means that Calvary is starting from scratch. Given the extensive
public debate on the Calvary Pxpansion relative to adoption of the Wine Country
Community Plan ("WCCP”), the GPIP should be processed with all due haste. This is
particularly the case since Supervisor Stone (in whose district Calvary is located) has
expressly supported a school and church for years. Moreover, the Planning Commission
itself requested on August 22, 2012, that religious institutions and ancillary schools be
evaluated as part of the WCCP Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”). Since these two
issues so obviously overlap, we are proposing that the GPIP, if it is even required, be
placed on the next Planning Commission hearing agenda. This is the hearing at which the
scope of the WCCP EIR relative to churches and schools is being addressed.

Preliminarily, however, it remains unclear whether a GPA is actually required or
whether the County’s amendments to Land Use Policy 6.2 (LU 6.2”) deleting churches
and schools was, in fact, a clerical error that could be fixed nunc pro tunc or otherwise
could be readily corrected. We discuss the basis of such a correction in Section 2, below. .
To avoid further debate or delay, Calvary is prepared to process a provisional GPIP this
week pending your determination whether it is required in light of the LU 6.2 discussion
below. -

1. Calvary Satisfies the GPIP Requirements

_ . As part of its GPIP application, Calvary is prepared to present evidence supporting
the necessary findings required under Ordinance 348 subsection (F)2), as follows:

Entitlement/Policy Amendments. A planning commission
resolution recommending approval of an entitlement/policy amendment
and a board of supervisor's resolution approving an entitlement/policy
amendment shall include the first two findings listed below and any one
or more of the subsequent findings listed below: '

a) The proposed change does not involve a change in or
conflict with: the Riverside County Vision; any general
planning principle set forth in general plan Appendix B;
or any foundation component designation in the general
plan;

b)‘ The proposed amendment would either contribute to the
purposes of the general plan or, at a minimum, would not
be detrimental to them; ‘

‘ These first two findings are the mandatory findings the County must make in
approving any GPA. :

‘ LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP » www.lbbsiaw.com
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Calvary’s proposed GPA does not affect a foundational element and amounts to a
textual change in the Citrus/Vineyard (“C/V”) Policy Area. The amendment would add
language permitting religious Mstitutions and ancillary elementary school facilities by way
of a new Southwest Area Plan Policy within the C/V Policy Area. The proposed Policy
would comport with other C/V Policy Area policies as follows:

[New] SWAP 1.7: Allow for the integration of places of religious worship
and ancillary elementary school facilities on 20 acres or more provided
that the facilities maintain the rural, agricultural character of the area by
conforming to planting and design requirements not inconsistent with
the goals of the Citrus/Vineyard Policy Area. '

The proposed GPA further would not attempt to change the land designation of the
project parcel, which is currently designated as Agriculture. Indeed, the project would
further the goals of preserving the rural character of the area and adhering to the ,
applicable planting requirements since Calvary has long committed to plant at least 75
percent of the parcel if required.

Schools in agriculturally zoned areas, moreover, are not an anomaly. Notably, the
language of the Agriculture zoning ordinances make it clear that schools and churches are
compatible uses depending upon the type of agriculture involved. Article Xl of the
County’s zoning ordinance sets forth permissible uses in the Light Agricultural (A-1) Zone.
Section 13.1(b)(2) and (3) expressly permit both churches and private schools in the A-1
zone subject to approval of a plot plan pursuant to Section 18.30 of the zoning ordinance.
Likewise, Article XIV defines permissible uses in the Heavy Agriculture Zone (A-2), and
these uses also expressly include churches and private schools subject to plot plan
approval. (Ord. 348b, Section 14.1(b)(3) and (7).) '

While schools and churches are expressly permitted uses in the Light and Heavy
Agricultural zones, they are not expressly permitted in the Poultry or Dairy Agricultural
zones, which contemplate facilities for animal slaughtering and processing.? The County
appears to be distinguishing between Light/Heavy Agriculture and Poultry/Dairy Agriculture
in determining where it is appropriate to allow school and church use. Because the
Citrus/Vineyard Policy Area is essentially quasi agricultural and quasi tourist, it is more
- akin to the Light/Heavy Agriculture zones. Both the Riverside County Vision and the
Agriculture land use designation contemplate churches and private schools in these areas.

The Calvary Expansion also is in harmony with the County’s Vision which, among
other goals, seeks “critical community facilities,” including schools, in both urban and rural

2 Specifically, the “Light Agriculture with Poultry” zone and the “Agriculture - Dairy” zone, at Ord.
348b, Articles Xlila and XiVa, respectively.
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areas.® This “Healthy Communities” vision strives to allow residents to take advantage of
the amenities, both natural and built, surrounding them, and seeks to foster an
environment where County reSidents can choose to live close to their work, schools, parks
or open space. Allowing a school and place of worship furthers the goal of providing
sensitively built amenities to residents of the Citrus/Vineyard Policy Area. In this regard,
Calvary draws many of its members from the C/V area whose children would have the
benefits of attending a religious elementary school in close proximity to their home.

Finally, the GPA does not conflict with any general planning principle found in
Appendix B of the General Plan; indeed, this amendment typifies the type of projects
envisioned by these guiding principles. For example, Calvary’s expansion contributes
positively to the goal of promoting a “unique community identity,” while still adhering to the
principles of the agricultural land use designation.

Calvary further satisfies two other findings set forth in GPIP Ordinance: (1) special
circumstances or conditions have emerged that were unanticipated in preparing the
general plan; and (2) a change in policy is required to conform to changes in state or
federal law or applicable findings of a court of law.*

2 Special Circumstances Warrant the Amendment

The special circumstance in this instance derives from the apparently inadvertent
elimination of the language in Land Use Policy 6.2 that previously permitted churches and
private schools.® Until 2009, LU 6.2 was the General Plan policy that expressly allowed for
places of religious worship and schools in Agricultural land use designations. This change
was adopted by County Board of Supervisors Resolution 2009-1 18, approving a cycle of
general plan amendments, including GPA No. 1073 which changed LU 6.2. This
amendment was initiated by the County purportedly to allow “public facilities in any land
use designation” except for certain Open Space designations,® and to clarify that public
facilities, as defined by the policy, were not intended to be limited to the “Public Facilities”

3 See General Plan Amendment 1096 (adopted by Board resolution 2011-156 on October 18, 201 1),
which adopted the “Healthy Communities” provisions as part of the General Plan’s Vision chapter.

* These additional Entittement/Policy Amendment findings are set forth in Riverside County code
section 17.08.040(F)(2)(c) and (d); the County must make at least three findings (in addition to the two
mandatory findings cited above) in order to approve a GPA.

SLus2 previously allowed “educational [and] religious ... uses established to serve the surrounding
community” to be found consistent with Agricultural designation provided that the facility is “compatible in
scale and design with surrounding land uses, and does not generate excessive noise, traffic, light, fumes, or -
odors that might have a negative impact on adjacent neighborhoods” and the location will not jeopardize
public health, safety and welfare.

® Resolution 2009-18, p. 20, Il. 21-24.
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land use designation. Unfortunately, the definition of “public facilities” in the new language
of LU 6.2 is “all facilities operated by the federal government, the State of California, the
County of Riverside, any spectal district govemed by the County of Riverside or any city,
and all facilities operated by any combination of these agencies.” The definition does not
encompass religious uses or private schools.

The circumstances and record underlying the 2009 change to LU 6.2 show no
evidence that the County intended an outright exclusion of churches or schools in
Agricultural areas. Indeed, as discussed above, the zoning ordinance still allows them in
agriculturally zoned areas. Thus, the elimination of the previous language of 6.2 appears to
be a case of unintended consequences and should be corrected. Importantly, if this
ordinance were corrected as discussed below, it would eliminate the need for Calvary to go
through the GPIP and GPA process.

It also appears that religious institutions and schools were deleted inadvertently
because other changes processed at or about the same time contemplate child care
facilities in agricultural zones, arguably an even more sensitive use. General Plan
Amendment 883 was approved by the Board of Supervisors on June 9, 2009, at the same
time as GPA 1073 referenced above. GPA 883 proposed numerous changes throughout
the General Plan to incorporate greater acknowledgement and integration of “day care” or
“child care” centers. Although “child care” is not expressly defined in the GPA, one
parenthetical explains it as “infants, toddlers, preschool and school age children.” One of
the many changes proposed - and passed - included an amendment to the then-existing
LU 6.2, identified by the bolded, underlined text below: ' ‘

LU 6.2 Direct public, educational, child day care centers, religious, and
utility uses established to serve the surrounding community toward
those areas designated for Community Development and Rural-
Community uses on the applicable Area Plan land use maps. These
uses may be found consistent with any of the Community Development,
Rural Community, or Rural foundation designations, including the Rural
Village Overlay, as well as the Open Space - Rural and Agriculture
designations, under the following conditions: (Al 1,3).

This amendment goes on to list nearly two pages of additional new language
regarding child care centers, all apparently intended to be part of LU 6.2. The Board of
Supervisors approved GPA 883 - as written — in Resolution 2009-118. And yet, by that
same Resolution, the Board of Supervisors also approved GPA 1073, which drastically
changed the language of LU 6.2 and eliminated its prior reference to “educational [and)]
religious...uses,” and did not account for the simultaneous changes to LU 6.2 being
approved in GPA 883. In short, it appears that on June 9, 2009, the Board of Supervisors
approved two amendments to LU 6.2 that are in conflict with one another, and nothing in
the minutes or other documentation suggests there was a resolution to this conflict. At

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP = www.lbbsiaw.com
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minimum, the fact that the Board approved GPA 883, which retained the references to
religious and educational uses in Agricultural areas, suggests that the elimination of those
uses by GPA 1073 was a mist8ke.”

Calvary’s proposed GPA simply restates the intention of the County to allow
churches and ancillary elementary schools here in the C/V Policy Area. As the General
Plan states, “[tlhe Land Use Plan focuses on preserving the unique features found only in
the Southwest planning area and, at the same time, accommodating future growth. To
accomplish this, more detailed land use designations are applied than for the countywide
General Plan.” (General Plan, Southwest Area Plan 2008, p. 15).

3. Excluding Religious Institutions and Ancillary Private Schools from Foundation
Elements of the General Plan Without any Rational Basis is a De Facto Violation
of Federal Law.

Calvary further submits that the GPA is necessary to comport with the federal
Religious Land Use and Institutionalized Persons Act (“RLUIPA”),® a law that protects
churches from discriminatory or overly burdensome zoning and land use schemes. By
implication, the lack of any express right to build a religious institution and ancillary school
in a light agricultural area such as the C/V Policy Area is discriminatory. First, as the
County knows, both private and public schools were located throughout the region in
agricultural areas prior to 2009. The blanket elimination of language permitting such uses
without a rational basis constitutes a de facto ban on religious freedoms. Second, the C/V
Policy Area allows large-scale secular gatherings, such as concerts, weddings and
conferences, and allows for “special occasion facilities.”® By permitting these activities but
restricting places of religious worship, the County is treating religious entities unequally
with similarly situated secular entities in direct violation of RLUIPA.

RLUIPA prohibits the government from implementing a land use regulation “in a
manner that treats a religious assembly or institution on less than equal terms with a
nonreligious assembly or institution.”’® Arguably, the elimination of the original LU 6.2,
which provided for churches, and the resultant inability to find consistency for a church or
religious school in the C/V Policy Area, could be viewed as implementing a land use

A thomier issue may be determining which amendment to LU 6.2 is operative. Both resolutions
were passed “as recommended” by the same, single motion; the GPAs “as recommended” contained the
conflicting language described here.

8 42U.5.C. §2000cc
® See GPA 1056 amending the SWAP to include special occasion facilities.
1942 U.s.C. §2000cc(b)

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP » www.lbbslaw.com
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regulation that discriminates against religious land use while promoting “special occasion
facilities.”
: 4 .

Likewise, prohibiting Calvary from developing its property in @ manner that
accommodates its growing congregation and the desire to provide elementary education is
not the “least restrictive means” of achieving a compelling government interest, as RLUIPA
requires.”’ As we heard firsthand from the Deputy Agricultural Commissioner on October
22, 2012, the County’s regulations conceming pesticide application in the area of schools
has worked successfully as evidenced by the fact that the Deputy Commissioner was
unaware and has failed to identify a single lawsuit, violation or formal complaint.
Therefore, any argument that religious institutions and ancillary private elementary schools
are incompatible in wine country due to pesticide regulations is a pretext and is not
supported by any substantial evidence. ‘ ’

Moreover, Calvary already has agreed to abide by conditions of the Agricultural
Commissioner that would require it to refrain from holding school at times when spraying or
other foliar application was required during school hours, and we are willing to submit to
reasonable conditions on a permit to accommodate the surrounding vintners. That the
vintners declined participating in the meeting with the Agricultural Commissioner on
October 22, 2012 strongly suggests that they have no evidence that such mitigation is not
effective.

Whether Calvary’s individual application proceeds before the WCCP is adopted or
the WPPC is amended to permit religious institutions and ancillary elementary schools, it
is time the County put this issue to rest. In August, the Planning Commission voted to
evaluate the issue of religious institutions and ancillary schools as part of the WCCP, and
Calvary agreed to contribute $100,000 toward the analysis of religious institutions and
ancillary elementary schools as part of the recirculated EIR'2 Calvary remains willing to do
so if a GPIP is granted signaling that this effort is not in vain. Therefore, to the extent you
decide the GPIP is required, we urge that it be calendared at the Planning Commission
hearing on December 5, 2012.

truly yours,

G AicKeith of
S BISGAARD & SMITH LLp

LEWIS BRISBD

" Int1 Church of Foursquare Gospel v. ity of San Leandro, 673 F.3d 1059, 1070 (9" Cir. 2001).
2 Under the WCCP, the Wine Country-Winery area replaces the existing C/V Policy Area.
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MHM
Enclosure -

Cc: Matt Straite, Planner, County of Riverside (via e-mail only)
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Grasse, Maxa .

From: Straite, Matt <MSTRAIT E@rctima.org>
Sent: Monday, October 15, 2012 11:30 AM
To: ' "Meenaxi Panakkal'; Michael Naggar; Sonya Hooker, McKeith, Malissa; Grasse, Maya
Cc: Michael Naggar; Clack, Shellie; Mares, David; Coyle, Frank
Subject: Calvary Chapel- GPIP Understanding
EY
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
Team,

Pursuant to our meeting last week, | was looking into the General Plan Initiation Process (GPIP) for a text change, more
specifically, if it needed to go through the process at all. We have had Counsel take a look at this issue and it appears
that the text change would require a GPIP. So the process would be:

Submit application for GPA text change.
Staff does basic review to see if the application can be supported in a broad, general fashion.
Staff creates a GPIP staff report and takes the project to the Planning Commission for comments only {nota
published hearing item, but does show on the agenda). v
® After PC Staff incorporates the PC comments into a Form 11 packet for the GPIP that is then taken to the Board
{again, not a hearing item and no hearing notice required).
® Board either initiates the application to proceed or indicates that the application is not appropriate, at which
point the application does not proceed. ‘

Once the GPIP is over, the application proceeds as usual. That means it would go through our internal department
review team (DRT), and then get paired with the other projects for hearing purposes {the Plot Plan and the Change of
Zone). The GPIP must complete before the General Plan Amendment application can go to DRT. Let me know if there
are any questions.

Matt Straite

Riverside County Planning
4080 Lemon Street 12th Floor
Riverside, CA 82501
951-955-8631

€



Grasse, Maza '

Subject: FW: Updates - please read

From: "Straite, Matt" <MSTRAITE@rctima.org>
Subject: RE: ,

Date: October 18, 2012 8:38:21 AM PDT
To: 'Mike Naggar' <mike@mikenaggar.com>

Good questions. Yes, GPIP is required in Ord 348 Article II section 2.4 (see below). Recourse if the applicant
does not agree? No. There is no appeal to the determination, no denial happens, the application is simply not
permitted to process. As far as I know you can apply again, and again. But that's the only recourse.

Matt Straite

Riverside County Planning
4080 Lemon Street 12th Floor
Riverside, CA 92501
951-955-8631

SECTION 2.4. GENERAL PLAN TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS AND ENTITLEMENT/POLICY
NDMENTS.

a. APPLICABILITY. This Section shall govern the processing of any General Plan amendment which is
defined as a Technical Amendment or an Entitlement/Policy Amendment. Technical Amendments involve
changes of a technical nature including, without limitation: statistical corrections; mapping error corrections;
changes in spheres of influence and city boundaries; changes in Unincorporated Communities or Communities
of Interest; editorial clarifications that do not change the intent of the General Plan; or appendix information
useful in interpreting the General Plan but which does not change the General Plan intent. Entitlement/Policy
Amendments involve changes in land use designations or policies that involve land located entirely within a
General Plan Foundation Component but that do not change the boundaries of that component. Notwithstanding
the preceding sentence, a proposed change of land use desi gnation to properties located in Eastern Riverside
County Desert Area not covered by an Area Plan shall be considered a Foundation Component Amendment and
shall be subject to the provisions of Section 2.5 and Section 2.6 of this ordinance. An Entitlement/Policy
Amendment may also involve a change in General Plan Policy provided it does not change the Riverside

County Vision, a Foundation Component, or a General Planning Principle set forth in General Plan Appendix
B.

b. INITIATION OF AMENDMENT PROCEEDINGS. The initiation of proceedings for any amendment
pursuant to this Section shall require an order of the Board of Supervisors, adopted by the affirmative vote of
not less than a majority of the entire membership of the Board. The Board of Supervisors may adopt an order
initiating amendment proceedings at any time. The adoption of an order by the Board initiating amendment
proceedings shall not require a public hearing and shall not imply any such amendment will be approved.

‘RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE INITTIATION OF AMENDMENT PROCEEDINGS. Either the Planning

1



Director or the Planning Commission may recommend that the Board of Supervisors adopt an order Initiating
proceedings for an amendment pursuant to this Section. All such recommendations shall be in writing and shall

be submitted to the Clerk of the Board for placement on the agenda of the Board as a matter not requiring a .
public hearing. Whenever the Planning Director prepares such a recommendation, the comments of the

Planning Commission shall be requested and any comments shall be included in the submission to the Board of
Supervisors. No public hearing before the Planning Commission shall be required to request such comments. -

d. PRIVATE APPLICATIONS FOR THE INITIATION OF AMENDMENT PROCEEDINGS. The owner of
real property, or a person authorized by the owner, shall have the right to request that the Board of Supervisors
adopt an order initiating proceedings for an amendment pursuant to this Section. Applications shall be made to
the Planning Director, on the forms provided by the Planning Department, shall supply all required mformation,
and shall be accompanied by the filing fee set forth in County Ordinance No. 671. The Planning Director shall
prepare a report and recommendation on all such applications and shall submit the report and recommendation
to the Clerk of the Board for placement on the Board agenda as a matter not requiring a public hearing. Prior to
submitting the report and recommendation to the Clerk of the Board, the comments of the Planning
Commission shall be requested and any comments shall be included in the submission to the Board of
Supervisors. No public hearing before the Planning Commission shall be required to request such comments.

e. AMENDMENT PROCEEDINGS AND HEARINGS. After adoption of an order of the Board of Supervisors
initiating proceedings for an amendment pursuant to this Section, the amendment shall be processed, heard and
decided in accordance with Section 2.1 and Section 2.10 of this ordinance. If the Board adopts orders initiating
proceedings for several amendments pursuant to this Section, each such amendment may be processed, heard
and decided separately or together with other such amendments as determined by the Planning Director.

f. FINDINGS.

(1) Technical Amendments. A Planning Commission resolution recommending approval of a Technical ‘
Amendment and a Board of Supervisors resolution approving a Technical Amendment shall include the first
finding listed below and any one or more of the subsequent findings listed below:

(a) The proposed amendment would not change any policy direction or intent of the General Plan.

(b) An error or omission needs to be corrected.

(c) A land use designation was based on inaccurate or misleading information and should therefore be changed
to properly reflect the policy intent of the General Plan. :

(d) A point of clarification is needed to more accurately express the General Plan’s meaning or eliminate a
source of confusion.

(¢) A minor change of boundary will more accurately reflect geological or topographic features, or legal or
Jurisdictional boundaries. |

(2) Entitlement/Policy Amendments. A Planning Commission resolution recommending approval of an
Entitlement/Policy Amendment and a Board of Supervisors resolution approving an Entitlement/Policy

Amendment shall include the first two findings listed below and any one or more of the subsequent findings
listed below:

| (2) The proposed change does not involve a change in or conflict with: the Riverside County Vision; any

General Planning Principle set forth in General Plan Appendix B; or any Foundation Component designation in ‘
the General Plan. '

2



(b) The proposed amendment would either contribute to the purposes of the General Plan 6r, at a minimum,
would not be detrimental to them.

‘c) Special circumstances or conditions have emerged that were unanticipated in preparing the General Plan.

(d) A change in policy is required to conform to changes in state or federal law or applicable findings of a court
of law. :

L

(¢) An amendment is required to comply with an update of the Housing Element or change in State Housing
Element law.

(f) An amendment is required to expand basic employment job opportunities (jobs that contribute directly to the
County's economic base) and that would improve the ratio of jobs-to-workers in the County. '

(8) An amendment is required to address changes in ownership of land or land not under the land use authority
of the Board of Supervisors.

----- Original Message-----

From: Mike Naggar [mailto:mike@mikenaggar.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 16, 2012 2:20 PM

To: Straite, Matt

Subject:

Matt,

.egards Calvary Chapel; Is a GPIP statutorily required for all GPA's? What is the recourse if the applicant does
not agree with the boards decision? ’

Thanks
Mike
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VIA FACSIMILE AND EXPRESS MAIL

John Snyder :

Agricultural Commissione :
Riverside Headquarters and District Office
4080 Lemon Street, Room 19, Basement
P.O. Box 1089

Riverside, CA 92502-1089

Facsimile: 951-955-3012

Re: MiS!eadinq prior comments regarding pesticides in the vicinity of schools .

Dear Mr. Snyder: .

This firm represents the Calvary Chapel Bible Fellowship (“Calvary™). As you know,
Calvary is in the process of applying to expand its existing church with an anciliary
elementary school (the “Calvary Expansion Project” or “Project”). The issue of the Calvary
Expansion has arisen as part of the Wine County Community Plan (“"WCCP”) as well as
Calvary’s current application. :

On August 22, 2012, one of your staffers, Michele Tracy, provided public testimony
at the Planning Commission hearing in Temecula regarding the WCCP. Attached is an
unofficial transcript of her testimony. Whether intentional or not, the testimony that offsite
agricultural pesticide applications has caused problems with schools in agricultural areas
was not based upon actual facts and served to mislead the Planning Commissioners and
the public. Most notable was her groundless assertion that “there will be lawsuits.”

In an effort to arrive at objective facts about the safety issues of building a school in
the wine country, Calvary made a Public Records Act request to the Agricultural
Commissioner’s office on October 23, 2012, and it has since reviewed the responsive
records. These documents establish, and Deputy Agricultural Commissioner Robert
Mulherin ultimately confirmed, that there have been no violations issued in connection with
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John Snyder
December 13, 2012
Page 2 ‘

off-site agricultural pesticide applications in the vicinity of schools in Riverside County over
the past five years. Nor have there been documented complaints by parents or teachers
about off-site pesticide spraying near the County’s 75 schools or any of the “lawsuits” that
Ms. Tracey implied. These facts belie Ms. Tracy’s public testimony to the Planning
Commission on August 22, 2012, where she averred, “You put a school in the area, ..., you
will get complaints, you will get lawsuits.”' She went on to say that even if the
Commissioner’s Office finds no formal violation, it does not “protect the grower, or the
County, or the property owner, because you can sue based on a perceived nuisance..”?
These comments lack any factual support and, at worst, were grossly misleading and
alarmist.

Mr. Mulherin also issued a statement on December 3, 2012, which - though less
hysterical - was similarly misleading in that it suggested that five adverse incidents, leading
to formal violations, had occurred in connection with pesticides and schools. To his credit,
Mr. Mulherin clarified on December 4, 2012, that the five incidents referred to had no
relationship to the issue at hand in that those incidents were all a result of on-site user
error and not off-site agricultural pesticide application. Ultimately, however, there is still
significant confusion and alarm surrounding this issue because of the statements made on
behalf of the Commissioner's Office on August 22 and December 3, 201 2, which were
made without any factual support.

Calvary has since established that the there are no facts which support the August
22 and December 3 statements relating the impacts of off-site spraying. We are
requesting by this letter that your office formally withdraw Ms. Tracey’s testimony and that
Mr. Mulherin’s official statement be corrected. '

Calvary is willing (and in fact suggested) many of the mitigation measures that Mr.
Mulherin suggested in his December 3, 2012 statement. Though we appreciate that some
farmers may find this inconvenient or not desirable for Calvary to expand, the bottom line is
that there is no evidence of any harm having resulted from pesticide applications near the
75 Riverside County schools operating in agricultural areas. The County Agricultural
Commissioner should not be publishing letters nor offering testimony suggesting that there
have been safety violations and problems surrounding offsite spraying that will lead to
litigation if those statements have no merit.

1Transcript, p. 2, lines 14-16, emphasis added. This comment was sufficiently
noteworthy to get reprinted in NBC’s online coverage of the hearing, which is disturbing
considering its gross inaccuracy (see attached article).

2 Transcript, p. 2, lines 18-19.

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP * www.lbbslaw.com



John Snyder
December 13, 2012
Page 3

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

k.

Very truly yours,

MHM
Enclosures
Cc (via e-mail only): County Executive Officer George Johnson
Planning Commissioners John Petty, John Snell, John Roth, Jan
Zuppardo and Guillermo Sanchez (via email to Mary Stark, Planning
Commission secretary)
Deputy Planning Director Frank Coyle
County Planner Matt Straite
Legislative Aide Olivia Barnes .
Deputy Agricultural Commissioner Robert Mulherin
Deputy County Counsel Shellie Clack

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP « www.lbbslaw.com
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSIONERS HEARING
——=ao o 12 2ANNING COMMISSIONERS HEARING
PUBLIC TESTIMONY RE WINE COUNTRY COMMUNITY PLAN

August 22, 2012
[excerpt]
COMMISSIONER JOHN SNELL: Let’s go ahead and have the ag people—ag commissioner

L3

people - speak to us.

[OFF CAMERA - JOHN PETTY]: Why don’t you introduce yourself and tell us what you do.
ROBERT MULHERIN: I'm Robert Mulherin. I'm one of the Deputy Agricultural Commissioners
for the County of Riverside.

MICHELE TRACY: Michele Tracy, Agricultural Commissioner’s Office since 1984, here in this
area. ‘ 7

COMMISSIONER JOHN PETTY: It’s almost better, I think, that we waited, so you guys could
hear some testimony. I’ve talked about some public schools that have_ been cited — my experiences
in the easterly San Jacinto valley were right next to some orange or grapefruit orchards. Those
have been fairly recent - I'd say within the.last five to ten years, anyway, certainly no more than
ten years, um — built schools. In your professional opinion, what impacts wouldylocating schools
in Temecuia wine country have on the ability of, um, these people, who have invested a lot of
money in these winery operations, to conduct business both now and in the future?

MICHELE TRACY: It’s impacted even the references that you’re saying, east Hemet, um, it’s
severely curtailed the amount of foliar spraying that they can do on those citrus groves to the point
where they’re having to use different chemicals, more chemicals, more night spraying, uh, on the
off—school hours, in order to protect those trees. The other issue is that at a certain point, it’s no
longer cost effective to farm under those conditions, with the schools and the complaints from the
parents and things that are generated, that they’ve turned the water off. Um, in Menifee it’s been a
severe problem where we were only-- primarily growing dryland grain, which might get sprayed
one time per year, and the number of complaints that get generated, the minute there’s a tractor or
a helicopter or something in the vicinity — it doesn’t even have to be right next door — it’s, it’s

gotten to the point where we’ve had to extend the no-spray boundaries even for ground rigs to a
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half a mile, and one mile on aircraft, to keep the complaints from coming in. -

Um, any time there’s kids and pesticides, cioesn’t matter if it’s even stuff applied by the
schools themselves, uh, the schools, churches, whatever, can’t control their own members. Their
own members are the one that generate the complaints, their own employees are the ones that
generate complaints. The minute there’s kids involved, it’s automatically a public health issue,
whether there really is one or not, because it’s all perception, uh, odors aren’t necessarily drift.
Like in the case of suphur, this whole va]iey sme;lls like sulphur, that does not guarantee that
there’s a sulphur drift issue here - it’s purely the fact that sulpﬁur off-gases in heat and humidity.
Umm, we’ve had a lot of guys in the dryland business that have basically quit farming. Um, Mr.
Barnes was talking about his row crop issues and organic versus conventional. Organic does not
mean no pesticides. It just means no synthetic pesticides in fertilizers, so they have to spray
sometimes every bit or more than our conventional growers. Their stuff also costs about fifty
tlmes more than the conventional things. So it impacts everybody. The- the partlcular issue in
Temecula valley is the odor of the sulphur. Like I say, odor doesn’t necessarily mean drift. You
put a school in the area, no matter if they spray during school session, no matter if there’s no drift,
you will get complamts you will get lawsuits. And it costs the taxpayers a bunch of money
because then me and State and Bob and everybody else gets involved, doing investigations, ﬁying
to prove whether or not there was an actual violation. If there’s no violation, it doesn’t protect the
grower, or the County, or the property owner, because you can sue based on a perceived nuisance,
and Mr. Newcomb can attest to that, he’s had to deal with it. So it’s- it’s a very high impact.

The Church, yoh can work around the church — they’re mainly weekends, mainly evenings,
when they’re either not spraying or there’s not a high impact. Um, five days a week, two times to
three times a day - big problem.

JOHN PETTY: Are you familiar with lawsuits, and I assume you’re called, probably, on a semi-
regular basis to be—

MICHELE TRACY: Not so far.

JOHN PETTY: --provide expert testimony, but uh, what, uh, what’s your experience been with,

um--

P |
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MICHELE TRACY: There are certain parts of the public that are anti-pesticide activists, um I
believe Calvary Chapel has actually dealt with one before at their Murrietta school. Umm, a lot of
them will even come from outside the area or don’t live in the area - if it becomes a news issue.
Um we’ve had other deal¥ where the risk of putting the schools in a vineyard area-- Lestonnac
center, for instance, um, got together with the growers and they traded‘ properties and put their
stuff right on the edge of a-- of a residential development. Um, I haven’t had to deal with the
lawsuits directly, thank you very much, umm but it is a big issue.

JOHN PETTY: So if you were advising this Commission as to going forward and whether to
allow churches—or, sorry, to allow schools in Temecula wine country, what would that advice be?
MICHELE TRACY: If I were sitting where guys, there’s no way in heck I would allow a school
there. The Church we can work around; the school — no. It’s a direct dollar amount impact and
probably one of the highest impacts in the state. When we’re talking about urban-agricultural
interfaces, we can even work with the urban, but the minute you put a school there, and like you
were saying with the um-- with the uh-- AB whatever number it was where they were going--
and that was actually the half mile, not a quarter mile — uh, where they’re going to ban all
pesticide uses within a half mile of any school property, period. There’s already that prohibition
on specific chemicals, some of the fumigants, some of the things they would need‘ to replant
vineyards with, are already prohibited by state law.

JOHN PETTY: How do we reconcile-- I understand sensitive receptors at schools, but we also
have sensitive receptors at-- dining at restaurants in wine country — how do we reconcile that?
MICHELE TRACY: We’ve not-- ’ve never had a complaint come to my office regarding that.
Typically, the guys are real careful that they’re not going to be spraying within eyesight of a
public event of any type, and that would include, you know, Faulkner’s patio, for instance. You
know, nobody’s dumb enough to sit there with a spray rig right below that restaurant. Unless it’s
their own guys, which-- |

COMMISSIONER JOHN SNELL: I think the other thing with the restaurant--

MICHELE TRACY:: --we’ve had that issue issue

JOHN SNELL: -- is the transient use and—
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MICHELE TRACY: Itis—

JOHN SNELL: -- and the school is constant use, and it’s a different nature—

MICHELE TRACY: It is. And the school kids are paying to be there and they have to be there.
JOHN SNELL: And they*re our precious little ones too.

MICHELE TRACY: Yeah, yeah.

JOHN SNELL: With grandkids, I know what that means. So, any other questions? Thank you so

much for being here, and does staff have your contact card and stuff? Ok. Thank you very much.




Temecula Debates Building
Churches, Schools Near Vineyards

Would an elementary school threaten wine makers?
By Jacob Rascon ‘ '

Wine makers and churchgoers debated building a refigious school near a Temecula Vineyard Wednesday. in an area
famous for wine, some are worried that the expansion of religious buildings in the area may threaten the abilify to
make and sell alocoholic beverages, Jacob Rascon reporis from Temeoula for the MBO4 News at 5 pan. on August 22
2012,
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Replaveradvedisement

A capacity crowd attended a planning commission meeting Wednesday at Temecula City
Hall fo hear about a ban that keeps churches from building or expanding in an area that
grows and bottles wine.

The commission requested additional study of the 2020 Wine Country Community plan after
lengthy debate. The issue will return to the planning commission next month.

Officials are considering whether the plan should be amended to eliminate a prohibition



against houses of worship and schools in a zone established to protect the vineyard region.
Church-goer Riley Smith stands on one side of the battle over wine country land.

“I think they should probably let us go in and move because we’re not really doing anything
harmful to them," Smith said.

Loretta Falkner owns a winerysin the area. She said she is a religious person, but is “against
the destruction of a beautiful wine country.”

The wine area in Temecula has one church. Calvary chapel, near Rancho California Road
between Calle Contento and Anza Road, purchased adjacent property and officials plan to
expand. Vintners spoke against the churches plan Wednesday to expand and add a school.

If Calvary Chapel builds a school, vintners predict major problems in the form of lawsuits
over pesticide issues and alcohol sales. Riverside County agricultural standards investigator
Michele Tracy agreed it is a legitimate concern.

“You will get complaints, you will get lawsuits,” Tracy said.

The vintners also fear another church and a school would be a waste of perfect farming
land.

But the pastor at Calvary Chapel said the church is a growing and an established part of the
community. ‘

"We've been in the community for 15 years and we’re getting a lot of requests for a school,”
he said. '

Calvary Chapel’s pastor has lived in wine country for decades and argues that its Christian
residents deserve a private school. As wine country expands, so should his church, which is
above capacity, said the Rev. Clark Van Wick.

"We need some more classrooms, we could use more seats in the sanctuary — so it would
be nice just to accommodate the people in the community," said Van Wick.

Follow NBCLA for the latest LA news, events and entertainment:iPhone/iPad App |
Facebook]| Twitter | Google+ | Instagram | RSS | Text Alerts | Email Alerts

Find this article at:
htip/ivww.nbeolosangeles com/news/local/Te
1671196865.himl
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DIReCT DiAL: 213.580.6303 December 4, 2012 32652.2
E-MAIL: MCKEITH@LBBSLAW.COM

By facsimile and hand delivery

Riverside County Planning Commissioners
County of Riverside Administrative Center
4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor

P.O. Box 1409

Riverside, CA 92502

Re:  Comments of Calvary Bible Fellowship Church (“Calvary™) December 5, 2012
Planning Commission Hearing - Wine Country Community Plan (“WCCP”)

I - Dear Commissioners:

Calvary Bible Fellowship Church (“Calvary”) submits this supplemental letter to be
included in the Administrative Record for the Wine County Community Plan (“WCCP”).
Although it is unclear whether the public record is now closed, we are submitting this
correspondence in response to a letter dated December 3, 2012, from the Riverside
Agricultural Commissioner. (Attachment A). It also briefly addresses the Staff Report dated
December 5, 2012, concerning recirculation of the Draft Environmental Impact Report
(“EIR”) for evaluation of religious institutions with ancillary elementary schools.

In 2011, the Agricultural Commissioner submitted a report setting forth the current
rules and regulations concerning pesticide application in the vicinity of schools concluding
that pesticide application is safe in the vicinity of schools assuming Commission rules are
followed. This report previously has been submitted to the Planning Commission.

At the WCCP Planning Commission hearing on August 22, 2012, Michele Tracy, an
agricultural standards investigator for the Riverside County Agricultural Commissioner’s

' The December 5 Staff Report was made publicly available on or about November
29, 2012.
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Riverside County Planning Commissioners
December 4, 2012
Page 2

wrongly testified that there had been “several” lawsuits involving pesticide exposure in
areas of schools. Because she provided no details and was not submitted to cross-
examination, Calvary request&d that County staff convene a meeting with the Agricultural
Commissioner, the vintners and Calvary to discuss the details of these alleged incidences
and appropriate mitigation to avoid them. On October 19, 2012, a meeting was convened
with County Executive Officer George Johnson, Deputy Planning Director Frank Coyle,
Legislative Aide Olivia Bames, Deputy Agricultural Commissioner Robert Muiherin, Deputy
County Counsel Michelle Clack, Robert Tyler, Mike Naggar and myself. At that meeting,
Mr. Mulherin was unable to point to a single example in Riverside County where a
complaint was lodged due to exposure of school children to offsite agricultural pesticide
application. '

Unfortunately, the vintners refused to attend the October 19, 2012 meeting, and
have declined to participate in any meeting since. On October 20, 2012, Calvary wrote to
Ben Drake expressing our disappointment with his refusal to meet so that the parties could
arrive at some agreed-upon objective facts about pesticide risk and mitigation. Calvary
thereafter served a Public Records Act (*PRA") request on the Agricultural Commissioner's
office to obtain copies of any of the so-called complaints referenced on August 22, 2012 or
other documentation in the Commissioner’s files to support Ms. Tracy’s statements.

On December 3, 2012, Calvary received a statement from the Agricultural
Commissioner’s office, concerning pesticide application and incidents prompting
enforcement actions in proximity with schools. (Attachment A). At first blush, this
statement would lead the reader to conclude that the five incidents referenced had
something to do with off-site pesticide application and schools. As such, the statement
again is both deceptive and inaccurate.

On December 4, 2012, Mr. Mulherin clarified via e-mail to Calvary and County
planning staff that the five enforcement actions referenced were entirely unrelated to offsite
pesticide spraying and instead involved activities performed by school employees on
school property. In sum, Mr. Mulherin states, “The five formal ... were related to activities
performed by school employees on school property. The noncompliances noted in these
five formal violations ... were not committed by an agricultural operation (farm or pest
control business).” (Attachment B, emphasis in original). Although we appreciate this
clarification, we ask for a formal letter from the Commissioner withdrawing the August 22,
2012 statements made by Ms. Tracy and revising the December 3, 2012 statement to
provide clear facts for this Commission to evaluate now and at further hearings.

Moreover, documentation provided by the Agricultural Commissioner's Office in
response to Calvary’s PRA request and confirmed by conversations with Mr. Mulherin on
November 21, 2012 and December 3, 2012 establish that none of the incidents referenced
in the statement concern off-site agricultural spraying; rather, they were almost entirely due

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITHLLP * www.lbbsiaw.com
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to on-site “user error.” In other words, the most notable “pesticide” incidents in and around
Riverside County schools since 2007, all concem school employees mishandling their own
chemicals. In the past five ye3rs (if not longer), there is not a single violation documented
by the Agricultural Commissioner of agricultural pesticide operations impacting a school,

The five "adverse incidents" referenced in the December 3 statement that led to
formal violations are outlined below:

1) In 2008, a Corona Norco Unified School District employee who was applying the
weed killer Roundup on the school grounds was injured by the chemical. The violations
included finding that the employee was not properly trained (she had not received training
in pesticide mixing since 2001), that she was not taken to a physician, and that the School
failed to supervise its employees. The Agricultural Commissioner issued a cease and
desist order proscribing employee handling of pesticides until workers underwent proper
training. This was the most serious violation found by the Agricultural Commissioner’s
office, and it is the one that led to the civil penalties referenced in the December 3,2012
statement. (Pesticide Investigation Report 2008-220, Blanca Nunez; Notice of Violation
101-100858LCO08).

, 2) In 2010, a teacher/coach at Norte Vista High School sought treatment for irritation
on his legs after spending time on athletic fields that had recently been sprayed with
Roundup. The Agricultural Commissioner’s Office issued notice of violation to the school
for failure to notify school employees of the school’s Roundup application and failure to
provide training of pesticide handling to employees, and ordered the District to cease and
desist applications until proper training was completed. (Pesticide Investigation Report
2010-712, Kenneth Batdorf; Notice of Violation 101-80055-JL-11 ). '

3) In 2010, a Pesticide Enforcement Inspection at the Bethel Christian School found
that the school was in violation of requirements to train school employees prior to the
application of gopher killer, and that the school improperly stored and applied that pesticide
on its grounds. The Agricultural Commissioner issued a letter of warning outlining these
violations. (Letter of Warning to Bethel Christian School dated May 20, 2010).

4) In 2010, a Pesticide Enforcement Inspection at the Jurupa Unified School District
found that the District was not in compliance with requirements to wear proper safety gear
when applying the weed killer Roundup, to properly train school employees in the
application of Roundup and inform them of health and emergency procedures. The
Agricultural Commissioner’s Office issued a Letter of Warning to the school. (Letter of
Warning to Jurupa Unified School District dated September 1, 2010).

5) In 2007, the Agricultural Commissioner’s Office issued a Letter of Warning to the
Riverside Unified School District after an enforcement inspection revealed that school

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP * www.Ibbslaw.com
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employees failed to don protective eyewear when applying Roundup on school grounds.
(Letter of Waming to Riverside Unified School District dated February 28, 2011).

The documentation of the above incidents is enclosed for your review (Attachment
C). ‘

As is now more than evident, none of these incidents adverse affects on a
vuinerable population are due to neighboring pesticide application - which supposedly is
the primary concern claimed by the vintners. Calvary therefore requests that the Planning
Commission disregard entirely - and ignore in its decision making - the prior testimony of
Ms. Tracy.

Calvary respects and supports the efforts of the vintners and the other growers in
Riverside County and believes that the lack of reported incidents in the past demonstrates
that the two can peacefully coexist. In fact, Calvary agreed to provisions in its 1999 Public
Use Permit (‘PUP”) stating that it would not object to farm activities in its immediate area
acknowledging that Riverside is a Right-to-Farm County, and Calvary has not ever
complained about the vintners.

Since August 22, 2012, Calvary has further confirmed that there are nearly 9,000
children under 18 living in the wine country.? Similarly, the Saint Jeanne de Lestonnac
School and the Temecula Valley Charter School are both located immediately adjacent to
agricultural operations. The Commissioner’s office has confimed that there are already 75
schools in Riverside County within a quarter mile of agricultural operations.? If the vintners
and the Agricultural Commissioner were truly concerned that “sensitive receptors” such as
children were being adversely affected, then what is being done to notify and protect
existing residents and schools for such concems? Calvary suggests that this issue is
nothing more than a veiled effort to keep Calvary from expanding its religious services
including the education of the children who attend Calvary and that, in the end, it is a de
facto form of discrimination. ‘

The tactics of the vintners and the misstatements of the Agricultural Commissioner’s
office, in the end, do a serious disservice to the entire agricultural community. Either

agriculture can coexist safely with other uses or it is unsafe and must end as communities

? See Attachment D showing 2010 census data for four tracts comprising the
majority of the wine country. The data indicate that approximately 8,800 children under age
18 are living in wine country.

* Documentation of these schools has been previously submitted to the Planning
Commission by Calvary.

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP » www.Ibbslaw.com



Riverside County Planning Commissioners
December 4, 2012
Page 5

expand. The suggestion that churches and schools cannot safely be located in
agricultural areas implies that no urban uses are safe.

Calvary again reiterates its desire to work with the vintners. Calvary has voluntarily
stipulated to a number of mitigation measures above and beyond those legally required.
Recently, the vintners (or some subset thereof) sued the County based upon its supposed
failure to enforce mitigation measures in Calvary’s PUP requiring that Calvary plant
Christmas trees over a decade ago.* This lawsuit appears to be nothing more than a
pretext to argue that that Calvary and the County cannot be trusted to abide byorto
enforce the PUP, and therefore that any representation Calvary will abide by the
Agricultural Commissioner’s 12 hour notice to cease school operations for emergency
spraying will not be followed.

~ Suffice it to say that no party has more incentive to abide by the safety regulations
of the Commissioner than does Calvary given that it is our children who will be attending
the elementary school. The pending litigation is simply is mean spirited and nothing more
than a waste of public resources at a time the County can least afford it.

Calvary has now debunked the two key reasons against allowing religious
institutions and ancillary schools in the wine country: alcohol and beverage licenses and
public safety in connection with pesticides. Calvary also agreed to pay for what it
considered a reasonable portion of a revised EIR to evaluate traffic and other genuine
environmental impact issues. The costs proposed by the County in its Staff Report
seemed excessive and suggests that the EIR otherwise does not require recirculation.
Based on the testimony from August 22, 2012, there were several additional issues that
had not been properly evaluated in the EIR or required further review including (a) the
impact of additional hotel and agricultural growth on worker housing and related public
'safety; (b) an updated cumulative analysis of water availability at build out; and (c)
mitigation required for additional nitrate load. For whatever reason, the December 5, 2012
Staff Report is silent on these issues.

As staff indicated in the December 5 Staff Report, Calvary fully intends to proceed
expeditiously with its application to expand, and we anticipate that our environmental
impact report will be complete within six months. This information will help to reduce the
- cost of the recirculated EIR for the WCCP but it will not address the many other issues that
were raised before this Commission unrelated to Calvary. a

* Temecula Agriculture Conservation Council v. County of Riverside, Riverside
Superior Court case no. RIC 1216703, filed November 13, 2012: Calvary was sued as the
real party in interest.

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP » www.lbbslaw.com
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In sum, there remains no substantial evidence in the record indicating that religious
institutions with ancillary elementary schools cannot operate safely and compatible in the
wine country. We appreciate the time that staff has spent on this matter, and we continue
to encourage the County to require mandatory mediation between the parties so that these
issues can be resolved outside of litigation.

Please include this letter and attachments as part of the record for the December 5,
2012 Planning Commission hearing on the Wine Country Community Plan.

Very truly yours,

MHM
Enclosures
Cc:  Mary Stark, Secretary to the Riverside County Planning Commission

mcstark@rctima.org
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Attachment A



AGRICULTURAL COMMISSIONER’S OFFICE
4080 LEMON STREET, ROOM 19
PO: BOX 1089 ‘
RIVERSIDE, CA 92502-1089

PHONE [951] 955-3000
FAX (951) 955-3012 . L _
wWww.HivC0Qg.0ig WEIGHTS & MEASURES DIVISION
» 2950 WASHINGION STREET
: _ . A . ~ PO.BOX 1480
JOHN SNYDER RIVERSIDE, CA 92502-1480
AgricUliural Cordmissioner PHONE (951] 955-3030
Sedler of Weights & Measures FAX (951} 276-4728
December 3, 2012

The County of Riverside has requested and the agricultural commissioner’s office has reviewed
its records and surveyed its staff to determine the humber of complaints/fincidents during the
period from 2007 to date resulting from pesticide applications in the areas of the 75 Riverside:
public and private schools. Based upon this file review, five incidents that led to formal
violations, and one incident that led to a formal civil penalty action have been identified. While
the siting of schools In-agricultural areas has occurred for years, this arrangement Is not ideal

- due to significant agricultural-urban interface issues, {see attached excerpt from the California
Department of Pesticide Regulation’s publication, "A Guide to Pesticide Regulation In
California” — “Addressing Public Concerns about Pesticides”). There are 2 number of studies and
reports which point to the wisdom of land use decisions which prevent potential pesticide
exposure to humans, especially to the most vulnerable segment of our population, As the
county department that is usually the first line of defense regarding responding to and .
investigating pesticide related complaints, {whether actual or perceived), we are in a position to
say that land use/planning decisions that result in an ag/urban interface (especially a sensitive
site interface such as a school) are far from ideal. The results are almost always undue burdens
to the farm community and potential negative health effects to the adjacent population.
Additionally, land use decisions that result in ag-urban interfaces are generally not consistent
with the county’s “Right to Farm” Ordinance as well as the “Notice of Right to Farm” state faw,
attached. These siting’s require ongoing flexibility on the part of farmers operating in the
vicinity of schools, regarding agricultural chemical application timing and verious cultural
practices, as well as the cooperation and agreement by private schools to terminate activities in
the event of special circumstances and/or the need for emergency agricultural chemical
applications. Ag chemical applications due to special circumstances may include, but are not
fimited to soil fumigations and aerial pesticide applications, associated with emergency pest
infestations. To avoid conflicts, the Board of Supervisors may add additional conditions to any
use permit of a private school including limitations on outdoor activities; use of air filters, full
disclosure to the parents of school children and all school related staff and contract employees,
concerning periodic agricultural activities, including chemical applications, and an agreement to
terminate school upan 12 hours notice in the event of emergency situation.

Attachments
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Grasse, Maxa ‘

From: Mulherin, Robert <RMulherin@RIVCOAG.ORG>

Sent: Tuesday, December 04, 2012 5:08 PM

To: McKeith, Malissa; Grasse, Maya

Cc: Coyle, Frank; Nanthavongdouangsy, Phayvanh

Subject: Pesticid:s and Schools Statement Document, dated 12-3-12

On December 3, 2012, the Agricultural Commissioner’s Office provided you with a document concerning the use of
pesticides on or near schools. Within this document reference is made to five incidents that led to formal violations
being issued and one incident where a formal civil penalty action was taken.

To clarify, the five formal violations and one formal civil penalty action were related to activities performed by school
employees on school property. The noncompliances noted in these five formal violations and one formal civil penalty
action were not committed by an agricultural operation (farm or pest control business).

Robert Mulherin

Deputy Agricultural Commissioner

Environmental Protection Division

Riverside County Agricultural Commissioner’s Office
{951) 955-3023

(951) 955-3047 FAX

rmulherin@rivcoag.org
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF PESTICIDE REGULATION
VICLATION NOTICE

PRENF-101 {REV 3/03)

A. VIOLATOR INFORMATION .

FIRM / PERSON NAME ‘ ' TELEPHONE NUMBER | COUNTY NAME
Corona Norco Unified School District {9513 736-5000 Riverside

MAILING ADDRESS PERMIT ID NUMBER VIOLATION NOTICE NO.
2820 Clark Avenuye . = N/A 101-100858LCOS
cry STATE ZIF CODE VIOLATION DATE/TIME
Norco CA g2880 271408 7:15 a.m.

Lingricultural Pest Confrol Advisor L] Struckiral Pest Gontrol Operaior "L Privats Applicator LICENSE/CERTIFICATE #
L3 past Control Business {7 Feld Representative [ Labor Contractor
3 post Contros Aircraft Plot D3 Quatified Appiicator Certificate B Government Agency N/A
[l Pest Control Dealer L1 Qualified Applicator Licanse [1 Other

ADDRESSPROPERTY LOGATION CITY.
1385 E, Foothill Parkway Corona
B, SECTION(S} VIOLATED )
Food and Agricultural Code (FAC)
California Code of R ions (CCR 1) E702(b)(2) 2) 6702(b)3) 3) 6724 4) 6726(c)
Business and Professions Code (R&P)} .
Labor Code (L.C) ] .
E. VIOLATION NARRATIVE . : .
1} The employer shall inform the employee, ih a Ianguge the employee understands, ofthe specific pesticide being used,

! hezards, the personal protective equi and other equipment to be work procedures to be foll

and pesticide safety regulations applicable to all activities they may perform. (emplovees did not receive training).

2) The employer shall supervise employees fo assure that safe work ices, including all applicable regulations and
_pesticide product labeling requirements are complied with,
3) The emplover shall have a written fraining program which address each of the subjects specified In subsection (b). The

training shall be completed before the employee is allowed to handle pesticides, continually updated to cover any new

ticides that will be handled and repeated at isest annually Hrereafter (Em ees were not trained to use Roundup Pro),
4 Whenmereisreésonabie rounds to sus that an emplovee has a ich ilinessorwhenan refoa
pesticide has occutred that might reasonably be expected 1o lead 10 an employee's liness, the employer shall ensure that the
employee is taken to a physician immediately. (The empioyee drove herself to the physician's office).
F. CEASE AND DESIST/ STOP WORK ORDER '
You must CEASE AND DESIST from alowing untrained handlers to use pesticides.

mm.mmmwucwesm(cheekmm El7s7 11898 3 11887 O 13101 = 13102
G. NOTICE . :
Th.isimrmaﬁdndWMam&ﬁmMsmmwregmaﬁonspmmnges&mwPwmd%mﬁmsoravldaﬁmofﬂmsusmss

and Professions (ode pettaning 10 Sruchiral mmmwawmmwummpemmmrmwmmmm
Vigations of this hitire may suBiect the VIBIRRoT 10 IUIther acton as presenined by law,

Rt e 4
H. NOTIFICATION INFORMATION
NOTIFIED PERSON'S PRINTED NAME TITLE SIGNATURE DATE

Robert Kent HR Administrator v .
_ The "Notified Person's Signature” {above) is not an admission of guilt or a promise to appear {citation).

el Y 5 Y Y

ISSUING AGENCY Inmzmms ISSUED
RIVERSIDE COUNTY AGRICULTURAL COMMISSIONER 6/19/2008
VIOLATION DELIVERED:

£J Regtrter Mall W Certified Malt# 7007 2580 0000 3851 5187 [7) Fax # {1 _Ofher [ inPerson Date:

Exosi/Bil 1614103 ‘ Page 1 of 1




»

STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PESTICIDE REGULATION

PESTICIDE EPISODE INVESTIGATION REPORT PESTICIDE ENFORCEMENT BRANCH
PR-ENF~127 (REV. 7/00) PAGE _1 OF_3
RECEIVED BY RECEIVED FROM REPRESENTING DATE/TIME RECEIVED g A | PERSON NOTIFIED DATE
DPR-Amaheim WHS 4/21/08 08:00 {irm] ora
PRICRITY INVESTIGATION DEG
E !swmomam;_ EFFECTS [Jress . DHe
OTHER _ B ——
T ] COUNTY OF OOCUBRENCE DATE OF OCGURRENGE TIME G AM g,i
Riverside { ®o 2 pay 1 vr 2008 | 715 1M cAC
EFISODE LOCATION
1395 £, Foothill Pkwy., Corona - OTHER
TNJURED/COMPLAINANT INFORMATION :
GMPLAINT SIGNED : VISITED TENT OF BURVILLNESS | ACTIVITY OF PERSON EXPOSEDINVGLVED
o - ] Famt %Smpw Mixefloader | | FleldWorker [ Oter
(ves [Iwo NIA v ves [Jno [ ] wm setous [ | Bposedonyy | [ ] Appticator [ pubier Explein
NAME AGE SEX WHS NO. WORKDAYS LOST
Blanca Nunez 40 Female | 2008-220 None
ADDRESS oIy 4P PHORE
5508 Elien Street ) Riverside. 92503 (851) 3814123
MEDICAL FACILITY NAME : t% TREATMENT PROVIDED HOSPITALIZED DATEMIME ADMITTED | DATE/TIME DISCHARGED
Vista Medical Group OBSERVATION ONLY vés D wo -
PENSICIAN ADDRESS HON
Neser W, Azar, M.D. 1820 Fullerton Avenue Ste, 140, Cororia CA 52881 (951) 548-0900
SIGNS/SYMPTOMS EXPERIENGED , -
buming face and the taste of chemical in mouth —
EMPLOYER ADDRESS BHONE
Corona Norco Unified School District 2820 Clark Avenue, Norco CA 82860 (851)735.5000
PROTECTIVE MEASURES USED
EYES HANDS INHALATION OTHER ENGINEERING CONTROLS
(3] Sefety Glasses | | Cloth/leather Gloves 11 DustMask ™} Work Clothes [ ] Closed System
|71 Goggles 1| Chem. Resistant Gloves || 142 Face Respirator D Coverals " | Enclased Cab
] Faceshiale | jome i | Fudl Face Respirator ' | Chem. Resistant Ciothes || Enc. Cab wiir Purifieation
| ] EyesSun Glasses | ] None , | | soBA | ] Chem Resistant Boots | ] Other
[} nNone I tone I Head Covering 1 Nons
) . Other
ENVIRONMENTAL OR PROPERTY DAMAGE ' ~
DESCRIFTION OF DAMAGE AMOUNT NV ALUE

NIA

ADDRESS PHONE
.%RESPOA‘DENT(S) PCA [ | DEALER | ] PROT | | GROWER | |  AGENCY | ] OTHER* | ]
NAME - - E

o PHONE | HIGENSEIPERNIT NO. 7 vess TON A :_Q o
ADDRESS EMPLOYER'S NAME PHONE
oY : STATE T I EMPLOYER'S ADDRESS
EXPLAINY crrY l STATE { zip
PESTICIDE NAMEMANUFACTURER " £PA REGISTRATION NUMBER ,cméeoav DOSEDEUTIONVOLUME | TREATMENT DATE | COMMODITY/SITE TREATED
Reundup Pro Herbicide/Monsarto 524-475-ZA Caution | 1 gallon/80 gallons | 2/1/08 planters/school

EQUIPMENT TYPE/MAKE/MODEL/DESCRIPTION
80 galion spray tank, electric cart
SUMMARIZE THE EPISODE INCLUDING A DETAILED DESCRIFTION OF EVIDENGE TAKEN { Use Episode Report Supplement Farm PRENP-127A if Additions] Space is Needed)

Summary:

On February 2, 2008, an employee of the Corona Nores Unified School District, Blanca Nunez, was performing a mix load when chemical

Splashed info her face. She cleaned the pesticide off her face and then reported the incident to her supervisor. She was sent {o the dlinic

for evaluation and treatment.

Background Information; Training was provided to Blanca Nunez for Roundup on March 28, 2001

| DATE PREPARED | REPORT REVIEWEDVAPPROVED BY NAMEMITLEY | DATE APPROVED,

ST DEr et (5E Gllahy RS ot s e Ao Comm. €T 3108




STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PESTICIDE REGULATION

PESTICIDE EPISODE INVESTIGATION | PESTICIDE ENFORCEMENT BRANGH
SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT |

1 owsvsieT ‘ PRIGRITYANHG NO. GTHER 1.0, RO, COUNTY OF OCCURRENGE DATE OF OCCURRENGE
1385 E. Foothill Pkwy., Corona/Nunez 2008-220 Riverside mo 2 opay 1 vr2008
REPORT/TYPE

NARRATIVE CONTINUATION ] suppLEMENTAL REPORT [ ] omHer REPORT

REMARKS -

Violations:

GCR 6726(c)-The employee was not taken fo the physician,
CCR 8724-The employer does not have a wiitten fraining program and employees were not trained
CCR 8702-Failure to supervise employees

Wilnesses: v
Blanca Nunez, Maintenance; Corona Norco Unified School District, 2820 Clark Avenue, Norco CA 92880 (951) 351-4123
Robert Perez, Field Supenrison Corona Norco Unified School District, 2820 Clark Avenue, Norco CA 92860 (851) 736-3316
Librado Carranza, Maintenance, Corona Norco Unified Schoo! District, 2820 Clark Avenue, Norco CA 92860 (951) 736-5000
Jesse Balderas, Administrator, Corona Norco Unified School District, 2820 Clark Avenue, Norco CA 92860 (851) 73%-St00

!ﬁvestigation and Statements:

On June 11, 2008 at 8:18 a.m. | spoke via telephone with the Supervisor of Maintenance for the Corona Norco Unified School
District, Robert Perez. He stated the following in summary:
_ 1am not the immediate supervisor for Blanca Nunez. | am the maintenance manager of the entire district. The direct
L _Avisorfor Ms. Nunez is Alan Davidson; however, he was not working the day of the incident. Santiago High Schoof's
»Administra’tor, Jesse Balderas, was her supervisor the day of the incident. You will need to contact him to find out exactly what
happened. | only know that she was sent 1o the doctor for a Roundup exposure, We had training for the employees, which was
conducted by Monsanto Chemical Company. | will send you the records for that training. We do provide the employees with
safety glasses and protective gloves, which they are instructed to use. | will have Ms. Nunez contact you.

On .June 11, 2008 at 11:00 a.m. | spoke with Blanca Nunez in person at Santiago High School. Nobody else was present

during the interview. Ms. Nunez stated the following in summary. ) ‘

| was preparing to spray for weeds early in the morning on Friday February 1, 2008 when | was splashed with Roundup in
the face. It was shortly after we amived at work, probably around 7:15 a.m. The tank already had about 20 or 30 gallons of
diluted pesticide in the tank from the previous day, 1was going to fill up the tank with water and add some more pesticide, As|
was filling the tank with water my coworker, Librado Carranza, was frying to connect the tank hitch to the electric cart. He picked
up the hitch to connect it, but he did not know what he was doing and he dropped it. The force of the impact caused some of the
tank solution to splash out of the tank onto my face. | was wearing safety giasses so the chemical did not get into my eyes, but
it splashed onto the side of my face and my chest. | went to the restroom by the pool and washed my face and hands. 1then
went o tell my supervisor, Jesse Balderas what happened. He told me 1o go to the doctor.

I went to the doctor right away around 8:00 a.m. 1 did not want to go, but they told me to. They washed my face and took
I tals and then | was allowed fo leave. | tasted the chemical in my mouth and my face bumed for about a day. | do not have
any further symptoms or problems. i received training about five or so years ago for the Roundup. Librado has never .
been trained. When we work we wear w%xes gloves, and a disposable tyvek suit.

T Lenade 105V Ulaks | faatiatten o o A Comle © 119108




STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PESTICIDE REGULATION

PESTICIDE EPISODE INVESTIGATION _' * PESTICIDE ENFORCEMENT BRANCH

SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT

PR-ENF-127A {REV. 7/00) PAGE 3 oF 3
SUBIEGT . PRIORITYANHS NO. OTHER L.D. NO. COUNTY OF OCCURRENCE DATE OF OCCURRENCE .

13985 E. Foothill Pkwy., Corona/Nunez 2008220 Riverside wo 2 pav 1 ve 2008

REPORYITYPE )

[ ] narrATIVE CONTINUATION X] SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT [ ] omer reporT

REMARKS

On June 17, 2008 at 3:30 p.m. | spoke with L:bfado Carranza vna the telephone. He stated the foliowing in summary:

The incident occurred on February 1, 2008 at around 7:00 a.m. | was hooking up the pesticide tank to the electric cart, when
the hitch slipped out of my hands and dropped o the ground. Therewas a couple of gallons of diluted chemical in the tank from
the previous day. When | dropped it, the solution splashed out of the top into Bianca's face. She was filling the tank with water
when it happened. Blanca washed off her face with water and took off the chemscal sult. We wear safety glasses, the suit,
and gloves when we apply the Roundup. After it happened, | went to the office to toll the supervisor about the incident. Blanca
went to the hospitai shortly after that. | have never had training on the Roundup,

On June 18, 2008 at 8:20 a.m. | spoke with Administrator Jesse Balderas via the telephone. He stated the followi owing in summary:
| am not the immediate supervisor of Ms. Nunez, but } was the supervisor on site the day of the incident. Her supervisor was

gone that day. Ms. Nunez was filling up the pesticide tank with water while Mr. Carranza was trying to hook the tank hitch up

to the carl. He dropped the hitch, and some diluted pesticide from a previous application splashed into Ms. Nunez® face. She

rinsed her face with water and came 1o tell me about the incident in the office. | had her go to the physician as a precaution. |

.am not aware of her last training or how often the training should be conducted. Bob Perez, Fleld Supervisor, is msponsibte

_ gaking sure the maintenance crew is trained properly.

| informed Jesse Balderas as well as Bob Perez of the training requirements and their record keeping responsibilities. A training
packet was mailed 1o the Corona Norco Unified School District.

Findings: . _

__The Corona Norco Unified School District did not train their employees properly prior to handling pesticides. Ms. Nunez had
not received training since March 28, 2001 and Mr. Carranza had never received any training. Proper training on how to handle
the pesticide and the equipment may have prevented the incident from occurting. Ms. Nunez was not taken to the hospital, but
drove herself after the incident.

Attachments:

Doctor's First Report for Blanca Nunez

Training records for March 28, 2001 training

Notice of Violation to Corona Norco Unified School District

P adup Label
R ARED BY (NAMETITLE) l DATE PREPARED REPORT REVIEWEDVAPPROVES BY (NAMETITLE) DATE/APPROVED
FU &Wéé/ BT @//4’/057 RNMLL—M /D Aﬁ C: /{‘?/og



RIVERSIDE . 2008-220
Lwob VISTA MEDICAL GR | o i anea
» Industrial Care Ce; Date of Injury:  2/1/2008

Doctors’ First Repoit of Occupational

v 5 days of your inltlal examination, for every occupational injury or liness, send this report to Insurer or empioyer (only If self-insured). Fafiure to file a
timery doctdl's report may result in assessment of a civit penalty, In the case of diagnosed or suspected pesticide poisoning, send one copy of this report
directly to the Division of Labor Statistics and Research, P.O, Box 603, San Francisco, CA 94101; and notify your local heaith officer by telephone within 24
hours and by send@ 3 copy of this report within seven davs. For » supply of this form, please call (415) 557-1924,

. . PLEASE DO
1. Insurer Name/Address: . 2. Employer Name; NOT USE THIS
CNUS.D . COLUMN
TRISTAR INSURANCE . [ 3. Address: [ Case No.
P.0. BOX 10880 2820 CLARK AVE, '
SANTA ANA, CA. 92713 NORCO, CA. 92860
4. Nature of Business: SCHQOL_DISIRICT s
5, Patient Name: ~ 6. SEX: " 7. DOB E ug [E H W] ‘
BLANCA NUNEZ FEMALE 2/9/18 D 1
8. Address: 9, Telephone #; - et Co M
5509 ELLEN STREET (951) 351-4123 ‘;?ﬂ, APR ~ 8 0@
RIVERSIDE, CA. 92503 ) ;
10. Occupation: (Specific Job Title) 11. Soclal Security Numbdr: Agel
POOL ATTENDANT . 556-69-7958 WORKER HEAITH QAEETY
12.Injured at: 1395 FOOTHILL  City CORONA - County RIVERSIDE Hazard—"
13, Date and hour of Injury or onset of illness 14, Date last worked Disease
2-1-2008 v 2-1-2008
15. Date and hour of first injury, examination or treatment 16. Have you (or your office) Hospitalization
2-1-2008 : : | previously treated patient
_ DOYes X No ‘ ’
17. Patient, please describe how the ‘accident or exposure happened (Be Specific) , Occupation
PATIENT STATED: * WHILE I WAS WORKING WEED KILLER SPLASHED ON MY-FACE®”, . ‘ Return Date
- Code

18. Subjective Complaints: OUND UP SPLASHED ON FACE, BUT NO CONTACT WITH EYES.( PATEINT WEARING GLASSES)
19. Objective Findings: FACE, EYES, MOUTH, NOSE, SKIN: NO SIGNS OF BURNING OR REDNESS, '
20, Diagnosis; Q’ ?‘/.?Chem-icai or toxic compounds involved XYesONo X-RAY Yes X No

21, Findings consistent with patient’s 22, Other condition that will impede | Explain:

statement X Yes 01 No - recovery : . o
OYes NoX0O RIEME =

23. Treatment Rendered/Planned: EVALUATION AND TREATMENT PERFORMED, REASSU&M.W*&%

IMMEDIATELY.

If further treatment required, specify treatment: NONE Estimated Duration: AR 1 U 7NNA

24, If hospitalized as inpatient, give hospital namea/location: N/A Admit Daéec‘./wg LTUHAL C{;’f 5 "3‘1‘;';;’3’55 Sta

NPT ek

]
25, Work Status: Is patient able to perform usual work? O Yes X NO A

If np, patient can return to: Regular Work: Modified Work: _Restrictions:

Naser W, Azar, M.D \, CA License! AS4778
1820 Fulierton Avenue X IRS Number:  33-0697381]
Suite #140 Corona, CA-928; Phone #: (951) 545-0900
D7 TOR'S SIGNATURE: , .

1, _not viclated LC 139.3 and the cdptgﬁts' of the report are true and correct to the best of my knowledge. This statem




AGRICULTURAL COMMISSIONER’S OFFICE
4080 LEMON STREET, ROOM 19
PO. BOX 1089
RIVERSIDE, CA 92502-1089
PHONE (951) 956-3000
FAX (951) 9556-3012

WEIGHTS & MEASURES DIVISION
- 2950 WASHINGTON STREET
2008 RO, BOX 1480
JOHN SNYDER October 6, \ RIVERSIDE, CA 925023 ;[?O
ricuthurel Commission PHONE (951) 955-3
Sgc‘:g!er of V\r/e!ghfsrr; Mocsures . FAX (051) 276-4728
NOTICE OF PROPOSED ACTION,
GROUNDS THEREFORE, AND
OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD
TO: Corona Narco Unified School District FILE NO, 300-ACP-RIV-08/09
28206 Clark Avenue
Noreo, CA 92860

You are hereby notified that pursuant to the provisions of Section 12999.5 of the Food and
Agricultural Code of California and Section 6130 of Title 3 of the California Code of
Regulations, the Commissioner proposes to fine you $760.80 for the following violation(s) of
these code(s): California Code of Regulations Section 6702. The amount of each fine is
determined by applyitig the circumstances of each violation to the fine guidelines that have been
@  covted for use in these actions. Those guidelines are found in Title 3, California Code of
Regulations Section 6130, which provides: _ :

(a) When taking civil penalty action putsuant to section 12999.5 of the Food and Agricultural
Code, County Agricultural Commissioners shall use the provisions of this section to
determine the violation class and fine amount.

(1) For purposes of this section, violations shall be designated as “Class 4%, “Class
B”, and “Class C.

(A) “Class A”: Violations which created an actual health or environmental
hazard, violations of a lawful order of the Commissioner issned pursuant to
sections 11737, 11737.5, 11896 or 11897 of the Food and Agricultural Code,
or violations that are repeat Class B violations. The fine range for Class A
violations is $706-85,0680.

(B) “Class B™: Violations which posed a reasonable possibility of creating a
heaith or environmental effect or violations that are repeat Class C
violations. The fine range for Class B violations is $250 - $1,860.

(C) “Class C™: Violatiops that are not defined in either Class A or Class B. The
range for Class C violations is $56 - $460.



Corona Norco Unified School District FILE NO. 500-ACP-RIV-08/09

This fine action bas been proposed in keeping with statewide pesticide enforcement guidelines
and is based on the incident(s) referenced within this document, as well as on any prior incidents
(compliance history).

The description of the incident(s) along with the individual statute(s) violated are cited below.

Incident: On February 1, 2008, a pesticide handler (Blanca Nunez) employed by the Corona
Norco Unified School District sought medical attention at the medical offices of Naser W. Azar
in Corona CA, where she was treated for exposure to a pesticide (Roundup Pro) and released.
Ms. Nunez had been experiencing symptoms of her face burning and the taste of chemical in her
mouth. As a result of her medical visit, a Pesticide Illness Report (WHS 2008-220) was
generated wherein a pesticide exposure was suspected as contributing to the patient’s symptoms.

On June 11, 2008, Agricultural & Standards Investigator, Lena Canada began an investigation to
determine if Ms. Nunez’s injuries were a result of pesticide exposure. Ms. Canada interviewed
Mt. Robert Perez, Supervisor of Maintenance for the Corona Norco Unified School District, and
also Ms. Nunez, the injured employee, on June 11, 2008. On June 17, 2008, Ms. Canada
interviewed Librado Carranza, the other pesticide handler present on February 1, 2008 when Ms.
Nunez was exposed to Roundup Pro. On June 18, 2008, Ms. Canada interviewed Jesse Balderas,
the supervisor of Ms. Nunez and Librado Carranza on February 1, 2008.

Ms. Canada determined that on February 1, 2008 Ms, Nunez had mixed and loaded the pesticide
(Roundup Pro, EPA Reg. # 524-475-ZA) in preparation of spraying weeds at Santiago High
School, which is located at 1395 E. Foothill Parkway in Corona, California. Ms. Canada found
that neither Ms. Nunez nor any of the other pesticide handlers had been frained prior to using
Roundup, as required by California Code of Regulations Section 6724. Roundup Pro, EPA
Registration Number 524-475-ZA, is a pesticide that is registered with the California of Pesticide
Regulation. During the mixing and loading operation, Ms. Nunez was wearing safety glasses,
rubber gloves and Tyvek coveralls, which were provided by the employer. The tank in which she
was mixing the Roundup Pro was on a trailer and as she was filling the tank with water, Mr.
Carranza tried to connect the trailer hitch to an electric cart. As he was doing this he dropped the
hitch, The force of the impact of the hitch hitting the ground caused some of the pesticide
solution to splash out of the tank onto the face and chest of Ms. Nunez. She began to experience
symptoms of burning to her face. Ms. Nunez washed her face and hands with water and then told
her supervisor, Jesse Balderas, of what had occurred. Mr. Balderas told her to go to the doctor.
Instead of the employer ensuring that the injured employee (Ms. Nunez)) was taken to a
physician, as required by California Code of Regulations Section 6726(c), she drove herself to
the medical facility on February 1, 2008. She received treatment and was released to return to
work. As a result of the employer’s failure to supervise the pesticide handlers (Ms. Nunez and
Mr. Carranza) to assure that safe work practices were being followed, the employee (Ms. Nunez)
was exposed to a pesticide which caused injury to her face.



Corona Noreco Unified School District FILE NO. 560-ACP-RIV-(8/09

Ms. Canada issued Violation Notice #101-100858LC08 to the Corona Norco Unified School
District as a result of this incideng,

Viglation 1:

Section 6702 of the California Code of Regulations states in part, the employer: shall inform the
employee, in a language the employee understands, of the specific pesticide being used, pesticide
safety hazards, the personal protective equipment and other equipment to be used, work
procedures to be followed, and pesticide safety regulations applicable to all activities they may
perform; shall supervise employees to assure that safe work practices, including all applicable
regulations and pesticide product labeling requirements are complied with; has the duly to
provide a safe work place for employees and require employees to follow safe work practices;
and shall take all reasonable measures to assure that employees handle and use pesticides in
accordance with the requirements of law, regulations, and pesticide product labeling
requirements.”

Corona Norco Unified School District failed to: provide pesticide-specific training to their
employees (Blanca Nunez, Librado Carranza) prior to the handling of pesticides; supervise
employees handling pesticides to assure that employees follow safe work practices and are in
compliance with worker safety requirements; ensure that an employee that has a pesticide illness
is taken to a physician immediately, These violations resulted in injury to their employee.

The proposed fine of $760.00 is at the low end of Class A because this violation caused an actual
health effect. :



Corona Nérco Unified School District FILE NO. 500-ACP-RIV-08/09

You are entitled to review the Commissioner’s evidence supporting these charges at the Office of
the County Agricultural Commissioner, located at 4080 Lemon Street, Room 19, Riverside,
California. Yeu must however request an appointment first by either calling (951) 955-
3045, or by writing to the letterhead address of this document.

You also are entitled to a hearing to present any evidence, oral or written including witnesses to
testify on your behalf why the Commissioner should not take the proposed action. You are not
required to be represented by legal counsel at the hearing, but your attorney may accompany and
represent you if you wish. A transcript or tape recording will be made of the entire hearing
proceeding and will be available for review on appeal to the Director of the California
Department of Pesticide Regulation and by the courts.

A hearing in this matter will be scheduled and held at the Office of the County Agricultural
Commissioner located at the above address, if you request a hearing in writing within twenty
(20) days of receipt of this notice. Please sign and date your request, state the reason that you
are requesting a hearing, and reference the file number.

Failure to timely request a hearing is a waiver of the right to a hearing, and the Commissioner
may take action proposed in this notice without a hearing. If you do not wish to request a
hearing to contest the charges and proposed action, you may stipulate to the enclosed Order by
dating, signing, and returning the Stipulation and Waiver to Order, and the fine amount,
within 20 days of receipt of this notice.

Agnséultural Commissioner
Sealer of Weights & Measures



COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
AGRICULTURAL COMMISSIONER’S OFFICE

ORDER AND STIPULATION FILE NO. 500-ACP-RIV-08/09

TO: Corona Norco Unified School District
28208 Clark Avenue
Nercp, CA 92860

ORDER: It is hereby ordered that Corona Norco Unified School District is fined $700.00.

Make check payable to: Riverside County
Agricultural Commissioner

Send check along with this form dated and signed to: Pesticide Division
Agricultural Commissioner’s Office
P.O. Box 1089
Riverside, CA 92502-1089

4 | .
' zﬂéfﬁ/\ ’ !?/éfégate

Agri¢ultural Commissioner
Sealer of Weights & Measures

STIPULATION AND WAIVER TO ORDER

I hereby stipulate that the Agriculture Commissioner’s Notice of Proposed Action in the above-
entitled matter states grounds for disciplinary action based on the evidence now before the
Commissioner. I further stipulate to the Commissioner’s Order, as set forth above and I waive
all rights to a hearing and appeal or any other review in this matter.

Dated: Signed:




AGRICULTURAL COMMISSIONER’S OFFICE _
4080 LEMON STREET, ROOM 19 .
RO, BOX 1089
RIVERSIDE, CA 92502-1089
PHONE (951) 955-3000
FAX (951) 955-3012

WEIGHTS & MEASURES DIVISION

= 7950 WASHINGTON STREET
RO. BOX 1480

JOHN SNYDER RIVERSIDE, CA 92502-1480

Agriculiural Commissionet PHONE (9561) 955-3030
Sedaler of Weights & Measures FAX (951) 276-4728
November 4, 2008

NOTICE OF DECISION FILE NO. 506-ACP-RIV-08/09

AND ORDER

TO: Corona Norco Unified School District
2820 Clark Avenue
Norco, CA 92860

You are hereby notified that the Commissioner has reached his final decision in the above-
entitled matter. On October 9, 2008 you received the Notice of Proposed Action, Grounds
Therefore, And Opportunity To Be Heard.

You did not request a scheduled Administrative Hearing pursuant to the provisions of Section
12999.5 of the Food and Agricultural Code of California within the legally specified time of
twenty (20) days of receipt of the Notice of Proposed Action sent to you by certified mail,
receipt number 7007 1490 0003 4273 3381, and therefore waived your right to an Administrative
Hearing by the Agricultural Commissioner re garding the proposed action. '

FINDINGS OF FACT:

On February 1, 2008, a pesticide handler (Blanca Nunez) employed by the Corona Norco
Unified School District sought medical attention at the medical offices of Naser W. Azar in
Corona CA, where she was treated for exposure to a pesticide (Roundup Pro) and released. Ms.
Nunez had been experiencing symptoms of her face burning and the taste of chemical in her
mouth. As a result of her medical visit, a Pesticide Illness Report (WHS 2008-220) was
generated wherein a pesticide exposure was suspected as contributing to the patient’s symptoms.



NOTICE OF DECISION | " FILE NO. 500-ACP-RIV-08/09
AND ORDER

On June 11, 2008, Agricultural & Standards Investigator, Lena Canada began an investigation to
determine if Ms. Nunez’s injuries were a result of pesticide exposure. Ms, Canada interviewed
M. Robert Perez, Supervisor of Maintenance for the Corona Norco Unified School District, and
also Ms. Nunez, the injured employee, on June 11, 2008. On June 17, 2008, Ms. Canada
interviewed Librado Carranza, the other pesticide handler present on February 1, 2008 when Ms.
Nunez was exposed to Roundup Pro. On June 18, 2008, Ms. Canada interviewed Jesse Balderas,
the supervisor of Ms. Nunez and Librado Carranza on February 1, 2008.

Ms. Canada determined that on February 1, 2008 Ms. Nunez had mixed and loaded the pesticide
(Roundup Pro, EPA Reg. # 524-475-ZA) in preparation of spraying weeds at Santiago High
School, which is located at 1395 E. Foothill Patkway in Corona, California. Ms. Canada found
that neither Ms. Nunez nor any of the other pesticide handlers had been trained prior to using
Roundup, as required by California Code of Regulations Section 6724. Roundup Pro, EPA
Registration Number 524-475-ZA, is a pesticide that is registered with the California of Pesticide
Regulation. During the mixing and loading operation, Ms. Nunez was weating safety glasses,
rubber gloves and Tyvek coveralls, which were provided by the employer. The tank in which she
was mixing the Roundup Pro was on a trailer and as she was filling the tank with water, Mr.
Carranza tried to connect the trailer hitch to an electric cart. As he was doing this he dropped the
hitch. The force of the impact of the hitch hitting the ground caused some of the pesticide
solution to splash out of the tank onto the face and chest of Ms. Nunez. She began to experience
symptoms of burning to her face. Ms. Nunez washed her face and hands with water and then told
her supervisor, Jesse Balderas, of what had occurred. Mr. Balderas told her to go to the doctor,
Instead of the employer ensuring that the injured employee (Ms. Nunez) was taken to a
physician, as required by California Code of Regulations Section 6726(c), she drove herself to
the medical facility on February 1, 2008. She received treatment and was released to return to
work. As a result of the employer’s failure to supervise the pesticide handlers (Ms. Nunez and
Mr. Catranza) to assure that safe work practices were being followed, the employee (Ms. Nunez)
was exposed to a pesticide which caused injury to her face. ‘

Ms. Canada issued Violation Notice #101-100858L.C08 to the Corona Norco Unified School
District as a result of this incident.



NOTICE OF DECISION FILE NO. 500-ACP-RIV-(8/09
AND ORDER

Count 1:

Section 6702 of the California Code of Regulations states in part, the employer: shall inform the
employee, in a language the employee understands, of the specific pesticide being used, pesticide
safety hazards, the persomal protective equipment and other equipment to be used, work.
procedures to be followed, and pesticide safety regulations applicable to all activities they may
perform; shall supervise employees to assure that safe work practices, including all applicable
regulations and pesticide product labeling requirements are complied with; has the duty to
provide a safe work place for employees and require employees to follow safe work practices;
and shall take all reasonable measures to assure that employees handle and use pesticides in
accordance with the requirements of law, regulations, and pesticide product labeling
requirements.”

Corona Norco Unified School District failed to: provide pesticide-specific training to their
employees (Blanca Nunez, Librado Carranza) prior to the handling of pesticides; supervise
employees handling pesticides to assure that employees follow safe work practices and are in
compliance with worker safety requirements; ensure that an employee that has a pesticide iliness
is taken to a physician immediately. These violations resulted in injury to their employee.

The proposed fine of $780.00 is at the low end of Class A because this violation caused an actual
health effect. _



NOTICE OF DECISION FILE NO. 500-ACP-RIV-08/09
AND ORDER '

-

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES:

Corona Norco Unified School District failed to request a hearing within the legally allotted
time of twenty (20) days and therefore waived their right to a hearing by the Agricultural
Commissioner. It is presumed that Corona Norco Unified School District chose not to contest
the charges. The Agricultural Commissioner therefore sustains the Notice of Proposed Action
and finds Corona Norco Unified School District to be in violation of the code sectzon(s)
referenced within that document.

ORDER:

Corona Norco Unified School District is hereby fined and ordered to pay Seven Hundred
Dollars ($700.00).

%W ((//D s;{oqa

n Snyder
grxcultural Comm:ssmner
Sealer of Weights & Measures

Make check payable to: Riverside County
Agricultural Commissioner

Send check to: Riverside County Agricultural Commissioner
4080 Lemon Street, Room #19
P.O. Box 1089
Riverside, CA 92502-1089



AGRICULTURAL COMMISSIONER’S OFFICE
4080 LEMON-STREET, ROOM 19 .
PO, BOX 1089
RIVERSIDE, CA 92602-1089
PHONE (951) 955-3000
FAX (954) 955-3012

WWW.IIVCOag.org WEIGHTS & MEASURES DIVISION
= ) 2950 WASHINGTON STREET
' . RO. BOX 1480
S ER RIVERSIDE, CA 92602-1480
Agciiuoﬁuﬂrﬁ C?erTDlissioner _ Préggf?tgg 1 % ;Zi-ysgge
Sedier of Weights & Measures January 21, 2009 ‘ ;
Corona Norco Unified School District File No, 500-ACP-RIV-08/09
2828 Clark Avenue )
Norco, CA 92860
. DEMAND FOR PAYMENT

On November 4, 2008, you were ordered to pay a $700.00 fine for violations of pesticide laws
and/or regulations. Our records show that this fine has not been paid,

IF PAYMENT IS NOT RECEIVED WITHIN 10 DAYS OF THE DATE OF THIS
LETTER, OTHER ACTION WILL BE TAKEN AGAINST YOU. That action may include .
referring the matter to the County Counsel or the County’s collection agency, or the courts, In

addition, the matter may be referred to the District Attorney to bring criminal charges against

you for refusing or neglecting to pay the ordered fine. Such refusal or neglect is unlawful under

California Food and Agricultural Code Section 11791,

A Non-Compliance Action of this type by you can also jeopardize any future attempt to secure
State Licensing, County Registration, or a County Pesticide Use Permit.

Your prompt payment will be appreciated. Your check should be made payable to: Riverside
County Agricultural Commissioner. Please send the check to: Pesticide Division, Riverside
County Agricultural Commissioner, 4080 Lemon Street, P.O. Box 1089, Riverside, California
92502-1089, '

Agricuttural Commissioner
Sealer of Weights & Measures

JSxm



VIOLATION NOTICE

m.zﬁvw .
mmmeso&mm ;mmmm [eounTY NARE
Alvord tinified Schoel District 951/509-5625 Riverside
MAILING ADDRESS . {PERWIT ID NUMBER VIOLATION NOTICE NO,
10365 Keller Ave, - N/A 101-800551-JL-11
oY ' STATE 2P CODE VIOLATION DATETIME
Riverside CA 92505 2/18/2010 0800
B. FIRM / PERSON INFORMATION , ]
DRgricubial Pest Contrel Advisor L1 Stfuchil Pest Gorioo! Gpersior L Private Applicator LICENSEBICERTIFICATE #.
Difost Control Business £ Fleld Reprosentaive [ Lanor Contracior NA :

gggmmemafﬂmemdmm@mmdw mbenmdeandfofa!monsmedm

take @ action {no notification gi on date of o February 18, 2010.)

F. GEASE AND DESIST/ STOP WORK ORBER

% Fosd mnd A Code Seclion: (Checkonebasg ___ LHT37 DO 11898 O 1wor O iaion W i
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$TATE OF EAUFGRN!A DEPARTMENT OF PESTICIDE REGULATION

PESTICIDE EP}SODE INVESTIGATION REPORT ‘ PESTICIDE ENFORCEMENT BRANCH
PR-ENF-127 (REV. 7/00) : PAGE 1 og 2
RECEWED BY RECEIVED FROD REPRESENTING BATEINE RECEIVED () M| PEREON NOTIFIED BATE
Robert Mulhetn DPR-Anaheim Wiig : OO/28/2010-8:00 [1PM] Dra
OF OF EMSODE PRIORITY INVESTIGATION oFG '

HUMAN GFFECTS # 1 ENRONMENTAL EFFECT! [Jvese No DHE

PROPERTY LOSSS OTHER S o
OTHER LD, NO. COUNTY OF BATE GF OCCURRENCE TIME DA} ooy
N/A Rivergide MO2 DAY18 YR 2010  {Unknown ]
EPISODE LOCATION _
8585 Crest Ave,, Riverside, CA 92503 omeR IR
INJURED/COMPLAINANT INFORMATION ‘ .

NT DR VISITED . : " AGTVATY OF PERSON, EXPOSEDANVOLVED
Mixechosder | ] FekdWorker' [ ] Othert
Clves Civo R w j[Qves [Jao L] Eseam [ expossd ony {[:]]Amm B4 eutict explsin_teBCHEL
NAME , AGE BEX - WHE NO, T T ORKDAYS LOST
Kenneth Batdorf 45 yr. {Maia 2010712 NiA ,
ADDRESS X o1y ! b PHONE
2673 Lyon [Riverside « » . l(s81)810-6823
MEDICAL FACIITY NAME ‘ TREATMENT PROVIDED v DATEMNME ADWMITIED | QATE/TIME DISCHARGEL
Inland Empkre Ocoupational Clinio OBSERVATION ONLY VES NO P MJA ) INA .
PHYSIIAN ‘
Rafael Vilarosa M.D. }3579 Ariington Avenue Ste# 300. Riverside, CA 92506 (951)341-6333
SISNSISYMPTOMS EXPERIENCED
Redness onlower extremities _
Avord Unified School District 10365 Keller Avenug, Riverside, CA 92505 (851)509-5000
FROTECTIVE MEASORES DSED -
i EYES USED HANDS INHALATION OTHER ENGINEERING CONTROLS
[~ Selety Giesses © [ clomasather Gloves 1 Oust Mask Work Clothes [ Closad System
| Goguien || Chem Rasistsnt Gloves 1 2 Face Respleator " Covbtolis || Bnotosed Oab
|1 Ficeslield. i} Other [ Fult Faoce Respirater Charm. Resistant Ciihes [ | Ene, Cab wile Pusitieation
|| EyesSun Glasses A | sopA Chem. Resistant Bools { | Other
52] Mo ] Neone  Haad Covering X fane
ENVIRONMENTAL OR PROPERTY DAMAGE ‘
WM ANMGUN TALUE
GAER ADORESS BRGNE
_ AILEGED RESPONDENT(S) _ PCA 1.1 DEALER | | POt || GRower | | AGENCY OTHERY
AR ) } PHONE LICENSERERNIT NO.
NIA ‘ ; YES® _[ne
ADDRESS . EMPLOYER'S NAME PHONE
arv ' STATE o EMPLOVER'S ADDRESS
EXPLAING "Gy - STATE i
PESTICIDE NAMEAANUFACTURER EPA REQISTRATION HUMBER CATEGORY] DOSTIDIUTIONNVOLUME | TREATMENT DATE | COMMODITYASHTE TREATED

Roundup PRO Max 524579 B I teneanied 127182010 Weedsiathictio Fieid

EQUIPMENT TYPEAAKEMODEUDESCRIPTION

SUMMARIZE THE EPISODE INCLUDING A DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF EVIDENCE TAKEN ( Uné Episnde Raport Supplemeed Forms PRAENF1Z7A 1 Aditionsl Space Is Nesded
| spoke with Ken Batdorf at 9:90 a,m. on February 17, 2011 on the telephone. He stated the following in summary:

On Februaty 18, 2010 | arrived to work at Norte Vista High School at approximately 7:15 a.m. and saw a school maintenance worker
"Efren” spraying around the athietic fields with a baokpacksprayet. Ken was not notified as to what or where the application had oceurred.
At 8:00 a.m. he took his physical sdusation class up to the foothall ﬁe&d to run. His lower legs began to bother him for the rest of the day. Ken
was sentto the Medical clinio ot 9:20 &.m. on February 1 for a rash on his legs du to chemical exposure, Afta leaving the clinic Ken refurmed

tcworktoaskﬁfrenmathadbaengmed ontheﬂeidﬁxem day. He says that Efren cbimednothsgghadbeensprayedbutaﬁerme

Questioning admitted to spraying "Roundup" on weeds ﬂmmnghout the athietic fields. .

:}fmfem greon F}fg]:ﬁ | 3’/}?» 1‘/ Rwari“? mwm?%ﬁ@c 3/22.{;\
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" . DEPARTMENT OF PESTICIDE REGULATION
PESTICIDE EPISODE INVESTIGATION PESTICIDE ENFORCEMENT BRANGH

- SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT
PR-ENF-127A (REV. 7/00} PAGE 2 oF _2

PRIORITYANES NO. GTHER 1D, NO. TOUNTY OF OCCURRENGE TAT RRE]

6585 Crest Ave,, Riverside/K. Batdorf 2010-712 Riverside w2 navi8 v 2010
REPORTITYRE
NARRATIVE CONTINUATION [} suppLemenTAL REPORT [] omEerrEPORT

REMERIS
Violations:

CCR 6818() - Thbw&eﬁmmﬁesbﬁamﬁanypesh&emmmomomammemmmym
production of an agricultural plant commodity. Notification reguired by this subsection must be given orally or in writing and be
compmdpnortgmeuseofanypes&cideandinampleﬁmeforaﬂsubsequentmﬁﬁcaﬁonstobemadeandforaﬁpemons
nmmeammapmatem{mmmngmmmaw) '

CCR 8724(d} - Training »
any new pesticides that will be handled, and repeatedatleastannuanymemaﬁer(notrahmg records available.)

-4

Witnesses: None

On Februaty 17, 2011 at 1:00 p.m. |, Jeremy Larson, interviewed Bill Eaton, Director Maintenance & Operations for Alvord
School District, at his office. Mr. Eaton advised that mainfenence employees at each school spray Roundup at fencelines and
spot trestments throughout each school. Mr. Eaton specified that Roundup Pro Max, EPA registration number 524-579, is the
only product used for this purpose. All records are kept &t each individual school site.

February 23, 2011 at 9:55 a.m. i.Mmeionm}ﬁghmaMaskwﬁwpmmﬂsszdeﬁ
" Gereau, for al pesticide reports and/or training available. | was handed a folder that contained structural reports from Orkin pest
control for the years 2008 to 2009, Ms. Gereay advised that this folder contained all of the pesticide information at the school. |
was told to go to the district office for any additional information, At 10:30 a.m, the same day | went to the Alvord School District
office and spoke with Tom Bames, head of groundskeeping. Mr. Bames advised that all pesticide records should be kept at the
school but that was not something that was checked on a regular basis. Mr. Bames said that he conducts pesticide training for
the school district but had not done 50 for at least one year and had no records of previous training.

Findings:

According to Ken Batdorf no nolification was given orally or in writing to advise that Roundup Pro Max was sprayed on or near al
athletic field used for physical education classes. Also, per Tom Bames, no employee training had occured within the last year
conceming the handiing of pesticides nor were old records available to determine the amount of fime since the previous fraining.
Notice of Violation 101-800551-JL-11 was issued to Alvord Unified School District. Also, Bill Eaton, Director of Maintenance and
operations for the school district, was malled a copy of "The Healthy Schools Act, Frequently Asked Questions™ packet provided
by the California Depariment of Pesticide Regulation websiie to provide additional resouces for pesticide applicator training.

Afiachments:
Roundup Pro Max label, EPA Reg. No. 624-579
\The Healthy Schools Act, Frequently Asked Questions®

PREPMED BY (NANMB/TITLE) [ BATE PRE

e:em{man AL T 3/1%;#( Wmﬁs‘?\y@.’ CAC 13/2& ]
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INLAND EMPIRE OCCUPATION! RNVERSIDE | . 2010-712
Doctor's First Report of Occupation! Name: BARSORF, KENNETH

ALVB0001
STATE OF CAUFORNIA * hyate of lnjury 2/18/2010
1. INSURER: KEENAN A j‘ﬂ » 2.EMPLOYER: ALVOK , USETHIS
STREET ADORESS P.OX oxs lo16 3. STREET ADDRESS 10365 RELLERAY: 3 ' GOLUM
GITY, STATE, ZIP RV 82517 CITY, STATE ZIP  RVERSIDE, CA 925D -:- SEP 21 ‘M_*_;AgSENO
4, BUSINESS TYPE ALVORD thihFRED SC L. b T ; INCUSTRY
s, PATIENT NAME 6.SEX: Male 7. DATED;FB&RH - 08:’ .{q SRR S EER
8. ADDRESS NO. AND STREET CITY Zip 9. TELEPHONE r&t&rééa RO A _P@U_u_,
2673LYON - RVERSIDE ® 92503 1 (esh0-e83F AGE
10. OCCUPATION {SPECIFIC JOB TITLE - 11. SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER =
. TEACHER/COACH | HAZA
12, (NIURED AT: NO.AND STREET oITY %%ngm _ DISEASE
- ’ : - RVERSDE HOSPTALIZATIC
13. DATEAND HOUR OF INJURY DATE HOUR o 14, DATELAST WORKED , .
OR ONSET OF ILLNESS 271812010 DAM D N SO
' ‘ = YOUR OFFICE) P
45, DATE AND HOUR OF FIRST . DATE HOUR X lam Dm 18. HAVEYOU (OR
EXAMINATION OR TREATMENT op0m010  9:20 TREATED PATIENT? YESD NO RETURNDATECO

17. DESCR!BE HOW THE AGGIDENT OR EXPOSURE HAPPENED (GIVE SPECIFIC OBJECT, MACHINERY ORTHEMICAL.)

“EXPOSURE TO A CHEMICAL SPRAYED ON THE FIELD®
RECEIVED

18, SUBJECTIVE COMPLAINTS (DESCRIBE FULLY)
PE COACH EXPOSED TO CHEMICALS ON BOTH LOWER EXTREMITIES. HAPPBH)WNTHE PAST

, , ' SEP 2 92010
19. OBJECTIVE FINDINGS AGRICULTURAL COMMISSIONER
CONTACT DERMATITIS BLATERAL LOWER EXTREMITIES 4" x 8" AREA OF REDNESS. PRUITIC. RNERSIDE COUNTY
wrada ”;, e’ .

' [ I
B. X-RAY AND LABORATORY RESULTS (STATE IF NONE OR PENDING) None sdee Wl :
20.DIAGNOSIS  {IF OCCUPATIONAL ILLNESS, SPECIFY ETIOLOGIC AGENT AND DURATION OF EXPOSURE) ,,{,* L
CONTACT DERMATITIS 692.9 ' GHEMIC Ak OR TOXIC Tom POUND§ invoLa
ACCIDENT DUE EXPOSURE NOT ELSBAHERIES04 3 SIFABLE dee | X VEE NO’

21, ARE YOUR FINDINGS AND DIAGNOSIS CONSISTENT WITH PATIENT'S ACCOUNT OF INJURY OR ONSET OF ILLNESS? - YES ﬂo’
40 "
«\ Yo,

22 IS THERE ANY OTHER CURRENT CONDITIONS THAT WILL IMPEDE OR DELAY PAT!ENT § RECOVERY? DVES . NO

23. TREATMENT RENDERED ('USEREIE%SESiDE!F MORE SPACE I8 NEEDED)
EVALUATION. DISCUSSION, MEDROL DOSEPACK 4MG #21. TRIAMCINOLONE CREAM

24, 1F FURTHER TREAMENT REQUIRED, SPEGIEY TREATMENT PLAN
RE-EVALUATION 2/22/10 AT 8:00 AM

25. IF HOSPITALIZED AS INPATIENT, GIVEHOSPITAL i\lAME

26. WORK STATUS Is patient able to perform usual occupaﬁon?yEs Dm Is permanent residual disabilty anficipated? DYES D NO
¥ *no" Date w hen patient can return to: Regular work:

Resgtictions: - o

NONE f

DOCTOR'S SIGNATURE //- OA LICENSE C50483
NAME AND DEGREE ~ RAFAEL VILLAROSA MD.

IRS NUMBER 33-0774239 .

ADDRESS 3579 ARLINGTON AVE #300 PHONE NUMEER (951)341-0333



ATTENTION:
This specirmen [abel is provided for general information anly.
« This pesticie produst may not yat be avalihia or spproved for sals or uss in your area.
» ttis your responsibility Io follow a3l Federal, state and Isal faws and rogulations regarding e use of pesticides,
« Before using any pesticids, be sure the intendad use is approved In your stats orlocality.
» Your state o7 lotality mey sequire additional pracatifions snd lnstructions for use of this product that are not included hiere,
» Monsanty does ot guaramtze the sompletensss or acturaty of this spetimen label, The information found in this labiel may differ from ths information found on the
product Jabal, You miust have the EPA approvad labolieg with you af the time of use and must réad and foflow ol fabel directions.
» You should not basa any use of & similar product o the precavtions, instuctions for use or oiher information you find here.
« Aways follow the precautions and instructions for use on the fabe! of the pesticide you are using,

6302813-10

Herbicide

The compiete broad-spectrum postemergence
professional herbicide for non-crop, industria,
turf and ornamental weed control

Complete Directions for Use

AVOID CONTADT OF HERBIGIDE WITH FOLIAGE, STEMS, EXPOSED NON-WOODY
ROOTS OR FRUIT OF CROPS, DESIRABLE PLAKTS AMD TREES, BECAUSE SEVERE
IMISRY OR DESTRUCTION 15 LEKELY 756 RESULL

EFA Reg, No, 524-579 20304

(o N =

Read the entirs Iahst befors using this product,
{se daly according bt fabat instructions.
Not all produtds fisted on this label are segistersd for use in Califomis. Chaek the
togisiration stetus of sach product in California before using
Read the LIMIT OF WARRANTY AND LIABILITY statsment at the end of the label before
buying orusing, ¥f fanns arg not acsepteble, retum af sace unopuned,
THIS 1S AN END-USE PRODUCT. MONSANTO DOES NOT INTEND AND HAS NOT
REGISTERED IT FOR REFORMULATION OR REPACKAGING.

PROGUCT INFORMATION

1.0 INGREDIENTS

tn the form of &S potesstom salt 48.0%
CTHER INGREDIENTS: 513%
:{omdspsru.&muofﬂwacid,mm.
et g e

2.0 IMPORTANT PHONE NUMBERS

FOR PRODUCT INFORMATION (R ASSISTANCE il USING THIS PRODUCT,
CALL TOLL-FREE, 1-300-332:3111,
IN CASE OF AN EMERGENCY INVOLVING THIS PRODUCT,
OR FOR MEDICAL ASSISTANCE,
CALL COLLECT, DAY OR MIGHT, (314)-854-4000.

3.0 PRECAUTIONARY STATEMENTS

3.1 Hazards to Humans and Domestic
Animals

Keep out of reach of children.
CAUTION!

CAUSES MODERATE £YE IRRITATION,

Avold contact with eyes or ciothing. Avoid brasthing vapor or spray mist

FIRST AID: Call & goison control canter o dacknt for traatment advice.

T8 |+ Hold #ys open and insa slowly and genthy with water for 15 to 20 minutes.
EYES | Ramovs contactlonses I present aftar the first 5 rminstes the cantines

+ Hava the peoduct coniofatr ar fabel with you when salfing a polson control ceater of
dosiir, or golig for treatment. *

« You may aiso contact {314) £84-4000, collact day-of night, for emargency medical
treatment information,

‘&sswkw»mmmwmmwmm

DOMESTIC ANIMALS; This pradct is considersd 15 be sefatively nantexic 16 dogs and
eitvor domestic animats; however, Ingestion of Ehis product o targe amounts of freshly
sprayed vagstation may cesultin bemporary gasiointestinal inttation (esraiting, diamhes,
colie, ste, H such symptoms are observed, provids the animal with plaoty of fiuids te
gwevent dohydration, Call 2 vetarinarian i symploms persist for more than 24 howss,

Porsanal Provactive Equipment (PPE)
Appiioators and other handisrs must wear: long-siesvad shirt and long pants, shoss
plus socks,

Follow manutactirer's Instroctions for cheaning/maintaining PPE. if there are no Such
Tnstructions for washables, use detergent and hot water. Keep aad wash PPE soparstely
from other laundsy, :

When handlers use closed systems, enclosed eabs, or alroraft in 2 manner that meels
mmmmmwmmmwmmmmwmmmm
140 CFR 170240 {0) (4-6)), the handler PPE rmquirements may be ceduced of mudified
a5 specified in the WPS.

User Sufoly Resommandotions
Usets should:
-mmmmemmmmmm using tobaceo, o using the

+ Ramova clothing immadiately if pesticide gets inside. Then wash theraughly and
put on eean olothing.

3.2 Environmental Hazards

Do oot apply dicectly o water, 1o areas whers surface water Is preseat of to infertidal
areas below the mean high water mark. Do eol contamsinate water when teaning
equipment or dispasing of eguipment washwaters.

3.3 Physical or Chemical Hazards

Spray solutions of this prodoct can ha mixed, stored and applied using only stainless
staz!, fiberglass, plastis or plastic~lined staed containess.

DO NOT MK, STORE OR APPLY THIS PRODUCT OR SPRAY SOLUTIONS OF THIS PRODLICT
mwvmmmummﬁmmmmmmmmmmm
SPRAY TANKS, This produst or spray solidions of this peotuct rasct with such contalners
and tanks Iy produce Gydrogen gas which may farm 2 highly combustibla g miviure,
This gas mixduré could flash or sxplode, causing serious parsoital infury, if Janited by open
flams, spark, welder's toreh, lighted cigarette or sther ignition source,



DIRECTIONS FOR USE

1t 13 a violatioe of Faderat law to use this product In any manner inconsistent with &5
labefing. This product £an baly be used in sccordance with e Directions for Uss on this
{ehad or in separately publishad Monsanty supplemental iabsling, Supplemantat lsbeli
eatbe found on the Intemet ol wwanarian.com, www.cdms.net or vawigreanbosket, or
obtained oo your Authorized Monsants Retailer o Monsanto Company Reprasentative,
Do ot apply this praciict in a way that will contact workers or ofiver persons, sithar
diractly or theough giift, Only protected handiars may be i the area duing application,
For any requiremants spacific to your Stale o Tribe, consult the agency cesponsilde for
pesticide tegnlations, -

Agricultural Use Reguirements

Use this peodict only {n accardance with ks laballng exid with the Worker Protaction
Shndu&#ﬂ'mhﬁlﬁ%%ﬁaﬂm%rnﬁmfsmmm
of agricuftural wotkers on farms, farests, nurssdes, and grosshouses, and handlers
of sgricuitural pesticids. It conteles sequirements for bralning, decontaminstion,
nolification, and emargency asistance, 1t alsp contelns spacific instractions and
excaplions perteining to the statements on this labsi about personal grotactive
enuipmant {PPE) and rectrictad-aidry interval, The requirsmants in this box only sgply
 f-uses of this product that o covared by the Worker Protection Standatd.

4 not enteror aflow workes aatry into freated arsas during the sestriclad-antry infarval
(REY of 4 hours,

PPE maulred for sarly entry to trosled afeas that is germiting under the Worker
Pootection Standard and that Javolves contact with anything that has been trested,
such as plants, soll, or water, is: covaralls, shibes plis socks and chemical-resistant
| goves madh of any watermceal mageral

Non-Agricultural Use Reguirements

Tha requiraments fn this dox apply i uses of this product that are NOT within the
$00ps o the Worker Protectinn Standard tor agricuttural pasticides (40 CFR Part 170,
Ths WES applias whep Ihis product is usad to produce agricultusal plants an finns,
farbats, Atrseries of greenhouses.

Keep peaple and pets off treated aress until spray solution has dried.

4.0 STORAGE AND DISPOSAL

Pronar pasticlde storage gnd disposal are essential b protect against expesure b
people and the savironment dus to Teaks and spills, axcess product of wasts, and
vandafim, Do not aliow Yis product to contaniinate water, foodstuffs, feed ar seed
by sinrage and dispasel,

PESTICIDE STORAGE: Sture pesticides sway from f0od, pet fuod, foad, seed, fertifizets,
and vetesinary suppfies, Hoep-container closed to pravent spils end tontamination,

| PESTICIDE DISPOSAL: To avaid wastes, use o material In this contsiner, Including
4 rinsate, by applicafion according totabel dirsstions. i wastes cannot b avided. ofiar
ranaining product to 2 waste disposal faciity or pestiside dispasal program, Sush
programs are oftan run by stete or local govemments or by Industry. Al dlsposal must
be in sethrdance with applicable Fadaral, sbafe and loeat rapulofions and procedures,
CORTAINER HANDLING AND DISPOSAL: See containar kahsl for contaidier handling
and disposal instructinns and refiling firaitations, _

5.0 PRODUCT INFORMATION

Praduct Description: This product-is 2 postemergance, systamic herbiside with po el
sesidual activity. It gives broad-spectrum contral of many snnus] waeds, persnnial
weeds. woody brush and trees. 1t is formudated 23 2 walat-soluble quld comtslaing
surfactaat and no sddional surdactant is neadad or mcommanded,
Time bo Symptoms: This peaduck movas theough the plant from the golit of foflage contact
10 and info the oot system, Visihle effocts are a gradual wilting and yeflowlng of the
plant, which advances to complata browning of zbovaground growth and deterioration
of tndorground plast barts. Efecls ae visihlo on most annusl weads within 2 to 4 days,
monmpemm&mgamMmus&mwmmm%mb
o weather fellowing freatment may slow arivily of this product and de
davelopmant of visual symploms. ey
?ag%a&m%msh%mm mmmnmmmmm
of most perennial wesds is o 60 nt & meds af late growth
approaching maturdly, . sags

mwmsmmmmmmmmaﬁmumm
m:x plants and micreorganisms that is essential b the tormation of specific smino

Cultural Considerations: Reduoes conrol may rsult when appfications are mads &
muﬁ_wmmﬁalm&mmmgnmm.mmmmmum
aliowed to mgrow to fhe spusitied stage for trestment,

Ralnfastness: Heawy rainfall soon afler appfication may wash this produet off of the
fullage and 2 repest apphication may be raquired for adequats wead control.

No Sall Activiy: Waeds anust ba emengad 2t the tima of apphieation o be controlisd
this product, Waeds garminating from seodzfte;apolm“mnotbewmm%ng

arising from unattached undesground dizomds oF rootstocks of perialals that have
not yet emacged at the Hime of application wil not be affected by this berhiside and wil
contlnue to grow,

Maximum Application Ralss: The meximum asplication or use rates stated throughout
this label ars givan in units of volume (il ounces o quaris) of this peoduct par acre,
Howaves, the maxinium aflowed agpiication ratés apply to this product combined with the
usa of aay aad af vther herbicidas containing the active ingredicot glyphasate, whather
applied sepatstaly of 35 tank midhizas, 00 & basls of tolal paunds of gyphosete {ackd
equivalents) per acra. ¥ move than one glyphosate.containiing peoduct is apolied to
the same site within the same year, you mid snsurs that the Inbal use of gyphosate
{pounds ack] aquivalenis) does aot axoeed the maximum allowed, The combined total of
2 troatments must aot axcend 7 quarts of this product {8 pounds of glyphosals atid) per
acte par voar, Sea the INGREDIENTS soction of this Iabst for notessary product information.

ATIENTION

AV0ID CONTACT OF HERBIGIDE WITH FOLIAGE, STEMS, EXPOSED NON-WOODY ROOTS
OR FRUIT GF CROPS, DESIRABLE PLANTS AND TREES, SECAUSE SEVERE (XJURY 0R
DESTRUCTION MAY RESUIL

AVOID DRIFL EXTREME CARE MUST BE USED WHEN APPLYING THIS PROBUCT T0
PREVENT INJURY YO DESIRABLE PLANTS AND CROPS.
Do ot allow the herbleide sofufion to mist, drip, ditft of splash-oato dasirable vegetation
since mints quantities of this product can cause sevére damage or destriicticn b
the crup, plants or othar areas of which traztmant was not infended. The Skefihood of
fnjisty secuning from the 184 of this praduct incradsas whon winds ars gusty, a8 wing
veloolly increases, when wind direction Is constantly changing o¢ when thers are ofber
conditions thet faver spray drilt. When spraging, aveld combinations of
pressure and nozzie type that will resudt i aplatter or fioe pacticlas (st thet are ialy
{6 drift. AVOID APPLYING AY EXCESSIVE SPEED OR PRESSURE.
NOTE: sa of this product In any manner not consistent with tis lahel may result in injury
16 persons, animals or £10p8, 0f hava other unintended (onSequences.

5.1 Weed Resistance Management

Glyphosate, the active Ingredient in this product, I3 & Brotip § herbicide based on the

mode & sotion classiication system of the Woed Science Socisty of Amarsa. Any weed

muwmwmmmmmmmm@mwm
tesistant to Group § berdicides mvey b efféctively managed wiilizing ansther herbicide
from 3 diffecent Sroup or using other culiurel or mathanical practives,

B minimiza the accurence of gyphosate-tesistant hlotypes sbiserve the following general

weed management recommandations:

o Seaut your applicaion site befors and after herbitides applications.

« Control weads early when they are relativaly small,

= {ncomorate other herbicides and cuftural or mecharical practices 44 part of your weed
ool system wher appropriate,

o tilizs the tabslod ate for the most difficult wead fn the site. Avoid tank-midines
with other hothicidas that raguce this product’s sfflcacy (through antagnnism) of tank
mixture recommendations which encourage rates of this peoduct below the labelsd
rate.

» Control wead escapes and pravent weads fram setfing seeds,

« Clean equipment before moving from sita {o site to minimizg spraad of weed seed,

* Use new commarcial seed s free of weed seed a3 possible.

» Raport sy Incidencs of repeatnd non-pariotmtncs of this praduct on a parkculsr weed
1o your Monsants representative, local retziler, or county axtonsion agant.

5.2 Management Recommendations for
Glyphosate-Resistant Weed Biolypes

NOTE: Appmopriate testing is critical In order to confiem weed resistance o givphosats,
Calf 1-800-ROUNDUP (1-800-768-8387} ar contact your Monsanto rapresentative to
datarmine i resistance i aty particuler wead biotype has been confirmed in your area,
of visit on the internet wwwiweadresistancemanagement.om o wwwawesdscisncaerg
Directions for the sentrof of biatypes tonfipmad fo be resistant to giyphosale are tade
avaiiahis on separately published supplemental labeling or Fact Sheals for this pradust
and-may be obtained from your loos retailer or Monsant represantative,

Since the sccurrence of new giyphosats-rasistant weads cannct be determined untl
after product uss and selenttfic canfirmation, Monsanto Company is not responsivle for
wﬁmmmmnmmmwaﬁnmwmmm
wesd blotypas.

The following zo0d wead management practines ars recommended o reduce the spread
of confirmed glyphosata-resistant biotypes:

+ 4§ 3 naturally scturdng resistant blolype i pressnt ot yout sits, this product may
e tenhumlad or applied sequentiafly with an approptately abelsd herbicide wifh a
different mode of action o achisve control,

« Cultural and machanical cortrel praciices may also be used a8 appropriate.

« Scouttrsated sites after herbiclde applications and control ascapes, lncfuding fesistant
hiotypas, befora they set seed. )

* Thorughly olean squipment before leaving sites knows &9 contain raststant bistypes.



6.0 MIXING

Speay solutions of this product can be mixad, stored and applied using oaly clean
stainlss sesl, fiberglass, plastio or plastin-Hined stesl containers. Cloan sprayer parts
immediately afler using this product by theroughly fushing with watar

11ss nawtion 1o avaid sighoning back into the carler soursa, e approved antl-back-
Siphoning dovices where requited by Stats or boal reguiebions.

6.1 Mixing with Water »

NOTE: PRODUCT PERFORMANCE MAY BE SISHIGICANTLY REDUCED If WATER
CONTAIMING SOLL SEDIMENT 1S USED AS CARRIER, D NOT MIX THIS PRODUGT WITH
WATER FROM PONDS AND DITCHES THAT IS VISIBLY MUDDY GR MURKY

This product mixes raadly with water, MiX spray sofitions of this produnt as lisws:
Begin filiag the mixing bank or spray tank with cloan water, Addthe amount of this
product nest the end of the flling process and i gently, During sading and agplication,
foaming f tha spray Solution may occur, T prevent o minatiza foaming, mix gently,
terminate bypass and tetum lines at the bottom of the tank and, If necessary, use an
anfiSam or defoaming ageit: :

6.2 Tank Mixing

This prodick does not provide rasidual weed sontrol, This pradisst may be biok-miiad with
other hatbicides to provide posidual weed conirol, a broader waed conteol spectrum of
2n aftamals ronde of action. Read and carsfully obseres the cautionary statements and
4l athar nformation appearing on the labals of 2 harbicldes used, Uss aceaeding b the
most rastrictive pracavtionary statemends for sach praduct in the mixkure,

When tis labet fists 3 tank midure with 4 gonsrlo aciive ingredient such a3 atpazing,
pendimathalin the ter it rasponsibls for ensuring that the

, fabals, stip
shats for ol prodocts in the tank mixture, and obsarve olf procautions and mitations
on the tabel, incluging application timing tastricions; soil restrictians and use according
1o the mest restrctive proceuBionary statements far each product in Bie Sonk mirturs,
Aways predetesmin the compatibifity of afl tanke-mix products tagether in the camier by
mixing smalf propartional quantites in advance,
Busyer and alt tsers are responsibla for 4t Joss or damags in connoction with the e
ar handlieg of midures of this produst with herblcides or other materisls that aro oot
exprossed in this Jobel, Mixing this product with harbiciles or other matedals not onthis
Iabe! may result in redosed parisrmance,

6.3 Tank Mixing Procedure

Waan tank miing, read and carefully ehserve iahel directions, cauionary stalements and
alf informatian on the iabels of i products used. Add the fank-mix product fo the fank
23 directed by the iahal, Maitaln agittion and add the spscified amaeunt of this produst
Maintain good agitation at-all Smes unt the conteuts of the tank ae sprayed, If the sotey
mixture ts alowed th sottle, thorough agHation may be required t resuspend the mixiure
bafore spraying is msomed. .
Keap by-pass line o of near the-batiom of the tank te minimize foaming Seresn size in
nozzle o e Steajners should be nd finar than 50-mesh,

Abwys prodetening the compatibilty of labeled bank mixtures of this productwhvwater
sasvier by mixing small preportional quantities in advance, Ensure that the specific tank
mixture product is rgistered for application at the desired sits.

Refer to the Tank Mixing and PRODUCT INFORMATION sechions for additional pracautions,

6.4 Mixing for Hand-Held Sprayers

Prepars the desied soray vlume by miing the amocat of s prodctidicatd n e
follwingtabe In wetst N

Spray Solution

a 9
L1 ! 7
T T

Far uss i backpack, keapsack or gumg-5p the approprials o f
mmm with watsr in @ lacgar sontainer ond then fifing sprayer with the
. :

6.5 Colerants or Dyes

Colorants ot marking dves may be added fo Spray solutions of this produst; howaver, they
tan roduts peadust perlormanca, especially at lower rates or dilution. Usk colorants o
dyes atcording b the manufacturse’s direstions.

7.0 APPLICATION EQUIPMENT
AND TECHNIQUES

D not apply this product through any type of Irrigation system.
AFPLY SPRAY SOLUTIONS IN PROPERLY MAINTAINED AND CALIBRATED EQUIPMENT

CAPABLE OF DELIVERING DESIRED VOLUMES.

7.1 Aerial Equipment

DO NOT APPLY THIS PRODUCT USING AERIAL SPRAY EQUIPMENT DTEPT UNDER
CONDITIONS AS SPECIFIED WiTHIN THIS LABEL.

FOR ACRIAL APPLICATION I\ CALIFORNIA, REFER TO THE FEDERAL SUPPLEMENTAL
VABEL FOR AERIAL APPLICATIONS IN THAT STATE FOR SPECIFIC INSTAUGTIONS,
RESTRICTIONS AND REQUIREMENTS,

AVOID DRIET, DO NOT APPLYWHEN WINDS ARE GUSTY 0R UNDER ANY OTHER CONDITION
WHICH FAVORS DRIFY, DRIFY MAY CALISE DAMABE TQ ARY VEGETATION CONTAGTED 10
WHICK TREATMENT IS NOT INTENDED, 10 PREVENT IARIRY TO ADJACENT DESRABLE
VEGETATION; APPROPRIATE BUFFER ZONES MUST BE MAINTAINED.
Auei dinect applicaiion to any body of waler,
Usq the tabeled mates of this becblide in 3 to 25 zaflons of water per atee unless
atharwise Spacitiad ort this fabel, or In Separate supplemental labeling or fact shesls
sublished by Monsants for this product,
Coarsa sprays ans Joss By o drift; thierafore, d oot use nozzles or nozle configurations
that dispense Spray as fise spray droplets. Do nat angle aozzles forward into the
airstream ang 6o ok iocraase $play volume by increaslag nozzia pressure, Dufft control
additives eray ba used. When 4 drift contro] additive Is used, read and carefully shsarve
tha cautionary statements sad ol other information appearing on the additive labe).
mmMWkMMWNWW.m
appropriale marking devices. :
nmmwmm.mymmwmw
of spraying th semove residuas of this produst accamulated dusing spraying o from
spils, FROLONGED EXPOSURE OF THIS PRODUCT TO UNCOATED STEEL SURFACES MAY
RESULTIN CORROSION AND POSSIBLE FAILURE OF THE PART, LANDING GEAR IS MOST
SUSCEPTIBLE. Maintaining an organic obating (pain) that mests serospace spocificaive
MIL-G-38413 may prevent corvosion, ‘

SPRAY DRIFT MAHAGEMENT
AVOID DRIFT, DXTREME CARE MUST BF USED WHEN APPLVING THIS PRODUCT 10
SREVENT $ULIRY TO DESIRABLE PLANTS AND GROPS.

Do st alow the berblckds solution 1 mist, drip, ik or splash ant desirable vegetation
since minvts quantitios of his product tan cause severe damags of destriction to the
cray, plants oc other arses on which treatment was nof intended.

Avoiding soray dellt at the application:site s the ssspansibility of the applicstor, The
Ireraction of many aqaipment- and weather-ralatsd fectors detarmins the potentiaf
{ne speay. orift, The applicator and the grower ore casponsibla for consideriag all thess
fantirs wheo making dacisions,

AERIAL SPRAY DRIFT MANACENENT

Tha Tollowing drill management ronuirements must be followed to 2veid off-target difl
tovernent rom aestal spplisation.

1. The distanca of the outermost nozzies on the boom must not sxceed 3/4 the longth of the

wingspan o¢ roef,

2. Nozzles must aiways polnt hackward, paralielwith the 2 strsam 50 never be pointed
dowmwards mors Hian 45 degress, Whers states have more siringent regulations, they
should be abservad,

{mportance of Hraphet Sizs

The most ffacthee way 16 raduce drift pitential is to apply Sarge droplels. The best ddit

managertiant siratogy is b apply the targesl droplats that provide sulficlent otverses

and oentrol, Applying Jarges droplats: reduces 0t potentisl, but will not provent drift if
anplications are made Impraperly, o¢ inder unfaverabis environmental conditons {seg

?mmmmmﬂmmimmmumm"m

Controlling Droplst Slze

«Yoluma: Usa kigh flow rate nazzles o apply the highest practical spray volume. Nozzdes
with the higher rated flows producs larar draplats.

» Prossiire; Usa the lowsr spray prassures rscommandsd for the nozzle. Higher prossurs
reduces droplat size and doas not impeove canopy penetration, When higher flow rates
&re aceded, use higher Bow sate nazzies instaad of ingreasing prossure,

*Number of nexrias: Use the minimum number of nozzies thal provide uniform
soverage.

+Nozala risatations Oesting rozzles o that the peay i rseased backwards, parelel
0 the ai strearm, wil procuce {arger droglts than other ocientafioas, Signfcant
defiection from the horizontal will reduce droplet size and increase diift potential



« Nozzls types Use  nozale type that is desiamed Tor the intendad application, With

st nozzle types, narower spray angles prduce Jaer draplets. Constder using
low-rift noales, Solid stream nozzies orinted sraight batk arducs larger droplets
than other nozsle fypes.

+Boom fength: For sams gse pattems, reducing the effestive boom length b less than
mﬁemwmmmmmmmmmwmmm

«Appiication helght: Applications must nat be made 2t 4 height prasiar than 10 dset
shove the-top of the targest plants unless 2 greatar helght Is required for alreratt
Safety. Making applications 4t the lowest height thal it s8% redutes the sxpeanre of
the dropfsts 1o evaporation and wind,

‘Vhen applications are made with 3 erosswind, the swath will be displaced dowawind,
Therefoie, on the up and dowowind edges of the field, tie apglicater. ovast compensate
for this displacemeat by adiusting the path of the slcorat upwind, Swath

) ; adjustment
distanca should increase with increasing drift potantial (highat wind spsad, smallar

draplets, eted.
Wind

Drft gotential s fowest Satwean wind Speeds of 2 to 10 miles per hour, However,
many Jactors, icluding droplat skee and equipment type determing drift patential at any
given spaed. Appiication must be avoldad below 2 milas par hour dus 16 variable wind
diregtion and high tnversion potential, NOTE: Loa terrain can influance wind pattsme,
Buery apphicator neads to be familac with locaf wind patierns and how they affect dift
Temperatirs and Humidily

When making applications In iow relative humidlty, satup equipment b produce facger
draplats to compensate for svaporation. Deoplet evaporafion is most sevore when
conditions are hoth hot and dry.

Tomparatyrs laversions

Applications must not bs made duricz a temperature ivarsion bucause diift potential is
figh. Temperatise invarsions sasiriet vertioal alr miing, wisiclrcauses small, suspandad
dropiets to mmain-dn 4 conceatrated cloud. This cloud can move In unpredictabla
directions dua o the Hght variable winds commen during inversicas, Yempierature
invarsions a8 characiarizad by Increasing tamperatures with alituds and ars conitrion
o pights with Umitad tloud cover and fight 1o no wind, They bagin 10 form as the sun
sets and often continus inte the morning. Their prasente can bo indicated by ground fog:
howsvsy, if fog is ot prasent, the movement of sinoke from & graund sowce of an gitaralt
smake generator can aise identiy temparature inversions, Smoke that Jayers and moves
faterally in 2 pontentrated cloud {under low wind conditions) indicates an invarsion,
while smioke that moves upward and rapidly dissinates lndicates good vertieal alr mbdng,
Sensitive Areas

Aoply this product when the potential for drift 1o adijacent sonsitive areas lo.g, residantial
areas, bodies of water, known habitat for thraatened of andangerad spesias, sos-darget
crops) is minimal le.g, whien wind is blowing away fom the sonsitve areas),

'] .2 Ground Broadeast Etuipment

ey s s a3 ot el st it s b

spay u Hfied on or o

fast shests published by Monsanto for this product, As danskty of weads Incraases, spray

volume should ba-insreased within the spacified rangs ¥ ensure complala covarage,

Carelully select oroper azzles to avald spraying a fing soist, For best results with ground

:?pﬁmon squipmaat, use flatefan nozzles. Check spray patism for uatlomm distsibution
Spray droplets, .

7.3 Hand-Held or Backpack Equipment

Mbhﬁmofwmmbemm&mﬁmwwmmsnumm ot
basis, spray coverage should Se uniform and complste. Do nat Spray to the peint of runefl,
Hse siaree sprays only.

Forlovevolume dirseted spray spplications, speay coverags should be smiform with at lnast
50 gercent of the follage contaclsd, Coverage of th top one-balf oF the plant ls imporiant

for best results, To ensure sleuaty spray coverags, spray bolh sides of largs ot tall woedy

mhaadm.«mmﬁwismmdemumyemmammsm sprouts,
7 4 Selective Equipment

gmwmmmmm;mmmmgmnmwmw
. wiper applieators or sponge bars 16 weads listed an this label growd
0A-¢20p site spesified on this jahel, vy
AVOID CONTACT OF HERBIGIOE WITH DESIRABLE VEBETATION, 4S 5 I
DEATH OF THE OESIRABLE VEGETATION 1S LIKELY 70 OCCUR, FRIOUS WAURY Ok

Application equipmant ased above desired vepetabion Shoud be adi that
mwmqmmmmmumzmm%“mmﬁ
Vegatation, Deoglets, mist, foam or sphatter of the berbloide solution settling on desrable
vegetation Is fiiely to sesult In discaloration, Stunting of destruttion,
Beﬂa_msultsmayboohhlmdwheammofﬂmwwdisaxmmtaﬁmhsrbicide
Solis. Westis not contacted by the herbicide solution wil nt ba afacted, This mey

ooour in dens clumps, sévers infestations or when the height of the weeds varfes so
that ot allwedds are contacted, i these lnstances, repeat reatment may ba nacessary.
Stislded and Hooded Apolicatars

A stiisided or hoocied applicator directs the harbicids seluticn onte woaeds, while shisiding
desitable vegeistion from the herhicids, Use aozzies that provide uniform coverage
withint the treated area. Heop shislds on thess sprayers adjusted to protect dasirable
vegetation, EXTREME CARE MUST BE EXERCISED 70-AVOID CONTACT OF HERBICIDE
WiTH DESIRABLE VERETATION.

Wiper Applicators

Wipsr applicators are devices that prysically wipe tha appropriate amounls of this
product dirscty onto the weed. Eguipment must he designed, malntained and aperated
to provent tha harbickda solition from oonfacting desirabls vegetation.

Application equipment used ovar the top of deshabls vegetation should he adjusted so
that $he wipst cantact point IS ot least 2 inches above tha desirable vepetation. Batier
sesults may bs obloined when mose of the weed is exposad to the herbioide solutivn.
Weads should e & mininuum of 6 Inchas above the desirabls vegetation. Adjust the helght
of the applizator t6 ensons adequate dontact with weeds, Weods nok contagted by the
herticida solution willnot be affected, Poor contect may ectur whan weads afe growing
in densa clumps, in severe waed Infestativns oc when weed haight vados drsmatically,
1n thesa instarices, repeat freatments meay b recassany:

Gperats this aquipment at ground speads ag greater than 5 milss par hour, Parfbeniance
may be improved by redueing Spead i areas of heavy weed Infostations t provide
atlsguats wiper Saturation with the herbicids sofufivn. Betfar rasulis may be obfained
wehan fwo applicetions am madaln opposite directians.
Droplete, mist, foam or spfatfer of the harbicide solution settéing onts desirable vegetation
gy result in discoloration, shunting or destniction, Avaid feakage or dripping oota
desirable vagetation. Kesp wiping surfacss clean. Be awass that on sloping grouad the
Harhickde soketion may migrats, causing dripplng on the lower and and diying of the wicks
on the upper 80l of the wiper applicator,

Do not st wiger applicators whea weeds ars wel,

Mix ardy the amount of this poduct b s used during 2 1-thay period, 23 reduced product
peciormance may fsul from the usa of salutions held fn storage, Clean wipsr parls
immediately sfter using this prothuct by tisroughly flushing with wates

Far Rope or Spusge Wick Applicators—Selkutions ranging from 25 10 70 percant of this
product in water may be used,

For Pansl Applicators and Pressure-Fesd Systems—Solutions renging from 25 tn

100 parcant of tils produet in water may b nsad,

When applied a3 dirncled, this product CONTROLS the followiny weeds:
Catn, voluplesr Sickiagod

Panicom, Texas Spanishaeedies

Bye, comanon ) Starbur, bristy
Shallercane

When applied as dicected, this product SUPPRESSES the fullowing wesds:
Soghane, hep ‘

Doglennel Sunfiowee

Quinzagrass Thistle, Canada
Inhnsongrass Thistle, musk

Millowand ~ Vaseygrass

Nighishade, siivedeat Veivolleat

Pigwaed, redroot

7.5 Injection Systems

This product may be used tn aaris! or ground injaction spray systems, it may be used a5
8 liquid cancentrats or difited prior to Infecting into the spray streare. Do st mix this
product with the undiuted concentrats of athar products when usiag injaction systems
uness specifically instrurted in this jabel.

7.6 CDA Equipment

The rate of thls produt applied per aeve by castrolied droplat appication {CDA) equipment

must not be lass than the amotint directed i this label whet applisd by convenbionat

:gammmsunmmmmmmmsmmm:
e,
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ba sxercised {0 avold Spray or drit contacting the foliage or sny other grean Hssue of
desirabis vagetation, 25 damage ot destruction is Hhaly 1o resuit




8;0 SITE AND USE INSTRUCTIONS

This product may be usad in nan-ctop armas such as alrports, apartment complaxas,
commercial sites, ditch hanks, debveways, dry difches, dry canals, fancarows, goff
Soursds, greanhiouses, industrial sites, landsoaps sreas, lombsr yards, menutaciuring
sites, municipal sites, netural areas, offica complexes, omamantals, parks, pardng
arses, pastures, petrolenrn bank farns and gumping installations, publis areas, rafoads,
tangeland, recrsation areas, faskdential sraas, rights-of-way, roadsides, schooks,
shadeliouses, spotls complexes, storage smas, substations, Yudfyrass atees, shifly sites,
warehouse areas and wikdlifs management areas,

This produsct may slsb be used In nen-lood crop sites suth as Chiristmas kree farms, plont
nurseres, sod or turf seed fams.

{Inass ofhanwist spasified, applications may bamada bo cordrol any wands Betad In the
WEEDS GORTROLLED saction of this Jabel,

&1 Cut Stump

Cut stismp troatments may be mads o any site listed on thiy Sabal. This procuct wil
soriral many types of woody bish and tree species, soma of which are listed halow,
Apply this pradhuct using sitable eauipment to enstre coverage of the aitine gambium,
Cut-trens or resprouts close o the soll surface. Anply & 50- t0-100-percent sofution of
thiz product o the ireshiy cul surface incediately after cutting Delaiys In application
may vasukln teduced parformence, For best rasufts, applications Should be made during

periads of active growth and full leaf expansion,

Adar ?&,@“m %veet?m
Ecalyples , Ausiian i 08
Ok Saltoscar

0 NOT MAKE CUT STUMP APPLICATIONS WHEN THE ROGTS OF DESIRABLE WOODY
BRISH OR TREES MAY BE GRAFTED 10 THE ROOTS OF THE CUT STUMB Stme sprouts,
slems, ot lreps. may share the same ot systen. Adjacent trees having 8 similar age,
height and spating may Signal shared rools, Whetber grafted or sharsd, injury & Skely
fo seowr to non-dreafed stems/rens when ane or more boes siiaring Comution rels are
treated,

3.2 Forestry Site Preparation

This peoduet is labeled for the cantrol or partial sonirot of woady brush, brees and
herbaceous weeds in forastry. This prodint is else labeled for use In praparing o
ttablishing wildife spenings within thesa sites aod sajntalning jegging rads.

Use this oraduet for site proparation prior o planting any tree spocies, including
Christmas trees, susalypliss, hybrid tree Cultivars and sivicultural aursary sies.

Uiz the bighes rates of this product within the specified range for controf or partial eostrol
of woody brish, frees and hard-to-control pirannial herhaseous weads, For bast results,
agply to actively prowing wondy brush and treds aftar full esf expansion snd befars $alf oolor
andloat drop. Increase rabss within the spacifiad cangs fof control of pecennial harbeseous
weeds any ims sfter emprgeace 2nd betore seadhiends, Rowers or betries appear,

lse the lower rstes of this product within the specified range for santrel of anauat
herhaceans weeds and actively growing persanial herbacsous weeds after seadheads,
Howers or berrles appear, Apply to the follags of ackively groving annual herbacests
weeds any Hme after smiergence.

TANK MIXTURES: Tank mbduros of this product mey be used to intranse the ‘spectrum
of vegetation controllod, When tank mixing, read and carefully observe the labal claims,
cautionary siatements and sl information an the labels of all prodoots wead, tise
suonsding {6 fhe most restrictive pracautionary stabensnts for cach product in the midurs,
INOTE: For fteslyy site praparation, mala sure the tank-mbi progust is approved fof use
prior to planing the deslred spacies. Obsarve planting Interval restrictions,

Any fabeled caly of this product may be used fa 4 tank mie with the fallawing products
for forestry site preparation,

Arsenal Appticators Concantrate Garlon &
Chapper Landmark P
Escort of Esort XP Oust 4P
Garken 34 Westar

For cetdrol of harbacasus weads, use t lower labeted tank mixture rates. fot bosiral of
daniss stands or totgh-0-control woady brush and trees, use the higher labelad tatos,
06 not apply this produet a5 an over-the-lap broadeast spray for forastry conltar of
hardwood releass unless otherwist Specifed on this label, or i separate sapplamests)
mmormmmmwmmmmmma

8.3 General Areas and Industriaf Sites

Generad Wead Contrel, Trim-and-Edps, Bars Ground

This product may be used fn general Bon-cr0p and non-food aray reas. & bé applied
wﬂhanyappﬁcatimquiqmrﬂdescﬁbedinﬂﬁslabelms preduct may bzwusedtom—
2nd-2ige around objacts inthasa slles, for $pol treatmant of vawanted vegetation aad bo

elimiate unwanted weads prowing in ostablished shrub beds or emamental plantings,
This prodnct mray be used prior to planting an area to ormamentals, Rowers, turfgrass (sod
or sead), of prior $a faying asphatt or baginning construction projects.

Repeated applications of this product may be used, as wesds emergs, to maindain bare
grosnd,
wxmaes:mmmayhemmmmhmmtmm
that the speciic product Is iabeled for applioation at the use sits, Refer to the Individual
praduct teheds for approved shes and application rales.

Arsanal Karmex DF Princsp DF
atrazing! Keover} DF Princep 4L
Barricads 65WG Landmark § P Ronstar S0 WP
Gertalaty Landmark MP Sahara
Crosshow . Langmark ¥P simaging'
dicambat tifestone Surffan AS
diuront Oust i Surfian W0G
Endurancs Telar
Eseort or Essort XP Pendulom 3,3 £ Transiine
mms mmmwag Ve ot
34 pendimethatin
Garlon d Plateau Yalparl
Goal 244 Poast y:

Hank mixures with products containing this slngle arthve ingredient may be mede
provided the spetific prodact is labelad for application t the usa site,

This product plus dicambe tsnk mixhices may not be appéied by air in Califernia,

Véhen applied a3 a tapk midure for bere ground, this product provides contral of the

mmmmmmmmammmmmm

For contol or partial control of the following perennial waeds, apply 22 in 44 fuid onces
of this product plus 2 to 4 sunces of Qusi %P per acrs,

Batiagrass Dack, Poorioe
Bermidagrass uaya;:? , Quackgrass
Broomsadge Fesous, talt Vaseygrass
Dallisgrass hbosongass Vervain, bing

Chemical Mowing - Perennials

This productwill suppress porenntal grasees Bsted in this section fo serve a3 & Substitule

(el bl s e
, dichardgrass, of road Candiygrass Covers. j

pradect par acre when {reating Kentucky blnegrass, Anply teatments in 10 to 40 gallons

of spray sehtion per acre,

Use-aoly in ateas whate some temporaty injury o discoloration of perannial grasses

tan be tolerated,

Chemical Mowing - Asntals ,

Fot growth supprassion of some annual grasses, such a8 anaual ryegrass, wild bardey and

wiid gats growing In-coarse turf on rmadsides o etier industrial aseas, anply 3 4o 4 fuid

oantos of tis product in 1010 40 gallons of Sprey solution par acre. Applications should

ba mada whan anfiual grasses ate actively growing and bafors the ssedheads are in the

oot stage of davelopmant. Treaiments may Sauss injury 1 the detived grasses.

8.4 Turforass

Dormant Turigrass

This praduct may be used to control or suppeess many winlar anotis! weeds and tal
fascue for effective release of dormant benniagrass and bahiagrass turf. Treat only
when furf s dormant and prior to spring preen-up.

Anoly § to 44 fuid ounces of this product in 10t 40 gaflons of water per acre. Use only
inaraas whare benmudtagrass or hahiagrass arg desirable ground covers and whers some
teniporary injury or discoloration can be tolersted,

Troatments in axcess of 11 flid sunces peracte may result in injuty or delayed praen-up
in bighly maintained aeas, suth a3 golf eotreas and bawas. 50 HOT apply tank mivtures
of this product plus Cust XP in highly malntained turfarass areas.

Actively Growing Bermudagrass

This product may be used to control or parbially contral many annualand perenalal weads
Tor eifective release of actively grawing bermucaprase, DO NOT spply mors than 13 Buld
ountes of this product per o in highly meintained tiurfgrass 2reas, B0 NOT apply tank
misturas of this product plus Qust X7 in bighly malniained trfgrass acsas, Use only i
areas wheee Soma temparasy injury of discoloration ¢an be iolerated,

Turfgrass Reaovation, Seed or Sod Production

This protiuct contrals most existing vagatation prit 1o cenovating turigrase ateas o¢
astabiishing turfgrass prown for seed a2 sod, For maximuns cantrol of axisting vagetation,
délay planting of sodding tb etsrmjng If any regrowth fromt escapad underground plant
parts ocours, Whaes ropaat trealments ata necessary, sufficiont agrowth miest be
attalnad prior to appiication, Fof wattn-seastn grasses Such as bemmdagrass, summer
or fell apphoations provida the best centrol, Whers existing végetation fs growing under
mowed lrigtass management, apply this product after emithing at least ane regular
mowlag b allow sufficlent growth for guod intercaption of the spray,



Desirable turfgrasses may be planted following the above pricedures.

Hand-hald squipment may ba usad fot spot treatrent of unwanted vegatation gowlng
in adisting turigress, Broadeast or hand-beld equipment may e uged & sontrol sed
remaants of other unwanted vagetation after sod is harvestad,

PRECAUTIONS, RESTRICTIONS: Do not disturb sof or undergraund plan? parts befors
\raatment, Tillage o renovation techniuas such 23 vericat mowlag, coring or Sliclng
should be detayed for 7 days after application o alkow transtotation into underground
plant parts, i application ratas total 2 quarts per acrs or less, cio waiting perfed between
fraatrnent and feading o Hvastock grazing is required, 1 the ralb e greater than 2 nuarts
ner aces, ramove fivastock betor application and wait 8 weeks after application before
grazing or hanvesting. .

8.5 Habitat Management

Habitat Restoration and Masagement

This firduct may be used & contro] exotis and ofher undesirable vogelation In habitat
mariagement and nattiral areas, Inclading rangeland and wildiife refuges, Apphcations
can be made fo aflow recovery of aative plant spastes, prier to planting desicablp
hative species, and for similar broad-spectnim vegstation conirof roquirments. Spat
treatments can ba made to sefectively remove umeanted plants (or habital managemont
and enhansement,

wildiife Food Plats :
This peodict may be usad as 2 sits preparation traatmant prior to planting wildife
plsts, Any wildfife food spacies may ba planted sftar applying this produst, or native
Spetios may be allowed o repopisiate e aisa, I tillaga Is needad o prepare a seadhed,
nagmmmMWMmmmmmeMmmmmm
o

8.6 Hellow Stem Injection

This. pruduct may be enpliad trough hand-held injactien devices thot deliver specified
m&ﬁ&mmmmm plants growing i3 any ste speciied
o

For cantrol of e following helow-stem plants, follow the usa instructions below:
Castuchean, Ricinus communis

Inject 4 ml per glant of this product ddn Hee lower poction of the main som,
Hemiock, Polson, Condum maculatun

tnjest one leaf cane per plant 10 o 32 inches shove the rool crown with 5 ml of 8 5%
vh soltion of this product

Hogwead, Giant, Horcleum mentegazianum

Injact oo loaf cane par plant 12 Inches above the rot 2rown with 5 ml of 3 5% wi
stlution of this proctist.

Horsstall, Field, Sotisetm arvense

Infect oo sezment above the rot trows with 0.5 ml. par stem of tis prodack. Use a
small sytings that calibrates b this eats,

Knotweed, Bohemian, Aolvgonum bohemicum

Injeet 5 ml por stem of thds product betwesn the sevnd and thind intermeds,
Kootwsed, Biant, Poyeonum sachalinense

Injeoct 5 . por stem of this product between second and third internada.
Kaotwend, Sapaness, Pobgomm cospidatim

Injéet & ml par stem of this product betwees sacond snd third internods,
Read, Giant, Arundo donax

Inject & el. perstem of this praduct between Second and third Internode,
Thistis, Canada, Cirlsim arvense

Out 810 of the taliast plants 2t bus staga in 2 chumy with slippers. Use 4 cavity seedle
that is pushed into the stem zonter and then slowly removed as 5.5 e par stom of this
produet s injectad inio the stem. ’

HOTE: The combined total for all trastmants must not excead 7 quarts of tis product
ger aore. AL 5 mi por stem, 7 quarts should treaf apprarimatly 1300 stems pes stre.

8.? Injection and Frill
(Woody Brush and Trees)

This preduct may be wsad b0 control woedy brusty and tress by Ifection or #ill
anplications, Apgly this product using suitabls equipment that must pensirate ints the
fiving tissue, Apply the eauivatest of 1 ml of this product per 2ach 2 4o 3 inches of trunk
dmmatmwm.mlsismmmmmammmm
coacertration of this roduct eithar b & continuous fill arsand the frea.of 26 tuls dvanly
spaced around the trep bolow alf hranches, As res diameter Increeses in sk, batler
mﬁkmm&mhm&kw%m&dﬁhacﬁmsmwmm
spaced quitings. Avold application tachalnues that allow run-off to atcur from hlled o
¢t areas in speciss that exude sap fresly. ls spacies Such a3 this, maka the #1 of cuts
at 20 obliqus angla to protiice & cugning affsct and use a (0-paroent concentration

of this product. For bast resuits, application should ba mate during peiods of active
growth and after full lsal expansion, This product will control many speciag, soma of
which are fisted delow:

Lot} Bartial Canérol
Oak Blackgum
Paplar Dogwood
Swestgum Hiskary
Syeamars Maple, red
8.8 Non-Food Tree, Shrub,

or Vine Production Sites

This product may be usad for general waed control prior 1o the planfing of and sround
establishod emamantals, or any woody trse, shrub of vine spacies, including arbarvitae,
enadne, borswned, crabappla, sutalyplus, eusmymus, &, Douglas fi, jojoba, hotlies, Hac,
magnola, maple, sak, poplar. privel, ploo, spruce and yew, rowingin plant nurteriss.
o0 Christmas tree faoms, o on other non-food bres praduction sites.

UMLESS OTHERWASE DIRECTED, THIS PRODUCT 1S NOT RECOMMENDED FOR USE AS
AN QVER-THE-TOP BROADCAST SPRAY IN ORNAMENTALS AND CHRISTMAS TREES. Care
mush be Saken to avold sentact of Sray, drift o mist with follage or bark of desitabie
steamantal species.

Thié prostuct may afs0 be used i control weeds growing dn and sround greeabouses
antf shadahouses, Desirable vegebation must not be prosent during agplication and alr
ciulation fang must be tumed off uatil after the applivation has dried,

TYPES OF APPLICATION: Site Preparation, Post-directed, Trim-and-edge, Wiper
Aeglication

Sits Proparation

This product may o used prior to planting any troe, Shub o vine, including Chrlstmas
ires specins, in & mursery or itotuction setting

Pest-Dirsviod, Yrint-aud-Edge _

This produict may be used 25 4 posi-directed spray arsued established waody srmamental
species, or 0 frim and edga sround trees, buildings, sidevralks, ads, poifed plants and
ohier objects i a praduction setting.

Desirablé plants may be protscted from the Spray sulution by using shields of covarings
mads of cardbaard of sther imparmeable material.

Wiper Rpplicatien

This prothuct ray b used Sirsugh witk or atker sutable wiper anplicatars to sontrol or
partially sontrot undesirable vegetation around established ross, Shrubs of vinas. See
the SELECTIVE EQUIPMENT section of this label for fucther information about the proper
isa of wiper applicators.

8.9 Parics, Recreational
and Residential Areas

All of the instructions In the General Areas and indusirial Sites section may be made in
park and morpational areas,

This product may be used in parks, recreationsl and rasidentlal areas. f may be apphied
with any application equipment destribed in this label, This prodoct may be used 1 tim-
ant-etige around frens, fonces, pattis; areund bulidings, sidewalks and sther ohjeets
in these aress. This produst may be aved for Spot troatment of unwanted vegotation,
This prodact may be used to efiminate tawianted weeds growing in established shauh
beds or arnamental phantings. This product may be vsed prier o planting an area to
ornamantsls, Bowers,turfgrass {sod o sead), or prior 1o laying asphalt or baginning
eanstrstion prajects,

8.19 Railroads

Al of the lastructions In the General Areas and Industriaf Sites sectioa may bo made
{6 vaitroads.

Bare Ground, Batlast and Shoulders, Crossings, Spot Treatment

This praduct may ba used % maintaln bare pround on raliread baliast and shouldess.
Repeat anplcations of this product may be used, as weeds emerge, o maintain bars
ground, This proghict may be used o control tall-growing waeds fo improva Hne-ol-sight
4t rallroad crossings and reducs the nsed for mowing along rights-gl-way, Fos crassing
applications, 5p to 80 galions of spray seluion par dere may be used.

TANK MIXTURES: This product may be tank mixed with tha following products for batlast,
shovider, spat, bare ground and crossing rsatments provided the $pacif produet bsed
Is labeled for use on these sites, Refor to the individuz! product labels for approved sitas
and application rates:




Arspnal HyvarX Telar OF

slrazing! Hyvar kL Trnshine

dicambal Kopvar | OF Vanguilsh

diuront Qust Xp Velpar OF

Esoort GQulrider Velpar 1,

Escont ¥P Sshara D6 240

fBadon 34 simazinst

Badon 4 Spike 800F

¢ Tank mixtures with rofucts oontaining this singla genaric sctive ingredient may be
made provided the spectlie product is labelad for 2pgll &t the ese she. )

Brsh Contro} )

This product may be used I ponktol Waody brush and frees on rafimad dghia-of-way,
Apply 2.5 o 7 quarts of s product pef acre 25 a broadcast spray, using beom-type
or boomiess nazzles. Up to 80 galions of speay soluction par acre may be vsed. Apply
20.7- i L5-percant sohudion-of this product when usiag bigh-volime spray-to-wet
spplications. Apply & 4- to T-parcent sohution of this product when asing low velume
divested sprays for spit treatment.

TANK MECTURES: This product may be mixed with the following praducls for ballast,
shaukder, spot, bare grotnd and erossing treatments as well 8 for enhanced eontrol &f

woatly brush and frees, provided the specific produck used s labeled for use a0 these
sites. Refer o the individtsad preduct Jshils for approved sites and applieation rales.
Assanat Gaddon 3A Spike 800F
airazing? laron 4 Tansling

dicambe! Hyvat X Vanhuish

dioron’ Hyvat XL Velpart

Escort Sahara DG Veipar DF

Esoont XP- simazing! 24D

+ Tank midtures with prodiicts ontaining this single ganeds active Ingredient may ba
tmads provided tha spactfic pristuct i tabeled for epplication at the use site.

Bermudagrass Release

"This preduct may be wsed o controd of partially controt macy annua) and perennial weeds
or effactive releass of actively growing hermudagrass. Apply 11 to 32 fuid ondices of this
product in 1o 80 galions of spray Solution pat aces, Uss the lowar ratd when tratisg
annual woods below 6 lnches I helght {or runner langth): Use the higher rale as weeds
incraase in sizbor as they approach flower of ssedhaad fermetion, Thess rates will also
provide partial control of the following perennial species:

Bshiagrass Jnhnsongrass
Bluestem, siver Tnmpeicraaper
Festus, tall Vaseyprass

This product may b tank-mixed with Oust XP, if tank-mixed, ves no mar than 11 1o 32
fluid dunces of this produt with 1 102 cunces of Oust XP per acrs, {se the lowsr eatss
of sach producd to comtrel enncial weeds lgss then 6 inches Ta isight {of rnner lenghh}
that ard fisted in this label and the Qust XP labsl. Use the highet rates as snaal weeds
tncraase i size and apsroach the Hower or searhead stages. These rates will alse

provida partial contral of the followdng perenais) weeds:

Bahiagrass Dewhery Poarios
Blackbeny Dock, cudy Raspbery
Biusstem, siver Doglenns! Trompetcreaper
Broomssdgn Fescus, tafl Vaseygrass
Daflisprass Johnsdrgrass Vervsin, e

Usa anly on well-established bermudagrase. Bermulagrass injuty may result brom the
treatment, ut regrowth will ocour Gnder molst conditions, Repeat aplications in the
$ame season sre not recommended, sincs sevans injury may scsnn

8.11 Roadsides

Affof the appliations inthe General Areas and Indusirial Sitas section may be mads
of toadsides

Shotider Trestments

This product may b8 ussd on road shoulders, i may be appliad with boom sprayess,

shialded boom sprayers, high-volume off-centsr nozzles, hand-held equipment, and
slilar aquipment,

Goardiralis and Other Obstaoles to Mowing

This product may be used to controf weeds growing under guanirals 2nd around
sigaposts and other objects along the roadside.

Spat Treatmant

This product may ba used as 2 spot treatment to contral unwanted vegatation

along roadsides, oving

TANK MIXTURES: This product may be Sank-mixed with the following products, for
shoulder, puardrall, spot and bars greund treatments provided that the specific product
usad Is fabolog for use on thess Sites. Refur to the Individual product labels for approved
sites and applivelion rates:

ateazias? Heovari DF Princap OF

Clartty {andmark MP Princep 41,
Crosshow L {andmerk § MP Ropstar SOWP
dicambat Landmark XP Sahara
ditron! Qust Xp : simazine!
Endurance . Qutrigat Surfian
Eseart Pandulum 3.3 £C Telar

Escort 3P Pendulom WG Vanguish
Baliery 25 0F Plateay 24D

! Yauk midures. with products containing this single gansrie active ingredient may be
s eovided the snecific arodact s labeled for applitation af the use sifa,

Releass of Barmudagrass or Bahlagrass

Dormant Applications

This product may be used o control er partially contral many wintar anoual weads end

faltfostus Jorefiactive relsaseof dommant bermdagrass of bahiagrass, Traat only when

furtis dormant and prior {6 spring green-up. This product miay also ba tank-mixed with

Qutrider heebioida ar OustXP far residual control Tank mistures of this product with Oust

4P ey delag green-up.

For best rsutts on winkar anauals, traat whan plans are inan early growdh stage {below

Ginchus Indeight) after most have germinated, For best resits o0 ta festue, treet when

fescue & ator heyond the 4- to S-fesf stage.

Apply 540 44 fiuld ounces of this produst in 2 fank mix with 0,75 1o 1.33 sunces of
Outrider harbloide per aoee. Read and fullow alf tabel diractions for Dutrider herbicids,

Apply 6t 44 fiuid sunces of this product per acrs alons of in a tank midure with
0.25 16 1 ounto pet a0rs of Qust ¥R Apply the {abuled fates in 10 & 40 gations of
waker pav atre. Use only in areas whete bermudagrass br bahlagrass are desirable
ground touers and whare seme temporary injiry of discoloration can be talerated.
To avoid delays I grasn-up aad minimize injury, add o miors than 1 sunce of Oust
XP per 208 on barmudagrass and 50 moce tian 0.5 ounce of Dust XP par acre
on bahiagrase and svold beatments when thess grasses are in 2 semi-dorment
eandition,

Actively Srowing Bermidagrass

This product may be sed th Control or parkially santrol masy annual and parearial woeds
for etfestive raleasy of actively growing bemiodagress. Apply 11 1o 32 fhid ounces of this
pruduet in 10 to 40 galioas of spray solutisn par ace. Use the lower rals when tresting
annual waeds below § inches b belghd (or runnerlength), Use the kighes rate as weeds
Increase in stz or s they appraach Siower or seedhead firmation, These rates wil slso

provide parial coritrol of the following pereantal specios:
Bahiagrass Iohnsongrass
Bluestem, siver Tnimpelcraoper
Fessue; tal Vaseygrass

This product may be Sank-mived with Outrider herbicide for control or paial contrel of
iohnsongrass and other weads isted on the Gutrider label. Use § io 22 flold cunces of
this product with 0,75 fo 1.33 cunces of Outridsr per acre. Use the higher sates of both
produots fos codrol of pocannial weeds o annual weads greater than § inches inheight
This prodict may be taskemixed with Oust X U tank-mixed, use fio more
than 11 to 22 floid ounces of this product with 1 to 2 dunces of Qust XP
per sore. Usa the lower rates of each praduct to confral annus! woeds less
than 6 lnches In haight (or runnar leagth} that ars listed in this label and the
Qust XPatel. Use the highet rates as annuat weeds increase iy sixs and appmach tha
Mrg‘mmmmmmwmwmmmmwwm
parannial 3

Bahlagrass Dotk ourly Pootioe

Blustam, silver Doglennel Trumpetorsapsr
Brotmsadpe fastye, talt Vastygrass
Dallisgrass Johsongrass Vervain, blug

Use only on well-gstabiished Sermudagrass injury may result from the

trestmast, but ragrowth will occur under molst conditians. Repeat apphications of the
tank mic in the 2ame season are fot secommendad, since savera injury may oot
Actively Growing Bahiagrass

For supprassion of vegetative growth and seadhead inhibition of bahiagrass for
approximately 45 dys, aonly 4 Tluld ounces of this product in 50 o 40 gailons of water
per acd. Apply 1 to 2 weaks after full groat~up or after mowingto 8 uniform height of 310
4 inchos, This apgiication must be mads prist 1o ssedhead emergente,

Fot suppression up {0 120 days, apply 3 fluid aunces of this product par acte, Tollowed by
an application of 1.5 4 3 fuid ounCes per acee about 45 days later, Make a0 mce than
2 appiicatisns pie yeas

This produst may be used for contro or parkial contrel of Johnsongrass and ather weeds
listed on the Dutrider herbickle label. Apoly 4 fiid cunces o this prodact with .75 to
2.0 ouncas of Oulrider per acra, Use the higher rates for sontad] of perennlsl weads and
annual weeds greater thea 6 inches in helght, Use only en well sstablished baliagrass,
A tank mistare of this product plus Oust XP may bo used, Aply 4 fiuld ounces of this
product plus 0,25 ounce of Oust XP per 2tre 1 to 2 weeks following an Inltied spring
mowing Make only ane anplioation per year,



3.12 Rangelands

This product will sontrol or supgress many annieal weads growing in perennlal cool and
WAIIB-SBAS0N rass fangalands, pasturas, and industril sites. Preventing waed ssed
produnion is erities! 1 the suscessiul conteed of annual grassy waads invading these
perennial grase shes, Follow-up applications In sequential vears should sllminate most
oftixembﬁweds Grazing o treated areas should ba defayed to entaurage growth of

dasirable pereneials, Aﬂmrhgﬁes&mb{epemmkioﬁnmrandmseadhﬂwmud
area will encourage succssshul transition.

mmas:msnmdwtmayhamdmcomwsmress Gowny brome (Bromus

lettorum), Japnase broma (Bromus japonicys], soft chess (Bromus mollls), chealgrass .

{Bromus secalinus), teraal vé amd jointed goatgrass found i rangetands, pastices and

Mmmsmumﬁumammmwmmmwm
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most maturs plants, Delaying the apphication guti this growth stags will mavimize the

smargence of other weady grass Hushes. Applications sheuki be made to the same sty

Mwmﬂsﬁmmwmmmwmmm
o the sile,

Medissalinad: To control or supprass medusahisad, apply 11 fisid ounses of this pradict
por acro 2t the 3-eaf stagé when planis mammmmmm
beyand this stags wil result In reduced or unacoeplabls control. Rageat applicitions
mmmmmummmmmmmmmm
desirable parencisd grasses. Applications may ba made in the fall of tpting.

Apnlications tay be made using ground o serial equipment. Aerial applications for these
uses may be made using fied wing o heliconter equipment. For sacial applisations,
epply i 2 10 galons of wakes per atre. For applications using graund equinmant, apoly
In 1010 20 galons of water per 2w,

Spot Trazimant, Wiper Appfication

This produet may be applied in rangeland, pestures o industrial sltes as 4 spel

treatment, ar-ovar tha top of dasiable grasses using wiper applicators to coatrol tal

waads, Applications may be rapeated in the sama araa at 30-day intarvals.

Far.spot traatmants or wipar epplication methods using rates of 2 quarts of this produet

qeracre or Jess, the entira site orany porfion of it may be treated. When spct tresiments

or wipar apphoations are mads using ratos ahave 2 quarts of this praduct per acrs,

na more than 10 percant of the otal sita may be treated 2t any oae Hese. To achibes
mexitvm gerdrmands, mmm«mwmmmum

ﬂwwpﬁmbunMNmmgmaorham&zgw

8.3.3 Utility Sies

Use this product slong slectrical power, nipefing and telaphona rights-of-way, and
in-ofhar sites associated with these rights-of-way, such as substations, roadSidas,
teliroads or similer rights-al-way that ron in conjunction with utiities.

uwmmuammsmanusummmmm trim-and-adpe artund

ohjeets, spet trastment of ynwanted vegetation and o sliminale vowanted waeds

growing in established shrub bads or onamental plantings. This product may be used

priot to planting 8 ulifity site to ornamentals, Rowers, turfgrass (sod of seed), o

boginning constsction projects,

E:rpsamd appkoations of this product may be used, as weeds amerge, to malataln
& ground.

This product alse may be used In preparing or estabBshing wilditts opeings withi thess

sites, malntaining access mads and for side trimming along willy rights-ohwvay,

TANK MIXTURES: This product may be tank miad with the follawing products for use

in uhility sites, provided that the specific product used s Iaheled for st ont thess stles.

Refer to the individual product labels for apgroved sites and application rates.

For tontrol of herbacaous wands, use the lowar tank mixture rates, For contrel of

d;;ie Stands or fough-to-conirol woady beush and trées, use the higher tank miviore

Arsanal Keanlte Surlian W0G

atrazing Krovari OF Totor OF

Barcade 65WE QustXp Teansfing

o A
n Velpar DF

Endorante Platea Velpart,

Escort Ranstar 50 W 2,4

Escart Xp Saharz

Gatkon 242 * simazine!

Gardon 4 i Surfian AS

t Tank midores with product tontaining this generic active ingradiont may be made
grovided the Spacific praduot is labeled for applination gt fhe ise sie, i

t a;summamammkmmwmdmm»mmmmmmm
befors adding this poduck. Have spray midhee agitating #t the time this
ided tb avoid spray Incompatibility problems, " aroduﬁs

4 g:r&sl:e‘.ﬁmmﬂzmm , this product can bs used alons o7 in & tank midurs wilh

8.14 Grass Seed or Sod Production

Use this prodact in grass seed and sod production for preplant, at-planting,
presmargence, ramoval of established stands, renovation, site preparation, shisided
spraying wipsr applicaiion, spot treatmant, and crasting riws In ancial syagrass.
Preplant, #-Planting, Prosmergencs, Removal of £stablished Stands, Renovation,
ﬁh?m;amﬁaa

This produtt controls most existing vagetation for purposes of sevavating turf of forage -
mseedams«formmxmmmfum kaaaydsobamdhdasmy
tomeloing vadesived gress vegetetion when pracduction fiekds are converted lo alteraste
spories of traps, Make apglications befots, duting, or after planting, & for renovstion

purpases, Apphicabions must he made prios th trop smergsnce in order 1o aveld orop Infury.

F«mmummwdmﬁagvem tielay plarting 16 determine if any ragrowth
mwmgmmmmmmamummtsmum
towad hifgrass managsment, apply this peodiict atier omitting at least gne rapular
mowing to.sllow sulficient growth for good interception of the harbicide speay. Whars rapact
tredamhmmm suffilent regrowdh musd b atiainad priet to appiication, For
warm-Seasen grasses, such as harmudagrass, summer of fall applivetions provids best
coatrol. Broatcast equipment mey be tised to control 50d samaants or otber unwanted
vagetation after sod is harvested, Application rates p to 3.3 quarks per acte may baused
i tolally remove established stands of tough to kil grass spesies.
Do tob distuch sai} or underground plant parls before freatment. Thlape ot ranovating
tachntiues such 25 virdoal mowing, suting or sicing shovld be debayed for 7 days after
apphication 1o atlow proper raaskocation Into undarground plentparts, i applivation rates
wzmp«m«mmmpmdmmmmww

graviag Is required. If the raie Is graater than 2 quarts per apes, remove domestic vestock
mwmmmammwmmmmmm
Shisidad Sprayers
Aogly 22 to 84 fluid ounces of this product i 10 to 20 gatlons of water per atre
10 cantrol weeds helween grass seed rows, Uniforn planting in Steatght rows aids in
shisltied spraver apghications, Best sasults are oblained when the grass seed plants are
smakl snough o saslly pass by the protective shisids.
Contact of this productin any manaerwith daskable vegetation may tesult in distoloeation,
muummmmummmmwmmm
Viiper Appilcation
mkmmumwmmdmmmmwm
for the controf of tall weeds.
Contact of this product in any mannerwith desirabls vegetation may residt in discaloration,
stunting of destruttion, Such damage shall be the sals responsibility of the dpplisatec
Spot Treatment
max-mmwummmmmasmmmuwmmmm
weeds within astablished vagatation oribr to heading of grasses grown for seed, Hand-
hald equipmant may be used to control sod réntnants or othar tinwanted vegetatinn affer
$od Is hatvested,
‘The grass spraved In the treated ares will ba killed, Take cate oot to speay or allow spray
1o il cutsida the target area in avder to avold unwanted grass injuty or destruction.
Creating Rows in Annss] Rysgrass
Apply 11 t 22 finld ouaces of this product per acre, Bast resulls are obtainad when
aplications ara nyeds bufors the tyagtast veachies 8 inches in helght. Usa the highet rate
within the labeled ranga whan ryegrass is greatar than 6 inches in height,
Set nozzie bheights to atiow the estabiishrent of the dasired row spacing Use of fow-
pressure nozzies, or drop noizles designed 15 target the application over 3 namow band
am resommended.
Taka care not fo spray o¢ altaw spray to driff aulside target area in arder do avold unwasted
grass destruction.

mﬁassums ali responsibility for fnssas cesubling from misapplication of his

8.15 Pastures

This peoduct may be apolied ta sny pasture grass (other than foed arops i the
Sramineae famlly), including bohisgrass, barmudagrass, bluegrass, broms, fescue,
guineagress, kikuyugrass, pichardgrass, pangols geass, ryagrass, timothy, and
whealgrass. Apglication can be made as a spot trseiment, wiper application, praplant,
presmergence, pastues tandvation, or postemerzant broadeast,

Preplan, Preemergencs, Pasture Reaovation
mmﬁmﬁ%wmwwmwmmwm?m
grasses may p €0 pasture species fisted
Hhis labe! prior i replanting. e o
1 appiication rates total 2 guasts per att or lss, no waiting between treatment
and feading or Givestock grazing s required, ﬁﬂumlersgeamzquamwm
remove domestic Bvestock bafors applicelion 2nd wait § weeks after apphication hefors
grating o harvesting.




$pot Treatment, Wiper Application

This peoduct may be apphied I pastures 83 a 3p0f treatmant, or over the top of desirable
grasses-ising wiper apoficators 1o tontrol tall weeds, Applications may bs répeated in
the sams arsa at 30-day ntervals,

For spot treatments orwiper application methods using rales of 2 quaits of this wreduet
paracre or less, the antins field or any portion 6f & may be treated, When spot trastments
orwiper appbesiions are made ysing cates ahove 2 quarts of this product par scre, 88
meze than 10 pamant of the Sola) pasturs may be reated ot any one time. To schiavs
magimum tepsove domestis Hvestack hefors ang wait 7 days
atter application before grazing fvestock o harvasting for

Fostemargent Weed Contre} (Broadeast Traatments)

This product may e applied 16 rastores 1 suppress competitive growth and seed

prodfuction of annual weeds and undesirable vegetation in pastures, For sefective
spplications with broadoast spay squipmant, apply 816 11 fluld aunces of this produet
£8¢ abra in darly-spting before desirabla perennial grassas beaak durmancy and inftiate
grean growth, Lt ful anpfications can he made after desirable paseantal grasses bave

Some stunfing of pacennial prasses will scour i breadcast appfications are made whea
plants are net dormant. Use of higher application rates wil tauss siand esductions. Ko
walting period is required betwenn application aad grazing or harvesting for feed, o aot
#pply more than 7 quats of this produot per acss per yasr ot pashure prasses except
for eapavation uses &3 dascribed praviously tn this saction.

0.0 WEEDS CONTROLLED

Kiways use the higher rate of this product per acrs within the specified sange when woed
Fowth is hanvy or densh o weeds are growing i an vndishubad (nanciltivated) acoe,
Reduted rosulls may occtr when troating waeds haavily tovered with dust. For wieds
that have besn mowied, grazed or cul, allow ragrowth {0 ocour prior to trestment.

Refor o the {ollowing isbal sactions for rates bo control annual and perennial weeds and
woody dnzsh snd tress, For difficult 10 controd porenaial weeds 2nd woody brush and
troes, whets plants are growing unider stressed conditions, or wheee infestations are
danse, this product may be used at 4 {5 7 quarls par acre for enhianced results.

9.1 Annual Weeds

Yse 22 fluid-ounces of this protuct per acre if waeds ara less than § inches In
haight or runnse feogth and 1.0 f0 2.7 quarts of Bils product per acre # woads st
over § inchas in haight of ranner length or when weods aro growing under strassed
conditions, Use Big higher et for tough.to-control spatles regardioss of the weed
sizg af application. Yreat tough-to-condrol weads sarly when they &ra relativly
small; This product may be tank mixad provided the tank-mix produst is labeled
for application at the targot sHe, Rufer to the Individual tank mix product labals for
appeoved sites and application rates. .

For spray-tn-wet applications, anply 2 0.4-percent selition of thiz praduct to
waeds jass than & inghas in height or runnar tength, For annial wesds over
6 inches tall, or for smalisr weeds growing under Stressed congltions, tse 2
0.7 10 L.5-percent solion, Use the higher rate for tough-to-conired species ar
for weeds aver 24 inches tall, Apply pelor to seedhead formation in grass or bud
formation in broadisaf weads.

For low velume directed spray applications, use & 4- to 7-pesssnt solution of ihis
product, Spesy covarage should be uniform with at least 50 parcent of the foliage
contasted. Coverage of the top one half of the plant Is important for best results. To
eastiro adeguate spray soverage, apray buth Skies of large of tall weads when foliage
13 thick and dense or whare there are multiple Sprouts.

Weed Spacies

HKaoda, spured Hchgrass
g:ﬂey .jalmsmm. seedling
Bassla, fvshook Kaotwead
Biffetitess © Koohia

Black nighishade Lamb's-pusrtets
Bluegrass, anaual Litte barley
Bluegrass, tulbous London toket
Broma, downy Mayweed
Brome, Japantss Medusahdad

8 mmm Mosalngglory
Caroling foxtail Mustard, b&u?)
Gemiing geranism Mustard, tansy
Lastarbean Mustard, tumbls
Cheatgrass Mastand,
Chiaesaweed Oals

Chenl Plains/Ticksead

Chickwead sormopsis

Cockdebur Prickly lattuce

Coppersal, hophombeant Punctureving
Pugslane, common

Cosn spaedwelt Ragwoed, common
Ragwend, giant

Owarfdandedion Red des

Eastorn mannagrass Russian thistle

Eoligta Ry

Fall m Ryagrass

Falsedandelion Sandbur, field

Falsafiax, smallseed Shattercane

Fiddlaneck Shephard's-purse

Fiefd pennycress SkeMdepod

Fllares Signalyrass, broadlead

Heabate, anal Smartweed,

Fioabane, haly - Smarwoed, Peansylvania

{Conyza honariansis) Sowihishis, anmal

Fleabane, tough Spanishnaedies

Florida pusley Sosadveell, prsiane

fortal Sprangiatop

Goatpraiss, jointed Spurga, anotiel

Grains sorghum {milo) Spiurgs, spotisd

Qroundsel, commpn Spuny, umipelia

Hemg sashanta Stasthistlo, yellow

Henbit Stinkgrass

(Conyza canadensis)
Wesd Spocis
e e
ickly sida

Texes panictm Wikchprass

Velvgtleat Woolly tupgrass

Virginia copperiaat Yalow rciat

Viceinla peppenivced

9.2 Perennial Weeds

Best rasults are obtainad when perennial weeds are traated aftes they reach the
reproductive stags of growih (seedhesd infliation in grasses and bud formation in
braatieavas), For non-flowsting plants, best rasulls aro ottained when the plaois reacha
haturs stage of growih, In many Stuations, trealments ar2 requlred prior 1 Hase growdh
stagss, nder these condftions, use the higher application rate within the spaclied range.
Ensure thootugh covetags when troing spray-to-wet treatments with hand-held equipment.
For best setults, use & §.5-peccent sohution on harder-to-control perendiats such as
bernudagrass, dock, field bintweed, hamp doghane, ralkwsed and Cansda thistie.
Fortow volume directed Spray applicatioas, 8sa 3 4- o 7-percont solution of this product.
Spray covacaga shobld bs uaiform with at Jeast 50 percant of the lofiage contacted.
Coverags of the top one half of the plant ks Imporbant for best results. To ensure adeduats
spray toverags, spay both sides of Large or toll weeds when faliage is thick and dense
o whete there are multiple sprouts, -

Altows 7 of more days after application hefore Hilage.



9.3 Woody Brush and Trees

Anply this product atter fullleaf expansion, unless sthenwise directed on this label, orin
separate simplemontal taboling ar Fact Sheets published by Mansasto Campany for this
pradnct. Use bhe higher eaty for Sargar plants and/or donss areas of growdh, On vines, uss
the higher rate for plants that have reached the woody stage of growth, Best resuls ar
sitained when application is madé in tate summer or tal after frut formation,

)nmdam,beﬁmksmmmmawﬁmmmmdammxmmm
summer when brush Speciss are at High moishus contest and are fowaring.

Fxbaxtmamswhmmmmmmmalmtmwm
to-control woody brush and trees,
thwvoiumedmted—sprayappncms.awbabm?—pmntsomowmk
product. Spray coverags should be untiorm with 4 lsast S0-percent of thy follage
coutacted. Covarage of the dap one-half of tha plant I8 Impareat for bedt reselts.
ansura adequats Spray coverage, spray bioth sides of farge ortall woody brush and tress,
what follage is thick and dense, or whats these ars muflipls sprovts,

Symptoms may aot appear prior 10 frast tr sencsente with fail treotments,

mxmb‘dmaaxmmgm’wmmmm«mkw
may bs natessay 16 40 reganerating from undesgrond parts or
MMMnmhsmumskﬁh&ﬁdmwmmmmmmm
‘o major Jead droy hes ncowread, Reduced performance may result if fal treatments are
mado foliowing a frost.

16
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15-33




10.0 LIMIT OF WARRANTY AND LIABILITY

Monsanto Company warrants that this product conforrns t the chemical description o0
mhbelandis reasonebly 1t for the purposes set forth in the Complels Dirttitas for

Uss fabel bouldet ("Directions™ whar used i actordanse with those Directivns under
the tanditions destribad therein, T0 THE DIENT CONSISTENT WITH APPLICABLE LAW,
NO-OTHER DIPRESS WARRANTY OR IMPLIED WARRANTY OF FITHESS FOR PARTICULAR
mammmmmsmmmsmwmmmmm
and imitations stated harein,

reu»mmammmmmmmwmaumnm»mmmy
this Company of any claims whather based in contract, negligeace. Strict liabiltly, othes

tort or otherwise,

T the fullest extent permitied by faw, huyer and aff users are rasponsibla for aff Jass
or dammaga from 138 or handling which results from conditions beyond the control of
this Company 1 the sxtant consistent with applicable law, Inchuding, bt net Bmited o,
{ncompatiblity with products othier than those set forth In the Dlractions, application
wmmmmm#mmm&amm
which davelop teaistance % glyphesats, uncistal wasther, weather condhions which ar
mmmmmmammmmmmmmm
$he product Is applies, as wall as weathet conditions whick ace eutsids the application
cangas 3ot forth in the Dirsctions, application In any manner nat axplicily set Jorth i the
Diractions, moisturs canditions sutside the molsture range specified b the Dirsctions,
o the prasents of products eéhe than Hinss set forth in the Directions in or o5 tha goll,
1o of treatad vegetation.
mwmmwmmmmmmmmmmmm
mwmmmmmmmmsmmmwmmmm
exprass wiitten penmissian fom this Compasy.

10 THE EXTENT CONSISTENT WITH APPLICABLE LAW, THE OICLUSIVE REMEDY OF
THE USER OR BUYER, AND THE LIAT OF THE LIABILITY OF THIS COMPANY OB AlY

OTHER SELLER FOR ANY AND ALY, LOSSES, INJURIES OR DAMAGES RESULTING FROM

THE USE O HANDLING OF THIS PRODUCT (INCLUDING CLAIMS BASED I CONTRACT,
NEGUGENGE; STRICT LIABILITY, OTHER TORT OR OTHERWISE) SHALL BE THE PURCHASE
PRICE PAID RY THE USER OR BUYER FOR THE QUAKTITY OF THIS PRODUCT INVOLVED,
(R, AT THE ELECTION OF TS COMPANY OR ANY OTHER SEULER, THE REPLAGEMENT
OF SUCH GUANTRYY, O, IF NOT ACOUIRED BY PURCHASE, REPLACEMENT OF SUCH
QUANTITY. TO THE DXTENT CONSISTENT WITH APPLICABLE LAW, IN HO EVENT
SHALL THIS COMPANY OR ANY OTHER SELLER BE LIABLE FOR ANY {NCIDENTAL,
CONSEQUERTIAL OR SPECIAL DAMAGES,

Ugon opaning and alng this product, buyer and ol usars are dsamed o have atoaplad
ﬂnmrnsofﬂmumof WARRANTY AND LIABILITY which may not be variad by any
verbal or wiitten agreamant, ff terms are not acceptable, rstum at once unopened,
Outeider, Rounﬁun?&om.ﬁwm PROMAX 2nd Design, and Monsaato and Vine
wmmmmm:ks Honsants Techaoloy LLE,

Al ofhar radesmarks ave the property of thelr respective owoars.,

lnwdmmmmmummm
o for medical assistance,
cakcoua.m«nm(sweaa—m

MONSANTO @
Packad For:
MONSANTG COMPANY

800 N. LINDBERGH BLYD,

ST, LOUIS, MISSOUR! 63187, US.A.
o0

070108
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§ i. DEFINITIONS

¥

: @ 1-1. What types of facilities are subject to the

" Healthy Schools Act?
Public K-12 schools and both public and private child day
care facilities are subject to the Healthy Schools Act (HSA).
Specifically the Healthy Schools Act uses the term “school
site” to include kindergarten, elementary, or secondary school
facilities (including charter schools), and child day care
facilities. Day care centexs are a type of child care facility and
thus fall under the requirements of the Healthy Schools Act.
According to section 1596.76 of the Health and Safety Code,
the term “day care center” includes preschools, infant centers,
extended day care facilities and school age child care centers.
Child day care facilities which are subject to the Healthy
Schools Act also include employer-sponsored child care
centers. The Healthy Schools Act excludes family day care
homes, colleges and universities, and private kindergarten,
elementary, or secondary school facilities. The term school
site also includes the buildings or structures, playgrounds,
athletic fields, vehicles, and any other area of property visited
or used by the pupils, [Education Code § 17609(e); Health
and Safety Code 88 1596.750, 1596.76}

% 1-2. Integrated pest management (IPM) has various
definitions. How does the Healthy Schools Act define it?

The Healthy Schools Act defines IPM as a pest management
strategy that focuses on long-term prevention or suppression
of pest problems through 2 combination of techniques such
as moenitoring for pest presence and establishing treatment
threshold levels, using non-chemical practices to make the
habitat less conducive to pest development, improving
sanitation, and using mechanical and physical controls.
Pesticides that pose the least possible hazard and are effective

in a manner that minimizes risks to people, property, and the
environment are used only after careful menitoring indicates
they are needed according to pre-established guidelines and
reatment thresholds. Note that this definition applies only to
TPM in schools and child day care facilities. [Food and
Agricultural Code § 13181]

% 1-3. What is a pesticide?

Under state and federal law, a pesticide is any substance that
controls, destroys, repels, or attracts a pest. Pesticides include
insecticides, insect repellents, miticides, herbicides, fungicides,
fumigants, nematicides, rodenticides, avicides, plant growth
regulators, defoliants, desiccants, sntimicrobials, and algicides.
For more information about antimicrobials (such as sanitiz-

ers and disinfectants) see 3-8 and 3-14 below. Antimicrobials,
including swimming pool chlorine and toilet bowl cleaners,

are exempt from notification and posting. However, similar to
other pesticides, you will still need to use products that have
been registered with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(U.S. EPA) and DPR for use in California, (To see if a product is
registered in California, go to DPR’s Web site, www.cdpr.ca.gov,
and click on “Look up pesticide products” at the bottom right.)

Plant nutrienss, fertilizers; and soil amendments are not
considered pesticides unless they also inciude a pesticide active
ingredient. For example, weed-and-feed products are
considered pesticides because they contain an herbicide, If the
label of a pesticide lacks a U.5. EPA registration number, check
to see if its exempt from registration {see 3-13), If it lacks an
U.S. EPA registration number and is not exempt from
registration, then it’s illegal to use it. Go to DPRS School IPM
Web site (www.cdpr.ca.gov/schoolipm) and click on “Pesticides

_ Exempted under the Healthy Schools Act” at the bottom right

for more information on exempt products. [Food and
Agricultural Code § 12753




¥ 1.4. What is a school site designee?

The designee is the person that is assigned 8 carry out the
requirements of the Healthy Schools Act. School districts
often designate maintenance and operations directors, risk
managers, or business officers, This person may also be called
the IPM toordinator (see 1-6). Child day care facilities often
assign the child day care facility director as the school site

designee,

¥ 1-5. What are the responsibilities of the school site
designee?

The designee makes sure that:

+ Parents and staff receive annual written notification about
pesticide products expected to be used at each school or
child day care facility in the coming year.

» Parents and staff receive written notification at least 72
hours in advance if the school or child day care facility
decides to use a pesticide not listed in the annual
notification. :

+ Parents and staff have the opportunity to register if they
want notification before each pesticide application at the
school or child day care facility.

» Parents and staff that have registered with the school or
child day care facility are notified before each pesticide
application,

» Warning signs are posted from 24 hours before to 72 hours
after a pesticide application.

» Records are kept of pesticide applications.

See 2-1 through 2-14, 3-1, 3-7, and 3-8 for more
information. [Education Code 88 17609(d), 17612)

% 1-6. What's an IPM coordinator?

Many school districts use the title “IPM coordinator” as the
equivalent to the school site designee (see 1-4 and 1-5).

% 1-7, Under the law, child day care facilities must be
given 120-hour notice by properiy menagers of a
pesticide application. Are preschool programs located
at other schools considered to be child day care
Sacilities; and therefore, subject to the 120-hour notice
requivement?

Yes, they are child day care facilities since they meet the

definition of a child day care facility (see 1-1). [Health &

Safety Code 81596.750]. Therefore, the property owner or

property owner’s representative would notify the preschool

2

120 hours before any pesticide application and all other
requitements of the Healthy Schools Act must be met.

¥ 1-8. For preschool programs located at schools, could
the district IPM coordinator also be considered the
ckild day care facility designee?

Yes, the school distriet TPM coordinator could also be the
child day care facility designee for a preschool that is located
on a public school site.

“34NOTIFICATION AND POSTING
m: How do schools and child day care facilities carry

out the anmual notification requivement?
Each school or child day care facility must give 2 written
notice to parents and staff identifying pesticides expected
to be used in the coming year. The list of pesticides must
also inclzde the DPR Web site tha: provides information on
pesticides and reduced-risk alternatives (www.cdpr.ca.gov/
schoolipm, click on “School IPM HELPR” in the column
on the right). The Legislature intended that the notifica-
tion would be included with other one-time notices sent to
parents by school districts or child day care facilities, usually
at the beginning of the year. Putting this information in a
packet with other notices will reduce costs. See DPRS School
IPM Web site (go to www.edpr.ca.gov/schoolipm and click on
“Tools & Templates” in the column on the left) for examples.
(Education Code § 17612}, School districts and child day
care facilities may want to coordinate with pest control
businesses to develop a notification system.

% 2-2, What are the requirements if a pesticide is to be
applied that was not listed in the annual notification?

If a school or child day care facility decides to use 2

pesticide product that wasn't listed in the annual notification,

the school site designee must provide written notification to

parents and staff at least 72 hours before application. The

notice should identify the product name and active

ingredients, and provide DPR’ School IPM Web site address,

www.cdpr.ca.gov/schoolipm. [Education Code § 17612(2)(2)]

% 2.3, When is advance notification of a pesticide
application not required?

Advance notification is not required in “emergency

conditions.”



% 2.12. Do schools or child day care facilities have to
notify and post when they make applications during
breaks?

The Healthy Schools Act does not make any special
provisions for notification, posting, and recordkeeping when

- the school or child day care facility is not in session.
However, even when closed, students or other people may
enter the grounds for various reasons. Teachers often stop in
during vacations to plan lessons or organize their classrooms,
School districts and child day care facilities should try to plan
ahead and list any pesticides expected to be used during the
entire school year, notify registered parents and staff before all
applications, and always post a treatment area.

W 2-13. If a school or child day cave facility is contiguous
with an agricultural parcel ~ for example, an orange
grove — and the school district owns the land on which
the crop is planted, does the district have to notify
and post when the crop is sprayed? The parcel is
completely fenced with locked gates and off-limits
to students.

The agricultural parcel, although owned by the school

district, is not a school site under the law {Education Code

§ 17608(e)]). The term “school site” includes the buildings or

structures (including attics and crawl spaces), playgrounds,

athletic fields, school vehicles, or any other area of school
property visited or used by pupils. Therefore, the school does
not have to notify or post with regard to pesticides used on

the parcel. However, the school, as property owner of a

production agriculture site, may have other posting or

notification requirements for a pesticide application based
upon the pesticide label and/or permit conditions
established by the county agricultural commissioner. ¥a
production agriculture site is located next to a school and
there is concern about off-site movement of pesticides,
contact the county agriculural commissioner (go to www.
cdpr.ca.gov, click on “Ag commissioners” in the “Quick

Finder”). The comrnissioner follows up on any reported

illness that may be pesticide-related or any complaint about

pesticide applications.

% 2-14. How do schools operated by the Division of
Juvenile Justice comply with the Healthy Schools Act?

The school administrator is required to notify the facility’s
chief medical officer (CMO) at least 72 hours before an
application. The CMO must then take any steps necessary to
protect the health of the pupils. The California Department
of Public Health (CDPH) recommends the following: (1) the
CMO of each facility should provide a list of all pesticides

i

expected to be used in the facility during the year with a
copy of the product label (or U.5. EPA registration number)
and the material safety data sheet (MSDS) for each item

on the list; (2) the yearly list of pesticides anticipated to be
used should be posted at the entry to the facility and a copy
provided to all staff members; (3) pest control businesses
should provide the CMO specific pesticide use information
for school applications; (4) staff assigned to pest control
duties and contracted pest control businesses should give the
CMO 72 hours natice of specific applications; (5) employees
must be trained before handling any pesticide, and annually
thereafter; and (6) the CMO should thoroughly investigate
any complaint or suspected illness due to application of 2
pesticide and take appropriate action. Suspected illnesses
also must be repotted to the county health officer. [Education
Code § 17612(e) and information provided by CDPH].

¥ 2-15. Are schools and child day care facilities
reimbursed for paperwork and mailing?

No. The Commission on State Mandates has concluded that
the legislation does not impose any retmbursable state-
mandated duties since existing state law does not require the
application of pesticides, To view the Commission decision,
g0 to www.csm.ca.gov, click on the “Reports to Legislature
tab at the top, click on “Denied mandates”, then click on
“January 1, 2004 - December 31, 2004.”

% 2-16. Does the law require posting before em aerial
application by a mosquito abatement district or
California Department of Public Health (CDPEH) Vector
Control?

No, the law does not require notification and posting since
the school or child day care facility manager, or property
owWner or owner’s agent are not applying the pesticides to the
factlity. However, it is a best management practice to notify
the pupils, staff, and public by posting information
distributed by the mosquito abatement district or CDPH.
Vector Control. [Education Code § 17613; Health & Safety
Code § 116180]

"Eup HCIDE USE, RECORDKEEPING,

ND REPORTING
?
pwet)

% 3-1. Who is required to keep records?

Under the Healthy Schools Act, each school or child day care
facility must keep records of almost all pesticide

applications for four years (see 3-6). Some pesticide
applications are exernpt from the recordkeeping requirement
(see 3-8). The law also requires licensed pest control



businesses hired by a school or child day care facility to keep

records of pesticide use and report that use to DPR (see 3-2).
“This requirement is intended for commercial applicators and
is in addition to the pesticide use report applicators already
submit to the county agricultural commissioner. Commercial
applicators include pest control businesses that are licensed
by either DPR or the Structural Pest Control Board.
{California Code of Regulations §8 6624, 66271

& 3.2. Who has to report pesticide use at schools and
ckild day care facilities?

Pest control businesses contracted by schools or child day
care facilities have two reports to submit for pesticide use:
(1) the Monthly Summary Pesticide Use Report to the county

14l commissioner that includes pesticides used at
schools or child day care facilities, and (2) the School Site
Pesticide Use Reporting form that is submitted to DPR. (To
access this form, go-to www.cdpr.ca.gov/schoolipm and click
on Pest Control Businesses in the column on the left, then
click on Reporting pesticide use and maintaining records.)
The law states that the School Site Pesticide Use Reporting
form must be submitted by pest control business to DPR at
least annually, For those applying pesticides at the end of
December, the form must be submitted as soon as possible as
it is due to DPR by January 30th.

Applications made by school or ¢hild day care facility person-
nel do not need to be reported to the county agricultural
commissioner, except when a restricted-use pesticide is used
(as defined in California Code of Regulations § £400). Only
a person holding either 2 qualified applicator certificate or a
qualified applicator license can make restricted-use pesticide
applications. That person must report the use of restricted~
use pesticides to the county agricultural commissioner each
rmonth (see 3-5). School and child care facility personnel do
not need to report pesticide use to DPR. See 3-1 and 3-6 for
additional information about recordkeeping for restricted-
use pesticides, [California Code of Regulations § 6624(2)(3);
6625; Food and Agricultural Code & 13186(2)(b)(<)]

% 3-3. When a licensed pest control business applies a

pesticideatasdmolordﬁlddaycmfacﬂit);whomt
The licensed pest control business is responsible for
completing DPRS School Site Pesticide Use Reporting form
and submitting it to DPR. The school or child day care
facility, although not responsible for use reporting, must keep
records of almost all pesticide applications for four years,
including those made by licensed pest control businesses (see
3.8 for exemptions). The school district or child day care

facility may include the Healthy Schools Act reporting
requirements when they contract for services of licensed pest
control businesses. {Food and Agricultural Code § 13 186}

J %.Mﬁmsedpwmmlhsbwesm@mm
re.portpcsu‘cideappﬁmﬁmtsatsdwolswahﬂd
daymfadﬁﬁaaspaﬂofﬂwiradsﬁngmonthly
reports to the county agricultural nomissioner?

Yes. Pest control businesses must continue o report school or

child day care facility applications on their Monthly Summary

Pesticide Use Report to the county agricultural commissioner.
Pest control businesses must also submit the School Site
Pesticide Use Reporting form at least annwally to DPR. (See
3.2 and 3-5.) [Food and Agricuitural Code & 13186(bXc);
California Code of Regulations 8§ 6624, 6627}

% 3-5. For instances where schools or child day care
facilities have their own qualified applicator on staff,
what pesticide use must be reported?

When restricted-use pesticides are used on school or child

day care facility property, the qualified applicator must report

the applications to the county agricultural commissioner in
the Monthly Summary Pesticide Use Report. The Healthy
schools Act does not change this requirement. Note that
restricted use pesticides can only be used by individuals who
hold 2 valid DPR qualified applicator certificate QAC) or
license (QAL). Use of CA restricted materials additionally
requires a permit from the county agricultural
commissioner, with some exemptions. Consult with your
local County Agricultural Commissioner prior to restricted

use pesticide application. [California Code of Regulations 8§

6624, 6625, 6627]

& 3-6. Does the law requive that vecords be kept of every
pesticide used and each application?
Under the Healthy Schools Act, each school or child day
care facility must keep records of every pesticide applica-
tion for a period of four years (see 3-7), except for exempt
pesticides (see 3-8). The records must include the pesticide
product name, manufacturer’s name, U.S. EPA registration
number, date and areas of application, reason for application,
and amount of pesticide used. Records must be available to
the public upon request. As a simple way to keep records,
schools or child day care facilities may want to keep a copy of -
the posted warning sign that includes written record of the
amount of pesticide used. DPR recommends that records be
kept of all pest management practices, including those that
are exerapt from notification and posting. [Education Code
§§ 17611, 17612(d)]

X



Additionally, existing regulations require each school or
child day care facility to keep records for twetyears after each
application of a restricted-use pesticide (separate from the
four-year requirement under the Healthy Schools Act). These
records must include the date of application, the treated
property operator’s name, location of the property and exact
site treated, total acreage or units treated at the site, pesticide
name with the U.S. EPA registration number, and amount

of pesticide used. [California Code of Regulations § 6624(a)
(D,b)E)

¥ 3-7. How do schools and child day care facilities make
records available to the public?

The Healthy Schools Act is a right-to-know law, so anyone

. who wants access to records can retrieve them. Depending
on what filing system the school or child day care facility has
available, this could either be in a paper (kept in filing
folders, for instance) or electronic copy form. [Education
Code § 17611)

# 3-8. Which pesticide active ingredients are exenpt from
the provisions of this law?

Certain requirements of the law (recordkeeping, written
notification, and posting} do not apply to pesticide products
deployed in the form of a self-contained bait or trap; gel or
paste deployed as a crack-and-crevice treatment; pesticides
exempted from registration by U.S. EPA; or antimicrobial
pesticides, including sanitizers and disinfectants, For
exaraple, this means that chlorine used in swimming pools
is exempt from the recordkeeping, written notification, and
posting provisions of this law. (For further information about
pesticides exempt from registration in California, go to www,
cdpr.ca.gov/schoolipm, click on “Pesticides Exempted Under
the Healthy Schools Act” on the right. Questions 3-8, 3-10,
and 3-11 also pertain to this topic.) [Education Code §
17610.5}

¥ 3-9, What are self-contained baits or traps?

The law does not define self-contained. The interpretation
and practice of school officials and pest managernent
professionals has been to consider tamper- and child-resistant
bait starions (whether they be for rodents, general pests, or
termites) to be self-contained bait stations.

Bait stations that are sold without bait are not pesticide
products. Such bait stations are considered to be application
equipment, and therefore are not regulated by U.S, EPA. U.S,
EPA lists eight criteria for tamper-resistant bait boxes — but
they apply only to rodent bait boxes:

[ {- 3

* Resistant to weather,
* Strong enough to prohibit entry by large non-target species.

= Equipped with a locking id and/or secured rebaiting
hatches.

» Equipped with entrances that readily allow target anirnals
access to baits while denying access to larger non-target
species.

+ Capable of being anchored securely to resist efforts to move
the container or to displace its contents,

» Equipped with an internal structure for containing bait,
» Made in such a way as not to be an attractive nuisance.

» Capable of displaying proper precautionary statements in a
prominent location. fwww.epa, gov/PR_Notices/pra4-
7.himi

Starting June 2011, U.S. EPA requires that all rodenticide
manufacturers sell their products that are marketed to general
and residential customers be contained in a self-contained
bait station, while loose baits (e.g pellets, meal) are
prohibited, Four tiers of bait stations will be manufactured

to meet the new requirements. The four ders were designed
to provide a variety of cost and protection options for the
consumer, [www.epa.gov/pesticidesfreregistration/ rodenti-
cides/finalriskdecision.htm} Corresponding eriteria do not
exist for other types of bait boxes or bait stations. [Food and
Agricultural Code § 12973, www.epa.govw/REDs/2100red.pdf]

] &Io.kémdmgophabﬁtamekﬁdp&Mgopka
runways underground ~ exempt from requirements of
the Healthy Schools Act?

No. Only bait in a self-contained bait station is exempt.

% 3-11. What's a crack-and-crevice treqintent?

The law defines crack-and-crevice treatment as the
application of small quantities of a pesticide consistent with
labeling instructions in a building into openings such as
those commonly found at expansion joints, between levels of
construction, and between equipment and floors. {Education
Code § 17609(b)] :

¥ 3-12. Which pesticides are exempted from registration
by the U.5. EPA?

The U.S. EPA (under Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and

Rodenticide Act [FIFRA] Section 25[b)), exempts pesticides

from registration if they contain certain active and inert

ingredients These are primarily food-grade materials such as



mint oil, clove oil, and sodiur lauryl sulfate (derived from
coconut and commonly found in shampoosgnd detergent),
DPR allows similar exemptions, although some DPFR-exempt
products require additional wording on labels. See www.edpr.
ca.gov/schoolipm and click on “Pesticides Exempted Under
the Healthy Schools Act” located on the right. [California
Code of Regulations § 6147]

% 3-13. How can I tell if a particular product is exempted
from registration by the U.S. EPA?

Look at the product label for a U.5. EPA or a California
registration number. If the label does not have a registration
number, then the product may be exempt. (Note; very few-
products are exempt from registration). To ensure you have
an exempt product in the absence of a registration number,
check to see if all the product active and inert ingredients
are listed on the FIFRA section 25(b) list and the U.S. EPA 4A
list, respectively. (See www.cdpr.ca.gov/schoolipm and click
on “Pesticides Exempted Under the Healthy Schools Act”
located on the right for the lists of exempt active and inert

ingredients.)
% 3-14. What are antimicrobials?
Antimicrobials (such as disinfectsnts and semitizers) are

* pesticides that are intended to disinfect, sanitize, reduce, or

i

mitigate growth or development of microbioclogical
organisms; or protect inanimate objects {(for example floors
and walls), industrial processes or systenis, surfaces, wate,
or other chemical substances from contamination, fouling,
or deterioration caused by bacteria, viruses, fungi, protozoa,
algae, or slime. Although sanitizers and disinfectants are
exempt from notification and posting requirements under the
Healthy Schools Act, you will still need to use products that
have been registered with the U.S. EPA for use in California.
Antimicrobials are also not exempt from the licensed pest
control business requirements to report pesticide use. [Food
and Agricultural Code § 12993; Education Code § 17609(a);
www.epa.gov/oppad(iol]

¥ 3-15, How do I get information about pesticide
products? Active ingredients? Human health impacts?
Envirowmental fate?

See www.cdpr.ca.gov/schoolipm and select “School IPM

HELPR” from the featured links list on the right, then click on

the pest-specific information you need.

4i ENFORCEMENT AND COMPLIANCE

% 4-1, Who enforces requirements for posting, amtual
written notification and pesticide use recondheeping?

The Healthy Schools Act contains no specific enforcement
authority for these requirements. Since these requirements are
under the Education Code, the school district superintendent
and the districts elected school board members, or a child
day care facility’ director are responsible for enforcement.
The Califomia Department of Education’s (CDE) School
Facility Planning Division is available as a resource to school
districts (www.cde.ca.gov/ls/fa/sf). For interpretation of
Healthy Schools Act requirements as it applies to your school
district, consult your district’s legal counsel.

¥ 4.2, Are private schools exempt from the Healthy
Schools Act? What about commuumnity colleges?

The law applies to public facilitles used for child day care,
kindergarten, elementary, or secondary school and private
child day care facilities. The law exemapts private schools,
family day-care homes, and colleges and universities even
when attended by secondary school students. However, DPR
will provide any interested public or private educational
institution with information of starting an IPM program.
{Education Code § 17605(e)}

% 4-3. Are schools and child day care facilities on
federal property (such as military bases) exempt from
the Healthy Schools Act? )
The law does not apply to schools and child day care
facilities under federal jurisdiction. Pest managers of military
bases may voluntarily want to comply with the law as if they
were under state jurisdiction. However, state-funded schools
and child day care facilities that operate on military bases are
not exempt. Schools and child day cave facilities located on
Indian reservations and rancherias are exempt from
requiremients of the Healthy Schoals Act.

% 4.4, Which pesticides can be used legally at schools or
child day care fucilities? Does the label have to specify

this type of use?

First read the label to identify the terms used. A product label
does not have to specify schoot or child day care facility use.
Pesticide labels registered by U.S. EPA and DPR may use such
terms as; for institutional use; for use in kitchens, dining
areas; or in and around buildings, such as schools, hospitals,
etc. When Indicating outdoor use, terms include for use on
turf and ornamentals, and for use on playing felds. Some
labels, such as vertebrate pest control products, may refer
only to the pest with such terms as (for control of mice) place
bait along runways, or place bait in main (gopher) tunnel,

In a few instances, the manufacturer may indicate that the
product should not be used in schools or other settings where

l



children are likely to be present. Contact your county
agricultural commissioner’s office for additignal help in deter-
mining if 2 product is appropriate to use in school buildings,
on school grounds, or at child day care facilities,

¥ 4-5. What situations on school or child day care facility
property require a qualified applicator or licensed pest
control business?
Only a person holding a DPR qualified applicator certificate
(QAC) or license (QAL), or a person holding a Structural Pest
Control Board lHeense may apply federally restricted-use pesti-
cides. Federsl restricted-use pesticides are identified as such
on their label, Only a person holding one of these centificates
or licenses plus a pesticide use permit issued by the county
agricultural commissioner may apply state-listed restricted-
use pesticides. Some school districts or ¢hild day care
facilities require that ail pesticide applications be supervised
or performed by certified or licensed applicators. A pest
control business license is required of any person or company
performing pest control for hire. Check DPRS Web site and
the Structural Pest Control Boards Web site to determine if 2
pest control business is licensed. For DPRS license
information, (go to www.cdpr.ca.gov, click on “Licensing” in
the “Quick Finder,” then click on “List of Persons and
Businesses with Valid DPR Licenses.”) To see the “California
Restricted Materials Requirements” list, go to wwwiedpr.
ca.gov, click on “A-Z Index,” then “Restricted materials ~
California list.”

¥ 4-6. What happens when a public park adjoins a
school or child day care facility and functions as a
Playground? Does the city or county have to notify and
pﬁm applying pesticides (usually herbicides) to

City and county property is exempt from the requirements
of the Healthy Schools Act if it is not used as a school site as
defined under the law. Some school districts and local
agendies have signed a formal memorandum of understand-
ing or joint-use agreement so that the park property becomes
school property, Then the requirements of the Healthy
Schools Act would apply, ineluding notification, posting, and
recordkeeping.

] 4-7. What if my school district or child day care facility
has planmed its pesticide applicarions well in advance,
on specific dates. Are we complying with the law if we
simplymﬁﬂaﬂpmatﬂ;ebeghnﬁ:gofﬂmym
about these applications?

The school or child day care facility has fulfilled the annual
notification requirements if it notifies all parents at the begin-
ning of the year and the notification includes 1) the name of
all pesticide products expected to be applied at the schoolsite
during the upcoming year, 2) the active ingredient(s) in each
pesticide product, and 3) DPR’s School IPM website www.
cdpr.ca.gov/schoolipm so that they may access information
on pesticides and pesticide use reduction. However, the law
also specifies that the designee must notify parents and staff,
who register in advance, of individual applications at least

72 hours before the application. This individual application
notification must include 1) the product name, 2) the active
ingredient(s) in the product, and 3) the intended date of ap-
plication. The law does not specify how early you can notify
those who have registered. Keep in mind that the Healthy
Schools Act {s a right-to-know law that advocates IPM. Noti-
fying people too far in advance may defeat the law’s purpose

because the registered individuals may fail to remember when
the individual application is scheduled to take place. Notifica-

tons well in advance also likely means pesticide use is being
decided by a calendar versus an actual need or IPM threshold
exceedance. Individual school districts and child day care
facilities should decide the most appropriate approach that
also complies with the intent of the law.

% 4-8. Ave there any pesticide that are

specifically prohibited from use in schools and child
day care facilities?

The use of a pesticide on a school or child day care facility

is prohibited if the pesticide has a conditional, experimen-
tal use, or interim registration, and the pesticide contains 2
new active ingredient or-is for a new use. 4 pesticide is also
prohibited if it has been canceled, suspended, or phased

out. {Education Code § 17610.1] A list of pesticides that are
prohibited for use in schools or at child day care facilities can
be found at DPRS School IPM Web site at www.cdpr.ca.gov/
schoolipm, click on “Pesticides Prohibited from Use” in the
column on the right. This prohibition does not apply to
public health pesticides or antimicrobial pesticides registered
pursuant to Section 12836 of the Food and Agricultural
Code.

5. DEVELOPING AN IPM PROGRAM

..,QAI. Where do 1 get information about IPM programs,
policies, and practices? :
See DFR’ School IPM Web site, www.cdpr.ca.gov/schoolipm,
for links to school IPM information. The Web site offers
information on pesticide products, 2 directory of resources
describing least-hazardous pest management practices, a



model IPM program guidebook, and ways to reduce pesticide
use. The Web site also has information on thg public health
and environmental impacts of pesticides, and much more.
[Education Code § 17612(a), Food and Agricultural Code §
13184=30)] - '

# 5.2, How is DPR getting information to staff at school
and child day ocore facilities?
DPR routinely provides information to IPM coordinators
and child day care facility managers. DPR also works with
the CDE and groups such as Coalition for Adequate School
Housing, California Assaciation of School Business Officials,
Professional Association of Pesticide Applicators, Pest Control
Operators of California, California Childcare Health Program,
California Department of Public Health, and California Child
Care Resowrce & Referral Network. In addition, DPR has a
listserve available for those who would like to receive updates
about DPRS School IPM Program. Go to www.cdpr.ca.gov/
docs/deptilistserv/listdese him to sign up.

S.TRAINING
'.4h,.6-1. What do the school IPM workshops offered by
DPR cover?

Under the Healthy Schools Act, DPR must offer IPM training
to help school districts establish their own IPM programs.
The law specifies that DPR use a train-the-trainer approach as
appropriate to disseminate information rapidly, and empha-
size training on 4 regional basis before focusing on individual
school districts. Our regional workshops highlight school
IPM principles, pest prevention, monitoring, and the use of
least-hazardous pest management practices. Each year, DPR
offers workshops around the state. For specific dates and
locations, see DPRS School IPM Web site (wwwi.edpt.ca.gov/
schoolipm). {Food and Agricultural Code § 13185]

% 6-2. What training is available for child day care
Jacility owners and managers about the Healthy
Schools Act?

On DPRS School TPM Web site and Child Care IPM Web site,
you will find handouts that summarize the Healthy Schools
Act. Go to wwwicdpr.ca.gov, click on the “Pest Management”
tab, From there you can click on the *Schools™ tab or the
“Child Care” tab for IPM information and resources. You

can also find templates in the left column under “Tools and
Templates.” DPR also provides a train-the-treiner program.
and provides outreach to child day care facilities and schools.
Additionally for child day care facilities, the California
.Depmment of Social Services (DSS) is required to provide

information about the Healthy Schools Act and IPM practices
at the orientations the DSS gives before issuing a new child
care license or special permit. For more information on the
Healthy Schools Act and contact names, phone numbers, and
email addresses, see the bottom of DPR's Web site, www.cdpr.
ca.gov/schoolipm/childcare,

7. ES
7-1. What are some resources to learn move about IPM

and the Healthy Schools Act?

+ DPR’s School 1PM Web site: www.cdpr.ca.gov/schoolipm

+ DPRS home page: www.edpr.ca.gov

+ County Agricultural Commissioners: go to
www.edpr.ea.goy, click on “Ag Commissioners” in “Quick
Finder”

» California Department of Education:
www.cde.ca.gov/ls/fa/sf

* University of California Statewide IPM Program:
wwwipm.ucdavis.edw/index.html

* Univessity of California IPM Cooperative Extension Offices:
wwwipt.ucdavis.edWGENERA /ceofficefinderhiml

« 1.5, EPAS 1PM in Schools Web site:
www.epa,gov/pesticidesipm/index.htm

* National School IPM Information Source:
http://schoolipm.ifas.ufl.edu/

¥ 7-2. Does the Healthy Schools Act have a list of

 approved pesticides for use by schools or child day cave
facilities?

The Healthy Schools Act does not establish a list of pesticides
approved for schools or child day care facilities. However,
DPR does maintain a list of pesticides that are prohibited for
use in schools or at child day care facilities, See DPRS Web
site (www.cdpr.ca.gov/schoolipm, click on “Pesticides Prohib-
ited from Use” in the column on the right).

For help selecting the correct pest treatment option, the
School IPM HELPR provides pest notes, control methods, and
hazard information. See DPR%s School IPM Web site (www. '
cdpr.ca.gov/schoolipm, click on “School IPM HELPR” in the
column on the right).

»o



IPM

SCHOOL tPM PROGRAM
(916) 445-9903  FAX:(916) 445-4033
e-mail: school-ipm@cdpr.ca.gov
www.cdprca.govischoolipm

B,

CHILD CARE IPM PROGRAM .
(916)324-4077 FAX: (916) 445-4033
www.cdpt.ca.gov/schoolipm/childcare

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PESTICIDE REGULATION
1001 | Street, PO, Box 4015, Sacramento, CA 95812-4015
www.cdpr.cagov

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
www.cde,ca.gov
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AGRICULTURAL COMMISSIONER’S OFFICE
4080 LEMON STREET, ROOM 19
PO, BOX 1089
RIVERSIDE, CA 92502-1089
PHONE (951) 955-3000
FAX (951) 955-3012

; - WWW.INCOOQ.Org WEIGHTS & MEASURES DIVISION
e ‘ . 2950 WASHINGTON STREET
» . £O. BOX 1480
JOHN SNYDER leﬂ er of %ﬂ”ﬂg RIVERSIDE, CA 92502-1480
Agrcutiural Commissioner PHONE (967) 955-3030
Sedler of Weights & Measures : FAX (951) 276-4728
May 20, 2010
Bethel Christian School , 10-RIV-LOW-DJC-191
2425 Van Buren Blvd. , '

Riverside, CA 92503

On May 19, 2010 a Pesticide Enforcement Inspection was conducted by Agricultural Standards
Investigator Delia J Cloc at your field application site located at 2425 Van Buren Bivd,,
Riverside.

The purpose of this inspection was to determine the level of compliance by Bethel Christian
School with the California Food and Agricuttural Codes and/or Regulations. '

Your pesticide operational procedures were found to be in violation of the California Agricultural
Codes and/or Regulations as indicated by the Pesticide Use Monitoring Inspection Report form
presented to you. The non-compliance was for California Food and Agricultural Code Section
. 12973-The use of any pesticide shall not conflict with abeling registered which is delivered with
the pesticide (Gopher Killer EPA Reg#12455-18-1863, was used in landscaped areas around
the school). Califomia Code of Regulations Section 6724-Failure to frain employees prior to
pesticide application (Bethe! Christian School failed to train applicator Jesus Guzman prior to
pesticide application). California Code of Regulations Section 8680-In no case shall a pesticide
be placed or kept in any container of a type commonly used for food, drink or household
products (table spoon used for pesticide application). ‘

This LETTER OF WARNING is to provide you with official notice that further violations of -
~ California Agricultural codes and/or Regulations may result in a Notice of Violation being issued

to you or your company and Agricultural Civil Penalty Action being taken against you by the

Agricultural Commissioner. o '

The Riverside County Agricultural Commissioner’s Office strongly urges you to view this matter
seriously and immediately take all necessary actions. to bring about full compliance with all
pesticide laws and regulations. You must CEASE AND DESIST from all pesticide applications
untit your employee has been properly trained, and Gopher Killer has been replace with an
approved product for your site. If you have any questions or need clarification, please call this
office at (951) 956-3016. Thank you for your attention to this matter,

Sincerely,
Bob Mulherin
De Agricuitural Commissioner

2

By: Delia J Cioc |
Agricultural Standards In
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AGRICULTURAL COMMISSIONER’S OFFICE
4080 LEMON STREET, ROOM 19
PO. BOX 1089
RIVERSIDE, CA 92502-1089
PHONE (951) 955-3000
FAX (951) 965-3012

* wwwiiveoag.org WEIGHTS & MEASURES DIVISION
l / W ’ 2950 \évgs;;ggaglosmem
JOHN SNYDER etter o ari ”g RIVERSIOE, GA §2502-1480
Agricutiurat Cormrissioner PHONE (951) 955-3030
secier of Weights & Megsures . FAX (951) 2764728
September 1, 2010
Jurupa Unified School District 10-RIV-LOW-DJC-207

4740 Pediey Road
Riverside, CA 92509

On August 31, 2010 a Pesticide Enforcement Inspection was conducted by Agricuttural
mﬁishgm Delia J Cioc at your field appiication site located at 4850 Pediey

The purpose of this inspecﬁonwastodetermineﬁwelevelofcampﬁarmbydwuﬁa Unified
School District with the California Food and Agriculturatl Codes and/or Reguiaions.

‘ . Your pesticide operational procedures were found to be in violation of the Calfomia
Agrict.#ural Codes andfor Regulations as indicated by the Pesticide Use Moniforing
Inspection Report presented to you, The non-compliance was for Califomnia Food and
Agri CodeSectéon1297&Theuseofanypesﬁcidesha&!notconﬁictwﬁﬁ%e¥hg
mgmdw@mhdgﬁvemdwimmmsﬁdde(applmmedtoweaim%wesm
during pesticide application). California Code of Regulations Section 8738{ ¢ Y(1)( C )-The
employersha&iassureﬂwatgiovesarewomwhenreq&ﬁredbymepesﬁddepmducﬂabeﬁng
orwpenemmoyeesemer@agedinappﬁcaﬁonbyhandorusinghmdhe#dequmem
(applicator falled to wear rubber gioves during pesticide application). Califomia Code of
ReguiaﬂonsSecbgnSTZ&Fgmm&ainemployees prior to pesticide application. Cafifornia
Code of Regulations Section 6726(b)-Employees shall be informed of the name and
location of a facility where emergency medical care is available. The empioyer shall post in
apronﬁnentplaceatmeworkséte,crwomvehideifmereisnodestgnatedworksite,me
namaaddressmdta&ep@em%er&afadﬁya&ebpmvideemmmyme@ha&care
whmwverembyepsw&ﬂbehammpesﬁcmsmd,ﬁﬂwiden&ﬁedwﬁyismt
reasonably acogss;bie form that work location, procedures to be followed to obtain
emgrgepcymed&ca%care (r_xoemergencymed%caicarepcsﬁnginveh&cieoratmsite).
California Code of Regulations Section 6678-Service containers shall be labeled with the
namaandaddmss_ofﬁwepersonorﬁmreswnsib&eforﬁ&econ&aine::ﬂzeidmﬁtyafﬁwe
econormic poison in the container; and the work *“Danger,” “Warning,” or "Caution,” In
W with the fabel on the original container (backpack without service container



This LETTER OF WARNING is to provide you with official notice that further violations of
California Agricultural codes and/or Regulations may resuit in a Notice of Violation being
issued to you or your company and Agricultural Clvil Peraity Action being taken against you
by the Agricutural Commissioner.

The Riverside County Agriculiural Commissioner's Office strongly urges you to view this
matter seriously and immediately take all necessary actions to bring about full compiiance
with all pesticide laws and reguiations. You must CEASE AND DESIST from all pesticide
appiications until proper training has been provide to pesticide handler. if you have any
questions or need clarification, please call this office at (851) 955-3016. Thank you for your
attention to this matter.

Sincerely,
Bob Muiher.in

By. Delia J Cioc g
Agricultural Standards Investigator IV

BM:DUC
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AGRICULTURAL COMMISSIONER’S OFFICE
4080 LEMON STREET, ROOM 19
: PO. BOX 1089
RIVERSIDE, CA 92602-1089.
PHONE (951) 955-3000
FAX (951) 956-3012

: WWW.IIVC00ag.org WEIGHTS & MEASURES DIVISION
_ 2950 WASH%NG;‘OI;G STREET -
, "y PO, BOX 14
JOHN SNYDER - l@ﬂ@f 0/ %ﬂ”ﬂg RIVERSIDE, CA 92602-1480
Agricutiural Commissioner ' ; PHONE (951) 955-3030
Sedler of Weights & Measures ‘ FAX (951) 276-4728

February 28, 2011

Riverside Unified School District 11-RIV-LOW-DJC-256

3070 Washington Street

Riverside, CA 92504

On February 8, 2011 a Pesticide Enforcement Inspection was conducted by Agricultural
Standards Investigator Delia J. Cioc at your field application site located at 17925 Krameria
Avenue, Riverside, :

The purpose of this inspection was to determine the level of compfiance by Riverside Unified
School District with the California Food and Agricultural Codes and/or Regulations.

Your pesticide operational procedures were found to be in violation of the California Agricultural
Codes and/or Regulations as indicated by the Pesticide Use Monitoring Inspection form
presented to you. The non-compliance was for Califomia Code of Regulation Section
. 8738(b)(1)(C)-The employer shall assure that employees wear protective eyewear when
) required by pesticide product labeling or when empioyees are engaged in application by hand
or using hand-held equipment. (Applicator Rudy Trevin falled to wear safety glasses during
Roundup application). California Code of Regulation Section 6678-Service containers shall be
labeled with a) The name and address of the person responsible for the container b) The name
of the pesticide and ¢) the word “Danger,” “Waming,” or "Caution,” in accordance with the label
on the original container. (Backpacks without service container label),

This LETTER OF WARNING is to provide you with official notice that further violations of
California Agricultural codes and/or Regulations may result in a Notice of Violation being issued

to you or your company and A ural Civil P A being taken against you by the
Agricuttural Commissioner.

The Riverside County Agricultural Commissioner's Office strongly urges you to view this matter
seriously and immediaiely take all nacessary actions to bring about full compliance with all
pesticide laws and regulations. If you have any questions or need clarification, please ¢all this
office at (951) 855-3016. Thank you for your attention to this matter.

‘ BM:DC
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Barton, Karen

From: Chase, Valerie

Sent: Tuesday, January 29, 2013 8:32 AM
To: Barton, Karen
Subject: FW: From the District 3 Website to: General Mailbox

I think this applies to the item on today's agenda?? TY!

----- Original Message-----

From: District3@rcbos.org [mailto:District3@rcbos.org]
Sent: Tuesday, January 29, 2013 8:30 AM

To: District3

Subject: From the District 3 Website to: General Maitbox

WEB FORM SUBMISSION:

SUBJECT: Wine Country schools
PHONE: 9516953713

EMAIL: jimbded@gmail.com

CITY: Temecula

MSG: While I'm not against schools in the wine country | am definetly against having one on Rancho CA Rd. In
particular on Cavalry Chapel's property. | live about 1.5 miles East of them, and when traveling West into town it is
impossible to see the site because of a hill and a curve. They need traffic control on Sunday's now, with a school there
they would need it each weekday. It would be dangerous on the 2-lane road with a 55 MPH limit (which is fine) Keep in
mind that this is the group that moved in while in non-compliance with wine country rules & regulations.

STATE: California

FNAME: lJim Brierley



Barton, Karen

From: Chase, Valerie

Sent: Tuesday, January 29, 2013 8:38 AM

To: Barton, Karen v

Subject: FW: Letter to Board of Supervisors Re Incorporation of Prior Calvary Correspondence
with Attachments

Attachments: Letter to Riverside County Board of Supervisors

Another?

From: Waller, Carla [mailto:waller@Ibbslaw.com]

Sent: Tuesday, January 29, 2013 8:32 AM

To: District1; District2; District3; District4 Supervisor John J Benoit; Districtd

Cc: Grasse, Maya; Johnson, George; Coyle, Frank; Straite, Matt; Barnes, Olivia; Clack, Shellie; McKeith, Malissa;
rtyler@tylerbursch.com; ewalton@tylerbursch.com

Subject: Letier to Board of Supervisors Re Incorporation of Prior Calvary Correspondence with Attachments

Good Morning, on behalf of Ms. Maya Grasse, attached is correspondence to the Riverside County Board of Supervisors
from Calvary Chapel Bible Fellowship re: Hearing Agenda Item 15-1 (General Plan amendment application no. 1117),
with Attachments A&B. Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Thank you,

Carla Waller, Legal Secretary

Lewis, Brisbois, Bisgaard & Smith, LLP

(714) 545-9200, Ext. 3419
waller@lbbslaw.com




| E\WIS 650 Town Center Dilve, Suite 1400
BR'SBOL Costa Mesa, Califomnia 92626
BISGAARS Telephone: 714.545.9200

& SMITHLLP Fox: 714.850.1030

avonnevs A1 Len wWww [bbslaw.com

MAYA LOPEZ GRASSE January 29, 2013 File No.
DirecT DiaL: 714.966.3160 _ 32652.2
E-MAL GRASSE@UBBSLAW.COM

VIA HAND DELIVERY and E-Mail

Board of Supervisors
Riverside County
4080 Lemon St.
Riverside, CA 92501

Re: Hearing Agenda ltem 15-1 (General Plan amendment application no. 1117);
incorporation of prior correspondence by reference

Dear Supervisors:

Calvary Chapel Bible Fellowship's ("Calvary”) General Plan amendment application
no. 1117 comes before you today as Agenda ltem 15-1 as part of the Riverside County’s
(“County”) General Plan Amendment Initiation Proceedings (“GPIP). ~

Calvary has previously submitted more than a dozen letters to the County which are
relevant to future consideration of Calvary's development project, including its General
Plan amendment. In the interest of maintaining a clear record of those letters for the
County's consideration now and in the future (while avoiding unnecessary duplication at
this time), Calvary has attached a chronology detailing its correspondence to the County
(Attachment A). Calvary’s understanding is that the prior correspondence is, by this letter,
incorporated by reference to the record for Calvary's General Plan amendment application
no. 1117.

Calvary has also prepared and circulated a "Frequently Asked Questions” sheet
concerning the GPIP process as it relates to Calvary. This is also attached for the record
(Attachment B}.

Thank you for your consideration of this GPIP.
Very truly yours,
i
W byt G
Lop 4/ Gr

May assefgr :
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH P

ALANT « BEAUMONT « CHARLESION « CHICAGC » DALLAS » FORTLAUDERDALE » HOUSTON « LAQUINTA + LAFAVETTE ¢ tASVEGAS « LOSANGELES * MADISON COUNTY

NEW ORLEANS » NEW YORK » NEWARK « ORANGE COUNIY » PHOENIX » SACRAMENIO « SAN BERNARDING » SAN DIEGO « SANERANCISCO » SEATILE » TAMPA ¢ TEMECULA » TUCSON



Board of Supervisors
January 29, 2013
Page 2

MLG
Attachments: Chronology of correspondence to County re Calvary
Frequently Asked Questions sheet re Calvary GPIP
Cc (via email only): Mary Stark, Secretary to the Riverside County Planning
Commission, mcstark@rctima.org ,
County Executive Officer George Johnson, GAJohnson@rceo.org
Deputy Planning Director Frank Coyle, fcoyle@rctima.org
County Planner Matt Straite, MSTRAITE@rtctima.org
Legislative Aide Otivia Barnes, OBBarnes@rcbos.org
Deputy County Counsel Michelle Clack, MClack@co riverside.ca.us

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP + www Ibbstaw.com



Attachment A



© Chronology of Correspondence to Riverside County re Calvary Chapel Bible Fellowship (“Calvary”}

Date Description County receipt via:
December Letter From Malissa McKeith To Planning Commissioners {"PC"} Re Clarification PC re Calvary GPIP
17,2012 And Expansion To Calvary GPIP Staff Report With Multiple Enclosures as follows:

Att. A: Memo from Matt Straite dated 9/20/2012 re GP Consistency

Att. B: Letter to Clack re GPIP and GPA dated 10/30/12, incl. that letter’s

enclosures

Att. C: Letter to Ag Comm/’er Snyder dated 12/13/12, incl. that letter’s enclosures
December Letter From Malissa McKeith To Ag. Commissioner john Snyder Re Misleading PC re Calvary GPIP {as
13,2012 Prior Comments Regarding Pesticides In The Vicinity Of Schools With Enclosures: attachment C to

Att. A: Transcript of 8/22/12 Wine Country Community Plan (“WCCP") hearing —
excerpted for ag. comm’r staffs’ comments

Att. B: NBC News article guoting ag commissioner staff comments from 8/22/12
WCCP hearing '
Att. C: Letter to planning commission dated 12/4/12 re WCCP, incl. that letter’s

enclosures

12/17/12 letter)

December 4,
2012

Letter From Malissa McKeith To Riverside County Planning Commiissioners Re
WCCP (Schoots Near Agriculture) With Multipte Attachments:

Att. A: Ag. Commissioner's 12/3/12 Statement re pesticide incidents near schools
Att. B: 12/4/12 email clarification by Ag Commissioner’s office re 12/3/12
statement

Att. C: Documentation of pesticide incidents {ffom ag comm’r PRA request)

Att. D: 2010 Census data/maps showing children in wine country

PC re WCCP Hearing,

PC re Calvary GPIP {as
Att. Cto 12/13/12
letter, which was in
turn Att, Cto 12/17/12
letter)

October 30,
2012

Letter From Malissa McKeith To Michelle Clack Re GPIP And GPA Findings With
Enclosures as follows:

Att. A: Emails between Mike Naggar and Matt Straite re effect of GPIP denial
Att. B: Email from Matt Straite confirming text change to General Plan would
require a GPIP

PC re Calvary GPIP (as
attachment B to
12/17/12 letter)

Qctober 23,
2012

Letter From Malissa McKeith To Robert Mulherin/Ag. Comm'r office Re Public
Records Act Request

Ag. Commissioner

October 23,
12012

Letter from Malissa McKeith to Ben Drake re Caivary expansion and meeting re

same

Copies ta G. Johnson,
F. Coyle, R. Mulherin,
0. Barnes, S. Pastor

September 6,
2012

Letter from Malissa McKeith Regarding Calvary Bible Feltowship Church input On
Recirculation '

County Counsel

Current as of January 29, 2013




Chronology of Correspondence to Riverside County re Calvary Chapel Bible Fellowship

(“Calvary”)

Date Description County receipt via:
August 21, Letter Erom Malissa McKeith To Planning Commissioners Re Factual Inaccuracies PC re WCCP hearing
2012 in WCCP Staff Report With Multiple Enclosures:

Att. A: Calvary's Proposed Planning Commission Resclution

Att. B: Letter from McKeith to County Counsel, 8/16/12 re proposed changes to

GP and zoning ordinance tanguage for WCCP.

Att. C; Agricultural Comm’r Report re schools and pesticides, May 18, 2011

Att. D: Calvary radius iltustration (p. 6 excerpt of illustrated Calvary Press Release

dated 8/6/12)
August 17, Letter From Robert Tyler To Planning Commission Re WCCP and potential pC, County Counsel;
2012 Violation Of Rights Planning Director re

WCCP
August 16, Letter From Malissa McKeith To Shellie Clack Re proposed Changes To Proposed County Caunsel; PC {as
2012 General Plan And Zoning Ordinance Language of WCCP att. B to 8/21/12 letter)
August 14, Letter From Erik Zimmerman (American Center for Law and Jjustice} Re WCCP PC re WCCP
2012 and houses of worship therein
july 25,2012 | Letter From Robert Tyler To Planning Department Re Public Use Permit PC and RCTLMA re
Calvary PUP 798

June 27, Letter From Robert Tyter To Shellie Clack Re WCCP EIR, Zone Amendment County Counsel re
2012 Changes And Development Project WCCP

February 1,
2012

Letter From Robert Tyler To Carolyn Luna Re comments to WCCP DEIR -
incorporation Of Religious Assemblies Into Future Plans Enclosed Letters Of
Analysis And Application

Planning Director re
WCCP

September 8, | Letter From Robert Tyler To Shellie Clack Re Ordinance Amendment County Counsel, copy
2010 to L. Ross (RCTLMA}
May 28, 2010 | Letter from Robert Tyler to BOS and Planning Commissioners re Amendment to pC, County Counsel,

C/V zoning ordinance, RLUIPA

planning Director

yrrent as of January 29, 2013
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CALVARY CHAPEL BIBLE FELLOWSHIP _
GENERAL PLAN INITIATION PROCESS/AMENDMENT APPLICATION NO. {117 '
January 29, 2013 Board of Supervisors Hearing Agenda ltem 15-1
Frequently Asked Questions

1. What is a GPIP?

A General Plan Amendment Initiation Proceeding (“GPIP™) is a non-binding, preliminary
determination by the Board of Supervisors to confirm that a proposed change in the General Plan
can move forward for consideration or is effectively ~“dead on arrival™. An affirmative vote by
the Board of Supervisors does not grant the actual General Plan amendment; it merely allows the
applicant and staff to proceed with the time and expense needed to fully evaluate all aspects of
the proposed amendment including environmental review. '

Z. ‘What is Calvary proposing?

Calvary seeks to expand to include new worship facilities with an ancillary religious
clementary school of less than 150 students on its existing site and an additional 20 acres and to
date has filed applications for a Plot Plan and Change of Zone (“Application™). Itis seeking a
General Plan amendment to add a new policy overlay to the Southwest Arca Plan to expressly

“allow for the integration of places of religious worship with ancillary elementary school
facilities on 20 acres or more provided that the facilities maintain the rural, agricultural character
of the area by conforming to planting and design requirements not inconsistent with the goals of
the Citrus/Vineyard Policy Area.”

3. Why is a GPIP Required?

County staff has been unclear about whether the GPIP is actually needed, and Calvary is
processing a GPIP and General Plan amendment in an abundance of caution to avoid the County
end Calvary being sued again, First, Calvary received a letter from Planner Matt Strait in
September 2012, stating that a GPIP was required and, despite Calvary’s request, that letter has
not been withdrawn. Second, during processing of the Wine Country Community Plan
(*WCCP™), several vintners argued that religious institutions with ancillary schools were
incompatible due to pesticide exposure, alcohol use, and the need to preserve the agricultural
~ambience” of the wine country. In connection with the WCCP. the Planning Commission
faifed to consider religious institutions with ancitlary schools despite repeated requests by
Supervisor Stone that the Calvary project be included. Based solely on the cost of recirculating
the WCCP Environmental Impact Report to evaluate the inclusion of religious institutions with
ancillary schools, the Planning Commission ultimately ‘carved' Calvary out of the WCCP
creating even more confusion. Moreover. since 2000, the County has reyised the General Plan
and Zoning Ordinances to systematically remove religious institutions and private schools from
the agricultural areas of the County. The WCCP “carve out” (which is not yet final) and the



climination of an express reference to churches and religions schools in a 2009 amendment (o
General Plan Land Use Policy (“LU") 6.2 necessitate clarification that the County, in fact, is not
intending to exclude religious institutions with ancillary religious schools from the Southwest
Arca Plan or, if it intends to exclude religious institutions with ancillary schools, to clearly state
that such a ban is the policy of the County.

4. Will this decision affect processing of the WCCP?
No.
5. Will the Board of Supervisors review Calvary’s Project again?

Yes. Granting the GPIP does not commit the Board of Supervisors to any ultimate
approval of the Project. including the General Plan amendment. The Planning Commission and
Board of Supervisors will have an opportunity to review the General Plan amendment
application after a full environmental analysis. including review of pesticide exposure, alcohol
use, and traffic.

5. What is the affect of the Board of Supervisor’s decision on the GPIP?

If the Board of Supervisors grants the GPIP. then the General Plan amendment and
Calvary’s existing Application for land use entitlements are allowed to proceed including
environmental review. A denial of the GPIP. on the other hand. means that Calvary will not be
able to submit a General Plan amendment and staff will not continue processing Calvary’s
current Application.

6. Is there any evidence that refigious institutions with ancillary schools are incompatible
with agricultural areas?

No. There are 75 schools already existing in agricultural areas of the county. The
Riverside County Agricultural Commissioner confirmed on December 4. 2012, that there have
been no reported litigations or formal violation resulting from off-site pesticide applications near
schoals to its knowledge.  Calvary's existing Public Use Permit waives any objection to alcohol
use in the surrounding area and acknowledges the existence of pesticide applications: Calvary’s
new project would contain similar conditions and acknowledgments,
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Memorandum

.

DATE: January 29, 2013

TO: Board of Supervisors

FROM: Matt Straite

RE: Additional information for Agenda Item 15-1

The Planning Department Director’s Report that is traditionally included in the Form 11 for a General

Plan Initiation (GPIP) was not completed at the time the Form 11 was distributed. Please find the
completed Director’s Report attached for your consideration. '

Y:\Planning Case Files-Riverside office\GPAQ1117\GPIP\GPIP BOS\Memo to BOS for GPIP for GPA1117\Memo to BOS.docx

Riverside Office + 4080 Lemon Street, 12th Floor Desert Office - 38686 El Cerrito Road
P.O. Box 1409, Riverside, California 92502-1409 Palm Desert, California 92211 :
(951) 955-3200 - Fax (951) 955-1811 (760) 863-8277 : Fax (760) 863-7555 % / 5

“Planning Our Future... Preserving Our Past’



Agenda Item No.: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 1117
Area Plan: Southwest (Entitlement/Policy Amendment)

Zoning Area: Rancho California Applicant: Clark Van Wick

Supervisorial District: Third/Third Engineer/Representative: Mike Naggar

Project Planner: Matt Straite
Planning Commission: December 19, 2012

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE PLANNING DIRECTOR’S
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

- RECOMMENDATIONS:

The Planning Director recommended that the appropriate findings per the General Plan Administration
Element could possibly be made to support further processing of the application if additional language is
added to the proposed Policy to further clarify the intent of the policy. The Planning Director continues
to recommend that the appropriate findings per the General Plan Administration Element can be made.
For additional information regarding this case, see the attached Planning Department Staff Report(s).

PLANNING COMMISSION COMMENTS TO THE PLANNING DIRECTOR:

The following comment(s) were provided by the Planning Commission to the Planning Director:
Commissioner John Roth: The Commissioner indicated that the proposed policy does not indicate
how many places of worship or schools there can be in the Wine Country. He indicated that as worded,
the policy is too open ended. He explained there should be a suggestion of a limit to how many
churches or schools there can be and such a limits could be structured to address the three areas
suggested in the Community plan- residential, citrus/vineyard, and equestrian.

{Staff note: This proposed Amendment is an application by a private entity and is in no way affiliated
with the County Wine County efforts. }

Commissioner John Snell: No Comment

Commissioner John Petty: The Commissioner gave this a ‘yellow’ light. He felt it would need many
studies and be well vetted. it would have to enhance Wine Country.

Commissioner Bill Sanchez: No Comment

Commissioner Jan Zuppardo: No Comment
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April 19, 2010

Fed

Farm

Mr. David K. Huff, Deputy County Counsel
County of Riverside

3960 Orange Street

Riverside, CA 92501

Dear Mr. Huff,

The Riverside County Farm Bureau (RCFB) is very concerned about the proposed amendment to the
Riverside County Code regarding the Citrus/Vineyard Zone (CV Zone) to allow churches and other
places of worship along with private and public schools into the CV Zone.

The RCFB agrees with the Temecula Valley Winegrowers Association (TVWA) that churches and
schools are “incompatible uses” in the CV Zone.

The CV Zone was established in order to preserve, protect, and promote vineyards, wineries, and
citrus crops. It was not established to allow schools or places of worship to dictate everyday
agricultural activities and practices.

At this time, AB 1721 (The Healthy and Safe School Zones Act, Swanson D Oakland) is going
through the review process in Sacramento. If this bill passes, it will not allow restricted-use pesticides
used for purposes of production agriculture or a state pest eradication or control program to be
applied within one-half mile of a school site within 24 hours of when children are or will be present.
While there are already precautions taken around schools to insure pesticides are not applied near
schools when children are present, a 24 hour limit would curtail application to a short window only on
weekends (assuming no school games, practices, or other school activities are taking place) that
would not be realistic in dealing with pest outbreaks and re-entry requirements during harvest season.

This bill would include children attending church related Sunday schools and mid-week special school
sessions.

We encourage the Riverside County Board of Supervisors to drop their proposed amendment to the
CV Zone. The amendment to allow places of worship and schools into the CV Zone is not compatible
with the main reason the CV Zone was established in the first place — to preserve, protect, and
promote agriculture.

Sincerely yours,

Grant Chaffin
President

CC: RCFB Board
Riverside County Board of Supervisors
Temecula Valley Winegrowers Association
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‘October 18, 2010

Supervisor Marion Ashley, Chairman
Riverside County Board of Supervisors
4080 Lemon St., Fifth Floor

Riverside, CA 92501

Dear Supervisor Ashley,

The Riverside County Farm Bureau (RCFB) opposes Ordinance 348.4702’s proposal
to amend Article XIV (b) of Ordinance Number 348 Citrus Vineyard (C-V) Zone.
The RCFB strongly believes the efforts to enact an amendment change to the C-V
Zone would undermine the preservation of the Temecula Valley as an agriculturally
focused wine region. The existing C-V Zone regulations best serve our 5,100 acre
region and any change involving the addition of adjunct special uses would impede
upon the positive trends the valley has seen in terms of winery and vineyard growth
and development.

Riverside County first recognized the Temecula Valley Wine Country as an economic
contributor in 1989 when the Riverside County Planning Commission initiated the
designation of a Citrus/Vineyard/Rural Policy Area. Our Wine Country is now rec-
ognized as the foundation of the area’s hospitality industry, which accounts for more
than 6,000 area jobs and more than $600 million in total economic impact.

Then and now, the C/V/R Policy Area goals were simple: preserve the rural lifestyle
and wine making atmosphere of the area; encourage the continued viability of the
area as a major agricultural and wine making area; protect vineyard and other agricul-
tural areas from incompatible uses which could result in the reduction of productivity
and increase complaints of agricultural activities. Its General Development Policies
also discourage curbs, gutters, and street lights “in order to preserve the rural charac-
ter of the area.”

In 2000, the Board of Supervisors found that there was a need for a zone classification
within the “C/V/R Policy Area” of the Southwest Area Community Plan that would
encourage agricultural cultivation, vineyards and citrus groves, including wineries,
that would preserve the rural lifestyle and wine making atmosphere of the area and
that would protect such areas from incompatible uses which otherwise could result in
reduced agricultural productivity and increased urbanization within the policy area.
The C-V Zone adopted very limited incidental commercial uses, such as wi




I\‘

sampling rooms, restaurants, delicatessens, bed and breakfast inns and hotels which
would be permitted only when secondary and directly related to the agricultural oper-
ations. The intent of allowing such limited commercial uses was to provide economic
viability to the primary vineyard and/or citrus operation.

While there have been some amendments to the C/V Zone in the years since its adop-
tion, the integrity, intent and spirit of the documents are clearly significant both today
and for the future of the region. On behalf of property and business owners, partners,
employees, and associates that may be adversely affected by the potential demise of
such a precious commodity, we ask that the Planning Commission uphold the existing
C/V Zone policies and preserve the Temecula Valley Wine Country. Please vote NO
on ordinance 348.4702.

Sincerely yours,

Grant Chaffin
President

CC: RCFB Board
Riverside County Planning Commission
Temecula Valley Winegrape Growers Association



April 8, 2010 - Assembly Environmental Safety Committee Passes Swans...

l1ofl

For immediate Release: Contact: Amy Alley
April 8, 2010 (916) 990-2134

Assembly Environmental Safety Committee Passes Swanson’s Bill To
Protect Children From Aerial Applications Of Pesticides

(Sacramento, Ca)— AB 1721, The Health and Safety School Zones Act, passed the Assembly
Environmental Safety and Toxic Materials Committee this week with a 5 to 2 vote. The bill's author,
Assemblymember Sandré. R Swanson (D-Oakland), made the following statement after the hearing:

“With this important vote, the Environmental Committee has expressed its agreement that the state’s
most valuable resource—its children—must be adequately protected from pesticide exposure. AB
1721 is a sound public safety measure that will potentially save thousands of children from aerial
spraying and drift by establishing safe buffer zones around school sites.

‘I have spent many years studying the impact of pesticides on the environment and sensitive
populations and carrying legislation to combat these problems. The Health and Safety Zones Act is
a practical and simple way to protect our chndren from pesticides by creating consistent buffer zones
around schools throughout the state.

“Callifornia has made it clear that clean air is a right and not a privilege. Many communities have
recognized the unintended side effects of aerial spraying and have passed ordinances to protect their
school sites. We need to follow the standards taking place within these communities and apply them
statewide,” concluded Assemblymember Swanson.

AB 1721 prohibits the application of restricted-use pesticides for the purposes of commercial
agriculture or a state pest eradication or control program within one-half mile of a school and prohibits
the application of non-restricted use pesticides for the same purposes within one-quarter mile of a
school. The bill excludes local mosquito and vector control agencies from the prohibitions and
exempts certain organic pesticides.

Support for the bill includes the American Lung Association, the Center for Environmental Health, the
California Nurses Association, the California Public Health Association, the Sierra Club, and the
California Teacher’s Association, among many others. :

AB 1721 will be heard by the Assembly Agriculture Committee on April 14, 2010.

HH

Capitol: State Capitol - P.O. Box 942849 -Sacramento, CA 94249-0016 - Tel: (916) 319-2016 - Fax: (916) 319-2116
District: 1515 Clay Street, Suite 2204 - Qakland, CA 94612 - Tel: (510) 286-1670 - Fax: (510) 286-1888

http://democrats.assembly.ca.gov/members/al6/newsroom/20100408AD...

4/8/2010 3:56 PM



Riverside County Board of Supervisors
Request to Speak

Submit request to Clerk of Board (right of podium),
Speakers are entitled to three (3) minutes, subject
Board Rules listed on the reverse side of this form.

SPEAKER’'S NAME:

Address:
(only if follow-up mail respopsé requested)

PLEASE STATE YOUR POSITION BELOW:
Position on “"Regular” (non-appealed) Agenda Item:

J: . _Support Oppose Neutral

Note: If you are here for an agenda item that is filed
for “Appeal”, please state separately your position on
the appeal below:

Support Neutral

I give my 3 minutes to:




BOARD RULES

Requests to Address Board on “"Agenda” Items:

You may request to be heard on a published agenda item. Requests to be
heard must be submitted to the Clerk of the Board before the scheduled
meeting time.

Requests to Address Board on items that are "NOT” on the
Agenda:

Notwithstanding any other provisions of these rules, member of the public shall
have the right to address the Board during the mid-morning “Oral
Communications” segment of the published agenda. Said purpose for address
must pertain to issues which are under the direct jurisdiction of the Board of
Supervisors. YOUR TIME WILL BE LIMITED TO THREE (3) MINUTES.

Power Point Presentations/Printed Material:

Speakers who intend to conduct a formalized Power Point presentation or provide
printed material must notify the Clerk of the Board’s Office by 12 noon on the
Monday preceding the Tuesday Board meeting, insuring that the Clerk’s Office has
sufficient copies of all printed materials and at least one (1) copy of the Power
Point CD. Copies of printed material given to the Clerk (by Monday noon deadline)
will be provided to each Supervisor. If you have the need to use the overhead
“Elmo” projector at the Board meeting, please insure your material is clear and
with proper contrast, notifying the Clerk well ahead of the meeting, of your intent
to use the Elmo.

Individual Speaker Limits:

Individual speakers are limited to a maximum of three (3) minutes.
Please step up to the podium when the Chairman calls your name and begin
speaking immediately. Pull the microphone to your mouth so that the Board,
audience, and audio recording system hear you clearly. Once you start speaking,
the “green” podium light will light. The “yellow” light wili come on when you have
one (1) minute remaining. When you have 30 seconds remaining, the “yellow”
light will begin flash, indicating you must quickly wrap up your comments. Your
time is up when the “red” light flashes. The Chairman adheres to a strict three
(3) minutes per speaker. Note: If you intend to give your time to a
"Group/Organized Presentation”, please state so clearly at the very
bottom of the reverse side of this form.

Group/Organized Presentations:

Group/organized presentations with more than one (1) speaker will be limited to
nine (9) minutes at the Chairman’s discretion. The organizer of the presentation
will automatically receive the first three (3) minutes, with the remaining six (6)
minutes relinquished by other speakers, as requested by them on a completed
“Request to Speak” form, and clearly indicated at the front bottom of the form.

Addressing the Board & Acknowledgement by Chairman:

The Chairman will determine what order the speakers will address the Board, and
will call on all speakers in pairs. The first speaker should immediately step to the
podium and begin addressing the Board. The second speaker should take up a
position in one of the chamber aisles in order to quickly step up to the podium
after the preceding speaker. This is to afford an efficient and timely Board
meeting, giving all attendees the opportunity to make their case. Speakers are
prohibited from making personal attacks, and/or using coarse, crude, profane or
vulgar language while speaking to the Board members, staff, the general public
and/or meeting participants. Such behavior, at the discretion of the Board
Chairman may result in removal from the Board Chambers by Sheriff Deputies.
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Support Neutral
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BOARD RULES

Requests to Address Board on "Agenda” Items:

You may request to be heard on a published agenda item. Requests to be
heard must be submitted to the Clerk of the Board before the scheduled
meeting time.

Requests to Address Board on items that are “"NOT” on the
Agenda:

Notwithstanding any other provisions of these rules, member of the public shall
have the right to address the Board during the mid-morning “Oral
Communications” segment of the published agenda. Said purpose for address
must pertain to issues which are under the direct jurisdiction of the Board of
Supervisors. YOUR TIME WILL BE LIMITED TO THREE (3) MINUTES.

Power Point Presentations/Printed Material:

Speakers who intend to conduct a formalized Power Point presentation or provide
printed material must notify the Clerk of the Board’s Office by 12 noon on the
Monday preceding the Tuesday Board meeting, insuring that the Clerk’s Office has
sufficient copies of all printed materials and at least one (1) copy of the Power
Point CD. Copies of printed material given to the Clerk (by Monday noon deadline)
will be provided to each Supervisor. If you have the need to use the overhead
“Elmo” projector at the Board meeting, please insure your material is clear and
with proper contrast, notifying the Clerk well ahead of the meeting, of your intent
to use the Eimo.

Individual Speaker Limits: X
Individual speakers are limited to a maximum of three (3) minutes.

Please step up to the podium when the Chairman calls your name and begin
speaking immediately.  Pull the microphone to your mouth so that the Board,
audience, and audio recording system hear you clearly. Once you start speaking,
the “green” podium light will light. The “yeliow” light will come on when you have
one (1) minute remaining. When you have 30 seconds remaining, the “yellow”
light will begin flash, indicating you must quickly wrap up your comments. Your
time is up when the “red” light flashes. The Chairman adheres to a strict three
(3) minutes per speaker. Note: If you intend to give your time to a
“Group/Organized Presentation”, please state so clearly at the very
bottom of the reverse side of this form.

Group/Organized Presentations:

Group/organized presentations with more than one (1) speaker will be limited to
nine (9) minutes at the Chairman’s discretion. The organizer of the presentation
will automatically receive the first three (3) minutes, with the remaining six (6)
minutes relinquished by other speakers, as requested by them on a completed
“Request to Speak” form, and clearly indicated at the front bottom of the form.

Addressing the Board & Acknowledgement by Chairman:

The Chairman will determine what order the speakers will address the Board, and
will call on all speakers in pairs. The first speaker should immediately step to the
podium and begin addressing the Board. The second speaker should take up a
position in one of the chamber aisles in order to quickly step up to the podium
after the preceding speaker. This is to afford an efficient and timely Board
meeting, giving all attendees the opportunity to make their case. Speakers are
prohibited from making personal attacks, and/or using coarse, crude, profane or
vulgar language while speaking to the Board members, staff, the general public
and/or meeting participants. Such behavior, at the discretion of the Board
Chairman may result in removal from the Board Chambers by Sheriff Deputies.
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Submit request to Clerk of Board (right of podium),
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BOARD RULES

Requests to Address Board on "Agenda” Items:

You may request to be heard on a published agenda item. Requests to be
heard must be submitted to the Clerk of the Board before the scheduled
meeting time.

Regquests to Address Board on items that are "NOT” on the
Agenda:

Notwithstanding any other provisions of these rules, member of the public shall
have the right to address the Board during the mid-morning “Oral
Communications” segment of the published agenda. Said purpose for address
must pertain to issues which are under the direct jurisdiction of the Board of
Supervisors. YOUR TIME WILL BE LIMITED TO THREE (3) MINUTES.

Power Point Presentations/Printed Material: .
Speakers who intend to conduct a formalized Power Point presentation or provide
printed material must notify the Clerk of the Board’'s Office by 12 noon on thg
Monday preceding the Tuesday Board meeting, insuring that the Clerk’s Office has
sufficient copies of all printed materials and at least one (1) copy of the Power
Point CD. Copies of printed material given to the Clerk (by Monday noon deadline)
will be provided to each Supervisor. If you have the need to use the overhead
“Elmo” projector at the Board meeting, please insure your material is clear and
with proper contrast, notifying the Clerk well ahead of the meeting, of your intent
to use the Elmo.

Individual Speaker Limits:

Individual speakers are limited to a maximum of three (3) minutes.
Please step up to the podium when the Chairman calls your name and begin
speaking immediately. Pull the microphone to your mouth so that the Board,
audience, and audio recording system hear you clearly. Once you start speaking,
the “green” podium light will light. The “yellow” light will come on when you have
one (1) minute remaining. When you have 30 seconds remaining, the “yellow”
light will begin flash, indicating you must quickly wrap up your comments. Your
time is up when the “red” light flashes. The Chairman adheres to a strict three
(3) minutes per speaker. Note: If you intend to give your time to a
"“Group/Organized Presentation”, please state so clearly at the very
bottom of the reverse side of this form.

Group /Organized Presentations:

Group/organized presentations with more than one (1) speaker will be limited to
nine (9) minutes at the Chairman’s discretion. The organizer of the presentation
will automatically receive the first three (3) minutes, with the remaining six (6)
minutes relinquished by other speakers, as requested by them on a completed
“Request to Speak” form, and clearly indicated at the front bottom of the form.

Addressing the Board & Acknowledgement by Chairman:

The Chairman will determine what order the speakers will address the Board, and
will call on all speakers in pairs. The first speaker should immediately step to the
podium and begin addressing the Board. The second speaker should take up a
position in one of the chamber aisles in order to quickly step up to the podium
after the preceding speaker. This is to afford an efficient and timely Board
meeting, giving all attendees the opportunity to make their case. Speakers are
prohibited from making personal attacks, and/or using coarse, crude, profane or
vulgar language while speaking to the Board members, staff, the general public
and/or meeting participants. Such behavior, at the discretion of the Board
Chairman may result in removal from the Board Chambers by Sheriff Deputies.
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Support Neutral

I give my 3 minutes to:




BOARD RULES
Requests to Address Board on “Agenda” Items:

You may request to be heard on a published agenda item. Requests to be
heard must be submitted to the Clerk of the Board before the scheduled
meeting time.

Requests to Address Board on items that are “"NOT” on the
Agenda:

Notwithstanding any other provisions of these rules, member of the public shall
have the right to address the Board during the mid-morning “Oral
Communications” segment of the published agenda. Said purpose for address
must pertain to issues which are under the direct jurisdiction of the Board of
Supervisors. YOUR TIME WILL BE LIMITED TO THREE (3) MINUTES.

Power Point Presentations/Printed Material:

Speakers who intend to conduct a formalized Power Point presentation or provide
printed material must notify the Clerk of the Board’s Office by 12 noon on the
Monday preceding the Tuesday Board meeting, insuring that the Clerk’s Office has
sufficient copies of all printed materials and at least one (1) copy of the Power
Point CD. Copies of printed material given to the Clerk (by Monday noon deadiine)
will be provided to each Supervisor. If you have the need to use the overhead
“Eimo” projector at the Board meeting, piease insure your material is clear and
with proper contrast, notifying the Clerk well ahead of the meeting, of your intent
to use the Elmo.

Individual Speaker Limits:
Individual speakers are limited to a maximum of three (3) minutes.

Please step up to the podium when the Chairman calls your name and begin
speaking immediately.  Pull the microphone to your mouth so that the Board,
audience, and audio recording system hear you clearly. Once you start speaking,
the “green” podium light will light. The “yellow” light will come on when you have
one (1) minute remaining. When you have 30 seconds remaining, the “yellow”
light will begin flash, indicating you must quickly wrap up your comments. Your
time is up when the “red” light flashes. The Chairman adheres to a strict three
(3) minutes per speaker. Note: If you intend to give your time to a
“Group/Organized Presentation”, please state so clearly at the very
bottom of the reverse side of this form.

Group/Organized Presentations:

Group/organized presentations with more than one (1) speaker will be limited to
nine (9) minutes at the Chairman’s discretion. The organizer of the presentation
will automatically receive the first three (3) minutes, with the remaining six (6)
minutes relinquished by other speakers, as requested by them on a completed
“Request to Speak” form, and clearly indicated at the front bottom of the form.

Addressing the Board & Acknowledgement by Chairman:

The Chairman will determine what order the speakers will address the Board, and
will call on all speakers in pairs. The first speaker should immediately step to the
podium and begin addressing the Board. The second speaker should take up a
position in one of the chamber aisles in order to quickly step up to the podium
after the preceding speaker. This is to afford an efficient and timely Board
meeting, giving all attendees the opportunity to make their case. Speakers are
prohibited from making personal attacks, and/or using coarse, crude, profane or
vulgar language while speaking to the Board members, staff, the general public
and/or meeting participants. Such behavior, at the discretion of the Board
Chairman may result in removal from the Board Chambers by Sheriff Deputies.
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PLEASE STATE YOUR POSITION BELOW:
Position on “"Regular”- (non-appealed) Agenda Item:

Support Oppose

Note: If you are here for an agenda item that is filed
for “"Appeal”, please state separately your position on
the appeal below:

Support Oppose

I give my 3 minutes to: P&'U’ : & Cob




BOARD RULES

Requests to Address Board on “Agenda” Items:

You may request to be heard on a published agenda item. Requests to be
heard must be submitted to the Clerk of the Board before the scheduled
meeting time.

Requests to Address Board on items that are “"NOT"” on the
Agenda:

Notwithstanding any other provisions of these rules, member of the public shall
have the right to address the Board during the mid-morning “Oral
Communications” segment of the published agenda. Said purpose for address
must pertain to issues which are under the direct jurisdiction of the Board of
Supervisors. YOUR TIME WILL BE LIMITED TO THREE (3) MINUTES.

Power Point Presentations/Printed Material:

Speakers who intend to conduct a formalized Power Point presentation or provide
printed material must notify the Clerk of the Board’s Office by 12 noon on the
Monday preceding the Tuesday Board meeting, insuring that the Clerk’s Office has
sufficient copies of all printed materials and at least one (1) copy of the Power
Point CD. Copies of printed material given to the Clerk (by Monday noon deadline)
will be provided to each Supervisor. If you have the need to use the overhead
“Elmo” projector at the Board meeting, please insure your material is clear and
with proper contrast, notifying the Clerk well ahead of the meeting, of your intent
to use the Eimo.

Individual Speaker Limits:

Individual speakers are limited to a maximum of three (3) minutes.
Please step up to the podium when the Chairman calls your name and begin
speaking immediately. Pull the microphone to your mouth so that the Board,
audience, and audio recording system hear you clearly. Once you start speaking,
the “"green” podium light will light. The “yellow” light will come on when you have
one (1) minute remaining. When you have 30 seconds remaining, the “yellow”
light will begin flash, indicating you must quickly wrap up your comments. Your
time is up when the “red” light flashes. The Chairman adheres to a strict three
(3) minutes per speaker. Note: If you intend to give your time to a
"Group/Organized Presentation”, please state so clearly at the very
bottom of the reverse side of this form.

Gr Organized Presentations:

Group/organized presentations with more than one (1) speaker will be limited to
nine (9) minutes at the Chairman’s discretion. The organizer of the presentation
will automatically receive the first three (3) minutes, with the remaining six (6)
minutes relinquished by other speakers, as requested by them on a completed
“Request to Speak” form, and clearly indicated at the front bottom of the form.

Addressing the Board & Acknowledgement by Chairman:

The Chairman will determine what order the speakers will address the Board, and
will call on all speakers in pairs. The first speaker should immediately step to the
podium and begin addressing the Board. The second speaker should take up a
position in one of the chamber aisles in order to quickly step up to the podium
after the preceding speaker. This is to afford an efficient and timely Board
meeting, giving all attendees the opportunity to make their case.. Speakers are
prohibited from making personal attacks, and/or using coarse, crude, profane or
vulgar language while speaking to the Board members, staff, the general public
and/or meeting participants. Such behavior, at the discretion of the Board
Chairman may result in removal from the Board Chambers by Sheriff Deputies.




Riverside County Board of Supervisors
Request to Speak

Submit request to Clerk of Board (right of podium),
Speakers are entitled to three (3) minutes, subject
Board Rules listed on the reverse side of this form.

7
SPEAKER’S NAME: M)Q N& Q&ﬁ;&

Address;
(only if follow-up mail response request®d)

Phone #:

Date:__! [QZI < Agenda # IS - /

PLEASE STATE YOUR POSITION BELOW:

Position on “"Regular” (non-appealed) Agenda Item:

%Q!_Support — Oppose Neutral

Note: If you are here for an agenda item that is filed
for “"Appeal”, please state separately your position on
the appeal below:

Support

I give my 3 minutes to:




BOARD RULES

Requests to Address Board on “"Agenda” Items:

You may request to be heard on a published agenda item. Requests to be
heard must be submitted to the Clerk of the Board before the scheduled
meeting time.

Reqguests to Address Board on items that are "NOT” on the
Agenda:

Notwithstanding any other provisions of these rules, member of the public shall
have the right to address the Board during the mid-morning "“Oral
Communications” segment of the published agenda. Said purpose for address
must pertain to issues which are under the direct jurisdiction of the Board of
Supervisors. YOUR TIME WILL BE LIMITED TO THREE (3) MINUTES.

Power Point Presentations/Printed Material:

Speakers who intend to conduct a formalized Power Point presentation or provide
printed material must notify the Clerk of the Board’s Office by 12 noon on the
Monday preceding the Tuesday Board meeting, insuring that the Clerk’s Office has
sufficient copies of all printed materials and at least one (1) copy of the Power
Point CD. Copies of printed material given to the Clerk (by Monday noon deadline)
will be provided to each Supervisor. If you have the need to use the overhead
“Elmo” projector at the Board meeting, please insure your material is clear and
with proper contrast, notifying the Clerk well ahead of the meeting, of your intent
to use the Elmo.

Individual Speaker Limits:

Individual speakers are limited to a maximum of three (3) minutes.
Please step up to the podium when the Chairman calls your name and begin
speaking immediately. Pull the microphone to your mouth so that the Board,
audience, and audio recording system hear you clearty. Once you start speaking,
the “green” podium light will light. The “yeliow” light will come on when you have
one (1) minute remaining. When you have 30 seconds remaining, the “yellow”
light will begin flash, indicating you must quickly wrap up your comments. Your
time is up when the “red” light flashes. The Chairman adheres to a strict three
(3) minutes per speaker. Note: If you intend to give your time to a
“Group/Organized Presentation”, please state so clearly at the very
bottom of the reverse side of this form.

Group/Organized Presentations:

Group/organized presentations with more than one (1) speaker will be limited to
nine (9) minutes at the Chairman’s discretion. The organizer of the presentation
will automatically receive the first three (3) minutes, with the remaining six (6)
minutes relinquished by other speakers, as requested by them on a completed
“Request to Speak” form, and clearly indicated at the front bottom of the form.

Addressing the Board & Acknowledgement by Chairman:

The Chairman will determine what order the speakers will address the Board, and
will call on all speakers in pairs. The first speaker should immediately step to the
podium and begin addressing the Board. The second speaker should take up a
position in one of the chamber aisles in order to quickly step up to the podium
after the preceding speaker. This is to afford an efficient and timely Board
meeting, giving all attendees the opportunity to make their case. Speakers are
prohibited from making personal attacks, and/or using coarse, crude, profane or
vulgar language while speaking to the Board members, staff, the general public
and/or meeting participants. Such behavior, at the discretion of the Board
Chairman may result in removal from the Board Chambers by Sheriff Deputies.




Riverside County Board of Supervisors
Request to Speak

Submit request to Clerk of Board (right of podium),
Speakers are entitled to three (3) minutes, subject
Board Rules listed on the reverse side of this form.

SPEAKER’S NAME: s

Address; Hér %’ er
(only if follow-up mail response requested)

City: //MﬂVA Zip: 72.(7/
Phone #: ﬂ*é?(’glg/
Date: /J-/ 2 Agenda #5- -/

PLEASE STATE YOUR POSITION BELOW:
Position on “"Regular” (non-appealed) Agenda Item:

Support /Oppose Neutral

Note: If you are here for an agenda item that is filed
for "Appeal”, please state separately your position on
the appeal below:

Support

I give my 3 minutes to:




BOARD RULES

Requests to Address Board on “Agenda” Items:

You may request to be heard on a published agenda item. Requests to be
heard must be submitted to the Clerk of the Board before the scheduled
meeting time.

Requests to Address Board on items that are "NOT" on the
Agenda:

Notwithstanding any other provisions of these rules, member of the public shall
have the right to address the Board during the mid-morning “Oral
Communications” segment of the published agenda. Said purpose for address
must pertain to issues which are under the direct jurisdiction of the Board of
Supervisors. YOUR TIME WILL BE LIMITED TO THREE (3) MINUTES.

Power Point Presentations/Printed Material:

Speakers who intend to conduct a formalized Power Point presentation or provide
printed material must notify the Clerk of the Board’s Office by 12 noon on the
Monday preceding the Tuesday Board meeting, insuring that the Clerk’s Office has
sufficient copies of all printed materials and at least one (1) copy of the Power
Point CD. Copies of printed material given to the Clerk (by Monday noon deadline)
will be provided to each Supervisor. If you have the need to use the overhead
“Elmo" projector at the Board meeting, please insure your material is clear and
with proper contrast, notifying the Clerk weti ahead of the meeting, of your intent
to use the Elmo.

Individual Speaker Limits:

Individual speakers are limited to a maximum of three (3) minutes.
Piease step up to the podium when the Chairman calls your name and begin
speaking immediately.  Pull the microphone to your mouth so that the Board,
audience, and audio recording system hear you clearly. Once you start speaking,
the “green” podium light will light. The “yellow” light wili come on when you have
one (1) minute remaining. When you have 30 seconds remaining, the “yellow”
light will begin flash, indicating you must quickly wrap up your comments. Your
time is up when the “red” light flashes. The Chairman adheres to a strict three
(3) minutes per speaker. Note: If you intend to give your time to a
“Group/Organized Presentation”, please state so clearly at the very
bottom of the reverse side of this form.

Group/Organized Presentations:

Group/organized presentations with more than one (1) speaker will be limited to
nine (9) minutes at the Chairman’s discretion. The organizer of the presentation
will automatically receive the first three (3) minutes, with the remaining six (6)
minutes relinquished by other speakers, as requested by them on a completed
“Request to Speak” form, and clearly indicated at the front bottom of the form.

Addressing the Board & Acknowledgement by Chairman:

The Chairman will determine what order the speakers will address the Board, and
will call on all speakers in pairs. The first speaker should immediately step to the
podium and begin addressing the Board. The second speaker should take up a
position in one of the chamber aisles in order to quickly step up to the podium
after the preceding speaker. This is to afford an efficient and timely Board
meeting, giving all attendees the opportunity to make their case. Speakers are
prohibited from making personal attacks, and/or using coarse, crude, profane or
vulgar language while speaking to the Board members, staff, the general public
and/or meeting participants. Such behavior, at the discretion of the Board
Chairman may result in removal from the Board Chambers by Sheriff Deputies.




Riverside County Board of Supervisors
Request to Speak

Submit request to Clerk of Board (right of podium),
Speakers are entitled to three (3) minutes, subject
Board Rules listed on the reverse side of this form.

SPEAKER’S NAME: O T /95‘76/2,

Address:;
(only if follow-up mail response requested)

City: Zip:
Phone #:

pate:/ ~ 27 -/3 Agenda #__ /S5 -/
PLEASE STATE YOUR POSITION BELOW:

Position on “"Regular” (non-appealed) Agenda Item:

Support 1/ Oppose Neutral

Note: If you are here for an agenda item that is filed
for “Appeal”, please state separately your position on
the appeal below:

Support Neutral

I give my 3 minutes to:




BOARD RULES

Requests to Address Board on “Agenda” Items:

You may request to be heard on a published agenda item. Requests to be
heard must be submitted to the Clerk of the Board before the scheduled
meeting time.

Requests to Address Board on items that are "NOT"” on the
Agenda:

Notwithstanding any other provisions of these rules, member of the public shall
have the right to address the Board during the mid-morning “Oral
Communications” segment of the published agenda. Said purpose for address
must pertain to issues which are under the direct jurisdiction of the Board of
Supervisors. YOUR TIME WILL BE LIMITED TO THREE (3) MINUTES.

Power Point Presentations/Printed Material:

Speakers who intend to conduct a formalized Power Point presentation or provide
printed material must notify the Clerk of the Board’s Office by 12 noon on the
Monday preceding the Tuesday Board meeting, insuring that the Clerk’s Office has
sufficient copies of all printed materials and at least one (1) copy of the Power
Point CD. Copies of printed material given to the Clerk (by Monday noon deadline)
will be provided to each Supervisor. If you have the need to use the overhead
“Elmo” projector at the Board meeting, please insure your material is clear and
with proper contrast, notifying the Clerk well ahead of the meeting, of your intent
to use the Eimo.

Individual Speaker Limits:

Individual speakers are limited to a maximum of three (3) minutes.
Please step up to the podium when the Chairman calls your name and begin
speaking immediately. Pull the microphone to your mouth so that the Board,
audience, and audio recording system hear you clearly. Once you start speaking,
the “green” podium light will light. The “yellow” light will come on when you have
one (1) minute remaining. When you have 30 seconds remaining, the “yellow”
light will begin flash, indicating you must quickly wrap up your comments. Your
time is up when the “red” light flashes. The Chairman adheres to a strict three
(3) minutes per speaker. Note: If you intend to give your time to a
“Group/Organized Presentation”, please state so clearly at the very
bottom of the reverse side of this form.

Group/Organized Presentations:

Group/organized presentations with more than one (1) speaker will be limited to
nine (9) minutes at the Chairman’s discretion. The organizer of the presentation
will automatically receive the first three (3) minutes, with the remaining six (6)
minutes relinquished by other speakers, as requested by them on a completed
“"Request to Speak” form, and clearly indicated at the front bottom of the form.

Addressing the Board & Acknowledgement by Chairman:

The Chairman will determine what order the speakers will address the Board, and
will call on all speakers in pairs. The first speaker should immediately step to the
podium and begin addressing the Board. The second speaker should take up a
position in one of the chamber aisles in order to quickly step up to the podium
after the preceding speaker. This is to afford an efficient and timely Board
meeting, giving all attendees the opportunity to make their case. Speakers are
prohibited from making personal attacks, and/or using coarse, crude, profane or
vulgar language while speaking to the Board members, staff, the general public
and/or meeting participants. Such behavior, at the discretion of the Board
Chairman may result in removal from the Board Chambers by Sheriff Deputies.




Riverside County Board of Supervisors
Request to Speak

Submit request to Clerk of Board (right of podium),

Speakers are entitled to three (3) minutes, subject
Board Rules listed on the reverse side of this form.

SPEAKER'S NAME:_____ Bt Mo /mslha

Address:;
(only if follow-up mail response reques

PLEASE STATE YOUR'POSITION BELOW:
Position on “"Regular” (non-appealed) Agenda Item:

Support Oppose Neutral

Note: If you are here for an agenda item that is filed
for “Appeal”, please state separately your position on

the appeal below:

/JZ/JZ{; .

Support Oppose Neutral

I give my 3 minutes to:




BOARD RULES

Requests to Address Board on “Agenda’” Items:
You may request to be heard on a published agenda item. Requests to be heard
must be submitted to the Clerk of the Board before the scheduled meeting time.

Requests to Address Board on items that are "NOT"” on the
Agenda:

Notwithstanding any other provisions of these rules, member of the public shall have
the right to address the Board during the mid-morning “Oral Communications”
segment of the published agenda. Said purpose for address must pertain to issues
which are under the direct jurisdiction of the Board of Supervisors. YOUR TIME WILL
BE LIMITED TO THREE (3) MINUTES.

Power Point Presentations/Printed Material:

Speakers who intend to conduct a formalized Power Point presentation or provide
printed material must notify the Clerk of the Board’s Office by 12 noon on the Monday
preceding the Tuesday Board meeting, insuring that the Clerk’s Office has sufficient
copies of all printed materials and at least one (1) copy of the Power Point CD. Copies
of printed material given to the Clerk (by Monday noon deadline) will be provided to
each Supervisor. If you have the need to use the overhead “Elmo” projector at the
Board meeting, please insure your material is clear and with proper contrast, notifying
the Clerk well ahead of the meeting, of your intent to use the EImo.

Individual Speaker Limits:

Individual speakers are limited to a maximum of three (3) minutes. Please
step up to the podium when the Chairman calls your name and begin speaking
immediately. Pull the microphone to your mouth so that the Board, audience, and
audio recording system hear you clearly. Once you start speaking, the “green”
podium light will light. The “yellow” light will come on when you have one (1) minute
remaining. When you have 30 seconds remaining, the “yellow” light will begin flash,
indicating you must quickly wrap up your comments. Your time is up when the “red”
light flashes. The Chairman adheres to a strict three (3) minutes per speaker. Note:
If you intend to give your time to a “Group/Organized Presentation”, please
state so clearly at the very bottom of the reverse side of this form.

Group/Organized Presentations:

Group/organized presentations with more than one (1) speaker will be limited to nine
(9) minutes at the Chairman’s discretion. The organizer of the presentation will
automatically receive the first three (3) minutes, with the remaining six (6) minutes
relinquished by other speakers, as requested by them on a completed “Request to
Speak” form, and clearly indicated at the front bottom of the form.

Addressing the Board & Acknowledgement by Chairman:

The Chairman will determine what order the speakers will address the Board, and wili
call on all speakers in pairs. The first speaker should immediately step to the podium
and begin addressing the Board. The second speaker should take up a position in one
of the chamber aisles in order to quickly step up to the podium after the preceding
speaker. This is to afford an efficient and timely Board meeting, giving all attendees
the opportunity to make their case. Speakers are prohibited from making personal
attacks, and/or using coarse, crude, profane or vulgar language while speaking to the
Board members, staff, the general public and/or meeting participants. Such behavior,
at the discretion of the Board Chairman may result in removal from the Board
Chambers by Sheriff Deputies.




