ARKANSAS STATE PLANT BOARD
Minutes

June 5, 2025
8:30 a.m.

Chairman Reynold Meyer called the quarterly board meeting to order.

Members present:  Bruce Alford, Sammy Angel, Kyle Baltz, George Dunklin, Garrett Frost,

David Gammill, Reynold Meyer, Robin Ralston, Dr. Nathan Slaton,
Sam Stuckey, Robert Thorne, David Wallace, Jr.

Members present via Zoom: Dr. Ken Korth, Matthew Miles, Travis Senter, Caleb Wall

Member(s) absent: Jon Bierbaum, Nathan Reed

Scott Bray, Director, Plant Industries Division, and other Arkansas Department of Agriculture
staff were in attendance.

1

Opening comments and introductions

Chairman Meyer welcomed all who were in attendance and asked each member to
introduce themselves and state who they represent.

Consider the minutes of the March 18, 2025 meeting

Moved by Alford, seconded by Dunklin to approve the minutes as presented.
Motion carried.

Pest Control Section

Committee Chair Dr. Ken Korth summarized the minutes of the May 8, 2025, Pest
Control Committee meeting. Attachment 3a.

Committee Chair Dr. Korth, stated the committee met at the request of Mr. Travis
Martin. Mr. Martin acquired a termite contract on his property through a real estate
transaction, and during remodeling found damage. Some of the damage was
associated with termites and some damage associated with moisture and ants.
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Mr. Martin contacted the termite contract provider, Adams Pest Control. After
inspecting the damage, Adams Pest took the position that the damage was hidden
and not visible during the original inspection, therefore, they were not responsible
for disclosing the damage or making repairs. Mr. Martin disagreed and contacted
the Arkansas Department of Agriculture (Department), requesting an inspection and
assessment.

Department staff inspected but due to the state of deconstruction at the time of
inspection it could not be determined if the damage would have been visible during
Adam’s initial inspection. Department inspectors did determine that there was
evidence that the property may not have been treated according to pest control rule
standards. Department staff issued a notice to make treatment related corrections
to Adams Pest Control. Mr. Martin did not allow Adams Pest Control back on the
property to complete the corrections.

During the committee meeting, Mr. Martin voiced his concerns about how he was
displeased with the work Adams Pest Control performed and did not want them
back on his property. Mr. Martin also noted that he found inaccurate information
associated with treatment methods noted on the contract he received from Adams
Pest Control. Representatives from Adams Pest Control stated that the employee
that issued the report is no longer employed and that they are not sure why he
made the errors. The Adams representatives stated that they are willing to re-treat
the entire property. Mr. Martin stated that he has already hired another pest
control firm to treat the building and does not want to do business with Adams Pest
Control. Mr. Martin stated that he wanted to see the Department provide more
oversight and monitoring of pest control businesses.

No action was taken by the committee.
Moved by Alford, seconded by Angel to approve the minutes as presented.
Motion carried.

Dr. Korth presented the pest control examination results from March and April 2025,
for approval. Attachment 3b

Moved by Baltz, seconded by Alford to approve the pest control exam results as
presented.

Motion carried.
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4. Pesticide Section

Committee Chair George Dunklin summarized the minutes of May 27, 2025,
Pesticide Committee meeting. Attachment 4a

The committee received an update on 2025 pesticide complaint case files. Corey
Seats, Arkansas Department of Agriculture General Counsel, requested that the
review of proposed enforcement actions be deferred to the full Plant Board meeting
to allow for consideration of multiple recommendations.

Scott Bray, Director, Plant Industries Division, presented the board with a packet of
proposed warning letters and signed settlement agreements. Attachment 4b

Bray stated items 1 — 14 are level 1 minor violations. Warning letters have been
issued. '

Moved by Baltz, seconded by Stuckey to approve the committee’s
recommendation on items 1 — 14, as presented.

Motion carried.

Bray referenced items 15 — 226. Bray stated staff is proposing to resolve cases from
2017 through 2021 with a settlement agreement of a warning letter and then
resume normal operating procedures with case files beginning in 2022.

During the board discussion, Dunklin asked if the staff’s proposal could be presented
to the Attorney General’s office for an opinion.

Following board discussion, moved by Dunklin, seconded by Baltz to ask the
Attorney General’s office for an opinion on staff’s proposal as presented on items
15 — 226.

Motion carried.

The committee received an update on the feral hog rule. A proposed rule has been
drafted, however, during this process it was discovered that the existing rules
needed to be updated, and it has been requested that the committee defer this to
the Plant Board at their upcoming meeting.

Bray stated that the propose feral hog rule will require some clean-up of language.
The proposed rule will be brought to the board later.
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The committee requested an explanation on how staff is going to get the word out
that there would be no dicamba in crop use product available this summer. Bray
stated that information is being pushed out through the Marketing section, press
releases, social media, etc.

Committee Chair stated the committee has asked if the Plant Board had a stance on
banning certain pesticides in relation to the “Make America Healthy Again” report.
Secretary Wes Ward provided insight from the perspective of the National
Association of State Departments of Agriculture (NASDA).

Moved by Dunklin, seconded by Angel to approve the minutes as presented.
Motion carried.

. Bureau of Standards

Committee Chair Ralston summarized the minutes of May 20, 2025, Bureau of
Standards Committee meeting. Attachment5

Staff presented 74 civil penalties to the committee for review and recommendation
to the State Plant Board:

Sixty-seven for expired or no decal ~ Table 1
Fifty-two first offense

Ten second offense
Four third offense
One fourth offense

One for misrepresentation of pricing — Table 2
One first offense

Six for water contamination in the fuel — Table 3
Six first offense

Moved by Ralston, seconded by Alford to approve the committee’s
recommendation as presented.

Motion carried.
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A request was received to reduce the civil penalty of Case BS 25-0143, Bassett Food
& Fuel, Bassett, AR, from $350 to $100.

The committee’s recommendation is to reduce the civil penalty from $350 to $100.

Moved by Ralston, seconded by Alford to approve the committee’s
recommendation as presented.

Motion carried.

A request was received to withdraw the civil penalty assessment in Case 25-0181
and Case 25-0182, Cherry Street Food Mart, Pine Biluff, AR.

The committee’s recommendation is to approve the withdraw of the civil penalty
assessment in Case BS 25-0181 and Case BS 25-0182.

Moved by Ralston, seconded by Alford to approve the committee’s
recommendation as presented.

Motion carried.
Moved by Ralston, seconded by Stuckey to approve the minutes as presented.
Motion carried.

. Boll Weevil Eradication Program

Committee Chair Stuckey summarized the Boll Weevil Subcommittee meeting held
May 6, 2025. Attachment 6 '

Case file summaries were presented to the committee on the cotton gins that
ginned cotton without grower certificates.

The committee recommends a warning letter be sent to Lee Wilson & Co., LLC.
The committee recommends sending a letter to Tripp Gin, notifying them of being
on probation for three years, along with the option to pay assessment fees in the

amount of $8837.00 within two weeks of notice, or pay an enforcement penalty of
up to $50 per bale to the Arkansas State Plant Board.
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The committee recommends sending a letter to RHM Gin notifying them of being on
probation for three years along with the option to pay assessment fees in the
amount of $1480.30 within two weeks of notice or pay an enforcement penalty of
up to $50 per bale to the Arkansas State Plant Board.

Since the committee met on May 6, it was reported that RHM ginned another
grower’s cotton with an incorrect gin certificate. The grower had received a rebate
check from the Arkansas Boll Weevil Eradication Foundation for his 2024 acres with
the wrong entity name. The grower requested a new check to be issued with the
correct entity name. After further discussion it was reported that RHM ginned
cotton with an incorrect gin certificate. The committee will discuss this further at
the next meeting to be held in July.

Moved by Stuckey, seconded by Dunklin to approve the recommendations of the
committee as presented.

Motion carried.
Moved by Stuckey, seconded by Dunklin to approve the minutes as presented.
Motion carried.

Plant Industries Division update

Bray stated that this would be his final Plant Board meeting as Director of the Plant
Industries Division and took a moment to invite the board to share any thoughts or
ask him any questions. He also emphasized the dedication and hard work of the
staff, making sure to highlight the significance of their contributions to the division
and the diverse nature of their roles. In response, Chair Meyers expressed his
appreciation for Bray’s leadership over the past six years, recognizing his efforts and
the impact he has had on the division.

. Other business

Bray presented a draft proposal of the Bylaws for the Conduct of Business of the
Arkansas State Plant Board. Attachment 8

Bray stated that legislation has passed that will be effective August 5, 2025,
concerning board and commission members attending meetings remotely. It is

Page 6 of 7






for treatment.

Attachment 3a

Minutes for Pest Control Committee Meeting

May 8, 2025

Little Rock, Arkansas
Presentvia Zoom:
Dr. Ken Korth-Committee Chair Scott Bray, ADA
David Gammill-Board Member Mark Stoll, ADA
Bruce Alford-Board Member Lexie Felton, ADA
Garrett Frost-Board Member " Yolanda Vault, ADA
Travis Senter-Board Member Ryan Nichols, ADA
Kyle Baltz-Board Member Linda Walker, ADA
Jon Bier-Board Member Andrew Simpson, ADA
Sherry Seiffert, Attorney Jerry Lyons-Adams Pest Control
Linda Luebke, ADA Timothy Adams-Adams Pest Control
Susie Nichols, ADA : Travis Martin-Property Owner

Seth Dunlap, ADA

Dr. Ken Korth brought the meeting to order. The committee members introduced themselves
followed by the rest of the present attendees.

Those presents were presented with the following:

1. Memorandum from Travis Martin (Attachment 1)
2. Case File Progression Document CF 25.053 (Attachment 2)
3. Circular 6, Arkansas Pest Control Law (Attachment 3)

Scott Bray started by summarizing the Pest Control Program, Rules and Standard Operating
Procedures. Followed by the opening discussion concerning CF 25.053.

Mark Stoll gave a summary of the events from page 1 CF25.053. (See Attachment 2)

Mr. Travis Martin (Trale Properties) Requested a committee meeting to address the concerns
of CF 25.053. Mr. Travis Martin also shares his concemn with Adams Pest Control at 7805
Kampground Way. (See Attachment 1)

Jerry Lyons stated that the employee who inspected the property was no longer employed
and was in fault. Adams Pest control was willing to correct the problem but not responsible
for hidden damage.

The board members ask varies questions concerning the property and the procedures.



Scott Bray talks concerning the procedures and Seth Dunlap discussed the Arkansas Laws.
(See Attachment 3)

Dr. Ken Korth asks what needs to be done. Scott Bray states maybe change the rules and
guidelines.

No other business.

Bruce Alford motions a‘djourn and David Gammill seconds. The meeting adjourns

%; C 7%:
Dr. Ken Korth '
Committee Chairman






to current cede. Following inspection and approval, we would need to insulate, install new sheetrock,
tape, mud, and paint.

Given these findings, I contacted the Plant Board, the governing body for pest control businesses, and
met with Inspector Ryan Nichols on November 15th. He thoroughly documented the property with
interior and exterior photographs and collected soil samples for pesticide analysis, related to the
chemicals Adams Pest Control claimed to have used in their contract.

On November 18th, Inspector Nichols informed me that he had spoken with Mr. Lyons from Adams
Pest Control. Mr. Nichols mentioned taking soil samples for analysis, at which point Mr. Lyons
admitted that the termite treatment had not been performed. Mr. Nichols requested a written statement
from Mr. Lyons and asked him to contact me to find a resolution. I have provided Mr. Nichols with
two written statements from my perspective, which are included in his report.

I spoke with Mr. Lyons on November 19th. His proposed resolution was solely to perform the termite
treatment at that time. I explained that I was unwilling to proceed with any treatment by Adams Pest
Control due to the falsified documents provided to the mortgage and title companies. These
documents falsely indicated that a termite inspection was completed on August 19th and that a termite
treatment would be completed within 30 days of new ownership (by October 11, 2024), as mandated
by Arkansas state law.

When we submitted our plans to the City of North Little Rock, our initial intentions were never to
strip the building down to the studs and undertake a comprehensive code upgrade. While I understand
Adams Pest Control's contract clause regarding hidden damage, the central issue is that Adams Pest
Control could not have performed a legitimate visual inspection if they did not properly assess the
property. Consequently, they could not have accurately represented whether damage was visible or
not. Adams' falsification of the inspection to the mortgage company significantly affected the
negotiated price of the building and would have substantially influenced my decision to purchase the
property. Additionally, you will see in the Piant boards report Adams Pest controls contract, which
contains a demonstrably inaccurate drawing underestimating the square footage by 1000 sq ft.

To summarize the key issues:

While we acknowledge Adams Pest Control's contract smtes they are not responsible for hidden

damage:

* Adams Pest Control signed off on mortgage documents, clearing the property of any visual termite
e.

* Adams Pest Control did not conduct a thorough visual irispection, as visible termite damage was

present in the attic, an accessible area according to their definition.

* They had no intention of completing the termite treatment as stated. Even after two scparate

contacts.on October 10th and November 7th, 2024, they never disclosed the lack of treatnient. It was

only after being questioned by the Plant Board Inspector on November 19th that Mr. Lyons offered to

treat the property. At that point, I explained that Adams-Pest Control was no longer welcome on the

propeny due to the breach of trust, fmlure to follow proper protocols and timelines, and charging for

services not rendered.



My purpose in contacting the board is to advacate for the implementation of better checks and
balances‘for pest control operators. As this-account demonstrates, it would be easy for an operator to -
neglect contracted work, particularly when new property owners rely on the pest control company's
assurance of an honest evaluation. While I cannot definitively say the outcome would have been
different, this situation has resulted in a financial impact of nearly 200k for my small business.

In closing, I respectfully request the board consider the following:

* Implementing a verification system to ensure operators are adhering to proper protocols.

* Also | ask that the plant board would be willing to enforce consequence on Adams pest control for
there actions. In the hope that these types of situation would not come up again in the future.

Thank you for allowing me to come speak with you today.

Travis Martin
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Wood Destro!ing Insect Inspection Report

Notice: Please read important consumer infermation on page 2.

Section §. General Information
Inspection Company, Address & Phone
PN Adams Pest Control of NLR .
. 2001 landski dr
« NLR, AR 72118
501-245-0843

Company’s Pest Control Business Lic. No. | Date of Inspection
LH24B1-70 08/19/2024

Address of Property Inspected N
« Marie Watson
7805 CAMPGROUND WAY
North Little Rock, AR 72118

Inspector’s Namg, Signature & Certification, Registration, or Lic. #

Structure(s) Inspected

Gavin Roberis ‘g

##LH24-0072A

Residential

Section . Inspection Findings This report is Indicative of the condition of the above Identified structure(s) on the date of inspection and Is not to
be construed as a guarantee or wamanty agalinst latent, concealed, or future Infestaticns or wood destroying insect demage. Based on a careful visual
inspection of the readlly accessible areas of the structure(s) Inspected:

A No visible evidence of wood destroying insects was cbserved.
[J B visible evidance of wood destroying insects was observed as follows:
[ 1. Live Insects (description andlocation):

[ 2. Dead insects, Insect parts, frass, shelter tubes, exit holes, or stalning (description and location):

3 3. visible damage from wood destroying insects was noted as follows (description and location):

NOTE; This Is not a structural damage report. If box B above Is checked, It should be understcod that some degree of damage,
including hidden damage, may bo prasent. If any questions arise regarding damage indicated by this report, it is reccmmended that the buyer or any

Interested parties contact a qualifled structural prefessicnal to determine the extent of demage and the need for repairs.

Section lll. Recommendations

L] No ection and/or treatment recommended: (Explain if Box B In Section Il is checked)

X] Recommend action(s) and/or treatment(s) for the control of: APC will preform a termite treatment 30 days after closing Is complete per Arkansas

state plant board regulations.

Section IV. Obstructions and Inaccessible Areas

The inspector may write out cbstructions
or uso the following optional key:

The following areas of the structure(s) inspected were obstructed or inaccessible: 1. Fixed celling 15. Standing water
0] Basement B e oty 17, B g
o Crawlspace, 4, Floor covering 18. Window well covers
D] MalnLevel__11,12,13,17 5. Insulation 19. Waod pilo
O Atic 6. Cabinets or shelving 20. Snow
7. Stored {tems 21, Unsafe conditions
L] Garage 8. Fumishings 22. Rigld foam board
[ Exterior. 9, Appliances 23, Synthetic stucco
O Porch 10. No accass orentry 24. Duct work, wiring,
11. Limited accoss and/ar plumbing
] Addttion 12. No access beneath 25, Spray foam
1 other 13. Only visual access Insulation

14. Cluttered condition _26. Equipment

Sectlon V Addltlonal COmments and Attachments (lhese are an Integral part of the report) No visible signs of active tennites,_A_PC is

Attachments

Signature of Seller(s) or Owner(s) If refinancing, Seller discloses to
he buyer all information, to thelr knowledge, regardlng w. D I infestation,

Signature of Buyer. The undersigned hereby acknowledges
- recelpt of a copy cf both page 1 and pagezoftmsreportand

Previous editions are cbscioto sfter 12/91/10, Thia formis epproved for FHA and VAloans.

lamage. repalr, and treatmenthistery. - - - - - - - - - - understands the information reported. -
X X
Form NPMA-33 (7/0116) © 2019 National Past Management Associztion. All Rights Resarved. No reproduction dmwmhwnwmwmwmpmdwm
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Important Consumer Information Regarding
the Scope and Limitations of the Inspection _ T

Please read this entire page as it Is part of this raport. Please refer to the NPMA Suggested Guidelines for instructlons on

. completing this report. This report is not a guarantee or warranty as to the absence of wood destroying Insects noris ita .
structural integrity report. The inspector’s training and experience do not qualify the inspector in damage evaluation or any
other building constructlon technology and/or repalir.

1. About the Inspection: Avisual inspection was conducted in the readily accessible areas of the structure(s) indicated
(see Page 1) including attics and crawlspaces which permitted entry during the inspection. The inspection included
probing and/or sounding of unobstructed and accessible areas to determine the presence ar absence of visual evidence
of woed destroying insects. The WDI inspection firm is not responsible to repair any damage or treat any Infestation at
the structure(s) inspected, except as may be provided by separate contract. Also, weod destroying insect infestation
and/or damage may exist in concealed or inaccessible areas. The inspection firm cannot guarantee that any wood
destroying insect infestation and/or damage disclosed by this inspection represents all of the wood destroying insect
infestation and/or damage which may exist as of the date of the inspection. For purposeés of this inspection, wood

destroying insects include: termites, carpenter ants, carpenter bees, and reinfesting wood boring beetles. This
inspection does not include mold, mildew or noninsect wood destroying organisms. This report shall be
considered Invaiid for purposes of securing a mortgage and/or settlement of property transfer if not used
within ninety (80) days from the date of inspection. This shall not be construed as a 90-day warranty. There is
no warranty, express or implied, related to this report unless disclosed as required by state regulations or a
written warranty or service agreement is attached.

2. Treatment Recommendation Guidelines Regarding Subterranean Termites: Treatment or corrective action
should be recommended if live termites are found. If no evidence of a previous treatment is documented and evidence
of infestation is found, even if no live termites are observed, treatment or corrective action by a licensed pest contro!
company should be recommended. Treatment or corrective action may be recommended if evidence of infestation is

- observed, and a documented treatment occurred previously, unless the structure is under warranty or covered by a
service agreement with a licensed pest control company.
For other Wood Destroying Insects, please refer to the NPMA suggested guidelines for added guidance on
_actions and or treatment.

3. Obstructions and inaccessible Areas: No inspection was made in areas which required the breaking apart or into,
dismantling, removal of any object, including but not limited to: moldings, floor coverings, wall coverings, siding, fixed
ceilings, insulation, fumiture, appliances, and/or personal possessions; nor were areas inspected which were
obstructed or inaccessible for physical access on the date of inspection. Your inspector may write out inaccessible
areas or use the key in Section IV. Crawl spaces, attics, and/or other areas may be deemed inaccessible if the
opening to the area is not large enough to provide physical access for the inspector or if a ladder was required for
access. Crawl spaces (or portions thereof) may also be deemed inaccessible if there is less than 24 inches of
clearance from the bottom of the floor joists to the surface below. If any area which has been reported as inaccessible is
made accessible, the inspection company may be contacted for another inspection. An additional fee may apply.

4. Consumer Maintenance Advisory Regarding Integrated Pest Management for Prevention of Wood Destroying
Insects. Any structure can be attacked by wood destroying insects. Homeowners should be aware of and try to .
eliminate conditions which promote Insect infestation in and around their structure(s). Factors which may lead to wood
destroying insect infestation include: earth to wood contact, foam.insulation at foundation in contact with soll, faulty
grade, improper drainage, firewcod against structure(s), insufficient ventilation, moisture, wood debris in crawispace,
wood mulch or ground cover in contact with the structure, tree branches touching structure(s), landscape timbers and
wood decay. Should these or other conditions exist, corrective measures should be taken in order to reduce the
chances of infestation of wood destroying insects and the need for treatment. ,

5. Neither the inspecting company nor the inspector has had, presently has, or contemplates having any interest
in the property inspected. ) ~

....................................................................

Form NPMA-33 7:01/19)02019 Nationat Pest Management Association. Al Righta Reserved. Noreproduction ofthis formis permittsd withouttho exprass permissionofNPMA — Page 2 of 2
Provious odiions are obsolots after 12/31/18, This formis approved for FHAand VAloans. ’



















Andrew Simeson
~~

From: ' Jerry Lyons <jerryapt1957@gmail.com> -
Sent: Tuesday, November 19, 2024 11:32 AM

To: Ryan Nichols .

-Subject: .Kampground way

ﬂ You don't often get email from jerryapc1957@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

spoke with me martin he stated he did not want to do business with us for us not to ever call him for
anything itold mr martin he had some water damage on first trip 2nd trip told him he had hidden
damage that is when he told me to never call him again did not want us on his property iwas tryingto
explain everything to him he did not want to listen


















4/24/25, 11:.00 AM Re: Emailing CF 25.653 and Arkansas Pest Control Laws and Regulations. - Seth Duniap - Gutlook

<corey.seats@agriculture.arkansas.gov>; Scott Bray <Scott.Bray@agriculture.arkansas.gov>
Subject: Re: Emailing CF 25.053 and Arkansas Pest Control Laws and Regulations.

. 7
You don't often get email from travis@martincompanyav.com. Learn why this is important .
| am following up on the case file and the Arkansas Pest Control Laws and Regulations you sent.
To be frank, my patience is wearing thin. | need to know where we stand on this issue. If | don't see
progress soon, my next step will be to file a formal complaint with the Arkansas Attorney General's
Office. '
1 have been very patient and have requested a hearing with the Plant Board and Adams Pest Control.
Thank you,
Travis
On Wed, Dec 4, 2024 at 8:29 AM Travis Martin <Iravis@martincompanyav.com> wrote:
- Jerry contacted me this morning, but all he wants to do is treat the property when he has already
signed a letter to the title company stating that the property has been inspected and treated in
August of this year.
I am willing to settle but he will need to pay for all the damages, and what it has cost me to bring
this building back into compliance with the city of north little rock.
Once this matter is resolved he can treat the property but until then Adams is not allowed on the o~
. property. - . ) . ' B .
Thanks
On Mon, Dec 2, 2024 at 3:03 PM Seth Dunlap <seth.dunla p@gg riculture.arkansas.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon, Mr. Martin:
 We are currently reviewing the information you have provided us along with recent information
provided by Adams Pest Control. Based on my discussion with Jerry Lyons of Adams Pest Control of
- NLR he is supposed to be contacting you to work out a settlement. Would you be willing to work
with Adams Pest Control of NLR to get a resolution to some of your concerns?
To find out more information about the Pest Control -
» | Program click on the following link:
https://www.agriculture.arkansas.gov/plant-industries/requlatory-section/pest-control/
g Sincerely, . . . ~~
SETH DUNLAP
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CIRCULAR 6
ARKANSAS PEST CONTROL LAW
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ARKANSAS PEST CONTROL LAW
ACT 488 0of 1975 as Amended .
ACA Section 17-37-101 through 17-37-221

Paragraph Page
17-37-10L. Titlet. . oot i iiiiie it iiire it e e i eieaesiinenans e eenaes e reiebeneaesasen 1
17-37-102. Definitions. . .......... et iret e i  seaeanacnntes aeumm 1
17-37-103. Penalties .....0ccouvuerinrrineeernneeneerrennnroneecnnsosasonnnsans - 2
17-37-104. INJUBCHODS. <« . oot v vvneeerernnnsrocesonsossasssonnneesanssssonnson 3
17-37-105. Admimistration . . .. ovveer ittt rriseiietriecennnnanas e eneene 3
17-37-106. Prior Rules and Regulations. . . . .. .. .ovtveternieeiivnrennnnnnonneeteeanmn 3
17-37-107. €8S, . oo et eeeiaetstenaneetennsaaassooanoonaeessesasecsonesoansonnas 3
17-37-201. License REQUITEMEDS. . . . o« v veueeeneneneneeneaereaerureensenennsnennsn 4
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" 17-37-220. Hearingand appeal . . .. ..o ittt ittt i 10
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Section I-Regulations Applying to all Operators. . .. .. e 12
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This chapter shall be known by the short title of "Arkansas Pest Control Law".

As used in this chapter, unless the context otherwise requires:

(1) “Agent" means any person registered with the board, by a licensed operator, to solicit or sell
pest control service, which the operator is licensed to perfon:n Including the signing of
contracts, making inspections for the purpose of servicing or continuing contracts, and

* supervising workers and working crews in carrying out pest control service, when so designated
by the licensed operator, or except as may be limited by the State Plant Board in its rules and
regulations made under authority of this chapter. This is not to be construed as relieving the
licensed operator in any way of being responsible for personal and direct supervision of all work
performed under his license;

(2) "Applicant” means any person making application for a license to engage in pest control service
work. :

3 "Board"means the State Plant Board;

(3) "Commercial applicator” means a person who has demonstrated, by writter exammat:on, his
knowledge of the nature and effect of pesticides and how to use, supervise the use, or
demonstrate the use of restricted-use pesticides, as defined by the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide,
and Rodenticide Act, safely and properly. Qualification as a commercial applicator shall be
integral to qualification as a licensed operator or qualified operator and vice versa;

(5) "Director" meaus the Director of the State Plant Board;

(6) "FIFRA" means the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act, as aniended, which
classifies, regulates, and provides for the certification of all users of restricted-use pesticides,
as defined in that act, including all persons who engage in commercial and noncommerclal pest
control service work;

(7) "Fungi or rot control responsif:i]ity" means that the license holder or lfcensed operator shall
be held responsible for fungi or rot control only on substructure timbers such as sills, sub-
sills, piers, floor joists, sub-floors, and floors;

(8) "Household pest and rodent" means any mammal, bird, arthropod, or reptile that may infest or
invade a home or other buildings or the immediate area around or under a home or buildings,
* other than wood-damaging or wood-destroying insects, fungi, or organisms;

(5) "License holder" means the person, firm, or corporation to which a license is issued, the person
being himself a licensed operator or there being one (1) or more licensed operators in the
employ of the person, firm, or corporation; .

(10) "Licensed operator” means a person who has fully qualified and has passed the board's written
examination and has in force a valid liGense from the board to engage in the work indicated in
the license. The person shall also have met the requirements of and be eligible for certification
under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act and state law as a commercial
applicator; -

11 “Noncommercxal applicator” means any person who uses, supemses the use of or demonstrates
the use of a restricted-use pesticide in any classification on his own or his employer’s property

1
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who does not hold himself out as being engaged for compensation in pest control service work;

(12) "Person" means an individuai, ﬁr'm, partnership, corporation, organization, association, or ’

any combination thereof, whether or not incorporated;

(13) "Pest control service" means any person who, for compensation, gives advice or engages in

work to prevent, control, or repel arthropods, mammals, birds, reptiles, or wood-damaging or
wood-destroying organisms that may invade or infest homes, other buildings, or similar
structures and shall include arthropods, mammals, birds, reptiles, weeds, and plant diseases that
may invade, infest, or infect shade trees, shrubs, lawns, turf, and pecan groves. This term shall
also include any person who issues letters of clearance, or who shall solicit such work in any
manner, but the term shall not be corstrued to include agricultural crops from planting to
harvest other than thoSe mentioned above;

(14) "Qualified operator" means a person who has fully qualified and has passed the board's written
.examination working under the bond and insurancé of a license holder or licensed operator

instead of his own. The person shall also have met the requirements of and be eligible: for
certification under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act and state law as a
commercial applicator; :

(15) "Soil pretreatment"” means chemical treatment of the soil before or during construction of any

building for the purpose of preventing or controlling subterranean termites;

(16) "Solicitor" means any pérson registered with the board by a licensed operator to solicit or sell
pest control service work, which the operator is licensed to perform. A solicitor may not -

perform any pest control service work hor be placed in charge of workers or working crews; -

(17) "Supervise" or "under the’ direct supervision of" means the act or process whereby the

application of a pesticide is made by a competent and registered person acting under the
instructions and control of a licensed operator or qualified operator who is responsible for
the actions of that person and who is available if and when needed, even though the operator
is not physically present at the time and place the pesticide is applied;

. Q 8) "Termite and other structural pests" means any wood-damagmg or wood-destroying msect

17-37-103. Penalties.

fungus, or organism;

(19) "Termite infestation" means any active termites found in or on a building, its foundation or

attached appurtenances, or under the building, in or on debris, or in or on stumps under the
building; and

(20) "Weed control” means the prevention, destruction, or removal of any plant ﬁom where it is

* not wanted by the use of herbicides.

-

(2) The violation of any of the provisions of this chapter or any of the rules and regulations of the

board promulgated under this chapter shall be deemed a misdemeanor. . .

(b) Upon conviction, an offender shall be punished by a fine of not less than fifty dollars ($50 00) for

the first offense, not less than one hundred dollars ($100) for the second offense, and not less than
two hundred dollars (SZOO) plus ten (10) days in jail for each offense thereaﬂer, with no suspefision

.........................
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17-37-104. Injunctions. . . )

(a) The board is authorized to apply to any court of competent jurisdiction for, and the court, upon
heanng and for cause shown, may grant, a temporary or permanent m_]unctlon restraining any
person from violating any provisions of this chapter or of the rules anid regulations made under the

authority of this chapter

(b) The injunction is to be without bond. *-

17-37-105. Administration.

(a)(1) The board is vested with the authority to carry out the provisions of this chapter, including the
employment of necessary personnel.

(2)(A) The board shall have the authority to adopt rules and regulatxons which shall have the full
force and effect of law for the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions of this chapter.

(B) The rules and regulations may include the authorization to require licensed operators to
submit written monthly reports setting out the description and location of properties on
which pest control service has been rendered and such other information relative thereto as
the board shall deem necessary.

(C) The rules and regulations may include minimum stendards for pest control service work and
shall include fees suﬁiclent to pay the cost of carrymg out the provisions of this  chapfer.

(b) The board or its authorized representative may enter upon and inspect properties, ﬁlants, or products
for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this chapter and of carrying out the rules and
regulations made pursuant to this chapter.

17-37-106. Prior rules and regulations.

The rules and regulations made under authority of Acts 1965, No. 111 [repealed], shall continue in |

force and have the effect of law under authority of this chapter, except that those parts that may be in
conflict with this chapter shall be considered invalid, and except as subsequently amended, invalidated,
or added to, by the board.

17-37-107. Fees.

(a) In its rules and regulations made pursuant to this chapter and after a public hearing, the board shall
establish license, reglstratlon, inspection, reinspection, reporting, and examination fees sufficient
to carry out the prov151ons of this chapter.

(b) All fees collected under thls chapter shall be dep051ted in the State Treasury to the cred:t of the
board and are to be used in carrying out the provisions of this chapter.

- .}7-37-201. License requirement. - - - - . - o

(a) No person shall, for compensation, engage in pest control service work in any manner as  defined
3 .
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in this chapter without first having qualified, including the passing of the board’s written
examination, and haying in force a valid license issued by the board for that purpose. .

(b) It shall be unlawful for any person other than a licensed operator, qualified operator,
noncommercial applicator, or persons working under their direct supervision to use restricted-use
pesticides as defined by the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act. .

17-37-202. Exemption for unlicensed operators under éupervision of license holders.

(a) Persons who are not licens;d as pest control operators under this chapter, but who worked as an
unlicensed pest control operator prior to November 1, 1984, under the direct supervision of aholder -
of a license under this chapter, and who are working for such a license holder on June 28, 1985,

may continue that arrangement without complying with this chapter.

(b) At the time such unlicensed pest control operators terminate their relationship with the license
holder, the unlicensed pest control operators shall not thereafter perform services as pest control
operators unless and until they have qualified under this chapter. - However, when the licensed
manager of a pest control company terminates his employment with the company, and if the
company had been in operation at least one (1) year prior to the date of termination, the pest control
company may continue to operate for a period-not to exceed six (6) months after the date of
termination, notwithstanding that the manager was the only licensed personnel in the company.

17-37-203. Exemptions for noncommercial applicators - Limitations.

(a)(1) This chapter shall not apply to persons doing pest control to their own property, or to their
employees hired ‘as laborers only, who do not hold themselves out as being engaged for
compensation in pest control service work

(2)(A) However, no noncommercial applicator shall use, supervise the use of, or demonstrate the
use of a restricted-use pesticide, as defined by the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act, unless the person has passed a prescribed examination and has been
licensed by the State Plant Board. . .

(B)(i) The examination shall demonstrate the applica.nt's knowledge of how to apply pesticides
under the classifications applied for and hls knowledge of the nature and effect of the
pesticides.

(ii) If the applicant is found qualified and has paid the required examination and license fees,
the board shall issue a noncommercial applicator licénse limited to such activities and
classifications as qualified for.

(C)(i) The license shall expire June 30 each year unless suspended or revoked prior thereto or

cause. .
., (i) Reexamination prior to license renewal may be required to ensure a contmumg level of

competence and ability to use restricted-use pesticides safely and properly as technology
changes.

(b) Except for the requixements stated in this section, the noncommercial z;pplicator shall be exempt
from all other requirements of this chapter.

-~ - . I 3

" 17-37-204. Occupational licenses, etc.
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No cccupational license, authorization, or similar hcense taxes shall be issued by municipalities,
counties, or other state or federal agencies, or subdivisions thereof, to any person to engage in pest
control service work for compensation, unless the person holds a valid license issued by the board to

do that work.

~

-~
.
.

.17-37-205. Applicants previously convicted of violations.

Nothing in this chapter shall'require tlie board to issue a license or registration to an applicant who ha’s
been convicted in a court for a vmlatlon of this chapter or the Federal Insecticide, Fungmde, and
Rodentlclde Act.

17-37-206. License application.

(a) Any person desiring to obtain a license for “pest control service work shall make application to the
board on forms provided by the board, glvmg complete information requested

(b) The applicant must prove to the satisfaction of the board that he is morally and financially
responsible, -

(c) An applicant must show proof of at least one (1) year of experience in the classification for which
a license is desired or have completed at least two (2) years of work in an accredited college or
university, including the completion of at least one (1) basic course in entomology, to be eligible to .
take the examination in either of the following classifications:

(1) Termite and other structural pésts; or
. (2) Household pests and rodent control.

(d)(1) To demonstrate the ability of the applicant to perform the classification of work for which a
license is desired and to demonstrate his knowledge of the nature and effect of pesticides and
how to apply them safely and properly, the board shall prescribe in advance an examination in
writing to be taken by the applicant and to be given by a person designated by the board who is
not interested financially or otherwise in pest control service work in Arkansas.

(2) This representative shall examine the applicant by a written examination as prescribed, and the
examination shall be graded by the examiner with the results being certified to the board for
.approval either as having passed or failed the examination as the case may be.

| (e)(1) The board is directed to give examinations on various classifications of pest control work on

-

designated dates at least once each quarter.

(2) If the applicant is found qualified in oné (1) or n:iore of the classifications, he may be licensed to
do the classification of work for which he is found qualified upon the payment of the reqmred

fees.

-,y

() By virtue of these qualifications, the apphcant shall be eligible for cemﬁcanon under the Federal
Insecticide, Funglclde, and Rodenticide Act, or state law as a commercial applicator.
(g) By regulation, the board shall make provisions to ensure that applicators continue to meet the
requirements of changing technology and to assure a continuing level of competence and ability to
use pesticides safely and properly . .

-

(h) Any hcensee who falls to renew his hcense for a penod of two (2) years shall be requmed to follow -
- the same procedure as a new applicant in obtaining another license.

5
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17-37-207. Licer'lse classification.

(a) The license shall specify fhe classification of work in which the license holder is authorized. to
engage and shall show the name and address of the person, firm, or corporation to which it is issued
and the name of the licensed or qualified operator, if he is someone other than the license holder.

t. o

(b)(l) The hcense holder shall do only the kind of work specified in the clasmﬁcauon for wlnch he has
been licensed, regardless of whéther for compensation or not.,

(2) Any licensee performing any work in a.ny classification for which he has not been licensed shall
suffer invalidation of the license in any other classification.

(c)(1) The board may classify or sub classify commercial and noncommercial licenses to be issued
under this chapter as may be necessary for the effective administration and enforcement of the
chapter.

- (2) The classifications rhay include, but not be limited to:

. (A) Industrial, institutional, structural, and health-related;
(B) Omamental and turf; i
(C) Agricultural; and
()] Noncommerclal applicators.

(3) Separate sub classnﬁcatlons may be specified as to methods used by any hcensee to apply
pesticides or to the use of pesticides to control insects and plant diseases, rodents, or. weeds.

(4) Each classification shall be subject to separate testing procedures and requirements.

17-37-208 Llcensmg standards.

. (@)In promulgahng regulations under this chapter, the board shall prescnbe standards for the licensing
of applicators of pesticides.

(b) The standards shall relate to the use and handling of the pesticides or to the use and handling of the . '
‘pesticide or class of pesticide covered by the individual's license and shall be relative to the hazards
involved.

_ (¢)(1) In determining standards, the board shall consider the characteristics of the pesticide formulaﬁon
. suchas:

(A) The acute dermal and inhalation toxicity;

(B) The pers1stence, mobility, and susceptibility to bxologlca.l concentration;

. (C) The use experience which may reflect an inherent misuse or an unexpected good safety record
. which does not always follow laboratory toxicological information; -

(D) The relative hazards of patterns of use such as granular soil applications, ultra-low volume

or dust aerial applications, or airblast sprayer applications; and :

(E) The extent of the intended use. -

-

(2) Further, the board shall take into consideration standards of the Environmental Protection
Agency and is authorized to adopt by regulation these standards.
6
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17-37-209. Eligibility for reexamination.

Any applicant who fails to pass the wriften examination in any classification must wait at least three
(3) months before being eligible to'take another examination in the same classification.

17-37-210. Bond and insurance requirements.

‘e LIS

(a) BOND.
(1) Before a license is issued or renewed, the board shall be furnished an acceptable surety bond by
each applicant for a license in either of the following classifications:

(A) Termite and other structural pests; or
(B) Household pests and rodent control.

(2)(A)(i) The bond shall be executed by the applicant for a termite and other structural pests license
or any combination of licenses that includes termite and other structural pests as principal
and by a surety company licensed to do business in this state in the surety amount of one
hundred thousand dollars ($100,000).

(ii)(a) The bond shall be executed by an applicant for a household pests and rodent control
license or any combination of licenses that includes household pests and rodent control as
principal and by a surety company licensed to do business in this state in the surety amount
of fifty thousand dollars ($50,000).
(b) Subdivision (a)(2)(A)(ii)(2) of this section does not apply toa combmanon of licenses
that includes termite and other structura pests.
(B) The bond shall be for a term not to exceed one (1) year and shall comcnde with the hcensmg
period.

(3)(A) A bond required by this chapter shall be in favor of the State of Arkansas for the benefit of
any person damaged as the result of a violation of this chapter by an operator licensed under
this chapter and for the benefit of any person who, after entering into a contract with the
hcensee, is damaged by the failure of the hcensee to properly perform. the contract .

(B) A person claiming against the bond may maintain an action at law against the licensee and
the surety. .

© The aggregate liability of the surety to all persons shall not exceed the sum of the bond.

(b)INSURANCE.
(1)In addition to the bond reqmred in subdivision (a)(1) of this section, before a license- is issued or .
renewed, each applicant for a license in the classification of household pests and rodent control or
the classification of general fumigation shall furnish the board a certificate of insurance, written by
an insurance company authorized to do business in this state, covering the public liability of the
applicant for personal injuries, for not less than twenty-five thousand dollars ($25,000) for any one
(1) person, and fifty thousand dollars (350,000) for any one (1) accident and not less than five

thousand dollars ($5,000) for property damage.

-
-

(2) In addition to the bond required in subdivision (2)(1) of this section, before a license is issued or
renewed, each applicant for a license or any combination of licenses that includes the classification
of termite and other structural pests shall furnish the board a certificate of insurance for a general
. hablhty insurance policy.written by .an insurance company authorized to do business .in this state .
covering public liability of the applicant for personal injuries and property damage in an amount not
less than five hundred thousand dollars ($500,000) per occurrence or five hundred thousand dollars

7
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(8500,000) per aggregate.
" (c) CANCELLATION.

(1)The bond and insurance shall not be canceled or terminated until at least thirty (30) days aftera
- notice of cancellation is received by the board.

(2)Upon failure of a licensee to maintain in full force and effect the bond and insurance required by
.. this section, the license shall become void and shall not be seinstated until a satisfactory bond
and insurance have been filed.

- .

17-37-211. Issuance fee - License expiration.

The fee for the issuance of a license in each classification shall be paid annually. The license shall
expire June 30 following the date issued.

17-37-212. Transferability - Change in licensee status.-
(2) No license or registration shall be transferable.

(b) When there is a change in the status of a licensee, such as change of address, operator in charge,
agents, or solicitors, the licensee shall immediately notify the board of the changes.

17-37-213. Agents and solicitors generally.

* (a) Each licensed operator shall register with the board the name and dddress of each agent or solicitor
and shall pay to the board a reglstratlon fee annually for each solicitor and agent, at the time of
regxstrahon

®) All registrations shall expire when the license expires:

(c) In all cases where a solicitor or agent violates the provisions of this chapter or the rules and
regulations made under aythority of this chapter, the violations shall be grounds for invalidation of
the license held by the operator under which the solicitor or agenit had been registered.

17-37-214. Nonresident licensee - Resident agent.

Every nonresident licensee shall des1gnate a resident agent upon whom service of notice or process
may be made to enforce the provisions of this chapter or any liabilities arising from operation under
this chapter.

17-37-215. Operator's name.

(a) No licensed operator or qualified operator shall operate under more than one (1) company name in
any one- (1) category. .
(b) No person shall issue a solicitor's or agent's license to any other person for the purpose of operating
under any other name except that of the licensed operator who registers the solicitor or agent with
the board.

(c) All work shall be performed in the name of the licensed operator or his firm. All confracts,
" statements, bids, and letters shall be in his name ahd on his forms, and each agent shall drive

vehicles lettered with the name of the licensed operator or his firm.

8
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17-37-216 Refusal to issue hcense .

The board shall have the authority to refuse the issuance of a license even though a passing grade is
made on the written examination if the board, in its judgment, after reviewing the evidence of reference
checks, deems the applicant is not morally and financially responsible.

17-37-217. Grounds for license invalidation or nonrenewal.

Aets which shall be grounds for mvahdatlon or nonrenewa.l of a'license shall include, but shall not be
limited to, the followmg ) .

6)) M:srepresentauons for the purpose of decelvmg or defrauding;

(2) Making of a false statement with knowledge of its falsity for the purpose of inducing others to
act thereon to their damage;

(3) Failure of the licensee to supply the board or its authorized representative, upon request, with
true and accurate information concerning methods and materials used or work performed or other
information essential to the administration and enforcement of this chapter; ‘

(4) Performing work, whether for compensation or not, in a classification for which the licensee
-does not have a license;

(5) If repeated inspections by the board reveal that the licensee is not securing satisfactory control

of the pests or diseases which the licensee engages to control or eradicate;

(6) Failure of licensee to register agents or solicitors, or failure to pay registration, inspection, or
reporting fees due, or failure to make reports within the time specified;

(7) Conviction in any court of a violation of this chapter or of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide,
. and Rodenticide Act;

(8) Intentional misrepresentation in any application for a hcense,

(9) Failure to correct substandard work;

(10) Making a pesticide recommendation or application which is mconsxstent thh any or all of the
following: :

(A) The labeling;
(B) Federal or state registration; or
(C) Federal or state restrictions on the use of that pesticide; and

¢ 1) Falsification of records or failure to maintain or make available the records requn'ed by th1s chapter.

17-37-218. Invalidation or nonrenewal proceedings.

() Invalidation or nonrenewal proceedings may be initiated against a license holder in the same manner
and for the same reasons as against a licensed operator or qualified operator.

(b) The proceedings may be jointly and severally against any or all licensed operators (;r qualified
operators employed by the license holder. | .

17-37-219. Automatic invalidity of license. . ..

A Tlicense shall automatically become invalid should the licensed operator whose name appears on the
license cease to personally supervise and be in-direct charge of the pest control operation. The license
shall remain invalid until some other person, having been examined in accordance with this chapter and
the rules and regulations under this chapter, shall be certified as the licensed operator in his stead.

-

17-37-220 Hearing and appeal
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(a) When any person is refused a license or his license is not renewed, or when the board contemplates
invalidation of his-license, he shall have the right of a hearing before, the board, or an authorized
committee of the board, by filing a written request for a hearing with the board by registered or
certified mail.

- -

- (b) Any person whose license is denied, refused, or invalidated by the board may appeal the decision

to the Circuit Court of Pulaski County within twenty (20) days after official notification of the
.decision.

‘e

. ."

17-37-221; Contracts, reports, and records. ' .

-(a) All licensed operators shall enter into a written contract with the property owner when employed to

control or eradicate termites or other structural pests, or in such other classifications as the board
may specify in its rules and regulations made under authority of this chapter. The contract for
termite and other structural pests shall guarantee the performance of the work for at least one (1)

year and that the property meets the minimum standards established by the board in its rules and .

regulations for the work, unless these standards are waived or altered upon approval of the board.

(b) A copy of the contract or "start-work agreement” and a complete outline of the work to be performed ‘

shall be given to the property owner before any work is started.
(c)(1)(A) By the fifteenth of each month, all licensed operators shall file a report with the board covenng
termite and other structural pest work performed the previous calendar month.

(B) The report required under subdivision (c) (1) (A) of this section shall mclude

(i) A summary listing of each contract issued for the prevention, control, or eradication of
termites or other structural pests;

(ii) Letters of clearance issued and service contracts 1ssued regardless of whether chemxcal
treatments were carried out;

(iii) The name and address of the property owner;

(iv) The address of the property; and

(v) Any other information deemed necessary by the board and stipulated in the rules adopted
under this chapter.

(C) Within forty-eight (48) normal business hours, the licensed operator shall produce documents
requested by an authorized agent of the board, iricluding wrthout limitation contracts and related
documents.

(D)-Failure to meet timelines set in this section may result in additional penalties.

(2)(A) Reporting and payment of inspectioo fees may also be required for household pest and rodent
control work or other classifications as the board may specify if deemed necessary or if
required by the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act.

(B)(l) All fees due the board shall be ﬁled with the board by the ﬁfteenth day of each month to
cover work performed the previous calendar month.
(ii) If payment of fees due is delayed more than thirty (30) days, then the fees due shall be
doubled.

~ (3) Areport shall be filed each month .even if no work is performed. .

. (d)(1) Each licensed operator, qualified operator, or license holder in any classification shall keép a

complete record of all work performed, including copies of all contracts issued.

notice and during normal business hours.
10
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: (3) The records shall be kept for at least two (2) years and shall contain information- on kinds, .
amounts, uses, dates, and addresses of applications of restricted-use pesticides.
(e)(l) All licensed operators, qualified operators or license holders shall stencil or paint on both sides
of all motor equipment that requires a state vehicle license, the name of the operator or company,
with letters at least two inches (2") high.
-r " (2) Vehicles used only for sales or soliciting are: excepted. “ .o
~ .
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RULES AND REGULATIONS OF THE STATE-PLANT BOARD

The following Rules and Regulations have been promulgated and adopted by the State Plant Board
under authority of the Arkansas Pest Control Law Act 488 of 1975 as amended A.C.A.,§17-37-101 et

seq.
Classifications:

A - n

The following classifications have been establlshed for applicator licensing and certification
purposes

1. Commercial Applicator License (Licensed Operator):

A. Structural Pest Control
1. Termite and Other (Wood Destroymg) Structural Pest Control
2. Household Pest and Rodent Control ‘
3. General Fumigation

B. Omamental Pest Control
. 4; Tree and Turf Pest Contrel
5. Weed Control
6. Golf Course Pest Control

II. Non-Commercial Applicator Certificate (see restrictions in Section VIlI)

" A. Structural Pest Control
7. Non-Commercial Pest Control
8. Non-Commercial Fumigation

B Ormamental Pest Control
9. Non-Commercial Tree & Turf Pest Control
10. Non-Commercial Golf Course Pest Control -

SECTION I
REGULATIONS APPLYING TO ALL LICENSEES AND
APPLICATORS

o LICENSE HOLDERS (business owner, firm, corporation, etc.)
o COMMERCIAL APPLICATORS (Licensed Operator)

o NON-COMMERCIAL APPLICATORS
» REGISTERED AGENTS

.,

1. Applying for Exarhinations (Commercial Applicators and Non-Commercial A’pplicatt;rs):

All applicants must submit an application to the Plant Board, on forms furnished by the Plant Board, at
least 5 working days prior to the examinations. Processing of each application must be completed
before the exammatlons are given. Alb apphcants must be 2 minimum nage of elghteen (18) N .

12
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2. Examination Dates:
The written examinations in classifications 1, 2, and 3 will be given the second Monday of January,
March, May, July, September and November. Examinations in classifications 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10
will be given the second Monday of February, April, June, August, October and December at a time
and place designated by the State Plant Board. In the event of technological advances that allow for
".changes in the administration of the exams, cnrcumstances beyond the control of the State Plant Board
occur, or any of the designated dates occur on a day, when State offices are closed, the Director of the
. State Plant Board may designate alternate dates for the examinations. The examinations will be graded .
- by an examiner designated by the Plant Board.: ° :

-

3. Applying for License or certificate:

(a) License Holder (Commerclal Classifications 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, or 6):

Applicants must be a minimum age of eighteen (18). Applicants must submit an application to the Plant
Board on forms provided by the Commercial Pest Control Section. The license holder must themselves
be or shall employ and maintain at least one commercial applicator licensed for each classification of
pest control service work provided by the license holder. The commercial applicators shall maintain
direct supervision over all pest control services provided by the license holders business. No more than
30 registered agents shall be supervised by any one (1) comumercial applicator. The license holder’s
license shall be issued in the name of the Pest Control firm. Prior to the issuance of the license for
Classifications 1, 2, or 3 the license holder shall provide the Plant Board with copies of all required
surety bond and/or insurance policies. The surety bond and insurance shall be issued to the license
holder and the license holder shall guarantee that the insurance and bond policies cover all pest control
service work performed by the license helder’s commercial applicators and/or registered agents.

(b) Commercial Apphcator (Lxcensed Operator)

Applicants must be a minimum age of eighteen (18). After passmg the appropriate examinations (1, 2,
3, 4, 5, or 6), all commercial applicators must submit an application and the required fees to the Plant
Board on forms provided by the Pest Control Section. Commercial applicator applicants must
themselves be or must be employed by a license holder prior to the issuance of an applicator’s license.
A commercial applicator’s license shall become invalid in the event they cease to be themselves a
license holder or employed by a license holder. The applicators license shall remain invalid until such.
time the applicator re-establishes employment with a license holder or acquires a license holder’s
license.

(c) Non-Commercial Applicator:

Applicants must be a minimum age of eighteen (18). After passing the appropriate examinations (7, 8,
9 or 10), all non-commercial applicators must submit an application and the required fees to the Plant
Board on forms provided by the Pest Control Section.

) 4, Fees: _ )
The following fees have been established to carry out the provisions of Arkansas Pest Cont;ol Law.

"+ License Holder License (Must be renewed prior to June 30 annvally):
n0-30  Registered BGEDtS....rrrrslverrrreenrerrerennn $100.00

= 31 -60 Registered agents.........cceeenerninniiiininnia $250.00 .
= 6l ormore Registered agents .........c.cocuennnnes veesraren $500.00

13
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Commercigl Applicator License (Must be renewed prior to June 30 annually):

= Applicators First Classification ....................... $150.00
» Each Additional Classification........ccceeeeuereesvenses $100.00
» Maximum per APplicator................ccuuvrirennenee $300.00

Agent Registration (Must he renewed prior to June 30 anmially): “w .
= Initial registration................ eereenees eerreerene Exam Fee .
* Annual renewal.........ccieiiiiniiiiniiiiiiiienenaes $30.00

.

Commercial and Non-Commercial Applicator Examination:

® Each classification. .....cooovvveevenveesenssesserseeen e $100.00

Registered Agent Examination:

® Per Exam............. et et ettt ententeeesaenes $30.00

Reporting:
= Each building on which a Class 1 structural pest contract is issued .......$5.00
= Late fee (30 or more days after due date) . $10.00

= Each first 5 building freated by new Class 1 licensee.........ccoevernee..r.$20.00

Inspection (Each building treated for Class 1 structura! pest found not in compliance):

® First NOtICE .c.reevieresessasentsensessnsssesesensssssissssesessss sanes $50.00
= Second Notice .. , 2. $100.00

= Third Notice .....ceecvereuererernanas $500.00

5. Agent Training, Examination, and Registration:

Registered agents must be a minimum age of eighteen (18). License holders of classifications 1,
2, 3, 4, 5 or 6 shall register with the Plant Board all individuals employed by them for the purpose of
performing pest control services, including those employed for solicitation as.their agent. Clerical staff
are excluded. Esch agent shall be registered only in the classification. of pest-control for which the .
license holder is licensed to perform. Agent trainees must be on-the-job trained by the license holder
" within 20 working days of their employment. Within 45 working days of their employment and after

technological advances that allow for changes in the administration of the exams, circumstances beyond
14 )
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the control of the State Plant Board occur, or any of the designated dates occur on a day, when State
offices are closed, the Director of the State Plant Board may designate alternate dates for the
examinations. Until registered, and only during the initial 45 day on the job training and examination
period, the agent trainee may apply pesticides only in the physical presence of a commercial applicator
or reglstered agent, Agent applicants failing to pass the exam are prohibited from performmg pest
control service work until such time the agent applicant passes the exam. If at any time an employee,
other than a commercial apphcator, registered agent, or agent trainee undergoing the initial 45 days of
on the job training and examination preparation, is found handling pesticides or performing pestlclde
applications the license ‘kolder and/or the licensed operator/s will be subject to enforcement action as
per the Arkansas State Plant Board Pest Control Enforcement Response Regulanons Penalty Matnx
— Violation #9 ~ begmmng at the 3% level of enforcement

Training: )
Forty hours of verifiable on-the-job training, performed under the direct supemsmn, duectlon and

control of a quahﬁed trainer. A qualified trainer shall be a commercial applicator or agent with at least
one year of experience in the pest control industry or other individual approved by the Plant Board.
- During the application of pesticides a qualified trainér must be physically present on the job site. On-
the-job training must be documented by the license holder on an agent training verification form
provided by the, State Plant Board. The information shall include the names of the tramee and frainer,
the dates of training, and the total hours worked for each date of the training.

Examination and Registration:

The Arkansas State Plant Board shall provide an agent examination and registration application form.
The license holder shall complete the form and submit it to the Pest Control Section with a copy of the
agent trainee’s on-the-job- training verification form and the examination fee. Examination and
registration forms submitted without the on-the-job verification and/or the examination fee will be
considered incomplete and the trainee will not be eligible to take the examination. Complete agent exam
and registration applications must be submitted to the Plant Board at least 5 working days prior to the
examination. Upon passing the exam agents will be considered registered. Official agent registration
identification cards will be provided to the license holder within 30 days of the exam date.

Registered agents who cease to be employed by a license holder must receive the 40 hours of on-the-

job training before being eligible for re-registration. Agents not registered for more than 24 months will .

lose eligibility for re-registrafion and must complete the initial training and examination requirements
to be re-registered. Registered agents under the minimum age of 18 are restricted from performing

pesticide applications or being in sole possession of pesticides. License holders and commercial .

applicators found in violation of allowing employees of their pest control firm under the age of 18
perform pesticide applications or being in sole possession of pesticides will be subject to enforcement
action as per the Arkansas State Plant Board Pest Control Enforcement Response Regulations —Penalty
Matrix - Violation # 2 (C).
Continuing Education: ’

To maintain registration, agents shall be kept abreast of pest contro! technology and receive a minimum
of 6 hours of continuing education each year. Continuing education may be achieved by completing a
license holdér’s in-house training program or attendance of, Plant Board approved, seminars sponsored
by the various associations, manufactures or suppliers affiliated with the. pest control industry or the
cooperative-extension service. Agent annual continuing education training shall consist of:

" = Applicator safety (PPE, label instructions, human and/or non-target species exposure,
safe storage and transportation of pesticides, etc.) — 2 hours
* Integrated Pest Management (IPM) — 1 hour .
- = Application equipment maintenance-and methods of application— 1 hour- - - - - -
= Environmental concerns (container disposal, spill clean up, drift, etc.) — 1 hour
= Laws and Regulations — 1 hour
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License holders shall document in house training on forms provided by the Plant' Board. Ongoing ‘
education provided to agents by attending approved seminars, training schools, etc. shall be

documented with appropriate forms issued by the training’s sponsors fo the attendees. Records of
training must,be kept; by the license holder, for as long as the agent is employed. Such records shall

be available for review by the State Plant Board during normal business hours. At any time, should the

Board determine that training requirements have not been met; the license holder may be subject to

enforcement action as per the Arkansas State Plant Board Pest Control Enforcement Response

Regulations — Penalty. Matrix — Violation # 7.

6. Hearings - Invalidation of Licenses, ‘Certificates, and/or Agent Registrations:
Any person or firm who is refused a license, certificate, or agent registration or whose license,
certificate, or dgent registration is being considered for invalidation, may secure a hearing before the

. Pest Control Committee before the final Board action is taken. This Committee shall consist of the

Board-member who represents the Head of the Department of Entomology, University of Arkansas,
who shall act as the Chairman, and the Board member who represents the Arkansas Pest Management
Association. Remaining committee members shall be appointed by the Chairman of the Plant Board.
This Committee may hold hearings regarding licenses, certificates, and agent registrations to take
testimony and gather evidence regarding same. Such testimony, evidence and the committee’s -
recommendation shall be made available to the Board for consideration and final action.

7. Keeping Abreast of Technology:

Each commercial applicator and non-commiercial applicator shall keep himself / herself abreast of
changing pest control technology to assure a continuing level of competence and ability to use
pesticides safely and properly. The completion of a Cooperative Extension Service approved pest
control training, conference, seminar, etc. every third year shall be considered adequate to satisfy this
requirement. An appropriate form shall be filed with the Plant Board as proof of attendance. Any.
applicator fallmg to meet this provision shall be reexamined or lose the license or certificate.

8. Standards for Licensing Pesticide Applicators

Plant Board standards for the licensing and certification of commerclal applicators and non-commercial
applicators shall be the same as the standards set forth in Section 171.4 thru 171.6 of the Code of Federal
Regulations 40 CFR part 171 written pursuant to the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA), as amended. Said sections are as follows: Section 171.4, Standards for Certification of
Commercial Applicators; Section 171.5 Standards for Certification of Private Applicators, and Section
171.6 Standards for Supervmon of Non-Certified Applicators by Certified anate and Commercial
Applicators.

..t

9. Office Operations:

On-forms provided by the Plant Board, license holders in plass1ﬁc ations 1 2,3,4,5 or 6 shall reglster -
the phys1cal address of each office from which they will engage in the practice of pest control service.
An office is considered to be any building or similar structure where normal business activity might
occur including any and all locations (excluding service vehlcles) where pesticide products are stored
and/or distributed.
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10. Clanﬁcation. . ' -
The.following regulations are pxomulgated to clanfy the Board's intent relative to certain sections of

the Pest Control law.

A.CA. § 17-37-102. Definitions:

(1) Agent-An agent is an individual employed by a license holder. Agent's registration will be issued
upon the written request by a license holder on forms prescribed by the Blant Boatd only in the name
of the person who is an employee of the license holder making the application. Individuals for whom
an agent's registration is requested shall not be an employee, owner operator, franchise holder or
independent contractor of any pest control service other than that of the license holder. An agent may
be terminated by the license holder at any time. All contractual agreements for pest control services
executed between agents and customers are the property of the license holder.

- (9) License Holder A commercial apphcators license shall not be required of License Holders who
employ licensed commercial applicators (Licensed Operators) and who do not themselves use or
supervise the use of restricted use pesticides.

(10) Licensed operator (Commercial applicator) - a person who has fully qualified and has passed
the board's written examination and has in force a valid license from the board to engage in the
work indicated in the license. The person shall also have met the requirements of and be eligible for
certification under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act and state law as a
commercial applicator;

A.C.A. § 17-37-206 License Application:

(f) Persons holding valid licenses issued under the authority of the Pest Control Law whose licenses
become subject to renewal, shall be examined and found to meet the Standards for Licensing and
Certification of Pesticide Applicators set forth in Sections 171.4 thru 171.6 of the Code of Federal
Regulatlons 40 CFR Part 171 pursuant to FIFRA, as amended.

A.CAA. § 17-37-216 & 17-37-217:

Refusal to issue a license, certificate, or agent registration. Grounds for invalidation or non-renewal
of a license, certificate, or agent registration.

In addition to invalidation and denial, this section shall also be considered as providing for the
suspension of a license, certificate, or agent registration. Items (1) thru (11) shall be considered .as
grounds for suspension as well as‘denial or invalidation of a license, certificate, or agent fegistration.

In addition, the use of a pesticide inconsistent with its labeling shall also be considered grounds for
denial, suspension or invalidation of a license, certificate, or agent registration.

v, . ’

A.C.A. § 17-37-202 (b) Exemption:

. Shall provide for the use of general use pesticides only, during the period of t1me a pest conn:ol
" company may operate without & commerclal applicator (licensed operator). - S
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A.C.A. § 17-37-203 Exemptions: . o~

The exemptions stated in 17-37-203 shall apply only to persons who use general use pesticides.

. A.C.A. § 17-37-103 Penalties:

Items (1) thru (11) of A.C.A. §17-37-217 shall be considered violations of the Pest Control Law and
., its regulations and shall be subject to the penalties stated in A,C.A. §17-37-103 and the Pest Control
Enforcement Response Regulations as stated in Section IX.

A.C.A. § 17-37-106 Prior Rules and Regulations:

This section does not repeal Act 389 of 1975 A.C.A. § 20-20-202 or act 410 0f 1975 A.C.A. § 2-16-
402 or any part of either act.

SECTION II :
RULES AND REGULATIONS FOR HOLDERS AND APPLICATORS
OF A TERMITE AND OTHER STRUCTURAL PESTS LICENSE
(CLASSIFICATION ONE)

L Contracts'

.All license holders in Classification One shall issue a signed contract, along with a complete plot or )
diagram showing the location of visible damage, active or previous infestation and an outline of the N
work to be carried out on each job performed for the prevention, control or eradication of termites
and other structural pests, including soil pre-treatments and letters of clearance. Effective July 1,

2013 all plots or diagrams (graphs) shall have imprinted, on the face, a legend or key containing

“symbols (of the license holders choice) clearly identifying, at a minimum, the following conditions:

* Termite activity.

= Termite damage

s Powder Post Beetles

s Powder Post Beetle damage

Said contracts must guarantee the performance of work for a period of not less than one year and
clearly state, on the face of the contract, the name and EPA Registration number of the chemical
used, if repairs of damage are included or if the license holder’s liability is limited to re-treatment
only for the control of termites under the guarantee. License holders must submit a legible copy of
all contracts to the Plant Board for review prior to their issuance. When issuing a lettér of clearance
on a building that is already under a current contract by the license holder writing the letter of
clearance, fora real estate transaction, a new contract, including diagram, shall be issued i in the name
of the new buyer, guaranteeing the performance of work for one year from the date the letter of .,
clearance is issued. The new contract requirement shall not apply in cases where the letter of
clearance is issued on buildings already under contract, that are being refinanced, provided the
license holder holding the contract issues the letier of clearance. Letters of clearance, written on . -
buildings under contract by the license holder, must show the original date of treatment.

The number of contracts, providing a re-treatment only guarantee, for the control of termites that a

buildings for which the license holder reported and paid reporting fees durmg the previous. fiscal )
year (July 1to June 30).
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Renewals:

- Each time a contract is renewed the license holder shall assume responsibility for bringing

substandard conditions in the building under contract up to standards, except on prior approved
substandard buildings. This shall also apply to all new additions to the building unless the
license holder shows in bold print, on the renewal notice, that the renewal does not cover new
additions to the building. When a license holder elects not to renew a viable contract, the owner
must be notified by return receipt requested certified mail, at least 30 days prior to the contract
expiration date, of the intent not to renew the contract. Notification by the license holder of non-
renewal does not apply when the contract is terminated for non-payment of the renewal fee, or
canceled by the consumer; provided the consumer was notified a renewal fee was due.

[}

2. Reporting — Responsrblhty

License holders shall give complete information requu-ed by Code 17-37-221 of the Pest Control
Law by filing monthly reports. This information shall be filed with the Board even though it is
understood that payment for the service will be made at a later date. In all cases where there is a
question as to whether a job is completed, the criterion for a completed job shall be payment in part
or in full. Each license holder shall be responsible for, or shall guarantee for at least one year, all
representations, provisions, declarations, work or services called for by the contract, and the diagram
of the property or by Letters of Clearance.

3. Meeting Minimum Standards: :

Each building on which a contract is issued for the prevention, control or eradication of termites
shall meet the Minimum Standards outlined in Section IIl A, III B, I D or I E of these  regulations,
unless unusual structural or physical conditions render the correction of certain conditions to portions
of the building impractical. In such cases, an exclusion of certain minimum tréating standards shall
be made on forms supplied by the Plant Board. Provided the remainder of the structure is treated to
meet all remaining ‘Minimum Standards. Requests for exclusion of certain minimum treating

standards shall be made on forms supplied by the Plant Board. Each request for exclusion of certain
minimum treating standards shall contain all property owner and pest control operator information
and all information must be provided or the request will be considered incomplete and may not be

. processed. Each request for exclusion shall also clearly state. which treatment standard is to be

excluded. An inspection fee of $50.00 shall be assessed for each application submitted: Plant Board
staff may contact property owners and discuss exclusion application as staff feels situation warrants.

. Should Plant Board staff determine, through direct communication, that the property owner is not
fully informed and in agreement with the type and quality of work to be performed under the

exclusion agreement, approval to exclude the requested treatment standard will be denied. The
approval/denial decision will be made within two (2).working days from the date of receipt of the
request. If a request for exclusion of certain minimum treating standards is approved, a form with a
notification of approval will be returned to the Pest Control Operator. The Pest Control Operator
shall sign the form, secure the signature of the Propérty Owner, and date of signing. The signed and
dated form shall be considered an attachment of the Contract for Control of Termites issued on the
subject property and shall be submitted with a copy of the contract and graph to the property owner
and also reported in the copies sent to the Plant Board. The contract, issued on the building for which
the Exclusion of Certain Minimum Treating Standards has been approved, shall clearly state that,
minimum requirements for Structural Pest Control Work have not been fulfilled and reference the
form as being a part of the contract. Contracts for which an Exclusion has been approved but that do
not clearly reference the exclusion form as a part of the contract, the exclusion approval shail be

" considered invalid and the operator shall be issued a Report of Sub-Standard Termite Treatment (Pink
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Slip) for the specific substandard conditions. The use of any document or agreement, for the purpose
of issuing a substandard termite treatment contract, other than a pre-approved Exclusion of Certain
Minimum Treating Standards form, issued by the Plant Board, is strictly prohibited. Enforcement
action shall be taken against all license holders and licensed operators found attempting to use such
documents and the violation shall be considered Misrepresentation for the Purpose of Deceiving or
Defrauding and subject to the fourth (4th) level of enforcement as per Arkansas State Plant Board
Pest Control Enforcement Response Regulations and Appendix A of Circular 6.

The maximum number of Exclusions of Certain, Minimum Treating Standards approvals available to
any license holder in any license year (currently July 1 to June 30) shall be limited to 2 number equal
to twenty percent (20%) of the number of buildings covered with a termite protection plan for which
the license holder reported and paid reporting fees during the previous license year.

4, Letters of Clearance / Wood Destroying Insect and Organisms Report: :

Any statements as to the condition of a building pertaining to termites, or other wood destroying
insects or decay fungi (Rot), other than a bid or proposal for treatment shall be considered a Letter
of Clearance. Letters of Clearance shall not be issued by any person, business, or entity without first
acquiring a commercial license to perform Classification 1 (Termite and Other Structural Pest
Control) work. Letters of Clearance issued in connection with a real estate transaction shall be made
on a form officially adopted by the State Plant Board. This form shall be the current Wood Destroying
Insect Infestation Inspection Report form prescribed by HUD. Letters of clearance must be
accompanied by a signed contract providing a guarantee of at least one year and a graph or diagram
showing, if present, the location of active or inactive wood destroying insect infestations and visible
damage. Structures upon which letters of clearance are written must meet all conditions stated in the
letter as well as all the minimum requirements for structural pest work in Sections IITA, B, and IIID
or I E. For additional responsibility on Letters of Clearance see Section II, Item I, Contracts.

Areas which are inaccessible for mSpectloﬁ must be clearly described i m the letter. Inaccessible areas
in crawl spaces must be made accessible as per minimum treating standards or excluded by a0
Exclusion of Minimum Treating Standards attachment to the contract.

When a Letter of clearance is issued on a building for which prevmus substandard prior approval,
waiver of the minimum treating requitements, or'exclusion of certain minimum treating standards has
been given, the license holder shell notify the new owner on the Clearance Letter and Contract that
specified prior approved substandard conditions exist in the structure. When this is done the license
holder shall not be issued a Report of Substandard Termite Treatment on the specxﬁed substandard
conditions.

5. Reportmg and Re-inspection Fees - Correcting Substandard Work:

Each license holder shall remit to the Plant Board, by the 15th day of each month, an inspection fee
of $5.00 for each building on which a contract has been issued during the previous calendar month
excluding new contracts issued with letters of clearance on buildings under current contracts. The
$5.00 reporting fee shall be paid on each building treated regardless -of how many buildings are
covered by a single contract. If for any reason the payment of this fee is delayed more than 30 days
the fee shall be doubled. The Plant Board, through its authorized representatives, reserves the right to
inspect any or all buildings on whick: a contract has been issued, to determine compliance with the .
Pest Control Law and Rules and Regulations made there-under.

Should inspections, by the Plant Board's representatives, of buildings covered by a contract, including
a renewal of a contract and/or Letter ‘of Clearance, be found infested with termites or other structural
pests for which prevention, control or eradication has been contracted, or if the Plant Board's

minimum standards (Sections IIfA, II[B, IIID and IIIE ), other than those excepted in the contract and
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given prior approval, a waiver of certain minimum treating standards, or an exclusion of certain
minimum treating standards by the Plant Board, have not been met or fulfilled, or misrepresentations
have been made to the owner, the Plant Board will send the license holder a notice to that effect. The
license holder shall, within 15 days, retreat the building when necessary and otherwise bring the
building into compliance with the law and these regulations and shall submit to the Plant Board along
with the report of correction an appropriate re-inspection fee. If the necessary corrections cannot be
made in 15 days due to circumstances beyond the license holder’s control, additional time may be
requested from the Plant Board office. When a notice has not been returned by the due date and the
license holder has not contacted the Plant Board officé concerning the notice, a re-inspection of the
building will be made and another notice will be issued, if the building has not been brought up to
standard at the time of the re-inspection. Should subsequent re-inspections reveal the building still
not in compliance, a third and final nétice will be issued following the same procedure outlined above.

Should re-inspections of the third and final notice reveal the building is still not in compliance the
license holder will be subject to enforcement action according to Arkansas State Plant Board Pest
Control Enforcement Response Regulations. These fees for each notice are to pay for the cost of
inspections and payment does not preclude invalidation of a license by the Plant Board should this be

warranted.

6. Inspection of First Five Properties Treated:

Within 90 days of issuance of a first termite and other structural pest license to a commercial
applicator, the new commercial applicator shall ‘submit a report on their first five termite treatments
including all required forms and information. The report shall be accompanied by an inspection fee
of $20.00 for each job and the regular $5.00 reporting fee will be waived on these first five jobs. The
new commercial applicator must be present and directly perform and/or supervise the first five termite

treatments. Plant Board representatives will inspect the jobs to assess the applicator’s performance -

and compliance with the law and regulations. New construction (pre-treat) applications must be
monitored by Plant Board representatives. The new commercial applicator must notify the
Commercial Pest Control Section 48 hours prior to all first five pre-treat applications.

An extension of the 90-day due date may be granted upon written request submitted to the Plant
Board. If a commercial applicator does not complete and report their first five jobs in 90 days or upon
_the extended due date, or if inspection shows that the applicator is apparently not qualified, a

notification that no more work is to be performed will be issued and the Plant Board will consider” -

revoking the applicator’s license. A hearing before the Board's Pest Control Committee may be
requ&sted by filing a certified letter w1th the Board within 20 days of receipt of the notice.

7. Supervisnon.

A commercial applicator (licensed operator) shall be considered in chaxge of all pest control work
and/or services performed. Commercial applicators shall be readily available and shall maintain a
" supervisory position over all pest control agents performing work in the classification or
classifications for which the commercial applicator is licensed. No more than 30 reglstered agents
shall be supervised by any one commercial applicator. The license holder shall assign supervisory
charge of commercial applicators over registered technicians. If evidence shows a registered
technician commits a violation of Arkansas Pest Control Law or Rules and Regulations the license

holder shall be required to identify the technicians supervising commercial applicator. If evidence

shows a commercial applicator and/or applicators are no longer in charge of the license helder’s pest
control operation, the commercial applicator (and/or applicators) and license holder’s licenses shall
be deemed invalid in accordance with the provnslons of the Pest Control Law.

-~ -~

8. Notice that all Jobs are to be inspected:
21
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Any time that an unreasonably high (15% or more) number of jobs of a license holder upon inspection
are found not in compliance with the law and these regulations, the Pest Control Comumittee, after
reviewing the record of the licensee in question, may instruct Plant Board inspectors to inspect all
jobs reported during the previous year. In such a case the license holder will be notified by registered
or certified letter (return receipt requested) that their work has not been satisfactory. The Plant Board
will withhold any further inspections for 60 days following the receipt of thi§ notice, After the 60-
day delay, all jobs reported the previous year, not including those previously checked and in
compliance, will be inspected. The time period covered will be the year previous to the date that the

above notice is received by the licgnse holder. . . “
SECTION IIT A
MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS FOR STRUCTURAL PEST WORK ON
EXISTING STRUCTURES

1. Access opening:

An opening, at least 14 inches high and 16 inches wide, shall be provided to permit inspection
under all parts of the building.

2. Chemicals:

The term chemical, when used hereafter, shall apply to pesticides used for the control or prevention
of termites, powder-post beetles, wood destroying fungi and other wood destroying organisms. The
name of the chemical used, -and the product’s EPA Registration number shall be clearly stated on the
face of each contract and clearly identified on any and all re-treatment records. This requirement shail
also apply to Reports of Substandard Termite Treatment when additional chemical applications are
required or performed. The pesticides are described in Section II C-materials.

3. Debris and Form Boards:

(a) All wood including stumps, roots and other cellulose debris which can be caught by a rake, on the
surface of the ground, must be removed from underneath the building, Large stumps, that are
impractical to remove, may be trenched, drilled or rodded and treated provided they are not in contact
with or within 5 inches of the building’s substructure timbers.

-

(b) All unnecessary form boards and grade stakes must be removed from underneath and around the
outside of the building. Grade stakes embedded in the foundation footing which are impractical to
remove should be cut off flush with the concrete and treated as per label directions with chemical.

4. Clearance Under Buildmgs

All soil, which is within 12 inches of bottom edge of floor joists or within 5 inches of sub-sills, must
be removed. .

. Note: Scuttle holes, 14 inches high and 16 inches wide, must be provided under drop sills, plumbing,

air ducts, or any other similar obstructions. All areas under the building must be made accessible for
complete inspection.

5. Shelter Tubes:
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Brush all termite shelter fubes from piers, walls, sills, joists, sub-floors, pipes, and othez parts of the
building. ‘ . o

6. Piers and Stiff-legs:

Stiff-legs, wood piers, or other wood supports must have concrete or metal-capped bases extending
at least 3 inches above the ground.

7. Wood on Concrete Floors:

Where wood parté such as posts, door frames, partitions, stair-carriages, stiff-legs, posts, or other
wood supports that: :

(a) have been attacked by termites working up thru concrete, or
(b) are set down into concrete,
Said wood parts may be cut off and placed on concrete or metal bases and/or treated as per

label directions around such supports.

8. Wood Steps:

Wood steps must be treated with approved chemicals according to the label directions.
9. Pipes:
Pipes must be treated with approved chemi‘cals‘according to the label directions.

10. Replacements / Exclusion of Existing Damage: N

. 7

A. Wood substantially weakened by termites, powder-post beetles or decay fungi (rot) should be
replaced. Replacements may be made by the license holder or the property owner, or both,
- Replacements made by the license holder exceeding two thousand dollars ($2,000.00) must be
performed by a licensed contractor. Replacement of damage caused by termites or powder-post
beetles for which the operator.is not responsible must be specifically excluded in writing by: - '
(1) Describing the excluded replacements in the contract and stating therein that they are not to

be made by the license holder; -
(2) Showing their location on the diagram of the structure and; .
(3) Noting that the replacement of un-infested hidden damage (that which cannot be seen by
thorough visible inspection without defacing the property), which is not covered by (1) and (2) and .
which was caused by an infestation occurring prior to the operator’s first treatment of the property or
the issuance of a letter of clearance, shall not be the responsibility of the license holder.

B. The license holder shall be required to replace substantially weakened wood which has been
damaged by termites, on buildings covered by a contract providing a guarantee for retreatment and
replacement of termite damage, when inspectors find active termites associated with the damaged
wood and / or visible damage not excluded as required in paragraph A. .

C. Replacement of wood weakened by decay fungi (rot) shall not be the license holder’s
responsibility, unlesg they have entered into an agreement to control this pest. . -

11. Outside Grade: (See Figure 1)
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A. Wood Construction. -

Top of foundation wall and all exterior wood, such as siding and framing, must be at least 3 inches
above outside grade. To lower grade, soil next to wall must be removed fo necessary depth and
treated with approved chemicals according to the label directions.

B. Masonry Veneer Construction.
Soil against masonry veneer must be treated with approved chemicals accordmg to the label
directions.

‘. ' ‘e

FIGURE 1 EXPLAINS 11.

In this drawing, the top. of the foundatxon is level with the outside grade. This is a hazardous condition
for two reasons: -

(1) Wood at or near ground level is often damp, a condition favorable to termites;

(2) Termites can easily enter from the outside, unseen, by going thru cracks in the first mortar joint
and then into the sheathing. Unless the outside grade is at least 3 inches below the wood parts of the
house (including the siding on a frame house), it must be treated as described in Section 11.

12, Skirﬁng and Lattice Work:

Skirting and Lattice Work should rest on solid concrete or cemented brick extending at least 3 inches
above the outside grade, unless suspended,.in which case there should be at least 3 inches clearance
above grade. Contact must be brokeir betweén the building and any lattice which may rest on or in
the soil.

Exception: Skirting and lattice work outside the perimeter of a buildings foundation, attached to a
wood porch or deck, need not be serviced to provide 3 inches of clearance above the outside grade.
These items must be treated with approved chemicals according to the label directions.

13 Steps, Porches, Ground Slabs and Similar Structures:

A. Structures which are even with, or above the sil.l line, must be:

-~
-~

Drilled and treated at intervals specified by label directions at the juncture of the structure and
foundation or wall. If the label ghecﬁons are not specific, the intervals at which the operator drills to
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achieve adequate barriers shall be stated on the graph. In such cﬁses if the maximum intervals are not
stated on the graph the operator will be required to drill and treat the structures at a’ maximum of 18
inch intervals. If the structure is long-rodded, the route must be shown on the diagram of the building;

B. Structures below the sill line:
1. Veneer construction, must be treated with approved chemicals accordmg to the label directions.

2. Frame construction, in Which the structure is within 3 inches of the wood, must be tréated with
approved chemicals accordmg to the label directions. If the structure is more than 3 inches below the
wood no treatment is requiréd unless an infestation is associated with the structure, or otherwise
specified by the label directions.

14, Stueco:

(2) Wood supports for stucco must be at least 6 inches above outside ground level, or 4 inches
above the level of ground under an adjacent slab.

(b) Where stucco extends to or below grade, the soil must be treated With approved chemicals
according to the label directions. This is in addition to ground treatment under building (see 15).

15. Ground Treatment Under the Building:

The inside of foundation wall and around all pipes, chimneys, and piers must be treated with approved
chemical accordmg to the label directions.

16. Ground Trea(ment Outside Buildings:

The outside of foundation walls must be treated with approved chemicals according to the label
directions.

17. Chemical Treatment of Masonry

Treatment’ with approved chemicals shall be in accordance with label directions as follows to
foundation walls, piers, and chimneys.
(a) To all cracks in concrete.

(b.) To mortar joints, cracks, and voids in the horizontal layer 6f masonry (stone, brick, conérete
blocks, and tiles) which is adjacent to the treated ground at the bottom of the trench.

. N
(c) To voids between walls, as in brick veneer and stucco construction.

* NOTE 1: When the foundation wall is of hollow masonry blocks and the blocks are not capped with
metal or solid concrete, each void should be drilled and injected with chemical unless specified
otherwise by the label directions. This should be done even though there is no visible sign of
infestation.

NOTE 2: When footing is of solid concrete, with no cracks, and trencheson both sides of wall extend
down to it, drilling and injection of mortar joints in wall is ordinarily not necessary.

NOTE 3: Items 15, 16, and 17 do not permit spot treatment of dwellings. The license holder is held
responsible for the entire structure on one family dwelling units. Commercial, industrial and
institutional buildings may, however, be spot treated at the license holder’s option. The license
holder’s responsibility in such cases shall be limited to retreatment and repair of the area spot treated,
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provided the area is shown on the graph, described in the contract and understood by the property
owner before the contract is signed.

18. Powder-Post Beetles:

If powder-post beetles are not to be treated or covered by the contract, the owner must be so informed
in writing on the initial contract. Treatment, if made, should be applied to all wood showing signs of
infestation. This can be done by spraying, brushing, or mopping as per label directions onto wood
surfacgs any pesticide approved for use in powder-post beetle contro] as deseribed in Section IIC-
Materials. Two or more applications must usually be made at intervals to achieve control. Special .
" formulations are required for treating flooring or furniture to avoid damage to the finish. ~

19. Slab Construction:

Slab construction shall meet all of the foregoing minimum requirements except, as outlined in
paragraphs 1, 3(a), 4,9, and 15. Treatments should be made when swarms occur or damage is found,
or as a preventive measure. Treatment under the slab is accomplished by drilling holes in the slab or
foundation through which chemical can be applied in accordance with label directions to establish a
barrier in the soil. Long-rodding can sometimes be accomplished without drilling. Brick and stone
veneer on slab construction is treated by drilling through the veneer and injecting the void between
the veneer and the slab with chemical. Brick and stone veneer shall be treated with approved
chemicals according to the label directions. If the label directions require drilling and treating and the
maximum interval requirements are not specific, the intervals at which the operator drills to achieve
adequate barriers shall be stated on the graph. In such cases if the maximum irtervals are not stated
on the graph the operator will be required to drill and treat at a maximum of 18 inch intervals.

NOTE: On structures which are part slab and part crawl space, appropﬁate mmlmum requirements
shall be met on each part. ‘

20. Foam Treatment for Concrete Slab and Masonry Veneer:

Treamnt is accomplished by applying the chemi@ according to the label directions.
.21. Foam Treatment for Crawl Sp-ace: '

Treatmeqt is accomplished by applying the chemical according to the label directions.

NOTE: All contracts and graphs must specify when foam treatment is used and clearly state the name
and the EPA Registration number of the product used.

SECTION IIIB
MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS FOR STRUCTURAL PEST WORK ON
NEW CONSTRUCTION (PRE-TREAT)

Pretreat: New buildings which are treated for the ‘control of termites before, during and/or at the
conclusion of construction. Pretreatments shall be made as directed by one or a combination of the
followmg treatment methods

- -

1. Chemical soil barrier treatments:
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Craw] space construction: approved chemical at concentration rate and volume must be applied
according to label directions to establish a vertical barrier in the soil adjacent to both sides of the
foundation, around piers, pipes and other construction elements that would permit termites to infest
the building from the ground. Horizontal chemical barriers must be established by applying chemical
at the concentration rate and volume specified by the label directions to all soil surfaces to be covered
by steps, porches, garage floors, carport slabs, patios or other structures adjoining the building. In
addition to the establishment of both vertical and horizontal chemical barriers in the soil the building
must meet items 1, 2, 3,4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 and 11a of the minimum requirements given for existing
struotures in'Section ITA. : ' “ *

Slab Construction: approved chemical at concentration rate and vohume must bé applied according to
label directions to establish a horizontal chemical barrier in the soil under all parts of the building,
adjoining steps, carports, garage floors, patios, porches, or other structures adjoining the building.
Chemical must be applied at concentration rate and volume according to the label directions in the
soil adjacent to the foundation wall around the outside of the building to establish a vertical barrier
in the soil. In addition to the establishment of horizontal and vertical chemical barriers in the soil, the
building must meet items 3b, 5, 7, 8, 10, and 11a of the minimum requirements given for existing
structures in Section III A.

1Y
Foam Treatments: Treatment is'accomplished by applying the chemical as specified by the label
directions. o : '

NOTE: Contracts and graphs must specify when foam treatment is used and clearly state the name
and the EPA Registration number of the product used.

NOTE: Buildings which are part slab and part crawl space, appropriate minimum requirements shall
be met on each part. ' : ’

2. Above ground wood treatment methods:

Approved chemical must be applied to the wood according to the label directions, concentration rates
and volumes. In addjtion crawl space buildings must meet items 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 10,.and 11a-of the
minimum requirements for existing structures in Section IIT'A. .

Bait treatment methods:

When baits are used for pretreatment of a new building, all requirements in Section III E must be
met.

Note: Contracts and graphs for all pren'éats must state the name and the EPA Registration number of
the material used. All materials used must comply with the requirements for méterials given in
Section Il C. . .

SECTION III C
MATERIALS

_Any pesticide or combination of pesticides approved by the United States Environmental Protection

Agency, registered with the Arkansas State Plant Board and labeled for the prevention or control of
termites, powder-post beetles, wood-rotting fungi or other wood destroying organisms may be used
to treat structural pests provided that the pesticides are used according to the label directions.

27



Agency Number 209.02

SECTIONIII D

MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS FOR STRUCTURAL PEST WORK ON

WOOD DECKS AND WOOD PATIOS ON EXISTING AND NEW
CONSTRUCTION

1. Chemical Treatment to wood decks and wood patios (an open platform adjoining a building,
not covered by a roof and/or supported by and enclosed masonry foundation):

Appioved chemicals shall be applied or reapplied according to label directions around and under
wood decks and wood patios to control subterranean termites.

2. New confracts, Contract Transfers, Clearance Letters and Soil Treatment Certificate
Responsibility:

Wood decks and/or wood patios are INCLUDED as part of the contract, contract transfer or
clearance letter issued on an attached structure UNLESS the contract, contract transfer or
clearance letter shows in BOLD PRINT that existing termite damage, or damage that occurs in
the future, is NOT to be replaced on wood decks and/or wood patios.

3. Replacements:

A. License holders shall not be required to replace damaged wood caused by termites on wood
decks or wood patios treated, even if infested with live subterranean termites, provided, that
Section ITI D, subsection 2 above has been complied with. -

B. License holders shall not be required to replace damaged wood caused by weather related rot
or other rots on wood decks or wood patios.

C. License holders shall be required to replace damage caused by termites in the treated
structure adjacent to the wood deck or wood patio even though the infestation causing such
damage originates in the wood deck or patio after the initial treatment to the property.

CLARIFICATION:

A. License holders electing to issue contracts for future termite damage replacement on wood
decks and wood patios, shall be held equally responsnble as for any other part of a building.

B. License holders failing to comply with Section III D, subsection 2 above shall be requlred.to
make replacements as needed on wood decks and wood patios.

C. Wood decks and wood patios NOT connected to a treated buildiﬁg are excluded from

treatment or repair requirements, unless they are specifically covered by a contract for
treatment and damage replacement.

SECTION I E
MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS FOR TERMITE WORK WHEN USING
" BAITS AS THE METHOD OF CONTROL

1. Contracts:
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In addition to requirements specified in SECTION II item 1, contracts must specifically state the
initial number of bait stations that are to be installed and the frequency upon which an inspection of
the bait placements or monitoring stations are to be performed. The diagram must show the location
of each bait station.

‘2. Treatment:

‘The materials, baits, monitoring stations, and matrix's shall be apphed and maintained according to
“label directions and schedule specified in the contract.-

3.Replacements / Exclusion of Existing Damage:

A. Wood substantially weakened by termites, powder-post beetles or decay fungi (rot) should be
replaced. Replacements may be made by the license holder or the property owner, or both.
Replacements made by the license holder exceeding two thousand dollars ($2,000.00) shall be
performed by a licensed contractor. Replacements of damage caused by termites or powder-post
beetles for which the license holder is not responsible must be speciﬁcally excluded in writing by:

(1) Describing the excluded replacements in the contract and stating therein that they are not to

be made by thé operator. :

(2) Showing their location on the diagram of the' structure and;

(3) Noting that the replacement of un-infested hidden damage (that which cannot be seen by thorough
visible inspection without defacmg the property), which is not covered by (1) and (2) which was
caused by an infestation occurring prior to the operator's first treatment of the property or the issuance
of a letter of clearance, shall not be the responsibility of the operator

B. The license holder shall be required to replace substant]ally weakened wood, which has been
damaged by termites, on buildings covered by a contract providing a guarantee for retreatment and
replacement of termite damage, when inspectors find active termites associated with the damaged
wood and/ or visible damage not excluded as required in paragraph A.

C. Replacement of wood weakened by decay fungi (rot) shall not be the license holders responsibility,
unless they have-entered into an agreement to control this pest.

SECTION IV
= HOUSEHOLD PEST AND RODENT CONTROL
(CLASSIFICATION 2)

Household Pest and Rodent Control shall consist of the control of any mammal, bird, arthropod,
reptile or other organism that may infest or invade a home or other buildings or the immediate area
around or under these homes or buildings or other areas, other than wood-damaging or destroymg
insects, fungi or organisms. Holders of a license in this classification shall not be restricted in
performing Household Pest and Rodent Control servnm

The Plant Board will investigate complamts against license holders, and monitor each operator's work
from time to time, and may invalidate a license for fraud, misrepresentation, failure to carry out
contracts, use of improper methods or materials, or other reasons specified in the law.

Supervision: . .
A commercial applicator (licensed operator) shall be considered in charge of all pest control work
and/or services performed. Commercial applicators shall be readily available and shall maintain a
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- supervisory position over all pest control agents performing work in the classification or

classifications for which the commercial applicator is licensed. No more than 30 registered agents -

shall be supervised by any one commercial applicator. The license holder shall assign supervisory
charge of commercial applicators over registered technicians. If evidence shows a registered
technician commits a violation of Arkansas Pest Control Law or Rules and' Regulations the license
holder shall be required to identify the technicians supervising commercial applicator. If evidence
shows a commercial applicator and/or applicators are no longer in charge of the license holder’s pest
control operation, the commercial applicator (and/or applicators) and license holder’s licenses shall
be deemed invalid in accordance with the provisions of the Pest Control Law.

- - -

SECTION V
= TREE AND TURF PEST CONTROL (CLASSIFICATION 4)
= WEED CONTROL (CLASSIFICATION 5)
= GOLF COURSE PEST CONTROL (CLASSIFICATION 6)

The Plant Board will investigate complaints against license holders and may cancel license for fraud,
misrepresentation, failure to carry out promises, use of improper methods or materials, or other
reasons specified in the law.

Supervision:

A commercial applicator (licensed operator) shall be considered in charge of all pest control work
and/or services performed. Commercial applicators shall be readily available and shall maintain &
supervisory position over. all pest control agents performing work in the classification or
classifications for which the commercial applicator is licensed. No more than 30 registered agents
shall be supervised by any one commercial applicator. The license holder shall assign supervisory
charge of commercial applicators over registered technicians. If evidence shows a registered
technician commits a violation of Arkansas Pest Control Law or Rules and Regulations the license
holder shall be required to identify the technicians supervising commercial applicator. If evidence
shows a commercial applicator and/or applicators are no longer in charge of the license holder’s pest
control operation, the commercial applicator (and/or applicators) and license holder’s licenses shall
be deemed invalid in accordance with the provisions of the Pest Control Law.

. SECTION VI
" = GENERAL FUMIGATION (CLASSIFICATION 3)

Holders of a license in this category shall not be restricted in performing fumigation services.

Supervision:

A commercial applicator (licensed operator) shall be considered in charge of all pest control work

and/or services performed Commercial applicators shall be readily available and shall maintain a
supervisory position oVer all pest control agents performing work in the clasificatiod or
classifications for which the commercial applicator is licensed. No more than 30 registered agents
shall be supervised by any one commercial applicator. The license holder shall assign supervisory
charge of commercial applicators over registered technicians. If evidence shows a registered
technician commits a violation of Arkansas Pest Control Law or Rules and Regulations the license
holder shall be required to identify the technicians supervising commercial applicator. If evidence
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shows a commercial applicator and/or applicators are no longer in charge of the license holder’s pest
control operation, the commercial applicator (and/or applicators) and license holder’s licenses shall
be deemed invalid in accordance with the provisions of the Pest Control Law.

| SECTION VII
» NON-COMMERCIAL STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL
(CLASSIFICATION 7), - .o
= NON-COMMERCIAL FUMIGATION (CLASSIFICATION 8

Non-Commercial Structural Pest Control (Classification 7):
A Non-Commercial Applicator Certificate (not a license) shall be issued in this classification to
owners or employees of government, institutions, businesses, companies, or corporations for the
purpose of performing pest control work (including wood destroying insects and organisms) on the
premises of property owned or managed by themselves or their employer. Non-commercial
applicators shall be restricted to pest control work at addresses owned or under the direct management
of their employer as stated on the Non-Commercial Applicator Certificate. Non-commercial
applicators shall be restricted from i xssumg Letters of Clearance, wood destroying insect inspection
reports; or termite contracts. Any perfson issuing any fype of termite inspection related reports or
contracts or performing pest control work for more than one government agency, institution, business,
company, or corporation shall qualify and be licensed, bonded, and insured under Classification 1
(Termite and Other Structural Pest) and/or Classification 2 (Household Pest and Rodent Control)
rather than in this classification. The business, companies, or corporations and the non-commercial
applicator shall be jointly and severally responsible for the proper use of pesticides by the employee.
Non-commercial applicators must take special precautions when performing pesticide applications
in areas such as for food preparation, ‘areas occupied by tenants, pets, workers, etc. All pesticide
product label directions must be strictly followed. The Non-Commercial Applicator Certificate shall
be subject to denial, suspension or invalidation for any or all grounds stated in A.R Code Annotated
§17-37-101 as amended or these regulations.

Non-Commercial Fumxgatxon (Classification 8): :

A Non-Commercial Applicator Certificate (not a license) shall be issued in this classification to
owners or employees of, primarily wholesale food manufacturing, processing and storing businesses,
compames, or corporations for the purpose of performing fumigation pest control work on the .
premises of property owned or managed by themselves or their employer. Said non-commercial
applicators shall be restricted to fumigation at addresses owned or-under the direct management of
their employer as stated on the Non-Commercial Applicators Certificate. Any person performing
fumigation for more than one business, company, or corporation shall qualify and be licensed under
Classification 3 (General Fumigation) rather than in this classification. The business, company, or
corporation and the non-commercial applicator shall be jointly and severally responsible for the
proper use of fumigents. The Non-Commercial Applxcator certificate shall be subject to denial,
suspension or invalidation for any or all grounds stated in AR Code Annotated §17-37-101 as
amended or these regulations.

SECTION VIII _
- NON-COMMERCIAL TREE AND TURF PEST CONTROL
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(CLASSIFICATION 9)
» NON-COMMERCIAL GOLF COURSE PEST CONTROL -
(CLASSIFICATION 10) ‘

Non-Commercial Tree and Turf Pest Control (Classification 9):

A Non-Commercial Applicator Certificate (not a license) shall be issued to owners or employees of
government, institutions,, businesses, companies, or corporations for the purpose of,
performing tree and turf pest control work on the premises of property owned by themselves

or their employer. Said non-commercial applicators shall be restricted to pest control work at.the - *

address or addresses stated on the Non-Commercial Applicator Certificate. A Non-Commercial
Applicator shall not perform pest control services for more than one governmental agency, institution,
business, company, or corporation without having fully qualified and become licensed as a
Commercial Applicator under Classifications 4 (Tree and Turf Pest Control) or Classification 5
(Weed Control). The agency, institution, business, company, or corporation and the non-commercial
applicator shall be jointly and severally responsible for the proper use of pesticides by the employee.
The Non-Commercial Applicator Certificate shall be subject to denial, suspension, or invalidation for
any or all grounds stated in AR code Annotated §17-37-101 et seq. as amended or these regulations.

Non-Commercial Golf Course Pest Control (Classification 10):

A Non-Commercial Applicator Certificate (not a license) shall be issued in this. classification to

employees of the owner or owners of specific golf courses. Said employees shall be restricted to pest .
control work on courses owned or under control of said golf course owner or owners. The golf course

owner or owners and the employee shall be jointly and severally responsible for the proper use of
pesticides. A Non-Cornmercial Applicator shall not perform pest control service for inore than one

golf course without having fully qualified and become licensed as a Commercial ‘Applicator under

Classification 6 (Golf Course Pest Control). The Non-Commercial Applicator Certificate shall be

subject to denial, suspension or invalidation for any or all grounds stated in AR code Annotated § 17-

37-101 et seq. as amended or these regulations.

SECTION IX' |
ARKANSAS STATE PLANT BOARD PEST CONTROL
 ENFORCEMENT RESPONSE REGULATIONS

TABLE OF CONTENTS

X. Statement of Purpose ) ’ © 35

XL Definitions - 35

X1I. Legal Authority _ ' 3§ X

X1 Enforcement Actions 36
B 7]



Agency Number 209.02

XIV. Incident Im./estigatit;n 37 .

XV. Aétivation of anorcement'Res.ponse Pleicy . 39

XVL Internal Review '~ ‘- . 40 “ .
XVIL Hearings | . . . ' 40

XVII.  Right of Appeal 40

X. STATEMENT OF PURPOSE

Pesticides are valuable to Arkansas' agricultural production and the protection of man and his
possessions from insects, rodents, weeds, plant diseases, and other pests. It is essential to the public
health and welfare that pestxcldes be used properly to prevent adverse effects on man and the

environment. '

“The purpose of the regulation is to provide a fair and consistent mechanism by' which compliance '
with the Arkansas Pest Control Law, as amended, and the regulations written pursuant thereto can be
achieved.

XI. DEFINITIONS
(As used in this policy)

Base Civil Penalty The midpoint of a civil penalty range. [Example: The civil penalty range for
failute to report structural pest control work (1st level of enforcement) is $200.00 to $400.00. The

base penalty is $300.00]

Case Development Review Panel: An internal committee of staff including: 1. The Plant Industry
Division Director or his/her designee, 2. The Agency Assistant Director or his/her designee, and 3.
The Agency Director or his/ her designee. The Case DeveIOpment Review Panel will carefully review
all case documentation to insure completeness and to insure that the recommended enforcement
action is appropnate

Level of Enforcement: The category by which a v101at1ve incident is considered a first, second, third,
or fourth offense.. ; .

-

For a violation to be considered as a second or subsequent offense, it must be a repeat of a violation
for which a previous enforcement action has been taken by the Plant Board. The previous
violation/violatiens must have occurred within the past 3 years.

Minor Violation: A violative incident which does not involve human health, safety, or endanger the
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environment; or other incidents of non-compliance which do not create a competitive disadvantage
for licensees in full compliance.

Major Violation: A violative incident which affects human health, safety, or the environment; or other
incidents of non-compliance which create a competitive advantage over licensees in full compliance;
or a history of repetitive violative incidents. Any violation consisting of a label violation that involves
a potential human exposure may result in elevation of the violation to the fourth level of enforcement.

*In no case shall the failure to meet minimum requirements for structural pest.work (Sections III A,
III B, ITI C, and Il D) adopted under the authority of Ar. Code 17-37-105, except those which requlre
a termmclde application, be considéered a violation and subject to a civil penalty. g

Respondent: A person charged with a violation of the Arkansas Pest Control Law as amended, and
the regulations written pursuant thereto.

XII. LEGAL AUTHORITY

A "Arkansas Pest Control Law" A.C.A. 17-37-101 et. seq. and Regulations.

B. "The Arkansas Plant Act" A.C.A. 2-16-203 et. seq. and Regulations.

X]]I. ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS

Under the preceding Arkansas Codes, the Plant Board has several options for enforcement
action. These are:

A. Warning Letter: For minor, 1st level of enforcement violations, the Board or Board Staff will

) issue a warning letter. The letter will cite the specific violation. The letter will also identify
any corrective action that may be needed and notify the respondent that further vmlauons will
result in more severe enforcement acuon

B. Informal Agreement: When a violation has been alleged, the respondent has the option of an
informal hearing or a board/committee hearing. The purpose of the informal hearing is to
resolve a complaint or incident. A hearing officer will: meet jointly with the respondent and
Plant Board Staff. The group will seek consensus on an appropriate enforcement action for
recommendation to the Board. Enforcement action based on the Penalty Matrix (Appendix A)
will include Civil Penalty and/or license suspension, revocation, non-renewal, or registration
cancellation. The Full Board acts on all recommendations resulting from the informal hearing,

C. Board/Committee Hearing: If the respondent chooses to bypass the informal agreement
process, or if an agreement can not be reached during-the informal hearing, a hearing will be
held by the Pest Control Committee of the Board. Enforcement action will include Civil Penalty
and/or license suspension, revocation, non-renewal, or registration cancellation. Following the

*  Cominittee hearing, a written Finding of Fact, Conclusion 0f Law, and recommendation will
: “be submitted to the Board. The Full Board will act on il reconimendations of the Committee.

D. Suspension/revecation / non-renewal of a license or registration:

.The suspension, revocation, or non-renewa] of a license by the.Board may be in addition to,
or in conjunction with, a civil penalty fine.
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E. Injunction: The Board may apply for an injunction to any court of competent jurisdiction for
violations of the Pest Control Law. The court, upon hearing and for cause, lias the option of
temporary or permanent injunction restraining any person from violating any provisions of The
Arkansas Pest Control Law and regulations.

F. Referral to Prosecuting Attorney: The Plant Board has the option of referring violations of
the Pest Control Law to the prosecuting attorney.

.
e -

G. Referral to EPA The Plant Board will negotiate cases of referral w1th EPA to determme the
appropriate action.

XIV. INCIDENT INVESTIGATION

An incident investigation will be initiated when:

A Routine compliance monitoring indicates a violation has occurred.

B. A formal complaint that an alleged violative incident has occurred (Filing of a written form by
a complainant). In cases of apparent immediate endangerment to health or the environment,
the written notification may be waived and the investigation of the alleged incident will begin

immediately).

C. Pessible human exposure to pesticides is assigned priority status.

The processing sequence for an incident mvestigation is outlined in Figure L.
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FIGURE 1 .

Processing Sequence
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XV. ACTIVATION OF ENFORCEMENT RESPONSE POLICY
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Ah apparerit violation of law and/or regulation must be documented to initiate an enforcement
action.

. r
Documentation must conform to the requirements of the Plant Industry Division.

The sequence of events within the enforcement response policy is as follows:

-

‘e

Referral to
State

FIGURE 1T
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XVI. INTERNAL REVIEW

The Case Development Panel will carefully review all documentation and records to determine:

That apparent violation / violations have cccurred.

*Whether the apparent violation or violations are Minor and/or Major violations.
The correct level of enforcement based on the penalty matrix and the documented
history of the respondent.

nwp

Concurrence with the Division’s finding by the Panel must be unanimous before further action can
be taken on the case.

XVII. HEARINGS

The informal hearing officer and/or the appropriate Committee and/or the Full Board will carefully
review the documentation and hear cases of alleged violations.

Should it be determined a violation(s) has occurred, the severity and level of enforcement of each
violation will be determined by the three (3) factors in Section VIJ; as they are applied to the Penalty
Matrix (Appendix A).

"If a violation is determined in this sequence; the following facfors will be considered:

A. Cooperation of the respondent.
B. Other extenuating/mitigating circumstances.

The Hearing Officer/Committee/Board may-use these factors to accelerate or ‘mitigate enforcement
action. When a civil penalty is the preferred action, the base penalty may be increased or decreased
based on these factors. The civil penalty will not be more or less than the range for the specific
violation listed in Appendix A.

The Full Board will take action to determine the final disposition of the case.

XVIIL. RIGHT OF APPEAL

Any person aggrieved by any action of the Plant Board may obtain a review thereof, by filing in
circuit court within 30 days of notice of the action, a written petition praying that the action of the
Plant Board be set aside. .
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 APPENDIX - A

PENALTY MATRIX
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PENALTY MATRIX . APPENDIX A
VIOLATION Violation | 1% Level of 2™ Level of 3" Level of 4" Level of
. Level Enforcement Enforcement Enforcement Enforcement
Enforcement | Civil Enforcement | Civil Enforcement | Civil Enforcement | Civil
Action - Penalty Action Penalty Action Penalty | Action Penalty
1. Failure to secure réquired pest Minor A
control licenses. .
Major B,C,EF 200-1060 B,C.EF 400-1000 B,CEF 600-1000 B,CEEF 800-1000
2. Pesticide recommendations or
applications which are .
inconsistent with any/or all of Minor A B,C 200-400
the following:
A. Labeling
B. Federal or State registrations ) .
C. Rederal or State restrictions of Major B,C,G 200-400 B,C,G 400-600 B,C,D,G 600-800 | B,C,D,E,G | 800-1000
the use of a pesticide ‘
3. Intentional mi‘srepresentation(s) Minor
,in any application for a license. ..
s | Major B,C 200400 B,C 400-600 B,C 600-800 B,CE 800-1000
4. *Misrepresentations for the Minor ) ‘
: purpose of deceiving for ] .
defrauding. Major B,CD 200-400 B,C,D 400-600. B,CD 600-800 B,C,D £00-1000
5. Knowingly making a false .
statement for the purpose of Minor
inducing others to act to their
Major B,CD 200-400 "B,C,D 400-600 ‘B,C,D 600-800 B,C,D,E
ENFORCEMENT ACTION OPTIONS
A - Warning letter C — Board/Committee Hearing E - Injunction G —Referral to EPA

B - Informal Agreement .

D - Suspension/Revocation of License

E- Referral to Prosecuting Attorney
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B - Informal Agreement

A

D - Suspension/Revacation of License

F- Referral to Prosecuting Attorney

41

PENALTY MATRIX . APPENDIX A (con’t)
VIOLATION ) Violation | 1% Level of 2% Level of - 39 Level of 4% 1 evel of * )
Level Enforcement Enforcement Enforcement Bnforcement °
Enforcement | Civil Enforcement Civi'l Enforcement | Civil Enforcement | Civil
Action Penalty | Action Penalty Action Penalty Action Penalty
6. Performing work, with or _ .
without compensation, in a "Minor
classification for which the _
licensee does not hold a license. ) -
Major B,CD,EF | 200-1000 | B,CD,EF | 400-1000 B,C,D,EF 600-1000 | B,C,D,EF | 800-1000
7. Falsification of records or Minor : B,C,D | 400800 | B,C,D,B,F | 600-1000
failure to maintain or make A B,C 200-400
available all records required by ) -
this Act. Major B,C,D |200-1000 | B,C,D | 400-1000 | B,C,DE | 800-1000 | B,C,D,E,F | 800-1000
8. Failure of licensee to supply the . '
Board or its authorized A B,C 200400
representative, upon request Minor
with true and accurgte
information conceriiing . ) . B.C.D.E.F .
. Mai B’ , D, - s oy Ly Lo -
methods and materials used on jor B,C,D 200-1000 B,C,D 400-1000 C,D,E 800-1000 800-1000
+ work performed. .
9. Failure of licensee to register : ) )
-, agents or solicitors, or failure to Minor A B,C 200400
pay registration inspection or - )
reporting fees due or failure to | Major :
make reports within the time B,C 200-400 B,C 400-600 B,CD 600-800 | - B,CD,E 800-1000
specified
ENFORCEMENT ACTION OPTIONS
A - Warning letter C — Board/Committee Hearing E — Injunction G —Referral to EPA
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' PENALTY MATRIX APPENDIX A( con’t)
VIOLATION , Violation | 1* Level of 2" Level of | 3 Level of 4™ Level of '
. Level Enforcement Enforcement Enforcement Enforcement
Enforcement |Civil | Enforcement Civil ‘Enforcement | Civil Enforcement Civil
< . Action Penalty -.| Action Penalty Action Penalty | Action Penalty
. 10. Failure to report structural pest [ Minor A B,C 100-400
* control work. . . -
Major B,C,D 200400 B,C,D 400-600 B,C,D 600-800 B,C,D,B 800-1000
11. Failure to correct substandard | Minor
work. ] 400-600 ) !
Major B,C,D 200400 B,C,D . B,CD 600-800 B,C,D,E 800-1000
12. Failure of licensee to obtain - . '
satisfactory control of the pests |  Minor A B,C 200-400
_or diseases which the licensee
engages to control or eradicate .
as cvidenced by repeated | Major B,C,D 600-800 B,CD,E | 800-1000
inspections by the Board.
13. Conviction by any court.of a| Minor
violation of this chapter or of :
FIFRA. . | Major B.CD 200400 | BCD 400600 | BCD,G | 600-800 | B,CDEG | 800-1000
14, Operation of faulty o} Minor A B,C 200-600 B,C,D 400-800 B,C,D,E
\unsafe equipment. —T
s Major B,C 200-600 B,C,D,F 400-800 | B,C,D,E,G | 600-1000 | B,C,D,E,F, { 800-1000
’ G .
15.. Distribution of adulterated Minor A B,C 200-600 B,C,D 600-800 | B,C,D,E,G | 800-1000
d/or misbranded pesticides.
andlor misbranced peshicide Major B,C 200600 | B,C,D | 400800 |B,C,D,E,F, | 800-1000 | C,D,E,F,G |-800-1000 |
G -
ENFORCEMENT ACTION OPTIONS '
A - Warning letter C - Board/Committee Hearing E - Injunction G —Referral to EPA

B - Informal Agreement

D - Suspension/Revocation of License

(

F- Referral to Prosecuting Attorney
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Attachment 4a

MINUTES OF
ARKANSAS STATE PLANT BOARD
PESTICIDE COMMITTEE MEETING

May 27, 2025
Committee Members Present: Chairman George Dunklin,
Committee Members via Zoom: Sam Angel, Garrett Frost, Matthew Miles, Dr. Nathan Slaton
Committee Members Absent: Nathan Reed, Reynold Meyer

Mr. Wes Ward, Secretary of the Arkansas Department of Agriculture, Mr. Scott Bray, Plant Industries
Division Director, Ms. Susie Nichols, Pesticide Section Manager, Mr. Corey Seats, Arkansas Department of
Agriculture General Counsel, Ms. Sherry Seiffert, Arkansas Department of Agriculture Managing Attorney,
and other Arkansas Department of Agriculture staff members and guests were present.

Chairman George Dunklin called the meeting to order at 09:32 A.M. and asked the Pesticide Committee
Members and all others attending to introduce themselves.

Chairman Dunklin introduced the third item on the agenda, which was the review of enforcement actions
and turned the floor over to Ms. Susie Nichols, Pesticide Section Manager.

Ms. Nichols provided an update of the 2025 case file numbers and then referred to the Arkansas
Department of Agriculture Legal Counsil regarding the enforcement actions.

Mr. Corey Seats, Arkansas Department of Agriculture General Counsil. requested that the review of the
enforcement actions be deferred to the Full Board Meeting on lune 5, 2025, to allow for consideration of
multiple recommendations. There were no objections.

Chairman Dunklin introduced the fourth item on the agenda, which was discussion of the feral hog rule
draft and turned the floor over to Ms. Nichols.

Ms. Nichols explained that in the process of drafting the rule, it was discovered that the existing rule book
required updates. She stated a draft was prepared but requested deferral to the Full Board Meeting on
lune 5, 2025, to allow time for additional revisions. There were no objections.

Chairman Dunklin asked if there were any other business to come before the Pesticide Committee.

Board Member Sam Stuckey inquired about the dicamba 24(c) label status and was informed that
probably no dicamba in-crop use product would be available this summer. ’

Chairman Dunklin requested Mr. Bray provide an update on outreach regarding the dicamba label issue

and Mr. Bray responded that staff were working on a press release and mass email notifications. Chairman
Dunklin encouraged staff to use all outreach avenues available.
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Committee Member Sam Angel requested a copy of the feral hog rule be provided prior to the upcoming
Board Meeting and Mr. Seats responded that they would try to have it available but could not guarantee
it.

Committee Member Matthew Miles asked if the Plant Board had a stance on banning certain pesticides
in relations to the “Make America Healthy Again” report. Mr. Bray responded that if the Board wished to
take a stance or provide feedback, they could discuss the subject at the upcoming Full Board Meeting.

Secretary Wes Ward delivered an update on the “Make Amerika Healthy Again” report, presenting
insights from the perspective of the National Association of State Departments of Agriculture’s (NASDA).

Chairman Dunklin asked if there was any other business to come before the Pesticide Committee. There

e

George Dunklin, Chairmann—/
Pesticide Committee

The meeting was adjourned.

Sign
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Arkansas State Plant Board Meeting - June 05, 2025 at 8:30 a.m.

Attachment 4b

WARNING LETTERS

Item Case# Name/Company Name Date of Violation Violation Penalty Level Staff Recommendation
1 |17-0110 |Chris Bassham April 8, 2017 Drift Level | Minor Warning Letter
2 |20-0010 |Charles Clifton McPherson, Il February 29,2020 |Drift- Class F Level | Minor Warning Letter
3 |20-0010 |Charles Clifton McPherson, lil February 29, 2020  |Buffer Zone Level | Minor Warning Letter
4 |20-0031 |Carter Garrett March 29, 2020 Drift - Class H Level | Minor Warning Letter
5 |20-0031 |Carter Garrett March 29, 2020 Buffer Zone Level | Minor Warning Letter
6 |20-0031 |Jay Harmon February 27,2020 |Drift - Class F Level | Minor Warning Letter
7 |20-0031 |Jay Harmon February 27,2020 |Buffer Zone Level | Minor Warning Letter
8 |20-0189 |J. Paige Dills June 16, 2020 Drift - Class F Level | Minor Warning Letter
9 |21-0079 |Kelly Gene Tacker May 22, 2021 l\‘l‘o Training Certificate - Paraquat Level | Minor Warning Letter
10 |21-0127 |Bradley Dale Sass May 24, 2021 Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Minor Warning Letter
11 |21-0127 |Mark Edward Sii_gleton May 10, 2021 Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Minor Warning Letter
12 |22-0049 |Juan Wessells May 2, 2022 Drift - Paraquat Level | Minor Warning Letter
13 |22-0097 |Corey Readnour April 15, 2022 Drift - Class F Level | Minor Warning Letter
14 [24-0100 [Ramon Wong-Hernandez June 4, 2024 brift Level | Minor Warning Letter

Class F = all 2,4-D and 2,4-D containing peéticides Class H = all pesticides containing dicamba
SIGNED SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

Item Case# Name/Company Name Date of Violation Violation Penalty Level Agreed Action
15 |17-0110 |James {Rusty) Cartillar, Il April 11,2017 Drift Level Il Major Warning
16 |17-0306 |Don Clayton Miller June 8, 2017 Drift - Class H Level N Major Warning
17 |17-0306 |Brian Keith Harrell June 11, 2017 Drift - Class H Level IV Major Warning
18 |17-0306 |Brian Keith Harrell June 11, 2017 Buffer Zone - Class H Level IV Major Warning
19 [17-0308 |Brian Keith Harrell Unknown Drift - Class H Level IV Major Warning
20 |17-0308 |Brian Keith Harrell Unknown Buffer Zone - Class H Level IV Major Warning
21 |17-0311 |Brian Keith Harrell Unknown Drift - Class H Level IV Major Warning
22 |17-0311 |Don Clayton Miller June 9, 2017 Drift - Class H Level IV Major Warning
23 |17-0311 |Robert Keith Harrell Unknown Drift - Class H Level Il Major Warning
24 |17-0313 |Brian Keith Harrell Unknown Drift - Class H Level IV Major Warning
25 |17-0313 |Brian Keith Harrell Unknown Buffer Zone - Class H Level IV Major Warning
26 |17-0313 |Robert Keith Harrell Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Minor Warning
27 |17-0313 |Robert Keith Harrell Unknown Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Minor Warning
28 |17-0338 |Norris A. Sims June 9, 2017 Drift - Class H Level | Minor Warning




29 |17-0338 [Norris A, Sims June 9, 2017 Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Minor Warning
30 |17-0640 |Hunter Allen Stracener June 17, 2017 Drift - Class H Level | Minor Warning
31 |17-0866 |Gavin Richard Sullivan June 29, 2017 Drift - Class H Level Il Major Warning
32 [17-1001 |Brian Keith Harrell June 13, 2017 Drift Level IV Major Warning
33 |17-1009 |Lindsay P. Chandler July 15, 2017 Drift Level Il Major Warning
34 |17-1287 |Don Clayton Miller June 8, 2017 Drift - Class H Level Ill Major Warning
35 |17-1287 |Don Clayton Miller June 9, 2017 Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Minor Warning
36 [17-1287 |Brian Keith Harrell June 11, 2017 Drift - Class H Level IV Major Warning
37 |17-1287 |Brian Keith Harrell June 11, 2017 Buffer Zone - Class H Level IV Major Warning
38 |18-0128 |Edward Becton Bell April 27, 2018 Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Major Warning
39 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Major

40 [18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Major

41 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Major

42 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major Warning
43 [18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major

44 [18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major

45 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major

46 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major

47 [18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard March 22, 2018 Record Keeping - Class H Level | Minor

48 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard April 13, 2018 Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Major

49 {18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Major

50 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major

51 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major Warning
52 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major

53 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major

54 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major

55 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major

56 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major

57 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard March 22, 2018 No Training Certificate - Class H Level | Minor

58 [18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard April 13,2018 No Training Certificate - Class H Level Il Major

59 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown No Training Certificate - Class H Level 1ll Major

60 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown No Training Certificate - Class H Level IV Major

61 [18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown No Training Certificate - Class H Level IV Major Warning
62 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown No Training Certificate - Class H Level IV Major

63 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown No Training Certificate - Class H Level IV Major




64 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown No Training Certificate - Class H Level IV Major

65 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown No Training Certificate - Class H Level IV Major

66 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown No ‘f'raining Certificate - Class H Level IV Major

67 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard April 13, 2018 Off Label Rate - Class H Level | Major Warning
68 [18-0184 |Blake Foster Hart Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Major Warning
69 |18-0184 |Blake Foster Hart Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Major Warning
70 |18-0150 |Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Major Warning
71 |18-0150 |Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Major

72 |18-0190 [Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Major Warning
73 |18-0190 |Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Major

74 {18-0191 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Major

75 |18-0191 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Major Warning
76 118-0191 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level 11l Major

77 {18-0191 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major

78 |18-0191 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Major

79 |18-0191 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Major Warning
80 |18-0191 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level lil Major

81 |18-0191 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major

82 |18-0255 |Neil Shane Culp Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
83 |18-0255 |Neil Shane Culp Unknown Use 'During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Major Warning
84 |18-0255 |Neil Shane Culp Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Major Warning
85 |18-0328 |Rob D. Veach Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Major Warning
86 [18-0328 |Rob D, Veach Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Major Warning
87 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major

88 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major

89 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major

80 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major Warning
91 |18-0344 {William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major

92 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major

93 |18-0344 [William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major

94 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major

95 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major

96 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major

97 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major Warning
98 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major




99 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major

100 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major

101 [18-0344 |William Michael Butler August 6, 2018 Failure to Provide Records - Class H Level | Major Warning
102 [18-0381 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Major Warning
103 {18-0381 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Major

104 |18-0381 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Major Warning
105 |18-0381 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Major

106 |19-0087 |Ronnie L. McGhee May 19, 2019 Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
107 [19-0087 |Ronnie L. McGhee May 19, 2019 Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
108 |19-0087 |Ronnie L. McGhee May 19, 2019 Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
109 |19-0134 |Rollen Smith Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
110 |19-0134 |Rollen Smith Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
111 [19-0134 |Rollen Smith Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
112 [19-0134 |Rollen Smith Unknown No Private Applicator License Level | Egregious Warning
113 [19-0145 |Brandon Lenard Cain May 7, 2019 Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
114 |19-0145 |Brandon Lenard Cain May 15, 2019 Buffer Zone - Class H Level |l Egregious

115 |19-0151 [James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Drift - Class H Level |I Egregious Warning
116 |19-0151 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
117 |19-0151 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Failure to Provide Records - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
118 |19-0178 |Neil Shane Culp Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
119 |19-0180 |David A. Wallace Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
120 [19-0180 |David A. Wallace Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
121 {19-0180 |David A. Wallace Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
122 |19-0201 |Danny Joe Voyles Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
123 [19-0232 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use’During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious

124 |159-0232 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
125 |19-0232 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious

126 |19-0233 |Weston Edward Cissell Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level il Egregious Warning
127 |19-0233 |Weston Edward Cissell Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
128 |19-0235 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious

129 |19-0235 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
130 |19-0235 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Egregious

131 [19-0235 |James (Tim) Sullivan July 31, 2019 Failure to Provide Records - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
132 {19-0241 |Larry L. Malone, Jr. Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
133 |19-0241 |Larry L. Malone, Jr, Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning




134 119-0242 |Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level |1l Egregious Warning
135 |19-0242 |Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
136 |19-0245 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level |l Egregious Warning
137 |19-0246 |Godfrey S. White, Jr. Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
138 |19-0247 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
139 |19-0248 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
140 [19-0249 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
141 |19-0250 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
142 [19-0251 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
143 |19-0257 |Mike P. McCarty Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
144 |19-0257 |Mike P. McCarty Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
145 [19-0257 {Mike P. McCarty Unknown No Private Applicator License Level | Egregious Warning
146 |19-0262 [Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
147 |19-0278 |James William Drace Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
148 |19-0278 |James William Drace Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
149 |19-0307 |Kevin Crosskno Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
150 |19-0307 |Kevin Crosskno Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
151 |19-0307 |Kevin Crosskno Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
152 |19-0324 |Claud Allen Rains . Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
153 |19-0324 |Claud Allen Rains Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
154 [19-0324 |Claud Allen Rains Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level il Egregious Warning
155 [19-0330 |James {Tim) Sullivan Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
156 [19-0330 [James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
157 [19-0330 |James (Tim) Sullivan August 2, 2019 Failure to Provide Records - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
158 |19-0347 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use Buring Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious

159 [19-0347 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
160 [19-0347 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious

161 |19-0356 |Gavin Richard Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
162 |19-0356 |Gavin Richard Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Egregious

163 |19-0361 |Joshua Daniel Bartlett Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning_
164 |19-0361 |Joshua Daniel Bartlett Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
165 |19-0361 |Joshua Daniel Bartlett Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
166 |19-0388 |David J. Oprey Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
167 {19-0388 | David J. Oprey Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
168 [19-0388 |David J. Oprey Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning




169 |20-0189 |Bradley Michael DaVault Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
170 |20-0189 |Bradley Michael DaVault Unknown Use.DuriLg_ Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
171 |20-0189 |Bradley Michael DaVault Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
172 |20-0216 |David Griffin Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
173 |20-0216 |David Griffin Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
174 |20-0221 [lames (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Drift - Class H Level Ill Egregious Warning
175 |20-0221 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
176 |20-0221 }James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
177 |20-0239 |Lee A. Obsorne Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
178 |20-0239 |Lee A. Obsorne Unknown Record Keeping -Class H Level | Egregious Warning
179 |20-0348 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
180 {20-0348 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
181 |20-0348 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
182 |20-0348 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level I Egregious Warning
183 |20-0377 |Dalton Dilldine Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
184 |20-0377 |Dalton Dilldine Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
185 |20-0378 |Arlis Clark Long, Jr. Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
186 |20-0378 |Arlis Clark Long, Jr. Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
187 |20-0393 |Austin Kyle Murray Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
188 |20-0393 |Austin Kyle Murray Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
189 [20-0410 |Terry Joe Masterson Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
180 |20-0410 [Terry Joe Masterson Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
191 [20-0410 |Terry Joe Masterson Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class F Level | Egregious Warning
192 120-0410 |Terry Joe Masterson Unknown Record Keeping - Class F Level | Egregious Warning
193 [20-0411 |Terry Joe Masterson Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
194 |20-0411 |Terry Joe Masterson Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level |l Egregious Warning
195 |20-0411 |Terry Joe Masterson Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class F Level |l Egregious Warning
196 |20-0411 |Terry Joe Masterson Unknown Record Keeping - Class F Level Ii Egregious Warning
197 |20-0413 |Stephen J. Fox Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
198 |20-0413 |Stephen J. Fox Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
199 [20-0413 |Stephen J. Fox Unknown Off Label Use Level | Major Warning
200 [20-0433 |James William Drace Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level |l Egregious Warning
201 |20-0433 |James William Drace Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level |l Egregious Warning
202 |20-0439 | David Griffin Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
203 [20-0439 |David Griffin Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning




204 |20-0468 |Michael W. Young Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
205 |20-0468 |Michael W. Young Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Egregious

206 |{20-0468 |Michael W. Young Unknown Failure to Provide Records - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
207 |20-0477 {Joseph Michael Hart August 17, 2020 Drift with Human Exposure Level | Major Warning
208 |20-0502 {Joseph Michael Hart September 3, 2020 | Drift Level Il Major Warning
209 |21-0016 |Jeffrey Dale Slack April 5, 2021 Drift - Class H Level lll Major Warning
210 |21-0066 |Bryan Stone Schmidt April 17, 2021 Drift Level | Minor Warning
211 |21-0066 |Bryan Stone Schmidt April 5, 2021 Buffer Zone Level | Minor Warning
212 |21-0066 |Bryan Stone Schmidt April 17,2021 Buffer Zone Level Il Major

213 |21-0127 |Dustin D. McMahan Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Minor Warning
214 |21-0127 |Dustin D. McMahan June 30, 2021 Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Minor Warning
215 |21-0127 |Dustin D. McMahan Unknown Buffer Zone - Class H Level Il Major

216 |21-0127 |Shawn Keith Simpson Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Minor Warning
217 |21-0127 |Shawn Keith Simpson Unknown Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Minor Warning
218 |21-0471 |Ray J. Holzhauer Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
219 |21-0471 |Ray J. Holzhauer August 17, 2021 Failure to Provide Records - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
220 |21-0471 |Michael A. Dodson June 15, 2021 Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Minor Warning
221 |21-0471 |Michael A. Dodson June 16, 2021 Buffer Zone - Class H Level Il Major

222 [21-0355 |Lenny Joe Kyle July 17, 2021 Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
223 |21-0355 |Lenny Joe Kyle July 17, 2021 Use of an Unregistered Product - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
224 |21-0355 |Lenny Joe Kyle July 17, 2021 Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
225 |21-0355 |Lenny Joe Kyle Jjuly 17, 2021 No Training Certificate - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
226 |21-0538 |Justin Keith Haller September 7, 2021 | Drift Level Il Major Warning

Class F = all 2,4-D and 2,4-D containing pesticides

Class H = all pesticides containing dicamba




Arkansas State Plant Board Meeting
June 05, 2025
08:30 A.M.

WARNING LETTERS
CF17-0110 Chris Bassham (Drift)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Chris Bassham, Commercial Applicator, made a ground application
of Command and Newpath to 50 acres of rice April 08,2017. The evidence shows this application
drifted off target onto Mr. Cecil Yarbro’s property. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor
violation. The proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning Letter.

CF20-0010 Charles Clifton McPherson, III (Drift — Class F)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Charles Clifton McPherson, III, Commercial Applicator for H&M
Flying Service, made an aerial application of Round up Powermax II and De-Ester LV6 to 68.44
acres in the Miller Corner field for burndown for Mr. Vance Austin on February 29, 2020. The
evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Evans’ lawn and ornamentals. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. The proposed enforcement action for this
violation is a Warning Letter.

CF20-0010 Charles McPherson, I1I (Buffer Zone) -

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Charles Clifton McPherson, III, Commercial Applicator for H&M
Flying Service, made an aerial application of Round up Powermax II and De-Ester LV6 to 68.44
acres in Miller Comner field for burndown for Mr. Vance Austin on February 29, 2020. The
evidence shows the application was made within approximately 35 feet of Mr. Evans’ property
which would be inside the 100 foot aerial buffer zone requirement for Roundup PowerMax II;
thus, this is considered a buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor
violation. The proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning Letter.

CF20-0031 Carter Garrett (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Carter Garrett, Commercial Applicator for Consolidated Aerial
Sprayers, made an aerial application of Cornerstone Plus and Sterling Blue to 40 acres in the Stokes
West field for burndown for Mr. Ryan Russell on March 29, 2020. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Ms. Crain’s lawn, trees, and ornamentals. The Arkansas State
Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation
as a Level I Minor violation. The proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning
Letter.
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CF20-0031 Carter Garrett (Buffer Zone

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Carter Garrett, Commercial Applicator for Consolidated Aerial
Sprayers, made an aerial application of Cornerstone Plus and Sterling Blue to 40 acres in the Stokes
West field for burndown for Mr. Ryan Russell on March 29, 2020. The evidence shows the
application was made within approximately 15 feet of Ms. Crain’s lawn, trees, and ornamentals
which would be inside the 100 foot aerial buffer zone requirement for Cornerstone Plus; thus, this
is considered a buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. The
proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning Letter.

CF20-0031 Jay Harmon (Drift — Class F)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Jay Harmon, Commercial Applicator for Consolidated Aerial
Sprayers, made an aerial application of Roundup PowerMax II and Salvo to 140 acres in Sunny
Crain field for burndown for Mr. Greg Nall on February, 27, 2020. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Ms. Crain’s lawn, trees, and ornamentals. The Arkansas State
Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation
as a Level I Minor violation. The proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning
Letter.

CF20-0031 Jay Harmon (Buffer Zone

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Jay Harmon, Commercial Applicator for Consolidated Aerial
Sprayers, made an aerial application of Roundup PowerMax II and Salvo to 140 acres in Sunny
Crain field for burndown for Mr. Greg Nall on February, 27, 2020. The evidence shows the
application was made within approximately 25 feet of Ms. Crain’s lawn, trees, and ornamentals
which would be inside the 100 foot aerial buffer zone requirement for Roundup PowerMax II;
thus, this is considered a buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor
violation. The proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning Letter.

CF20-0189 J. Paige Dills (Drift — Class F)

The Plant Board alleged “Mike”, operating under J. Paige Dills’ Private Applicator License, made
a postemergence ground application of Enlist and Powermax 3 to 79.2 acres of cotton in the Greene
Co 80 field on June 16, 2020. The evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr.
DaVault’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. The proposed
enforcement action for this violation is a Warning Letter.

CF21-0079 Kelly Gene Tacker (No Training Certificate - Paraguat)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Kelly Gene Tacker, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
ground application of Gramoxone, Fierce MTZ, and Interlock to 12 acres of soybeans in the
Norcross field on May 22, 2021. Mr. Kelly Gene Tacker could not produce an EPA approved
training required for the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. The
proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning Letter.
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CF21-0127 Bradley Dale Sass (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Bradley Dale Sass, Private Applicator, made a postemergence ground
application of Engenia and Sentris to 94 acres of cotton in the Fortenberry West field on May 24,
2021. The evidence shows the application was made within approximately .25 miles of University
of Arkansas - Rohwer Research Station which would be inside the 1 mile buffer zone requirement
for Class H Products; thus, this is considered a buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Minor violation. The proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning Letter.

CF21-0127 Mark Edward Singleton (Buffer Zone - Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Mark Edward Singleton, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
ground application of Xtendimax and Verified to 35 acres of soybeans in the Old Pivot Small field
on May 10, 2021. The evidence shows the application was made within approximately .75 miles
of University of Arkansas - Rohwer Research Station which would be inside the 1 mile buffer zone
requirement for Class H Products; thus, this is considered a buffer zone violation. The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level I Minor violation. The proposed enforcement action for this violation is a
Warning Letter.

CF22-0049 Juan Wessells (Drift - Paraguat)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Juan Wessels, Private Applicator, made ground application of
Flumioxazin 51% WDG, Para-SHOT 3.0, and Oro to 38.9 acres in the Seagraves field for
burndown on May 02, 2022. The evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Ms.
Chun’s property. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. The proposed enforcement
action for this violation is a Warning Letter.

CF22-0097 Corey Readnour (Drift — Class F)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Corey Readnour, Private Applicator, made a postemergence ground
application of Grazon P+D to 32 acres of hay/pasture in the Gibson field on April 15, 2022. The
evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Cheshier’s garden. The Arkansas State
Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation
as a Level I Minor violation. The proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning
Letter.

CF24-0100 Ramon Wong;Hernandez (Drift)

The Plant Board alleged Ramon Wong-Hernandez, Commercial Applicator for R and E Forestry,
Inc., made a ground application by backpack sprayer of Method 240 SL, Arsenal, and Escort XP
to 161.07 acres of power line right of way for Rich Mountain Electric Coop on June 04, 2024. The
evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Ms. Richmond’s nursery plants. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. The proposed enforcement action for this
violation is a Warning Letter.
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SIGNED SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
CF17-0110 James (Rusty) Cartillar, III (Drift)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James (Rusty) Cartillar, III, Commercial Applicator, made an aerial
application of Command and Sharpen to 80 acres of rice April 11, 2017. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Cecil Yarbro’s property. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II
Major violation. Mr. Cartillar agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0306 Don Clayton Miller (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Hunter Miller, operating under Mr. Don Clayton Miller’s Private
Applicator License, made a ground application of Engenia and Roundup Powermax II to 40 acres
(Bell Field) of soybeans on June 08, 2017. The evidence shows this application drifted off target
onto Henry Dean and Jeff Finch Farms’ soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Major
violation. Mr. Miller agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0306 Brian Keith Harrell (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of Engenia and Roundup Powermax II to 40 acres (Grapevine Field) of soybeans on June 11, 2017.
The evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Henry Dean and Jeff Finch Farms’
soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level
I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0306 Brian Keith Harrell (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of Engenia and Roundup Powermax II to 40 acres (Grapevine Field) of soybeans on June 11,2017.
The evidence shows the application was made within 85 feet of Henry Dean and Jeff Finch Farms’
soybeans which would be inside the 100 foot buffer zone requirement for Engenia; thus, this is a
buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell
agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0308 Brian Keith Harrell (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of an unknown dicamba product to 40 acres (Doodles Field) of cotton on an unknown date. The
evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Henry Dean and Jeff Finch’s soybeans.
The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.
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CF17-0308 Brian Keith Harrell (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of an unknown dicamba product to 40 acres (Doodles Field) of cotton on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made within 2 feet of Henry Dean and Jeff Finch Farms’
soybeans which would be inside the 100 foot buffer zone requirement for Engenia; thus, this is a
buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell
agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0311 Brian Keith Harrell (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of an unknown dicamba product to cotton and soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows
this application drifted off target onto Mr. Dunkerson’s soybeans (Field #1 & #3). The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of
the allegation.

CF17-0311 Don Clayton Miller (Drift — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Hunter Miller, operating under Mr. Don Clayton Miller’s Private
Applicator License, made a ground application of Engenia to approx. 40 acres of soybeans on June
09, 2017. The evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Dunkerson’s soybeans
(Field #1). The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr. Miller agrees to a Level
I Warning for settlement of the allegation. ' '

CF17-0311 Robert Keith Harrell (Drift — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Robert Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of an unknown dicamba product to cotton and soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows
this application drifted off target onto Mr. Dunkerson’s soybeans (Field #2). The Arkansas State
Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation
as a Level II Major violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF17-0313 Brian Keith Harrell (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of an unknown dicamba product to 30-40 acres of soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence
shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Anderson’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF17-0313 Brian Keith Harrell (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of an unknown dicamba product to 30-40 acres of soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence
shows the application was made within 20 feet of Mr. Corbe Anderson’s soybeans which would
be inside the 100 foot buffer zone requirement for Engenia; thus, this is a buffer zone violation.
The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0313 Robert Keith Harrell (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Robert Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of an unknown dicamba product to 30-40 acres of soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence
shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Anderson’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Minor violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0313 Robert Keith Harrell (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Robert Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of an unknown dicamba product to 30-40 acres of soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence
shows the application was made within 20 feet of Mr. Corbe Anderson’s soybeans which would
be inside the 100 foot buffer zone requirement for Engenia; thus, this is a buffer zone violation.
The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0338 Norris A. Sims (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Freddy Paro, operating under Mr. Norris A. Sims’ Private Applicator
License, made a ground application of Engenia to 30 acres of soybeans on June 09, 2017. The
evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Daniel French’s soybeans. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. Mr. Sims agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0338 Norris A. Sims (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Freddy Paro, operating under Mr. Norris A. Sims’ Private Applicator
License, made a ground application of Engenia to 30 acres of soybeans on June 09, 2017. The
evidence shows the application was made within approximately 60 feet of Mr. French’s soybeans
which would be inside the 100 foot buffer zone requirement for Engenia; thus, this is a buffer zone
violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty
Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. Mr. Sims agrees to a Level I Warning
for settlement of the allegation.
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CF17-0640 Hunter Allen Stracener (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Rodney Spradlin, operating under Mr. Hunter Allen Stracener’s
Private Applicator License, made a ground application of Roundup Powermax II, Engenia, and
Zidua to 55 acres of soybeans for pigweeds on June 17,2017. The evidence shows this application
drifted off target onto Mr. Jake Smith’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor
violation. Mr. Stracener agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0866 Gavin Richard Sullivan (Drift — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Gavin Richard Sullivan made a ground application of Grandstand R
and Stam M4 to 1 acre of rice on June 29, 2017. The evidence shows this application drifted off
target onto Mr. Catlett’s oak trees. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Major violation. Mr.
Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-1001 Brian Keith Harrell (Drift)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of Liberty 280 SL to 50 acres of cotton on June 13, 2017. The evidence shows this application
drifted off target onto Mr. Miller’s rice. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr.
Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-1009 Lindsay P. Chandler (Drift)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Lindsay P. Chandler, Commercial Applicator, made an aerial
application of Glystar Plus and Me-Too-Lachlor to 240 acres of soybeans on July 15, 2017. The
evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Steve Kirk’s soybeans. The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level II Major violation. Mr. Chandler agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement
of the allegation.

CF17-1287 Don Clayton Miller (Drift — C!ass H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Hunter Miller, operating under Mr. Don Clayton Miller’s Private
Applicator License, made a ground application of Engenia and Roundup Powermax II to 40 acres
of soybeans on June 09, 2017. The evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr.
Finch’s soybeans. The Arkansas State ‘Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level Il Major violation. Mr. Miller agrees
to a Level ] Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF17-1287 Don Clayton Miller (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Hunter Miller, operating under Mr. Don Clayton Miller’s Private
Applicator License, made a ground application of Engenia and Roundup Powermax II to 40 acres
of soybeans on June 09, 2017. The evidence shows the application was made within approx. 65
feet of Mr. Finch’s soybeans which would be inside the 100 foot buffer zone requirement for
Engenia; thus, this is a buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor
violation. Mr. Miller agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-1287 Brian Keith Harrell (Drift — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of Engenia and Roundup Powermax II to 40 acres of soybeans on June 11, 2017. The evidence
shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Finch’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-1287 Brian Keith Harrell (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of Engenia and Roundup Powermax II to 40 acres of soybeans on June 11, 2017. The evidence
shows the application was made within approx. 68 feet of Mr. Finch’s soybeans which would be
inside the 100 foot buffer zone requirement for Engenia; thus, this is a buffer zone violation. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0128 Edward Becton Bell (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Edward Becton Bell, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
ground application of Buccaneer (EPA Reg. #55467-10) and Engenia (EPA Reg. #7969-345) to
145 acres of soybeans on April 27, 2018. The evidence shows the application of dicamba was
made during the prohibited period of April 16th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Major violation. Mr. Bell agrees to a Level | Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0136 Adam Kyle Henard (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Adam Kyle Henard, Private Applicator, made eight (8)
postemergence applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybean fields Twin 2,
Twin 5, Twin 7, Twin 9A, Reserve 1, Reserve 4, Reserve 7, and Reserve 10A on unknown dates.
The evidence shows the applications of dicamba were made during the prohibited period of April
16th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I Major, Level II Major, Level III
Major, and five (5) Level IV Major violations.

Mr. Henard agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

Page 8 of 35



CF18-0136 Adam Kyle Henard (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Adam Kyle Henard, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba on March 22, 2018, April 13, 2018, and eight (8) unknown
dates. The evidence shows Mr. Adam Kyle Henard failed to keep the proper records by not
recording the complete records required for Class H Products. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I
Minor, Level II Major, Level III Major, and (7) Level IV Major violations.

Mr. Henard agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF18-0136 Adam Kyle Henard (No Training Certificate — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Adam Kyle Henard, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba on March 22, 2018, April 13, 2018, and eight (8) unknown
dates. Mr. Adam Henard could not produce a 2018 Arkansas Training and Certification Program
for Dicamba Herbicide Certificate required for ground applications of Class H Products. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines these violations as Level I Minor, Level II Major, Level III Major, and (7) Level IV Major
violations.

Mr. Henard agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF18-0136 Adam Kyle Henard (Off Label Rate — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Adam Kyle Henard, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of Engenia (15 ounces/acre) to soybeans on April 13, 2018. The evidence shows an application
rate of 15 ounces/acre which is above the labeled rate of 12.8 ounces/acre for Engenia; thus the 15
ounces/acre is an off label rate violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Major violation. Mr.
Henard agrees to a Level I Waming for settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0184 Blake Foster Hart (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Blake Foster Hart, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba on an unknown date. The evidence shows the application
. was made during the prohibited period of April 16th through October 31st. The Arkansas State
Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation
as a Level I Major violation. Mr. Hart agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0184 Blake Foster Hart (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Blake Foster Hart, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Blake Foster
Hart failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Major violation. Mr. Hart agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF18-0190 Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse Jr. (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr., Private Applicator, made
postemergence applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybean Field #1 (Yen
Ling) and Field #2 (Cook 35) on unknown dates. The evidence shows the applications of dicamba
were made during the prohibited period of April 16th through October 31st. The Arkansas State
Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these
violations as Level I Major and Level II Major violations.

Mr. Holthouse agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.
CF18-0190 Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. (Record Keeping — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr., Private Applicator, made
postemergence applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybean Field #1 (Yen
Ling) and Field #2 (Cook 35) on unknown dates. The evidence shows Mr. Holthouse failed to
keep the proper records by not recording the complete records required for Class H Products. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines these violations as Level I Major and Level II Major violations.

Mr. Holthouse agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF18-0191 William Michael Butler (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. William Michael Butler, Private Applicator, made postemergence
ground applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Field #1, #2, #3,
and #4 on unknown dates. The evidence shows the applications of dicamba were made during the
prohibited period of April 16th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I Major,
Level II Major, Level III Major, and Level IV Major violations.

Mr. Butler agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF18-0191 William Michael Butler (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. William Michael Butler, Private Applicator, made postemergence
ground applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Field #1, #2, #3,
and #4 on unknown dates. The evidence shows Mr. William Michael Butler failed to keep the
proper records by not recording the applications. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I Major,
Level II Major, Level III Major, and Level IV Major violations.

Mr. Butler agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.
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CF18-0255 Neil Shane Culp (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Neil Shane Culp, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans (Kelly Field) on an unknown
date. The evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Delmond George & Sons’
soybean field. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Culp agrees to
a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0255 Neil Shane Culp (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Neil Shane Culp, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application of dicamba was made during the prohibited period of April 16th
through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Major violation. Mr. Culp agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0255 Neil Shane Culp (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Neil Shane Culp, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. Neil Shane Culp failed to keep the proper records by not recording the
application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Major violation. Mr. Culp agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0328 Rob D. Veach (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Rob D. Veach, Private Applicator, made a postemergence application
of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in field #301 on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application of dicamba was made during the prohibited period of April 16th
through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Major violation. Mr. Veach agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0328 Rob D. Veach (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Rob D. Veach, Private Applicator, made a postemergence application
of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in field #301 on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. Rob D. Veach failed to keep the proper records by not recording the
application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Major violation. Mr. Veach agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF18-0344 William Michael Butler (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. William Michael Butler, Private Applicator, made postemergence
ground applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Field #1, #2, #3,
#4,#5, #6, and #7 on unknown dates. The evidence shows the applications of dicamba were made
during the prohibited period of April 16th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as seven (7)
Level IV Major violations.

Mr. Butler agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF18-0344 William Michael Butler (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. William Michael Butler, Private Applicator, made postemergence
ground applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Field #1, #2, #3,
#4, #5, #6, and #7 on unknown dates. The evidence shows Mr. William Michael Butler failed to
keep the proper records by not recording the applications. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as seven (7)
Level IV Major violations.

Mr. Butler agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.
CF18-0344 William Michael Butler (Failure to Provide Records — Class

The Plant Board alleged Inspector Johnson attempted to obtain records from Mr. William Michael
Butler, Private Applicator, regarding application records for soybean fields inside the city of
Osceola on August 6,2018 and August 15,2018. The evidence shows Mr. William Michael Butler
failed to provide records for the dicamba application as required. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Major violation. Mr. Butler agrees to a Level ] Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0381 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Use During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator, made postemergence
.ground applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in the Golf Course
Field (CC Northwest) and in Field #2 (CC Northeast) on unknown dates. The evidence shows the
applications of dicamba were made during the prohibited period of April 16th through October
.31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty
Matrix defines these violations as Level I Major and Level II Major violations.

Mr. Pirani agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.
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CF18-0381 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Record Keeping — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator, made postemergence
ground applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in the Golf Course
Field (CC Northwest) and in Field #2 (CC Northeast) on unknown dates. The evidence shows Mr.
Timothy Arduino Pirani failed to keep the proper records by not recording the applications. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines these violations as Level I Major and Level II Major violations.

Mr. Pirani agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF19-0087 Ronnie L. McGhee (Drift — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Ronnie L. McGhee, Private Applicator, made a pre-emergence
ground application of Xtendimax, Warrant, and Roundup PowermaxII to 80 acres of cotton on
May 19, 2019. The evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Walker’s property.
The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. McGhee agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0087 Ronnie L. McGhee (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Ronnie L. McGhee, Private Applicator, made a pre-emergence
ground application of Xtendimax, Warrant, and Roundup PowermaxII to 80 acres of cotton on
May 19, 2019. The evidence shows Mr. Ronnie L. McGhee applied a tank mix of a product
containing the active ingredient Glyphosate (Roundup PowermaxII) mixed with a pesticide
containing the active ingredient dicamba labeled for in crop use (Xtendimax) during the prohibited
period of April 16th through May 25th. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible
violation. Mr. McGhee agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0087 Ronnie L.. McGhee (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Ronnie L. McGhee, Private Applicator, made a pre-emergence
ground application of Xtendimax, Warrant, and Roundup PowermaxII-to 80 acres of cotton on
May 19, 2019. - The evidence shows Mr. Ronnie L McGhee failed to keep the proper records by
not recording total amount applied, the location of the application, the date and provider of required
training completed and proof of completion, receipts or copies for the purchase of this product, a
copy of this product label, and any state special local needs label that supplements this label, and
the name of the sensitive crop registry and the date it was consulted and documentation of adjacent
crops/areas and the date the survey was conducted. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious
Eligible violation. Mr. McGhee agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

Page 13 of 35



C¥19-0134 Rollen Smith (Drift — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Rollen Smith made an application of an unknown product containing
dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows this application drifted off target
onto the Gardner’s property. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Smith agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0134 Rollen Smith (Use During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Rollen Smith made an application of an unknown product containing
dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows the application was made during
the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Smith agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF19-0134 Rollen Smith (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Rollen Smith made an application of an unknown product containing
dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Rollen Smith failed to keep
the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious
Eligible violation. Mr. Smith agrees to a Level [ Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0134 Rollen Smith (No Private Applicator License)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Rollen Smith made an application of an unknown product containing
dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Rollen Smith was not duly
licensed by the Plant Board as a Private Applicator. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious
Eligible violation. Mr. Smith agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0145 Brandon Lenard Cain (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brandon Lenard Cain, Private Applicator, made postemergence
ground applications of Engenia (a Class H Product) and Zidua on May 07,2019 to soybeans (Fields
DBI1, DB2, DB3) and May 15, 2019 to soybeans (Field LB6) within 1 mile of Mr. Feather’s pecan
orchard. The evidence shows the two applications were each made within 1 mile of Mr. Feather’s
pecan trees which would be inside the 1 mile buffer zone required from commercial specialty crops
for dicamba applications; thus, these are two buffer zone violations. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as
Level I Egregious Eligible and Level II Egregious Eligible violations.

Mr. Cain agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

Page 14 of 35



CF19-0151 James (Tim) Sullivan (Drift — Class H

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Cox’s property. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious
Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0151 James (Tim) Sullivan (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows the
application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0151 James (Tim) Sullivan (Failure to Provide Records — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr.
James “Tim” Sullivan failed to provide records for the dicamba application as required. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level III Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0178 Neil Shane Culp (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Neil Shane Culp, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba made to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows
the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Culp agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0180 David A. Wallace (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David A. Wallace, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Stephens’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Wallace agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.
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CF19-0180 David A. Wallace (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David A. Wallace, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows the
application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Wallace agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0180 David A. Wallace (Record Keeping — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David A. Wallace, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr.
David A. Wallace failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Wallace agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0201 Danny Joe Vovyles (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Danny Joe Voyles, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows the
application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Voyles agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0232 Adam Kyvle Henard (Use During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Adam Kyle Henard, Private Applicator, made postemergence
applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to three soybean fields (Field #1, Field
#2, and Field #3) on unknown dates. The evidence shows the three applications were made during
the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as three (3)
Level IV Egregious Eligible violations.

Mr. Henard agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF19-0233 Weston Edward Cissell (Use During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Weston Edward Cissell, Private Applicator, made an application of
an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows
the applications were made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Cissell agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF19-0233 Weston Edward Cissell (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Weston Edward Cissell, Private Applicator, made an application of
an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows
Mr. Weston Edward Cissell failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Cissell agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0235 James (Tim) Sullivan (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made applications of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton Field #1, Field #2, and Field #3 on unknown dates.
The evidence shows the applications were made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I Egregious Eligible, Level II Egregious Eligible,
and Level III Egregious Eligible violations.

Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF19-0235 James (Tim) Sullivan (Failure to Provide Records — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Inspector Johnson attempted to obtain records from Mr. James “Tim”
Sullivan, Private Applicator, on July 31,2019, August 1, 2019, and August 2, 2019. The evidence
shows Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan failed to provide records for the dicamba applications as
required. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty
Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a
Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0241 Larry L. Malone, Jr. (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Larry L. Malone, Jr., Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Malone agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0241 Larry L. Malone, J r. (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Larry L. Malone, Jr., Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. Larry L. Malone, Jr. failed to keep the proper records by not recording the
application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Malone agrees
to a Level | Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF19-0242 Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr., Private Applicator, made a
postemergence application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown
date. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th
through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level III Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Holthouse agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0242 Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. (Record Keeping — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr., Private Applicator, made a
postemergence application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown
date. The evidence shows Mr. Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. failed to keep the proper records by
not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level III Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Holthouse agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0245 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Use During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level Il Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Pirani agrees
~ to a Level I Waming for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0246 Godfrey S. White, Jr. (Use During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Godfrey S. White, Jr., Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows the
applications were made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level [ Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. White agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0247 Timothy Arduing Pirani (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Pirani agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF19-0248 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Pirani agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0249 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Pirani agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0250 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Use During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Pirani agrees
to a Level ] Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0251 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Pirani agrees
to a Level | Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0257 Mike P. McCa se During Prohibited Period — Class H

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Mike P. McCarty made an application of an unknown product
containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows the applications were
made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. McCarty agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of
the allegation.
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CF19-0257 Mike P. McCa ecord Keeping — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Mike P. McCarty made an application of an unknown product
containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Mike P. McCarty
failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. McCarty agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of
the allegation.

CF19-0257 Mike P. MecCarty (No Private Applicator License)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Mike P. McCarty made an application of an unknown product
containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Mike P. McCarty
was not duly licensed by the Plant Board as a Private Applicator. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. McCarty agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF19-0262 Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr., Private Applicator, made a
postemergence application of an unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown
date. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th
through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Holthouse agrees to a Level ] Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0278 James William Drace (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James William Drace, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Drace agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0278 James William Drace (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James: William Drace, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product ¢ontaining dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. James William Drace failed to keep the proper records by not recording the
applications. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Drace agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF19-0307 Kevin Crosskno (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Kevin Crosskno, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Weiss’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Crosskno agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF19-0307 Kevin Crosskno (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Kevin Crosskno, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows the
application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Crosskno agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0307 Kevin Crosskno (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Kevin Crosskno, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr.
Kevin Crosskno failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Crosskno agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0324 Claud Allen Rains (Drift — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Claud Allen Rains, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Baioni’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Rains agrees to a Level | Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF19-0324 Claud Allen Rains (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Claud Allen Rains, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows the
application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Rains agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF19-0324 Claud Allen Rains (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Claud Allen Rains, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr.
Claud Allen Rains failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Rains agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0330 James (Tim) Sullivan (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Hillegas’s property. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF19-0330 James (Tim) Sullivan (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows the
application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0330 James (Tim) Sullivan (Failure to Provide Records — Class

The Plant Board alleged Inspector Johnson attempted to obtain records from Mr. James “Tim”
Sullivan, Private Applicator, on August 02, 2019, August 05, 2019, August 06, 2019, and August
07,2019. The evidence shows Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan failed to provide records for the dicamba
applications as required. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0347 William Michael Butler (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. William Michael Butler, Private Applicator, made applications of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybean Field #1, Field #2, and Field #3 on unknown
dates. The evidence shows the applications were made during the prohibited period of May 26th
through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as three (3) Level IV Egregious Eligible
violations.

Mr. Butler agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

Page 22 of 35



CF19-0356 Gavin Richard Sullivan (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Gavin Richard Sullivan, Private Applicator, made applications of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybean Field #1 and Field #2 on unknown dates. The
evidence shows the applications were made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I Egregious Eligible and Level II Egregious
Eligible violations.

Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level ] Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF19-0361 Joshua Daniel Bartlett (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Joshua Daniel Bartlett, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Fuller’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Bartlett agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF19-0361 Joshua Daniel Bartlett (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Joshua Daniel Bartlett, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Bartlett agrees
to a Level ] Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0361 Joshua Daniel Bartlett (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Joshua Daniel Bartlett, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. Joshua Daniel Bartlett failed to keep the proper records by not recording the
application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Bartlett agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0388 David J. Oprey (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David J. Oprey, Private Applicator, made a postemergence ground
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Felker’s soybeans. The Arkansas State
Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation
as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Oprey agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement
of the allegation.
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CF19-0388 David J. Oprey (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David J. Oprey, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Oprey agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0388 David J. Oprey (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David J. Oprey, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. David J. Oprey failed to keep the proper records by not recording the
application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Oprey agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0189 Bradley Michael DaVault (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Bradley Michael DaVault, Private Applicator with DaVault ArkMo
Farms, made a postemergence application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans
in the Mike & Jims field on an unknown date. The evidence shows this application drifted off
target onto Ms. Dills’ cotton. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
DaVault agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0189 Bradley Michael DaVault (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Bradley Michael DaVault, Private Applicator with DaVault ArkMo
Farms, made a postemergence application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans
in the Mike & Jims field on an unknown date. The evidence shows the application was made
during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. DaVault agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation. :

CF20-0189 Bradley Michael DaVault (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Bradley Michael DaVault, Private Applicator with DaVault ArkMo
Farms, made a postemergence application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans
in the Mike & Jims field on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Bradley Michael DaVault
failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. DaVault agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of
the allegation.
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CF20-0216 David Griffin (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David Griffin, Private Applicator for Griffin Farms, made an
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Griffin agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0216 David Griffin (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David Griffin, Private Applicator for Griffin Farms, made an
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. David Griffin, Griffin Farms, failed to keep the proper records by not
recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Griffin agrees to a Level ] Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0221 James (Tim) Sullivan (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Cox’s property. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level III Egregious
Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0221 James (Tim) Sullivan (Use During Prohibited Period — Class :

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows the
application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0221 James (Tim) Sullivan (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date.. The evidence shows James
“Tim” Sullivan failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.
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CF20-0239 Lee A. Osborne (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Lee A. Osborne, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Pikey field on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Osborne agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0239 Lee A. Oborne (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Lee A. Osborne, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Pikey field on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. Lee A. Osborne failed to keep the proper records by not recording the
application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Osborne agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0348 James (Tim) Sullivan (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
ground application of an unknown product containing dicamba to cotton in Field #2 on an
unknown date. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May
26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
~ Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0348 James (Tim) Sullivan (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
ground application of an unknown product containing dicamba to cotton in Field #2 on an
unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan failed to keep the proper records
by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible
violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0348 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator for Cox-Pirani Farms,
made a postemergence ground application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans
in Field #1 (Rutherford field) on an unknown date. The evidence shows the application was made
during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Pirani agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.
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CF20-0348 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Record Keeping — Class H

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator for Cox-Pirani Farms,
made a postemergence ground application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans
in Field #1 (Rutherford field) on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Timothy Arduino
Pirani failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Pirani agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF20-0377 Dalton Dilldine (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Dalton Dilldine, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Simmons field on an
unknown date. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May
26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Dilldine agrees to a Level [ Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0377 Dalton Dilldine (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Dalton Dilldine, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Simmons field on an
unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Dalton Dilldine failed to keep the proper records by not
recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Dilldine agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation. '

CF20-0378 Arlis Clark Long, Jr. (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Arlis Clark Long Jr., Private Applicator/Owner Clark Long Jr. Farms,
made a postemergence ground application of an unknown product containing dicamba to 103 acres
of cotton in the Myers field on an unknown date. The evidence shows the application was made
during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level 1
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Long agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF20-0378 Arlis Clark Long, Jr. (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Arlis Clark Long Jr., Private Applicator/Owner Clark Long Jr. Farms,
made a postemergence ground application of an unknown product containing dicamba to 103 acres
of cotton in the Myers field on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Arlis Clark Long, Jr.
failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Long agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.
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CF20-0393 Austin Kyle Murra se During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Austin Kyle Murray, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Mounds Sand 40 field on an unknown date.
The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Murray agrees
to a Level | Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0393 Austin Kyle Murra ecord Keeping — Class H

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Austin Kyle Murray, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Mounds Sand 40 field on an unknown date.
The evidence shows Mr. Austin Kyle Murray failed to keep the proper records by not recording
the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Murray agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0410 Terry Joe Masterson (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Terry Joe Masterson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in the Rockwell Publishing field on an unknown
date. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th
through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Masterson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0410 Terry Joe Masterson (Record Keeping — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Terry Joe Masterson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in the Rockwell Publishing field on an unknown
date. The evidence shows Mr. Terry Joe Masterson failed to keep the proper records by not
recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Masterson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0410 Terry Joe Masterson (Use During Prohibited Period — Claés F

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Terry Joe Masterson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing 2,4-D to soybeans in the Rockwell Publishing field on an unknown
date. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of April 16th
through September 15th. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Masterson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

Page 28 of 35



CF20-0410 Terry Joe Masterson (Record Keeping — Class F)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Terry Joe Masterson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing 2,4-D to soybeans in the Rockwell Publishing field on an unknown
date. The evidence shows Mr. Terry Joe Masterson failed to keep the proper records by not
recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Masterson agrees to a Level 1 Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0411 Terry Joe Masterson (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Terry Joe Masterson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in the Drive In field on an unknown date for
Mr. Farrell Young. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of
May 26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible
violation. Mr. Masterson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

C¥20-0411 Terry Joe Masterson (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Terry Joe Masterson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in the Drive In field on an unknown date for
Mr. Farrell Young. The evidence shows Mr. Terry Joe Masterson failed to keep the proper records
by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible
violation. Mr. Masterson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0411 Terry Joe Masterson (Use During Prohibited Period — Class F)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Terry Joe Masterson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing 2,4-D to the field east of Hwy 67 on an unknown date for Mr. Farrell
Young. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of April 16th
through September 15th. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Masterson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation. :

CF20-0411 Terry Joe Masteréon (Record Keeping — Class F)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Terry Joe Masterson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing 2,4-D to the field east of Hwy 67 on an unknown date for Mr. Farrell
Young. The evidence shows Mr. Terry Joe Masterson failed to keep the proper records by not
recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Masterson agrees to a Level ] Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF20-0413 Stephen J. Fox (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Stephen J. Fox, Private Applicator for Fox Farms, made a ground
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to Fox Farms’ equipment parking area on
an unknown date. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of
May 26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible
violation. Mr. Fox agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0413 Stephen J. Fox (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Stephen J. Fox, Private Applicator for Fox Farms, made a ground
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to Fox Farms’ equipment parking area on
an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Stephen J. Fox failed to keep the proper records by
not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Fox agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0413 Stephen J. Fox (Off Label Use)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Stephen J. Fox, Private Applicator for Fox Farms, made a ground
application of Grandstand to Fox Farms’ equipment parking area on an unknown date. Grandstand
R Herbicide is approved for use on rice only; thus, the application of Grandstand R is an off label
use. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty
Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Major violation. Mr. Fox agrees to a Level I Warning
for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0433 James William Drace (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James William Drace, Private Applicator for Wade Drace Farms,
made an application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date.
The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Drace agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0433 James William Drace (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James William Drace, Private Applicator for Wade Drace Farms,
made an application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date.
The evidence shows Mr. James William Drace failed to keep the proper records by not recording
the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Drace agrees
to a Level I Wamning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF20-0439 David Griffin (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David Griffin, Private Applicator for Griffin Farms, made an
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Griffin agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0439 David Griffin (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David Griffin, Private Applicator for Griffin Farms, made an
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. David Giffin failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application.
The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Griffin agrees to a Level 1
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

C¥F20-0468 Michael W. Youn se During Prohibited Period — Class H

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Michael W. Young, Private Applicator, made applications of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Field #1 and Field #2 on unknown dates. The
evidence shows the applications were made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I Egregious Eligible and Level II Egregious
Eligible violations.

Mr. Young agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF20-0468 Michael W. Young (Failure to Provide Records — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Michael W. Young, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr.
Michael W. Young failed to provide records for the dicamba application as required. The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Young agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation. ‘

CF20-0477 Joseph Michael Hart (Drift with Human Exposure)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Joseph Michael Hart, Commercial Applicator for H&M Flying
Service, made a postemergence aerial application of Sniper, Acephate 90, and Mepiquat to 39.36
acres of cotton in the Smith 40 field on August 17, 2020 for Mr. Blaine Higginbotham. The
evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Morgan Fletcher and his property
resulting in a human exposure to a pesticide. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Major
violation. Mr. Hart agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF20-0502 Joseph Michael Hart (Drift)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Joseph Michael Hart, Commercial Applicator for H&M Flying
Service, made a postemergence aerial application of Defol 5 to 102 acres of rice for defoliation in
the Wildy West 1 field on September 03, 2020 for Webfoot Farms. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Faulkenberry’s lawn and garden. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level II Major violation. Mr. Hart agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF21-0016 Jeffrev Dale Slack (Drift — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Jeffrey Dale Slack, Commercial Applicator, made a ground
application of Glyphosate 41%, Panther SC, Clash, and Direct to 425 acres in the Etowah Farm
field for burndown on April 05, 2021 for Bell Planting Company. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Ms. Spain’s trees. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level III Major
violation. Mr. Slack agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF21-0066 Bryan Stone Schmidt (Drift

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Bryan Stone Schmidt, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of Roundup PowerMAX and Command 3ME to 64 acres in Field #4 for burndown on April 17,
2021. The evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Romine’s trees. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. Mr. Schmidt agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF21-0066 Bryan Stone Schmidt (Buffer Zone)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Bryan Stone Schmidt, Private Applicator, made ground applications
of Roundup PowerMAX and Command 3ME to 76 acres in Field #2 and #3 for burndown on April
05, 2021 and to 64 acres in Field #4 for burndown on April 17, 2021. The evidence shows the
applications were made within 1200 feet of the Hoxie city limit which would be inside the 1200
foot buffer zone requirement for Command 3ME; thus, this is considered two (2) buffer zone
violations. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation and Level II Major violations.

Mr. Schmidt agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.
CF21-0127 Dustin D. McMahan (Record Keeping — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Dustin D. McMahan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to 35 acres of cotton in the MclIntire’s field on an unknown
date. The evidence shows Mr. Dustin D. McMabhan failed to keep the proper records for a Class
H product by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor
violation. Mr. McMahan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF21-0127 Dustin D. McMahan (Buffer Zone — Class H

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Dustin D. McMahan, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of Engenia, On-Target, and Sentris to Bayou 80-Ditch for burndown on June 30, 2021 and an
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to 35 acres of cotton in the McIntire’s field
on an unknown date. The evidence shows the applications were made within approximately .70
and .08 miles of University of Arkansas - Rohwer Research Station which would be inside the 1
mile buffer zone requirement for Class H Products; thus, this is considered two (2) buffer zone
violations. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I Minor violation and Level II Major violations.

Mr. McMabhan agrees to a Level | Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.
CF21-0127 Shawn Keith Simpson (Record Keeping — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Shawn Keith Simpson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in the McElroys field on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. Shawn Keith Simpson failed to keep the proper records for a Class H product
by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. Mr.
Simpson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

C¥F21-0127 Shawn Keith Simpson (Buffer Zone — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Shawn Keith Simpson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in the McElroys field on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made within approximately .30 miles of University of
Arkansas - Rohwer Research Station which would be inside the 1 mile buffer zone requirement
for Class H Products; thus, this is considered a buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Minor violation. Mr. Simpson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF21-0471 Ray J. Holzhauer (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Ray J. Holzhauer, Private Applicator for Shanco Co., made an
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to the irrigation line in field BL8 on an
unknown date. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of July
1st through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Holzhauer agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF21-0471 Ray J. Holzhauer (Failure to Provide Records — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Ray J. Holzhauer, Private Applicator for Shanco Co., made an
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to the irrigation line in field BL8 on an
unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Ray J. Holzhauer failed to provide records for the dicamba
application as required when asked on August 17, 2021. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Holzhauer agrees to a Level | Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF21-0471 Michael A. Dodson (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Michael A. Dodson made a postemergence ground application of
Engenia, Prefix, Volacept, and Traverse D to 37.46 acres of soybeans in the Haunted House field
on June 15, 2021 and to 204.33 acres of soybeans in the Malcolm field on June 16, 2021. The
evidence shows the application was made within % mile of Mr. Morton’s non dicamba-tolerant
soybean field which would be inside the % mile buffer zone requirement for Class H Products;
thus, this is considered a buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I Minor
violation and Level I Major violations.

Mr. Dodson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.
CF21-0355 Lenny Joe Kyle (Use During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Lenny Joe Kyle, Private Applicator, made a postemergence ground
* application of Engenia (EPA Reg. #7969-345) and Compadre to 2/3 acres of soybeans in the
Penrose field on July 17, 2021 using a backpack sprayer. The evidence shows the application was
made during the prohibited period of July 1st through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Kyle agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF21-0355 Lenny Joe Kyle (Use of an Unregistered Product — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Lenny Joe Kyle, Private Applicator, made a postemergence ground
application of Engenia (EPA Reg. #7969-345) and Compadre to 2/3 acres of soybeans in the
Penrose field on July 17, 2021 using a backpack sprayer. The evidence shows the application was
made after December 20, 2020 (date the registration for this product expired); thus, is considered
use of an unregistered Class H product. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible
violation. Mr. Kyle agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CKF21-0355 Lenny Joe Kyle (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Lenny Joe Kyle, Private Applicator, made a postemergence ground
application of Engenia (EPA Reg. #7969-345) and Compadre to 2/3 acres of soybeans in the
Penrose field on July 17, 2021 using a backpack sprayer. The evidence shows Mr. Kyle failed to
keep the proper records by not recording the total amount applied, proof the applicator completed
the required training, receipts for the purchase of this product, the sensitive crop registry consulted,
the spray nozzle the applicator used to apply this product, and the nozzle pressure the applicator
set the sprayer to. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Kyle agrees to
a Level 1 Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF21-0355 Lenny Joe Kyle (No Training Certificate — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Lenny Joe Kyle, Private Applicator, made a postemergence ground
application of Engenia (EPA Reg. #7969-345) and Compadre to 2/3 acres of soybeans in the
Penrose field on July 17, 2021 using a backpack sprayer. The evidence shows Mr. Lenny Joe Kyle
could not provide an EPA approved training certificate required for the application. The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Kyle agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF21-0538 Justin Keith Haller (Drift)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Justin Keith Haller, Commercial Applicator for Scott Flying Service,
made a postemergence application of Sodium Chlorate (Defol 5) to 35 acres of rice in the Corbet
#5 field on September 07, 2021 for Mr. Jeff Worlow. The evidence shows this application drifted
off target onto Mr. Phillips’ soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Major violation. Mr.
Haller agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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Attachment 5

Minutes of
Arkansas State Plant Board
Bureau of Standards Committee Meeting
May 20, 2025
9:30 am.

Committee Members Present
Via Zoom: Robin Ralston, Bruce Alford, Sam Stuckey, Travis Senter, Caleb Wall,

Robert Thorne, & Alex Johnston
Staff Present: Nikhil Soman, Sheila Carter, Kristin Walter
Guest Present:

Chairman Robin Ralston called the meeting to order at 9:37 a.m. Those in attendance stated their name
and affiliation.

Chairman Robin Ralston stated the purpose of the meeting was to review violations and penalties.
Chairman Ralston turned the floor over to Bureau of Standards Director, Nikhil Soman.

Nikhil Soman presented the committee for review and approval are the following cases from February
2025 to April 2025.

In Attachment 1 — Table 1cases for Expired and or No Decal(s) there are 52 (Fifty-two) First Offenses and 10
(Ten) Second Offenses and 4 (Four) Third Offense and 1 (One) Fourth Offense on Pump(s), Scale(s) or Meter(s).
These are First Offenses with a $350 penalty each, Second Offenses with a $800 penalty each, Third Offenses
with a $1,350 penalty each and Fourth Offenses with a $2,000 penalty each.

A motion was made by Sam Stuckey seconded by Bruce Alford to approve the proposed penalties against the
alleged violators. Committee voted motion passed unanimously.

In Attachment 1 — Table 2 — cases for Misrepresentation of Pricing there are 1 (One) First Offenses 1. These are
First Offenses with a $350 penalty each.

A motion was made by Bruce Alford seconded by Sam Stuckey to approve the proposed penalties against the
alleged violators. Committee voted motion passed unanimously. ‘

In Attachment 1 — Table 3 — case for Water Contamination Limits there are 6 (Six) First Offense. These are First
Offenses with a $200 penalty each.

A motion was made by Bruce Alford seconded by Travis Senter to approve the proposed penalties against the
alleged violators. Committee voted motion passed unanimously



e Request to waive/reduce Civil Penalty of $350 in Case BS 25-0143, Bassett Food & Fuel, Bassett, AR.

A motion was made by Bruce Alford seconded by Travis Senter to approve reducing BS 25-0143 to $100.00 on
the proposed penalties against the alleged violators. Committee voted motion passed unanimously.

e Request to withdraw Civil Penalty of $800 in Case BS 25-0181 and Civil Penalty in Case BS 25-0182 of $1,350
until Director can meet with owner of Cherry Street Food Mart, Pine Bluff, AR.

A motion was made by Bruce Alford seconded by Sam Stuckey to approve withdrawing cases BS 25-0181 and
BS 25-0182 until after meeting with owner on the proposed penalties against the alleged violators. Committee

voted motion passed unanimously.

There being no additional business, a motion was made by Bruce Alford and seconded by Travis Senter to adjourn.

5/20/2025



A total of 74 Civil Penalties were issued in the period February 2025 to April 2025:

Attachment 1 - Violations

Sixty-Seven for No Decal or Expired Annual Decal  Table 1

Fifty-Two First Offense
Ten Second Offense
Four Third Offense

One Fourth Offense
One for Misrepresentation of Pricing Table 2

One First Offense

Six for Water Cohtamlngtlon In the Fuel Table 3

Six First Offense




Attachment 1 Table 1
TABLE 1 - Violation of A.C.A § 4-18-344 NO ANNUAL OR EXPIRED INSPECTION DECAL - SIXTY SEVEN VIOLATIONS
Case File Business Name Address City Inspection Date Device Violation | Civil Penalty
BS 25-0141 The Old Gin 185 Hwy 18E Dell February 4, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0142 Circle K 21 Hwy64 W Beebe February 18, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0143 Bassétt Food & Fuel 306 Hwy 615 Bassett February 11, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0144 Shell Food Mart 4610 W Keiser Osceola February 11, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0145 Circle K 2975 Malvern Av Hot Springs February 12, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0146 Mini Mart 25 N Main St Greenland February 03, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0147 Mini Mart/Phillips 66 2817 Garland Av Fayettevile February 03, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0148 Loves Travel Stop 294 US82 Lake Village February 03, 2025 Meter(s) First $350
BS 25-0149 Lets Stop N Go 2223 N College Av El Dorado February 04, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0150 Quick Fuel Mart 13420 Otter Creek Pkwy Little Rock February 04, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0151 Al's Fast Trax 3010 N College Av Fayetteville February 10, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0152 Exxon One Stop 2901 W28th Av Pine Bluff February 11, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0153 Circle K 2501 Northlake Benton February 11, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0154 Circle K 100 N Lincoln Av Star City February 11, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0155 Cash Saver 345 S Main - Monticello February 21, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0156 Big Red 1802 E Harding Pine Bluff February 25, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0158 Casey's 3400 E Race Av Searcy February 25, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0159 CJ's Country Market 7322 Batesville Pike Jacksonville February 27, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0160 DJ's Mart 1500 W Keiser Osceola February 25, 2025 Pump(s) First $350




Attachment 1 Table 1
Case File Business Name Address City Inspection Date Device Violation | Civil Penalty
BS 25-0161 The Junction 24109 AR107 Jacksonville February 27, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0162 White Oak Station 102 Passion Play Rd Eureka Springs March 03, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0163 Carniceria Guanajuato 805 W Centerton Centerton February 27, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0164 | Community Butcher Halal 2410 SW 14th St Bentonville February 27, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0165 | Desi Bazaar Indian Grocery 2800 SW 14th St Bentonville February 27, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0167 Villa Market 3307 W Wedington Dr Fayetteville February 28, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0168 Asian Grocery Store 1607 N College Av Fayetteville March 03, 2025 Scale(s) . First $350
BS 25-0169 | El Potrero Mexican Product 3200 S Thompson St Springdale March 03, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0170 La Sultana Market 2111 S Old Missouri ~ Springdale March 03, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0171 Mi Tierra Supermarket 1301 E Robinson St B3 Springdale March 03, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0172 El Amanecer Market 1115 S School Av Fayetteville March 03, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0173 Hortons Express 2055 Harkrider St Conway March 06, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0174 Searcy Shell 1250 Truman Baker Dr Searcy March 06, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0175 White Oak Station 101 E Main St Green Forest March 10, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0195 Sherwood Street 6828 Colonel Glenn - Little Rock March 12, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0197 O'Neal Gas 1224 N 1st St , Stephens March 18, 2025 Meter(s) First $350
BS 25-0198 Circle K 906 North St Ward March 17, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0201 Circle K 1205 Higden Ferry Rd Hot Springs March 18, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
. BS 25-0202 Circle K 8921 Fourche Dam Pike Little Rock " April 17, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0203 Manila Exxon 261 Hwy 18E Manila February 24, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0204 In & Out Convenience 925 W Tulsa Siloam Ssprings February 26, 2025 Pump(s) First . $350
BS 25-0205 T Mart/P&D One Stop 2749 US82 Crossett February 28, 2025 Pump(s) First $350




Attachment 1 Table 1
Case File Business Name Address City Inspection Date Device Violation | Civil P;enalty
BS 25-0206 Golden Dragon Buffet 1387 S 48th St Springdale March 12, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0207 Pramukh Vandan inc 5255 Hwy 135N : Paragould March 11, 2025 - Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0208 Carniceria Guanajuato 229 S Main St Decatur March 19, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0209 Del Campo A La Cuidad 6500 S University Little Rock March 24, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0210 | Mercado San Jose Grocery | 7411 Geyer Springs Rd _ Little Rock March 24, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0211 | Mr Chens Oriental Market 3901 S University Little Rock March 26, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0212 HR Food Mart 201 S Edline Av ~ Altheimer March 27, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0213 KNK Auto Salvage 8221 Princeton Pike White Hall March 27, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0214 Kum & Go 1775 Old Morrilton Hwy Conway April 11, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0215 Wild Bill Conoco 1240 Garland Av Fayetteville April 14, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0216 Conoco 1 Stop 1725 S Whitehead Dr Dewitt April 17, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0179 Fenny's/ Sunoco 3515 Towson Av Ft Smith February 04, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0180 Alon Food Mart 15541130 Benton February 05, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0181 Cherry St Food Mart 2504 S Cherry St Pine Bluff February 11, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0183 Circle K 100 N Lincoln Av ] Star City February 25, 2025 Pump(s) Second S800
BS 25-0184 Main st Food Mart 1620 S Main St Pine Bluff February 25, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0186 Big Red 1802 E Harding Av Pine Bluff February 18, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0187 Maxizoom Fuel Stop 128 S Main St Brinkley February 24, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0177 Haskell Grove C store 2905 Hwy 229 S Haskell January 29, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0196 Sherwood Street 6828 Colonel Glenn Little Rock March 26, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0199 Circle K 906 North St Ward April 1, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0182 Cherry St Food Mart 2504 S Cher.ry St Pine Bluff February 25, 2025 Pump(s) Third $1,350




Attachment 1 Table 1
Case File Business I’§Iame Address City Inspection Date Device Violation | Civil Penalty
BS 25-0185 A & S Quick Mart 1416 S Blake St Pine Bluff- February 25, 2025 Pump(s) Third $1,350
BS 25-0188 El Amanecer Market 1115 S School Av Fayettevile April 14, 2025 Scale(s) Third $1,350
BS 25-0200 Circle K 906 North St Ward April 15, 2025 Pump(s) Third $1,350
BS 25-0178 Haskell Grove C store 2905 Hwy 229 S Haskell February 18, 2025 Pump(s) Fourth $2,000




Table 2

Business Name

Address

Inspection Date

Accuracy Rate

Violation

Family Dollar

3901 S University Av

Little Rock

March 10, 2025

74%

First




Attachment 1 _ Table3
- & 4 Water
Case File Business Name Address City Date of Inspection Fuel Type Location in ch s) Violation | Civil Penalty
BS 25-0189 North Point Exxon 1810 Hwy 49N Paragould March 4, 2025 Premium Unleaded Storage Tank 25 First $200
BS 25-0190 Trader Bills Outdoors 1530 Albert Pike Hot Springs March 11, 2025 Off Road Diesel Storage Tank 20 First $200
BS 25-0191 Sardinia Enterprise LLC 3039 Albert Pike Hot Springs March 5, 2025 Premium Unleaded Storage Tank 2.0 First $200
BS 25-0192 Speedy Stop 111 W Dixon Little Rock April 1, 2025 Hwy Diesel Nozzle Cloudy First $200
BS 25-0193 ToBo's 66 1200 W Wilson Greenland April 8, 2025 Premium E10 Storage Tank 0.88 First $200
BS 25-0194 EZ Mart 54 N Centennial Av West Fork April 8, 2025 Regular Unleaded Storage Tank 125 First 5200




Bassett Food & Fuel e é ""A—' Ak
306 Hwy 61 S Quﬁ”"‘

Bassett, AR 72350
[8708220661] . <
david hauter@yahoo.com Date: May 15, 2025 Cr= \ \ .lO 9
To:

Nikhil Soman, Director ’\’0 %
Arkansas Bureau of Standards

4608 W 61st Street

Little Rock, AR 72209

RE: Request for Dismissal or Reduction of Civil Penalty/~ Case No. BS 25-0143 )

Dear Mr. Soman,

Tam writing regarding the Notice of Violation issued to Bassett Food & Fuel dated
March 5, 2025, related to the absence of an annual inspection decal on our fuel pump(s),
as identified during the February 11, 2025, inspection by Ms. Erica Gurley

I would like to respectfully request reconsideration for dismissal or reduction of the $350
civil penalty associated with this first-time violation. The delay in inspection was due to a
change in our calibration service provider. Transitioning to a new provider caused
unforeseen scheduling delays, which unfortunately extended beyond the usual timeframe -
for compliance. At no point did we intend to operate outside of Arkansas standards or
regulations.

We have since resolved the issue and completed the required inspection. We are also
implementing a new compliance calendar to ensure timely service and adherence to
future requirements.

As a small business serving the Bassett community, we strive to maintain full regulatory
compliance and transparency. We greatly appreciate the work of the Arkansas
Department of Agriculture and the Arkansas Bureau of Standards, and we are hopeful
that our explanation and prompt corrective actions will be taken into account.

Thank you for your time and consideration. I am available for any additional information
or clarification you may need.

Sincerely,
David Hauter / owner of Basset Food & Fuel




Arkansas State Plant Board Meeting - June 05, 2025 at 8:30 a.m.

Attachment 4b

WARNING LETTERS

Item Case # Name/Company Name Date of Violation Violation Penalty Level Staff Recommendation
1 |17-0110 |Chris Bassham April 8,2017 Drift Level | Minor Warning Letter
2 |20-0010 |Charles Clifton McPherson, llI February 29, 2020  |Drift - Class F Level | Minor Warning Letter
3 |20-0010 |Charles Clifton McPherson, lil February 29, 2020 |Buffer Zone Level | Minor Warning Letter
4 120-0031 |Carter Garrett March 29, 2020 Drift - Class H Level | Minor Warning Letter
5 |20-0031 |Carter Garrett March 29, 2020 Buffer Zone Level | Minor Warning Letter
6 |20-0031 |Jay Harmon February 27,2020  |Drift - Class F Level | Minor Warning Letter
7 |20-0031 |Jay Harmon February 27, 2020 |Buffer Zone Level | Minor Warnin_g_ Letter
8 |20-0189 [J. Paige Dills June 16, 2020 Drift - Class F Level | Minor Warning Letter
9 [21-0079 [Kelly Gene Tacker May 22, 2021 No Training Certificate - Paraquat Level | Minor Warning Letter
10 |21-0127 |Bradley Dale Sass May 24, 2021 Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Minor Warning Letter
11 |21-0127 |Mark Edward Singleton May 10, 2021 Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Minor Warning Letter
12 [22-0049 |Juan Wessells May 2, 2022 Drift - Paraquat Level | Minor Warning Letter
13 |22-0097 {Corey Readnour April 15, 2022 Drift - Class F Level | Minor Warning Letter
14 ]24-0100 [Ramon Wong-Hernandez June 4, 2024 Drift Level | Minor Warning Letter

Class F = all 2,4-D and 2,4-D containing pesticides Class H = all pesticides containing dicamba
SIGNED SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

Item Case # Name/Company Name Date of Violation Violation Penalty Level Agreed Action
15 |17-0110 [James (Rusty) Cartillar, lll April 11, 2017 Drift Level il Major Warning
16 |17-0306 {Don Clayton Miller June 8, 2017 Drift - Class H Level Il Major Warning
17 |17-0306 |Brian Keith Harrell June 11, 2017 Drift - Class H Level IV Major Warning
18 [17-0306 |Brian Keith Harrell June 11, 2017 Buffer Zone - Class H Level IV Major Warning
19 |17-0308 |Brian Keith Harrell Unknown Drift - Class H Level IV Major Warning
20 |17-0308 |Brian Keith Harrell Unknown Buffer Zone - Class H Level IV Major Warning
21 |17-0311 |Brian Keith Harrell Unknown Drift - Class H Level IV Major Warning
22 |17-0311 |Don Clayton Miller June 9, 2017 Drift - Class H Level IV Major Warning
23 |17-0311 |Robert Keith Harrell Unknown Drift - Class H Level Il Major Warning
24 |17-0313 |Brian Keith Harrell Unknown Drift - Class H Level IV Major Warning
25 [17-0313 |Brian Keith Harrell Unknown Buffer Zone - Class H Level IV Major Warning
26 |17-0313 |Robert Keith Harrell Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Minor Warning
27 |17-0313 |[Robert Keith Harrell Unknown Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Minor Warning
28 |17-0338 |Norris A. Sims June 9, 2017 Drift - Class H Level | Minor Warning




29 |17-0338 |Norris A. Sims June 9, 2017 Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Minor Warning
30 |17-0640 |Hunter Allen Stracener June 17, 2017 Drift - Class H Level | Minor Warning
31 |17-0866 |Gavin Richard Sullivan June 29, 2017 Drift - Class H Level Il Major Warning
32 |17-1001 |Brian Keith Harrell June 13, 2017 Drift Leve| IV Major Warning
33 |17-1009 |Lindsay P. Chandler July 15, 2017 Drift Level Il Major Warning
34 |17-1287 |Don Clayton Miller June 9, 2017 Drift - Class H Level Ill Major Warning
35 |17-1287 |Don Clayton Miller June 9, 2017 Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Minor Warning
36 |17-1287 |Brian Keith Harrell June 11, 2017 Drift - Class H Level IV Major Warning
37 |17-1287 |Brian Keith Harrell June 11, 2017 Buffer Zone - Class H Level IV Major Warning
38 |18-0128 |Edward Becton Bell April 27, 2018 Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Major Warning
39 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Major
40 {18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Major
41 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Major
42 118-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major Warning
43 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major
44 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major
45 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major
46 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major
47 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard March 22, 2018 Record Keeping - Class H Level | Minor
48 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard April 13, 2018 Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Major
49 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level lil Major
50 |18-0136 {Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major
51 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major Warning
52 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major
53 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major
54 |18-0136 |[Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major
55 {18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major
56 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major
57 [18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard March 22, 2018 No Training Certificate - Class H Level | Minor
58 }18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard April 13, 2018 No Training Certificate - Class H Level Il Major
59 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown No Training Certificate - Class H Level Ill Major
60 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown No Training Certificate - Class H Level IV Major
61 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown No Training Certificate - Class H Level IV Major Warning
62 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown No Training Certificate - Class H Level IV Major
63 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown No Training Certificate - Class H Level IV Major




64 |18-0136 {Adam Kyle Henard Unknown No Training Certificate - Class H Level IV Major
65 {18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown No Training Certificate - Class H Level IV Major
66 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown No Training Certificate - Class H Level IV Major
67 |18-0136 |Adam Kyle Henard April 13, 2018 Off Label Rate - Class H Level | Major Warning
68 |18-0184 |Blake Foster Hart Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Major Warning
69 |18-0184 |Blake Foster Hart Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Major Warning
70 |18-0190 |Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Major Warning
71 |18-0180 [Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Major
72 |18-0190 |Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Major Warning
73 |18-0190 |Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Major
74 |18-0191 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Major
75 118-0191 [William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Major Warning
76 |18-0191 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Major
77 |18-0191 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major
78 118-0191 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Major
79 [18-0191 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Major Warning
80 |18-0191 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level lll Major
81 |18-0191 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major
82 |18-0255 |Neil Shane Culp Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
83 |18-0255 |Neil Shane Culp Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Major Warning
84 |18-0255 |Neil Shane Culp Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Major Warning
85 |18-0328 |Rob D. Veach Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Major Warning
86 |18-0328 |Rob D. Veach Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Major Warning
87 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major
88 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major
89 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major
90 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major Warning
91 |18-0344 |William Michae! Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major
92 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major
93 [18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Major
94 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major '
95 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major
96 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major
97 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major Warning
98 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major




99 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major

100 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level IV Major

101 |18-0344 |William Michael Butler August 6, 2018 Failure to Provide Records - Class H Level | Major Warning
102 {18-0381 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Major Warning
103 [18-0381 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level || Major

104 |18-0381 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Major Warning
105 {18-0381 [Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Major

106 [19-0087 |Ronnie L. McGhee May 19, 2019 Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
107 |19-0087 |Ronnie L. McGhee May 19, 2019 Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
108 [19-0087 |Ronnie L. McGhee May 19, 2019 Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
109 |19-0134 |Rollen Smith Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
110 [19-0134 [Rollen Smith Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
111 [19-0134 [Rollen Smith Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
112 |19-0134 |Rollen Smith Unknown No Private Applicator License Level | Egregious Warning
113 [19-0145 |Brandon Lenard Cain May 7, 2019 Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
114 |19-0145 |Brandon Lenard Cain May 15, 2019 Buffer Zone - Class H Level Il Egregious

115 |19-0151 [James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Drift - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
116 |19-0151 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
117 |19-0151 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Failure to Provide Records - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
118 [19-0178 |Neil Shane Culp Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
119 |19-0180 |David A. Wallace Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
120 |19-0180 |David A, Wallace Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
121 |19-0180 |David A, Wallace Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
122 |19-0201 |Danny Joe Voyles Unknown Use'During Prohibited Period - Class H Level 1 Egregious Warning
123 |19-0232 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious

124 [19-0232 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
125 |19-0232 |Adam Kyle Henard Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious

126 |19-0233 |Weston Edward Cissell Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
127 |19-0233 |Weston Edward Cissell Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
128 |19-0235 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious

129 |19-0235 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
130 |19-0235 |James {Tim) Sullivan Unknown Use, During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Ill Egregious

131 |19-0235 |James (Tim) Sullivan July 31, 2019 Failure to Provide Records - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
132 |19-0241 |Larry L. Malone, Jr. Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Ciass H Level | Egregious Warning
133 |19-0241 |Larry L. Malone, Jr. Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning




134 |19-0242 |Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Ill Egregious Warning
135 {19-0242 |Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
136 [19-0245 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Ill Egregious Warning
137 |19-0246 |Godfrey S. White, Jr. Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
138 |19-0247 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
139 [19-0248 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
140 [19-0249 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
141 {19-0250 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
142 |19-0251 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
143 |19-0257 |Mike P. McCarty Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
144 |19-0257 |Mike P. McCarty Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
145 |19-0257 |Mike P. McCarty Unknown No Private Applicator License Level | Egregious Warning
146 {19-0262 |Robert {Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
147 |19-0278 |James William Drace Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
148 |19-0278 |James William Drace Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
149 [19-0307 |Kevin Crosskno Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
150 |19-0307 |Kevin Crosskno Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
151 |19-0307 |Kevin Crosskno Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
152 |19-0324 |Claud Allen Rains Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
153 ]19-0324 |Claud Allen Rains Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
154 [19-0324 |Claud Allen Rains Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
155 |19-0330 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
156 |19-0330 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
157 [19-0330 [James (Tim) Sullivan August 2, 2019 Failure to Provide Records - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning_
158 |19-0347 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious

159 [19-0347 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
160 |19-0347 |William Michael Butler Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious

161 |19-0356 |Gavin Richard Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
162 }19-0356 |Gavin Richard Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Egregious

163 |19-0361 |Joshua Daniel Bartlett Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
164 |19-0361 |Joshua Daniel Bartlett Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
165 |19-0361 |Joshua Daniel Bartlett Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
166 |19-0388 |David J. Oprey Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
167 |19-0388 |David J. Oprey Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
168 |19-0388 |David J. Oprey Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious

Warning




169 |20-0189 |Bradley Michael DaVault Unknown Drift - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
170 |20-0189 |Bradley Michael DaVault Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
171 |20-0189 |Bradley Michael DaVault Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
172 |20-0216 |David Griffin Unknown Use During Prohibited Pericd - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
173 |20-0216 |David Griffin Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
174 [20-0221 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Drift - Class H Level Ill Egregious Warning
175 |20-0221 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
176 |20-0221 |James {Tim) Sullivan Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
177 |20-0239 |Lee A. Obsorne Unknown Use-During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
178 [20-0239 |Lee A. Obsorne Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
179 |20-0348 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning_
180 |20-0348 |James (Tim) Sullivan Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
181 |20-0348 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level IV Egregious Warning
182 |20-0348 |Timothy Arduino Pirani Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
183 |20-0377 | Dalton Dilldine Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
184 |20-0377 |Dalton Dilldine Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
185 |20-0378 |Arlis Clark Long, Ir. Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
186 |20-0378 |Arlis Clark Long, Jr. Unknown Recérd Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
187 |20-0393 |Austin Kyle Murray Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
188 |20-0393 |Austin Kyle Murray Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
189 [20-0410 [Terry Joe Masterson Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
190 {20-0410 |Terry Joe Masterson Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
191 {20-0410 |Terry Joe Masterson Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class F Level | Egregious Warning
192 [20-0410 |Terry Joe Masterson Unknown Record Keeping - Class F Level | Egregious Warning
193 [20-0411 |Terry Joe Masterson Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
194 |20-0411 |Terry Joe Masterson Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
195 |20-0411 |Terry Joe Masterson Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class F Level Il Egregious Warning
196 |20-0411 |Terry Joe Masterson Unknown Record Keeping - Class F Level Il Egregious Warning
197 |20-0413 |Stephen J. Fox Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
198 |20-0413 |Stephen J. Fox Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
199 |20-0413 |Stephen J. Fox Unknown Off Label Use Level | Major Warning
200 {20-0433 |James William Drace Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level |l Egregious Warning
201 |20-0433 |James William Drace Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning
202 |20-0439 |David Griffin Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level |l Egregious Warning
203 |20-0439 |David Griffin Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level Il Egregious Warning




204 |20-0468 |Michael W. Young Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
205 |20-0468 |Michael W. Young Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level Il Egregious

206 |20-0468 |Michael W. Young Unknown Failure to Provide Records - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
207 |20-0477 |Joseph Michael Hart August 17, 2020 Drift with Human Exposure Level | Major Warning
208 |20-0502 |Joseph Michael Hart September 3, 2020 |Drift Level Il Major Warning
209 |21-0016 |Jeffrey Dale Slack April 5, 2021 Drift - Class H Level 1ll Major Warning
210 |21-0066 |Bryan Stone Schmidt April 17, 2021 Drift Level | Minor Warning
211 [21-0066 |Bryan Stone Schmidt April 5, 2021 Buffer Zone Level | Minor Warning
212 |21-0066 |Bryan Stone Schmidt April 17, 2021 Buffer Zone Level Il Major

213 |21-0127 |Dustin D. McMahan Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Minor Warning
214 |21-0127 |Dustin D. McMahan June 30, 2021 Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Minor Warning
215 |21-0127 {Dustin D. McMahan Unknown Buffer Zone - Class H Level I} Major

216 |21-0127 |Shawn Keith Simpson Unknown Record Keeping - Class H Level | Minor Warning
217 |21-0127 |Shawn Keith Simpson Unknown Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Minor Warning
218 |21-0471 |Ray J. Holzhauer Unknown Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
219 |21-0471 |Ray J. Holzhauer August 17, 2021 Failure to Provide Records - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
220 |21-0471 |Michael A. Dodson June 15, 2021 Buffer Zone - Class H Level | Minor Warning
221 |21-0471 |Michael A. Dodson June 16, 2021 Buffer Zone - Class H Level 1l Major

222 |21-0355 |Lenny Joe Kyle July 17, 2021 Use During Prohibited Period - Class H Leve| | Egregious Warning
223 |21-0355 |Lenny Joe Kyle July 17, 2021 Use of an Unregistered Product - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
224 |21-0355 |Lenny Joe Kyle July 17, 2021 Record Keeping - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
225 |21-0355 |Lenny Joe Kyle July 17, 2021 No Training Certificate - Class H Level | Egregious Warning
226 |21-0538 {Justin Keith Haller September 7, 2021  |Drift Level Il Major Warning

Class F = all 2,4-D and 2,4-D containing pesticides

Class H = all pesticides containing dicamba




Arkansas State Plant Board Meeting
June 05, 2025
08:30 A.M.

WARNING LETTERS
CF17-0110 Chris Bassham (Drift)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Chris Bassham, Commercial Applicator, made a ground application
of Command and Newpath to 50 acres of rice April 08, 2017. The evidence shows this application
drifted off target onto Mr. Cecil Yarbro’s property. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor
violation. The proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning Letter.

CF20-0010 Charles Clifton McPherson, III (Drift — Class F)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Charles Clifton McPherson, III, Commercial Applicator for H&M
Flying Service, made an aerial application of Round up Powermax II and De-Ester LV6 to 68.44
acres in the Miller Corner field for burndown for Mr. Vance Austin on February 29, 2020. The
evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Evans’ lawn and ornamentals. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. The proposed enforcement action for this
violation is a Warning Letter.

CF20-0010 Charles McPherson, ITI (Buffer Zone

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Charles Clifton McPherson, III, Commercial Applicator for H&M
Flying Service, made an aerial application of Round up Powermax II and De-Ester LV6 to 68.44
acres in Miller Corner field for burndown for Mr. Vance Austin on February 29, 2020. The
evidence shows the application was made within approximately 35 feet of Mr. Evans’ property
which would be inside the 100 foot aerial buffer zone requirement for Roundup PowerMax II;
thus, this is considered a buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor
violation. The proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning Letter.

CF20-0031 Carter Garrett (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Carter Garrett, Commercial Applicator for Consolidated Aerial
Sprayers, made an aerial application of Cornerstone Plus and Sterling Blue to 40 acres in the Stokes
West field for burndown for Mr. Ryan Russell on March 29, 2020. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Ms. Crain’s lawn, trees, and ornamentals. The Arkansas State
Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation
as a Level I Minor violation. The proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning
Letter.
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CF20-0031 Carter Garrett (Buffer Zone)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Carter Garrett, Commercial Applicator for Consolidated Aerial
Sprayers, made an aerial application of Cornerstone Plus and Sterling Blue to 40 acres in the Stokes
West field for burndown for Mr. Ryan Russell on March 29, 2020. The evidence shows the
application was made within approximately 15 feet of Ms. Crain’s lawn, trees, and ornamentals
which would be inside the 100 foot aerial buffer zone requirement for Cornerstone Plus; thus, this
is considered a buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. The
proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning Letter.

CF20-0031 Jay Harmon (Drift — Class F)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Jay Harmon, Commercial Applicator for Consolidated Aerial
Sprayers, made an aerial application of Roundup PowerMax II and Salvo to 140 acres in Sunny
Crain field for burndown for Mr. Greg Nall on February, 27, 2020. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Ms. Crain’s lawn, trees, and ornamentals. The Arkansas State
Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation
as a Level I Minor violation. The proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning
Letter.

CF20-0031 Jay Harmon (Buffer Zone

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Jay Harmon, Commercial Applicator for Consolidated Aerial
Sprayers, made an aerial application of Roundup PowerMax II and Salvo to 140 acres in Sunny
Crain field for burndown for Mr. Greg Nall on February, 27, 2020. The evidence shows the
application was made within approximately 25 feet of Ms. Crain’s lawn, trees, and ornamentals
which would be inside the 100 foot aerial buffer zone requirement for Roundup PowerMax II;
thus, this is considered a buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor
violation. The proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning Letter.

CF20-0189 J. Paige Dills (Drift — Class F)

The Plant Board alleged “Mike”, operating under J. Paige Dills’ Private Applicator License, made
a postemergence ground application of Enlist and Powermax 3 to 79.2 acres of cotton in the Greene
Co 80 field on June 16, 2020. The evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr.
DaVault’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. The proposed
enforcement action for this violation is a Warning Letter.

CF21-0079 Kelly Gene Tacker (No Training Certificate - Paraquat)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Kelly Gene Tacker, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
ground application of Gramoxone, Fierce MTZ, and Interlock to 12 acres of soybeans in the
Norcross field on May 22, 2021. Mr. Kelly Gene Tacker could not produce an EPA approved
training required for the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. The
proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning Letter.
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CF21-0127 Bradley Dale Sass (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Bradley Dale Sass, Private Applicator, made a postemergence ground
application of Engenia and Sentris to 94 acres of cotton in the Fortenberry West field on May 24,
2021. The evidence shows the application was made within approximately .25 miles of University
of Arkansas - Rohwer Research Station which would be inside the 1 mile buffer zone requirement
for Class H Products; thus, this is considered a buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Minor violation. The proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning Letter.

CF21-0127 Mark Edward Singleton (Buffer Zone - Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Mark Edward Singleton, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
ground application of Xtendimax and Verified to 35 acres of soybeans in the Old Pivot Small field
on May 10, 2021. The evidence shows the application was made within approximately .75 miles
of University of Arkansas - Rohwer Research Station which would be inside the 1 mile buffer zone
requirement for Class H Products; thus, this is considered a buffer zone violation. The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level I Minor violation. The proposed enforcement action for this violation is a
Warning Letter.

CF22-0049 Juan Wessells (Drift - Paraguat

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Juan Wessels, Private Applicator, made ground application of
Flumioxazin 51% WDG, Para-SHOT 3.0, and Oro to 38.9 acres in the Seagraves field for
burndown on May 02, 2022. The evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Ms.
Chun’s property. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. The proposed enforcement
action for this violation is a Warning Letter.

CF22-0097 Corey Readnour (Drift — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Corey Readnour, Private Applicator, made a postemergence ground
application of Grazon P+D to 32 acres of hay/pasture in the Gibson field on April 15, 2022. The
evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Cheshier’s garden. The Arkansas State
Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation
as a Level I Minor violation. The proposed enforcement action for this violation is a Warning
Letter.

CF24-0100 Ramon Wong-Hernandez (Drift)

The Plant Board alleged Ramon Wong-Hernandez, Commercial Applicator for R and E Forestry,
Inc., made a ground application by backpack sprayer of Method 240 SL, Arsenal, and Escort XP
to 161.07 acres of power line right of way for Rich Mountain Electric Coop on June 04, 2024. The
evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Ms. Richmond’s nursery plants. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. The proposed enforcement action for this
violation is a Warning Letter.
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SIGNED SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
CF17-0110 James (Rusty) Cartillar, ITI (Drift)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James (Rusty) Cartillar, III, Commercial Applicator, made an aerial
application of Command and Sharpen to 80 acres of rice April 11, 2017. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Cecil Yarbro’s property. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II
Major violation. Mr. Cartillar agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0306 Don Clayton Miller (Drift — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Hunter Miller, operating under Mr. Don Clayton Miller’s Private
Applicator License, made a ground application of Engenia and Roundup Powermax II to 40 acres
(Bell Field) of soybeans on June 08, 2017. The evidence shows this application drifted off target
onto Henry Dean and Jeff Finch Farms’ soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Major
violation. Mr. Miller agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0306 Brian Keith Harrell (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of Engenia and Roundup Powermax II to 40 acres (Grapevine Field) of soybeans on June 11, 2017.
The evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Henry Dean and Jeff Finch Farms’
soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level .
I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0306 Brian Keith Harrell (Buffer Zone — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of Engenia and Roundup Powermax Il to 40 acres (Grapevine Field) of soybeans on June 11, 2017.
The evidence shows the application was made within 85 feet of Henry Dean and Jeff Finch Farms’
soybeans which would be inside the 100 foot buffer zone requirement for Engenia; thus, this is a
buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s  Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell
agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0308 Brian Keith Harrell (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of an unknown dicamba product to 40 acres (Doodles Field) of cotton on an unknown date. The
evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Henry Dean and Jeff Finch’s soybeans.
The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.
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CF17-0308 Brian Keith Harrell (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of an unknown dicamba product to 40 acres (Doodles Field) of cotton on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made within 2 feet of Henry Dean and Jeff Finch Farms’
soybeans which would be inside the 100 foot buffer zone requirement for Engenia; thus, this is a
buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell
agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0311 Brian Keith Harrell (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of an unknown dicamba product to cotton and soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows
this application drifted off target onto Mr. Dunkerson’s soybeans (Field #1 & #3). The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of
the allegation.

CF17-0311 Don Clayton Miller (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Hunter Miller, operating under Mr. Don Clayton Miller’s Private
Applicator License, made a ground application of Engenia to approx. 40 acres of soybeans on June
09, 2017. The evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Dunkerson’s soybeans
(Field #1). The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr. Miller agrees to a Level
I Warning for settlement of the allegation. ' '

CF17-0311 Robert Keith Harrell (Drift — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Robert Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of an unknown dicamba product to cotton and soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows
this application drifted off target onto Mr. Dunkerson’s soybeans (Field #2). The Arkansas State
Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation
as a Level II Major violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Waming for settlement of the
allegation.

CF17-0313 Brian Keith Harrell (Drift — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of an unknown dicamba product to 30-40 acres of soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence
shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Anderson’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF17-0313 Brian Keith Harrell (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of an unknown dicamba product to 30-40 acres of soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence
shows the application was made within 20 feet of Mr. Corbe Anderson’s soybeans which would
be inside the 100 foot buffer zone requirement for Engenia; thus, this is a buffer zone violation.
The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0313 Robert Keith Harrell (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Robert Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of an unknown dicamba product to 30-40 acres of soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence
shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Anderson’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Minor violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0313 Robert Keith Harrell (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Robert Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of an unknown dicamba product to 30-40 acres of soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence
shows the application was made within 20 feet of Mr. Corbe Anderson’s soybeans which would
be inside the 100 foot buffer zone requirement for Engenia; thus, this is a buffer zone violation.
The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0338 Norris A. Sims (Drift — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Freddy Paro, operating under Mr. Norris A. Sims’ Private Applicator
License, made a ground application of Engenia to 30 acres of soybeans on June 09, 2017. The
evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Daniel French’s soybeans. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation.as a Level I Minor violation. Mr. Sims agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0338 Norris A. Sims (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Freddy Paro, operating under Mr. Norris A. Sims’ Private Applicator
License, made a ground application of Engenia to 30 acres of soybeans on June 09, 2017. The
evidence shows the application was made within approximately 60 feet of Mr. French’s soybeans
which would be inside the 100 foot buffer zone requirement for Engenia; thus, this is a buffer zone
violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty
Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. Mr. Sims agrees to a Level I Waming
for settlement of the allegation.
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CF17-0640 Hunter Allen Stracener (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Rodney Spradlin, operating under Mr. Hunter Allen Stracener’s
Private Applicator License, made a ground application of Roundup Powermax II, Engenia, and
Zidua to 55 acres of soybeans for pigweeds on June 17,2017. The evidence shows this application
drifted off target onto Mr. Jake Smith’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor
violation. Mr. Stracener agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-0866 Gavin Richard Sullivan (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Gavin Richard Sullivan made a ground application of Grandstand R
and Stam M4 to 1 acre of rice on June 29, 2017. The evidence shows this application drifted off
target onto Mr. Catlett’s oak trees. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Major violation. Mr.
Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-1001 Brian Keith Harrell (Drift)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of Liberty 280 SL to 50 acres of cotton on June 13, 2017. The evidence shows this application
drifted off target onto Mr. Miller’s rice. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr.
Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-1009 Lindsay P. Chandler (Drift)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Lindsay P. Chandler, Commercial Applicator, made an aerial
application of Glystar Plus and Me-Too-Lachlor to 240 acres of soybeans on July 15, 2017. The
evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Steve Kirk’s soybeans. The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level II Major violation. Mr. Chandler agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement
of the allegation.

CF17-1287 Don Clayton Miller (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Hunter Miller, operating under Mr. Don Clayton Miller’s Private
Applicator License, made a ground application of Engenia and Roundup Powermax II to 40 acres
of soybeans on June 09, 2017. The evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr.
Finch’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level III Major violation. Mr. Miller agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF17-1287 Don Clayton Miller (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Hunter Miller, operating under Mr. Don Clayton Miller’s Private
Applicator License, made a ground application of Engenia and Roundup Powermax Il to 40 acres
of soybeans on June 09, 2017. The evidence shows the application was made within approx. 65
feet of Mr. Finch’s soybeans which would be inside the 100 foot buffer zone requirement for
Engenia; thus, this is a buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor
violation. Mr. Miller agrees to a Level ] Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF17-1287 Brian Keith Harrell (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of Engenia and Roundup Powermax II to 40 acres of soybeans on June 11, 2017. The evidence
shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Finch’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

C¥F17-1287 Brian Keith Harrell (Buffer Zone — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brian Keith Harrell, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of Engenia and Roundup Powermax II to 40 acres of soybeans on June 11, 2017. The evidence
shows the application was made within approx. 68 feet of Mr. Finch’s soybeans which would be
inside the 100 foot buffer zone requirement for Engenia; thus, this is a buffer zone violation. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level IV Major violation. Mr. Harrell agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0128 Edward Becton Bell (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Edward Becton Bell, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
ground application of Buccaneer (EPA Reg. #55467-10) and Engenia (EPA Reg. #7969-345) to
145 acres of soybeans on April 27, 2018. The evidence shows the application of dicamba was
made during the prohibited period of April 16th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Major violation. Mr. Bell agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0136 Adam Kyle Henard (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Adam Kyle Henard, Private Applicator, made eight (8)
postemergence applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybean fields Twin 2,
Twin 5, Twin 7, Twin 9A, Reserve 1, Reserve 4, Reserve 7, and Reserve 10A on unknown dates.
The evidence shows the applications of dicamba were made during the prohibited period of April
16th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I Major, Level I Major, Level III
Major, and five (5) Level IV Major violations.

Mr. Henard agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.
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CF18-0136 Adam Kyle Henard (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Adam Kyle Henard, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba on March 22, 2018, April 13, 2018, and eight (8) unknown
dates. The evidence shows Mr. Adam Kyle Henard failed to keep the proper records by not
recording the complete records required for Class H Products. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I
Minor, Level II Major, Level III Major, and (7) Level IV Major violations.

Mr. Henard agrees to a Level | Wamning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF18-0136 Adam Kyle Henard (No Training Certificate — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Adam Kyle Henard, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba on March 22, 2018, April 13, 2018, and eight (8) unknown
dates. Mr. Adam Henard could not produce a 2018 Arkansas Training and Certification Program
for Dicamba Herbicide Certificate required for ground applications of Class H Products. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines these violations as Level I Minor, Level Il Major, Level III Major, and (7) Level IV Major
violations.

Mr. Henard agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF18-0136 Adam Kyle Henard (Off Label Rate — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Adam Kyle Henard, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of Engenia (15 ounces/acre) to soybeans on April 13, 2018. The evidence shows an application
rate of 15 ounces/acre which is above the labeled rate of 12.8 ounces/acre for Engenia; thus the 15
ounces/acre is an off label rate violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Major violation. Mr.
Henard agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0184 Blake Foster Hart (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Blake Foster Hart, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba on an unknown date. The evidence shows the application
was made during the prohibited period of April 16th through October 31st. The Arkansas State
Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation
as a Level I Major violation. Mr. Hart agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0184 Blake Foster Hart (Record Keeping — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Blake Foster Hart, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Blake Foster
Hart failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Major violation. Mr. Hart agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF18-0190 Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse Jr. (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr., Private Applicator, made
postemergence applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybean Field #1 (Yen
Ling) and Field #2 (Cook 35) on unknown dates. The evidence shows the applications of dicamba
were made during the prohibited period of April 16th through October 31st. The Arkansas State
Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix deﬁnes these
violations as Level I Major and Level II Major violations.

Mr. Holthouse agrees to a Level [ Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.
CF18-0190 Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. (Record Keeping — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr., Private Applicator, made
postemergence applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybean Field #1 (Yen
Ling) and Field #2 (Cook 35) on unknown dates. The evidence shows Mr. Holthouse failed to
keep the proper records by not recording the complete records required for Class H Products. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines these violations as Level I Major and Level II Major violations.

Mr. Holthouse agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF18-0191 William Michael Butler (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. William Michael Butler, Private Applicator, made postemergence
ground applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Field #1, #2, #3,
and #4 on unknown dates. The evidence shows the applications of dicamba were made during the
prohibited period of April 16th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I Major,
Level II Major, Level Il Major, and Level IV Major violations.

Mr. Butler agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF18-0191 William Michael Butler (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. William Michael Butler, Private Applicator, made postemergence -*
ground applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Field #1, #2, #3,
and #4 on unknown dates. The evidence shows Mr. William Michael Butler failed to keep the
proper records by not recording the applications. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide -
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I Major,
Level II Major, Level IIl Major, and Level IV Major violations.

Mr. Butler agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.
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CF18-0255 Neil Shane Culp (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Neil Shane Culp, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans (Kelly Field) on an unknown
date. The evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Delmond George & Sons’
soybean field. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Culp agrees to
a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0255 Neil Shane Culp (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Neil Shane Culp, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application of dicamba was made during the prohibited period of April 16th
through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Major violation. Mr. Culp agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0255 Neil Shane Culp (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Neil Shane Culp, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. Neil Shane Culp failed to keep the proper records by not recording the
application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Major violation. Mr. Culp agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0328 Rob D. Veach (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Rob D. Veach, Private Applicator, made a postemergence application
of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in field #301 on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application of dicamba was made during the prohibited period of April 16th
through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Major violation. Mr. Veach agrees
~ to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

" CF18-0328 Rob D. Veach (Record Keeping — Class m

. The Plant Board alleged Mr. Rob D. Veach, Private Applicator, made a postemergence application
of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in field #301 on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. Rob D. Veach failed to keep the proper records by not recording the
application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Major violation. Mr. Veach agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

Page 11 of 35



CF18-0344 William Michael Butler (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. William Michael Butler, Private Applicator, made postemergence
ground applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Field #1, #2, #3,
#4,#5, #6, and #7 on unknown dates. The evidence shows the applications of dicamba were made
during the prohibited period of April 16th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as seven (7)
Level IV Major violations.

Mr. Butler agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF18-0344 William Michael Butler (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. William Michael Butler, Private Applicator, made postemergence
ground applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Field #1, #2, #3,
#4, #5, #6, and #7 on unknown dates. The evidence shows Mr. William Michael Butler failed to
keep the proper records by not recording the applications. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as seven (7)
Level IV Major violations.

Mr. Butler agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF18-0344 William Michael Butler (Failure to Provide Records — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Inspector Johnson attempted to obtain records from Mr. William Michael
Butler, Private Applicator, regarding application records for soybean fields inside the city of
Osceola on August 6,2018 and August 15,2018. The evidence shows Mr. William Michael Butler
failed to provide records for the dicamba application as required. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level 1
Major violation. Mr. Butler agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF18-0381 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator, made postemergence
ground applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in the Golf Course
Field (CC Northwest) and in Field #2 (CC Northeast) on unknown dates. The evidence shows the
applications of dicamba were made during the prohibited period of April 16th through October
31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty
Matrix defines these violations as Level I Major and Level II Major violations.

Mr. Pirani agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.
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CF18-0381 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Record Keeping — Class H

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator, made postemergence
ground applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in the Golf Course
Field (CC Northwest) and in Field #2 (CC Northeast) on unknown dates. The evidence shows Mr.
Timothy Arduino Pirani failed to keep the proper records by not recording the applications. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines these violations as Level I Major and Level II Major violations.

Mr. Pirani agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF19-0087 Ronnie L. McGhee (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Ronnie L. McGhee, Private Applicator, made a pre-emergence
ground application of Xtendimax, Warrant, and Roundup PowermaxII to 80 acres of cotton on
May 19, 2019. The evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Walker’s property.
The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. McGhee agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0087 Ronnie L. McGhee (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Ronnie L. McGhee, Private Applicator, made a pre-emergence
ground application of Xtendimax, Warrant, and Roundup PowermaxII to 80 acres of cotton on
May 19, 2019. The evidence shows Mr. Ronnie L. McGhee applied a tank mix of a product
containing the active ingredient Glyphosate (Roundup PowermaxIl) mixed with a pesticide
containing the active ingredient dicamba labeled for in crop use (Xtendimax) during the prohibited
period of April 16th through May 25th. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level 1 Egregious Eligible
violation. Mr. McGhee agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0087 Ronnie L. McGhee (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Ronnie L. McGhee, Private Applicator, made a pre-emergence
ground- application of Xtendimax, Warrant, and Roundup PowermaxII to 80 acres of cotton on
May 19;,.:2019. The evidence shows Mr. Ronnie L McGhee failed to keep the proper records by
not recording total amount applied, the location of the application, the date and provider of required
training completed and proof of completion, receipts or copies for the purchase of this product, a
copy ofthis product label, and any state special local needs label that supplements this label, and
the name of the sensitive crop registry and the date it was consulted and documentation of adjacent
crops/areas and the date the survey was conducted. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious
Eligible violation. Mr. McGhee agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF19-0134 Rollen Smith (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Rollen Smith made an application of an unknown product containing
dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows this application drifted off target
onto the Gardner’s property. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Smith agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0134 Rollen Smith (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Rollen Smith made an application of an unknown product containing
dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows the application was made during
the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Smith agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF19-0134 Rollen Smith (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Rollen Smith made an application of an unknown product containing
dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Rollen Smith failed to keep
the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious
Eligible violation. Mr. Smith agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0134 Rollen Smith (No Private Applicator License)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Rollen Smith made an application of an unknown product containing
dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Rollen Smith was not duly
licensed by the Plant Board as a Private Applicator. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious
Eligible violation. Mr. Smith agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0145 Brandon Lenard Cain (Buffer Zone — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Brandon Lenard Cain, Private Applicator, made postemergence
ground applications of Engenia (a Class H Product) and Zidua on May 07,2019 to soybeans (Fields
DB1, DB2, DB3) and May 15, 2019 to soybeans (Field LB6) within 1 mile of Mr. Feather’s pecan
orchard. The evidence shows the two applications were each made within 1 mile of Mr. Feather’s
pecan trees which would be inside the 1 mile buffer zone required from commercial specialty crops
for dicamba applications; thus, these are two buffer zone violations. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as
Level I Egregious Eligible and Level II Egregious Eligible violations.

Mr. Cain agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.
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CF19-0151 James (Tim) Sullivan (Drift — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Cox’s property. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious
Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0151 James (Tim) Sullivan (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows the
application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0151 James (Tim) Sullivan (Failure to Provide Records — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr.
James “Tim” Sullivan failed to provide records for the dicamba application as required. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level IlI Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

* CF19-0178 Neil Shane Culp (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Neil Shane Culp, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba made to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows
the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Culp agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0180 David A. Wallace (Drift — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David A. Wallace, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Stephens’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Wallace agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.
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CF19-0180 David A. Wallace (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David A. Wallace, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows the
application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Wallace agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0180 David A. Wallace (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David A. Wallace, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr.
David A. Wallace failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Wallace agrees to a Level [ Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0201 Danny Joe Voyles (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Danny Joe Voyles, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows the
application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Voyles agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0232 Adam Kyle Henard (Use During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Adam Kyle Henard, Private Applicator, made postemergence
applications of an unknown product containing dicamba to three soybean fields (Field #1, Field
#2, and Field #3) on unknown dates. The evidence shows the three applications were made during
the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as three (3)
Level IV Egregious Eligible violations.

Mr. Henard agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF19-0233'Weston Edward Cissell (Use During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Weston Edward Cissell, Private Applicator, made an application of
an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows
the applications were made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Cissell agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF19-0233 Weston Edward Cissell (Record Keeping — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Weston Edward Cissell, Private Applicator, made an application of
an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows
Mr. Weston Edward Cissell failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Cissell agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0235 James (Tim) Sullivan (Use During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made applications of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton Field #1, Field #2, and Field #3 on unknown dates.
The evidence shows the applications were made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I Egregious Eligible, Level II Egregious Eligible,
and Level III Egregious Eligible violations.

Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF19-0235 James (Tim) Sullivan (Failure to Provide Records — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Inspector Johnson attempted to obtain records from Mr. James “Tim”
Sullivan, Private Applicator, on July 31, 2019, August 1, 2019, and August 2, 2019. The evidence
shows Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan failed to provide records for the dicamba applications as
required. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty
Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a
Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0241 Larry L. Malone, Jr. (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Larry L. Malone, Jr., Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response-Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this‘violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Malone agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0241 Larry L. Malbne, Jr. (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Larry L. Malone, Jr., Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. Larry L. Malone, Jr. failed to keep the proper records by not recording the
application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Malone agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF19-0242 Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. (Use During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr., Private Applicator, made a
postemergence application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown
date. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th
through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level III Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Holthouse agrees to a Level [ Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0242 Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. (Record Keeping — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr., Private Applicator, made a
postemergence application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown
date. The evidence shows Mr. Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. failed to keep the proper records by
not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level III Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Holthouse agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0245 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level III Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Pirani agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0246 Godfrey S. White, Jr. (Use During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Godfrey S. White, Jr., Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows the
applications were made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. White agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation. :

CF19-0247 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Pirani agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF19-0248 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Pirani agrees
to a Level | Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0249 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Pirani agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0250 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Use During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Pirani agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0251 Timothy Arduine Pirani (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Pirani agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0257 Mike P. McCa se During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Mike P. McCarty made an application of an unknown product
containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows the applications were
made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. McCarty agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of
the allegation.
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CF19-0257 Mike P. McCarty (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Mike P. McCarty made an application of an unknown product
containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Mike P. McCarty
failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. McCarty agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of
the allegation.

C¥19-0257 Mike P. McCarty (No Private Applicator License)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Mike P. McCarty made an application of an unknown product
containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Mike P. McCarty
was not duly licensed by the Plant Board as a Private Applicator. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. McCarty agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF19-0262 Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr. (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Robert (Ron) B. Holthouse, Jr., Private Applicator, made a
postemergence application of an unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown
date. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th
through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Holthouse agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0278 James William Drace (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James William Drace, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Drace agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0278 James William Drace (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James William Drace, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. James William Drace failed to keep the proper records by not recording the
applications. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Drace agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF19-0307 Kevin Crosskno (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Kevin Crosskno, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Weiss’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Crosskno agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF19-0307 Kevin Crosskno (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Kevin Crosskno, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows the
application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Crosskno agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0307 Kevin Crosskno (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Kevin Crosskno, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr.
Kevin Crosskno failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Crosskno agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0324 Claud Allen Rains (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Claud Allen Rains, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Baioni’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level 1
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Rains agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation. .

CF19-0324 Claud Allen Rains (Use During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Claud Allen Rains, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows the
application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Rains agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF19-0324 Claud Allen Rains (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Claud Allen Rains, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr.
Claud Allen Rains failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Rains agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0330 James (Tim) Sullivan (Drift — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Hillegas’s property. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level 1
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF19-0330 James (Tim) Sullivan (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows the
application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0330 James (Tim) Sullivan (Failure to Provide Records — Class

The Plant Board alleged Inspector Johnson attempted to obtain records from Mr. James “Tim”
Sullivan, Private Applicator, on August 02, 2019, August 05, 2019, August 06, 2019, and August
07,2019. The evidence shows Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan failed to provide records for the dicamba
applications as required. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0347 William Michael Butler ( gée During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. William Michael Butler, Private Applicator, made applications of an -’

unknown product containing dicamba to soybean Field #1, Field #2, and Field #3 on unknown
dates. The evidence shows the applications were made during the prohibited period of May 26th
through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as three (3) Level IV Egregious Eligible
violations.

Mr. Butler agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.
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CF19-0356 Gavin Richard Sullivan (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Gavin Richard Sullivan, Private Applicator, made applications of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybean Field #1 and Field #2 on unknown dates. The
evidence shows the applications were made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I Egregious Eligible and Level II Egregious
Eligible violations.

Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF19-0361 Joshua Daniel Bartlett (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Joshua Daniel Bartlett, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Fuller’s soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level 1
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Bartlett agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF19-0361 Joshua Daniel Bartlett (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Joshua Daniel Bartlett, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
" Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level 1 Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Bartlett agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0361 Joshua Daniel Bartlett (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Joshua Daniel Bartlett, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. Joshua Daniel Bartlett failed to keep the proper records by not recording the
application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Bartlett agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation. '

CF19-0388 David J. Oprey (Drift — Class H) "

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David J. Oprey, Private Applicator, made a postemergence ground
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Felker’s soybeans. The Arkansas State
Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation
as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Oprey agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement
of the allegation.
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CF19-0388 David J. Oprey (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David J. Oprey, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Oprey agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF19-0388 David J. Oprey (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David J. Oprey, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. David J. Oprey failed to keep the proper records by not recording the
application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Oprey agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0189 Bradley Michael DaVault (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Bradley Michael DaVault, Private Applicator with DaVault ArkMo
Farms, made a postemergence application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans
in the Mike & Jims field on an unknown date. The evidence shows this application drifted off
target onto Ms. Dills’ cotton. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
DaVault agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0189 Bradley Michael DaVault (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Bradley Michael DaVault, Private Applicator with DaVault ArkMo
Farms, made a postemergence application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans
in the Mike & Jims field on an unknown date. The evidence shows the application was made
during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. DaVault agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF20-0189 Bradley Michael DaVault (Record Keeping —Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Bradley Michael DaVault, Private Applicator with DaVault ArkMo
Farms, made a postemergence application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans
in the Mike & Jims field on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Bradley Michael DaVault
failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. DaVault agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of
the allegation.
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CF20-0216 David Griffin (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David Griffin, Private Applicator for Griffin Farms, made an
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Griffin agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0216 David Griffin (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David Griffin, Private Applicator for Griffin Farms, made an
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. David Griffin, Griffin Farms, failed to keep the proper records by not
recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Griffin agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0221 James (Tim) Sullivan (Drift — Class H

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Cox’s property. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level III Egregious
Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

C¥20-0221 James (Tim) Sullivan (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows the
application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0221 James (Tim) Sullivan (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to cotton on an unknown date. The evidence shows James
“Tim” Sullivan failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.
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CF20-0239 Lee A. Osborne (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Lee A. Osborne, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Pikey field on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Osborne agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0239 Lee A. Oborne (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Lee A. Osborne, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Pikey field on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. Lee A. Osborne failed to keep the proper records by not recording the
application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Osborne agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

C¥F20-0348 James (Tim) Sullivan (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
ground application of an unknown product containing dicamba to cotton in Field #2 on an
unknown date. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May
26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Sullivan agrees to a Level | Warning for settlement of the allegation.

C¥F20-0348 James (Tim) Sullivan (Record Keeping — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
ground application of an unknown product containing dicamba to cotton in Field #2 on an
unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. James “Tim” Sullivan failed to keep the proper records
by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible
violation. Mr. Sullivan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0348 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator for Cox-Pirani Farms,
made a postemergence ground application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans
in Field #1 (Rutherford field) on an unknown date. The evidence shows the application was made
during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level IV
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Pirani agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.
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CF20-0348 Timothy Arduino Pirani (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Timothy Arduino Pirani, Private Applicator for Cox-Pirani Farms,
made a postemergence ground application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans
in Field #1 (Rutherford field) on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Timothy Arduino
Pirani failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Pirani agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF20-0377 Dalton Dilldine (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Dalton Dilldine, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Simmons field on an
unknown date. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May
26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Dilldine agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0377 Dalton Dilldine (Record Keeping — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Dalton Dilldine, Private Applicator, made a postemergence
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Simmons field on an
unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Dalton Dilldine failed to keep the proper records by not
recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Dilldine agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation. '

CF20-0378 Arlis Clark Long, Jr. (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Arlis Clark Long Jr., Private Applicator/Owner Clark Long Jr. Farms,
made a postemergence ground application of an unknown product containing dicamba to 103 acres
of cotton in the Myers field on an unknown date. The evidence shows the application was made
during the prohibited period of May 26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Long agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF20-0378 Arlis Clark Long, Jr. (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Arlis Clark Long Jr., Private Applicator/Owner Clark Long Jr. Farms,
made a postemergence ground application of an unknown product containing dicamba to 103 acres
of cotton in the Myers field on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Arlis Clark Long, Jr.
failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Long agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.
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CF20-0393 Austin Kyle Murray (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Austin Kyle Murray, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Mounds Sand 40 field on an unknown date.
The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Murray agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0393 Austin Kyle Murray (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Austin Kyle Murray, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Mounds Sand 40 field on an unknown date.
The evidence shows Mr. Austin Kyle Murray failed to keep the proper records by not recording
the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Murray agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0410 Terry Joe Masterson (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Terry Joe Masterson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in the Rockwell Publishing field on an unknown
date. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th
through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Masterson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0410 Terry Joe Masterson (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Terry Joe Masterson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in the Rockwell Publishing field on an unknown
date. The evidence shows Mr. Terry Joe Masterson failed to keep the proper records by not
recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Masterson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0410 Terry Joe Masterson (Use During Prohibited Period — Class F)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Terry Joe Masterson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing 2,4-D to soybeans in the Rockwell Publishing field on an unknown
date. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of April 16th
through September 15th. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Masterson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF¥F20-0410 Terry Joe Masterson (Record Keeping — Class F)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Terry Joe Masterson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing 2,4-D to soybeans in the Rockwell Publishing field on an unknown
date. The evidence shows Mr. Terry Joe Masterson failed to keep the proper records by not
recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Masterson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0411 Terry Joe Masterson (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Terry Joe Masterson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in the Drive In field on an unknown date for
Mr. Farrell Young. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of
May 26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible
violation. Mr. Masterson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0411 Terry Joe Masterson (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Terry Joe Masterson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in the Drive In field on an unknown date for
Mr. Farrell Young. The evidence shows Mr. Terry Joe Masterson failed to keep the proper records
by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible
violation. Mr. Masterson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0411 Terry Joe Masterson (Use During Prohibited Period — Class F)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Terry Joe Masterson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing 2,4-D to the field east of Hwy 67 on an unknown date for Mr. Farrell
Young. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of April 16th
through September 15th. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Masterson agrees to a Level | Warning for settlement of the allegation.

C¥F20-0411 Terry Joe Masterson (Record Keeping — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Terry Joe Masterson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing 2,4-D to the field east of Hwy 67 on an unknown date for Mr. Farrell
Young. The evidence shows Mr. Terry Joe Masterson failed to keep the proper records by not
recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Masterson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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C¥20-0413 Stephen J. Fox (Use During Prohibited Peried — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Stephen J. Fox, Private Applicator for Fox Farms, made a ground
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to Fox Farms’ equipment parking area on
an unknown date. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of
May 26th through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible
violation. Mr. Fox agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0413 Stephen J. Fox (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Stephen J. Fox, Private Applicator for Fox Farms, made a ground

application of an unknown product containing dicamba to Fox Farms’ equipment parking area on

an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Stephen J. Fox failed to keep the proper records by

not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
“Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
"Fox agrees to a Level I Wamning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0413 Stephen J. Fox (Off Label Use)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Stephen J. Fox, Private Applicator for Fox Farms, made a ground
application of Grandstand to Fox Farms’ equipment parking area on an unknown date. Grandstand
R Herbicide is approved for use on rice only; thus, the application of Grandstand R is an off label
use. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty
Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Major violation. Mr. Fox agrees to a Level I Warning
for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0433 James William Drace (Use During Prohibited Period — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. James William Drace, Private Applicator for Wade Drace Farms,
made an application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date.
The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level Il Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Drace agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation. ;

CF20-0433 James William Drace (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alléged Mr. James William Drace, Private Applicator for Wade Drace Farms,
made an application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date.
The evidence shows Mr. James William Drace failed to keep the proper records by not recording
the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Drace agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF20-0439 David Griffin (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David Griffin, Private Applicator for Griffin Farms, made an
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of May 26th through
October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Griffin agrees
to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF20-0439 David Griffin (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. David Griffin, Private Applicator for Griffin Farms, made an
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. David Giffin failed to keep the proper records by not recording the application.
The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level II Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Griffin agrees to a Level I
Warning for settlement of the allegation.

C¥F20-0468 Michael W. Young (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Michael W. Young, Private Applicator, made applications of an

unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in Field #1 and Field #2 on unknown dates. The

evidence shows the applications were made during the prohibited period of May 26th through

October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s

Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I Egregious Eligible and Level II Egregious
Eligible violations.

Mr. Young agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF20-0468 Michael W. Young (Failure to Provide Records — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Michael W. Young, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans on an unknown date. The evidence shows Mr.
Michael W. Young failed to provide records for the dicamba application as required. The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Young agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation. ) )

CF20-0477 Joseph Michael Hart (Drift with Human Exposure)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Joseph Michael Hart, Commercial Applicator for H&M Flying
Service, made a postemergence aerial application of Sniper, Acephate 90, and Mepiquat to 39.36
acres of cotton in the Smith 40 field on August 17, 2020 for Mr. Blaine Higginbotham. The
evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Morgan Fletcher and his property
resulting in a human exposure to a pesticide. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Major
violation. Mr. Hart agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF20-0502 Joseph Michael Hart (Drift

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Joseph Michael Hart, Commercial Applicator for H&M Flying
Service, made a postemergence aerial application of Defol 5 to 102 acres of rice for defoliation in
the Wildy West 1 field on September 03, 2020 for Webfoot Farms. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Mr. Faulkenberry’s lawn and garden. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level II Major violation. Mr. Hart agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF21-0016 Jeffrey Dale Slack (Drift — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Jeffrey Dale Slack, Commercial Applicator, made a ground
application of Glyphosate 41%, Panther SC, Clash, and Direct to 425 acres in the Etowah Farm
field for burndown on April 05, 2021 for Bell Planting Company. The evidence shows this
application drifted off target onto Ms. Spain’s trees. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level III Major
violation. Mr. Slack agrees to a Level ] Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF21-0066 Bryan Stone Schmidt (Drift)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Bryan Stone Schmidt, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of Roundup PowerMAX and Command 3ME to 64 acres in Field #4 for burndown on April 17,
2021. The evidence shows this application drifted off target onto Mr. Romine’s trees. The
Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix
defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. Mr. Schmidt agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF21-0066 Bryan Stone Schmidt (Buffer Zone)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Bryan Stone Schmidt, Private Applicator, made ground applications
of Roundup PowerMAX and Command 3ME to 76 acres in Field #2 and #3 for burndown on April
05, 2021 and to 64 acres in Field #4 for burndown on April 17, 2021. The evidence shows the
applications were made within 1200 feet of the Hoxie city limit which would be inside the 1200
foot buffer zone requirement for Command 3ME; thus, this is considered two (2) buffer zone
violations. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation and Level II Major violations.

Mr. Schmidt agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.
CF21-0127 Dustin D. McMahan (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Dustin D. McMahan, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to 35 acres of cotton in the McIntire’s field on an unknown
date. The evidence shows Mr. Dustin D. McMahan failed to keep the proper records for a Class
H product by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor
violation. Mr. McMabhan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF21-0127 Dustin D. McMahan (Buffer Zone — Class H

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Dustin D. McMahan, Private Applicator, made a ground application
of Engenia, On-Target, and Sentris to Bayou 80-Ditch for burndown on June 30, 2021 and an
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to 35 acres of cotton in the McIntire’s field
on an unknown date. The evidence shows the applications were made within approximately .70
and .08 miles of University of Arkansas - Rohwer Research Station which would be inside the 1
mile buffer zone requirement for Class H Products; thus, this is considered two (2) buffer zone
violations. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I Minor violation and Level II Major violations.

Mr. McMahan agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF21-0127 Shawn Keith Simpson (Record Keeping — Class

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Shawn Keith Simpson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in the McElroys field on an unknown date. The
evidence shows Mr. Shawn Keith Simpson failed to keep the proper records for a Class H product
by not recording the application. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Minor violation. Mr.
Simpson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

C¥21-0127 Shawn Keith Simpson (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Shawn Keith Simpson, Private Applicator, made an application of an
unknown product containing dicamba to soybeans in the McElroys field on an unknown date. The
evidence shows the application was made within approximately .30 miles of University of
Arkansas - Rohwer Research Station which would be inside the 1 mile buffer zone requirement
for Class H Products; thus, this is considered a buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Minor violation. Mr. Simpson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF21-0471 Ray J. Holzhauer (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Ray J. Holzhauer, Private Applicator for Shanco Co., made an
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to the irrigation line in field BL8 on an
unknown date. The evidence shows the application was made during the prohibited period of July
Ist through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response
Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr.
Holzhauer agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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CF21-0471 Ray J. Holzhauer (Failure to Provide Records — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Ray J. Holzhauer, Private Applicator for Shanco Co., made an
application of an unknown product containing dicamba to the irrigation line in field BL8 on an
unknown date. The evidence shows Mr. Ray J. Holzhauer failed to provide records for the dicamba
application as required when asked on August 17, 2021. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s
Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I
Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Holzhauer agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF21-0471 Michael A. Dodson (Buffer Zone — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Michael A. Dodson made a postemergence ground application of
Engenia, Prefix, Volacept, and Traverse D to 37.46 acres of soybeans in the Haunted House field
on June 15, 2021 and to 204.33 acres of soybeans in the Malcolm field on June 16, 2021. The
evidence shows the application was made within % mile of Mr. Morton’s non dicamba-tolerant
soybean field which would be inside the % mile buffer zone requirement for Class H Products;
thus, this is considered a buffer zone violation. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide
Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines these violations as Level I Minor
violation and Level Il Major violations.

Mr. Dodson agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the above listed allegations.

CF21-0355 Lenny Joe Kyle (Use During Prohibited Period — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Lenny Joe Kyle, Private Applicator, made a postemergence ground
application of Engenia (EPA Reg. #7969-345) and Compadre to 2/3 acres of soybeans in the
Penrose field on July 17, 2021 using a backpack sprayer. The evidence shows the application was
made during the prohibited period of July 1st through October 31st. The Arkansas State Plant
Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a
Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Kyle agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the
allegation.

CF21-0355 Lenny Joe Kyle (Use of an Unregistered Product — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Lenny Joe Kyle, Private Applicator, made a postemergence ground \ .
application of Engenia (EPA Reg. #7969-345) and Compadre to 2/3 acres of soybeans in the
Penrose field on July 17, 2021 using a backpack sprayer. The evidence shows the application was
made after December 20, 2020 (date the registration for this product expired); thus, is considered
use of an unregistered Class H product. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level 1 Egregious Eligible
violation. Mr. Kyle agrees to a Level I Waring for settlement of the allegation.
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CF21-035S Lenny Joe Kyle (Record Keeping — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Lenny Joe Kyle, Private Applicator, made a postemergence ground
application of Engenia (EPA Reg. #7969-345) and Compadre to 2/3 acres of soybeans in the
Penrose field on July 17, 2021 using a backpack sprayer. The evidence shows Mr. Kyle failed to
keep the proper records by not recording the total amount applied, proof the applicator completed
the required training, receipts for the purchase of this product, the sensitive crop registry consulted,
the spray nozzle the applicator used to apply this product, and the nozzle pressure the applicator
set the sprayer to. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s
Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Kyle agrees to
a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.

CF21-0355 Lenny Joe Kyle (No Training Certificate — Class H)

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Lenny Joe Kyle, Private Applicator, made a postemergence ground
application of Engenia (EPA Reg. #7969-345) and Compadre to 2/3 acres of soybeans in the
Penrose field on July 17, 2021 using a backpack sprayer. The evidence shows Mr. Lenny Joe Kyle
could not provide an EPA approved training certificate required for the application. The Arkansas
State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this
violation as a Level I Egregious Eligible violation. Mr. Kyle agrees to a Level I Warning for
settlement of the allegation.

CF21-0538 Justin Keith Haller (Drift

The Plant Board alleged Mr. Justin Keith Haller, Commercial Applicator for Scott Flying Service,
made a postemergence application of Sodium Chlorate (Defol 5) to 35 acres of rice in the Corbet
#5 field on September 07, 2021 for Mr. Jeff Worlow. The evidence shows this application drifted
off target onto Mr. Phillips’ soybeans. The Arkansas State Plant Board’s Pesticide Enforcement
Response Regulation’s Penalty Matrix defines this violation as a Level II Major violation. Mr.
Haller agrees to a Level I Warning for settlement of the allegation.
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Attachment 5

Minutes of
Arkansas State Plant Board
Bureau of Standards Committee Meeting
May 20, 2025
9:30 a.m.

Committee Members Present
Via Zoom: Robin Ralston, Bruce Alford, Sam Stuckey, Travis Senter, Caleb Wall,

Robert Thorne, & Alex Johnston
Staff Present: Nikhil Soman, Sheila Carter, Kristin Walter
Guest Present:

Chairman Robin Ralston called the meeting to order at 9:37 a.m. Those in attendance stated their name
and affiliation.

Chairman Robin Ralston stated the purpose of the meeting was to review violations and penalties.
" Chairman Ralston turned the floor over to Bureau of Standards Director, Nikhil Soman.

Nikhil Soman presented the committee for review and approval are the following cases from February
2025 to April 2025.

_In Attachment 1 — Table 1cases for Expired and or No Decal(s) there are 52 (Fifty-two) First Offenses and 10
(Ten) Second Offenses and 4 (Four) Third Offense and 1 (One) Fourth Offense on Pump(s), Scale(s) or Meter(s).
These are First Offenses with a $350 penalty each, Second Offenses with a $800 penalty each, Third Offenses
with a $1,350 penalty each and Fourth Offenses with a $2,000 penalty each.

A motion was made by Sam Stuckey seconded by Bruce Alford to approve the proposed penalties against the
. alleged violators. Commiittee voted motion passed unanimously.

In Attachment 1 — Table 2 — cases for Misrepresqntation of Pricing there are 1 (One) First Offenses 1. These are
First Offenses with a $350 penalty each.

A motion was made by Bruce Alford seconded by Sam Stuckey to approve the proposed penalties against the
alleged violators. Committee voted motion passed unanimously.

In Attachment 1 — Table 3 — case for Water Contamination Limits there are 6 (Six) First Offense. These are First
Offenses with a $200 penalty each.

A motion was made by Bruce Alford seconded by Travis Senter to approve the proposed penalties against the
alleged violators. Committee voted motion passed unanimously



¢ Request to waive/reduce Civil Penalty of $350 in Case BS 25-0143, Bassett Food & Fuel, Bassett, AR.

A motion was made by Bruce Alford seconded by Travis Senter to approve reducing BS 25-0143 to $100.00 on
the proposed penalties against the alleged violators. Committee voted motion passed unanimously.

e Request to withdraw Civil Penalty of $800 in Case BS 25-0181 and Civil Penalty in Case BS 25-0182 of $1,350
until Director can meet with owner of Cherry Street Food Mart, Pine Bluff, AR.

A motion was made by Bruce Alford seconded by Sam Stuckey to approve withdrawing cases BS 25-0181 and
BS 25-0182 until after meeting with owner on the proposed penalties against the alleged violators. Committee

voted motion passed unanimously.

There being no additional business, a motion was made by Bruce Alford and seconded by Travis Senter to adjourn.

5/20/2025



A total of 74 Civil Penalties were issued in the period February 2025 to April 2025:

Attachment 1 - Violations

Sixty-Seven for No Decal or Explred Annual Decal  Table 1

Fifty-Two First Offense
Ten Second Offense
Four Third Offense

One Fourth Offense

One for Misrepresentation of Pricing Table 2

One First Offense

Six for Water Contamination In the Fuel Tahle3

Six First Offense
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Attachment 1 Table 1
Case File Business Name Address City Inspection Date Device Violation | Civil Penalty
BS 25-0161 The Junction 24109 AR107 Jacksonville February 27, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0162 White Oak Station 102 Passion Play Rd Eureka Springs March 03, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0163 Carniceria Guanajuato 805 W Centerton " Centerton February 27, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0164 | Community Butcher Halal 2410 SW 14th St Bentonville February 27, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0165 | Desi Bazaar Indian Grocery 2800 SW 14th St Bentonville February 27, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0167 Villa Market 3307 W Wedington Dr Fayetteville February 28, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0168 Asian Grocery Store 1607 N College Av Fayetteville March 03, 2025 Scale(s) . First $350
BS 25-0169 | El Potrero Mexican Product 3200 S Thompson St : Springdale March 03, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0170 La Sultana Market 2111 S Old Missouri Springdale March 03, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0171 Mi Tierra Supermarket 1301 E Robinson St B3 Springdale March 03, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0172 El Amanecer Market 1115 S School Av Fayetteville March 03, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0173 Hortons Express 2055 Harkrider St Conway March 06, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0174 Searcy Shell 1250 Tmhan Baker Dr Searcy March 06, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0175 White Oak Station 101 E Main St Green Forest March 10, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0195 Sherwood Street 6828 Colonel Glenn Little Rock March 12, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0197 O'Neal Gas 1224 N 1st St , Stephens March 18, 2025 Meter(s) First $350
BS 25-0198 Circle K 906 North St Ward March 17, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0201 Circle K 1205 Higden Ferry Rd Hot Springs March 18, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
. BS25-0202 Circle K 8921 Fourche Dam Pike Little Rock" April 17, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0203 Manila Exxon 261 Hwy 18E Manila February 24, 2025 . Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0204 In & Out Convenience 925 W Tulsa Siloam Ssprings February 26, 2025 Pump(s) First . $350
BS 25-0205 T Mart/P&D One Stop 2749 US82 Crossett February 28, 2025 Pump(s) First $350




Attachment 1 Table 1
Case File Business Name Address City Inspection Date Device Violation | Civil Pénalty
BS 25-0206 Golden Dragon Buffet 1387 S 48th St " Springdale March 12, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0207 Pramukh Vandan inc 5255 Hwy 135N Paragould March 11, 2025 - Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0208 Carniceria Guanajuato 229 S Main St Decatur March 19, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0209 Del Campo A La Cuidad 6500 S University Little Rock March 24, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS25-0210 | Mercado San Jose Grocery | 7411 Geyer Springs Rd ~ Little Rock March 24, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0211 | Mr Chens Oriental Market 3901 S University : Little Rock March 26, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0212 HR Food Mart 201 S Edline Av Altheimer March 27, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0213 KNK Auto Salvage 8221 Princeton Pike White Hall March 27, 2025 Scale(s) First $350
BS 25-0214 Kum & Go 1775 Old Morrilton Hwy Conway April 11, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0215 Wild Bill Conoco 1240 Garland Av Fayetteville April 14, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0216 Conoco 1 Stop 1725 S Whitehead Dr Dewitt April 17, 2025 Pump(s) First $350
BS 25-0179 Fenny's/ Sunoco 3515 Towson Av Ft Smith February 04, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0180 Alon Food Mart 15541130 Benton February 05, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0181 Cherry St Food Mart 2504 S Cherry St Pine Bluff February 11, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0183 Circle K 100 N Lincoln Av _ Star City February 25, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0184 Main st Food Mart 1620 S Main St Pine Bluff February 25, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0186 Big Red 1802 E Harding Av Pine Bluff February 18, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0187 Maxizoom Fuel Stop 128 S Main St Brinkley February 24, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0177 Haskell Grove C store 2905 Hwy 229 S Haskell January 29, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0196 Sherwood Street 6828 Colonel Glenn Little Rock March 26, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0199 Circle K 906 North St Ward April 1, 2025 Pump(s) Second $800
BS 25-0182 Cherry St Food Mart 25045 Cher‘ry St Pine Bluff February 25, 2025 Pump(s) Third $1,350




Attachment 1 Table 1
Case File Business Name Address City Inspection Date Device Violation | Civil Penalty
BS 25-0185 A & S Quick Mart 1416 S Blake St Pine Bluff- February 25, 2025 Pump(s) Third $1,350
BS 25-0188 El Amanecer Market 1115 S School Av Fayettevile April 14, 2025 Scale(s) Third $1,350
BS 25-0200 Circle K 906 North St Ward April 15, 2025 Pump(s) Third $1,350
BS 25-0178 Haskell Grove C store 2905 Hwy 229 S Haskell February 18, 2025 Pump(s) Fourth $2,000




Attachment 1

Table 2

Business Name

Address

Inspection Date

Violation

Family Dollar

3901 S University Av

March 10, 2025

First




Attachment 1

_ Table3

Gafe File Business Name Address City Date of Inspection Fuel Type Location m Violation |Cwil Penaity
BS 25-0189 North Point Bxxon 1810 Hwy 45N Paragould March 4, 2025 Premium Unleaded Storage Tank 25 First $200
BS 25-0190 Trader Bills Outdoors 1530 Albert Pike Hot Springs March 11, 2025 Off Road Diesel Storage Tank 20 First $200
BS 25-0191 Sardinia Enterprise LLC 3039 Albert Pike Hot Springs March 5, 2025 Premium Unleaded Storage Tank 20 First $200
BS 25-0192 Speedy Stop 111 W Dixon Little Rock April 1, 2025 Hwy Diesel Nozzle Cloudy First $200
BS 25-0193 ToBo's 66 1200 W Wilson Greenland April 8, 2025 Premium E10 Storage Tank 0.88 First $200
BS 25-0194 EZ Mart 54 N Centennial Av West Fork April 8, 2025 Regular Unleaded Storage Tank 1.25 First $200




: AR
Bassett Food & Fuel o~ J (ﬁﬂ A
306 Hwy 61 S Lo

Bassett, AR 72350

[8708220661] | do 107 e
david.hauter@yahoo.com Date: May 15, 2025 C) "“\ \ 100
To: l
Nikhil Soman, Director ,\—o %

Arkansas Bureau of Standards
4608 W 61st Street ‘ :
Little Rock, AR 72209 /

RE: Request for Dismissal or Reduction of Civil Penalty/~ Case No. BS 25-0143 )

Dear Mr. Soman,

Iam writing regarding the Notice of Violation issued to Bassett Food & Fuel dated
March 5, 2025, related to the absence of an annual inspection decal on our fuel pump(s),
as identified during the February 11, 2025, inspection by Ms. Erica Gurley

I would like to respectfully request reconsideration for dismissal or reduction of the $350
civil penalty associated with this first-time violation. The delay in inspection was due to a
change in our calibration service provider. Transitioning to a new provider caused
unforeseen scheduling delays, which unfortunately extended beyond the usual timeframe
for compliance. At no point did we intend to operate outside of Arkansas standards or
regulations.

We have since resolved the issue and completed the required inspection. We are also
implementing a new compliance calendar to ensure timely service and adherence to
future requirements.

As a small business serving the Bassett community, we strive to maintain full regulatory
compliance and transparency. We greatly appreciate the work of the Arkansas
Department of Agriculture and the Arkansas Bureau of Standards, and we are hopeful
that our explanation and prompt corrective actions will be taken into account,

Thank you for your time and consideration. I am available for any additional information
or clarification you may need.

Sincerely,
David Hauter / owner of Basset Food & Fuel
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Attachment 6

ARKANSAS

BOLL WEEVIL

ERADICATION FOUNDATION

May 6, 2025
10:00 a.m.
Arkansas Department of Agriculture
Little Rock, AR

Welcome, Introduction by Chairman Joe Mencer

Insurance Coverage Presentations

Inspection Reports on Cotton Ginned Without Gin
Certificates

Adjourn



Tripp Gin Company - Kim Tripp/ Owner 301 Balley Lake Rd,
Searcy, AR 72143

Entity Date of ginning Bales ginned
Brownd Farms 11/19/2024 1400
Sean Buford 12/8/2024 698
Richard Buford 12/9/2024 163

Additional Information:

Zach Heathscott, ADA, Agri Program Coordinator and Tommy James, Agri Inspector, met
with Mr. Billy Tripp and Mrs. Kim Tripp on March 07, 2025. Mrs. Kim Tripp was issued a
Notice of Inspection and obtained ginning records for Brownd Farms, Sean Buford, and
Richard Buford. Mr. Billy Tripp and Mrs. Kim Tripp did not want to submit a statement of
their own.

Lee Wilson & Company LLC - cacky Sobral/Manager 5765 US Highway 61 S.
Wilson, AR 72395

Entity Date of ginning Bales ginned
Jeff James : 11/5/2024 ‘ Ss -
11/6/2024

Additional Information:

Statement from Cacky Sobral - Manager: On 02/24/2025, it was brought to my attention that Jeff James
had not paid his boll weevil eradication fees. | immediately offered assistance to facilitate payment.
After conducting further research, | discovered that we ginned 135 bales on 11/05/2024 and
11/06/2024, without having the proper certificate issued by the Arkansas State Plant Board. Jeff James
is our smallest customer in terms of volume with a single field of less than 80 acres. Unfortunately, we
simply missed ensuring the required certification. | acknowledge this violation and recognize that we did
not have an adequate check-off systemin place to prevent this from happening. To ensure this does not
reoccur, | am implementing the following corrective actions: Email certs to
cotton@wilsonarkansas.com which will automatically copy THREE designated individuals within our
organization ensuring multiple internal controls in place. We will review the list of growers prior to
August 15th to follow up with Regina Coleman to verify any missing certificates. This proactive step will
help us facilitate timely payment and ensure the certificates are obtained before any penalties are
enforced. We willimplement regular internal checks and communication to ensure that all required boll
weevil certificates are obtained before ANY ginning occurs. This is our first violation, and we respectfully
reguest that any penalties be wavied due to the corrective measures we are putting in place. | am fully
committed to adhering to all relevant policies and ensuring that this does not occur again. We will
implement these changes immediately to ensure compliance moving forward. Thank you for your

| understanding and consideration.




-

RHM Gin - kim Brown/Controller POBox 159

Marked Tree, AR 72365

Entity Date of ginning Bales ginned
Chase Jackson Farms 10/10/2024 945
11/1/2024

Additional Information:

Statement from Kim Brown - Controller: Stephanie Arredondo, office personnel whom handles boll
weevil certificates, thought she had Chase Jackson certificate because she recieved two (2) certificates
for R& Farms which is Rodney Jackson. She thought one was Chase's because Rodney is his father and
he handles all gin related stuff for us.




Attachment 8

Bylaws for the Conduct of Business
Of the Arkansas State Plant Board

ARTICLE 1. NAME AND STATUTORY CREATION. The Arkansas State
Plant Board is established by Act 414 of 1917 and subsequent amendments.

ARTICLE 2. OFFICERS

Section One: The members of the Board are appointed as set forth in statute and subject to the
limitations imposed therein.

Section Two: The officers shall include a Chair, a Vice-Chair, and a Secretary. All members are
eligible to hold office.

Section Three: Officers shall be elected annually for one year, and are eligible for re- election.
The annual election shall be at the first regular meeting in each fiscal year. All officers shall
continue to hold their respective offices until their successors are elected.

Section Four: The Chair shall preside at all meetings of the Board. The Chair appoints all
committees, and may appoint both standing and ad hoc committees. The Chair is authorized to
execute all documents on behalf of the Board, and generally performs all duties associated
with that office. The Chair shall ensure that a record of Commission transactions, findings, and
determinations shall be kept as required by law. The Vice-Chair, in the event of the absence or
disability of the Chair or of a vacancy of that office, shall assume and perform all duties and
functions of the Chair.

ARTICLE 3. BOARD MEETINGS.

Section One: The Board shall meet at least quarterly, with the date, hour, and place set by the
Board. Special meetings may be called by the chair; or the vice chairman if he or she is, for any
reason, the acting chairman, at his or her own instance. Special meetings may alsobe called
upon the written request of at least five (5) members.

Section Two: All meetings shall be conducted in accordance with the Arkansas Freedom of
Information Act and the Arkansas Administrative Procedure Act, as applicable.

Section Three: A quorum is defined by law as a majority of the members of the Board. All rules,
regulations, and other actions of the Board must be voted on affirmatively by a majority of the
voting members present before they can become effective. Voting members means those
authorized by statute to vote. Voting by proxy is not allowed in committee or Board meetings.



Section Four: With the exception of administrative hearings, Board and Committee members
may participate in meetings remotely as provided by Act 505 of 2025, effective on August 5,
2025, and codified as Arkansas Code Annotated § 25-19-106(e). For a member who attends a
meeting remotely to be counted for a quorum or to vote, the Board or committee shall:

1. At the beginning of the meeting, verify the identity of the member attending remotely;
2. Allow other Board or committee members and the public, whether physically present at
the meeting or attending the meeting remotely, at all times to:
a. Hear the Board or committee member attending remotely;
b. Observe or otherwise understand a vote of the member attending remotely; and
c. Know the identity of the member attending remotely when that member is
speaking or voting; and
3. Allow a member attending remotely to hear the other members in attendance at the
meeting and any public comment.

Any member who attends a meeting remotely, as provided by this policy, shall not receive
mileage or per diem for attending the meeting.

ARTICLE 4. MISCELLANEOUS

Section One: These Bylaws shall be interpreted to establish orderly, equitable, and efficient

procedures. For any procedural issues, as a guide, the Board may refer to the latest edition of
Robert’s Rules of Order, Newly Revised.

Section Two: The provisions of these rules are severable. Any provision determined to be
contrary to law shall be void and the remaining provisions shall not be affected.

Section Three: The Director of the Plant Board shall be the official custodian of Board records.

Effective 3/12/2019;
Article 3, Sec. 3 amended 12/11/2019;
Article 3, Sec. 4 amended 6/5/2025



