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Peter Minett

Chair, Nevada County Democratic Central Committee

January 3, 2018

RE: CAG and cannabis regulation in our county

To: Nevada County Board of Supervisors and Staff

Ladies and Gentlemen:

JAN 0 4 2018

NEVADA COl1NTY
BQARD OF SUPERVISORS

NCH ~U~' 7~ut~ t~byi~

Many of our county voters have been watching the progress of the Citizens' Advisory

Committee. We applaud their work, the openness of the meetings, the tone of those meetings and the

wide range of stakeholder views that were expressed and taken into consideration. Speaking on behalf

of the Nevada County Democrats, we find the recommendations to be generally moderate.

Attached please find letters to each Supervisor signed by some of their constituents. They were

signed at a single event; they are not the result of a drive or there would obviously be far far more.

Inasmuch as the letter was written and signed before anyone had had a chance to see the CAG

recommendations, you will note that many of the points have been addressed in the CAG report.

There are, nonetheless, several areas we'd like to see further clarified or modified. Non-

cultivation licenses must be addressed in the first draft of regulations. Producing a valuable crop with

no licensed way to manufacture, distribute, test, and sell it would be pointless. Distribution licenses,

especially, must be issued from the inception of new county regulations.

As stated in the attached letter, large ̀ property line set-backs' are simplistic, and unreasonable

in tne'~oo'~nii~is. ~iease ciariiy what concerns are met icy any set=racks, anti targei those concerns

directly. If the issue is odor, then the current type of required distances from homes makes much more

sense. If there are other reasons for set-backs, we urge you to articulate the concerns) and target

them. There should also be a procedure to request variances when they make sense for business

owners and their neighbors.

We also want to urge as much outdoor growth as possible because it is less resource intensive,

and more natural.. Some of our growers will want to be able to use "Organic" IabeUing. Any property of

an acre or larger should be able to have 6 plants outdoors. That would occupy up to about 600 SF. An

acre is about 45,000 SF —that's 1.3% of the square footage of the property. That's hardly too much to

ask.

We are especially pleased that the proposals reject Type 3 licenses for large, commercial

gardens. We support the smaller Type 1 and Type 2 licensing.

Lastly, we urge the Board to support the formation of a Blue Ribbon group to follow through

with the CAG's work, providing on-going support and input to you and our county staff.

Respectfully,

~ .;~~,

ec: CEO
      Counsel
      CDA



December 5, 2017

Rte: ~levada down#y's ~ar~nabi~ I~adwstry

To: Heidi Hall, Supervisor District 1

Dear Supervisor Hall:
We, the undersigned, are very interested in the progress the Board of Supervisors is making int~h~ r E##or#s #o craft apprapr~ate ~~as~arEs to regulate rar~raabis ~in oar bear#ifWl rcc>unt~r.

A well-regulated industry
Our county has the opportunity to lay the ground work for swell-regulated industry that will
support jobs in Nevada County, ensure our quality of rural and semi-rural life, and prove to be
swstairaable eco icaAy and ~r~varonmenta~ly.
A well-regulated industry will require appropriate permits for all aspects of the industry includinggrowing, processing, transporting, testing and research, and sales.

In addition, we want to see the elimination of all criminal activity relating to cannabis. That will
require reasonable, easy-to-comply-with regulations implemented over an ample transition
{~er~od. At~eq~a#e #ire t~ bring grovue~rs' ~r~od~~tic~n ~n#o turn nce uvill prove cr~ia! ~o
eliminate criminal behavior, enfranchise all our growers, and force out the relatively few bad
actors who desecrate our environment and add nothing to our county's well-being.

Most growers in Nevada County are our friends, neighbors, seniors, and youth not
carpetbaggers, and not criminals. Many are producing very modest amounts either for their
~w~ use, or #o s~pplemera# their ~~cor~es due to the #ir~anciaa ~haller~ges a# ai~ang i~a the -rwral
mountains of eastern California.

On the issue of production, we urge the Board to issue only Type 1 and 2 licenses for smaller
grows. Please do not allow Type 3 licenses which could see substantial expansion into large,
{production scaled acti~it~r ~v~aich ~ terra caukl dad #o o~~- alread~r ~~c{~ensiv~ real estate
becoming completely inaccessible to our middle-class workers and their families. Type and 1 &
2 licensure, as currently contemplated, also limits grows to approximately 4% or less of an
owner's property.

The ~preserat _system a~#set-backs #ro~a ~#.tiers' reside~c~,es rakes .much mtu~e sense t~aan the
property line set backs being considered. We oppose those large property line set-backs. It
makes no sense to increase set-backs as property sizes get bigger because domiciles are
already further apart. And, also because our mountainous properties are not all configured in
nice, neat squares. Again, to bring the industry into compliance so we can regulate it, we need
eas~~o-meet standards.

~ ̀ ~dvt'ln, ~%c~W~~,t~S ~~ - 3~



Given the extraordinary requirements of indoor crows, we strongly urge the Board not to
encourage indoor grows, nor to discourage outdoor grows. Larger indoor grows make sense in
os~r rxaore de~seJy pap~late~ areas, but other than #hat, ou#door growing is raaore s~stairaable,
and much less demanding on our resources. Individuals with prescriptions should be allowed to
grow for their own consumption in whatever way they can.

To summarize, we urge you to adopt measures ensuring:
• Awell-regulated industry with a full range of permits for all aspects of the industry
~ Gurrer~# #~rpe ofset-backs; got huge ~propert~r~lir~e set backs
• Environmentally sustainable, and economically viable practices
• Type 1 & 2 permits; not Type 3
• Medical users being able to prow for their own use
• An ample transition period
~ ~a~, simple, ar~d easia~r rr~et sta.r~darrJs
• Ability to grow outdoors, especially in agricultural-residential, and agricultural zones

This period in California and US history give us an opportunity to develop a full range of
agricultural products related to cannabis, and establish Nevada County as an important global
scarce uvi#h tlae r~aat~d economic be~~fts. ~If we rraak~ e~cceale~t c~ecisioras raaw, we can help to
ensure that Nevada County will prosper while maintaining its environmental beauty and high
quality of life.

Respectfully, your constituents,

~~~l -~.' ~'~' ~~ -~~ ~~~?~
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ADDITIONAL SIGNATURES to the LETTER RE: Nevada County's Cannabis industry

To Heidi Hall, Supervisor District
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December 5, 2017

~Re: Nevada GoWr~ty's Ga~a~abis Jndust~jr

To: Ed Scofield, Supervisor District 2

Dear Supervisor Scofield:
We, the undersigned, are very interested in the progress the Board of Supervisors is making in
their effor#s #o cra#t a{~propria#e ~easur~s ~~ regwJa#e ca~x~abis ira a~ur ~ieauta#wJ county.

A well-regulated industry
Our county has the opportunity to lay the ground work for awell-regulated industry that will
support jobs in Nevada County, ensure our quality of rural and semi-rural life, and prove to be
s~stair~able ecc~nomicalJy arad er~viro~me~#ally. A we~l~eg~Ja#ed ir~~i~stry wiJJ require appropria#e
permits for all aspects of the industry including growing, processing, transporting, testing and
research, and sales.

In addition, we want to see the elimination of all criminal activity relating to cannabis. That will
require reasonable, easy-to-comply-with regulations implemented over an ample transition
period. Adequate #ime to brar~g growers' {~-oductian ire#o cor~a{aliance Zvi!! proves crucial #o
eliminate criminal behavior, enfranchise all our growers, and force out the relatively few bad
actors who desecrate our environment and add nothing to our county's well-being.

Most growers in Nevada County are our friends, neighbors, seniors, and youth; not
carpetbaggers, and not criminals. Many are producing very modest amounts either for their
own use, or #a suppler~e~t #heir ar~comes d~E #o the #~r~ancial cl~al~er~ges a# living ire the r~r~a!
mountains of eastern California.

On the issue of production, we urge the Board to issue only Type 1 and 2 licenses for smaller
grows. Please do not allow Type 3 licenses which could see substantial expansion into large,
~prod~c#io~-scaled ac#ava#y which ire turn could dead #~ our already e~c{~ensive rya! es#a#e
becoming completely inaccessible to our middle-class workers and their families. Type and 1 &
2 licensure, as currently contemplated, also limits grows to approximately 4% or less of an
owner's property.

~~ae {~reser~t system of set-l~ack~ #r~rxa ~a#hers' rEsider~ces ,makes rr~uch wore sense than rhg
property line set backs being considered. We oppose those large property line set-backs. It
makes no sense to increase set-backs as property sizes get bigger because domiciles are
already further apart. And, also because our mountainous properties are not all configured in
nice, neat squares. Again, to bring the industry into compliance so we can regulate it, we need
easy-#o-meet s#ar~dards.



Given the extraordinary requirements of indoor prows, we strongly urge the Board not to
encourage indoor grows, nor to discourage outdoor grows. Individuals with prescriptions
shc~uJd be allowed t~ grow #or #heir awe carasu~a{~tiar~ i~ whatever wa r they carp. Larger indoor
grows make sense in our more densely populated areas, but other than that, outdoor growing is
more sustainable, and much less demanding on our resources.

To summarize, we urge you to adopt measures ensuring:
• Awell-regulated industry with a full range of permits for all aspects of the industry
~ ~G~rrer~t #ype of se#-backs; rw# huge property-Jiro set backs
• Environmentally sustainable, and economically viable practices
• Type 1 & 2 permits; not Type 3
• Medical users being able to grow for their own use
• An ample transition period
~ ~CJear, simple, aid easily rxa~t s#a~dards
• Ability to grow outdoors, especially in agricultural-residential, and agricultural zones

This period in California and US history give us an opportunity to develop a full range of
agricultural products related to cannabis, and establish Nevada County as an important global
saurr,~ wat#~ the r~la#ed ~cor~omic ber~e#i#s. I# wE makE exceJaerax decisiar~s .rac~w, v~re can heap to
ensure that Nevada County will prosper while maintaining its environmental beauty and high
quality of life.

Respectfully, your constituents,
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ADDITIONAL SIGNATURES to the LETTER RE: Nevada County's Cannabis industry

To Ed Scofield, Supervisor District 2



December 5, 2017

~t~: J~lea~ada Goan#y's C~a~~abis I~ad~s#ry

To: Dan Miller, Supervisor District 3

Dear Supervisor Miller:
We, the undersigned, are very interested in the progress the Board of Supervisors is making in
their ~#for~s #o cr~~# apprc~raa#e ~aae~sures to r~gulat~ ca~r~abis ~~ our bea~t~#~~ ~ur~t~r.

A well-regulated industry
Our county has the opportunit~r to lay the ground work for awell-regulated industry that will
support jobs in Nevada County, ensure our quality of rural and semi-rural life, and prove to be
sustainable econc~rx~icalay ar~d e~v~~ar~me~tall~r. A v~reJl-regulated ~iradus#r~ wiJJ require a{~propri~te
permits for all aspects of the industry: growing, processing, transporting, testing and research,
and sales.

In addition, we want to see the elimination of all criminal activity relating to cannabis. That will
require reasonable, easy-to-comply-with regulations implemented over an ample transition
{period. Acieq~a#e #ime ~o bri~ag drawers' {~r~cfuct~or~ a~#o ~~{~lianre wig! {~rav~ ~ruria! #o
eliminate criminal behavior, enfranchise all our growers, and force out the relatively few bad
actors who desecrate our environment and add nothing to our county's well-being.

k
Most growers in Nevada County are our friends, neighbors, seniors, and youth; not
carpetbaggers, and not criminals. Many are producing very modest amounts either for their
ovv~ use, or #a sup~mer~# ##weir ~~cames die #o #fie #ir~ar~c+al chal~erages c~#living ~r~ tl~e r~r~l
mountains of eastern California.

On the issue of production, we ur4e the Board to issue only Type 1 and 2 licenses for smaller
grows. Please do not allow Type 3 licenses which could see substantial expansion into large,
~roduc~tier~ scaled activa#fir w#~ic.~a ire #~rr~ ro~ld lead 30 our a~read~r ~~c~aensi~r~ real es#a#e
becoming completely inaccessible to our middle-class workers and their families. Type and 1 &
2 licensure, as currently contemplated, also limits grows to approximately 4% or less of an
owner's property.

The ~r~sent syst~raa of set-#~ac~cs #rom o#_hers' ~-esid~~~es ~aak~s r~a_ur~a ~xu~re sense #han tJae
property line set backs being considered. We oppose those large property line set-backs. It
makes no sense to increase set-backs as property sizes get bigger because domiciles are
already further apart. And, also because our mountainous properties are not all configured in
nice, neat squares. Again, to bring the industry into compliance so we can regulate it, we need
easa~-#a-r~ae~# s#ar~dafd~.

''k ~o~;' (-1~. h e r+c W~,e ec.v1 s C~c~ ~, Lt — 3t~



Given the extraordinary requirements of indoor grows, we strongly urge the Board not to
encourage indoor grows, nor to discourage outdoor grows. Individuals with prescriptionsshould be allowed #t~ grcwv far ##year awn car~suraaptiora ~n w~at~ver way their can. Larger indoorgrows make sense in our more densely populated areas, but other than that, outdoor growing ismore sustainable, and much less demanding on our resources.

To summarize, we urge you to adopt measures ensuring:
• Awell-regulated industry with a full range of permits for all aspects of the industry
~ Current #~r{~e of set-backs; x~ot huge proper#~r-air~e se# backs
• Environmentally sustainable, and economically viable practices
• Type 1 & 2 permits; not Type 3
• Medical users being able to grow for their own use
• An ample transition period
a .Clear, simple, and easily r~et standards
• Ability to grow outdoors, especially in agricultural-residential, and agricultural zones

This period in California and US history Give us an opportunity to develop a full range of
agricultural products related to cannabis, and establish Nevada County as an important global
saWrre with the rela#ed Ecoraorr~ic benefits. ~f uve -make excellent decisiar~s r aw, we raga IaeJp to
ensure that Nevada County will prosper while maintaining its environmental beauty and high
quality of life.

Respectfully, your constituents,
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December 5, 2017

F~~: Nevada Go~nt~r's Gaaarraabis ar~d~st~ry

To: Hank Weston, Supervisor District 4

Dear Supervisor Weston:
We, the undersigned, are very interested in the progress the Board of Supervisors is making in
t~eaa~ efforts to cra#t a{~propriat~ raaeasures #o regWJa#e .cannabis a~a owr beawti#~J rc~u~at~r.

A well-regulated industry
Our county has the opportunity to lay the ground work for swell-regulated industry that will
support jobs in Nevada County, ensure our quality of rural and semi-rural life, and prove to be
sustainable ecor~carr~+cal~~ and e~ui~~a~ment~ll~r. A w~IJ-regula#ed and~stry wall regware appro{~riate
permits for all aspects of the industry: growing, processing, transporting, testing and research,
and sales.

In addition, we want to see the elimination of all criminal activity relating to cannabis. That will
require reasonable, easy-to-comply-with regulations implemented over an ample transition
{period. Aa~equat~ #ime xa braru,~ s~roaaecs' {~rod.uct~on auto com{~lia~re wiJa pr~v~ crucial #a~
eliminate criminal behavior, enfranchise all our growers, and force out the relatively few bad
actors who desecrate our environment and add nothing to our county's well-being.

Most growers in Nevada County are our friends, neighbors, seniors, and youth: not
carpetbaggers, and not criminals. Many are producing very modest amounts either for their
o~wra use, ar to si~pplemer~# #heir ~racc~r~es true #o #J~~ #inar~cia! ~chaaler~ges of living ire the rwr~l
mountains of eastern California.

On the issue of production, we urge the Board to issue only Type 1 and 2 licenses for smaller
grows. Please do not allow Type 3 licenses which could see substantial expansion into large,
~roductior~ scaled ac#iv~#fir whic#~ i~ tuna cowJd dead to oUr already expensivE rya! es#ate
becoming completely inaccessible to our middle-class workers and their families. Type and 1 &
2 licensure, as currently contemplated, also limits grows to approximately 4% or less of an
owner's property.

~'he {~reserat _system a# se#-backs #rom o#hers' residences r~aa~Ces r~auch more sense thaaa #~s
property line set backs being considered. We oppose those large property line set-backs. It
makes no sense to increase set-backs as property sizes get bigger because domiciles are
already further apart. And, also because our mountainous properties are not all configured in
nice, neat squares. Again, to bring the industry into compliance so we can regulate it, we need
~as~~a-wee# st~dards.

* ~t~~4'h ~p rt ~eews CcyC~~ s 'L~ ~ '?SU



Given the extraordinary requirements of indoor grows, we strongly urge the Board not to
encourage indoor grows, nor to discourage outdoor grows. Individuals with prescriptions
should be allowed to groaw #or #heir owe corasWm{~tic~ra ~n whatever way #J~ey can. larger indoorgrows make sense in our more densely populated areas, but other than that, outdoor growing is
more sustainable, and much less demanding on our resources.

To summarize, we urge you to adopt measures ensuring:
• Awell-regulated industry with a full range of permits for all aspects of the industry
• Ca~rre~t #ype afset-backs; not huge property-~ir~e se# backs
• Environmentally sustainable, and economically viable practices
• Type 1 & 2 permits; not Type 3
• Medical users being able to prow for their own use
• An ample transition period
a dear, simple, ar~d easily r~et standards
• Ability to grow outdoors, especially in agricultural-residential, and agricultural zones

This period in California and US history give us an opportunity to develop a full range of
agricultural products related to cannabis, and establish Nevada County as an important global
source walh #I~e rela#ed Econorraic ber~efi#s. I# we make e~ccel~er~# r~erisions now, we can help to
ensure that Nevada County will prosper while maintaining its environmental beauty and high
quality of life.

Respectfully, your constituents,

~~~

~~._
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December 5, 2017

J~~: Nevada Gawrat~'s Ga~ar~abis ~~dwstry

To: Richard Anderson, Supervisor District 5

Dear Supervisor Anderson:
We, the undersigned, are very interested in the progress the Board of Supervisors is making intJae~ir e##ar#s #o cr~#t apprapria#e measures to r~g~Ja#~ ra~~abis a~a aW~r b~awtiful cau~t~.

A well-regulated industry
Our county has the opportunity to lay the ground work for awell-regulated industry that will
support jobs in Nevada County, ensure our quality of rural and semi-rural life, and prove to be
susttair~able ecorao~icalJy arad er~viror~me~at~ll~r. A weld-regu~a#e~J and~s#ry will require apprc~pria~e
permits for all aspects of the industry: growing, processing, transporting, testing and research,
and sales.

In addition, we want to see the elimination of all criminal activity relating to cannabis. That will
require reasonable, easy-to-comply-with regulations implemented over an ample transition
{period. Adequa#~ time to bring drawers' pr~duuctis~r~ ire#o com{~liar~ce will {rave racial ~a~
eliminate criminal behavior, enfranchise alt our growers, and force out the relatively few bad
actors who desecrate our environment and add nothing to our county's well-being.

Most growers in Nevada County are our friends, neighbors, seniors, and youth not
carpetbaggers, and not criminals. Many are producing very modest amounts either for their
a~w~ use, or #o s~p{~lerx~er~t #heir a~acora~es die to t#~e #a~ar~cial ci~l~er~ges a# a ~ir~g an 1~e r~wra!
mountains of eastern California.

On the issue of production, we urge the Board to issue only Type 1 and 2 licenses for smaller
grows. Please do not allow Type 3 licenses which could see substantial expansion into large,
{~roductaor~ scaled activi#y vvhic#~ i~ #~arr~ coa~ld Dead #o our already ex{~er3sive real es#a#e
becoming completely inaccessible to our middle-class workers and their families. Type and 1 &
2 licensure, as currently contemplated, also limits grows to approximately 4% or less of an
owner's property.

~~ae {~rese~#system c># se#-backs frLura a#hers' r~sideraces rr~akes r~aurt~ rr~ore seise #laan the
property line set backs being considered. We oppose those large property line set-backs. It
makes no sense to increase set-backs as property sizes get bigger because domiciles are
already further apart. And, also because our mountainous properties are not all configured in
nice, neat squares. Again, to bring the industry into compliance so we can regulate it, we need
~as~r~a,ra~ee# s#ar~dards.



Given the extraordinary requirements of indoor grows, we strongly urge the Board not toencourage indoor grows, nor to discourage outdoor grows. Individuals with prescriptionsshould be alacawed to grew #ar##~eir own cons~rxap#tiara an wha#~~~r way their can. La~ger.ir~doorgrows make sense in our more densely populated areas, but other than that, outdoor growing ismore sustainable, and much less demanding on our resources.

To summarize, we urge you to adopt measures ensuring:
• Awell-regulated industry with a full range of permits for all aspects of the industry~ Gurrer~# type o#set-backs; ~# J~~ge {property-lire set -backs
• Environmentally sustainable, and economically viable practices
• Type 1 & 2 permits; not Type 3
• Medical users being able to grow for their own use
• An ample transition period
a dear, sir~{~le, and easily r~ae# standards
• Ability to grow outdoors, especially in agricultural-residential, and agricultural zones

This period in California and US history give us an opportunity to develop a full range of
agricultural products related to cannabis, and establish Nevada County as an important globalsource Zvi#~a #fie retie#e~d e~cor~orraac benefits. ~# we make e~cceller~t decisions r ow, we can help #oensure that Nevada County will prosper while maintaining its environmental beauty and high
quality of life.

Respectfully, your constituents,
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