Ramirez, Angelica

From: in <garydel@aol.com>

Sent: Saturday, May 21, 2022 229 PM

To: shcob; Supervisor Das Williams; Hart, Gregg; Hartmann, Joan; Nelson, Bob; Lavagni
Steve

Subject: ltem #7: Consider recommendations regarding the Stassinos, Concerned Carpinterians,

and Save Arroyo Paredon Appeal, Case No. 22APL-00000-00006, of the Planning
Commission’s approval of the 3508 Via Real Cannabis Cultivation Project, Case Nos.
19DVP-000...

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

To: Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors,

I am submitting this letter because | am concerned with the proliferation of cannabis production in and around
Carpinteria, California. My specific concerns are as follows...

1. Impact on traffic patterns on Via Real {frontage road to Hwy. 101). The increased number of large trucks and employee
vehicles will create congestion.

2. Cannabis production is objectionable because of its odor.

3. Cannabis production re-victimizes people with allergies and people who have recovered from cannabis related
addictions.

4. Cannabis production seems to be driven by the profit motives of the growers with little concern for the stakeholders in
the community in which cannabis production occurs.

5. To the best of my knowledge, there is no long-term plan for cannabis. The county needs informed long-term
agricultural planning rather than quick profit schemes.

6. The environmental impact of buildings within 100 feet of the Arroyo Paredon Creek and riparian habitat.

Gary Delanoeye
Carpinteria Resident since 1977



Ramirez, Angelica

- —
From: in <garydel@aol.com>
Sent: Saturday, May 21, 2022 4:37 PM
To: sbcob; Supervisor Das Williams; Hart, Gregg; Hartmann, Joan; Nelson, Bob; Lavagnino,
Steve
Subject: Item #7: Consider recommendations regarding the Stassinos, Concerned Carpinterians,

and Save Arroyo Paredon Appeal, Case No. 22APL-00000-00006, of the Planning
Commission’s approval of the 3508 Via Real Cannabis Cultivation Project, Case Nos.
19DVP-000...

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

0. Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors,

| am submitting this letter in SUPPORT of the Stassinos, Concerned Carpinterians and Save Arroyo Paredon Appeal,
Case No. 22APL-00000-000086, of the Planning Commission’s approval of the 3508 Via Real Cannabis Cultivation
Project, Case Nos. 19DVP-00000-00020, 22CUP-00000-00005, and 19CDP-00000-00027 because | am concerned with
the proliferation of cannabis production in and around Carpinteria, California. My specific concerns are as follows. ..

1. Impact on traffic patterns on Via Real (frontage road to Hwy. 101). The increased number of large trucks and employee
vehicles will create congestion.

2. Cannabis production is objectionable because of its odor.

3. Cannabis production re-victimizes people with allergies and people who have recovered from cannabis related
addictions.

4. Cannabis production seems to be driven by the profit motives of the growers with little concern for the stakeholders in
the community in which cannabis production occurs.

5. To the best of my knowledge, there is no long-term plan for cannabis. The county needs informed long-term
agricultural planning rather than quick profit schemes.

6. The environmental impact of buildings within 100 feet of the Arroyo Paredon Creek and riparian habitat.

Gary Delanoeye
Carpinteria Resident since 1977



Ramirez, Angelica
[

From: Villalobos, David

Sent: Monday, May 23, 2022 7:55 AM

To: sbcob

Cc: Beyeler, Gwen

Subject: FW: Letter for Board of Supervisors, 5/24, Agenda Item 7: Creekside, 3508 Via Real

From: Mo Foley <maureenkathrynfoley@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, May 22, 2022 2:02 PM

To: Villalobos, David <dvillalo@countyofsb.org>

Subject: Letter for Board of Supervisors, 5/24, Agenda Item 7: Creekside, 3508 Via Real

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Board of Supervisors,

I am writing to you today as an environmental activist and nearby neighbor to urge you to support the appeal of
the Creekside Project at 3508 Via Real because of their continued use of greenhouses in the 100” ESH setback
from Arroyo Paredon Creek.

I have had the great good fortune of enjoying the natural beauty of Arroyo Paredon Creek, a beautiful waterway
that links the foothills with the beach at Padaro Lane, since I was a child. During that time, I've seen it at its
best, just after a rain, and at its worst, when fertilizer run-off and pesticide pollution have marred its waters. I
saw it after the 1/9 Debris Flow, where it devastated the neighborhood and covered the creekbed surrounding it
with more than three feet of mud, boulder and tree trunks. I saw it during the 1990s, after the March Miracle
rains, when chocolate-brown water threatened to overspill its banks.

The latest threat to this riparian habitat is the rampant destructing being caused by large-scale, concentrated
industrial cannabis production. I've moved from my family home to escape the stench (we now rent the home I
love because the smell overwhelmed us, even with all windows and doors shut.) As a mammal, I am part of this
ecosystem, too. I couldn't stand the stink. What about the federally endangered steelhead trout and tidewater
gobi, who can't just leave when the air is bad? This is their home.

Ask the Creekside folks to show the longitudinal studies that show that the impact to the air quality is NOT
impacting the plants, animals and waterway at Arroyo Paredon Creek. They don't have this data. Instead, they
will assure it's fine based on their opinion. Just look at the other examples from history, near and far, to see how
industrial pollution destroys waterways: the oil spills in Santa Barbara in the 1960s is one horrific example.
Will it take a massive die-off, mutations, cancer, or worse to make leaders take action? Haven't we, in the so-
called birthplace of Earth Day, learned to be pro-active and take a defensive stance with the environment?

You are the last people available to protect this delicate riparian habitat. I urge you to request the 100 foot
setback on this project, at the very least, to ensure the wildlife in the creek has a better chance for survival.

Thank you,
Maureen Claffey



Ramirez, Angelica
00 A

From: Villalobos, David

Sent: Monday, May 23, 2022 8:37 AM

To: sbcob

Cc: Beyeler, Gwen

Subject: FW: BOS Meeting Creekside Appeal 3508 Via Real

From: PAUL EKSTROM <paulekstrom@cox.net>

Sent: Monday, May 23, 2022 8:33 AM

To: Villalobos, David <dvillalo@countyofsbh.org>
Subject: BOS Meeting Creekside Appeal 3508 Via Real

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbaras, Do not
click links or open attachmentis unless you verify the sender-and know the content is safe.

Please read into the record:
Honorable Supervisiors,

Please support this appeal, there are so many adverse impacts with this project. The site is too close to the
Arroyo Paredon Creek. The large size of the structures. There appears to be no attempt to seal the
greenhouses/structures. The odor plan is already outdated and ineffective. Consider slowing down a bit when

it comes to approving industrial cannabis projects and do more to protect our community.

Respectfully, Paul Ekstrom 1489 Manzanita St. Carpinteria, CA 93013



Ramirez, Angelica

From:

Sent:

To:

Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Whitney Collie <whitney@coastalbioomsnursery.com>
Monday, May 23, 2022 8:50 AM

sbcob-

Beyeler, Gwen

Creekside Public Comment (department item 7)

Public Comment Letters Creekside Planning Commission.pdf

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara, Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Good Morning,

Apologies but it looks like the bundle of public comment letters from the planning commission hearing on this project |
sent over on Friday had a mix of two different projects. Attached are all the public comments letters from the March 2™
planning commission hearing on this property. Is it possible to swap out this attachment for the one | sent Friday,
currently attachment 19 (public comment 1)?

Thank you!
Whitney

Whitney Collie
VP of Compliance

e: whitney@coastalbloomsnursery.com



Dear Honorable Members of the Commission,

Thank you for your service to the people of Santa Barbara County especially by providing planning
oversight to new development in the Carpinteria Valley. My husband and | are longtime residents of
Toro Canyon and have owned a commercial building on Santa Claus Lane since 2009 as well as rental
properties in the Carpinteria Valley since 1999.

Today, I'm writing in support of Creekside Farm's application to grow cannabis and upgrade portions of
its farm operation.

As a business owner on Santa Claus Lane | can speak with some authority that we have not had an odor
issue on Santa Claus Lane for some time now, and we appreciate the new technologies that are being
developed to help mitigate odors related to cannabis cultivation. As a longtime volunteer for Carpinteria
Beautiful, and Heal the Ocean, as well as a former Beach Captain for the Surfrider Foundation who
organized trash pickups at Santa Claus Lane, as well continuing to organize trash pick-ups to this day, |
am very excited to learn that this project will restore valuable habitat along Arroyo Paredon Creek,
which is an irreplaceable resource.

Through the County’s thorough review process of licensing cannabis farms, please continue to
encourage the appropriate level of mitigation, habitat restoration and beautification along the corridors
of both Via Real and Foothill Road in order to preserve the high quality of life that all of the residents of
Toro Canyon enjoy, and the businesses on Santa Claus Lane rely on for tourism, and economic vitality.

| also want to remind you that cannabis is not simply a cash crop. Cannabis has the healing power to
literally change people's lives. In 2014, when my husband Patrick was diagnosed with a rare form of
Parkinson’s Disease, he was forced to sell our business within a year, as he could no longer run it. By
2017 his tremors were so bad that he could no longer feed himself, use a computer, or hold a cell
phone. He even consulted with his doctors at UCLA about assisted suicide. When a friend recommended
trying a low dose of edible cannabis, the results were immediate and life-changing. Pat's tremors
subsided and he was better able to tolerate the medications that today allow him to function. We prefer
the natural healing that cannabis provides him without the side effects of prescription medications.

So we ask that you keep our story, which is just one of many, in mind as you are considering the merits
of local cannabis projects. This remarkable plant, while legal for recreationa! use, is being used
increasingly for medicinal use, and the fastest growing segment of the cannabis market is people over
the age of 65 who use it for a variety of health ailments including chronic pain, insomnia, anxiety, PTSD,
epilepsy, Parkinson's, and the list goes on and on.

Thank you for continuing to ensure that permitting this valuable agricultural crop in Santa Barbara
County continues to lead to improvements, particularly throughout the Carpinteria Valley. And thank

you for your service.

Sincerely,
Maire and Patrick Radis 2

Roots Carpinteria
3821 Santa Clause Lane, LLC 3)2/ ZZ



Villalobos, David

From: Arnold Brooks <csfd130@yahoo.com>

Sent: Saturday, February 26, 2022 9:44 AM

To: Villalobos, David; larryf@lagunafarms.com; lbridley2nddistpc@gmail.com;
michael@igsb.com; Dan Blough; jhparke®icloud.com

Subject: Creekside

Categories: Purple Category

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Honorable Planning Commissioners,

As longtime local residents on Foothill Road in Carpinteria, we are writing to ask that you approve
Creekside Farm'’s project application. The Van Wingerdens have worked tirelessly for years to submit
an excellent project that meets every strict requirement of the county cannabis ordinance. We think
this process has been good for the neighborhood, for local agriculture and for weeding out bad

operators.

We understand that the county hears a lot of piqued commentary regarding cannabis, but the task at
hand is not to debate crops, it is to review projects based on their merits and the applicable codes.
Thank you for standing with local farmers who have climbed the steep hill to earn county approval for
cannabis permits. Creekside clearly passes the test and should be able to operate in compliance with
the rules. We also look forward to working on better odor mitigation.

Respectfully,
Arnold Brooks

Wl




Villalobos, David

From: Robert Lesser <bobbyless@aol.com>
Sent: Saturday, February 26, 2022 9:02 PM
To: Villalobos, David

Subject: NO to Cresco/Van Wingerdan
Categories: Purple Category

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear PC,
Would you allow this is your neighborhood? Of course not.

NO to the cannabis project at 3508 Via Real of lvan Van Wingerden/Cresco on Arroyo Paredon Creek. This
project has been operating with provisional state licenses, with unpermitted greenhouses, but even after
demolishing some of these, there would still be 41,000 sq ft of greenhouses in the 100" ESH buffer zone
along Arroyo Paredon Creek, which should not be allowed. The degradation of Arroyo Paredon Creek due
to cannabis activities is clear — it is pristine at Foothill Rd, but next to Cresco (3861 Foothill), Brand (3615
Foothill), 3508 Via Real and Farrar’s 3480 Via Real, it is clearly in worse condition.

The traffic on Foothill and unsightly parking lot -which replaced an avocado orchard - is unacceptable.
it’s time for the Planning Commission to finally DO SOMETHING and stop rubber-stamping the cannabis

coup of Das Williams' for Carpinteria.

There is too much density of cannabis development in the Nidever Rectangle and adjoining this important
coastal feeding creek. The existing negative air quality and odor impacts are unlivable for residents
nearby, as well as the environment and our coast. Additionally the La Mirada EDRN was not notified
based on an over 1,000 ft distance, although the noxious odors waft upwards into that area regularly. The

noticing standards are not effective.

Robert Lesser
Annie Lesser

’»)‘?/}w_



Villalobos, David

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Categories:

Sarah Trigueiro <sarah.trigueiro@gmail.com>

Sunday, February 27, 2022 2:19 PM

Villalobos, David; Villalobos, David; Michael Cooney; jparke@aklaw.net; Laura BridleyPC;
Larry Ferini; vmartinez.sbpc@gmail.com

Comments on 3508 Via Real

Purple Category

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Planning Commissioners,

I understand that the project on 3508 Via Real is coming before you this week. I wanted to provide my brief

comments:

« This project has been operating under provisional state licenses with unpermitted greenhouses that
extend into the 100' ESH buffer, which is particularly unfortunate. Even after demolishing the illegal
greenhouses, I understand that, as the Project is proposed, there would still be ~41,000 sf of greenhouses
wtihin the 100" ESH buffer zone along Arroyo Paredon Creek. This should not be allowed.

« The degradation of Arroyo Paredon Creek from cannabis activities is clear - it is pristine at Foothill Rd,
but after passing by various cannabis developments, it is clearly in worse condition. We should not
allow further degradation to the ESH.

o There is too much density of cannabis development in the "Nidever Rectangle" of Carpinteria Valley -
this intensity of use issues and the adjoining coastal feeding creek ESH issues make this a poor site for

further permitting.

Local residents (myself included) are negatively impacted by the air quality and odors from the existing
operations at this site.

Lastly, I wanted to raise a concern about the noticing practices regarding cannabis activities. As
someone who lives uphill from this development but more than 1,000 ft away, I was not noticed for this
Project (nor were my neighbors in La Mirada EDRN), though we are regularly subjected to odors from
this site. It seems that noticing distance standards are insufficient to capture impacted areas.

I respectfully ask that you deny this permit.

Thank you,
Sarah Trigueiro

z
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Villalobos, David

From: PAUL EKSTROM <paulekstrom@cox.net>

Sent: Sunday, February 27, 2022 3:55 PM

To: Bridley, Laura; Cooney, Michael; Villalobos, David; Ferini, Larry; Park, John
Cc: concernedcarpinterians@gmail.com

Subject: 3508 Via Real/Creekside Blooms Project

Categories: Purple Category

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Santa Barbara County Planning Commissioners, I appreciate the time and work you and your staff have
done on this project. I urge you to deny this project until an odor control system is available and proven to stop

cannabis odors from exiting the structures. Carpinteria Valley has been subject to the "skunk like" odor and the
cover-up "perfume odor" for years now, The odors have to stop.

In addition, this project is too big for the area and too close to Arroyo Paredon Creek. An EIR would be
required for just about any other non-cannabis projects. There is already too much cannabis for the market to
handle-there is no hurry to take shortcuts on cannabis projects. Thank you,

Paul Ekstrom

1489 Manzanita St.

Carpinteria, CA 93013 l

sl



Villalobos, David

From: Anna Carrillo <annacarp@cox.net>

Sent: Sunday, February 27, 2022 5:09 PM

To: Villalobos, David; Michael Cooney; Laura BridleyPC; JParke@aklaw.net;
larryf@lagunafarms.com; vmartinez.sbpc@gmail.com

Subject: 3508 Via Real, 19DVP-00000-00020, 19CDP-00000-00027

Categories: Purple Category

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

To: Planning Commissioners 7
From: Anna Carrillo
February 27, 2022

\\-_.

1
3(2{22

I would like to make a few comments about this project before you today.

1. This project abuts Arroyo Paredon Creek and | am pleased to see that structures that were built without permits
located too close to the creek will now be demolished, but there still remains 41,000 sq. feet that will be allowed to
remain in the 100° ESH. The 41,000 sq. feet should not be permitted. Growers need to suffer consequences for being
able to get permits after the fact. It's one thing to build without a permit, but to build in an ESH is inexcusable. |
remember when this project first submitted their application and a neighbor in La Mirada alerted Steve Mason about
the buildings in the ESH. The growers are used to growing with impunity.

2. Another reason for not allowing any development this close to the creek is that if one looks at Arroyo Paredon Creek
at Foothill Rd./192, the water running there is clean and pristine, but after traveling past this greenhouse operation and
4 others, the water at Via Real is no longer clean and pristine so something is happening to the quality of Arroyo

Paredon Creek as it travels to the beach.

3. The BAR voted to increase the height of the 2 greenhouses from 15’ to 22 but that decision was only passed by 1
vote. There was concern about the increased height from the freeway and the fact that the surrounding greenhouses

aren’t this tall.

4. The picture for this project shows there are at about 7 other projects in this area - most have already received their
CDPs but the problem for the La Mirada EDRN, the hillside EDRN where the odors seem to settle located right above
these low-lying cannabis projects is it’s beyond the 1000’ notification area. The notification area for this project should
be extended to include the La Mirada EDRN which is 1365 feet away from this project. The whole La Mirada EDRN
should be included for the odor notification rules.

5. The lack of being able to identify the source of an odor is still a major problem here in Carpinteria. Though the permit
will state that within the first year, there will be quarterly inspections by an Independent Certified Hygienist to verify
there are no odors being experienced in residential areas, this is still not occurring. The one fully permitted cannabis
operation in this area which smells has not been identified as the one that is causing the problems for the residents in
the La Mirada EDRN. No one at the county, nor in the neighborhood can “fingerprint” which operation is causing the
nuisance/health problem. The community was promised that once cannabis operations were permitted, odor
complaints would be taken care of, but without some sort of “fingerprint” for each operation that is still not possible
and though the operator can verify there are no odors on his place at ground level, one doesn’t know what is coming out

of the open vents and being blown by the wind around.



6. There are currently 50 employees and the projection is for 50 employees for 39 parking spaces. The traffic report
states that 70% of them will be coming from the south. Please increase the requirement for the use of more than 1 van
to pick up employees coming from the south of Carpinteria.

Thank you for your consideration,

Anna Carrillo



Villalobos, David

From: jstassinos@aol.com

Sent: Sunday, February 27, 2022 10:18 PM

To: Villalobos, David; arryf@lagunafarms.com; michael@igsb.com;
{Bridley2nddistpc@gmail.com; JParke@aklaw.net

Subject: 3508 Via Real/Creekside Blooms project

Categories: Purple Category

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

To the Santa Barbara County Planning Commissioners:
I am writing to you in opposition to the Creekside Blooms project for the following reasons:

1. This project is parallel to and too close to Arroyo Paredon Creek. Additionally, the project's
greenhouses are located in environmentally sensitive habitat. Because of this projects proximity to
Arroyo Paredon Creek the emissions/air pollution of cannabis VOC's will negatively impact the
delicate riparian wildlife including endangered tidewater gobi and steelhead trout.

2. The Creekside Blooms project is too big for this residential area and there has not been enough
research done to prove that the cannabis VOC's emitted will be safe for the nearby endangered
species. Also, there is a concentration of cannabis projects in the nearby residential areas which

have experienced stinky odors.

3. The 39 parking spots in the project's proposal are too close to Arroyo Paredon Creek and have the
potential to negatively impact this environmentally sensitive habitat.

Please VOTE NO on the Creekside Blooms project.
Thank you for your time and consideration,

Jill Stassinos
nearby resident of Arroyo Paredon Creek



February 27, 2022

Dear Honorable Santa Barbara Planning Commissioners,

My name is Christie Boyd and | am writing this letter in support of the Creekside
Cannabis Farm. | have lived in Carpinteria for over 50 years and have owned a
retail business on Santa Claus Lane, Porch, across the street from the proposed
project. My business partner and | were there from 2012 until 2019. We loved
doing business there with the ocean in our back yard. Our business thrived in the
location and the effects of the nearby cannabis was never a deterrent to our
business. | know that the Carpinteria Valley is home to many of the legal
cannabis farms currently in operation and | applaud their determination to “do
the right thing". Most are run by local families who genuinely care about the
future of agriculture in our county and the quality of life in Carpinteria.

This project appears to be following all of the prescribed rules so | will throw my
hat into the ring in support of the farm.

Thank you,

Christie Boyd

1200 Bailard Ave
Carpinteria, CA 93013
805-220-8129
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COALITION 2

for responsible cannabis

3 /7/ )22/
February 28, 2022
Santa Barbara County Planning Commission By Email to:
c/o Planning and Development Department dvillalo@countyofsb.org

123 E. Anapamu Street
Santa Barbara, California 93101

Re: 3508 Via Real, Creekside Cannabis Cultivation. 3/2/22, Item # 2

Chair and Honorable Members of the Planning Commission:

Please accept this letter of support from the Santa Barbara Coalition for Responsible Cannabis (the
“Coalition”) for the current Cannabis cultivation project proposed at 3508 Via Real (the “Project”),
item # 2 on your March 2 agenda. As a result of extensive negotiations with the undersigned, the
Project relies exclusively on a carbon scrubber system to filter odors and includes a robust Odor
Management Plan that includes the four-level tiered response to odors. As explained below and
contained in the attachments to this letter, the Contract between the Coalition and the site operator
includes a series of binding, enforceable actions and commitments that are intended and designed to
ensure that the Project will not cause significant or petsistent odors in public locations. This Project
represents another significant advance in the evolution of cannabis odor control in vented
greenhouses and based on the commitments applying to each part, the Coalition urges its approval.

The Coalition is a non-profit, community benefit organization seeking to ensure that odor and other
impacts from commercial scale cannabis operations in Santa Barbara County do not significantly
and adversely impact surrounding land uses. The Coalition has appealed numerous permits,
supported research, testing and implementation of promising odor detection and control
technologies, worked with responsible growers who agree that pervasive offsite odors are not
acceptable, and appeared before your Commission and the Board of Supervisors to seek the
imposition of enhanced conditions on projects as well as revisions to the County’s cannabis
permitting and licensing ordinances. The Coalition also is a party to a class action lawsuit against
this Applicant for the significant impacts it caused prior to the Contract described above and prior to
the Applicant’s attempts to reduce odors for this Project. While the Coalition supports the proposed
Odor Management Plan as the best available control technology, its support of carbon scrubbers and
this Project is expressly without prejudice to the class action lawsuit.

Carpinteria is a priority area for the Coalition due to the concentration of cultivation and processing
facilities, cannabis cultivation within vented greenhouses, proximity to residences on land zoned
both residential and agricultural, and reliance on chemical deodorizers as the primary form of odor

control.




SBCRC Comment, 3508 Via Real Cannabis Cultivation Project
February 28, 2022
Page 2

One of the Coalition’s leading objectives in Carpinteria has been and remains to advance the
development and implementation of odor control technologies which capture and eliminate the
migration of detectable concentrations of Odor Causing Compounds beyond the boundaries of
individual cannabis facilities. The Coalition has also prioritized advancing technologies for real-
time detection and measurement of cannabis odors as gateway tools to predicting and stopping the
generation of odors or effectively controlling those odors which are generated. Finally, the
Coalition has sought to develop a robust and effective set of operator and community responses to
cannabis odor episodes, the ultimate goal being the elimination of significant or persistent odors in
all publicly-accessible areas in Carpinteria and in all homes, schools, youth and day care centers.

With these objectives and priorities in mind, the Coalition entered into discussions with the
leadership and members of the CARP Growers cannabis trade association, which includes and
represents over 20 cannabis operations, the vast majority of Carpinteria’s licensed cannabis
operators. CARP Growers expressed support for these same goals and a commitment to employ
best practices at all member operations. These discussions led to an enforceable Comprehensive
Contract between the Coalition, CARP Growers and each of the CARP Growers members that is
attached as Exhibit 1 to this letter (the “Comprehensive Contract”). A Model OAP (attached as
Exhibit D to the Comprehensive Contract) was developed and integrated\' into the Everbloom Odor
Management Plan that addresses odor control; and odor monitoring technology and protocols,
community engagement and tiered odor complaint responses and corrective actions. The County
Planning and Development staff also participated in shaping the Model OAP in order to make it
acceptable for inclusion in County cannabis permits and OAPs. A set of Community Odor
Guidelines (“Guidelines™), which includes contractual commitments that the County could not
enforce, is included as Exhibit B to the Comprehensive Contract.

The Coalition and CARP Growers hopes and expects that the framework established in the
Comprehensive Contract, the Guidelines, as well as the Model OAP, when it has been fully
integrated within the OAP of each CARP Growers member’s project, will culminate in the
elimination of significant perceptible odors from cannabis operations in Carpinteria. This outcome
will not be instantaneous, and will require continued effort by CARP Growers, its members, the
Coalition, and the scientists and engineers advising the parties. Additionally, success requires the
continued engagement of County staff and decisionmakers, and the Carpinteria community.

A central element of this approach is the development, deployment and testing of effective carbon
scrubbers in vented greenhouses and sealed processing facilities. While conventional carbon
scrubbers have generally proven to be effective in controlling odors at sealed processing facilities,
their deployment in the greenhouse environment has proved problematic due to high humidity,
abundant particulate matter, and the volume of air moving in and out of greenhouses during the
daily progression of opening and closing vents and blackout curtains.

The Coalition acknowledges and applauds the extensive research, testing, and development efforts
undertaken by members of CARP Growers, in particular the operators of the Project, working with
technicians at SCS Engineers, among others. This effort pioneered development of prototype

1 See the “Conformance Matrix” on Page 2 and § 1.9 “Odor Monitoring and Response”, pages 21-27 of the
Creekside Blooms Odor Management Plan, 1/20/22, attachment F to the Planning Commission materials.



SBCRC Comment, 3508 Via Real Cannabis Cultivation Project
February 28, 2022
Page 3

regenerative carbon scrubber systems (“RCSS”) that in preliminary tests have exhibited effective
and lengthened periods of sequestration of Odor Causing Compounds that are critical for
widespread deployment. A full greenhouse-scale study is in development for implementation
during the first quarter of 2022, and if this study confirms the effectiveness of the RCSS at
greenhouse scale, this technology will represent the Best Available Odor Control Technology for
cannabis cultivation in vented greenhouses. This will in turn lead to expanded deployment of RCSS
or comparably vetted carbon scrubber systems throughout the Carpinteria cannabis industry as these
units become more widely available. Several other cannabis operators have committed to use
regenerative carbon scrubber technologies to control odors in cultivation areas.

The applicant is a member of CARP Growers and a signatory to the Comprehensive Contract. The
Project’s operators have been leaders in the development and refinement of the odor control and
detection technologies, and in providing a substantive, science-based approach to cannabis odor
control in Carpinteria.

While the Comprehensive Contract acknowledges that a number of Unresolved Issues remain, it
lays out a program for clarifying and ultimately resolving all such issues and implementing
verifiably effective odor control and real-time objective odor detection technologies. The Odor
Response Protocol in the Model OAP includes an essential backstop which provides that if a
particular operation is not effective at controlling odors, it is required to conduct a revised,
independent Best Available Control Technology (“BACT”) analysis designed to identify and
ultimately solve odor prevention and control issues at that site and, once the revised BACT is
identified, the operator is obligated to implement it. This Backstop Provision provides a legally
enforceable process to keep operators and CARP Growers working to solve significant and/or
continuing cannabis odor issues until they are finally resolved, and it is this provision that offers the
community assurances that cannabis odors from responsible, participating operators will not
continue to plague Carpinteria.

Based on the Project’s status as a signatory to the Comprehensive Contract, its commitment to the
Model OAP and Community Odor Guidelines, as well as its operator’s leadership in developing and
refining odor detection, prevention and control technologies, and without prejudice to the class
action lawsuit, the Coalition offers its strong support for approval of the Project.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
/S/

Rob Salomon
For Santa Barbara Coalition for Responsible Cannabis

CC: Members of the Planning Commission
Director Lisa Plowman, Planning and Development Department

Encl: Comprehensive Contract listing signatories and including Model OAP (Exhibit D) and
Community Odor Guidelines (Exhibit B)
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Carpinteria Association for Responsible Producers (CARP) Growers &
Santa Barbara Coalition for Responsible Cannabis Inc
Contract
August 20,2021

This-Contract is made and entered into by and among, on the one hand, CARP Growers, a
California nonprofit mutual benefit corporation, together with its undersigned individual
members (each, a “CARP Grower Member;” collectively, “CARP Growers”), and, on the other
hand, the Santa Barbara Coalition for Responsible Cannabis, Incorporated, a California nonprofit
public corporation, together with its undersigned individual members (collectively, “Coalition™).
CARP Growers and the Coalition may hereinafter be referred to, individually, as a “Party” and,
collectively, as the “‘Parties.”

RECITALS

WHEREAS, CARP Growers is a California mutual benefit corporation and an association of
cannabis industry leaders who are committed to promoting best practices. The mission of CARP
Growers is to foster a positive relationship with the community of Carpinteria and operate at the
highest standards. CARP Growers membership includes over 20 member farms (Exhibit A,
CARP Growers Membership).

WHEREAS, the Coalition is a California public benefit corporation dedicated to protecting local
community interests from adverse impacts from cannabis operations countywide, and supporting
a sustainable and responsible cannabis industry in Santa Barbara County. The Coalition was
formed in response to its belief that the County’s regulatory regime was inadequate for cannabis
and has allowed and caused various communities in Santa Barbara County to experience odor
and adverse impacts from unregulated and under-regulated cannabis operations and lacks
specific procedures for operators to make odor control system upgrades after permit approval.
The Coalition has undertaken advocacy activities to protect community interests. The Coalition
recognizes the potential benefits of collaboration with operators and leaders in the local cannabis
community and is entering into this Contract for the purpose of achieving its objectives of
protecting local communities by engaging with certain responsible members of the cannabis
community through working relationships based on common goals of addressing and resolving

cannabis’ community impact issues.

WHEREAS, CARP Growers and the Coalition are entering into this Contract to advance their
collective efforts to prevent cannabis operations from causing adverse community odor impacts,
to advance the development and swift implementation of advanced and evolving best available
odor control technologies (BACT) and science-based objective odor monitoring technologies, to
ensure timely and effective responses to odor episodes, and to promote transparency and
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cooperation between cannabis operators, the public, and the Coalition. Over the course of several
months, the Parties have discussed and agreed upon various goals, priorities, practices and
actions to address and resolve odor impacts associated with cannabis operations in Carpinteria.
This Contract formalizes legally binding & enforceable obligations of the Parties to the specific
terms herein, and outlines the Parties’ ongoing commitments to resolve the unresolved and future
issues of concern and interest related to odor. CARP Growers Member farms commit to
continuously employing the best available control technology based on BACT Analysis at
specific sites and controlling odors from their facilities per this Contract.

WHEREAS, the Parties agree on the benefit of and need for developing, refining and expanding
the state of science concerning various aspects of cannabis cultivation, in particular odor control.
CARP Growers, the CARP Growers Odor Commiittee and certain CARP Grower Members have
undertaken research into some of the Unresolved Issues (as defined below), including weather
monitoring networks and stations, control technologies, objective Odor Detection Thresholds,
odor detection technologies and the identity of specific Odor Causing Compounds, detection and
monitoring technologies, and adopted a confidential Work Program (Refer to Exhibit C) with
timelines for addressing and resolving certain issues and sub-issues. The Coalition strongly
supports those efforts and the development of objective, measurable standards for as many
elements of odor detection & control as is feasible.

WHEREAS, the Parties acknowledge that much of the data, analysis and report preparation in
the advancement of the state of the science involve private, confidential, trade secret and other
sensitive information. All sensitive communication, technical reports, documents, data and
information prepared by CARP Growers and shared between the Parties as part of this Contract
that is not otherwise public is confidential and is disallowed for use in any challenge or appeal
affecting a pending or approved coastal Development Permit, CUP, DVP, other land use permit,
business license, or other governmental authorization to operate.

WHEREAS, the Parties concur on the benefits of involving and educating the community
concerning many technical and policy aspects of cannabis cultivation. The Parties desire to work
cooperatively and at times jointly in such community education, such as through workshops,
educational events, and similar functions. Whenever possible without causing harm or risk to
any of the Parties or for other tangible reasons, the Parties shall strive to make information,
including joint efforts and programs, research and major milestones, open to the public to review.

WHEREAS, the Parties recognize the uncertainties and challenges entailed in fully and finally
resolving cannabis-related odor issues in Carpinteria. The Parties shall pursue the evolution and
resolution of such issues in accordance with the Workplan contained in Exhibit C, which is
incorporated herein by reference and as may be periodically updated by mutual agreement, and
as otherwise detailed in this Contract. In addition to the regular communications detailed herein,
the Parties shall confer and specifically discuss progress towards addressing and resolving all
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Unresolved Issues on 90 day intervals. As a prerequisite to legal enforcement of this Contract, if
at any point the Coalition demonstrates with objective evidence that CARP Growers is not
making expeditious and good faith progress towards resolving these issues based on the
Workplan and various reports, it may so inform CARP Growers in writing, identifying the
feasible milestones that must be accomplished in the following 90 days. If 90 days after the
initial objection is transmitted, and CARP Growers are not operating in substantial compliance
with the Workplan, the Coalition may:

a. Engage a mediator at CARP Growers’ expense to facilitate a resolution of the issues

between the parties;
b. Notify County officials of lack of satisfactory progress; and
C. Cease from supporting permits for CARP Growers Members.

These Recitals are re-incorporated below by reference as operative elements of this Contract.

NOW THEREFORE, FOR GOOD AND VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, THE
SUFFICIENCY OF WHICH IS HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGED, THE PARTIES AGREE AS

FOLLOWS:
I. Model OAP. The Parties have developed and agreed upon the terms and elements of a

Model Odor Abatement Plan, including odor control technology (technology and practices), odor
monitoring technology and protocols, community and neighbor engagement, and Odor
Complaint Response and Corrective Actions (“Model OAP™), attached as Exhibit D. All CARP
Grower Members will promptly adopt and implement the Model OAP. Adoption and
implementation of the Model OAP shall be made a requirement for membership of CARP
Growers. Substantially the same Model OAP will be adopted and implemented by all CARP
Grower member farms. CARP Growers agree to follow the procedures in the Model OAP. (Refer

to Exhibit D for Model OAP).

As part of this Contract, CARP Growers Members will promptly submit the Model OAP to the
County in pending permit applications, projects under appeal and/or as permit modifications or
revisions (as appropriate) to approved CDPs (collectively the “CARP Grower Projects”). The
Model OAP will run with the land as an enforceable component of the County’s approved permit
for so long as cannabis is cultivated on the site.

As significant improvements to control technology (BACT) are identified and the applicability
established, including without limitation through third party testing, CARP Growers Members
each shall, subject to commercial availability and onsite power requirements, promptly update
their OAPs to include & implement such new best available odor control technologies,

equipment, practices and methods that may apply to each individual CARP Growers Members

operation.
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2. Unresolved Issues. At the time of entering into this Contract, there remain several
unresolved issues that bear upon the Model OAP and future iterations of the OAP and to the
cooperative working relationship among the Parties, including: a) delineation of the current and
future best available control technology (BACT) for mixed light cultivation; b) correlation of
property line or other identified site location (eg vent) concentrations of odor-causing
compounds to odor observation at receptor sites sufficient to ensure the absence of odor episodes
in publicly-accessible locations (defined below); ¢) the identity of specific Odor Causing
Compound(s); d) definition, detection and measurement of an objective, measurable Odor
Detection Threshold, the exceedance of which represents impermissible odorous air; €) methods
for correlating an odor episode to a specific Grower or Growers for purposes of Corrective
Action under the OAP; and f) steps to modify the County’s process for revising OAPs, so as to
facilitate integration of BACT upgrades and other technological changes and to substitute the
improved Model OAP for an existing, approved OAP. Resolution of these issues requires the
good faith cooperation of the Parties, sharing of information and discussion of issues, and the
evolution of technologies and the regulatory environment. The Work Program shall be
periodically updated and identify timelines for the resolution of each Unresolved Issue and
specific dates for completion of analysis and final resolution of the issue.

The following are the Parties’ goals concerning these Unresolved Issues and the current
understanding concerning certain key issues:

BACT Definition. Revisions. and Implementation: The term best available control technology,
or BACT is a term of art that is defined under air pollution control law and policy. CARP

Growers will employ BACT for odor control at their operations consistent with applicable law
and any applicable permits. At the time of this Contract, the Parties are encouraged by pilot
studies, prototype models and preliminary testing that support the use of carbon scrubber
filtration systems in cultivation areas containing flowering cannabis & all processing areas.
CARP Growers and their members shall share all information, data, reports, studies and
monitoring results concerning the efficacy of odor control technologies, including under
Confidentiality Agreements and/or Privileges as necessary, to involve and engage the Coalition
in the ongoing process to define and refine BACT over time. CARP Growers shall periodically
invite and include the Coalition or their representatives to attend/participate in CARP Growers’
Odor Committee, and the Parties agree to define, refine and implement BACT so long as
cannabis operations continue at each CARP Growers’ operation. The Parties’ Goal for Odor
Control, via BACT technologies, Grower practices and other strategies, is to achieve effective
odor control such that no significant odors arising or emanating from a cannabis project within a
CARP Grower Member’s facilities’ property line are detected beyond such property line. CARP
Growers shall promptly share all data, reports and analysis of BACT with the Coalition as this
information is prepared and notify Coalition prior to any member’s submittal of documents or
information to the County concerning BACT at each member’s site.
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Definition of Publicly-Accessible Location (“PAL™). The Parties recognize that existing

technologies and knowledge precludes enforceable assurances that odors will remain on the
cannabis premises. CARP Growers will, in partnership with the Coalition, establish a new and
enhanced community odor inquiry program which will be accessible to all members of the
community, which invites the public to submit odor inquiries, not just when they experience
fugitive odors on residentially zoned areas (as defined in the County’s ordinance) but also to
submit odor inquiries when the public experiences odor in “Publicly Accessible Locations.” PAL
are defined as: 1) all areas that the public may freely access, including businesses, day care
centers, youth centers, parks, churches, 2) residential parcels that are within 1,000 feet measured
from the property line of any parcel containing an odor emitting structure, and 3) any location
within 1,000 feet measured from the property line of any parcel containing an odor emitting
structure. Notwithstanding these definitions, for purposes of this program and Contract, PAL
shall currently be interpreted to not include roads or sidewalks that are not located in residential
neighborhoods or residentially zoned areas (Non-Residential Roads and Sidewalks). Both
parties agree to an annual reopener to discuss the expansion of the definition of PAL to include
Non-Residential Roads and Sidewalks as a PAL as expeditiously as practicable, with the first
reopener discussion to be held on January 3, 2022. Technology to consistently prevent odors
from escaping to Non-Residential Roads and Sidewalks is not yet proven but the Parties expect it
will successfully evolve to achieve that, and commit to taking such steps as are necessary to
identify and implement the technology necessary to achieve that goal. For so long as PAL
excludes Non-Residential Roads and Sidewalks, CARP Growers members that receive odor
inquiries regarding odor on Non-Residential Roads and Sidewalks shall record and make
available to the CARP Growers and the Coalition such odor inquiries. These records shall be
used only to inform the Parties as to the magnitude of the odor issues on such Non-Residential

Roads and Sidewalks.

Community Role in Odor Identification and Resolution: In the interest of responding rapidly to
odor inquiries and based on the time sensitive nature of identifying and controlling the odor
source, Operator invites the public to contact the Primary Odor Contact directly with any odor
concerns, or to submit an inquiry to ensure prompt and conclusive action. Any odor inquiries or
correspondence that is received will be continuously monitored and immediately routed to the
Primary Odor Contact for a timely response. This requires reporting of the time and specific
location of any offsite detection. Operator encourages community participation and commits to
identifying the cause of Odor Episodes, so that Operator can continue to improve the efficacy of
its odor abatement systems and operating procedures, with the long-term goal of eliminating

fugitive cannabis odors.

Odor Control Goals: With the advance of science, technology and practices, the Parties intend
and state as a specific, important and common goal that odor be controlled such that there will be
no significant detectable odors at any PAL. CARP Growers agree to implement all available and
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demonstrated effective odor control technology that is reasonably expected to achieve, or to
materially advance achievement, of this goal of no significant detectable odor at any PAL.

Notification and Reporting to the Coalition: CARP Growers comimits to sharing with the
Coalition all relevant odor control and response information, including but not limited to the
following, with confidential information transmitted under protection of a NDA:

a) Weather Data identified in OAP Section 1;
b) Initial Baseline Audit and any other Monitoring Data per OAP Section 3;

c) After Episode Reports per OAP Level 1-4 Responses;
d) Report conclusions of investigations per OAP Levels 1-4, including corrective actions;
e) Determinations regarding the presence or absence of odors at reporting locations after corrective

actions are undertaken;
f) Reports detailing efforts taken to resolve odor complaints; and
g) Reports regarding BACT analysis per Level 4 response.

CARP Growers will notify the Coalition if the Operator possesses evidence that the Operator is
not the likely source of or a likely significantly contributing source of reported odors.

CARP Grower members will notify and offer to meet with the Coalition, as part of OAP Level 3,
to share conclusions and review strategies for resolving the Unresolved Odor Episode.

Qdor Causing Compound(s): the role of terpenes, thiols, other compounds, or combinations

thereof as the malodorous Odor Causing Compounds creating community objections and public
nuisance is under investigation. If one or more Odor Causing Compounds are identified, odor
control equipment and measuring devices shall focus on those Odor Causing Compounds or on
other correlated compounds that act as surrogates of Odor Causing Compounds for all such

purposes.

Monitoring Odor and Qdor Causing Compounds: The Parties agree that the equipment and

techniques for objectively measuring and monitoring odor levels and the concentrations of Odor
Causing Compounds emitted from cannabis facilities will be important to documenting impacts,
guiding odor source(s) identification and guiding odor control, among various purposes. The
Parties’ Goals for Odor Monitoring is, as soon as possible, the development, refinement and
implementation of odor monitoring and detection tools to identify sources of odors (particularly
among several potential sources), to determine appropriate concentrations of Odor Causing
Compounds in the greenhouses and/or at greenhouse vents that prevent detectable odor
conditions, based on modeling and observations, such that detectable odor conditions will not be
experienced beyond the property line, and to project the areas to which such odors are
transported, to enhance control strategies, among other uses and functions. Odor monitoring
may involve odor panels, analytical measurement systems, surrogates and other tools. Odor
modelling may be useful in certain applications, such as where sources are combining to create
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odor episodes or the individual sources of odors cannot be otherwise easily identified. As
community odor detection tools and systems are advanced (such as establishing a different odor
detection threshold and demonstrated reliable monitoring systems) the CARP Growers will
update and revise their Odor Inquiry confirmation protocols to employ best available
information, tools, standards and systems to document and quantify Odor Episodes and guide
enhanced Corrective Actions.

Odor Detection Thresholds: the Parties acknowledge the importance of a numerical standard of
an Odor Causing Compound or surrogate where the concentrations of Odor Causing Compounds
causes objectionable types and intensities of odor. The Parties’ Goal is to define an Odor
Detection Threshold based on the concentration of an Odor Causing Compound or surrogate, to
serve as a means to avoid odor episodes and monitoring and avoiding migration of odors offsite.
Based upon the research being carried out by CARP Growers, the Parties currently believe it is
feasible to define such a numerical Odor Detection Threshold.

QOdor Episode Confirmation: the Parties intend to utilize the identification of select Odor Causing
Compounds and empirically derived Odor Detection Threshold(s) to identify an objective
numerical concentration of an Odor Causing Compound or surrogate to predict or estimate the
presence or absence of objectional odor conditions.

Correlation of odors to a specific Grower or facility: the Parties agree that tools and processes

for responding to persistent or repeating odor episodes where no single facility is the clear or
identifiable source need to be developed and refined to allow appropriate enforcement through
the isolation/identification of the source or sources of odors in PALs. The Parties share the goal
of developing and implementing such tools and techniques to isolate an odor source among
several sources, understanding cumulative development of odors, and strategies for resolving
odor episodes. The ability to distinguish a problematic odor source among proximate
greenhouses is a high priority and shall be specifically included in the Work Plan.

When no single facility is the clear or identifiable source of odor, the CARP Growers will work
with the Coalition to initiate the following procedures:

a) Convene the operators in the region in which there are ongoing and unidentifiable odor
complaints;

b) Deploy best available odor measurement device to conduct measurements of odor
causing compounds in each facilities’ greenhouse;

c) Compare these results to the agreed upon Odor Detection Threshold (Greenhouse
Concentration Limit) to determine which facility or facilities may be exceeding the
ODT/greenhouse concentration limit, which indicates objectionable odor concentration.

d) If a facility or facilities are identified as likely sources of objectionable odors, they shall
initiate the procedures identified in Level 2, 3 and 4 of the OAP until the source of
emissions is identified and mitigated.

e) The facility or facilities that were identified as exceeding the ODT shall have 1 month to
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consult with a third party odor expert, and then exhaust OAP Levels 2-4. Then the facility
shall initiate another round of testing using best available methods or device, to determine
if after exhausting OAP Levels 2-4, they are under the ODT. If the facility testing shows
the operator is now below the ODT, the effort shall be Resolved. If the facility second
round of testing shows the operator is still exceeding the ODT, the Coalition will interpret
the farm as substantially out of Compliance with the Work Program and Contract, and
may take additional action in opposition to the operator, as deemed appropriate by the
Coalition.

The CARP Growers will include the Coalition in each of the abovementioned procedures, and
consult with the Coalition as part of this process by inviting the Coalition to participate in these
procedures and assessments, including timely sharing reports, data and conclusions.

County OAP and Permit revision processes: the Parties expect that OAPs will be revised

periodically over time as BACT improves and other changes facilitate more effective and
efficient mitigation of cannabis odor impacts. Current County practices create barriers to
iterative improvements to OAPs and permit revisions. The Parties have worked and will
continue efforts with the County to facilitate timely and appropriate OAP updates and, as needed,
permit revisions through processes that allow swift actions to improve and enhance OAPs and
appropriate processes for public involvement when appropriate.

3. Partnership to Incentivize and Facilitate Timely and Seamless County Procedure/Permit
for BACT and Model OAP Upgrades: The Coalition agrees to coordinate with the CARP
Growers and encourage County staff and decision makers to create a timely and efficient process

and procedure for the CARP Growers to make BACT upgrades, including pathways that are
non-appealable. The Coalition recognizes it is in the best interest of the community to not create
procedural delays or barriers that may disincentivize growers from making timely BACT
upgrades. The Coalition recognizes that the public wants timely, and ongoing actions by the
industry to upgrade to more efficient and effective best available odor control technology and
SOPs, via the Model OAP. The Coalition will partner with the CARP Growers members to
proactively seek to facilitate swift and certain approvals for CARP Growers’ member’s farm'’s
efforts to enhance their OAP and odor control technology, as this is a collective, agreed upon

goal.

4. Collaborative Efforts Issues: the Parties agree that they shall engage on various
collaborative efforts to facilitate community betterment and improve conditions for the cannabis
community. Each Collaborative Effort shall be addressed on an ad hoc basis, with specific goals
and actions, roles and responsibilities identified at the outset, such as through a written
Memorandum of Understanding or similar guiding document. Examples of potential
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Collaborative efforts include networked weather stations, electrical supply system upgrades and
zoning ordinance revision issues.

A. Weather Stations: Accurate and timely wind and weather data can assist in
investigating odor complaints and managing odor. The Parties’ Goals include
implementation of an integrated network of high quality weather monitoring stations
capable of representing conditions throughout the Carpinteria Valley that may be used to
evaluate odor conditions, and to predict and avoid odor episodes. CARP Growers will
facilitate the development and implementation of a comprehensive, high quality wind and
weather monitoring system and provide the Coalition continuous access to that system.

B. Electrical Supply system upgrades: Some areas of Carpinteria experience

constrained electrical supply from the grid, and most if not all CARP Growers Members’
operations have pending applications for Electrical Service Upgrades (“ESU”) and
associated County Land Use Permit and/or Building Permit applications. The Parties
shall cooperate in expediting the approval and implementation of ESUs that will enable
enhanced odor control. Carp Growers commit to diligently pursue such ESUs.

C. ___Zoning: The County’s Carpinteria Agricultural Overlay District (CAOD) program
and rules were adopted to designate areas for preservation of open field agricultural uses
and to limit the size of new greenhouses in some areas (Area B) and support future
greenhouse development in others (Area A). CAOD provisions constrain some CARP
Growers Members from structural improvements and replacement structures that could
lead to enhanced odor control, less impactful projects, and enable the development of
solar power facilities as components of cannabis projects. The Parties shall confer
together & with County officials to determine if they can mutually support Local Coastal
Plan revisions to improve conditions in Carpinteria for residents and the cannabis

industry.

5. SBCRC Position on Compliant CARP Growers Member’s Projects:

The Coalition will not oppose or appeal the approval of CARP Grower projects that utilize the
Model OAP, the Community Odor Guidelines contained in Exhibit B and have executed and are

bound by this Contract.

Additionally, the Coalition will support CARP Grower projects that utilize the Model OAP, the
Community Odor Guidelines and that have executed and are in full compliance with the terms of
this Contract. CARP Growers will oppose Carpinteria area mixed light cannabis projects that: 1)
do not utilize the Model OAP and Community Odor Guidelines or a more effective OAP and
Community Odor Guidelines, and 2) that have not consummated a contract with the Coalition,
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with the existence and status of said contract to be communicated by Coalition to CARP
Growers. . Upon CARP Growers’ request and as mutually deemed appropriate, the Coalition
will attempt to engage with potential community appellants of CARP Grower projects that are
utilizing the Model OAP and the Community Odor Guidelines and signatories to this Contract
for the purpose of promoting dialogue and understanding of the benefits of this Agreement and
related actions. Neither the Coalition, nor any of its Officers or Directors, shall support,
financially or otherwise, any challenge, or appeal or any other action adverse to CARP Growers
Member’s projects’ permits and permit approvals, provided the CARP Growers members are in
substantial conformance with each element of this Contract, applicable County authority, the
Model OAP and the Community Odor Guidelines.

6. Waiver: the Coalition forever waives all rights, claims, and causes of action, whether
administrative or at law, to oppose, challenge, and/or appeal, on grounds related to odor, all
CARP Grower Member projects that are designed and being operated in substantial compliance
with this Contract, the model OAP and the Community Odor Guidelines and provided that the
Contract, OAP and Community Odor Guidelines are substantially effective at controlling odors.
This waiver shall not apply to or affect in any way the rights of the parties to the existing
litigation entitled SBCRC v Everbloom, et al., Santa Barbara County Superior Court No

20CV01124.

The Coalition acknowledges that it is assuming the risk of unknown or unanticipated claims and
expressly waives the benefits of California civil code section 1542, which reads as follows:

a general release does not extend to claims that the creditor or releasing party does not
know or suspect to exist in his or her favor at the time of executing the release and that, if
known by him or her, would have materially affected his or her settlement with the debtor

or released party.

7. Good faith: The Parties hereto agree that they shall act and work in good faith to uphold,
comply with and implement this Contract and take other such actions as are appropriate to
dispositively overcome odor issues.

8. Communications and Cooperation: The Parties shall maintain open and regular
communications among themselves, members, Board members and representatives and strive to
keep each other apprised of developments and issues of interest for the other. Disputes and
conflicts should be addressed openly, and seek a constructive resolution. Facilitation may be

considered if considered necessary.

The Parties recognize that conditions surrounding the cannabis industry will change, personnel
within each organization will turn over, and new technologies will arise. The Parties seek to
develop and sustain a working and functional relationship based on trust, respect,
communication, and community.
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9. Survival of Commitments: Each CARP Grower Member shall:

A. Have the entity identified as the holder of the State cannabis cultivation license execute
and bind that entity to comply with all commitments, terms and obligations in this
Contract and the Model OAP for the life of its project, provided that the Coalition and
each Coalition Member are not in material breach of their obligations under this Contract
or the Model OAP;

B. Provide prior written notification to any buyer, transferee, assignee or other grantee, or
heir or successor of any right, title, or interest in or to the Cannabis Operation as entitled
by the County and licensed by the County and State, with a copy of this Contract, the
Model OAP, the Community Odor Guidelines and contact information for the Coalition
and its counsel, which is as follows: Law Office of Marc Chytilo, APC, Post Office Box
92233, Santa Barbara, California 93190, and

C. Either:

a) Record this Agreement to run with the land and bind any subsequent
buyer, transferee, assignee or other grantee, or heir or successor of any right, title, or
interest in or to the Cannabis Operation (“Transferee or New Owner”) by recording this
Agreement or a summary of this Agreement in the chain of title at the Santa Barbara
County Recorder’s office, or

b) In the event recordation described above cannot be achieved, then

i Use its commercially reasonable best efforts to restrict any transfer
of land upon which its project is located (the “Real Property”) such that
any such transferee, as a condition of such transfer, shall enter into this
Contract via written assumption of all of its duties and obligations under
this Contract; and

il. Not sell or transfer any material interest in its project’s cannabis
operations for the first five (5) years after the effective date of this
Contract, unless such transfer is conditioned on such transferee’s written
assumption of all of its duties and obligations under this Contract;

c) and

D. Notify the Coalition within ten (10) business days of any transfer of Real Property, any
transfer of a material interest in its project, and prior to any change of ownership as
defined by Santa Barbara Count Code § 50-23(b) to a Transferee or New Owner, and
provide the Coalition with copies of any such Transferee’s and/or New Owner’s written
acceptance of the enforceability of the terms of this Contract upon it, and contact
information with regard to any such Transferee and/or New Owner.

E. If the Transferee or New Owner declines to enter into this Contract and accept
enforceability thereof by the Coalition, the New Owner and their cannabis operation’s
membership in CARP Growers shall be immediately terminated and CARP Growers
shall promptly publish in a display ad not less than Y page in the Coastal View and Santa
Barbara Independent for 3 consecutive weeks’ notice that the New Owner has been
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expelled from CARP Growers for failure to accept and agree to abide by the terms of this
Contract.

10.  This Contract is intended to promote and provide guidance for productive
communications between the parties during cannabis permitting in Carpinteria and beyond. This
is a binding document that controls the actions of each Party and their Members (CARP
Growers) and Directors (Coalition). The Parties may mutually agree to revise, replace or
terminate this Contract, however the goal of the Parties is to develop and maintain a productive
working relationship which will minimize or eliminate the negative impacts, such as odor, which
are associated with large scale cannabis operations in the Carpinteria Valley.

11.  All reports and data provided or disclosed by Operator which are not otherwise publicly
available shall remain the sole and exclusive property of Operator and shall only be used for
purposes of addressing particular Odor Episodes (defined in OAP).

12. The Parties hereto agree that they shall act and work in good faith to uphold, comply with
and implement this agreement to dispositively overcome odor issues and avoid the need for

appeals.

13. This Agreement shall not be confidential, but distribution shall be managed. The Parties will
coordinate public and community outreach.

14. Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed as an admission by any party or any party’s
affiliated or related of any wrongdoing or liability of any kind or nature.

15. Execution in Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in counterparts, and each
counterpart, when executed, shall have the efficacy of a signed original. Photographic,
electronic, and facsimile copies of such signed counterparts may be used in lieu of the

originals for any purpose.

16. Severability. The Parties agree and acknowledge that this Agreement shall be governed by
and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of California, and that if any provision
of this Agreement is determined to be illegal or unenforceable, such determination shall not
affect the balance of this Agreement, which shall remain in full force and effect and such

invalid provision shall be deemed severable.

17. Binding Effect. This Agreement shall inure to the benefit of, and shall be binding upon the
Parties hereto and their respective legal representatives, including the Parties’ successors and
assigns, past and present parents, subsidiaries, affiliates, predecessors, successors, assigns,
officers, directors, employees, attorneys, agents, representatives, heirs, executors, guardians
ad litem and administrators, and each of them.

18. No Party Deemed Drafter. All Parties hereto acknowledge that they have been represented by
independent counsel of their own choice throughout all of the negotiations that preceded the
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19.

20.

21.

22.

execution of this Agreement. This Agreement shall be construed fairly as to all Parties and
not in favor of or against any of the Parties, regardless of which Party actually prepared this

Agreement.

Representation. The Parties have been represented in the negotiations for preparation of this
Agreement by legal counsel of their own choosing, have been fully advised by such counsel
of their rights and duties hereunder, have read this Agreement in its entirety, have had this
Agreement and each of its parts fully explained to them by their counsel, and are fully aware
of its contents and its legal effect. The Parties have relied only on the representations
contained in and expressly set forth in this Agreement in entering this Agreement.

Authority. Each of the Parties represents and warrants that its respective signatory has full
authority to bind each of them to the terms and conditions of this Agreement. All business
entities executing this Agreement represent and warrant that their signatory’s authority has
been validly obtained in accordance with the applicable articles of incorporation and bylaws
and the laws of the state in which the entity is incorporated, if necessary.

Payment of Expenses. In the event of a breach of this Agreement, the prevailing Party is
entitled to obtain its reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs expended in conjunction with
enforcement of this Agreement only, should that become necessary.

Jurisdiction. The Parties request and agree that the Santa Barbara Superior Court, Anacapa
Division shall retain jurisdiction over the Parties to enforce this Agreement. This Agreement
shall be governed by the laws of the State of California.

Dated: August 20th, 2021

[t is so agreed:

CARP GROWERS

UocuSigned by:

(—JW Stettan

HUYF TS 208UF 00T

Autumn Shelton, President
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CARP GROWERS INDIVIDUAL MEMBERS

Entity Name Signer Name, Title Signature
Autumn Brands, LLC Autumn Shelton, Member DSty
Auusna Jm
Ocean Hill Farms, LLC Kelly Clenet, Member (—Dgcusiancd by:
Blue Whale Agriculture, Inc. | Tadd McKenzie, CEO —oscsinedbr.
- Tadd Mekennic
CKC Farms, Inc. Francis Brand, CEO ooy
Frandis Prand
JJ Agriculture, Inc. Thomas Brand, CEO —BocuSianed by:
Life Remedy Farms, Inc. Tadd McKenzie, CEO - ‘
Tadd Mckunnic
New Generation Farms, Inc. | Thomas Brand, CEO ("""""ﬂ"‘*“%w ;
New Horizon Farming, Inc. Katarzyna Brand, CEO (’ Oocusiondy
kw"«rr),no. Brand
Primetime Farms, Inc. Francis Brand, CEO Oocusigned by
Frands Brand
Bosim 1628 Management Erin Carachilo, CEO Dozusigned by:
Company, LLC Evin Carachile
Ceres Farm, LLC Alex Van Wingerden, CEO [ OocuSianed by:
8 Alege Vo U)iwium
Mediedibles, Inc. Tristan Strauss, CEO —ossimean
. Tristamn Stramss
CP1 Supply Systems, Inc. Tristan Strauss, CEO ——
e Tristan, Strawss
Ednigma, Inc. Eduard Van Wingerden, JE———
Owner 7 ENULORND Vo WA
e 5CSBAFOCAACTAEA. .

L AERNEAN

Flora Coast, Inc.

Kristin Van Wingerden,
Owner

:Docusiqne:I:W
6328ECT4CFBD480. .
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. . DocuSigned by:
Melodious Plots, Inc. Ivan Van Wingerden, Owner [; et U Wil
Orbiter Blooms, Inc. Winfred Van Wingerden, Docusignedby:

Owner [
) . ~—=DocuSigned by:
Saga Farms Sofia Van Wingerden, Owner Soﬁu Vs WW e
Twisted Roots, Inc Amir-Hamsa Eskandari, —Dacusigned by:
Owner v —~bamsa, Eskandari
Mission Health Associates, Graham Farrar, President — Docusigred by:
Inc Eralvam Earvar
G&K Produce, LLC Graham Farrar, President [ Oocustaned b
Eraloam Farvar
SLO Cultivation Inc., dba Charlie Bachtell, CEO DacuSigned by:
Cresco California E
Valley Crest Farms, LLC Rick Palmer, CEO (_’E‘Z?”‘L::’
Vista Verde Farms, LLC Alex Van Wingerden, CEO ooty
° Meze Vo th;w/u/u
Emma Wood Bl, LLC Tristan Strauss, CEO DecuSianed b:
Tristan. Strawss
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have each caused this Contract to be executed as of the

date set forth herein.®

SANTA BARBARA COALITION FOR RESPONSIBLE CANNABIS, INCORPORATED

DIRECTORS
Director Title Signature
Blair Pence President & Director Oecusignedby:
Blair funa
Evan Turpin Treasurer & Director Eubv_st uy;M,_\;_
Rob Salomon Director DocuSluned by:
(‘robwf salomon.
Lionel Neff Director Docusignedby:
lionel B. MF
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EXHIBIT A

CARP GROWERS INDIVIDUAL MEMBERS

Business Entity Name

(Operator/Business
License/State License
Holder)

Landowner Name

Project Name

Address

Autumn Brands, LLC

Brand Partnership
LLC

Autumn Brands, LL.C,
Ocean Hill Farms,
LLC

3615 Foothill Road,
Carpinteria, CA 93013

Ocean Hill Farms, LLC

Brand Partnership
LLC

Autumn Brands, LLC,
Ocean Hill Farms,
LLC

3615 Foothill Road,
Carpinteria, CA 93013

Blue Whale Agriculture, Inc.

Rincon Point
Farms, LLC

Rincon Point Farms,
LLC

5775 Casitas Pass Road,
Carpinteria, CA 93913

CKC Farms, Inc.

Carpinteria Peak
Land, LLC

Carpinteria Peak
Land, LLC

5138 Foothill Road,
Carpinteria, CA 93013

JJ Agriculture, Inc.

Johannes Persoon,
Persoon Family
Trust

Johannes Persoon,
Persoon Family Trust

4532 Foothill Road,
Carpinteria, CA 93013

Life Remedy Farms, Inc.

Carpinteria Peak
Land, LLC

Carpinteria Peak
Land, LLC

5138 Foothill Road,
Carpinteria, CA 93013

New Generation Farms, Inc.

Rincon Point
Farms, LLC

Rincon Point Farms,
LLC

5775 Casitas Pass Road,
Carpinteria, CA 93013

New Horizon Farming, Inc.

Johannes Persoon,
Persoon Family
Trust

Johannes Persoon,
Persoon Family Trust

4532 Foothill Road,
Carpinteria, CA 93013
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Primetime Farms, Inc.

Casitas Farms, LLC

Casitas Farms, LLC

5554 Casitas Pass Rd, Carpinteria, CA
93013

Bosim 1628 Management
Company, LLC

HM Holdings, Limited
Partnership

Bosim 1628
Management Company,
LLC

1628 Cravens Lane, Carpinteria, CA
93013

Ceres Farm, LLC

Van Wingerden
Family Trust dated
May 13, 1999

Ceres Farm LLC.

6030 Casitas Pass Road, Carpinteria,
CA 93013

Mediedibles, Inc.

WILBERT
PERSOON,
Surviving Trustee,
and JOHANNES
A.P. PERSOON,
Successor Trustee,
U/D/T dated
October 7, 1993,
F/O/B the Person
Family Trust

Mediedibles, Inc.

4994 Foothill Road, Carpinteria, CA
93013

CP1 Supply Systems, Inc.

John Van
Wingerden and
Walter Van
Wingerden

CP1 Supply Systems,
Inc. :

4505 Foothill Road, Carpinteria, CA
93013

Emmawood B1, LLC

Barbara M. Kono,
Trustee of Trust A-
Surviving Trustor’s
Trust under Yoshio
Kono and Barbara
M. Kono Revocable
Trust under Trust
Agreement dated
September 13, 1980

Emmawood Bl, LLC

5888 Via Real, Carpinteria, CA 93013

Ednigma, Inc.

The Van
Wingerden Family
Trust U/D/T March
21, 1989, Eduard
Nadia Van

Ednigma, Inc.,
Melodious Plots, Inc.

4701 Foothill Road, Carpinteria, CA
93013

“Everbloom™
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Wingerden,
Trustees

Ednigma, Inc

Creek Property,
LLC

Ednigma, Inc

3684 Via Real, Carpinteria, CA 93013
“Roadside”

Flora Coast, Inc.

VWV, LLC

Twisted Roots, Inc,
Flora Coast, Inc.

3508 Via Real, Carpinteria, CA 93013

“Creekside”

Melodious Plots, Inc.

The Van
Wingerden Family
Trust U/D/T March
21, 1989, Eduard
Nadia Van
Wingerden,
Trustees

Ednigma, Inc.,
Melodious Plots, Inc.

4701 Foothill Road, Carpinteria, CA
93013

“Everbloom™

Orbiter Blooms, Inc.

The Winfred B.
Van Wingerden
Exempt Trust and
Winfred B. Van
Wingerden 2015
Trust, Winfred B
Van Wingerden,
Trustee

Orbiter Blooms, Inc.,
Saga Farms, Inc.

4555 Foothill Road, Carpinteria, CA
93013

“Maximum”

Saga Farms

The Winfred B.
Van Wingerden
Exempt Trust and
Winfred B. Van
Wingerden 2015
Trust, Winfred B
Van Wingerden,
Trustee

Orbiter Blooms, Inc.,
Saga Farms, Inc.

4555 Foothill Road, Carpinteria, CA
93013

“Maximum”

Twisted Roots, Inc

VWV, LLC

Twisted Roots, Inc,
Flora Coast, Inc.

3508 Via Real, Carpinteria, CA 93013

“Creekside”

Twisted Roosts, Inc

Coastal Blooms
Nursery, LLC

Twisted Roosts, Inc

3798 Via Real, Carpinteria, CA 93013

“Dryery”
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Mission Health Associates,
Inc

Glass House Farm
LLC

Mission Health

5601 Casitas Pass Road, Carpinteria,
CA 93013

G&K Produce, LLC

Magu Farm LLC

G&K Farm/K&G
Flower

3480 Via Real, Carpinteria, CA 93013
(Previous -3561 Foothill Road,
Carpinteria, CA 93013)

K&G Flowers, LLC

Magu Farm LLC

G&K Farm/K&G
Flower

3480 Via Real, Carpinteria, CA 93013
(Previous -3561 Foothill Road,
Carpinteria, CA 93013)

SLO Cultivation Inc., dba R. & J. VAN Cresco Cannabis 3889 Foothill Road, Carpinteria, CA
Cresco California WINGERDEN Cultivation and 93013
FAMILY TRUST | Processing

Valley Crest Farms, LLC

Van Wingerden
Family Trust dated
May 13, 1999

Valley Crest Farms,
LLC

5980 Casitas Pass Road,
Carpinteria, CA 93013

Vista Verde Farms, LLC

G&S Real Estate,
LLC.

Vista Verde Farms,
LLC.

3450 Via Real, Carpinteria, CA 93013

Vista Verde Farms, LLC

Van Wingerden
Family Trust dated
May 13, 1999

Vista Verde Farms,
LLC.

4385 Foothill Road, Carpinteria, CA
93013
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Exhibit B
Community Odor Guidelines

The purpose of these guidelines is to supplement the required odor control plan required by the
County of Santa Barbara. These are voluntary guidelines that are agreed to by the grower and the
Coalition for the purpose of expanding odor control tools, addressing odor concerns expressed by
the community and minimizing odors in the Carpinteria Valley. These guidelines are not
enforceable by the County of Santa Barbara but are enforceable by the Coalition pursuant to a

separate Agreement.
1. Community Participation and Outreach

The (insert name of operator) shall maintain its own list of interested parties referred to as the
“Community Outreach List” (“COL”) consisting of individuals and organizations that request
inclusion. The Operator shall provide periodic notifications as described herein, and semi-annual
written or emailed odor updates to the COL with the goal of fostering productive communications,
reviewing the effectiveness of odor control efforts and facilitating efforts to accurately identify the
source of, and ultimately mitigate, any fugitive cannabis odors believed to be emanating from the
subject Property. Operator shall request community participation and feedback in this process, and
shall address and respond to community comments and concerns related to odor.

2. Community Communication

In the interest of responding rapidly to odor inquiries and based on the time sensitive nature of
identifying and controlling the odor source, Operator invites the public to contact the Primary Odor
Contact directly with any odor concerns, or to submit an inquiry to ensure prompt and conclusive
action. The interested party can and should also work through the County’s process under the
enforcement of the required OAP. The Operator will continuously monitor for receipt of any odor
inquiries or complaints by phone at and will immediately route
inquiries and complaints to the Primary Odor Contact for a timely response. The Operator may
utilize analytical tools and measurement systems to evaluate odor inquiries and assess odor
conditions, as well as for routine monitoring of horticultural conditions, and to advance the long-
term goal of eliminating fugitive cannabis odors.

Additionally, the CARP Growers Association (“Association”) shall maintain its own list of
interested parties referred to as the “Community Outreach List” (“COL”) for each Association
property/member property with cannabis operations or licenses, consisting of individuals and
organizations that request inclusion via Association’s website [www.carpgrowers.org] or via direct
contact with the Primary Odor Contact at the source of the odor.

The Association shall provide periodic notifications as described herein, and bi-annual written or
emailed odor updates to the COL with the goal of fostering productive communications, reviewing
the effectiveness of odor control efforts and facilitating efforts to accurately identify the source of,
and ultimately mitigate, any fugitive cannabis odors believed to be emanating from the subject
Property. Operator shall also request community feedback and participation in this process on the
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Association’s website and make good faith efforts to address and respond to reasonable community
comments and concerns related to odor. All reports and data provided or disclosed by Operator
which are not otherwise publicly available shall remain the sole and exclusive property of Operator
and shall only be used for the purposes of addressing particular Odor Episodes (defined below).

3. Enhanced Odor Response Protocol

In the interest of responding rapidly to odor inquiries and based on the time sensitive nature of
identifying and controlling the odor source, Operator invites the public to contact the Primary Odor
Contact directly with any odor concerns, or to submit an inquiry at Association’s website to ensure
prompt and conclusive action in addition to utilizing the County’s Odor Complaint Process. Any
odor inquiries or correspondence that is received through the Association website will be
continuously monitored and immediately routed to the appropriate subject property/member for a
timely response. Effective enhanced response requires reporting the time and specific location
(e.g., address or community landmark) of any cannabis-related odors and the known or suspected
Operator that is the source of the odors. Operator encourages community participation and
commits to identifying the cause of Odor Episodes, defined as fugitive cannabis odors experienced
within residentially occupied parcels within one thousand (1,000) feet measured from the property
line of any parcel containing an odor emitting structure or any Publicly Accessible Place within
one thousand (1,000) feet measured from the property line of any parcel containing an odor
emitting structure, so that Operator can continue to improve the efficacy of its odor abatement
systems and operating procedures, with the long-term goal of controlling all odors at the Operator’s
property line. Publicly Accessible Places are defined as all areas that the public may freely access,
including businesses, day care centers, youth centers, schools, parks, churches, and residential
parcels. For purposes of this Odor Plan, “publicly accessible places™ shall currently be interpreted
to not include roads or sidewalks that are not located in residential neighborhoods or residentially
zoned areas, but may be expanded to include these areas in the future.

4. Data, Reports and Communications with Coalition

Operator shall provide to Coalition copies of all data, reports and communications that are
provided to County concerning Odor complaints and otherwise relating to odor, such as, including
but not limited to: access to weather monitoring networks, odor monitoring data, initial baseline
and follow-up odor testing data, results of any investigations undertaken in response to odor
complaints, corrective actions, any determinations regarding the presence or absence of odors at
reporting locations after corrective actions are undertaken, and any and all reports detailing efforts

taken to resolve odor complaints.
5. Additional Steps in Response to Odor Complaints

In Level 2 Response to Odor complaint, after identifying the cause of an odor complaint and
undertaking of corrective actions, the Operator shall inspect the reporting location or, if the
reporting location is not known, at the locations in the direction where the Operator would expect
odor to migrate based on the meteorological conditions present at the time of the Odor Inquiry
(hereafter the “known, suspected or projected reporting location”) to determine of odor is no longer
present. If odor is still present, the Operator shall undertake a Level 3 Response.
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6. Multiple Sources of Odor

For a reported Odor Episode where the Operator is or may not be the source of the odor, or may
be a contributing source but not the sole source of the odor, the Operator shall:

a. Notify and engage the Operators of any other potential source(s) of the odors, (including
through any trade association or organization of other Operators if any other Operators are
members or participants in such association or organization), to identify the potential
source(s) of the odors;

b. Develop and implement a voluntary, cooperative Protocol among cooperating Operators,
which may include:

i.  implementing specific Corrective Actions among the potential source(s) to attempt
to eliminate the odors beyond those required by the County of Santa Barbara as part
of the required OAP, and/or

ii. implementing an analytical sampling and/or monitoring protocol beyond the
protocols that are required to be followed by the County of Santa Barbara’s OAPs
to identify the source(s) of the odors

¢. The Operators shall implement voluntary measures and conduct further analytical sampling
and/or monitoring as needed to either conclusively identify the source(s) of the odors or to
eliminate the odors.
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Exhibit D
Model OAP
Odor Complaint Response and Corrective Actions

In the event of an odor complaint at ___ (insert address here) (the “Property”), please contact ___
(insert operator name here) (“Operator”) Primary Odor Contact, as well as the Planning &
Development  Department  (“Department”™) at (805) 568-2057 or online at
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/cannabis_complaints

[Primary Odor Contact]

1. Weather Monitoring

A. Operator shall install and maintain continuous weather monitoring equipment in
accordance with direction of a meteorological monitoring network plan provided by a
qualified third-party professional so as to continuously record and transmit weather
data, including wind speed, direction (including low speed wind direction capabilities),
temperature and barometric pressure for as long as it engages in cannabis cultivation at
this Property.

B. This weather data will be maintained electronically and made available upon request
(for at least one year) to the Department.

C. Operator will use weather data to identify the variables and conditions that can cause,
contribute to and affect Odor Episodes (defined below) and to better understand the
transport and fate of odor emissions from cannabis operations in Carpinteria.

D. In the event that a regional meteorological network is created by the Department or
other entity, data from Operator’s weather monitoring equipment shall be made
available in real time to such network.

2. Odor Technology

The facility shall follow all methods for controlling and reducing odor as outlined in the Odor
Abatement Plan and shall deploy, or re-deploy the best available control technologies (BACT) or
methods as necessary to control odor at the facility, as determined by the Department. Any BACT
to be employed by an Operator at a future date may require additional permits or changes to
existing permits as determined by the Department.

3. Initial Audit and Continuing Monitoring Obligations

The Operator shall develop a testing program to deploy continuously over a 7-day period the best
available proven odor monitoring device/method to measure cannabis odor causing
emissions from the property during the first week of permitted operations, if other equivalent
baseline odor testing has not already been conducted. The applicant shall maintain all odor
monitoring data for 3 years and shall provide odor monitoring data to the Department upon request.
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4. Community Participation and Outreach

Prior to the commencement of operations, the Operator shall provide to property owners and
residents located within 1,000 feet of the Property the contact information for the Primary Odor
Contact, who shall be available by telephone on a 24 hour/day basis to receive and respond to calls
regarding any odor complaints (Santa Barbara County Article II Coastal Zoning Ordinance (CZ0)
§35-144U.C.6.1.1.). The Operator shall immediately notify the Department, property owners and
residents located within 1,000 feet of any changes to the local contact (CZO §35-144U.C.6.f.2.).

5. Odor Response Protocol

The Operator will continuously monitor odor complaints and will immediately route complaints
to the Primary Odor Contact for a timely response. The Operator may utilize analytical tools and
measurement systems to evaluate odor inquiries and assess odor conditions, as well as for routine
monitoring of horticultural conditions, for the long-term goal of eliminating fugitive cannabis

odors.

The Operator shall notify the Department of any complaints the Operator receives within 24 hours
of receiving the complaint (CZO §35-144U.C.6.£.3). The Operator shall respond to an initial
complaint within one hour and if needed, take corrective action to address any violation of CZO
§35-144U.C.6 within two hours (CZO §35-144U.C.6.f.4). The Operator shall implement a
complaint tracking system for all complaints that the operator receives, which includes a method
for recording the following information: contact information of the complainant (if the
complainant is willing to provide), as well as a description of the location from which the
complainant detected the odors; time that the operator received the complaint; description of the
complaint; description of the activities occurring on site when the complainant detected the odors;
and actions the operator implemented in order to address the odor complaint. The operator shall
provide the complaint tracking system records to the Department as part of any Departmental
inspections of the cannabis activity, and upon the Department’s request. The operator shall
maintain the complaint tracking records for a minimum of five years (CZO §35-144U.C.6.1.5).

If the Department receives three verified complaints regarding odor events in any 365-day period,
the Operator shall implement corrective actions to comply with the odor abatement requirements

of County Code Section §35-144U.C.

a. Level 1 Response - Initial Assessment and Corrective Actions

For any instance in the Odor Response Protocol below where the Operator can determine that an
odor complaint is “resolved” or “unresolved”, the determination by the Operator does not preclude
the Department from taking further actions, including enforcement actions pursuant to Section 35-
185 (Enforcement and Penalties), of the Coastal Zoning Ordinance, which may include, but are
not limited to, initiating proceedings to revoke the applicable cannabis land use entitlement(s)
pursuant to Section 35-169.8 (Coastal Development Permits) of the Coastal Zoning Ordinance.
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Once an odor complaint is received by the Operator, the Operator shall within one hour after the
odor complaint is received, perform an onsite visual inspection to ensure the function and integrity
of the following:

1. The odor abatement equipment is working as intended and that there are no visible
breaks or blockages in any odor abatement equipment; and

2. If being used, all carbon scrubbers or other odor abatement equipment are working
properly and filters are clear of any debris; and

3. All doors are closed, sealed and secured, including greenhouse entry and exit
points, internal processing rooms and processing entry and exit points, pursuant to
Operator’s Standard Operating Procedures (“SOPs™); and

4, A walk of the perimeter of the cannabis facilities, inspecting the integrity of the
walls and structure and examining if a physically apparent source of odor can be
detected.

If a cause for the reported odor episode was discovered during the inspection, the Operator shall
take corrective action to address any violation of CZO §35-144U.C.6 within two hours of the

complaint.

After taking corrective action, the Operator shall complete a site inspection at the reported odor
complaint location to determine whether the odor complaint has abated. If odor is no longer
detectable at the reporting location identified in the complaint or at locations in the direction where
the Operator would expect odor to migrate based on the meteorological conditions present at the
time of the odor complaint, then the odor complaint may be deemed resolved.

If no cause for the reported odor complaint was ascertained during the inspection and if odor is not
detectible at the reporting location identified in the complaint, the odor complaint shall be deemed

resolved.

b. Level 2 Response -- Diagnostic Assessment and Corrective Actions

If, after the Level 1 Response is complete, the Operator continues to observe fugitive odors,
receives further odor complaints indicating that the odor is persisting or recurring periodically
during the following 8-24 hour period, the Operator shall:

1. Conduct a weather assessment (wind speed, direction and any shifts, anecdotal weather
information collected from interested parties, time and duration of odor complaint) of
the conditions that were occurring at and in the two hours before the time of the odor
complaint;

2. Perform a comprehensive diagnostic review of the odor abatement system;

3. Interview staff members that were on site during and in the two hours before the time
of the odor complaint and determine if they performed or observed any actions or
circumstances that may have caused or contributed to the reported odor complaint and
evaluate if the operation adhered to the Operator’s SOPs for odor abatement;
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4. Repair or correct any conditions discovered that may cause or contribute to the odor
complaint.

If a cause for the reported odor complaint is identified, the Operator shall take corrective actions,
revise its SOPs, and/or adjust the odor control systems as necessary to address the condition(s) that
caused the odor complaint. The Operator shall obtain any applicable permits related to project
changes resulting from corrective actions before implementing any new odor abatement equipment
that is not identified in the OAP. The Operator shall report the conclusions of its investigations
(excluding any bona-fide proprietary or trade secret information) to the Department. Once these
steps are completed, the odor complaint shall be deemed resolved..

If no cause for the reported odor complaint was ascertained during diagnostic assessment, and if
the known reporting location is confirmed to be odor-free, the Operator shall prepare a written
report (excluding any bona-fide proprietary or trade secret information) summarizing the Level 2
Response and submit it to the Department.

c. Level 3 Response -- Analytical Assessment and Corrective Actions

If, after the Level 2 Response is complete, the Operator continues to observe fugitive odors and/or
receives further odor complaints during the following 8-24 hour period, or the reporting party
responds that odor is persisting or recurring periodically during the following 8-24 hour period,
the Operator shall implement further corrective actions as follows:

1. Commission a Professional Engineer (PE) or a Certified Industrial Hygienist (CIH) to
perform an on-site evaluation of odor levels to analyze whether the Operator is the source
of the reported odor complaint. The Operator’s PE or CIH will use the Operator’s and any
other available meteorological data and the Operator’s knowledge of operational activities
at the time specified in the odor complaint to investigate the odor complaint, as feasible.

2. If no further conclusions are found from the analysis, and the Operator is unable to identify
the potential cause of the odor complaint, the odor complaint is unresolved.

3. In the event that an odor complaint is unresolved and is recurring or continuing, as
evidenced by repeated odor complaints from the property, the Operator shall:

i. Commission a Professional Engineer or a Certified Industrial Hygienist to
implement a testing protocol to measure odor or an odor-causing constituent using
the best, currently available objective, odor measurement device, technology or
methods.

ii.  Undertake corrective actions identified by the PE or a CH including, but not limited
to:

1. Revise its SOPs.
2. Adjust or improve the function of the existing odor control systems (e.g.,

adjust dispersal of neutralizers, replace spent carbon media, install self-

closing doors).
3. Install supplemental or replacement odor control technologies, such as but

not limited to internal greenhouse scrubbing systems. Such technology

Model OAP 08.20.2021 4
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could potentially include installation of 5-15 Regenerative Carbon
Scrubbing units per acre of adult-flowering cultivation (exact system design
to be defined on a Project specific basis as determined by a qualified
professional).Depending on the scope and nature of the supplemental or
replacement odor control technologies, additional permitting may be
required by the Department and, if required, must be obtained before
installing the technology.

If a cause for the reported odor complaint is identified, the Operator shall take corrective actions
as recommended by the PE or CIH as necessary to address the condition(s) that resulted in the
odor complaint. The Operator shall obtain any applicable permits related to project changes
resulting from corrective actions before implementing any new odor abatement equipment that is
not identified above in the OAP. The Operator shall report the conclusions of its investigations
(excluding any bona-fide proprietary or trade secret information) to the Department. Once these
steps are completed, and the odor is not detectable at the reporting location, the odor complaint
shall be deemed resolved.

If no cause for the reported odor complaint was ascertained during diagnostic assessment, and if
the odor is not detectable at the reporting location, the Operator shall prepare a written report
(excluding any bona-fide proprietary or trade secret information) summarizing the Level 3
Response and submit it to the Department.

If after the PE or CIH Analysis has been completed, the Operator believes it is not the sole or a
contributing source of the reported odor complaint, the Operator shall notify the Department of its
conclusion, within three (3) calendar days of reaching such conclusion. The Department will
consider this information in determining whether corrective actions are necessary to comply with
the odor abatement requirements of Section 35-144U.C, but the Department is not bound by the
Operator’s conclusion. If the Department verifies that the Operator is not a contributing source of
the reported odor complaint, the complaint shall be deemed resolved.

d. Level 4 Response -- Comprehensive BACT Analysis and Corrective Actions

I, after the Level 3 Response is complete, the Operator continues to observe fugitive odors and/or
receives further odor complaints, or the reporting party responds that odor is persisting or recurring
periodically during the following 8-24 hour period, the Operator shall implement further corrective

actions as follows:

a. Commission a comprehensive Best Available Control Technology (BACT) analysis and
submit to the Department a written report prepared by a Professional Engineer or a

Certified Industrial Hygienist that includes:
1. The likely or potential source of the odor complaint;
2. Additional adaptive management techniques, including operational
modifications and curtailment that are recommended to eliminate odor

complaints;
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3. Recommendations for new or revised odor abatement technologies; and
4. Installation of current best available analytical tools to monitor, identify and
quantify the emissions causing or contributing to odor complaints.

If the BACT analysis concludes that a more effective odor control system is available that will
resolve or materially reduce the severity of the odor causing the complaint the Operator shall take
all necessary steps to install the more effective odor control system as expeditiously as practicable.
The Operator shall obtain any applicable permits related to project changes resulting from
corrective actions before implementing any new odor abatement equipment that is not identified
in the OAP. The Operator shall report the conclusions of its investigations (excluding any bona-
fide proprietary or trade secret information) to the Department. Once these steps are completed,
and the odor is not detectable at the reporting location, the odor complaint shall be deemed

resolved.

If no cause for the reported odor complaint was ascertained during diagnostic PE or CIH
assessment, and if odor is not detectible at the reporting location, , the Operator shall prepare a
written report (excluding any bona-fide proprietary or trade secret information) summarizing the
Level 4 Response and submit it to the Department. If after the BACT Analysis, the Operator
believes it is not the sole or a contributing source of the reported odor complaint, the Operator
shall notify the Department of its conclusion, within three (3) calendar days of reaching such
conclusion. The Department will consider this information in determining whether corrective
actions are necessary to comply with the odor abatement requirements of Section 35-144U.C, but
the Department is not bound by the Operator’s conclusion.

e. For all Odor Episodes — Reporting and Corrective Actions:

The Operator shall make available to the Department and any reporting party, upon request, a
report detailing all efforts taken to resolve odor complaints.

Model OAP 08.20.2021 6






Villalobos, David

From: Pam Roberts <pjrob5@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, February 28, 2022 8:08 PM

To: Villalobos, David; Larry Ferini;

Subject: Planning Commission March 2 Hearing - Support Creekside Farm
Categories: Purple Category

the County of Santa Barbara. Do not

Caution: This email originated from a source outside f Sant ara. Do nc
now the content is safe. -

click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and |

Dear Honorable Planning Commissioners,

Please approve Creekside Farm's project and stand with our local agriculture. | live within on Via Real
within 500 ft of the Creekside growing operation in Carpinteria and am well aware of the long legacy
of farming in Carpinteria Valley. Cannabis is a recent crop that has allowed the old greenhouses to
come back to life. This is positive for our area both because of tax revenue, the local economy and
jobs, and because the county’s approval process is strict and drives improvement along the
established agricultural belt in our beautiful coastal zone. | think the county's cannabis program has
been successful in both collecting new taxes and implementing community and environmental
improvements at properties that wish to take part in the new crop. It's important to keep this land in
agriculture. Please approve this project along with the rest who prove they are committed to the
county cannabis program and doing things the right way.

Sincerely,
Pamela Roberts



Villalobos, David

From: Nancy Baron <nancy.baron@compassscicomm.org>

Sent: Thursday, February 24, 2022 8:53 AM

To: Villalobos, David; i , U
, _ o

Subject: Planning Commission March 2 Hearing - Letter of Support for Permits for Creekside
Farms

Categories: Purple Category

Caution: This email orlgmated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or.open attachments unless you verlfy the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Honorable Planning Commissioners,

I appreciate the careful consideration given to permitting cannabis growers. Thank you for your careful reviews
of farms and applying strict environmental standards in our county. As a Carpinteria resident, biologist, and
environmental writer, I am writing in support of Creekside Farms, operated by Winfred Van Wingerden.

I support well regulated and managed cannabis farming in our county because it moves the needle towards the
reduction of pesticide use and dangerous chemicals. Conventional farms fly often fly below the radar on healthy
environmental farming practices (eg I oppose aerial spraying.) Anything we can do to raise the environmental
bar benefits our ecosystems and ourselves. Well regulated and contained cannabis growing is a good thing for
the environment - and people.

Winfred and his family have been farming cannabis at "Creekside" on Via Real for over 5 years. They have
brought everything at the property up to code and are sensitive to water, pesticide, and wildlife issues. I know
Winfred personally and admire his integrity and sense of social justice. His operation adheres to best
environmental practices, as well as a deep commitment to doing his best for our community.

Please continue to use the opportunity of cannabis permitting in Carpinteria Valley to implement best
environmental practices through the county review process.

Thank you,

Nancy Baron

Nancy Baron
Science Outreach Director | COMPASS )
National Center for Ecological Analysis and Synthesis, 3 Q,) 27
Santa Barbara CA

Cell: 805-450-3158

Skype: nancyebaron

Twitter: @Nancy_Baron

Connect with COMPASS: www.COMPASSscicomm.org




Villalobos, David

From: Marybeth Carty <mcarty@orfalea.org>

Sent: Thursday, February 24, 2022 2:21 PM

To: Villalobos, Da

Subject: Planning Commission March 2 H;ea'ring - Support Creekside
Categories: Purple Category

Cautlon This emall originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not’
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Honorable Planning Commissioners,

As a highly-involved longtime Carpinteria community member, nonprofit board member and parent/grandparent, I’m writing to urge
your support of Creekside Farm. Recently, I’ve followed the county approval process for cannabis farms more closely as my friend
Winfred Van Wingerden and his family have had their projects come before your board. Thank you for standing with great local
farmers like the Van Wingerdens who have been such an important part of the community for so long.

The diversification into cannabis at local farms has led to good and productive changes in Carpinteria, Farms can once again thrive,
hire employees , provide secure, high paying, year-round jobs and upgrade their properties. Modernization includes new buffers like
the one along Arroyo Paredon Creek as proposed in this project. Most importantly, this permitting process overseen by the county
helps to ensure that the agricultural industry in Carpinteria remains strong into the future. This land-use achievement deserves greater
recognition and appreciation from all Carpinterians. Local residents want to "keep Carpinteria, Carpinteria," and supporting our
farmers is the surest way to do that.

Please continue to carefully consider and ultimately support high quality cannabis projects that pass the county test, as Creekside
clearly does. Thank you for your careful review of all projects that impact our beloved home.

Sincerely,
Marybeth Carty




Villalobos, David

From: Cheryll Puyot <cpuyot@hospiceofsb.org>
Sent: Thursday, February 24, 2022 5:57 PM

To: Cheryll Puyot

Subject: Dear Honorable Planning Commissioners
Categories: Purple Category

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara, Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Honorable Planning Commissioners,

Thank you for reviewing cannabis farm applications in Carpinteria Valley and making sure cannabis farmers
grow in a way that fits in with the community. Ed Van Wingerden has been a great partner with Hospice of
Santa Barbara, a nonprofit that supports those who are terminally ill and their caretakers in Santa Barbara
County. I know that his roots go deep in the community and his family and businesses are invested in
Carpinteria Valley.

As cannabis farming became legal, and local farmers decided to seize the opportunity to grow new plants and
explore new markets, planners faced a challenge in balancing agricultural crops in the area. I applaud your
commitment to applying new standards and overseeing vast improvements to local farming through the
cannabis ordinance.

Please approve Ever-Bloom's application to farm cannabis in Carpinteria and allow committed local growers
like Ed to help shape a new agricultural industry.

Sincerely,
Cheryll

2
Cheryll Puyot '5)2 )7/2

Development and Events Manager

OF SANTA BARBARA, INC.
Aveluntesy Hospice Crgonization

P.805.770.5291

2050 Alameda Padre Serra, Suite 100

Santa Barbara, CA 93103

www. hospiceofsb.org




dvillalo@co.santa-barbara.ca.us
larnyf@lagunafarms.com
[bridley2nddistpc@amail.com
michael@igsb.com
dan@danblough.com
ihparke@icloud.com

Planning Commission March 2 Hearing - Support Creekside

Dear Planning Commissioners,

As a resident and property owner at 5000 Foothill Road in Carpinteria, I'm writing to urge your support of
our neighbors at Creekside Farm in Carpinteria. This operation is a nearby neighbor which has caused no
issues for myself or my family. If Creekside has followed the county's cannabis program, as county staff
observes in its project review, then the farm should be awarded permits without delay.

| farm and provide agricultural services from the Gaviota Coast to Montecito, Carpinteria, into Ventura
County through Ojai, Santa Paula, out to Camarillo, and have for over 40 years. The agricultural industry
faces continuous stresses from drought, labor shortages and well-meaning but ofien misguided
regulation. Our local flower farmers adapted to the pressure of offshore competition to produce a newly
valuable crop traded only in the state of California. Please stand with them as they work with the county
to build new agricultural opportunities through cannabis farming in our area. Our former flower growers,
now cannabis growers, have always been, and continue to be strong supporters of the community and its

varied charitable organizations and events.

When farms lose support, and that last crop is pulled, the next crop is always condos, development and
overcrowding. My family experienced it firsthand in Orange and Los Angeles counties, and | implore our
county to avoid the same fate in Carpinteria Valley. Thank you for considering my perspective and for

standing with local farmers.

r your support,

3) L)z,z

Full Line Agricultural Services
Citrus & Avocadas
Post OrrIcE Box 957, SUMMERLAND, CA 93067 » OFFICE (805) 684-6984 » Fax (805) 684-7961




Villalobos, David

From: Nan Brooks <nhoodbrooks@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, February 25, 2022 9:27 AM

To: Villalobos, David;

Subject: Planning Commission March 2 Hearing - Support Creekside Farm
Categories: Purple Category

Caution: This emall orlgmated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Honorable Planning Commissioners,

As residents of Carpinteria Valley on Foothill Road, we ask that you approve Creekside Farm's land use
application to farm cannabis. Our area of Santa Barbara County is long established as an agricultural zone.
The valley's greenhouse farms have been ready for upgrades and refurbishments. Cannabis has given the
county a great tool to drive improvements at these properties, which have now been planted in a crop that
provides farmers the financial stability to reinvest.

Creekside Farm and its operators have committed to fixing cannabis odors and to restoring habitat along
Arroyo Paredon Creek. These will be positive outcomes, and we thank the farm operators and county for
working together on land use planning for the future of the valley. Thank you for sticking with our farmers and
overseeing a wholesale improvement to the local farm belt. Please approve this project.

Sincerely,
Nan Brooks




Ramirez, Angelica
TR N —

From: merrily peebles <merpeebles@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 23, 2022 9:09 AM

To: Supervisor Das Williams; Hart, Gregg; Hartmann, Joan; Nelson, Bob; sbcob; Lavagnino,
Steve

Subject: 3508 Via Real-Creekside Appeal to be heard 5/24

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachmenis unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Board of Supervisors,

Please follow the rules for the protection of our Arroyo Paredon Watershed. Rules of the Carpinteria Agricultural
Overlay state no building in the 100’ ESH setback. By modifying the rules and allowing almost 2 acres of
greenhouses in the 100’ setback you will endanger this known Sensitive Habitat. Two days ago | saw a dead bird in the
sand-dammed outflow of this creek next to the ocean. The vapor goes into the creek and is @ menace. This creek is
home to five federally protected endangered species. How can you ignore that?

The odor issue between Cravens and Nidever is still a major problem. There are already 5 operations on this

creek. There is no real odor control. 1t smelis along Foothill and Via Real and into the homes in the EDRNs above
Foothill. And the traffic is noticeably worse. We need some controls put in place, including carbon filtration for the sake
of the endangered species and the humans in the area.

A good start to paying attention to the health of the community and the environment would be to deny this appeal.
Thank you.

Merrily Peebles
Carpinteria



de la Guerra, Sheila

i — L
From: Rosemary <s6500rs1@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2022 10:09 AM
To: sbcob; Supervisor Das Williams; Hart, Gregg; Hartmann, Joan; Nelson, Bob; Lavagnino,
Steve
Subject: ltem #7: Consider recommendations regarding the Stassinos, Concerned Carpinterians,

and Save Arroyo Paredon Appeal, Case No. 22APL-00000-00006, of the Planning
Commission’s approval of the 3508 Via Real Cannabis Cultivation Project, Case Nos.
19DVP-000...

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Please don't open another canibais operation. There are already 5 and the odor is nauseating. This could potentially
cause more odors in La Mirada and Ocean Oaks EDRN (Existing Developed Rural Neighborhood)
that are beyond the 1000’ notification area.

This will impact the environment in a terrible way by not following the rules for thee Arroyo Paredon Creek and
Watershed. This is home to several endangered and federally protected species including Red
Legged Frogs, Tidewater Gobys, Southern Steelhead, Crotch’s Bumble Bee, Least Bell's Vireo, and
the South-western Willow Flycatcher.

Asking for modification to keep 41,000 sq. ft. (almost an acre) of 2 greenhouses to remain in the 100’
ESH (Environmentally Sensitive Habitat) setback of Arroyo Paredon Creek is NOT OK! Since the 2
greenhouses are legal nonconforming (in the 100’ ESH) they are not able to be enlarged or
expanded, but the proposed modification of having greenhouses remain in the 100" ESH would then
allow them to raise their roofs to 22'.

What will happen to the new bridge at Hwy 192/Foothill Rd. that was required to provide a fish
passage project for the Steelhead trout.

This will also cause a lack of county enforcement due to the inability to identify the source when so
many greenhouses are next to each other.

Not to mention the traffic on Via Real for 50 employees from 6:30 to 3:30 Mon-Sat. and 6:30-11 on
Sat.

Please reconsider granting this permit as it will affect many citizens and many don't even know that
you are doing this.



de la Guerra, Sheila

From: Sarah Trigueiro <sarah.trigueiro@gmail.com>

Sent: ' Monday, May 23, 2022 11:05 AM

To: R Supervisor Das Williams; Hart, Gregg; Hartmann, Joan; Nelson, Bob; Lavagnino, Steve;
) » sbecob

Subject: Note regarding Appeals of 4701 Foothill Rd and 3508 Via Real Cannabis Projects

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Board of Supervisors,

| am writing to ask that you uphold the appeals of the proposed cannabis projects at:
--4701 Foothill Rd
--3508 Via Real

As relates to 4701 Foothill Rd:

This is a cannabis development surrounding the high school, in violation of federal law setbacks. The density in the high
school area is a significant and very troubling issue, as the odors and air quality issues create an environment that is not
conducive to learning. | believe in equal access to a quality education (and an associated healthy, quality environment
for learning) for all students in Santa Barbara County. This project stands in direct contravention to this, as does the
surrounding density of grows. It is hard to imagine the Board approving developments of this nature around high
schools in more affluent areas of the County - | would urge you to consider the needs of our students equally. Everyone
deserves a quality educational environment, and Santa Barbara County has too much pot, too close to our schools,
which is interfering with that. Please put children first.

As relates to 3508 Via Real:

The Arroyo Paredon is a critical coastal feeding stream in the Coastal Zone. Here, the applicant plans to modify and
keep 41,000 sq ft of greenhouse within the 100" ESH setback of Arroyo Paredon. Please hold firm to protecting the ESH
in not allowing this to occur - you have an opportunity here to review de novo and protect this vital watershed, which is
home to several endangered species and a coastal feeding stream that already suffers from degradation. The extreme
density of surrounding cannabis operations and associated impacts of this project and others have very real and
negative impacts on surrounding residents, as well as the environmental habitat. | continue to be deeply troubled by
the County's continuing inability to enforce on odor complaints for cannabis developments - and here we have yet
another proposal to add to that density and enforcement challenge.

Kind regards,
Sarah Trigueiro
Carpinteria resident



de la Guerra, Sheila

From: Anna Carrillo <annacarp@cox.net>

Sent: Monday, May 23, 2022 11:15 AM

To: sbcob; Hartmann, Joan; Supervisor Das Williams; Nelson, Bob; Hart, Gregg; Lavagnino,
Steve

Subject: 22APL-00000-00006, 19DVP-00000-00020, 22CUP-00000-00005, 19CDP-00000-00027

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

To: Board of Supervisors
From: Anna Carrillo
May 22,2022

| would like to make some comments and | urge you to support this appeal.
1. Please don’t allow any buildings to remain in the 100’ ESH. Almost an acre of buildings (41,000 sq.ft.) is in the 100’

ESH setback. The ESH was established by the Carpinteria Agricultural Overlay and the Toro Canyon Plan in 2004 to
protect all creeks including the Arroyo Paredon Creek. This requirement needs to be upheld and maintained.

2. Since parts of 2 of the greenhouses are already being removed from the 50’ ESH, the parts of the 2 greenhouses in
the 100’ ESH must also be removed.

3. Previously this operation received notices on 3/20/2019 and 3/27/2019 of violations due to unpermitted buildings
and construction in the 50' ESH and elsewhere on the property. Please don’t permit just the removal of the
unpermitted buildings as satisfactory.

4. Arroyo Paredon Creek is designated by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service as a critical habitat for the
tidewater goby and the Southern California Steelhead Trout. Both of these species are federally endangered. In fact,
after the debris flow in 2018, Caltrans when installing their bridge at 192 also installed a fish run project. This was done
for the future.

5. This project is requesting a modification of their nonconforming status so they can raise their roofs on 2 greenhouses
about 5’. Please don’t allow this modification until the 41,000 sq.ft. is removed from the 100" ESH.

6. This project shares a very long border with this creek so it is vital that your board does all it can to protect this creek
for future generations.

7. Along this creek from Highway 192 to Via Real, the frontage road, there are 5 other cannabis projects, but this
project is and will be the most impactful on the ESH having almost an acre of buildings in the 100" ESH.

8. For this project please increase the notification area to include the EDRN’s of La Mirada and Ocean Oaks. They’re
more than 1000’ distant. This project is one of six permitted operations (5 already cultivating) that are potentially
causing the known odors in EDRNs of La Mirada and Ocean Oaks.

9. As there are so many projects next to each other, it is incumbent on your board to figure out a way of identifying the
source of the odor for both residents and animals. You wrote the rule about no odors in residential areas as noted by
the Director. In this area along this creek, there is one fully permitted project that smells driving by, but because the



county still doesn’t have anyway of identifying the source the County can’t enforce anything for the numerous
complaints from the nearby residential areas.

10. Please use this opportunity to make things better and protect the Arroyo Paredon Creek for the future and
require the project to remove those parts of the buildings that are within the 100’ ESH.

Thank you for your consideration,

Anna Carrillo



de la Guerra, Sheila

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Anna Carrillo <annacarp@cox.net>

Monday, May 23, 2022 11:25 AM

sbcob; Hartmann, Joan; Supervisor Das Williams; Nelson, Bob; Hart, Gregg; Lavagnino,
Steve

Fwd: 22APL-00000-00006, 19DVP-00000-00020, 22CUP-00000-00005,
19CDP-00000-00027

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

| added some more important information to #3 about a report from the Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control

Board.

Begin forwarded message:

From: Anna Carrillo <annacarp@cox.net>
Subject: 22APL-00000-00006, 19DVP-00000-00020, 22CUP-00000-00005, 19CDP-00000-

00027

Date: May 23, 2022 at 11:15:27 AM PDT
To: shcob@co.santa-barbara.ca.us, "Hartmann, Joan" <jhartmann@countyofsb.org>,

Supervisor Das Williams <SupervisorWilliams@countyofsb.org>, bob.nelson@countyofsb.org,
ghart@countyofsb.org, steve.lavagnino@countyofsb.org

To: Board of Supervisors
From: Anna Carrillo

May 22,2022

j would like to make some comments and | urge you to support this appeal.

1. Please don’t allow any buildings to remain in the 100’ ESH. Almost an acre of buildings (41,000

sq.ft.) is in the 100’ ESH setback. The ESH was established by the Carpinteria Agricuitural Overlay and
the Toro Canyon Plan in 2004 to protect all creeks including the Arroyo Paredon Creek. This
requirement needs to be upheld and maintained.

2. Since parts of 2 of the greenhouses are already being removed from the 50" ESH, the parts of the 2
greenhouses in the 100" ESH must also be removed.

3. Previously this operation received notices on 3/20/2019 and 3/27/2019 of violations due to
unpermitted buildings and construction in the 50' ESH and elsewhere on the property. Please don’t
permit just the removal of the unpermitted buildings as satisfactory. There was also a report from the

Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board that on 1/22/2019 there was a waste water
discharge of greater than 1 acre and some of that area is located within the setback requirements. "The
cannabis cultivation activities are classified as Tier 2, high risk."

4. Arroyo Paredon Creek is designated by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service as a critical habitat
for the tidewater goby and the Southern California Steelhead Trout. Both of these species are federally



endangered. In fact, after the debris flow in 2018, Caltrans when installing their bridge at 192 also
installed a fish run project. This was done for the future.

5. This project is requesting a modification of their nonconforming status so they can raise their roofs
on 2 greenhouses about 5’. Please don’t allow this modification until the 41,000 sq.ft. is removed from
the 100’ ESH.

6. This project shares a very long border with this creek so it is vital that your board does all it can to
protect this creek for future generations.

7. Along this creek from Highway 192 to Via Real, the frontage road, there are 5 other cannabis
projects, but this project is and will be the most impactful on the ESH having almost an acre of buildings
in the 100’ ESH.

8. For this project please increase the notification area to include the EDRN’s of La Mirada and Ocean
Oaks. They’re more than 1000’ distant. This project is one of six permitted operations (5 already
cultivating) that are potentially causing the known odors in EDRNs of La Mirada and Ocean Oaks.

9. As there are so many projects next to each other, it is incumbent on your board to figure out a way
of identifying the source of the odor for both residents and animals. You wrote the rule about no odors
in residential areas as noted by the Director. In this area along this creek, there is one fully permitted
project that smells driving by, but because the county still doesn’t have anyway of identifying the source
the County can’t enforce anything for the numerous complaints from the nearby residential areas.

10. Please use this opportunity to make things better and protect the Arroyo Paredon Creek for the
future and require the project to remove those parts of the buildings that are within the 100’ ESH.

Thank you for your consideration,

Anna Carrillo



de la Guerra, Sheila

From: Villalobos, David

Sent: Monday, May 23, 2022 12:59 PM

To: sbcob

Cc: Beyeler, Gwen

Subject: FW: Creekside Blooms Cannabis Nursery 3508 Via Real

From: louis andaloro <louis@silcom.com>

Sent: Monday, May 23, 2022 11:45 AM

To: Villalobos, David <dvillalo@countyofsb.org>

Subject: Re: Creekside Blooms Cannabis Nursery 3508 Via Real

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not click links or
open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Santa Barbara County Supervisors,

The Santa Barbara Urban Creeks Council (SBUCC) is a local 501¢3 non-profit organization that examines
local watershed issues, and tries to influence both public policy and public opinion, in order to have both
a healthier community and a healthier environment. We try to advocate for and to protect our local
creeks, and attempt to eliminate, or mitigate negative impacts on our wild, rural, and even urban
watersheds. Our public outreach includes, lectures, forums, Zoom seminars, walks and tours of local
creeks, creek clean ups, and participation in restoration projects.

Our organization has been studying the existing and proposed Cannabis Operations along Arroyo
Paredon Creek for the last 2 years. Most of our Board Members have visited Arroyo Paredon Creek, and,
have met with several local residents who are neighbors of these operations. Last year, the SBUCC
organized a Zoom forum: “Industrial Cannabis in the Arroyo Paredon Watershed”, that can be viewed on
the SBUCC YouTube Channel. The purpose of this letter is to support the Appeal by Jill Stassinos, a
Concerned Carpinterian, against the permitting of the proposed Creekside Blooms Cannabis Nursery.

What follows is a list our our concerns about the expansion of Cannabis Grow operations in not just the
Arroyo Paredon Watershed, but, the entire Carpinteria Valley, where radical changes in land use will
negatively affect both our quality of life, and the lives of all the creatures that depend on our local
watersheds for their survival.

With a focus on the “Creekside” operation located at 3508 Via Real, we would like to make the following
comments:

1. This really isn’t an expansion of an existing agricultural enterprise, it is the large scale industrialization
of a rural area that will have a huge negative impact on the rural community it is based in. Industrial
Cannabis production so close to so many residents, makes little sense from a community planning
perspective.



2. Numerous consultations w/ local law enforcement agencies has confirmed many of our suspicions
about locating operations such as this one, so close to the suburban/rural interface. The potential for
criminal involvement of the participants, along with the potential for attracting theft has caused these
operations to be staffed by armed guards, in areas where crime had previously been minimal. We think
that any increase over the current square footage of Cannabis grow operations in the Carpinteria Valley
is a bad idea. As an example of this, on two different occasions when our Board members visited
neighbors of the Cresco site, on Foothill Road, our groups’ movements were followed and tracked by
armed guards on their side of the barbed wire topped chain link fencing surrounding the operation.
These changes will have bad effects on the rural and suburban neighbors of this operation, and will
negatively affect their quality of life.

3. The SBUCC agrees w/ the previous SB Grand Jury Report on Cannabis, which states that many of the
current problems associated with Cannabis operations in S.B. County would have been mitigated or even
eliminated, if the Ordinance had prevented the encroachment of these industrial operations onto our
agricultural lands. We desperately need to update this Ordinance in order to resolve many of these
ongoing and persistent problems. Other counties have rules and regulations that are superior to ours, so
why don’t we work with them to revise our Ordinance? As an example, we should have wider buffer
zones between Cannabis operations and residents who are now forced to put up w/ the industrialization
of their neighborhoods. Other S.B. County agencies, not just law enforcement, have been overwhelmed by
the consequences of our Ordinance regarding taxes & land use planning, to name just two issues.

4. The Arroyo Paredon Watershed has great potential for restoration; allowing another giant Cannabis
operation on its banks, will hinder restoration efforts. Maintaining adequate setbacks from this creek is
important, and it would be harmful to allow any encroachment upon its banks. The Arroyo Paredon
Creek used to support a Steelhead population. An increase in Cannabis production will not help
Steelhead. The community and watershed would both benefit for more by investing in the restoration of
our fragile Arroyo Paredon watershed, by honoring the 100’ creek setback, rather than by allowing the
expansion of yet another large, industrial Cannabis grow, into the 100’

5. Large creek setbacks provide better habitat for fish, other aquatic species, riparian vegetation, and all
of the avian and terrestrial species that depend on healthy creeks. These setbacks also provide for a more
shady creek canopy, which lowers water temperature and the temps of the adjacent areas. Having
healthy creeks instead of creating an industrial footprint upon their banks, makes the most sense for our
communities.

4. We are very concerned about the effects of more pavement, more buildings, greenhouses more
parking spaces, & larger areas of impermeable surfaces, on the Arroyo Paredon Watershed. With the
combined effects of climate change and global warming, we are concerned that the increased hardening
of our creek banks will lead to more flooding, property damage and potential for catastrophe, when the
inevitable strong winter storms hammer this area. One of the lessons we should have learned from the 1-
6 debris flow, is that the best way to protect our community from flood related disasters, is to protect
and shelter our creek banks with ample development setbacks, instead of hardscaping every possible
square foot of open space w/o consideration of its possible negative environmental consequences.

5. There is growing concern in this community about the inability to control the odor of these large
industrial grow sites. The technology of odor reduction through carbon filtering is well established.
Allowing 1/2 way solutions such as adding perfume to the greenhouse exhaust, is not acceptable.
Virtually all of the Carpinteria area is sometimes affected by the odors from Cannabis operations, and,
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until this issue can be resolved, there should not be any more of these operations permitted. The lack of
a mandatory, state of the art odor control system on every operation has had a really negative effect on
this community.

6. Compared to other Cannabis producing Counties, our rules, regulations, and enforcement, have not
done a great job of protecting either the environment, or our community from the negative consequences
of industrial Cannabis production. We should also be collecting a lot more money from its taxation, in
order to properly fund the County's oversight of this enterprise, which is currently overwhelmed. For
these reasons, we believe that there should be a moratorium on new Cannabis operations in S.B. County,
until a lot of these nagging problems are resolved. And, until we revise our local Cannabis Ordinance, this
is not likely to occur.

7. Another major shortcoming of the County Cannabis Ordinance is that it lumps all Environmental
Review under a poorly designed Programatic EIR, instead of considering each project as a unique entity
w/ its own special circumstances. This has led to many massive operations, of the sort that has
overwhelmed our regulatory agencies.

8. Regarding the physical layout of the operation, we are opposed to locating aspects of this operation, so
close to both the property line and to the creek bank. We are also disturbed by allowing the permitting of
non-conforming green houses with the 100’ setback, and, the proposed height increase for these
structures should not be allowed.

In closing, we would simply like to suggest that because so much of Cannabis production is an industrial
process, not a traditional agricultural enterprise, that its location should be on land zoned for industrial
use, rather than on ag land, especially not ag land near to suburban/rural areas of our County. We have
so many problems associated w/ this enterprise, that it would be beneficial for us to come together to
find better solutions for our communities than the ones we have been given so far. Please consider that
your denial of the Appeal of this permit, will have lasting negative impacts, not just for our Community,
but also for the environment.

Sincerely,

Louis Andaloro
Santa Barbara Urban Creeks Council, Vice President



