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Cruz, Patrick

From: Donna and Bob Jordan [bdjordan@cox.net]
Sent: Sunday, August 06, 2017 10:56 AM
To: Metzger, Jessica
Subject: Cannabis Land Use Ordinance and Licensing Program

Jessica, 
 
My wife and I live in the City of Carpinteria.  This morning we woke up and smelled something foul in the air.  It 
approximated the odor made by a skunk, but I’ve smelled enough of that odor to judge that it wasn’t.  The morning air 
was very still so there was little movement and the odor persisted. 
 
I’m not opposed to cannabis as a crop, but I will become opposed unless effective steps can be taken to eliminate the 
odor problem.  Why should a small population of people be permitted to foul the air breathed by all of us?   
 
The greenhouse industry has gone high tech so they should be able to address this problem by employing hepa‐filters to 
scrub exhaust air and perhaps processing their products in climate controlled clean rooms where odors can be 
removed.  I’m not against them making a buck, but I’ll draw the line when it creates a stink. 
 
Bob Jordan 
1360 La Mesa Plaza 
Carpinteria, CA 93013 
684‐0414 
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Metzger, Jessica

From: Bonnie Freeman [bonniegoleta@cox.net]
Sent: Friday, August 11, 2017 3:34 PM
To: Villalobos, David
Cc: Metzger, Jessica
Subject: Comments re MAUCRSA

Dear County and Montecito Planning Commissioners,   
 
As a concerned community member and EGVPAC on the EGV Community Plan, I would like to say 
that i have many concerns re the proposed Cannabis Land Use Ordinance that I've finally had 
the opportunity to go through. While I appreciate the work gone into this project I have so 
many questions and concerns that I fear the average person will also find confusing if more 
public meetings are not planned (than what I see is already proposed) and since my computer 
crashed I cannot go into details on my cell just now. 
But main areas of concern are some allowed uses in AG‐1 properties, shopping centers, nearby 
schools, parks, public facilities, and many environmental impacts with noise, energy, 
lighting, etc for the EIR that need to be defined further and/or explained in small group 
meetings at times working community members could attend. This is a huge project and getting 
this short notice is problematic. Please do not leave this to just the upcoming PC or 
Montecito land use committees for explanation, it requires much more comprehension, and 
scrutiny. 
Thank you for your consideration, 
Bonnie Freeman 
415 W Quinto St, SB 93105 
805/683‐1878 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Cruz, Patrick

From: Bonnie Muench [bonniemuenchart@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, August 08, 2017 8:01 AM
To: Cannabis Info
Subject: opposition permits to grow marijuana in neighborhoods

 
Attention: Jessica Metzger 
                 Project Manager 
                 SB County Planning Commission 
 
Dear Jessica Metzger, 
 
Our Sungate Ranch Community has been notified, regarding the proposed permitting of growing 
marijuana in our 
 
surrounding neighborhoods.  Besides Sungate Ranch, I would like to list all of the schools , 
etc., which can be located on 
 
a large map, to best clarify effected areas to the commission. Please include: San Marcos 
High School, Hollister Elementary 
 
School, El Camino Elementary School, Girls Inc, Salvation Army pre‐school and after school 
care, Montessori future school 
 
site, and The Episcopal Church. Our community of Sungate Ranch and some of the schools would 
share property lines 
 
with pot‐crops, if permitted. We propose the commission help us take care of our 
neighborhoods with all due respect to the  
 
future generations of children in our Santa Barbara and Goleta environment. San Marcos 
Growers, Lane Farms and The  
 
Orchard are just fine growing non polluting crops. 
 
 
We are well aware, as you are, of all the negative forces the drug industry poses to our 
neighborhoods. No one wants pollution  
 
of water and traffic or the criminal elements to further burden our police and hospitals. Our 
home values will plummet along 
 
with the building of high fences, looking more like an industrial zone than a community. YES, 
not in my back yard. SB County 
 
is a large area to seek out growing cannabis… not within an established community. The 
increase in tax revenue is just not  
 
worth pollution of our homes, just as the decision was made not to pollute our ocean for gas 
and oil. Solutions between growers 
 
of this recreational drug and the county need to be made in outback locations. Please do not 
succumb to the tax dollars proposed 
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by the mega marijuana growers industry. Be creative… there is a better way!  
 
 
Thank you for your attention, 
 
Bonnie Muench 
Sungate Ranch 



1

Metzger, Jessica

From: Bonnie Muench [bonniemuenchart@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 10, 2017 5:24 PM
To: Cannabis Info
Subject: No on cannabis permits along the Hollister Corridor

 
 
Attn:     Jessica Metzger 
 
Senior Planner  
Long Range Planning 
County of Santa Barbara 
123 East Anapumu  St. 
Santa Barbara, CA   93101 
 
 
Dear Jessica Metzger, 
 
Please help to see that the committee of “2” … holding secret and private meetings… will be 
stopped. 
 
It’s time to share information and ideas with the public (the people they work for). The 
plans being discussed 
 
need to be public.  The Hollister Corridor is in our county too…  with communities, schools, 
organizations, 
 
homes and businesses. For all concerned, time is overdue and now ideas on pot growing permits 
are  
 
up for public input and review. 
 
 
I encourage all of us, as citizens living and working in this most beautiful place, to do 
what we can to protect our 
 
environment for the future of our children… just as we rallied to Save the Ocean.  Are not 
the futures of our 
 
children and grandchildren most important and not to be compromised for dollars and 
questionable revenue? 
 
The news today informs us regarding the illegal influx of opioids on the market and certainly 
to affect prices  
 
of man made pain (?) drugs. Why gamble investments by degrading communities on pot growers 
when there are 
 
so many other solutions. Please do not overburden our police and hospital resources with the 
permitting of growing 
 
cannabis in our midst. 
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Thank you for your time, 
 
Bonnie Muench 



From:                                             Bruce Watkins <bwileywatkins@gmail.com>
Sent:                                               Friday, July 28, 2017 7:20 AM
To:                                                  Metzger, Jessica
Subject:                                         Reports from Bruce Watkins; email 1 of 3
Attachments:                               Geology and Aquifer Analysis Tepusquet Canyon.pdf
 
Jessica,
 
It was a pleasure meeting you last night, and thank you for providing me the proper email address to share this
information with you.  I had previously submitted this information to the email address
“cannabisinfo@countyofsb.org”; and was surprised I had not received any acknowledgements.
 
I am sending you three emails this morning; this first one is the report on the local geology and subsurface aquifers
of upper Tepusquet Canyon where our land is held.  Another is in response to Tepusquet resident concerns
expressed at the June 30 public hearing.  The third is a presentation I had provided at an in-person meeting with
Supervisor Lavagnino that I had with him on June 23.  Due to the file sizes of these attachments, I’m sending this
information as three separate emails.
 
I hope you will see from these that we are earnest in being strong, supportive members of the community.  Please
do not hesitate to contact me with questions, or let me know how I might assist the County now and in the future. 
With best regards,
 
Bruce Watkins
bwileywatkins@gmail.com
(m) 858.336.4324
www.linkedin.com/in/bwileywatkins
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From:                                             Bruce Watkins <bwileywatkins@gmail.com>
Sent:                                               Friday, July 28, 2017 7:24 AM
To:                                                  Metzger, Jessica
Subject:                                         Reports from Bruce Watkins; email 2 of 3
Attachments:                               070717 Tepusquet Neighbor Concerns.pdf
 
Jessica,
 
In follow up to the email I just sent you, please find attached the second of three reports I had previously
submitted to the email address “cannabisinfo@countyofsb.org”.
 
The first email I just sent is the report on the local geology and subsurface aquifers of upper Tepusquet Canyon
where our land is held.  This report is in response to Tepusquet resident concerns expressed at the June 30 public
hearing.  The third and final email I will send you is a presentation I had provided at an in-person meeting with
Supervisor Lavagnino that I had with him on June 23. 
 
Again, due to the file sizes of these attachments, I’m sending this information as three separate emails.  Thank you
again for your consideration.
 
Bruce Watkins
bwileywatkins@gmail.com
(m) 858.336.4324
www.linkedin.com/in/bwileywatkins
 
 



From:                                             Bruce Watkins <bwileywatkins@gmail.com>
Sent:                                               Friday, July 28, 2017 7:31 AM
To:                                                  Metzger, Jessica
Subject:                                         Reports from Bruce Watkins; email 3 of 3
Attachments:                               062317 Intro Steve Lavagnino.pdf
 
Jessica,
 
In follow up to the two emails I just sent you, please find attached the final of three reports I had previously
submitted.
 
This third and final email is a presentation I had provided at an in-person meeting with Supervisor Lavagnino that
I had with him on June 23. 
 
When you get a moment, please confirm with me that you received all three emails with their attachments from
me so I’m not guessing whether these were received again.. :)
 
Thanks again for your consideration, and please do not hesitate to contact me if I may answer questions or be of
further assistance.
 
Bruce Watkins
bwileywatkins@gmail.com
(m) 858.336.4324
www.linkedin.com/in/bwileywatkins
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South Coast Region 
3883 Ruffin Road 
San Diego, CA 92123 
(858) 467-4201 
www.wildlife.ca.gov 

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870 

 
August 10, 2017 
 
Jessica Metzger, Office of Planning and Research 
Santa Barbara County 
123 E. Anapamu Street 
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 
jmetzger@countyofsb.org  
 
Subject:  Comments on the Notice of Preparation for the Cannabis Land Use Ordinance 

and Licensing Program draft Environmental Impact Report, SCH No.2017071016  
 
Dear Ms. Metzger: 

 
The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has reviewed the Notice of Preparation 
(NOP) for the Cannabis Land Use Ordinance and Licensing Program for development of a draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR). The Environmental Scoping Document (ESD) and draft 
Cannabis Land Use (CLU) Ordinance collectively, the Project (Project).  
 
The proposed Project would amend both Santa Barbara County and Montecito Land Use and 
Development Code. The Santa Barbara County Coastal Zoning Ordinances (Ordinance). The 
ordinances amendments are specifically designated to regulate medicinal and non-medicinal 
cannabis activities. The Project also involves other amendments to the county code to establish 
a county licensing program for cannabis-related activities.  
 
For California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) purposes, the proposed Project includes future 
activities expected to be undertaken pursuant to the amended ordinances. Santa Barbara 
County had previously approved medicinal Cannabis use beginning in 2003 and up until 2016 
when the Medicinal Cannabis Regulation and Safety Act (MRCSA), was enacted. In response, 
Santa Barbara County adopted ordinances banning both medicinal cannabis dispensaries and 
medicinal cannabis cultivation, except in few unincorporated areas of the County where 
cannabis-related activities were still allowed to operate.  
 
Proposition 64 , Regulate and Tax Adult Use of Marijuana Act, “(also known as the Adult Use of 
Marijuana Act, or AUMA)” (ESD, page 4) establishes a comprehensive regulatory protocol for 
legalization of marijuana, its control, and specific regulation for cultivation, processing, 
manufacturing, distribution, testing, sale, tax, and growth of the industry. The AUMA also 
promulgates provisions for cultivation of industrial hemp.  However, all these cannabis-related 
activities require state licensing by January 1, 2018.  
 
The Project area encompasses all Santa Barbara County, including the coastal zone, 
approximately 1,779,619 acres.  Excluded are land under the jurisdiction of incorporated cities, 
the federal government (Los Padres National Forest and Vandenberg Air Force Base, and the 
University of California at Santa Barbara (UCSB).  
 
The draft CLU Ordinance, to be analyzed in the EIR, would allow types of cannabis activities by 
zone district within unincorporated Santa Barbara County, as described below: 
 

http://www.wildlife.ca.gov/
mailto:jmetzger@countyofsb.org
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•   Allow cultivation of cannabis in Agricultural I (AG-I), Agricultural II (AG-II), Industrial 
Research Park (M-RP), Light Industry (M-1), and General Industry (M-2) zone districts; 

  
•  Allow manufacturing of non-volatile extraction in Agricultural I (AG-I), Agricultural II 

(AG-II), Limited Commercial (C-1), Retail Commercial (C-2), General Commercial (C 
3), Community Mixed Use - Los Alamos  (CM-LA), Service Commercial (SC), Mixed 
Use (MU), Industrial Research Park (M-RP), Light Industry (M-1), and General Industry 
(M-2) zone districts; 

 
• Allow manufacturing of volatile extraction in Agricultural II (AG-II), Light Industry (M 1), 
   and General Industry (M-2) zone districts; 
 
•  Allow post-processing and packaging in Agricultural I (AG-I), Agricultural II (AG-II), 

Limited Commercial (C-1), Retail Commercial (C-2), General Commercial (C-3), 
Community Mixed Use - Los Alamos  (CM-LA), Service Commercial (SC), Mixed Use 
(MU), Industrial Research Park (M-RP), Light Industry (M-1), and General Industry (M 
2); 

 
• Allow testing in General Commercial (C-3), Community Mixed Use - Los Alamos (CM 

LA), Service Commercial (SC), Mixed Use (MU), Industrial Research Park (M RP), 
Light Industry (M-1), General Industry (M-2), and Professional and Institutional (PI); 

 
• Allow commercial retail sales in Limited Commercial (C-1), Retail Commercial (C-2), 

General Commercial (C-3), Service Commercial (SC), Mixed Use (MU), and Light 
Industry (M-1) zone districts; 

 
• Allow wholesale commercial sales in General Commercial (C-3), Industrial Research 

Park (M-RP), Light Industry (M-1), and General Industry (M-2), and; 
 
•  Prohibit cannabis activities in all other zone districts including all Residential,  

Mountainous Areas, Highway Commercial (CH), Resort/Visitor Serving Commercial (C 
V), Coastal Dependent Industry (M-CD), Coastal Related Industry (M-CR), Public 
Works Utilities and Private Service Facilities (PU), Recreation District (REC), Resource 
Management (RES), and Transportation Corridor (TC) zone districts. (Environmental 
Scoping Document, 2017) 

 
The CDFW recognizes that the Lead Agency will need to analyze and determine if the Project, 
once implemented, may result in potentially significant impacts to native vegetation (habitat), 
biological resources, and special status plant and wildlife species.  Project analysis should also 
consider the Project’s impacts on a project-specific and cumulative effects basis.  
 
The following comments and recommendations have been prepared pursuant to the 
Department’s authority as a Responsible Agency under CEQA Guidelines section 15381 over 
those aspects of the proposed project that come under the purview of the California 
Endangered Species Act (Fish and Game Code § 2050 et seq.) and Fish and Game Code 
section 1600 et seq., and pursuant to our authority as Trustee Agency with jurisdiction over 
natural resources affected by the Project (California Environmental Quality Act, [CEQA] 
Guidelines § 15386) to assist the Lead Agency in avoiding or minimizing potential Project 
impacts on biological resources.   



Jessica Metzger, Office of Planning and Research 
Santa Barbara County 
August 10, 2017 
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Specific Comments 
 
In particular, CDFW has three primary concerns addressing marijuana cultivation: 1) Land 
conversion, 2) Water supply, and 3) Pesticide use. This letter is to provide early guidance to 
assist the Lead Agency and the Project biologists regarding our concerns and recommended 
Project avoidance, minimization, and compensation measures to be included in the DEIR as 
enforceable mitigation measures. 
 
Monarch (Danaus plexippus plexippus) and La Purisima blue (Philotiella speciose purisima) 
Butterfly 
 
These locally rare butterflies occur in both cool riparian corridor systems and open spaces 
grasslands of the Project area. Both species have a plant obligate relationship; and could be 
harmed directly by either pesticide or herbicide applications. Pesticide and herbicide restrictions 
should be closely restricted and closely monitored for CLU licensing permitting purposes. A 
Project wide Integrated Pest Management Plan should be developed to ensure protection of the 
Monarch and La Purisima blue butterfly, both of which are imperiled.  
 
California tiger salamander (Ambystoma californiense) 
 
The California tiger salamander is an endemic amphibian in Santa Barbara County and are 
listed as federally and state endangered. Maintaining critical habitat and migration corridors 
should be paramount in developing CLU locations for Project(s) in unincorporated Santa 
Barbara County, as very few intact breeding ponds and upland hibernation habitat and 
movement corridors remain for this critically imperiled species.  
 
Red-legged frog (Rana draytonii)  
 
Red-legged frog is listed as federally threatened and is protected by federal and California 
Species of Special Concern. The main cause of the population decline is habitat loss and 
destruction, but introduced predatory species, such as American bullfrogs, are also a factor. 
Remnant populations of this species occur throughout the Project area and should be given 
special protection under the new ordinance when they are considered. 
 
Blunt-nosed Leopard Lizard (Gambelia sila)  
 
Blunt-nosed Leopard Lizard is known to occupy habitat within the Project area, which includes 
core habitat areas important for the species’ continued existence.  Blunt-nosed Leopard Lizard 
is fully protected, therefore, CDFW cannot authorize take of the species and full avoidance is 
required.   BNLL protocol surveys are recommended if ground or vegetation disturbing activities 
will lead to habitat removal and if maintenance or other activities are to occur in suitable habitat.  
Suitable BNLL habitat includes all areas of grassland and shrub habitat in the San Joaquin 
Valley and the northern tip of Santa Barbara County that contains required habitat elements, 
such as small mammal burrows.  BNLL are also known to utilize open space patches between 
suitable habitats including disturbed sites and unpaved access roadways.   
 
To observe avoidance of BNLL, focused surveys following the 2004 survey methodology titled 
“Approved Survey Methodology for the Blunt-nosed Leopard Lizard”, which was developed by 
CDFW, is recommended.  These surveys, the parameters of which were designed to optimize 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Santa_Barbara_County,_California
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Endangered_Species_Act
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Introduced_species
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/American_bullfrog
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ec:     Ms. Christine Found-Jackson, CDFW, Newbury Park 
          Ms. Jamie Jackson, CDFW, Oxnard 
          Ms. Sarah Rains, CDFW, Newbury Park 

  Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse, Sacramento 
  Roger Root, USFWS, roger_root@fws.gov 
  Valerie Carrillo-Zara, RWQB, valerie.carrillozarra@waterboards.ca.gov 

          Jacqueline Phelps, CCC, jacqueline.phelps@coastal.ca.gov 
          Aaron O. Allen, Ph.D., USACE, splregventura@usace.army.mil  
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located and immediate adjacent residential areas to mitigate increase in crime?  While the 
elevated risk of crime isn’t an impact under CEQA, it is a great concern to neighbors and 
residents located near cannabis retail outlets to their quality of life. 
 
Public Utilities: Scoping document lists increased waste from cannabis cultivation, but 
I believe the waste issue is broader than that. Some cannabis waste may be hazardous and 
needs to be handled differently than waste that isn’t. What are impacts and evaluate 
capabilities of local facilities/vendors in handling increased and hazardous waste.   
 
Buffers as mitigation: California has established a minimum of 600ft buffer for K-12 
schools and day care facilities.  EIR must examine if this is sufficient distance to mitigate 
the impacts from various aspects of cultivation and dispensaries in the commercial and 
residential neighborhoods.  Also to be included in any 600ft or greater buffers are other 
youth oriented centers where youth congregate on a regular basis. Permanent facilities 
like the Boys and Girls Club, Girls, Inc., Ben Page Youth Center, all on Hollister as well 
as for tenants in commercial/retail buildings which cater to youth, like the Indoor 
Trampoline Club in the Turnpike Shopping Center, and the SB Gymnastics Club at 4179 
State Street.  Also buffers should occur for libraries and, public transit stops where youth 
take the bus..  

See below for links/reference material from Aesthetics/Visual Resource Section and Land 
Use Planning 

There are three scenic highways in Santa Barbara County, all important visual resources. 

         Highway 101 along the Gaviota coast, from the western boundary of the City of 
Goleta, north to the intersection of Highway and State Route 1 at Las Cruces. 

         State Highway 1 from its intersection with Highway 101 at Las Cruces, north to the 
southerly city limits of Lompoc. 

         The entire length of Highway 154. 

For your consideration is the initial Board Letter regarding the scenic highway 
designation for the Gaviota Coast 

https://santabarbara.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=2847879&GUID=502721C
A-BC4A-4F00-A023-CF3F3B035456 

The final application packet for the Gaviota Coast Scenic Highway Designation 
application to Caltrans is located here: 

http://longrange.sbcountyplanning.org/programs/gaviotascenichighway/Santa%20Barbar
a%20Co_%20Application%20Packet_NOV2016.pdf 

This is a useful page from Caltrans about the Scenic Highways program, that talks about 
the benefits of designation: 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/design/lap/livability/scenic-highways/faq.html 

 

https://santabarbara.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=2847879&GUID=502721CA-BC4A-4F00-A023-CF3F3B035456
https://santabarbara.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=2847879&GUID=502721CA-BC4A-4F00-A023-CF3F3B035456
http://longrange.sbcountyplanning.org/programs/gaviotascenichighway/Santa%20Barbara%20Co_%20Application%20Packet_NOV2016.pdf
http://longrange.sbcountyplanning.org/programs/gaviotascenichighway/Santa%20Barbara%20Co_%20Application%20Packet_NOV2016.pdf
http://www.dot.ca.gov/design/lap/livability/scenic-highways/faq.html
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CHERNIS LAW GROUP P.C. 
2425 Olympic Blvd. Suite 4000-W 

Santa Monica, CA 90404 
Telephone: (310) 566-4388 
Facsimile: (310) 382-2541 

____ 
Email: michael@chernislaw.com  

 
August 11, 2017 

VIA E-MAIL 
Jessica Metzger, Program Manager  
Santa Barbara County Long Range Planning Division  
123 E. Anapamu St. 
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 
cannabisinfo@countyofsb.org 

 
Re: Draft Cannabis Land Use Ordinance Public Comments 

 
 
Dear Ms. Metzger: 
 

I am writing on behalf of Chernis Law Group P.C. (“CLG”), a Santa 
Monica-based law firm, that represents collectives, dispensaries, deliveries, 
cultivators, manufacturers, landlords, patients, and other cannabis-related clients. I 
am writing concerning the Draft Cannabis Land Use Ordinance released on July 
12, 2017, on behalf of a client in Santa Barbara County who resides in an 
Agriculture II zone, and who will be seeking multiple cultivation permits for her 
property.  

 
CLG and its client greatly appreciate the efforts of the Santa Barbara County 

Long Range Planning Division and their Staff in promulgating the draft land use 
ordinance for commercial cannabis activity.  Your office has been transparent, 
professional and helpful during this process. However, the Draft Cannabis Land 
Use Ordinance did not address a few issues of concern to our client, and likely 
other prospective applicants, and to that end we respectfully submit the following 
comments and recommendations for your consideration: 
 
 

1. The Draft Cannabis Land Use Ordinance authorizes issuance of commercial 
cannabis cultivation in certain zones, and specifies the types of cultivation 
permits available along with the maximum square footage to be associated 
with that permit type, on a particular “premises.” However, it does not 
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CHERNIS LAW GROUP P.C. 
 
August 11, 2017 
Page 2 
 

address whether an applicant may seek multiple cultivation licenses or 
permits on a single parcel of land, thereby creating multiple “premises” on 
their parcel. I would note that State law (SB 94) authorizes multiple 
“premises” on a single parcel of land, provided they are “separate and 
distinct” in some fashion. Ca. Business and Profession Code § 26053(c). The 
Draft Land Use Ordinance does not provide a “premises” definition, but 
states that if a word is not defined, the Director will determine the correct 
definition utilizing State law. Since State law permits issuance of multiple 
licenses or permits on a parcel provided each licensed or permitted 
“premise” is “separate and distinct,” we would recommend that a permittee 
in Santa Barbara County be able to seek multiple permits for cultivation on a 
single parcel provided they are on distinct “premises” as defined by State 
law. This would avoid any inconsistency between State and local laws. 

  
2. Along the same lines, and assuming multiple “premises” on a single parcel 

for outdoor and/or mixed light cultivation are permissible in Santa Barbara 
County, we recommend that the Ordinance describe at least by example 
what type of division or separation would be required to create a “separate 
and distinct” premise. For example, we recommend for purely outdoor 
cultivations that each “premise” be separated by a surrounding fence line, 
and for mixed light cultivations that each “premise” merely identify the hoop 
structures or greenhouse that comprise such “premise.” 
 

3. Still assuming multiple “premises” are to be permitted on a single parcel, 
and in turn multiple permits, the Draft Cannabis Land Use Ordinance does 
speak to any limits on the number of permits that may be obtained by a 
single applicant on a single parcel for multiple “premises.” State law (SB 94) 
generally imposes no limits in this regard. Likewise, it does not limit the 
aggregate amount of square footage that can be devoted to cultivation on a 
parcel of land. Rather, it provides that, “a person may apply for and be 
issued more than one license under this division, provided the licensed 
premises are separate and distinct.” Ca. Business and Profession Code § 
26053(c). While Ca. Business and Profession Code § 26061(a)(8)-(10) notes 
that the State will limit the number of Type 3, 3A, and 3B licenses that the 
Department of Food and Agriculture can issue; it imposes no limits 
whatsoever with regard to Type 2, 2A, or 2B licenses. See Ca. Business and 
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CHERNIS LAW GROUP P.C. 
 
August 11, 2017 
Page 3 
 

Professions Code § 26061(a)(5)-(7). Thus, we recommend that Santa 
Barbara County not restrict the number of Type 2, 2A, or 2B permits or 
licenses a person may obtain for a single parcel of land with multiple 
“premises”, or if limits are to be imposed set the limit at an aggregate of no 
less than two acres of canopy on a single parcel (including the comprised 
“premises”), and no less than four acres of cultivation canopy per “Owner” 
across the County.        
 

 
Thank you for taking the time to consider our comments and 

recommendations.  
 
 
 
    Sincerely, 
 

        
 
     
    Michael Chernis, Esq. 
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Cruz, Patrick

From: Cheryl Mrachek [cherylmrachek@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, August 01, 2017 9:57 AM
To: Cannabis Info
Subject: Rezoning for marijuana growing

Attention of Jessica Metzger, Project Manager  
 
I do not support the rezoning of the farm areas on Hollister, or any other residential area 
in Santa Barbara County, in order to grow marijuana plants. This will cause property 
devaluation as well as odor and breathing issues for all of us who live and work within this 
area. 
We need you to stop this rezoning effort. Please listen to our needs.  
Thank you,  
Cheryl Mrachek 
340 Old Mill Rd #96 
Santa Barbara,CA 
93110 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Metzger, Jessica

From: Craig Bittner [craigbittner@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 09, 2017 9:45 PM
To: Cannabis Info
Cc: Craig Bittner
Subject: Voting "No" on rezoning "Noleta" to allow growing of cannibus

I recently heard that there are steps underway to rezone the area known as “Noleta” to 
allow farms to grow pot on a commercial scale. I want you to know that I am vehemently 
against this proposal for the following reasons: 
 
1) The marijuana plant exudes a skunky smell and its off-gassing of the plant can cause 
severe allergic reactions. 2) Burning eyes and tight lungs and headaches are common 
side effects of the air pollution created by pot farms.  
3) The growers spew out perfumes and air fresheners to try to cover the smell, but the air 
fresheners have their own additional health risks.  
4) The health risks would permeate the heavy concentration of people and children in our 
neighborhoods, which include a major high school with multiple athletic programs.  
5) Additionally doctor offices, Cottage Hospital, eateries, Vons supermaket and other 
restaurants would be negatively impacted as the workers and their patrons would be 
affected by these health risks.  
 
There is plenty of space to grow the plants on the North side of the mountains. Why risk 
the health of our families and children? This would be an irresponsible decision. 
 
Craig Bittner  
805-964-6497 
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Metzger, Jessica

From: Dave Clary [templeclary@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, August 11, 2017 3:32 PM
To: Cannabis Info
Cc: Dave Clary
Subject: Cannabis land use and licensing program

Attention Jessica Metzger … 
 
This is on behalf of David and Lillian Clary who have resided at 2988 Tepusquet Road, County 
of Santa Barbara since December 16, 1996. 
This is basically a reiteration of the key points made by Dave Clary at the EIR meeting in 
Santa Maria on July 27, 2017.   We do not purport to speak for all members of the Tepusquet 
Canyon Cannabis Committee. 
 
ZONING ISSUE 
 
In your Draft Land Use Ordinance, what is proposed to be allowed or disallowed is established 
by Zone.  Most of Tepusquet Canyon is zoned Ag I or Ag II.  Hence, when we of the Tepusquet 
Canyon Crisis Committee, individually or as a group make recommendations, they would apply to 
all the areas in the county of Santa Barbara that are zoned Ag I or Ag II.   
This is not what we intend.  We do not purport to represent or speak for any area that is 
zoned Ag I or Ag II that is outside of Tepusquet Canyon or its feeder road areas.  So we hope 
you can find a way to narrow the focus for those of us in Tepusquet Canyon to just the canyon 
and its feeder areas.   
By feeder areas, I am referring to those areas zoned Ag I or Ag II that use roads that feed 
into Tepusquet Canyon for entrance and exit.  I am thinking of, for example, Colson Canyon 
road.  There are marijuana growers that use that road for ingress and egress both in, at 
least, one inholding in the Los Padres National Forest as well as other parts of the National 
Forest.  There may be others before the National Forest boundary is reached using that road 
as well.  
 
WATER 
 
You have received numerous comments about water issues in the canyon.  We, in particular, 
have heard accounts of enormous amounts of water being trucked to cannabis growing sites past 
the home of one of the members of our group.  The account, which given the source, I consider 
to be very accurate, is of 30,000 gallons per week (perhaps more at this point).  We worry a 
great deal about the usage of water in the canyon, especially from water sources within the 
canyon.   
Last year, before the rainy season, many of our neighbor’s wells had dried up and they were 
facing the costs of digging deeper wells.  Many were worried about exhausting the 
availability of water completely.  It is very disturbing to hear those on the side of the 
cannabis growers claim at public meetings before the county ad hoc cannabis committee that 
cannabis cultivation uses very little water.  This is not the real world they are portraying. 
We personally are opposed to any cultivation of cannabis in the canyon not already mandated 
by law.   
 
QUALITY OF LIFE 
 
This is an amorphous issue that encompasses each underlying problem mentioned already … 
water, traffic, pollution, noise, fire hazard and one more (at least) and that is an 
atmosphere of fear and intimidation.  We all know about the activities and viciousness of the 
cartels in Mexico.  We do not know if there is any contact or representation among the 
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2

growers in Tepusquet Canyon from these groups.  We do know some ignore easement issues and 
have threatened residents.   
We have read in a recent New York Times article, their California section, that approximately 
80% of the cannabis grown in California is shipped out of state, largely to areas where the 
sale of cannabis is illegal.  What kind of business person is going to engage in this kind of 
enterprise?  It would appear to draw those entities that already have ties to illegal sales 
out of state.  Does that mean cartels?  It certainly means people we are reluctant to trust, 
and whose public claims of friendly neighborliness grate against common sense.   
One case reported to me is that a known grower (or employee of that grower) demanded that a 
local resident allow him to use all the water in his water storage tank, many thousands of 
gallons.  The owner of the tank and property refused.  The next day, while no one was home, 
someone stole all the water from his tank.  The owner is so intimidated by the attitude of 
the grower he has been afraid to report it to the sheriff (who has taken no enforcement 
actions in other situations in the canyon regarding cannabis growers).   
We have seen enormous commercial gasoline tanker trucks driving up dirt roads for deliveries 
to cannabis growers.  What is going on?  The increased fire hazard that threatens is scary.  
(Contrary to general knowledge, much of the canyon remains unburned.) Some of our long term 
neighbors have mentioned they were considering moving from the canyon, selling their 
property.  This would probably make the growers happy; but it is wrong that anyone in the 
canyon should so feel his or her quality of life is threatened in that fashion. 
 
 
Thank you for your consideration.     
 
David and Lillian Clary 
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TO:  Jessica Metzger,  jmetzger@countyofsb.org,   August 10, 2017 
 
County Decision Makers,  
 
As I watch the initial stages of our County's effort to design a plan for the scope and impact of the new cannabis 
industry in our neighborhoods, I have several concerns: 
 

• There is clearly a gold-rush fever element (by a relatively small % of County residents) to get the now 
legalized marijuana industry ramped up as fast as possible.  With big revenues on the line for the County, 
local entrepreneurs and outside interests , the highly charged push for 'everything pot', seems to be 
steamrolling the normal, steady, sensible planning practices we expect to be in play for any community 
game-changer of this magnitude. 
 

• The private subcommittee approach of Supervisors Williams and Lavagnino to date is suspect, suggesting 
hidden motives, potential corruption, and an obvious skirting of the Brown Act.  Is the public really expected 
to trust that this unconventional process is somehow in the general community's best interest?   
From here on out, everything cannabis-related should be out in the light in the purview of all 5 Supervisors 
and under the public's watchful eye.  Isn't that why we have governance with established processes?   
Furthermore, Supervisor Wolf needs to be directly involved in any changes in her District.  Here in the 
Eastern Goleta Valley, we have spent 10+ years developing a mutually beneficial community plan with our 
Supervisors and expect that any tweaks to that plan will go through the same, rigorous channels.  We care 
about our neighborhoods !! 
 

• Have County executives issued any mandate or inference that the cannabis industry must be allowed to 
thrive here in order to stimulate County revenues?  Everything on the table please.  With oil and developer 
interests, the County has always been careful and deliberate to not sell-out our communities so that a few, 
very pushy personalities, can get even richer.  What's different here?  Established neighborhoods and 
historical quality of Santa Barbara life come first !! 
 

• As residents in Carpenteria have testified, pot crops stink and should be kept miles away from any 
established neighborhoods.  The wind can blow in any direction on the South Coast, and downwind patterns 
should be thoroughly examined. 
 

• Keep the industrial aspects of the cannabis business far away from established residential areas, including 
our local shopping centers.  That means any growing, processing, packaging, warehousing of pot products 
should be located in sparsely populated, more remote areas.  Interesting Note:   Few knew or cared about 
the illegal pot industry operating for decades in the remote areas of Los Padres National Forrest.  Out of 
Sight, Out of Mind, is still a good model  for current scoping and locale considerations. 
 

• Don't rezone anything without due diligence,  public reviews, substantial input from the Planning 
Commission, Environmental Review, police, fire, schools, and neighborhood representatives.  We haven't 
invested years of our energies to build a great community here, only to recklessly throw it away because a 
small minority of citizens suddenly think that we can't live without the non-essential pot industry in our 
midst.  
 

Bottom Line:  Permanent Land Use is the issue here and must be studied carefully over time for the good of the large 
majority of County residents who are not pot-infatuated.  We have real concerns about the long term effects of 
unleashing irreversible, cannabis ordinances on our local culture and youth.   Learn from the negatives in Colorado.  
Our State has not mandated any timelines or requirements to do anything locally.   Be smart and prudent for the 
long-term good of our communities. 
 
--David Kloos, Eastern Goleta Valley 
 

mailto:jmetzger@countyofsb.org�
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Cruz, Patrick

From: Dennis LaLumandiere [dlalu@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 02, 2017 1:11 PM
To: Cannabis Info
Subject: Proposed Rezoning for cannabis farming

Attention: Jessica Metzger, Project Manager 
 
 
Dear Ms. Metzger, 
 
I subscribe to a number of neighborhood news groups in unincorporated Santa Barbara County. Several of the groups 
recently have had numerous discussions regarding the potential rezoning of growing areas adjacent to Hollister Avenue 
between Turnpike Road and Patterson. This rezoning would allow for cannabis cultivation. 
 
If this is the case, I find it very troubling and I am very much opposed to this happening. While I know that the citizens of 
California have voted to allow for the cultivation and distribution of recreational marijuana, I believe that the spirit of the 
law assumes responsible and common sense application. The current growing areas that may be subject to rezoning 
have existed in harmony with the adjacent neighborhoods because the products grown have not affected the quality of life 
of the residents.  
 
I am opposed to the rezoning of this land for three reasons: 
 
When grown, cannabis emits an overwhelming odor which, depending on the direction of the wind, could drift to the 
surrounding neighborhoods. This could have a severe impact on the quality of life of the residents in the neighborhoods in 
the area. This has been reported by those that live adjacent to the greenhouses in Carpinteria where apparently cannabis 
is currently being cultivated. 
Cannabis is illegal in most states, which makes it very valuable and subject to a potential increase criminal activity in the 
areas where it is grown. 
 
There are a number of schools near the area in question and while growing the product there would be legal, I don't 
believe it is prudent to expose our children to it. 
 
In closing, I believe common sense should apply and this rezoning should not take place. I respect the laws of the state 
and my comments have nothing to do with any personal feelings about marijuana use. However, while I enjoy eating a 
steak from time to time, I would oppose the placement of a stock yard next to any neighborhood. I believe that those who 
enjoy marijuana should not expect that neighborhoods should be subject to the odors created in the growth of the product 
that they consume. I hope that the decision makers in this process will respect the wishes of the communities that might 
be impacted and find more suitable, common sense sites that would not impact nearby neighborhoods. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
Dennis LaLumandiere 
4600 Camino del Mirasol 
Santa Barbara County 
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