SHASTA COUNTY
PLANNING COMMISSION

MINUTES Regular Meeting
Date: October 13, 2011
Time: 2:00 p.m.
Place: Shasta County Administration Center
Board of Supervisors’ Chambers
Flag Salute
ROLL CALL Commissioners
Present: Dick Franks District 2
John Cornelius District 3
Roy Ramsey District 4
Darren Simmons District 5
Vacant District 1
Staff Present: Richard Simon, Assistant Director of Resource Management

Rubin Cruse, County Counsel

Lisa Lozier, Senior Planner

Bill Walker, Senior Planner

Mark Cramer, Environmental Health Division

Al Cathey, Public Works/Subdivision Engineer

Dan Hebrard, Shasta County Fire Department

Dawn Duckett, Staff Services Manager, Recording Secretary

Note: All unanimous actions reflect a 4-0 vote.

Key: California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA): Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), Negative Declaration (ND), Categorically Exempt (CE), Other
Exemption from CEQA (OE); Not Subject to CEQA (N/A).

CONFLICT OF INTEREST
DECLARATIONS: None.

OPEN TIME: No speakers.
APPROVAL OF
MINUTES: By motion made, seconded (Ramsey/Simmons), and carried unanimously, the Commission

approved the minutes of September 8, 2011, as submitted.

CONSENT
ITEMS: None.
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PUBLIC HEARINGS:

R1:

ACTION:

R2:

ACTION:

R3:

Parcel Map 10-009 (Chicoine/Lewallen): The project is located in the Mountain Gate area on a
6.62-acre parcel on the southeast corner of the interchange of Interstate Highway 5, Wonderland
Boulevard, and Old Oregon Trail. The request is for approval of a two-parcel land division resulting
in a 2.41-acre parcel and a 4.21-acre parcel. Staff Planner: Walker. District: 4. Proposed CEQA
Determination: N/A. Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

Senior Planner Bill Walker presented the staff report. The public hearing was opened and Ed
Whitson, representing the applicant, spoke in favor of the project stating that the project, as written,
was satisfactory to the applicant. There being no other speakers for or against the project, the
public hearing was closed.

By motion made, seconded (Cornelius/Simmons), and carried unanimously, by Resolution 2011-
036, the Commission found that the project is not subject to the requirements of CEQA and
approved Parcel Map 10-009, based on the findings and subject to the conditions listed in the
Resolution.

Use Permit 11-004 (Powers-Maples): The project is located in the Palo Cedro area on a 7-acre
parcel at the west end of Spyder Lane. The request is for approval of a Use Permit for a large
animal veterinarian facility. Staff Planner: Walker. District: 3. Proposed CEQA Determination:
MND. Ex-parte Communications Disclosures: None.

Senior Planner Bill Walker recommended that the project be continued to the November 10, 2011
Planning Commission meeting, as requested by the applicant. The public hearing was opened and
there being no speakers for or against the project, the public hearing was closed.

By motion made, seconded (Ramsey/Cornelius), and carried unanimously, the Commission
continued Use Permit 11-004 to the November 10, 2011 Planning Commission meeting.

Zone Amendment 09-010 & Zone Amendment 09-011 (Shasta County): Zone Amendment 09-
010 — adding Section 17.88.310 to the Shasta County Zoning Plan for Prohibition of Medical
Marijuana Dispensaries; and Zone Amendment 09-011 — adding Section 17.88.320 to the Shasta
County Zoning Plan establishing Development Standards for Medical Marijuana Cultivation. Staff
Planner: Lozier. District: All. Proposed CEQA Determination: N/A. Ex-parte Communications
Disclosures: None.

A memorandum was distributed containing recommended revisions to the draft ordinances as well
as several public comment letters that were received after the staff report had been published.

Zone Amendment 09-010 — Medical Marijuana Dispensaries

Senior Planner Lisa Lozier presented the staff report. The public hearing was opened and speaking
in favor of the proposed ordinance:

Speaker’s Name Comments/Issues/Concerns
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Elisabeth Prigmore (High School Principal) Ms. Prigmore discussed negative effects of

Cindy Diezie (Chemical People)

Lyra Joseffsen

Cathy Grindstaff

Joann Owens

Cameron Mooney (Sheriff’s Office)

Barbara Sullivan

Tom McDonald

Tom Bosenko (Sheriff)

Andrew Deckert, MD (Health Officer)

marijuana use on children and asked for regulation
regarding children.

Ms. Diezie voiced concerns regarding marijuana use
by youth and associated dangers and health side-
effects.

Ms. Joseffsen discussed health hazards from
smoking marijuana and environmental impacts
associated with large marijuana grows.

Ms. Grindstaff spoke in favor of banning medical
marijuana dispensaries.

Ms. Owens spoke against dispensaries and the
dangers of marijuana use.

Mr. Mooney discussed the dangers of marijuana use
and health and safety issues.

Ms. Sullivan asked for a ban on both dispensaries
and cultivation and discussed the negative impacts
associated with cultivation.

Mr. McDonald spoke against dispensaries and
cultivation.

Mr. Bosenko discussed his opposition to
dispensaries.

Dr. Deckert discussed health impacts from marijuana
use versus the use of THC. Dr. Deckert also
suggested that, “adverse impacts to community,
physical, and mental health” be added to legislative
findings section of the proposed ordinance and that
clarifications be made to the types of facilities that
are listed as exempt.

Speaking in opposition to the proposed ordinance:

Speaker’s Name

Jess Brewer (Collective Owner)

David Stewart

Comments/Issues/Concerns

Mr. Brewer discussed the valid uses for medical
marijuana.

Mr. Stewart discussed the benefits of medical
marijuana and patients’ rights to obtain prescribed
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ACTION:

medications.

Joe Anderson Mr. Anderson discussed the benefits of dispensaries
and legitimate uses for marijuana. He asked that
dispensaries not be banned.

Danielle Pendergast Ms. Pendergast told the Commission that many
patients depend on dispensaries because they are too
ill to cultivate their own medical marijuana.

Neil Fairburn Mr. Fairburn discussed the benefits of dispensaries
versus obtaining medical marijuana illegally.

Steve Goldsmyth Mr. Goldsmyth discussed tax revenues, employment
opportunities, and increased quality of life resulting
from medical marijuana dispensaries.

John Lane Mr. Lane told the Commission that many patients are
too ill to grow their own medical marijuana.

Rodney Jones Mr. Jones opined that marijuana should not be illegal
and suggested a work group be formed consisting of
local growers, law enforcement, and Planning staff to
develop an ordinance.

There being no other speakers for or against the ordinance, the public hearing was closed.

Chairman Franks asked how patients that were too ill to grow their own medical marijuana would
obtain marijuana to fill their prescriptions.

Assistant Director Richard Simon explained that the proposed cultivation ordinance allows a
caregiver to grow on behalf of a patient and also pointed out that the ordinance would have no
affect on existing dispensaries located within city limits.

By motion made, seconded (Cornelius/Simmons), and carried unanimously, by Resolution 2011-
037, the Commission recommended that the Board of Supervisors conduct a public hearing and: 1)
find the project exempt from CEQA and consistent with the County General Plan; and 2) amend
Shasta County Code, Title 17, Zoning Plan adding Section 17.88.310, Prohibition of Medical
Marijuana Dispensaries, with the revisions listed in the memorandum and the revisions suggested
by Dr. Deckert.

Zone Amendment 09-011 — Medical Marijuana Cultivation

Senior Planner Lisa Lozier presented the staff report. The public hearing was opened and speaking
in favor of the proposed ordinance:

Speaker’s Name Comments/Issues/Concerns
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Kerrie Hoppes

Allen Toney

Linda Burkhalter

Betty Cunningham (Chemical People)

Elizabeth Healy

Jim Griffith

Susan Araiza-Boyz

Barbara Sullivan

Ken Coley

Tom Bosenko (Sheriff)

Andrew Deckert (Health Officer)

Ms. Hoppes displayed photographs of marijuana
grows located near schools and discussed negative
impacts to local youths.

Mr. Toney voiced concerns regarding existing
marijuana grows that are located near schools.

Ms. Burkhalter spoke in favor of the ordinance and
discussed quality of life.

Ms. Cunningham suggested revisions to the
proposed ordinance to further restrict cultivation in
residences and to clarify/restrict the definition of
caregivers.

Ms. Healy asked for further restrictions in the
proposed ordinance and submitted a petition
containing signatures.

Mr. Griffith voiced support for the proposed
ordinance and asked for further restrictions on
renters to require notification to the property owner
when a renter cultivates marijuana.

Ms. Araiza-Boyz discussed existing illegal marijuana
grows and the benefits of regulating marijuana
cultivation.

Ms. Sullivan voiced concerns regarding odors and
negative impacts to children. She suggested the
proposed ordinance be revised to only allow indoor
cultivation.

Mr. Coley discussed the negative impacts caused by
existing large marijuana grows.

Mr. Bosenko discussed crime at cultivation sites and
voiced support for regulating marijuana cultivation.
He suggested many revisions to the proposed
ordinance including, increasing the minimum
distance from schools from 1,000 feet to 2,000 feet
(including home schools), and restricting indoor
cultivation to detached structures. Mr. Bosenko
opined that all cultivation sites should be registered
with the Planning Division.

Dr. Deckert discussed health impacts to youths and
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Sean Enstein

Gary Cadd

Jack Neher

Emily Young

Speaking in opposition to the ordinance:

Speaker’s Name

Jess Brewer

David Stewart

John Lane

Mathew Meyer

Rodney Jones

Mike Lane

October 13, 2011
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asked for the same revisions as he previously
recommended for the proposed dispensaries
ordinance. He also expressed that there should be an
application process for cultivation.

Mr. Enstein discussed existing large grows that are
located near schools.

Mr. Cadd voiced support for the revisions suggested
by Tom Bosenko.

Mr. Neher expressed concerns regarding crime
associated with large marijuana grows and stated that
renters should have the permission of the property
owner before cultivating.

Ms. Young suggested that marijuana cultivation be
banned.

Comments/Issues/Concerns

Mr. Brewer submitted a booklet containing
alternatives to the proposed ordinance.

Mr. Stewart discussed patients’ rights to grow
medical marijuana.

Mr. Lane stated that marijuana cultivation should be
limited to larger parcels in rural areas and told the
Commission that without the larger rural grows,
local dispensaries would not have sufficient
inventory.

Mr. Meyer discussed the benefits of medical
marijuana and stated that the public has not had
sufficient time to review and comment on the
proposed ordinance.

Mr. Jones stated that the growing-area limits listed in
the proposed ordinance where not large enough to
grow medical-grade marijuana. He suggested a work
group be formed with growers, law enforcement, and
Planning staff to develop an ordinance that works for
everyone.

Mr. Lane stated that the proposed ordinance was too
restrictive and would not allow enough growing area
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ACTION:

to accommodate all members of a household in need
of medical marijuana.

There being no other speakers for or against the ordinance, the public hearing was closed.

After several discussions amongst the Commissioners and staff, County Counsel, Rubin Cruse
recommended that the Commission continue the hearing to allow staff to further analyze the
revisions suggested by the Sheriff and others.

By motion made, seconded (Ramsey/Simmons), and carried unanimously, the Commission
continued Zone Amendment 09-011 to a date uncertain and directed staff to analyze revisions that
were suggested during the public hearing

NON-HEARING ITEM:

NH1:

ACTION:

2011 California County Planning Commissioner’s Association Conference on October 21-22, 2011,
in Sacramento California. The Commission will discuss and consider authorizing Commissioners
Dick Franks and Roy Ramsey to attend the conference.

By motion made, seconded (Cornelius/Simmons), and carried unanimously, the Commission
approved attendance to the conference for Commissioners Franks and Ramsey.

ADJOURNMENT: The Planning Commission adjourned at 5:32 p.m.

Submitted by:

Dawn Duckett, Staff Services Manager
Recording Secretary
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