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TRINITY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

Regular Meeting 
September 26, 2019 at 7:00 p.m. 
Trinity County Fairgrounds Dining Hall 
Hayfork 

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING 

CALL TO ORDER: 

Commission Mike McHugh 
Commissioner Graham Matthews 
Commissioner Diana Stewart 
Commissioner Richard Hoard 
Commissioner Dan Frasier 

Chair Mike McHugh called the meeting to order of 7:05 p.m. Members present: Richard Hoard, 
Diana Stewart, Graham Matthews, Dan Frasier, and Mike McHugh. Staff present: Director Kim 
Hunter, Deputy Director Leslie Hubbard, Environmental Specialist David Colbeck, Associate 
Planner Bella Hedtke, Administrative Coordinator Mary Beth Brinkley, Cannabis Site Inspector 
Ben Morillas, Outside Legal Counsel Derek Cole, and Pat Angell Senior Director at Ascent 
Environmental. 

PRESENTATION OF DOCUMENTS: 

All items presented to the Planning Commission during a public hearing, including but not 
limited to letters, e-mails, petitions, photos, maps or other kinds of information shall become 
a permanent part of the record and must be submitted to the clerk of the commission. It is 
advised that the presenter create copies in advance for their own records. If you have 
documents to present for the members of the Planning Commission to review, please provide 
a minimum of eight copies. 

PUBLIC COMMENT: 

During the Public Comment period, members of the public may address the Planning Commission 
on any agenda matter not listed on the agenda that is within the subject matter jurisdiction of the 
Planning Commission. 

John Brower, Peter Odobo, Justin Hawkins, Dan Davoudian, no name given, and Tom Blanco. 
Public Comment closed at 7 :20 p.m. 

REGULAR CALENDAR: 

MINUTES: None 

TRINITY COUNTY DRAFT ENVIRONMENT IMPACT REPORT FOR THE TRINITY 
COUNTY CANNABIS PROGRAM: Conduct a public meeting to receive feedback in response 
to the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) which has been prepared for the County's 
commercial Program. 

Director Hunter introduced the staff. 
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Chair McHugh explained to the audience how the meeting would proceed. The purpose of this 
meeting is to receive public feedback in response to the DEIR which has been prepared for Trinity 
County's Commercial Cannabis Licensing Program which is a Countywide project. How we are 
going to proceed is that we will receive a presentation from staff in regards to the comments they 
have received on the DEIR and we review these items, the Commission will then ask questions 
and clarifications of staff and our consultant, then we will open up to public comment. 

Mr. Angell then proceeded with the presentation of the DEIR. Following the presentation, he 
provided some additional comments regarding questions from the last several workshops. He 
wants to clarify that generally DEIR's come off as negative documents, that all they focus on is 
impacts because that is the function of how CEQA works. 

Commission Stewart: I've had a number of people stop me on the street, they have called me, they 
have spoken with me after meetings and they have said that in their opinion this document is 
fundamentally flawed in its assumptions of conclusions and that it needs to be rewritten totally. I 
don't know enough about CEQA and CEQA law to speak to that but I can ask why, judging from 
the combined meeting that we had with the BOS and PC, it seems as though there wasn't enough 
effort made to obtain current, relevant, and verifiable data from everybody possible within the 
county. Such as the watershed center and even consultants that would have some information that 
could be relevant to the CEQA document. Can you speak to that? 

Mr. Angell: As mentioned in his presentation, publicly available information and materials that 
the County had available was used. Work was being done under a schedule, that originally, was 
supposed to be done by July, so the best available information that we had was used. He said that 
he would not call the document fundamentally flawed. The key aspect of CEQA is substantial 
evidence and what our analysis is based on. Is this evidence going to be improved, absolutely, 
there is no question about that? The better the evidence we get the better the EIR, and that is the 
difference between the Draft and the final EIR. 

Mr. Cole added that the CEQA works with the concept of threshold of significance, so when you 
look at a specific type of impact, the consultant looks at the threshold of significance and compares 
the baseline and then identifies the impacts, then assesses if those impacts go beyond the threshold 
of significance. So my response to the comments you are receiving from the public is that we need 
to direct those individuals to go back and read the DEIR, because this DEIR does an excellent job 
of outlining for each impact, the thresholds of significance and how the threshold of significance 
were determined, which is something that was developed in the field. The consultants are relying 
on bodies of work professional work and sources that define these thresholds of significance, 
whether it be odor, traffic impacts, biological impacts and extra watersheds. For members of the 
public that are reading the DEIR for the first time, and maybe never read and EIR or have gone 
through the process, are coming into something that has its own methodology, its own sources, its 
own built up institutional knowledge. So, maybe that's why they are not familiar but that is why 
CEQA has a public process and that's why we're doing things like we are doing here tonight. 
Consultants can only access so much information that's actually available and published resources, 
whether they be books, or online resources. So that is why we have this process. If there are 
consultants that are working here, then I hope that they submitted letters or provide comment, 
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whether it's tonight, before the board or when we actually do the formal hearings as that is the 
whole idea behind the process, it is to recognize that staff and the consultants may not get 
everything, so let's put it out to the public. 

Commissioner Stewart: How did the fact that approximately three-quarters of the county is 
publicly owned as opposed to privately owned land which obviously precludes Cannabis 
Cultivation completely on that land figure into your document? Especially in the area of sensitive 
watersheds in the sense that sensitive watersheds in not privately held and how does that figure 
especially into your cumulative impacts given that there are often large tracts of land between 
communities are even acres that are not privately held that cannot have legal licensed cannabis 
farms only. How does that factor in our results? Although I have not read the entire document 
verbatim, it might be there somewhere, but that is what prompted my question. 

Mr. Angell: The DEIR has a substantial amount of information on public vs. private holdings. It 
acknowledges the public lands and the habitat and the conditions and provides safeguards of that 
sort of habitat. It also acknowledges all the forest management activities that the various forest 
entities are implementing. 

Commissioner Stewart thanked Mr. Angell for his response and noted that she had not read all the 
1000s of pages of the document. She then asked: Regarding cumulative impacts, Trinity County 
is comprised of approximately 2,200 square miles, which equals, I believe two million, three 
thousand one-hundred and twenty acres ofland. As the program, at even under 530 licenses, even 
if all licenses were upgraded to one-acre grow sites, that would be five hundred and thirty acres 
out of two million, three thousand one-hundred and twenty, and that seems fairly insignificant. 
How was that factored into your results? 

Mr. Angell responded that the analysis focused on, again, programmatically you don' t know 
exactly where future sites are going to be at, so we took some reasonable assumptions about where 
there might be sensitive habitat and we analyzed them in that sort of manner. You are correct, we 
are talking about a rather small percentage of land. We have also looked at other jurisdictions that 
have additional resources such as Fish and Wildlife. 

Mr. Cole added that he understand where that comment is going, but if there are 530 cannabis sites, 
even at one acre, they are using water and some of that might be in one watershed, so if they are 
all using their maximum amount of water for the cannabis on one watershed, they might deplete 
that watershed. I would refer to that as the fallacy of division where we take something and try to 
make it smaller than it really is. It is very possible that you could have 500 acres that cause 
significant impacts. Imagine a cement plant, a cement plant could be in a half an acre, but yet it 
creates and releases all kinds of materials and gasses into the air, so I would caution that level of 
thinking. Another example is you have several grows using the same road system, and that road 
system will deteriorate as you have more trucks going up into the site and going back and forth to 
deliver soil, to take products to manufacturing facilities, and workers coming back and forth. I 
would just say that I understand where people are going with that argument, but it doesn't really 
work from an actual standpoint in terms of what environmental impacts could be. 
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Commission Stewart: My last question you answered when you talked about positive impacts, 
because I just wanted to ask about why there was not a fifth alternative given the fact that there 
advantages to having licensed cultivation sites as opposed to unlicensed cultivation sites, and you 
answered that it was certainly a possibility to include that. 

Commissioner McHugh asked the Commission if they had questions for staff. 

Commissioner Hoard said that he would first like to thank-you staff for their time and efforts, as 
he was sure that it had been many hours. He then asked: "Why were additional mitigation 
measures that have been previously addressed through the requirements of the Department of Fish 
and Wildlife, North Coast Regional Water Board, local ordinances which include setbacks from 
residences, opt out zones, permanent residence requirements, and others not included in the project 
description. And yet, these were reiterated at the back end as mitigation measures. Why were 
these not presented beforehand as an effort to show that some of these items aren't doing it 
correctly." 

Mr. Angell: The project description we outlined the contents of each of the ordinances and the 
performance standards that provided environmental protection. Each of the technical sections of 
the DEIR have, what is called, a regulatory framework or regulatory setting that identifies all of 
these things such as the State water boards, order and the various teems that come into play. The 
DEIR acknowledges that information, then identifies if there are any shortcomings. For example, 
the State Water Board order, yes, it is excellent, there is a lot of great protective measures for 
cultivation activities, it does not cover the non-cultivation activities. So in some cases where we 
saw a hole, so to speak, we would fill it, but often times compliance with the State Water Board is 
getting there, so we wanted to have measures that combined with that, not establish a brand new 
process as that is burdensome to staff and the licensee. I hope that answers your question. 

Mr. Colbeck reiterated what Mr. Angell had said. The State Water Board order is sufficient in 
terms of the protections that it offers, but this DEIR would point to items more specifically. 

Commissioner Hoard asked that considering the vary unique circumstances of Trinity County, did 
you consider all the mitigation measures in the document fairly easy? 

Mr. Angell: We consider all the mitigation measures from a technical standpoint. Ultimately it 
falls to the decision makers, the Planning Commission to recommend the BOS what mitigation 
measures it wants. This is your document. 

Mr. Cole: This is why we have this process. While the consultants are professionals, they don' t 
always know the unique situations of each community. 

Mr. Colbeck: I strongly recommend looking at where it says feasible or appropriate, some of the 
mitigations or very specific to a certain situation. 

Commissioner Hoard: Stacking, why was it not considered as a mitigation measure? Why not 
increase the number oflicenses available to encourage enrollment, instead of mitigation measures? 
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Mr. Colbeck: As Pat mentioned, when the NOA came out, we were under a deadline by the State 
for CEQA that was July 1, 2019. We used the best available information that we had at that time. 
Designated area was addressed and added, stacking was not. We based the DEIR on the current 
ordinances as we could not model the DEIR after something that was not already in effect. The 
project description was built on that timeline and our ability to meet that timeline. We had to make 
tough decisions of the DEIR vs. current ordinances, we can make addendums to this document. 
Increasing of license cap is a good conversation to have, however the DEIR addresses current 
ordinances, we tried to match DEIR to what is in practice now. 
Commissioner Stewart: Will any changes to ordinance mean an addendum to the DEIR after it is 
certified? 

Mr. Angell: It depends on what type of changes you would like to make and how different they 
are from the DEIR. You do not have a certified EIR yet, so you can keep making changes to it 
until it is certified. 

Chair McHugh: Are the mitigation performance standards in the existing program reflected in the 
DEIR as logical performance standards and mitigation measures? 

Mr. Angell: Yes 

Chair McHugh opened the public comment period. 

The public comments below are summarized statements of what was said by those individuals who 
spoke: 

1. Jeff Ghidell: In response to Pat's statement that DEIR was based on current ordinances, 
but on 5.5 recommended all cultivation be indoors, can't do that. Consultants repeatedly 
cite themselves. Where did they get their data of 17.4g/day/sq. ft.? His data 15g/sq. 
ft./season. The DEIR is fundamentally flawed. 

2. Person unnamed: Smells, Kimmy vs. Organics, this County has water problems. Dogs -
have you looked at vaccinations, leash laws, unwanted litters. Number of houses on 
property, Archeological surveys, did you talk to the tribes? State or Federal tribes? SPI 
clear-cuts? 

3. Joseph Bower - SAFE: Damage to the environment, this report is narrow, a waste of 
money and won't solve the problems we have. Remove the cap so that anyone that 
qualifies can get a license. There are no consequences for illegals which is where the 
problems are. Look at Humboldt County, 1 Ok per day in fines, increase the fines, have 
incentives to do it right. 10% of people regulated is not enough. He handed a written 
statement to staff, see attached. 

4. Jake Grossman: This document is not reality, its crazy. It is not talking about here where 
we live. The only thing more frustrating than this meeting would be tasked with Code 
Enforcement in this Co. It takes time to build the economy, years. Don't just hurry and 
pass it now thinking we can change it later. I think this document needs to go away. 

5. Steve Rhodehouse: Opt-out options are not identified in the DEIR. It is critical to identify 
these areas of high-density populations with children whom do not want cannabis in their 
neighborhood. Opt-out areas should be added as an amendment to the existing ordinance. 
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6. Tom Sanders: Has traffic concerns for State Hwy 3 and 299. His personal property has 
access of Hwy. 3, adjacent property owner is cultivation and creating traffic problems, 
noise, dust, and water hauling. Why commercial activity in RR. Please consider these 
problems and address them either in the DEIR or ordinance. 

7. No Name given: Concerned about the Hard cap on the S. Trinity watershed. His water is 
hydro connected to river, the waterboard mandated forbearance, does not require denial of 
permits, but mitigating measures in a floodplain. 

8. Marie Petersen: Read her comments from last time and quotes from Pat/ Ascent. Lotus vs. 
DOT decision. The DEIR is fundamentally flawed because of the narrow range of 
alternatives. It needs to be reviewed and looked at in comparison with the State DEIR and 
re-circulated. 

9. Karla Avila: Licensed farmer since 2016, she is on the S. Fork water system all with 
rainwater catchment. Why the hard cap in water sheds? DEIR does not consider all 
alternatives, needs to be re-written, she has a degree in Biology and feels the research is 
flawed, cherry picked, Ascent is not qualified. 

10. Matthew Johnson: Parts of the DEIR are fundamentally flawed, which causes me to 
question the entire document, and needs to be recirculated. Emailed PC comments, see 
attached. 

11. John Letton: What is the difference between the public comment/key elements that was 
received in July and the summary of items discussed tonight. Are these comments that are 
not addressed going to be considered in the DEIR? Baseline comments: CEQA guidelines 
are set with the NOP, but not always. I think we find ourselves in the not always category. 
We have information available to us from 2016. Why was that not used as the baseline 
instead of January 2018? We have real information of the impacts of these ordinances. 
Use empirical evidence, not a theoretical structure. Only highways considered in DEIR 
are HWY 299 and 3 which is not realistic, a lot of people have parcels off county roads. 
Dog violations, water violations, use regulations of another body to take those steps, put 
some teeth in it. 

12. Justin Hawkins: Time limit does not allow enough time to speak to this matter and receive 
public input. DEIR is fundamentally flawed. I am an excellent cannabis cultivator and 
policies. A lot of deficiencies in draft. In 2015 and 16 we were promised an increase in 
the cap of licenses available. This DEIR does not even address that, in fact, it proposes 
decreasing the number oflicenses available. We need more enforcement. References state 
Yolo County, it is a joke, please read my comments, they are exhaustive, tell the BOS 
please stop this madness. 

13. Julia R: Not a cannabis expert, but a market research analysis. We have repeatedly heard 
tonight that this document was rushed, such an important document should not be rushed. 
I also heard tonight, an unfortunate comment, that we might not be reading or 
understanding this document. She has been rushed in projects before and not fully done 
her research as well as she had hoped on that particular project, so she appreciates the 
honesty in saying that the project was rushed, however, it now needs to be reviewed for 
more accurate information. 

14. Brian Gosman: He has been a licensed grower for 4 years, he agrees with both John Letton 
and Julia R. He is slight disappointed that the P.C. has not seen some of the "eyeball 
popping" statistics, obvious mistakes. Traffic projections are way out there at 11,014 daily 
trips, many cultivators live and walk to work every day. The threshold of significance for 
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traffic is definitely "bunk". The document is fundamentally flawed. Definitely need to 
work on some more "grass roots" level knowledge. 

15. Ryan Tarbell: Licensed cultivator. Data vs. assumptions, we don't need to make 
assumptions here, the data is here, look at the data within the program. We should be 
working with actual data, it is right here, and stop looking at the assumptions. 

16. John Brower: I heard a lot about erroneous data, infeasible, impractical, assumptions and 
overstated impacts in the document. The very first thing is a project description. The DEIR 
should start with that first. I think that you should send a recommendation to the BOS to 
rewrite and recirculate this document. The staff report tonight we can not redraft and 
recirculate, but we can. This document is fundamentally flawed on the front end. We are 
wasting time here, we need to get this right, we have spent a lot of time on it. 

17. Deidre Brower: We have heard a lot tonight and there clearly needs to be some more work 
on this document and licensees should not have to double pay for the rewrite. 

18. Tom Fielding: We are relying on you to make decisions for the future of Trinity County. 
The scientific data is flawed. You are creating a roadmap for a positive influence on TC. 
You are comparing growing with a cement plant???! Numbers can be viewed and changed 
and viewed in false ways. I am asking you, the PC to decipher the crap from the real 
science. 

19. Tom Blanco: We are putting the cart before the horse. Ordinance have been in place for 
years now. That is the advantage that we have is that this is real data which needs to be 
used. There are the advantages to that and we should take advantage of the advantages. 
We don't have to speculate about the data, we already have it. We all have to report water 
used, we should be using this data. This should be a data driven document and is flawed. 
We need to redraft this document and recirculate it using the time that the State has allowed 
us to do a great job. 

20. Zac Scott: I consider myself a cannabis professional, I have been cultivation for 10 years. 
In 8000 pages on the environmental impacts of cannabis when there was not a single 
cannabis consultant or farmer used to draft this report. You are using yourself as your 
source. 

21. Peter Dobo: There is a potential solution here, form a committee that is established with 
members of the community and cannabis community and have meaningful meetings and 
data. Sit down together and try to come up with a solution together for those that do and 
don't grow and for the County. 

22. Robert Hicks: We have an opportunity here to have an industry that can impact this county 
amazingly. Don't blow it. 

23. Daryl Davis: I have been a cultivator for over 20 years, I can't believe we have to sit 
through this. This is fundamentally wrong. There is no way I drive up and down my road 
that many times or use that much water. This is fraudulent, let's start over. 

24. No name given: People are upset on both sides. The DEIR quotes themselves, where is 
the truth? All we are doing is creating a separation with increased hostility and tension. 

Chair McHugh closed the public comment 9:07 p.m. and called a short recess to take a 10-minute 
break. 

Chair McHugh opened the meeting again at 9: 19 p.m. 
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Chair McHugh: Thank-you everyone for your input. I am looking forward to the details of the 
submitted comments. The next step is process, this is our first meeting on the DEIR. The Board 
of Supervisors wants to have a meeting just like this one in Weaverville, to hear directly from the 
public for input as well, in an input forum, rather than an action forum. We will have a joint 
meeting with them, then after these meetings, staff will massage the document and bring back to 
the Planning Commission for our review and ultimately taking action on it. We do not have a date 
on that yet, but we will get out in the paper and on website. So, you will have another opportunity 
to voice your opinion. If you have comments, please submit them beforehand, as it is difficult for 
the Commission to read them in "real" time. Commissioners, the last item on here was to provide 
direction to staff, is there anything in particular you would like to say? 

Director Hunter mentioned some potential meeting dates but stated that no specific date for the 
meeting had been set yet. 

Commissioner McHugh: We are going to roll it up tonight, there was a lot of commonality to what 
we heard tonight. The Commission requested copies of comments submitted tonight. 

Mr. Colbeck stated that he would get them to the Commissioners. 

Commissioner Hoard: I know it is too early to make any drastic measures is this the end of the 
meeting? What is the outcome? What is the direction to staff? 

Mr. Cole: The outcome of tonight was to give the public the opportunity to weigh in. The staff 
also heard your questions, staff will report on everything that we heard tonight. If there is a specific 
message you would like the BOS to hear or individually as a PC so that staff can make sure that 
those are heard by the BOS. 

Commissioner Hoard: I recommend to the Board of Supervisors to not support the Draft EIR as 
it is written based on the following reasons: (1) The fact that the EIR as it stands fails to take into 
account in the Project Description the previously established mitigation measures which would 
render some of the stated impacts: Less Than Significant. (2) The Cannabis Operational 
Assumptions are completely overstated, the data erroneous and do not accurately reflect real-time 
operating conditions within Trinity County. (3) Some of the projects determination of Significant 
Impacts do not specify quantitative thresholds of significance and appear to be subjective in nature. 

Commissioner Stewart: I would like to make sure that the BOS hears that I feel that a lot of the 
data that has been collected is, to use an over worked word, "flawed" and really does not reflect 
the reality of Cannabis growing in Trinity County, probably not any place, but certainly not in 
Trinity County, and I think it needs to be looked at more carefully. I think that the data needs to 
be collected from people in Trinity County who know what the correct and significant amounts 
are, and there needs to be some influence from the Cannabis community itself and not just from 
other Counties and from the consultants. 
Commissioner McHugh: Requested again that timely comments be submitted to the PC. 

PLANNING DIRECTOR'S REPORT: Director Hunter reported that there were no items on the 
Agenda for October l oth and recommended that the meeting be cancelled. 

September 26, 2019 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes Page 8 of 9 



Commissioner McHugh replied that the meeting was cancelled. 

ADJOURN: The meeting adjourned at 9:30 p.m. 
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Tuesday, November 19, 2019 
2:01 PM 
 
Purpose: Public to provide comments on DEIR, BOS is not to discuss/debate, this is just for feedback 
from the public. This is not a statutory req. of CEQA.  
  
2pm - 2:10pm Introductions 
2:10pm-2:28pm DEIR Purpose/Comments Received PowerPoint by Pat Angel 
2:30pm Comments from BOS 

BOS Comment 

Brown This answered questions, thank you.  

Chadwick Thank you for correcting water usage.  

Groves Where was mention of the 530 license cap in the DEIR? Pat - it's there 

Brown Rainwater collection use? Pat - most counties try to provide as many options as possible 
to meet their water needs but don't dictate 

Morris Some argue that 530 isn't enough, would we have to recirculate? Pat - I couldn't tell you, 
there is benefit to new licenses, but I couldn't tell you today. M: we stuck at 280?  

Morris Traffic - how do we delineate btw illegal vs legal cannabis? Pat - we don't have that data 
available  

Morris Tiering to the state, there seems to be something missing from their document? Pat - 
CalCannabis has arch, energy provisions, we made best use of their information as we 
could.  

  
2:39pm Public Start 

Time Name Public Comment 

2:39pm Joe Macinerny • District 3 
• Express disappointment in Planning and BOS because he was 

notified of the license after they received a renewal 
• Concern for traffic, historic nature 
• $500 to PLN for appeal and additional $500 BOS, why is this such a 

deterrent?  

2:42pm Debbie Lono • Live outside HF 
• Part of early ord discussion  
• Four Principles: Protection TC as a tourist destination 
• Support alternative 1 and 2  
• Concerned with ability to enforce the ordinance 
• Concerned with Industrial/Corp entities in forested rural areas  
• Concerned with clustering of grows in rural areas 
• Concerned with deforesting Less Than 3 Acre Conversion  



2:46pm Sally Barrow • One of 70 neighbors that are asking for an Opt Out area in Rush 
Creek area 

• I was told Friday that the decision of the Opt Out area won't occur 
until EIR is certified  

• I've been told that licenses will be grandfathered in to that area 

2:49pm Terry mines • Happy that this is happening  
• This EIR is about the legal farms  
• Those that are opposed to regulatory farmers will have to learn 

Hmong and Serbian soon, it's not a joke what you will be left with  

2:51pm Tom Warthall • Weaverville  
• Concerns with conclusions drawn about the air quality 
• Impact of new construction (I'm not sure what his concerns were?) 

Destruction of the forest  
• Impact of ongoing operations: Baseline has not been properly 

determined PM10 concerns, using background of 17mg/ml from 
eureka is not appropriate   

2:54pm Kevin 
Minasium 

• We are regulated 
• Hydrologist, arch and other ologists  
• We are the heros 
• We can't have …? 
  

2:56pm Cindy Walker • Please cite work that isn't your own  
• Permitted cannabis grower with CDFW and waterboard  
• Doc is very flawed because you don't use their regulations and come 

up with your own 

2:57pm Dave Albeiz • Why does ag look like a mess  
• Do you know if there are aquifers? Wherever else there are 

hydrological cracks that rely on Shasta  
• I'm concerned about water usage  
• Impact of downstream and down channel impacts 
• When we do grant these licenses that we aren't hosing the growers 

and everyone downstream  
• I want this more thoroughly addressed in the EIR 

3:00pm Zac • From HF 
• Worst case of traffic is not conservative, there has never been a 

traffic jam 

3:01pm Steve 
Rhodehouse 

• Reiterate concern ES2.3 increase designated are for cultivation but 
in ES5 that identifies areas of controversy  

• Petition of 70% of the landowners, are there commercial permits 
that are still being given in those areas? We have to wait, shouldn't 
they have to too? 

3:03pm Katie Quinn • LEW 



• Moved here for the beauty  
• In the DEIR that odor is a nuisance definition, upgrade it from a 

nuisance  
• One Maple winery is impacted by the stench nearby  
• Goose Ranch Rd has stopped growing up there because it is a 

nuisance  
• Please look at the impact  

3:06pm Tom Sanders • Thank you, I hope to see the County benefit from this eventually  
• Concern: private access roads to commercial grow sites, chapter 8, 

item 30 without adequate access, documented 40,000g of water 
being imported, if you are going to allow permitting in RR properties 
then certain things need to be kept in mind  

3:09pm Carol Fencil • Part of Opt Out area 
• Why do we have to wait for DEIR certification? 
• We need to have a better plan for determining where this isn't 

appropriate  

3:11pm Tom Ballanco • This morning we discussed the tax 
• Due to the tax I think that we will see increased production and 

impacts  
• Tiering: I understand the PEIR is for tiering (read from PEIR) 
• Cannabis licensing fees is not an appropriate use of funds 
• This needs to be redrafted and recirculated 

3:14pm Dr Holly Hall • Humboldt County, FW Commission member 
• I don't see an environmental basis on the total cap of licenses, not all 

cultivation styles are equal  
• Encourage streamlining requirements between local agencies and 

state agencies (bio report from FW should be accepted), I warn you 
about requiring qualified biologist for wetland 

• EngCorp certification of wetlands would be difficult, we should stick 
to General Order 

3:18pm John Lutton • Generally an EIR will be certified before a project is built, the cart is 
in front of the horse 

• The project is a readoption of ordinance, we have 3 years to work 
with, why haven't the growers been interviewed? Why haven't PLN 
Staff been interviewed of the impacts of the ordinances?  

• Do setbacks accomplish what they are trying to do? 
• What about odor monitoring tech in Denver? 

3:21pm Adrien Keyes • How this document looks; no req under BCC license requires you to 
have a CEQA document and CDFA requires a CEQA doc not BBC 

3:22pm Larry Glass • Rep of SAFE 
• From district 5 on S. Fork Mtn, it's like the wild west, everyone is a 

criminal  



• You were encouraged to cert the DEIR earlier
• Remove the cap, the county should be encouraged to go into the

program, taxes/building inspections discourage that
• He read the four principles with comments, the only principle that is

met is aligning county regs with state regs

3:25pm John Brower • With emergency ordinance with prioritized Waterboard General
Order participation, this should be the priority of DEIR, the doc
doesn't quite cover that

• Hydrology section is fundamentally flawed
• General order needs to be front loaded in the doc and this needs to

be rewritten and recirc

3:28pm Rick 
Rootwhiler 

• How and when will we received feedback to the responses that are
given? KH - the comment period is closed, so you will not receive a
direct response to these comments, we need to take a moment
(months) to evaluate if we are getting this right, how the community
feels about this doc and figure out how we will move forward, if
recirc is needed we need to determine that. Rick - will there be
additional opportunities like this? PC meetings

3:31pm Marie 
Peterson 

• Repeat quote: 2014 response on lotus vs Caltrans regarding
frontloading, Q to Pat: why was Waterboard compliance used for
mitigation rather than wrapping the items into the project
description? Pat: Lotus was specific and different, the mitigation
measures are a reiteration of what is required of the applicants to
help the county is

• Fully support SAFEs alternative of taking off the cap

3:37pm Julia • Thanks to all
• Concern regarding language of what happens next for modification

and reissuing and adjectives
• There are good opportunities for field research with local farmers

3:40pm Suzie Whiler • From LEW
• A report like this has impacts residents differently than growers, I

hope the BOS can weigh the differences in opinion

3:41pm Ryan Tarbell • Legal grower
• Many of us are one regulation from going out of business, regs are

against small farmers
• Attachment 1, page 7, last paragraph - Final EIR will include

comments from DEIR
• Q: when will the changed assumptions be released
• Urge BOS and PC, to add threshold of significance on trips per day,

water usage, ATV usage to help with small growers encouragement

3:48pm Derrel Davis • Water usage: 268 farmers are a trickle of the water that we export



• Number of abatements this year  
• Herbs are aromatic, compared to an odor of an herb  

3:51pm Veronica 
Albeiz 

• Water and reports 
• Water rights with our home, we have had issues with not having 

enough water to run our household  
• Look at the cumulative effects of the hydrology of the county  
• We haven't come close to the cap  
• Type 1 diabetic that is physically effected by the smell 

3:53pm Justin 
Hawkins 

• Adequately comment on DEIR in 3 minutes is not possible  
• Exhaust legal remedy  
• Assumption 4 is recommended, but the HF watershed needs to be 

encouraged to be in the program  

 



12/11/2019 Cont. DEIR Joint Meeting w/ BOS Special 
Meeting 
Wednesday, December 11, 2019 
2:02 PM 
Derek Cole: Purpose of today's meeting is to continue the previous 9/19 meeting to receive comment 
from the public and have the BOS provide direction to staff.  

2:07pm Brian Gossman - (he read from a letter) has watched the creation of our regulations, how is it 
that outsiders are allowed to run to run the show? How have you allowed TAA to convince you… license 
holders are bewildered… direct counsel to rewrite and recirculate the DEIR because it is irrelevant to the 
actual situation. Why are all the alternatives in the negative?  
2:11pm Larry - Alternative 1 (No project) vs. Readopting the Ordinances (Derek Cole responded to this), 
followed by a discussion regarding including mitigation measures in the project description, if the no 
project alternative is without any mitigation measures could open us up to litigation 

2:20pm - Rachel Wood (Buildaberg) (Read from a letter) 843 section 3b from most recent amendment, 
this clause removed horizontal/vertical stacking, there needs to be a 5th Alternative that allows for 
more than one license.  

2:22pm - John Brower (read a letter that was provided to clerk) Direct county staff to recirculate and 
rewrite the DEIR, it's fundamentally flawed, does not evaluate the broadest environmental impact, 
alternative 5 should be considered that increases the current cap. County would benefit by encouraging 
more people into the program. Benefits: forbearance and pesticides restriction. Request sufficient time 
to review and comment of minimum 60days. Increased participation is the best way to protect the 
environment. Copies of CAAGRICULTURE MAG, articles of the weaponizing of CEQA against the cannabis 
industry.  

2:26pm - Susan: there are areas in the county north of weaverville that are the gateway to the trinity 
alps, it would be insightful to consider expanding cannabis into that area, have that thoroughly reviewed 
if that should be allowed to expand 

2:28pm - Sally Barrow (read from a letter): Rush Creek Estate, why are the meetings during the time 
hardworking, child rearing people are at work, why aren't peoples addresses and names listed on the 
legal ad, too much water use in a limited water and impact on wildlife should be denied, license cap is 
impt 

2:30pm - Adrien Keyes: glad to see the water data corrected, if we adopt this are we vulnerable to 
lawsuit with the mitigation measures, comparative data would need to be done, lawsuits in oregon have 
proven this is hard to manage with monitoring and metering devices. We'll talk more later.  

2:33pm - Steve Rhodehouse: Concern of Rush Creek area is what are the means to be excluded from 
cannabis growing areas, there isn't a vehicle available to communities to create an opt out  

2:35pm - Patrick Kahan: Licensed cultivator, I think this should be redrafted, recognize that the war on 
drugs has had a negative impact, I respect other peoples views, this is an evolving situation on a state, 
fed and county level. I have an annual license, an I'm proud of that and value that. We would benefit 



from having a community that isn't dominated by illegal grows. We can do better as citizens in the 
community to accept each other.  

2:38pm - Marie Peterson: Draft needs to be recirculated with a 5th alternative without a cap, I spent my 
entire career working on the southfork watershed that was damaged from resource extraction 
industries (mining, timber etc.), we need to figure out a way to clean up properties or they will be 
abandoned, thank you for the ample time to comment on this, make a decision that is balanced 
between the community and the environment.  

2:40pm - Patrick Fey: Works on Post Mountain, remind people that instead of being antagonistic 
towards small farms then you will get corporate farmers.  

2:41pm - Jim Taylor: Rush Creek Estate opt out area, I'm not against growers, I am concerned with 
water. Recreation, it's nice to see the trees and not these white houses all over the mountains, our 
tourists are more than just cannabis, I think all of our lake resorts will dry up. Funny to me that APN is 
listed, how does any know where the APN number is, who knows where that is? 

2:44pm - Justin Hawkins: Legalized cannabis is also recreational cannabis, I think having the ability to 
have sampling at our farms is tourism also. The definition under CEQA is an activity directly undertaken 
by a public agency. The EIR does a terrible job of distinguishing between illegal and legal impacts of 
cannabis. Section 1.5.0.2.1. public agency should not approve a project if there are feasible alternatives 
(? Didn't get the rest - look up later). Enforcement of the ordinances are a fundamental law. Section 
(recirculation language). Alternative 5 should remove the cap and the benefits of regulating illegal 
cultivation, section 9 says enforcement. Page 1.6. EIR comments from the waterboard, these are 
extremely helpful. Segmenting enforcement out of the project is piecemealing.  

2:48pm - ? - Environmental impacts are allowed during most of the impact because ebate only happens 
later in the season. The DEIR has been proven to be bunk, bogus, do the right thing and start over.  

2:49pm - Pat McHowson? : Add a 5th Alternative and direct county staff to redraft and recirculate the 
draft EIR. The scariest problem is the illegal grows.  

2:50pm - Ryan Tarbell: Mitigation Measure 3.1-c, all invasive plant species should be removed. This is 
infeasible, this wouldn't do any good. 3.10-2: groundwater monitoring data throughout much of the 
year, it would cost us thousands of dollars and time, neighbor usage. I think a Countywide management 
plan should be implemented. Odor mitigation measures, doesn't provide any scientific evidence that 
health problems will occur, this isn't based on science. Direct staff to revise based on scientific evidence. 

2:54pm - John Paul: Air quality impact, PM10 (dust & unpaved roads), data is not from trinity county. 
This fails to use the unlicensed impacts in the county. 15 employees making trips per day is no realistic. 
This document is biased.  

2:56pm - Alternatives are unreasonable, these regulations are harder than any other industry, this will 
encourage people to not come into the program and hide in the hills. This document is biased and we 
should find a different firm that can do this. We are making it as hard as possible to come into the light, 
pay taxes. This directly leads to environmental impacts.  The accountability a licnesed holder has is 
extreme, with 7+ agencies we have to deal with.  



3:01pm - John Lutton: I'm no CEQA expert, thanks for the extra speaking time… The BOS can either tear 
this up, throw it out and hire a new firm, we need an EIR. There is a deadline for that. There are things 
that I don't think are accurate. The mitigation measures are too onerous. We should allow staff and their 
expertise to see what they come up with, rather than making a cataclysmic decision right now.  

3:04pm - Deidre Brower: There is a deadline, but we do want the most environmentally impactful 
alternative evaluated. Increase cap. Then evaluate neighborhood concern with ordinance concerns. 

CLOSED  

BOS Discussion 

Alternative 5: 
• If you eliminate the cap, then the project description would be changed, it wouldn't be a different

alternative.
• We would have reevaluate the entire EIR, a new alternative of creating a new ordinance that

raises the cap.
• BOS would give direction to staff to formulate how eliminating the cap would be evaluated in the

DEIR or after this DEIR as a supplement (is that piecemealing?? The BOS knows that we are
reevaluating something later with the full impact in mind).

Other Ordinances: 
• Other ordinances would be on hold for evaluation.

Other Agency Requirements: 
• What about the protection we gain from other agency regulations? Are we doubling up on the

mitigations already required?
• Derek: look at totality of the impacts of the environment, these regulations reduce the overall

impact to almost less than significant, but not all local issues are addressed (i.e. traffic).

Opt Out Process Request: 
• Define the scope of the project and how it will be mitigated and then the BOS will define what

areas this is appropriate before creating additional opt outs.

Alternative 1: No Project 
• Take the ordinance that we have with no environmental impact report certified, we would have to

look at each site individually with an IS and couldn't use the CE we have relied on.

January - Given public comment, have staff bring a report back to the board presenting the BOS' options 
in January.  
20 Months would be April 2018? 
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