From: John Boisen

To: PDS comments
Subject: Marijuana growing and processing
Date: Tuesday, April 07, 2015 12:46:56 PM

Commissioners

| live at 14857 Dunbar Lane, Mount Vernon. This is next door to a current marijuana grow
facility at 14971 Dunbar Lane. | have read the draft on Marijuana growing and processing and
| have some concerns.

There is no restriction on size of lot for commercial growing facilities. Thus, these facilities
may be placed in residential neighborhoods. The property around 1491 Dunbar Lane is
currently zoned AG-NRL. However, the current density of housing on Dunbar Road between
Memorial Hwy and Avon Allen is residential in my opinion.

| suggest that all facilities applying for grow and processing should be required to have a
public hearing prior to the issuing any permits or licensing. Thus, neighbors have a chance to
voice their concerns. In the case of the grow facility at 14971 Dunbar Lane, Don
Wirtshafter, the grower, was very deceptive in what he was going to do with the property
that he purchased. He never indicated that it would become an marijuana grow. He told the
neighbors that he was going to raise some vegetables, flower baskets. Which are the items
that were grown on this property by the previous owner. This is was very deceptive.

There should be some fee added to the license that will provide the funds to have periodic
and random inspections.

Facilities must be in compliance with all current county codes. Failure to do so, should result
in immediate removal of their permit to grow and process until in compliance with codes. The
Facility at 14971 has been out of compliance for and extended period of time.
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A recent study (attached is an article about this) looked at water consumption
associated with marijuana growing in northwestern California. The study concluded that
marijuana is a high water-use plant: marijuana planted at a density of about one plant
per square meter consumed up to 6 gallons of water per day. At that rate, an industrial
building of 14,000 square feet, which is permitted in a Tier 3 marijuana facility, would
use 28,000 gallons of water per day. That's a lot of water for a fragile, single source
aquifer to bear. A facility of this size would also be incompatible with the low scale of
development and the rural character of Guemes Island.

For these reasons, we support the proposed permanent regulations you are considering
this evening.

Thank you for your consideration.

Michael Brown
4366 Clark Point Road,
Anacortes WA 98221



http://www.motherjones.com/blue-marble/2015/03/mariivana-farmine-drought-salmon-california

Mother Jones

Illegal Pot Farms Are Literally Sucking
California Salmon Streams Dry

—By Josh Harkinson

| Fri Mar. 27,2015 4:06 PM EDT

Outlet Creek watershed in Northern California's Mendocino County. Scott Bauer

Northern California pot farmers are using up all of the water that normally supports key
populations of the region's federally protected salmon and steelhead trout.

That, at least, is the conclusion of a new study, published last week in the journal PLOS One,
that examined four California watersheds where salmon and trout are known to spawn. In the



three watersheds with intensive pot cultivation, illegal marijuana farms literally sucked up all of
the water during the streams' summer low-flow period, leaving nothing to support the fish.

"The current scale of marijuana cultivation in Northern California could be catastrophic for
aquatic species."

Author Scott Bauer, a biologist with the state department of fish and wildlife, estimated the size
and location of outdoor and greenhouse pot farms by looking at Google Earth images and
accompanying drug enforcement officers on raids. He did not include "indoor" grows—
marijuana grown under lamps in buildings.

After visiting 32 marijuana greenhouses in eight locations and averaging the results, Bauer
extrapolated his findings to all greenhouses in the study area—virtually nothing else is grown in
greenhouses in this part of the country. The sites contained marijuana plants at a density of about
one per square meter, with each plaut (taking waste and other factors into account) using about
six gallons of water a day. Overall, he calculated, pot operations within the study yielded
112,000 plants, and consumed 673,000 gallons of water every day.

And that is water the area's fish badly need. The Coho salmon population is listed as threatened
under both state and federal Endangered Species Acts, and is designated as a key population to
maintain or improve as part of the state's recovery plan.

Bauer collected his data last year, at a time when California's drought had already become its
worst in more than 1,200 years. When I spoke to him at the time, he told me that pot farming had
surpassed logging and development to become the single biggest threat to the area's salmon.
Now that that the drought is expected to extend into a fourth year, the same streams could run
dry again this summer, and remain so for an even longer period of time.

Overall, the outdoor and greenhouse grows consume more than 60 million gallons of water a day
during the growing season—>50 perw ent more than is used by all the residents of San Francisco.

"Clearly, water demands for the existing level of marijuana cultivation in many Northern
California watersheds are unsustainable and are likely contributing to the decline of sensitive
aquatic species in the region," Bauer's study concludes. "Given the specter of climate change"—
and the attendant rise of megadroughts—"the current scale of marijuana cultivation in Northern
California could be catastrophic for aquatic species."



From: Joost and Marianne

To: PDS comments

Cc: Joost Businger

Subject: Joost Businger, P.O. Box 541, Anacortes, WA 98221, "Permanent Regulations for Marijuana Facilities"
Date: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 2:17:18 PM

From Joost Businger
P.O. Box 541
Anacortes, WA 98221
Re: Permanent Regulations for Marijuana Facilities
Comments: | totally support the county’s proposal for regulating marijuana production,
processing and retail facilities. Particularly NO production and processing on
Guemes Island.
Thank you for your work on this issue,

Joost Businger
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From: Joost and Marianne

To: PDS comments

Cc: Marianne Kooiman

Subject: Marianne Kooiman, 6500 Square Harbor Ln, Anacortes, WA 98221, "Permanent Regulations for Marijuana
Facilities"

Date: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 2:27:08 PM

Marianne Kooiman

6500 Square Harbor Ln

Anacortes, WA 98221

RE: Permanent Regulations for Marijuana Facilities

| am in favor of your proposed amendment of the county’ s development code
to regulate the marijuana production and processing.

| see the growing of marijuanaindoors more as an industrial than an agricultural
process and, as such, it does not belong on Guemes Island and its rural setting.

Theillegal marijuana project on Homestead Lane is situated on top of the major
recharge areafor theidand. Thisisa serious concern for contamination of our
groundwater supply. | urge you to have this operation removed as soon as possible.

Thank you,

Marianne Kooiman
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From: Roger Mitchell

To: PDS comments
Subject: Written comment on proposed marijuana amendments to Code
Date: Thursday, April 09, 2015 3:32:02 PM

Please see attached written comments to be included in the record on this matter
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ROGER H. MITCHELL
1155 Chuckanut Ridge Drive
Bow, Washington 98232

submitted via emait to pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us

Board of Community Commissioners 9 April 2015
1800 Continental Place
Mount Vernon, Washington 98273

re: written comments on the proposed Permanent Regulations on Marijuana Facilities
Dear Commissioners,

In my opinion | don't think the proposed amendments to Skagit County Code (SCC) completely
achieve what the public wants or expects. Some of the tenets in the previous interim ordinances
and in public hearing comments have not been carried over into the proposed SCC amendments. |
realize that recreational marijuana processing, production, and retail sales facilities are highly
contentious issues. | appreciate that the Board of County Commissioners (BoCC), Planning staff,
and Skagit County (County) legal staff have been making a good faith effort to accommodate the
widely divergent views on this topic.

Approval process. There are a significant number of material differences between what the
interim ordinances contained, and were the basis for previous public hearings and public
comments, and what we now find in the proposed permanent regulations. | believe another public
hearing for people to comment on the current proposal. | do not believe the recent, and very limited
opportunity for public comment at the Planning Commission was sufficient.

Here are the main issues that are not adequately handled by the proposed SCC amendments:

Retail sales. The status of medical marijuana sales and medical marijuana “collective gardens”
remains murky in light of the March 2014 Kent decision and other legal actions. The proposed SCC
amendments should retum to, and make permanent, the April 2012 BoCC action that expressly
provided a moratorium on marijuana dispensaries and collective gardens throughout the County.

impacts on surrounding properties. Public hearings and comments on marijuana in Skagit
County has been highly contentious and detrimental impacts on neighboring properties has been a
principal cause of the public's angst. The staff Report of 24 March says, “When required, special
use permits must address impacts on surrounding properties...”. The “when required” part is
concerning. Assessment of the detrimental impacts on surrounding properties should be universally
applied as part of every marijuana growing and/or processing Special Use Permit application
regardless of facility type and regardless of location anywhere within Skagit County. No exceptions.

Industrial vs. agricultural ? What are the ramifications of changing marijuana production from
agricultural to industrial ? This is not well understood by the public. To my knowledge, this was
never mentioned or explained to the public and the staff Report dated 24 March 2015 does not
provide the necessary explanations.

Flammable and combustible liquids and gases. From my perspective of a firefighter/EMT |
would like to see the prohibition of the use of flammable or combustible liquids or gases for

marijuana extraction be applied to every such facility, Countywide, regardless of land use zone
designation.

Production and processing odor detection. This is an excellent requirement, however the SCC

amendment needs to have references to applicable standard procedures for measurement of
odors, acceptable/unacceptable levels, sample handling, environmental conditions (eg wind),

Roger Mitchell Page 1 of 2






From: Hal Rooks

To: PDS comments; Ryan R. Walters
Subject: Permanent Regulations for Marijuana Facilities
Date: Thursday, April 09, 2015 2:01:29 PM

Attached please find my personal comments about the impact a Tier 3 marijuana growing
and processing facility would have on the rural character of Guemes Island.

Hal Rooks

1219 10t st.
Anacortes, WA. 98221
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April 9, 2015

Skagit County’s Proposed Permanent Regulations for Marijuana Facilities

Guemes lIsland is a pastoral, quiet island; a place of pastures and forest,
coastline, wildlife, and birdsong. Other than the rare street lamp marking
one of the island’s few intersections, there are virtually no lights to obscure
the stars of the night sky. There is no police presence on the island; if
needed, the Skagit sheriff's officers travel to the island via the ferry.
Residents enjoy their solitude; the island’s peaceful atmosphere is a major
reason why they were drawn to it in the first place.

Guemes is mainly a community of low-scale residences; other than a small
general store, there is almost no commercial or industrial use on the island.
Protecting and maintaining the island's rural character and groundwater
resources are key objectives of the Guemes Island Subarea Plan, which was
adopted by the Skagit County Board of Commissioners on January 18, 2011.

The Growth Management Act (RCW 36.70A.030) describes rural character as
present in those areas where the following elements dominate:

(a) In which open space, the natural landscape, and vegetation
predominate over the built environment;

(b) That foster traditional rural lifestyles, rural-based economics, and
opportunities to both live and work in rural areas;

(c) That provide visual landscapes that are traditionally found in rural
areas and communities;

(d) That are compatible with the use of the land by wildlife and for fish
and wildlife habitat;

(e) That reduce the inappropriate conversion of undeveloped land into
sprawling, low-density development;

) That generally do not require extension of urban governmental
services; and

(g) That are consistent with the protection of natural surface water
flows and ground water and surface water recharge and discharge
areas.

These elements clearly describe Guemes Island.
In stark contrast, a Tier 3 marijuana production and processing operation,

such as was licensed by the Washington State Liquor Control Board for
Guemes lIsland, would be an industrial-scale facility, featuring large,



utilitarian buildings. By State law, such facilities must have eight-foot high
security fences, which elsewhere in Skagit County have been topped by
barbed wire. These facilities have security lighting throughout the night and
cameras to monitor the premises, which often disrupt neighbors and invade
their privacy. A sign on the Guemes property's gate warns that it is
patrolled by Rottweiler dogs. Furthermore, fans and lights run 24 hours per
day inside the greenhouses to maintain the marijuana plants. This sort of
industrial-sized, heavily secured facility hardly fits with the State's definition
of "rural character" as defined in the GMA, or with the Guemes Subarea Plan
adopted by the County Commissioners.

An industrial-scale marijuana growing and processing facility is not
compatible with the overall pastoral nature of Guemes Island and wiill
significantly detract from its rural character. For these reasons, | urge the
Planning Commission to approve the proposed permanent regulations on
marijuana facilities currently being considered.

I am a long-time property owner, and part-time resident, of Guemes Island.
Thank you for your consideration.

Hal Rooks
1219 10™ St.
Anacortes, WA. 98221






5} Marijuana reguires intensive water for production and no acknowledgement of water usage and
possible detrimental effects is included for any area except on Guemes Island. It is recommended that
a review of water availlability Including a review of low-flow zones be induded on each potential
permit for marijuana production/processing.

6) Legal Notice and opportunity to comment by neighboring properties should be a standard process
when considering a Permit for marijuana preduction or processing.

7} Any marijuana production or processing facility considered to be “legally established” but which
would not now be allowed in specific zones {because specific Codes and Ordinances were niot
established with Public Comment or Notice] should be reguired to develop appropriate landscape
screening or other requirements and be subject to the new Code section 14.16.855(7) {a-F) which
delineates the requirements for special use permits. ¥ Code Enforcement Officars cannot access the
facilities/sites without owner permission and owners refuse, the County has no way to ascertain i
regulations are baing followed.

8) Skagit County Code should contailn specific enforcement grovisions to monitor the production and
processing of marljuana. Although these functions are licensed by the State of Washington, they are
not concerned with land use issues and do not have the same expectations. Skagit County need to be
able to access these facilities to Insure that producing and processing s carried out In accordance with
County reguirements.

i order to avold fulure uncertainty and confusion, Skagit County Code, any regulatory ordinance
established and Planning and Development memorandums should all reflect the exact same
Information and the Code should contain absolute objective clarity on all reguirements.

it is respectfully reguested that the above mentioned items be considered by the Planning Commission
and be included in recommendations that are submitied to the Board of County Commissioners for
inclusion in the permanent regulations.



















































for processing is "not permitted for commercial use" as per an investigation dated
3/28/2003.

With a marijuana grow in a residential neighborhood, every homeowner but one is
concerned about property values. Who would pay the same price for a house near a
marijuana farm as one in any comparable area without one? The tax assessor has
already lowered assessed value on a house in Alger near a grow. Real estate people

say they'd have a hard time selling at any price.

Marijuana processing literally stinks. We endured a pervasive dead skunk odor the

whole time they processed the first crop.

Manufacture of cannabis and hemp oils carry well documented risks of explosion
and fire, not only to those with homes less than 200 feet from their building, but

also to the county's first responders.

Both Dunbar Lane and Alger grows have cameras aimed not only on their property,
but on the homes of others. Children are scared getting on and off the school bus.
Our older neighbors do not feel safe living alone with a camera pointed at their

homes, observing who comes and goes.

To summarize, homeowners in Skagit County residential neighborhoods are
concerned about marijuana grows in our neighborhoods because they destroy
property values; bring a higher risk of crime and concerns about chemicals, air
quality, waste management and offensive odors; and generally destroy the character

of a residential neighborhood.

The growers and producers are activists from out of state who have attorneys and in
fact some are attorneys themselves. Lawsuits have been threatened not only against
us, but against the county as well. Other counties across the state and cities within
Skagit County looked ahead. The county has let us down by not doing a good job of
planning and now enforcing the specifics of where and how this industry should be

placed.



The most recent recommendations by the planning department staff have put
residential property owners near the two residential grows in jeopardy because of

glaring omissions.

1. When a marijuana grow and process site is proposed, neighbors should be
notified at least 45 days in advance and have opportunity to be heard before
permission is granted to grow or process marijuana.

2. The lot size and set back requirements have been dropped. It is imperative that
this be included or a marijuana grow can be allowed on a city sized lot right alongside
single family homes, a situation we already have in the county that is causing conflict,
loss of property values, increased risk of crime, school buses picking up and dropping
children directly in front of marijuana facilities, and similar issues caused by
incompatibility.

3. There should be a conditional use permit required for grows and processing in
AG-NRL zones because there are dense residential neighborhoods in these zones
and they are no longer purely agricultural. The county has allowed residential areas in
AG-NRL zones and the integrity of those neighborhoods need to be preserved and

protected.

4. The proposed rules do not specify any verification or enforcement of the regulations.
Concerned citizens are asking for some provision to check the facilities. For example, the
proposal stipulates against hazardous chemicals being used in AG-NRL, but how will anyone
verify that this is being carried out?

The producer/processor on Dunbar Lane, Don Wirtshafter, was director of Hemp Oil Canada,
and neighbors fear he is likely producing hash oil. Though he has been in violation of county
codes since July and is not even paying property tax, not a single penalty has been imposed.
Without provision for random inspections, enforcement and penailties,
regulations are a joke.

Marijuana is legal but growers, processors and sellers should be sited
appropriately, not on residential properties next to other single family homes.



From: Heather Wolf

To: PDS comments

Cc: Ryan R. Walters; Planning & Development Services
Subject: Comments on Proposed Permanent Marijuana Regulations
Date: Thursday, April 09, 2015 11:19:30 AM

Please find attached correspondence regarding the proposed permanent
marijuana regulations.

Thank you,
Heather Wolf

Heather Wolf

Brownlie Evans Wolf & Lee
230 E. Champion
Bellingham, WA 98225
www.brownlieevans.com

(p) 360-676-0306

(f) 360-676-8058

Thise-mail isintended only for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed and may contain
confidential, privileged information. If the reader of thise-mail is not the addressee, please be advised that any
dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If you receive this communication in
error, please call immediately 360-676-0306 and return this e-mail to Brownlie Evans Wolf & Lee, LLP at the
above e-mail address and delete from your files. Thank you.
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