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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

COUNTY OF SIERRA 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 
ORDINANCE NO. _____ 

 

Amending Sections 8.01.030; 8.01.040; and 8.01.080 of the Sierra County Code; Repealing 

Section 8.01.250 of the Sierra County Code; and Adding Chapter 8.02 Pertaining to 

Administrative Penalties for Public Nuisances Created by Cultivation of Medical 

Marijuana in Violation of Chapter 8.01 of the Sierra County Code 

 

 

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF SIERRA ORDAINS as follows: 

 

Ordinance Section One:   

 

Findings and Purpose: 

 

In adopting this Ordinance the Board of Supervisors finds as follows: 

 

A. In 1996, the voters of the State of California approved Proposition 215 (codified as 

California Health and Safety Code section 11362.5 and entitled “The Compassionate Use Act of 

1996”).  Proposition 215 was intended to enable persons who are in need of marijuana for 

medical purposes to use it without fear of criminal prosecution under limited, specified 

circumstances.  Proposition 215 further provides that “nothing in this section shall be construed 

to supersede legislation prohibiting persons from engaging in conduct that endangers others, or 

to condone the diversion of marijuana for non-medical purposes.”  The ballot arguments 

supporting Proposition 215 expressly acknowledged that “Proposition 215 does not allow 

unlimited quantities of marijuana to be grown anywhere.” 

 

B. In 2004, the Legislature enacted SB 420, codified as California Health and Safety Code 

section 11362.7 et seq., and referred to as “The Medical Marijuana Program Act” (hereinafter 

referred to as MMPA).  As subsequently amended the MMPA, under California Health & Safety 

Code section 11362.83 the counties are expressly allowed to adopt and enforce ordinances that 

are consistent with the MMPA.  In addition the courts in California have recognized and upheld 

the right of counties and cities to ban or to otherwise regulate the cultivation of marijuana – 

reference is to Browne v. County of Tehama, 213 Cal. App. 4th (2013); also see Maral v. City of 

Live Oak, 221 Cal.App.4th 975. 

 

C. On October 9, 2015, the State of California enacted AB 243, AB 266, and SB 643, which 

bills regulate various activities pertaining to marijuana, including the cultivation and distribution 

of marijuana.  Under these recently enacted State laws, counties are expressly allowed to ban or 

to regulate cultivation of marijuana within their jurisdiction 

 

D. The County’s geographic and climatic conditions, which include densely forested areas 

receiving substantial precipitation, along with the sparse population in many areas of the County, 

provide conditions that are favorable to marijuana cultivation.  Marijuana growers can achieve a 
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high per-plant yield with high economic value because of the County’s favorable growing 

conditions. 

 

E. The indoor cultivation of substantial amounts of marijuana within a residence presents 

potential health and safety risks to those living in the residence, especially to children, including 

but not limited to increased risk of fire from grow light systems and improper electrical wiring, 

exposure to fertilizers, pesticides, anti-fungus/mold agents, and exposure to potential property 

crimes targeting the residence. 

 

F. Cities and counties throughout the State have reported adverse impacts from marijuana 

cultivation, including but not limited to increased risks of criminal activity, acts of violence in 

connection with attempts to protect or steal marijuana grows, degradation of the natural 

environment, unsanitary conditions, violations of building codes, disagreeable odors, and 

negative effects on physical, mental and community health.  The creation of persistent strong 

odors as marijuana plants mature and flower is offensive to many people, results in complaints of 

respiratory problems, and creates an attractive nuisance, alerting persons to the location of 

valuable marijuana plants and creating an increased risk of crime.  Accordingly, the Board of 

Supervisors finds that the unregulated cultivation of marijuana in the unincorporated area of 

Sierra County can adversely affect the health, safety, and well-being of the County and its 

residents. 

 

G. It is the purpose and intent of this Ordinance to implement State law by regulating the 

cultivation of marijuana and related activities in a manner consistent with State law. It is also the 

intent of this Ordinance to balance the needs of medical patients and their caregivers and to 

promote the health, safety, and general welfare of the residents and businesses within the 

unincorporated territory of the County of Sierra.  This Ordinance is intended to be consistent 

with Proposition 215 and Senate Bill 420 as well as the newly enacted State regulations 

embodied in AB 266, AB 243 and SB 643.  The intent and purpose of this Ordinance is to 

establish reasonable regulations regarding the manner in which marijuana may be cultivated, 

including restrictions on the amount and location of marijuana that may be cultivated on any 

parcel, in order to protect the public’s health, safety, and welfare in Sierra County, and to address 

the adverse impacts previous local regulations have failed to curtail. 

 

H. The Board of Supervisors finds that the regulations established by this Ordinance relating 

to marijuana cultivation and related activities is proper and necessary to address the risks and 

adverse impacts as stated herein, that are especially significant if the amount of marijuana 

cultivated on a single Parcel is not regulated and substantial amounts of marijuana are thereby 

allowed to be concentrated in one place. 

 

I. Nothing in this Ordinance shall be construed to allow the use of marijuana for non-

medical purposes, or allow any activity relating to the cultivation, distribution, processing, 

storage, transportation or consumption of marijuana that is otherwise illegal under State or 

Federal law.  No provision of this Ordinance shall be deemed to be a defense or immunity to any 

action brought against any person in Sierra County by the Sierra County District Attorney, the 

Attorney General of the State of California, or the United States of America. 

 

J. In Sierra County, the typical growing season for Marijuana is approximately April 

through September of each year.  Surrounding counties have adopted restrictions and, in some 
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cases, bans on the cultivation of marijuana in their jurisdictions.  The Board of Supervisors finds 

that if the regulations set forth in this Ordinance are not adopted then it is likely that Sierra 

County will continue to encounter increasing numbers of marijuana cultivation sites of 

increasing size, in locations which will result in public nuisances to the surrounding communities 

and their residents.  

 

K. There is an immediate need to provide certainty and guidance to those who might choose 

to cultivate marijuana in Sierra County and to preserve the public peace, health and safety of 

Sierra County residents by regulating and addressing the public nuisances associated with 

marijuana cultivation.  In addition, if marijuana cultivation is not immediately further regulated, 

large numbers of illegal marijuana cultivation sites may be introduced into the local market in 

the near term. 

 

 

Ordinance Section Two:   

 

Section 8.01.030 of the Sierra County Code is hereby amended to read: 

 

8.01.030  Definitions 

 

As used herein the following definitions shall apply:  

 

A. “Accessory Structure” means a separate and legally permitted building or 

structure located on the same Legal Parcel as a Primary Place of Residence.  

 

B. “Child Care Center” means any licensed child care center, daycare center, 

childcare home, or any preschool. 

 

C. “Church” means a structure or leased portion of a structure, which is used 

primarily for religious worship and related religious activities.  

 

D. “Cultivation” or “Cultivate” means the grading, planting, growing, harvesting, 

drying, curing, trimming, processing, testing or storage, or any combination of these 

activities, of one or more marijuana plants or any part thereof in any location, indoor or 

outdoor, including from within a fully enclosed and secure building. 

 

E. “Commercial Cannabis Activity” shall have the same meaning as set forth in 

Business & Professions Code section 19300.5(k) and shall include all commercial 

cannabis-related activities contemplated by or for which a license may be required as set 

forth in AB 266, AB 243, and SB 643 and (codified in the California Business & 

Professions Code, Government Code, Health and Safety Code, Labor Code and Revenue 

and Taxation Code) and shall include delivery of marijuana to any person or entity within 

Sierra County. 

 

F. “Enforcement Officer” means the Sheriff, or his authorized deputies or designees, 

or any person employed by the County of Sierra and appointed to the position of code 

enforcement officer, each of whom is independently authorized to enforce this chapter.  
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G. “Fence” shall mean a wall or barrier connected by boards, masonry, rails, panels 

or any other materials for the purpose of enclosing space or separating parcels of land. 

For purposes of this Chapter, the term “Fence” does not include tarpaulins, cloth material, 

scrap material, bushes or hedgerows but must be such as to obstruct vision through the 

fence.  Bushes or hedgerows may constitute a fence but must be such as to obstruct vision 

through the bushes or hedgerows if of adequate height to provide effective screening of 

the marijuana from outside of the Parcel. 

 

H. “Hazardous Materials” means any substance that is “flammable, explosive, 

reactive, corrosive or toxic”, as further defined in California Health and Safety Code 

sections 25501 and 25503.5, as may be amended.  

 

I. “Hearing Officer” means a person designated by the Board of Supervisors to 

conduct administrative hearings as provided in this Chapter.  

 

J. “Identification Card” shall have the same definition as California Health and 

Safety Code section 11362.5 et seq., as may be amended.  

 

K. “Indoor” or “Indoors” means within a fully enclosed and secure structure that 

complies with the California Building Code (Title 24, California Code of Regulations) 

for that specific occupancy type, as adopted by the County of Sierra.  Indoors does not 

include structures that are exempt from the requirement to obtain a building permit under 

the Sierra County Code and Cultivation of Marijuana is prohibited in any such structure.  

Any structure used for Cultivation of Marijuana shall have a complete roof enclosure 

supported by connecting walls extending from the ground to the roof, and a foundation, 

slab, or equivalent base to which the floor is securely attached.  The structure must be 

secure against unauthorized entry, accessible only through one or more lockable doors, 

and constructed of solid materials that cannot easily be broken through, such as 2” x 4” or 

thicker studs overlain with 3/8” or thicker plywood or equivalent materials.  Exterior 

walls must be constructed with non-transparent material.  Plastic sheeting, regardless of 

gauge, or similar products do not satisfy these requirements.  

 

L. “Legal Parcel” means any parcel of real property that may be separately sold in 

compliance with the Subdivision Map Act (Division 2 (commencing with Section 66410) 

of Title 7 of the California Government Code).  

 

M. “Marijuana” shall have the same meaning as that set forth in Health and Safety 

Code section 11018, as may be amended.  Marijuana, Medical Marijuana, and the 

Cultivation thereof, as defined in this Chapter shall not be considered an agricultural 

activity, operation or facility under Civil Code section 3482.5 or an Agricultural Product 

or an Agricultural Operation.  

 

N. “Marijuana Plant” means any mature or immature marijuana plant, including 

without limitation, any marijuana seedling. 

 

O. “Medical Marijuana” shall mean Marijuana recommended by a licensed 

physician, in accordance with California Health and Safety Code sections 11362.5 
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through 11362.83, commonly referred to as the Compassionate Use Act and the Medical 

Marijuana Program Act.  

 

P. “Medical Marijuana Collective” means Qualified Patients and/or designated 

Primary Caregivers of Qualified Patients, who associate, or form a cooperative in 

accordance with Section 12300 of the Corporations Code, within the unincorporated area 

of the County in order to collectively or cooperatively cultivate Marijuana for medical 

purposes, as provided in Health and Safety Code section 11362.775, as may be amended.  

The term collective shall include “cooperative” unless the context clearly indicates 

otherwise.  

 

Q. “Outdoor” or “Outdoors” means any location that is not “Indoors” within a fully 

enclosed and secure structure as defined herein. 

 

R. “Outdoor Cultivation” shall be deemed to include cultivation in a properly 

constructed greenhouse.  

 

S. “Outdoor Living Area” means any patio, deck, barbecue, sitting area, dining area, 

pool, hot tub, enclosed yard or other outdoor space or amenity which is designed and/or 

used for outdoor living and entertainment. 

 

T. “Parcel” means a “Legal Parcel” as defined herein.  

 

U. “Primary Caregiver” (also sometime referred to as a “Qualified Caregiver”) shall 

have the definition set forth in Health and Safety Code section 11362.7(d), as may be 

amended and as interpreted by the California Supreme Court in the case of People v. 

Mentech 45 Cal. 4
th

 274.  

 

V. “Primary Place of Residence” shall mean the Residence at which a Qualified 

Patient or Primary Caregiver resides, uses or otherwise occupies on a full-time, regular 

basis.  

 

W. “Qualified Patient” shall have the definition as set forth in Health and Safety 

Code sections 11362.7(c) and (f), as may be amended.  

 

X. “Residence” shall mean a fully enclosed permanent structure used, designed or 

intended for human occupancy that, in compliance with applicable building codes and 

other applicable statutes or ordinance, has been legally established, permitted, or certified 

as single-family or multi-family dwelling in accordance with the County Code.  

Recreational Vehicles (RVs), trailers, motorhomes, tents or other vehicles shall not 

constitute a Residence for purposes of this Chapter, irrespective of whether any such 

vehicle is otherwise permitted or allowed under the Sierra County Code for temporary 

occupancy.   

 

Y. “School” means an institution of learning for minors, whether public or private, 

offering a regular course of instruction required by the California Education Code.  This 

definition includes a nursery school, kindergarten, elementary school, middle or junior 

high school, senior high school, or any special institution of education, but it does not 
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include a vocational or professional institution of higher education, including a 

community or junior college, college or university.  

 

Z. “School Evacuation Site” means any location designated by formal action of the 

governing body, Superintendent, or Principal of any school as a location to which 

juveniles are to be evacuated to, or are to assemble at, in the event of any emergency or 

other incident at the school.  

 

AA. “Sheriff” or “Sheriff’s Office” means the Sierra County Sheriff’s Office or the 

authorized representatives thereof.  

 

BB. “Youth-Oriented Facility” means any facility that caters to or provides services 

primarily intended for minors, or the individuals who regularly patronize, congregate or 

assemble at the establishment are predominantly minors. 

 

 

Ordinance Section Two:   

 

Section 8.01.040 of the Sierra County Code is hereby amended to read: 

 

8.01.040  Nuisance Declared; Cultivation Restrictions  

 

A. The Cultivation of Marijuana, either Indoors or Outdoors, on any Parcel in an area or in a 

quantity greater than as provided herein, or in any other way not in conformance with or in 

violation of the provisions of this Chapter, or otherwise in a manner that violates any other 

provision of State law or the Sierra County Code, is hereby declared to be a public nuisance that 

may be abated by any means available by law.  No person owning, leasing, occupying, or having 

charge or possession of any Parcel within the County shall cause, allow, suffer, or permit such 

Parcel to be used for the Cultivation of Marijuana in violation of the California Health and Safety 

Code or this Chapter.  The provisions of Chapter 15.40 of the Sierra County Code regarding non-

conforming uses shall not apply to the Cultivation of Marijuana.  

 

B. Commercial Cannabis Activity of any nature and in any amount or quantity within the 

unincorporated territory of Sierra County is hereby prohibited. 

 

C. Marijuana Cultivation is prohibited on any Parcel within the unincorporated territory of 

Sierra County except as an accessory use to a legally established Residence on a Legal Parcel.  

 

D. Medical Marijuana Cultivation may be undertaken only by:  

 

1. A Qualified Patient who occupies a legal Residence on the Legal Parcel being 

used for Medical Marijuana Cultivation as his or her primary place of Residence.  

 

2. A Primary Caregiver on behalf of his or her Qualified Patient(s) but only on a 

Legal Parcel with a legal Residence which is occupied by the Qualified Patient or 

by the Primary Caregiver as his or her primary place of Residence.  
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3. In conformance with all applicable State and local laws, including all regulations 

and restrictions as set forth in this Chapter.  

 

E. Indoor Medical Marijuana Cultivation is allowed only within a legal structure that meets 

the definition of Indoor as set forth in this Chapter, 8.01, and complies with all applicable 

provisions of the Sierra County Code.  Structures that are exempt from the requirement to obtain 

a building permit under the Sierra County Code shall not be used for the Cultivation of 

Marijuana, provided however, that Cultivation in a greenhouse shall, pursuant to subsection (F), 

below, be allowed as Outdoor Cultivation, subject to the provisions and restrictions as otherwise 

set out in this Chapter, 8.01 of the Sierra County Code.  Lights used indoors shall comply with 

all applicable laws, including without limitation, restrictions on the use of lights or lighting that 

interferes with the use of any radio or other communication device. 

 

F. Outdoor Marijuana Cultivation may, subject to the other provisions and restriction 

established in this Chapter, 8.01, of the Sierra County Code, only occur on a Legal Parcel that is 

not less than two (2) acres in size.  Cultivation within any detached greenhouse shall be 

considered Outdoor Cultivation. 

 

1 All Marijuana grown outside of any building must be fully enclosed by an opaque 

fence at least six (6) feet in height if the Marijuana is visible from any location off 

of the property which contains the growing Marijuana.  Bushes and hedgerows, 

may constitute an adequate fence under this subdivision if sufficient to prevent a 

view of the Marijuana. 

 

2. Any outdoor area in which the Marijuana is cultivated shall be set back at least 

thirty (30) feet from all boundaries of the Parcel.  Such setback distance shall be 

measured in a straight line from the fence required by subdivision (F)(1), to the 

boundary line of the Parcel. 

 

3. No lights may be used outdoors as part of the growing of Marijuana, which 

prohibition shall also apply to greenhouses.   

 

G. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Chapter (8.01) to the contrary, the following 

limitations apply to Cultivation of Marijuana, both as to Indoor and to Outdoor Cultivation on 

any property located within the unincorporated area of Sierra County.  These limitations apply 

irrespective of the number of Qualified Patients or Primary Caregivers residing at the Parcel or 

participating directly or indirectly in the Marijuana Cultivation activity.  These limitations also 

apply to any person Cultivating Medical Marijuana as a Primary Caregiver(s) for Qualified 

Patients.  

 

1. Medical Marijuana Cultivation shall be limited to ten (10) Marijuana plants, 

whether mature or immature, which Cultivation shall not exceed a total area of 

one hundred (100) square feet.  Plants may be grown in no more than ten (10) 

planting beds, the total aggregate of all ten beds not to exceed the maximum of 

one hundred (100) square feet and all plants to be within fifty (50) feet of each 

other.  
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2. Notwithstanding the limits set out in subparagraph G.1, above, as to the number 

of plants allowed to be cultivated, any person growing Medical Marijuana shall be 

allowed to grow no more than twenty (20) starter plants within the area not to 

exceed the restrictions set out in subparagraph G.1, above.  For the purpose of this 

section, starter plants shall mean a plant that is less than twenty-four (24) inches 

in vertical height.  The provisions for growing of starter plants is not to be 

construed to be in addition to the plant count and area limits established in 

subsection G.1, above.  On or after August 1
st
 of each year, no Marijuana plant 

growing on any property shall be deemed to be a starter plant, irrespective of the 

size of the plant. 

 

These limits apply as to each Qualified Patient residing on the property or to each 

Primary Caregiver. 

 

3. Cultivation on any Parcel shall be for no more than two (2) individuals, whether 

as Qualified Patients and/or Primary Caregivers, such that no more than twenty 

(20) Marijuana plants within a square footprint not to exceed two hundred (200) 

square feet shall be allowed on any Parcel.   

 

4. No Marijuana plant shall exceed a height limit of ten (10) feet and cultivation of 

Marijuana on tiers or any basis for stacking plants within the allowed footprint is 

prohibited. 

 

H. Cultivation of Marijuana is prohibited Outdoors on any Parcel located within the 

following areas:  

 

1. Upon any Parcel located within one hundred (100) feet of any School, Church, 

Park, Child Care Center, or Youth-Oriented Facility.  Such distance shall be 

measured in a straight line from the Fence or other enclosure required by this 

Chapter to the nearest boundary line of the Parcel upon which the School, Church, 

Park, Child Care Center, or Youth-Oriented Facility is located.  

 

2. In any location where the Marijuana would be visible from the public right-of-

way or publicly traveled private roads at any stage of growth 

 

I. All Cultivation areas shall comply with the following requirements:  

 

1. All Marijuana Cultivation shall be shielded from public view at all stages of 

growth.  All Cultivation areas shall be adequately secure to prevent unauthorized 

entry, including a secure locking mechanism that shall remain locked at all times 

when a Qualified Patient or Primary Caregiver is not present within the 

Cultivation area.  

 

2. There shall be no exterior evidence of Cultivation from a public right-of-way or 

publicly traveled private road.  

 

3. Marijuana Cultivation shall not adversely affect the health, safety, or general 

welfare of persons at the Cultivation site or at any nearby residence by creating 
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dust, glare, heat, noise, noxious gasses, odor, smoke, traffic, or vibration, by the 

use or storage of hazardous materials, processes, products or wastes, or by any 

other way.  The Cultivation of Marijuana shall not subject residents of 

neighboring parcels who are of normal sensitivity to reasonably objectionable 

odors.  

 

4. All new structures used or intended for use in Indoor Cultivation shall submit 

complete construction plans for review to the Building Department, obtain 

building permits, and obtain required building inspections and a final certificate of 

occupancy prior to the start of any Indoor Cultivation activities.  

 

5. All electrical, mechanical, and plumbing used for Indoor Cultivation of Marijuana 

shall be installed with valid electrical, mechanical, and plumbing permits issued 

and inspected by the Sierra County Building Department, which building permits 

shall only be issued to the legal owner of the Parcel.  

 

6. All structures used for Cultivation of Marijuana shall contain adequate 

ventilation, air filtration and odor control filters to prevent odor, mold and mildew 

in any area used for Cultivation or which is used as, designed or intended for 

human occupancy, or on adjacent Parcel.  

 

7. Indoor grow lights shall not exceed one thousand two hundred watts (1200W) and 

shall comply with the California Building, Electrical and any applicable Fire 

Codes.  Gas products (including, without limitation, C02, butane, propane and 

natural gas), or generators shall not be used within any structure used for Indoor 

Cultivation.  Grow light systems associated with Cultivation shall be shielded to 

confine light and glare to the interior of the structure and shall conform to all 

applicable building and electrical codes.  Lights used indoors shall not interfere 

with the use of any radio or other communication devices. 

 

8. Any lights used for the Cultivation of Marijuana shall be shielded or otherwise 

positioned in a manner that will not shine light outside of the structure in which 

the Cultivation occurs and shall comply with the requirements of the Sierra 

County Code and provisions of State law.  

 

9. The Cultivation of Marijuana shall not exceed the noise level standards as set 

forth in the County General Plan.  

 

10. Wherever Medical Marijuana is grown, a copy of a current and valid, State-issued 

Medical Marijuana identification card, physician recommendation or Affidavit as 

set forth in this Section must be displayed at or immediately adjacent to the 

Cultivation area, in such a manner as to allow law enforcement officers to easily 

see the recommendation or Affidavit.  If a Qualified Patient has a verbal medical 

recommendation, then the Qualified Patient shall provide an Affidavit setting 

forth the name and contact information of the physician making the 

recommendation, the date of the recommendation and amount(s) of Marijuana 

recommended by the physician.  The Affidavit shall be signed under penalty of 

perjury under the laws of the State of California.  
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11. If the person(s) Cultivating Marijuana on any Legal Parcel is/are not the legal 

owner(s) of the Parcel, the person(s) who is/are Cultivating Marijuana on such 

Parcel shall, (a) give written notice to the legal owner(s) of the Parcel prior to 

commencing Cultivation of Marijuana on such Parcel, and (b) shall obtain a 

signed and notarized letter from the legal owner(s) consenting to the Cultivation 

of Marijuana on the Parcel.  The person(s) Cultivating Marijuana shall obtain this 

written letter of consent from the legal owner prior to Cultivating Marijuana on 

the Parcel and at least annually thereafter.  A copy of the most current letter of 

consent shall be displayed in the same immediate area as the recommendations set 

forth in section 8.01.040 (G)(10) in such a manner as to allow law enforcement 

officers to easily see the letter of consent without having to enter any building of 

any type.  The person(s) Cultivating Marijuana shall maintain the original letter of 

consent on the Parcel at which Marijuana is being Cultivated and shall provide the 

original letter to the Enforcement Officer for review and copying upon request.  

The Sheriff may prescribe forms for such letters.  

 

12. The use of Hazardous Materials for and/or in association with the Cultivation of 

Marijuana, except for limited quantities of Hazardous Materials that are below 

State of California threshold, is prohibited.  Any Hazardous Materials stored shall 

maintain a minimum setback distance of one hundred (100) feet from any private 

drinking water well, spring, water canal, creek or other surface water body, and 

two hundred (200) feet from any public water supply well or source.  The 

production of any Hazardous Waste as part of the Cultivation process shall be 

prohibited.  

 

13. All Parcel used for the Cultivation of Marijuana shall have a legal and permitted 

water source on the Parcel and shall not engage in unlawful or unpermitted 

diversion or drawing of surface water or permit illegal discharges of water from 

the Parcel.  

 

J. Accessory Structures used for the Cultivation of Marijuana shall meet all of the following 

criteria:  

 

1. The accessory structure, regardless of size, shall be legally constructed in 

accordance with all applicable development permits and entitlements including, 

but not limited to, grading, building, structural, electrical, mechanical and 

plumbing permits approved by applicable federal, state and local authorities prior 

to the commencement of any Cultivation activity.  The conversion of any existing 

accessory structure, or portion thereof, for Cultivation shall be subject to these 

same permit requirements and must be inspected for compliance by the applicable 

federal, state and local authorities prior to commencement of any Cultivation 

activity.  

 

2. The accessory structure shall not be built or placed within any setback as required 

by the Sierra County Code or approved development permit or entitlement.  

 

3. The accessory structure shall be equipped with permanently installed and 
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permitted electricity, and shall not be served by temporary extension cords.  

Electrical wiring conductors shall be sized based on the current California 

Electrical Code with anticipated loads identified.  

 

4. The accessory structure shall be equipped with a permanently installed and 

permitted odor control filtration and ventilation system adequate to prevent any 

odor, humidity, or mold problem within the structure, on the Parcel, or on 

adjacent Parcels. 

 

5. If the accessory structure is a greenhouse, the panels shall be of glass or 

polycarbonate and should be opaque for security and visual screening purposes.  

Where the greenhouse panels are not obscure, the greenhouse shall be screened 

from view by a solid Fence.  

 

K. Where the provisions of this Chapter are more restrictive than other provisions of the 

Sierra Code, the provisions of this Chapter shall govern.  

 

L. Nothing herein shall limit the ability of the Chief Building Official or designee, Fire 

Marshall or designee, or any other state or local employees or agents from entering the property 

to conduct the inspections authorized by or necessary to ensure compliance with this Chapter, or 

the ability of the Sheriff to make initial inspections or independent compliance checks.  The 

Sheriff is authorized to determine the number and timing of inspections that may be required. 

 

 

Ordinance Section Three: 

 

Section 8.01.080 of the Sierra County Code is hereby amended to read: 

 

8.01.080  Administrative Review 

 

A. Any person upon whom a notice to abate unlawful Marijuana Cultivation has been served 

may appeal the determination of the Enforcement Officer that the conditions set forth in the 

notice constitute a public nuisance.  A Hearing Officer assigned by the County Clerk, pursuant to 

the procedures set out in Chapter 8.02, shall hold an administrative appeal hearing to determine 

if a nuisance exists which should be abated in accordance with the provisions of this Chapter.  

Any such administrative review shall be commenced by filing a written request for a hearing 

with the County Clerk within ten (10) calendar days after the date that said notice was served.  

The written request shall include a statement of all facts supporting the appeal.  The time 

requirement for filing such a written request shall be deemed jurisdictional and may not be 

waived.  In the absence of a timely filed written request that complies fully with the requirements 

of this section, the findings of the Enforcement Officer contained in the notice shall become final 

and conclusive on the eleventh day following service of the notice. 

 

B. Upon timely receipt of a written request for hearing which complies with the 

requirements of this section, the County Clerk shall assign a Hearing Officer who shall then set a 

hearing date not less than seven (7) days nor more than thirty (30) days from the date the request 

is filed.  The Clerk shall send written notice of the hearing date to the requesting party, to any 

other parties upon whom the notice is served, and to the Enforcement Officer. 
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C. Any hearing conducted pursuant to this Chapter need not be conducted according to 

technical rules relating to evidence, witnesses and hearsay.  Any relevant evidence shall be 

admitted if it is the sort of evidence on which responsible persons are accustomed to rely in the 

conduct of serious affairs regardless of the existence of any common law or statutory rule which 

might make improper the admission of the evidence over objection in civil actions. The Hearing 

Officer has discretion to exclude evidence if its probative value is substantially outweighed by 

the probability that its admission will necessitate undue consumption of time. 

 

D. The Hearing Officer may continue the administrative hearing from time to time. 

 

E. The Hearing Officer shall consider the matter de novo, and may affirm, reverse, or 

modify the determinations contained in the notice to abate unlawful Marijuana Cultivation.  The 

Hearing Officer shall issue a written decision which shall be mailed to, or personally served 

upon, the party requesting the hearing, any other parties upon whom the notice was served, and 

the Enforcement Officer. 

 

F. The decision of the Hearing Officer shall be final and conclusive. 

 

 

Ordinance Section Four: 

 

Section 8.01.250 of the Sierra County Code, Regarding Misdemeanor Penalty, is hereby deleted. 

 

 

Ordinance Section Five: 

 

Chapter 8.02 Regarding Administrative Penalties for Public Nuisances Created by Cultivation of 

Medical Marijuana in Violation of Chapter 8.01 of the Sierra County Code, is hereby added to 

read: 

 

Chapter 8.02  Administrative Penalties for Public Nuisances Created by Cultivation of 

Medical Marijuana in Violation of Chapter 8.01 of the Sierra County Code 
 

8.02.010  Effect 

 

The provisions of this Chapter are adopted pursuant to the authority contained in Government 

Code Section 53069.4 and are in addition to and shall take precedence over any other provisions 

of the Sierra County Code with respect to any violation of Chapter 8.01 regulating to Marijuana 

activities within the unincorporated territory of the County and nothing shall prevent the 

immediate issuance of a citation pursuant to this Chapter 8.02, with or without a notice of order 

of abatement upon confirmation of a violation of Chapter 8.01. 
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8.02.020  Purpose of Administrative Penalties on Public Nuisance 

 

A. This Chapter is adopted to achieve the following goals: 

 

1. To protect the public health, safety and welfare of the communities and citizens in 

the County of Sierra; 

 

2. To provide a method to penalize responsible parties who fail or refuse to comply 

with Medical Marijuana Cultivation provisions of the Sierra County Code 

(ordinances); and 

 

3. To minimize the expense and delay which may otherwise occur if the County 

pursues violations by responsible parties in the civil or criminal justice system. 

 

B. The procedures established in this Chapter shall be in addition to any applicable criminal, 

civil or other legal remedies established by law and available to address violations of State law 

and/or violations of the Sierra County Code (hereinafter, “County Code” or “Code”). 

 

C. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Code, whenever an act, event or condition 

results in violation of Chapter 8.01 of this Code, the procedures set out in this Chapter may be 

used to impose an administrative penalty on violators. 

 

8.02.030  Definitions 

 

As used in this chapter: 

 

A. “Citation” or "administrative citation" means a civil citation issued pursuant to 

this Chapter stating that there has been a violation of one or more provisions of Chapter 8.01 of 

this code and setting the amount of the administrative penalty to be paid by the responsible party. 

 

B. “Days” means calendar days. 

 

C. “Enforcement Officer” or “Official” means the Building Official, Code 

Enforcement Officer, Sheriff or designee, or any other individual designated by the Board of 

Supervisors to enforce and administer the provisions of this Chapter and/or Chapter 8.01 of the 

Sierra County Code. 

 

D. “Responsible Party” means an individual, association, co-partnership, political 

subdivision, government agency, municipality, industry. public or private corporation, firm, 

organization, partnership, joint venture or any other entity whatsoever whose action or actions 

caused or contributed to violations of codes specified in this chapter. 

 

E. “Year” means three-hundred and sixty-five (365) days. 

 

8.02.040  Administrative Penalty 
 

A. Any Responsible Party violating any provision of Chapter 8.01 of this Code may be 

issued an administrative citation by a Enforcement Officer designated by the Board of 
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Supervisors in accordance the provisions established by this Chapter.  The administrative citation 

shall impose a penalty/fine for each and every Marijuana Plant cultivated in violation of Chapter 

8.01 shall be: (1) One Thousand Dollars ($1,000) per plant; plus (2) One Hundred Dollars ($100) 

per plant per day the plant remains unabated past the abatement deadline set forth in the notice of 

abatement order. 

 

B. Each and every day a violation of the provisions of the code exists constitutes a separate 

and distinct offense and shall be subject to citation.  

 

C. The Enforcement Officer may issue a citation for a violation not committed in the 

Official's presence, if the Official has determined through investigation that the responsible party 

did commit or is otherwise responsible for the violation. 

 

8.02.050  Procedures 

 

A. The administrative citation shall be issued on a form containing: 

 

1. The name and address of the property owner(s), as such persons' names appear on 

the last equalized assessment roll, any lessees and responsible parties and the 

physical address of the property or location where the violation exists or occurred;  

 

2. A statement of the acts, events or conditions which resulted in a violation of the 

Code, including a reference to the appropriate title and chapter and the date of 

occurrence of the violation(s) included within the citation; 

 

3. The amount of the administrative penalty imposed by the citation; 

 

4. A statement explaining how, where, to whom, and within what number of days 

the penalty shall be paid; 

 

5. Identification of appeal rights, including the time within which the administrative 

citation may be contested and how to contest the citation; and 

 

6. The signature of the Official issuing the citation along with the date of issuance of 

the citation. 

 

B. The administrative citation shall be served upon the owner of the real property, the lessee 

and any other responsible party.  Failure of the Enforcement Officer to serve any party as 

required in this section shall not invalidate any provisions of this Chapter. 

 

C. Service of an administrative citation may be made upon the parties either by personal 

delivery or by first class mail postage prepaid, return receipt requested, and shall be deemed 

completed when it is served to the address of record of the responsible party. 

 

D. In lieu of personally serving the parties by personal delivery or first class mail postage 

prepaid, service of the administrative citation and any amended or supplemental citation may be 

made by substituted service, and may be accomplished as follows: 
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1. By leaving a copy during usual business hours with the person who is apparently 

in charge at the recipient's place of business, and by thereafter mailing by first 

class mail postage prepaid a copy to the recipient at the address where the copy 

was left, or 

 

2. By leaving a copy at the recipient's dwelling or usual place of abode, in the 

presence of a competent member of the household, and thereafter mailing by first 

class mail postage prepaid a copy to the recipient at the address where the copy 

was left; or 

 

3. In the event the party cannot be served by first class mail postage prepaid, or 

cannot be personally served and has a property manager or rental agency 

overseeing the parcel, substituted service may be made as set forth above in 

subsection (1.) of this section upon the property manager or rental agency; or 

 

4. Substitute service may be effected by posting the property with the administrative 

citation and mailing .a copy of the citation by first class mail postage prepaid to 

the party in violation at the address of the property where the violation exists; or 

 

5. If the party cannot be located or service cannot be effected as set forth in this 

section, service may be made by publication in a newspaper of general 

circulation. 

 

E. Failure of any party to receive such administrative citation shall not affect the validity of 

any proceedings taken under this section against any other party.  Service by first class mail 

postage prepaid in the manner provide in this section shall be effective on the date of mailing. 

 

8.02.060 Appeal of Citation 

 

A. A person served with an administrative citation issued pursuant to this Division may file 

an appeal, with the Sierra County Clerk, within twenty (20) calendar days from the date of 

service of the administrative citation.  The time requirement for filing an appeal with the County 

Clerk shall be deemed jurisdictional and may not be waived.  If no timely appeal is filed, the 

administrative citation and fees set forth therein is final.  The following provisions shall apply to 

the filing of any appeal: 

 

1. The appeal shall be made in writing on the form to be provided by and available 

from the County Clerk, and shall include both a mailing address at which the 

appellant agrees to accept service of notice as well as such other information as 

required by the form, including a brief statement as to the basis for the appeal.  

Failure to provide the information required by the appeal form shall constitute a 

waiver of the right to an appeal and a basis for summary denial of the appeal. 

 

2. Upon the filing of a proper appeal, payment of any fines shall be suspended 

pending the outcome of the appeal. 

 

3. Upon receipt of a timely and properly filed appeal, the County Clerk shall assign 

a Hearing Officer and set an appeal.  The County Clerk shall appoint a Hearing 
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Officer from a list of individuals, as established by the County, who are available 

to serve as Hearing Officers, and shall direct the scheduling of an appeal hearing 

before the selected Hearing Officer.  Hearing Officers shall be current or former 

members of the California State Bar.  It is the goal to have appeals heard in an 

expeditious manner within forty-five (45) days from the receipt of the appeal.  

 

4. Written notice of the date, time and place of the hearing shall be served on the 

person appealing the administrative citation at least twenty (20) calendar days 

prior to the date of the hearing by personal service or by first class mail, postage 

prepaid, including a copy of the certificate of mailing.  Service shall be deemed 

effective upon either personal service on the individual or entity or by depositing 

the notice in the mail, first class. 

 

B. The appeal hearing shall be conducted pursuant to the following procedures: 

 

1. The Enforcement Officer issuing the administrative citation or the Appellant may 

request and shall be granted a continuance of the appeal hearing once without 

prejudice for a period not to exceed twenty-eight (28) days provided, however, 

that the request for such continuance shall only be effective if made no less than 

five (5) full days (120 hours) in advance of the appeal hearing.  All requests shall 

be made in writing by facsimile or e-mail to the Hearing Officer, with a copy to 

the County Clerk, and the Hearing Officer shall immediately notify the parties to 

the appeal of the continuance and the rescheduled hearing date.  Any additional 

continuance may be authorized by the Hearing Officer only upon a showing of 

good cause by the party requesting the continuance or due to Hearing Officer’s 

schedule. 

 

2. The appeal hearing shall be heard either at the Sierra County Courthouse, or at 

such other location directed by the Hearing Officer with the agreement of the 

parties. 

 

3. No person shall serve as a Hearing Officer if that person has a direct conflict of 

interest as defined in Government Code section 87100.  If a Hearing Officer 

becomes aware of such a conflict after being so appointed, the Hearing Officer 

shall promptly notify the County Clerk in order to allow for the appointment of a 

new Hearing Officer. 

 

4. No party shall submit any evidence or written briefs prior to the hearing, nor shall 

there be any ex parte communication between the hearing officer and either the 

Appellant or the Enforcement Officer.  The decision of the Hearing Officer shall 

be based solely on the evidence presented at the hearing. 

 

5. Prior to receiving any oral testimony, the Hearing Officer shall administer an 

oath, and all testimony shall be made under penalty of perjury. 

 

6. At the request of the appellant the testimony and oral presentation shall be 

preserved verbatim either by electronic or stenographic recording.  The Appellant 

shall be responsible for the cost incurred by the County to make any such 
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recording of the appeal and for any transcription that may thereafter be requested 

or required. 

 

7. All exhibits and other matter introduced and admitted at the appeal hearing shall 

be duly marked and upon issuance of a written decision the Hearing Officer shall 

thereafter promptly transmit same to the County Clerk as a part of the record of 

the hearing. 

 

8. The Hearing Officer shall set the order of presentation of evidence by the parties 

as well as time limits upon the presentation of evidence and argument.  If no time 

limit is set, the time limit shall be thirty (30) minutes for Appellant, including 

Appellant’s witnesses and thirty (30) minutes for the Enforcement Officer, 

including any witnesses.  If additional time is extended for either party, then equal 

time shall be extended to the other party.  In addition to the presentation of any 

oral testimony, all parties shall be entitled to introduce relevant written documents 

into evidence.  

 

C. At the conclusion of the hearing the Hearing Officer shall, based on the evidence 

submitted at the hearing determine whether the person receiving the administrative citation 

committed, maintained, or permitted a violation(s) of the Sierra County Code. The decision of 

the Hearing Officer and reasons therefore shall be set out in a brief written statement. 

 

D. The decision of the Hearing Officer shall be subject to judicial review pursuant to the 

provisions of Section 53069.4 of the Government Code, if and only if an appeal is timely filed 

with the Sierra County Superior Court Clerk, together with the applicable appeal fee, within 

twenty (20) days after service of the decision of the hearing officer by first class mail, postage 

prepaid, including a copy of the affidavit or certificate of mailing.  Any person filing an appeal 

shall serve a copy of the notice of appeal in person or by first class mail on the Board with a 

copy to the Sierra County Clerk.  Within fifteen (15) days from a request from the Court, the 

County Clerk shall forward to the Court the file of the hearing, together with the notice of 

violation of the code, the notice of code violation hearing before a Hearing Officer, and the 

decision of the Hearing Officer.  If an appeal is not timely filed in accordance with this 

subsection, all persons are barred from commencing or prosecuting any such action or 

proceeding or asserting any defense of invalidity or unreasonableness of such decision, 

proceedings, determinations or actions taken.  The failure of a responsible party to appear at an 

appeal hearing shall constitute a failure to exhaust administrative remedies which may be 

asserted in any subsequent legal action contesting administrative citation and the levying of the 

administrative penalty. 

 

E. Neither imposition nor payment of an administrative penalty shall relieve the responsible 

party from his/her obligation to correct the violation, nor shall it bar further enforcement action 

by the County. 

 

8.02.080  Payment and Collection 

 

A. In the event the responsible party fails to pay the administrative penalty when due, the 

County may take any actions permitted by law or ordinance to collect the unpaid penalty, which 

shall accrue interest at the legal rate of judgment interest in the State of California, commencing 
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thirty (30) days after the administrative penalty becomes due and continuing until paid. 

 

B. In the event a civil action is commenced to collect the administrative penalty, the County 

shall be entitled to recover all costs associated with the enforcement, investigation, establishment 

and collection of the penalty.  Costs include, but are not limited to, staff time and costs incurred 

in the enforcement, investigation, establishment and the collection or processing of the penalty 

and those costs set forth in Code of Civil Procedures Sections 685.010 et seq. and as may 

otherwise authorized by this Code.  

 

C. The amount of any unpaid administrative penalty, plus any other costs as provided in this 

Chapter, may be declared a lien on real property owned by the responsible party within the 

County as follows: 

 

1. Notice shall be given to the responsible party prior to the recordation of the lien, 

and shall be mailed first class mail postage prepaid to the last known address; 

 

2. When the Enforcement Officer records a lien listing delinquent unpaid 

administrative penalties with the County Recorder's office, the lien shall specify 

the amount of the lien, the date of the code violations, the date of the final 

administrative decision, the street address, legal description, and assessor's parcel 

number of the parcel on which the lien is imposed, and the name of the owner of 

the parcel according to the last equalized assessment roll; and  

 

3. In the event that the lien is discharged, released or satisfied, either through 

payment or foreclosure, notice of the discharge and release of the lien shall be 

prepared by the Enforcement Officer. 

 

D. The amount of the unpaid administrative penalty, plus any other costs as provided by this 

Chapter, may be declared a special assessment against any real property owned by the 

responsible party and located within the County.  The Board of Supervisors may impose the 

special assessment on one (1) or more parcels.  The amount of the assessment shall not exceed 

the amount of administrative penalty imposed for the violation, plus any cost authorized by other 

chapters of this Code.  The Enforcement Officer may present a resolution to the Board of 

Supervisors to declare a special assessment, and, upon passage and adoption thereof, shall cause 

a certified copy to be recorded with the Sierra County recorder's office.  The assessment may 

then be collected at the same time and in the same manner as ordinary taxes are collected, and 

shall be subjected to the same penalties and the same procedure and sale in the case of 

delinquency as provided for ordinary property taxes. 

 

E. The County may withhold issuance of licenses, permits and other entitlement for any 

property whenever an administrative penalty resulting from a code violation on that property 

remains unpaid or the owner of the property has outstanding, unpaid administrative penalties for 

violations of the Code. 

 

F. The County may take any action permitted for enforcement of a civil money judgment 

pursuant to the Enforcement of Law, California Code of Civil Procedure Section 680.010 et seq." 
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Ordinance Section Six 

 

Severability 

 

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, portion, or phrase of this Ordinance is for any reason 

held illegal, invalid, or unconstitutional by the decision of any court of competent jurisdiction, 

such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions hereof. The Board of 

Supervisors hereby declares that it would have passed this Ordinance and each section, 

subsection, sentence, clause, portion, or phrase hereof, including the irrespective of the fact that 

any one or more sections, subsections, sentences, clauses, or phrases be declared illegal, invalid 

or unconstitutional.  (Ord. 1055, eff. 8/21/14) 

 

 

Ordinance Section Seven 

 

This ordinance shall take effect thirty (30) days after its passage.  Before the expiration of fifteen 

(15) days after passage of this ordinance, it shall be published once with the names of the 

members of the Board of Supervisors, voting for and against the ordinance in The Mountain 

Messenger, a newspaper of general circulation published in the County of Sierra, State of 

California. 

 

Introduced at a regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors held on the 5
th

 day of April, 2016, 

and passed and adopted by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Sierra, State of California, 

on the 19
th

 day of April, 2016, by the following roll call vote, to-wit: 

 

AYES:  Supervisor  

NOES:  Supervisor  

ABSTAIN: 

ABSENT: 

 

 

COUNTY OF SIERRA 

 

 

      

LEE ADAMS 

CHAIRMAN, BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

 

 

ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

             

HEATHER FOSTER     CHRISTIAN M. CURTIS 

CLERK OF THE BOARD    DEPUTY COUNTY COUNSEL 
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Michelle Burr

From: Sarah Jean <honeylovebutterfly@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, April 09, 2016 7:47 AM
To: Lee Adams; Peter Huebner; Paul Roen; Jim Beard; Scott Schlefstein; Clerk-Recorder
Subject: Editorial

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

 
Here is an insightful piece from the Union.  
I hope you take a few minutes to read it. 
Thanks! 
Sarah 
 
 
http://www.theunion.com/opinion/columns/21481009-113/paul-berger-has-the-nevada-county-board-of# 
 
April 8, 2016 
 
Paul Berger: Has the Nevada County Board of Supervisors abdicated its responsibility? 
I attended the Measure W forum at Peace Lutheran Church featuring Supervisor Dan Miller and California 
Growers Association chair Jonathan Collier.  

Not knowing the details, I wanted to find out why the board would put on the ballot a punitive measure that 
totally bans outdoor marijuana cultivation and sets strict highly restrictive limits on indoor cultivation.  

Collier was polite, even deferential. He conceded the horrors wreaked upon the community by outlaw criminal 
growers in our county. But he said we, the honest growers, agree with you on that issue. We want regulation, 
licensing, so that you can go after the bad guys and let us make an honest living. Instead, you have put on the 
ballot a punitive measure that will hardly deter the bad guys (who are already brazenly violating the law) and 
will put a target on the backs of all honest growers who have taken pains to act within the law.  

Dan Miller’s argument went something like this: We, the Board, have been getting lots of complaints from 
citizens throughout the county about the evils of illegal pot cultivation: noxious odors, gun violence, spoliation 
of the environment, usurpation of groundwater. Most of the complainants have chosen to remain anonymous, 
fearing retribution. So we decided to draw a line in the sand by banning all outdoor cultivation, regardless of 
whether it for medical purposes or not. We are eliminating the “gray area” so the Sheriff can go after any 
outdoor marijuana wherever it is spotted. We are sending a message to the criminals that “your activities will 
not be tolerated here.”  

But when it came to answering questions, Miller’s logic totally fell apart. What about the evidence that the War 
on Drugs has been a failure and the prohibition of alcohol in the 1920s was such a dismal failure that it was 
repealed? Well, Miller offered, we are trying prohibition here for the first time with Measure W. Let’s see if this 
one works. Sure, Dan. Criminals are certain to cease their illegal and highly profitable pot business conducted in 
secrecy deep in the forest if we pass a law that makes it illegal to grow a single marijuana plant outdoors, even 
if grown in conformance with all applicable laws and for a medical purpose. That makes sense.  
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“ ... so you’re admitting that the board wanted to make the law as difficult to change as possible by crafting it as 
a ballot measure. But why shouldn’t our future elected leaders have the right to determine that all or parts of this 
law are ill-advised and should be changed?” 

Given the ever-changing landscape of marijuana regulation, why did the board choose to make Measure W a 
ballot measure, thereby making it impossible for future boards to repeal or amend it? The way it stands, if 
Measure W passes, the only way to change it in the future would be through another ballot measure at taxpayer 
expense. Well, says Miller, we did it because we knew that the composition of the future board might change. 
OK, Dan, so you’re admitting that the board wanted to make the law as difficult to change as possible by 
crafting it as a ballot measure. But why shouldn’t our future elected leaders have the right to determine that all 
or parts of this law are ill-advised and should be changed? Is Miller suggesting that the current board sees itself 
as a super-board, such that it can take advantage of the current wave of revulsion against illegal marijuana 
activity to enshrine into concrete a foolish and morally bankrupt law that throws the baby out with the 
bathwater?  

Miller’s purported rationale of “eliminating the gray area” fell apart when it was pointed out that he had 
previously made comments suggesting that, if an individual wants to grow a few marijuana plants in his or her 
garden, it would be OK under Measure W. Don’t such comments create the very “gray area” in the law that he 
wants to eliminate? Miller shuffled around this question by suggesting he was half-joking when he made those 
comments, thereby making the “gray area” that he seeks to abolish, even grayer.  

Finally, Miller was asked what would happen if Measure W fails. Well then, we the Board, will sit down with 
all stakeholders (presumably including legal growers of medical pot) to craft a law that carefully balances the 
needs of medical marijuana patients with the complaints of the community about out-of-control cultivation.  

This raises the obvious question: Why didn’t you do this in the first place, Dan? Why did you and the board 
instead ram through a ballot measure that was dictated to you by the Sheriff whose job, I thought, was to 
enforce the laws, not make them? Has the board abdicated its responsibility to listen to and balance all 
viewpoints and interests before taking the extraordinary measure of putting a Draconian, highly controversial 
measure on the ballot?  

Maybe some other supporter of Measure W will come up with better answers to these uncomfortable questions 
than did Supervisor Miller. Until then, I am persuaded that we should dump Measure W and make the board do 
the job it was elected to do in the first place.  

Paul S. Berger lives in Nevada City. 

 
 
 
 
Sent from my iPad  
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Michelle Burr

From: Sarah Jean <honeylovebutterfly@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, April 10, 2016 7:03 AM
To: Lee Adams; Peter Huebner; Paul Roen; Jim Beard; Scott Schlefstein; Clerk-Recorder
Subject: Understanding MMRSA

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Greeting supervisors,  
I want to let you know that I will be attending a conference next weekend near Santa Rosa - it is a cannabis 
compliance conference. Please take a look at the message below or go to the conference schedule online to see 
some of the talks and information I will be gathering. There are a number of things in MMRSA that I don't like, 
that are not great ways to regulate cannabis, however for now it's what we've got and it is valuable for me and 
people in our community to understand it better. I would be happy to meet or speak with anyone of you after the 
conference. Or anytime really, to help you understand cannabis cultivation and the finding good ways to 
regulate this changing industry. I urge you to please consider the value to out community in preserving the mom 
& pop like farms that already exist and work within the law. 
 
As always, I thank you for your time. 
 
Cheers, 
Sarah 
530-615-1929 
 
Sent from my iPad 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Elevated Cannabis Compliance Conference" <noreply@eventbrite.com> 
Date: April 9, 2016 at 11:56:32 PM PDT 
To: honeylovebutterfly@gmail.com 
Subject: Message to attendees of Elevated Cannabis Compliance Conference 
Reply-To: tickets@elevatedccc.com 

Right-click here to download pictures.  To help protect your privacy, Outlook prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
Eventbrite

 

Find events My Tickets

  

 

Dear Friend, 
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Elevated is just around the corner!  We hope that you are just as 

excited as we are.  This conference was designed to bring you vital 

information so you can navigate through all of the changes that has 

been brought forward.  Don’t know exactly what’s going on?  That’s 

okay!  The author of AB 241 Jim Wood will be opening with his key 

note remarks 9am on Saturday.  We will provide each attendee with 

an environmentally conscious digital Compliance Workbook that has 

hours of content that’s worth more than the 2‐day registration price 

you paid! In addition, Elevated will be supplying lunch, snacks and 

beverages for each day of the event.   

Since this is a small community and some of the people in your 

spehere may also do the same thing as you, we just have to ask:  Are 

they Compliant?  Interested in giving the gift of elevating awareness 

to your family and friends so that they now how to be 

legal?  Elevated Cannabis Compliance Conference is Northern 

California’s fastest growing Convention with workshops from highly 

sought after speakers, Expo and many Networking 

opportunities.   We know that you are smart, because you already 

bought a ticket or two! If you know of someone that may be 

interested, forward this email along to them and you will save them 

$50 on their registration!  Enter the Discount 
Code: elevatedfriends and receive an extra $50 off the ticket price if 
you book by Tuesday 4/12/16 at 11:59pm!  

Remember Elevated takes place next weekend, April 16 & 17th at 

the DoubleTree Hilton Hotel Sonoma Wine Country in Rohnert Park, 

CA (located across the 101 from Graton Casino).   For Tickets, a full 

list of Workshops, Event Schedule, Exhibitors and Speakers please 

visit our website at www.elevatedccc.com.   

Below is our intention statement so that you can see why the folks 

behind Elevated have created this unique Conference.  We will see 

you next weekend! 
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Sincerely, 

  

ELEVATED 

(707) 292‐3639 

tickets@elevatedccc.com 

  

Welcome to Elevated 2016!   

  

The Elevated Conference was designed with the intention of 

educating and informing canna‐businesses, large and small, about 

current and future legislation involving cannabis production, 

distribution and sales in California, as well as to provide a venue in 

which we can exchange information about best‐practices and pool 

our collective strength to present a united front within the cannabis 

industry. 

  

The growth of the medical cannabis industry in California is a 

testament to the dedication of passionate individuals to provide life‐

changing medicine to people in need.  It is also a story of hard work 

and hard lessons learned. 

  

Today we stand at a crossroads in California.  Society’s eyes are 

being opened to the value of this miraculous medicine, while ages‐

old prejudices and misconceptions are being set aside.  This, my 

friend, is a double‐edged sword.  
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As society’s barriers come down and acceptance rises, government 

and big‐business are taking note and beginning to take actions that 

will benefit themselves, but which could push out of the industry 

those of us who have been fighting for recognition of this plant for 

so many years. 

  

The Elevated Conference is about bringing great minds together and 

creating a network of support for our vastly growing industry. We 

must stand together, get involved and learn from one another. We 

cannot afford to sit in the shadows of the black market while 

government & big business take away the industry our pioneers 

have worked so hard to establish. 

  

Boldly, we must “come out of the woods and into the future.” 

  
 

   

Elevated Cannabis Compliance Conference  
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DoubleTree by Hilton Hotel 
Sonoma Wine Country 
1 Doubletree Drive 
Rohnert Park, CA 94928  

 Organized by Elevated 
Cannabis Compliance 
Conference  

 

Right-click here to download pictures.  To help p ro tect your privacy, Outlook prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
map

Download Tickets   

 

Mobile Tickets  

Contact the Organizer  

   



5

   

ABOUT 
 
 

HELP 
 
 

MY ACCOUNT 
 
 

CONTACT US 
 
 

PRIVACY 
 
 

TERMS 
 
 

BLOG 
 
  

   

This email was sent to honeylovebutterfly@gmail.com  
To stop receiving emails from this organizer, you can unsubscribe  

Eventbrite | 155 5th St | San Francisco, CA 94103  
Copyright © 2016 Eventbrite. All rights reserved.  

Right-click here to download pictures.  To  
help protect your privacy, Outlook 
prevented automatic download of this  
picture from the Internet.

 

 



To: Members of the Sierra County Board of Supervisors 

Re: Marijuana Cultivation Ordinance for Sierra County 

;;.RECEIVED 

APR 12 2016 

Since 1996 when 56% of California voters approved the Compassionate Use Act (CUA), public support for 
medical cannabis has only increased. In an effort to clarify the voter initiative of 1996 and aid in its 
implementation across the state, the California legislature enacted Senate Bill 420 in 2004, which expressly states 
that qualified patients and primary caregivers may collectively or cooperatively cultivate cannabis for medical 
purposes (Cal. Health & Safety Code section 11362.775). 

There are an estimated 758,607 patients in California, who typically obtain their medicine from a Medical 
Cannabis Dispensing Collective, which has increased the need for cultivators. While some patients with long-term 
illnesses or injuries have the time, space, and skill to cultivate their own cannabis, the majority in the state, do not 

-~ave the ability to provide for themselves. For those patients, cultivators- are their life line to provide for their 
medical needs. This is all the more true for those individuals who are suffering from a sudden, acute injury or 
illness. Many of the most serious and debilitating injuries and illnesses require immediate relief. A cancer 
patient, for instance, who has just begun chemotherapy, will typically need immediate access for help with 
nausea, which is why a 1991 Harvard Medical School study revealed that nearly half ( 44%) ofU.S. oncologists 
were recommending cannabis to their patients as a way of mitigating the side effects of cancer treatment, even 

· before it had been made legal in any state. 

I am a member of the Sierra County Growers Association, which is an organization of medical cannabis 
cultivators who are responsible and passionate about adhering to the laws and regulations of cannabis. We are_ 
aware there are some who are not in compliance with the laws and regulations, which we do not agree with their 
unlawfulness. 

Many communities in California have recognized the essential need to created ordinances or regulations that are 
reasonable for their counties, and can exert local control over the policy issues and ensure the needs of patients 
and the community at large are being met. It is the opinion of the Sierra County Growers Association and its 
members that the ordinance the Sierra eounty Board of Supervisors drafted for cannabis cultivators is prejudicial, 
unreasonable and does not meet the needs for the residents of Sierra County. 

I respectfully ask for your upp rt and request that the ordinance on the agenda at the Board of 
Sup_~rvisors meeting on ( NOT be upon without community input. I request the Board of 
Supervisors provide an o or unity for Sierra County Growers Association of medical cannabis gardeners 
to have community input into the cannabis cultivation ordinance, thus provide stakeholders meetings for us 
to work on an ordinance that is fairly drafted. 

This is a community issue. We are the community, and voters in Sierra County. We deserve to be heard, and we 
deserve to be treated fairly in regulating medical cannabis in Sierra County. 

Zip: 9' .'>'ilo 0 
(Required) 

Date: _1-+-----~--/---"-----4: -~-----'--'// Ce~-



To: Members of the Sierra County Board of Supervisors 

Re: Marijuana Cultivation Ordinance for Sierra County 

Since 1996 when 56% of California voters approved the Compassionate Use Act (CUA), public support for 
medical cannabis has only increased. In an effort to clarify the voter initiative of 1996 and aid in its 
implementation across the state, the California legislature enacted Senate Bill420 in 2004, which expressly states 
that qualified patients and primary caregivers may collectively or cooperatively cultivate cannabis for medical 
purposes (Cal. Health & Safety Code section 11362.775). 

There are an estimated 758,607 patients in California, who typically obtain their medicine from a Medical 
Cannabis Dispensing Collective, which has increased the need for cultivators. While some patients with long-term 

-~il~lnesses or fnjuries have the time, space, and sKill tocultivate tlieir own carillams-;Ul.e maJority mtlie state, do not-~-~ 
have the ability to provide for themselves. For those patients, cultivators are their life line to provide for their 
medical needs. This is all the more true for those individuals who are suffering from a sudden, acute injury or 
illness. Many of the most serious and debilitating injuries and illnesses require immediate relief. A cancer 
patient, for instance, who has just begun chemotherapy, will typically need immediate access for help with 
nausea, which is why a 1991 Harvard Medical School study revealed that nearly half(44%) ofU.S. oncologists 
were recommending cannabis to their patients as a way of mitigating the side effects of cancer treatment, even 
before it had been made legal in any state. 

I am a member of the Sierra County Growers Association, which is an organization of medical cannabis 
~ultivators who are responsible and passionate about adhering to the laws and regulations of cannabis. We are 
aware there are some who are not in compliance with the laws and regulations, which we do not agree with their 
unlawfulness. 

Many communities in California have recognized the essential need to created ordinances or regulations that are 
reasonable for their counties, and can exert local control over the policy issues and ensure the needs of patients 
and the community at large are being met. It is the opinion of the Sierra County Growers Association and its 
members that the ordinance the Sierra County Board of Supervisors drafted for cannabis cultivators is prejudicial, 
unreasonable and does not meet the needs for the residents of Sierra County. 

I respectfully ask for your s pp rt and request that the ordinance on the agenda at the Board of 
Supervisors meeting on ' OT be upon without-community input. I request the Board of 
Supervisors provide an o o unity for Sierra County Growers Association of medical cannabis gardeners 
to have community input into the cannabis cultivation ordinance, thus provide stakeholders meetings for us 
to work on an ordinance that is fairly drafted. 

This is a community issue. We are the community, and voters in Sierra County. We deserve to be heard, and we 
deserve to be treated fairly in regulating medical cannabis in Sierra County. 



}'o: Members of the Sierra County Board of Supervisors 

Re: Marijuana Cultivation Ordinance for Sierra County 

JR:Ec.Er'\T.ED 
APR 13 2016 

BY: 

Since 1996 when 56% of California voters approved the Compassionate Use Act (CUA), public support for 
medical cannabis has only increased. In an effort to clarify the voter initiative of 1996 and aid in its 
implementation across the state, the California legislature enacted Senate Bil1420 in 2004, which expressly states 
that qualified patients and primary caregivers may collectively or cooperatively cultivate cannabis for medical 
purposes (Cal. Health· & Safety Code section 11362.775). 

There are an estimated 758,607 patients in California, who typically obtain their medicine from a Medical· 
Cannabis Dispensing Collective, which has increased the need (or cultivators. While some patients with long-term 

. .ilb;l~_ss~s_Qrrryuri~s_@.y_~ th~.time, space, ag.d.stcill.to cultiva.te_the.ir own cannabis, themajority.in.the state, do not. 
have .the ability to provide for themselves. For those patients, cultivators are their life line to provide for their 
medical needs. This is all the more true for those individuals who are suffering from a sudden, acute injury or 
illness. Many of the most serious and debilitating injuries and illnesses require imriiediate relief. A cancer 
patient, for instance, who has just begun chemotherapy, will typically need immediate access for help with 
nausea, which is why a 1991 Harvard Medical School study revealed that nearly half ( 44%) ofU .S. oncologists 
were recommending cannabis to their patients as a way of mitigating the side effects of cancer treatment, even 
before it had been made legal in any state. 

I am a member of the Sierra County Growers Association, which is an organization of medical cannabis 
cultivators who are responsible and passionate about adhering to the laws and regulations of cannabis. We are 
aware there are some who are not in compliance with the laws and regulations, which we do not agree with their 
unlawfulness. 

Many communities in California have recognized the essential need to created ordinances or regulations that are 
reasonable for their counties, and can exert local control over the policy issues and ensure the needs of patients 
and the community at large are being met. It is the opinion of the Sierra County Growers Association and its 
members that the ordinance the Sierra County Board of Supervisors drafted for cannabis cultivators is prejudicial, 
unreasonable and does not meet the needs for the residents of Sierra County . . 
I respectfally ask for you~f and request that the ordinance on the agenda at the Brutnl of 

. Supervisors meeting Qn. NOT be upon without community input. I request the Board.of . 
Supervisors provide an o portunity for Sierra County Growers Association of medical cannabis gardeners 

·· to have community input into the cannabis cultivation ordinance, thus provide stakeholders meetings for us 
to work on an ordinance that is fairly drafted. 

This is a community issue. We are the community, and voters in Sierra County. We deserve to be heard, and we 
deserve to be treated fairly in regulating medical cannabis in Sierra County. 

{) Q -::=. ?a_m S~or'i'a..__ 
Nam~ c:!!}:).:;;:;:--......... Contact#: S3o. <.7 7-os~.3 

Address: 8 0, .J5ox' b 3'3 

~.:.....__::::5::;_t<..vr--'---':::~....:o<::....l<~----'c:A:=-c --'--'------------'Zip: c;s-? fo {) 
(Required) 



To: Members of the Sierra County Board of Supervisors 

Re: Marijuana Cultivation Ordinance for Sierra County 

-RECEI,TED 

APR 13 2016 

'TY: 
-=====d 

Since 1996 when 56% of California voters approved the Compassionate Use Act (CUA), public support for 
medical cannabis has only increased. In an effort to clarify the voter initiative of 1996 and aid in its 
implementation across the state, the California legislature enacted Senate Bi11420 in 2004, which expressly states 
that qualified patients and primary caregivers may collectively or cooperatively cultivate cannabis for medical 
purposes (Cal. Health & Safety Code section 11362.775). 

There are an estimated 758,607 patients in California, who typically obtain their medicine from a Medical
Cannabis Dispensing Collective, which has increased the need for cultivators. While some patients with long-term 
illnesses or injuries have the time, space, and skill to cultivate their own cannabis, the majority in the state, do not 
have the ability to provide for themselves. For those patients, cultivators are their life line to provide for their 
medical needs. This is all the more true for those individuals who are suffering from a sudden, acute injury or 
illness. Many of the most serious and debilitating injuries and illnesses require innilediate relief. A cancer 
patient, for instance, who has just begun chemotherapy, will typically need immediate access for help with 
nausea, which is why a 1991 Harvard Medical School study revealed that nearly half ( 44%) ofU .S. oncologists 
were recommending cannabis to their patients as a way of mitigating the side effects of cancer treatment, even 
before it had been made legal in any state. 

I am a member of the Sierra County Growers Association, which is an organization of medical cannabis 
cultivators who are responsible and passionate about adhering to the laws and regulations of cannabis. We are 
aware there are some who are not in compliance with the laws and regulations, which we do not agree with their 
unlawfulness. 

Many communities in California have recognized the essential need to created ordinances or regulations that are 
reasonable for their counties, an<f can exert local control over the policy issues and ensure the needs of patients 
and the community at large are being met. It is the opinion of the Sierra County Growers Association and its 
members that the ordinance the Sierra County Board of Supervisors drafted for cannabis cultivators is prejudicial, 
unreasonable and does not meet the needs for the residents of Sierra County . . 

-~-- ~ -~~~I respectfuUy~ask for yoW1rt and~request thaHhe ordbtanee on the agenda at the Board of 
Supervisors meeting on NOT be upon without community input. I request the Board of 
Supervisors provide an o ortunity for Sierra County Growers Association of medical cannabis gardeners 

·- to have community input into the cannabis cultivation ordinance, thus provide stakeholders meetings for us 
to work on an ordinance that is fairly drafted. 

This is a community issue. We are the community, and voters in Sierra County. We deserve to be heard, and we 
deserve to be treated fairly in regulating medical cannabis in Sierra County. 

Contact#: 

Zip: 9~960 

I 
(Required) 

Date: -----'---tLf ___._,_I ( +------'----'( U~.,-------'--



To: Members of the Sierra County Board of Supervisors 

Re: Marijuana Cultivation Ordinance for Sierra County 

Since 1996 when 56% of California voters approved the Compassionate Use Act (CUA), public support for 
medical cannabis has only increased. In an effort to clarifY the voter initiative of 1996 and aid in its 
implementation across the state, the California legislature enacted Senate Bill420 in 2004, which expressly states 
that qualified patients and primary caregivers may collectively or cooperatively cultivate cannabis for medical 
purposes (Cal. Health & Safety Code section 11362.775). 

There are an estimated 758,607 patients in California, who typically obtain their medicine from a Medical· 
Cannabis Dispensing Collective, which has increased the need .for cultivators. While some patients with long-term 
illnesses or injuries have the time, space, and skill to cultivate their own cannabis, the majority in the state, do not 
have the ability to provide for themselves. For those patients, cultivators are their life line to provide for their 
medical needs. This is all the more true for those individuals who are suffering from a sudden, acute injury or 
illness. Many of the most serious and debilitating injuries and illnesses require innilediate relief. A cancer 
patient, for instance, who has just begun chemotherapy, will typically need immediate access for help with 
nausea, which is why a 1991 Harvard Medical School study revealed thatnearlyhalf(44%) ofU.S. oncologists 
were recommending cannabis to their patients as a way of mitigating the side effects of cancer treatment, even 
before it had been made legal in any state. 

I am a member of the Sierra County Growers Association, which is an organization of medical cannabis 
cultivators who are responsible and passionate about adhering to the laws and regulations of cannabis. We are 
aware there are some who are not in compliance with the laws and regulations, which we do not agree with their 
unlawfulness. 

Many communities in California have recognized the essential need to created ordinances or regulations that are 
reasonable for their c;:ounties, and can exert local control over the policy issues and ensure the needs of patients 
and the community at large are being met. It is the opinion of the Sierra County Growers Association and its 
members that the ordinance the Sierra County Board of Supervisors drafted for cannabis cultivators is prejudicial, 
unreasonable and does not meet the needs· for the residents of Sierra County . . 
I respectfully ask for your support and request that the ordinance on the agenda at the Board of 
·supervisors meeting on. NOT b,e upon without community input. I request the Bo.ard of 
Supervisors provide an opportunity for Sierra County Growers Association of medical cannabis gardeners 
to have community input into the cannabis cultivation ordinance, thus provide stakeholders meetings for us 
to work on an ordinance that is fairly drafted. 

This is a community issue. We are the community, and voters in Sierra County. We deserve to be heard, and we 
deserve to be treated fairly in regulating medical cannabis in Sierra County. 

Name:/1/c/A~/ fi.vfcAe;f 
Address: f. U ~OJC /0 L/2 
City/County: l-o V 4/ fo/IJ 

Contact#: 53CJ Lj/ Lj- // tJ 3 
(j){sfc)cf= s:) 

Zip: 9'c;; I ( ~ 
Mn 

Signature: -~--,-'"t~':=-"'~'-----------------
' { /' (Reqllired) 

Date: ~o/6 



To: : . :Members of the Sierra County Board of Supervisors 

Re: Marijuana Cultivation Ordinance for Sierra County 

RECEIVED 
APR 13 2016 

BY: 

Since 1996 when 56% of California voters approved the Compassionate Use Act (CUA), public support for 
medical cannabis has only increased In an effort to clarify the voter initiative of 1996 and aid in its 
implementation across the state, the California legislature enacted Senate Bill420 in 2004, which expressly -states 
that qualified patients and primary caregivers may collectively or cooperatively cultivate cannabis for medical 
purposes (Cal. Health & Safety Code section 11362.775). 

There are· an estimated 758,607 patients in California~ who typically obtain their medicine from a ·Medical· 
Cannabis Dispensing Collective, which has increased the need for cultivators. While some patients with long-term 
illnesses or injuries have the time, space, and skill to cultivate their own cannabis, the majority in the state, do not 
have the ability to provide for themselves. For those patients, cultivators are their life line to provide for their 
medical needs. This is all the more true for those individuals who are suffering from a sudden, acute injury or 
illness. Many of the most serious and debilitating injuries and illnesses require imt:itediate relief. A cancer 
patient, for instance, who has just begun chemotherapy, will typically need immediate access for help with 
nausea, which is why a 1991 Harvard Medical School study revealed that nearly half (44%) of U.S. oncologists 
were recommending cannabis to their patients as a way of mitigating the side effects of cancer treatment, even 
before it had been made legal in any state. 

I am a member of the Sierra County Growers Association, which is an organization of medical cannabis 
cultivators who are responsible and passionate about adhering to the laws and regulations of cannabis. We are 
aware there are some who are not in compliance with the laws and regulations, which we do not agree with their 
unlawfulness. 

Many communities in California have recognized the essential need to created ordinances or regulations that are 
reasonable for their counties, and can exert local control over the policy issues and ensure the needs of patients 
and the community at large are being met. It is the opinion of the Sierra County Growers Association and its 
members that the ordinance the Sierra County Board of Supervisors drafted for cannabis cultivators is prejudicial, 
unreasonable and does not meet the needs for the residents of Sierra County . . 

_ ... I respectfully ask.for your-sup{)prt and requesUhaUhe.ordinance on the agenda at the-Board of -
Supervisors meeting on ~,\'\_-\~NOT be upon without community input. I request the Board of 
Supervisors provide an opportunity for Sierra County Growers Association of medical cannabis gardeners 
to have community input into the cannabis cultivation ordinance, thus provide stakeholders meetings for us 
to work on an ordinance that is fairly drafted. 

This is a community issue. We are the community, and voters in Sierra County. We deserve to be heard, and we 
deserve to be treated fairly in regulating medical cannabis in Sierra County. 



To: Members of the Sierra County Board of Supervisors 

Re: Marijuana Cultivation Ordinance for Sierra County 

RECEIVED 

APR 1 3 2016 

BY: 

Since 1996 when 56% of California voters approved the CoJnpassionate Use Act (CUA), public support for 
medical cannabis has only increased. In an effort to clarify the voter initiative of 1996 and aid in its 
implementation across the state, the California legislature enacted Senate Bill 420 in 2004, which expressly states 
that qualified patients and primary caregivers may collectively or cooperatively cultivate cannabis for medical 
purposes (Cal. Health & Safety Code section 11362.775). 

There are an estimated 758,607 patients in California, who typicaily obtain their medicine from a Medical 
Cannabis Dispensing Collective, which has increased the need for cultivators. While some patients with long-term 
illnesses or injuries have the time, space, and skill to cultivate their own cannabis, the majority in the state, do not 
have the ability to provide for themselves. For those patients, cultivators are their life line to provide for their 
medical needs. This is all the more true for those individuals who are suffering from a sudden, acute injury or 
illness. Many of the most serious and debilitating injuries and illnesses require immediate. relief. A cancer 
patient, for instance, who has just begun chemotherapy, will typically need immediate access for help with 
nausea, which is why a 1991 Harvard MediCal School study revealed that nearly half (44%) of U.S. oncologists 
were recommending cannabis to their patients as a way of mitigating the side effects of cancer treatment, even 
before it had been made legal in any state. 

I am a member of the Sierra County Growers Association, which is an organization of medical cannabis 
cultivators who are responsible and passionate about adhering to the laws and regulations of cannabis. We are 
aware there are some who are not in compliance with the laws and regulations, which we do not agree with their 
unlawfulness. 

Many communities in California have recognized the essential need to created ordinances or regulations that are 
reasonable for their counties, and can exert local control over the policy issues and ensure the needs of patients 
and the community at large are being met. It is the opinion of the Sierra County Growers Association and its 
members that the ordinance the Sierra County Board of Supervisors drafted for cannabis cultivators is prejudicial, 
unreasonable and does not meet the needs for the residents of Sierra County . 

. I respectfully .ask for your u ort and request that the ordinance on the agenda at the Board of 
Supervisors meeting on NOT be upon without community input. I request the Board of 
Supervisors provide an op ortunity for Sierra County Growers Association of medical cannabis gardeners 
to have community input into the cannabis cultivation ordinance, thus provide stakeholders meetings for us 
to work on an ordinance that is fairly drafted. 

This is a community issue. We are the community, and voters in Sierra County. We deserve to be heard, and we 
deserve to be treated fairly in regulating medical cannabis in Sierra County. 

Date: _y..L...:.../ ---'-1/ ~......:.../! ....::....:::Le_::......__ __ 



APR 1 a 2016 

.BY: 
To: Members of the Sierra County Board of Supervisors 

Re: Marijuana Cultivation Ordinance for Sierra County 

Since 1996 when 56% of California voters approved the Compassionate Use Act (CUA), public support for 
medical cannabis has only increased. In an effort to clarify the voter initiative of 1996 and aid in its 
implementation across the state, the California legislature enacted Senate Bi11420 in 2004, which expressly states 
that qualified patients and primary caregivers may collectively or cooperatively cultivate cannabis for medical 
purposes (Cal. Health & Safety Code section 11362.775). 

There are an estiimited-758,607 patients in California, who typically obtain their medicine from a Medical
Cannabis Dispensing Collective, which has increased the need for cultivators. While some patients with long-term 
illnesses or injuries have the time, space, and skill to cultivate their own cannabis, the majority in the state, do not 
have the ability to provide for themselves. For those patients, cultivators are their life line to provide for their 
medical needs. This is all the more true for those individuals who are suffering from a sudden, acute injury or 
illness. Many of the most serious and debilitating injuries and illnesses require imri:tediate relief. A cancer 
patient, for instance, who has just begun chemotherapy, will typically need immediate access for help with 
nausea, which is why_ a 1991 Harvard Medical School study revealed that nearly half (44%) of U.S. oncologists 
were recommending cannabis to their patients as a way of mitigating the side effects of cancer treatment, even 
before it had been made legal in any state. 

I am a member of the Sierra County Growers Association, which is an organization of medical cannabis 
cultivators wbo are responsible and passionate about adhering to the laws and regulations of cannabis. We are 
aware there are some who are not in compliance with the laws and regulations, which we do not agree with their 
unlawfulness. 

Many communities in California have recognized the essential need to created ordinances or regulations that are 
· reasonable for their counties, and can exert local control over the policy issues and ensure the needs of patients 
and the community at large are being met. It is the opinion of the Sierra County Growers Association and its 
members that the ordinance the Sierra County Board of Supervisors drafted for cannabis cultivators is prejudicial, · 
unreasonable and does not .meet the needs for the residents of Sierra County. 

I respectfully ask for yomu-s o and request that the ordinance on the agenda at the Board of- - -
Supervisors meeting on "i NOT be upon without community input. I request the Board of 
Supervisors provide an o po "ty for Sierra County Growers Association of medical cannabis gardeners 

-- to have community input into the cannabis cultivation ordinance, thus provide stakeholders meetings for us 
to work on an ordinance that is fairly drafted. 

This is a community issue. We are the community, and voters in Sierra County. We deserve to be heard, and we 
deserve to be treated fairly in regulating medical cannabis in Sierra County. 

Contact#: 53 0 ''f'f 3- (; os-~ 

D~~~-tnd- s 
Zip: <t' II <o 

(Required) 

Date: _y_/_11_,_/_t_-Co ____ -----'-



To: Members of the Sierra County Board of Supervisors 

Re: Marijuana Cultivatio~ Ordinance for Sierra County 

Since 1996 when 56% of California voters approved the Compassionate Use Act (CUA), public support for 
medical cannabis has only increased. In an effort to clarify the voter initiative of 1996 and aid in its 
implementation across the state, the California legislature enacted Senate Bill420 in 2004, which expressly states 
that qualified patients and primary caregivers may collectively or cooperatively cultivate cannabis for medical 
purposes (Cal. Health & Safety Code section 11362.775). 

There are an estimated 758;607 patients in California, who typically obtain their medicine from a Medical· 
Cannabis Dispensing Collective, which has increased the need for cultivators. While some patients with long-term 
illnesses or injuries have the time, space, and skill to cultivate their own cannabis, the majority in the state, do not 
have the ability to provide for themselves. For those patients, cultivators are their life line to provide for their 
medical needs. This is all the more true for those individuals who are suffering from a sudden, acute injury or 
illness. Many of the most serious and debilitating injuries and illnesses require imrilediate relief. A cancer 
patient, for instance, who has just begun chemotherapy, will typically need immediate access for help with 
nausea, which is why.a 1991 Harvard Medical School study revealed thatnearlyhalf(44%) ofU.S. oncologists 
were recommending cannabis to their patients as a way of mitigating the side effects of cancer treatment, even 
before it had been made legal in any state. 

I am a member of the Sierra County Growers Association, which is an ~rganization of medical cannabis 
cultivators who are responsible and passionate about adhering to the laws and regulations of cannabis. We are 
aware there are some who are not in compliance with the laws and regulations, which we do not agree with their 
unlawfulness. 

Many communities in California have recognized the essential need to created ordinances or regulations that are 
reasonable for their counties, and can exert local control over the policy issues and ensure the needs of patients 
and the community at large are being met. It is the opinion of the Sierra County Growers Association and its 
members that the ordinance the Sierra County Board of Supervisors drafted for cannabis cultivators is prejudicial, 
unreasonable and does not meet the needs for the residents of Sierra County. 

· I respectfully-ask for yo~uu o and request that the ordinance on the agenda at the Board of 
Supervisors meeting on NOT be upon without community input. I request the Board of 
Supervisors provide an o o ity for Sierra County Growers Association of medical cannabis gardeners 
to have community input into the cannabis cultivation ordinance, thus provide stakeholders meetings for us 
to work on an ordinance that is fairly drafted. 

This is a community issue. We are the community, and voters in Sierra County. We deserve to be heard, and we 
deserve to be treated fairly in regUlating medical cannabis in Sierra County. 

Name:1,k t/'f S-o ~do,) "t/--1-, 
Address: "7/.5 R,o r 1 ~II J . l.. ~ 

Contact#: S3o 9q3 L/31/9 
lYcstr~cf 6 

Zip: 7" ~ /1 c 
City/Countkty. :aU~ (Required) 

Signature:. ~ ~ ~----":.L(~---+-/J-'-"-rJ---+-/..<.......></ b~--'--
7 I 



To: Members of the Sierra County Board of Supervisors 

Re: Marijuana Cultivation Ordinance for Sierra County 

Since 1996 when 56% of California voters approved the Compassionate Use Act (CUA), public support for 
medical cannabis has only increased. In an effort to clarify the voter initiative of 1996 and aid in its 
implementation across the state, the California legislature enacted Senate Bill420 in 2004, which expressly states 
that qualified patients and primary caregivers may collectively or cooperatively cultivate cannabis for medical 
purposes (Cal. Health & Safety Code section 11362.775). 

--- There.are.an estimated 758,607 patients in California, who typically obtain their medicine from a_Medical- __ _ 
Cannabis Dispensing Collective, which has increased the need for cultivators. While some patients with long-term 
illnesses or injuries have the time, space, and skill to cultivate their own cannabis, the majority in the state, do not 
have the ability to provide for themselves. For those patients, cultivators are their life line to provide for their 
medical needs. This is all the more true for those individuals who are suffering from a sudden, acute injury or 
illness. Many of the most serious and debilitating injUries and illnesses require imrilediate relief. A cancer 
patient, for instance, who has just begun chemotherapy, will typically need immediate access for help with 
nausea, which is why a 1991 Harvard Medical School study revealed that nearly half (44%) of U.S. oncologists 
were recommending cannabis to their patients as a way of mitigating the side effects of cancer treatment, even 
before it had been made legal in any state. 

I am a member of the Sierra County Growers Association, which is an organization of medical cannabis 
cultivators who are responsible and passionate about adhering to the laws and regulations of cannabis. We are 
aware there are some who are not in compliance with the laws and regulations, which we do not agree with their 
unlawfulness. 

Many communities in California have recognized the essential need to created ordinances or regulations that are 
reasonable for their c()unties, and cari~exert local control over the policy issues and ensure the needs of patients 
and the communityjit large are being met. It is the opinion of the Sierra County Growers Association and its 
members that th~ ritdinance the Sierra County Board of Supervisors drafted for cannabis cultivators is prejudicial, 
unreasonable and does not meet the needs for the residents of Sierra County . 

. I respedfully askfuryouw; and request that the ordlnanee·OD the agenda .. the Board of .. 
-Supervisors meeting on NOT be upon without community input. I request the Board of 
Supervisors provide an o ortunity for Sierra County Growers Association of medical cannabis gardeners 

-- to have community input into the cannabis cultivation ordinance, thus provide stakeholders meetings for us 
to work on an ordinance that is fairly drafted. 

This is a community issue. We are the community, and voters in Sierra County. We deserve to be heard, and we 
deserve to be treated fairly in regulating medical cannabis in Sierra County. 

Name: --=C=b:....J......!..r-L-~=---------=---M_L"----'-.l (s=--,.-----------,.-- Contact#: '2 8'8 3 S? r 
Address:_______!{, 7_-___J£/l)----=-----::...u5f--+.S-'="--'-~'f-~~____:______;{y~/L---~Fj k~e--------c-----

fl r>lTJ T 7 
City/County: __ _,L,.___'""----=--------------------'Zip: fd 6 6 

(Required) 

Signature: _ _,~-"'--"-"'--'::....·-=--~--~---"---------- Dme: ________________________ ~ 



RECEIVE;;~~ 
A .t.ll.J 

APR 18 2016 

BY: 

To: Members of the Sierra County Board of Supervisors 

Re: Marijuana Cultivation Ordinance for Sierra County 

Since 1996 when 56% of California voters approved the Compassionate Use Act (CUA), public support for 
medical cannabis has only increased. In an effort to clarify the voter initiative of 1996 and aid in its 
implementation across the state, the California legislature enacted Senate Bi11420 in 2004, which expressly states 
that qualified patients and primary caregivers may collectively or cooperatively cultivate cannabis for medical 
purposes (Cal. Health & Safety Code section 11362.775). 

There are an estimated 758,607 patients itt California, who typically obtain their medicine from a Medical· 
Cannabis Dispensing Collective, which has increased the need for cultivators. While some patients with long-term 
illnesses or injuries have the time, space, and skill to cultivate their own cannabis, the majority in the state, do not 
have the ability to provide for themselves. For those patients, cultivators are their life line to provide for their 
medical needs. This is all the more true for those individuals who are suffering from a sudden, acute injury or 
illness. Many of the most serious and debilitating injuries and illnesses require imrilediate relief. A cancer 
patient, for instance, who has just begun chemotherapy, will typically need immediate access for help with 
nausea, which is why a 1991 Harvard Medical School study revealed that nearly half ( 44%) of U.S. oncologists 
were recommending cannabis to their patients as a way of mitigating the side effects of cancer treatment, even 
before it had been made legal in any state. 

I am a member of the Sierra County Growers Association, which is an organization of medical cannabis 
cultivators who are responsible and passionate about adhering to the laws and regulations of cannabis. We are 
aware there are some who are not in compliance with the laws and regulations, which we do not agree with their 
unlawfulness. 

Many communities in California have recognized the essential need to created ordinances or regulations that are 
reasonable for their counties, and can exert local control over the policy issues and ensure the needs of patients 
and the community at large are being met. It is the opinion of the Sierra County Growers Association and its 
members that the ordinance the Sierra County Board of Supervisors drafted for cannabis cultivators is prejudicial, 
unreasonable and does not meet the needs for the residents of Sierra County . . 
I respeetfully ask for yonf?J!JI/t and request that the ordinance on the agenda at tbe Board of 
Supervisors meeting on NOT be upon without community input. I request the Board of 
Supervisors provide an o portunity for Sierra County Growers Association of medical cannabis gardeners 

·· to have community input into the cannabis cultivation ordinance, thus provide stakeholders meetings for us 
to work on •n ordinance that is fairly drafted. 

This is a community issue. We are the community, and voters in Sierra County. We deserve to be heard, and we 
deserve to be treated fairly in regulating medical cannabis in Sierra County. 

Name: k_}~~Vl~ l u_bet!Low · 
Address: 7 ( ~- ~a '""- C/\. d \. <t f 
City/County: LD)/a ~{c!Vl (q 

s;gnature: fjd~ ~' 

Contact#: 53o .:S )Cl J?3;;L~ 
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To: Members of the Sierra County Board of Supervisors 

Re: Marijuana Cultivation Ordinance for Sierra County 

RECEIVED 
APR 14 2016 

BY: 

Since 1996 when 56% of California voters approved the Compassionate Use Act (CUA), public support for 
medical cannabis has only increased. In au effort to clarity the voter initiative of 1996 aud aid in its 
implementation across the state, the California legislature enacted Senate Bill420 in 2004, which expressly states 
that qualified patients aud primary caregivers may collectively or cooperatively cultivate cannabis for medical 
purposes (Cal. Health & Safety Code section 11362. 775). 

There are au estimated 758,607 patients in California, who typically obtain their medicine from a Medical 
-- Cannabis DispellSing Collective, which has increased the need for cultivators. While some patients with long-term 

illnesses or injuries have the time, space, aud skill to cultivate their own cannabis, the majority in the state, do not 
have the ability to provide for themselves. For those patients, cultivators are their life line to provide for their 
medical needs~ This is all the more true for those individuals who are suffering from a sudden, acute injury or 
illness. Many of the most serious aud debilitating injuries aud illnesses require immediate relief. A cancer 
patient, for instance, who has just begun chemotherapy, will typically need immediate access for help with 
nausea, which is why a 1991 Harvard Medical School study revealed that nearly half(44%) ofU.S. oncologists 
were recommending cannabis to their patients as a way of mitigating the side effects of cancer treatment, even 
before it had been made legal in auy state. 

I am a member of the Sierra County Growers Association, which is au organization of medical cannabis 
cultivators who are responsible aud passionate about adhering to the laws and regulations of cannabis. We are 
aware there are some who are not in compliance with the laws aud regulations, which we do not agree with their 
unlawfulness. 

Many communities in California have recognized the essential need to created ordinances or regulations that are 
reasonable for their counties, aud cau exert local control over the policy issues aud ensure the needs of patients 
aud the community at large are being met. It is the opinion of the Sierra County Growers Association aud its 
members that the ordinance the Sierra County Board of Supervisors drafted for cannabis cultivators is prejudicial, 
unreasonable aud does not meet the needs for the residents of Sierra County. 

- I respectfully ask for your support and request that the ordinance on the agenda at the Board of 
Supervisors meeting on i{ -1 f.-If NOT be upon without community input. I request the Board of 
Supervisors provide an opportunity for Sierra-county Growers Association of medical cannabis gardeners 
to have community input into the cannabis cultivation ordinance, thus provide stakeholders meetings for us 
to work on an ordinance that is fairly drafted. 

This is a community issue. We are the community, aud voters in Sierra County. We deserve to be heard, and we 
deserve to be treated fairly in regulating medical cannabis in Sierra County. 

N""'"' 1)..Jo b !e_ R 0" ~ 
Address: 2._? G- r <1- (J , .._ D X La_"'- '€-

City/County: V ~ f'(e . S c e. r r a_ 

Contact#: 5 36 - ::L ~ 8 -0 8 { / 

Zip: Cf sf" G (} 
(Required) 

Date: Lf- /;:l_- /£:. 



Sierra County 
Board of Supervisors 
100 Courthouse Square 
Room 11 
P.O. Drawer D 
Downieville, CA 95936 

Re: Sierra County Marijuana Ordinance- 2016 Proposed Amendments 

Dear Members of the Board, 

Aprilll, 2016 

Although I've not attended the meetings regarding the above stated ordinance due to classes at UC 
Davis, I've kept close contact with folks who have, and felt compelled to write you with my concerns. I 
know Nevada County has been mentioned many times as a model for marijuana related laws. I've had 
the opportunity to work for Nevada County government during my time as a resident of Sierra County. 

----wO"rkirrg-tlrere-was-a11anmzhrg-ffrst-care-erexp-ertence-O"f-wtrrch-r-valrre-b-eymrd-wmtls:-However, 1-wrrs----
very disappointed by the amount of bureaucracy and lack of empathy in interactions I witnessed with 
local residents. I saw time and again Nevada County officials operating in the interests of the side 
which they personally agreed rather than negotiating to find common ground. I am very stubborn in 
my idealism of what our forefathers envisioned for our country and I eventually decided I couldn't be a 
part of that enterprise. I had colleagues who felt the same and moved on to more innovative and 
people-spirited governments like Placer County. I support exploration of marijuana ordinances being 
developed by other neighboring counties like Plumas, Placer, or Calaveras. 

I understand there is great concern about Sierra County becoming the next marijuana capital of the state. 
I think these concerns are misguided, naive, and come from fear of the unknown, which is never a good 
basis for enacting regulations. Our county is much too small, tight-knit, and community focused to 
allow an ordinance to be enacted that would negatively affect our own quality of life. From what I've 
seen, the inherent culture of the growers in Sierra County includes a deep seated desire to foster 
harmonious communities. In this climate of quickly changing state laws, I had an idea of creating a 
small committee of educated, experienced, and trusted growers to act as liaisons; working with county 
officials, law enforcement, and community representatives to develop a marijuana regulatory program 
that's fair for all. 

Again, I implore you to please listen to the growers in our county, even if you do not agree or 
appreciate what they do. Most of them take a lot of pride in their work and do their best to take care of 
the land, neighbors, and community. I very much appreciate you taking the time to read my letter. I 
hope you will give it thought before you make a decision that will so greatly impact so many. I know 
we can find common ground, but we need you as our leaders to help us find our way there. 

Sincerely, 

Maria Bale 



Board of Supervisors 
P.O. Drawer D 

Downieville, CA 95936 

To: Members of the Sierra County Board of Supervisors 
Re: Marijuana Cultivation Ordinance for Sierra County 

Since 1996 when 56% of California voters approved the Compassionate Use Act (CUA), public support for medical 
cannabis has only increased. In an effort to clarify the voter initiative of 1996 and aid in its implementation across the 
state, the California legislature enacted Senate Bill 420 in 2004, which expressly states that qualified patients and 
primary caregivers may collectively or cooperatively cultivate cannabis for medical purposes (Cal. Health & Safety 
Code section 11362. 775). 

There are an estimated 758,607 patients in California, who typically obtain their medicine from a Medical Cannabis 
Dispensing Collective, which has increased the need for cultivators. While some patients with long-term illnesses or 
injuries have the time, space, and skill to cultivate their own cannabis, the majority in the state, do not have the ability 
to provide for themselves. For those patients, cultivators are their life line to provide for their medical· needs. This is 
all the more true for those individuals who are suffering from a sudden, acute injury or illness. Many of the most 
serious and debilitating injuries and illnesses require immediate relief. A cancer patient, for instance, who has just 
begun chemotherapy, will typically need immediate access for help with nausea, which is why a 1991 Harvard 
Medical School study revealed that nearly half (44%) of U.S. oncologists were recommending cannabis to their 
patients as a way of mitigating the side effects of cancer treatment, even before it had been made legal in any state. 

I am a member of the Sierra County Growers Association, which is an organization of medical cannabis cultivators 
who are responsible and passionate about adhering to the laws and regulations of cannabis. We are aware there are 
some who are not in compliance with the laws and regulations, which we do not agree with their unlawfulness. 

Many communities in California have recognized the essential need to created ordinances or regulations that are 
reasonable for their counties, and can exert local control over the policy issues and ensure the needs of patients and 
the community at large are being met. It is the opinion of the Sierra County Growers Association and its members that 
the ordinance the Sierra Cotinty Board of Supervisors drafted for cannabis cultivators is prejudicial, unreasonable and 
does not meet the needs for the residents of Sierra County. 

I respectfully ask for your support and request that the ordinance on the agenda at the Board of Supervisors 
meeting on April19, 2016 NOT be upon without community input. I request the Board of Supervisors provide 
an opportunity for Sierra County Growers Association of medical cannabis gardeners to have community 
input into the cannabis cultivation ordinance, thus provide stakeholders meetings for us to work on an 
ordmance that is fairly drafted. . . . 

This is a community issue. We are the community, and voters in Sierra County. We deserve to be heard, and we 
deserve to be treated fairly in regulating medical cannabis in Sierra County. 



Downieville, CA 95936 

To: Members of the Sierra County Board of Supervisors 
Re: Marijuana Cultivation Ordinance for Sierra County ; 

I' 

Since 1996 when 56% of California voters approved the Compassionate Use Act (CUA), public support for.medicJt 
cannabis has only increased. In an effort to clarify the voter initiative of 1996 and aid in its implementation across the 
state, the California legislature enacted Senate Bill420 in 2004, which expressly states that qualified patients and · 
primary caregivers may collectively or cooperatively cultivate cannabis for medical purposes (Cal. Health & Safety 
Code section 11362.775). 

There are an estimated 758,607 patients in California, who typically obtain their medicine from a Medical Cannabis 
Dispensing Collective, which has increased the need for cultivators. While some patients with long-term illnesses or 
injuries have the time, space, and skill to cultivate their own cannabis, the majority in the state, do not have the ability 
to provide for themselves. For those patients, cultivators are their life line to provide for their medical needs. This is 
all the more true for those individuals who are suffering from a sudden, acute injury or illness. Many of the most 
serious and debilitating injuries and illnesses require immediate relief. A cancer patient, for instance, who has just 
begun chemotherapy, will typically need immediate access for help with nausea, which is why a 1991 Harvard 
Medical School study revealed that nearly half (44%) of U.S. oncologists were recommending cannabis to their 
patients as a way of mitigating the side effects of cancer treatment, even before it had been made legal in any state. 

I am a member of the Sierra County Growers Association, which is an organization of medical cannabis cultivators 
who are responsible and passionate about adhering to the laws and regulations of cannabis. We are aware there are 
some who are not in compliance with the laws and regulations, which we do not agree with their unlawfulness. 

Many communities in California have recognized the essential need to created ordinances or regulations that are 
reasonable for their counties, and can exert local control over the policy issues and ensure the needs of patients and 
the community at large are being met. It is the opinion of the Sierra County Growers Association and its members that 
the ordinance the Sierra County Board of Supervisors drafted for cannabis cultivators is prejudicial, unreasonable and 
does not meet the needs for the residents of Sierra County. 

I respectfully ask for your support and request that the ordinance on the agenda at the Board of Supervisors 
meeting on April19, 2016 NOT be upon without community input. I request the Board of Supervisors provide 
an opportunity for Sierra County Growers Association of 91edical cannabis gardeners to have community 
input into the cannabis cultivation ordinance, thus provide stakeholders meetings for us to work on an 
ordinance that is fairly drafted. 

This is a community issue. We are the community, and voters in Sierra County. We deserve to be heard, and we 
dese~~ fairly in regulating medical cannabis in Sierra County. 

Name~""-. ( --s\C.R~ Contact#:------------

Address: 
-------===~-=~~~~~~----~~---------------------

City/County: ------"""\;1~:;;;;~-----tJ~A-~~-\;;:="~---------;:'Zip: ____ _ 
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Michelle Burr

From: bobby burington <bobbycreator@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, April 17, 2016 11:11 PM
To: Jim Beard; Scott Schlefstein; Peter Huebner; Paul Roen; Lee Adams; Clerk-Recorder
Subject: Propesed Marijuana Ordinance

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

To the Board of Supervisors of Sierra County. 
 
 I know you all work hard to do a good job for the county, and this issue of medicinal marijuana is no 
different. Somehow it seems though, that this issue has become an all or nothing with the ordinance 
you have written.  
 
The first ordinance was extremely lenient and although it made many in the medicinal marijuana 
community happy, it riled up the many folks that are against any marijuana at all and rallied many in 
the marijuana community for a somewhat more comprehensive ordinance, easier to understand and 
follow for all, the growers and law enforcement.  
 
 So back to the drawing board you went and instead of making a few changes that were all that were 
needed, you all have now re-written the ordinance to be over the top, way too restrictive ordinance 
that most folks in the county will not be able to comply with. Most likely this ordinance will just serve to 
push many growers back into the hills to grow illegal and the people who need and use medicinal 
marijuana to buy from the illegal black market growers. This over restrictive ordinance will only serve 
to be counterproductive to everyone concerned. 
 
I would strongly urge the Board to reject this new ordinance and vote no and to come together with all 
the people concerned, to meet in the middle, hash out concessions on both sides and draft an 
ordinance that is fair and reasonable to the majority of the community. There will always be those 
people who are all or nothing people and will never be happy with any ordinance, but you can work 
with people from both sides of the issue to draft a much better and fair ordinance than this.  
 
 I cannot support any of the Board of Supervisors on this new ordinance and will again urge you to 
vote against and reject this new and counter productive ordinance, allow for now the old ordinance to 
stand and work with the community to draft a workable and acceptable ordinance.  
 
Thank you  
Robert Burington 



Dear Supervisor 

I was present at April 4th s BOS meeting during the portion devoted to the proposed MMJ cultivation 

ordinance. I still vehemently oppose this ordinance (you've all read my first letter I hope,) but I am 

writing specifically in response to a couple of statements from the board I felt were in need of rebuttal. 

The first is that the goal of the proposed ordinance is to resolve "neighbor to neighbor'' conflict. I wish 

this were indeed true, but, by seeking a county-wide one-size-fits-all ordinance, your own actions prove 

it is not. The current ordinance is not causing problems uniformly across the county. In those places 

where problems are occurring between neighbors over the cultivation of cannabis, those problems 

should be settled on an individual basis. If the neighbors cannot come to agreement themselves, let 

them take it to court and a judge can settle the issue. If there are neighborhoods where the majority of 

residents wish to further limit cultivation, why not empower those communities to do so? You said it 

yourself there are major differences East to West in Sierra County. Why not respect and allow for those 

differences from neighborhood to neighborhood? 

Next, we were told that you (the Board) "can't make everyone happy." I agree wholeheartedly, but it is 

not your job to make "everyone" happy. It is the challenge of the Board to make as many people as 

possible in this county happy while still protecting the personal freedoms and health of the less than 

happy minority. Based on all the information that has been made public and my own personal witness 

at Board meetings, I would say that the proposed ordinance does just the opposite-it gives privilege to 

the insubstantial gripes of a barely present minority while quantifiably and severely curtailing the well

being and freedoms of a significant portion of the county population-a portion ofthe population that 

has been very vocal, sacrificing much in order to be present in at the BOS table for the crafting of 

pertinent legislation, and has been largely ignored or dismissed. One member of the Board (no need to 

name names) just fiddles with his cell phone whenever this issue is brought up at meetings-others' 

faces clearly show their lack of respect or consideration for the concerns of Sierra County's growing 

community--Are you serious!? Does that seem like appropriate behavior for a public servant? Does it 

surprise you that we repeat ourselves when we reasonably feel that we are not being heard? Are we 

really supposed to believe our concerns are being fairly weighed? 

At any rate, an over-arching code--passed without allowing for stakeholder/community negotiation--in 

·spite of the protests from the group most affected (Sierra County's MMJ patients and growers)-- is lazy, 

cold-hearted, and undemocratic. Please get on the right side of history and vote down the proposed 

ordinance. 

Sincerely, 

lan lleson ~CEI,TED 
APR I 7 2016 

~Y:;* 
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