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Matt MartinFrom: Bonnie BakerSent: Friday, August 14, 2015 3:40 PMTo: Matt MartinSubject: FW: Thank You to the Commissioners • Oregrown • OLCC Talking PointsAttachments: Thank you from Oregrown.pdf��From: Aviv Hadar [mailto:aviv@oregrown.com]  Sent: Friday, August 14, 2015 2:40 PM To: Alan Unger; Tammy Baney; Tony DeBone Cc: Board; Hunter Neubauer; Amy Margolis; Kevin Hogan; kspencer@ksstone.com Subject: Thank You to the Commissioners • Oregrown • OLCC Talking Points 
 
Commissioners DeBone, Baney and Unger, 
 
I wanted to take a moment to personally thank each and every one of you for taking time to work with and listen 
to our knowledgable residents and beloved community members.  Attached is a letter we have put together with 
some critically additional thoughts pertaining to our ongoing community discussion. 
 
Please take the time to read over the attached PDF. 
 
--  
Aviv Hadar 
CEO and Co-Founder 
Oregrown, Inc. 
1199 NW Wall St. 
Bend, Oregon. 97701 
844-OREGROWN 



 

Commissioners DeBone, Baney and Unger, 

Thank you so very much for taking the time to hold such wonderful hearings in our 
beloved community this week.  The steps we are all taking — in openly 
communicating together — are providing the entire community here in Central 
Oregon with some much needed cognitive relief.   

As I attempted to articulate in my first email and testimony at both hearings, there 
are a myriad of barriers to entry that potential applicants will encounter when 
attempting to acquire a recreational license from the Oregon Liquor Control 
Commission.  Such as, but not limited to;  

owning their own water rights that afford them the ability to work with their 
agricultural product all year, show deed/ownership of land/facility or an 
agreed upon lease with land owner, show engineering and design 
blueprints, show energy and land usage reports, show waste management 
report, show seed-to-sale tracking system for cultivation and processing, 
abide by consistent regulatory and quality control checks and balances from 
the OLCC, estimate potential tax revenue for the State through yield 
projections. 

A number of incredibly well respected and authoritative industry experts — that live 
right here in Central Oregon — serve the state on the various Rules Advisory 
Committees and hold close relationships with the OLCC.   

Through our ongoing communications with each other and the OLCC, one 
fundamental sticking point that we are really trying to hammer home across the 
state, is that any type of moratorium would only help fuel an already rampant black 
market that is already “doing whatever it wants.”   

Established land use, rules and regulations will help us drive those people out of 
our communities.  By establishing consistent and well respected land use 
guidelines; neighbors, citizens and residents of various communities will work 
together to file complaints, address and deal with unwanted neighbors. 

My wife and I recently purchased a gorgeous home in Tumalo on Horseman Lane.  
There are beautiful views of the three sisters and the entire lot/land is setup 
beautifully for us to raise our family.  We are considering it our forever home!  To 
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the North, one of new neighbors (that we have yet to meet) has three greenhouses 
going up.  One of them already has some very large plants that are almost 
flowering.  Personally, I know that a moratorium will do nothing to stop this type of 
construction.  The greenhouses will still exist because of the OHA/OLCC opt-in 
program.  The only way to gain any semblance of control over these types of 
structures would be to move forward right away with some established guidelines 
for the unincorporated areas of Deschutes County.   

I cannot reiterate enough how crucial it is to articulate to folks that they would 
rather have a licensed, regulated, recreational grow next door to them as apposed 
to an unlicensed, unregulated black market operation.  A moratorium would vastly 
encourage black market opportunists and criminals to continue their destructive 
operations here.  

The testimony you heard from folks of all ages, backgrounds and walks of life this 
week was very heartfelt.  Please try to analyze the vast diversity in folks that were 
pleading for you to not enact a moratorium, contrasting with the line of consistently 
similarly natured folks that were asking you to put a stop to our exciting new 
agricultural industry for primarily philosophical reasons.  The small amount of land 
use disputes (and ultimately) frustrations currently experienced by a vocal, minor 
share of rural residents does not exemplify or showcase the true nature of the 
industry or the situation.   

We must work together to allow this industry to move forward.  Our families all live 
in this area.  We are lifelong Oregonians that have invested into our community 
and our neighborhoods for decades.  We also don’t want large scale operations of 
any kind right next door to our personal residences if they bother anyone or 
destroy our views.   

However, EFU land is explicitly respected in House Bill 3400 and in the great State 
of Oregon.  It would be a truly legendary mistake for an area that is so envied by 
the rest of the country to enact a moratorium on a burgeoning and robust new 
industry.  As many have correctly stated, this is undeniably one of the largest waves 
of new American growth and industry.   

As a mentor that participates in our local Technology Startup scenes, I have won a 
Startup Weekend event here with my company, www.ThinkBrilliant.com.  I know 
how hard it is to bring well paying jobs to a local economy.  I continue to try and 
connect local businesses and entrepreneurs with Venture Capital funding.  We are 
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in a tough geographical spot being sandwiched between San Francisco and our 
neighbors up North (Portland and Seattle).   

One area they cannot compete with us is our natural permaculture for cannabis.  
The air and water quality, temperate fluctuations and annual sun exposure plays 
directly into the premium nature of our geography. 

It only makes sense for us to work together over the next few months to figure out 
exactly what works and what doesn’t in our beautiful communities.  Going down 
the path of open communication will be inspiring and rewarding.  A moratorium 
would change the entire perception that Central Oregon has worked so hard to 
create over the last couple of decades. 

Again, thank you so much for your time and continued perseverance with regard to 
our beloved communities.  

 

Aviv Hadar 

X _______________________

Chrissy Hadar 

X _______________________

Hunter Neubauer 

X _______________________

Kevin Hogan 

X _______________________

Justin Crawn 

X _______________________

Tsiona Bitton 

X _______________________
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Matt MartinFrom: Bonnie BakerSent: Friday, August 14, 2015 11:53 AMTo: Matt MartinSubject: FW: Opt outAttachments: img026.pdf��From: Nancy Vernon [mailto:nvernon98@outlook.com]  Sent: Friday, August 14, 2015 11:08 AM To: Board Subject: Opt out 
 
I did get to speak but was to nervous and forgot this. Nancy Vernon 
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Matt MartinFrom: Nick LelackSent: Sunday, August 16, 2015 7:10 PMTo: Matt MartinSubject: Fwd: Follow-Up on Cannabis Land Use/Zoning
 

Nick Lelack, AICP 
Deschutes County 
Community Development Director 
541-639-5585 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Robert H Blake III <rhblake828@gmail.com> 
Date: August 16, 2015 at 6:35:56 PM PDT 
To: Tammy.Baney@deschutes.org, Tony.DeBone@deschutes.org, Alan.Unger@deschutes.org, 
nick.lelack@deschutes.org 
Subject: Follow-Up on Cannabis Land Use/Zoning 

Dear Commissioners Baney, DeBone and Unger and Nick LeLack, 
 
This weekend our dispensary had a booth at the The Hemp and Cannabis Fair in Redmond 
(Deschutes County Expo Center).  There was a lot of discussion at the fair regarding the 
potential of a cannabis moratorium.  We also learned that you visited CannaTea Farm out in 
Alfalfa.  We are very pleased that you are making such visits and seeing first hand cannabis 
farms.  I will attend the early part of tomorrow’s meeting, but I then am undergoing a diagnostic 
medical procedure and must leave prematurely.  Below is some background and 
recommendation discussion. 
 
Update on RAC/OLCC Regulation Development 
The RAC Grow Sub-Committee, on which I serve as a member, submitted recommendations to 
the RAC leadership and OLCC that would limit the size of commercial grow “canopy” 
sizes.  These limits are: 
 

• 10,000 sq. ft. for indoor 
• 3X the indoor limit or 30,000 sq. ft. for greenhouses 
• 6X the indoor limit or 60,000 sq. ft. for outdoor grow gardens 

 
The M91 Joint Committee had a lot of debate around equivalency of indoor to greenhouse to 
outdoor cultivation sites.  The result is this 1:3:6 ratio for grow type.  It is our understanding that 
the RAC and OLCC will likely endorse the recommended grow limits with the maximum size of 
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10,000 sq. ft. for indoor and the 1:3:6 ratio.  These canopy size limits also are only for flowering 
plants.  Vegetative (“veg”) and nursery space are not included in these grow canopy limits. 
 
Recommendations for Deschutes County Cannabis Zoning 
Our hope is that the BOC will develop zoning regulations for cannabis grow sites in Deschutes 
County that will protect the interests of citizen residents and growers and avoid a moratorium.  A 
moratorium does NOT address the immediate core need for regulation of cannabis grow sites. 
 
Being an MUA 10 landowners, we may be considered to be biased.  When we purchased our 
property, we never envisioned a full commercial cannabis operation with a LUCS required.  We 
would like to see MUA 10 and RR zoned plots be eligible for OLCC licensed commercial 
facilities with strict regulatory limitations that are discussed below.  We also recognize the 
concern that such zones are more residential than EFU land.  We would like to see the BOC 
adopt a pathway for MUA and RR properties to at least be able to apply for a conditional use 
permits with a reasonable opportunity to be approved.  The reasoning is that the OLCC will not 
permit unlicensed grow facilities (e.g., OHA registered grow facilities) to sell their product into 
OLCC licensed dispensaries due to Cole Memorandum related product control concerns.  It is 
potentially a severe product sales limitation.  That being said, we cannot endorse some of the 
grower behavior that has resulted in Deschutes County with the location of large greenhouses 
next door to houses with families in RR neighborhoods. 
 
Below are some recommendations that we hope you will consider: 
 

1. Approve EFU zoning for cannabis cultivation and issuance of a LUCS. 
2. In order for a cannabis grow site on MUA 10 or RR zoned property to receive a LUCS, 

the property must have a minimum size of 4 acres. 
3. The size of grow canopy for MUA 10 and RR zones is limited to 5% of the total property 

sq. ft. size.  Therefore, a 4 acre property may have no more than  5% of 174,240 sq. ft. or 
8,712 sq. ft. of canopy space (indoor, greenhouse, and/or outdoor), not including non-
flowering “veg” or nursery space.  

4. Develop property setback limits of 100 feet for greenhouses, regardless of zoning type. 
5. Indoor grow facilities may use existing property setback limits but are required to have 

air filters to minimize odor concerns. 
6. All greenhouses on MUA 10 or RR zones must use a system of shielding to prevent any 

non-natural, supplemental light from being emitted. 
7. Require more than 75% approval of all residents within 1,000 feet of the real property of 

any conditional use permit for MUA 10  and RR zoned property through a public hearing 
approach. 

 
I believe that these grow site limitations for regulations are sufficiently clear and enforceable. 
 
In terms of cannabis processor sites, it makes sense for processors to be located on EFU 
sites.  Cosed loop processors are no more a fire risk than many agricultural still operations that 
make essential oils that are now permitted.  Industrial zones also may be approved. 
 
——————- 
 
We look forward to your deliberations. 
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Sincerely yours, 
 
Bob Blake 
 
Robert H. Blake, III 

President 

Oregonians for Better Health, Inc. 

66872 Lance Road 

Bend, Oregon 97701 

 

930 NW 12th Avenue, Apt # 416 

Portland, Oregon 97209 

Cell  828-310-9333 

Fax  877-876-6906 

RHBlake828@gmail.com 
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Matt MartinFrom: Bonnie BakerSent: Monday, August 17, 2015 8:39 AMTo: Matt MartinCc: Nick LelackSubject: FW: Dear Commissioner Baney,��From: rjejho74@yahoo.com [mailto:rjejho74@yahoo.com]  Sent: Saturday, August 15, 2015 12:20 PM To: Board Subject: Dear Commissioner Baney, 
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Matt MartinFrom: Bonnie BakerSent: Monday, August 17, 2015 9:09 AMTo: Matt MartinCc: Nick LelackSubject: FW: Marijuana��������������	�
������������������������������		�����	��������������������	������������������ ��!�"������#$!�%&#'�'�%&�(
�)���*��� ���+,�����
���,������-���������.������*��� ����.��������������/������ � �����0����������1� ��� ��!�"������#%����� �+�	��2��������	���������������������3������1����2����������������� ���������������)���	���������	�����4���������������������������������� �/��������2������������ ��+����3��3	���������������������2��
���,����������������������������� �+������������������������3��3	���	��������������	�����)������������	�������������	 �	�����	�� ���������������!����������������������	���	�����������/������������������������������� ��������������������������������3�!�+��������2����2����� �����������+����3��3	���������������� �� ����������	��������������	�����������������������	�����+��������������� ���������� ��������  ����������������������
���,������������#&���	�������������	����	 ���5���	���������������"	�������(�	������33��������3����������	 �+�����������������)��������������� ��������������3��������		��66%'&�1����������	��3�*�� ��������788&9�
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Matt MartinFrom: Tom AndersonSent: Friday, August 14, 2015 5:09 PMTo: Matt MartinSubject: FW: Land Use on Marijuana Business- Opt Out��From: Alan Unger  Sent: Friday, August 14, 2015 1:17 PM To: 'Dawn Sofich' Cc: Tom Anderson Subject: RE: Land Use on Marijuana Business- Opt Out 
�����������	�
������
������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������
����������	��������������������������������������������������������������������������
Alan Unger, Commissioner 
Deschutes County 
1300 NW Wall St. Suite 200 
Bend, OR. 97701 
alanu@co.deschutes.or.us 
Office: 541-388-6569  Cell: 541-419-0556 �From: Dawn Sofich [mailto:dawn@bendbroadband.com]  Sent: Thursday, August 13, 2015 7:10 AM To: Alan Unger; Alan Unger; Tony DeBone Subject: Land Use on Marijuana Business- Opt Out 
� Good morning,  My husband and I attended the evening hearing yesterday and would like to add our input. We live in Deschutes River Recreational Homesites (DRRH), zoned RR-10. Many of the lots here cannot be built on because of the high water table, therefore are fairly inexpensive and attractive to growers. The ones that are being built on require a sand filter system. At this point we have six known growers in the neighborhood and possibly more. I'm not talking large acreage, I'm talking two half acre lots, next door to homes.   We can sit in our back yard, or go for a walk and smell it in the air. We have also noticed considerably more traffic in the area… We are trying are best to improve our home, and I'm not so sure whether we are wasting our time and money if this is going to be the "go to" place for growers. There is a shop next to us for sale, it could be sold, I don't know… it would be a perfect place for someone to set up a grow operation from their perspective. Not ours.. What happens to property values ?  Do we sell now and get out of here before the neighborhood goes to hell. Do we stay and fight it and end up like the one gentlemen with the grow house next to his dream home and deal with it. I thought this was a residential neighborhood, not commercial…  Ni   Nitrates are an issue here, with a high water level. I thought that is what "Goal 11 Exception Process" was all about, with groundwater contamination effecting drinking water in South Deschutes County @ an increasing rate, 
and how wastewater will be disposed of. The growers say they use organic fertilizers, hmm what is that 
? I could say if there isn't a septic system there could be organic matter going into the ground or river for that 
matter.  
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T 
      From our perspective it isn't about the legalization of marijuana, that's a done deal, it is where they can and 

can't grow it.  Set backs and acreage needs to be looked into…  We think more thought needs to go into the 
details, and if that means that a temporary moratorium needs to be put into effect until the November election of 
2016 so be it. In the meantime maybe the State will be able to figure out the rights of citizens like ourselves 
who choose not to be in the business, and just want to enjoy our home.  

 
We Opt out.�    
All the Best,�
Dawn M Sofich���

��“I believe in Dreams coming true" ��PRINCIPAL BROKER-CRS/ABR/RSPS/SRES�Certified Residential Specialist �                                                                                             �(541) 639-1031 550 NW Franklin Ave #108�Bend,OR 97701�� ��� �������������	
������	����������
������Text bpre88z to 87778  or click here   or for a free real estate search app! ��bendpremierrealestate.com�
�
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Initial Agency Disclosure Pamphlet Oregon Buyer's and Seller's Advisories 
�
Licensed "Principal Broker" in the State of Oregon  ����������	
��������������������������������������������������������� ��������������!�� ����������������"��#�����������������$��������������������#�����������������������������%�����!������&�
�����������&�����'��(����������#��� ��� ������((��#�%�����"$�����������������������������������������������������������#�(����&���������������(����%�����������!������������������������������������������#�(����&��� ���������%���������������������������������&�������% ����&����#�(�������������#��� ��#�������������#���������%����$������ ���!����#��!��������#��� ��#��������������&�(������������� �������������������������(������ �%�������#�������������(���$��
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Matt MartinFrom: Bonnie BakerSent: Monday, August 17, 2015 9:09 AMTo: Matt MartinCc: Nick LelackSubject: FW: Opt out for rec marijuana��From: Patty Jo Waters [mailto:pattyjowaters@gmail.com]  Sent: Friday, August 14, 2015 5:39 PM To: Board Subject: Opt out for rec marijuana 
 
Commissioners, I did attend the Wed meeting and spoke, but forgot most of what I had to say.  In addition, 
some speakers gave me more food for thought.  I will number my points for my own use, not to patronize you.   
 
1)   It offended me a little to have to hear so many folk from the city testify as though they are the ones being  
     harmed.  Their dispensaries and businesses will remain whether you opt out or not.  They may not grow as 
much, but will not be hurt.   
 
 
2)   At what cost to our population would the monetary benefits to  
          the county coffers 
          the businesses that would make money? 
 
     Impaired drivers, unproductive and impaired workers.  Think of working with one of them on a construction 
site. 
 
 
3)     I was in my 20s during the '70s.  Most of the people who were smoking joints were trying to quit.. 
          Most of them were not contributing or productive citizens.  someone else was supporting them.   
          It took years for them to become what they could have been right out of high school or college.. 
 
4)     I hope you members have done your homework regarding the impacts in Washington and Colorado.. 
 
          What I have read and seen on a special report is that the legal growers are not going to faze 
the           bootleggers.  They continue right on selling because they pay no taxes.. 
 
5)     My land use issues: 
          I am the neighbor right next door to Ralph (whose boss is Rustin Klug).  As I said at the 
meeting,  he           is a better than average neighbor.  But I do not like a lot of what the operation brings.. 
          A huge fan that runs nearly all the time.  Sounds like an airplane propeller sitting there running.. 
          The white fence makes me feel more and more closed in.  I cannot see some of my neighbors, cannot see 
the traffic on Willard.  That tells me in the middle of the night if it's coming up my driveway or is on the 
road.  I've lived here 27 years, never had a neighbor over there.  I farm 40 acres--of hay and horses.   So this is a 
real change for me, hard to get used to.   
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          one of my questions is--would you consider allowing neighbors to move their building sites after 
a           marijuana operation moves in next door?  On 40 acres I could get farther away.  or when I sell, the 
new           owners may want to.   
 
          Across the road from me is Andrew and Jocelyn with 2 new huge greenhouses.  They have destroyed  
          my view of the 3 Sisters.  Yes my property value has gone down.  Yes, most people will not want 
to           live near a marijuana grower.   
           
          And the lights.  I don't know if they are legal.  But they are on from one to 4 hours during the night.   
          But they make one big glow that certainly ruins the night sky.   
           
          I've not complained because all these things are legal.  And yes, a farmer could do any of these  
          things.  But most farmers build only one barn at a time.  And it kind of blends in with the landscape.   
             
          The last lady to speak was right.  10 acres is too small to allow these things.  My 40 and their 20 
are           too small.  As hard as he's tried, Ralph's operation is 'in my face'.   
 
          I said that Ralph and Andrew are good neighbors.  They are.  But I still don't enjoy the visual  
          effect.   
          The 20 acres could have been sold to someone who would build 3 homes thanks to a previous  
          measure passed.  I would not have liked that any better probably, in EFU40..  But other people 
should           not need to put up with this either.   
 
          6)   At the very least I believe that we should OPT OUT in order for the authorities to get their rules and 
regulations in place before any more of this goes on.    
          And hope that the citizens of Deschutes County have the good sense to not vote it back in.   
 
          Taxes or no taxes.    
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Matt MartinFrom: Bonnie BakerSent: Wednesday, August 19, 2015 11:55 AMTo: Matt MartinSubject: FW: Felons living in close proximity of grow facilitiesImportance: High��_____________________________________________ From: Carolyn Davis [mailto:sadaca_2@msn.com]  Sent: Wednesday, August 19, 2015 11:54 AM To: Board; Nick Lelack Subject: Felons living in close proximity of grow facilities Importance: High ��
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Matt MartinFrom: Bonnie BakerSent: Wednesday, August 26, 2015 5:05 PMTo: Matt MartinSubject: FW: Marijuana grow operationsFollow Up Flag: Follow upFlag Status: Flagged��From: Don Belden [mailto:donaldlbelden@gmail.com]  Sent: Wednesday, August 26, 2015 12:19 PM To: Board Subject: Marijuana grow operations 
 
Dear Board, 
 
I sent Tony the below email last night and I thought I would forward it to the entire Board.  
 
My family owns a home on Kingsburg Road in the Three Rivers (DRRH) area south of Sunriver.   
 
Recently we have become aware of a number of medical marijuana operations that have been permitted to operate in our residential 
neighborhood.  One is located only a block from our house.   
 
My concerns are as follows: 
 
1) These businesses are cash based drug operations and are likely to attract crime.  As a result, we do not feel safe in our community and have 
recently asked our kids to stay at home rather than bike the neighborhood.  I find it unacceptable that these businesses are permitted to exist 
in a residential community at the expense (real or perceived) of the residents.    
 
2) Permitting marijuana grow operations in a residential neighborhood negatively impacts property values for the residents that live there. 
 
3) Commercial use of nitrates and other chemicals used to grow marijuana may harm the ground water that the community relies on. I have 
contacted the DEQ and the Deschutes County Environmental Soils Division.  Neither agency provides regulation or oversight for marijuana 
grow operations.    
 
4) Sunriver is a tourist destination less than a half mile away from five marijuana grow operations.  The jobs and incomes that Sunriver 
provides our community depends on a safe environment to attract families on vacation.  It seems counter intuitive to allow for marijuana 
grow operations to exist in a residential community adjacent to Sunriver.    

My wife and I obviously want a regulatory environment that provides for a safe residential neighborhood for our kids and neighbors.  I am 
happy to help by adding my voice to whatever debate is taking place.  If I can do more please let me know.  In the meantime, I want to know 
what the county government plans to do about this issue?   
 
I appreciate your consideration. 
 
 
Regards, 
 
Don 
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Don Belden 
503-701-4439 
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Matt MartinFrom: Bonnie BakerSent: Monday, August 31, 2015 8:30 AMTo: Matt MartinSubject: FW: marijuana testimonyAttachments: 20150829 to DesCo BoCC re marijuana.pdf��From: William Kuhn [mailto:william@riskfactor.com]  Sent: Saturday, August 29, 2015 4:00 PM To: Nick Lelack; Bonnie Baker Subject: marijuana testimony 
 
Leigh is hoping this will be accepted for consideration regarding the marijuana hearing. She has been indisposed.  
  
Thank you,  
Bill  
William Kuhn  
INVEST/O - Registered Investment Advisors 
PO Box 5996  
Bend, OR  97708-5996  
541 389 3676  
William@RiskFactor.com  
  
"Illegitimi non carborundum" - refers to the continuing acts of Deschutes County 
"First, they ignore you, Then they laugh at you. Then they fight you. Then you win." Mahatma Gandhi 
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Deschutes County Board of County Commissioners 
 
 
Re: Marijuana Recreational Hearings 2015 
 
Assuming it is not too late for public comment, I am submitting my 

questions and concerns regarding recreational marijuana restrictions and 
possible impacts. 

 
My points of concern: 
 
 Since marijuana remains federally listed as an illegal drug 

regardless of Oregon’s legal position, I believe it is important for 
the public to know at what point, or what levels of restriction will 
federal agencies tolerate in Deschutes County before they will 
take over any kind of enforcement? 

 
 Neighboring landowners’ property values will be negatively 

affected by marijuana crops, outdoors or in greenhouses, or being 
processed, or being sold on adjacent or nearby property. Will 
these neighboring landowners have any recourse or protection 
from this arbitrary loss of value? If this sounds picky, my question 
is which of the Commissioners, if any, would want their property to 
be the one next to any kind of marijuana operation? 

 
 Will there be any restrictions on where commercial or private sales 

can be conducted? 
 
 My understanding is that under current Oregon laws, essentially 

any agricultural activities disallow citizen complaints, which 
includes such things as noise, lights, smells, and pesticide use. 
Under these laws complaints will not be addressed.  My question 
is will complaints by county residents be treated and processed 
under the same manner and response thresholds as currently 
exist under Deschutes County’s complaint codes regardless of 
marijuana being an agricultural activity? 

 
 All marijuana crops will be new crops and can be imposed in areas 

that do not have any current agricultural activities. Since current 
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Oregon laws will mean no one can complain about the above 
listed issues. Will the County inform all the affected neighbors of 
their loss of complaint rights prior to allowing neighboring 
marijuana operations? 

 
 Will the County have plans in effect to address the more than 

probable issues of theft, trespass, aggressive protection dogs, and 
other illegal acts of people drawn to areas where marijuana 
activities/crops will be? Who or which agencies will be in charge of 
the various enforcement issues? Who will neighbors call? Will any 
of the costs of public agency protection be passed along to the 
growers? 

 
 I am concerned about zoning impact issues, and the, at present, 

zero restrictions on what kind of pesticides will be used – and 
marijuana crops apparently require extensive pesticide use. I am 
concerned about water issues, and the fact that marijuana crops 
require extensive amounts of water as well.  

 
 It seems no one can complain about most of this or in reality do 

much of anything to protect themselves or their property or their 
right to the enjoyment of their property as it existed prior to 
neighboring marijuana crops. 

 
 I realize what ship has sailed because of the approved initiative. 

What can or will be done, if anything, to mitigate the impacts of a 
crop that feeds no one is something that I would like Deschutes 
County to address. I doubt I am the only one that would like to 
know. 

 
Thank you for considering the above comments and questions. I 
hope this is not too late to be considered. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Leigh Kuhn 
PO Box 5996 
Bend, Oregon 97708 
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Matt MartinFrom: Bonnie BakerSent: Monday, August 31, 2015 8:30 AMTo: Matt MartinSubject: FW: Comments to the Commissioners regarding land useAttachments: Document1.docxImportance: High��From: Sam Davis [mailto:sadaca_2@msn.com]  Sent: Saturday, August 29, 2015 9:35 AM To: Board; Nick Lelack Subject: FW: Comments to the Commissioners regarding land use Importance: High 
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Comments for your consideration regarding Land Use for Marijuana growers and processors: 
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We have attended the meetings involving marijuana dispensaries in Bend and the latest meeting regarding land 
use for marijuana growers and processors in Deschutes County.   

Alan Unger mentioned that there were emails sent regarding concerns of unrestricted development of these 
growers in our rural residential areas but many expressed a concern for their safety if they spoke out.  We are 
among those constituents.  We realize that there is a lot of passion on both sides of the argument, and as we 
stated in our previous email to you, we have no problem with developing new businesses and the resulting 
growth in employment and tax revenue.  However, unrestricted out of control growth of these large marijuana 
growers and processors is going to cost the county in the long term  It is easy to be blinded by the potential 
immediate rewards but our concern is no one is looking at the big picture and its effect on our communities. 

We would like to revisit some of the points made by the speakers in yesterday’s meeting: 

*The Growers said they have invested their life savings building these commercial developments. 

So have we.  The people sitting with us and others not in attendance have lived here for many years while others 
have just moved here, but all have invested everything in properties we thought would be our forever homes 

*The Growers said they have their properties secured. (six foot security fences, security cameras, and private 
security guards). 

If being a large scale marijuana grower and processor is so safe, why is all the enhanced security 
necessary?  Our new neighbor, who has not built yet, spent his initial planning on how to block the trails 
through his property leading to the Whede Marijuana Greenhouses off Hwy 20. 

 

*Marijuana is no different than beer, wine, or liquor. 

Again, addressing their own admission of enhanced security; we live near Bend Distillery, and have yet to see 
anyone have to guard their rye field, their distilling operation, or their office.  We also live near a small hops 
grower who has a few plants neat his house.  There are no guards patrolling his plants or any sign of security 
cameras.  We are familiar with the Willamette and Napa Valley wine country.  The grapes are a beautiful visual 
and with miles and miles of them growing along the road, none require security to keep people from stealing 
them. 

*The Growers want to be good neighbors. 

We have never been contacted by the large grower near us and there has been no effort on their part to minimize 
the visual impact, the traffic, the noise, etc. of any part of their operation.  In fact, the owner has stated his 
intention to continue to grow his facility until they are the largest marijuana business in Deschutes County. 

The last speaker was absolutely right; OPT OUT until you FIGURE IT OUT. 

There needs to be detailed plans for the developments of the large grow facilities so they can run their 
businesses without negatively impacting the local area.  

The reason people come to Bend is for the beautiful scenery, the amazing recreational opportunities (both 
winter and summer), the events, the concerts, among other things. Driving through miles of beautiful vineyards 
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is very different from driving through miles of greenhouses, and security fences. Please don’t let the rush to 
money blind us to a rational, thoughtful set of rules to keep growers out of our rural residential areas and in the 
larger parcels farther out in the county which reflect the same kind of agricultural development. 

Not one person we spoke with wants anything other than the right to enjoy their property, protect their equity 
and feel safe and secure in their neighborhood. 

You might want to read about the effect of uncontrolled growth of almonds in Oakdale, California.  We had a 
beautiful 6 acre parcel in a neighborhood much like where we live now. Trinitas Partners came in promising 
jobs and being part of moving the community forward and being an enhancement etc. I realize that almonds 
aren’t marijuana but all the rhetoric was the same; environmental stewards, good neighbors, more employment, 
more income, and developing a product that could be exported.  They started with just over 800 acres and now 
have well over 15,000 acres.  The wildlife habitats are gone, the wells are compromised, and the home values 
have plummeted.  Ten years ago, we sold our home there for over $800k, and moved to Bend to retire.  That 
same home is on the market again for just over $400k and the realtors have little hope of being able to find a 
buyer at that price.  Please don’t let this happen to Deschutes County. 

Thank you for all your efforts on behalf of everyone.  It is greatly appreciated.     

Regards,   

Carolyn Airriess, Tumalo, 541-317-0731�
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Matt MartinFrom: Bonnie BakerSent: Monday, August 31, 2015 8:30 AMTo: Matt MartinSubject: FW: Unrestricted Development of Marijuana Farms in Tumalo.Attachments: Our Dayton Road Neighborhood (3).docxImportance: High��From: Sam Davis [mailto:sadaca_2@msn.com]  Sent: Saturday, August 29, 2015 9:30 AM To: Nick Lelack; Board Subject: FW: Unrestricted Development of Marijuana Farms in Tumalo. Importance: High 
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Our Dayton Road Neighborhood 

Our Home 

 

Our Neighborhood 

 



 

 

 

 



Bed and Breakfast & Little Egg and Pie Stand 

 

To the right of the Produce/Jam sign is the side of the large building 

 belonging to the Marijuana Grower off Dayton Road.  

 A full view is shown in Picture # 1  

 

 

 

 



 

The Unfortunate Change in the Neighborhood 

(#1) 

 

The greenhouses erected in our neighborhood in close proximity to private residence. 

These greenhouses belong to the Marijuana Grower in picture #1.     

(#2) 

 

 



 

Close up of greenhouses in picture #2 

 

More greenhouses within walking distnce of Dayton Road ( #3 & #4 ) 

 

 



 

( #4 ) 

 

Greenhouses being constructed in Tumalo but not completed. 
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Matt MartinFrom: Bonnie BakerSent: Monday, August 31, 2015 8:29 AMTo: Matt MartinSubject: FW: HB3400 Comments.Attachments: Denver DA MJ Comments.pdf��From: Sam Davis [mailto:sadaca_2@msn.com]  Sent: Saturday, August 29, 2015 12:16 PM To: Board; Nick Lelack Subject: HB3400 Comments. 
 

Commissioners: 

I have read through the 128 pages of comments submitted to you by the concerned public and those 
who support the expansion of marijuana businesses to reap profits at the public’s expense.  It 
appears that the comments by concerned citizens in favor of opting out, out-number the comments by 
those who have a commercial/profit driver for not opting out, by at least 2 to 1.  Few of the comments 
supporting not opting out are by citizens without a profit incentive! 

There is one critically important letter that was submitted and should be given very strong 
consideration.  It is the letter that the Denver DA submitted to the Oregon City Commissioners on July 
27, 2015 on the impact of marijuana in Colorado.  It cites 2 pages of negative impacts Colorado 
communities have experienced.  I know we all hope these same impacts will not be felt by 
Oregon/Deschutes County, but I am sure the Colorado officials originally thought they had reasonable 
control over these impacts.  You find yourselves in a position to be able to opt out, based on real data 
of the impacts experienced by Colorado.. 

We are seeing an explosion of marijuana related growth with few guidelines available to the 
permitting agencies.  We see new permits being recently issued to Sam Stapleton, for Diamond Tree 
Marijuana, on Galveston Street for a recreational marijuana retailer a few feet from a pre-school and 
day care and 1002 feet from a school.  We see many facilities being built on EFU land without 
controls.  We see facilities being built on RR10 and MUA10 land that might have to come down if you 
make the decision of opt out.  There needs to be controls and guidelines developed before we allow 
this to get ‘out of control’.  We also need to step back and take the time to assess whether the 
impacts on Deschutes County will be similar to those in Colorado.  The taxes available from not 
opting out will likely not come close to covering the costs of the administrative, police, and medical 
problems cited by the District Attorney of Denver. 

If we look at the zoning maps, opting out for RR10 and MUA10 is small relative to the incorporated 
areas and EFU zoned properties not impacted by the opt out provision.  Thus opting out will not have 
much impact on the profits to be gained by the marijuana investors whose only incentive is 
profit..  However, opting out will limit the expansion to a small degree, and will have the following 
positive results: 



2

1.      Save the destruction of our residential areas by excluding the proliferation of more marijuana 
facilities in these areas and protecting property values and rural life style. 

2.      Reduce the number of facilities that might have to be removed should reason prevail and 
Measure 91 is overturned either by another vote of Oregonians or the federal government. 

3.      Give us a chance to see if Deschutes County experiences the same negative effects as 
Colorado. Clearly the rhetoric stated by the marijuana profiteers on the positives of their “industry” are 
not supported by the Colorado experience and these impacts need to be reduced/controlled so that 
Deschutes County and Bend can retain the reputation needed to attract our real life blood, tourism. 

Please don’t cause Deschutes County to have to revisit the problems experienced by Colorado. Stop 
further expansion of the marijuana industry into our residential areas. We need to learn from the real 
and current data available to us, rather than being influenced by the rhetoric of those who would profit 
from uncontrolled growth. 

        <<...>>  

Respectfully 

Sam Davis, Tumalo 
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Matt MartinFrom: Bonnie BakerSent: Monday, August 31, 2015 8:30 AMTo: Matt MartinSubject: FW: HB3400 Comments.Attachments: HB3400 Comments Sam.docx��From: Sam Davis [mailto:sadaca_2@msn.com]  Sent: Saturday, August 29, 2015 9:43 AM To: Board; Nick Lelack Subject: HB3400 Comments. 
 

August 29, 2015 

COUNTY COMMISSIONERS: 

Alan Unger 

Tammy Baney 

Tony DeBone 

1300 NW Wall St #200 

Bend, Oregon 97701 

Until we have an opportunity to assess what we cannot currently change, we recommend that you limit further 
expansion of marijuana by opting out in the areas we can until we better understand the impact of HB 3400 and 
develop better plans for the areas expansion of marijuana.  We strongly recommend that the Commissioners opt 
out on everything measure 91 allows before more residential areas are impacted and property values of 
residential property further compromised.  The question was asked of you, How many of you would want a 
grow and processing facility next door to your residence?  We suspect the answer is resounding “0”. 

I would like to submit the following comments: 

1.      We do not know the impact of marijuana in Deschutes County at this point.  Having been students in 
Berkeley we know the impact of marijuana on people and unless users, and the impact has changed since 
Berkeley days, the impacts are not as positive as indicated by the Deschutes marijuana supporters. 

2.      There is strong evidence that HB 3400 was passed by a narrow 1% margin due to strong support in the 
largeOregon cities west of the Cascades who will not be impacted by the nearly uncontrolled growth of 
facilities for growing and processing marijuana.  While I do not know the statistics, I believe the people of 
Deschutes County that you represent did not vote in favor of the passage of HB 3400.  For the most part, the 
strong supporters for marijuana are the profiteers who are investing heavily to reap the benefits of the marijuana 
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“gold rush”.  Many of them have only one motivation, income.  They are not doing it because they believe that 
it is good for the community and Bend.  This is the story line to support their business investments.  Prior to the 
August12th afternoon meeting we heard a well-dressed supporter of marijuana who testified as a Bend resident, 
tell his other marijuana support colleagues that he was constantly traveling between his home in Florida and 
Bend trying to keep his medicinal marijuana business in Florida going while investing big money in Bend so he 
could support his business in Florida.  Many of the farmers who are the front men developing these local grow 
sites likely have big money investors backing them.  Thus again, while we are sure some of the grow sites are 
locally funded, the likelihood is great that many to the grow sites and businesses are funded by remote investors 
who are trying to cash in on the Oregon law and care nothing about the impact it has on Deschutes County, the 
children and the fiber of the communities. 

3.      We heard one supporter of uncontrolled expansion of marijuana state that marijuana did not expose the 
community and residential areas to safety risks because that the marijuana industry was providing security of 
their stores and grow facilities by hiring former military personnel as rotating security guards.  We also heard 
the statement that they facilities were protecting our children from getting into the facilities by installing 6 foot 
cycle fences with barbed wire at the top.  If the public safety will not be impacted, why is an ex-military 
security force needed?  Are the 6 foot cycle fences with barbed wire at the top really installed to protect the 
children or to protect the crops from the negative element that might want to rob the growers?  I submit that 
cyclone fences with barbed wire actually endanger children who will still try to get through the fences! 

4.      No one in the meetings addressed how the county and city will deal with the negative members of society 
who will no doubt be attracted to Bend and the negative impacts associated with the expansion of the use of 
marijuana as we become the “Marijuana Capital of the west”!  How will the use of the drug by minors be 
controlled, how will the impacts of its use (and spread to stronger drugs) be controlled/policed?  Do we have a 
test for determining if someone is driving under the influence of marijuana?  Do we have funding and plans to 
increase the size of the administrative groups needed to support the new cash crop?  Do we have funds to 
increase the size of the police force?  It is naïve to believe that there will not be negative impact of this 
expansion of the local drug culture, legal or not! 

5.      Do the Commissioners believe that the expansion of the marijuana trade in Deschutes County will really 
increase and not decrease our lifeblood, tourism?  I can guarantee you, if I were a tourist coming to Bend with 
my family, the expansion of marijuana would not be an attraction.  People come here to drink a little beer, but 
mainly to fish, ski, enjoy the water, play golf, bike and enjoy the natural beauty.  If I was a person with a 
family, I would likely no longer vacation in Bend because I would not want to be impacted by the perceived and 
real negative impacts that come with marijuana.  If we lose our attractiveness as a tourist mecca we will have 
lost far more than what the new gold rush will net. 

6.      At this same meeting, we heard a supporter who testified against opting out, saying in private that he 
owned 5 acres in Tumalo and certainly would not want a grow/processing facility next to his property.  We 
certainly agree with him and so do most of the home owners who are facing this potential. 

7.      The majority of the residents of Deschutes County do not see marijuana agriculture as the same as 
growing tomatoes, wheat or alfalfa.  You can’t become impaired eatingtomatoes or baking with wheat and there 
is no potential negative social impacts associated with using and growing traditional agricultural products.  This 
is obviously a fallacy being sold by those profiting at the expense of the citizens of Deschutes County. 

                <<...>>  

Respectfully 
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Sam Davis, Tumalo 
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