
Public Comments on Interim Ordinance on 
Marijuana Facilities  
The Board of County Commissioners took public comment on the interim ordinance at a public 
hearing on January 6, 2015, which it continued to February 3, and a written comment period 
between December 18, 2014, and February 5, 2015.  

Name Organization Method 
Abramovitz, Susan  Testimony (1/6/15) 
Afdem, Gail  Emails (1/5 and 2/5/15) 
Anderson, Mary V.  Email (1/1/15) 
Baughn, Delinda  Email (1/5/15) 
Boehl, Kurt (on behalf of 
Tom and Patty Perkins) 

 Testimony (1/6 + 2/3/15) 

Bonnette, Kory and Shannon   Email (2/2/15) 
Brown, Kathleen LaRue  Testimony (2/3/15) 
Brown, Randy  Testimony (1/6/15) 
Browning, Dave  Email (1/17/15) + testimony (2/3/15) 
Cantrell, Constance  Email (2/5/15) 
Coslor, Mike  Testimony  (1/6/15) 
Couvion, Barbara  Letter (2/2/15) 
Crawford, Don  Letter (2/5/15) 
Creelman, Paul and Patty  Email (2/5/15 
Davenport, James  Testimony (1/6/15) 
Davis, Gary  Email (2/2/15) + testimony (2/3/15) 
Dean, Randy and Brown, 
Kathleen LaRue 

 Email (2/4/15) 

Dempsey, Edwin   Email (1/31/15) 
DeNae, Shawn  Testimony  (2/3/15) 
Duncan, Ken and Sarah  Email (1/4/15) 
Eastham, Marianne and 
Douglas, Clark 

 Email (1/31/15) 

Eckman, Vevera  Testimony (2/3/15) 
Edeen, Judi  Email (1/29/15) + testimony (2/3/15) 
Ehlers, Carol  Testimony  (2/3/15) 
Fero-VanWagner, Patty  Email (1/5/15) 
Finney, Bernard  Testimony (2/3/15) 



Name Organization Method 
Fisher, Skya  Letter (2/4/15) 
Freeman, Robert  and Mary  Letter (1/5/15) 
Freeman, Robert (Mr. & 
Mrs.) 

 Email (1/31/15) 

Friedlander, Matthew  Email (2/5/15) 
Gentry, Paul  Testimony (2/3/15) 
Gorr, Gilda  Testimony (1/6/15) 
Goree, David  Testimony (2/3/15) 
Guemes Island 
Environmental Trust Board 

 Letter (1/20/15) 

Haney. Jedediah  Documents (1/6/15) 
Hansen, Debbie  Testimony (1/6/15) 
Harris, Larry  Email (2/3/15) 
Hendrickson, Barb  Testimony (1/6/15) + letter (1/6/15) 
Hill, Robert W.  Letter (1/12/15) 
Hill, Terry  Email (1/3/15) 
Holmstrom, Michael  Email (2/5/15) 
Houser, Jerry and Jody  Email (2/3/15) 
Hughes, Richard  Testimony (2/3/15) 
Hurlimann, Cambria  Testimony 1/6/15) + email (2/2/15) 
Hurlimann, Larry  Testimony (1/6/15)+ letters (1/24 + 

2/5/15) 
Jarmiolowski, Julie  Email (2/2/15) 
Jensen, Robert  Testimony (2/3/15) 
Lindsay, Lori Flower of Life 

Farms, LLC 
Email (1/22/15) (w/response from BOCC 
1/26/15) + testimony (2/3/15) 

Lindsay, Lori and Paul Flower of Life 
Farms, LLC 

Letter with binder (2/4/15) 

Lindsay, Miranda Flower of Life 
Farms, LLC 

Testimony (2/3/15) 

Lindsay, Paul Flower of Life 
Farms, LLC 

Testimony (2/3/15) 

Lindsay, Shelby Flower of Life 
Farms, LLC 

Testimony (2/3/15) 

Link, Amy  Email (1/30/15) 
Lospalluto, Steven  Email (1/5/15) 
Lund, Rufus  Email (1/27/15) 
Martindale, Michael  Testimony (1/6/15) 



Name Organization Method 
McNeil, Terry  Email (2/4/15) 
Miller, Joseph  Email (2/4/15) 
Miller, Tim  Testimony (1/6/15) 
Mitchell, Roger  Testimony  (2/3/15) + email (2/5/15) 
Mohr, Armin and Beverly  Email (1/2/15) 
Moores, Jim  Testimony (1/6/15) 
Moseley, Henrietta  Email (1/5/15) 
Munsey, Connie  Testimony (1/6/15) 
Nurmi, JoAnn  Testimony (1/6/15) + letter (1/6/15) 
Nurmi, Victor and JoAnn  Email (2/5/15) 
Padovan, Dennis  Email (2/5/15) 
Perkins, Patty  Testimony (2/3/15) 
Phillips, Kathleen  Email (2/1/15) 
Pleas, Melvin  Email (1/7/15) 
Pleas, Patricia  Email (1/5/15) 
Reep, David  Email (2/3/15) 
Rindal, Doug and Sue  Email (2/5/15) 
Rooks, Hal GIPAC Testimony (1/6/15) + email (1/6/15) 
Ruschmann, Dennis   Testimony (1/6/15) + letter (2/5/15) 
Schleh, Daniel  Email (1/5/15) 
Schleh, Elizabeth  Email (1/5/15) + testimony (2/3/15) 
Schleh, Ian  Email (1/5/15) 
Schleh, Joan  Email (1/5/15) + testimony (2/3/15) 
Schleh, Stephen  Email (1/5/15) 
Schram, Donna  Email (2/5/15) 
Scott, John R.  Letter (2/3/15) 
Scott, Lori  Testimony (1/6/15) 
Scott, Lori  Letter (2/3/15) 
Sedano, Stephanie  Testimony (1/6/15) 
Shannon, Andi  Email (1/5/15) 
Smith, Dan  Testimony (1/6/15) 
Snarrenberg, John and Flora 
(Penny) 

 Email (2/5/15) 

Sowell, Sharyn  Testimony (1/6/15) 
Sowell, Russell and Sharyn  Email (1/5/15) 
Stewart, Ed  ____Propagation Testimony (2/3/15)  



Name Organization Method 
Sundberg, Sandy  Email (2/1/15) 
Sundberg, Scott  Email (2/1/15) 
Sweger, Crystal  Testimony (2/3/15) 
Sweger, Crystal and Joseph  Emails (1/5 + 2/3/15) 
Talman, Linda  Email (1/6/15) 
Thomas, Dave  Testimony (2/3/15) 
Thomas, E.L.  Email (1/27/15) 
Turner, Robert R.  Email (2/4/15) 
Ussery, Chris  Testimony (2/3/15) 
Van Wagner, Gregory  Emails (1/5 & 1/22/15) 
Wallace, Julie  Email (1/5/15) 
Washburn, Dwight  Testimony (2/3/15) 
Wilson, Sheena  Email (1/5/15) 
Wirtshafter, Don  Testimony (1/6/15) 
Wolf, Heather (Brownlie 
Evans Wolf & Lee, LLP) 

Bernard 
Finney, 
Cedardale LLC 

Emails w/letter (1/27 + 2/5/15) + testimony 
(2/3/15) 

Wyatt, Tony  Email (2/3/15) 
  

 



From: Gail Afdem
To: PDS comments
Subject: Gail N. Afdem 17437 Dunbar Rd. Mount Vernon Wa 98273 interim ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 5:28:45 PM

I realize marijuana is considered an agricultural crop however it is not the same as
corn or tulips or berries. Those crops do not threaten my property value or the security
of our neighborhood. I feel proposed use notifications should be posted and property 
owners notified for input before any permit is allowed.Marijuana growth should not be
in residential areas.

Gail Afdem
gailafdem@aol.com

mailto:gailafdem@aol.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


From: Gail Afdem
To: PDS comments
Subject: Gail Afdem,17437Dunbar Road,Mt.Vernon,WA,98273 Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Thursday, February 05, 2015 12:20:05 PM

I agree with Joan Schleh and Carol Ellers on the appropriate locations for marijuana growth and
I do not think there can be a "one size fits all" zoning. It appears Mr. Finney did his home work
and should be able to go forward with his business however the Dunbar Rd. facility is totally wrong.
It would be great if each site could be evaluated individually although it would be more expensive
for the county. I also suggest that a use notice be posted for any future grow operations.

Gail Afdem
gailafdem@aol.com

mailto:gailafdem@aol.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


From: mvanderson03@aol.com
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Thursday, January 01, 2015 2:57:28 AM

From:
Mary Voegtlin Anderson
 
Mailing Address: 6844 30th Avenue N.E.
                            Seattle, Washington 98115
 
I am a Skagit County Property Owner of
47542 State Route 20
Concrete, Washington
 
Phone: 206-523-7485
mvanderson03@aol.com
 
As a Skagit County property owner of a second home in the Concrete area since 1989, I have strong
 concerns about the longstanding, ongoing drug problem in the Concrete area, which has had especially
 deleterious effects on young people.  I have been told by students attending Concrete High School that
 drug use is very prevalent among students: "Everybody does drugs," as one Concrete H.S. student
 recently stated.  This problem flourished in an environment with illegal marijuana.  With the so-called
 legalization of pot, drug use will become even more problematic and widespread without the strictest of
 restraints on this "blossoming" "industry."  The bottom line is that marijuana is still illegal under federal
 law, and that fact should provide the basis for extreme control of this substance which should NEVER
 have been legalized in this state. 
 
As a former high school teacher in the Seattle area, I have personally witnessed the destruction of
 hundreds of kids by pot smoking when pot was illegal.  I can only imagine the greater destructive effects
 of legal pot that is easier to acquire.  Legalization of pot has already caused an increase in pot smoking
 in at least one Seattle school district as was reported by the media: Edmonds.  Since pot is already a
 problem in the Concrete area and schools, I ask that you should apply the most stringent regulations to
 production of this very harmful substance which is NOT just another "agricultural" product.  Further
 revisions in the Interim Ordinance should be made to create a highly restrictive situation for pot
 production. 
 
No pot production in areas designated with forest zoning should be allowed, and I don't have to tell you
 that Skagit County abounds in those areas. I will be very upset if the pristine, natural beauty of my
 forested property and the adjacent nature preserve is destroyed by a nearby pot production operation. 
 The purchase of property in Skagit Count will no longer be desirable, and the county will lose the
 economic stimulus provided by property purchases by people like me who live outside of the area but
 spend money in the County.  If a pot plant is set up near my property, I will probably sell and get out. 
 The burglaries aimed at procuring drug money in my area are already a major problem, and pot
 industries will attract the kind of people who will perpetrate further burglaries and other crimes.
 
Also, instead of "five acres," ten acres or more should be the minimum  lot size required for a pot
 production activity.  I understand that five acres is the minimum acre size allowed by subdivision laws,
 and a larger size requirement would provide a natural barrier to a great proliferation of pot operations
 which will provide the impetus to an even greater decline in the desirability of the area and in the
 potential of  Skagit County students.
 
I strongly support any stricter regulations you can formulate that will impede the growth of this monster
 euphemistically called the "pot industry."  It isn't an industry.  It's a bomb that will create insurmountable
 problems in Skagit County education and economy as pot production becomes more ubiquitous. 
 Smoking one marijuana cigarette decreases the electrical activity in the brain by about 30 I.Q. points,

mailto:mvanderson03@aol.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us
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 making a student with an average I.Q. barely educable with an I.Q. of 70.  A bright kid, with an I.Q. of
 130 has a functioning I.Q. level of 100 or average after smoking one joint.  As a teacher of gifted
 students, I can attest that this is true and that bright kids often tend to be more likely to smoke pot if it's
 readily available.  Another issue making pot dangerous for kids is the fact that the active ingredient is
 stored in body fat cells to do future damage instead of being excreted in the urine as is the case with
 alcohol.  A  professional rock musician who visited a middle school where I was teaching told the
 students that he and his wife had a baby that was deformed, and it was probably because of his use of
 pot in his earlier years.  Storage in the fat cells is linked to a higher incidence of birth defects among pot
 smokers' kids.  I could elaborate further upon the dangers of pot which I have personally witnessed in its
 destruction of numerous students' educational potential during my teaching career.  And that was
 BEFORE pot was legal and more widely available.  Drug use is THE major problem in today's American
 schools.  Adult pot use is, of course, also a problem, but government should take every possible
 precaution to protect kids from the effects of pot usage because kids lack the knowledge and experience
 to protect themselves.  I urge you to create a legal environment in Skagit County that retards rather than
 encourages the growth of an "industry" that could destroy countless young people and adults.



From: Delinda Baughn
To: PDS comments
Subject: "Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities"
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 8:31:02 AM

To whom it may concern,

Please know that I am in support of the interim ordinance on marijuana facilities but I am
 gravely concerned with the growing facility on the corner of Dunbar Road and Dunbar Lane
 for many reasons.  Some include the fact the the Mount Vernon School District school bus
 has a stop on that corner, directly in front of the facility.  The grower is 1.4 miles from
 Washington Elementary School.  The grower is located in an established neighborhood.  The
 grower has installed a fence that exceeds permitted height and is too close to the
 road(according to county standards).  The homeowner is using the garage for commercial
 purposes.  The property has a permit to grown "seasonal Mother's Day flowering baskets" not
 year-round growing.  The number of containers far exceeds the legal limit of plants for
 medicinal marijuana.

I have owned my property for 20 years on Dunbar Road.  I have no qualms with my
 neighbors.  We are a friendly neighborhood.  We do not welcome this sort of business in our
 neighborhood.

My work hours will not permit me to attend the county commissioners meeting on January 6,
 2015.  

Should you have questions, please don't hesitate to call or write.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Delinda Baughn
17153 Dunbar Road
Mount Vernon, WA 98273

360-424-4525

mailto:dabaughn@gmail.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


From: Shannon Bonnette
To: PDS comments
Subject: I support the Interim Ordinace on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Monday, February 02, 2015 6:44:52 PM

January 5, 2015

 

Skagit County Commissioners Office

Skagit County Planning Department
Dept Liquor License

 

Re: Interim Ordinace on Marijuana Facilities

 

 

 

To Whom it May Concern,

 

First, Thank you so much for taking the time and consideration this issue needs.  We
 so appreciate your care to hear us.  

 

We would like you to know that we support the ordinance on Marijuana facilities in
 Skagit County.  

 

We currently reside two houses down from the Dunbar grow facility and are greatly
 concerned about the safety issues it brings to our neighborhood and possible de-
valuation of our property.  It is obvious that this facility also recognizes that their
 plants brings risks into our neighborhood, because they have erected an eight foot
 fence and put up at least thirteen surveillance cameras (that not only monitor their
 property but at least five other properties).  We are also appalled that this facility has
 continued to ignore regulations and permit requirements, such as the over-height
 fencing, bringing in two large containers, and using the garage for commercial use,
 as well.  

 

mailto:korshan7@gmail.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


Please remain steadfast in your efforts to make these facilities have to follow the rules
 that govern our county.

This may be their business, but this is our home.  This may be where they work, but
 this is where we play, where we lay our heads down at night.  We have been here for
 over sixteen years, we've raised our kids here, and now our grandchildren spend
 much time here; one even lives with us.    

 

Thank you so much for all your efforts.  We really appreciate all you are doing!

 

Sincerely,

Kory G and Shannon D. Bonnette 

17307 Dunbar Rd.

Mount Vernon, Wa 98273



From: Dave Browning
To: PDS comments
Subject: Comments on Moratorium on Marijuana
Date: Saturday, January 17, 2015 11:27:16 AM

Dear Friends,

I might be late to this party, but just saw the public hearing on public access TV.

Appreciate the moratorium, and would like to suggest a couple things be considered.

1.  Let’s be as restrictive as we possibly can be through zoning and set backs.  My personal goal is to see Skagit
 County be drug free.  Years ago I was involved in zoning related to adult book stores in Bellingham.  Through
 zoning we were able to restrict the possible locations substantially.  We may not be able to eliminate it completely,
 but let’s limit it substantially.

2.  As I’m sure you are aware, there are huge interests bankrolling the new ganja gold rush.  I am much more
 interested in supporting local parties, than out of county or state conglomerates.  Not sure how you can differentiate,
 but it could be through preferences to small growers and operations.

Thanks,

Dave Browning
9166 Bayview Edison Road, Bow, Wa 98232

360-420-2915

mailto:dave@ctkonline.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


From: CCantrell
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Thursday, February 05, 2015 3:09:41 PM

I am concerned about the likelihood of high ground water depletion associated with
 commercial marijuana growth on Guemes Island. Many people on Guemes already have
 difficulty  obtaining an adequate amount of fresh water for domestic use.
High fertilizer and pesticide contamination associated with marijuana cultivation would
 also likely lead to ground water contamination.
Quite frankly, considering the delicate ecosystem that is inherent on islands, I am surprised
 that a marijuana farm is even being considered on such a small island as Guemes.
I am requesting that this farm not be allowed so we can maintain our quality of life on
 Guemes Island.
 
Constance Cantrell
6021 South Shore Road
Anacortes, WA 98221

mailto:connie.cantrell@hotmail.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us














From: Patty
To: PDS comments
Subject: support the moratorium
Date: Thursday, February 05, 2015 11:04:20 AM

We support the moratorium. Please keep residential areas free from
marijuana growing and processing.
Thanks for taking our input.

Paul & Patty Creelman
9881 District Line Rd
Burlington, Wa 98233

mailto:pattycreelman@wavecable.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


From: Gary Davis
To: PDS comments
Subject: Miller Marijuana Farm on Guemes Island
Date: Monday, February 02, 2015 3:12:50 PM

Dear Commissioners,

Thank you for implementing the moratorium of commercial marijuana
growing in rural Skagit County.
I'd specifically like to address the facility at 5735 Homestead Lane on 
beautiful Guemes Island.

Some years ago I was asked to write the vision statement for the Guemes
Sub Area Plan in poetic form which was adopted without modification by
the commissioners.  In that poem you will find the words welcome, enjoy,
and do no harm to this place our home.

I live on Homestead Lane and have come to know  and admire the folks who
live on this little dirt road in the woods. We have three toddlers and
one new born who will grow up on this lane and will I'm sure become fine
productive members of our community and our larger society in part
because of the environment that exist here.

That environment is now under threat by a corporation that intends to
build the largest commercial drug facility allowed by the laws of the
State of Washington.  This facility already looks like a concentration
camp with it's surveillance cameras and tall electric fences.

Others have brought to your attention the risks to our limited water
supply and unknown pollution potential  these kids and the rest of us
will be exposed to.  This is so much more than a quality of life issue.

Please do all you can to preserve what we have now and don't allow the
this inappropriate commercialization and it's inevitable spoiling effect
on this little dirt lane in the heart of our beautiful island.

Thank you for your consideration.

Gary Davis

mailto:b4mb00la@gmail.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


From: rbrown51@comcast.net
To: PDS comments
Subject: Marijuana Moritorium
Date: Wednesday, February 04, 2015 4:24:03 PM

Dear County Commissioners,
 
Thirty years ago my family and I decided to move to our present home.  We selected it
 because of the rural atmosphere as well as the advantages of a neighborhood.  We moved to
 this location because of the other families that our kids could grow up with and because it was
 a safe neighborhood.  We could have moved in next to a dairy or a chicken farm and got the
 agricultural feel, but I knew about these agri-businesses and what goes along with them.  We
 wouldn’t expect them to change their way of doing business just because I didn’t like the
 smells and noises of their business.
Therefore, I don’t see why we must endure the negative impacts of these marijuana growing
 operations that are disrupting my family’s way of life. 
 
The “skunk” like smells that emanate from the one just down our lane are over powering. It
 requires us to close our windows because we are down wind. 
The light from these operations are on at all hours of the day and night.
 I don’t feel it is safe for my family.  The compound by our house has an 8’ tall fence that is
 completely covered over and has cameras in the trees and on the fence.  There are motion
 detectors that turn on flood lights if someone get to close to the fence.  I’m wondering how
 long it will be before they install the razor wire on top of the fence and purchase pit bulls to
 let run inside the compound.  These additions to the property are for one reason and that is to
 keep thieves from stealing the marijuana.  No one else in our neighborhood has all of these
 additions and the reason is we are a residential neighborhood and not a high risk business. 
 This has changed the look of our neighborhood.  Everyone who has visited us has wanted to
 know what in the world is going on there.
Also, there has been a school bus stop for more than 30 years right on the corner next to our
 proposed marijuana business.  This is not safe for these kids.
 
The bottom line is that this business, and ones like them do not have to be in residential
 neighborhoods to function.  They don’t even need to have natural light to function.  They are
 better suited to industrial areas that are better equipped to handle the traffic, noise, smells,
 electrical demands and security concerns for these businesses.  They are not families or
 family friendly and that is what a neighborhood is all about.  They are an industry and should
 be treated as such.
My family’s life style should not have to change to accommodate this industry just as I would
 not ask a dairy or chicken farm to change their business to accommodate me.  I know what
 type of neighborhood we moved into and they should not be allowed to ruin our way of life.
 
Thank you for your consideration on this important matter.
 
Respectfully,
 
Randy Dean and Kathleen LaRue Brown
14745 Dunbar Lane
Mount Vernon, Wa. 98273

mailto:rbrown51@comcast.net
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


 



From: EDWIN L. DEMPSEY
To: PDS comments
Subject: INTERIM ORDINANCE ON MARIJUANA FACILITIES
Date: Saturday, January 31, 2015 7:14:11 AM

 
 

From: EDWIN L. DEMPSEY [mailto:ELDEMPSEY@WAVECABLE.COM] 
Sent: Saturday, January 31, 2015 5:06 AM
To: pdscomments@skagit.wa.us
Subject: INTERIM ORDINANCE ON MARIJUANA FACILITIES
 
MY COMMENTS ARE:
 
I WANT TO THANK ALL PERSONS AND DEPARTMENTS INVOLVED WITH ADOPTING THE
MORATORIUM ON RECREATIONAL AND MEDICAL MARIJUANA FACILITIES IN THE AREA.
 
I AGREE AND SUPPORT THE “INTERIM ORDINANCE ON MARIJUANA FACILITIES
(ORDINANCE O20140008)”.
 
MARIJUANA FACILITIES WILL HAVE A DRASTIC SIDE EFFECT TO THE SKAGIT COUNTY AREA.
 
MY CONCERNS ARE THE HARMFUL EFFECTS TO THE WATERSHED, WELL WATER SYSTEMS, SEPTIC
SYSTEMS, THE WILD LIFE AND DEGRADING OF THE QUAITITY OF LIFE, PROPERTY VALUES FOR THE
PEOPLE IN THIS AREA.
 
OTHER CONCERNS I HAVE ARE THE AFFECTS OF THE ADDED AUTO/TRUCK TRAFFIC AND THE OLD
ELECTRIC POWER SUPPLY IN THE AREA, ALSO WITH ADDED BURDEN ON OUR POLICE AND FIRE
 DEPARTMENTS.
 
MARIJUANA FACILITIES SHOULD NOT BE ALLOWED ANYWHERE NEAR RUAL COMMUNITIES.
 
THANK YOU,
 
EDWIN L. DEMPSEY
19540 TRACE-TY LANE
BURLINGTON, WA.
             98233-6802

mailto:ELDEMPSEY@WAVECABLE.COM
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From: Ken Duncan
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Sunday, January 04, 2015 1:58:00 PM

 
January 2, 2015
 

TO:  Skagit County Commissioners
 

RE:  Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
 

We are writing this letter in order to explain why we support the "Interim Ordinance on
 Marijuana Facilities" becoming a permanent Skagit Count Ordinance.  Our property is located
 across the street and slightly north of a medical marijuana growing and processing operation
 at the intersection of Dunbar Lane and Dunbar Road in west  Mount Vernon.  It has been very
 hard to get accurate information regarding the guidelines that medical growing operations
 must follow in order to grow and process marijuana in our neighborhood.  This facility used to
 be a greenhouse where flowering baskets (Anne's Flowering Baskets, and more recently J and
 G Blooms) were sold.  There were only a few weeks each year when the property was visited
 by the public.  Once the limited number of flowering baskets were sold, which was usually 2
 to 3 weeks, the property was quiet and there was no impact to the neighbors.

Since marijuana production started at the property this past summer, we the neighbors, have
 had to deal with very strong odors from the growing of, and processing of,  marijuana.  This
 property is fairly small and any odors that are created during the growing or processing of the
 plants directly impacts all of the neighbors.  Currently, the property is licensed to grow a
 maximum of 45 plants.  We do not know how many plants would be allowed if the property
 was operated as a recreational facility, but we assume that it would be much more than just
 45 plants.  If the facility is indeed only growing 45 plants, the emissions from the growing and
 processing of marijuana would be unbearable if more plants were added to the facility.

The current operation also impacts the neighborhood with the grow lights that operate 24
 hours a day for days and weeks.  The lights produce enough light to require window shades
 on the windows in our house which were never needed since our house was built by my
 father-in-law Earl Angevine in the mid 1970's.

We are also concerned with  information regarding the current owners  not following
 regulations which are intended to keep our neighborhood  a rural, residential neighborhood. 
  According to the Skagit County website, there are two open and unresolved issues which
 include the fence height violation and the garage use violation. They are currently using a
 garage as a processing facility which is not allowed by the county (permit #CE03-0242).  They
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 also installed an 8 foot fence around the property when the maximum height allowed by the
 county is 6 feet (permit #CE14-0125).  We also believe that the setback for the fence is not
 legal and that the fence is too close to the road.  If the current owners are not willing to
 follow laws and regulations, we don't expect that things will get better if they are allowed to
 expand or continue their operations.

Our neighborhood is classified at Rural AG Reserve and greenhouses are allowed to operate in
 this area.  However, marijuana product is much different than growing plants or food crops. 
 Allowing marijuana to be grown in areas where other neighbors are directly impacted is
 similar to allowing a small pulp processing facility or brewing facility to operate in a primarily
 residential area.  The fumes and gases produced from the processing of the products are very
 strong and impact all of the surrounding neighbors without any ability to escape the pollution
 created by the grow operations.  Not to mention any ill effects on health, should there be
 any. There is plenty of open farm land in rural Skagit County that could support both medical
 and recreational marijuana grow operations while not  impacting neighbors that have lived in
 these neighborhoods for decades.  We live where we do because we wanted to be in the
 "country setting" and have the ability to use the natural soil and land to grow crops and enjoy
 a little more privacy at the same time.  We support the proposed ordinance restrictions
 regarding setbacks and minimum lot sizes for all future marijuana growing and processing
 operations in order to preserve the small, neighborhood farms that still exist in Skagit County.

Sincerely,

 

Ken Duncan

Sarah Angevine Duncan

14870 Dunbar Lane

Mount Vernon, WA 98273

 KenDuncan99@yahoo.com

Sarahesther68@yahoo.com

mailto:KenDuncan99@yahoo.com
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From: Mle4794@aol.com
To: PDS comments
Subject: I support the moratorium. Please keep residential areas free from marijuana ...
Date: Saturday, January 31, 2015 1:09:25 PM

To: Ken Dahlstedt, Lisa Janicki and Ron Wesen,
 
I support the moratorium. Please keep residential areas free from marijuana growing and
 processing out of residential areas.
 
Though we don't have a problem with marijuana use or growing operations per se, we definitely believe
 that a marijuana grow/processing operation will adversely affect property values in residential
 areas.  Would you buy a home next to one?  And, if a homeowner had to lower the price so low as to
 attract someone who doesn't mind, the likelihood is that, that buyer is unlikely to have the resources
 needed to keep the property up.  The result would be even more damage to surrounding property values.
 
A marijuana operation would serve one business person in one home while all other homes and
 individuals next to or near would be adversely affected.  That's just not right.  PLEASE CONSIDER
 THE GREATER GOOD.
 
Our home value hasn't yet recovered from the recession; it is worth less than what we paid for it seven
 years ago!  In a few years we will need to go into some sort of retirement home and will need whatever
 we can sell it for to pay our way. If the value doesn't go up or goes down it will adversely affect our quality
 of life at the end of our lives.
 
Dunbar Rd is special despite having two commercial operations on its north end off Memorial Hwy. 
 Everything else, south of there, is residential. New families with small children are buying homes sold by
 older, retirees. There are lots of walkers throughout the day. Visitors drive by to see snow geese, swans
 and horses.  It brings to mind how things used to be.  Please don't let it be ruined by a commercial
 (marijuana growing/processing) operation right in the center of it.
 
We appreciate your consideration of our concerns.
 
Marianne Eastham and Clark Douglas
 
 

mailto:Mle4794@aol.com
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From: Judi Edeen
To: PDS comments
Subject: Judi Edeen, 1908 Riverside Dr. Mount Vernon WA 98273, Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Thursday, January 29, 2015 4:28:20 PM

I am speaking professionally & personally on this issue. I have done a lot of
 research and have a lot of information on the benefits of medical marijuana.  
 
It is common knowledge THC makes you high. It is used for pain control,
 anxiety, nausea. CBD is the other component in marijuana, which is healing.
 CBD does NOT make you high. It boosts the immune system, it heals some
 cancers, it is an anti-inflammatory, and pain reliever. It is a muscle relaxant
 and is an anti-convulsion. It supports the neurological system and allows
 neurons in the brain to connect, which prevent seizures.
 
I work in caregiving for the chronically and terminally ill in this community. I
 speak on behalf of some of my patients who rely on medical marijuana oil
 every day. The THC and CBD components in the oil vary, depending on their
 need. There is a lot of science involved and it is very expensive to process. You
 cannot purchase this type of product from the recreational end of marijuana.
 
My patients with MS would not be able to scratch their noses or fortify
 themselves with fluid on their own, without these oils. These oils allow
 muscles to relax and increase fine motor skills and range of motion in order to
 do the most basic things, that you and I take for granted.
 
My son Isaiah has epilepsy and has to have medical marijuana to counter act
 the side effects to RX drugs, such as extreme nausea, double vision, agitation,
 even blisters on his skin! It took me 2 months to find a collective garden
 which produced the right strain of oil for him to take for this type of seizure
 disorder.  I am terrified of losing access to this medicine, because this is the
 only thing that is keeping my son alive. Isaiah has 20 seizures a day without
 CBD. His seizures last 7 minutes long and he stops breathing. My son would die
 without access to these oil capsules.
 
As you can see, it is vital to allow any garden that has already been licensed to

mailto:Judie@sunriseemail.com
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 continue operation without abruptly closing their doors, especially those who
 produce high CBD marijuana, which I’ve learned is very hard to find!! I have
 found no alternative medicine for my son’s life threatening illness.
 
The county issued licenses for these collective gardens to be in business. It
 appears this moratorium came about after home owners near a garden
 starting having issues. I am sure the county did not foresee “problems” arising
 when the licenses were issued. I really hope the county does the right thing to
 rectify the zoning approval since lives are literally at stake.
 
Everybody who works in the medical marijuana industry are genuine, kind,
 compassionate people. The people that need this medicine are not criminals
 and kidnappers looking to harm the community where these gardens exist.
 They are chronically ill and many of them can barely make it through the door
 to get their medicine.
 
If you conclude to a moratorium, at least do it on a case by case basis, so the
 business owners would be able to eventually find new ground to work.
 
Since you now know the impact a moratorium and closure to these gardens
 would have, then following through with this decision would definitely cause
 undue stress on my family and many others and may even have a grave impact
 on my son Isaiah.
 
This meeting is a result of “unintended consequences”, affecting a
 neighborhood. NOW, How much more of an impact would there be on the
 patients in all of Skagit county and surrounding counties if a moratorium is the
 conclusion.
 
I guarantee you would all welcome a garden such as this if your child’s life
 depended on it being there. It is very clear what needs to happen here.
 
My son’s life is in your hands. This industry is in it’s infancy, which makes me
 very fearful that something such as this very moratorium will block access for
 my son to have the very thing that is keeping him alive!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!



 
Thank you for having this forum where we can all share the impact a
 moratorium would have on our lives.
 
If Children’s hospital is funding $500k toward medical marijuana research and if
 Congress woman Suzan Delbene see it important enough to call me personally
 to reassure me that they are working hard to federally legalize marijuana, then
 you can grant the current gardens business and or a plan to eventually move
 to the zone you authorize without jeopardizing their business investment or
 the medicine for the sick and dying community.
 
Please thoroughly examine the impact of your decision. I beg of you!
 
 

Judi Edeen, Supervisor
Sunrise Home Care Agency
360-755-3802
 
DREAM… BELIEVE…ACHIEVE!
 



From: Patty Fero-VanWagner
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 10:47:45 PM

My name is Patty Fero-VanWagner and I live at 14762 Dunbar Lane, Mount Vernon, WA  98273
 
I understand that the new state law has created many challenges for our local communities and I
 appreciated that it is especially challenging for you as our elected officials.  Thank you for your
 concern for our safety and well-being as a community.  Please understand that we are not trying to
 make any anti marijuana statement.  Our concern is about making sure Skagit County takes the
 time to map out what the appropriate locations are going to be for marijuana facilities and we
 are in full support of the Interim Ordinance while the county determines the appropriate
 regulation through zoning in unincorporated Skagit County.  To me it seems obvious that existing
 residential neighborhoods are NOT appropriate locations.  We need to protect our neighborhoods
 and our children.  We need to look at whether they should be allowed in flood zones, what the
 impact will be in regard to crime, property values, traffic, air quality and the disposal of the debris
 from the plants.  There are so many considerations and I encourage you to take the time and make
 sure we are making good decisions both short term and long term. 
 
At the end of Dunbar Lane is the school bus stop, located directly next to a residence that was
 purchased last year by someone from out of state who has illegally erected a 8 foot high fence,
 brought in several unpermitted shipping containers and put them on the property while setting up
 an unlicensed marijuana growing facility.  There was no public hearing regarding the fence and now
 it looks like a prison, complete with multiple security cameras and cars coming and going all the
 time.  It changed a nice neighborhood into a place where we no longer feel safe or proud. 
 
My 5 ½ year old great nephew came to live with us last year and each morning I took him to the end
 of the road and parked while we waited for the bus (he really, really wanted to ride that bus!).  It
 was the most uncomfortable I have ever been in my own neighborhood.  I could feel that we were
 constantly being watched (this was even before the multiple cameras) and I knew that if I was being
 watched then so was he..…. and there were so many different people in and out of that house who
 knows who they are….over half the cars come in from out of state at ‘harvest’ time.  They are very
 unfriendly towards the neighbors.  I wondered daily why on earth something so inappropriate could
 be allowed in my residential neighborhood – and at a school bus stop no less!  This was the same
 bus stop that my neighbor Julie took her daughters to for the last 10 years, it used to be a friendly
 place to stop and chat.  Now her youngest daughters gets off the bus and runs home because she is
 so afraid of the people in that house.  That is just not right.  This is not an appropriate location for a
 marijuana facility and we cannot let this happen to our neighborhood or to anyone else’s.  There are
 more appropriate locations in our county for marijuana facilities and we need to make sure they are
 designated as such – making sure that our neighborhoods and our children are protected and yet
 still allow for the new businesses in more nonresidential commercial areas.  We need to make wise
 choices.
 
In addition, as the county, you need to make sure that people cannot just put up an illegal fence and
 add storage containers and get away with that.  The fence needs to be taken down, the storage

mailto:pattyfer@verizon.net
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 containers removed and the legal process followed – they need to follow the law just like rest of us. 
 It shows a complete lack of respect for our county laws and you can best determine future behavior
 by past behavior so please be careful.
 
Thank you for your time,
 
Patty Fero-VanWagner
 
 
 
 







From: Robert Freeman
To: PDS comments
Date: Saturday, January 31, 2015 5:39:47 PM

I support the moratorium . Please keep residential areas free from marijuana growing and
 processing .  MR. &MRS Robert Freeman 17032 Dunbar Rd. Mt.vernon wa. 98273

mailto:avonallen@hotmail.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us
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From: Matthew Friedlander
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Thursday, February 05, 2015 12:38:44 PM

From:

Matthew Friedlander
1627 E Section St.
Mount Vernon WA 98274

I would like to propose a few changes to the county marijuana moratorium.  I believe the main
 issues here involve land use and property owners right to do what is legal on their property,
 the delayed action of the county regarding these land uses, and unfounded fear of the
 industry.  I also believe the county should make these changes by the end of the month so any
 grower operating in a greenhouse or hoop house can take full advantage of the growing
 season.  The county should also contract a consultant from inside the cannabis industry so
 they have accurate information about the realities of these types of operations.  

Remove the buffer zone and plot size limit on all properties zoned agricultural.
  Keep the buffer zone on properties zoned Rural-Intermediate, Rural-Reserve,
 and the like.  Technically these zones still allow outdoor cultivation but this is not
 their primary use as is the case in the agricultural zones.  - Land use issue   
Another option would be to limit the size of the marijuana operation to tier 1 only
 on lots smaller than 5 acres.  The buffer zone however is a thinly veiled attempt to
 appease a few home owners in these particular neighborhoods and should be
 removed completely.  -  Land use issue
Any applicant that had an address approved by the Liquor Control Board prior to
 the moratorium should be allowed to move forward with their business.  These
 businesses should be grandfathered in with businesses that were already
 operational.  - Delayed response from the County 

The main argument here is the right of a property owner to do what they want on their land as
 long as it is legal, which cannabis now is in our state.  If the farm on Dunbar wanted to run a
 business collecting other farms manure and start a composting business, any property in that
 neighborhood is going to have issues with the smell but would not be able to shut the
 operation down. 

The county's policy over the last few decades allowing smaller lots has effectively allowed
 residential building in prime farm land and is directly responsible for the issue at hand.  The
 majority of these small lots in the agricultural zone have no farm activity at all.  This was not
 the intended use of this land.  It is meant to grow food, flowers, products, or to raise animals. 
 If you want to change the zoning of these neighborhoods in the Ag-NRL land then do so
 through the proper channels, but until then allow farming activities to commence on land
 zoned for that purpose.

The rules regarding where cannabis can be grown has been publicly available for over a year. 
 The county chose not to limit these areas further.  Commissioner Dahlstedt made a statement
 in a Skagit Herald article the day after the first public hearing; "He said when the county made its

mailto:mdfmatthew@gmail.com
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 original zoning laws for recreational marijuana, planners did not expect facilities to pop up near
 residences."  The land use in these areas allows for this type of business and should have been
 addressed then.

This leads to the issue of peoples fear of the industry.  NO LEGAL GROW IN WASHINGTON HAS
 BEEN ROBBED SINCE THE FIRST LICENSE WAS ISSUED EARLY LAST YEAR.  Some medical grows
 have been robbed but they are not required to have the security a I-502 grower is required to
 have.  There are also no weapons allowed on the property of any I-502 grow.  A grow is highly
 unlikely to be robbed as there is nothing of value to steal until the plant has been harvested.  And
 having a grow in a neighborhood actually decreases the likelihood of a robbery in the same way
 that a neighborhood watch is effective at decreasing crime and home burglaries.

 
Here is an excerpt from a study conducted by the American Farmland
 Trust - 

Non-agricultural uses of land in agricultural zones can lead to
 conflicts between farmers and other residents over the sounds,
 smells, and appearance of normal agricultural activities .
 However, it is important that farmers be allowed to operate
 businesses associated with farm production, such as farm stands
 and processing facilities. In general, a short list of allowable uses
 restricted to farming, farm-related businesses and other compatible uses
 is desirable.  
Much of the value of good agricultural zoning is lost if agricultural
 zones are scattered across the landscape and interspersed with
 zones that allow residential and other uses on smaller lots.

Sincerely 

Matthew Friedlander
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January 19, 2015

juem„ es Island

Environmental Trust

To: Board of County Commissioners
Guemes Jsland

Environmental Trust Re: Interim Moratorium on Marijuana Facilities

GIET) www.gietrust.org
The Guemes Island Environmental Trust( GIET) supports a moratorium on

Mission Statement To educate, new recreational marijuana production or processing facilities in rural zones,
Promote awareness and take action on to provide adequate time for the development of regulations that will protect
environmental issues affecting5kagit the rural environment.

County.

In particular we stress the necessity of protecting the groundwater resources
MailingAddress from depletion or contamination, i.e.

Post Office box i 63+

Anacortcs, WA 9822 i What will be the source of water needed for the proposed facility
How much water will be needed for the operation of the facility

board of Directors:   What is the proposed waste water management plan
Connie Snell, Co-President

What will be the sources for potential contamination, including
Juby Fouts, Co-President

pesticides and fertilizers
Howard Pellets, Secretary
Carol Pellett, Treasurer

Gary Curtis
Marianne Kooiman GIET has been active in the groundwater issues on Guemes Island since the

early 1990' s. This has resulted in a baseline study by the United States
Geological Survey of the hydrogeology and quality of the groundwater of

Current Projects: the island and in the designation by the Environmental Protection Agency of
Creativity Contest Guemes Island as a Sole Source Aquifer.  GIET continues to monitor a
NCI 5ckolarsl, ip small number of wells semi-annually.

For more information:    
GIET is most concerned that the water issues, mentioned above, will be

Connie Snell
carefully addressed in the policy-making process.

csnell@clear.nct

Juby routs

Respectfully,juk9foutscahotmail. com

The( juemcs hslandEnvironmental

Trust is registeredas a charitable Guemes Island Environmental Trust Board

organization underSection 501( c0( 5)

ofthe InternalKevenue code.

Contributions arc deductible to the

extent allowedby law.



'Guemes Islmd
Environmental Trust

P O. Box 1634

Anacortes' WA 98221

Comments on the lnterim Ordinance on Marijuana
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98273







































































































































































































































From: larry@jblexington.com
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Tuesday, February 03, 2015 12:06:00 PM

 

Date:          February 3, 2015
 
From:         Larry Harris

                       PO Box 741
                   Mount Vernon, WA  98273
 
To:             Comments on the Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities

 Planning and Development Services
                  1800 Continental Place
                  Mount Vernon, WA  98273
 
Subject:     Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
 
I  am  writing  to  ask  that  you  consider  rescinding  the  moratorium  on
 marijuana operations in Skagit County.
 
I understand  this new cannabis  industry  is  fraught with unknowns  that
  might  justify  the  county  to  take  a  position  of  “let’s  just  wait  and  see
 where this winds up.” This attitude, however, will significantly handicap
 anyone attempting to start a cannabis business in Skagit County, and it
  will  significantly  diminish  possible  revenue  the  county  could  capture
  from  these  businesses.    This  is  a  very  competitive  industry. 
 Consequently, those individuals who start their businesses first will have
 an advantage.
 
Let us first focus on job creation as a benefit for Skagit County. Consider
  a  Tier  3  Producer/Processor.    Once  fully  licensed  and  operational  an
 operation should create between twenty-four to twenty-eight full time
 jobs.  Eight to ten of these jobs will be professional levels with salaries in
 the $50 - $80k range.  The remaining fourteen to eighteen jobs will be
 manufacturing jobs with salaries in the $32  - 50k range.  While cannabis
  cultivation  is  complex  it  does  not  require  formal  education  and  can
 easily be filled from within the existing community work pool.
 
Above  personal  income  numbers  apply  only  to  those  generated
 internally from a fully functioning facility.   They do not  include salaries
 and income generated by local business as part of the purchase of land,
 building of a 40,000 sq foot building and maintenance of a facility.
 

mailto:larry@jblexington.com
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Secondly,  consider  the  revenue  for  the  city  and  county.    While  this
  number  is  unknown,  it  has  the  potential  to  be  significant.    At  a
 minimum, there are monies from sales tax, B&O tax, property tax and a
 to be determined share of the 25% excise tax.
 
I  am  concerned  that  those  attempting  to  start  cannabis  businesses  in
  Skagit  County  will  become  discouraged  and  petition  to  move  to
 alternative out of county locations.  It is understandable that the board
  feels  it  important  to  respond  to  the  concerns  of  rural  homeowners;
  however,  the  benefits  to  the  entire  county  business  and  citizen
 community should be considered.
 
Enclosed cannabis businesses should not have a negative impact on the
 community.  Indoor cannabis grow facilities will be modern state of the
  art  construction  mandated  by  statutory  regulations  and  the  State  of
 Washington.   Owners and  investors demand  that  they operate  strictly
  according  to  the  law.    They  are  highly  regulated,  monitored  and
 secured.    Internal cannabis operations are tightly regulated by existing
  laws,  strictly  monitored  by  law  personnel,  and  stringently  secured  in
 accordance with state regulations.  No investor will tolerate infractions
 of regulations and the law.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Harris
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To: Skagit County Commissioners

Date: January 6,20L5

Subject: lnterim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities

My name is Barb Hendrickson.

I reside at L7289 Dunbar Road, Mount Vernon, WA 98273-876L.

tor 44 years, I have lived in this rural residentialarea that encompasses Dunbar Road,

Dunbar Lane and Valley View Drive. A total of 73 homes are in this mile long

neighborhood area where the average house frontage is 100'to 120'. lt is an area

where individuals and families walk, kids ride their bikes, 6 school bus routes travelthe
road and other activities that are typical of a neighborhood.

I am here to support this ordinance. I have been directly impacted by the business at
t497t Dunbar Lane. About 30'from my house is an 8' illegal fence. About 20' beyond

that is one of 5 greenhouses that we have been told are part of a medical marijuana

business.

That business operates behind their enclosed walls with no quest¡ons asked. Am I

expected by living next door to tolerate the activ¡t¡es and effects associated with this

business of growing and processing marijuana without any say?

There are severalthings that I have had to deal with: (1) a recommendation that I not

try to sell my property for 2 years because of a drop in value directly related to what is

adjacent to my property, (2) during November the greenhouse nearest my back yard

had about half the area lit causing me to realize how great an issue of excess light will
occur if all 5 greenhouses are l¡t, (3) and odor that smells like a dead skunk permeating

my yard during processing, (4) cameras that I have no way of knowing how much of my
property is being recorded.

As a widow of a WSP trooper, I have never been concerned of living alone, especially in

this neighborhood. I AM NOW because there is no accountab¡lity or check and balances

for what happens behind the enclosed walls next door.

It is up to you as County Commissioners to decide where these marijuana producing and

processing facilities can be located. As a voting citizen of Skagit County, I do not feel that
any rural residential neighborhood is an appropriate location.

Thank you for your time.
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To: Skagit County Commissioners 

From: Robert W. Hill 

5868 Homestead Lane 

Anacortes, Washington 98221 

Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities 

RECEIVED 

JAN 1 2 2015 
SKAGIT COUNTY 

PDS 

The location of the Miller Marijuana Farms on Guemes Island is unique to the locations of the other Pot 
growers in Skagit County. We on this island do not have city water. We all have wells ! 

The amount of water it requires to irrigate thousands of marijuana plants ( I am told 2 Yl gallons per day 
per plant) will surely lower the water levels of the surrounding wells. Further, the runoff of all that 
fertilized water may contaminate the aquifer we draw from. 

Another concern is that we have no police presence on Guemes Island. The Sheriff's office will take a 
report by telephone and, if necessary, send a patrol car by ferry. If a crime is in progress at or near the 
Marijuana Farm during the night, this does us little good because the ferry is not running. 

I urge you, therefore, to continue the Moratorium of the Miller Marijuana Farm indefinitely. 

Thank you for your attention to this important matter. 

Robert W. Hill 



From: Terry Hill
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Saturday, January 03, 2015 6:53:51 PM

Skagit County Commissioners:  I’m writing this email to let you know that we’re NOT in favor of
 allowing a marijuana growing operation in our residential neighborhood.  I am referring to the grow
 operation at the corner of Dunbar Road and Dunbar Lane.
 
We don’t feel this is a good mix for a residential neighborhood, with children growing up, catching a
 bus at this intersection and possible crime activities, it just doesn’t mix well.  We see that this
 operation has security camera’s now, indicating to me that they feel someone may want to break
 into the facility, which leads to more crime for the neighborhood.
 
We also understand that the 8 foot high fence that was recently installed around this facility was
 built without the proper permits!  Has anything been done about this?  Also, what would the
 building department say if I was to have a few shipping containers delivered to my property and I
 use then as permanent structures, without receiving proper permits.
 
We are also worried about the resale value of our property if a facility like this is allowed to proceed
 in a residential area.  Recent articles in the SV Herald talk about a real estate agent talking with
 homeowners in the Alger area next to a grow operation and stating that they didn’t feel they could
 sell their properties with a grow operation next door!
 
If someone wants to grow marijuana to supply home or medical use, then do it on an agricultural
 zoned property, where it doesn’t have negative effects to its neighbors.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Terry Hill
17114 Dunbar Road
Mount Vernon, WA.  989273
 
This message is intended solely for the use of the individual and entity to whom it is addressed, and may contain information that is
 privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable state and federal laws.  If you are not the addressee, or are not
 authorized to receive for the intended addressee, you are hereby notified that you may not use, copy, distribute or disclose to anyone
 any portion of this message or the information contained herein.  If you have received this message in error, please immediately advise
 the sender by reply email and destroy the message.
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From: MICHAEL HOLMSTROM
To: PDS comments
Date: Thursday, February 05, 2015 10:41:42 AM

We support the moratorium on marijuana growing and processing. We believe residential
 neighborhoods are not an appropriate place for these businesses to operate.

mailto:msholmstrom@msn.com
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From: Jody Houser
To: PDS comments
Subject: Moratorium comments on Marijuana Growing Operations
Date: Tuesday, February 03, 2015 12:20:17 PM

We strongly urge the commissioners to stop the expansion of marijuana growing
 operations in "residential" areas.  We are unforturnate to now live behind an area that
 was a horocultural operation and now purchased by a marijuana grow operation. 
 During the summer months the "smell" from this is terrible.  I am sure this has also
 brought down our property value for our neighborhood.  Would you buy a house that
 was next to one of these grow operations?  I doubt you would, nor would anyone
 else unless they were involved in it.  Especially families with young children. I
 wouldn't consider it a "safe" area to live next to.  After all, this is a "drug" operation
 and nothing to do with "agriculture".  Its not like growing a food crop.  This is a risky
 and unsafe business to have in residential areas and belongs in an "industrial" area
 where access is limited.  We urge you to stop this growth.  You see in the news
 frequently that people involved in this type of operation are usually targeted by
 criminals.

Jerry & Jody Houser
14848 Valley View Drive
Mt. Vernon, WA 98273 

mailto:hulahowlys@yahoo.com
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From: Larry Hurlimann
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Monday, February 02, 2015 7:28:12 PM

 
Cambria Hurlimann
3401 Old Highway 99 N. Rd.
Burlington, WA  98233
February 1, 2015

 

Comments on the Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities

When contemplating how I would like to address the Skagit County Board of
 Commissioners regarding the Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities, my first
 thought was to give accolades to the Board for listening to the public and beginning
 the process necessary to address our concerns.  This feeling of gratitude quickly
 gave way to frustration; frustration that the County did not protect us adequately in
 the first place.  After researching marijuana legislation in various counties over the
 last few months, it became apparent that current Skagit County legislation regarding
 marijuana facilities has been quite deficient, which has left many citizens feeling
 victimized.

A marijuana producer once suggested that the neighbors in opposition to their grow
 operation were just “fear-mongers”. Well, I have to say that this statement is correct. I
 do endorse being fearful of neighborhood marijuana operations. It is fear of the
 UNKNOWN:

1. Fear for safety- That a criminal will mistake my property for that of the grow
 operation and bring harm to my family, or use my property to gain entrance to
 the production site. Criminals don’t obey “No trespassing” signs; and security
 measures provided to neighbors of the marijuana facility are absent.

2. Fear that our well will be negatively impacted.
3. Fear that harm will come to the environment and wildlife.
4. Fear that our properties will be devalued.
5. Fear that neighborhood disputes will escalate.

I am hopeful that with the creation of new, complete, and clear legislation my fears
 will be alleviated and my confidence in the local government process will be restored.

I am in support of the current moratorium and Interim Ordinance on Marijuana
 Facilities. Regarding the Interim Ordinance, I respectfully request the following:

1. Implementation of greater set back requirements from property lines. I do not
 feel that a 250 ft. set back of transparent or translucent siding or security fence,
 from a residence not owned by the facility is adequate.  Several other counties
 and cities have larger set back requirements: Snohomish and Whatcom
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 Counties require 300 ft., and Burlington and Lynden require 1000 ft.  
2. That “grandfathering” in of current operations will NOT be allowed if these

 operations are not in accordance with new legislation.
3. That code would be accompanied by a Code Compliance Process that is

 capable of being strictly enforced. This means that law enforcement and
 selected county officials should be allowed to conduct site visits to marijuana
 facilities at all times.

4. That the County consider public opinion by including a “Work Plan” which invites
 public input as regulations are being developed.

Ultimately, I would ask the Board to consider imposing a ban on outdoor and
 greenhouse growing of recreational marijuana in Skagit County and limit it to strictly
 indoor facilities in non-residential zones that can be more closely regulated and
 monitored.

The State of Washington has repeatedly upheld county-level decisions regulating
 marijuana in their own jurisdiction’s, it is clear that Skagit County has the chance to
 “make it right” by taking the opportunity to chart its own course with regard to
 recreational marijuana legislation.

We are all familiar with the old adage, “there’s no use crying over spilled milk”. Lately
 I have done my share of crying and being a victim, now it is time to roll up our
 sleeves and work together to clean up this colossal mess before more
 neighborhoods are allowed to go to “pot”.
 
Thank you,
Cambria Hurlimann



From: Larry Hurlimann
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Saturday, January 24, 2015 5:34:03 PM
Attachments: datauri-file.png

My name is Larry Hurlimann and I live at 3401 Old Hwy. 99 N. Burlington.
 
I wanted to begin by commending and extending my appreciation to the County
 Commissioners, Planning Department, and all others involved with adopting the moratorium
 on recreational and medical marijuana facilities in specified zones.  I am in support of the
 Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities (Ordinance O20140008).
 
With existing county code and now the moratorium in place, the discussion shifts to
 enforcement.  After almost nine years of property ownership at my current address, I now
 share a property line with a recreational marijuana production business.  While sitting at the
 dinner table with my wife and children ages 10 and 6, we look out the back window each
 night at the glow of grow lights in their greenhouses.  While outside at our property we listen
 to their heating system for the greenhouses cycle on and off 24 hours a day.  Now that
 Christmas has come and gone it is apparent they have not been growing Christmas
 Poinsettias in their greenhouses. 
 
Each day the grow lights are on and the heating system active, the marijuana production
 business moves closer to harvesting their marijuana crop.  They continue to grow their crop
 while being in County code violation as of December 3, 2014.  Each day the business owners
 move closer to a harvest and the safety of the surrounding community is compromised
 further.  With each successful harvest, the business owners will have more revenue available
 for legal defense of their code violation and any fines they may incur.
 
When considering the safety of the community, basic economic calculations must be
 considered.  If using the commonly known street value of $40.00 per 1/8 ounce of dried
 marijuana, each pound of dried marijuana has a street value to the end user of over
 $5000.00.  With state regulations allowing a producer to have up to 125% of annual harvest
 amounts of marijuana on site at any given time, the potential street value of product on the
 tier 3 marijuana production site is astounding.  I actually sleep better at night not thinking
 about what that dollar value could be.
 
Many believe the security required by the State for marijuana facilities is adequate, but I do
 not.  As a former employee of a local engineering company that designed and manufactured
 alarm systems, I was the engineer responsible for ensuring that products maintained
 compliance for Underwriters Laboratory listing.  While having the role with the company I
 became quite familiar with alarm system security requirements.
 
The Washington Administrative Code 314-55-083 provides details for security requirements
 for a marijuana licensee.  The alarm system portion of the code consists of two sentences that
 state; “At a minimum each licensed premises must have a security system on all perimeter
 entry points and perimeter windows.  Motion detectors, pressure switches, duress, panic, and
 hold up alarms may also be utilized.”  The hyperlink below provides all the details of the
 code. 
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/WAC/default.aspx?cite=314-55-083
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Although there is more detail in the section of code for the surveillance system requirements,
 surveillance systems provide video that can be reviewed after criminal activity has occurred. 
 Alarm systems react during a criminal activity and potentially initiate law enforcement
 response to the scene of a crime. 
 
Regardless of alarm system or surveillance system requirements for the producer, the owners
 of neighboring properties may not have the same level of security in their systems.  In our
 community, unless potential criminals stroll up the driveway of the marijuana producing
 business, they will have to go through the private property of neighbors to get to the
 marijuana production site.  
 
When comparing alarm system requirements, the Underwriters Laboratory Standards for
 alarm systems that I am familiar with were several hundred pages long.  The two sentences
 that the State provided for alarm system security demonstrates how much thought, effort,
 and consideration they put in for the safety of the communities surrounding marijuana
 facilities. 
 
It is apparent  that the requirements for surveillance systems is of more interest to the State,
 since it is more directly related to tracing the product ensuring the State does not lose out on
 significant tax revenue.  Tracing product does not deal with in progress criminal activity and
 any corresponding response to possible emergencies at a producer’s facility. 
 
Some of the details of requirements for alarm systems that are included in the Underwriters
 Laboratory 365 standard I am familiar with include; communication links to police station
 receiving and transmitting units that recognize any break in communication, alarm sounding
 devices meeting specific volume requirements, alarm system and alarm sounding device
 battery backup, etc.  Even with alarm systems sophisticated enough for banks, there are still
 common occurrences of bank robberies.  The following Hyperlink provides Seattle Times
 Blogs on recent bank robberies, (I have provided multiple hyperlinks throughout the
 document for relevant news stories from sources that I consider credible.)
http://blogs.seattletimes.com/today/topic/bank-robbery/
 
In addition to neighbors of marijuana producers having concerns about safety, there have
 been examples of producers themselves not being completely comfortable with their
 situation.  In the story at the hyperlink below, the owner of production facility in Snohomish
 County has 1440 square feet of plants in his Tier 1 facility.  He recorded sales of $200,000.00
 in October and November. 
 
The owner also described his trip to O Bee Credit Union in Olympia which was one of the few
 institutions willing to accept his money.  He went to the credit union with a backpack
 containing $135,000.00 and his concealed weapons permit.  The production facility in the
 story is a Tier 1 with 1440 square feet of plants as opposed to our neighbor that is a Tier 3
 and is proposing 12,000 square feet of grow area.
http://www.heraldnet.com/article/20141212/NEWS01/141219701
 
Another example is a recent marijuana auction in Prosser.  The producer in Prosser was
 hoping to make $1 million from the sale of approximately 300 pounds of product but ended
 up selling approximately $600,000.00 worth to state licensed retailers and processors
 throughout the state.  The owner of the business said he held the auction to, “get rid of it all
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 quick.”  The following is the link to that story.
http://www.tri-cityherald.com/2014/11/15/3262283/the-high-life-pot-auction-earns.html

As more of these stories surface in the media with real dollar value numbers, there will be
 more potential for serious criminals both inside and outside the state of Washington taking
 note of potential targets.  In addition to having large amounts of marijuana on site at
 production facilities, they may also have large amounts of cash on site.

With the passing of I-502, the consumption of illegal marijuana is most likely at its highest
 which would make stolen marijuana easier to sell.  With the retail price of marijuana being
 significantly higher than black market prices, frequent users will continue purchasing through
 their illegal sources.  I have not heard any recent stories of law enforcement personnel going
 into an average marijuana user’s home and asking them to provide a receipt from a licensed
 retailer for the marijuana they have.

In addition to considering safety and security relating to recreational marijuana facilities, I
 would like to pose the question to the county commissioners and other county employees,
 what is your vision for Skagit County in the future?  When reviewing my Property Tax
 Statement and seeing the Tax Distribution that goes to Skagit County, I consider myself a
 business partner with the county.  So when considering the future of Skagit County, what type
 of business partners do you want to have.
 
There will be business partners like the recreational marijuana producers next to us, who have
 not even harvested their first recreational marijuana crop and are already in county code
 violation.  They have let what their business plan describes as a “guard dog” run loose
 through the neighborhood and eventually it killed one of our ducks on our property.  This
 incident was recorded as part of County Sheriff case number 1403913. 
 
They have painted threatening messages on black plastic that surrounds their grow area that
 faces other neighbors that are opposed to marijuana production in the community.  These
 and other examples not mentioned demonstrate their complete disregard for the concerns
 and property rights of those that have adjoining property with them and others in the
 community.
 

On the Friday following the January 6, 2015 Public Hearing for the Interim Ordinance on
 Marijuana Facilities I noticed an obscene message on the bottom of the back window of the
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 car that my wife took to the Public Hearing.  It is hard to see in the photo below of our car’s
 rear view mirror, but the message written with a clear substance says, “Dicks”.  Since we have
 not been to a Dicks hamburger restaurant for quite some time, it was unlikely an
 advertisement for the restaurant.  While driving personal vehicles for close to 26 years, I have
 never had obscene messages written on my vehicles, so a random individual doing this is also
 unlikely. 
 
We interpret the message as being a form of intimidation and retaliation by someone that was
 opposed to the Interim Ordinance and did not agree with the statements that my wife and I
 made at the Public Hearing.
 
When discussing intimidation and retaliation, it should also be taken into consideration how
 many people that are in opposition to marijuana production in Skagit County are not going
 public out of fear of retaliation from those in support of the marijuana industry.
 
The individual that wrote the message on our window is most likely in support of marijuana
 production in Skagit County and an example of what type of Skagit County business partner
 they would be.
 
In contrast, you have business partners like the private business owners that have jumped
 through every legal hoop imaginable to be able to conduct business in this county.  They are
 the hard working tax payers that are willing to follow the county codes necessary to operate
 their businesses. 
 
For the vision of Skagit County, which business partners do you want to draw into the county
 and which do you want to push out.  In Whatcom County an emergency moratorium relating
 to recreational marijuana was issued February 11, 2014.  In Snohomish County a similar
 moratorium was issued October 1, 2014.  The following hyperlinks are for news stories with
 details on the other counties moratoriums.
http://q13fox.com/2014/02/11/whatcom-county-puts-60-day-moratorium-on-pot-business-
applications/

 http://www.heraldnet.com/article/20141212/NEWS01/141219701
 
With Skagit County being the last county along the I-5 corridor north of Seattle issuing a
 recreational marijuana moratorium, what message is sent? Does Skagit County’s delayed
 moratorium draw in more recreational marijuana businesses and push out potential and
 existing property owners not associated with recreational marijuana. 
 
What type of communities do you want in Skagit County?   When a community’s most serious
 issues are obscene messages on car windows and ducks getting killed, it is a community worth
 preserving.  
 
My six year old son recently made the statement, “I want it to snow for two reasons, one so I
 can play in it and two so it will be cold for the pot grow.”  Are these the kind of statements we
 want to be hearing from the children of Skagit County as the process of legalizing marijuana
 continues.  
 
My wife and I dreamed of our children graduating from Burlington Edison High School.  Since
 the recreational marijuana production business has moved in next door and as a result of the
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 events that have transpired since, that dream is fading fast.
 
Since the Public Hearing for the Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities on January 6, 2015, I
 have learned that the marijuana production facility at the neighboring property has been
 issued an Administrative Order to Abate Violation.  The violation is recorded as Case Number
 CE14-0158.  Relating to a statement I made at the January 6, 2015 Public Hearing, I wanted to
 add that the Administrative Order to Abate Violation appears to be worth much more than
 the paper it is written on. 
 
Regardless of whether or not my wife and I along with our children continue to be property
 owners in Skagit County, I wanted to continue to encourage the Skagit County personnel to
 keep up the good work. 















From: Julie Jarmilowski
To: PDS comments
Cc: Julie Jarmiolowski
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Monday, February 02, 2015 1:30:02 PM

Date:          February 2, 2015

 

From:         Julie Jarmiolowski

PO Box 741

Mount Vernon, WA  98273

 

To:             Comments on the Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities 
Planning and Development Services

                  1800 Continental Place

                  Mount Vernon, WA  98273

 

Subject:     Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities

 

I am writing to ask that you consider rescinding the moratorium on 
marijuana operations in Skagit County.

 

I understand this new cannabis industry is fraught with unknowns that 
might justify the county to take a position of “let’s just wait and see 
where this winds up”. This attitude, however, will significantly handicap 
anyone attempting to start a cannabis business in Skagit County, and it 
will significantly diminish possible revenue the county could capture 
from these businesses.  This is a very competitive industry.  
Consequently, those individuals who start beginning their businesses 
first will have an advantage.
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Let us first focus on job creation as a benefit for Skagit County. 
Consider a Tier 3 Producer/Processor.  Once fully licensed and 
operational an operation should create between twenty-four to twenty-
eight full time jobs.  Eight to ten of these jobs will be professional levels 
with salaries in the $50 - $80k range.  The remaining fourteen to 
eighteen jobs will be manufacturing jobs with salaries in the $32  - 50k 
range.  While cannabis cultivation is complex it does not require formal 
education and can easily be filled from within the existing community 
work pool.

 

Above personal income numbers apply only to those generated 
internally from a fully functioning facility.  They do not include salaries 
and income generated by local business as part of the purchase of land,
 building of a 40,000 sq foot building and maintenance of a facility.

 

Secondly, consider the revenue for the city and county.  While this 
number is unknown, it has the potential to be significant.  At a minimum,
 there are monies from sales tax, B&O tax, property tax and a to be 
determined share of the 25% excise tax.

 

I am concerned that those attempting to start cannabis businesses in 
Skagit County will become discouraged and petition to move to 
alternative out of county locations.  It is understandable that the board 
feels it important to respond to the concerns of rural homeowners; 
however, the benefits to the entire county business and citizen 
community should be considered.

 

Enclosed cannabis businesses should not have a negative impact on 
the community.  Indoor cannabis grow facilities will be modern state of 
the art construction mandated by statutory regulations and the State of 
Washington.  Owners and investors demand that they operate strictly 
according to the law.  They are highly regulated, monitored and 
secured.  Internal cannabis operations are tightly regulated by existing 
laws, strictly monitored by law personnel, and stringently secured in 
accordance with state regulations.  No investor will tolerate infractions of
 regulations and the law.

 



Thank you for your consideration.

 

Sincerely,

Julie Jarmiolowski



From: Lori Lindsay
To: Commissioners; PDS comments
Cc: lorilindsay43@gmail.com
Subject: Meeting request
Date: Thursday, January 22, 2015 10:01:37 AM
Attachments: letter to neighbors.htm

I am writing to you today to request a meeting with Lisa Janicki (or all 3 commissioners) to discuss
 the Skagit County Marijuana Moratorium. I understand the commissioners are receiving pressure
 related to Cannabis legalization and where to find the balance between individual rights to grow
 and develop a business vs individual objections. I don’t envy the position you are in but want to
 introduce myself and let you know what we are about. Marijuana legalization is challenging, as you
 know, for a number of reasons. Conflicting opinions as well as the discrepancies between Federal
 and State law. Those of us who have moved forward to tackle this issue are on the forefront of this
 controversy, but we are also the ones who have done the most research and really understand this
 issue from a broad perspective. I personally had to overcome my own prejudice against Marijuana
 when my mother was ill and needed something other than narcotics for her pain as the secondary
 complications of the narcotics prescribed caused her difficulties that cannabis did not. It forced me
 to really look at the issues and the history behind this plant and realize that there have been a
 number of high level agendas at play to keep this plant illegal on a federal level.
I also recognize that many have not done the research that I have and are driven by fear and years of
 false information that they don’t know is false.
We have made every effort to be kind, ethical and accountable in all we are doing. We truly want to
 contribute to this community and have a number of ideas for how we can do that moving forward if
 we are allowed to grow our business without the chronic barrage of false complaints. We do not live
 in a neighborhood. We have owned our 5 acres, zoned for agricultural use, since 2005. There are 5
 homes including ours covering almost 20 acres. It is an appropriate place to grow with some safety
 features built in based on location.  
 
I feel frustrated that our neighbors have chosen to use (abuse in my opinion) the public system
 rather than engage in conversation with us. I believe citizens have a responsibility to address one
 another in an adult fashion prior to engaging government agencies. I am including a copy of the
 letter I sent out to my neighbors this summer when I found out they were upset. I received no
 response from them, just more agencies showing up at my gate.  I look forward to discussing this
 issue with you on a professional level to help you understand our motivations and commitment to
 integrity and community prosperity. 
 
Thank you for listening.
 
Lori Lindsay
Flower of life farms
503-828-2634
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letter to neighbors.htm[1/23/2015 7:47:48 AM]

From:                              Lori Lindsay [lorilindsay43@gmail.com]
Sent:                               Monday, December 22, 2014 6:19 AM
To:                                   Lori Lindsay
Subject:                          letter
 
Monday, August 4, 2014
 
Dear Neighbors,
 
                By now I am sure you are aware that we have been working with both the State and County towards our I-502 license. We have shared this property
 line with most of you for nearly 10 years and wanted to share our thoughts and intentions with you to help answer some questions you might have. 
                We were introduced to some of the many health benefits of Cannabis approximately 6 years ago by a physician friend who used it on his patients.
 We did considerable research and were then able to use this medicine to make Lori’s mothers final years more comfortable.  Prior to this however, we had
 some preconceived notions about Cannabis and had not seen people use it responsibly.  We therefore recognize that some of you might have reservations
 about us growing here. 
                We tried for several years to sell this property but decided in 2010 that this is where we wanted to be for our future. We have been working ever
 since to try to get back to our land and to use it as some kind of sustainable living source. It is zoned for agricultural use and that is what we are planning to
 use it for. 
                The voters in Washington State passed I-502. As it turns out, our property fits the parameters for growing Cannabis. Our past Medical growing
 experience and our Masters level education qualify us to grow this product and start this business safely and responsibly which is what we have been working
 on. 
                The State has specific requirements for I-502 license compliance which includes an 8-foot fence and visual barrier.  As I am sure you have noticed,
 we have erected this fence and barrier and would welcome feedback from you as to how we can help make it the least intrusive visually. We thought black
 cloth would blend into the background most effectively while still meeting the state’s requirements. 
                As outlined in our business plan, we value relationships over all else and want to model strong and ethical business practices in an industry that
 needs good leadership. While we are certain that this will be a financially viable business, that is not our primary motivation. We have spent the last 25 years
 working for other people, often 60-80 hours per week, yet not really feeling like we are getting ahead or living our lives to the fullest. With this opportunity
 comes the ability to work together on our own farm to seek independence and eventually create jobs that will benefit our community as a whole. 
                We value you as neighbors and want to have good relationships and peaceful coexistence. We are looking forward to being able to integrate and
 contribute to our community as permanent, local, citizens and hope to work with you moving forward to build our community cohesiveness. 
                If you have any questions or would like to talk with us further about our plans please don’t hesitate to call. We want to be open and honest with all of
 you about our business. We will be using only sustainable, organic, growing practices and will be ethical in all of our actions. We are committed to that. 
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Paul and Lori Lindsay
503-828-2634
               
 
p.s. Here is a link to a documentary about the medical benefits of Cannabis. The neurosurgeon correspondent, Sanjay Gupta MD, who developed this
 documentary in 2013, initially came out strongly against medical marijuana but did his own research and discovered what we hear on the surface is not
 necessarily accurate. http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=B4GUkzTnFG0 is a video link to his first documentary. Despite not being as commercially marketable,
 we plan to grow the strain he is speaking about because we truly believe in the benefits of this product. 
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From: Debra L. Nicholson
To: Debra L. Nicholson
Subject: FW: Meeting request
Date: Monday, January 26, 2015 10:32:23 AM

 

From: Vicky Gonzalez - Commissioners' Office On Behalf Of Commissioners
Sent: Monday, January 26, 2015 7:01 AM
To: 'Lori Lindsay'; Commissioners; PDS comments
Cc: lorilindsay43@gmail.com
Subject: RE: Meeting request
 
Ms. Lindsay,
On Friday, January 9, 2015, Planning and Development Services issued an administrative order to
 abate the public nuisance caused by the code violations at your production operation. The deadline
 for appeal of that order to the Hearing Examiner was Friday, January 23, 2015.  If the matter is
 appealed, the Board of County Commissioners sits as judges in quasi-judicial proceedings and must
 follow the Appearance of Fairness Doctrine and it would not be appropriate for the Commissioners
 to meet with you until all appeals have been resolved.
 
If you would like to provide comments, please follow the instructions below:
How to Comment
The Board of County Commissioners held a public hearing on the interim ordinance on January 6, 2015,
 and continued the public hearing to Tuesday, February 3 at 10 am and continued the written comment
 period until Thursday, February 5 at 4:30 pm.
Comments are accepted via email or on paper. All comments must be received by the deadline and
 include (1) your full name, (2) your mailing address, and (3) the name of the proposal ("Interim Ordinance
 on Marijuana Facilities") in the subject line. Comments not meeting these requirements will not be
 considered.
Email comments are preferred and must be sent to pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us. Include your
 comments in the body of your email message rather than as attachments.
Paper comments must be printed on 8½x11 paper and mailed or delivered to:
Comments on the Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Planning and Development Services
1800 Continental Place
Mount Vernon WA 98273
You may also comment in person at the public hearing at the Commissioners Hearing Room, 1800
 Continental Place, Mount Vernon. Public hearing testimony is usually limited to three minutes, so written
 comments are preferred.
Respectfully,

Vicky Gonzalez (ext. 3116)
Administrative Coordinator
Administrative Services
Skagit County Commissioners’ Office
1800 Continental Place, Suite 100
Mount Vernon, WA  98273
(  (360) 336-9300 7 (360) 336-9307
vickyg@co.skagit.wa.us
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From: A Link Link
To: PDS comments
Subject: Medical Cannabis
Date: Friday, January 30, 2015 5:50:26 PM

Hello Skagit County Commissioners,
I am a 58 year old woman who is recovering from breast cancer. I have done surgery,
 radiation and am currently on a hormone for 5 years to help with my survival. I have chosen
 to augment my treatment with a well researched and thoughtful regiment of supplements as
 well. Cannabis oil is one of my most important alternative supplements. I have healed very
 well with its help and hope that the anti-tumor properties will keep me out of a repeat visit. I
 am quite healthy and disciplined in my lifestyle but I need help. The smoking form of
 cannabis has been important at different points during treatment when nausea and anxiety
 were really interfering with my ability to survive and thrive. I have worked all during this
 time, quite happily, but without the help of this medicinal plant I would have suffered to a
 much greater degree. I am stage 1, the people in the more advanced stages should NOT have
 these humane options taken away any more than I. It is sadly ironic that now at long last we
 have gotten cannabis legalized recreation-ally and the MONEY is calling, so the medical, the
 most important application of this plant, is now endangered. Sounds like the power of the
 pharmaceutical companies may try and ruin this godsend for all who are combating disease
 and chronic conditions. Please do not be fooled with rhetoric. Your people, perhaps even you
 as individuals (1 out of 3) may benefit from the various forms of medical cannabis. It has
 been hard to afford and sometimes even find the best options, if the medical facilities are
 limited in their product we will all suffer needlessly. The medical facilities that I support are
 filled with knowledgeable and compassionate individuals who are educated on the various
 products and what one can hope to experience healthfully. Please support this wonderful
 infant industry that marries a clean farming business with a medicinal plant product. Skagit
 County is the perfect place to support this multifaceted industry. Thank you for your support
 of the health of your fellow citizens.
In health
Amy Link

-- 
"Wisdom begins with wonder"
            Socrates
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From: Steven Lospalluto
To: PDS comments
Subject: interim ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 6:23:11 PM

Dear Skagit County Commissioners,
I support the proposed interim ordinance on marijuana facilities in Skagit County. Although I
 also support the legal production and use of marijuana, I think these regulations will help
 mitigate potential problems in residential areas.
I live near one of the neighborhoods currently being impacted by a marijuana production
 facility. Although we live in an area zoned as Agricultural-NRL, parts of Dunbar Road are
 definitely residential. The facility is located on a small one acre parcel. The tall security
 fencing on the property lines, multiple security cameras, extensive greenhouse lighting and
 strong odors from marijuana processing are definitely impacting the nearby properties and
 privacy of neighbors. It's also apparent that this facility is going to negatively impact property
 values.
The proposed setbacks from other residences of 250 feet for the greenhouses and 100 feet for
 processing structures and a minimum lot size of 5 acres seem like reasonable regulations.
 These should still allow serious agricultural producers to enter the marketplace. I think it is a
 good compromise to move forward until more analysis of the impacts can be made, and the
 legislature deals with harmonizing statutes for medical and recreational marijuana.
Thank you.
Steven Lospalluto
16586 Dunbar Road
Mount Vernon, WA 98273 
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From: Rufus Lund
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Tuesday, January 27, 2015 4:19:59 PM

Planning and Development Services

Re:Miller Marijuana Farms,  5735 Homestead Lane, Anacortes, WA, Guemes Island

From George Lund
5513 Homestead Ln 
Anacortes, WA 98221

I favor continuing the moratorium while the regulations allowing marijuana growing are
 developed to reflect the preservation of rural residential neighborhoods and to prevent the
 almost industrial quality of greenhouse plant production these farms exhibit.  An electrified
 fence with surveillance cameras surrounding greenhouses lit up with grow lights, even
 screened in the midst of 10 acre parcel restricted to one family residence, is surely
 inappropriate and unintended by the county planning process.  The Miller Farm facility
 negatively impacts the neighbors and is inconsistent with both the idea of a neighborhood and
 of farming.  It is much more of a commercial or industrial agriculture operation and should be
 located in an area of compatible use.
Additionally, I object to the potential of such a facility depleting the local island aquifer.
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From: T McNeil
To: PDS comments
Subject: comment
Date: Wednesday, February 04, 2015 6:26:01 AM

Marijuana facilities should not be located near residential areas.
 
Terry McNeil
16750 Warren Street
La Conner, WA 98257
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From: Joseph Miller
To: Ryan R. Walters; PDS comments
Subject: Guemes Island Tier Three License
Date: Wednesday, February 04, 2015 7:43:32 AM

Ryan,

After his conversation with you yesterday, Gary Davis asked me to send 
you this link to the marijuana production and processing licenses 
issued November 18, 2014 to Miller Marijuana Farms, LLC for an 
operation on Homestead Lane, Guemes Island.

http://www.bls.dor.wa.gov/LicenseSearch/lqsLicenseDetail.aspx?RefID=1824643

Even if Miller Marijuana Farms wanted to grow marigolds, the sheer 
size of this operation (10,000-30,000 square feet of plant canopy) 
would be an alarming change of character in an area zoned Rural 
Reserve, let alone on an island with constrained water resources.

Joseph Miller

mailto:mail@josephmiller.name
mailto:ryanw@co.skagit.wa.us
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us
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From: Roger Mitchell
To: PDS comments
Subject: [Spam] Written Comment - Interim Ordinance
Date: Thursday, February 05, 2015 3:31:45 PM

Written Comment
Roger Mitchell, 1155 Chuckanut Ridge Drive, Bow, WA 98232
 
BoCC Public Hearing on Interim Ordinance Regarding Marijuana Grows

  
Dear Commissioners,
 
I support the Interim Ordinance pertaining to marijuana grows.
 
Just a few weeks ago, Colorado Governor Hickenlooper said legalizing marijuana 
“was a bad idea”. He said that because of the unintended consequences.
 
In my opinion, passing I502 was a mistake, it was poorly written, and we are now 
beginning to see the unintended consequences here in Skagit County.
 
I don’t envy you for the decision you will have to make on this issue. There has been 
too much emotion and not enough actual facts.
 
Please do not be drawn in by emotional statements by some medical marijuana users
 and those reprehensible recreational hedonists that would exploit the pain and 
suffering of others.
 
Any patient with legitimate medical justification can get a physician to prescribe one of
 two clinically proven, FDA approved pharmaceuticals, Marinol and Cesamet. Both of 
these ethical pharmaceutical prescription products are manufactured from actual or 
synthetic marijuana.
 
Legitimate medical patients that may benefit from medical marijuana comprise 0.36% 
of the nations population. Access to FDA approved prescription, marijuana-based 
drugs is available to all legitimate patients.
 
There are a number of unintended consequences that affect the public safety of every
 Skagit citizen:
 

<!--[if !supportLists]-->·       <!--[endif]-->A 25% increase in Washington drivers testing 
positive for marijuana

 
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·       <!--[endif]-->The American Journal of Epidemiology 

reporting“ cannabinoids have been the most prevalent drug other than alcohol 
detected in fatally injured drivers.”

 
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·       <!--[endif]-->Colorado records show traffic fatalities for 

drivers testing positive only for marijuana increased 114% while traffic 

mailto:rmsendit@startouch.net
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


fatalities, overall, decreased by 16%
 

<!--[if !supportLists]-->·       <!--[endif]-->Recent national emergency room statistics 
show marijuana reported in 374,000 visits; 13% of those were children

 
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·       <!--[endif]-->Marijuana-related calls to Poison Controls 

Centers in Washington and Colorado have spiked since legalization. Many 
involve young children.

 
A number of people, some represented by legal counsel, have whined about the 
amount of money they’ve invested in a marijuana grow business and that the County 
has now “changed the rules”. These are specious arguments and should not be 
considered.
 
When someone chooses to start a business there is equal opportunity to do so but 
there is no guarantee of success.
 
Government, at all levels, is constantly adding new laws, regulations, and rules that 
businesses must comply with. Cars haven’t always had seat belts, since 1982 
lawnmowers require many safety features, and numerous Skagit dairy farms have 
gone out of business due to rules and regulations. All these examples concern public 
health and safety. Some manufacturers/farms adapted to the new regulations and 
survived; other couldn’t, or didn’t, and now they’re gone. Adding new rules and 
regulations for marijuana grows in Skagit County is no different.
 
Starting a marijuana grow business was a choice. The main reason we’re having this 
discussion is because owners of properties adjacent to marijuana grows were never 
given a choice.
 
I’m not from here, originally. We could have moved anywhere but we chose to live in 
Skagit County. I’ve always been proud to extol the famous virtues of our adopted 
location – tulip fields, excellent potatoes, seed crops, timber, boat building, and high 
tech manufacturing to mention a few. Without a permanent moratorium on marijuana 
grows all Skagit County will become known for is the easiest place to score pot.
 
We have laws, regulations, and rules and we have spent billions of taxpayer dollars to
 protect fish, wildlife, wilderness, etc.; can we not protect family neighborhoods ?
 
Thank you



From: Armin and Beverly Mohr
To: PDS comments
Subject: Fw: interim ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Friday, January 02, 2015 2:33:13 PM

On Friday, January 2, 2015 1:21 PM, Armin and Beverly Mohr <abmohr@yahoo.com> wrote:

My name is Armin Mohr at 17140 Dunbar Road, Mount Vernon, WA 98273.
I am expressing my opinion on the marijuana grow operation on the corner of Dunbar Road and Dunbar
 Lane.

My first concern is having an established Marijuana growth operation in the middle of a residential
 community. A major concern is that the marijuana grow operation at the above-named location has been
 allowed to be established in spite a number of code violations. Multiple code variances have allowed the
 present operation (stated above) to become established. Despite the fact that the commissioners have now
 established a moratorium, this present operation is now established and some how is now legal and exempt.
 That status is not acceptable.
My understanding is that a marijuana grow operation with a security fence needs to have a 250 foot set back
 from any residence not owned by the facility operator. That set back does not presently exist and the
 present operation has an opaque security fence that is so high that it does not apparently meet code for this
 residential neighborhood.
School buses drop off students in close vicinity to the marijuana grow operation and that does now seem to
 me to be a good mix.
Finally, I understand the similar marijuana grow operations in neighborhoods close to Mt. Vernon, have
 resulted in the a drop in the assessed value of residential properties surrounding the marijuana grow
 operation. With the amount agricultural land in Skagit County, it seems unnecessary and unwise to locate
 marijuana grow operations in well-established residential neighborhoods.
Thank you,
Armin Mohr

mailto:abmohr@yahoo.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


From: HM
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 2:17:29 PM

To Whom It May Concern

Monday, January 5, 2015

I am writing to you as a Westside neighbor on Barrett Road.
I have serious concern for this Marijuana Grow operation that has 
started up on the corner of
Dunbar and Dunbar Lane.  First I need to let you know I fully support 
the Interim Ordinace
on Marijuana Facilities that has been proposed.  Daily I walk by this 
corner house as do many other neighbors. For years, that corner has
been the pick up sight for students attending the Mount Vernon School 
District.  This year there are no students, but that can change
overnight.  This is a neighborhood.  Families are here raising their 
children.  We all ask you to look at this matter and ask yourselves,
"What if I were neighboring this", how would I feel.

I'm sorry I can not attend this meeting today, but again want you to 
know that I fully support this Interim Ordinace.

Thank you so much for the hard work you are doing .  You can reach me 
at the number below.

Sincerely,

Henrietta J. Moseley
15203 Barrett Road
Retired Mount Vernon Teacher
202-6981

mailto:blueheron@wavecable.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us
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Jan. 5, 201-5

Skagit County Board of Commissioners

1800 Continental Pl.

Mount Vernon, WA. 98273

Subject: lnterim ordinance on Marijuana Facilities

Dear Sirs and Madam,

We are writing this letter to express our concerns about the issue of a residence in

our neighborhood at the corner of Dunbar Rd. and Dunbar Lane that is gowing and

processing marijuana.

Along with many of our neighbors we have been discouraged seeing a fence go up that

does not meet County code, the strong odor of marijuana processing that many

neighbors have experienced and surveilance cameras directed at neighboring properties.

We are very concerned about property values dropping and tnostly the safety of our area.

Even though we are rural residential there are many families including children on this

road. The bottom line is we believe residential neighborhoods are not an appropiete

location for marijuana growing and processing. As the city of Mount Vernon has done,

we respectfully request that you would block any marijuana buisnesses from being

established in residential areas.

We urge you as our elected representatives to very carefully consider and plan with a

long range vision for our valley in mind as you deal with this issue of legalized marijuana

in our state. Thank-you for your time and service as our commissioners.

Sincerely,

JoAnn Mary Nurmi

17039 Dunbar Rd.

Mount Vernon, WA. 98273

c-J'G 
t\>\/\



From: nurmi50@comcast.net
To: PDS comments
Subject: We support moratorium, no marijuana growth in residential neighborhoods
Date: Thursday, February 05, 2015 4:06:40 PM

To the Skagit County commissioners,
We support the moratorium in place concerning marijuana  growth in residential
 neighborhoods in Skagit County. Our neighborhood has already experienced many
 very negative results having a growth facility situated next to several homes. If this
 moratorium is lifted there could potentially be many neighborhoods dealing with
 growth facilities right next door. There are many sites in open space and industrial
 areas that would be much more suitable and not affect individual homeowners. We
 respectfully ask that you look at the long term affect that this zoning will create
 and thank-you for the opportunity to voice our concerns.               Sincerely, Victor
 L. and JoAnn Nurmi  17039 Dunbar Rd. Mount Vernon

mailto:nurmi50@comcast.net
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


From: D. Padovan
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Thursday, February 05, 2015 3:12:31 PM

I have several concerns about adverse impacts of a commercial marijuana farm on Guemes
 Island.
1. Apparently a commercial marijuana farm would have a large irrigation requirement. We
 cannot afford to have groundwater on Guemes withdrawn for irrigation. Guemes Island
 has a very limited aquifer which provides the only fresh water source for most of the
 Guemes population. My well currently occasionally goes dry during the summer when the
 water table is low. We already have salt water contamination of the ground water on parts
 of the island and reduced hydrologic pressure resulting from increased ground water
 withdrawal could speed the spread of this salt water contamination on Guemes.
2.  Marijuana is another non-indigenous weed (from southeast Asia) which we do not need
 to have established on Guemes Island. The presence of a commercial farm would
 probably result in its spread to the surrounding area.
3. Anticipated heavy fertilizer and pesticide use on commercially grown marijuana would
 probably inevitably result in ground water contamination.
 4. Apparently theft has been a major problem associated with marijuana cultivation. The
 potential impacts of additional security requirements and increased criminal activity
 should be considered.
 
 
Dennis Padovan
6021 South Shore Road
Anacortes, WA 98221

mailto:dp04@live.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


From: Kathleen Phillips
To: PDS comments
Subject: Guemes Island Tier 3 Marijuana Farm
Date: Sunday, February 01, 2015 11:16:08 AM

As an island resident and property owner of 35 years, I am greatly concerned about having a fairly
 large marijuana growing operation on our small rural island.  I am one of those who voted in favor of
 legalizing marijuana, but I am opposed to it being grown on Guemes Island because of our fragile
 water source and the lack of regular (in fact, nearly non-existent) law enforcement presence.  Thank
 you for your consideration of this matter.
 
Kathleen Phillips
7614 Cypress Way & 7035 Holiday Blvd.
Guemes Island
 
360-299-0068

mailto:kathleenphillips@outlook.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


From: pleas1941@aol.com
To: PDS comments
Cc: Commissioners
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 2:49:03 PM

 

January 7, 2015

Skagit County
Planning and Development Services
1800 Continental Place
Mount Vernon, WA 98273
 

Subject:           “Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities”
 

There is a marijuana business located on the West side of Mount Vernon called “Green
 Peace”.  It is located on Memorial Highway less than a mile from our home.
 

There is a growing operation (of what we are not sure) located 2 properties from our home to
 the East and adjoins our property to the South located on Dunbar Road.  A fairly recent 6’ to
 8’ fence was placed around the facility.  At this time, it is highly suspicious of being a
 marijuana growing operation.
 

Another growing operation is located approx. 1500 feet to the West of us on Dunbar road.  It
 is being said that it is a marijuana growing operation also.
 

Then there is the marijuana outlet located at Hwy 20 and Avon Allen Road.
 

Another marijuana outlet is located South of Mount Vernon near the Bony Pony business and
 boasts a sign stating they have marijuana and you must be 21 years of age.
 

All of this in short distances to my home and I can only imagine at this time how all of this is
 going to affect my property values.  We eventually won’t even be able to give our home
 away!
 

I fear the area is about to be filled with more serious crime, many more addicts and a
 reputation of being nothing more than a drug outlet.
 

What would be so hard as to back step and put in a NO TOLERANCE LAW in this County?
 

Please take longer to analyze what the serious potential might be to our children and to the
 reputation of our beautiful Skagit County.  What are we giving up for the all mighty dollar?
 

 
Melvin D. Pleas

mailto:pleas1941@aol.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us
mailto:commissioners@co.skagit.wa.us


17550 Dunbar Road
Mount Vernon, WA 98273
Phone: (360) 987-8210
 
Cc:  Skagit County Commissioners (3)



From: pleas1941@aol.com
To: PDS comments
Subject: "Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities"
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 12:48:13 PM

 January 5, 2015

Skagit County
Planning and Development Services
1800 Continental Place
Mount Vernon, WA 98273
 

Subject:           “Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities”
 

My name is Patricia Pleas.  I am a resident and a registered voter of Skagit County.  My
 residence is West of Mount Vernon at 17550 Dunbar Road, Mount Vernon, WA 98273.  My
 phone number is: (360) 630-0420.
 

A note:
When voters passed the law that legalized marijuana in our State of Washington many were
 under the impression that very few locations would be selling marijuana.  I personally thought
 I understood that “growing” operations would be extremely limited in the state.  Now I feel
 the voters were taken advantage of and not given the full truth of what would happen with
 the passage of the law.  It certainly was not clear.
 

The amount of visible “green crosses” signaling a marijuana operation or business throughout
 Skagit County is overwhelming and somewhat frightening.  Then, when you see how many are
 located throughout our state it becomes extremely concerning.    
 

I wish to write to you about my concerns regarding Marijuana growing operations in Skagit
 County and also marijuana sales operations in the County.  My biggest concern: the number
 of businesses or grow operations.
I am especially concerned with growing operations or businesses in residential areas.  One
 operation is being located at the corner of Dunbar Road and Dunbar Lane.  This is much too
 close to families and homes.  There is absolutely no excuse for this and should not be allowed
 by Skagit County.
 

My home on Dunbar Road is a 25 mph residential zone.  This road is already violated by
 speeding cars day and night due to lack of traffic enforcement.  Increased traffic has already
 begun with trucks carrying supplies or product to the Dunbar facility.   This is not acceptable. 
  Any increased traffic is not acceptable!
 

School buses and children use this road.    
 

We fear for the safety of our children and all residents living on and using this road for many

mailto:pleas1941@aol.com
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 reasons.  I am certain you can understand.  This entire area contains family neighborhoods
 with  people walking their dogs, walking with their children in strollers and riding horses and
 bicycles.   The increased potential of serious criminal activity is of great concern along with
 traffic concerns. 
 

Please, please do not allow marijuana to be grown or sold near our residential neighborhoods,
 whether in the city or in the county.  There should be a “no tolerance” law in Residential
 areas.  We are concerned for our families, young and old alike.
 
 
Patricia (Hanstad) Pleas
17550 Dunbar Road
Mount Vernon, WA 98273
Phone: (360) 630-0420



From: Reep, David
To: PDS comments
Subject: MJ farms are NOT appropriate for residential neighborhoods,especially next to a school bus stop.
Date: Tuesday, February 03, 2015 6:59:22 AM
Attachments: image001.gif

To whom,  I support the moratorium. Please keep residential areas free from growing and
 processing pot. 
 
David Reep
Vice President
Financial Advisor
Private Wealth Management
Robert W. Baird & Co Inc.
3110 Commercial Ave. Suite 102D
Anacortes, WA  98221
360-419-4880
Toll Free: 855-885-5800
dreep@rwbaird.com

 

**********************************************************************

Robert W. Baird & Co. Incorporated does not accept buy, sell or other transaction orders by e-mail, or any instructions by e-
mail that require a signature. This e-mail message, and any attachment(s), is not an offer, or solicitation of an offer, to buy or
 sell any security or other product. Unless otherwise specifically indicated, information contained in this communication is not
 an official confirmation of any transaction or an official statement of Baird. The information provided is subject to change
 without notice. This e-mail may contain privileged or confidential information or may otherwise be protected by other legal
 rules. Any use, copying or distribution of the information contained in this e-mail by persons or entities other than the
 intended recipient is prohibited. If you received this in error, please contact the sender and delete the material from any
 computer on which it exists. Baird, in accordance with applicable laws, reserves the right to monitor, review and retain all
 electronic communications, including e-mails, traveling through its networks and systems. E-mail transmissions cannot be
 guaranteed to be secure, timely or error-free. Baird therefore recommends that you do not send any sensitive information
 such as account or personal identification numbers by e-mail.

**********************************************************************

mailto:DREEP@rwbaird.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us
mailto:dreep@rwbaird.com


From: Sue Rindal
To: PDS comments
Date: Thursday, February 05, 2015 8:01:50 AM

We support the moratorium on marijuana growing and processing.  We believe residential
 neighborhoods are not an appropriate place for these businesses to operate.  We are seeing the
 adverse effects they are already having on our neighbors.  Protect our neighborhoods, our children
 and families as well as our privacy from surveillance cameras.
 
Doug and Sue Rindal
15416 Sunset Lane
Mount Vernon, WA 98273

mailto:suerindal@gmail.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


From: Hal Rooks
To: PDS comments
Subject: Comments for Marijuana Moratorium Hearing, Jan 6 2015
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 7:41:14 AM
Attachments: comments re County MJ Moratorium hearing. FINAL. 1.5.2015.docx
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January 6, 2015 
 
 

Skagit County’s Marijuana Moratorium: Comments by Guemes Island Planning 
Advisory Committee 

 
 
Good Morning.  My name is Hal Rooks and I am speaking on behalf of the Guemes 
Island Planning Advisory Committee. This Committee is an elected body, approved by 
the County’s Board of Commissioners, whose primary goal is implementation of the 
Guemes Island Subarea Plan.  
 
Water consumption is a very big concern on Guemes Island because ground water is 
the principal source of fresh water used by the residents of Guemes.  In 1997, the 
federal Environmental Protection Agency designated the island’s aquifer system as a 
“Sole Source Aquifer.”   Wells provide water to nearly all the island’s residents, and all 
of the island’s wells rely on the aquifer.   
 
Guemes Island also has been designated as a Category I Aquifer Recharge Area.  This 
designation reflects the need to provide special protection due to specific pre-existing 
land uses, or because the County, State, or Federal Government has determined the 
aquifer needs protection from future land use that poses a risk to the quality or quantity 
of the aquifer (SCC 14.24.310 (1) (a)).   
 
On Guemes, recharge of fresh water to the ground-water aquifer is primarily from 
infiltration of precipitation on the land surface.  Recharge areas in various part of the 
island are at risk for contamination of the groundwater from the land surface and once 
the groundwater is contaminated, it is extremely difficult to get rid of the contamination.  
An example of contamination might be fertilizer applied to a crop.  
 
We have questions related to a possible marijuana production and processing 
operation, such as has been licensed on Guemes: 
 
• How much of our limited water supply would be used by such an operation?  

Specifically, would the operation rely on well water, and if so, how many gallons per 
day would be used?  Would such a commercial well need to be specifically 
permitted, or could a residential-permitted well be used? 

 
• Would there be any means to monitor the quantity of well-water use of such an 

operation? 
 
• How would the “used” or waste water from such an operation be handled?  Would it 

simply be released onto the ground, ultimately to be absorbed into the aquifer? 
 

• Marijuana production normally uses fertilizers on the plants, which could have a 
significant, negative impact by introducing nitrogen into the island’s groundwater.  

1 
 



Waste water that contains plant chemicals is also a concern if it is released onto 
the ground because it is likely to eventually percolate through the recharge area 
into the groundwater.   

 
In sum, we have lots of questions about the impact of a potential marijuana production 
and processing operation on our limited and fragile water resource.  Maintenance of 
“rural character” is also an important goal of our Subarea Plan, and we have questions 
about whether there are any guidelines or requirements about how such an operation 
would fit into a rural environment such as we have on Guemes.   
 
We therefore support the moratorium in the hope and expectation that the coming year 
will provide us with answers to the questions we’ve posed. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
 
Hal Rooks 
1219 10th St. 
Anacortes, WA.  98221 
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From: The Schleh"s
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim ordinance on marijuana facilities
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:04:45 PM

My name is Daniel Schleh and I live at 17198 Dunbar Rd, Mount Vernon. 

I live across the street from pot heads.  These pot heads stare at me when I am out feeding my animals.  They put
 cameras up and so now they can watch me from inside when I am out doing my chores.  There place stinks and I
 think their fence should have been taken down a long time ago since it was never legal to put it up at all in the first
 place.  We used to have a Grade A raw goat dairy.  We had to work very hard to follow all the rules and my mother
 was upset whenever the inspector guy showed up because it was always when we were headed out someplace and
 she had to stop and show him around and then we were late.  But we obeyed all the laws anyways.  We decided we
 didn't want the hassle of that anymore so we stopped being grade A and we can no longer sell our milk and our
 goats don't make us money any more.  I don't understand why these pot heads get to break all kinds of laws and
 maybe even get to stay in business and still make money when we couldn't.  I think milk is a way better product to
 sell to people because it is healthy.  Pot is really bad for you and I don't agree with it being legal but I understand
 that it is.  I just think they have no business being on a road with houses that people live in right next door and
 across the street like me.  They scare me when they are out because I don't know if they are criminals or if their
 friends are or who will come around or if they will do something to my house or to me.

I agree with what you are trying to do and I want your marijuana moratorium ordinance to go through.

mailto:jsschleh@yahoo.com
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From: Elizabeth Schleh
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim ordinance on marijuana facilities
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:00:59 PM

My name is Elizabeth Schleh and I live at 17198 Dunbar Road.

 

I live across the street from the property that is growing marijuana in their greenhouses, and I
 support the moratorium. The presence of this operation has changed how I view the
 neighborhood, and has even changed how I go about my life. I used to enjoy going on a
 morning run in this neighborhood, but because of their cameras, as well as the potential for
 crime, I have ceased running in the neighborhood and now only run at the gym. It frustrates
 me that a neighborhood that I have grown up in has undergone such a change. This is not a
 private person growing a plant or two in his basement for medical reasons. We can hear large
 delivery trucks early in the morning, and when they have their grow lights on they shine
 directly into my bedroom window. Their property is at the corner of where I used to be picked
 up from school, and I know that some of my neighbors still get picked up there. Please
 support and enable this community to return to the way it was before. Thank you.

 

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Schleh

mailto:elizabeth.schleh@gmail.com
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From: The Schleh"s
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim ordinance on marijuana facilities
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:03:06 PM

My name is Ian Schleh and I live at 17198 Dunbar Rd, Mt Vernon.

I am in support of this ordinance as I am greatly concerned about the current situation with marijuana grow ops and
 their nearly unrestricted infiltration into owner neighborhoods.  With the allowance for both medical and
 recreational weed growers there is in essence two ways to operate a business growing this drug: one highly
 regulated and monitored option-the recreational, and the medical tract which is basically the loophole that allows
 for much lower regulatory standards. I see additional problems with these kinds of businesses in their ability to crop
 up within neighborhoods hurting these tight knit communities through the damage to property values at an already
 difficult time for homeowners.  My hope is that the commissioners would approve the moratorium.

Sincerely,

-Ian Schleh

mailto:jsschleh@yahoo.com
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From: The Schleh"s
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim ordinance on marijuana facilities
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:01:21 PM

My name is Joan Schleh and I live at 17198 Dunbar Rd.  I am in support of the marijuana moratorium ordinance
 which you are considering at this time. 

I have stood up and spoken two other times in defense of my neighborhood.  I will stand up again to defend it. 
 Neighborhoods are the homes of society.  They are where families live and raise the next generation.  They are
 where the average citizen expends the majority of their money through mortgages, taxes, improvements, and
 living.  Most people search out safe neighborhoods where their investment of money, time and family can come to
 fruition.  Concerned neighbors will watch out for one another.  When there is a crime spree we come together and
 walk the neighborhood alerting each other to keep our eyes open and discourage any crime.  When a neighbor is in
 need they know they can knock on a friendly door for help.  Children feel safe to ride their bikes to their friends'
 house at the end of the road and parents know others are watching out for them.  This is what it means to live in a
 good residential neighborhood like ours.  Should a business wish to come into this neighborhood it is expected they
 will be a contributor to this climate, not a detractor.  They should be inviting of neighbors and be conforming to the
 feel of the neighborhood like the previous seasonal hanging basket business was, not a pot growing business with
 an impenetrable wall around themselves to keep all eyes off of them while their bogus "collective garden" status
 makes a laughingstock of the medical marijuana law. 

Thank you for listening and acting on our concerns but I ask you to go further and not allow any such marijuana
 grow operations to be grandfathered in, even if they were legal, unless they can meet the considered ordinance
 requirements.  Many of these operations snuck into neighborhoods because Skagit county had not done their job of
 protecting our neighborhoods to begin with.  Please fix this.  That way they can operate in peace and no one need
 complain about what they do. BUT if they are operating illegally then it is up to the county to enforce the law
 properly and not wait for ticked off neighbors to get something done.

There is no place in a residential area for a pot growing operation much less a large one which is also quite
 obviously processing who knows what.  They have  a large, commercial illegal fence in a neighborhood of few
 fences, an illegal commercial use of a garage for processing that results in highly noxious fumes, and commercial
 grow lights that burn all night.  This aggressive shoving of an offensive industry into our backyard is not a
 contributor to a residential area.  Their claim to be grandfathered in must not be allowed as they have never been
 legally operating to begin with.  To say the least their fence is non-conforming to the neighborhood and, un-
permitted, it has also been non-compliant.  To offer that status after the fact and after all that we have complained
 about would be tantamount to spitting in our eye. 

I support your ordinance and applaud your efforts.     We look forward to you making Skagit county a livable county
 for everyone.  Thank you.
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From: The Schleh"s
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim ordinance on marijuana facilities
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:05:41 PM

Skagit County Commissioners,

My name is Stephen Schleh and I live at 17198 Dunbar Road, Mount Vernon Washington (In the county) which is
 across the street from the home with five greenhouses that are currently growing and processing "medical
 marijuana" as a co-op. 

I support the marijuana moratorium ordinance.

We live in a neighborhood that is both residential and agricultural neither of which are appropriate for growing
 marijuana. 

First, the neighborhood property that is growing marijuana has neighbors living close by on multiple sides of their
 place with young families and children.  I do not want to be exposed to this product, and the the people, behavior
 and crime that accompany it as a neighbor and property owner.  I also don't feel that the other families and children
 should be exposed to these operations and because of the perception of a marijuana operation our property values
 will decrease.  If the operation does continue I will be petitioning to have my property taxes lowered due to a
 lowering of my properties value.  I will also encourage my neighbors to petition to have their property values
 lowered to reflect this impact (close to 50 homes are in close proximity). 

I also suspect that the residents are being paid to care for plants of people not in the neighborhood thus making it a
 commercial operation.  In my opinion they may grow for their own use but processing for others, and providing
 income for both the residence and the absentee landlord again appears to me to fall into the commercial realm
 which is inappropriate for neighborhoods.  This is another reason that co-ops should be classified as commercial
 operations and highly regulated, monitored and located in special commercial zones away from neighborhoods. 
 (Note: We have no public information and all we can do is observe activities and then utilize resources to
 understand as best we can what is actually happening).  Large operations like the one on Dunbar are much different
 than when a person is growing for their own medical use and thus should be treated differently.

Finally, marijuana is not considered an agricultural product and thus does not belong in an agricultural area.  All of
 you have a long history of protecting the agricultural use of the land.  Please keep Skagit County agriculture zoned
 land focused on agriculture products and activities which marijuana is not.

I'd like to ask you to ask how many of the supporters speaking against the moratorium ordinance and support large
 marijuana growing operations live in the areas where they already exist?  How are their property values doing? 
 This is my neighborhood I am fighting for and wish to protect as a tax payer, father, and husband.

Thank you for listening to me and supporting the moratorium on growing marijuana either in a co-op for medical
 purposes or for any recreational growing in Skagit County.
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From: ddschram@comcast.net
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana
Date: Thursday, February 05, 2015 1:23:26 PM

My name is Dr. Donna D. Schram

I reside at 17491 Dunbar Road, Mount Vernon, WA 98273  (Cell phone 360-391-
0216)

Comments:  My home is located near a medical marijuana grow operation at 14971
 Dunbar Lane in unincorporated Skagit County.  I have lived in my home for 16 years
 and have come to know many of my neighbors, all of whom are concerned with the
 marijuana grow operation that appeared without discussion or notice last summer.  

It had never occurred to me that such an operation would be permitted in a residential
 neighborhood such as ours.  It is not an asset, as any passerby can ascertain.  It is
 ugly and it smelled terribly during the last harvest.  THIS, AND SIMILAR
 OPERATIONS, DO NOT BELONG IN RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOODS.  I AM IN
 FAVOR OF THE CURRENT MORATORIUM UNTIL THE COMMISSIONERS CAN
 DEVELOP AND ENACT REASONABLE REGULATIONS.

I recently visited the marijuana grow facility on Dunbar.  I was treated with great
 respect and escorted through each of five large green houses.  If the moratorium is
 continued, I will encourage my neighbors to visit the facility and to begin a dialogue
 with the facility operators regarding issues of mutual concern.  

I have attended both hearings on the ordinance.  I have learned a great deal about
 the issues on all sides and and appreciate the Commissioner's desire to create fair
 and thoughtful regulations that will permit grow and processing operations in
 appropriate unincorporated areas, while protecting neighborhoods.

Thank you.
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-SkagitCounty Boardof€ountyeommissioners Re:lnterim Ordinance on Marij

My name is John R. Scott. I live at 3351 Old Hwy 99 N Burlington, WA 98233.

I support the Comm¡ssioners action to adopt an lnterim Ordinance establishíng a moratorium in the

zones identified ( Rural lntermediate, RR, RB, RC,RR-NRL" RuralVillage Commercial, Bayview Ridge

Residential or Hamilton Residential) while a public input process occurs and further research is

conducted.

I support a setback of 250 feet from any other property line as was proposed in the original Ordinance

onL2/L5120L4.

I support requiring landscape screening around any marijuana grow sîte which would assist in

maintaining the rural character in Rural lntermediate Zones.

Respectful ly su bm itted,

John R. Scott

3351Old Hwy 99N

Burlington WA 98233



February 2,z0ts

To: Board ôf Coúnty Commissioners Re: lnter¡m OrdÍnance on Marijuana Facilitles

My name is Lori Scott. I live at 3351 Old Hwy 99N Burlin$on WA 98233 (Aleer)

I support the Commissioners action to adopt the Ordinance establishing a moratorium in the zones

identified while a public process and further research is conducted.

I support a setback from other residential propert¡es but would amend it to a setback of 250 feet from

any other property line as was proposed in the original Ordinance on L2lL5l2Ot4. Depending on the

placement of other residences on their own property, backyard playgrounds, barbecue areas etc. could

be extremely close to the required over height obscuring fences and surveillance cameras required to

produce/process. Research shows that other jurisdictions require greater setback. For example,

Whatcom County requires 300 ft.; the Cities of Burlington and Lynden require 1@0 ft.; and Snohomish

County requires 300 ft. Additionally, many jurisdictions allow production only on parcels of 5 acres or

larger and in some jurisdictions "outdoor marijuana grows" are prohibited completely.

I support the inclusion of the "Work Plan" in the Ordinance and would request that a system to allow

public input be included as the research and then development of regulations goes fonrard,

Prior to the Moratorium, the only permits required for "outdoor marijuana grows" were for the over

height fences required or perhaps for additional storage or processing building such as commercial

coaches. The marijuana production site at 3431 Old Hwy 99N applied for permits for fencing and

commercial coaches but has not complied with their own plan or County requirements to meet zoning

requirements for "outdoor grou/' so should be considered non-compliant and non-conforming and not

"legally established". I request that a "no non-conforming use clause be included in the Ordinance.

The City of Lynden Ordinance states "no use that constitutes or purports to be a marijuana producer or

marijuana processor that was engaged in that activ¡ty prior to the enactment of this ordinance shall be

deemed to have been a legally established use under code and that use shall not be entitled to claim

legal non-conforming status". Kitsap County included a provision stating no existing producer or

processor established before the adoption of their Ordinance is 'grandfathered". Snohomish County

has reported that a number of jurisdictions across Washington have permanently prohibited producers

even after they have invested in launching their businesses.

lf the producers and processors currently existing in the zones now prohibited by the

Ordinance/Moratorium are allowed to remain, addítional requirements on existing grow sites should be

imposed such as additional landscape screening to address issues of odor, lighting, noise and unsightly

obscuring fences that detract from property value of neighbors.

Specific monitoring and enforcement reßulations need to be developed to protect neighboring

properties since protections were not established by Skagit County in early planning stages of l-502

implementation. County agencies, law enforcement and other responsible agencies need legal access to



production and processing sites in order to monitor and then enforce regulations developed to address

issues of odor, lighting, water quelity and quantity, damage to wells and environmental impacts on

nearby rivers etc. Current regulations do not afford Skagit County officials access to the grow sites to

address any of these issues and WA Liquor Control Board has no control or interest in these issues

either.

Marijuana is now legal in our State but the specifics of where it is appropriate to produce, process and

sell are subject to zoning requirements in localjurisdictions and Counties have been given the authority

to determine where such operations will be allowed. Each County must study this issue to develop

zoning which takes into account the needs of all of the citizens. Many other jurisdictions had public

hearings when l-502 implementation began in 2013 but Skagit County did not. lt is imperative and

urgent that appropriate due process begin now.

Again, I support the Ordinance and Moratorium, request the above suggestions be considered and we

look fonrard to working with you and other concerned public members to develop specific regulations.

Lori Scott

3351Old Hwy 99N

Burlington WA 98233



From: Andi Shannon
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 11:06:12 AM

Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
 
I support the availability of marijuana, however, there must be great care in the allowed placement
 for the cropland. It isn’t corn or blueberries. For existing homes and residential neighborhoods, this
 is a possible danger and certainly will have a negative impact on property values. I live on the hill in
 Mount Vernon, so this doesn’t affect me personally, but it is important to me as a citizen who cares
 about the town. If you wouldn’t want to live with this next door to your home, don’t allow it for
 someone else’s home.
 
 
 
Andi Shannon
1530 Skagit St.
Mount Vernon
360.540.4585
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From: John Snarrenberg
To: PDS comments
Subject: Comments on the Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Thursday, February 05, 2015 4:13:16 PM

Feb, 5, 2015
John & Flora (Penny) Snarrenberg
5836 Chuckanut Dr
Bow, WA, 98232
 
Comments on the Interim Ordinance O20142009 (Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities)
Planning and Development Services
1800 Continental Place
Mount Vernon WA 98273
 
Although we were unable to attend the recent hearing on Feb. 3, 2015, we want to enter our
 comments into the public record in support of Interim Ordinance O20142009.
As an introduction. please read our letter, included below, to Brandon Black, Senior Planner, Team
 Supervisor, Skagit County Planning and Development Services.
We oppose any marijuana processing/growing facilities in any type of residential area. Just because
 people live in sparsely populated areas they should not be treated as second-class citizens because
 of that fact.
We will not repeat our concerns listed in the letter Brandon Black. We will comment on a couple of
 comments at the public hearing as reported in the Skagit Valley Herald on Feb, 4, 2015:
Quote from Mr Bernard Finney: “I basically burned all my bridges to move to Mount Vernon and
 bring all my businesses into Skagit County”. So people who have spent 25 years improving their
 homes and property should have to pay for Mr Finney’s failure to do his homework on establishing
 the type of business he wants to operate? We totally agree with Carol Eller’s comment(s) that crops
 grown in greenhouses (we’re talking marijuana, not tulips or vegetables!) and the processing
 facilities should be located in an industrial use area, not agricultural/residential area and her quote:
 “The idea that someone can come in and do anything they want to, and the person who’s already
 there can just shut up and take it….” “Is just plain wrong”, as we might have finished her quote.
Although we have to leave off here because of the comment dead line, we believe we have covered
 most of our concerns,.
We would like to thank the commissioners in advance for their very careful consideration of these
 matters that are of great importance to many of the tax-paying citizens of our county.
Sincerely,
John & Penny Snarrenberg
 
 
 
John & Flora (Penny) Snarrenberg
5836 Chuckanut Dr
Bow, WA, 98232
 
Brandon Black, Senior Planner, Team Supervisor
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Skagit County Planning and Development Services
 
Comments RE:
 
SKAGIT COUNTY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
NOTICE OF DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION
Administrative Special Use Permit
File # PL15-0001
 
It was with considerable alarm that we received the above notice.

1. This proposed facility is located directly across the road from our residence and property.
2. 2. A little over a month ago a family with two young children bought and moved into the

 property right next door to project.
Some concerns:
1. The debilitating effect on our property values (We have spent the past 25 years investing
 monetary and sweat equity into our home and property).
2. The reduced ability to be able to even sell our property (For example:  how many families with
 children would be willing to buy a home across from a marijuana producer/processor facility?)
3. Possibility of increased crime in the area. We have already had enough home & business thefts in
 the area, so, at the very least, we don’t need an ‘attractive nuisance’ inviting more people casing the
 neighborhood.
We appreciate the county making the effort to avoid the fiasco that has occurred in Snohomish
 County. It has become painfully obvious in the past months, at least on the state level,  that in the
 rush for tax dollars hardly any real careful thought has been given to the negative impacts upon the
 citizens, in particular, the RURAL citizens of this state.
We urge that no action on this Administrative Special Use Permit be taken until:

1. The County’s Interim Marijuana Moratorium Ordinance #020140008 has been lifted, if,
 indeed, it will be.

2. Proposed legislation in the State Legislature to re-define the R-5 zoning laws as they pertain to
 the allowed location marijuana producer/processing facilities has made its way through the
 legislative process

Some “if you were in our shoes” questions:
Would you like your children or grandchildren living next door to one of these facilities?
Would you like to live across the street from one of these facilities?
If these type of facilities are required to be 1000’ from a school, why is it ok for that kids can be as
 near as 250’ when they get home from school?
How would you react to the negative impact on the value and salability of your home and property?
Since receiving the above notice we have seen news articles regarding:

1. The increase in marijuana poisoning among adults AND CHILDREN in states were marijuana
 has been legalized.

2. The AMA has just very recently reaffirmed its opposition to marijuana legalization.
The last time we checked marijuana production is still illegal under federal law
Thank you for the careful consideration of our concerns and that no decisions be made that could be
 “grandfathered in” at a later date.
Sincerely,



John & Penny Snarrenberg
 
 
 
 
 



From: Russell and Sharyn Sowell
To: PDS comments
Subject: intérim ordinance on marijuana facilities
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 5:07:59 PM

Russell and Sharyn Sowell
14922 Valley View Drive
Mount Vernon WA 98273

We support the moratorium. 

Marijuana is legal in our state, but is every place appropriate for production, processing and selling? 
Specifically, are residential neighborhoods the right place to site them?

We are asking the commissioners to confine marijuana operations to open farmland, commercial and 
industrial areas- anything but residential neighborhoods. 

We ask the commissioners to refuse to allow the Dunbar Lane grow to be grandfathered in as a legally 
pre-existing business. We contend they are a pre-existing business that was NOT legal. They are both 
non-conforming and non-compliant. Their fencing and containers were not permitted. They have not 
paid property tax. 

County records show the land use for this parcel is designated as "110 - household single family 
residence outside city." The neighborhood is listed as "20MVRURAL Mt Vernon rural residential". The 
county website shows the primary land use is residential, not commercial. 

The growers contend their product is agricultural. Yet the WA Dept of Revenue and the USDA do not 
recognize marijuana as an agricultural crop. Judge Paul Vortmann in California ruled that a marijuana
 collective can't operate on land zoned for agriculture, stating, "marijuana... has never been classified 
as a crop or horticultural product... The court finds as a matter of law that growing marijuana... is not 
an agricultural use of property." 

The county records also show that the garage which is being used for processing is "not permitted for 
commercial use" as per an investigation dated 3/28/2003. 

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

Marijuana processing literally stinks. We endured a pervasive dead skunk odor the whole time they 
processed the first crop. 

Manufacture of cannabis and hemp oils carry well documented risks of explosion and fire, not only to 
those with homes less than 200 feet from their building, but also to the county's first responders. 

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

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

The growers and producers are activists who have attorneys and in fact some are attorneys themselves.
 Lawsuits have been threatened not only against us, but against the county. Other counties across the 
state and cities within Skagit County looked ahead. The county has let us down by being negligent in 
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planning and now enforcing the specifics of where and how this industry should be placed. We hate the
 idea of a lawsuit but if our property values go down we may be forced.

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



From: Sandy Sundberg
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Sunday, February 01, 2015 12:17:41 PM

I am very much in support of the Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities.  These facilities do
 not belong in our neighborhoods and communities.
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From: Scott Sundberg
To: PDS comments
Subject: Supporting the Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Sunday, February 01, 2015 12:09:44 PM

I support the "Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities" as I believe the growing, processing
 and sales of marijuana has no business in our residential neighborhoods.  Thank you for your
 consideration.  Scott Sundberg   3382 Butler Creek Rd.   206 909-8445
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From: Crystal Sweger
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:37:53 PM

Dear Commissioners,

We are writing to express our opinion on the appropriateness of marijuana growth and
 processing operations in residential areas of Skagit County.  We would prefer to address our
 concerns in person with you at the public hearing on January 6th, however we have two small
 children who may not cooperate in being quiet so that important points can be made and
 heard.

It's these small children that we are writing on behalf of.  While we personally don't have any
 ill will towards the marijuana crop itself and those who grow it or use it, we are increasingly
 concerned about the safety of our children as they play in their backyard, which
 is approximately 200 feet away from the marijuana grow at the corner of Dunbar Road and
 Dunbar Lane.  When we bought our home, the greenhouses now growing marijuana used to
 grow flowers.  We never hesitated letting our children play outside before the intimidating 8
 ft. fence and security cameras showed up protecting the now high value crop that is currently
 growing there.  Our children do not have such protection from the possible increase in crime
 associated with living in close proximity to a high demand drug.  We no longer feel safe
 letting them play outside without constant supervision, and even then, we're not sure how
 much longer we'll feel safe doing that.  We believe their rights as children to play and live
 safely in their home is being taken away, especially if we become surrounded by other growth
 operations as the unintended consequences of legalizing this crop in the state of Washington
 begin to unfold in our backyard.  We never would have purchased this home for our family
 had we known that we would eventually be living next to a corner where drug deals, legal or
 black market, would be going down.  It's not the environment we wish to raise our children in,
 and we're now fearful if we go to sell our home to try to get away from this situation, the sale
 price will reflect this undesirable "neighbor" that moved in to our community.   

Not all land is created equal, just like not all crops are created equal; marijuana isn't "just
 another crop," as I've heard some people say in support.  It certainly comes with it's unique
 collateral damage that is not desirable or healthy in a residential neighborhood.  We highly
 value our land where we have chosen to build a home and raise our children, who we
 consider to be our most "highly valued crop."  We think our land and crop should be valued
 and protected under the law just as much as the marijuana crop is getting protected.  We
 support the ordinance on marijuana facilities, with amendments as needed as you
 further consider the impact on families and neighborhoods in determining how to allow these
 entities to coexist and grow peacefully.

Sincerely,
Crystal and Joseph Sweger
Concerned citizens and parents   
14958 Valley View Drive
Mount Vernon, WA  98273
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From: Crystal Sweger
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Tuesday, February 03, 2015 8:36:39 PM
Attachments: BOCC MARIJUANA DOCUMENTS11042014_0000.pdf

Dear Commissioners,

We are writing again on behalf of our children and their neighbor friends who play together in our cul de sac.  While we personally don't have any
 ill will towards the marijuana crop itself and those who grow it or use it, we are increasingly concerned about the safety of our children as
 they play in their backyard, which is approximately 200 feet away from the marijuana grow at the corner of Dunbar Road and Dunbar Lane.  When
 we bought our home, the greenhouses now growing marijuana used to grow flowers.  We never hesitated letting our children play outside before
 the intimidating 8 ft. fence and security cameras showed up protecting the now high value crop that is currently growing there.  Our children do
 not have such protection from the dangers associated with living in close proximity to a high demand drug.  We no longer feel safe letting them
 play outside without constant supervision, and even then, we're not sure how much longer we'll feel safe doing that. 
 
Our yard allows direct access to the grow operation for someone wishing to hide their vehicle from the security cameras as they participate in drug
 trafficking or robbery.  Our children's playset and bedroom windows now sit in the crossfire should armed burglaries of grow operations escalate
 to gunfight, as is being reported out of Colorado (see attached articles*).  They play tag and fetch with their dogs within the blast zone of potential
 explosion from butane hash oil extraction, a hazard that was highlighted in a recent New York Times article with a picture of a home in Mount
 Vernon after it exploded in 2013 from this practice (link provided below**).  We believe their rights as children to play and live safely in their
 home are being taken away, especially if we become surrounded by other grow operations.  We never would have purchased this home for our
 family had we known that we would eventually be living next to a corner where drug deals, legal or black market, would be going down.  It's not
 the environment we wish to raise our children in, and we're now being held financially hostage to the situation as our dropping property value
 reflects this undesirable "neighbor" that moved in to our community.     
 
Not all land is created equal, just like not all crops are created equal; marijuana isn't "just another crop," as I've heard some people say in support. 
 It certainly comes with it's unique collateral damage that is not desirable or healthy in a residential neighborhood.  We highly value our land
 where we have chosen to build a home and raise our children, whom we consider to be our most "highly valued crop."  We are concerned their
 opportunity to grow and flourish is being threatened by the weed that has sprouted in our neighborhood.  We support the ordinance on marijuana
 facilities, with amendments as needed as you further consider the impact on families and neighborhoods in determining how to allow these entities
 to coexist and grow peacefully.
Sincerely,
Crystal and Joseph Sweger
14958 Valley View Drive
Mount Vernon, WA  98273
*We are attaching a document with a collection of articles about crime, what other counties are doing to address the implementation of this new
 law, as well as a UCLA study that is an argument for putting grows in a district rather than having them scattered.  The crime statistic is a much
 deeper issue than just "does legalized marijuana increase or decrease crime."  When you consider the types of crime and the crime trend before and
 after marijuana legalization, the argument that one would be fearful of safety living next to a marijuana grow can clearly be made.
**Healy, Jack. Odd Byproduct of Legal Marijuana: Homes that Blow Up. NYTimes.com. Jan 17, 2015.
 http://www.nytimes.com/2015/01/18/us/odd-byproduct-of-legal-marijuana-homes-blow-up.html?
partner=rss&emc=rss&smid=fb-nytimes&bicmst=1409232722000&bicmet=1419773522000&smtyp=aut&bicmp=AD&bicmlukp=WT.mc_id&_r=0
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From: Linda Talman
To: PDS comments
Subject: interim ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 3:17:33 PM

From Linda Talman
PO Box 392
LaConner, WA 98257
360 840 1714

Dear Skagit County Commissioners: 

I am very concerned that (marijuana) processing plants are being allowed to
 so grossly impact neighborhoods of this county.  I am actually concerned
 about any Ag related processing plant being allowed so close to a
 neighborhood.  

And I am disappointed that you didn’t have the foresight to visit this topic
 last year.  You should have seen it coming. 

Neighborhoods must be protected - above all other considerations.  Quality
 of life in the county shouldn’t be impacted in the way that the Dunbar Lane
 or Alger neighborhoods are being impacted.   Smells, noise, potential for
 crime, light pollution, visual pollution.   What a nightmare for any family.
 Imagine what this must feel like.  

The law has changed regarding marijuana growing, use, and processing -
 but planning code has apparently not kept up.  If our code doesn’t protect
 neighborhoods from invasive smells, noise, and  traffic  caused by activities
 sited in nearby Ag land, the code must be changed.   

But this isn’t the first time that economic activities have impacted
 residences. And it isn’t all about marijuana.  It might be pickles or gravel or
 who knows what else.  We need a code that separates economic activity
 from residential activity.   Buffers of some sort would help. Concentrated
 locations of either category would help.  Plan your way to a better county.

No one needs a land use battle - particularly not residents who are 
 generally the only parties to come up short.  Economic activity is never hurt
 by a location next to neighborhoods.  Neighborhoods, on the other hand,
 are devastated by the proximity.   And tax assessments are reduced.  Tax
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 revenues are subsequently reduced.  Not good all around. 

Please act now to fix what should have been fixed long before now: 

1. Maintain the interim ordinance on Marijuana Facilities that
 protects neighborhoods but…

2. Amend the ordinance to a greater set back (250 feet) and a greater
 minimum acreage. 

3. Revisit the planning code for Ag related businesses of the county -
 because it isn’t all about marijuana and you should realize this. 

4. And please set up the processes in the meantime to create watchdogs
 within your planning departments for maintaining ethical and whole
 permit applications.   

We deserve your best.  We should have gotten it last year. 

Sincerely,

Linda Z. Talman

-- 
Linda  Z. Talman
PO Box 392
La Conner, WA
Volunteer Organizational Consultant
La Conner Planning Commissioner

360 840 1714
    



From: eckthomas@comcast.net
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordanance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Tuesday, January 27, 2015 3:09:52 PM

Dear Commissioners,
Thank you for the interim ordnance on marijuana facilities. I hope you will not allow
 marijuana facilities anywhere in the county.
E L Yhomas
911 Tomahawk
Mount Vernon, WA

mailto:eckthomas@comcast.net
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


From: robert/Marie turner
To: PDS comments
Subject: Guemes marijuana
Date: Wednesday, February 04, 2015 9:41:38 PM

Dear Sir,

        I have been a property owner and part time resident of Guemes Island for 20+ years.   I am not in  favor of
 establishing a commercial marijuana farm on Guemes Island.  It is not a good utilization of the land or of the
 limited supply of precious water.
                                                                                                                (signed)  Robert R.Turner

mailto:wlodge2@isomedia.com
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From: Gregory A Van Wagner
To: PDS comments
Subject: Greg Van Wagner, 14762 Dunbar Lane, Mt Vernon 98273, Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 9:38:39 PM
Attachments: image006.png

Good evening,
 
I am in full support of the interim ordinance on Marijuana Facilities now and into the future.  I respectfully request that the Skagit County Code
 language be further modified or amended to clearly state with no exceptions that commercial marijuana enterprises shall always be kept separate and
 away from residential neighborhoods. 
 
It should also be reworded to include facilities such as the one located at 14971 Dunbar Lane, Mount Vernon and others that are similar in nature so
 that these cannot become ‘backdoor’ entries into residential neighborhoods.  See additional notes below.
 

 

mailto:vanwa42252@comcast.net
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


 

 
Thank you very much,
 
Greg Van Wagner
14762 Dunbar Lane
Mount Vernon, WA 98273
 



From: Gregory A Van Wagner
To: PDS comments
Subject: RE: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities, Agree, Greg Van Wagner, 14762 Dunbar Lane, Mt Vernon 98273
Date: Thursday, January 22, 2015 5:30:28 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png
image004.png

My apologies – I hit send and realized you can’t accept attachments so I have added it to the bottom of this
 letter.
 
Thanks,
 
Greg
 

From: Gregory A Van Wagner [mailto:vanwa42252@comcast.net] 
Sent: Thursday, January 22, 2015 5:24 PM
To: pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities, Agree, Greg Van Wagner, 14762 Dunbar Lane, Mt Vernon
 98273
 
Good morning,
 
After listening (and still waiting to speak) to the hearing on 1/06/2015 and digesting what we heard, I have
 provided comments to the Moratorium language as I see necessary to keep issues / interpretations from
 diluting the intent of this document.  Also, I want to be placed on the ‘Agreeing’ side of the respondents.  This
 entire issue has been allowed to steam-roll the agencies tasked with protecting the public.  Now, before more
 decisions get made, is a good time to step back and see just what has happened.
 
My comments in the attachment should be clear to those that will review them but if questions arise, I can
 become available for clarifications.  I would also offer some of my time to join a task force to aide in review of
 this topic, if that is a future possibility.
 
Back to the hearing earlier – it quickly became mired and jumbled into several areas that don’t apply to Land-
use.  There were factions still arguing for and against the law passed to legalize marijuana.  Frankly, that did
 nothing but confuse the audience and it should have been then that instructions by the moderators stemmed
 that discussion and refocused on where these commercial operations can be placed. 
 
There were the factions for medical use that were afraid their supply would be cut off.  Seems to me that
 nothing would change there as long as those dispensaries had followed County land-use requirements.  Again,
 not really a land-use discussion suitable for placement of these commercial operations.
 
I would offer one criticism here – medical marijuana is still marijuana and should be grown and processed to
 the same rules as for recreational use, no exceptions.  Having two categories is a recipe for disaster later on
 that the County cannot afford to implement or support.  Build one set of rules that has clear language and few
 exceptions so they can be equally enforced.
 
There was a good contingent of business operators at the hearing, which was good.  Most appeared to be in
 agreement that where these business located needs to be ‘good neighbors’ with the surrounding community. 
 Many of these operators appear to be creating good-paying jobs and benefits.  This is helpful to this County
 and should be applauded.  There also appeared to me to be consensus among them that these operations
 needed a lot more land around them than offered in a residential setting.

mailto:vanwa42252@comcast.net
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


 
Many new operations appeared to misunderstand the permitting process entirely.  They seemed to say that
 ‘once they paid some money and applied for a permit, they should be home free to do what they wanted, not
 necessarily what they applied to do’.  They further seemed to say that the money they risked on this business
 ahead of permitting was the County’s fault.  This is absurd!  They took a risk on a new business to reap some
 rewards but didn’t factor in reading or following any additional rules.  Many of them appeared to be coming
 into contact with the County permitting process for the first time, and are unprepared for or unaware of the
 process.
 
As a point of reference, I work in an area where I have been involved with hundreds of permit applications in
 Skagit and Whatcom Counties, and dozens more throughout the west coast region.  Some of these projects
 have involved land-use issues, more have included public works departments and the vast remainder have
 involved the building departments.  One thing these hearing attendees need to understand is that a permit
 application is no guarantee of receiving a final permit.  I have had numerous (too many) applications prepared
 only to have rules change and have to re-build the applications package to satisfy these new codes and
 standards. The risk of this happening remains with the land-owner / proponent every time and that is a cost of
 doing business anywhere.
 
This may come as a surprise to some but when you become a land owner or operator, you agree by default to
 the land-use rules in effect at that time established by the governing jurisdiction.  You also agree that if change
 is needed to be a part of the process of that change.  You further agree that any such changes will likely not
 happen overnight so you have to become persistent if your suggested change is appropriate for the entire
 community and, if necessary you seek a ‘conditional use’ to secure that change.  This certainly didn’t appear to
 be understood by very many in attendance.
 
The County already has land-use rules established for commercial business operations.  Muddying the
 discussions by saying marijuana processing is ‘agricultural’ is not a solid argument for allowing these facilities
 in residential areas simply because breweries and distilleries are already prohibited from this land-use and
 they also rely on agricultural products.  Commercial operations require additional space around them for
 many reasons, most of which cannot be offered in a residential setting.
 
One other issue that is completely being missed by all parties and especially the county and city jurisdictions is
 that the emergency responders for any significant fire at one of these sites may have their health affected. 
 These commercial operations will be large in nature and all have significant heat-sources with fuel supplies. 
 The first one of these to catch fire may end up burning itself out because firefighters may be concerned about
 a zero-tolerance employment drug test if they are involved.  They are not likely to risk their jobs and benefits
 for this, which means the smoke from such an event will then affect the entire neighborhood where the
 facility is located.  Kids and adults alike are all at risk in this situation if the facility is in a residential
 neighborhood. 
 
I support the County moratorium currently and into the future.  I support taking the extra time needed to get
 this governed properly the first time.  There will always time to add exceptions in the future after there is a
 track record on which to base them.
 
Thanks,
 
Greg
 
Attachment inserted as pages below –
 









End of comments.
 
Thank you
 



From: Julie Wallace
To: PDS comments
Subject: “Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities”
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 7:21:18 PM

Please do not allow marijuana grow operations in our family neighborhoods & our rural farm
 & play areas.  It is not the same as other horticulture & farming endeavors, & does change the
 flavor & safety of these areas where we raise our families, play, & wish to peacefully retire &
 grow old.

Thank you,
Julie Wallace
12659 East Lake Drive
Sedro Woolley, WA

mailto:jwallace856@hotmail.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


From: sheena wilson
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Growing Facilities
Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:14:49 PM

Dear Commissioners,

As a homeowner in the neighboring vicinity of the Marijuana Grow operation on Dunbar
 Street in Mt. Vernon, I support the ordinance to revise the boundaries for a marijuana grow
 operation within residential boundaries.  

Unlike many other agricultural enterprises, there are many unique factors to take in to
 consideration, regarding safety and well being of those who live in proximity to the said
 business.  If this weren't the case, I suggest there would not be security cameras focussed on
 the neighboring houses etc.

Please listen and hear the voices of those directly impacted by your decisions and support the
 proposed changes that would prevent these enterprises from settling in to our
 neighborhoods.

Thank you very much for your attention,

Sincerely,

Sheena Wilson

mailto:sheenabridget@live.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us


From: Heather Wolf
To: PDS comments; Commissioners
Cc: Ryan R. Walters
Subject: Comments on Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities
Date: Tuesday, January 27, 2015 3:28:33 PM
Attachments: Letter re Interim Ordinance on Marijuana Facilities.pdf

Attached please find our letter addressing the Interim Ordinance on
Marijuana Facilities. Our comments pertain to marijuana facilities in
the Ag-NRL zone.

Thank you,
Heather Wolf

--
Heather Wolf
Brownlie Evans Wolf & Lee
230 E. Champion
Bellingham, WA 98225
www.brownlieevans.com
(p) 360-676-0306
(f) 360-676-8058

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

mailto:heather@brownlieevans.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us
mailto:commissioners@co.skagit.wa.us
mailto:ryanw@co.skagit.wa.us














From: Tony Wyatt
To: PDS comments
Subject: Interim ordinance on marijuana Facilities
Date: Tuesday, February 03, 2015 9:16:10 AM

I believe that if the State and counties are going to allow the use and growth of a drug then
 they need to be able to regulate it as they do with all other legal buisnesses ran in the State.
 This is going to be very difficult to do if you allow grow operations in residential back yards
 and should only be able to take place in a industrial zoned area.
Thank you for your time
Tony Wyatt

mailto:marinesystemsnw@gmail.com
mailto:pdscomments@co.skagit.wa.us
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