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THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, do not click any web links, attachments, and 
never give out your user ID or password. 

Crystal Acker

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hi Crystal and Janette, 
My name is Paul Morrison, and I live in close proximity to the proposed Cannabis Dispensary.  My family and the 
neighbors that I have discussed this potential use change are adamantly against this type of use for this building in our 
residential neighborhood.  We all believe that this use will increase the traffic, impact the limited on street parking, 
increase crime, lower our property values, and change the entire neighborhood in a negative irreversable way.   We 
have many children and families within the sphere of this location in high density and this type of use is like putting a 
dispensary right next to a school.  In fact, the local school bus has a stop at the address of the proposed dispensary. 

Please find another location in a commercial location away from all residential neighborhoods including ours.  If this 
project goes to a planning commission meeting for approval, I will personally attend to protest this use and will bring all 
neighbors who are able to attend and a signed protest petition from those who can't attend but disagree with this type 
of use in our neighborhood.  Please contact me if you would like to discuss this further. 
Thanks, 
Paul and Liz Morrison 
976 Glenwood Dr. 
Sonoma 
707‐337‐1106 

Sent from my iPhone 

From: Paul Morrison <pmorrison@marinwater.org> 
January 12, 2018 3:56 PM
Crystal Acker; jani@apothevert.com 
UPC17-0094. 15499 Arnold Dr Use Permit
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THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password.  

Crystal Acker

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hello Ms. Acker,   

I called and left you a voicemail today to see if I could get a little more information on a proposed planning 
application for a cannabis dispensary at 15499 Arnold Drive, file number UPC17-0094.  

I am a local resident very close to this site (across Madrone Road on Glenwood Drive). I am curious as to 
whether this is intended as a retail establishment and what sort of customer traffic patterns are anticipated. This 
is a residential area with limited parking, and in my 18 years here, I'm not aware of the 15499 Arnold site as 
ever having had a retail presence. It's been office / residential space to best of my knowledge. We currently have 
folks parking on Glenwood Drive to visit the small market next to the 15499 Arnold site — which has not been 
a problem as market serves the immediate community — but adding another retail site to this general location 
requires some thought from my point of view. I'll be honest in that I am wondering if this site has been chosen 
because it's in an incorporated area of the county. It doesn't seem a particularly suitable site for a potentially 
busy retail establishment, let alone one selling regulated, over-21 products. If it was a 3,000 sq. ft. foot liquor 
store, I'd have the same concerns. Why intentionally drive retail traffic to this semi-rural and already busy 
valley intersection (Madrone and Arnold) when we have retail hubs in Sonoma and Santa Rosa?  

How do we best track progress and thought process for this application? Maybe I'm not truly understanding the 
nature of the proposed business so if you have a moment, I'd appreciate hearing from you by phone or email.  

Thank you, 
Kate Eagles  
707-888-9322

From: Kate Eagles <eagleskate11@gmail.com>
January 03, 2018 12:29 PM
Crystal Acker
Cannabis Dispensary application Sonoma Valley, UPC17-0094
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THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, do not click any web links, attachments, and 
never give out your user ID or password. 

Crystal Acker

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear Crystal ‐ 
We live on Morningside Mt Drive in Glen Ellen and have become aware of the application that has been filed to open a 
cannabis facility at the foot of our street.  This is a quiet residential neighborhood with many families with young 
children living in close proximity to the property at 15499 Arnold Drive.  We strongly object to the idea of a cannabis 
facility operating at this location.  Traffic in the area is already a problem with the Highway Patrol often parked at the 
intersection to stop those who disobey the stop signs.  This business would only add to the difficulties.  Cannabis 
dispensaries should be located in commercial areas, not a residential area where the only commercial activity today is a 
small grocery store. 
Thank you, 
Gerry Brinton 
2600 Morningside Mt Drive 
Glen Ellen, CA 95442 
707 996‐6502 

From: Gerry Brinton <gerry@lasonrisafamily.com> 
February 08, 2018 9:15 AM
Crystal Acker
UPC17-0094
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THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password.  

Crystal Acker

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Dear Crystal, 
I am writing to you to share my concerns over the application of a proposed cannabis dispensary 
application (UPC17-0094). I have read my neighbor Ricardo Capretta’ s letter to you and feel that he 
does a good job of highlighting the areas where this application does not comply with the law. 

Your consideration from another standpoint would be appreciated. The entire “cannabis law” is brand 
new to our state. There is no precedence for us to consider. The future may show that there is no 
more disturbance than a typical drug store. On the other hand, the history associated with the sale of 
cannabis with drug dealers selling to our youth, is a cause of very reasonable concern for a 
residential neighborhood.  

I think it would be wise for the county to very cautiously allow trial dispensaries in known commercial 
areas. At this early stage, the approval of this type of an application will stress neighborhoods, it will 
cause a devaluation in both the financial and the emotional value of existing peaceful residential 
neighborhoods. If, in four or five years these dispensaries become as promised in every application, 
then sensible inclusion into neighborhoods could be considered. Until then, the responsibility of 
allowing this type of an application is not something that I would like to see my governmental 
representatives assume. 

Thank you for your consideration of this personal concern. 

Steve Rosenblatt 
1741 Morningside Mountain Road 
Glen Ellen, CA 95442 

From: Steve Rosenblatt <steve@sonomastone.com> 
February 08, 2018 9:22 AM
Crystal Acker
Susan Gorin
Proposed Cannabis Dispensary



Crystal Acker

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Mark Davidow and I are fully in agreement with Steve Rosenblatt and Ricardo Capretta. There is no place for a 
commercial endeavor like this in our residential community. We have enough issues in our County with drug and alcohol 
use causing road issues, degradation of neighborhoods, loss of property value, etc. Adding this to the mix will only harm 
our fragile community further. The place to test this sort of business is in a commercial district, and there are plenty of 
places in the County that fit that description. 

Susan Costello 

Susan Costello…the key to home. 
Senior Mortgage Loan Consultant 
TIAA/EverBank 
101 California Street, 30th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
o: 415.419.1230 
f:  415.296.6463 
susan.costello@everbank.com 
NMLS ID: 293132 

From: Steve Rosenblatt [mailto:steve@sonomastone.com] 
Sent: Thursday, February 08, 2018 9:22 AM 
To: crystal.acker@sonoma-county.org 
Cc: susan.gorin@sonoma-county.org 
Subject: Proposed Cannabis Dispensary 

Dear Crystal, 
I am writing to you to share my concerns over the application of a proposed cannabis dispensary 
application (UPC17-0094). I have read my neighbor Ricardo Capretta’ s letter to you and feel that he 
does a good job of highlighting the areas where this application does not comply with the law. 

Your consideration from another standpoint would be appreciated. The entire “cannabis law” is brand 
new to our state. There is no precedence for us to consider. The future may show that there is no 
more disturbance than a typical drug store. On the other hand, the history associated with the sale of 
cannabis with drug dealers selling to our youth, is a cause of very reasonable concern for a 
residential neighborhood.  

I think it would be wise for the county to very cautiously allow trial dispensaries in known commercial 
areas. At this early stage, the approval of this type of an application will stress neighborhoods, it will 
cause a devaluation in both the financial and the emotional value of existing peaceful residential 
neighborhoods. If, in four or five years these dispensaries become as promised in every application, 
then sensible inclusion into neighborhoods could be considered. Until then, the responsibility of 
allowing this type of an application is not something that I would like to see my governmental 
representatives assume. 
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 Susan  Costello <Susan.Costello@EverBank.com>
February 08, 2018 9:29 AM
Steve Rosenblatt; Crystal Acker
Susan Gorin
RE: Proposed Cannabis Dispensary

From:
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Thank you for your consideration of this personal concern. 
 
Steve Rosenblatt 
1741 Morningside Mountain Road 
Glen Ellen, CA 95442 

----------------------------------------- This electronic communication and any files transmitted with it, or attached 
to it, are confidential and are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to who it is addressed and 
may contain information that is confidential, legally privileged, protected by privacy laws, or otherwise 
restricted from disclosure to anyone else. If you are not the intended recipient or the person responsible for 
delivering the e-mail to the intended recipient, be advised that you have received this e-mail in error, and that 
any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If you received this 
e-mail in error, please return the e-mail to the sender, delete it from your computer and destroy any printed copy 
of it. Although our company attempts to sweep e-mail and attachments for viruses, it does not guarantee that 
either are virus-free and accepts no liability for any damage sustained as a result of viruses.  
 
THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password.  



Crystal Acker
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From: Moriah Dunning <moriahdunning@yahoo.com> 
Sent: March 02, 2018 11:29 AM
To: Crystal Acker
Subject: File Number UPC17-0094

March 2, 2018 

Crystal Acker 
Project Planner 
County of Sonoma PRMD 

2550 Ventura Avenue 

Santa Rosa, CA 95403 

Re: File Number UPC17‐0094 
Proposed Cannabis Dispensary 

Dear Crystal, 

I was recently informed of a possible marijuana dispensary going in at the corner of Madrone Road and Arnold 

did.  Since I have only just learned of the possibility of this establishment, I would like my voice to be heard on 
Drive here in Glen Ellen.  I did not receive a notice in December, but I am hearing that some of our neighbors 

the topic.  I know that others in our neighborhood have broken down what the violation of county codes are 
and I would like to echo the concern I have for this establishment. 

 1. Code Section 26-88-256 (j) (1) requires that a medical cannabis dispensary shall not be established on any parcel within 100
feet of a residential zoning district.

May main concern is that this is a residential neighborhood, with houses and apartments all around it.  Other 

young children and I am appalled at the idea of a marijuana dispensary opening across the street from our 
than a corner market, there are no other businesses in that area of Madrone Road.  I am a mother of two 

home, where children are always present.  The school bus even drops children off daily not far from this 

crime rates may go up in the area surrounding the dispensary.  As a mom, a taxpayer and a homeowner, I feel 
location.  Although I hear dispensary’s have very good security on the actual site, the research also states that 

Most importantly, I would also ask that if there is a public meeting on this topic, that I be notified.  Thank you 

very strongly against this establishment.   I hope you can take my letter into consideration.   

for listening and if I can provide more information, please feel free to contact me.  Thank you 

Moriah Dunning 

958 Glenwood Drive 

Sonoma, CA 95476 

(although this is a Sonoma address, we are considered Eldridge) 

moriahdunning@yahoo.com 
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707‐721‐1252    

 
 
THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password.  
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Crystal Acker

Hi Crystal 

My name is Judy Condon and I live half a block from the proposed pot dispensary on the corner of Madrone Rd and 
Arnold Dr.  This is a residential neighborhood surrounded by vineyards, not the place for a pot dispensary.  There are 
plenty of vacant businesses in Sonoma and Boyes Springs.  Those areas are zoned for commerce and have parking.  This 
quiet neighborhood does not need more traffic, nor the potential for criminal activity that would be attracted to this 
business. 

THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, do not click any web links, attachments, and 
never give out your user ID or password. 

From: Judy Condon <glenellenjudy@gmail.com> 
Sent: March 07, 2018 8:31 AM
To: Crystal Acker
Subject: pot dispensary on Arnold
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THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, do not click any web links, attachments, and 
never give out your user ID or password. 

Crystal Acker

I am writing to protest allowing a pot dispensary to open in my residential neighborhood.  I live half a block from the old 
firehouse on the corner of Arnold Drive and Madrone Road and do not want this sort of business in our neighborhood.  
There are many vacant buildings in Boyes Springs and Sonoma in commercially zoned areas, this is a neighborhood. 

From: Judy Condon <glenellenjudy@gmail.com> 
Sent: March 09, 2018 5:55 PM
To: Crystal Acker
Subject: pot dispensary in residential neighborhood
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THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password.  

Crystal Acker

From: Dave Palmgren <dave.palmgren1@gmail.com>
Sent: March 10, 2018 4:08 PM
To: Paul Morrison
Cc: Susan Gorin; David Rabbitt; Shirlee Zane; James Gore; Lynda Hopkins; Crystal Acker; 

steve.levin@pressdemocrat.com; Liz Morrison; Judy Condon; Elias Casolla
Subject: Re: Cannabis Dispensary proposed in neighborhood surrounded by children

Paul,  
 
Thanks for your letter. 
I just posted a copy of this on Nextdoor.com so that our neighborhood is aware: 
 
Re: Proposed Cannabis Dispensary, File No. UPC17-0094 15499 Arnold Drive Glen Ellen, CA APN: 
054-130-024 A Cannabis Dispensary has been proposed for the bldg at the corner of Arnold & 
Madrone, next to Rancho Market. The proposal is currently proceeding thru permit process at the 
Sonoma County Permit and Resource Dept (PRMD). I have talked to several neighbors on the West 
end of Glenwood Drive and there is unanimous support against this project. I wanted to make our 
neighborhood aware and hopefully you will express your concerns to PRMD. We plan to set up a 
petition against the project. Attached is a sample letter sent by the Morrisons. Thank you for your 
consideration of this matter because we feel it could have a very detrimental impact to our 
neighborhood. Sincerely,  
Dave Palmgren 
 
 
964 Glenwood Dr. 
Sonoma, CA 95476 
707-319-2050 cell 
 

On Mar 9, 2018, at 10:40 AM, Paul Morrison <Pmorrison@marinwater.org> wrote: 
 
Hi all, please do not let this happen.  I have attached my letter of opposition to this poor planning 
decision.  Please contact me and let me know that I can have your support.  Thank you for your 
assistance. 
Paul and Liz Morrison  
707-337-1106 
 
<IMG_1594.jpg> 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password.  

Crystal Acker

From: Karla Noyes <Karla@KarlaNoyes.com>
Sent: March 11, 2018 12:38 PM
To: Susan Gorin
Cc: Crystal Acker
Subject: Proposed Cannabis Dispensary, File No. UPC17-0094

Proposed Cannabis Dispensary, File No. UPC17‐0094 
               15499 Arnold Drive Glen Ellen, CA 
               APN: 054‐130‐024 
 
Dear Supervisor Gorin, 
 
I live in the Rancho Madrone subdivision outside of the mandatory notification limit for the proposed Cannabis 
Dispensary at 15499 Arnold Drive Glen Ellen, CA, and was late to learn of this project.  
 
A Cannabis Dispensary in this location is a terrible idea, for these reasons: 

1.) This mixed use property, formerly a Fire House, is surrounded by residential neighborhoods. The nice little 
market next door, while commercial, sells wholesome food, the rest of the area is residential in one form or 
another. A ‐ drug store ‐ in a residential neighborhood with children is abhorrent.  

2.) As it is, this location has a lot of traffic and the in‐and‐out traffic of dispensary customers would negatively 
impact safety. 

3.) This location has very little parking. 
4.) As a licensed real estate agent I can tell you that this proposed business would – without a doubt ‐ decrease the 

values of the homes in this area. 
 
A far better location would be in a commercial strip mall, not in a residential neighborhood. 
 
I hope you can help us with this problem, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Karla Noyes 
15549 Brookview Drive 
Sonoma, CA 95476 

 



 
3/12/18 
via email 
Crystal.Acker@sonoma‐county.org 
707‐565‐1900  
 
County of Sonoma, Permit & Resource Management Department 
Crystal Acker, Project Planner 2550 Ventura Ave.   
Santa Rosa, CA 95403‐2859 
 
Re:   Proposed Cannabis Dispensary, File No. UPC17‐0094 
  15499 Arnold Drive Glen Ellen, CA 
  APN: 054‐130‐024 
 
Dear Crystal, 
 
I have become aware of the application for this permit and I wanted to take this opportunity to provide 
my initial comments for your consideration. 
 
We live approximately 1.8 miles from this facility and are very concerned about having a Cannabis 
Dispensary in our neighborhood. We have also talked to several neighbors and all are against the 
proposed use. Below is list of reasons we are against this project. 
 

1. This area is zoned residential and we are convinced that cannabis dispensaries belong in 
commercially zoned areas. Put simply, we don’t want drugs in our neighborhood. 

2. The location is adjacent to homes, an apartment complex “The Grove”, and a school bus stop; 
consequently many school‐aged children would be exposed to the negative impacts. 

3. Since Recreational sales of Cannabis are now legal this site will inevitably cause an increase in 
cannabis use in the area immediately surrounding the premises, the scent of cannabis will be 
perpetually in the air and wafting over into the surrounding neighborhoods.  

4. We are concerned about a potential increase in crime and consequently a decrease in property 
values due to the proximity of the dispensary.  

5. The adjacent Madrone Rd. and Arnold Drive intersection is already busy and prone to accidents. 
This will only be exacerbated as customers become impaired before getting back out on the 
road.  

6. We did not vote for the legalization of recreational cannabis, now we are faced with the prospect 
of being subjected to having this right outside our front door. 

 
If the permit application continues to move forward we and our neighbors will do all we can to resist the 
approval of this project. 
 
Thank you for your time. 
 

Barbara W. Wilson 
 
Barbara W. Wilson 
wilson415@gmail.com 
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THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password.  

Crystal Acker

From: Sarah Rafanelli <s_rafanelli@yahoo.com>
Sent: March 14, 2018 3:39 PM
To: Crystal Acker
Cc: Glen Ellen; Gina Rafanelli
Subject: Neighbor Opposed to proposed cannabis dispensary in Glen Ellen

Dear Ms. Crystal Acker, 
 
We represent the owners of The Grove at Glen Ellen at 909-913 Madrone Road. We recently 
learned of the proposed cannabis dispensary to be located right around the corner from our 
property. As a community filled with families and kids, we do not support this proposed 
cannabis dispensary. The location of the proposed dispensary is very close to where children 
regularly pass by and congregate. It has been shown that exposure of healthy minors to 
medical marijuana dispensaries may encourage them to sample the substance. Further, a 
cannabis dispensary would substantially increase traffic congestion in and around our 
property. 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
Sarah Rafanelli & Gina Rafanelli 
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THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 

Crystal Acker

From: Stephen Brett <stephennoelbrett@gmail.com>
Sent: March 15, 2018 8:15 PM
To: Crystal Acker
Subject: Proposed Marijuana Dispensary

Ms. Acker: The Kenwood Press article mentioned that you are inviting comments regarding the Permit Request 
for a medical marijuana dispensary at 15499 Arnold Drive. I live in Glen Ellen .We bought our home 25 years 
ago. I am 71, retired from 45 years in the insurance industry . Held many titles including CEO f a major 
company ( 1,400 employees world-wide). I am not a naïve person and hold a graduate degree in finance. I 
mention this not to toot my horn but to add some gravitas to what opinions I hold about the planned dispensary. 
I will admit to one area where I find myself naïve ; I had NO IDEA that SO MANY PEOPLE require medical 
marijuana !  What a joke ! And, the altruistic air of GOOD HAROLD who wants us (and you ) to believe he's 
just another budding Albert Schweitzer . In our university days -he was just another POT DEALER. That's all 
he is - making a soft buck on society's gullibility. 
Glen Ellen is a very, very small town. After the fire, I doubt if we have as many as 600 residents. Yet, here's an 
exact count for your consideration. You might ask, How many places can one buy ALCOHOL in this little 
town. Answer: 
From One Supermarket ( The G.E. Market- wine thru booze). From the two convenience stores -Wine thru 
booze. From the 3 tasting rooms ; from the 5 wineries- who also have tasting rooms ; From the 8 restaurants. Jy 
goodness; 600 people and 19 commercial places to buy alcohol. Saturation ???? 
Then we have Transcendence blasting its music thru the warm weather. How we love the music beating at our 
windows and thru them and making our ears and chests vibrate .Then there's the PARTY HOUSES -yes, many 
of them -one night thru 3 night long weddings and all that hopping and hollering .Just ask the Sheriff about all 
these calls to the same houses to shut them up. And, the weddings that blast sound from the London Lodge/ 
What fun for us residents.And ,of course, the other rentals -not all - but some where the Sheriff is also called to 
"quiet things down." If you don't believe me, just read the Kenwood Press each week -Under Crime Watch 
column.  
Just what is the County's "vision" for us? I simply think you never think of Glen Ellen as a residential 
neighborhood. It is one -we are still hanging in there- paying our taxes - BIG TAXES ( I pay $ 11,400 per 
annum -But no one is listening. just heaping in more and more Disney-style attractions into little Glen Ellen.  
I recall Wes Jacobsen -may he rest in peace- My old neighbor wishing to sell some of his acres Guess what ? He 
ws told that he can't .Why: Because the county wanted to preserve AT LEAST one town so that the historic 
bucoliuc nature would be preserved. What balderdash .Poor Wes  he couldn' 
t sell a few acres because of historic preservation. My God, all we need to complete the county's vision for Glen 
Ellen is (1) A Bordello (2) A Game Arcade (3) an Indian Gambling Casino ( 4) A Ballroom with Taxi Dancers.
Oh yes, you've already approved a Micro Brewery for downtown Glen Ellen- at least the Kenwood press said so 
some time ago and I know the family that looks forward to setting it up. 
So, why not a Pot Business -we already have legal and illegal(unenforced) Pot Farming -why not a Pot Stand on 
Arnold Drive?  
It is a tragedy what has been approved for this little town. Just another destination point for nothing of value to 
those with higher standards ,appreciation for country life ,wild animals , farming and raising families. ..and a 
touch of history.  
I hope you make the correct decision this time .If you approve of the dispensary you are not setting up another 
Albert Schweitzer but you are further degrading our lives- the lives of the permanent residents of Glen Ellen. 
Respectfully, Stephen N. Brett  
 



Crystal Acker

To: Crystal Acker
Subject: RE: Medical Cannabis Dispensary in Glen Ellen- UPC17-0094; 15499 Arnold Dr

From: Leslie Vaughn [mailto:leslie_vaughn@att.net]  
Sent: March 15, 2018 6:40 PM 
To: Crystal Acker <Crystal.Acker@sonoma‐county.org> 
Subject: Re: Medical Cannabis Dispensary in Glen Ellen‐ UPC17‐0094; 15499 Arnold Dr 

 
Dear Crystal,  
I actually had the foresight to download the 100+ page application in PDF format, and found it a short while 
ago. So I’m good with that now. I would like to submit a comment that “After talking with the Transportation 
Supervisor for the Sonoma Valley Unified School District, confirming that the school bus drops off children at 
the residence next door and just north of the address in question, it solidifies for me that this would be an 
inappropriate location for the dispensary.” And I would appreciate being added to the project notification list. 
Stacy Ledou, from the School District, would like to also be added. His email is sledou@sonomaschools.org. 
Please let me know if you need him to request this personally, and I will contact him. 
Thank you, 
Leslie 
 
 

Leslie Vaughn 
PO Box 2046 
Glen Ellen CA 95442 
707-494-6197 cell 
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THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password.  

Crystal Acker

From: Elias Casolla <elias80@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: April 18, 2018 11:49 AM
To: Crystal Acker
Subject: Proposed dispensary 

Crystal and Janette, 
 
 
 
 
My name is Elias Casolla, and I live in close proximity to the proposed Cannabis Dispensary.  My family and 
the neighbors that I have discussed this potential use are against this type of use for this building in a residential 
neighborhood.  You have a public bus stop that stops right in front of the proposed dispensary. How can you 
control who and how many individuals will be coming from Santa Rosa, Vallejo, Napa, Petaluma. Further more 
you have a school bus stop in front of the location. Where children get dropped off daily (photos to come). 
Would you like your granddaughter or child to get dropped off at a marijuana dispensary?? That is going to 
have armed guards at the entrances!!! Possibly bring in suspect individuals, this an all cash business. Crime 
goes up!!  
 
 
Less then 100 ft away you have hundreds of children running around riding bicycles playing ball etc! This is not 
a location for a dispensary children do not deserve to have this around their childhood. What type of precedent 
are we setting? This this will increase the traffic, putting our children at risk. We ALREADY have NO street 
parking. We have a local park in the location where are children play.  
  
Please hear our voices the petitions. Do not let this happen in our residential neighborhood. We all work so hard 
day in and day out to do right for our children and raise them the best we can. Having a marijuana dispensary 
does not help or benefit the well being of our children or are neighborhood. Please do not let this happen!!! 
 
 
Best Regards, 
Elias Casolla  
970 Glenwood Dr. 
Sonoma 
707-321-0595 
 
Sent from my iPad 



Crystal Acker

From: Karla Noyes <Karla@KarlaNoyes.com>
Sent: April 19, 2018 8:44 AM
To: Susan Gorin; Pat Gilardi
Cc: Crystal Acker
Subject: No Marijuana Dispensary at old Fire House at Madrone & Arnold

Dear Supervisor Gorin and District Director Gilard, 
 
You should know that the residents of the Rancho Madrone subdivision, directly across from the proposed retail 
marijuana drug store at Madrone and Arnold, are adamantly opposed to the approval of the use permit for this business 
in that location. 
 
In a little over a week we have collected 60 signatures opposing this project. Here is the online version: 
https://goo.gl/NKFX8T with 28 signatures; we have hard‐copies with an additional 32, and are actively collecting more. 
 
It heartens us to know that the owners of the apartment complex, The Grove, and the owner of the Madrone Market, 
strongly oppose this project for many of the same reasons we do. This project ‐ in that location ‐ is wrong in so many 
ways. 
 

1.) It is not compatible with the neighborhood because it is surrounded by residences with a large number of 
children. FYI there are 122 units with about 400 people in The Grove, and 121 households and many children in 
the Rancho Madrone subdivision.  

2.) The increased traffic will add congestion to an already busy intersection, including the difficulty of making a left 
turn out of their main parking lot on Arnold and having to cross traffic heading north on Arnold. 

3.) While the project will have the required number of parking spaces for its square footage, we do not think this 
number is adequate, especially during the first weeks. Customers of the business will take parking away from 
the much needed on‐street parking of the apartment and subdivision residents. 

4.) This proposed business will cater to, not only medical marijuana users, but recreational users including the 135 
known gang members in the Valley as well as hard core drug users. This activity will increase crime in our 
neighborhood. 

5.) As a licensed real estate agent I can say, without a doubt, this business will reduce the desirability of our 
property to potential buyers, especially those with children, thereby reducing the number of potential buyers, 
and thus property values. 

 
The Rancho Madrone residents: 

 Will continue to collect signatures on our petition. 

 Will stage at least one public protest on the sidewalk in front of the Fire House as a photo opportunity for the 
local newspapers. If we’re lucky it will be a slow news day and we’ll be on the front pages. We are coordinating 
with local writers and hope to have publication the week of May 13 before the May 23 meeting of the SVCAC. 

 We believe we will be able to obtain letters opposing this project in this location from City of Sonoma Chief of 
Police Bret Sackett, and Sonoma County Sheriff Robert Giordano. 

 
In addition, the residents of Rancho Madrone will speak against approval of this use permit at the upcoming Sonoma 
Valley Citizens Advisory Commission meeting May 23, as well as at the Board of Zoning Adjustments, and if approved, 
we are prepared to appeal it before the Board of Supervisors. 
 
Nobody disputes that the sale of marijuana is legal ‐ but not at this location. 
 
Sincerely, 
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THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password.  

Karla Noyes 
 
P.S. Crystal, would you please distribute this email to the applicant, no one deserves to be blind‐sided. Thank you. 
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Crystal Acker

From: Pat Gilardi
Sent: May 23, 2018 10:32 AM
Cc: 'Jani Friedman'; Crystal Acker
Subject: FW: Cannabis Dispensary at Madrone and Arnold in Glen Ellen

FYI ‐ Public comment on UPC17‐0094  on tonight's agenda.  This has been forwarded to the SVCAC commissioners as 
well. 
 
Best regards, 
 
Pat Gilardi 
District Director, Supervisor Susan Gorin First District, County of Sonoma 
 
575 Administration Drive, Room 100A 
Santa Rosa, CA 95403 
pat.gilardi@sonoma‐county.org 
phone: 707‐565‐2241 
 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Barb Roy [mailto:b_d_roy@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 21, 2018 12:24 PM 
To: Susan Gorin <Susan.Gorin@sonoma‐county.org> 
Subject: Cannabis Dispensary at Madrone and Arnold in Glen Ellen 
 
 
Dear Supervisor Gorin: 
 
While I do not live in the immediate vicinity of Madrone Road, as a resident of Glen Ellen, I am very concerned about the 
proposal to create a cannabis dispensary in a residential neighborhood.  Inasmuch as this location is also a school bus 
loading zone, it seems particularly inappropriate.  The proposal that a fence somehow stops all impacts to the 
neighborhood does not seem realistic especially when one considers that it is an open corner property with a parking lot 
entry and borders two public pedestrian walkways.  Given the nature of the products, while legal, I believe the location 
of these entities should be limited to industrial or business areas away from residences. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Roy 
1310 Hill Road 
Glen Ellen 
 
 
 
 
 
Sent from my iPad 
 



Crystal Acker

From: Pat Gilardi
Sent: May 23, 2018 1:25 PM
Cc: 'Jani Friedman'; Crystal Acker
Subject: FW: Constituent Matter: proposed medical marijuana dispensary at Arnold and Madrone Rd

Commissioners ‐ 
 
Please see below comment on UPC17‐0091 on tonight's agenda. 
 
Best regards, 
 
Pat Gilardi 
District Director, Supervisor Susan Gorin First District, County of Sonoma 
 
575 Administration Drive, Room 100A 
Santa Rosa, CA 95403 
pat.gilardi@sonoma‐county.org 
phone: 707‐565‐2241 
 
 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: no‐reply@sonoma‐county.org [mailto:no‐reply@sonoma‐county.org] On Behalf Of Meridith Mace 
Sent: Wednesday, May 23, 2018 12:48 PM 
To: Susan Gorin <Susan.Gorin@sonoma‐county.org> 
Subject: Constituent Matter: proposed medical marijuana dispensary at Arnold and Madrone Rd 
 
 
Sent To:  County of Sonoma 
Topic:  Constituent Matter 
Subject:  proposed medical marijuana dispensary at Arnold and Madrone Rd 
Message:  Dear Supervisor Gorin, 
 
I am writing to express my concern and frustration over the proposed dispensary in Glen Ellen. I live close to the 
location, in Eldridge, and feel strongly this is not an appropriate location for a dispensary. First and foremost, it does not 
meet all of the criteria set in place for this type of business. Building a wall/fence does not change the proximity to 
residences. These criteria, specifically created to review this type of business, should not be ignored or overlooked. 
Secondly, the anticipated 150 customers/day, 6 days a week, is far too much traffic for this intersection. Traffic already 
backs up during peak traffic times. The limited parking at this location will only add to congestion. 
 
In addition to these 2 practical factors, the timing of this proposal is unfair. The small community of Glen Ellen is already 
dealing with the uncertainty of the SDC property. Our lives will be changed drastically, regardless of what happens to 
that land. Perhaps there will be an appropriate space for a dispensary, with adequate parking in the SDC? We'll have to 
wait and see. Lastly, as you are well aware, many Glen Ellen residents were displaced by the fires last October. These 
community members are either living temporarily outside of GE or are too distracted by their own life changes to notice 
this dispensary is in the works. It's unfair to approve this business without their input. 
 
Personally, I am shocked the county would even consider this permit request. This part of Arnold Dr is basically a country 
road. Anyone who feels this business is appropriate is not representing this small community. We have very few 
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THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, do not click any web links, attachments, and 
never give out your user ID or password. 
 

businesses servicing us locally. A dispensary expecting 900 customers/week is clearly not focused on serving the local 
population of roughly 1000 people. 
 
Unfortunately, I'm not able to attend the public meeting this evening. I have a commitment with the Mentor Alliance. I 
hope you will fight to stop this permit from being approved. Thank you for your time. 
 
Meridith Mace 
 
Sender's Name:  Meridith Mace 
Sender's Email:  write2meri@yahoo.com 
Sender's Address:  820 Cecelia Dr 
Glen Ellen, CA 95442 
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Crystal Acker

From: Paul Morrison <pmorrison@marinwater.org>
Sent: June 11, 2018 1:03 PM
To: Crystal Acker
Cc: Karla Noyes (Karla@KarlaNoyes.com); 'Ricardo Capretta'; dave.palmgren1@gmail.com; 

'Pam Palmgren'; Liz Morrison (lmorewalk@gmail.com); elias80@sbcglobal.net; Judy Condon 
(glenellenjudy@gmail.com); Moriah Dunning (moriahdunning@yahoo.com); 
Reinhardt.lorena@gmail.com; connjd@hotmail.com; ronjudysmalley@yahoo.com; 
'write2meri@yahoo.com'

Subject: RE: Follow-Up; UPC17-0094

Crystal, this is why I don’t want this brought into my neighborhood.  Eight times this year alone!  And you wonder why 
we are upset about your department allowing the less than 100 feet from residential to move forward!  Read the article 
and just think of this going next to your home. 
Paul 

http://www.pressdemocrat.com/news/8417727‐181/armed‐robbers‐steal‐cash‐drugs?sba=AAS 

The break-in marked the eighth known time this year where robbers have entered a home in the county in 
search of marijuana. Law enforcement has dealt with five separate cases, including two where the robbers 
broke into more than one house on the same day. 
Many of the suspects arrested in connection with such robberies have come from the East Coast, where 
authorities say they are seeking to take advantage of the black market available for California-grown 
cannabis. 
You can reach Staff Writer Robert Digitale at 707-521-5285 or robert.digitale@pressdemocrat.com.  



Sign Up  to receive our daily newsletter, breaking news alerts and more 

Armed robbers steal cash, drugs from Sebastopol-area
home in latest Sonoma County robbery
ROBERT DIGITALE      
THE PRESS DEMOCRAT | June 9, 2018, 3:21PM

A group of armed robbers invaded a Sebastopol-area home early Saturday morning and �red shots as they �ed with an

undisclosed amount of cash, drugs and personal property, according to the Sonoma County Sheri�’s O�ce.

The case appears to involve marijuana, a Sheri�’s O�ce spokesman said, making it the latest in a series of violent, pot-

related home-invasion robberies in Sonoma County this year. A February break-in on Santa Rosa’s southwestern outskirts

ended with a homeowner shot dead and his relatives tied up.

Saturday’s robbery was reported sometime before 2:15 a.m. in the area of Big Plum Drive and Bing Tree Way, south of

Sebastopol near Bloom�eld and Lone Pine roads.

A man placed a 911 call reporting he had been robbed by four men and that gunshots had been �red before the robbers

�ed in two vehicles, described as a black sedan and a white sedan. A detailed description of the suspects was not

provided.

In some past home-invasion break-ins, groups of robbers came from out of state and used rental cars to get around, said

Sheri�’s Sgt. Spencer Crum. But investigators couldn’t yet say if Saturday’s robbery followed that pattern because they

have yet to identify those involved.

“We don’t know who it is,” Crum said of the group of robbers.

Investigators Saturday were releasing few details.

Crum said the victim claimed the robbers were there to steal marijuana. “It’s undetermined if they got any or not,” he

added.

Investigators aren’t saying exactly what types of drugs were taken from the home or why the robbers �red shots as they

�ed.

No one was injured, he said.

Deputies responded to the predawn 911 call, and detectives from the Violent Crimes Unit continued to investigate

Saturday.

The break-in marked the eighth known time this year where robbers have entered a home in the county in search of

marijuana. Law enforcement has dealt with �ve separate cases, including two where the robbers broke into more than

one house on the same day.

Many of the suspects arrested in connection with such robberies have come from the East Coast, where authorities say

they are seeking to take advantage of the black market available for California-grown cannabis.

You can reach Sta� Writer Robert Digitale at 707-521-5285 or robert.digitale@pressdemocrat.com.







































































































































































From: Karla Noyes
To: Crystal Acker
Cc: Susan Gorin; Pat Gilardi; Jani@Apothevert.com
Subject: UPC17-0094 - Fire House marijuana dispensary
Date: July 11, 2018 12:29:04 PM

Hello Crystal,
 
Please print these 44 pages and include them in the Board of Zoning Adjustment packet for the
marijuana dispensary at the Fire House in Glen Ellen.
https://learnaboutsam.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/SAM-Lessons-Learned-From-Marijuana-
Legalization-Digital.pdf
 
This document puts scientific facts to our legitimate concerns about safety and the
inappropriateness of this business in our residential neighborhood.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karla Noyes
 
Copies:
Susan Gorin
Pat Gilardi
Jani Friedman

THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM.
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected,
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password.



preventing another big tobacco

WA CO OR AK DC

Reviewed by researchers from: 
University of Colorado at Denver 
Harvard Medical School
Boston Children’s Hospital 
University of Connecticut
Yale University 
University of Kansas 
and more

www.learnaboutsam.org

LESSONS LEARNED
FROM MARIJUANA

LEGALIZATION IN FOUR 
U.S. STATES AND D.C.
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preventing another big tobacco



YOUTH AND 

Since Colorado, W

SCHOOL IMP
ashington, Oregon, Alaska, and the District 

ACTS
of Columbia (Washington, DC) legalized marijuana, past-month 
use of the drug has continued to rise above the national average 
among youth aged 12–17 in all five jurisdictions (National Survey 
on Drug Use and Health [NSDUH], 2006-2017).

Alaska and Oregon are leading the nation in past-year marijuana 
use among youth aged 12–17 (NSDUH, 2006-2017). 

Colorado currently holds the top ranking for first-time marijuana 
use among youth, representing a 65% increase in the years since 
legalization (NSDUH, 2006-2017).

Young adult use (youth aged 18–25) in legalized states is 
increasing (NSDUH, 2006-2017).

Colorado toxicology reports show the percentage of adolescent 
suicide victims testing positive for marijuana has increased 
(Colorado Department of Public Health & Environment [CDPHE], 
2017). 

In Anchorage, school suspensions for marijuana use and 
possession increased more than 141% from 2015 (when 
legalization was implemented) to 2017 (Wohlforth, 2018).

A study in Colorado found that about 50% of youth in outpatient 
substance abuse treatment reported using diverted marijuana 
(Wilkinson, Yarnell, Radhakrishnan, Ball, & D’Souza, 2016).

EXECUTIVE 
HIGHLIGHTS
Colorado and Washington legalized marijuana in 
2012, followed by Alaska and Oregon in 2014. 
The District of Columbia legalized cultivation 
and possession in 2014. 

Today’s highly potent marijuana represents a 
growing and significant threat to public health 
and safety, a threat that is amplified by a new 
marijuana industry intent on profiting from heavy 
use. 

State laws allowing marijuana have, in direct 
contradiction to federal law, permitted this 
industry to flourish, influencing both policies and 
policy makers. While the consequences of these 
policies will not be known for decades, early 
indicators are troubling. 

This report, reviewed by prominent scientists 
and researchers, serves as an evidence-based 
guide to what we currently observe in various 
states.

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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SELLING TO MINORS
• Washington state law enforcement has documented a total of 424 violations among 
licensed marijuana businesses. Of these, 288 violations pertained to selling marijuana 
to minors and 136 violations were for allowing minors access to a restricted area 
(Washington State Liquor and Cannabis Board [WSLCB], 2017). 

WA

• In December 2017, the Oregon Liquor Control Commission conducted 
a random inspection of 66 licensed marijuana retailers and found that 16 
of the businesses were selling marijuana to minors (Oregon Liquor Control 
Commission [OLCC], 2018). 

SOCIAL JUSTICE
• Washington, DC, saw public consumption and distribution arrests nearly triple 
between the years 2015 and 2016. A disproportionate number of those marijuana-
related arrests occurred among African-Americans (Moyer, 2017; District of Columbia 
Metropolitan Police Department [DCMPD], 2016).

• Colorado marijuana arrests for young African-American and Hispanic youth have 
increased since legalization (Colorado Department of Public Safety [CDPS], 2016). 

• Colorado schools that had 25% or fewer youth of color had 313 marijuana-related suspensions compared to 658 
marijuana-related suspensions for schools comprised of populations with 76% or more youth of color (CDPS, 2016). 
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ALCOHOL CONSUMPTION NOT DECREASING
• Researchers from Oregon State University found that college students under the age of 21 who are binge drinkers

have been one of the primary groups of marijuana users after legalization (Darling, 2017).

• The gallons of alcohol consumed in Colorado since marijuana legalization have increased by 8% (Colorado
Department of Revenue [CDR], Colorado Liquor Excise Tax, 2017).

HOSPITAL AND ER VISITS 
• In Colorado, calls to poison control centers have risen 210% between the four-year averages before and

after recreational legalization (Rocky Mountain Poison and Drug Center [RMPCD], 2017 and Wang et al.,
2017). Washington has seen a 70% increase in calls between the three-year averages before and after
legalization (Washington State Office of Financial Management [WSOFM], 2017).

• In Colorado, the annual rate of marijuana-related emergency room visits increased 35% between the
years 2011 and 2015 (CDPHE, 2017).

Central Oregon hospitals saw a nearly 2,000% increase in emergency room visits due to marijuana•
poisoning, with 434 marijuana-related emergency visits in January 2016 alone, compared to a maximum
of 32 visits per month prior to legalization (Kent, 2016).

• One hospital in Bend, Oregon, also had an increase in marijuana-related emergency room visits from
229 in 2012 to 2,251 in 2015; the average number of marijuana-related emergency room visits per
month in the same hospital in 2016 was 552 (Hawryluk, 2017).
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COSTS RELATED TO HIGHLY POTENT 
TETRAHYDROCANNABINOL (THC) BURNS

According to the Oregon Burn Center, Butane Hash Oil explosions have resulted in at least 30 burn victims 
between July 2015 to July 2016, costing about $5,154,202 in total treatment costs (Oregon State Police-Drug 

Enforcement Section [OSPDES], 2017).

THE BLACK MARKET
• Narcotics officers in Colorado have been busy responding to the 50% increase in illegal grow operations across 

rural areas in the state (Stewart, 2017).

• In 2016 alone, Colorado law enforcement confiscated 7,116 pounds of marijuana, carried out 252 felony arrests, 
and made 346 highway interdictions of marijuana headed to 36 different U.S. states (RMHIDTA, 2017). 

• The U.S. mail system has also been affected by the black market, seeing an 844% increase in marijuana seizures 
(RMHIDTA, 2017).

• A leaked police report in Oregon revealed that at least 70% of marijuana sales in 2016 were on the black market 
and around three to five times the amount of marijuana consumed in Oregon leaves the state for illegal sales 
(Hughes, 2017; Associated Press, 2017, August 14; OSPDES, 2017). 

• The U.S. Attorney in Oregon reported in 2018 that “Oregon has a massive marijuana overproduction problem,” 
with 2,644 pounds of marijuana in outbound postal parcels and over $1.2 million in cash seized in 2017 alone 
(Williams, 2018). 
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CRIME
• The crime rate in Colorado has increased 11 times

faster than the rest of the nation since legalization
(Mitchell, 2017), with the Colorado Bureau of
Investigation reporting an 8.3% increase in property
crimes and an 18.6% increase in violent crimes
(Colorado Bureau of Investigation [CBI], 2017).

• A study funded by the National Institutes of Health
showed that the density of marijuana dispensaries
was linked to increased property crimes in
nearby areas (Freisthler, Gaidus, Tam, Ponicki, &
Gruenewald, 2017).

• The Boulder Police Department reported a 54%
increase in public consumption of marijuana
citations since legalization (Boulder Police
Department [BPD], 2017).

• In Alaska, misdemeanor and vehicle thefts have
dramatically increased since legalization. Alaska’s
national ranking for larceny moved up from 16th to
2nd and motor vehicle theft from 16th to 5th after
marijuana became legal (Alaska Department of Public
Safety [ADPS], 2016).

• Oregon’s national ranking went from 17th to 11th
for property crime, 12th to 7th for larceny, and 13th
to 8th for motor vehicle theft, from 2014 to 2016,
respectively. (Disaster Center, n.d.).

THE WORKPLACE
• Marijuana urine test results in Washington and Colorado
are now double the national average (Quest Diagnostics,
2016).

• Insurance claims have become a growing concern among
companies in legalized states (Hlavac & Easterly, 2016).

7

IMPAIRED 
DRIVING

• The number of drivers in Colorado intoxicated with 
marijuana and involved in fatal traffic crashes increased 
88% from 2013 to 2015 (Migoya, 2017). Marijuana-r elated
traffic deaths increased 66% between the four -year averages
before and after legalization (National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration [NHTSA], 2017).

• Driving under the influence of drugs (DUIDs) have
also risen in Colorado, with 76% of statewide DUIDs 
involving marijuana (Colorado State Patrol [CSP], 2017).

• Washington State experienced a doubling in drugged 
driving fatalities in the years following legalization
(Johnson, 2016).

• In Oregon, 50% of all drivers assessed by drug recognition 
experts (DRE) in 2015 tested positive for THC (OLCC, 2015).



MARIJUANA POLICY SINCE 2012

In 2012, Colorado and Washington voters passed referendums legalizing marijuana, accelerating the growth of a 
multibillion dollar, addiction-for-profit industry, and causing negative impacts both inside and outside of those states. 
We now have five years of data, lessons learned, and negative impacts affecting both families and communities. 

The goal of the industry is to successfully convert young, casual users into heavy, more frequent users. Given this 
nation’s addiction epidemic—deaths driven largely by opioids—the rise of lax legalization policies comes at an 
especially inopportune time. In the time that the opioid epidemic has increased, the percentage of marijuana users 
who are using the drug frequently has skyrocketed (Institute for Behavior and Health [IBH], n.d.). This is unsurprising, 
as peer-reviewed research has revealed early marijuana use more than doubles the likelihood of opioid use later in 
life (Secades-Villa, Garcia-Rodríguez, Jin, Wang, & Blanco, 2015; Olfson, Wall, Liu, & Blanco, 2017).
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MARIJUANA POLICY
SINCE 2012
Although the full picture resulting from legalization will not be 
clear for decades, we need not wait that long to understand 
some key consequences. 

The states that have legalized marijuana have among the 
highest rates of marijuana use in the country. Other data show: 

• Higher rates of marijuana-related driving fatalities.
• More marijuana-related emergency room visits, 

hospitalizations, and accidental exposures.
• Expansion of a lucrative criminal market.
• Increases in marijuana-related crimes and juvenile offenses.
• Increases in workplace problems, including labor shortages 
  and accidents.

In 2013, the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ) decided to take a 
hands-off approach toward legalization at the state level. 

Officially, the DOJ stated it would only get involved if any of the 
eight requirements laid out in the Cole Memo were violated (for 
example, sales to minors or increases in drugged driving). 

Unfortunately, according to the U.S. Government Accountability 
Office (GAO), the DOJ took no meaningful action even as states 
were routinely in violation of the Cole Memo 
(U.S. Government Accountability Office, 2015). 

However, public health and safety departments 
and law enforcement agencies in the states where 
legalization has been in place the longest have 
produced primary data and impact reports that 
shine a light on how current marijuana policies 
are failing to protect the health of the general 
population (Northwest High Intensity Drug Trafficking 
Area [NHIDTA], 2016; RMHIDTA, 2017; WSOFM, 
2017; Oregon Health Authority [OHA], 2016; 
Alaska Department of Public Safety [ADPS], 2016; 
Washington Traffic Safety Commission [WTSC], 2016; 
CDPS, 2016; OSPDES, 2017). 

In 2018, guidance from the DOJ returned to pre-Cole 
Memo policies, signaling uncertainty for the future of 
the marijuana industry. Despite state votes, marijuana 
remains illegal at the federal level and state actors 
violating federal law are committing felonies and 
risking significant consequences.
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ADVERSE EFFECTS ON HEALTH OUTCOMES
As commercialization increases in legalized states, false 
advertising of marijuana products as being “natural” 
and “healthier than alcohol and tobacco” have greatly 
decreased the perceived risk of harm related to marijuana 
use. The main psychoactive ingredient in marijuana, THC, 
has now been observed to cause 
many different types of mental and 
physiological health problems—
especially in children and youth. 

Direct associations have been made 
between the frequency of marijuana 
use and higher THC potency with 
the development of mental health 
issues (psychosis, depression, anxiety, 
suicidality, reshaping of brain matter, 
and addiction) (Miller, in press; 
Fischer et al., 2017). Links to lung 
damage and serious cardiovascular 
problems have also been found 
(hypertension, myocardial infarction, 
cardiomyopathy, arrhythmias, stroke, 
and cardiac arrest) (Pacher, Steffens, 
Hasko, Schindler, & Kunos, 2017; Hall 
& Lynskey, 2016). Marijuana use during pregnancy has also 
been shown to negatively affect the cognitive development 
of children by increasing their risk of hyperactivity, 
impulsivity, and inability to focus (Wang et al., 2017; Huizink 
& Mulder, 2006). 

Chronic adolescent marijuana use has been correlated with 
cognitive impairment and a decreased ability to do well 
in work or school (Finn, 2015; Meier, Hill, Small, & Luthar, 
2015; Arria, Caldeira, Bugbee, Vincent, & O’Grady, 2015; 
Meier et al., 2012). 

Marijuana has a variety of other interactions with 
mental health. While the popular view holds that 
marijuana is not addictive, brain scans of marijuana 
users show changes in the structure of the brain’s 
reward center to be consistent with addiction 
(Gilman et al., 2014). Heavy users have also been 
clearly observed to have withdrawal symptoms 
(Hasin, Keyes, Alderson, Wang, Aharonovich, 
& Grant, 2008). In Colorado, marijuana is the 
second drug most often implicated in addiction 
treatment admissions, after alcohol (Colorado 
Department of Health Services [CDHS], Office of 
Behavioral Health, 2017). Furthermore, a number 
of studies have identified marijuana’s role in the 
pathway to other substance abuse. For example, 
a groundbreaking study of over 30,000 Americans 
showed that participants who reported marijuana 

use in the previous year were 2.6 times more likely to 
abuse prescription opioids (Olfson et al., 2017). Colorado 
toxicology reports show the percentage of adolescent 
suicide victims testing positive for marijuana has increased 
(CDPHE, 2017).  This is not terribly surprising, as daily 
marijuana use among youth who begin before the age of 17 
significantly increases the risk of suicide attempts (Silins et 
al., 2014).10 



ADVERSE EFFECTS 
ON HEALTH OUTCOMES

AVERAGE TOXICOLOGY OF SUICIDES AMONG ADOLESCENTS AGES 10-19 YEARS OLD 
(WITH KNOWN TOXICOLOGY)

SOURCE: Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment (CDPHE), Colorado Violent Death Reporting System
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BUSINESS 
COMPARISON

2017
SOURCE: Colorado Department of Revenue; Starbucks Coffee Company, 

Corporate Office Headquarters; McDonalds Corporation, Corporate Office 
Headquarters; Washington State Liquor & Cannabis Board. Licensing. February 

26, 2018. Information obtained from https://lcb.wa.gov/sites/default/files/
publications/Public_Records/2017/MarijuanaApplicants.xls; Oregon Liquor 
Control Commission. http://www.oregon.gov/olcc/marijuana/Documents/

Approved_Retail_Licenses.pdf
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COMMERCIALIZATION: 
A GROWING CONCERN
The rise of commercialization has inundated legalized communities with marijuana companies and paraphernalia. 

In Colorado, this has led to more marijuana stores than McDonald’s and Starbucks combined (1,014 retail marijuana 
outlets, with 394 of them being located with medical marijuana outlets, versus 600 McDonald’s and Starbucks) (RMHIDTA, 
2017; RMHIDTA, personal communication, January 25, 2018). 

Although marijuana industry lobbyists claim that the mass commercialization of marijuana poses little threat to society, 
the evidence suggests there are a number of growing public health issues. 
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COMMERCIALIZATION: A GROWING CONCERN
The industry has prospered in selling marijuana-infused “edibles” that come 
in the form of cookies, candy, ice cream, sodas, and other sweet treats that 
are particularly appealing to children. These edibles comprise approximately 
20 to 50% of the market in legalized states (where data is available), thereby 
increasing their availability to children and youth who are normally unaware of 
consumption serving sizes and consequences (Colorado Department of Revenue, 
2015; O’Connor, Danelo, Fukano, Johnson, Law, & Shortt, 2016). The market for 
marijuana flower hybrids and concentrates 
continues to rise with the increase in 
demand for products with higher THC 

potency levels. In Seattle, Washington, the average THC potency level far 
exceeds the national average at 21.24% for marijuana flowers and 72.76% for 
marijuana concentrates (NHIDTA, 2016). And mislabeling is not uncommon. 
According to Soldotna, Alaska, Police Chief Peter Mlynarik, testing of marijuana 
products revealed discrepancies “… of up to 77% difference in THC potency in 
the samples provided” (P. Mlynarik, personal communication, January 19, 2018). 
All legal states have had numerous recalls due to poor labeling.

62.10%

72.76%

55.45%

Average THC potency concentrate

 13

17.10%

21.24%

11.04%

Colorado Washington National

AVERAGE THC POTENCY 
ACROSS REGIONS 2015
Source: University of Mississippi Potency Monitoring Program Report 130, Drug 
Enforcement Administration, and NWHIDTA 2015: January through September; Potency 
Monitoring Program, Quarterly Report Number 135, National Center for Natural Products 
Research (NCNPR) at the University of Mississippi, under contract with the National 
Institute on Drug Abuse; Marijuana Policy Group, “Marijuana Equivalency in Portion and 
Dosage (as of August 10th, 2015),” <https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/sites/default/files/
MED%20Equivalency_Final%2008 102015.pdf>, accessed May 12th, 2017.



MARIJUANA-RELATED POISON 
CONTROL CALLS, 

HOSPITALIZATIONS, AND ER VISITS

The increase in marijuana 
availability due to 
legalization has led to 
increasing numbers 
of marijuana-related 
poison control calls, 
hospitalizations, and ER 
visits.

Emergency Marijuana-Related 
Poison Control Calls in CO

All Ages Ages 0-18

Source: Rocky Mountain Poison and Drug Center Report, 
Colorado Marijuana Statistics for 2016, as reported by HIDTA
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In Colorado, calls to poison 
control centers have risen 
210% between the four-year 
averages before and after 
recreational legalization 
(RMPDC, 2017). Washington 
has seen a 70% increase 
in calls between the three-
year averages before and 
after legalization (WSOFM, 
2017). 



Marijuana-related emergency 
room visits have also surged since 
legalization. According to the Colorado
Department of Public Health and 
Environment, the annual rate of 
marijuana-related emergency room 
visits increased 35% between the years 
2011 and 2015 (CDPHE, 2016). 

The burden on the emergency 
departments stemming from the 
type of patient care required and the 
resulting financial implications have 
been large for hospitals in Colorado 
(Finn, 2015). 
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COLORADO 
HOSPITALIZATION RATES 
RELATED TO MARIJUANA

MARIJUANA 
EMERGENCY ROOM 
VISITS HAVE ALSO 
INCREASED AMONG 
CHILDREN AND 
ADOLESCENTS 
(CHA, 2016). 
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Source: Wang et al., 2017

Annual regional poison center human exposure calls related to marijuana from January 1, 2000 through December 31, 
2015, divided by age groups. *Counts significantly increased from previous year with a p value <0.003.    Unknown age 
includes calls with ages recorded as teens, 20s, unknown adult (≥ 20 yrs), unknown child (≤19 yrs),, and unknown age, 
Human marijuana exposure calls to RPC were determined by the presence of the generic code Marijuana – 0083000 
from the National Poison Data System or marijuana exposure mentioned in RPC case notes.
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Central Oregon hospitals saw a nearly 2,000% increase in emergency room visits due to marijuana poisoning, with 
434 marijuana-related emergency visits in January 2016 alone, compared to a maximum of 32 visits per month prior to 
legalization (Kent, 2016). 

One hospital in Bend, Oregon, had an increase in marijuana-related emergency room visits from 229 in 2012 to 2,251 
visits in 2015, while the average number of marijuana-related emergency room visits per month in the same hospital in 
2016 was 552 cases (Hawryluk, 2017).  

The increase in marijuana-related emergency room visits includes a growing number of Butane Hash Oil (BHO) burn 
victims. BHO is a marijuana concentrate that yields a THC potency of 70–99% and is highly lucrative. Production involves 
forcing raw marijuana and butane into a reaction chamber, which creates a highly combustible liquid that easily explodes 
when introduced to an ignition source. According to the Oregon Burn Center, BHO explosions have resulted in at least 
30 burn victims between July 2015 to July 2016, costing about $5,154,202 in total treatment costs (OSPDES, 2017). 
In 2018, the U.S. Attorney in Oregon reported that Oregon production of BHO resulted in six separate lab explosions 
in the first half of 2017 (Williams, 2018). The Oregon State Police claims that the growth of BHO lab operations since 
legalization is “… arguably the most immediate cannabis threat facing the state.” (OSPDES, 2017)
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Children <9

1,576

1,893

1,011

1,055

Source: Colorado Hospital Association 2011-Sep 2015 as reported in Monitoring Health Concerns Related to Marijuana in Colorado: 2016, Per 100,000
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OREGON BURN CENTER VICTIMS WITH COST 
FROM BUTANE HASH OIL PRODUCTION
Source: Oregon Health Authority-Public Health Division as reported by the Oregon State Police Drug Enforcement Section
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The increase in marijuana-related emergency room visits includes a growing number of Butane Hash Oil (BHO) burn 
victims. BHO is a marijuana concentrate that yields a THC potency of 70–99% and is highly lucrative. Production 
involves forcing raw marijuana and butane into a reaction chamber, which creates a highly combustible liquid that easily 
explodes when introduced to an ignition source. According to the Oregon Burn Center, BHO explosions have resulted 
in at least 30 burn victims between July 2015 to July 2016, costing about $5,154,202 in total treatment costs (OSPDES, 
2017). In 2018, the U.S. Attorney in Oregon reported that Oregon production of BHO resulted in six separate lab 
explosions in the first half of 2017 (Williams, 2018). The Oregon State Police claims that the growth of BHO lab 
operations since legalization is “… arguably the most immediate cannabis threat facing the state.” (OSPDES, 2017)



1173

1261Marijuana-related arrest 
rates in CO, ages 10-20

2015 2016

28.37%

% of youth ages 10-17 on probation testing positive for marijuana since 
legalization in CO

2012

31.91%

2013

33.77%

2014

34.40%

2015

34.83%

2016

IMPACTS ON YOUTH AND
YOUNG ADULTS

Since Colorado, Washington, 
Oregon, Alaska, and the District of 
Columbia allowed for marijuana, 
past-month use of the drug has 
continued to rise above the national 
average among youth aged 12–17 in 
all four states and Washington, DC. 

Legalized states are leading the nation 
in past-year marijuana use among youth 
aged 12–17 ( N S D U H ,
2006-2016 ) . C o l o r a d o 
currently holds the top ranking 
for first-time 

#1
m a r i j u a n a 

use among youth, representing a 65% 
increase in the years since legalization.

NSDUH, 2006-2016). The number 
of youth arrested for marijuana 
increased from 2015 to 2016 (CBI, 
2017), and the percentage of youth 
on probation testing positive for 
marijuana in Colorado has also 
increased each year since legalization 
(DPS, 2017).
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IMPACTS ON YOUTH AND
YOUNG ADULTS

Despite the claims of pot-industry lobbyists that legalization 
will not affect young adult and youth use, the data show 
people are radically increasing their rate of consumption 
(IBH, n.d.). One recent study showed increased use by 
14–18 year olds with newer forms of consumption—vaping 
and edibles (Borodovsky, Lee, Crosier, Gabrielli, Sargent, 
& Budney, 2017). About 62% of Oregon 11th graders have 
reported “very easy” access to marijuana, with many of 
them reporting marijuana acquisition coming primarily from 
friends (OHA, 2016). 

Additionally, marijuana dispensary density has been linked 
to more use among youth, with 16% of 11th graders 
reporting marijuana use in areas with less dispensary density 
compared to 23% of the same age group reporting use in 
more retail-dense areas (Hatch, 2017). 

Another study conducted in Oregon found that as medical 
marijuana users and growers increased in a community, 
marijuana use among youth also increased, in part because 
of social acceptance of the drug (Paschall, Grube, & Biglan, 
2017).

The most recognized survey on the prevalence of drug 
use among U.S. households is the National Survey on 
Drug Use and Health (NSDUH). According to NSDUH 
data, marijuana use in all four legalized states and the 
District of Columbia has continued to increase since 
legalization. 

Unfortunately, state studies such as the Healthy Kids 
Colorado Survey (HKCS) have muddied the waters. 
This particular study has been rejected by the Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) due to its 
unsound methodology. 

The study omits some of the largest counties in the state 
(e.g. Jefferson, Douglas, and El Paso counties) and has a 
standard of statistical significance set much higher than 
average, meaning only differences in use rates far greater 
than normal are recognized as significant (Murray, 2016). 
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IMPACTS ON YOUTH AND
YOUNG ADULTS

According to data from the NSDUH, the 
average rate of regular teen marijuana use 
in the legalized states of Alaska, Colorado, 
Oregon, and Washington is 30% higher than 
the U.S. rate as a whole (NSDUH, 2006-2017). 
Almost a third of all 18–25 year olds in legal 
states used marijuana in the past month, up 
from around one-fifth 10 years ago. 

PAST MONTH MARIJUANA USE OF COLLEGE 
AGE 18-25 YEARS OLD

2005-2006 16.42%

U.S. average Colorado Washington Oregon Alaska
District of
Columbia

21.43% 20.052% 18.568% 19.544% 19.614%

2006-2007 16.34% 22.21% 19.055% 18.432% 18.813% 23.974%

2007-2008 16.45% 23.44% 17.336% 21.890% 20.278% 23.724%

2008-2009 17.42% 24.28% 17.194% 23.871% 25.157% 19.589%

2009-2010 18.39% 26.35% 22.740% 23.880% 24.460% 21.140%

2010-2011 18.78% 27.26% 25.560% 25.354% 24.307% 23.076%

2011-2012 18.89% 26.81% 23.444% 25.806% 24.774% 24.488%

2012-2013 18.91% 29.05% 25.555% 23.387% 21.062% 25.529%

2013-2014 19.32% 31.24% 24.468% 24.853% 21.301% 24.722%

2014-2015 19.70% 31.75% 21.867% 26.294% 25.020% 26.194%

2015-2016 20.30% 32.20% 23.30% 30.60% 27.65% 32.39%

2005-2006 2006-2007 2007-2008 2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011

2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016
20 

In Alaska, youth use is up more than 20% since 
before legalization. In Colorado, use among 
people 18 and over has increased, as well as 
use among young adults.

In Colorado in 2005–2006, 7.6% of 12–17 
year olds used marijuana in the past month, 
compared to 9.1% currently (NSDUH, 2006-
2017). While that number is lower than in 
recent years, we do not know how many 
of these users are heavy users. In Oregon, 
monthly use by youth is up since last year, 
and in Washington it is up since 2008–2009 
(NSDUH, 2006-2017).



IMPACTS ON 
YOUTH AND
YOUNG ADULTS

Some industry backers also claim that 
loosening marijuana laws will decrease 
alcohol use among consumers. But the 
opposite has been observed in legalized 
states. 

The gallons of alcohol consumed in Colorado 
since marijuana legalization have increased 
8% and the amount of alcohol consumed 
in Washington, Oregon, and Alaska has 
either remained constant or increased since 
legalization (Haughwout & Slater, 2017; CDR, 
2017).

Furthermore, researchers from Oregon State 
University found that college students who 
are binge drinkers under the age of 21 have 
been one of the primary groups of marijuana 
users after legalization (Darling, 2017).  
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BLACK MARKET ACTIVITY 
SINCE LEGALIZATION

Commercialization advocates have long argued that legalization will reduce black market marijuana activity in legalized states. 
However, criminal activity has only been amplified as highway interdiction seizures and confiscation of illegal marijuana growing 
operations become increasingly common. A special media investigation revealed in 2018 that a record number of packages were 
mailed to or from Colorado through the U.S. Postal Service, up to 934 from 805 (Larson, 2018). The number was 234 in 2012.

In 2016 alone, Colorado law enforcement confiscated 7,116 pounds of marijuana, carried out 252 felony arrests, and made 
346 highway interdictions of marijuana headed to 36 different U.S. states (RMHIDTA, 2017). The U.S. mail system has also 
been affected by the black market, seeing an 844% increase in postal marijuana seizures (RMHIDTA, 2017). Narcotics officers in 
Colorado have been busy responding to the 50% increase in illegal growing operations across rural areas in the state (Stewart, 
2017).

Legalization has made it easier for the black market to thrive in rural areas due to the difficulties involved in distinguishing 
between legal and criminal marijuana farms. About $6.5 million worth of illegal marijuana was confiscated by federal agencies 
in the White River National Forest in Aspen, Colorado, and 9,200 illegal marijuana plants were found growing on islands in the 
middle of the Colorado River (Associated Press, September 29, 2017; Roy, 2017). The ability to hide black market activity in 
legalized states has encouraged drug trafficking organizations (DTOs) and Mexican cartels to begin growing marijuana illegally 
within the United States and there is now a strong presence of cartel activity in Alaska (ADPS, 2016).

Oregon has been a hub of black market activity since legalization. A leaked police report in Oregon revealed that at least 70% of 
marijuana sales in 2016 were on the black market and around three to five times the amount of marijuana consumed in Oregon 
leaves the state for illegal sales (Hughes, 2017; Associated Press, 2017, August 14; OSPDES, 2017). The U.S. Attorney in Oregon 
reported in 2018 that “Oregon has a massive marijuana overproduction problem,” with 2,644 pounds of marijuana in outbound 
postal parcels and over $1.2 million in cash seized in 2017 alone (Williams, 2018). In the last half of 2017, $1 million in cash linked 
to marijuana transactions was seized at Portland International Airport. Law enforcement across 16 states have reported marijuana 
seizures coming from Oregon (Williams, 2018). Lancaster County sheriff’s deputies in Nebraska arrested a licensed marijuana 
processor from Oregon who was intending to distribute the 110 pounds of raw marijuana and 25 pounds of shatter (super high 
potency THC wax) in his vehicle (R. Johnson, 2017).  
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BLACK MARKET ACTIVITY 
SINCE LEGALIZATION
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   Source: HIDTA report

TRENDS IN CRIME SINCE 
LEGALIZATION

Apart from black market activity, legalization has potentially exacerbated other crimes as well. Though 
it cannot be said that crime has increased because of legalization, some trends are worth noting. 
The crime rate in Colorado has increased 11 times faster than the rest of the nation since legalization 
(Mitchell, 2017), with the Colorado Bureau of Investigation reporting an 8.3% increase in property crimes 
and 18.6% increase in violent crimes (CBI, 2017). 

Along with the increase in property crimes, the Boulder Police Department has reported a 54% increase 
in marijuana public consumption citations since legalization (BPD, 2017).

According to Alaska law enforcement reports, misdemeanor and vehicle thefts have dramatically 
increased since legalization. Alaska’s national ranking for property crimes moved from 21st to 3rd and 
burglaries from 31st to 14th after legalization. Alaska’s national ranking for larcenies also moved up from 
16th to 2nd and vehicle thefts from 16th to 5th after marijuana became legal (ADPS, 2016). 

Since legalization in 2014 to 2016, Oregon’s national ranking went from 17th to 11th for property crime, 
12th to 7th for larceny, and 13th to 8th for motor vehicle theft (Disaster Center, n.d.).
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MARIJUANA-RELATED 
CRIME AND OFFENSES
SINCE LEGALIZATION
A link between looser laws and crime has been explored in the 
scientific literature. A study funded by the National Institutes of 
Health (NIH) showed that the density of marijuana dispensaries 
was linked to increased property crimes in nearby areas. 
Researchers found that Denver, Colorado, neighborhoods 
adjacent to marijuana businesses saw 84 more property crimes 
each year than neighborhoods without a marijuana shop nearby 
(Freisthler et al., 2017).

Many young people hear the message that “pot is legal,” but are 
unaware (or unconcerned) that public use is not. In Anchorage, 
school suspensions for marijuana increased more than 141% from 
2015 to 2017, after legalization was implemented. “Because it’s 
legal in the community, I think, the stigma around marijuana use is 
decreasing,” said Joe Zawodny, director of secondary education 
for the school district. “The data would seem to say there is 
increasing use” (Wohlforth, 2018). 

Since 2012, the percentage of Colorado suspensions for 
marijuana has risen from 17% to 23%, and marijuana remains the 
top offense in school (Munoz et al., 2017). 

% OF TOTAL STUDENT 
OFFENSES THAT ARE 

MARIJUANA-RELATED BY 
ACADEMIC YEAR IN CO

*Data encompasses all marijuana-related elementary,
middle, and high school offenses occurring on school

property or at school sponsored events.

- 2012-2014 -
Source: Munoz E, Flick P, Lucero L, English K. Summary of Law Enforcement and District Attorney Reports of Student Contacts: 2012-2014, 

2014-2015, 2015-2016. Colorado Department of Public Safety.

- 2014-2016 -

17%

23%
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IMPACTS OF 
LEGALIZATION 
ON COMMUNITIES 
OF COLOR

As pro-marijuana lobbyists argue that marijuana 
legalization will increase social justice in 
legalized states, disparities among use and 
criminal offense rates continue among race, 
ethnicity, and income levels. The District 
of Columbia saw public consumption and 
distribution arrests nearly triple between the 
years 2015 and 2016, and a disproportionate 
number of those marijuana-related arrests 
occur among African-Americans (Moyer, 2017; 
DCMPD, 2016).

Colorado has seen a similar trend among 
its student population with the number of 
marijuana-related offenses in schools linked 
to the proportion of youth of color enrolled. 
Colorado schools that had 25% or fewer 
youth of color had 313 marijuana-related 
suspensions compared to 658 marijuana-
related suspensions for schools comprised of 
populations with 76% or more youth of color 
(CDPS, 2016). 

2015 2016

400
ARRESTS

142
ARRESTS

80
ARRESTS

220
ARRESTS

Source: Moyer JW. D.C. arrests for public use of marijuana nearly tripled last year. The Washington Post. July 11, 2017. 

Arrests for public marijuana use Arrests for marijuana distribution
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IMPACTS OF LEGALIZATION ON 
COMMUNITIES OF COLOR

Furthermore, juvenile marijuana-related arrests have increased among African-American and Hispanic teens in Colorado 
after legalization. Between 2012 and 2014, the percentage of Hispanic and African-American arrests for teens under 
18 years old increased 29% and 58%, respectivtely (CDPS, 2016). With the advent of legalization, communities of 
color are subject to disproportionate targeting by marijuana facilities. In Los Angeles, the majority of dispensaries have 
opened primarily in African-American communities (Thomas & Freisthler, 2017). An overlay of socioeconomic data 
with the geographic location of pot shops in Denver shows marijuana stores are located primarily in disadvantaged 
neighborhoods.

3,234
3,400

2,198
2,016

778
1,006

205
324

2012 2014 2012 2014 2012 2014 2012 2014

+5%
Total junvenile pot-

related arrests

-8%
Whites

+29%
Hispanics

+58%
Blacks

MARIJUANA-RELATED
JUVENILE ARRESTS IN CO BY
RACE/ETHNICITY, 2012-2014

___________________________
Source: Colorado Department of Public Safety (March 2016)
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Marijuana legalization has touched on issues Another study by the American College of 
related to income. In Colorado, those with Obstetricians and Gynecologists reported 
a household income below $25,000 had a that young women from lower income 
20% current-use rate compared to a 11% levels have a 15–28% rate of marijuana use 
rate among households with income levels of during pregnancy. Up to 60% of these young 
$50,000 or greater (CDPS, 2016). women continue marijuana use throughout 

pregnancy due to a decreased perception 
The National Survey on Drug Use and Health of risk and stigma (American College of 
found that 28% of women living in low-income Obstetricians and Gynecologists, 2017).
areas tested positive for marijuana use during 
pregnancy (Foeller & Lyell, 2017). 

IMPACTS OF LEGALIZATION ON 
COMMUNITIES OF COLOR 

AND LOW INCOME POPULATIONS
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IMPACT OF 
LEGALIZATION 

ON HOMELESSNESS
The easy availability of marijuana after legalization also 
appears to have a possible link to Colorado’s growing 
homeless population. While overall U.S. homelessness 
decreased between 2013 and 2014 as the country moved 
out of the recession, Colorado was one of 17 states that 
saw homeless numbers increase during that time. 

Perhaps not coincidentally, it was also when Colorado 
legalized “recreational-use” marijuana and allowed 
retail sales to begin. The U.S. Department of Housing 
and Urban Development reported a 13% increase in 
Colorado’s homeless population from 2015 and 2016 
(Acuna, 2017). That number may be low, as the rate of 
homelessness among Colorado children has increased 
50% (Zubrzycki, 2016).

Business owners and officials in Durango, Colorado, 
testify that the resort town “suddenly became a haven for 
recreational pot users, drawing in transients, panhandlers, 
and a large number of homeless drug addicts” (Kolb, 
2017).
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IMPACT OF 
LEGALIZATION ON THE 

ENVIRONMENT 
Legalization and the industry it has created have caused irreparable 
damage to rainforests and other elements of the ecosystem. In California, 
farms generating marijuana crops have polluted plants and other natural 
life to the point of being hazardous to surrounding communities (Bernstein, 
2017). Additionally, pollution caused by illegal grow sites has inflicted 
animal casualties. The poison used to reduce rodent population at farms 
has in turn killed large numbers of spotted owls, a species marked as 
“threatened” according to the Endangered Species Act (Chua, 2018). 

The full effects of the industry on the natural environment are only 
beginning to be recognized. These impacts occur even under a so-called 
“regulated” environment, as the vast amounts of water and electricity 
needed to power marijuana farms are damaging to the environment.

Because the black market for marijuana in legalized states like Colorado 
has not abated, abuse and degradation of public lands from illegal grows 
has continued (Colorado Springs Gazette, 2015). For example, in 2015 the 
DOJ announced a wave of prosecutions on federal land resulting in seizure 
of 20,000 marijuana plants and over 300 kilograms of dried marijuana in 
Colorado. Suspects included Mexican nationals with ties to transnational 
criminal groups (U.S. Attorney’s Office, 2015). 

In 2017, four years after Colorado legalized pot, officials found more than 
7,000 illegal plants on federal land in the San Isabel National Forest. It was 
the fifth illegal grow found in that area since the year legalization passed 
(Nicholson, 2017). 
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IMPACT OF 
LEGALIZATION ON THE 

ENVIRONMENT 
Power consumption is a similar story. In 2012, 
marijuana growing consumed 1% of the nation’s 
electricity, and since that time marijuana cultivation 
has expanded significantly. That is six times the 
amount of power the entire U.S. pharmaceutical 
industry uses and it can be expected to rise if 
cultivation and consumption continues to escalate 
due to legalization (Mills, 2012).

The energy to produce a single joint emits 3 pounds 
of carbon dioxide, which is comparable to leaving 
a TV on for over 15 hours (Agence France-Presse, 
2015). This enormous energy use derives from 
both the quantity of marijuana grown and the large 
amount of energy it demands. Marijuana is almost 
four times more energy intensive than oil or coal 
(Mills, 2012).

It uses so much power that indoor marijuana 
production in Colorado is responsible for 2% of the 
state’s electrical load and 45% of all new electricity 
demand coming online (Crombie, 2016). In fact, 
Mother Jones magazine indicated that the marijuana 
market “has placed a huge burden on the grid that 
distributes electricity throughout the state” (Mock, 
2015). 
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IMPACT OF 
LEGALIZATION ON THE 

WORKFORCE 
Marijuana legalization has had serious ramifications 
for businesses across legalized states. Increased 
marijuana availability and use has also increased the 
number of employees testing positive for marijuana 
in the workforce. In the 3-year period following 
legalization in Colorado and Washington (2013–
2016), positive oral-fluid test results for marijuana 
use increased almost 75%, from 5.1 to 8.9 percent 
(Quest Diagnostics, 2016). Marijuana urine test 
results in Washington and Colorado are now double 
the national average (Quest Diagnostics, 2016). 

This growing demand for marijuana has made 
it difficult to find employees who can pass a 
preemployment drug test. Colorado construction 
company GE Johnson was forced to hire out-of-state 
construction workers because too many Coloradans 
were failing preemployment drug tests (“Drug use a 
problem,” 2015).

A study conducted in Washington during 2011–2014 
found that the percentage of work-related injuries 
and illnesses was significantly higher (8.9%) among 
marijuana users than non-users (Marcum, Chin, 
Anderson, & Bonauto, 2017). 

Insurance claims have become a growing concern 

among companies in legalized states because if 
marijuana use is allowed or drug testing ignored, 
employers are at risk of liability claims when a 
marijuana-related injury or illness occurs onsite (Hlavac 
et al., 2016).

The issue is further complicated by pro-marijuana 
advocates who are pushing to eliminate workplace 
drug testing policies—essentially stating that regardless 
of the outcome, employees should be permitted 
to use marijuana without the risk of professional 
consequences.
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Drugged driving and motor vehicle fatalities have increased in states that have legalized 
recreational marijuana. According to a 2014 report by the Fatality Analysis Reporting System 
(FARS), about 50% of fatal crashes nationally involved drivers whose blood tests were 
positive for THC (WTSC, 2016). In states where marijuana is legalized, collision claims have 
also increased: the number of drivers in Colorado intoxicated with marijuana and involved 
in fatal traffic crashes increased 88% from 2013–2015 and marijuana-related traffic deaths 
increased 66% between the four-year averages before and after legalization (Highway Loss 
Data Institute, 2017; Migoya, 2017; National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA), 
Fatality Analysis Reporting System (FARS), Colorado Department of Transportation, 2017). 

According to AAA, Washington experienced a doubling in drugged-driving fatalities in the 
years following legalization (Johnson, 2016).

The percentage of marijuana offenses among those driving under the influence of drugs 
(DUIDs) have also risen in Colorado, with 76% of statewide DUIDs involving marijuana (CSP, 
2017). When alcohol is added, the percentage number is 17%, a 25% increase since 2012.

In Oregon, 50% of all drivers assessed by DREs in 2015 tested positive for THC. Toxicology 
reports show that the rate of drivers testing positive for THC has increased at a consistent 
rate, resulting in an increase in THC-related impaired driving (OLCC, 2016). Unfortunatley, 
Alaska does not have reliable DUID data available.

While many factors contribute to pedestrian fatalities, it turns out that states that legalized 
marijuana for medical and/or recreational use saw a 16.4 percent surge in such deaths in the 
first six months of 2017 compared to the first six months of 2016, while nonlegal states saw a 
drop of 5.8 percent in pedestrian fatalities over the same time (Boudette, 2018).
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Impairment by Drug Type, as reported by HIDTA
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RECOMMENDATIONS 
Policy makers and the public need real-time data on both the consequences of legalization and the 
related monetary costs. Meanwhile, the industry’s influence on policy should be significantly curtailed. 
SAM recommends research efforts and data collection focus on the following categories: 

• Emergency room and hospital admissions related to marijuana.
• Marijuana potency and price trends in the legal and illegal markets. 
• School incidents related to marijuana, including representative data sets. 
• Extent of marijuana advertising toward youth and its impact. 
• Marijuana-related car crashes, including THC levels even when testing positive for alcohol.
• Mental health effects of marijuana.
• Admissions to treatment and counseling intervention programs.
• Cost of implementing legalization from law enforcement to regulators. 
• Cost of mental health and addiction treatment related to increased marijuana use. 
• Cost of needing but not receiving treatment. 
• Effect on the market for alcohol and other drugs. 
• Cost to workplace and employers, and impact on employee productivity.
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ABOUT SMART APPROACHES 
TO MARIJUANA (SAM)

Comprising the top scientists and thinkers in the marijuana research and practice field, SAM works to bridge the gap 
between the public’s understanding of marijuana and what science tells us about the drug. At the local, state, tribal, 

and federal levels, SAM seeks to align marijuana policy and attitudes about the drug with 21st-century science, which 
continues to show how marijuana use harms the mind and body. SAM argues against extremes in marijuana policy and 

opposes both incarceration for low-level use and blanket legalization, favoring instead a health-based approach to 
marijuana. Learn more at www.learnaboutsam.org.

SAM SCIENCE ADVISORS:

• Hoover Adger, MD—Professor of Pediatrics and • Sharon Levy, MD, MPH—Assistant Professor of 
Director of Adolescent Medicine, Johns Hopkins Pediatrics, Harvard Medical School
University • Kimber Richter, MD, PhD—Professor of 

• Judge Arthur Burnett—National Executive Preventive Medicine and Public Health, University 
Director, National African American Drug Policy of Kansas
Coalition • Paula Riggs, MD—Associate Professor of 

• Eden Evins, MD, MPH—Associate Professor of Psychiatry, University of Colorado Denver
Psychiatry, Harvard Medical School • Christine Miller, PhD—Retired Neuroscientist, 

• Stuart Gitlow, MD, MPH, MBA—Past President, MillerBio and Johns Hopkins University
American Society of Addiction Medicine • Christian Thurstone, MD—Associate Professor of 

• Sion Harris, PhD—Center for Adolescent Psychiatry, University of Colorado 
Substance Abuse Research at Boston Children’s • Krishna Upadhya, MD, MPH—Assistant Professor 
Hospital of Pediatrics, Children’s National Health System, 

• Marilyn Huestis, PhD—Adjunct Professor, Washington, D.C.
University of Maryland School of Medicine • Kathryn Wells, MD—Associate Professor of 

• Yifrah Kaminer, MD—Professor of Psychiatry Pediatrics, University of Colorado Denver 
and Pediatrics, University of Connecticut and • Aaron Weiner, PhD—Director of Addiction 
Injury Prevention Center at Connecticut Children’s Services, Linden Oaks Behavioral Healthcenter, 
Medical Center Naperville, IL
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Crystal Acker

Sent:
To:
Subject:
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From: Sharon Church <vicki-sharon@sbcglobal.net>
July 18, 2018 6:18 PM
Crystal Acker
UPC17-0094  Proposed Cannabis Dispensary at Arnold Drive/Madrone Road, Glen Ellen, CA

Dear Ms. Acker, 

I am a 25‐year resident of Marty Drive in Glen Ellen.  The former fire station site currently 
proposed for a cannabis dispensary is at the entrance to our residential neighborhood.  Although I 
voted to legalize marijuana, a residential neighborhood is not the appropriate location for a 

dispensary.  I think this is obvious, but since it is not obvious to the applicant and perhaps others, 
my reasoning is below: 

















Sonoma County requires a cannabis dispensary be 100 feet from a residential lot.  The adjacent prop erty at 
15465 Arnold Drive is a single-family home.  The adjacent property on Madrone Road is Rancho Market and apartm ents 
surround the market and the aforementioned single-family home. Across Madrone Road and Arnold Drive are singl e 
family homes.

The application states that the apartment upstairs will no longer be rented due to the cannabis
dispensary.  This supports the fact that the dispensary should be located elsewhere.  It eliminates a hous ing unit at a 
time when all know there is the need for more, a problem exacerbated by the 2017 fires. The existing  office use of 
the property and the residential rental unit have coexisted nicely with the neighborhood, but a cannabis dispen sary 
requires upgraded security and exterior lighting, and poses risks due to the cash nature of the business.  Crime coul d be 
drawn to our remote residential neighborhood due to perceived large amounts of cash and the availability of proces sed 
cannabis products as well as plant starts.

The parking is inadequate.  The application states on page 41 that the business will use 1,891 sq uare feet on the 
ground/mezzanine floors.  The building totals 3,847 square feet, but the dispensary, which claims it will use 49%  of 
the square footage, will use ALL of the parking as shown on the parking site plan (A1.01) included wi th the 
application.  Are we to believe that nearly 2,000 square feet of space will remain unused?  That is simply unrealistic.

The visitor parking area of 11 spaces plus one handicap space could be inadequate at peak times .  The 
application forecasts an average of 150 patients per day during the first year, with business hours of 10-7 Monday –
Saturday. That equates to an average of 17 cars per hour (150/9 = 16.67).  More than 17 cars per hour can be expe cted 
during peak times in a lot which accommodates no more than 12 vehicles.

The proposed six-foot opaque fence along Madrone Road will eliminate critical lines of site and  will be visually 
forbidding and unattractive.  It is placed right up against the sidewalk and violates County set-back
ordinances.  Patrons backing out of the parking spaces at Rancho Market will no t be able to see pedestrians or 
eastbound vehicles that may be waiting to turn left into the market parking area.

The electronic gate to access the proposed Madrone Road fenced area for employee parking and delive ries 
will create traffic and safety issues as westbound vehicles will need to stop in   the lane to wait for the gate to open.  If 
an effort is made by eastbound vehicles to turn left into the driveway, the Madrone/Arnold intersec tion traffic will be 
impacted and accidents will be likely.

The application consistently refers to the Madrone Road side of the building as “the back of the  building”.  It is 
not the back and in fact, it presents as the front.  This is important since a six-foot fence at the back of a prop erty 
would not seem to be a problem, but this will be like placing a six-foot fence at the sidewalk in front of a structure.  Totall y 
unacceptable and will cause others to think they can do the same.  I do not want our neighborhood to look like a slum wit h 
the message that it is necessary to hide behind a fence.  Clearly the dispensary belongs in a large retail area.

Applicant has another application pending at Eighth Street East/Fremont Drive in Sonoma.  Since plant start s 
will be sold at the proposed Arnold Drive/Madrone Road site, I wonder if she has another application for a growin g 
facility. The total impact of the applicant’s various applications should be analyzed since segmenting them  individually 
could be misleading.  In addition, I am concerned that the unused 2,000 square feet of space at the Arnold Drive/Madron e 
Road facility could ultimately be used as a grow facility to produce the plant starts from seed.



There are too many significant issues at this site which cannot be mitigated and the project should 
be denied.   If the Board of Zoning Adjustment wants to consider this project, a full EIR under 
CEQA should be required.  I ask that this e‐mail be included as part of the record. 

Please let me know when the meeting regarding this proposal will be held so I can plan to attend.

Thank you. 

THIS EMAIL ORIGINATED OUTSIDE OF THE SONOMA COUNTY EMAIL SYSTEM. 
Warning: If you don’t know this email sender or the email is unexpected, 
do not click any web links, attachments, and never give out your user ID or password.  
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15241 Marty Drive 
Glen Ellen, CA 95442 
707‐287‐5299 
vicki-sharon@sbcglobal.net 

Sharon Church 



August 2018 

To: Sonoma County Planning & Resource Management and Board of Zoning Adjustments

I’m offering my support for Apothevert, the Glen Ellen medical cannabis dispensary due 
for permit approval. I agree that Apothevert management has met all the county’s 
requirements, including zoning, and should be granted their permit. 

Thank you. 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Signature Printed Name

___________________________________________________________________________
Local Address for Resident Verification Only (address will not be published or shared)

___________________________________________________________________________
Email (optional and will not be published or shared)

___________________________________________________________________________
Phone (optional and will not be published or shared)

Matt Sevenau

Matt@mattsevenau.com

707-934-5630

19135 Railroad Ave, Sonoma CA 95476

DocuSign Envelope ID: 382EF6A6-AB5B-4DA6-BEA9-14F98A033BA3
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1

You will not receive text messages until you enable delivery. On your phone, text "YES" to the number 415‐702‐
0993 to opt in. If 416‐699‐8242 is not your mobile phone, please login to update your settings.  

Sonoma County Sheriff's Office 

Monday August 13, 2018, 10:19 AM 

www.sonomasheriff.org 

Crystal Acker

From: Paul Morrison <pmorrison@marinwater.org>
Sent: August 13, 2018 11:27 AM
To: Crystal Acker
Cc: 'Ricardo Capretta'; Karla Noyes (Karla@K arlaNoyes.com); dave.palmgren1@gmail.com
Subject: FW: Community Message: 3 men arrested after tying up, attempting to shoot victim at SR Pot 

Farm. 

Hi Crystal, please add this most recent cannabis crime to the list of complaints from the local residents.  Also, please 
send me the updated traffic study that was sent in by the applicant and an update on when this item will be reviewed by 
the BOZ. 
Thanks, 

Paul Morrison 
Engineering Support Services Manager 

  Serving Marin since 1912 

Marin Municipal Water District 
220 Nellen Avenue 
Corte Madera, CA  94925 
415‐945‐1535  Fax 415‐945‐1599 
pmorrison@marinwater.org 

From: Ricardo Capretta [mailto:rcapretta@capretta.com]  
Sent: Monday, August 13, 2018 10:49 AM 
To: Paul Morrison 
Subject: FW: Community Message: 3 men arrested after tying up, attempting to shoot victim at SR Pot Farm. 

Lot of violent crimes right now related to cannabis.  FYI. 
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Community: 3 men arrested after tying up, attempting to shoot victim at SR Pot 
Farm.  

Dear Lisa Capretta, 

Deputies from the Sonoma County Sheriff’s Office arrested three men after they beat, tied up and attempted to 
shoot a former coworker at a marijuana farm. The call came out yesterday at about 7:30 AM in the 6500 block 
of St. Helena Rd in Santa Rosa. The caller, Moises Calvillo‐Chavez, who later turned out to be one of three 
suspects, called the Sheriff’s Office stating the former head grower for their marijuana farm was going crazy 
and had been tied up to a chair but he let him go. 
                         
Deputies responded to the area and found the victim walking barefoot in the road nearby. The victim, a 43‐
year‐old Santa Rosa man had a broken wooden chair arm taped to his arm with duct tape. He also had 
abrasions on his arms and ankles from what appeared to be duct tape. 
  
The victim told deputies that he was the former head marijuana grower on the farm at this location but was 
recently replaced by one of the suspects, 34‐year‐old Moises Calvillo‐Chavez of El Cajon.  They have had 
ongoing disagreements over the past week as the victim taught Calvillo‐Chavez the business. The victim had 
originally been living on the property but due to the disagreements, he has been staying at a neighbor’s home. 
  
At about 2:00 AM yesterday, the victim and Calvilo‐Chavez had a phone conversation and a disagreement broke 
out where verbal mutual threats were exchanged. Calvillo‐Chavez soon after showed up in a truck with two of 
his friends, Chad Canup, 32 of Garberville and Salvador Martinez, 22 of Lakeside, CA. 
  
Calvilllo‐Chavez had a .22 caliber rifle with him as he exited the truck. Calvillo‐Chavez pointed the rifle at the 
victim and tried to shoot him several times but the gun malfunctioned and did not fire. Calvillo‐Chavez then hit 
the victim on the back of the head with the stock of the gun. When the victim fell to the ground, all three 
suspects repeatedly hit and kicked him in the head. 
 
They tied up the victim’s hands and ankles with a thin rope and threw him in a the victim’s truck and drove to 
the main house on the property where they duct taped him to a chair and held him for several hours as they 
interrogated him. 
  
When the suspects left the victim alone, the victim was able to break the chair and escape, running barefoot 
out of the house and to the street. The victim was treated by paramedics at the scene for a contusion to the 
back of his head but did not require hospitalization. 
  
All three suspects were located near the home on the property and were arrested without incident. At the 
scene, detectives later found the broken chair, duct tape, an axe and a .22 caliber rifle, all consistent with the 
victim’s statement. Ultimately all three suspects were booked into the Sonoma County Jail on charges of 
attempted murder, robbery, kidnapping, burglary, conspiracy, false imprisonment and vehicle theft. They 
remain in custody on $1.2 million bail. 
 
The cultivators of the marijuana grow have filed for a county permit and any violations will be handled through 
Permit Sonoma. 
 
Pictured in order is Calvillo‐Chavez, Canup, Martinez. 
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For full details, view this message on the web. 

Sent by Sonoma County Sheriff's Office 
2796 Ventura Ave, Santa Rosa, CA 95403 
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Crystal Acker

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Happy Holidays, Susan, Crystal and Pat! 

Crystal, please print this article and attach it to the ‘neighbors complaint’ stack for the proposed project. 
https://www.cbsnews.com/news/marijuana‐store‐leicester‐massachusetts‐causes‐headaches‐residents/?ftag=CNM‐00‐
10aag7e  

This article, while not completely parallel to our situation is very close. Because the county has a limit of 9 dispensaries, 
and cities in the county are strictly limiting the number of dispensaries, we truly believe our peaceful neighborhood will 
become a high‐traffic destination. Our streets and intersections will be heavily, and negatively, impacted. (End of rant, 
don’t get me started :  traffic, pedestrians, school bus stop right outside the front door of the dispensary, nearby 
apartment building with lots of kids… sorry, I’m trying to restrain myself.)  

Basically, we still don’t want that business in our neighborhood.  

Many of us think that the Siesta Shopping Center (at the corner of Hwy. 12 and Siesta) would be an ideal location: 
PLENTY of parking, a major intersection with a traffic light to moderate and manage traffic; and its zoned C2. Perfect. 
And it has vacancies. And then there’s the additional benefits of a movie theater and a restaurant in the same center. It 
sounds like a perfect date‐night location to me. Plus the increased circulation of local money through local businesses 
for a multiplier effect. What’s not to love? Siesta it is! 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Best wishes for the holiday season! 

Karla Noyes 
15549 Brookview Drive 
Sonoma, CA 95476 

From: Karla Noyes <Karla@KarlaNoyes.com>
December 20, 2018 9:57 AM
Crystal Acker; Susan Gorin
Pat Gilardi
RE: UPC17-0094; 15499 Arnold Drive - pot dispensary in neighborhood
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15499 Arnold Drive • Glen Ellen, CA 95442-9661 • Tel: 707-939-8442 • Fax: 707-935-8454 

 
 
January 20, 2019 
 
 
Crystal Acker 
Planner  
County of Sonoma 
PRMD 
 
Dear Ms. Acker,  
 
Kindly allow me to introduce myself as the president on GlobalMed Technologies as well as 
the property owner at 15499 Arnold Drive, Glen Ellen, CA 95442. A group associated with the  
cannabis dispensary application on this property have had an option to buy my property since 
February 3, 2017.  Their Use Permit Application number is UPC-17-0094. 
 
I am writing to respectfully request prompt scheduling of the Board of Zoning Adjustment’s 
review and issuance of the permit.  
 
I have extended the group’s option to buy three times and the delays are expensive.  I also need 
to move my business to Napa but have been delayed over and over again. This application has 
been in process for close to a year and a half. John and Jani have kept me up to date on the 
milestones. But after all of the delays there is still not a scheduled BZA meeting to grant the 
permit.  My understanding is that the delays have been blamed on staffing issues and 
overwhelmed employees in the department. However, that is costing us all money and time. I 
feel it is unjust that we have to wait so long at our expense.  
 
I am expecting that the permit will be granted due to the clear land use code.  All the boxes 
have been checked, at great expense.  
 
My sense is that the locals want this dispensary. There are hundreds of signatures in support so 
far. The opposition is small and that is par for the course. 
 
I am rooting for this dispensary team. I appreciate how hard they have been working through 
this enduring, extremely expensive process. It is a tremendous financial burden for them to 
incur additional expenses for each month that goes by waiting for this unreasonably long 
process. These are regular folks - and this process is causing them to burn through their 
personal savings. It is such a waste and it is difficult to see them go through these 
overwhelmingly expensive delays.  
 
I want to make it clear that there are many stakeholders being adversely affected by the 
unreasonable delays and long timeline. Delays are extremely costly to the dispensary group, 
my business, and me. 
 
I request a written response from PRMD with a scheduled a BZA hearing date.  
 
Thank you for your understanding – and your time.  
Sanders Ergas 





























































































































































































































 
 
2550 Ventura Avenue Santa Rosa CA  95403-2859 (707) 565-1900 
www.PermitSonoma.org 

 

 
 

February 1, 2019 

Paul Morrison  
Elizabeth Morrison 
976 Glenwood Drive 
Sonoma, California  95476 

 Re: UPC17-0094; 15499 Arnold Drive, Glen Ellen 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Morrison, 

I am the planner assigned to the use permit application for a cannabis dispensary for property located at 
15499 Arnold Drive in Glen Ellen (UPC17-0094). Supervisor Gorin forwarded your comment letter dated 
January 30, 2018, and related protests and petitions to me, and I am reviewing them.    

As a courtesy, this letter provides information regarding the status of the subject application, how 
applications are concluded, notice of public hearings, and opportunities for participation in the public 
review process, which you may find useful.     

Chapter 26 of the Sonoma County Code (Zoning Code) identifies the land uses that are allowed in each 
zoning district with a permit, and identifies additional requirements and standards that are applicable to 
certain land uses. The Permit and Resource Management Department (Department) provides a list of 
the information required to be submitted by an applicant for an application. When an applicant submits 
all of the required materials the application is deemed complete for processing.   Your letter alternately 
request that the County stop processing application UPC17-0094 or deny it.     

Applications for use permits are typically concluded in one of three ways: (1) the applicant withdraws his 
or her application; (2) the County approves or conditionally approves the application; or (3) the County 
denies the application.  The County holds a public hearing on applications that are not withdrawn by the 
applicant, unless the Planning Director has waived the requirement for a public hearing and no timely, 
written, and signed request for a public hearing is received.  At the public hearing, the decision-making 
body receives and considers the applicant’s request, a report and other material prepared by staff 
analyzing the request, staff’s recommended action on the application, and all written and oral 
comments received from the public prior to the close of the public hearing.  The decision-making body 
then deliberates and makes a decision on the application.  In general, decisions made by the Planning 
Director are appealable to the Board of Zoning Adjustments (BZA); decisions of the BZA are appealable 
to the Board of Supervisors (Board); and decisions of the Board are appealable to court.  
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	Crystal AckerSent:To:Subject:Hi Crystal and Janette, My name is Paul Morrison, and I live in close proximity to the proposed Cannabis Dispensary.  My family and the neighbors that I have discussed this potential use change are adamantly against this type of use for this building in our residential neighborhood.  We all believe that this use will increase the traffic, impact the limited on street parking, increase crime, lower our property values, and change the entire neighborhood in a negative irreversable
	From:
	Paul Morrison <pmorrison@marinwater.org> January 12, 2018 3:56 PMCrystal Acker; jani@apothevert.com UPC17-0094. 15499 Arnold Dr Use Permit
	Crystal AckerSent:To:Subject:Hello Ms. Acker,   I called and left you a voicemail today to see if I could get a little more information on a proposed planning application for a cannabis dispensary at 15499 Arnold Drive, file number UPC17-0094.  I am a local resident very close to this site (across Madrone Road on Glenwood Drive). I am curious as to whether this is intended as a retail establishment and what sort of customer traffic patterns are anticipated. This is a residential area with limited parking, a
	Crystal AckerSent:To:Subject:Dear Crystal ‐ We live on Morningside Mt Drive in Glen Ellen and have become aware of the application that has been filed to open a cannabis facility at the foot of our street.  This is a quiet residential neighborhood with many families with young children living in close proximity to the property at 15499 Arnold Drive.  We strongly object to the idea of a cannabis facility operating at this location.  Traffic in the area is already a problem with the Highway Patrol often parke
	Crystal AckerSent:To:Cc:Subject:Dear Crystal, I am writing to you to share my concerns over the application of a proposed cannabis dispensary application (UPC17-0094). I have read my neighbor Ricardo Capretta’ s letter to you and feel that he does a good job of highlighting the areas where this application does not comply with the law. Your consideration from another standpoint would be appreciated. The entire “cannabis law” is brand new to our state. There is no precedence for us to consider. The future ma
	From:
	Steve Rosenblatt <steve@sonomastone.com> February 08, 2018 9:22 AMCrystal AckerSusan GorinProposed Cannabis Dispensary
	Crystal AckerMark Davidow and I are fully in agreement with Steve Rosenblatt and Ricardo Capretta. There is no place for a commercial endeavor like this in our residential community. We have enough issues in our County with drug and alcohol use causing road issues, degradation of neighborhoods, loss of property value, etc. Adding this to the mix will only harm our fragile community further. The place to test this sort of business is in a commercial district, and there are plenty of places in the County that
	Thank you for your consideration of this personal concern.  Steve Rosenblatt 1741 Morningside Mountain Road Glen Ellen, CA 95442 ----------------------------------------- This electronic communication and any files transmitted with it, or attached to it, are confidential and are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to who it is addressed and may contain information that is confidential, legally privileged, protected by privacy laws, or otherwise restricted from disclosure to anyone else. 
	Crystal Acker
	1
	From:Moriah Dunning <moriahdunning@yahoo.com> Sent:March 02, 2018 11:29 AMTo:Crystal AckerSubject:File Number UPC17-0094
	Crystal AckerHi Crystal My name is Judy Condon and I live half a block from the proposed pot dispensary on the corner of Madrone Rd and Arnold Dr.  This is a residential neighborhood surrounded by vineyards, not the place for a pot dispensary.  There are plenty of vacant businesses in Sonoma and Boyes Springs.  Those areas are zoned for commerce and have parking.  This quiet neighborhood does not need more traffic, nor the potential for criminal activity that would be attracted to this business. THIS EMAIL 
	From:Judy Condon <glenellenjudy@gmail.com> Sent:March 07, 2018 8:31 AMTo:Crystal AckerSubject:pot dispensary on Arnold
	Crystal AckerI am writing to protest allowing a pot dispensary to open in my residential neighborhood.  I live half a block from the old firehouse on the corner of Arnold Drive and Madrone Road and do not want this sort of business in our neighborhood.  There are many vacant buildings in Boyes Springs and Sonoma in commercially zoned areas, this is a neighborhood. 
	From:Judy Condon <glenellenjudy@gmail.com> Sent:March 09, 2018 5:55 PMTo:Crystal AckerSubject:pot dispensary in residential neighborhood
	Crystal AckerFrom:Dave Palmgren <dave.palmgren1@gmail.com>Sent:March 10, 2018 4:08 PMTo:Paul MorrisonCc:Susan Gorin; David Rabbitt; Shirlee Zane; James Gore; Lynda Hopkins; Crystal Acker; steve.levin@pressdemocrat.com; Liz Morrison; Judy Condon; Elias CasollaSubject:Re: Cannabis Dispensary proposed in neighborhood surrounded by childrenPaul,   Thanks for your letter. I just posted a copy of this on Nextdoor.com so that our neighborhood is aware:  Re: Proposed Cannabis Dispensary, File No. UPC17-0094 15499 A
	Crystal AckerFrom:Karla Noyes <Karla@KarlaNoyes.com>Sent:March 11, 2018 12:38 PMTo:Susan GorinCc:Crystal AckerSubject:Proposed Cannabis Dispensary, File No. UPC17-0094Proposed Cannabis Dispensary, File No. UPC17‐0094                15499 Arnold Drive Glen Ellen, CA                APN: 054‐130‐024  Dear Supervisor Gorin,  I live in the Rancho Madrone subdivision outside of the mandatory notification limit for the proposed Cannabis Dispensary at 15499 Arnold Drive Glen Ellen, CA, and was late to learn of this
	Sonoma, CA 95476  
	 3/12/18 via email Crystal.Acker@sonoma‐county.org 707‐565‐1900   County of Sonoma, Permit & Resource Management Department Crystal Acker, Project Planner 2550 Ventura Ave.   Santa Rosa, CA 95403‐2859  Re:  Proposed Cannabis Dispensary, File No. UPC17‐0094  15499 Arnold Drive Glen Ellen, CA  APN: 054‐130‐024  Dear Crystal,  I have become aware of the application for this permit and I wanted to take this opportunity to provide my initial comments for your consideration.  We live approximately 1.8 miles from 
	Crystal Acker
	From:Sarah Rafanelli <s_rafanelli@yahoo.com>Sent:March 14, 2018 3:39 PMTo:Crystal AckerCc:Glen Ellen; Gina RafanelliSubject:Neighbor Opposed to proposed cannabis dispensary in Glen EllenDear Ms. Crystal Acker,  We represent the owners of The Grove at Glen Ellen at 909-913 Madrone Road. We recently learned of the proposed cannabis dispensary to be located right around the corner from our property. As a community filled with families and kids, we do not support this proposed cannabis dispensary. The location 
	Crystal Acker
	From:Stephen Brett <stephennoelbrett@gmail.com>Sent:March 15, 2018 8:15 PMTo:Crystal AckerSubject:Proposed Marijuana Dispensary
	Ms. Acker: The Kenwood Press article mentioned that you are inviting comments regarding the Permit Request for a medical marijuana dispensary at 15499 Arnold Drive. I live in Glen Ellen .We bought our home 25 years ago. I am 71, retired from 45 years in the insurance industry . Held many titles including CEO f a major company ( 1,400 employees world-wide). I am not a naïve person and hold a graduate degree in finance. I mention this not to toot my horn but to add some gravitas to what opinions I hold about 
	Crystal Acker
	To:Crystal AckerSubject:RE: Medical Cannabis Dispensary in Glen Ellen- UPC17-0094; 15499 Arnold DrFrom: Leslie Vaughn [mailto:leslie_vaughn@att.net]  Sent: March 15, 2018 6:40 PM To: Crystal Acker <Crystal.Acker@sonoma‐county.org> Subject: Re: Medical Cannabis Dispensary in Glen Ellen‐ UPC17‐0094; 15499 Arnold Dr  Dear Crystal,  I actually had the foresight to download the 100+ page application in PDF format, and found it a short while ago. So I’m good with that now. I would like to submit a comment that “A
	Crystal AckerFrom:Elias Casolla <elias80@sbcglobal.net>Sent:April 18, 2018 11:49 AMTo:Crystal AckerSubject:Proposed dispensary Crystal and Janette,     My name is Elias Casolla, and I live in close proximity to the proposed Cannabis Dispensary.  My family and the neighbors that I have discussed this potential use are against this type of use for this building in a residential neighborhood.  You have a public bus stop that stops right in front of the proposed dispensary. How can you control who and how many 
	Crystal AckerFrom:Karla Noyes <Karla@KarlaNoyes.com>Sent:April 19, 2018 8:44 AMTo:Susan Gorin; Pat GilardiCc:Crystal AckerSubject:No Marijuana Dispensary at old Fire House at Madrone & ArnoldDear Supervisor Gorin and District Director Gilard,  You should know that the residents of the Rancho Madrone subdivision, directly across from the proposed retail marijuana drug store at Madrone and Arnold, are adamantly opposed to the approval of the use permit for this business in that location.  In a little over a w
	Karla Noyes  P.S. Crystal, would you please distribute this email to the applicant, no one deserves to be blind‐sided. Thank you.  
	Crystal AckerFrom:Pat GilardiSent:May 23, 2018 10:32 AMCc:'Jani Friedman'; Crystal AckerSubject:FW: Cannabis Dispensary at Madrone and Arnold in Glen EllenFYI ‐ Public comment on UPC17‐0094  on tonight's agenda.  This has been forwarded to the SVCAC commissioners as well.  Best regards,  Pat Gilardi District Director, Supervisor Susan Gorin First District, County of Sonoma  575 Administration Drive, Room 100A Santa Rosa, CA 95403 pat.gilardi@sonoma‐county.org phone: 707‐565‐2241   ‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
	Crystal Acker
	From:Pat GilardiSent:May 23, 2018 1:25 PMCc:'Jani Friedman'; Crystal AckerSubject:FW: Constituent Matter: proposed medical marijuana dispensary at Arnold and Madrone RdCommissioners ‐ 
	 Please see below comment on UPC17‐0091 on tonight's agenda.  Best regards,  Pat Gilardi District Director, Supervisor Susan Gorin First District, County of Sonoma  575 Administration Drive, Room 100A Santa Rosa, CA 95403 pat.gilardi@sonoma‐county.org phone: 707‐565‐2241    ‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ From: no‐reply@sonoma‐county.org [mailto:no‐reply@sonoma‐county.org] On Behalf Of Meridith Mace Sent: Wednesday, May 23, 2018 12:48 PM To: Susan Gorin <Susan.Gorin@sonoma‐county.org> Subject: Constituent Matter
	businesses servicing us locally. A dispensary expecting 900 customers/week is clearly not focused on serving the local population of roughly 1000 people.  Unfortunately, I'm not able to attend the public meeting this evening. I have a commitment with the Mentor Alliance. I hope you will fight to stop this permit from being approved. Thank you for your time.  Meridith Mace  Sender's Name:  Meridith Mace Sender's Email:  write2meri@yahoo.com Sender's Address:  820 Cecelia Dr Glen Ellen, CA 95442  
	Crystal AckerFrom:Paul Morrison <pmorrison@marinwater.org>Sent:June 11, 2018 1:03 PMTo:Crystal AckerCc:Karla Noyes (Karla@KarlaNoyes.com); 'Ricardo Capretta'; dave.palmgren1@gmail.com; 'Pam Palmgren'; Liz Morrison (lmorewalk@gmail.com); elias80@sbcglobal.net; Judy Condon (glenellenjudy@gmail.com); Moriah Dunning (moriahdunning@yahoo.com); Reinhardt.lorena@gmail.com; connjd@hotmail.com; ronjudysmalley@yahoo.com; 'write2meri@yahoo.com'Subject:RE: Follow-Up; UPC17-0094Crystal, this is why I don’t want this bro
	Sign Up to receive our daily newsletter, breaking news alerts and moreArmed robbers steal cash, drugs from Sebastopol-areahome in latest Sonoma County robberyROBERT DIGITALE    THE PRESS DEMOCRAT | June 9, 2018, 3:21PMA group of armed robbers invaded a Sebastopol-area home early Saturday morning and red shots as they ed with anundisclosed amount of cash, drugs and personal property, according to the Sonoma County Sheri’s Oce.The case appears to involve marijuana, a Sheri’s Oce spokesman said, making it th
	From:Karla NoyesTo:Crystal AckerCc:Susan Gorin; Pat Gilardi; Jani@Apothevert.comSubject:UPC17-0094 - Fire House marijuana dispensaryDate:July 11, 2018 12:29:04 PMHello Crystal, Please print these 44 pages and include them in the Board of Zoning Adjustment packet for themarijuana dispensary at the Fire House in Glen Ellen.https://learnaboutsam.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/SAM-Lessons-Learned-From-Marijuana-Legalization-Digital.pdf This document puts scientific facts to our legitimate concerns about safety 
	preventing another big tobaccoWACOORAKDCReviewed by researchers from: University of Colorado at Denver Harvard Medical SchoolBoston Children’s Hospital University of ConnecticutYale University University of Kansas and morewww.learnaboutsam.org
	LESSONS LEARNEDFROM MARIJUANALEGALIZATION IN FOUR U.S. STATES AND D.C.MARCH 2018
	Figure
	preventing another big tobacco
	YOUTH AND Since Colorado, WSCHOOL IMPashington, Oregon, Alaska, and the District ACTSof Columbia (Washington, DC) legalized marijuana, past-month use of the drug has continued to rise above the national average among youth aged 12–17 in all five jurisdictions (National Survey on Drug Use and Health [NSDUH], 2006-2017).Alaska and Oregon are leading the nation in past-year marijuana use among youth aged 12–17 (NSDUH, 2006-2017). Colorado currently holds the top ranking for first-time marijuana use among youth
	EXECUTIVE HIGHLIGHTSColorado and Washington legalized marijuana in 2012, followed by Alaska and Oregon in 2014. The District of Columbia legalized cultivation and possession in 2014. Today’s highly potent marijuana represents a growing and significant threat to public health and safety, a threat that is amplified by a new marijuana industry intent on profiting from heavy use. State laws allowing marijuana have, in direct contradiction to federal law, permitted this industry to flourish, influencing both pol
	P
	SELLING TO MINORS
	• Washington state law enforcement has documented a total of 424 violations among licensed marijuana businesses. Of these, 288 violations pertained to selling marijuana to minors and 136 violations were for allowing minors access to a restricted area (Washington State Liquor and Cannabis Board [WSLCB], 2017). 
	P
	• Washington, DC, saw public consumption and distribution arrests nearly triple between the years 2015 and 2016. A disproportionate number of those marijuana-related arrests occurred among African-Americans (Moyer, 2017; District of Columbia Metropolitan Police Department [DCMPD], 2016).• Colorado marijuana arrests for young African-American and Hispanic youth have increased since legalization (Colorado Department of Public Safety [CDPS], 2016). 
	• Colorado schools that had 25% or fewer youth of color had 313 marijuana-related suspensions compared to 658 marijuana-related suspensions for schools comprised of populations with 76% or more youth of color (CDPS, 2016). 
	COSTS RELATED TO HIGHLY POTENT TETRAHYDROCANNABINOL (THC) BURNSAccording to the Oregon Burn Center, Butane Hash Oil explosions have resulted in at least 30 burn victims between July 2015 to July 2016, costing about $5,154,202 in total treatment costs (Oregon State Police-Drug Enforcement Section [OSPDES], 2017).
	THE BLACK MARKET• Narcotics officers in Colorado have been busy responding to the 50% increase in illegal grow operations across rural areas in the state (Stewart, 2017).• In 2016 alone, Colorado law enforcement confiscated 7,116 pounds of marijuana, carried out 252 felony arrests, and made 346 highway interdictions of marijuana headed to 36 different U.S. states (RMHIDTA, 2017). • The U.S. mail system has also been affected by the black market, seeing an 844% increase in marijuana seizures (RMHIDTA, 2017).
	CRIME•The crime rate in Colorado has increased 11 timesfaster than the rest of the nation since legalization(Mitchell, 2017), with the Colorado Bureau ofInvestigation reporting an 8.3% increase in propertycrimes and an 18.6% increase in violent crimes(Colorado Bureau of Investigation [CBI], 2017).•A study funded by the National Institutes of Healthshowed that the density of marijuana dispensarieswas linked to increased property crimes innearby areas (Freisthler, Gaidus, Tam, Ponicki, &Gruenewald, 2017).•The
	THE WORKPLACE•Marijuana urine test results in Washington and Coloradoare now double the national average (Quest Diagnostics,2016).•Insurance claims have become a growing concern amongcompanies in legalized states (Hlavac & Easterly, 2016).
	IMPAIRED DRIVING•The number of drivers in Colorado intoxicated with marijuana and involved in fatal traffic crashes increased 88% from 2013 to 2015 (Migoya, 2017). Marijuana-r elatedtraffic deaths increased 66% between the four -year averagesbefore and after legalization (National Highway Traffic Safety Administration [NHTSA], 2017).•Driving under the influence of drugs (DUIDs) havealso risen in Colorado, with 76% of statewide DUIDs involving marijuana (Colorado State Patrol [CSP], 2017).•Washington State e
	In 2012, Colorado and Washington voters passed referendums legalizing marijuana, accelerating the growth of a multibillion dollar, addiction-for-profit industry, and causing negative impacts both inside and outside of those states. We now have five years of data, lessons learned, and negative impacts affecting both families and communities. The goal of the industry is to successfully convert young, casual users into heavy, more frequent users. Given this nation’s addiction epidemic—deaths driven largely by 
	0100200300400500600108110132137137151218240305286340269379377402468472504536-2017--2016--2015--2014--2013--2012--2011--2010--2009--2008--2007--2006--2005--2004--2003--2002--2001--2000--1999-Medicalized MarijuanaCommercialized MarijuanaFully Legalized MarijuanaOPIOID DEATHS HAVE INCREASED, NOT DECREASED, SINCE COLORADO LEGALIZED MARIJUANAFOR MEDICAL USE IN 2000Source: Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment (CDPHE)
	Although the full picture resulting from legalization will not be clear for decades, we need not wait that long to understand some key consequences. The states that have legalized marijuana have among the highest rates of marijuana use in the country. Other data show: • Higher rates of marijuana-related driving fatalities.• More marijuana-related emergency room visits, hospitalizations, and accidental exposures.• Expansion of a lucrative criminal market.• Increases in marijuana-related crimes and juvenile o
	However, public health and safety departments and law enforcement agencies in the states where legalization has been in place the longest have produced primary data and impact reports that shine a light on how current marijuana policies are failing to protect the health of the general population (Northwest High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area [NHIDTA], 2016; RMHIDTA, 2017; WSOFM, 2017; Oregon Health Authority [OHA], 2016; Alaska Department of Public Safety [ADPS], 2016; Washington Traffic Safety Commission 
	ADVERSE EFFECTS ON HEALTH OUTCOMES
	As commercialization increases in legalized states, false advertising of marijuana products as being “natural” and “healthier than alcohol and tobacco” have greatly decreased the perceived risk of harm related to marijuana use. The main psychoactive ingredient in marijuana, THC, 
	has now been observed to cause many different types of mental and physiological health problems—especially in children and youth. Direct associations have been made between the frequency of marijuana use and higher THC potency with the development of mental health issues (psychosis, depression, anxiety, suicidality, reshaping of brain matter, and addiction) (Miller, in press; Fischer et al., 2017). Links to lung damage and serious cardiovascular problems have also been found (hypertension, myocardial infarc
	and cardiac arrest) (Pacher, Steffens, Hasko, Schindler, & Kunos, 2017; Hall & Lynskey, 2016). Marijuana use during pregnancy has also been shown to negatively affect the cognitive development of children by increasing their risk of hyperactivity, impulsivity, and inability to focus (Wang et al., 2017; Huizink & Mulder, 2006). 
	Chronic adolescent marijuana use has been correlated with cognitive impairment and a decreased ability to do well in work or school (Finn, 2015; Meier, Hill, Small, & Luthar, 2015; Arria, Caldeira, Bugbee, Vincent, & O’Grady, 2015; Meier et al., 2012). 
	Marijuana has a variety of other interactions with mental health. While the popular view holds that marijuana is not addictive, brain scans of marijuana users show changes in the structure of the brain’s reward center to be consistent with addiction (Gilman et al., 2014). Heavy users have also been clearly observed to have withdrawal symptoms (Hasin, Keyes, Alderson, Wang, Aharonovich, & Grant, 2008). In Colorado, marijuana is the second drug most often implicated in addiction treatment admissions, after al
	abuse prescription opioids (Olfson et al., 2017). Colorado toxicology reports show the percentage of adolescent suicide victims testing positive for marijuana has increased (CDPHE, 2017).  This is not terribly surprising, as daily marijuana use among youth who begin before the age of 17 significantly increases the risk of suicide attempts (Silins et al., 2014).
	ADVERSE EFFECTS ON HEALTH OUTCOMES
	AVERAGE TOXICOLOGY OF SUICIDES AMONG ADOLESCENTS AGES 10-19 YEARS OLD (WITH KNOWN TOXICOLOGY)SOURCE: Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment (CDPHE), Colorado Violent Death Reporting System 11
	BUSINESS COMPARISON2017SOURCE: Colorado Department of Revenue; Starbucks Coffee Company, Corporate Office Headquarters; McDonalds Corporation, Corporate Office Headquarters; Washington State Liquor & Cannabis Board. Licensing. February 26, 2018. Information obtained from https://lcb.wa.gov/sites/default/files/publications/Public_Records/2017/MarijuanaApplicants.xls; Oregon Liquor Control Commission. http://www.oregon.gov/olcc/marijuana/Documents/Approved_Retail_Licenses.pdf1,014392208478634297523326209
	COMMERCIALIZATION: A GROWING CONCERN
	The rise of commercialization has inundated legalized communities with marijuana companies and paraphernalia. In Colorado, this has led to more marijuana stores than McDonald’s and Starbucks combined (1,014 retail marijuana outlets, with 394 of them being located with medical marijuana outlets, versus 600 McDonald’s and Starbucks) (RMHIDTA, 2017; RMHIDTA, personal communication, January 25, 2018). Although marijuana industry lobbyists claim that the mass commercialization of marijuana poses little threat to
	COMMERCIALIZATION: A GROWING CONCERN
	The industry has prospered in selling marijuana-infused “edibles” that come in the form of cookies, candy, ice cream, sodas, and other sweet treats that are particularly appealing to children. These edibles comprise approximately 20 to 50% of the market in legalized states (where data is available), thereby increasing their availability to children and youth who are normally unaware of consumption serving sizes and consequences (Colorado Department of Revenue, 2015; O’Connor, Danelo, Fukano, Johnson, Law, &
	marijuana flower hybrids and concentrates continues to rise with the increase in demand for products with higher THC 
	potency levels. In Seattle, Washington, the average THC potency level far exceeds the national average at 21.24% for marijuana flowers and 72.76% for marijuana concentrates (NHIDTA, 2016). And mislabeling is not uncommon. According to Soldotna, Alaska, Police Chief Peter Mlynarik, testing of marijuana products revealed discrepancies “… of up to 77% difference in THC potency in the samples provided” (P. Mlynarik, personal communication, January 19, 2018). All legal states have had numerous recalls due to poo
	MARIJUANA-RELATED POISON CONTROL CALLS, HOSPITALIZATIONS, AND ER VISITS
	The increase in marijuana availability due to legalization has led to increasing numbers of marijuana-related poison control calls, hospitalizations, and ER visits.
	Emergency Marijuana-Related Poison Control Calls in COAll AgesAges 0-18Source: Rocky Mountain Poison and Drug Center Report, Colorado Marijuana Statistics for 2016, as reported by HIDTA100150200250300286273245158162146-2016--2015--2014--2013--2012--2011-050100150200250224231223127110869544627045101117926750394527262621-2016--2015--2014--2013--2012--2011--2010--2009--2008--2007--2006-Emergency Marijuana-Related Poison Control Calls in WASource: Source: Washington Poison Control Center, Washington Poison Cent
	Marijuana-related emergency room visits have also surged since legalization. According to the ColoradoDepartment of Public Health and Environment, the annual rate of marijuana-related emergency room visits increased 35% between the years 2011 and 2015 (CDPHE, 2016). The burden on the emergency departments stemming from the type of patient care required and the resulting financial implications have been large for hospitals in Colorado (Finn, 2015). 
	500100015002000250030003500302524431779141713131260963911818810Jan-Sept. 2015-2014--2013--2012--2011--2010--2009--2008--2007--2006-Source: Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment, Monitoring Health Concerns Related to Marijuana in Colorado: 2016COLORADO HOSPITALIZATION RATES RELATED TO MARIJUANA
	MARIJUANA EMERGENCY ROOM VISITS HAVE ALSO INCREASED AMONG CHILDREN AND ADOLESCENTS (CHA, 2016). 
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	Central Oregon hospitals saw a nearly 2,000% increase in emergency room visits due to marijuana poisoning, with 434 marijuana-related emergency visits in January 2016 alone, compared to a maximum of 32 visits per month prior to legalization (Kent, 2016). One hospital in Bend, Oregon, had an increase in marijuana-related emergency room visits from 229 in 2012 to 2,251 visits in 2015, while the average number of marijuana-related emergency room visits per month in the same hospital in 2016 was 552 cases (Hawr
	Adolescents 9-17Children <91,5761,8931,0111,055Source: Colorado Hospital Association 2011-Sep 2015 as reported in Monitoring Health Concerns Related to Marijuana in Colorado: 2016, Per 100,000MARIJUANA RELATED EMERGENCY ROOM VISITS IN CO BY AGE*Rates are per 100,000 2010-20132014-Sep 201516 
	OREGON BURN CENTER VICTIMS WITH COST FROM BUTANE HASH OIL PRODUCTIONSource: Oregon Health Authority-Public Health Division as reported by the Oregon State Police Drug Enforcement Section-2012-2013--2013-2014--2014-2015--2015-2016-3$1.613$2.67$1.1$5.230JULY 1, 2015RECREATIONALLEGALIZATION# of burn victimsCost in millions17
	The increase in marijuana-related emergency room visits includes a growing number of Butane Hash Oil (BHO) burn victims. BHO is a marijuana concentrate that yields a THC potency of 70–99% and is highly lucrative. Production involves forcing raw marijuana and butane into a reaction chamber, which creates a highly combustible liquid that easily explodes when introduced to an ignition source. According to the Oregon Burn Center, BHO explosions have resulted in at least 30 burn victims between July 2015 to July
	11731261Marijuana-related arrest rates in CO, ages 10-202015201628.37%% of youth ages 10-17 on probation testing positive for marijuana since legalization in CO201231.91%201333.77%201434.40%201534.83%2016
	Since Colorado, Washington, Oregon, Alaska, and the District of Columbia allowed for marijuana, past-month use of the drug has continued to rise above the national average among youth aged 12–17 in all four states and Washington, DC. 
	Legalized states are leading the nation in past-year marijuana use among youth aged 12–17 (NSDUH,2006-2016). Colorado currently holds the top ranking for first-time #1marijuana use among youth, representing a 65% increase in the years since legalization.
	NSDUH, 2006-2016). The number f youth arrested for marijuana ncreased from 2015 to 2016 (CBI, 017), and the percentage of youth n probation testing positive for arijuana in Colorado has also ncreased each year since legalization DPS, 2017).
	Despite the claims of pot-industry lobbyists that legalization will not affect young adult and youth use, the data show people are radically increasing their rate of consumption (IBH, n.d.). One recent study showed increased use by 14–18 year olds with newer forms of consumption—vaping and edibles (Borodovsky, Lee, Crosier, Gabrielli, Sargent, & Budney, 2017). About 62% of Oregon 11th graders have reported “very easy” access to marijuana, with many of them reporting marijuana acquisition coming primarily fr
	The most recognized survey on the prevalence of drug use among U.S. households is the National Survey on Drug Use and Health (NSDUH). According to NSDUH data, marijuana use in all four legalized states and the District of Columbia has continued to increase since legalization. Unfortunately, state studies such as the Healthy Kids Colorado Survey (HKCS) have muddied the waters. This particular study has been rejected by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) due to its unsound methodology. The s
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	Crystal AckerFrom:Paul Morrison <pmorrison@marinwater.org>Sent:August 13, 2018 11:27 AMTo:Crystal AckerCc:'Ricardo Capretta'; Karla Noyes (Karla@K arlaNoyes.com); dave.palmgren1@gmail.comSubject:FW: Community Message: 3 men arrested after tying up, attempting to shoot victim at SR Pot Farm. Hi Crystal, please add this most recent cannabis crime to the list of complaints from the local residents.  Also, please send me the updated traffic study that was sent in by the applicant and an update on when this item
	2         
	Community: 3 men arrested after tying up, attempting to shoot victim at SR Pot Farm.  Dear Lisa Capretta, Deputies from the Sonoma County Sheriff’s Office arrested three men after they beat, tied up and attempted to shoot a former coworker at a marijuana farm. The call came out yesterday at about 7:30 AM in the 6500 block of St. Helena Rd in Santa Rosa. The caller, Moises Calvillo‐Chavez, who later turned out to be one of three suspects, called the Sheriff’s Office stating the former head grower for their m
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