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THIS MEETING WILL BE HELD IN THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS CHAMBERS
891 Mountain Ranch Road, San Andreas, CA 95249
In Compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), if you need special assistance to participate
in this meeting, please contact the Clerk to the Board of Supervisors at 209/754-6370 at least 48 hours
prior to the start of the meeting. Notification in advance will allow reasonable arrangements to be made to
ensure accessibility to this meeting. Government Code §54954.2(a).
The agenda packet and supporting documentation are available for public review in the Clerk-Recorder’s
Office, during regular business hours.
If you wish to address the Board on an agenda item, please come to the rostrum when public comment
on that item is opened and give your name, if you choose, and your comments. Time limits and order of
items shall be the discretion of the Chair, including a break for lunch which generally will be from 12:00
p.m. to 1:00 or 1:30 p.m., unless otherwise noted under Announcements.

9:00 AM:

Call to Order
Pledge of Allegiance
Announcements

This is a time for board members and County staff to provide updates of upcoming County
events that may be of interest to the public.

GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT - 30 MINUTES
Any item of interest to the public that is within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Board and is not
posted on the Consent or Regular agendas may be addressed during the Public Comment period.
California law prohibits the Board from taking action on any matter which is not posted on the agenda
unless it is determined to be an emergency by the Board of Supervisors. If Public Comment is completed
before the 30 minute allotted time period, the Board may immediately move to the next order of business.
If Public Comment is not completed during the allotted time period, it will be continued as the last item of
business in order to provide an opportunity for the remainder of comments to be heard.

CONSENT AGENDA
Consent agenda items are expected to be routine and non-controversial. They will be acted upon by the
Board at one time without discussion. Any board member, staff member or interested party may request
removal of an item from the consent agenda for later discussion.
1.

PUBLIC WORKS (ID # 4499) Authorize the Auditor-Controller to process the budget transfer
associated with implementation of the Butte Fire Road Restoration Plan, requiring a 4/5th
affirmative vote of the Board of Supervisors.
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Tuesday, April 16, 2019
REGULAR AGENDA

2.

HUMAN RESOURCES (ID # 4500) Adopt a Resolution Appointing the County Administrative
Officer and Approve and Authorize the Board Chair to sign the Employment Agreement.

3.

PLANNING (ID # 4448) Receive a presentation and provide direction to staff regarding the
content of a cannabis cultivation regulatory ordinance.
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9:00 AM
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CALAVERAS COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA SUBMITTAL
Short Name/Subject
Butte Fire Road Restoration Plan
Dept:
Public Works
Contact: Joshua Pack
Phone:
209/754-6402

Board Meeting Date
April 16, 2019
Supervisorial
District Number
Countywide

Published Notice Required? No
Public Hearing Required? No
Type of Document? Action Item
PowerPoint Presentation Included? No
Budget Transfer Included (Must be signed by Auditor)? No
Complete Agreement Required? No
Position Allocation Change? No

Agenda Number
1
Consent Agenda

Estimated Time:
0 Minutes

RECOMMENDATION:
Authorize the Auditor-Controller to process the budget transfer associated with implementation
of the Butte Fire Road Restoration Plan, requiring a 4/5th affirmative vote of the Board of
Supervisors.
DISCUSSION/SUMMARY:
On April 09, 2019, the Board of Supervisors adopted Resolution 4398 approving the
Department of Public Works’ Butte Fire Road Restoration Plan. At that time, item 2 in the staff
recommendation was removed as the associated budget transfer was believed to have been
included in an item presented by the County Administrative Office. Subsequently, staff identified
this was not the case, therefore the budget transfer associated with this plan is being brought
forward today for approval.
FINANCING:
The total projected expenditures over the lifetime of the project are $13,450,636. The budget
transfer necessary for Public Works to receive funds has been prepared by the County
Administrative Office and is included in IQM2 Item #4478.
ALTERNATIVES:
The Board may choose not to support the department’s recommendation. This is not advisable
as denying the request would challenge actions previously taken by the Board.
OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:
Auditor-Controller's Office, County Administrative Office
APPROVED BY:
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Butte Fire Road Restoration Plan
April 16, 2019
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Attachment: Butte Fire Road Recovery Budget Transfer (4499 : Butte Fire Road Restoration Plan)

1.a

Packet Pg. 5

2

CALAVERAS COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA SUBMITTAL
Short Name/Subject
Appointment of CAO - Albert G. Alt
Dept:
Administrative Office
Div:
Human Resources
Contact: Judy Hawkins
Phone:
209-754-6772

Board Meeting Date
April 16, 2019
Supervisorial
District Number

Published Notice Required? No
Public Hearing Required? No
Type of Document?Resolution
PowerPoint Presentation Included?No
Budget Transfer Included (Must be signed by Auditor)? No
Complete Agreement Required?No
Position Allocation Change?No

Agenda Number
2
Regular Agenda

Estimated Time:
20 Minutes

RECOMMENDATION:
Adopt a Resolution Appointing the County Administrative Officer and Approve and Authorize the
Board Chair to sign the Employment Agreement.
DISCUSSION/SUMMARY:
The position of County Administrative Officer (CAO) was vacated by resignation and effective
January 3, 2019. The County of Calaveras Board of Supervisors directed the Human
Resources Department to conduct a comprehensive recruitment for a new County
Administrative Officer.
With the completion of the of the initial recruitment process by Human Resources, which
produced a qualified pool of candidates, a selection panel held interviews and recommended
the most qualified CAO candidates to the Board of Supervisors for interviews which took place
on March 5, 2019 in closed session. As the final step of the recruitment process the Board of
Supervisors held a closed session, pursuant to Government Code Section 54957, on March 26,
2019 and unanimously voted to appoint Dr. Albert G. Alt as the County Administrative Officer
(CAO) and directed staff to negotiate the employment agreement, make a conditional offer of
employment and conduct the background check. Further, and as a result of that action, the
Board wishes to enter into an Employment Agreement (attached) with Dr. Alt for County
Administrative Officer services with an employment effective date of April 27, 2019.
Dr. Alt brings to Calaveras County significant experience in fiscal responsibilities, managing
general fund budgets up to $400 million and capital improvement budgets up to $600 million. In
Dr. Alt’s various roles as Vice Chancellor and Chief Financial Officer, he has had the opportunity
to lead strategic financial planning including budget development and debt issuance to support
strategic objectives. Outside of finance, Dr. Alt has experience in the areas of Human
Resources, Risk Management and Labor Negotiations. Other positions held by Dr. Alt include
Vice President of College and Administrative Services, and Director of Human Resources. Dr.
Alt has earned a doctorate in education leadership from Drexel University and a Master’s in
Business Administration. He is currently in the process of becoming a Certified Public Finance
Officer through the Government Financial Officers Association.
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One of the most important traits that Dr. Alt brings to Calaveras County is a “strong commitment
to the County’s rural community character”. Dr. Alt is a resident of Calaveras County and
serves on several commissions and committees within the County.
FINANCING:
The Administrative Office will absorb any salary and benefit overages within the existing budget
for Fiscal Year 2018/2019 and request a future adjustment if necessary.
ALTERNATIVES:
There are no recommended alternatives since the Board of Supervisors has already
unanimously voted to appoint Dr. Alt to the position of CAO. This resolution is memorializing
the vote made on March 26, 2019.
OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:
Interim CAO, Board of Supervisors
APPROVED BY:
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF CALAVERAS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
April 16, 2019
Resolution
No. (ID # 4500)

A RESOLUTION
COMPENSATION
OFFICER.

APPOINTING AND ESTABLISHING
OF
COUNTY
ADMINISTRATIVE

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors, County of Calaveras, seeks to appoint a County
Administrative Officer (CAO); and
WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors, County of Calaveras, wishes to enter into an
Employment Agreement for County Administrative Officer Services; and
WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors, County of Calaveras, proposes a $89.63 per hour
wage; and
WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors, County of Calaveras, proposes a credit of
seniority of 6 years; and
WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors, County of Calaveras, proposes a $500 per month
automobile allowance to cover travel necessary to perform the duties of CAO; and
WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors, County of Calaveras, proposes crediting 24 hours
of vacation leave upon start date; and
WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors, County of Calaveras, proposes a vacation
accrual at the rate of 120 hours annually; and
WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors, County of Calaveras, proposes crediting 45 days
(360 hours) of sick leave upon start date and accrue sick leave as set forth in Calaveras County
Code, Section 2.64.675; and
WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors, County of Calaveras, proposes that upon
extension of the Employment Agreement for an additional 3 years an additional month of
compensation will be paid; and
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NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors, County of
Calaveras, hereby appoints Albert G. Alt as County Administrative Officer and approves the
above mentioned salary and benefits pursuant to the Board’s offer of employment.
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors,
County of Calaveras, hereby approves and authorizes the Chair to sign the Employment
Agreement for County Administrative Officer Services.

______________________________
Chair
ATTEST
Rebecca Turner, Ex-Officio Clerk
of the Board of Supervisors, County of Calaveras
_______________________________
Deputy Clerk
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Attachment: Employment Agreement (4500 : Appointment of CAO - Albert G. Alt)

2.a
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Attachment: Employment Agreement (4500 : Appointment of CAO - Albert G. Alt)
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Attachment: Employment Agreement (4500 : Appointment of CAO - Albert G. Alt)
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Attachment: Employment Agreement (4500 : Appointment of CAO - Albert G. Alt)
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Attachment: Employment Agreement (4500 : Appointment of CAO - Albert G. Alt)
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Attachment: Employment Agreement (4500 : Appointment of CAO - Albert G. Alt)
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CALAVERAS COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA SUBMITTAL
Short Name/Subject
Cannabis Ordinance Study Session #2
Dept:
Planning
Contact: Peter Maurer
Phone:
(209) 754-6394

Board Meeting Date
April 16, 2019
Supervisorial
District Number
Countywide

Published Notice Required? No
Public Hearing Required? No
Type of Document? Informational Item
PowerPoint Presentation Included? Yes
Budget Transfer Included (Must be signed by Auditor)? No
Complete Agreement Required? No
Position Allocation Change? No

Agenda Number
3
Regular Agenda

Estimated Time:
5 hours

RECOMMENDATION:
Receive a presentation and provide direction to staff regarding the content of a cannabis
cultivation regulatory ordinance.
DISCUSSION/SUMMARY:
On February 19, 2019 the Board of Supervisors held a study session regarding cannabis
cultivation and regulation. At that time the Board indicated its intention to have staff prepare a
regulatory ordinance and the Board and staff began a discussion of the contents of that
ordinance. Because of the complexity of the issues and the length of time that the session was
taking, the Board directed staff to return at a later date with a revised list of staff questions from
the affected departments.
The Board also directed staff, as a component of the questions, to provide its recommendations.
The department heads and applicable staff have met subsequently to discuss the issues. The
following is a list of staff’s understanding of the direction given at the prior study session, and
questions that remain in order to prepare the regulatory ordinance.

Confirmation of 2/19 direction
1. Majority of Board wants a regulatory ordinance
2. Cannabis cultivation will be limited to the following:
a. Only previously registered cultivators who were in good standing at the
time the ban became effective and had a temporary license from the state
are eligible to apply
b. Outdoor and mixed light cultivation may only occur upon issuance of a
non-discretionary permit on the following parcels:
i. A1, AP and GF zoned parcels of 10 or more acres
ii. RA zoned parcels of 20 or more acres
c. A discretionary permit (AUP or CUP) may be considered on the following
parcels:
i. RA zoned between 10-20 acres
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Cannabis Ordinance Study Session #2
April 16, 2019
ii. U and RR zoned parcels 20 or more acres
d. A land owner may apply to change the zoning in order to comply but that
will be considered through the normal zoning amendment process.
Staff recommends that the minimum parcel size be reconsidered. Most of the complaints were
based on the proximity to other residences. Larger parcel sizes will reduce potential conflicts of
odor and visibility of plants. Staff suggests that the Board consider a minimum parcel size of 20
acres. (Note: Of the 35 sites that met the non-discretionary permit requirements above, only 2
are less than 20 acres.)
3. No cultivation may occur until a site has been brought into full local compliance
and all required permits and a state license is in place.
4. The number of cultivation permits will be limited by zoning and parcel size rather
than a numerical cap, and further limited to those who previously were in good
standing with the County and had been issued a state license.
5. Multiple “premises” (separately issued cultivation sites) may be located on a
single parcel.
6. Other license types (distribution, nurseries, etc.) will not be included in the
regulatory ordinance. Dispensaries (medical retailers) are already permitted
under a separate ordinance.
7. No permanent residence will be required on parcels containing outdoor/mixed
light cultivation sites, but all structures must meet building and health and safety
codes and permits must be finaled on all structures before a cannabis permit will
be issued.
8. Camping and use of an RV will be prohibited except as permitted in County Code.
9. Appeals of ministerial permit denials and civil enforcement will be through the
administrative hearing process established in Chapter 8.06.
10. Annual renewals will be required.
11. Permits run with the land and are transferrable, provided a new permittee meets
all requirements.
12. Personal cultivation will no longer require registration.
13. Outdoor cultivation of no more than six plants for personal use may be permitted
with an appropriate setback (suggested at 150 yards to minimize odor issues.)
The minimum setback under the UO for commercial cultivation was 75 feet. A 450 foot setback
seems excessive for six plants compared with that. That would require a minimum of 18.5
acres for someone to grow for personal use outdoors. Staff suggests that the same setback be
applied as for commercial cultivation.

Additional questions needing answers in order to proceed with drafting a
regulatory ordinance
Zoning and parcel size
14. If a discretionary permit will be considered for RA, RR, and U cultivation, will it
require an AUP or CUP?
The approval authority for an AUP lies with the Planning Director while a CUP is with the
Planning Commission. Both are appealable and subject to CEQA. Staff recommends that the
County not provide a use permit process for U and RR zoned parcels. Instead, if the site is
appropriate for cultivation, a zoning amendment would be the appropriate method to allow
cultivation. Furthermore, the zoning ordinance requires that any parcel zone U, Unclassified be
rezoned to an appropriate zone prior to approving any discretionary permit. If, however, the
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Cannabis Ordinance Study Session #2
April 16, 2019
Board decides to provide an avenue for cultivation on RR zoned parcels, a CUP would be
appropriate rather than an AUP. Staff believes that most of the requests for a discretionary
permit will be controversial and it is better to have the Planning Commission make the decision
(CUP) rather than the Planning Director (AUP). The Planning Director’s decisions on AUPs
would likely be appealed which would result in a Planning Commission hearing regardless.
15. What will the minimum parcel size requirements for co-location of outdoor/mixed
light cultivation? Should there be a numerical limit on the number of co-located
premises on a single parcel?
Staff recommends a graduated scale, with the minimum parcel size increasing with the number
of premises to be allowed, up to a maximum of five. The number of co-located premises
allowed on a parcel should be proportional to the minimum size allowed for cultivation, i.e. if ten
acres is the minimum, 2 premises on 20 acres, 3 on 30, etc.
16. Should co-location of outdoor/mixed light cultivation be limited to the same zones
as a single cultivation site?
Having the same criteria is logical, but the Board could consider stricter requirements for
multiple premises, such as only in A1, AP and GF to minimize potential conflicts in RA and other
zones. The A1, AP and GF zones are resource zones, intended to have higher intensity
resource uses, while the RA zone is intended to provide an equal emphasis on residential and
agricultural uses. Multiple premises would make the use more commercial in nature.
17. Will indoor grows be allowed in M1, M2, and M4? If so, what should the maximum
cultivation area be?
Indoor cultivation did not seem to create the types of conflicts that the County experienced
under the UO as outdoor/mixed light cultivation. Issues of odor can be controlled with adequate
filtration. Exposure to hazards (especially high levels of CO2) can be addressed with proper
signage. Staff recommends that indoor cultivation be permitted as it was under the UO. Under
the UO, the maximum area was up to 10,000 square feet (a small indoor state license type).
Staff also recommends that this limitation be retained.
18. Will indoor cultivation be permitted in the zones where outdoor cultivation will be
permitted (A1, AP, etc.)?
Several cultivators under the UO had indoor facilities, either separate from or in conjunction with
outdoor or mixed light cultivation. Staff recommends that where outdoor cultivation is permitted,
indoor may also be permitted.
Buffers/Setbacks
19. State law deems K-12 schools, day care centers and youth centers (as defined in
§26001 of the Business and Professions Code) to be sensitive uses for purposes
of siting outdoor/mixed light cultivation. Does the Board want to add other uses
to that list?
Such uses should be semi-permanent (something that isn’t changed regularly), and something
staff is able to easily keep track of. They should also be uses that have the potential to place
youth or other sensitive groups in proximity to and with access to cannabis. Uses that are
unlikely to expose such groups to cannabis cultivation should not be included. Public parks
should be included on the list of sensitive uses.
20. What will the sensitive use buffers be for outdoor/mixed light cultivation?
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o

State law requires 600 ft. from the premises (the area that the cultivation
activity occurs).
o UO had 1000 ft. from the closest property line
21. Do we measure from premises boundaries or parcel lines?
Staff recommends that the 1000 ft. measurement be used but from the premises. This would
promote siting the location of the cultivation area internally onto larger parcels, increasing
screening opportunities. The premises is the contiguous area identified on the site plan for both
the local permit and state license and contains the canopy area and outbuildings and other
areas where licensed activities occur.
22. What should the setback of the premises (cultivation area) from the property line
be?
There is no setback from the property line established in state law. The UO required a 75’
setback. This seems reasonable, but the Board could increase or decrease that distance if
appropriate.
Site Development Standards
23. What will the fencing requirements be? What materials?
Under the UO, fencing was required as a means to screen the plants, and to provide security
from trespass. In many instances fencing was ineffective as a visual screen, and in some cases
was more visually intrusive than the plants themselves. Cultivators will likely want to fence the
cultivation area for their own security purposes as well as to prevent damage from deer and
other animals. The state requires that fencing be identified on the application site plan but does
not specify standards for fencing. Other jurisdictions have created specific standards for
fencing. Due to the larger parcel size, and the ineffectiveness of a fence to screen plants, staff
recommends that the County not impose fencing standards for visual screening, but include
provisions only for security fencing, locking gates, and similar provisions to minimize trespass
and theft.
24. Should cultivators be able to use generators?
State standards allow the use of generators, provided that they meet air pollution control
requirements. Staff recommends that generators only be used as an emergency backup when
there is a power outage. The County received many noise complaints about generators during
the UO. Connection to the grid or an alternative power source such as solar should be required.
25. The state has lighting requirements to minimize light and glare from mixed light
operations. They require that light be shielded. Does the County want to impose
more stringent requirements?
The state lighting standards require downward facing and shielded lighting, and mixed light
licensees shield lights from sunset to sunrise. This would be what staff would recommend.
However, it may be appropriate to have similar language in the County regulations so that the
County can enforce lighting requirements. Excess lighting was one of the concerns expressed
by neighboring property owners.
26. Does the Board want to impose specific security requirements for cultivation
sites?
The County can require specific security measures (fencing, video cameras, etc.) or leave
security up to the needs of the cultivator. The draft regulatory ordinance recommended by the
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Planning Commission in 2017 included provisions for minimum security requirements. The
Sheriff recommends that those, or similar provisions be included in the ordinance.
27. Does the Board want to impose fire safety and hazmat requirements above those
required by the State?
The state requires notification to the local fire protection district of an indoor cultivation
application. Staff recommends that all applications for cultivation, whether indoor, outdoor, or
mixed light include notification to the fire district. With regard to pesticide regulations, the State
occupies the field, and the county does not have the authority to impose alternative regulations.
Similarly, all hazardous materials listed under the CUPA program must be reported to
Environmental Health if those materials are at or above reportable quantities. Additional
standards do not seem necessary.
Application and Procedural Requirements
28. State regulations have a background check requirement. Does the Board want to
have its own background check process by the Sheriff or rely on the state
process?
Planning staff has met several times with the Sheriff, District Attorney, and County Counsel to
review the background check requirements of the state and the needs of local law enforcement.
The state requires a background check for all owners and those who have a financial interest in
the operation. This is a “Triple I” review of state, federal, and international databases.
However, they do not share that with local law enforcement officials. Nor do they conduct
background checks for those working at the cultivation sites. Staff recommends that a local
background check procedure be established for all persons associated with and working at
cannabis sites. The process would need to have clear standards established by the Sheriff’s
Office, identifying what would be a disqualifying offense. A security clearance card would be
issued for any person associated with cultivation, including temporary workers, which would be
valid at any site, including dispensaries.
29. What should the code enforcement provisions be and how do you want appeals to
be handled?
Under the UO, appeals of staff decisions on cultivation registration applications were handled by
the Planning Commission, with subsequent appeals to the Board. This took a substantial
amount of time and resources. Appeals of citations for illegal cultivation and non-compliance of
ordinance standards were heard by a hearing officer under the provisions of Ch. 8.06. Staff
recommends that appeals of ministerial permits for cultivation, citations, fines, and enforcement
of the provisions of the ordinance be handled as a code enforcement issue utilizing a hearing
officer, similar to the way code issues were handled under the UO. This will expedite the
appeals process for both the County and appellants. The land use appeal process is geared
towards discretionary permits, so only if we establish a discretionary review and permitting
process (AUP or CUP for cultivation in specified zones) should Ch. 17.90 apply.
30. Do you want to retain the abandoned site remediation requirements of the ban?
The remediation requirements established with the ban ordinance should be retained. These
are logical and reasonable requirements if a cultivator chooses to shut down an operation,
although the timeline should be reduced.
31. Do you want to require bonding or other surety for cleanup of any abandoned
sites?
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Cannabis Ordinance Study Session #2
April 16, 2019
The state requires the posting of a bond for crop destruction only. Staff recommends that a
bond be posted to encourage remediation of cultivation sites that may be abandoned.
Summary
At the conclusion of the study session, staff hopes to have sufficient direction from the Board to
prepare a draft ordinance that meets the requirements of the majority of the Board. The
attached chart shows options and recommendations, and will be used during the study session
to document the direction given by the Board. Following preparation of a draft ordinance, an
appropriate CEQA document will need to be prepared and hearings will then be scheduled
before the Planning Commission, followed by an adoption hearing (or hearings) with the Board
of Supervisors.
FINANCING:
A fee will need to be established to cover the cost of the regulatory program. The fee can only
be used for the purpose of the program and cannot exceed its costs. Any shortfall will have to
come from the general fund. The direction from this study session should also provide sufficient
information to the various departments involved in the regulatory program to establish the fee to
cover the costs of the program. The fee will need to be in place a month prior to adoption of the
ordinance due to the requirement that no fee go into effect for 60 days after its adoption (which
can be done by resolution) while an ordinance goes into effect 30 days after its adoption.
OTHER AGENCY INVOLVEMENT:
Building, Sheriff, Public Works, EMA, Counsel, DA, Administration
APPROVED BY:
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Direction Provided at Feb. 19 Study Session
#
Issue
1
Regulatory Ordinance
2a
Zoning limitations
2b
2c
2d
3

Timing of cultivation

4
5
6
7

Permit # limits
Multiple premises
Other license types
Residence on site

8
9

Camping
Appeals

10
11
12
13

Permit renewals
Transfer of permits
Personal cultivation
Personal cultivation

BOS Direction
Create new ordinance
Prior registration in good standing and state license
A1, AP, GF with 10+ acres, RA with 20+– nondiscretionary permit
RA 10-20 acres, U & RR 20+ acres with discretionary
permit (AUP or CUP)
Land owner may apply for zoning amendment
Local and state permit/license required prior to
cultivation
Limited by zoning, prior approval; no numerical cap
More than 1 per parcel OK
No (except retailers/dispensaries per 17.91)
Permanent residence not required; All structures must
be permitted
Camping and RV use prohibited
Handled through 8.06 hearing officer rather than
Planning Commission
Annually
Transferable, but transferee must meet all standards
No registration required
Outdoor OK with appropriate setback (to be
determined)

Changes by BOS

Options (Staff recommendation in bold)
None – Require
CUP
AUP
zoning
amendment
Same as min.
Graduated scale Graduated
for zone no limit (1 premises per scale cap at 5
to number
10 ac.)
Limit to A1, AP and GF
Same as permitted for
single premises
All 3
M1
M2
M4

BOS Direction

Attachment: Question Table (4448 : Cannabis Ordinance Study Session #2)

3.a

Direction Needed
14

Discretionary permit for RR/U/RA

15

Minimum parcel size for co-location/max.
number of premises per parcel

16

What zones for co-location of multiple
premises
17a What zones for indoor zones
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19

Sensitive use

20
21
22
23

Sensitive use buffer
Sensitive use buffer measurement
Setback
Fencing requirements

24

Generators

25

Lighting

26

Security requirements

27a Fire safety

27b Hazmat/pesticides

28

Background check

5000’
10,000’
Same as outdoor/mixed Limited to A1, AP & GF
light
Add parks
Same as state
Others (bus
(schools, day
stops, churches)
care, youth
center)
1000’
600’ (State Std.)
From premises
From property line
75’
<75’
>75’
Security
None
Solid
fencing (chain
link or similar)
Emergency
Yes
No
backup only
Same plus full
Downward
No additional
cover of mixed standards
facing &
light facilities
shielded (State
at night
Std.)
Fencing and
Security
No additional
locked
cameras
security
facilities
requirements
Notification to local
Nothing more than state
FPDs for all cultivation
requirements
licenses
Rely on existing
Create new requirements
regulations and
for hazmat
programs
SO to establish
Rely on State
Require
standards
background
separate
check
process with SO Separate
appeal process
for denial

Attachment: Question Table (4448 : Cannabis Ordinance Study Session #2)

17b Maximum size for indoor cultivation
18
Indoor cultivation on other zones
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29

Code enforcement/appeals

8.06 – Hearing Officer

30

Site remediation

No remediation
requirements

31

Bonding

No bond
requires

Attachment: Question Table (4448 : Cannabis Ordinance Study Session #2)

17.90 – Planning
Commission
Same
Retain site
requirements
remediation
requirements of as in ban ord.
but with
ban ordinance
shorter
timeframe
$5000 surety
Different amount
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CALAVERAS COUNTY
PREVIOUSLY AUTHORIZED
CANNABIS CULTIVATION
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