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Modified Project Description and Project History

The Mendocino County Board of Supervisors (County) adopted a Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) (SCH# 2016112028) for Ordinance No. 4381, known as the Medical Cannabis Cultivation
Regulations, which added Chapters 10A.17 and 20.242 to the Mendocino County Code, on
March 21, 2017. Since that time, the County has approved multiple modifications for minor
changes, including one change that renamed the project title to the Mendocino Cannabis
Cultivation Regulations. Previous modifications have had separate addenda filed under the
previous title.

The current project involves modifying the previously adopted ordinance (in particular, Section
10A.17.90) to allow applicants to temporarily delay application processing for one year.
Specifically, the following paragraph will be added to section 10A.17.090:

Following the submission of an application for a Phase One Permit, an applicant
may file with the Agricultural Commissioner’s Office, on a form prescribed by the
Agricultural Commissioner’s Office, a Notice of Application Stay for the purpose
of preventing the denial of an application for a Phase One Permit based on
inactivity by the applicant for up to a one-year period. An applicant may only file
a Notice of Application Stay one time. Nothing in this paragraph is intended to
prevent the County or the applicant the ability to continue processing or
perfecting the application. During the time period of this Application Stay, the
applicant shall be prohibited from cultivating cannabis in excess of the limitations
of paragraph (B) or (C) of section 10A.17.030 and shall allow the County to make
and shall pay the reasonable costs for an inspection of the applicant’s cultivation
site (and origin site if the application involves a relocation) to confirm compliance
with this paragraph; violation of this prohibition shall be cause for immediate
denial of the permit application. Any denial of an application may be followed by
code enforcement action, including but not limited to nuisance abatement in
accordance with section 10A.17.160. During the time period of the Application
Stay, the applicant shall remain subject to all code enforcement provisions as
identified in section 10A.17.100.

Purpose

Section 15164 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) provides that the lead agency
shall prepare an addendum to a previously adopted Negative Declaration (ND) if some changes
or additions are necessary but none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for a
subsequent ND have occurred. Section 15162 states that when an ND has been adopted for a
project, no subsequent ND shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency determines,
on the basis of substantial evidence in the light of the whole record, one or more of the following:

1. Substantial changes are proposed in the project which require major revisions of the
previous ND due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

2. Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous ND due to the involvement of
new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified significant effects; or
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3. New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous ND was certified as
complete, shows any of the following: A) the project will have one or more significant effects
not discussed in the previous ND; B) significant effect previously examined will be
substantially more severe than shown in the previous ND; C) mitigation measures or
alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be feasible and would
substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the project proponents
decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or D) mitigation measures or
alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in the previous ND would
substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment, but the project
proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative.

No substantial changes are proposed which would require major revisions to the previously
approved Mitigated Negative Declaration. None of the proposed changes to the project will
increase the severity of previously identified significant effects. The proposed changes will not
result in a new environmental effect.

No additional mitigation is required. The proposed changes do not affect the effectiveness of the
mitigation measures as there will be no additional environmental impact associated with allowing
for applicants to temporarily delay application processing.

Explanation of Decision Not to Prepare a Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration:

See Purpose section above. In every impact category analyzed in this review, the projected
consequences of the proposed ordinance changes are either the same or less than significantly
increased compared to the project for which the Mitigated Negative Declaration was adopted.
Based upon this review, the following findings are supported:

Findings
1. For the modified project there are no substantial changes proposed in the project which
require major revisions of the previous MND due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects.

No new significant effects or increase of severity of effects are anticipated. Allowing a 1
year pause during the application process for phase 1 permits will not change the
anticipated environmental impacts because the applications are for sites that were
already in existence at the time the IS was drafted, and are therefore considered part of
the baseline conditions. There is no expansion of the number of sites eligible for a
cultivation permit. The only effect of the amendment is delaying application processing
for one year; cultivation on such sites beyond the amounts allowed for either personal
adult use or medical use during the one year is prohibited.

2. For the modified project no substantial changes have occurred with respect to the
circumstances under which the project is undertaken which will require major revisions of
the previous MND due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects.
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Based on the discussion in Finding 1, above, no new significant environmental effects
resulting from the proposed text amendments are anticipated. The circumstances under
which the project is undertaken remain the same.

3. For the modified project there has been no new information of substantial importance,
which was not known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable
diligence at the time the previous MND was adopted as complete.

There has been no new information of substantial importance which was not known and
could not have been known at the time the previous MND was complete. The baseline
conditions describing the overall impacts of existing cannabis cultivation remain the
same.

4. The proposed changes do not constitute a change in the level of significance previously
discussed in the original MND. As such, it is concluded that: the current project will not
have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous MND. Furthermore,
significant effects previously examined will not be substantially more severe than shown
in the previous MND. There are no mitigation measures or alternatives previously found
not to be feasible that would in fact be feasible and would substantially reduce one or
more significant effects of the project.

The proposed change to allow applicants to temporarily pause application processing
does not involve changes to, or analysis of any mitigation measures. No new potential
impacts have been identified requiring new mitigation measures to be developed.

5. Finally, there are no mitigation measures or alternatives identified in this analysis which
are considerably different from those analyzed in the previous MND, and which would
substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment.

The proposed text amendments do not involve changes to, or analysis of any mitigation
measures.

Conclusion

Based on these findings it is concluded that an Addendum to the adopted Mitigated Negative
Declaration is appropriate to address the requirements under CEQA for the proposed ordinance
changes.



