
 

MEETING OF THE 
MEDICAL CANNABIS COMMISSION  

 
City Hall             Thursday, July 21, 2016 
2180 Milvia Street             2:00 PM 
Redwood Room (Sixth Floor)  

       
 

AGENDA 
 

I. Call to Order 
A. Roll Call and Ex Parte Communication Disclosures 
B. Changes to Order of Agenda 

 
II. Public Comment  
 
III. Approval of Minutes 

A. June 2, 2016 Draft Action Minutes (Attachment) 
 

IV. Planning Staff Report 
 
V. Chairperson’s Report 

 
VI. Subcommittee Report 
 
VII. Discussion and Action Items 

A. Discuss and give direction on selection process for cultivation businesses.  One 
attachment: 
1. Staff proposal for cultivation selection process 
2. Pappas: Summary of the City of Richmond’s cultivation selection process 

B. Discuss delivery services:  what uses should be included in a definition of a “delivery-
only dispensary” and the process for considering changes to the Municipal Code and 
Zoning Ordinance.  One attachment: 
1. Draft ordinance language from City Attorney. 
2. City/County of San Francisco Department of Public Health information about delivery 

services 
C. Discuss the need to have an 11th meeting (in November) and possibly vote to request 

Council grant an additional meeting.  Also vote on a change to the possible November 
date (currently November 3rd). 

D. Discuss and vote on support of Human Welfare and Community Action Commission 
resolution regarding management of commissions and the removal and appointment of 
commissioners. 
1. Human Welfare and Community Action Commission memo and resolution 

E. Discuss new Council priority process and impacts to work plan. 
F. Discuss and vote on changing the September 1st meeting date. 
 

VIII. Information Items (In compliance with the Brown Act, no action may be taken on these         
items.  However, they may be discussed and placed on a subsequent agenda for 
action.) 
A. Final Work Plan. 
B. Rice: Notes from Oakland Museum Cannabis Exhibit and possible talking points 
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IX. Correspondence   
 None. 
 
X. Adjournment 

 
Berkeley Medical Cannabis Commission website: http://www.cityofberkeley.info/medicalcannabis/)  
Medical Cannabis Commission Secretary:  Elizabeth Greene, 2120 Milvia Street, 2nd Floor, Berkeley CA 94704. 
Phone:  510-981-7484     EGreene@cityofberkeley.info 
 

Communications to Berkeley boards, commissions or committees are public record and will become part of the City’s 
electronic records, which are accessible through the City’s website.  Please note: e-mail addresses, names, 
addresses, and other contact information are not required, but if included in any communication to a City 
commission, will become part of the public record.  If you do not want your e-mail address or any other contact 
information to be made public, do not include that information in your communication – you may deliver communications 
via U.S. Postal Service or in person to the Commission Secretary. Please contact the Commission Secretary for further 
information. 
 

Any writings or documents provided to a majority of the Commission regarding any item on this agenda will be made 
available for public inspection at the Planning and Development Department located at 2120 Milvia Street, Berkeley CA. 
Please contact the Commission Secretary for further information. 

 This meeting is being held in a wheelchair accessible location. To request a disability-related accommodation(s) to participate in the 
meeting, including auxiliary aids or services, please contact the Disability Services specialist at 981-6342 (V) or 981-6345 (TDD) at least 
three business days before the meeting date.   
 
Attendees at public meetings are reminded that other attendees may be sensitive to various scents, whether natural or 
manufactured, in products and materials. Please help the City respect these needs. 
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MEETING OF THE 
MEDICAL CANNABIS COMMISSION  

 
City Hall                           Thursday, June 2, 2016  
2180 Milvia Street                2:00 PM  
Redwood Room (Sixth Floor) 

 
DRAFT ACTION MINUTES 

 

I. Call to Order – 2:05 
A. Roll Call and Ex Parte Communications Disclosures 
Commissioners present:  Carlisle, Ferguson-Riffe, Lampach (left at 3:25), Pappas 
(arrived 2:07), Rice, Tims (left at 4:00). 
 
Absent:  Cooper (excused), Jones (not excused).  
 
Staff present:  Secretary Elizabeth Greene 
 
B. Changes to Order of Agenda 
None.  
 

II. Public Comment 
None. 
 

III. Approval of May 5, 2016 Action Minutes 
Motion/second to approve the minutes (Ferguson-Riffe/Tims).  The motion carried 5-0-
0-3. (Ayes: Carlisle, Ferguson-Riffe, Lampach, Rice, Tims.  Noes: None.  Abstain: 
None.  Absent: Cooper, Jones, Pappas.)    
 
(Pappas arrived at 2:07) 
 

IV. Planning Staff Report  
 Secretary Greene made the following announcements: 

 There is one excused absence (Cooper).  There is still one open seat (the 
Mayor’s appointee).  People interested in filling this position should fill out a form 
with the City Clerk, and can also contact the Mayor’s office to express interest.   

 With the open seat, one excused absence and one unexcused absence, the 
number of appointed members of the MCC is 7. The quorum for action is 4 votes. 

 Two late items:  
 

V. Chairperson’s Report  
Chair Pappas announced that the Council selected iCANN as the fourth dispensary, 
and also sent a referral to the Planning Commission to increase the number of 
dispensaries.  He attended another Bureau of Medical Marijuana Regulation (BMMR)-
sponsored meeting and suggested that the MCC draft a letter with recommendations for 
the BMMR at the July meeting.      

 
VI. Subcommittee Reports 

Chair Pappas gave the report.  The subcommittee discussed the M District and the 
Planning Commission meeting and developed application criteria.  The next meeting will 
be held on June 13, 2016.  

ATTACHMENT III 
MCC 07-21-2016 

Page 1 of 3

Page 3 of 25



 
 
VII. Discussion and Action Items   

 
A. Possible change to July 7th meeting date.  

Public Comment: None. 
 
Motion/second to change the date of the July meeting from July 7th to Thursday, July 
21st (Pappas/Lampach).  The motion carried 4-0-2-2. (Ayes: Ferguson-Riffe, Lampach, 
Pappas, Rice.  Noes: None.  Abstain: Carlisle, Tims.  Absent: Cooper, Jones.)    
 

B. Discuss action taken at May 18, 2016 Planning Commission (PC) meeting 
regarding expansion of cultivation beyond the M District.   
Public Comment:  Three public comments, expressing disappointment with the PC’s 
jokey attitude toward medical cannabis, and its lack of information about the subject.  
The MCC should work with WEBAIC, since the PC seems to respond to that group.  
WEBAIC supports small businesses that pay a decent wage – cultivators do that. 
 
Discussion:  The three commissioners who were at the Planning Commission meeting 
agreed that the discussion was disappointing.  WEBAIC concerns have to do with 
increased rents for existing businesses.  The MCC needs to demonstrate that cultivation 
won’t adversely impact rents.  Commissioner Rice distributed a document (Important 
Facts IV) that she handed out at the PC meeting.    
 
Brief discussion of memo included with VII.B.  The MCC needs information regarding 
the vacancies in the manufacturing districts.  If anyone has a contact for a realtor in that 
area, please contact Commissioner Rice.  Should see if there is a way to protect 
existing art businesses.  

 
C. Work Program: Discuss and vote on draft work plan.   

Public Comment: Two public comments, expressing great interest in cottage cultivation 
and how this might address home-based cultivation, and an interest in reviving the list of 
studies that that Wendy Cosin gave to the previous commission, and distribute that 
information to the Council and PC. 
 
Discussion:  The MCC discussed the items on the list.   
(Commissioner Lampach left at 3:25, during the discussion.) 
 
Motion/second to have the following four items on the Work Program: 

1. Cultivation (including equity access in the discussion) 
2. Delivery services (including equity access in the discussion) 
3. Cottage Cultivation Industry (including equity access in the discussion) 
4. Federal Housing 

(Ferguson-Riffe/Rice).  The motion carried 4-0-0-4. (Ayes: Carlisle, Ferguson-Riffe, 
Pappas, Rice.  Noes: None.  Abstain: None.  Absent: Cooper, Jones, Lampach, Tims.)   
 

D. Discuss and possibly vote on selection process for cultivation businesses to 
forward to Council.   
Public Comment: One public comment, giving kudos to the subcommittee for their work 
and recommending that that a letter be sent to the City Council reminding them that 
federal money can’t be spent on enforcement. 
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Discussion followed regarding the subcommittee’s proposed procedures (attached to 
agenda).  Secretary Greene stated that staff would not support Item 1 – the city does 
not support particular types of businesses.  Staff will not support preliminary building 
permit review for buildings that do not have the support of the property owner, but will 
look into the possibility of preliminary building permit reviews for projects that have 
building owner support.  There was some support for allowing the first of the sites (for 
example, up to 60%) to be occupied without a selection process, and requiring the final 
sites (for example, up to 40%) to go through a process.   
 
(Commissioner Tims left at 4:00)   
 

E. Discuss delivery services: what uses should be included in a definition of a 
“delivery-only dispensary” and the process for considering changes to the 
Municipal Code and Zoning Ordinance.   
Public Comment: One comment, stating that this would allow licenses to be issued for 
both delivery services to locate in Berkeley and to operate in Berkeley. 
 
Discussion: Commissioner Carlisle suggested having requirements for 1) liability 
insurance and 2) background checks. 
 

F. Vote on MCC representative for June 15, 2016 Planning Commission meeting 
(increasing dispensaries from 4 to 6). 
Public Comment:  None.   
 
Motion/second for Chair Pappas to represent the MCC at the 6-18-16 Planning 
Commission meeting (Rice/Carlisle).  The motion carried 5-0-0-3. (Ayes: Carlisle, 
Ferguson-Riffe, Lampach, Pappas, Rice.  Noes: None.  Abstain: None.  Absent: 
Cooper, Jones, Tims.)    
 
Motion/second for Commissioner Cooper to represent the MCC at the Council when the 
cultivation ordinance is placed on the Council agenda (Rice/Ferguson-Riffe).  The 
motion carried 5-0-0-3. (Ayes: Carlisle, Ferguson-Riffe, Lampach, Pappas, Rice.  Noes: 
None.  Abstain: None.  Absent: Cooper, Jones, Tims.)    
 

X. Adjournment 
Motion to adjourn at 4:20.     

 
Two late item were distributed at the meeting: 

a. MCC: Letter to Council re. Status of Revisions to the Medical Cannabis Ordinances 
b. Commissioner Rice: Medical Cannabis Cultivation, Important Facts – Parts I-IV 

 
Commissioners in attendance: 6 
Members of the public in attendance:  Approximately 11 
Public speakers: 7 
Length of meeting:  2 hour, 15 minutes 
 
 
APPROVED:  _________________________________________ 
Elizabeth Greene 
Medical Cannabis Commission Secretary 
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TO:  Medical Cannabis Commission 
 
FROM: Elizabeth Greene, Secretary 
 
SUBJECT: Staff Recommendation for Cultivation Selection Process 
 
DATE: July 21, 2016 
 
The MCC is developing a new ordinance which would allow cultivation facilities to locate 
in Berkeley.  When a similar ordinance was developed for dispensaries, the 
Commission developed a selection process to determine how the single dispensary 
location would be allocated. 
 
The question now is what kind of process should be considered for the cultivation 
process.  Cultivation considerations are different from dispensary considerations in 
some significant ways: 
 

 Dispensary Cultivation 

Available slots 1 unlimited 

Possible 
businesses 

1 Unlimited (area of cultivation is 
limited to 180,000 sf citywide) 

Available locations Any C district Manufacturing (M) District only 

 
The cultivation process in theory offers more opportunities for businesses to operate in 
the City than the dispensary process, because there is no restriction on the number of 
sites, and the possibility of cultivators sharing sites.  Locations, however, could be just 
as restricted as the dispensary process due to the limitation to a single District (the M 
District) and the limited opportunities to locate within that district, as determined by MCC 
research.   
 
The location restriction could change if cultivation opportunities are expanded beyond 
the M District – the change that could result has not been studied and is therefore 
uncertain.  Additionally, any expansion of the area in which cultivation could occur might 
not be approved, or might be approved after the cultivation selection process has 
started. For the purpose of this memo, therefore, staff is assuming that cultivation will 
only occur in the M District. 
  
Staff has developed a recommended selection process for MCC consideration:  
 

1. Allocate a portion of the 180,000 sf total cultivation area to each of the three 
different state cultivation categories: Type 1A, Type 1B and Type 1C.  Example: 

a. Type 1A (indoor, up to 5,000 sf): 60,000 sf 
b. Type 2A (indoor, between 5001 – 10,000 sf): 60,000 sf 
c. Type 3A (indoor, between 10,001 and 22,000 sf): 60,000 sf 

ATTACHMENT VII.A.1 
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2. Open an application period with a limited time frame.  During this time, Business 
License and Zoning Certificate applications will be submitted for specific types of 
cultivation and locations. 

3. Staff will review the Zoning Certificate applications and approve those which 
conform to the Zoning Ordinance.  Applications will be reviewed in the order 
received.  If the applications received for a specific cultivator size exceed the 
space allotted for that category, only those received first will be approved.  

4. Applicants with approved Zoning Certificates must submit a Building Permit 
application within __ days of the close of application period.   

5. Applicants must commence construction within __ days of submitting a building 
permit. 

6. In cases where an applicant does not meet the deadline for either applying for 
Building Permit or commencing construction, the square-footage of the site will 
be added back to the available area for that cultivation category. 

7. Staff would re-open an application period every six months for a two year period.  
After two years, the MCC would evaluate the need for this process. 

 
This process has the following features: 

 No application forms would need to be developed for this process.   

 Applicants would apply for a business license and zoning certificate like any 
other business.   

 No discretionary review of the applications by the MCC, Zoning Adjustments 
Board, City Council or any other group is proposed. 

 The application period would allow staff to track the applications received and 
ensure that the 180,000 square foot limit, and the allocation limit for each 
cultivation category, are not exceeded.   

 This period would also allow property owners to interview potential tenants and 
select the one/s that are most compatible for the site.   
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Redaction of Richmond Cultivation Licensing Procedures 
 

Permit required; mandatory permit fee; to commence operations; medical marijuana product 

manufacturer permit from the Chief of Police. The annual permit fee that has been set by the Master 

Fee Schedule, and as amended by resolution.  

Manufacturing permit fee shall be made in quarterly installments and is due and payable no later 

than 10 days from the due date. In order to maintain a permit issued under this chapter, 

the manufacturer must timely pay every quarterly payment. Failure to remit the quarterly permit fees 

shall result in revocation of the permit.  

The City shall send written notice to the permittee of the revocation for failure to pay the mandatory 

permit fees.  

No appeal of the revocation for non-payment of permit fees shall be granted until the appellant remits 

the full amount of the delinquent permit fees, including any late penalties or interest imposed by 

ordinance or law. 

 

Permit Expiration.  

If a medical marijuana product has not opened at the approved location and begun operations within 

six (6) months of being issued/granted a permit under this chapter, the permit shall be deemed 

expired and void.  

The City shall provide written notice to the manufacturer that the permit has expired and is void.  

A manufacturer may appeal the permit expiration as set forth in the appeal section of this chapter.  

Upon a factual showing of good cause by the  manufacturer for its failure to commence operations 

within the required time, the hearing body may grant a one-time only 60-day maximum extension 

based upon its factual finding of good cause for the extension. That determination shall be final. 

"Good cause" includes, but is not limited to, termination of the manufacturer's lease or collective's lease 

by the property owner; a change in federal, State or local law that now prohibits use of the previously 

approved location as a medical marijuana medical marijuana product manufacturer; foreclosure or sale 

of the approved location resulting in the manufacturer's inability to enter into a new lease; damage to or 

deterioration to the building that prevents the safe use and/or occupation of the structure until all 

required repairs are made in conformity with a notice and order to repair issued to the property owner 

by the City's Building Official. However, if the manufacturer was responsible for the condition, 

including any non-permitted construction or alteration of the structure, or non-permitted electrical, 

mechanical or plumbing, "good cause" shall not be 

found. 

 

Delivery of Medical Marijuana Is Not Permitted. Deliveries of medical marijuana and marijuana 

infused products designed to be consumed or ingested in any manner is prohibited in all zoning districts 

and anywhere within the City limits.  

All other delivery service is banned. This ban includes deliveries by State licensed dispensaries. 

 

The Department of Food and Agriculture shall not issue a State license to cultivate medical marijuana 

since such cultivation is prohibited under principals of permissive zoning. This subsection reaffirms 

that the City's Zoning Code is adopted and operates under the principals of permissive zoning and 

cultivation of marijuana is not expressly permitted in any district under the Zoning Code, and is 

expressly prohibited in this chapter, which regulates zoning for medical marijuana. Therefore the State 

is not allowed to issue a license for the cultivation of medical marijuana.  

ATTACHMENT VII.A.2 
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Page 2 – Redaction Richmond 

Location and number. 

All medical marijuana product manufacturers shall be required to obtain a conditional use 

permit and such permit may require more restrictive requirements than other permitted uses in those 

zoning districts as required by the Chief of Police. Any such determination that more restrictive 

requirements are necessary for the medical marijuana product manufacturer shall be final. 

All medical marijuana product manufacturers shall be a minimum of one thousand five hundred feet 

(1,500') from any public or private high school and a minimum of six hundred feet (600') from 

any, kindergarten, elementary, middle or junior high school, pursuant to State law.  

All medical marijuana product manufacturers shall be a minimum of five hundred feet (500') from 

any park, community center, youth center, public or private child-care center or nursery school, 

without exception.  

 

Permit application process. 

Any medical marijuana medical marijuana product manufacturers desiring a permit required by this 

chapter shall complete and file an application on a form supplied by the Chief of Police, and shall 

submit with the completed application payment of a nonrefundable processing and notification fee, as 

established by the City Council by resolution.  

The medical marijuana product manufacturer permit application is established to provide a review 

process for each medical marijuana product manufacturing  

 

The medical marijuana manufacturer shall provide the following information: 

The address of the property where the proposed medical marijuana manufacturer will operate.  

A site plan describing the property with fully dimensioned interior and exterior floor plans including 

electrical, mechanical, plumbing.  

Exterior photographs of the entrance(s), exit(s), street frontage(s), parking, front, rear and side(s) of 

the proposed property. 

Photographs depicting the entire interior of the proposed property. 

A security plan, the number, location and hours of security guards; and a theft prevention plan. 

If the property is being rented or leased or is being purchased under contract, a copy of such lease or 

contract. If the property is not being rented or leased, written proof that the property owner has been 

notified that the property will be used for medical marijuana manufacturing. 

If the property is being rented or leased, written proof that the property owner, and landlord if 

applicable, were given notice that the property will be used for  medical marijuana 

manufacturing said operations. If the manufacturer is to be a subtenant, then "landlord" shall mean the 

primary tenant. 

The name, address, telephone number, title and function(s) of each management member. 

For each management member, a fully legible copy of one (1) valid government-issued form of photo 

identification, such as a driver's license. 

For each management member, a summary criminal history ("LiveScan") not more than two weeks 

prior to the date of application and demonstrating that there are no pending charges nor convictions for 

crimes of moral turpitude (such as theft, fraud, or assault) within the previous ten years, and that the 

subject is not currently on parole or probation for the sale or distribution of a controlled substance. 

Written confirmation as to whether the medical marijuana manufacturer with one or more management 

members in common with the applicant, previously operated in this or any other county, city or state 

under a similar license/permit, and whether the collective applicant ever had such a license/permit 

revoked or suspended and the reason(s) therefore. 
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Page 3 – Redaction Richmond 

Either (a) if the manufacturer is incorporated, a certified copy of the manufacturer's Secretary of State 

articles of incorporation, certificate(s) of amendment, statement(s) of information and a copy of the 

collective's bylaws demonstrating that the manufacturer is organized as a nonprofit entity; or (b) if the 

collective is unincorporated, a copy of the manufactuerer's notarized creating document demonstrating 

that the manufacturer is organized as a nonprofit entity. A creating document may include articles of 

association, bylaws, constitution, or other documents that set forth how the manufacturer will operate.  

A seller's permit from the California Board of Equalization. 

The name and address of the applicant's current Agent for Service of Process. 

A copy of the medical marijuana manufacturers' operating conditions, containing a statement 

dated and signed by each management member, under penalty of perjury, that they read, understand and 

shall ensure compliance with all operating conditions. 

A copy of the prohibited activity checklist, containing a statement dated and signed by each 

management member, under penalty of perjury, that they read, understand and shall ensure that neither 

the manufacturer nor its members and management members shall engage in the aforementioned 

prohibited activity. 

A statement dated and signed by each management member, under penalty of perjury, that the 

management member has personal knowledge of the information contained in the application, that 

the information contained therein is true and correct, and that the application has been completed 

under the supervision of the management member(s). 

A statement of whether edible medical marijuana will be prepared at the proposed property and, 

if so, a certificate from the County Department of Health Services demonstrating compliance with the 

Food Services Facilities Inspection Program. 

 

Filing[—Medical Marijuana Product Manufacturer]. The medical marijuana product manufacturer shall 

provide the following information: 

The address of the property where the proposed medical marijuana product manufacturer will 

operate. 

A site plan describing the property with fully dimensioned interior and exterior floor plans 

including electrical, mechanical, plumbing installations and any further information required by 

the Police Chief and Planning Director to approve the plans and for issuance of the required 

conditional use permit. 

A seller's permit from the California Board of Equalization. 

A valid City business license. 

The name and address of the applicant's current Agent for Service of Process. 

If the property is being rented or leased, written proof that the property owner, and landlord if 

applicable, were given notice that the property will be used for medical marijuana edible product 

manufacturing, and that the property owner, and landlord if applicable, agree(s) to said operations. If 

the manufacturer is to be a subtenant, then "landlord" shall mean the primary tenant. 

 

After the closing of the application period, the Chief of Police will evaluate all applications for 

completeness.  

The Chief of Police shall ensure that applications are complete as follows: 

Within twenty (20) business days of the close of the application period, except where circumstances 

beyond the control of the City justifiably delay such response, the Chief of Police shall determine 

whether the applications are complete. If it is determined an application is incomplete, the applicant 

shall be notified in writing that the application is not complete and the reasons therefor, including any 

additional information necessary to render the application complete. 
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Page 4 – Redaction Richmond 
The applicant shall have thirty (30) calendar days from the date of a notice of incomplete 

application to complete the application.  
Failure to do so within the thirty (30) day period shall render the application null and void. The 

determination that an application is null and void is not an appealable decision. 

Within ten (10) business days following the receipt of an amended application or supplemental 

information, except where circumstances beyond the control of the City justifiably delay such 

response, the Chief of Police shall again determine whether the application is complete and shall 

inform the applicant whether additional materials are required to complete the application.  

Evaluation and notification shall occur as provided above up to three times until such time as the 

application is found to be complete or in the alternative null and void. If, after three opportunities 

to complete an application, the applicant fails to provide all necessary information, the application shall 

be null and void.  

The determination that an application is null and void is not an appealable decision. All notices 

required by this chapter shall be deemed issued upon the date they are either deposited in the United 

States Postal Service mail or the date upon which personal service of such notice is provided. 

The Chief of Police or City Council shall issue a written report of the decision on manufacturer 

permit applications not later than fifteen (15) business days after the hearing or series of hearings.  

The report shall be in writing and shall include findings of fact, a summary of the relevant evidence, a 

statement of the issues, and a decision regarding whether each applicant is eligible to receive a permit.  

The report will also include any conditions to be imposed on a permit in addition to the conditions and 

the facts supporting imposition of those conditions.  

The Planning and Building Services Director shall provide a supplemental written report regarding the 

conditions imposed by the conditional use permit for manufacturer permit applications. A copy of the 

reports shall be mailed or delivered to every applicant, and to any person who has requested notice of 

the decision and has paid the required fees for copying and mailing. 

 

Permit approval and operating conditions. 

Any permit issued, or modified to allow relocation, pursuant to this chapter shall include, and each 

permittee shall continually comply with, all of the following conditions of operation, provided that 

additional conditions may be imposed as necessary to preserve the public health, safety, and welfare: 

The property satisfies all locational and zoning criteria. 

Exterior building and parking area lighting at the property are in compliance with all applicable 

provisions of this Code, as determined by the Planning Division. 

Windows and roof hatches at the property shall be secured so as to prevent unauthorized entry; 

equipped with latches that may be released quickly from the inside to allow exit in the event of 

emergency; and comply with all applicable Building and Fire Code provisions. 

The property provides a sufficient odor absorbing ventilation and exhaust system so that odor 

generated inside the property is not detected outside the property, anywhere on adjacent property or 

public rights-of-way, or within any other unit located within the same building as the medical 

marijuana collective. 

The property is monitored at all times by closed-circuit television for security purposes. 

The camera and recording system must be of adequate quality, color rendition and resolution to allow 

the ready identification of an individual on or adjacent to the property. The recordings shall be 

maintained at the property for a period of not less than thirty (30) days. 

The property has a centrally-monitored fire and burglar alarm system. 

A sign is posted in a conspicuous location inside the property advising: 

The diversion of marijuana for non-medical purposes is a violation of State law. 

The use of marijuana may impair a person's ability to drive a motor vehicle, operate machinery. 
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Page 5 – Richmond Redaction 
Loitering at the location of a medical marijuana manufacturer for an illegal purpose is prohibited by 

California Penal Code Section 647(h).  

This medical marijuana manufacturer is permitted in accordance with the laws of the City of Berkeley 

and the State of California, including the MMRSA. 

Each manufacturer shall ensure that the products are manufactured, packaged and labeled in 

compliance with all applicable State and local laws. No collective shall manufacture or process 

edible medical marijuana products; manufacturer has a valid medical marijuana product manufacture's 

permit issued pursuant to this chapter.  The medical marijuana manufacturer meets all applicable 

State and local laws to ensure that the operations of the manufacturer are consistent with the 

protection of the health, safety and welfare of the community, qualified patients and their 

primary caregivers, and will not adversely affect surrounding uses.  

No manufacturer shall operate for profit. Cash and in-kind contributions, reimbursements, and 

reasonable compensation provided by management members and members towards the collective's 

actual expenses of the growth, cultivation, and provision of medical marijuana shall be allowed 

provided that they are in strict compliance with State law. All such cash and in-kind amounts and items 

shall be fully documented.  

The site of cultivation for all in-kind contributions shall be noted and addresses shall be made 

available to Fire and Building Inspectors upon request. 

Prior to hiring any prospective employee or management member, the Berkeley Police Department 

shall prepare a summary criminal history ("LiveScan") demonstrating that there are no pending charges 

nor convictions for crimes of moral turpitude (such as theft, fraud, or assault) within the previous ten 

years, and that the subject is not currently on parole or probation for the sale or distribution of a 

controlled substance. 

 

All marijuana businesses shall maintain all State licenses required under the MMRSA. 

Any new marijuana business issued a permit must, within 10 days of obtaining a medical marijuana 

permit, apply for the State license and must notify the Police Department of the date of the license 

application.  

All marijuana businesses must notify the Police Department when the State license is approved 

and issued. Upon verbal or written notification that the State has denied a license application, the 

marijuana business must notify the Police Department of that determination within 3 business days of 

the date of rejection. 

All currently permitted marijuana businesses must immediately apply for the State licenses 

within 10 days of the MMRSA's effective date.  

Any medical marijuana dispensary, manufacturer or any other permitted medical marijuana operation 

or permitted marijuana business that fails to obtain or qualify for the required State license, or is 

refused such license, shall immediately cease all operations in the City.  

The MMRSA establishes a dual licensing structure requiring both a State license and a local permit; 

therefore any marijuana business that does not meet both State licensing and local permit requirements 

is not permitted to operate within the City limits. 

 

Permit non-transferable.  

A medical marijuana product manufacturer permit issued pursuant to this chapter shall become null 

and void upon the cessation of the manufacturer, or upon a major management change to such an 

extent that the original applicant is no longer a management member, or fifty (50) percent or more of 

the board of directors has been replaced, and/or the unauthorized relocation of the manufacturer to a 

different property. The following shall be deemed an unauthorized change in location if undertaken 

without approval of a permit modification: 
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Page 6 – Richmond Redaction 

Any relocation or expansion that includes a separate piece of property or parcel of land from the 

initially permitted property or property that requires a separate lease, or separate utilities from the 

initially permitted property. 

Any expansion of the initially permitted property which represents a greater than fifty percent (50%) 

increase in the square footage of occupancy. 

The lawful conduct of activity regulated by this chapter by a permittee shall be limited to marijuana 

product manufacturer permit and in the application materials.  

The holder of a medical marijuana medical marijuana product manufacturer permit, or any marijuana 

business permit shall not allow others to use or rent the permitted property, and the holder of the permit 

shall not allow the holder of the permit to be replaced by anyone who was not named as a management 

member in the original permit application.  

 

Modification of Permit 

A medical marijuana medical marijuana product manufacturer may request a modification of 

permit condition(s) by submitting a written request to the Chief of Police stating the condition(s) 

to be modified and the reason(s) for the request.  

A request must be accompanied by the fee for an appeal as set forth in the City Council resolution 

establishing fees for medical marijuana collective and medical marijuana product manufacturer 

permits. 

The request should be accompanied by all supporting documents. 

Upon receipt of a request to modify permit condition(s) and payment of the required fee, the Chief of 

Police, or his or her designee, shall schedule a public hearing before the City Council at a regular 

meeting within forty-five (45) days after receipt of the request and payment of the required fee. 

Notice of the hearing shall be published and mailed. 

Prior to approval of a permit modification seeking to relocate the manufacturer from the initially 

permitted property to a new property, the proposed new property shall be inspected and the property 

shall meet all requirements set forth in this chapter. A temporary conditional permit modification 

approval may be granted in the sole discretion of the hearing body except that such conditional 

approval shall not exceed thirty (30) days and the temporary conditional approval shall become 

null and void if the proposed property does not fully comply with all requirements of this chapter 

within the 30-day period.  

If the proposed property complies with all requirements of this chapter prior to the end of the 30-day 

period, and upon written confirmation of compliance by the Chief of Police to the hearing body and the 

applicant, the temporary conditional approval shall terminate and the permit modification shall be 

deemed granted as of the date of the Chief's written confirmation of compliance. 

Upon commencement of manufacturing operations at the new approved location, or ninety (90) 

days after a permit modification for relocation has been granted, whichever occurs first, the 

manufacturer's initially permitted property shall no longer be permitted or authorized for use by 

the manufacturer.  

It shall be unlawful for any manufacturing to continue to operate, including cultivation, at the initially 

permitted property after the ninety (90) day period from the date the permit modification for relocation 

was granted.  

A decision of the City Council regarding permit modifications, including but not limited to a decision 

to grant or deny a request to relocate, shall be final.  

ATTACHMENT VII.A.2 
MCC 07-21-2016 

Page 6 of 6

Page 14 of 25



Proposed changes to the Berkeley Municipal Code related to  
Delivery-Only Dispensaries 

July 21, 2016 
 
12.23.020  Definitions 
H. 1. “Dispensary” means both Retail Dispensaries and Delivery-Only Dispensaries. 
 2.  "Medical cannabis dispensary" or "Retail Dispensary" shall mean an organization  
that is authorized under Chapter 12.27 and Title 23 to dispense mMedical cCannabis at 
a lawfully established non-residential location. A Dispensary may also provide other 
incidental services to its mMembers to the extent permitted by state law, such as 
cultivatinge, acquiringe, bakinge, storinge, processing, testing, and transporting and 
delivering mMedical cCannabis. In dispensing Medical Cannabis to its Membersqualified 
patients or their primary caregivers, a Dispensary may be reimbursed for the cost of its 
services and materials. A Dispensary may be organized as any statutory business entity 
permitted under California law, provided it operates in a Not-For-Profit manner as defined 
in Chapter 12.27. 
 3. “Delivery-Only Dispensary” is a Dispensary that is limited to acquiring Medical 
Cannabis and delivering it to its Members, and does not have a location to which 
Members may come to acquire Medical Cannabis or any other good or service. 
 
 
12.27.115  Delivery-Only Dispensaries – Delivery requirements  
 A. In addition to the three existing Retail Dispensaries permitted as of January 1, 
2012, under Berkeley Municipal Code section 12.26.130 and any Retail Dispensaries 
selected under Section 12.27.100, up to 10 Delivery-Only Dispensaries shall be 
permitted, on a first-come-first-served basis. 
 B. Delivery-Only Dispensaries shall comply with the requirements of Chapter 12.23 
and this Chapter that are applicable to Dispensaries except those that are determined 
by the City Manager to be inapplicable to Delivery-Only Dispensaries because of the 
nature of their operation as distinct from Retail Dispensaries. 
 C. Delivery-Only Dispensaries may only be located in the _____ Zoning Districts. 
 D. All Dispensaries that provide delivery services to their members shall comply with 
the following requirements, as well as all applicable requirements of state law. In the 
event of a conflict, state law shall prevail. 
  1. All vehicles used for delivery shall be maintained and operated in a manner 
and in a condition required by law and applicable regulations.  
  2. The following persons may not be involved in making deliveries: 
   a. any person who is required to register as a sex offender under Section 
290 of the California Penal Code; 
   b. any person who has been under suspension, revocation or probation by 
the Department of Motor Vehicles for a cause involving the safe operation of a motor 
vehicle, or has been convicted of any of the following offenses: driving while under the 
influence, or reckless driving involving bodily injury, or who does not possess a valid 
driver’s license; 
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   c. any person who has been convicted of any offense punishable as a 
felony, or has been convicted within a five (5) year period immediately preceding the 
crime of theft in either degree; 
   d. any person who has been convicted of any offense involving moral 
turpitude; 
   e. any person who has been involved within the two years immediately 
preceding the application in any motor vehicle accident causing death or personal 
injury; 
   f. any person who has been in three or more motor vehicle accidents within 
the previous 12 months. 
  3. Persons involved in making deliveries must have in their possession a copy of 
the document memorializing the City’s approval of the delivery service.  
  4. Delivery vehicles may not advertise any activity related to Cannabis or 
advertise the name of the Dispensary. 
  5. Delivery of the Medical Cannabis shall be directly to the residence or 
business address of the member. Deliveries to any other location are prohibited.  
  6. Deliveries of marijuana may occur only between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 
11:00 p.m. 
  7. All orders to be delivered shall be packaged by the names of the member. 
  8. Al Dispensaries that provide delivery service shall maintain at all times 
Commercial General Liability providing coverage at least as broad as ISO CGL Form 00 
01 on an occurrence basis for bodily injury, including death, of one or more persons, 
property damage and personal injury with limits of not less than One Million Dollars 
($1,000,000) per occurrence and Comprehensive Automobile Liability (owned, non-
owned, hired) providing coverage at least as broad as ISO Form CA 00 01 on an 
occurrence basis for bodily injury, including death, of one or more persons, property 
damage and personal injury, with limits of not less than One Million Dollars 
($1,000,000). The Commercial General Liability policy shall provide contractual liability, 
shall include a severability of interest or equivalent wording, shall specify that insurance 
coverage afforded to the City shall be primary, and shall name the City, its officials and 
employees as additional insured. Failure to maintain insurance as required herein at all 
times shall be grounds for immediate suspension of the privilege of providing delivery 
service. 
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Environmental Health  
HELPFUL LINKS 

MCD Application Packet 

SFDPH Fees 

2015 Annual Report 

MCD Home 

  
San Francisco Health Code: 
Article 33 Medical Cannabis 

DPH Hearings 

SFDPH MCD Rules (pdf)  

SFDPH Edible MCD Rules(pdf) 

  
California State Websites 
CDPH Medical Marijuana ID Program 

CA Dept of Food and Agriculture Medical Cannabis Cultivation Program 

CA Department of Consumer Affairs Marijuana FAQ 

Attorney General Guidelines for Medical Cannabis (pdf 2008) 

 
Program Contact 
Doug Obana, REHS 

Douglas.Obana@sfdph.org 
415-252-3993 

 

Medical Cannabis Dispensary Program 

San Francisco Health Code Article 33 

Guide to the Code and Rules & Regulations 
The following pages describe elements of SFHC Article 33 Code, Rules & Regulations and Standard Operating 

Procedures: 

<Application>     <Permit Decision>     <General Operation>     <Edibles>     <Delivery>  

In the event of any discrepancy or conflict between what is described on this page, language in the Code and/or 

adopted MCD Rules and Rules for Edibles) take precedent. 

  

Delivery 
***San Francisco has not adopted rules regulating medical cannabis delivery. The following guidance is consistent 

with existing state and local codes.*** 

Medical Cannabis delivered by motor vehicle to any member of the collective should adhere to the following 
operational guidelines: 

• Each Delivery Person must be a member of the MCD.  
• Deliveries may only be made to collective members who have joined the MCD in person at least three days prior to 

the delivery date. Collective member information must be validated by the MCD and entered in their system prior to 
being eligible for product, including delivery.  

• The Delivery Person must verify collective member identification prior to completing delivery.  
• Delivery may only be made to the collective member's residence or place of work (no street corners, parks, parking 

lots, etc.)  
• Each individual Delivery Person may possess no more than 8 Ounces of dried mature flowers, or its equivalent.  

• A maximum of one ounce of Medical Cannabis (dried flowers) or equivalent can be delivered to any one qualified 
patient.  

• All technology platforms for delivery must be owned by the MCD or be independently licensed under CA State 
Business & Professions code, division 8, chapter 3.5.  
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• Delivery Persons must maintain a physical copy of the delivery request and present to a requesting licensing 

authority or law enforcement agency.  
• Delivery Persons must maintain a copy of the permit to operate from the MCD they are a member of and delivering 

for.  
• All Medical Cannabis products dispensed by delivery must be recorded in the same manner as product dispensed 

in-person on-site.  

  
  
  
  
Making a Complaint 
If you would like to make a complaint regarding MCD permits, you may call 311. 

- Service 24x7  

San Francisco Department of Public Health Environmental Health Branch 
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Human Welfare and Community Action Commission

2180 Milvia Street, Berkeley, CA 94704 ● Tel: (510) 981-7000 ● TDD: (510) 981-6903 ● Fax: (510) 981-7099
E-Mail: manager@CityofBerkeley.info  Website: http://www.CityofBerkeley.info/Manager

ACTION CALENDAR
April 26, 2016

To: Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council

From: Human Welfare and Community Action Commission

Submitted by: Praveen Sood, Chairperson, Human Welfare and Community Action 
Commission

Subject: Commission Process Improvement

RECOMMENDATION
Adopt a Resolution requesting that the City Manager examine the addition of language 
to the Berkeley municipal code that clarifies aspects of the management of City of 
Berkeley commissions and the removal and appointment of commissioners.

FISCAL IMPACTS OF RECOMMENDATION
There are minimal costs associated with the actions recommended beyond amending 
the policy as appears in city publications.

CURRENT SITUATION AND ITS EFFECTS
The city of Berkeley has a unique system of commissions that acts on a consultative 
basis with city council on a variety of topics. Like most organizations, commissions need 
to constantly look at ways to improve their process. The current code regarding the 
operations of the city commissions is unclear in several areas and this resolution 
attempts to find solutions to these needs.  On February 17, 2016 at its regular meeting, 
the HWCAC approved a motion (M/S/C: Sood/McMullan. Ayes – Sood, McMullan, 
DaSilva, Olivieri, Trigueros, Cross; Noes – Dunner, Bookstein; Abstain – None; Absent 
– Browne, Omodele, Fishman) recommending to City Council to amend Berkeley 
Municipal Code.

BACKGROUND
On 9/16/2015 the HWCAC held a public meeting with a resolution on Divestment from 
Israel as one of the agenda items. Just before the start of that meeting, Cheryl Davila, 
the commissioner who had brought the resolution forward was informed that she was 
being removed by her appointing councilperson, Darryl Moore. According to Ms. Davila, 
Councilperson Moore had a conversation with her a day before the meeting and had 
warned her to pull the resolution or face the consequences. This dismissal just before 
the meeting effectively removed Ms. Davila from the debate that night and from any 
potential vote on the resolution.
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Commission Process Improvement ACTION CALENDAR
April 26, 2016

Page 2

In addition to the dismissal, several members of the council appointed new 
commissioners to the HWCAC just before a vote on the resolution. One of these last 
minute appointments was for only one meeting, which happened to be the one on 
10/21/2015 where the divestment resolution was being voted on. Two other last minute 
appointments, including one by Darryl Moore, provided votes against the resolution, 
consistent with what their council appointer had wanted. Other appoints didn’t even 
show up for the meetings, and were eventually removed. Whether these appointments 
were made to purposely manipulate the vote is a separate discussion, but they gave 
that impression to many commissioners and members of the public. We firmly believe 
that whatever your feelings are in regards to a topic, in this case Divestment from Israel, 
the rights of commissioners and the public to engage in open debate and to a fair vote 
on the topic should not be compromised. These actions by city council highlight how the 
current code is vague on dealing with some aspects of commissioner dismissals and 
appointments and how that lack of clarity may be used to exert influence on 
commissioners and manipulate open debate. This resolution recommends several 
changes to the code regarding commissions in an effort to clarify these points and 
protect the role of the commissioner and improve the performance of these valuable 
groups.

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY
There are no identifiable environmental effects or opportunities associated the action 
suggested in this report.

RATIONALE FOR RECOMMENDATION
As a member of the commission system the Human Welfare and Community Action 
Commission has a vested interest in the improved operations of the commission 
system. In addition, we believe that clarifying certain parts of the process will help the 
commission system to better serve the community by providing the opportunity for 
people to tackle difficult subjects.

ALTERNATIVE ACTIONS CONSIDERED
None

CITY MANAGER
The City Manager takes no position on the content and recommendations of the 
Commission’s Report. 

CONTACT PERSON
Wingyin Wong, Commission Secretary, HHCS, (510)981-5428 

Attachments: 
1: Resolution 
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RESOLUTION NO. ##,###N.S.

COMMISSION IMPROVEMENT PROCESS

WHEREAS, the Human Welfare and Community Action Commission has a vested 
interest in the approved function of the commissions; and

WHEREAS, there is potential for the commission appointment process to be used in ways 
that it may not have been intended; and

WHEREAS, the set of rules regarding the removal of commissioners by their appointing 
city councilmember is not clearly defined; and

WHEREAS, we believe the system could be improved with closer contact between 
commissioners and their appointing city councilpersons.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the city of Berkeley that 
the city manager examine the feasibility of making changes to the existing city code to 
improve the operations of the commission process.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that BMC 3.78.030 Vacancy and Removal Section A 
Sentence 2 be amended with the following or similar language. ”Vacancies on the board 
shall result when a member notifies the City Clerk of his/her resignation, or when an 
elected member moves and establishes residence outside of his/her election district, or 
when a commissioners appointment is revoked by the appointing city council member in 
writing with a minimum of 30 days’ notice.“ This will ensure that any terminations of 
appointment are done with advanced notice and will ensure against the conflicts of 
interest that may arise from last minute removals of commissioners.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that BMC 3.78.030 Vacancy and Removal Section B 
Sentence 1 be amended with the following or similar language:  “finish the unexpired term 
of the appointment.  This vacancy appointment may not vote on commission items until 
the 2nd meeting following their appointment.” This will ensure against the conflicts of 
interest that may arise from that last minute appointments made to affect the outcomes 
of votes. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that BMC 3.78.040 Temporary Vacancies Sentence 3 shall 
be amended with the following language:  “remaining representatives of the poor, as long 
as that appointment is approved by a minimum of 3 representatives of the poor, if three 
representatives of the poor are not available then the temporary appointment may be 
voted on by a quorum of commissioners and may be approved by a majority of the 
quorum.”  This change ensures that any temporary vacancies on the Human Welfare and 
community Action Commission are approved by a minimum number of members of the 
commission, currently there is no defined number of voting members required.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that BMC 3.78.050 officers, meeting, and procedures be 
amended with the following or similar language:  “E. City Council members will meet with 
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the commissioner appointees in person, or via a phone call or online meeting every 6 
months starting on the day of their appointment”. This will help ensure better 
communication between council members and their appointees.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Berkeley that the City 
Manager and City Attorney examine and changes necessary to apply the appropriate 
changes to the code in regards to all of the City’s commissions.
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TO:  Medical Cannabis Commission 

 

FROM: Elizabeth Greene, Secretary 

 

SUBJECT: Final 2016-2017 Work Program 

 

DATE: July 21, 2016 

 

In accordance with Chapter V.A of the City of Berkeley Commissioners’ Manual, the 
Commission voted 4-0-0-4 at the June 2, 2016 meeting to adopt the following work plan:   
 

1. Cultivation regulations 
a. Develop a selection process, as needed, for cultivation businesses   
b. Advocate for passage of BMC Chapter 12.25 and related changes to the medical 

cannabis ordinances in the BMC 
c. Advocate for expanding the areas where cultivation is permitted 
d. Consider equity access in any selection process 

 Products:   

 Draft a selection process for Council consideration (if deemed necessary) 

 Develop information for Planning Commission and Council as necessary. 
 Timing:  Short term (selection process and BMC Chapter 12.25, July 2016 – October  
     2016) and On-going (expansion beyond the M District, June 2016 – June 2017) 
 
2. Delivery services 

a. Research how delivery services are regulated in other cities 
b. Discuss options with City Attorney 
c. Develop ordinance to forward to Council 
d. Consider equity access in any selection process 

Product: 

 Draft recommendations to staff for incorporation into an ordinance (12.27) 

 Forward proposed ordinance to Council for consideration 
Timing:  Moderate (July 2016 – January 2017) 
 

3. Cottage cultivation industry 
a. Research how the State will regulate these businesses 
b. Discuss options with City Attorney and staff 
c. If necessary, draft ordinance to forward to Council 
d. Consider equity access in any selection process 

Product: 

 Draft recommendations to staff for incorporation into an ordinance (12.25) 

 Forward ordinance to Council for consideration  
Timing: Long range (October 2016 – April 2017) 
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4. Consider ways to support patients in Federal housing 
a. Research how whether other states have raised this issue with the Federal 

government 
b. Determine the best way to communicate about this issue with the federal 

government 
Product: 

 Letter to federal representative? 
Timing: Long range (May 2017 – July 2017) 
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Wednesday 
July 20, 2016 
 
 
Dear Gene, 
    Thanks for calling me back yesterday. This morning I will drop off some information about medical 
cannabis treatments and applications in the last year and a half. At our last medical cannabis 
commission cultivation subcommittee meeting, several attendees of your last Planning Commission 
meeting, which I could not attend, expressed the sentiment that perhaps the Planning Commission 
should be more informed regarding the medical uses of cannabis. 
    Yes, I realize nothing about medical cannabis is on your agenda tonight. However, my commission 
and several cultivators who have attended our cultivation subcommittee meetings believe as much 
support as possible will be needed to prod the Mayor and BCC to enact voter mandated legislation, 
which they composed 6 years ago. I'm sure I don't need to explain to you consternation and frustration 
dealing with our elected officials. 
    Indeed, the Mayor and Council have delayed last year and this year their approval of the cultivation 
ordinance formulated by medical cannabis commission in 2013, and approval can not happen now until 
September. Last night, the same group of delayers would not review 2 additional dispensary 
applications, postponing until September 20. 
   Gene, of course I know medical cannabis isn't much of a blip on your radar. I became involved in the 
local politics of medical cannabis just after 1 Whittaker (only the 3rd ugliest house in Berkeley you told 
me then). For over 15 years, our elected officials have maintained a status quo that has not served 
serious medical cannabis patients and Berkeley citizens. Hopefully, a few general public commentators 
from the medical cannabis community tonight may express their opinions regarding local cultivation 
for the sake of further Planning Commission support in the future. 
    I have also included some local cultivation information. I appreciate and admire your efforts for 
Berkeley, and thank you for your time and attention. 
Best regards, Charley Pappas 
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Advantages of Local-Grown Medical Cannabis 
 
Locally grown medical cannabis, voter mandated Measure T, mayor and BCC initiated 2010, many 
advantages to local patients, dispensary operators, and Berkeley citizens and community. 
 
-significantly reducing distance, actual cultivation of medical cannabis and its distribution to qualified 
patients, quality medicine produced, improve, & likelihood of contaminants, decrease. 
-Greener & more environmentally friendly techniques & practices, encouraged, implemented. 
-Local gardens, observed/monitored more easily throughout growing cycle. 
-more City oversight needed/required, local cultivation sites, accessed & assessed more 
efficiently/faster. without a great distance, cultivation & patients' access to medicine, communication 
regarding strains, effectiveness, & experience, facilitated. 
-Feedback & "comparing notes", patients, dispensary operators, & cultivators, benefit production 
methods & results. 
-price of patients' medicine. Reduced, lower transportation costs. 
-security of local market, convenient for local cultivators/benefit patients. 
-Further price reduction in medicine, adoption of a Best Practices regime, testing of contaminants, 
currently add significantly, price of medicine. 
-establishment local cultivation industry, besides cheaper/better medicine to patients, will develop local 
economy, significant number green jobs with sustainability to Berkeley, increasing tax revenues, 
citizen/community improvement. “A dollar spent at a locally owned store is usually spent 6-15 times 
before it leaves the community. From $1, you create $5 - $14 in value within that community.” 
-working through difficulties involved beginning medical cannabis cultivation permitting, worth the 
effort, ultimately, rewarding/successful for Berkeley community, citizens, local patients, caretakers, 
cultivators, providers. 
 
Cultivation Ordinance arguments 
1. Better quality medicine for patients 
2. Lower medicine costs- transportation, etc 
3. More access, choices for patients & local dispensaries 
4. 120+ Full Time Jobs & $1,000,000 in Annual City Sales Tax Generated by Medical Cannabis 
Cultivators 
a. IF 180,000 square feet is cultivated (arithmetic previously submitted) 
b. Farmers of cannabis probable need-  additional location options beyond M District, 
c. Elimination 6-location limit - licensing small cannabis cultivators/farmers, possibility to cultivate all 
allowable 180,000 square feet. (Many Berkeley warehouses 3,000 - 5,000 sq. ft.) 
d. Job estimate based on RAND Working Paper “Estimated Cost of Production for Legalized 
Cannabis”, Caulkins, 7/2010; corroborated as a conservative number by respected members of the 
cannabis community. 
5. Supporting local smaller cultivators -quality medicine, versus allowing established 
industries (alcohol, tobacco and pharmaceutical companies) to take over 180,000 sq. feet in 
Berkeley. 
6. Over 2 years ago, Berkeley medical cannabis cultivation subcommittee estimated $1 
million tax revenue for the city, why continue delays? South Berkeley nonprofits struggle 
for funding!!! 
7. Taxes stay in Berkeley if local cultivator sells to buyer outside Berkeley 
8. State - long time, sort out cannabis policies - November 2016 election. 2015 Blue Ribbon 
Panel, Marijuana Policy - follow-up decisions might need, back to voters, subsequent elections. 
Examples, -21 years, 1996 CA legalized medical cannabis, state developed regulations effective 
2018. -10 years after Berkeley voters passed 2010 Measure T, first visible action to voters recent 
2016 BCC awarding fourth dispensary. How much longer for cultivation ordinance!?! 
9. Time essential. Cultivators need local license before applying, state license. BMMRS 
accepting state licenses, January 2018. 
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