
General Government Committee October 18, 2022
501 Low Gap Road
Ukiah, CA 95482

Re: Item 4b on 10/18 - Discussion and Possible Action to Provide Clarification that
Dead/Hazardous Vegetation Removal is Not "Development"; and Direction to Planning and
Building Services to Deprioritize All Related Code Enforcement (Sponsor: Supervisor Williams)

________________________________________________________

Honorable Supervisors,

MCA fully supports the need for the County to take a realistic and practical approach to the
challenges all Mendocino residents face related to Dead and Hazardous Vegetation. The
summary of request for this item reads as follows:

Our public within the Coastal Zone faces permit fees in the thousands to remove dead
and hazardous vegetation or fines in the thousands for failure to secure permits. Dead
tree removal is not "development" by any stretch of the definition. When members of
the public demonstrate personal responsibility for the safety of all, it is bad
government to demand unreasonable fees and processes. Time is of the essence
for better public policy. The California Coastal Commission is encouraged to adopt the
same.

We request that this same consideration be given to the significant number of locally licensed
cannabis cultivators who at this very moment are having their permits held up or threatened due
to an overly restrictive process that is not providing a meaningful use of the exemption for
disease and safety concerns within section 10A.17.040(K) of the ordinance which reads:

(K) Prohibition on Tree Removal. Removal of any commercial tree species as defined by
Title 14 California Code of Regulations section 895.1, Commercial Species for the Coast
Forest District and Northern Forest District, and the removal of any true oak species
(Quercus sp.) or Tan Oak (Notholithocarpus sp.) for the purpose of developing a
cannabis cultivation site is prohibited. This prohibition shall not include the pruning
of any such trees for maintenance, or the removal of such trees if necessary to
address safety or disease concerns.1

1 https://library.municode.com/ca/mendocino_county/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=MECOCO_TIT10AAG_CH10A.17MECACUOR_S10A.17.040GELICUCA
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On August 8, 2017 Supervisor John McCowen stated, to no objection from the rest of the Board,
that “the thing we want to do is make sure we include Supervisor Gjerde’s concerns
regarding clearance for defensible space, and removal of dead dying or diseased trees
should not prevent someone from getting a permit.”2

Now over 5 years later MCD and County and Outside Counsel have created new levels of proof
and restrictions that were not contemplated during the development of the ordinance and that
do not, as a PRACTICAL matter, allow for the included exception in any meaningful way.

Especially in consideration of the substantial increase locally in wildfires and fire dangers, and
the recently convened Tree Mortality Task force, which clearly illustrates the breadth of this
issue for the entire County, this Board must ensure that licensed cannabis operators are treated
no differently than any other members of the public for following best safety practices regarding
dead, diseased or unsafe vegetation.

The clear resolution of the Vegetation Modification question is essential to avoid continued
misapplication of the exception which threatens to remove applicants from the program despite
their having acted in accordance with the ordinance. We urge the Board to provide this
clarification, if not today, then at its earliest opportunity.

Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Mendocino Cannabis Alliance
e: info@mendocannabis.com

2 https://youtu.be/8VOAG6F3Ybw?t=30669
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