
 

[ADVENTISTHEALTH:INTERNAL] 

To whom it may concern, 

 I am writing this letter to express my concerns and asking for denial upon the request of Mighty 
Tasty Farms for a Major Use Permit. As a resident of this area, I am very concerned about an operation 
of this size and how it will negatively impact this neighborhood and the wellbeing of others. 

 One of my major lists of concerns of this permit approval is water. As many of the resistant’s in 
this area rely on their well water. This rises concern because there has been little to no rain and we are 
coming up on a second year of a drought. That being said, the residents of this area must monitor water 
closely to ensure we have their essential needs.  Another worry is our livestock, as many residents 
depend on their animals for their lively hood. It is very unsettling to have to worry about our livelihoods 
if there is no more water due to Mighty Tasty Farms. 

 My safety is also very concerning. Might Tasty Farms will attract unnecessary risk to the area 
that can be completed avoided.  We take pride that our area is family oriented and safe. This will not be 
the case if this permit gets approved.  

 The odor is a huge issue. As I would not be able to enjoy my property without the smell of 
marijuana. This will also lead for me to unable to cool down my house during the evening.  

 With all these concerns listed upon I urge the country to deny this permit. Not only would this 
impact me greatly, it will impact the other residents in this area. This devastating change can be avoided 
and hope it will be. 

 

Thank you for your time, 

Kristen Arreaga  
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Michael Taylor

From: John Fomasi <johnny0324@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, April 26, 2021 10:49 AM
To: Michael Taylor; Scott DeLeon; tocarra.thomas@lakecountyca.gov
Cc: Cannabis@lakecountyca.gov
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Mighty Tasty Farms UP 19-32 comment

To whom it may concern, 
  
I am writing this letter in opposition to the request by Mighty Tasty Farms for a Major Use Permit (UP 19-32). 
The requester has listed the addresses, 19697 East Road and 19713 East Road. As a resident of East Road I 
object to the issuance of this permit based on several factors. The area is made of small family farms and rural 
residential family properties. The area, especially East Road, is not an appropriate area for a commercial 
cannabis grow operation.  
  
The following is a list of the reasons for my objection. I will detail each of my objections below.  
  

1. Safety and Security  
2. Roads and Access  
3. Water/Environmental issues 
4. Foul odors 
5. Hours of operation  
6. Potential for decreased property value 
7. Legality  

  
Safety and Security: 
  
The cultivation of marijuana invites and attracts illegal activities. The potential for increased illegal activity is 
extremely high. In many cases potential thieves target the wrong location in search of marijuana and money. 
My home is the first residence on East Road. I fear that increased cultivation activity will further put my family 
at risk. These risk include the possibility of death. In several cases thieves targeting the wrong location have 
harmed, seriously injured, and/or killed innocent citizens. Based on the location of my residence in proximity of 
the proposed site, I believe my family is put at unnecessary risk for monetary gain of the applicant.  
  
Roads and Access:  
  
East Road is a private gravel road. While the applicant addresses the portion of road traveling through his 
property, he fails to address the portion of East Road, beginning at Spruce Grove Road. That portion of the road 
is an easement through my property until you reach 19658 East Road. The road cannot sustain increased traffic 
and will only cause added cost to maintain and repair the road. Yet another costly inconvenience to me, a 
resident of Lake County.  
  
The gravel road also produces excessive dust. The increased traffic will add to this problem. It already causes 
me to have to spend more time cleaning my home.  
  
Based on my review of the documents provided by the county, it appears this application is incomplete. The 
applicant, and county, have failed to address the path of travel to a landlocked parcel, nor was information 
provided on the shared access easement on East Road.  
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I request any documentation previously made by the applicant in regards to this issue. Additionally, I request a 
copy of the Preliminary Title Report, which was not provided by the county.  
  
Water-related issues: 
  
The state and immediate area have been severely impacted by drought. As we enter a second year of far below 
average rainfall, water supplies need to be closely monitored. The proposed amount of stored well water, and 
the addition of a proposed agricultural well further endangers the environment, and puts neighboring properties 
at risk of running out of water.  
  
In the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program Report provided by the county, it is documented that the 
project has potential for negative impacts in regards to water quality.  
 
The report reads, “The project has the potential to violate water quality standards, degrade water quality and 
alter drainage patterns.” 
  
That in itself should be basis for denial of this permit.  
 
Furthermore, the Lake County General Plan lays out strict rules regarding water issues related to new growth 
and construction.   
 
Policy WR-3.2, Adequate Water Availability states the following; 
 
“The county SHALL review new development proposals to ensure the intensity and timing of growth will be 
consistent with the availability of adequate water supplies. Projects MUST provide evidence of water 
availability prior breaking ground for construction.” 
  
Many area residents, including myself, depend on the strained aquifer for water to live. Allowing cultivators to 
excessively pump and use groundwater for monetary gain is irresponsible and environmentally unsound. Myself 
and area residents depend on the groundwater for ourselves and livestock. The county needs to protect its 
residents, however approving this permit would only put them in jeopardy of losing access to a life necessity; 
water.  
  
Foul odors: 
  
The smell of cannabis is nauseating to me and my family. The odors are offensive and cannot be controlled by 
cultivators. The odors from existing surrounding cultivation sites enter my home causing the inside of my 
residence to smell of marijuana. In some cases, when I leave home my clothes smell of marijuana. It’s 
disgusting and unfair to me, my family, and my neighbors. I cannot even have my windows open at night to 
cool the house down because the house would smell stronger than it already does during peak cultivation 
season. This causes increased energy cost for me to run air conditioning at night, which I should not have to do.  
  
The addition of more cannabis to the area will only add to this problem. I will be filing complaints related to 
noxious, foul, and offensive odors this summer with the county.  
  
The nauseating odors caused by cannabis cultivation make my property less enjoyable. I have to spend more 
time away from home during peak cultivation season. I feel monetary gain by another is an unfair reason to 
prevent residents of this county from enjoying their own property.  
  
Hours of operation: 
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The applicant has listed the proposed business hours of the operation. I am assigned to work nights and the 
noise from vehicles traveling through my property causes me to wake up prematurely. This causes significant 
safety concerns for myself.  
  
While I do not expect neighbors to refrain from driving the road at any time, I feel a business operation is 
completely unnecessary.  
  
Furthermore, the weekend hours will add to the traffic on my property taking away from the enjoyment of my 
own property.  
  
Potential for decreased property value: 
  
If approved, the water issues could potentially become a reason I would not be able to sell my home if I wished 
to do so. No one would buy a house with no water. Additionally, families, especially those with children, would 
be less inclined to purchase a home surrounded by cannabis grows. Safety, security, water, odors and traffic are 
all reasons property values of surrounding residences could decrease.  
  
Legality: 
  
While marijuana cultivation is allowed by the state, it still remains illegal federally. Federal law supersedes state 
law.  
  
Controlled Substances Act. Found at Title 21, Section 811 of the United States Code (U.S.C.), the law makes 
illegal to use, possess, grow and sell marijuana. It does not recognize medical marijuana. 
  
In closing, I urge the county to deny the issuance of this permit. As a private resident of Lake County who 
would be directly, negatively impacted by this project I feel the county has an obligation to protect it citizens. 
While I do not believe the applicant has negative intentions towards neighbors, I believe the application is 
excessive and unnecessary. The area is not meant for commercial cultivation, and will have negative impacts on 
myself, surrounding families, and residents. This is unfair and I again urge you to deny this permit application.  
  
Respectfully submitted, 
  
John R. Fomasi  
  
19302 East Road 
Lower Lake, CA 95457 
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