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 MEETING MINUTES 

Marijuana and Hemp Working Group 
May 15, 2019 
 
The first meeting of the Benton County Marijuana and Hemp Working Group was called to order 
at 5:30 p.m., in Room 205, Benton County Building, 360 SW Avery Ave, Corvallis, Oregon. 
 

I. ROLL CALL 
 
WORKING GROUP MEMBERS (present 
in alphabetical order): 
Arden Ray 
Carolyn Webb 
Daniel James 
Donna Schmitz 
Eddy Provost 
Janeece Cook 
Janet Hendrix 
Jay Noller (via phone) 
Jeremy Campbell 
Jerry Sorte  
Kim Jenkins 
Quinn Dellinger 
Rich Mason 
Sarah Hartstein 
Seth Crawford 

BENTON COUNTY STAFF: 
Greg Verret, Community Development Director 
Vance Croney, County Counsel 
Linsey Godwin, Associate Planner 
Inga Williams, Associate Planner 
 
FACILITATOR: 
Annie Kilburg, Triangle Associates 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

II. Introductions 
 
 The facilitator welcomed the working group members, thanked them for their participation and 

introduced Greg Verret, Benton County Development Director. Greg explained that while he will 
be available as a resource, Inga Williams has been appointed as the project manager. He stated that 
the working group portion of reviewing the proposed code amendments will conclude at end of 
June; however, that the overall public outreach and amendment process will continue through the 
summer/fall. The county staff is engaging in this public process to ensure that the public interest is 
served. 

 
The facilitator reviewed the ground rules and asked for a round of introductions. In total there were 
12 working group members in attendance. The working group members shared their names, 
affiliations and hopes for the working group process.  

 
 Action item: Is anyone willing to host a field trip or have any ideas/suggestions for a field 

trip?  
  

III. Proposed Draft Charter Review  
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A high level overview was presented regarding the Proposed Draft Charter document. A request 
was made to include water, signage and lighting to the areas of consideration. A question was raised 
about the role of the public - what opportunities that the public will have to comment on the 
proposed amendments. Staff responded that there will be multiple times for the public to comment 
on the proposed amendments, including the formal testimony process provided during the Planning 
Commission and Board of Commissioners public hearings. Comments only become formal 
testimony during the public hearing process. A member asked what the specific odor and noise 
control methods will be. Staff responded that the specifics on odor and noise control will be worked 
out during the working group meetings and that the current proposed language is a rough draft. 
 

IV. County Counsel Presentation: 
 
Vance Croney, County Counsel, presented information regarding Vested Rights and Non-
Conforming Uses code changes over time. Existing rules provide property owners with the 
understanding of what they can and cannot do on their property. If those rules change it is important 
for everyone to know and to be able to adjust or continue uses that have been allowed up to that 
point. Three categories are considered when rules are changed including: (1) “Goal post” rule, (2) 
vested rights and (3) non-conforming uses. 
 
The “goal post” rule was established by the Oregon Court of Appeals (Court). When a property 
owner submitted an application for a use, the application was deemed complete, but then the uses 
were prohibited by the rules. Which rules does the application have to address? The Court said that 
the rules in effect at the time of application apply, not the new rules.  
 
A vested right is if progress (financial, construction, investment, etc.) has been made on a use or 
building, then depending on the amount of progress, the property owner has a “vested right” to 
continue. Was there a good faith motive for the property owner in pursuing the use or building? 
Also, how much effort has been made (need to commit property)?  
 
Non-Conforming Use – also known as “grandfathered” rights, are uses that are in place and 
operating, but the rules change so that the use is not allowed, or limits on size or location. Those 
previously lawful uses become lawful non-conforming uses and are permitted to continue operating 
within the same scope and impact as before the rules changed. There are provisions in the code and 
state statute that describe what needs to be done if that use wants to expand. 
 
Clarification was provided that the goal post rule is applied when an application is complete and 
accepted by the jurisdiction.  
 

V. Code Amendments: 
 

Linsey Godwin, Benton County (County) Planning, provided an overview of marijuana and hemp 
licensing requirements by the State of Oregon.  She also provided the role of the County regarding 
license review and which types of permits the County can issue for these businesses. 
 
Inga Williams, Benton County Planning, began reviewing the proposed code amendments. “Farm 
use” is defined by the state for the farm zones (Exclusive Farm Use Zone and Multi-Purpose 
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Agriculture zone). In other zones the county can dictate what farm use means. “Resource zones” 
are the Exclusive Farm Use Zone, Multi-Purpose Agriculture and Forest Conservation zones. “Non-
Resource zones” are other zones.  Staff is proposing to use the same definition of “farm use” for 
the Agricultural Industrial zone as for the resource zones.  
 
A group member stated that ORS does not distinguish indoor versus outdoor growing for hemp and 
doing so at the County level may be problematic. The State does not distinguish between hemp 
grown with artificial lighting and without (at least in farm zones). This may not be true for non-
farm zones. In the 2017 legislative session, a bill passed specified that the four plants grown per 
household can be either marijuana or hemp.  
 
 Requested code corrections: Definitions #32, 45. Clarify production versus preparation on 

page 54-3. Also #43 – marijuana now includes industrial hemp because it is the same plant 
type – look into ORS. 

 
Inga reviewed the draft chart/matrix identifying where recreational and medical marijuana and 
hemp operations are allowed. Staff is proposing to regulate medical marijuana the same way 
recreational marijuana is currently regulated.  

 
VI. UPCOMING MEETING: 

 
May 22, 2019 
 

VII. ADJOURNMENT 
 

The meeting was adjourned 7:40 p.m. 


