RIVERSIDE COUNTY
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Cannabis RFP Response Package
Ranking Results Information

Ranking Results

The cannabis Request for Proposal ("RFP") response package rankings are now complete and
the results are shown in Exhibit A: Staff Recommended Ranking List. These results are being
published on Monday, June 17, 2019. This document is a supplement to the ranking results,
briefly describing the methodology behind the ranking process, the next steps, and also the
appeal process.

Cannabis Requlatory Framework

On October 23, 2018, the Board of Supervisors (“BOS”) took action to adopt a regulatory
framework to allow cannabis businesses the right to proceed through the entitlement process in
Riverside County, pursuant to the process described in Ordinance No. 348 (Land Use and
Zoning) and the RFP criteria. For the first year, the BOS is allowing 19 retailers and 50
cultivators throughout the County. The County received 119 total RFP response packages,
categorized as the following:

\Districtl District 2 District 3  District 4 District5  Total

Retail 12 19 25 7 8 71

Cultivation 3 1 16 5 5 30

Microbusiness 3 3 2 9 1 18
Total:

Ranking Methodology

Retail: The County received 71 RFP response packages for retail, which exceeds the 19
authorized by the BOS for the first year. As a result, all retail response packages that were
submitted and deemed to be complete, were ranked. Rankings were based upon the criteria
specified within the RFP package and each RFP response package was independently ranked
by six (6) uniquely qualified County staff. The averages for each of the ranker's scores were
calculated and a final overall score was obtained. All retail scores are shown in Exhibit A: Staff
Recommended Ranking List, ordered by the highest score to the lowest. The top 19 highest
ranked retail response packages may proceed forward to the next step.

Note: There are two (2) groups of three (3) proposed retail facilities that are in conflict
with each other, as they do not meet the minimum 1,000ft separation requirement from
another retail facility. As a result, this could potentially reduce the overall number of retalil
locations from the anticipated 19, down to 15. Staff is recommending to add the next
highest ranked four (4) retail locations, that DO NOT conflict with a retail facility that has
ranked in the top 19, the opportunity to also process.
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Cultivation: The County received 30 RFP response packages for cultivation, which is less than
the 50 authorized by the BOS for the first year. As a result, all cultivation response packages
that were submitted and deemed to be complete, may proceed forward to the next step.

Microbusiness: The County received 18 RFP response packages for a microbusiness. Most of
the proposals for a microbusiness included both retail and cultivation operations. For the
purpose of this ranking process, each of the microbusiness response packages were
categorized as cultivation, rather than retail. This means that none of the proposed
microbusiness applications, took one of the 19 retail spaces, except for the following scenario:

Where a proposed microbusiness was located within 1,000ft of another proposed retail facility,
the microbusiness RFP response package was ranked. Out of the 18 microbusiness RFP
response packages, three (3) were found to be within 1,000ft of another proposed retail location.
All retail RFP response packages and these three (3) microbusiness RFP response packages
have been ranked and the final results, showing the top 19, are listed in Exhibit A: Staff
Recommended Ranking List. All microbusiness response packages that were deemed to be
complete and not in conflict with another retail location that obtained a top 19 ranking, may
proceed forward to the next step.

Note: There are multiple retail RFP response packages (including microbusinesses that
have a retail component) that are located within 1000ft of each other, which is not allowed
pursuant to Ordinance No. 348 (Land Use and Zoning). Staff will be recommending to the
BOS, that the top 23 will be allowed to process at risk. These known conflicts have been
identified in the rankings list. In cases where those conflicts exist, the first business to
receive the final BOS approval, will be deemed the successful applicant. Staff will
recommend to the BOS that any other retailer (including microbusinesses that have a
retail component), that conflicts with said successful applicant above, will not be
approved.

All applicants are encouraged to carefully review the CUP submittal requirements, cost,
and processing timeframes. Each application is different, having different levels of
complexity and entitlement application combinations. Each CUP application will be
independently processed and will follow their own timeframe for completion and approval
consideration. There is no guarantee of CUP approval. PROCEED AT YOUR OWN
RISK.

Next Steps

This entire RFP response package ranking information will be filed with the Board of
Supervisors (“BOS”) on July 2, 2019. Once the results are ratified by the BOS, the top
proposals that have been identified as being able to move forward, will have 120-days to submit
a complete Conditional Use Permit ("CUP") package and Development Agreement ("DA"),
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pursuant to Ordinance No. 348 (Land Use and Zoning), which will initiate the entitlement review
process for your cannabis business. The final date the County will accept a CUP for a Cannabis
business is, WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 30, 2019 BY 5:00PM. Please carefully review ALL
submittal requirements, as some locations may require a General Plan Amendment, Change of
Zone, and/or Variance, in addition to the required Conditional Use Permit and Development
Agreement applications. Upon submittal, each application will be individually analyzed to
determine the appropriate level of environmental review, pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”).

Cannabis Business Operations in Riverside County

Receiving a top ranking to apply for a County CUP does not constitute an entitlement approval.
All Cannabis Activities must; apply for and receive a CUP, comply with the California
Environmental Quality Act, be consistent with the County’s General Plan, enter into a
Development Agreement with the County, obtain a State license as a Retailer and satisfy all
other regulatory requirements prior to commencing operation. For up to date information
regarding cannabis operations in Riverside County, please continue to visit the Planning
Department website at: http://planning.rctima.org

RFP Ranking Appeal Process
Pursuant to “REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS For COMMERCIAL CANNABIS RETAILERS -
Addendum”:

A Proposer who timely submitted a Proposal may file an appeal as follows:

Any Proposer who has timely submitted a Proposal may file an appeal to contest the decision to
not issue an awarding notification to the appellant, by filing a written appeal which complies with
this RFP Section. The appeal must be filed within (5) business days after the ranking list
has been _made available to all proposers — FINAL DATE TO SUBMIT APPEAL is
MONDAY, JUNE 24, 2019 BY NOON. Postmarking by the due date will not substitute for actual
timely receipt.

1. The appeal must be based on one or more of the following grounds:

a. The RFP or its exhibits were ambiguous or inconsistent in a materially significant way
and such ambiguity or inconsistency gave the selected Proposer(s) an unfair
competitive advantage; or

b. The selection process was unfair in that the County failed to follow the stated selection
process which gave an unfair competitive advantage to the selected Proposer(s) and
the selection process was not modified or waived pursuant to the RFP.
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2. The County takes a number of factors into account when making its selection and thus no
single factor or criteria can outweigh all the others combined. As such, the following are
generally not grounds for a valid appeal:

a. The appellant feels they have more experience than a selected Proposer(s); or
b. The appellant feels they are better qualified than a selected Proposer(s).

3. The appeal shall contain a full and complete written statement specifying in detail the
grounds for the appeal and the facts supporting the appeal. The appeal shall make
specific reference to the applicable sections of the RFP, and/or sections of the appellant’s

Proposal.

4. The appeal shall be emailed or hand delivered to the County TLMA at:

Riverside County TLMA Riverside County TLMA
4080 Lemon Street, 14th Floor or 77-588 El Duna Court, Ste. H
Riverside, CA 92501 Palm Desert, CA 92211

If emailed, to CannPlanning@rivco.org the following must be in capitalized letters on the
subject line of the email:

APPEAL OF CANNABIS RFP AWARD: (NAME OR COMPANY NAME).

5. The TLMA Director will review the appeal and the response and promptly initiate an
investigation. The appellant and all Proposers shall cooperate with any inquiries from the
TLMA Director.

6. At the conclusion of the investigation, the TLMA Director shall issue a letter to the
appellant regarding his findings. The role of the TLMA Director is to determine whether or
not County staff or the review panel followed the selection process outlined in the RFP
and whether the RFP materials were materially ambiguous or inconsistent so as to give
the selected Proposer(s) an unfair economic advantage. If necessary, the TLMA Director
can recommend steps to correct the error; recommend ceasing the RFP with the selected
appellant (s) and start the RFP process with the next highest scoring Proposer; reject all
Proposals and restart the RFP process, or such other remedy as may be in the County’s
best interest.

7. It is not the role of the TLMA Director to second-guess staff or the review panel as to the
relative strengths or weaknesses of the submitted Proposals. The TLMA Director will not
substitute his judgment for that of staff or the review panel so long as the RFP process
has been substantially followed.
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Exhibit A:
Staff Recommended Ranking List
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CAN190053

CAN190080

CAN190055

CAN190043
CAN190040

CAN190034
CAN190039

CAN190044

CAN190054
CAN190048

CAN190109
CAN190038
CAN190042

CAN190050

CAN190036

CAN190027

CAN190103

CAN190012

CAN190026

CAN190013

CAN190101

CAN190031

CAN190116

CAN190068

CAN190111

CAN190015

Applicant /
Business Name

Page: 1

Recommend to

Total Points Rank Proceed Potential Conflicts
400 Max <1,000ft Separation
Forward
CAN190026
380.8 1 YES CAN190053
CAN190080
CAN190026
380.7 2 YES CAN190053
CAN190080
380.5 3 YES
379.6 4 YES
3729 5 YES
372.1 6 YES
371 7 YES
369.3 8 YES
CAN190042
368.5 9 YES CAN190054
CAN190109
366.4 10 YES
CAN190042
366.4 11 YES CAN190054
CAN190109
363.2 12 YES
CAN190042
363.2 13 YES CAN190054
CAN190109
362.7 14 YES
362.1 15 YES
361.3 16 YES
357.9 17 YES
357.4 18 YES
CAN190026
356.5 19 YES CAN190053
CAN190080
Conflicts with
356.4 X NO CAN190027 in top
19
Additional due to
355.4 20 YES conflicts within top
19
Additional due to
354.7 21 YES conflicts within top
19
Conflicts with
353.4 X NO CAN190050 in top
19
Additional due to
352.5 22 YES conflicts within top
19
Additional due to
352.5 23 YES conflicts within top
19
352.3 X NO




File No.

CAN190006

CAN190020

CAN190024

CAN190049

CAN190025

CAN190019

CAN190018

CAN190041

CAN190022

CAN190087

CAN190014

CAN190069

CAN190045

CAN190046

CAN190097

CAN190114

CAN190005

CAN190030

CAN190094

CAN190085

CAN190052

CAN190047

CAN190086

CAN190098

CAN190070

CAN190081

CAN190095

CAN190067

CAN190115

CAN190084

CAN190093

Type

Micro

Micro

Micro

Applicant /
Business Name

CWB Enterprise,
LLC

Essential Erba

River Releaf

APN

650080058

247042018

247081021

Address

72050 CORPORATE
WAY

250 IOWA AVE

405 IOWA AVE
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District

District 4

District 2

District 2

Recommend to

Total Points Rank Proceed Potential Conflicts
400 Max <1,000ft Separation
Forward
351.7 X NO
351.4 X NO
351 X NO
350.6 X NO
350.5 X NO
350.1 X NO
349.8 X NO
349.3 X NO
349.2 X NO
348.9 X NO
348 X NO
345.7 X NO
345.6 X NO
345.1 X NO
344.9 X NO
*NOTE: Ranked due to
341.1 X NO 1,000ft conflict with
retail
338.6 X NO
338.5 X NO
*NOTE: Ranked due to
338.4 X NO 1,000ft conflict with
retail
337.7 X NO
335.9 X NO
331.9 X NO
328.3 X NO
326.2 X NO
326.2 X NO
326 X NO
*NOTE: Ranked due to
325.4 X NO 1,000ft conflict with
retail
325.4 X NO
325.4 X NO
323.1 X NO
322.1 X NO




Recommend to

File No. Type Buérnp;is(;a:l;;]e APN Address District Tc::g:) I:;);Qts Rank Proceed ff;%g?f;g:::;g;sn
Forward

CAN190078 316 X NO
CAN190077 312.9 X NO
CAN190059 308.3 X NO
CAN190075 307.8 X NO
CAN190072 305.9 X NO
CAN190079 305.7 X NO
CAN190090 302.6 X NO
CAN190105 299.9 X NO
CAN190112 297.5 X NO
CAN190017 292.2 X NO
CAN190104 232.9 X NO
CAN190106 213.3 X NO
CAN190108 208.7 X NO
CAN190117 202.1 X NO

: Applicant / . Total Points R Potential Conflicts

File No. Business Name 400 Max Rank Proceed <1,000ft Separation

Forward

CAN190001 N/A N/A YES
CAN190002 N/A N/A YES
CAN190003 N/A N/A YES
CAN190004 N/A N/A YES
CAN190008 N/A N/A YES
CAN190009 N/A N/A YES
CAN190010 N/A N/A YES
CAN190016 N/A N/A YES
CAN190023 N/A N/A YES
CAN190029 N/A N/A YES
CAN190032 N/A N/A YES
CAN190033 | Micro  |Mand Empire 347130024 |0 UNASSIGNED District 1 N/A N/A YES

Cannabis Company
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Recommend to : .
. Applicant / o Total Points Potential Conflicts
File No. Type Business Name APN Address District 400 Max Rank Proceed <1,000ft Separation
Forward
CAN190037 N/A N/A YES
CAN190051 N/A N/A YES
CAN190056 N/A N/A YES
CAN190057 N/A N/A YES
CAN190058 N/A N/A YES
CAN190060 N/A N/A YES
CAN190061 N/A N/A YES
CAN190062 | Micro  |FioraHolding Group) oo, 0000, (15900 S BROADWAY | District 4 N/A N/A YES
(Travis Pollock)
CAN190063 N/A N/A YES
CAN190064 N/A N/A YES
CAN190065 N/A N/A YES
CAN190066 n’_@te Owl Holdings,| 25160011 [51650 SNAITH RD N/A N/A YES
CAN190071 N/A N/A YES
CAN190073 N/A N/A YES
CAN190074 N/A N/A YES
CAN190076 N/A N/A YES
CAN190082 N/A N/A YES
CAN190083 N/A N/A YES
. 23215 TEMESCAL -

CAN190088 River Releaf 283160038 |, V00 RD District 1 N/A N/A YES

.. 79607 COUNTRY - CAN190089

CAN190089 Elemental Riverside| 607351004 CLUB DR District 4 N/A N/A YES CAN190107
CAN190091 N/A N/A YES
CAN190092 |  Micro ';::222 et 408030003 [41120 UTE ST District 5 N/A N/A YES

. Riverside Blends L CAN190096

CAN190096 | Micro | iRt BTGy | 680380001 (72018 Watt Court District 4 N/A N/A YES CAN190110
CAN190099 | Micro |PEMinsulaFinance | oo 120055 (69391 DILLONRD | District 4 N/A N/A YES

Coporation

CAN190100 N/A N/A YES
CAN190102 |  Micro  [Filling Socks, LLC | 381190009 |17738 GRAND AVE | District 1 N/A N/A YES

. 79579 COUNTRY - CAN190089

CAN190107 Micro GreenPeace, LLC 607351003 CLUB DR District 4 N/A N/A YES CAN190107

. . - CAN190096

CAN190110 | Micro  |Cannatopia, LLC | 650380001 |72242 WATT CT District 4 N/A N/A YES CAN190110
CAN190118 N/A N/A YES
CAN190119 Micro Integragreen, Inc. 470180034 |0 UNASSIGNED District 3 N/A N/A YES
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Recommend to

. Applicant / . Total Points Potential Conflicts
File No. T _ APN A D Rank P :
fie Mo ype Business Name ddress Istrict 400 Max an roceed <1,000ft Separation
Forward
—
CAN190011 | Retail |HaTvest(Sandra | -0o01010 |0 UNASSIGNED District 3 N/A N/A NO MatiEE (i Ere
Christensen) RFP Package
CAN190035 | Retail |T"OMthe Beginning,| ) o200050 3848 MCKINLEY ST | District 2 N/A N/A NO Marizs (e fete
Inc. RFP Package
CAN190113 | Retail |Grean Leaf, Inc. 548070012 [44388 FLORIDA AVE | District 3 N/A N/A NO AU ielul g o
RFP Package
Types
Retail
Micro
Cultivation
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