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KIMBERLY MAXSON-RUSHTON, ESQ. Direct Phone (702) 832-1900
EMAIL: krushton@cooperlevenson.com Direct Fax (702) 832-1901

July 26, 2021

Hon. Michael Douglas, Chair
Nevada Cannabis Compliance Board
555 E. Washington Ave., Ste. 4200
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Dear Chair Douglas:

This letter is respectfully submitted in support of the proposed changes to Nevada Cannabis
Compliance Regulations (“NCCR”) 11.015 previously filed by RSR Analytical Laboratories (“RSR™).

Please find attached hereto and identified as Exhibit 1 a copy of the current regulation (11.015).
Also, attached is Exhibit 2, which contains a copy of the changes to NCCR 11.015 as proposed by CCB
Staff. Lastly, attached hereto and identified as Exhibit 3 are regulation amendments proposed by RSR,
which specifically address impartiality between an independent testing facility and other cannabis
establishments (cultivation and production facilities).

RSR’s proposed language, which derives from Nevada Gaming Commission (“NGC”) Regulations
14.390, 14.395 and 14.420, seeks to accomplish the following: (a) identification and clarification of
specific acts, which constitute a failure of a licensed cannabis establishment (cultivation/production and
laboratory) to maintain independence from one another; and, (b) notice to the cannabis industry of actions,
which if undertaken by a cannabis establishment otherwise constitutes an unsuitable method of operation.

Nevada defines a regulation as an "agency rule, standard, directive or statement of general
applicability which effectuates or interprets law or policy, or describes the organization, procedure, or
practice requirements of an agency.” Nevada Revised Statute (“NRS”) 233B.038 (emphasis added).
Although exempt from NRS 233B, the CCB maintains the obligation to ensure that the applicability and
purpose of a regulation relates (in some way) to the governing statutes and that it be of general
applicability. As drafted, Staff’s proposed changes to NCCR 11.015 fail to meet either standard.

The statutory requirements specific to cannabis regulations are primarily contained in NRS
678A.450, 678B.650 and 678D.500. Nowhere in these statutes is the CCB authorized to regulate
business practices to the extent sought in the proposed amendments to NCCR 11.015, nor does the law
allow the CCB without justification to restrict the business practices of one group of cannabis
establishments — independent testing laboratories. Moreover, lacking any information/evidence
supporting Staff’s requested changes the draft amendments are deemed to be arbitrary and capricious.
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As held by the Nevada Supreme Court in Felton v. Douglas County, 134 Nev. Adv. Op. 6, 410 P.3d
991 (2018), a reviewing court “will not hesitate to declare a regulation invalid when the regulation
violates the constitution, conflicts with existing statutory provisions or exceeds the statutory authority
of the agency or is otherwise arbitrary and capricious." Citing, Meridian Gold Co., 119 Nev. at 635, 81
P.3d at 519 (quoting, State, Div. of Ins. v. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co., 116 Nev. 290, 293, 995 P.2d
482, 485 (2000)).

As drafted Staff’s proposed language is overly broad and inaccurately infers that a laboratory’s
decision to refund or waive a testing fee is evidence of impartiality yet there’s been no information /
testimony presented by Staff supporting said assumption. Thus, the proposed amendment to NCCR
11.015 contained in Exhibit 2 fails to meet the necessary legal standards applicable to all regulations in
Nevada.

On behalf of RSR we’d like to thank the Cannabis Compliance Board for your review and
consideration of the proposed regulation amendments to NCCR 11.015 as contained in Exhibit 3. My
clients and I will be present at the CCB Hearing currently scheduled for July 27, 2021, and welcome
the opportunity to provide further information on the proposed regulation (11.015).

Sincerely yo

imberly Maxson Rushton, Esq.

Enclosures
cc: T. Klimas, Ex. Director

R. Richardson, RSR
R. Rushton, RSR

CLAC 6483923.1



RSR Analytical Laboratories

EXHIBIT 1

Current NCCR 11.015



11.015 Requirements for testing facility to handle, test or analyze cannabis.

1. A cannabis testing facility shall not handle, test or analyze cannabis unless:

(a) The cannabis testing facility has been issued a license;

(b) The cannabis testing facility is independent from all other persons involved in the
cannabis industry in Nevada; and

(c) No person with a direct or indirect interest in the cannabis testing facility has a
direct or indirect financial interest in:

(1) A cannabis sales facility;

(2) A cannabis product manufacturing facility;

(3) A cannabis cultivation facility;

(4) A cannabis distributor;

(5) A provider of health care who provides or has provided written documentation for
the issuance of registry identification cards or letters of approval; or

(6) Any other entity that may benefit from the cultivation, manufacture, dispensing,
sale, purchase or use of cannabis or cannabis products.

2. A cannabis testing facility is not required to use a cannabis distributor to collect
or move samples for testing.
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EXHIBIT 2

Staff Proposed Changes to NCCR 11.015



11.015 Requirements for testing facility to handle, test or analyze cannabis. 1. A
cannabis [ndependent testing laboratoryfaethier shall not handle, test or analyze cannabis unless:
(a) The cannabis independent testing laboratoryfsethiey has been issued a license;
(b) The cannabis independent testing laboratoryfxettiey is independent from all
other persons involved in the cannabis industry in Nevada; and
(c) No person with a direct or indirect interest in the cannabis /ndependent resting
laboratorytrettiey has a direct or indirect financial interest in:
(1) A cannabis sales facility;
(2) A cannabis production rratHretteine facility;
(3) A cannabis cultivation facility;
(4) A cannabis distributor;
(3) A provider of health care who provides or has provided written
documentation for the issuance of registry identification cards or letters of approval;
or

(6) Any other entity that may benefit from the cultivation, manufacture,
dispensing, sale, purchase or use of cannabis or cannabis products.

2. A cannabis independent testing laboratory shall (mplement business practices
which are structured and managed so as o safeguard impartiality in testing including:

(i) A testing laboratory may not offer a different fee schedule or waive
pavment in the event of fuling or otherwise undesirable test results; and
(b) Refunds, rebates or any other return of pavment in the form of alternate

compensation Is not permitted for the reason of failing or otherwise undesirable test

results.

3. A cannabis independent testing laboratorvEaettity is not required to use a cannabis
distributor to collect or move samples for testing.



RSR Analytical Laboratories

EXHIBIT 3

RSR’s Proposed Changes to NCCR 11.015



Proposed Changes to NCCR 11.015(2) —(6)

Submitted on behalf of RSR Analytical Laboratory

(2) To be considered independent from a cultivator, producer and/or dispensary, an independent
testing laboratory, including its employees, management, directors, owners:

(a) Must not have a financial or other interest, direct or otherwise, in a cannabis
establishment doing business in Nevada;

(b) Must not participate, consult, or otherwise be involved in the cultivation or production of
cannabis; and

(¢) Must not have any other interest in or involvement with a cannabis cultivator, producer
and/or dispensary that could cause the independent testing laboratory to act in a manner
that 1s not impartial.

(3) An independent testing laboratory is not required to use a cannabis distributor to collect or
transfer samples for testing.

(4) The restrictions denoted in subsection 2 are not intended to limit an independent testing
laboratory, or the above listed individuals, from providing consulting services to a cultivation
establishment, production establishment and/or dispensary, provided that such services do not
directly or indirectly indicate, suggest, or imply how to cultivate or produce cannabis.

(5) It a registered independent testing laboratory hires a person who was previously employed
by, or performed any work for, a cultivator, producer and/or dispensary within one year prior to
the person’s date of employment with the independent testing laboratory, the independent testing
laboratory shall not permit that person to perform any tests for which the person had any
involvement with, whatsoever, while the person was employed by the cultivator, producer and/or
dispensary for a period of one year from the person’s date of employment with the independent
testing laboratory.

(6) A cultivator, producer or dispensary shall not:

(a) Attempt, directly or indirectly, to improperly influence an independent testing
laboratory, or any of its employees, management, or owners, regarding any sample
currently being tested by the laboratory

(b) Engage in any transaction with an independent testing laboratory it is utilizing, has
utilized, or intends to utilize to test cannabis, which would require the independent
testing laboratory to participate, consult, or otherwise be involved in the cultivation or
production of cannabis. This restriction is not intended to limit a cultivator, producer
or dispensary from engaging an independent testing laboratory to provide consulting
or research and development services, provided that such services do not directly or
indirectly indicate, suggest, or imply how to cultivate or produce cannabis.

CLAC 6430451.1
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June 25, 2021

Hon. Michael Douglas, Chair
Nevada Cannabis Compliance Board
555 Washington Ave, 4200

Las Vegas, NV 89101

Re: Nevada Cannabis Compliance Regulation 11.015
Dear Chairman and CCB Members:

Please find enclosed herein proposed changes to Nevada Cannabis Compliance Regulation
(“NCCR”) 11.015 respectfully submitted on behalf of RSR Analytical Laboratories (“RSR™).

RSR’s proposed changes are in response to the draft language, pertaining to NCCR 11.015,
recently considered by the CCB during the June 15, 2021 Regulatory Workshop. The proposed
language is intended to strengthen the regulatory requirements relative to impartiality and further the
CCB’s mandate that testing labs be independent from other cannabis establishments. The proposed
changes also seek to ensure that members of the cannabis industry clearly understand how the CCB
construes the term “impartiality.”

In brief, the language proposed by RSR specifically sets forth acts which, if committed, would
constitute a lack of impartiality by an independent testing laboratory. The language also prohibits a
cultivator, producer and/or dispensary from certain acts that could impact the impartiality of a testing
lab in Nevada; said language is proposed in response to CCB Member Durrett’s concern relative to
“lab shopping.” RSR’s suggested language also preserves a labs ability to provide consulting as well
as research and development services for clients. As evidenced by the article attached hereto, authored
by RSR’s Microbial Scientist, Anthony Repay, research and development within the cannabis industry
is necessary and imperative to ensuring the safety of cannabis products sold in Nevada.

Correspondingly, RSR respectfully requests that the draft language currently being proposed
(NCCR 11.015(2)) be removed for the following reasons: To date, no evidence has been presented by
any party nor Staff demonstrating how the business practice of refunding a service fee or cost
constitutes impartiality; and, the draft language in NCCR 11.015(2)(a) and (b) is ambiguous and in part
redundant. Thus, RSR submits the enclosed proposed language in a good faith effort to clarify what
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Hon. Michael Douglas, Chair
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Page 2

acts, within the cannabis industry, constitute “impartiality” and to alleviate any concern relative to “lab
shopping.”

Lastly, on behalf of RSR, my clients and I would like to thank the CCB for its consideration of
these proposed changes to NCCR 11.015. Without question a robust regulatory scheme aids both the
Board and the cannabis industry in navigating Nevada’s cannabis laws, RSR welcomes the opportunity
to provide further input and assistance to the CCB relative to regulatory revisions, which serve to
strengthen Nevada’s cannabis laws.

As always, thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Respectfully Submitted,

Koot

Kimberly Maxson—Rushton; Esq.

Enclosures

cc: R. Rushton, RSR
R. Richardson, RSR
T. Klimas, Ex. Director



Proposed Changes to NCCR 11.015
(Subsections (2)-(6)

Submitted on behalf of RSR Analytical Laboratories

(2) To be considered independent from a cultivator, producer and/or dispensary, an independent
testing laboratory, including its employees, management, directors, owners:

(a) Must not have a financial or other interest, direct or otherwise, in a cannabis establishment
doing business in Nevada;

(b) Must not participate, consult, or otherwise be involved in the cultivation or production of
cannabis; and

(¢) Must not have any other interest in or involvement with a cannabis cultivator, producer
and/or dispensary that could cause the independent testing laboratory to act in a manner
that is not impartial.

(3) An independent testing laboratory is not required to use a cannabis distributor to collect or
transfer samples for testing.

(4) The restrictions denoted in subsection 2 are not intended to limit an independent testing
laboratory, or the above listed individuals, from providing consulting services to a cultivation
establishment, production establishment and/or dispensary, provided that such services do not
directly or indirectly indicate, suggest, or imply how to cultivate or produce cannabis.

(5) If a registered independent testing laboratory hires a person who was previously employed by,
or performed any work for, a cultivator, producer and/or dispensary within one year prior to the
person’s date of employment with the independent testing laboratory, the independent testing
laboratory shall not permit that person to perform any tests for which the person had any
involvement with, whatsoever, while the person was employed by the cultivator, producer and/or
dispensary for a period of one year from the person’s date of employment with the independent
testing laboratory.

(6) A cultivator, producer or dispensary shall not;

(a) Attempt, directly or indirectly, to improperly influence an independent testing
laboratory, or any of its employees, management, or owners, regarding any sample
currently being tested by the laboratory

(b) Engage in any transaction with an independent testing laboratory it is utilizing, has
utilized, or intends to utilize to test cannabis, which would require the independent
testing laboratory to participate, consult, or otherwise be involved in the cultivation or
production of cannabis. This restriction is not intended to limit a cultivator, producer or
dispensary from engaging an independent testing laboratory to provide consulting or
research and development services, provided that such services do not directly or
indirectly indicate, suggest, or imply how to cultivate or produce cannabis.

CLAC 6430451.1



ZJOMO[J SIqBUUED

pauip 10§ aanjeradwe) [ewmdo oy 9q p[nom sarnjesadurs) oMy ) Jo Yorym ‘vrneradius) ur 30UISLJIP € sI 211 J1 ‘A[puodeg jainjeradws) uonegnoul
I0Y Do 1 F D0ST 10 Do [F Do §T UMI2Q 20UIIYJIP B 2121]) SI payse sem uonsanb ot ‘Anmbur siyy SUImoq[og "D, 87 18 10139q M3 SIOYI0 [IYM D),

GT 18 PAIIA0IAI 13119q 2Je SWSIUBZIO P[OUI PUR JSBAA JWWOS 95NE03q SoFULT JUSISIJIP 0M] XM 210U Jey) pajels asuodsar I1ay) JAE 01 Ino Suroesl 1oy
Do [ F Do STI0 Do IF Do 8T 248 saameradwia) 953U, * £/ ¥L/SLY9 18D 1onpoid prow pue jseak pider moy) Jo porrad uoneqnoul Y 10 sanjeradusy
JUDIRJJIP OM] SPUSWUIOIDI A€ “wiijiad Jo J2INJoBINUEW 2 ], "paisa) st ey jued siqeuues o jo wred urew ayy Afjeiousd st sy, (1) juerd

s1qeuued 3y Jo Hed SULISMO]J SPNIO A} SB PIULIP ST JAMO[J SIqRUTRD PILI(] “IIMO[J SIqEUUER) PaLIp UO p[ow pue jseaA Sunnseawr 10y anjerodure)
wnwndo sy suIwiIL)Ep 0] saInteIadns) PAPUSLITIOI] ISIMOBNURLI JUSISIJIP 0M] JB SJUnod },1) 2redwos oy st prys siy) jo asodmd [[e1oA0 oy,

(1) 103 paise1 Apradoid jou J1 uwrey uewny o3 pes| ued ‘sanyipuenb ySnou

a31e] u1 ‘swistuedIconW 9Y) JO 2WOS Jey) woy swajs wajqord oy, *(¢) suonenyis SurmoIs JIDY) UI [RINJRU 9J0W 3q 0} ABM © ul 1onpoid 1oy} Jo [PmoId
ay3 ayeyioe] diey o) 13uny Surpnjoul ‘SWSTUESIOOIOIW JUAISJJIP SUIPPE PALIBIS MOU OS[B dABY SI0TeAN[N)) *(7) $$9001d UONEINads € YSNnOIy) SUONIPUOod
uoroupoid SIqeUUEd Ul JUSWUOIIAUD J[qEIINS € PUIJ 0] PUNOJ Ua3q 9AEY p[ow pue 1seak Jo sadAy juaiagip [e1aaag “ssad0id Surlip pue Surmors oy
Y3NnOIy1 JaMO[J 34} JO UOHRUIWILIUOD PJOUI PUE JSBAA US2q SBY SIqEULERD IO UISOU0D Jo BaIe ouQ) *(]) Sunss) souasqe pue souasard ySnoiyy 10 proysasy
(NAD) nun Sururio] Auojod e 1oyji2 se dn 39s o ULd PuB ‘sIseq 9)1¥1S-01-91E)S © U0 paje[ndar aIe jey) wolsAs jigj—ssed v oI saUI[opIng 9say [, “suswinyg
0} [NJULIEY SAUO 3} I0J 183} A[SA1199]3s 0] SN pa sey ) jey) ('dds sigouur)) I2MO[J SIqEUUed paLp uo SWSIueSIo0IdIW JO AJISIOATP © [ONS ST 313,

"SAOUINSUO0D Y] JO AJafps puv Sulisa] ul AIDNIIY 24NSUB 01 D), CT I PAAPGRIUL aq 0F ‘4amMO)f Stquuupd patdp Suiisag uaym wijtfiiaad

proui pup jsvad prdvd ¢ a4tnba. 0 spapoq 22unijdisod s pun SisIS0j01GOL1U SIGDUUDD [JD 2841 [ ), €7 J0 10anf u1 2ous.affip 412y U1 juvILfiuSis
AJJPISYDIS 2G 01 PAAIISGO 2UIOS PUD 7, §7 IV SIUNO0I (1)) tun Sunuiof £uojos iaySty pamoys yimo8 pajiqiyxa 1wy sappid v 1oyl punof som. i
D424 “Su1jS3] [DIGOLITU LOf S2UIJIPING ADINIIDAUDUL YJIM IUDPAOIIV UL Y 7/—()9 UI2NIIq paIpqnoul 249M sa10)d 259y [ “y1mo.S pjout pup jsvad fo

mnoww [poj 240duioo 0} saanipiadua) yioq 1 pawid 3q 01 UaSOYD AJUOPUDL 242M SUIULOS 20UDIAUOD SULINY Pioul pup ISDIA 24DY 01 PUROS A2MO}S
S1GOUUDD PILP “APIIS SIYI UL "D [ F Do 8 40 Do [ F Do §C S28un4 aamppsaduta] uonipgnoul uaaffip omy sisad8ns saamjonfiuvu ayp “(‘dds siqpuup?y)
AaMO]f S1qouun2 parip Jo sisdipun sy 4of wijifidgad pjous pup 1spad pidp.a s Suisn uai 4

‘Y1mo43 pjouwt puv jspad [0 junoutn (010 2.40duios oy sanipiadula] HoDgRIUl
wma43ffip omy v pawyd aq o1 uasoys Auuopun. dssm Supoa.os aouvtydutod Surinp pjow puv 1spad 2avy 03 punof Jamoyf SIgoUUD) parip Apnjs Siyl uf

vE-T¢ seded
€ anss] ‘p awnjoA ‘1707 [1dy ‘A3ojouyda ], pur 20UNDG SIqRULE))
Avday [ AUOLIOY

120T ‘91 [udy
(*dds siqeuuen) Jamoj4 siqeuuen pariq uo sainjeradwa] paysabbng
s Jainjoejnuepy Buizijnn wjylad PO pue 3sea) pidey g Jo uosuedwon ainjesadwa]



(8148 '859°SL-)

8L9°¢C- (£0L0- ‘eL6™7-) Yo & 098¢ , SL5E L5ZS

jeala] | suesy

omen-d - | sopsness-) | eduspyuoy | uiecussOMI | UBSWILSZ . | UROW Do 82

'81BM1JOS |BD11S[1RYS J BUZI|IIN SUOp sem sisAjeue sjy | sueaw ajdwes Jo (8%=4p) 153]-1 POpIS-OM] :| djqeL
wosuedwo)) Juno) 1D
s}jinsay

[

"991¢ PUB ‘Q0€S “15TS PTIS “COTS :SMO[[0F SB aIe sIaquinu

9say L, "y dpduies oy 91e100sSE 0] IoqUINU JSIP-1noJ € USALS aq [[IA pUE UIPPIY 9q [[IM SIUSI[D 3Y) JO SOWRU 9 ‘AI[EIUSPIIU0D WD 0] 3Nn(]
"$52204d 21} INOYSNOIY) PAIINDI0 LONRUIUEZIUOD IBAO-SSOIO OU Jey) UWLIFU0S 0} paje(d sem UR|q 9Y [, 'SUOLIPU0S Jussaid Iapun modo ued ymoid 1dung
wnyuod 03 (1€201IDLV/6L1E AdON) suvarqip vpipuv)) Jo smynd amd & woly spew sem SO sHL (ST ids [onues A1oeioqe] ¥ pue yuelq

B UIIM Suoje Y 7/—(9 UdaMI3q pateqnoul a1om sate[d ooy ‘uoreqnouy 10§ sau[aping A E PUe BPRASN JO 18IS oY) SWMOJ[0 ‘Do [F Do ST 10 Do [F Do
8T 18 Pa1Bqnoul 9q JOYIIa 0} ALIOpUEI PAPIAIP A[[enba uaty a1am sajeorjdar g¢ asayT, *(¢) svuuew prder ¢ ur e[d a1 UO pjoul pue 1seak A[UO JO [IMOIS
3} 91e)1[198] 0] So101qIUE PAzZI[erdads qum waysAs o1erd osn 03 Apear ‘ardwis e st wyineg “(§4°7) SUONEPUIWLL0IR] (HVOV) SISIUY) [eIM[NoLFy
[BIDL (O JO UOTIBIJOSSY PUEB JOINJOBJNUEBL A1} Aq UAAIS SUONONISUI 9Y] [IIM 2OUBPIOJE UT oUOp sem sy ] “sodures aA1] oy Jo yaes Joy wyryed

piows pue )sea£ pydex A 01 Uo sawy (g pareader sem ssaooad sty], “passaid pue wiyinad 01 PILIAJSURIL SBM UONN[OS ST JO JW | ey Suimoy[o]
"POPPE SeM JUINJIP S P[SIJIa)ING [LI)S JO TW 6 YIIYM 0] Feq palayiy 9[u=)s & ojul Ajjeondase o poySrom sem ojdwes yoed woy § [ “IXoN

“eale Jury3tom oY) 0} paujsuen pue Seq 9[LIG)S € UL XIW SIQRUUE) snoousF0WoY B WL0) 0] paysnid a1em sojdures osoy | “uosieduwos ammjesadurs)

SIY} Ul pasn 3¢ O} WOPUET Je Uasoyd a1am Suj)sal soueljdwios [aued [[nJ Iopun Junod pjow pue 1SBIK [210) B 9ABY 0} PUN0y s1am 18y} sajdures Juai[d 9AL]

|eluswiiadxy



3
"SIQEUUED PALIP U0 PUNOJ AJUOITHOD SP[OUI PUR JSBSA 0] [BpI
a1our A[ay1] ST aanjeroduwia) UOT)EqNOUT JOAMO] 3y JBY] 9ONPIP UED 3M BIRP SIY) WOL "UOLIN[IP 5] 18 [IMOIS OU Pasoys §0¢s djdures "UuonepuUauwonal
amjeIadwIs] J9MO] 2Y] T8 PIAIISqo 21om s1unood Y3y jey) Suimoys ureSe oAeFoU SIom SUBSW JO OJUSIDIJIP [[& ‘Yimoid pasusiadxa jey)
so[duwes 4noj [[e U] “[9A3] SO0 2Y1 78 39S eyd[e (M ‘PIIONPUOD SBA §H=]p IIM 1891-1 S[dires-om1 © PasTXd sopdwies udomIaq 90USISLIIP JUBIIJIUSIS
B Iayloym auruuaep o, (] am3i) sanyereduwia) 1omo[ oY) Je JoySTY sem junod 1),[) 38e1oAe sy} ySnoy) usAS JUedJIUSISUOU 3q 0 PUNoy 2124
TOTS PUB ‘9916 ‘80§ sojduues (] S]qEL) [BAIAUT AOUIPLIUOD %466 Y1 I8 JUIILP A[JUBIIUSIS 9q 0 PUNOJ I3M SJUN0D 11D [$ZS PUL 1§ sodureg

aimesaduws] pajeqmouj 119y} pue swep a)dwes

JoSC Jo8C oG D082 JoSC Jo8C I PATA J.8C o5 Jo8C Jo5C Je8C
quelg Huelg  %ZLS YZlS YCls L TAR 99Ls 99Ls LSZS LGes 980S% 980§

88T TSl oL w
ZE°0¢ * oz 8
o€ m
9'8¢  9L'SE o 2
-
04 M
09 =4
Al VAR Yard i 08 =
06

"(DLNL) 1unod 01 snoJawnu 00} Se yJeq swed sainjedadwial Yioq 4o 5,577 9yl ,Hun Sulwiol Auojod,
10} uoileinaiqqe ue si 4D "uoleqgndul Jo ainjeladwal aaildadsal syl 1e sajdwes uaAIS Jo saBeiaAy :f ainSi4



(S107) €84-L9L “(€)86 TVNOLLVNIZINI DVOY 0 [puinop R10yds[ 3 pue ‘suton) (] ‘Wwdy [ ‘As[mo1) f ‘A1ouuelf f ‘piug d 'S

“T20¢T ATENIqaJ ¢ Passadoy Jpd apIns-uolje1aidiajul-a]e[djunod-iA-pidel

—WG1ed-wg /00T ( 706,81 PO /SMI, 00 WIg BIPatinA//-sd1Y A€ "apIinn uonejaidiouy sje]d uno) plojA pue 1sea X pidey wginsJ NE
"(6107) 0TI 10°610T SIA)/68EE 01:10P ‘O 29UdIIS JUD]J U1 $421JU04] “UORNS *(J PU ‘SOWOY [ ‘Sun 'S ‘Noag *D ‘IA[[0) "( “elund “)'Z
"(€107) S£9-LT9 “(9)9¥ u0n22104d puw]d puv A3o0joyndojdyd fo saa1y24y “I3EY], " A PUB JUE ‘N “WEMED "'V

(P10T “eruoyife)) “Ao[e A snoas ‘ereodooeunieyd [eqIoH UROLIAUIY) J0.47uU0)) Aijone) pub ‘sisdjpuy

‘Anguapr Jo spawpunis :dds siqQpuupy) :22u38240lfU] SIGDUUD,) “UOIXSS “JA] PUB ‘ossny] { ‘WY "V ‘A[UeSId "N “1oxer) “T ‘uodn "y 1

e <

SIIUIIIINY

"sIsA[eue [eO1ISIIR]S 10J ISR |
[ neApn pue ‘uoneredsad spdures ur pie x0] Suoyyz oeJ, ‘yoreasas sy} puny d[oy 10§ s9LI0IBIOQR ] [BONATRUY YSY eyl 01 a1 A[[euosiad pjnom. |

sjuswabpamouy oy

-ooe[djodjrew oy 12U 03 JPnpold pARRUTIRIUOd SUIMO[[E JO UIJU0D

yieay opqissod o 3wy pue sapdures 10] [mMoId (.17 JoJ [enusjod o) SZIWIXEU [[1A STYT, “So11S JUILIIP Ul [1moId 109]7e Aew sornjeraduud) 9say)
MOY 2183591 0] 10 ), G718 9jeqnour o3 wiyinad pjou pue 3seak prdel ¢ 9y 9zI[in jey) sauoyeroqe] jey) ainbai 0} siodo[aasp poylaw pue siqeuued
Jo sa1poq SuruxoAod o31n [ “od prow pue jseaA pidel 10§ YIMoIS S[qRI[aI JSOUI AU DASIYIE 0] ), ST PAIJIUIPI ALY oM sy nsaT Areutwnjaid 253

uo paseg] (/) 20ejdiozewr sy} Jo SIoWNSUOD 3 393301d 03 spoyrow asat SunepifeA 10] 9jqisuodsal are om ANSNPUT MU SIY) UL SISISO[OIqOIDIL SB
Ing ‘SIqeUUEd Ul UOTJBUIULISISP P[OW pue 1SaK Sjen[eAs 01 2210 yse) e pado[aAap DVOV 241 ‘0707 23¢[ uJ “ooejdiosjrewr 2y yoear 03 1onpoxd nyuurey
MO[[E J0U 0sTe 0} Inq “}onpoid 91 9)BIPaWIAI J911aq Ued A1) JEY] OS SI[NSII JLINIOE PUL 1SOUOY IIM SIGBULED JO SIAINIBJNUBW PUR SUONIBAIIND
A1ddns Ayuo jou 03 st (g0 2y ‘AjPeWn JUSWIMSEIW J[dWES AU UI 9OUSIDJISIUL XLIJBUL JO JO3JJ o) SZIwIuru o) odoy ued am Jeurureiuod

JO JuswaInseaw pue ‘erpawu ‘sameradura) ur suoneAouur Surnunuod YA (9) plow pue 3seai 12130 Jo ASojoydiou 1) Yo1eU J0U Op SIOUIIJIUL
XLIJEW [[ews asay) ng “readde 0) 10{00 onjq € SuIsnes XLUIBW SIGRUUED 3] 0) NP 942 PIUIRIUN 91} 0} UOTIEIJHUIPISINI 0) pea] ues wjgLyad pjour
pue 15224 pide1 JA ¢ Uo AJ[edrioads XINeu SIy [, "I9MO[J SIqRUUED PILIp oY) JO XuIjewr xojdwos a1 Jo asnedeq pajuswajduwr aq pinoa suomnesijioads
$12IN)9BJNUBW JO 9PISINO sainjeradwa; ‘A[puosag 1unoo of3urs © 01 sasnjesaduus) JUISIJIp JO s)unod ay a1edwod o) pasn aq p[nod (D) 1ede
[oomrsydweIo[y)) [eSuag-as0y UBIO[YDI(] SB Yans ‘IeSe 9An99[as € auo J0,] ‘sAem Auew ur uoisuedxs o[qissod Jo seaie seyf yoseasar Areupwraid siyy,

"g0¢s arduwies 10§ yImois Jo Noe[ ayy ojur pakerd os[e dABY P[nod sK], ‘[esodsip
aduwres o saurfaping 91els 03 onp sAep Q¢ uey) aour 10 Juawrdo[aAsp pue Yareasal o) Jotd oFeI10)s pajeIdFiiger ur a1om sofdures ‘A[puodag UNOo
4D 9nn 9y 998 01 Y31y 001 UOIINIP © 18 paje]d 9q 0] PaultID}op Sem YImoI3 ou pamoys 1ey) ojduwes Jururewal ay T, “a1e[d 9y] U0 punoj saruo[od

A1) JO J0O[03 JO opeys 2} 03 wreyad Ajurew seduRIalJIp [Bo130joydIowr osay ], "saje|d oyl uo paAILsqo ANISIdAIP [earFo[oydiow Ul 3sBaIUL AU} JO ISNELIAQ
9RISWMNUD 0] JIISED 2JB SAUO[0D ‘Sjunod Joysry yim Suopy (] @InSi,]) amyerodwa) Jomof 9Y) Je SJUnod 1oy3ry pap[a1A moI3d pamoys jey) sajdues
IV (I 9]9BL) [BAI2IUI 9OUIPIIUOD 9,G6 Y} 18 saunjeraduio) usam3aq d0UIJIP JUedIuSIS pamoys 71§ Pue [z ojdwes "), 87 01 uosiredwod

Ul $Junod I2Y3 1y A[[eonsnels sIsjo O, ¢z ‘wyiyinad prdel pjow pue 15834 A€ Swzinn ‘pow pue 1sea£ [810] J0] J9MO[J SIGEUUERD PaLIp 3unsa) Uay M

uoIsn|ouo)



W0 TeIIE @AUOIUBABSI 0} 99uapuodsarios 19211(] "sollojeIoqe ] [EonA[euY HSY 18 AS0[01qOIdIIA JO 1030211 2y s “S'IW ‘AVIT T ANOHINV
10Ny 3y) noqy

“SIqEUUB-Ul-p[OWI-pUE-jSEaR-2Inseat

=1B1[}-S113}-1597-31eN[BAD-0}-(URIZ01d-PITRID[30IB-S2)BAI0e-[BUOITE UISJUI-080E/SMAU/BI0 0B0R MMM //.SAJI WO ‘1707 ‘€1 YdIRJA PaASLIdy
(L0 19qui03(] “0Z07) "SIqeUUBD Ul P[OWI PUR JSBIA JINSBIW By} SIIY 159) 9JBN[BAD 0] WeiFoid pajeIa[addk SAIBANOY [BUOHEUWINUI JVOV L
(6107) 189501 6107 1PWIWr (/911" 01:10p

189501 ‘P9Y SPOYIapy [02150101qOAY fO joitnop YOIING 'Y pue ‘SOWfoH “H'V ‘WIS [ “‘SuluuaH ) ‘1opeg "D 9Z[0IS 'N. 9




N/ MEDICINAL
=2\ GENOMICS

July 26, 2021

Hon. Michael Douglas, Chairman
Nevada Cannabis Compliance Board

Dear Hon. Douglas,

As industry leaders in cannabis and pathogen genomics, we have spent decades working with
guantitative polymerase chain reaction (QPCR) and culture-based methods for the detection of
microorganisms. We are experts in the field with over 40 patents related to PCR and DNA
sequencing based methods for detecting microorganisms. Kevin McKernan, Chief Scientific
Officer at Medicinal Genomics Corp. (MGC) managed the Research and Development team for
the Human Genome Project at the Whitehead Institute of MIT. He has over 41,097 citations
related to his work in this field. Our scientists recommend the microbial testing specifications
that will ensure that cannabis manufactured products are safe for patients. Due to our concerns
for public health, we feel that the Dispensary Licensing Section of the Office of Medical
Cannabis Control and Regulation should considering modifying your present required microbial
testing to reflect ongoing efforts at the AOAC, USP, CDC and FDA, which are consistent with our
findings at MGC.

The presence of microorganisms is common in natural products, such as cannabis flowers. One
must be able to differentiate between harmless microbes ubiquitous in nature and those that
are human pathogens that have contaminated the cannabis plant and/or manufactured
products. Examples of species specific human pathogens that have been detected in cannabis
are Shiga toxin producing E. coli (STEC), Salmonella spp. (all species are pathogenic), Aspergillus
flavus, A. fumigatus, A. niger, and A. terreus. Total microbial count tests (“indicator tests”), such
as Total Aerobic Microbial Count (TAMC) and Total Yeast and Mold Count (TYMC), do not test
directly for the presence of species specific human pathogens. The American Herbal
Pharmacopoeia’s Cannabis Inflorescence Cannabis spp. monograph [1] states that total count
tests with their corresponding action levels, such as TAMC and TYMC, must never be used to
pass or fail a cannabis sample. The total count result does not provide any information on the
presence of any pathogenic microorganisms in the cannabis sample, which may cause harm to
patients.

Current required tests for microbial contamination in states that have adult-use cannabis
programs vary among the states. Many states require a combination of some of the following
tests: TAMC, TYMC, total coliforms, total bile-tolerant Gram-negative bacteria, and total E. coli
or total pathogenic E. coli with various maximum allowable limits for each test and each
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cannabis product type. All microbial tests have maximum allowable limits as colony forming
units (cfu/g), which is the number of colonies that grow on the surface of an agar medium plate.
Lastly, other states, such as California, require species specific tests for Shiga toxin producing E.
coli (STEC), Salmonella spp., Aspergillus fumigatus, A. flavus, A. niger, and A. terreus with a
maximum allowable limit of zero (0) cfu/g of product.

Section 11.050 of the Nevada Cannabis Compliance Regulations (NCCR) has a table, which
describes the different product type(s) and the required quality assurance microbial tests with
their corresponding action levels. Product set 1 (“sable cannabis, infused pre-rolls and crude
collected resins”) and product set 2 (“wet cannabis”) have the same required microbial tests
and corresponding action levels. These tests include:

(a) Total yeast and mold

(b) Total Enterobacteriaceae
(c) Salmonella

(d) Pathogenic E. coli

(e) Aspergillus fumigatus

(f) Aspergillus flavus

(g) Aspergillus terreus

(h) Aspergillus niger

(i) Total coliforms

To reiterate a statement from above, the 3 “Total” tests listed above do not provide any direct
information on the presence of any pathogenic microorganisms in the cannabis sample, which
may cause harm to patients.

Therefore, Medicinal Genomics recommends that the Cannabis Compliance Board modify the
regulations for required microbial testing for adult-use cannabis and cannabis products to
include only specific pathogen species tests. These six tests are:

Salmonella species

Shiga-toxin producing Escherichia coli (STEC)
Aspergillus flavus

Aspergillus fumigatus

Aspergillus niger

o U hs WN Rk

Aspergillus terreus

Since these microorganisms are harmful to humans and the Cannabis Compliance Board wants
to ensure safe products for patient and consumer consumption, the action levels for all six tests
should be “None detected/gram”. The states of California, New York, Arizona, Alaska, and
Missouri have either required the species specific human pathogen tests listed above or have
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drafted regulations to replace Total Count tests with the species specific pathogenic tests noted
above.

In the other Product sets where they are listed, Medicinal Genomics also recommends the Total
yeast and mold, Total Enterobacteriaceae. Total coliforms, and Total aerobic count should be
removed and Shiga-toxin producing Escherichia coli (STEC) should be substituted for Pathogenic
E. coli.

Medicinal Genomics also recommends that the the required microbial testing for adult-use and
medical cannabis and cannabis product rules should include a statement concerning allowable
methods to read:

1. A validated method using guidelines for food and environmental testing put forth by
the USP, FDA, and AOAC Appendix J and cannabis as a sample type; or

2. (i) Another approved AOAC, FDA, or USP validated method using cannabis as a sample

type.”
NOTE: "Another approved AOAC, FDA, or USP validated method using cannabis as a sample
type" may include molecular methods, such as qPCR."

The reasons for this recommendation are outlined below.

Currently there are limited AOAC, FDA, or USP approved species specific pathogen testing
methods for cannabis. Medicinal Genomics released the first version of our SenSATIVAx® (DNA
extraction) and PathoSEEK® (qPCR assay) Manufacturer Validation Document in 2017. These
method validations use cannabis as the sample type. At that time, there were no official
guidelines published by any regulatory body describing how to validate a method for detecting
microbes in the presence of a cannabis matrix. Due to this lack of available guidelines in the
cannabis industry, our scientific team referenced guidelines for food and environmental testing
put forth by the USP, FDA, and AOAC Appendix J. We continually add data to this document as
we release new assays or make improvements to current assays. We are currently on version 31
of this document[2]. In addition, MGC’s methods are currently going through additional
validation according to AOAC’s Standard Method Performance Requirements (SMPRs). AOAC
has released 3 SMPRs for species specific testing for the species specific pathogens listed above
(see #1-3 below).
1. Detection of Aspergillus in Cannabis and Cannabis Products
https://www.aoac.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/SMPR-2019_001.pdf
2. Detection of Salmonella species in Cannabis and Cannabis Products
https://www.aoac.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/SMPR-2020_002.pdf
3. Detection of Shiga toxin-producing Escherihia coli in Cannabis and Cannabis Products
https://www.aoac.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/SMPR-2020_012.pdf
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Medicinal Genomics is a member of AOAC’s Cannabis Analytical Science Program (CASP)
Microbial Contaminants Working Group. The goal and objectives of this working group are to
e Develop Standard Method Performance Requirements (SMPR) for cannabis and hemp
e Extend a Call for Methods for each of the completed SMPRs
e Empanel an Expert Review Panel to review candidate methods
e Deliver consensus-based validated Performance Test Methods (PTMs) & Final Action
Official Methods for the cannabis industry
NOTE: Medicinal Genomics will have a single AOAC Certified gPCR PTM for the detection of the
4 Aspergillus species by August 2021 and a single AOAC Certified gPCR PTM for the detection of
Salmonella spp. & STEC by September 2021.

The primary advantage of using qPCR detection assays are that they are designed to identify
unique specific DNA sequences either shared by an entire “group” of bacteria, such as all
Salmonella species or a specific genus and species, such as STEC or the 4 different pathogenic
Aspergillus species. If the unique sequences are present, then the gPCR test will detect it.
Therefore, a gPCR test is very specific, very sensitive, and possesses a rapid turnaround time (6
hours) vs. plating methods that are less specific, less sensitive, and has a very slow turnaround
time of days for colonies to form on a plate.

Furthermore, there are additional major disadvantages of using plating methods to detect
species specific bacterial and fungal pathogens.

e The cannabinoids, which represent 10-20% of the cannabis flower by weight, have been
shown to have antibiotic activity. Antibiotics inhibit the growth of bacteria in plating
methods. Salmonella and STEC bacteria are very sensitive to antibiotics, which may lead
to a false negative result.

e Plating methods cannot detect endophytes, which are fungi that live a part or all of their
life cycle inside a plant. Examples of endophytes are the species specific Aspergillus
pathogens and Fusarium. Methods to break open the plant cells to access these fungal
endophytes for plating methods also lyses these fungal cells (killing these cells in the
process). Therefore, these fungal endophytes will not be able to form colonies in a
plating method.

e Selective media for fungal plating methods, such as Dichloran Rose-Bengal
Chloramphenicol (DRBC) reduces fungal growth; especially Aspergillus by 5-fold. This
may lead to a false negative result for this pathogen. Moreover, DRBC medium is
typically used to reduce bacteria; it comes at the cost of missing 5 fold more yeast and
molds than PDA + Chloramphenicol or molecular methods. Please see study results from
the AOAC emergency validation. [3]

Respectfully,
Sherman Hom
Director of Regulatory Affairs

Medicinal Genomics
sherman.hom@medicinal.genomics.com
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References
1. American Herbal Pharmacopoeia’s Cannabis Inflorescence Cannabis spp. Monograph

e4d1cce15d1eae41733& xt= pdf&fcts 20191014094610&whence-

3. AOAC TYM Study: Whole genome sequencing of colonies derived from cannabis flowers
& the impact of media selection on benchmarking total yeast & mold detection tools:
https://help.medicinalgenomics.com/hubfs/White%20Papers/WGS of colonies derived

from_cannabis_flowers_5-14-21.sbmt.pdf
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From: Sctt Matthews <420villenevada@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, July 26, 2021 10:00 PM
To: CCB Meetings

Subject: CCB Public Comment

Hello,

| have two questions with comments.

1. Why haven’t there been applications for cannabis businesses for at least two years?

| understand that many licenses were purchased by large corporations prior to 2019.

Trying to open a small cannabis business in Nevada with the cost to purchase a license for millions is not cost effective.
After investing in properties, building, attorneys and consulting firms to no prevail we are still without an application.
2. Why are these large corporations allowed to violate NRS codes?

For example, in Jackpot, NV.

NRS Code 678B.250 states that the distance from a public school must be 1,000 ft. from the front door of the cannabis
business to the property line of the school.

The proposed cannabis dispensary in Jackpot is 600ft or less.

The code also states 300 ft from other public buildings such as a post office.

The proposed cannabis dispensary sits less than 120ft.. and less than 50 ft from the front door of the nearest residence.

The building for the cannabis dispensary is also sitting on a non-cannabis zoned parcel.

The question at hand is, why do the little guys have to follow all of the rules and receive nothing and the large
corporations can bypass local and state-based rules and still open and operate?

Laid out in the NRS codes it states that a license must be in use within one year of getting a license. Most licenses given
out in 2018 have yet to be in use but can be found being sold for millions of dollars. | understand Covid-19 but that also
didn’t happen until 2020.

Thanks for your time
420VILLE NEVADA LLC
Scott Matthews
420villenevada@gmail.com




From: Teresa Damien <jjhispanic22@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, July 26, 2021 11:48 PM
To: CCB Meetings
Subject: Jackpot needs your help!

| as a resident of blue sky trailer park find it a palling that a dispensary would go right in front of our homes where our
children play where we drive to and from work basically it’s setting up shop in our backyard. We were never notified or
asked her opinion either by the owner of the trailer park or by the county. Blue sky trailer park is predominantly Hispanic
as am I. | believe it is set up in that location because they do not have to care what we think because we are the lowly
Hispanics of the community. The owner of the trailer park does not even live in Jackpot | have lived in Jackpot for 41
years and have raised my family and my children here and while I’'m not opposed to the dispensary | am a post at
looking out my front door and it being right there.

Thank you
Proud Jackpot Resident



F E N N E MO R E o Katherine L. Hoffman

Director
khoffman@fennemorelaw.com

7800 Rancharrah Parkway,

Reno, Nevada 89511

PH (775) 788-2245 | FX (775) 788-2246
fennemorelaw.com

July 26, 2021

ELECTRONIC MAIL

NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD
555 E. Washington Avenue, Suite 4100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Electronic Mail: CCBmeetings@ccb.nv.gov

Re: NOTICE OF INTENT TO AMEND REGULATION 11.075;
Comments of Ziel Equipment, Sales & Services, Inc.

Dear Board Members:

We represent Ziel Equipment, Sales & Services, Inc. (“Ziel” or the “Company”). The
purpose of this letter is to provide the Company’s comments on the proposed amendments to
Regulation 11.075 being considered for adoption at the July 27, 2021 meeting of the Nevada
Cannabis Compliance Board (“CCB”).

IDENTITY AND INTEREST OF THE COMMENTER

Ziel is a leading developer of Radio Frequency (“RE”) equipment for the reduction of
microbial pathogens. The food and cannabis industries across North America, Europe, South
America, and Australia utilize RF technology to safely remediate products intended for human
consumption or ingestion. Ziel’s devices utilize non-ionizing radiation to pasteurize products
like almonds, cashews, macadamias, sesame and chia. This technology has been adapted for the
cannabis industry to successfully remediate bacterial and fungal pathogens. These devices help
Nevada cannabis licensees ensure that they are providing a safe product that meets the highest
safety and quality standards. Moreover, Ziel’'s technology allows licensees to satisfy these
standards through a method that is compatible with the requirements for organic certification.

COMMENTS

The amendments under consideration provide that a lot or production run of cannabis
that fails a residual solvents, pH, water activity, homogeneity, or microbial screening test may be
“remediated.” Ziel appreciates and supports the Board’s proposal to recognize that remediation
of cannabis is a safe and effective method to address certain issues flagged through screening
tests. Adopting a regulation which allows licensees to treat cannabis with remediation
technology supports and promotes the CCB'’s objective to ensure the safety of the cannabis sold
to Nevada consumers. Additional regulatory and process changes, however, are necessary to
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better and more efficiently integrate remediation into the cannabis cultivation and production
processes.

1. Allow Licensees to Treat Cannabis without Delay

As currently written, the proposed amendments provide that licensees with failed
product must obtain “approval of the appropriate Board Agent” before proceeding with
remediation. This approval requirement creates additional and unnecessary work for agents and
hinders the prompt remediation of cannabis. Such delay can result in worsening microbial
conditions. Instead, if the CCB believes that Board Agents should be aware of remediation
activities, the regulation could provide that licensees may remediate product “upon notice to the
appropriate Board Agent . ...” Importantly, if a licensee elects to remediate, there will need to be
a process in place to integrate the 10 gram retest sample back into the lot prior to

remediation.!
2. Clarify the Process for Subsequent Testing After Remediation

The proposed amendments to Regulation 11.075(4) provide that licensees may not request
a “retest” if the failed product has undergone remediation treatment following the initial testing.
Ziel believes that this provision is meant to reflect the CCB’s intention that the subsequent testing
of remediated product is not a “retest” that counts towards any cap on the number of allowed
retests. This intention, however, could be better reflected in Regulation 11.075. For example,
Regulation 11.075(1) should state: “After processing, the remediated lot extract must pass all
required quality assurance tests; such subsequent testing is not a retest subject to the requirements
of Subsection 4 through Subsection 10. If the subsequent test provides passing results, the
certificate of analysis for the subsequent test will be recorded.”

3. Implement Changes to Metrc that Facilitate Remediation by All Licensees

Cannabis remediation is a crucial option that helps cultivation and production licensees
ensure the safety of their products. Accordingly, the state’s cannabis industry, and cannabis
consumers, would benefit from a cultivation and treatment process that facilitates broader access
to remediation technology. For some smaller cannabis licensees, it may not be efficient to invest
in in-house remediation equipment. Instead, those licensees should be able to access the
remediation services of other licensees who possess the appropriate equipment and expertise.
This “tolling service” model of treatment is widely used in the food and agricultural industries.>

1 Prior to the initial test, the testing lab pulls two 10-gram samples from the lot, one sample
for the initial test and one sample for use in any retest.
2 See, e.g., Kevin T. Higgins, FOOD PROCESSING, Tollers Expand Service Breadth To Meet Food

Companies' Needs (March 1, 2017) available at https://www.foodprocessing.com/articles/2017/toller-services-
expand.
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Companies without remediation equipment can secure treatment of their products, and
companies with excess capacity in their treatment equipment can offer remediation services.

Metrc functionality must be adapted and improved, however, to allow failed cannabis to
move from the original cultivator to another cultivation or production licensee for purposes of
remediation. Metrc’s current configuration does not directly allow licensees to transfer cannabis
for the purpose of remediation and then have the treated cannabis returned for continued
processing in the normal course. In connection with this improved functionality, the CCB should
require that licensees offering tolling services comply with Standard Operating Procedures
(“SOPs”) that have been approved by a Board Agent. These SOPs should address how the
remediating licensee will safeguard and store the cannabis during the intake, treatment,
subsequent testing, and return process.

Ziel strongly supports the CCB’s goal of ensuring safe and clean cannabis products and
remediation is an important tool in achieving this objective. While the amendments proposed
today are an important step forward in making this tool accessible to Nevada licensees, more
must still be done. Licensees should be able to utilize remediation technology without pre-
authorization by a Board Agent, and it's important that licensees understand the process for
subsequent testing and obtaining certificates of analysis. Additionally, Metrc’s functionality
must be updated to incorporate and facilitate the remediation process, whether that remediation
is done by the cultivating licensee or another licensee with remediation expertise. We appreciate
the CCB’s consideration of these issues and we look forward to working with CCB Staff to address
these issues. Please advise if you have any questions or require additional information.

Sincerely,

FENNEMORE CRAIG, P.C.

[s| Ratherine Foffman
Katherine L. Hoffman
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