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Jill Ellsworth, Founder & CEO 

On behalf of Willow Industries, Inc. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on NCCR 12.065, the regulation concerning labeling 

requirements for cannabis that has been treated or remediated. We greatly appreciate the work 

that the Cannabis Control Board has put into these regulations throughout this process, and 

think that the language has improved significantly since the first iteration. Since we believe that 

proactive kill steps are an important process for the cannabis industry to adopt, we particularly 

appreciate that the language directly addresses proactive treatment of cannabis as distinct from 

remediation after a failed test. 

We do have two remaining recommendations to improve 12.065 even further. First, since the 

language acknowledges the difference between treatment and remediation, we believe that 

there should be different language for the notices for each process in order to avoid confusion 

among consumers. Second, we would like greater clarity on what exactly goes into the “[method 

of treatment]” and who is in control of that language. 
 

Recommendation 1: Create different label language for treatment and remediation 

As noted in the regulation, treatments can be performed either preventively (as a proactive kill 

step) or in response to a failed test (as remediation). However, the current draft of 12.065 

requires the same notice to be used in both situations. This could lead to confusion among 

consumers, who may falsely believe that any cannabis bearing this notice has failed a test and 

been remediated. Operators that use a proactive kill step to ensure consumer safety, as is 

common and expected in many industries, should be given an opportunity to differentiate 

themselves from operators that are treating product known to be contaminated. 

We suggest the following language: 

12.065 Cannabis treatment and remediation. If any cannabis or cannabis product has 

been treated with any thermal process, chemical, ionizing radiation, or other processes 

for the purpose of reducing or preventing microbial contamination at any time, the label 

must include the method of treatment and one of the following statements: 

A) If the treatment was performed after a failed test: “NOTICE: This product has 

undergone treatment remediation using [method of treatment] to ensure restore 

compliance with testing standards” in bold lettering. 

B) If the treatment was performed before the cannabis or cannabis product was 

tested: “NOTICE: This product has undergone preventive treatment using 

[method of treatment] to ensure consumer safety” in bold lettering. 

This should not increase operational costs compared to the current draft, as companies that 

perform a routine, proactive kill step will simply include the relevant notice as a part of their 

standard label. Companies that remediate cannabis will need to use dynamic labeling for those 

batches, but that will still be required under the current draft of 12.065. 



 

Recommendation 2: Clarify process for filling in [method of treatment] 

We strongly support the notice including language that specifies the method of treatment: 

“NOTICE: This product has undergone treatment using [method of treatment] to 

ensure compliance with testing standards” 

However, as drafted, it is unclear exactly what can be put in [method of treatment] and who is in 

charge of deciding what language to use. For example, if cannabis is treated with our 

WillowPure 360 ozone system, there are multiple options that would all be technically correct, 

each with a different degree of specificity: 

1. “NOTICE: This product has undergone treatment using the WillowPure 360 ozone 

system to ensure compliance with testing standards” 
2. “NOTICE: This product has undergone treatment using ozone to ensure compliance 

with testing standards” 
3. “NOTICE: This product has undergone treatment using a chemical process to ensure 

compliance with testing standards” 

We believe option 2 strikes the right balance, providing specifics without overloading 

consumers with information.  

We would also support option 1, but understand that including names of companies or products 

could be too much information for this label.  

We would oppose option 3, which simply lists the category of treatment (ex. Thermal, chemical, 

ionizing radiation). For categories that include multiple treatment methods (like “chemical 

process” including both ozone and hydrogen peroxide) this could lead to consumer confusion 

rather than providing useful information. 

In order to ensure consumers are getting accurate information, we propose the CCB create a 

list of treatment methods that can be inserted into those brackets, with operators choosing 

from that list rather than filling in the blank themselves.  
 

Thank you again for your consideration. Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have any 

questions or would like additional information. 

 

Submitted by, 

 

Jill Ellsworth  

Founder / CEO 

Willow Industries, Inc. 

jill@willowindustries.com 

www.willowindustries.com 
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From: Erik <alotofpinoch@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 19, 2022 8:57 PM
To: CCB Meetings
Subject: Cannabis consumption lounge 

WARNING - This email originated from outside the State of Nevada. Exercise caution when opening attachments or 
clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 
 
  The cannabis consumption lounge needs to be able to purchase cannabis products from the dispensary in wholesale.  It 
is not viable to purchase at retail to then turn around and sell at retail.  The cannabis industry needs equality in all 
aspects including purchasing and sales. 
Erik Ambis 
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From: YVETTE AMBIS <ambis_yvette@icloud.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 19, 2022 9:06 PM
To: CCB Meetings
Subject: Cannabis consumption 

WARNING - This email originated from outside the State of Nevada. Exercise caution when opening attachments or 
clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 
 
 All cannabis consumption lounges needs to be able to purchase cannabis products from the dispensary at wholesale.  
It’s not viable to purchase at retail prices and turn around and sell at retail.  The cannabis industry needs better equality 
in all aspects including purchasing and sales. 
 
Yvette Ambis 
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From: jim sleiman <jim.sleiman@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 19, 2022 9:10 PM
To: CCB Meetings
Subject: Cannabis consumption lounge

WARNING - This email originated from outside the State of Nevada. Exercise caution when opening attachments or 
clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 
 
 I believe that cannabis consumption lounges have to be able to purchase cannabis products from the dispensary at 
wholesale costs. It’s not viable to purchase at retail prices and sell at retail prices. The cannabis industry needs to have 
equality in all aspects including purchasing and sales. 
 
Thank you 
Jim Sleiman 














