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12.065 Cannabis treatment. If any cannabis or cannabis product has undergone 
remediation to reduce or eradicate microbial contamination the cultivator must 
include a description of the method of treatment used in the product packaging. 















   
 

   
 

Comments on NCCR 12.065 - Cannabis treatment  

July 26, 2022 public hearing 

Submitted by: 

Jill Ellsworth, Founder & CEO 

On behalf of Willow Industries, Inc. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the latest draft of NCCR 12.065, the regulation 

concerning labeling requirements for cannabis that has been treated.  

From the start of this rulemaking process in 2020, we have been supportive of the Board’s 

efforts to improve transparency around cannabis decontamination and remediation, and 

believed that providing information on product labels was an appropriate and effective way to 

educate patients and adult consumers.  

People who consume cannabis and cannabis products in Nevada deserve to know how those 

products were produced so that they can make informed decisions, and mandatory labeling of 

treatment processes is an important tool to achieve that goal. This is also a positive step 

towards applying standards that are already commonplace in other industries. For example, in 

the food industry all pasteurized milk includes “Pasteurized” on its label, which helps individual 

consumers understand the product they are buying while educating the public about the 

measures put in place to keep their food safe.  

Of course, the details of what goes onto the label are tremendously important — a poorly 

worded label could confuse rather than inform, or cause fear instead of reassurance. This is not 

a reason to abandon such labels altogether, but instead to be careful about the wording. Since 

the first public workshop on January 19, 2021, this rule has undergone multiple revisions, slowly 

improving after significant input from stakeholders. We greatly appreciate the work that the 

Board has put into this rule throughout its many iterations, and think that the language is nearly 

ready for adoption.  

We do have one remaining suggestion on the content of 12.065 that we think would improve 

this regulation for both consumers and the industry: replacing the language “to ensure 

compliance with testing standards,” which was removed from the label in the latest draft, with 

alternative language that informs readers of the purpose of such treatment. 
 

Recommendation: Replace “to ensure compliance with testing standards” with 

alternative language explaining reasoning for the treatment 

This latest draft removed “to ensure compliance with testing standards” from the mandatory 

labels for treated cannabis or cannabis products, with the label now only saying “This product 

has undergone treatment using [method of treatment].” We believe that the removal of this 

language makes the label less useful to consumers and could cause confusion around products 

bearing such a label.  

While some consumers are familiar with cannabis treatment, most are not, and the deleted 

language provided important context for the purpose of treatment: to ensure compliance with 

testing standards. Without it, uninformed consumers may incorrectly assume that such 

treatment was done for other reasons and be discouraged from purchasing a safe product. 



   
 

   
 

It is important that the mandatory label not only explains what method of treatment was used, 

but also the reasoning for such treatment: to protect public health and safety by reducing the 

number of microbial contaminants to levels compliant with the Board’s standards.  

We would be comfortable with restoring the deleted language, but if the Board would prefer new 

language, we suggest the following replacement: 

“To protect public health and safety, this product has undergone treatment using 

[method of treatment].” 

This simple and concise message would help educate consumers while avoiding any unfounded 

fears around approved treatment methods. 
 

Conclusion 

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

questions or would like additional information. 
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Jill Ellsworth  

Founder / CEO 

Willow Industries, Inc. 

jill@willowindustries.com 
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Re: Hearing on 7/26/2022 – Statement regarding Regulations 
 
Dear CCB:  

We want to thank you for your time and allowing us the opporutinty to submit our statement.  We are 
submitting this letter to request one more public workshop regarding the Nevada Compliance 
Regulation 12.065, as we feel there are still numerous questions unanswered.    

To start off, we must review the stance of the FDA.  In 2019, the  FDA repealed the requirements for the 
Radura symbol and warnings for all OTC medications, wherein Cannabis would fall.  The FDA use of the 
warning is being used as a basis for the CCB’s adoption of the sympbol, however the FDA is now finding 
it is no longer necessary.   As the FDA has made it clear where they stand, we should properly follow 
their lead and guidance.    

Further, the new regulations mention the need for labeling “post harvest”, but does not clarify what 
“post harvest” entails?  What are the limitations? What is the timing?  What is included?    It does not 
make it clear, and therefore does not outline what products would be required to be labeled.  

Finally, there has been no education for the consumer regarding the process and the safety.  There 
needs to be education and training not only of the consumer directly, but also the retailers who are the 
final contact with the consumer and would help with education.   

As there are so many questions outstanding, we feel there needs to be another workshop to discuss the 
numerous concerns.  Not only do the consumers need to be provided more information, but also the 
cultivators and producers need more guidance regarding application of the regulation, the labeling 
requirements and the process to be used.   

Once again, we thank you for the opportunity in participating in this process.   

Sincerely,  

Pateel Arakelyan, Esq. 
Director of Compliance and Associate General Counsel  


