
 
  

 

 

 
   

 

  
  

 

      

 
 

    
   

  

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

 
 

Cannabis Advisory Committee 
Meeting Minutes – September 20, 2018  

Adorni Center 
1011 Waterfront Drive, Eureka, CA 95501 

Members Present (17): 
Avis Bulbulyan 
Timmen Cermak 
Matt Clifford 
Jeff Ferro 
Kristin Heidelbach-Teramoto 
Eric Hirata 
Alice Huffman 
Catherine Jacobson 
Arnold  Leff  
Kristin Nevedal 
Joe Nicchitta 
LaVonne Peck 
Keith Stephenson 
Tamar Todd 
Helena Williams 
David Woolsey 
Beverly Yu 

Members Absent (5) 
Bill Dombrowski 
Kristin Lynch 
Matt Rahn 
James Sweeney 
Ben Wu 

Bureau of Cannabis Control (Bureau) Executive Staff Present 
Lori Ajax – Bureau Chief 
Melanie V. Ramil – Deputy Bureau Chief 
Tamara Colson – Assistant Chief Counsel 
Andre Jones – Assistant Chief of External and Intergovernmental Affairs 
Alex Traverso — Assistant Chief of Communications 



  
 

  

 

 
 

 

 
 

  
 

 
  

  

  
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Minutes Taken By 
Ashlynn Blackshire, Legal Secretary, Bureau of Cannabis Control 

1. Call to Order, and Establishment of a Quorum 

Tamar Todd, Cannabis Advisory Committee (Committee)Vice Chair, called the meeting to 
order. Meeting official start time noted as 1:08 PM. 

Roll was taken, 17 Committee members were present. Quorum was established. 

Committee Comment: 0 Comments 

Public Comment: 0 Comments 

2. Informational Presentation: “California Cannabis Track-and-Trace System -
Overview & Implementation Update” John Halligan, Branch Chief, Compliance 
and Enforcement Branch, CalCannabis 

Mr. Halligan provided an overview of the Track-and-Trace system including, how the track- 
and-trace system was built, how unique identifiers are issued and their function in the system and 
the five step process licensees need to take in order to secure access to the system and begin 
using it. Mr. Halligan also discussed what is being done to ensure law enforcement and other 
agencies have access to the shipping manifest information in the Track-and-Trace system and the 
training support resources available to system users.  

Committee Comment: 21 Comments 
Committee Member Nicchitta asked, in regard to the California Law Enforcement 
Telecommunications System (CLETS), who is the point person that would be able to provide 
more detailed information on how the program works. He also inquired how local law 
enforcement can connect to it? Mr. Halligan responded, Chris Cox, California Department of 
Food and Agriculture (CDFA) project manager is the point person. Mr. Halligan also indicated 
that Mr. Cox is the primary point of contact with the Department of Justice (DOJ) as well as the 
California Cannabis Track-and-Trace System on development of that interface. 
Committee Member Cermak inquired about what the differences are between this version and 
the version being used in Colorado. Mr. Halligan responded that he would have to get back to 
him with that information. 
Committee Member Cermak asked whether there has been any success in hacking the system. 
Mr. Halligan responded that he was not aware of any hacks.  
Committee Member Cermak asked whether any efforts to hack the system have been made. 
Mr. Halligan responded that there have been some issues with third party Application Program 
interfaces (APIs) being used in unanticipated ways to pass through the system. 
Committee Member Cermak asked about lessons learned from Colorado regarding compliance 
and cost, in terms of extra labor or time required by people using the system. Mr. Halligan 
responded that he did not have specific knowledge of issues Colorado has experienced with the 
METRC software system. 



 

 

 
 

 

  

 

 

  

 

Committee Member Ferro asked about the contingency plan if the system were to go down. 
Mr. Halligan responded that Franwell has built-in excess server capacity to anticipate a large 
number of users and the load on the system. This would hopefully prevent a system shutdown.  
Committee Member Yu asked about how the industry METRCs will be used. Mr. Halligan 
responded that the licensing authorities will be monitoring the system for anomalies within the 
system, which will help identify potential areas for additional training and follow-up 
investigation. He noted that the statute also requires that access to the information received and 
contained be provided to both local agencies and law enforcement. However, generally the data 
is considered confidential and not subject to the public records act. 
Committee Member Peck asked how is this process is enforced. Mr. Halligan responded, from 
CDFA’s perspective, special investigators conduct license inspections.  To date, over 1,300 have 
already been conducted. RFID (radio-frequency identification) devices will be used to go out 
periodically during various times in the cultivation cycle to ensure plants are tagged when they 
are supposed to be tagged. Similarly, RFID devices will be used at the point of harvest to ensure 
that the harvest batches are created and packaged in association with the RFID tags that were 
designated and assigned in the system for that harvest batch. CDFA will be enforcing that. 
Through a pilot program, CDFA also has contracts with seven agricultural commissioners 
throughout the State who will be supplementing CDFA’s field resources and will eventually 
have the ability to review and scan RFID tags at cultivation sites. All other licensing authorities 
will have RFID readers as well and will be able to do the same checks at manufacturing 
facilities, retail stores, and distribution facilities.  
Committee Member Huffman asked about the cost that this system will add to the end 
products. Mr. Halligan responded that the cost of the system and the tags themselves have 
already been included in the licensing fee. 
Committee Member Heidelbach-Teramoto asked if every single product will have a blue tag 
on it. Mr. Halligan confirmed that every product will have a blue tag, right down to the 
individual unit. 
Committee Member Huffman asked whether, as a grower, she would have to collect tags from 
a harvest, and then tag each new crop she grows. Mr. Halligan confirmed that every harvest 
batch has to be tagged, starting with the individual immature plant and then individually as the 
plants begin to flower or move up their designated canopy.  
Committee Member Nicchitta inquired whether CDFA is cooperating with the Joint Powers 
Authority and to what extent. Mr. Halligan confirmed that CDFA has met with representatives 
from the Joint Powers Authority and are currently in consultation with them. 
Committee Member Nicchitta asked whether there is a goal to share the Track-and-Trace data 
with the Joint Powers Authority and provide additional information on what is happening in their 
jurisdiction. Mr. Halligan responded that the goal of the Joint Powers Authority is to get 
information out of the Track-and-Trace system to share directly with local agencies. 
Committee Member Williams asked whether there is disaster recovery if the system completely 
goes down. Mr. Halligan responded that there are backup and disaster recovery protocols in 
place, but he would not be able to provide the specific protocols.  
Committee Member Williams asked about how the system could be tested for full operability 
and potential issues if the system is fully operational but we have no annual operating permits. 
Mr. Halligan responded that the standard process for design and developing IT systems includes 
user acceptance testing of the system where they put test data through the system to ensure the 



 

 

 

  

 

 

 
 

 
 

     

configurations are functioning properly. Such user acceptance training of the system was done, 
approved, and signed off prior to January 2018. 
Committee Member Williams inquired as to whether Mr. Halligan was anticipating any user 
issues. Mr. Halligan responded that his team is currently still working on configuring the 
system, because the regulations have been dynamic, it has been difficult for locking down the 
system as the requirements continue to change. He reinforced that the critical functionality of the 
system has been available since January 2018. 
Committee Member Woolsey asked whether there is there a plan for training local law 
enforcement. For example, if local law enforcement makes a stop and the car is full of cannabis, 
will they know that they can request information through CLETS to find out if their traffic stop 
involves a legitimate operator? Mr. Halligan confirmed that it was his understanding that the 
Department of Justice will be taking the lead on developing documentation and will be providing 
training to local law enforcement personnel throughout the State on the interface, how to use it, 
and how to interpret data from the system. 
Committee Member Nevedal asked whether there is there a place online where the dimensions 
of the tags are listed so people can prepare their packaging. Mr. Halligan responded that such 
information is not currently available on the website.  
Committee Member Nevedal asked whether Mr. Halligan could walk the Committee through 
the what the process of tagging each plant would look like. Mr. Halligan responded that each 
cultivator will be issued an individual unique identifier (UID) plant tag that has the RFID chip. 
The UID number on that tag would then have to be duplicated and then put onto each of the 
immature plants within that plant lot. It can just be an adhesive label that can be printed off or a 
hanging tag. 
Committee Member Nevedal asked whether there is a way to allow for that kind of batching 
that is allowed in other states. Mr. Halligan responded that the system will aggregate the 
individual weights of all the plants that were within that harvest batch and create an aggregate 
wet weight for the entire harvest batch. 
Committee Member Bulbulyan commented that the amount that is harvested and the dollar 
amount associated with that harvest does not necessarily justify having a compliance position 
that is strictly on METRC for the use of the Track-and-Trace because of the fail point. 

Public Comment: 15 Comments 
Susan Tibbon: Ms. Tibbon stated that the outlined requirements are onerous and, in some cases, 
just impossible for the very small farmer. It does not seem that sequential harvesting has been 
addressed. 
Ron Edwards: Mr. Edwards stated he hopes they have solved the RFID chip problem with HID 
(high-intensity discharge) lighting inside that causes false readings. Monday morning and Friday 
evenings are a real bottleneck for data being put in. He inquired about what the implications are 
for rural areas, where there is slow internet. He also asked for nursery training. 
Hannah Nelson: Ms. Nelson stated that it is important to understand the hours of operation for 
technical support may have to vary from a traditional customer service support center. 
Daniel: Daniel stated that this is going to offer an undue burden on the legal market, just the 
amount of labor, training, housing and all the other things that cultivators will have to do with 
the employees in order to actually have them perform the jobs like weighing the plant. 
Dan Close: Mr. Close stated that the requirements are killing the small farmers. People that built 
this industry, that started everything, are going to get pushed and rolled over everywhere. 



 

 

  

  
     

 
 

 
   

  
 

 

 

  
 

   
  

  
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter stated that they are involved in Track-and-Trace. 
It is being used against the industry. 
Miles: Miles stated Track-and-Trace’s physical cultivation labor added between one and five 
percent to his business’ overall expected cultivation labor costs. In an industry where the costs of 
operation seem to be going up on all fronts -- any fraction of a percent matters. 
Matt Scott: Mr. Scott stated a problem with his third-party vendor that is 
approved to work with METRC claims that it takes one person per 1,000 plants eight hours a day 
for a 21-day cycle to use the METRC system. He wasn’t certain if that figure equated to five 
percent or ten percent like the gentleman before explained. But it is lot of labor. It is very 
expensive. 
Joe Matera: Mr. Matera stated his concern was about the waste that is being generated by this 
program. He was also concerned about all the radio frequency items that is going to end up in 
landfill. 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter stated his concern was with the possible loss of 
internet access. Section 5050 is contradictory and is going to make for huge problems out in the 
hills as this program is trying to get started.  
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter stated one of the best ways to avoid cyber-attacks 
is by keeping software and patches up to date. The Commenter inquired about the processes for 
third-party providers to gain access to information about any vulnerabilities or emergency patches 
that might be put up by METRC. 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter inquired whether there are any measures in place 
to prevent larger cultivators from accessing all of the tags, leaving the smaller cultivator out. 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter inquired about whether folks from METRC will 
be coming out as well as the Bureau or law enforcement. that the regulations and program need to 
clearly outlined so licensees know who they must grant access to. 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter stated that people have put in a lot of time 
developing their packaging. They have been told the METRC label would be 24-digits, then it was 
a label, now it’s a RFI that can be scanned, and now you can’t even give dimensions. The 
Commenter asked how are licensees supposed to know whether their packaging is compliant? 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter stated wet weight requirements are not in statute. 
The Commenter asked whether the Committee can request that the licensing authorities eliminate 
this requirement. The Commenter also stated that radio frequency identifiers actually affect adrenal 
glands which affects people’s melatonin and sense of direction. The Commenter expressed concern 
about putting that kind of technology into the State’s mountains. 

3. Discussion and Possible Action on the Advisory Committee’s Annual Report 

a. Subcommittee Chair Reports Regarding Draft Synopses for Inclusion in the 
Annual Report  

Kristin Nevedal, Chair, Subcommittee on Cultivators 
Avis Bulbulyan, Chair, Subcommittee on Distributors 
Kristin Lynch, Chair, Subcommittee on Enforcement 
James Sweeney, Chair, Subcommittee on Equity 
Beverly Yu, Chair, Subcommittee on Licensing Application 



 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  
 

 

 

Jeff Ferro, Chair, Subcommittee on Manufacturers 
James Sweeney, Chair, Subcommittee on Microbusiness 
Timmen Cermak, Chair, Subcommittee on Public Health and Youth 
Bill Dombrowski, Chair, Subcommittee on Retailers 
Catherine Jacobson, Chair, Subcommittee on Testing Laboratories 

Each Subcommittee Chair present gave a brief synopsis of discussions from their respective 
subcommittee meetings, including recommendations made that they would like included in the 
Advisory Committees’ annual report.   

Committee Comment: 2 Comments 

Committee Member Huffman asked for clarification on what is appropriate to discuss 
regarding the recommendations. Vice Chair Todd responded that only discussion on 
recommendations that are to be included in the annual report are appropriate, not separate or new 
recommendations to the licensing authorities.  

Committee Member Ferro stated that the microbusiness subcommittee has never had a chance 
to present the previous recommendation motions to the full committee. Vice Chair Todd 
responded, that it can be done under agenda item 3(c).  

Public Comment: 0 Comments 

b. Discussion and Possible Action to Select the Members of the Annual Report Writing 
Subcommittee 

Committee Member Nevedal and Committee Member Yu both volunteered and were 
appointed by Vice Chair Todd to write the Advisory Committee’s annual report.    

Committee Comment: 0 Comments 

Public Comment: 0 Comments 

c. Discussion and Possible Action to Include Items in the Annual Report that are in 
addition to Statutorily Required Items  

The Committee discussed additional content to be added in the annual report outside of what had 
already been discussed by the full committee and subcommittees. 

Committee Member Jacobson motioned to recommend to the Bureau, in the Committee’s 
annual report, to require testing labs use commercially available standardized cannabinoid 
reference standards. Committee Member Leff seconded the motion.  

Committee Comment: 1 Comments 
Committee Member Leff stated, this requirement is standard for almost any industry and needs 
to be part and parcel of the Bureau’s activities. 



Public Comment: 3 Comments 
Paul Hansberry: Mr. Hansberry commented that it should have been part of the original 
regulations and standardized all the way across so the industry did not have this problem. 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter expressed a desire to see one standard for 
everyone so everyone is using the same, providing consistency across the board. 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter stated that there is an ISO requirement for 
reference laboratories and anybody who is producing reference standards. The industry should be 
required to have that. Commenter also stated his displeasure that none of the laboratory 
recommendations were adopted. 

Roll call vote was taken, the motion to recommend to the BCC, in the Committee’s annual 
report, to require testing labs to use commercially available standardized cannabinoid reference 
standards passed on a 17-0 vote. 

NAME YEA NAY ABSTAIN ABSENT RECUSAL 

 
 

   

 

   

     

     

     

     

      

 
     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

      

     

     

     

 

Avis Bulbulyan ✓ 
Timmen Cermak ✓ 
Matt Clifford ✓ 
Bill Dombrowski ✓ 
Jeff Ferro ✓ 
Kristin Heidelbach- ✓ 
Teramoto 
Eric Hirata ✓ 
Alice Huffman ✓ 
Catherine Jacobson ✓ 
Arnold Leff ✓ 
Kristin Lynch ✓ 
Kristin Nevedal ✓ 
Joe Nicchitta ✓ 
LaVonne Peck ✓ 
Matt Rahn ✓ 
Keith Stephenson ✓ 
James Sweeney ✓ 
Tamar Todd ✓ 
Helena Williams ✓ 
David Woolsey ✓ 
Ben Wu ✓ 
Beverly Yu ✓ 



 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

   

 
  

   

 
 

 
 

 

 

  

   
 

   
 

Committee Member Huffman expressed her desire for the Committee to be able to not only 
provide feedback to the licensing authorities, but also to the legislature. Committee Member 
Huffman stated that there are many different entities making policy and regulations that are going 
to kill the initial drive to have a flourishing cannabis industry in California. 

Committee Member Huffman motioned to include in the Advisory Committee’s annual report a 
general discussion that includes a discussion that: (1) the industry is being over regulated; (2) too 
many people are involved in making the regulation; (3) social equity needs to be discussed; and 
(4) legislative oversight is needed. Committee Member Bulbulyan seconded the motion. 

Committee Comment: 6 Comments 
Committee Member Bulbulyan inquired whether a second writing committee could be set up to 
provide a report on Committee Member Huffman’s recommendation. Assistant Chief Counsel 
Colson responded that as long as the separate subcommittee is dealing with separate issues, and 
they are not in communication with one another in violation of the Bagley-Keene Act, a second 
writing committee could be set up. 
Committee Member Nicchitta stated that identifying global issues that have come up over and 
over again without the specifics is too broad. He stated he would prefer to see what is going to be 
said in the report before voting for it.  
Committee Member Bulbulyan stated that the subcommittee would be discussing the global 
issues, beyond the recommendations that are going to be part of the report. He indicated that such 
global issues need to be raised so that this effort can continue into the next year. 
Vice Chair Todd summarized the motion - that the Committee include such global issues in the 
report, but that a draft would be put before the Committee in November, which would allow the 
Committee to discuss and vote on the substance and whether it is to be included in the final report. 
Committee Member Clifford urged the Committee to go broad with its recommendations. He 
indicated that he thought it would make it easier for more members to be on board. The 
subcommittee should just provide information in a general sense; that the Committee is concerned 
about the regulatory burden in the aggregate appears to be too high, without having to pick and 
choose any particular areas where it might be more efficient. 
Committee Member Ferro stated that the State has got to do a better job in enforcement for those 
people that are not and have no intention of ever following the regulations, because that is harming 
all of those people who want to do the right thing and making it almost impossible for them to 
succeed. 

Public Comment: 9 Comments 
Paul Hansbury: Mr. Hansbury stated the Bureau was tasked with formulating regulations and 
guidelines for an existing industry, they were not tasked with formulating regulations to create an 
industry. The industry was created with the small farmers. And they have been neglected and 
forced out. 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter stated that the licensing authorities are regulating 
the industry out of business and especially in communities like this where it is a simple lifestyle.  
Elaine DuBois: Ms. DuBois stated that she did not get involved in legalization to  see  her  
community turn into big ag. She indicated she got involved in legalization because she wanted to 
see her community become safe. She wanted to see patients have greater access, but this room is 
empty because people are giving up. 



Susan Tibbon: Ms. Tibbon complimented Miss Huffman, and thanked her for telling it like it is. 
She supported the motion.  
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter stated that they wholly support this 
recommendation to include these global issues in the report and include the need for emphasis on 
education and transition. 
Tim Blake: Mr. Blake stated people are demoralized and have been regulated to death. There was 
a sellout. The State sold out to big pharma and it needs to protect the little people. 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter stated that the reason the meeting room is empty 
is because people do not believe in this process. 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter stated that there has been a lot of social cost to 
families being broken up over time. That such events disproportionately affected rural 
communities, northern California communities, minority communities, there needs  to be  more  
educational outreach on all the different aspects of the industry, from municipalities to minority 
organizations to community groups to allow disenfranchised people who have felonies that are 
cannabis related, non-violent to be able to get back in. 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter stated that along with the prior Commenter’s 
remarks, social equity is really trying to find an equitable way to enforce evenly across the State, 
because people are losing their properties. They are losing their livelihoods because of 
enforcement. 

Roll call vote was taken, the motion to recommend to the BCC, in the Committee’s annual 
report, to require testing labs to use commercially available standardized cannabinoid reference 
standards passed on a 17-0 vote. 

NAME YEA NAY ABSTAIN ABSENT RECUSAL 

 

 

   

   
 

  
 

    
    

  
 

 

 

   

     

     

     

     

      

 
     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

     

Avis Bulbulyan ✓ 
Timmen Cermak ✓ 
Matt Clifford ✓ 
Bill Dombrowski ✓ 
Jeff Ferro ✓ 
Kristin Heidelbach- ✓ 
Teramoto 
Eric Hirata ✓ 
Alice Huffman ✓ 
Catherine Jacobson ✓ 
Arnold Leff ✓ 
Kristin Lynch ✓ 
Kristin Nevedal ✓ 
Joe Nicchitta ✓ 
LaVonne Peck ✓ 
Matt Rahn ✓ 
Keith Stephenson ✓ 



     

     

      

     

     

     

 
  

 
 

 

 
 

 

    
   

    

 

 

 

James Sweeney ✓ 
Tamar Todd ✓ 
Helena Williams ✓ 
David Woolsey ✓ 
Ben Wu ✓ 
Beverly Yu ✓ 

Committee Member Ferro spoke to the three motions that were made in the microbusiness 
subcommittee meeting held earlier that day and that he would like to see be added to the annual 
report. The three motions included: (1) trying to get the Bureau to provide municipalities some 
guidance for Microbusinesses, (2) a recommendation that says nurseries were included, and could 
have non-volatile titration/infused products, that you might be able to have event sales as one of 
the sales options that you have and that you have non-store front delivery.  
Committee Member Nevedal commented, the third recommendation was to request that the 
prohibition of home businesses be removed, so long as the activities allowed inside the home 
followed the State's guidance for safe cottage and home businesses. 
Committee Member Nevedal commented that the Committee has repeatedly been asked to 
agendize items, events are one of those items, as are tribal issues. She would appreciate if the 
Committee could include those in the report. 

Public Comments: 2 Comments 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter stated that he would like the Committee to 
consider adding to the annual report, standards for consumption for retail  businesses, access  to  
retail sale sites for businesses that are not primarily conducting cannabis as their primary business 
and local jurisdiction events. 
Whitney Ogle: Ms. Ogle expressed interest in the specific timeline when the money will be 
allocated to research and where and what research that moneys will be going to. 

4. Public Comment on Items Not on the Agenda 

Public Comment: 4 Comments 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter stated that provisional licenses and the logistics 
around the transition from the end of temporary licenses, original licenses, and into annual 
licenses is an incredibly difficult thing to plan for. He indicated that there needs to be additional 
tools to assist small and rural operators, mix and match. 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter stated, there is just too much inconsistency 
going on. 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter commented on the incentive programs that 
were discussed throughout the statutory items and regulatory items for disproportionately 
affected communities and the developers that are providing the tools to lower the thresholds for 
more equitable participation by those in the disadvantaged communities. He indicated he would 
like to see some of those incentives put forth so that he can start benefiting from them. 
Susan Tibbon: Ms. Tibbon stated that she would like the security plan for the cottage license 
and cottage microbusiness to be reasonable and not create an undue burden on the small 
operator. 



  

 
    

  

   

  

 
 

 

  

   

 

    
   

 
  

 
  

  

 
  
  

  
 

 
 

5. Future Agenda Items 

Committee Comments: 8 Comments 
Committee Member Ferro commented that the Committee has a lot of stuff to cover for the next 
meeting. He recommended that the Committee work from the list they already have. 
Committee Member Peck suggested the Committee get very specific with the future agenda items 
they will discuss and not add more as the list is already long enough.  
Vice Chair Todd suggested adding as a future agenda item at the next meeting, a discussion about 
how the Committee creates an agenda. 
Vice Chair Todd suggested adding legislative update, to know what bills have been signed, 
affecting the cannabis business. 
Committee Member Stephenson stated that there is a need to look at how the dollars for research 
are spent and ensure they are spread across the board and not just concentrated with the UCs or 
particular universities that have more of a stronger relationship at the Capitol and that the 
Committee look at what is best for the industry. 
Committee Member Huffman asked for the staff at its next meeting, to tell the Committee what 
the operating rules are for this Committee. When does the Committee have elections, how do 
officers stay in, etc. 
Committee Member Bulbulyan suggested creating a mechanism to ensure local representation 
be present at the advisory meetings. 
Committee Member Nevedal suggested giving official invites to local representatives to attend 
the meetings.  

Public Comment: 5 Comments 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter stated that there is a big, big disconnect between 
what Mendocino County is doing or, more to the point, not doing and what the State is working 
on and what citizens in the county would like to see happen. City officials, County officials need 
to be a part of this process as well as the various agencies like the State Department of Public 
Health. All stakeholders will not be all in the same railroad car, but at least maybe can be on the 
same train. 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter requested the Committee agendize a topic of 
additional tools to help small operators, small farmers, and small operators, not necessarily tied to 
microbusinesses, but more generalized.  
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter expressed concerns over the structure of the 
cannabis event organizing special cannabis licenses and not being accessible to producers, sole 
producers or otherwise and requested discussion on how to make it available to them. 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter asked if the Committee could encourage other 
local counties and municipalities to create like committees to help support them through this 
process because it is quite complicated. 
Unknown Commenter: Unknown Commenter would like to see an agenda item that talks about 
how public, private partnerships can work with colleges and universities within the State of 
California. 

Adjournment: 4:41 PM 
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