










 
 
August 1st, 2017 
 
To: 
Ollie Garret, Board Member 
Russ Hauge, Board Member 
Jane Ruthersford, Board Member 
 
CC: 
Rick Garza, Director 
Justin Nordhord, Chief of Enforcement 
 
The Cannabis Alliance recently surveyed our members in an effort to understand their most 
pressing issues.  Each of our 170 members receives one vote (i.e 1 membership = 1 vote).  Our 
membership is as follows and represents segments of the entire industry:  
 
26% Producer Processor  
27% Retail  
3% Individuals/Patients/Non-Profits  
44% Ancillary  (Including labs and transit licensees)  
 
The Cannabis Alliance is a non-profit trade association that understands that the war on drugs 
has created misperceptions, mistrust and even fear about the industry and legalization. We 
want to change those perceptions and improve the business environment for our members, 
through education, advocacy and helping set the highest possible industry standards.  Our 
members pride themselves on caring about the entire community including consumers and 
patients. These values are reiterated by our membership’s selected priorities. 
 
Survey results are as follows:  

Regulatory Priorities  Legislative Priorities  
Standardization of labs  Clarifying cannabis as agriculture  

Standardization across enforcement agents  Lower the excise tax from 37-25%  

Quarantine abolished for deliveries  Eliminate the excise tax for patients  

Change waste policies., including abolishing 
quarantine  

Expunge records for cannabis convictions  

 
For the purposes of this paper, we will outline the two (2) top regulatory priorities of our 
membership and the steps we are taking to address the issues.  We will also outline some 
suggestions to help the Washington State Liquor & Cannabis Board (WSLCB) move toward 
solutions.  
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STANDARDIZATION OF LABS 
 
The Cannabis Alliance believes the best regulation of an industry comes from a combination of 
sensible agency regulation and industry self-regulation. In an effort to continue to raise the bar 
toward the highest standards possible we encourage businesses to engage in conversations on 
how they can self regulate around issues that are of a concern.  
 
With that in mind The Cannabis Alliance held a LAB roundtable discussion on May 15, 2017 in 
Ellensburg, WA. We invited all 17 WSLCB licensed marijuana labs to participate. Of that 17, 10 
labs were present for the meeting with another 5 interested in participating but unable to attend 
physically.  
 
In an attempt to move the meeting forward in a productive way, we asked each lab to submit, in 
advance of the meeting, a proposal that the group could review and discuss. The goal was to 
walk away with some plan for action. We requested that each proposal do the following:  

 
1. Indicate the problem the proposal was seeking to address 
2. Outline a solution to the problem in as much detail as possible 
3. Indicate all relevant parties that might need to be engaged (i.e. will the proposal require 

a law change? Will we need a lobbyist? Will it require a rule change? Will we need to 
engage the WSLCB? Is it a program that can be developed independently? Will we need 
specialists?) 
 

All proposals were anonymous in an effort to curb individual bias. 10 proposals were received in 
advance of the meeting. At the meeting each lab team took some time to review the proposals 
and then selected the proposals that the group wanted to move forward with in some way. 
 
Top marks were given to the following four proposals: 

1. Sample archiving and a standardized sampling protocol for consistency in methodology. 
2. An internal round robin cooperative proficiency test in order to start a more detailed 

discussion between labs about variance in results.  
3. Increasing lab accreditation.  
4. Microbial Testing and methodology.  

 
These four proposals were discussed briefly in order to identify the pillars the proposal 
addressed and to also identify the focus work for that proposal. Then work groups were 
identified for each proposal to start digging into the details after the meeting.  
 
Since the May meeting:  

1. We have successfully completed one collaborative round robin proficiency test. Eight (8) 
labs participated in the round robin and an analysis of that test is attached (Appendix I).  

2. A proposal regarding microbial testing is being finalized based on the requirements that 
will be effective 9/1/2017. We hope to have the initial proposal done later this week at 
which time it will be sent out to all the labs that are participating in the conversation for 
review and feedback. 
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3. Legislation was introduced at the end of the 2017 legislative session (HB 2227). This bill 
asks that, beginning on January 1, 2019, the laboratory accreditation requirement must, 
at minimum, meet the standards for testing laboratories established by the international 
organization for standardization pursuant to the requirements set forth in ISO/IEC 
17025:2005. 

4. We are starting to dig into the standardization of sampling through the next collaborative 
round robin which will measure grow room potency variability.  The goal being to 
understand how much variation there is across a room and also within a single plant. 
Once we know this information we can help make recommendations on a sampling 
protocol in order to decrease potency variance.   

 
Moving forward:  
The Cannabis Alliance would appreciate support from the WSLCB in the form of encouraging all 
labs to participate in the collaborative round robin tests. As stated in the analysis (Appendix I). 
“At its core, science is a collaborative discipline, fraught with uncertainty, and susceptible to 
doubt and denial. To have industry leaders, and business competitors, working together toward 
meaningful improvements to standards of practice is especially needed in a nascent industry 
where the unknowns are multivariate and the guidelines are still developing.” We believe that 
not only will these collaborative tests provide much needed information, but they can help the 
WSLCB be a more effective partner when it comes to lab standardization and public safety. 
 
In addition to the work we are doing with the labs on a one-on-one basis we are continuing to 
ask our membership for their input on what standardization of the labs means to them. 
Currently, a lot of the work we are performing with the labs addresses most of their concerns. 
However, there are some additional areas that will require participation and support from the 
WSLCB. These are: 

 
1. Adding other Cannabinoids to the list of requirements which would force labs to go the 

extra-mile to separate compounds appropriately. i.e. properly separating CBD from CBG 
2. The creation of a more robust sampling protocol. The idea is that the sampling of any lot 

whether flower, extract, or edible should be performed in a similar manner to combat 
variance and remove the opportunity for cherry picking. We anticipate having a proposal 
to submit as an example of the type of program we would like to see. 

 
   
STANDARDIZATION ACROSS ENFORCEMENT AGENTS  
 
The Cannabis Alliance understands that the standardization of enforcement agents is an issue 
that is not new to the WSLCB; it is an ongoing battle.  Our goal is to help mitigate these 
discrepancies and find solutions that will help both the WSLCB enforcement agents and 
licensees, promoting public safety and trust through fair administration and enforcement.  
 
Member Issues: In an effort to better understand the issues facing our members, we asked 
them what some of the discrepancies they have personally faced as either verbal, written or 
fined versus other licensees:  
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A. Barcodes on plants versus barcodes on pots or growing media  
B. Retailers being allowed to give away matches or water for free   
C. 2mm sniff jar holes  
D. No sniff jars being allowed as they are an "open container"   
E. No vendor samples when that product is already in the store  
F. Cannabis leaves on the floor, just cloned, trimmed or waste product not having a 

barcode; clarity around the timeline by which something needs to be barcoded  
 
While we understand that discrepancy is going to happen from agent to agent, these are a few 
issues, although not an all inclusive list, that could be clarified from the top or amended in rules 
to add uniformity between licensees and enforcement.  
 
Enforcement Issues: The Cannabis Alliance also reached out to enforcement agents to see 
what their pain points were and how we may be able to help with them:  

A. People that don't read the rules.  
B. Using the WSLCB as a mediator for employees or business partner issues  
C. Chasing vindictive complaints  
D. True party of interest violations  

a. The Cannabis Alliance was surprised to find out that true party of interest 
violations fall predominantly on the enforcement agent shoulders who may not 
have the time or resources  to handle that kind of investigative paperwork  

E. Businesses that don't consider traceability a main business function  
F. 5% of the people take 95% of my time  
G. Speed with which the industry (businesses/rules/laws) are changing  
H. Licensee's constantly pushing the envelope rather than following the intent of the law  
I. Lack of recall plans 

 
What we found was that many enforcement agents issues are also issues that the industry is 
facing.    
 
Solutions:   

○ Industry Groups: Industry groups create and provide training events in each 
enforcements agent's district addressing the concerns of that agents licensee's in 
cooperation and support with the WSLCB  

○ Syllabus would include training from L&I, traceability, and individual enforcement.  
○ Questions would be collected prior to the training so that the syllabus could 

address the needs of the audience.  
○ Reiterate the importance of following the intent of the law and focusing on public 

safety.  
○ Industry Groups: The Cannabis Farmers Council is working on a recall plan template to 

post on their website. Enforcement officers, while not recommending the document, 
would have a place to direct licensees for a template.   

○ Industry Groups: Recently a member of The Cannabis Alliance did a public records 
request for the financiers and true party of interest for all licensees. She was told it would 
take 18+ months to get her the information. If the WSLCB could get her this information, 
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she would be happy to put it into a spreadsheet making it easier for enforcement agents 
to cross check true party of interests across licensees. Although we realize this is not a 
comprehensive solution, this volunteer work could make it one step easier for 
enforcement agents to do their job effectively at no added cost to the WSLCB.  

○ WSLCB: Make an WSLCB email address specific to concerns of enforcement agent 
discrepancy.    

○ This will help the WSLCB target specific issues that licensees are identifying  
○ Create an FAQ about said issues for licensees and enforcement  

! Use this in quarterly trainings (see above)  
○ Address the issues in the appropriate rule making process  

 
CONCLUSION:  
While The Cannabis Alliance realizes this is not a comprehensive list of solutions, we hope that 
these ideas can help bring the WSLCB and our members needs more in line with each other, 
promoting public safety and trust.  We would like to work with the WSLCB to bring some of 
these ideas to fruition. 
 
The Cannabis Alliance appreciates the work the WSLCB has done for our industry, and 
recognizes a lot of work remains. We look forward to continue working with the WSLCB to 
address these two member priorities ultimately promoting public safety for cannabis consumers 
and their communities. 
 
Sincerely,  
 

 
Lara Kaminsky, Executive Director 
 
 
Board Members 
Danielle Rosellison, Trail Blazin ‘Productions (licensee) 
Alan Nguyen, Main Stem  
Oscar Velasco-Schmitz, Dockside (licensee) 
Todd Arkley, Arkley Accounting 
Alejandro DiTolla, EcoVentures (licensee) 
AC Braddock, Eden Labs 
Keith Boyce, Patient 
John Davis, Northwest Patient Resource Center (licensee) 
Adjunct: Nick Mosley, Confidence Analytics (licensee) 
Adjunct: Jamie Curtismith, Cannasol (licensee) 
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APPENDIX I 

Cannabis Testing Laboratory Round Robin 

An inter-lab comparison study 
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Purpose 

With the overarching goal of Lab Standardization at the core of their intent, eight (8) Certified 
Cannabis Testing Laboratories in Washington State collaborated on a four-part Round Robin 
experiment to effectively gauge the reproducibility between them on homogenized cannabis 
samples typical to the cannabis industry. The purpose of this experiment was to improve our 
understanding of the differences between these labs in how they measure and report 
cannabinoid concentrations, and to establish a baseline for the variance between them. 

Participating Labs 

Eight labs volunteered to participate in the study, and all eight successfully upheld their 
commitment. Additionally, two of the eight labs are dues-paying members of The Cannabis 
Alliance and have worked extensively and collaboratively on regulatory revisions that will help to 
bring greater Lab Standardization to the industry. 

 

Cannabis Alliance Participating Laboratory Members: 

 

 

Confidence Analytics 
14797 NE 95th St 
Redmond, WA 98052 
(206)743-8843 

Testing Technologies 
19834 Viking Ave. NW 
Poulsbo, WA 98370 
(360) 930-0083 

 

All Participating Laboratories: 

● Analytical 360 
● Confidence Analytics 
● Green Grower Labs 
● Medicine Creek Analytics 
● Molecular Testing Labs 
● Steep Hill, Washington 
● Testing Technologies 
● Trace Analytics 
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Methods 

Samples of cannabis flower and cannabis concentrate were donated by licensed marijuana 
producers and processors, representing four distinct cannabis materials taken randomly from 
lots/batches of final product with known pedigree ready for sale, and tracked in the seed-to-sale 
traceability system. These four distinct samples were chosen for their diversity of cannabinoid 
content, both in absolute quantity of total cannabinoid and in diversity of cannabinoid chemical 
constituents. The producer/processors donating the material are credited below.  

 

 
The Four Twenty Collection: Sour Tsunami (Flower) and Dutch Treat (Flower) 

 
 

 
 

Trail Blazin’ Productions: Dutch Treat (Kief) 
 
 

Gravity Thieves: Mixed (BHO) 
 
 

 
McCallum Company: Mylar Bags 

 

Before distributing to labs, the sample material was homogenized by freeze-milling. Seven 
grams of each sample were placed in sanitary 50 ml polycarbonate test tubes with screw caps 
along with two 11 mm stainless steel ball bearings. The tubes and contents were chilled to -40 
°C in an IRINOX MF 30.2 ETL blast freezer for 30 minutes. Upon removal from the blast freezer, 
the tubes and contents were placed in a SPEX SamplePrep 2010 Geno/Grinder automated 
tissue homogenizer at 1500 RPM for one minute.  

Homogenization strategy is an important component in an experiment like this one, and should 
not be understated. Previous experiments by other industry groups have attempted to 
homogenize cannabis flower by simply grinding the plant material in a kitchen blender. While 
the powdered material produced by the blender may appear homogeneous at a glance, it 
consists of widely varying particle size that sifts immediately upon disturbance and has non-
uniform static properties. In this way, the kitchen blender may actually make the cannabis flower 
less homogenous than its native state. In comparison, the freeze-milling technique described 
above results in a homogenate of highly uniform particle size with consistency like hydrophobic 
sand (“Magic Sand”) with noticeably less static tendency than the powder produced via the 
kitchen blender. 
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Once each of the samples was successfully homogenized, they were each subdivided into 0.5 
gram subsamples placed in 4 ml polycarbonate sample containers with screw caps. Those 
containers were further packaged in 3 mil Mylar bags and affixed with tamper evident labels 
assigning unique identifiers to each. One subsample from each of the four samples was 
manifested and delivered to each participating lab with instructions to test for cannabinoid 
content.  

Participating labs returned their results directly to The Cannabis Alliance. The results were then 
blinded by simple randomization, and the results were returned to the labs such that each lab 
could view the results from each of the other labs, but could not easily identify which lab had 
returned which results.  

 

Outcomes 

Each of the eight labs who volunteered to participate in this study successfully completed their 
commitment to the project. Their willingness to collaborate with each other and with industry 
stakeholders toward an advancement in standardization is both commendable and highly 
valuable to the future of the cannabis industry. At its core, science is a collaborative discipline, 
fraught with uncertainty, and susceptible to doubt and denial. To have industry leaders, and 
business competitors, working together toward meaningful improvements to standards of 
practice is especially needed in a nascent industry where the unknowns are multivariate and the 
guidelines are still developing.  

Primary outcomes from the experiment are illustrated below. The primary analyte for each of the 
four samples is graphed in percent by weight as reported by each lab. The boxes represent the 
second and third quartiles of the distributions, and the horizontal line represents the median. 

 

The spread of reported results on homogenized flower was consistent between two samples 
with two different primary analytes. CBDA in Sour Tsunami and THCA in Dutch Treat both 
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yielded a 3 point spread between participating labs, ranging 11-14% and 15-18%, respectively. 
Spread was wider on higher concentrations, but the relative standard deviation was consistent 
among all samples, with standard deviations of 0.08, 0.07, 0.06, and 0.07 as a proportion 
relative to the mean (σ/µ) for CBDA in Sour Tsunami Flower, THCA in Dutch Treat Flower, 
THCA in Dutch Treat Kief, and THCA in Mixed BHO, respectively.  

Labs that tested above the median when measuring THCA in one sample tended to test above 
the median when measuring THCA in all samples, and the same is true of labs that tested 
below the median. This outcome – in conjunction with the consistency in relative standard 
deviation and observed linearity of each lab individually when compared to the mean – implies 
that each lab has good precision in their measurements, and through improved accuracy by 
each lab individually a tighter spread between them could be achieved. The differences in 
measurements between these labs do not appear random, they appear systematic, and thus 
can be attributed to differences in calibration or protocol rather than attributed to error. 
Ultimately, this is good news, as systematic bias is often easier to correct than random error.  

 

Room for Improvement 

While the outcomes of this experiment lend credibility to those labs willing to collaborate, and 
show that the reproducibility window between them is less than 1/10th the measurement, there is 
always room for improvement. Below, we briefly discuss three prominent areas where the labs 
can make meaningful improvements moving forward as a direct result of their continued 
participation in what is an ongoing industry effort to elevate cannabis laboratory standardization. 

In a follow-up report, we will discuss each of the following areas in greater detail, using the 
results of this round-robin and the feedback we receive from the participating labs and other 
Cannabis Alliance members. 

● Consistency across labs 
● Detection sensitivity 
● Compound identification 

 

Consistency across labs 

Probably the most meaningful outcome to stakeholders in the cannabis industry is consistency 
between labs. Producers and processor want assurance that they will get representative and 
comparable results regardless of what lab they may choose to hire. Within lab precision is 
certainly better than between lab precision, and while the latter will never be as tight as the 
former, through collaboration the latter can approach the former.  

While this experiment may reveal better reproducibility than has been published before, the labs 
participating in this study represent only a subset of the labs certified in Washington. Labs 
participating in this study are at the forefront of laboratory standardization in the Washington 
cannabis industry. Among these labs, there is still room for improvement. Through discussions 
about laboratory practices, calibration standards sources, and methods of calibration and quality 
control checking, we are confident these labs can improve upon their current performance as 
they strive for tighter consistency. 
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Detection sensitivity 

This experiment was principally focused on the primary cannabinoid in each sample, with the 
primary cannabinoid defined as the cannabinoid in greatest abundance. The labs were asked to 
additionally report all measured cannabinoids. This revealed some discrepancies in limits of 
detection between the labs, with some labs reporting a lower detection threshold than others. In 
some cases labs quantified minor cannabinoids at concentrations higher than the stated limit of 
detection by other labs that did not detect the same analyte. This may indicate that the stated 
limits of detection may not be as described. Through discussion about methods of calculating 
minimum detection limits, and by exchanging tips toward improved dynamic range, the labs will 
be able to more appropriately describe and adhere to the limits of detection they specify on their 
Certificates of Analysis.  

 

Compound identification 

In more than once case during this experiment it appears that labs disagree about the identity of 
minor cannabinoids, with some participating labs identifying the same compound as different 
analytes. This is made difficult by the sheer diversity of compounds in the cannabis matrix, but 
can be resolved through comparisons of chromatograms and spiking samples with known 
standards. Again, through investigation and discussion this is an area where improved 
standardization between labs can be readily achieved.  
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CANNABIS FARMERS COUNCIL 

About the Council 

For Farmers by Farmers                                                                                                                                                   

Many Voices Heard as One 

The Council was formally organized on April 20th, 2016, and is an all-volunteer, unincorporated, 

nonprofit association. It is led by a voluntary Executive Board of 15 members.  Membership on the Board 

is open to all licensed cannabis farmers by application as vacancies occur. The Council conducts its 

affairs in accordance with its Bylaws and Operational Rules.  Its primary goal is to serve as a bridge 

between regulators, legislators, policy makers and licensed cannabis farmers.  The council provides 

farmers updates on the numerous regulatory and legislative changes impacting their operations as well as 

advocating for farmers before various policy makers 

Background Information  

Throughout the last year the Cannabis Farmers Council has been gathering information and opinions from 

licensed farmers throughout Washington State.  In our most recent membership survey farmers were 

asked to rank various issues from most impactful to least impactful.   

 25% of those surveyed indicated that WSLCB regulations that create inefficiencies in their 

operation as being most impactful, 

 24% rated falling wholesale prices as most impactful and  

 16% rated excessive taxation at the state & federal level as most impactful. 

Other Issues that received high ranking were: 

 Lack of retail stores, 

 Unfair/ Anti-competitive behavior of other businesses, 

 Publication of business proprietary data including pricing, delivery, inventory, vendors and 

other customer relationship data via traceability system publication.  

A Note about the WSLCB’s most recent CR 102; pre-proposal 17-11: 

 Farmers overwhelmingly DO NOT Support requiring commercial grade security 

fences. 

 Farmers are split on increasing T1 to 4,000 square feet with 55% of those surveyed 

supporting it & 45% opposing. 

 Farmers are split on allowing ownership stake in up to 3 production licenses with 54% 

of those surveyed supporting it and 46% opposing.  
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REGULATORY RELIEF 

Request for regulatory relief 

The cannabis farmers of Washington state serve as the literal and figurative roots of the entire industry.   

It is our belief that the future viability of craft cannabis & artisanal cultivation is worth protecting.  Small 

scale farms offer unique cultivars and often operate in a more sustainable fashion with greater emphasis 

on quality than their larger counter parts.  

The regulatory environment that cannabis farmers exist in is challenging to say the least.  Farmers must 

comply with WSLCB regulations, WSDA regulations, DOH regulation, DOR regulations, Clean Air 

regulations, DOE regulations, Waste Management regulations, L & I regulations, Building Codes, Zoning 

Codes, Fire Codes, & more.  Many of which are still in a state of development and/or excessively 

restrictive.   

Cannabis farmers have seen significant increases in operating expenses over the past year as local 

municipalities, power companies, clean air agencies, and more have begun aggressively targeting farms 

alongside dramatic declines in wholesale prices as a result of the power imbalance that exists between 

producers and retailers due to the retail bottleneck.  Not to mention the reality of excessive federal taxes 

due to tax code 280e and farmer’s inability to secure financing for business, property or vehicles bereft 

any source of income outside cannabis. 

Through conversation and surveying of our constituents we’ve identified a number of WSLCB 

regulations that could be modified to lessen the regulatory burden placed upon the cannabis farmers of 

Washington State.   

Relief Request 1: Modify rules related to samples 

Modify rules surrounding producer & processor samples for the following reasons: 

1. Allow education of production/processing staff of attributes of the products being sold to retail & 

processor clients. 

2. Allow staff of production/processing businesses to appreciate impact they have on final 

product/results. 

3. Provide parity between retail employees and production/processing employees.  

4. Allows for more frequent sampling of product as qualities can change from week to week 

depending upon environment & curing techniques etc.  

5. Allows producer/processors to avoid the appearance of preferential treatment of certain 

employees by allowing them to provide all employees samples of product.  

6. Allow processors to sample topicals.  

314-55-096 

Samples. 
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(6) Internal quality control sampling: Producers and processors may conduct limited self-sampling 

for quality control. All sample limits are based on calendar months. Sampling for quality control may not 

take place at a licensed premises. Only the producer, processor, or employees of the licensee may sample 

the marijuana flower, usable marijuana, marijuana-infused products, marijuana concentrates, and edible 

marijuana-infused product. The producer or processor must record the amount of each sample and the 

employee(s) conducting the sampling in the traceability system. 

(a) Producers may provide up to ten samples per month to employees, two grams of marijuana flower 

per strain, per month for quality sampling.  The maximum size of the sample is limited to 1 g. 

(b) Processors may provide up to one unit sample one unit per batch of a new edible marijuana-

infused product meant to be eaten or swallowed to be offered for sale on the market per employee. 

(c) Processors may provide up to one unit sample up to one unit per batch of a new marijuana-infused 

extract for inhalation to be offered for sale on the market per employee.. No single sample may exceed 

0.5 g. 

(d) Processors may provide up to one unit sample one unit per batch of a new marijuana mix 

packaged to be offered for sale on the market per employee. No single sample may exceed 1 g. 

(e) Processors may provide up to one unit sample one unit per batch of a new infused marijuana mix 

to be offered for sale on the market per employee. No sample may exceed 0.5 g. 

(f) Processors may provide up to one unit sample per batch of a new infused topical to be offered for 

sale on the market per employee. 

 

Relief Request 2: Modify rules related to tagging & waste quarantine  

As cannabis farmers we recognize the importance of security, prevention of diversion, and Cole memo 

compliance however this particular section of the WAC contains several provisions that create 

inefficiencies in our operations, and cause farmers to operate in ways that are contrary to generally 

accepted farming and horticulture practices. 

 

Below we’ve outlined 3 separate rule change requests for this particular section of WAC.  

 

Rule 1; Allow for immediate disposal and destruction of waste and plants without tagging & 72 hour 

waste quarantine period for the following reasons: 

 Tagging of all waste and holding for 72 hours creates inefficiencies in a producer’s 

operation. 

 It is burdensome & wasteful to require all waste to be retagged and bagged and held for 

72 hours. 

 In the case of waste, moisture loss will cause the weight initially captured to differ from 

the weight of the waste once it is allowed to be disposed of 72 hours later making 

verification by enforcement officers impossible.  

 When a plant needs to be removed it is generally because it is unhealthy.  It may have a 

pest or fungal infection, or may be a male plant or hermaphrodite plant with pollen.   

 Generally accepted farming and horticulture practices would have the producer removing 

the plant from the premises as soon as possible to limit the risk of infecting other plants 

and/or pollinating plants. 

 Dead or diseased leaves also pose a risk of contamination for a production facility and 

generally accepted farming and horticulture practices would have the producer 

immediately remove and dispose of this type of waste.       

 

Rule 2: Remove 24 hour quarantine period prior to delivery for the following reasons: 
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 The 24 hour quarantine creates additional barriers for cannabis farmers seeking to bring 

product to market. 

 This rule makes it especially challenging for producers and processors seeking to deliver 

product to the opposite side of the state. 

 

Rule 3: Allow plant tags to be placed on pots, containers, or on tags inserted into the growing media next 

to the plant for the following reasons: 

 This rule is inconsistently enforced across Washington State with some producers reporting 

receiving citations for having tags on pots rather than plants and other operators reporting 

their enforcement officers permit pots to be tagged. 

 The weight of the tag can sometimes damage 8” plants. 

 The tag can be hard to locate once a plant has grown larger and has dense foliage. 

 Tags on plants often get in the way of watering, fertilizing, and pruning.   

 The stalk of a plant can easily outgrow most commercially available tags causing tags to 

break. 

 Stalks will sometimes begin to grow around/absorb the tag resulting in stalk deformities or 

infections. 

 In the case of plants outgrowing the circumference of the tag farmers report having to engage 

in the extremely time consuming activity of re-tagging their plants.  
 

314-55-083 

What are the security requirements for a marijuana licensee? 

(4) Traceability: To prevent diversion and to promote public safety, marijuana licensees 

must track marijuana from seed to sale. Licensees must provide the required information on a 

system specified by the WSLCB. All costs related to the reporting requirements are borne by the 

licensee. Marijuana seedlings, clones, plants, lots of usable marijuana or trim, leaves, and other 

plant matter, batches of extracts, marijuana-infused products, samples, and marijuana waste must 

be traceable from production through processing, and finally into the retail environment 

including being able to identify which lot was used as base material to create each batch of 

extracts or infused products. The following information is required and must be kept completely 

up-to-date in a system specified by the WSLCB: 

(a) Key notification of "events," such as when a plant enters the system (moved from the 

seedling or clone area to the vegetation production area at a young age); 

(b) When plants are to be partially or fully harvested or destroyed; 

(c) When a lot or batch of marijuana, marijuana extract, marijuana concentrates, marijuana-

infused product, or marijuana waste is to be destroyed; 

(d) When usable marijuana, marijuana concentrates, or marijuana-infused products are 

transported; 

(e) Any theft of usable marijuana, marijuana seedlings, clones, plants, trim or other plant 

material, extract, infused product, seed, plant tissue or other item containing marijuana; 

(f) There is a seventy-two hour mandatory waiting period after the notification described in 

this subsection is given before any plant may be destroyed, a lot or batch of marijuana, marijuana 

extract, marijuana-infused product, or marijuana waste may be destroyed; 

(g) Plants and waste may be immediately destroyed without tagging with the sixteen digit 

identification number if immediately disposed of in accordance with WAC 314-55-097. 
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(g) There is a twenty-four hour mandatory waiting period after the notification described in 

this subsection to allow for inspection before marijuana plants, seeds, plant tissue cultures, or 

lots of marijuana are transported from a producer to another producer or to a processor; 

(h) There is a twenty-four hour mandatory waiting period after the notification described in 

this subsection to allow for inspection before usable marijuana, marijuana concentrates, or 

marijuana-infused products are transported from a processor to another processor or to a retailer; 

(i) (h) All marijuana plants eight or more inches in height or width must be physically  

identified and tagged and tracked individually; tags may be attached to the plant, adhered to a pot 

or container holding the plant, or adhered to a tag that is inserted into growing media next to the 

plant’s stalk. 

(j) (i) A complete inventory of all marijuana, seeds, plant tissue, seedlings, clones, all plants, 

lots of usable marijuana or trim, leaves, and other plant matter, batches of extract, marijuana 

concentrates, marijuana-infused products, and marijuana waste; 

(k) (j) All marijuana, usable marijuana, marijuana-infused products, marijuana concentrates, 

seeds, plant tissue, clone lots, and marijuana waste must be physically tagged with the sixteen 

digit identification number generated by the traceability system and tracked; 

 

Relief Request 3: Modify Rules Surrounding Waste Disposal 

Removal of the provision requiring product or waste to be ground prior to incorporating with other 

material for the following reasons: 

 This rule is frequently not adhered to due to some of the challenges it presents in real world 

application.  

 Grinding of waste requires producers to utilize commercial grade shredders which present a 

variety of risks to the employee or owner operating them including: dust & debris exposure to 

eye, nose, mouth, ears, loud noise, as well as risk of injury and amputation.   

 Wet waste is incredibly difficult to grind. 

 Grinding of diseased or infected waste presents risk of contamination through dispersion of 

spores or debris into the air.  

314-55-097 

Marijuana waste disposal—Liquids and solids. 

(1) Solid and liquid wastes generated during marijuana production and processing must be stored, 

managed, and disposed of in accordance with applicable state and local laws and regulations. 

(2) Wastewater generated during marijuana production and processing must be disposed of in 

compliance with applicable state and local laws and regulations. 

(3) Wastes from the production and processing of marijuana plants must be evaluated against the 

state's dangerous waste regulations (chapter 173-303 WAC) to determine if those wastes designate as 

dangerous waste. It is the responsibility of each waste generator to properly evaluate their waste to 

determine if it is designated as a dangerous waste. If a generator's waste does designate as a dangerous 

waste, then that waste(s) is subject to the applicable management standards found in chapter 173-303 

WAC. 

(a) Wastes that must be evaluated against the dangerous waste regulations include, but are not limited 

to, the following: 

http://apps.leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=173-303
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=173-303
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(i) Waste from marijuana flowers, trim and solid plant material used to create an extract (per WAC 

314-55-104). 

(ii) Waste solvents used in the marijuana process (per WAC 314-55-104). 

(iii) Discarded plant waste, spent solvents and laboratory wastes from any marijuana processing or 

quality assurance testing. 

(iv) Marijuana extract that fails to meet quality testing. 

(b) Marijuana wastes that do not designate as dangerous shall be managed in accordance with 

subsection (4) of this section. 

(c) A marijuana plant, usable marijuana, trim and other plant material in itself is not considered 

dangerous waste as defined under chapter 173-303 WAC unless it has been treated or contaminated with a 

solvent. 

(4) Marijuana waste that does not designate as dangerous waste (per subsection (3) of this section) 

must be rendered unusable following the methods in subsection (5) of this section prior to leaving a 

licensed producer, processor, or laboratory. Disposal of the marijuana waste rendered unusable must 

follow the methods under subsection (6) of this section. 

(a) Wastes that must be rendered unusable prior to disposal include, but are not limited to, the 

following: 

(i) Waste evaluated per subsection (3) of this section and determined to not designate as "Dangerous 

Waste." 

(ii) Marijuana plant waste, including roots, stalks, leaves, and stems that have not been processed with 

solvent. 

(iii) Solid marijuana sample plant waste possessed by third-party laboratories accredited by the 

WSLCB to test for quality assurance that must be disposed of. 

(iv) Other wastes as determined by the WSLCB. 

(b) A producer or processor must provide the WSLCB a minimum of seventy-two hours notice in the 

traceability system described in WAC 314-55-083(4) prior to rendering the product unusable and 

disposing of it. 

(5) The allowable method to render marijuana plant waste unusable is by grinding and incorporating 

the marijuana plant waste with other ground materials so the resulting mixture is at least fifty percent 

nonmarijuana waste by volume. Other methods to render marijuana waste unusable must be approved by 

the WSLCB before implementation. 

Material used to grind with the marijuana falls into two categories: Compostable waste and 

noncompostable waste. 

(a) Compostable mixed waste: Marijuana waste to be disposed as compost feedstock or in another 

organic waste method (for example, anaerobic digester) may be mixed with the following types of waste 

materials: 

(i) Food waste; 

(ii) Yard waste; 

(iii) Vegetable based grease or oils; or 

(iv) Other wastes as approved by the WSLCB. 

(b) Noncompostable mixed waste: Marijuana waste to be disposed in a landfill or another disposal 

method (for example, incinerator) may be mixed with the following types of waste materials: 

(i) Paper waste; 

(ii) Cardboard waste; 

(iii) Plastic waste; 

(iv) Soil; or 

(v) Other wastes as approved by the WSLCB. 

(6) Marijuana wastes rendered unusable following the method described in subsection (4) of this 

section can be disposed. 

http://apps.leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=314-55-104
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=314-55-104
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=173-303
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=314-55-083
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(a) Disposal of the marijuana waste rendered unusable may be delivered to a permitted solid waste 

facility for final disposition. Examples of acceptable permitted solid waste facilities include: 

(i) Compostable mixed waste: Compost, anaerobic digester, or other facility with approval of the 

jurisdictional health department. 

(ii) Noncompostable mixed waste: Landfill, incinerator, or other facility with approval of the 

jurisdictional health department. 

(b) Disposal of the marijuana waste rendered unusable may be managed on-site by the generator in 

accordance with the standards of chapter 173-350 WAC. 

(c) A record of the final destination of marijuana waste rendered unusable. 

 

Relief Request 4: Modify Rules Surrounding Fencing 

Modify rules surrounding fencing for the following reasons: 

 There is a significant increase in cost of materials, construction, and permitting for 8 foot 

fences compared to 6 foot fences.  Material cost should be considered an environmental cost 

as well as a monetary cost to the licensee. 

 The sight obscuring requirement creates a number of challenges including catching wind, 

showing wear and tear after only a couple years of use, increasing cost of compliance, and 

making cannabis facilities more conspicuous. 

 Many farms are located in valleys below roadways thus the sight obscuring fencing provision 

does little to prevent public view.  Licensees might be inclined to plant trees or vegetative 

buffers or install additional fencing to provide actual obstruction of view if they did not have 

to spend money on ineffectual sight obscuring fabrics for unnecessarily tall fences. 

 The provision that disallows sharing of common walls and fences is environmentally and 

monetarily wasteful. 

 The requirement for 20 feet of spacing between outdoor grows creates areas of unusable 

space and can impede a farms effort to comply with fire codes and other zoning ordinances 

depending upon the shape and size of the parcel. 

 Forcing separation of licenses on a single parcel increases the cost of running power as well 

as water.  

 With the allowance of ownership in up to 3 producer licenses, forcing separation of licenses 

owned by the same party seems unnecessary.  

*We are recommending the addition of “temporary growing structure” to align WSLCB WAC with State 

Building Code WAC. 

314-55-075 

What is a marijuana producer license and what are the requirements and fees 

related to a marijuana producer license? 

(1)(a) A marijuana producer license allows the licensee to produce, harvest, trim, dry, cure, 

and package marijuana into lots for sale at wholesale to marijuana processor licensees and to 

other marijuana producer licensees. A marijuana producer can also produce and sell: 

http://apps.leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=173-350
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(i) Marijuana plants, seed, and plant tissue culture to other marijuana producer licensees; and 

(ii) Marijuana plants to members of a registered cooperative under the conditions provided in 

WAC 314-55-410. 

(b) Marijuana production must take place within a fully enclosed secure indoor facility or 

greenhouse with rigid walls, a roof, and doors. Outdoor production may take place in temporary 

growing structures nonrigid greenhouses, other structures, or an expanse of open or cleared 

ground fully enclosed by a physical barrier. To obscure public view of the premises, outdoor 

production must be enclosed by a sight obscure wall or fence at least six eight feet high. Outdoor 

producers must meet security requirements described in WAC 314-55-083. An outdoor grow 

must be physically separated at least twenty feet from another licensed outdoor grow.  Outdoor 

grows cannot share common walls or fences. 

Regarding Future Rule Making for Direct Sales of Plants 

We appreciate the WSLCB issuing guidance on direct sales of plants to qualifying patients and designated 

providers in the form of interim policy BIO-01-2017. 

The cannabis farmers of this state have a long history of providing for suffering patients.  In many ways 

the historical link and close relationship between cannabis farmer and patient has been significantly 

interrupted by the legislative and regulatory framework as it currently exists in Washington State.  Many 

farmers and patients have expressed a longing for that connection between consumer and producer to be 

reinstated.  We consider this legislation to be a step in the right direction to restoring the link between 

farmer and consumer.   

However, we object to the provision that prohibits farmers from delivering clones, seeds, and plants to 

medical patients and/or providers and believe producers should be permitted to deliver these items for the 

following reasons: 

1. Many patients who are in need are often unable to drive a vehicle to pick up plants, clones, or 

seeds.  

2. Many farms are located in rural areas where public transportation is not accessible, nor is it 

likely that public transportation vehicles would permit riders to transport cannabis plants or 

clones. 

For future rule making related to plant, seed, & clone sales we encourage the WSLCB to: 

 Allow producers to engage in the issuance of patient cards and DOH registration.    

 Release plants, clones, seeds, the same day rather than requiring a 24 hour quarantine period. 

 Allow producers to provide patients plants at reduced prices and allow producers to donate plants 

to patients in need.  

 

 

http://apps.leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=314-55-410
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=314-55-083


Q9 Q9 If you could change any law or rule surrounding production
licenses what would you change?

Answered: 86 Skipped: 15

## ResponsesResponses DateDate

1 Sell direct to public via farmer owned stores, farmers markets, co-ops ect. 7/17/2017 5:18 AM

2 The quarantine rules seem really ineffective at preventing theft and make it harder for
fulfillment to deliver things promptly to retailers. A range of THC percentages on useable
marijuana labels would be much more effective and more accurate, since bud on the same plant
varies wildy, and it may take off some of the pressure in this THC-driven market.

7/13/2017 10:59 AM

3 The current QA system is terrible and ripe for misuse. The fact that producers create their own
samples allows cherry picking of top buds even if its a lot of lower quality buds. The private
testing system incentivizes labs that report inflated results. Finally lots of the same strain
should be allowed to be merged with a weight averaged test result profile for the combined lot.
Currently combining lots requires retesting and the new lot is no longer associated with that
strain, but "mixed".

7/13/2017 10:12 AM

4 allow 3 tier purchase but only allow owner ship of 1 tier 3 7/13/2017 9:50 AM

5 I would change the law that prohibits the the sale of producers crop to medical marijuana
patients for better access in rural areas.

7/12/2017 11:39 AM

6 Spokane County to allow packaging in rural production. Production considered as Agriculture.
Too many fees.

7/12/2017 10:49 AM

7 I would change the priorities of enforcement away from monetization through fine revenue, to
attempting to police bad actors.

7/12/2017 10:26 AM

8 Less quarantine time for waste and transfers 7/11/2017 7:55 PM

9 Allow direct sales to the public. 7/11/2017 5:04 PM

10 Alllow direct sales from Producers to Consumers (like tasting rooms at wineries and spirits
manufacturers).

7/11/2017 1:50 PM

11 WSLCB need to enforce ownership/vertical integration regulations, the small guys are getting
choked out of existence! What's the point of allowing 4k sq ft for small guys when the big guys
are going to be able to own 90k?! 30k should be the biggest license.

7/11/2017 1:09 PM

12 allow producers and processors to sell their own products to the public from the facility under
the same rules as a retailer.

7/11/2017 1:03 PM

13 Having Retailer information on label. There are many though 7/11/2017 9:31 AM

14 Reduce excessive lcb regulations for production including cameras, need for endless timely
submissions for modifying business operations and the insane processes in biotrack for
tracking product.

7/11/2017 8:34 AM

15 Vertical Integration- ONLY 7/11/2017 7:45 AM

16 The ability to sell our product directly to the public. If we meet all the security requirements
necessary to operate an I-502 business there is little to no reason why we shouldn't be able to
sell it ourselves. We do all the work anyways. We start the plant from seed or a clone, nurse it
through it's early life, tend to it for at least 4 months, harvest it, dry it, cure it, schuck it, sort it,
trim it, weigh it, package it, seal it, label it. There's only one step after all those. The consumer
would be happy because they would see a slight price decrease probably, but the state would
continue to see similar if not increased taxes collected as access would improve.

7/10/2017 8:26 PM
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17 Remove the "sight obscuring" provision from fencing. Considering that farmers can now grow
acres of the same species within full public view, what is the point of "obscuring" my plants?
Moreover, an opaque, 8 foot fence is subject to a host of engineering and permitting issues that
can drive prices up so high that "site obscuring" is prioritized over "secure". If the requirement
was for the demonstrated security of a 6 foot chain link fence, I think you would see producers
frequently going beyond that standard to ensure SECURITY instead of bankrolling an adherence
to the pointless "sight obscuring" provision. I have over 1500 linear feet of sight obscuring fence
surrounding my tier 3 located on 40 acres of AG land in a valley. Everyone can see what I am
doing from the road, since it is higher than my farm. The only people whose vision of my farms
interior is obscured are trespassers.

7/10/2017 7:05 PM

18 The monopoly system created for retailers. 7/10/2017 6:09 PM

19 Allow farmers to sell their product directly to consumer. 7/10/2017 4:05 PM

20 Quarantine - pointless and expensive 7/10/2017 3:00 PM

21 Inability to sell wholesale product directly to consumers, or at a minimum patients or coops. 7/10/2017 2:17 PM

22 quarantine rules & weighing waste 7/10/2017 1:36 PM

23 I would sue the LCB for not following their promise to limit canopy to 2M SQFT. This has
screwed every producer in the state. Excessive taxation + Huge oversupply = many people
losing their life savings.

7/10/2017 1:02 PM

24 Allowing us to sell direct to consumer on our property. 7/10/2017 11:55 AM

25 Eliminate Quarantine Time 7/10/2017 11:53 AM

26 Waste destruction requirements. 7/10/2017 11:17 AM

27 N/A 7/10/2017 10:50 AM

28 selling direct to customers would be nice. 7/10/2017 10:50 AM

29 The entire system needs to be wiped out and restarted. Lobbyists and lawyers have created a
convoluted web of terrible laws that benefit the few, not the majority. There shouldn't even be
half the laws on the books that we have. Security is up to the business owner. If things get
stolen, that's on them, not the rest of us to treat our operations like Ft. Knox when it's a plant.
Traceability doesn't stop the black market trafficking of weed across lines from the top players
who are protected. There is no reason we must tag every single damn plant instead of lots. It
doesn't stop the drug running. The fact we now have to PAY for a 'free' traceability program is
bullshit as well. The state is incompetent to do it's own work and because of that, we are being
punished for it. It's time to repeal the LCB and put cannabis into the hands of a professional
board, filled with professionals, not Friends of Inslee, and get these laws back to where they
work for EVERYONE, not a few. Drive the corruption out or we will never succeed.

7/10/2017 10:35 AM

30 Uniform Tax treatment among all industries 7/10/2017 10:28 AM

31 Tagging All Plants. Plants should be tagged by growing location ( IE Room and by Strain) 7/10/2017 9:53 AM

32 Allow farms that can go up a tier to do so. 7/10/2017 9:17 AM

33 The $300+ increase per license is not rational 7/10/2017 6:05 AM

34 LIcense fees--24hr quanrantine 7/9/2017 10:22 PM

35 Canopy size increased don't allow producer processor's to middleman other peoples product
your product your sale .

7/9/2017 9:02 PM

36 Add flexibility to deliveries. The direct from farm to store makes deliveries extremely inefficient
with no overnight provisions, from eastern Washington, almost impossible to comply
completely.

7/9/2017 5:58 PM

37 Less licenses. The state lets too many grow, forces us into regulation without any benefits or
protection. It is indentured servitude and taxation without representation.

7/9/2017 5:19 PM

38 Standardize labs so that they are competing on customer service and price and not results.
Actively random test product at the retail level for unapproved pesticides and address the
obvious application of the bad ones (mycrobutinal, inacallud) before address the possible
incidental use. I'd also like to see the removal of harvest date ASAP from the label.

7/9/2017 5:10 PM
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39 Have producer groups that we can communicate with to interface with the LCB and get quick
answers to questions and report problems.

7/9/2017 4:24 PM

40 Allow on farm sales, and children of farmers to be on licensed grounds 7/9/2017 4:01 PM

41 Quarantine-eliminate it 7/9/2017 2:10 PM

42 SBCC regulations on Processors, especially extractions. They raise the financial bar too high for
small and medium businesses.

7/9/2017 12:22 PM

43 Transportation restrictions and the ability to sell directly to the public through delivery
systems from the producer/processor license

7/9/2017 12:06 PM

44 Outdoor producers should get additional canopy allowance due to 1 harvest per year. 7/9/2017 11:08 AM

45 Have the ability to sell our own products to the public. 7/9/2017 10:57 AM

46 Remove the 24 hour quarantine for deliveries. 7/9/2017 10:22 AM

47 Quarantine for waste primarily but also delivery. Samples for Licensed owners and employees.
Required pesticide testing.

7/9/2017 10:19 AM

48 Ag status 7/9/2017 9:13 AM

49 We are in a remote site on a mountain. IF we survive the county's frivolous ban based on
neighbor complaints that do not apply to us we ca not afford to erect commercial grade fence.

7/9/2017 8:57 AM

50 Allow growers to maintain 2 or 3 "tasting" rooms just as wineries are allowed. 7/9/2017 6:03 AM

51 Allow Tier 1 Producer Processors more square footage. 7/9/2017 5:53 AM

52 commercial fencing it is very wrong approach which will cost us lot of money . 7/9/2017 2:50 AM

53 Excessive regulations on general business practices such as requiring quarantine on removal of
waste that require retaining material that can contaminate facility

7/9/2017 1:36 AM

54 1-Allow producer processors to sell directly to the public (retail) 2-Stop excessive testing
requirements 3-biotrack system is ridiculous and does nothing to stop illegal sales. Provide a
free tracking system that works worth a sh!t and is less tedious and time consuming. Allowing
Biotrack to profit from a client side app to their slow lame website is a clear conflict of interest.
4-Labeling requirements are out of hand and costly to producer processors. Stop making them
absorbs all the costs. 5-Allow vertical integration now 6-end 24 hour quarantine rule. It slows
sales and does no good.

7/9/2017 1:24 AM

55 Let people own 3 licenses. Allow for transactions between producers and processors to not be
for market value.

7/8/2017 11:09 PM

56 Allow tasting rooms and take away sales to bring parity with alcohol producers. 7/8/2017 10:01 PM

57 Nothing 7/8/2017 9:10 PM

58 Removal of teir system.... if you let people own more than 3 license u will be allowing some to
go to 90k and keeping some at 4k no one is looking at 3 teir 1

7/8/2017 8:55 PM

59 Canopy cap limit for my tier size should change 7/8/2017 8:52 PM

60 24 hr quarantine area no more 7/8/2017 8:23 PM

61 -WSLCB Approvals on any site plan or business structure changes just take too long to be
accomplished. -So many unwritten and fully clarified areas in the rules and laws that require
producers to often not totally know if they breaking rules based on a high level of ambiguity
and no real help resource. Enforcement officers are not the logical person to ask questions on
compliance, but preventing non-compliance help with out having enforcement as many issues
are based on not understanding fully the interpretation of the WACs.

7/8/2017 8:12 PM
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62 More scalability of production won't help farms because there is already too much production
and not enough wholesale channels. Additionally, farmers are too poor to triple their footprint
given the high price of cultivation and regulation. The only way to make this system fair to
farmers (and let's be very, very real here - farmers are getting screwed and everybody in the
system knows it, but don't act because it's a threat to their own profits.) is to cut away P&P's
and provide reparations to those let go. More weed through more facilities is hardly a solution.
Great for LCB, great for stores and labs, more short end of the stick, yet again, for farmers.
Washington is the only legal recreational system in the US where bulk flower can't be sold
wholesale to stores where they manage it, measure it and bag it. These are extremely high costs
continuing to keep growers from finding profits.

7/8/2017 7:08 PM

63 Marijuana plants are considered agricultural 7/8/2017 7:04 PM

64 Allow direct sales to consumers and allow kids at work on farms. 7/8/2017 6:29 PM

65 Credit terms allowed between producer and processors 7/8/2017 6:28 PM

66 Allow all Tier 1 Producers more square feet 7/8/2017 6:05 PM

67 Vertical integration is wanted 7/8/2017 6:04 PM

68 24 hour quarantine rule. Its already on ones property for months. Why plug up the works 7/8/2017 5:53 PM

69 Sell your own product directly to the public. 7/8/2017 5:48 PM

70 Allow to sell directly to public 7/8/2017 5:28 PM

71 Only being able to own one production license at a time. Also, the time it takes the LCB to turn
paperwork around. We submitted paperwork to add a partner to our license about 2 months ago
& they still haven't processed it yet.

7/8/2017 5:14 PM

72 Fear of accidental/incidental non-conpliance with rules governing daily operational processes 7/8/2017 5:06 PM

73 How non-flower (plant stems, sunleaves, etc) waste has to be handled, I believe we should be
allowed to give it to farmers as livestock feed. Also, we should be listed as agricultural, we are
growing plants

7/8/2017 4:20 PM

74 -25/72 hour quarantine -change to 6' fence -allow direct sales from farms of useable mj -remove
retail ubi req -allow tags on pots or stakes near plants

7/8/2017 3:41 PM

75 No tier levels. Allow 30k canopy to any licensed farm. 7/8/2017 3:40 PM

76 Counties should not be allowed to discriminate against cannabis production on agriculturally
zoned land. Counties with a significant number of outdoor producers should be given a share of
the tax collected instead of tying the revenue to the retail side.

7/8/2017 3:30 PM

77 Set a fair market value 7/8/2017 3:20 PM

78 quarantine before delivery eliminated 7/8/2017 2:48 PM

79 eliminate the 72 hr quarantine for WASTE...as in GARBAGE! that is often so gross by the time
the Q is up it may even be toxic!

7/8/2017 2:45 PM

80 Washington should allow medical patients to buy processed medical grade cannabis directly
from the processors at wholesale prices rather than making them grow it themselves or pay
retail pricing. Producer / processors currently are allowed to sell clones and plants to medical
patients, but again, most legitament medical patients can’t take on the work and cost of
growing their medicine. Medical needs should be given a priority here as was originally planned
when the citizens voted for cannabis legalization – since that public vote, medical cannabis
availability has been made more costly and more work than when it was illegal. This would also
be a boost for growers without much hurt to retailers which are not that gung ho for medical
anyhow.

7/8/2017 2:37 PM

81 LCB needs to get out of law making. 7/8/2017 2:29 PM

82 Allow producer/processor to retail there own product 7/8/2017 2:23 PM

83 24 hr rule 7/8/2017 2:14 PM

84 The rule to keep waste for three days. If you have an issue with plants that must be destroyed
you want them destroyed and removed completely, not keep them around possibly infecting
other plants.

7/8/2017 2:11 PM

85 Remove canopy tiers entirely. Limit licenses holders to a single license. And enforce the rules 7/8/2017 2:09 PM
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86 Removing retailer UBI. 7/8/2017 2:07 PM
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Q11 Q11 If you could change one WSLCB rule, what would it be?
Answered: 116 Skipped: 32

## ResponsesResponses DateDate

1 Marijuana felonies should not be a issue for ownership. Producers should be able to sell their
own product.

5/17/2017 4:34 PM

2 72 hour destruction wait time 3/22/2017 11:46 AM

3 Processing waste. 3/6/2017 4:30 PM

4 current tests do not account for the use of beneficial bacteria and fungi. change failure
thresholds

3/2/2017 3:52 PM

5 Testing every 5 pounds of same strain is costly. No quarantine on wet product, must be shipped
asap.

3/2/2017 2:06 PM

6 I would like to see producer/processors have the right to engage in consumer direct sales
similar to wineries.

2/28/2017 7:03 PM

7 eliminate quarantine 2/28/2017 3:15 PM

8 Allow for more potency retesting. 2/28/2017 12:00 PM

9 No crossover of ownership and/or financier between retail and producer/processor. The big
guys already have found ways around stuff like this. Only the little guys are hurt. Let's stop
hurting the little guys.

2/28/2017 11:48 AM

10 24 Hour Quarantine period prior to deliveries. Still have a Quarantine, would like to see a 12 hr.
possibly

2/28/2017 9:23 AM

11 Allow separation of processor and processor locations, or additional processor location, for P/P
License holders.

2/27/2017 3:33 PM

12 reduce the holding time for waste destruction to 24 hours 2/27/2017 3:16 PM

13 Remove 24 hr quarantine 2/27/2017 1:25 PM

14 We applied for two producer/processor licenses. The rule was changed so the only way for us to
expand is to buy another license. It is not fair. We would like to use the 2nd license.

2/27/2017 12:08 PM

15 To change regulations(loosen) that allow licensed owners of both grow and processing to
combine there operations.

2/27/2017 11:46 AM

16 Larger samples for employees 2/27/2017 11:45 AM

17 Sale to public of own products 2/27/2017 11:29 AM

18 Set mandatory standards for grams to pounds 2/27/2017 11:10 AM

19 None 2/27/2017 10:49 AM

20 Tracking of the waste and the 24 hour quarantine period. 2/27/2017 10:33 AM

21 Eliminate the Tier structure. Every license be allowed to grow up to 30,000 SQFT of canopy 2/27/2017 10:31 AM

22 remove quarantine, remove all the 5 lb lots. Should just be 1 test per strain per harvest. I
harvest around 300 plants of the same strain, and to have them in 5 lb lots is a waste of time.

2/27/2017 10:29 AM

23 24 hour quarantine period eleminted 2/27/2017 10:16 AM

24 Reduce reliance on lab testing. It is expensive (Labs expected to double their gross revenue in
the coming year), yet doesn't provide meaningful results. It is misinformation packaged as
gospel. The labs need to be reined in.

2/27/2017 10:03 AM

25 No limit on the number of stores 2/27/2017 7:58 AM

26 Producers and processors should be able to sell directly to the public, similar to boutique
vineyards and craft distilleries.

2/27/2017 7:39 AM

27 Sell directly to public 2/27/2017 7:37 AM

28 Dealing with waste. 2/27/2017 7:29 AM
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29 Weighing and quarantining of waste. It's all going in one big pile anyways, why does it need to
be labeled seperately? Why do we need to wait 72 hours? Just let me destroy when I collect it
and move on.

2/27/2017 5:52 AM

30 Get rid of twenty four hour quarantine before delivery. 2/27/2017 1:48 AM

31 Require larger participation in medical class cannabis for use by people with pain etc. To much
emphasis is now on the stoner market and medical seems to have gone under the bus since last
July.

2/27/2017 12:51 AM

32 No security fences and no greenhouses for outdoor grows. The light pollution and not really
sungrown if in a greenhouse. Takes away the natural plant movement.

2/26/2017 10:58 PM

33 Allow Tier One producer processors 30000 square foot of plant canopy like everyone else 2/26/2017 10:24 PM

34 Allow producer/ processors to own retail 2/26/2017 10:21 PM

35 ? 2/26/2017 9:51 PM

36 Eliminate the requirement that transfers be only for fair market value, which inhibits the ability
for processors to provide services to producers and other processors.

2/26/2017 8:52 PM

37 Taxes. Lockbox transportation rule. 2/26/2017 8:21 PM

38 Allow producers & processors to sell direct to thsell public 2/26/2017 7:29 PM

39 Cap on retail stores. We need more demand for product and higher prices for the
producer/processor. The state needs to reduce the amount it takes in and give it back to the
producer/ processor.

2/26/2017 7:18 PM

40 72 Hour for waste 2/26/2017 7:09 PM

41 Quarantine requirement 2/26/2017 6:20 PM

42 All regulations that serve no purpose. They should care about diversion and product quality.
That is it.

2/26/2017 5:42 PM

43 The 24 hour quarantine rule is definitely not that efficient. If we have to use a traceability
system (which hampers all processes down due to the shortcomings of the software system),
why should we have to quarantine the product when we already have to account for it in
traceability? It seems like it doesn't really effectively do anything, and it makes us have to plan
out another time for an employee to be at work, rather than turning orders around right as we
get them.

2/26/2017 5:31 PM

44 Taxes 2/26/2017 5:31 PM

45 Producers should be allowed to sell at their place of business. 2/26/2017 5:12 PM

46 A co-op for growers. 2/26/2017 5:10 PM

47 Rules governing CO2 extraction need clarification 2/26/2017 5:09 PM

48 Get rid of the LCB and put us in an agency that actually cares about the success of the industry.
Oh, and get a real medical marijuana system in place.

2/26/2017 5:06 PM

49 Waste destruction 2/26/2017 4:58 PM

50 Allow vertical integration from.production to retail and reduce 24 hour quarantine to 12 hours
to allow longer distance deliveries to be competitive withe closer processors.

2/26/2017 4:49 PM

51 Allow producer/processors to sell their own product from their own facility as long as they meet
all of the requirements of a retail store. This will correct number of issues including retailers
gouging producers/processors on price and upwardly sticky prices to the end consumer.

2/26/2017 4:29 PM

52 Not sure 2/26/2017 4:23 PM

53 Allow Retailers to buy flower in bulk and let them weigh and package. 2/26/2017 4:22 PM

54 growers should be able to sell their crops to the public 2/26/2017 4:22 PM

55 quarantine prior to ship and delivery vehicle requirements. Should be the same as liquor and
wine transport

2/26/2017 4:11 PM

56 Transportation manifests 2/26/2017 4:08 PM

57 Canopy limit should be equally enforced for everyone, tier structure should be removed. 2/26/2017 4:04 PM
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58 I have 2: 1 - No packaging for flower - deliver in bulk to retailers 2 - No THC on label 2/26/2017 4:03 PM

59 Rid of 72 hour quarantine for waste 2/26/2017 1:43 PM

60 The pathetically small sample limits producers and processors are allowed to take monthly
should be raised

2/26/2017 11:34 AM

61 Eliminate quarentine for waste and deliveries 2/26/2017 8:12 AM

62 Testing for potency 2/25/2017 6:58 PM

63 More retail outlets 2/25/2017 2:14 PM

64 Less regulation. 2/25/2017 1:23 PM

65 How we dispose of waste and 3 days of quarantine for waste. 2/25/2017 12:51 PM

66 WSLCB is very unorganized and this needs to change. They do not even know their own rules,
depending on who you speak with you will get conflicting answers

2/25/2017 11:27 AM

67 Removal of teir system..... if not, implement a teir system on licence fee... A teir 1 should not
pay the same as a teir 3

2/25/2017 9:44 AM

68 Infused smoking products not be considered concentrates. 2/25/2017 9:33 AM

69 Allow producer/processors to sell their product from their farms like the wine makers do (no
tastings).

2/25/2017 8:11 AM

70 Allow owners to put money into their business and then vet the funds. You can always fine them
or shut down their license if they fail the vetting process, but the MASSIVE delays in accessing
funds will cause companies to fail. Wouldn't this be a huge potential liability for the LCB? The
phrase "innocent until proven guilty" has been reversed when it comes to the LCBs policies
regarding investment. People should be allowed to save their companies when they need to,
not 3 to 6 months after the company is in jeopardy.

2/24/2017 10:43 PM

71 Retail store limitations. There needs to be more stores. 2/24/2017 9:25 PM

72 Only allowing licensees to control three or less licenses. 2/24/2017 6:13 PM

73 quarantine periods..both for sales and waste....especially waste. 72 hrs is ridiculous. 2/24/2017 4:21 PM

74 Allowing city banning is NOT access 2/24/2017 3:14 PM

75 Not being able to offer services to other processors, such as manufacturing vapes, edibles,
topicals for others

2/24/2017 3:03 PM

76 Being able to bring new seeds into the system from a seed bank 2/24/2017 1:49 PM

77 Eliminate quarantine 2/24/2017 1:43 PM

78 let the producers sell there own product 2/24/2017 1:22 PM

79 Share the income from Taxes with LOCAL governments ( Producer/Process/Retail) based upon
how much cannabis activity there is in the local area ( SALES?)

2/24/2017 1:20 PM

80 Allow farmers to sell their own products. 2/24/2017 11:53 AM

81 1. Producers should be able to have their own store for their products. 2. Get rid of all
quarantines and no grinding/shredding waste 3. less testing go to a random system 4.

2/24/2017 11:27 AM

82 Allow producer to sell their own product directly to the consumer just like the wine & spirits
industry

2/24/2017 10:15 AM

83 Allowing normal business financial transactions-i.e. terms etc. 2/24/2017 9:43 AM

84 quarantine 2/24/2017 8:46 AM

85 Vertical integration. Let us sell our own product directly to the public. This will help the farmer
and reduce the amount of control retailers have on the industry.

2/24/2017 8:37 AM

86 Lab testing... Test exemptions on strains that have passed several times... Smaller lots should
equal less cost... Random testing instead of every single lot

2/24/2017 7:05 AM

87 Making different rules for cannabis and alcohol 2/24/2017 4:38 AM

88 Weighing your "waste" (leaf trim) daily 2/24/2017 3:34 AM
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89 24 hrs quarantine for all deliveries and inability to correct manifest mistakes without putting
product back in quarantine.

2/24/2017 12:28 AM

90 Badges 24 hour quarantine and waste remove the THC from the label 2/23/2017 8:58 PM

91 Inforce the rule on canopy use. The rule stayes that canopies and tiers can be reduced if not use
in a specific time. Reallocate the canopy to producers that sell out amd want to expand.

2/23/2017 7:36 PM

92 Tagging every plant 2/23/2017 6:49 PM

93 72 hrs to destroy product is ridiculous. By the time loose vegetation sits in a warehouse for 72
hours it is a biohazard and should not be handled in the warehouse due to risk of contaminating
other plant material with decomposing matter.

2/23/2017 6:47 PM

94 72 hour waist 2/23/2017 6:43 PM

95 Samples Should Not require quarantine. I should be able to carry some samples with me while
visiting stores and if they seem interested in doing business I should be able to immediately
transfer a sample into the system to the retailer.

2/23/2017 6:38 PM

96 Open source traceability system. So we can fix all the broken stuff ourselves without paying
outrageous software prices.

2/23/2017 6:10 PM

97 I am very satisfied with the rules as they currently exist. 2/23/2017 6:02 PM

98 Classify cannabis as agriculture 2/23/2017 5:50 PM

99 Required microbial test for lots of medically compliant product before they are concentrated 2/23/2017 5:40 PM

100 The rule against giving small merchandise items to retail employees and customers, such as
tee-shirts, small items of complimentary paraphernalia.

2/23/2017 5:32 PM

101 Lower taxes and fees! Marijuana is extremely expensive to grow on a commercial level. Seems
like the retail stores are the ones making money in this industry.

2/23/2017 5:22 PM

102 Lack of clear communication needs improvement 2/23/2017 5:13 PM

103 The only people making lots of money is the stores and the state there is a petition out there to
allow producers and prospers to be able to sell there own products to the public

2/23/2017 5:07 PM

104 Allow 1 licensee to carry 3 license. Producer/Processors need the ability to begin consolidating
to survive.

2/23/2017 5:06 PM

105 Ability for producers/processors to own retail stores. 2/23/2017 5:05 PM

106 Farmer shall sell at RETAIL.. 2/23/2017 4:55 PM

107 72 Hour Quarantine period prior to waste disposal 2/23/2017 4:19 PM

108 Remove the limit to vertical integration, allow all P/P to open a retail store at or near their
current P/P facility.

2/23/2017 4:19 PM

109 Transportation rules of quarantine and manifesting. Travel times are affected by a litany of
things, as we have seen this winter, and should be reevaluated for the affectiveness and
efficiency of the program. A real time system would make far more sense and allow changing of
cars or drivers as necessary for bad weather and other emergency conditions.

2/23/2017 4:09 PM

110 Allow farmer's to have their own store! 2/23/2017 4:07 PM

111 To not have to put the store UBI on each label to allow us to have a more liquid built up
inventory.

2/23/2017 3:03 PM

112 The unwritten rule of writing tickets being the desired policy rather than educating the
licensees on what and how they want it in the first place.

2/23/2017 3:02 PM

113 Consistency in rules. Enforcing rules that matter - diversion of product, vertical integration,
improper relationships between retailers and some processors (same ownership such as the
relationship Main Street has with their top providers). Illegal out of state ownership (BMF).
Illegal funding sources. Badges, security camera placement and other nit picky crap gets
enforced, but not the real crimes.

2/23/2017 2:42 PM

114 I would lift the artificial retail cap and allow vertical integration. 2/23/2017 2:37 PM

4 / 5

Cannabis Farmers Council Cannabis Advisory Council Q1 2017 Survey -Help us to
effectively communicate your concerns to the WSLCB-

SurveyMonkey



115 Unfortunately We have 2 1.That producers are unable to sell their own product at retail. 2. Allow
producers to sell flower in bulk to retailers who would then weigh and put into a container that
product for the consumer.

2/23/2017 2:06 PM

116 Retail store caps, they have over licensed square footage and prices continue to drop. They
need to allow more retail licenses.

2/23/2017 2:06 PM

5 / 5

Cannabis Farmers Council Cannabis Advisory Council Q1 2017 Survey -Help us to
effectively communicate your concerns to the WSLCB-

SurveyMonkey


	HANDOUT 6 (Crystal O.) - CFC - ChangeoneRuleorLaw.pdf
	Q9 If you could change any law or rule surrounding production licenses what would you change?

	HANDOUT 7 (Crystal O.) - CFC - ChangeoneWSLCBRule.pdf
	Q11 If you could change one WSLCB rule, what would it be?


