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CANNABIS CONTROL COMMISSION

April 16, 2025
10:00 AM

In-Person with Remote Access via Microsoft Teams Live*

PUBLIC MEETING MINUTES

Documents:
e N/A

In Attendance:
e Commissioner Nurys Z. Camargo
e Commissioner Ava Callender Concepcion
e Commissioner Kimberly Roy
e Acting Chair Bruce Stebbins

Minutes:
I.  Call to Order
e The Acting Chair (AC) recognized a quorum and called the meeting to order.
e The AC gave notice that the meeting is being recorded.
e The AC gave an overview of the agenda.

II. Commissioners’ Comments & Updates — 00:01:19
e Commissioners thanked staff for their work preparing for the day’s meeting.

I11. Commission Discussion and Votes — 00:03:57

1. Discussion and Review of Draft Regulations
e Deputy General Counsel Michael Baker (DGC Baker) began by reviewing technical
amendments beginning with 935 Code Mass. Regs. § 500.101(2)(g)9. Commissioners
agreed to take a recess to confirm they were working off the same version of the
document.
e The Commission took a brief recess. (Returned at 00:36:00.)

e Paralegal Rachel Ferrara (Paralegal Ferrara) began reading the redline amendments
beginning with 935 Code Mass. Regs. § 500.101(3)(i)1. Commissioner Roy requested
to strike “provided however, that” from 1. DGC Baker proposed a new second clause
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to read: “The applicant for a Social Consumption Establishment License may select
either a Supplemental On-site Consumption License, a Hospitality On-site
Consumption License, or a Marijuana Event Organizer License.” and there were no
objections. DGC Baker requested to skip 2. through 4. and there were no further
amendments until 935 Code Mass. Regs. § 500.101(3)(i)6. where Director of
Investigations Katherine Binkoski (Director Binkoski) requested to add “or structural
change as applicable.” at the end. Regarding this section, Commissioner Roy
expressed concern that Supplemental On-Site Consumption Licensees with Indoor
Non-Smoking Consumption Areas could face issues on the sales floor where retail
and Social Consumption commingled. Commissioners discussed and agreed to circle
back to the topic. Regarding 935 Code Mass. Regs. § 500.101(3)(i)7., Commissioner
Roy requested that language from 935 Code Mass. Regs. § 500.141 be carried over to
clarify that Licensees may transfer product from their retail License to their
Supplemental On-site Consumption License. Commissioners agreed to strike 935
Code Mass. Regs. § 500.101(3)(1)8. due to statutory restrictions on Medical
Marijuana Treatment Centers (MTCs). Paralegal Ferrara continued reading the
redline amendments and Commissioners agreed to strike the first clause in 935 Code
Mass. Regs. § 500.101(3)(1)9.a. as well as “if permitted”. Commissioner Roy
requested that a citation to 935 Code Mass. Regs. § 500.141 be included in 935 Code
Mass. Regs. § 500.101(3)(1)9.d. and Enforcement Counsel Timothy Goodin (EC
Goodin) suggested swapping “before beginning work” with “prior to performing job
functions”. EC Goodin suggested revising 935 Code Mass. Regs. § 500.110(9)(a) and
striking 935 Code Mass. Regs. § 500.101(3)(1)9.e. to ensure that all Marijuana
Establishments (MEs) were required to report any medical emergencies.
Commissioners discussed how to appropriately require Social Consumption
Establishments (SCEs) to limit their staff’s exposure to second-hand smoke and DGC
Baker stated he would work on this offline. DGC Baker proposed a new 935 Code
Mass. Regs. § 500.101(3)(1)9.f.ii to read: “Indoor Smoking Consumption Areas are a
separated and a fully enclosed space approved by the Commission, with a secure
door, with access to the Indoor Smoking Consumption Areas only from the licensed
Premises.”

The Commission took a brief recess. (Returned at 02:11:03.)

Commissioners continued discussing how to limit employees’ contact with second-
hand smoke and DGC Baker volunteered to work offline with EC Goodin to prepare
updated language. Commissioners discussed DGC Baker’s proposed 935 Code Mass.
Regs. § 500.101(3)(1)9.f.ii and agreed to circle back to it after a recess.

The Commission took a brief recess. (Returned at 03:24:43.)

The AC summarized the discussion and Commissioner Camargo asked for
clarification on what was meant by “with access only from the Social Consumption
Establishment.” DGC Baker explained that the intent was to prevent access from any
point other than the SCE. Commissioners discussed and Chief of Investigations and
Enforcement Nomxolisi Jones (Chief Jones) suggested that the sentence end with
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“with access limited only from the licensed Premises.” Commissioners discussed and
decided on “Indoor Smoking Consumption Areas are a separated and fully enclosed
space approved by the Commission with entry access limited from the licensed
Premises.” Commissioner Roy volunteered to assist with the worker safety section
and circle back to it at a future meeting. Regarding iv. Director Binkoski suggested
replacing “eliminate” with “mitigate”. Commissioner Roy asked if this section should
identify “dust” as something that should be filtered by the Consumption Area’s
filtration system and Commissioner Camargo suggested that she work offline with
staff to determine how other states had handled the issue. Regarding proposed 935
Code Mass. Regs. § 500.101(3)(1)9.g.1, the AC requested to replace “are isolated”
with “shall be separated” and Director Binkoski suggested replacing “secure door”
with “with entry access limited from the licensed Premises”. DGC Baker noted that
he would be working on this section and the next to incorporate earlier amendments.
The AC requested to replace “eliminate” with “mitigate” in iv. In the same section,
EC Goodin suggested including “identify” before “the steps taken by”.

The Commission took a brief recess. (Returned at 04:47:03.)

Commissioners discussed the process of creating advisory groups to update
Responsible Vendor Trainor (RVT) regulations. Paralegal Ferrara picked up reading
the redline amendments in 935 Code Mass. Regs. § 500.105(2)(b)8. and DGC Baker
stated that he would replace “prior to working in” and strike “Licensee” after “Social
Consumption Establishment”. Commissioner Roy asked how Event Organizers would
be impacted by this section and if there were required ratios for staff attendees at
large events. Commissioners discussed the Social Consumption Core Curriculum
requirements for Marijuana Event Organizers and agreed to circle back to the topic.
Regarding 935 Code Mass. Regs. § 500.105(6)(c)2.c., Commissioner Roy asked if the
same practices should be applied to edibles. Commissioners discussed and agreed to
circle back to the topic.

The Commission took a brief recess. (Returned at 05:45:46.)

The AC moved to 935 Code Mass. Regs. § 500.141 and gave an overview of its
intent. Commissioner Roy requested an edit to 935 Code Mass. Regs. § 500.141(2), to
include that “packaging” was one of the procedures which SCEs would need written
policies and procedures for. Commissioner Roy asked if section (a) should reference
inversion, and the AC suggested that EC Goodin work offline to develop a definition
and to include it throughout the regulations where diversion is referenced.
Commissioner Concepcion noted that the citation to 935 Code Mass. Regs. §
500.141(8) in this section should reference (9). Commissioners discussed whether the
requirement to provide menus to Consumers in 935 Code Mass. Regs. §
500.141(2)(b) was duplicative and Commissioner Roy suggested an edit to read: ...
a Social Consumption Establishment License shall include a QR Code and either a
menu, label, supplementary insert given to the Consumer with the following
information...” EC Goodin suggested designating commonly spoken languages to
clarify the regulations.

C



IV.  New Business Not Anticipated at Time of Posting — 06:21:36
e The AC stated that there was no new business which was not anticipated at the time
of posting.

V.  Next Meeting Date — 06:21:47
e The AC stated that the next meeting was scheduled for April 17, 2025, at 10:00 a.m.

VI.  Adjournment — 06:22:24
e Commissioner Camargo moved to adjourn.
e Commissioner Concepcion seconded the motion.
e The AC took a roll call vote:
o Commissioner Camargo — Yes
o Commissioner Concepcion — Yes
o Commissioner Roy — Yes
o AC Stebbins — Yes
e The Commission unanimously approved the motion to adjourn.




