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Yeah. Okay. I think we're on. Good morning, everyone. My name is Jessica Garcia. I'm 
chair of the cannabis control board. Recognizing that we have all board members present 
or participating remotely, I am pleased to call this meeting to order and welcome all of you 
participating in person as well as in real-time live stream. This meeting will be recorded, 
and the recording and transcript will be available to the public on the Office of Cannabis 
Management's website, cannabis.ny.gov. Information on cannabis control board meetings 
is available on a designated section of that website. As you can see, today's agenda, as 
you'll soon see, includes review and approval of the meeting minutes from the cannabis 
control board meeting held on October 6th, 2025. Consideration of adult use applications 
for approval. Consideration of adult use license and permit amendment requests. 
Consideration of conditional adult use retail dispensary renewals. Consideration of adult 
use renewal applications. Consideration of packaging, labeling, marketing, and advertising 
regulations, consideration of registered organization amendment requests. Consideration 
of certain applications with non viable locations requesting the board determine whether 
granting the license would promote public convenience and advantage. Consideration of 
an unreasonably impractical advisory opinion. Consideration of administrative appeals. 
Concluding with an update from the Office of Cannabis Management before we begin 
public comment, after which we will adjourn. First order of business is going to be the 
review and approval of the meeting minutes from the October sixth meeting. Can I please 
have a motion to approve those minutes?  
 
So moved.  
 
May I have a second? Thank you, Crystal. Any changes, amendments from the board? 
Hearing none, I'll call for a vote. All in favor s say aye. I just hope. I think we I can't see you 
hope, so I'm gonna I Okay, great, thank you. The minutes have been approved. All right, 
moving on. Our next resolution, can I for us to consider, can I please have a motion to 
consider resolution number twenty twenty five dash seventy seven, consideration of adult 
use cannabis licenses for approval. May I have a second? Second. Thank you. And now 
we're gonna hear from Patrick McKeage to provide a brief overview of the resolution.  
 
Thank you, Madam Chair. Before the board today is a cohort of 68 adult use cannabis 
applications, which have cleared the multi-step review process and are being 
recommended to the board for approval. The 68 applicants include 11 cultivators, 24 retail 
dispensaries, five microbusinesses, eight distributors, seventeen processors, and three 
final card licenses. If approved, this will bring the total number of adult use cannabis 
licenses approved to 1,990 for cannabis licenses overall. I also want to take a brief 
moment to provide an update on the license review process in terms of the number of 
applications that remain pending. First, for the November queue, which included 1,603 
applications that were queued. 722 of these have received a final license from the board. 
242 have been issued a provisional license, which means they're out trying to find a viable 
location and will come back before the board before final approval. 257 applications are 
pending and are actively under review, meaning we're either waiting for information from 
the applicants or processing the information the applicant has sent. And then 382 
November Queue applications are closed, meaning they've been denied, voided, or 
otherwise withdrawn for a number of reasons. From the December queue, which includes 
different cues depending on the license type applied for, it included approximately 4,666 
distinct applications that were were all queued. In terms of pending applications, meaning 
they they haven't had a final decision on them. There is two thousand and seven hundred 
and five retail dispensaries, eight hundred and seventy-four microbusinesses, one hundred 



and forty-four cultivators, ninety-eight processors, and then a hundred and seventy-four 
distributors. I also wanted just to take a brief second because we've received a number of 
inquiries about the different queues and am I in this queue or I am in that queue, and just 
wanted to kind of reiterate that information for everyone's kind of benefit. So first the term 
December queue is a little bit of a misnomer, because as we just stated, the December 
queue actually includes multiple queues. So there's a cultivator December queue, a 
processor December queue, a distributor December queue, and then a retail dispensary 
and microbusiness December queue. The first three, the the supply side ones, are all 
actively under review. The one queue that we have not started the review on is the retail 
dispensary and microbusiness December queue, and I'll get to that a little bit more later. 
Another question we get a lot is the difference between the November queue and then the 
retail dispensary microbusiness December queue. So why am I in the December queue? 
Why am I in the November queue? And so the November queue, going back in our our 
history here, when the general application window opened on October 4th, there was a 
application window for people who were applying for either a retail dispensary or 
microbusiness application, and they applied with proof of control over that location. So 
there were you know, after entering the ownership information, there was literally a 
question in the application that asked, Do you have a location? And if you answered yes to 
that, it would then prompt you to answer a couple different pages related to the information 
about the proposed licensed premises. Those people who applied for a retail or 
microbusiness application with proof of control over location before November 17th at 5 
p.m. Were included into this November queue. Anyone who applied either without a 
location or with a location, but after November 17th, because the application window 
remained open from November 17th to December 18th, 2023, they got pooled into what 
became the December queue for the retail dispensary and microbusiness applications. 
There's another reminder there. Once the application window was over, the office worked 
with a third party to do a randomized queuing process to form these November queues 
and December queues. So it didn't matter if you were the first one to apply. Everyone 
kinda got put into the same pool and then were queued randomly with the help of this third 
party audit form to create what became the queues, which determines the order of initial 
application review. And I think that's an important point to make because we also get this 
question, which is you know, licenses could be issued outside of the order of the queue. 
And that is because the queue order only determines the order in which the applications 
start the initial review. So you know, applications can have a lot of complexities, some are 
more complicated than others, and some take more time than others. And so the order of 
licensure, the order of recommending applications to the board does not always 
necessarily reflect the, you know, one, two, three, four order of of the queue. So I wanted 
wanted to make that point as well. Another question we get is well, there seems to be 
applications that are getting approved that are not included in the queue. And this is true. 
There are several cohorts of applications that are being reviewed simultaneously as we 
work through the November and December queues. The first of which are the conditional 
cultivators and conditional processors. Now we've gotten through the majority of these 
over the past year and a half, but there are still a handful of these still making their way 
through the license review process. But for by and large, for the conditional cultivators and 
conditional processors, which was that program where people who had a hemp license 
and met certain requirements were able to get apply for the first adult use licenses, were 
able to transfer to full licenses in accordance with the cannabis law. And For the most part, 
they're not included in the queue. Second, we have our our other cohort of provisional 
licenses, which is the card provisional licenses. So all of the card applications that are you 
know making their way through the review process, opening their doors, they are outside 
of both the November and December queues and being reviewed simultaneously. We then 
have the processor type three applications. That is for the branding only license. That 



application is currently open, it's on our website. As a reminder, this license type does not 
authorize any plant touching cannabis activity. It is strictly to capture the information of the 
entity that is behind a brand that wants to then partner with a licensed processor who is 
allowed to touch cannabis products, to manufacture that product on their behalf and enter 
into the the New York market. It really is a way of just capturing that that TPI and 
ownership information so we know who these these brands are and are able to hold them 
accountable if there's any regulatory violations, etcetera. Then there's two other 
application types that are open for specific circumstances if you already have a license. So 
if you are a cultivator, you are able to apply for a processor license. If you have a 
processor license, you are able to apply for a distributor license. Both of these application 
types are open on the website, and periodically you can see those application types going 
before the board at our monthly board meetings. The idea behind these application types 
being open is the idea of of self-distribution, which is in in the the cannabis law and the 
MRTA. Basically that if you create a product that you could be able to then distribute that 
product to a retailer. And so keeping those application types open for people who already 
have those licenses allows them to apply and do that. And then lastly, this is kind of 
related from new applications, but just another thing that the the licensing team is working 
on is just renewals, both for the card applicants, and then as we'll see later in a couple 
resolutions, the AU renewals are are coming down the pike, and then also amendments as 
we we process those on a monthly basis. Licensees are able to submit amendments for 
ownership changes, location changes, etc. And for the kind of last quick point here to 
make is the office is still working through the review of the November queue. Having to put 
you know those applications back into processing because of the one license policy 
reversal that we did at the July board meeting. We still have around two hundred and 
seventy-five, I believe, applications still in processing from that November queue. That is 
what the licensing team is focusing on. Once we're done with November, we'll be able to 
move on to the December retail dispensary and microbusiness queue. However, as we've 
talked about too, and want to be as transparent as possible, there is litigation that is 
impacting the review of applications in that retail dispensary microbusiness December 
queue. That is from the organic bloom injunction, and it is prohibiting the office from 
reviewing any applic retail dispensary application that did not apply with proof of control. 
So any application that was applied for provisionally, we are unable to review those at this 
time, which i is the majority of applications in that December queue. Additionally, there is 
also litigation that is working its way from the Second Circuit rel related to the Varasite 
NY4 and Varasite five lawsuit. That one, the office is watching very closely. It could have 
some ramifications on our ability to review that December queue and the office is actively 
following that and it will provide everyone with updates and information as soon as we 
know more on the status of of that litigation. Thank you for letting me take a little bit extra 
time there. I'm happy to answer any additional questions.  
 
Related to the  
 
Is that better? Yep. Related to the updates you just gave, we occasionally will get an 
inquiry from those individuals who participated in OCM's trainings and where they fall in in 
terms of prioritizing their licensing review. Could you explain what's going on with those 
applicants and how they are impacted by all of this?  
 
Absolutely. So the the CCTM program was a program put out by the office to help do 
some training before the application window opened. We had a cohort of people go 
through that training and then part of the queuing process, they were given certain benefits 
in that queuing process, for lack of a better term, an extra ball in the queuing process to 
have their application appear multiple times so they'd have a chance of being higher in the 



queue versus lower in the queue. Unfortunately the review of those applications that are in 
the retail dispensary and micro business December queue is still kind of on hold with how 
we are are waiting to kind of approach that entire queue. So as soon as we're able to kind 
of move forward with that queue, those C C T M applicants are are in that and would be 
part of the review.  
 
Just a qu quick quick question. The you talked about how an applicant might m move 
quicker through the queue than some other applicant. How does that affect if if how are 
PCAs affected by that? Say an applicant further up further up the queue is not moving, 
does that impact later applicants who might be moving quicker in terms of consideration of 
PCAs?  
 
That's a very good point, board member Usher. The queue also has implications for 
someone's location being determined to be viable. So if someone higher up in the queue, 
let's say you know, number two in the queue, gets that letter saying their location is viable 
and they're on the local map, and then we get to application three in the queue, application 
three's location would be evaluated based on application two's location already being 
considered. And so applicant number three could request a PCA if applicant two's lo 
application was taking longer to review, and that's kind of the way to add a little flexibility in 
the process, understanding that each application has a different review time period with it.  
 
Pat, I I know that this is a work in progress and I sorry to put you on the spot here for this, 
but given that I know that applicants when they look at the local map, they're seeing those 
who are licensed and they they're seeing those who have already been deemed viable. 
They may not be seeing the folks who are pending but also are in conflict who may be 
before them. How are we looking to address that lack of transparency? Because that's it's 
important for applicants to know that.  
 
Absolutely and completely agree. We are working to get those pinpoints on the map and 
distinguished a little bit differently than the other pinpoints on the map. Again to add that 
transparency of, hey, this applicant is working on a public convenience advantage request, 
so you know that it needs to be kind of an order of operations worked through before you 
could move on to another applicant in that area. So w work in progress, hope to have an 
update soon.  
 
Do you have a sense of how quickly the map could be updated?  
 
We were working with our technology vendor who helps host that map. I I I think it should 
only take a couple of weeks. So we just need to find the time to do it and it's a priority for 
the office to get it done before the end of the year.  
 
Great. It's wonderful. Any other questions from board members? I have one question 
regarding the packet that we haven't yet voted on. There was for OCM retail license 2023-
001362. There was quite passionate letters of opposition from the state senator as well as 
the the community. And the main the main point that really struck me of concern was their 
concerns of I believe what they called a school, forget the name of the school. But anyway, 
a school that's within three hundred and thirty four feet of the applicant. I am curious if the 
agency has engaged the senator about her concerns, and if you could just explain to us 
what your findings were regarding that location.  
 
Absolutely. And I I think that the proves the point too that not everything is as simple and 
black and white as as we would all hope it to be. But yes, we received correspondence 



from the State Center in that area about this proposed school. Our counsel's office and 
licensing team did a dive into it and determined that did not meet the definition of a school 
as set out in section seventy two of the cannabis law. It was more akin to a daycare. And 
so because of that it is not location that would be factored into the five hundred foot 
requirements. And we actually got back to the Senator earlier this week explaining that for 
this particular school in question.  
 
Thank you for that. Any other questions? All right. If there are no questions I'll call for a 
vote. Is all in favor? Say aye. The ayes have it, so the motion carries. Next order of 
business is can I have a motion to consider resolution number twenty twenty five dash 
seventy eight consideration of adult use license and permit amendment requests.  
 
Some moved.  
 
Can I have a second? And now Patrick, would you mind walking us through this one as 
well?  
 
Absolutely. So b before the board today there is a total of forty six licensees who are 
requesting an amendment in some form. It includes a mix of both supply side licensees, 
cultivators, processors, distributors, micro businesses, as well as retail licensees. The 
amendment survey as as mentioned is is online, it's available, and licensees are able to 
submit location changes or tier changes, et cetera, through through this amendment 
survey. The licensing team has reviewed the information and is recommending approval.  
 
Great. Any questions from the board? All right, I'll call for a vote. All in favor of approving 
these amendments signify by saying aye. And motion carries. Next order of business. Can 
I have a motion to consider resolution number twenty twenty five dash seventy nine, 
consideration of conditional adult use retail dispensary renewals.  
 
So moved. second 
 
Thank you. And I believe we're gonna hear from you again, Pat.  
 
Yes. So I think that this is a a resolution that's be gonna become more commonplace for 
us as we move into twenty twenty six. This is for card renewals. And by this point two 
years ago is when the Fiore injunction was lifted. And so moving forward we're kinda at a 
pace where the office and board were approving you know, fifteen to twenty or so card 
applications kinda on a rolling basis each month. So this will likely be a resolution we'll 
we'll continue to to have at our our monthly board meetings. In this particular packet are 
fifteen card applications that are being recommended for renewal. The card license, the 
conditional part is for four years, but like all other adult use licenses, they must be renewed 
after two years. Part one hundred sixteen outlines the renewal process and the office is 
recommending the renewal of these fifteen card applicants licensees.  
 
Pat, just one qu our packet indicates that one of the applicants is still waiting for payment. 
Is that still Something pending?  
 
Yes, and apologies for that. Did receive confirmation that the licensee did submit that 
payment, so we should be good to go to consider them.  
 
Any questions from the board? All right, seeing none, can I I'll call for a vote. All in favor, 
signify by saying aye. Alright, motion carries. Next up this is where the script where am I?  



 
Page twelve.  
 
Thank you. All right, our next order of business. Can I have a motion to consider resolution 
number twenty twenty five dash eighty consideration of adult use renewal application.  
 
So moved.  
 
Gonna have a second. Second. Thank you. And Pat, if you could walk us through that.  
 
Absolutely. So we go from card renewals to regular adult use renewals. The first cohort of 
adult use licensees that will be up for renewal begins in February 2026. If pr approved 
today, the office will send the renewal application to this cohort so they can start to 
complete that application in in time for their February expiration. The renewal application 
will be completed via the Alcamer survey platform. So for licensees familiar with the 
amendment survey, it's the same type of kind of a survey monkey type of a platform. It is 
very important that all licensees have up-to-date information with the office for who their 
point of contact on their license is. I know this is we ran into a couple issues before. You 
know, someone helped you submit the application, but then by the time you get licensed, 
that person isn't helping you or isn't representing you anymore. So it's very important to 
keep an updated point of contact on your license application. You can update that by going 
to the amendment survey on our website. And that can be processed in the back office. It 
doesn't take a lot of time. So I highly encourage everyone just to make sure you have the 
right email in there for your your point of contact. And this renewal application will be sent 
to that point of contact as it's listed on on the application in the New York Business 
Express system. And and that's how kinda how we're we're gonna be sending this out. It'll 
also be sent out on a reminder l basis. So a hundred and twenty days before your license 
expires and ninety days before your license expires, you'll also receive an automatic email 
that it's it's time for you to complete your renewal application. The renewal application itself 
includes a number of questions that should be familiar to licensees from past applications, 
but it also includes a couple new ones. First, all applications will require information on a 
licensee's community impact plan. We've worked very closely with Simone and the C team 
to help kind of develop these questions. The application will ask questions about the 
community impact goals, measurable impacts, and the intended to intended target 
population for the community impact plan. The information can be forward-looking. So it 
can be what you anticipate to accomplish over the next licensing period. It can also be 
retroactive in terms of what you've done to date. And this agreement must be for the 
duration of the license period, so till 2028. There will also be a handful of questions related 
to the workforce of a licensee, including demographic information, but also questions 
related to wage and benefit for employees of your of your license. Additionally, if you are a 
retail dispensary licensed or micro business, you will have to submit the notice of municip 
municipality form. And this provides municipalities and community boards the same 
process from the initial application. They'll be given the opportunity to provide an opinion 
on whether the renewal should be granted by the board. And as always they can file for a 
30-day extension, so a total of 60 days from the time that the notice of municipality has 
been submitted for the community board or local municipality to consider that that renewal 
application. The application will also include the submission of application and licensing 
fees as set out in the cannabis regulations. Just as a reminder, all social and economic 
equity applicants will receive a 50% reduction on their application and licensing fee. And 
lastly, just kind of related to that point, the renewal application is a renewal of the current 
license. So if you're trying to make changes in terms of where you're operating, TPI, look 
cultivation tiers, processing authority, extraction types, that's all going to be handled via the 



amendment survey. And the renewal will be strictly for the renewal of the current license. 
Thank you and happy to answer any questions the board may have.  
 
Any questions?  
 
Just one question. Wanted to just confirm when the application, the renewal application is 
gonna be available.  
 
Yes, our our target is to make it available tomorrow. At least for that first cohort who's 
expiring. Yep.  
 
Okay, thank you. Yeah.  
 
And is there if someone does not complete this by their the expiration date, what are is is 
there a grace period or what is the consequence of that?  
 
Yeah, I think that'd be up for the board, but be well within your rights if you don't complete 
the renewal application that you would be unable to be renewed. And of course, er I just 
wanna highlight that SAPA question we've talked about before. Right. Where if a 
application has been filed complete and timely before the expiration date, the office will be 
able to continue processing that application until a a final determination has been made by 
the board on that application. Assuming, you know, our board meeting dates might not 
always perfectly align and when so there is some flexibility built into the system as long as 
they complete the application.  
 
When you say complete, do you mean complete, and cured, or do you mean complete and 
then subject to potential curing?  
 
I think complete in the there could be curing, but I think as getting as much information as 
possible is is is necessary.  
 
How much time do you think applicants should have should meet? Complete their renewal 
application.  
 
There's a number of questions on it. But many of them are kind of shorter multiple choice. 
So hoping that will be easier. We are actually working on a guidance document that we 
have planned to get out to the applicants and licensees to just provide more information of 
kind of what to expect before you jump into it. So that's on in the development, should be 
coming out soon. I think if you had all the information together and you know, plan to 
submit your notice to municipality form and and some of those other requirements that are 
external. It shouldn't take too long. Maybe an hour.  
 
Really? Okay. That's great.  
 
If you had everything ready.  
 
The other question I have, w you mentioned that if somebody wants to submit any 
amendments to their license, that's a separate process. If folks do want to do both, how 
how do you advise they approach Do filing the renewal and then later the amendment or 
dealing with the amendment first?  
 



Yeah, I I think we'll be able to handle it on the the back end, regardless of the order of 
operation. You know, s some amendments are quicker than others, like a a point of 
contact change, we can just kinda make that change. So I would encourage folks to not 
hold up and just submit both whenever they're ready to submit.  
 
Concurrently. Any other questions? All right,  I'll call for a vote. All in favor of approving this 
renewal application signify by saying aye. And that's great. We have a new renewal 
application. On the topic of renewals, I know last last week last month we passed a 
resolution regarding the renewals for the registered organizations. The office has been 
getting some questions about what the what that resolution actually meant for ROs. And 
so we wanted to clarify that the intent of that resolution is to grant those registered 
organizations an extension in applying for that renewal. They will have till March twenty 
sixth to apply for a renewal. And this is just so that they actually have time to to submit 
their renewal applications as the regulations specify. ROs can continue operating as 
normal in the interim and just be sure to complete their that renewal application by that 
deadline. Is there anything else that would you think would be important for the ROs to to 
know at this regarding the renewal applications?  
 
No, I I think you nailed it and I appreciate making that clarification. We we have received a 
couple of questions.  
 
Okay. Great. Okay, we're moving on. Next order of business is for us to consider 
resolution number twenty twenty five dash eighty one, consideration of the packaging, 
labeling, marketing and advertising regulations. Can I have a motion to consider this?  
 
So moved  
 
Thank you. Can I have a second? Thank you. And Pat, can you give us an overview of the 
final regs?  
 
Absolutely. And I I like the inflection there because we we have we have seen these a 
couple of times over the the course of the year. So very excited that they are before the 
board today. So these are the updated packaging, labeling, marketing and advertising 
regulations. They were voted to go out for a second public comment period at the July 
twenty twenty five board meeting. That public comment period has expired and now they 
are before the board to be considered to be made effective. One of the snags that if you 
recall kinda held up this package was we made some changes related to the treatment of 
billboards. So just for clarification, you know, the cannabis law does not allow the 
advertising by via via billboards. These regulations kind of made that clear and also 
specified what constitute a bill what constitutes a billboard. The basic definition is that a 
billboard is signage that is over a certain size, I believe it's fifty-five square feet, and then 
there's there's two th thresholds depending on where that signage is in relation to to the 
dispensary. So if it's in within one hundred yards of the dispensary, it's allowed to be a 
larger sign and not considered a billboard. This is to allow, you know, normal signage that 
you would see, either a strip mall, kind of the the tower sign or a marquee on a building. 
But then as you get farther away from the dispensary, it is a a smaller sign that is allowed, 
which would prevent, you know, the the big rectangle signs you see on the highway driving 
up and stuff like that. Also in this this these regulations include a another of other changes. 
Some of them aren't aren't very sexy, but they are important and I think will make the lives 
of both our compliance staff who will be out in the field, you know, inspecting this and also 
licensees a little bit easier. One of them is the allowance of discounts in customer loyalty 
programs, being able to market and advertise those. It it's a it's a start. I think it'll be a work 



in progress, so we're we're excited to see kinda how it how it works out. And I'm happy to 
answer any additional questions the board may have.  
 
Any questions?  
 
Can you just indicate there there were apparently some public comments? Can you 
discuss those and how the well the consideration?  
 
A absolutely. And the the office will be posting the the full assessment of public comment, 
which will go in go into more detail about how those comments were considered and 
responded to. I'd say the the majority of the comments were related to either the billboards 
or more signage questions r wanting to, you know, advertise on automobiles or cars, stuff 
like that. Currently those those remain prohibited forms of advertisement, but as the 
landscape of cannabis, you know, changes across the country and within New York State, 
I I I think we can expect we'll we'll be back amending this package at some point in the 
future. It's actually our our most amended regulation package to date, but which would 
make sense, you know, the packaging labeling is is a big part of this and as we mature 
kind of as an industry, I I'm sure we want to keep up with that. So  
 
Any other comments? Seeing none, I'll call for a vote. All in favor of resolution number 
twenty twenty-five-eighty-one signify by saying aye. And I'll I vote in the affirmative as well. 
Motion carries. Next up, can I have a motion to consider resolution twenty twenty five dash 
eighty two consideration of registered organization amendment? May I have a second? Oh 
second. Thank you. And Pat, could you give us an overview of this resolution?  
 
Absolutely. So so this is a one of our new registered organizations who is submitting for 
approval a medical only dispensing location. This location is is located in Middletown, New 
York. It was actually a a previous registered organization site, so it's great to see it it going 
back to become a a a dispensary so so patients have access in that area. This is the first 
approved location for this new registered organization, which again it it's great to see 
progress of the new ROs starting to operationalize.  
 
That's great. Any questions? Seeing none, I'll call for a vote. All in favor signify by saying 
aye. And I voted aye. Motion carries. Next up, may I please have a motion to consider 
resolution twenty twenty five dash eighty three consideration of certain applications with 
non viable locations requesting the board determine whether granting a license would 
promote public convenience and advantage.  
 
So moved. second  
 
Thank you both. And I believe Pat you're gonna walk us through each of the PCA requests 
individually.  
 
Absolutely. And just before we get to those, just want to make a quick note on the new 
public convenience and advantage regulations went into effect on November 5th. So all of 
the PCAs under consideration and requested before those new regulations went into effect 
will be evaluated under our old regulations. So the part one nineteen point four that we've 
been utilizing the past year and a half. The PCAs that are before the board today were all 
submitted before November fifth, so they will all be evaluated under those previous one 
nineteen point four regulations. Similar the office is working on a guidance document as 
well as a survey to help collect this information moving forward and we'll be sharing that 
within the next couple of weeks so folks will have more information on how to submit a 



public convenience and advantage request under the new regulations. So please be on 
the lookout for that. We'll probably you know do a gov delivery and also put it on our 
website. And Now I'll move forward to the the BCAs that are before the board today.  
 
Thank you.  
 
Do you have a pref preference on order or  
 
I think if we could keep 'em in the order they were presented to us.  
 
Or the or yeah.  
 
In the in the packet.  
 
Yes, that would be helpful.  
 
Okay.  
 
Just so I have that what what's the first one you have, Brad?  
 
Pure blossom.  
 
Oh perfect. Okay. I think I went in the same order. So  
 
So we're we're looking at OCM card twenty two card P yeah twenty twenty four dash zero 
zero zero one three three pure blossom looking to locate at seven sixteen Amsterdam 
Avenue in Manhattan, New York.  
 
Thank you so much. So Pure Blossom is a is a card applicant, as you said. They have one 
conflict with a licensed dispensary that is approximately nine hundred and feet away. That 
dispensary has been open since January twenty-fourth, twenty twenty five. They're also 
another card licensee. There are no pending applications within 1,000 feet of this this 
proposed location at seven seven sixteen Amsterdam Ave. In the information provided to 
the board, the applicant did reference a large amount of illicit activity nearby as a potential 
justification for the public convenience and advantage. This particular applicant was also 
impacted by the school proximity issue over the summer. So we we probably would have 
had their PCA come before the board earlier, but now because of the TRO we're using our 
old old interpretation, they're able to be considered and they also have a positive municipal 
opinion.  
 
Any questions from the board?  
 
Just a comment. I this one again, given the density of the area, the fact that they are a 
card licensee, which is keeping in keeping with the equity goals of of Mrta and the fact that 
the community board supports it all strike me as strong factors in the favor of the SAP.  
 
So for this licensee the distance requirement is a thousand feet, correct? Correct. And the 
closest one is nine hundred and fifty, so it's almost there. Yep. Do you happen to know off 
hand the density of licenses in that area, the upper west side? I I think it was in the in one 
of the packets. 'Cause I believe I there might be s six or seven in the area.  
 
That that that sounds right.  



 
But I am I I am I do think that the Upper West Side is a pretty congested or very popular 
populated neighborhood. With over two hundred thousand residents, I from my my 
understanding. I also think that this one's looking to locate on Amsterdam and a lot of the 
other locations that I saw in the proximity report were on Broadway or on the streets. 
There's one on seventy second and one on eighty fourth. And we know in New York City 
those blocks can feel pretty big going across this the street and going east to west. So I 
think we can at least I I feel I can argue that the folks the folks living around Amsterdam or 
even along Central Park West might might benefit from having something closer to them in 
on Amsterdam Avenue. Any concerns or other comments from other board members? So 
hearing none, I'll call for a vote. And Forgive me board members. I'm just gonna go in the 
order of the names as written. Ms. Rodriguez Daphne, how do you vote? Mr. Usher? Miss 
Knight? And the I two vote in the affirmative. Pure Blossoms is granted a PCA waiver. 
Next up we have I believe we have of the earth canna. This is OCM card license twenty 
five zero zero zero two six seven, looking to locate at one eleven fifty five Liberty Avenue 
in Brooklyn, New York.  
 
Just a couple of the facts surrounding this one. There's no active licenses within 1,000 
feet. There is one pending license, Marathon Trucking, which is another card applicant that 
is approximately 475 feet from the proposed location. This applicant also cited the 
numerous amount of illicit dispensaries nearby as a justification for the need for more legal 
regulated cannabis. There's no municipal opinion with this application. And there was a 
letter of opposition from that pending applicant, licensee, stressing concerns about 
approving this potential public convenience and advantage request.  
 
Thanks, Pat. Any comments or questions from the board?  
 
So there's there one of the there seems to be some dispute about the whether the other 
licensee and the site where they are supposed to be locating. Can you clarify what we 
know about that? If they're not open yet or it's there at expectation that they're moving 
forward. I do know that they oppose this application, so clearly they are hoping to move 
forward.  
 
Exactly, yes. We we were able to get some correspondence from them. They are moving 
forward at the proposed location. They are working with New York City's Department of 
Buildings to rezone the building in which they're located in. And so they're going through 
that process and and indicating to us they're still moving forward. And then, you know, 
from our our perspective it does meet the location requirements as they're laid out in the 
cannabis law and regulations.  
 
Have you seen evidence that they're working with the city on rezoning? 'Cause they've 
also had this this license for quite some time.  
 
That is what they indicated to us. We could follow up with them to get more information.  
 
So our report indicates that this is in conflict with two licensees. Did you say it was just 
actually w just one now? One of them removed? Right, they removed their their location.  
 
Yes, yep.  
 



So they're four hundred and seventy five feet away. And when did we when did they get 
licensed originally? Or when did they submit their location and Got placed on the map. Do 
you have a date for that?  
 
Crap, I don't have that at my fingertips.  
 
And do we have a sense as to the density of this neighborhood, number of people in this 
community board or or neighborhood otherwise defined?  
 
Again I don't have that at my fingertips, but could definitely follow up with additional 
information if you  
 
So I did see in the in the application, the applicant indicated that their location is on what 
they called a city line commercial corridor. They're looking to locate at a former GameStop. 
Retail store. And I am concerned that there's it's a popul pop having a hard time with 
words today. It's a populated area with a lot of potential for offering cannabis to the 
community for those who seek it. But we really haven't had a vi a location really opening in 
that area for quite some time and we've been holding out for this one entity to open and 
get the right approvals from the city, but that that's been a long time coming. Yep.  
 
And and both the this this licensee and the existing licensee are card applicants?  
 
I I do think that the other the other licensee and conflict is in a res supposed residential 
zone, so it's not even that there they're in a z zone area that makes sense commercially. 
They're more it's a more residential area. So I I do wonder how long that's gonna take. And 
whether we're really comparing apples to apples here in terms of areas. Do we have any 
other Any other questions or comments from the board regarding Of the earth Canna.  
 
I just wanna confirm. Brad asked was there any information about population density in the 
office we pat we didn't have that information?  
 
N not on my fingertips. Unfortunately.  
 
It's Brooklyn, New York. I believe it's East New York. Definitely a community that's been 
disproportionately impacted by the war on drugs. It's a community that we we should be 
supporting and should see reap the benefits of having a legal dispensary. Open sometime 
soon.  
 
Just one other co question, I guess. So apparently they have been wor the of the earth has 
been working with the s s New York City small business services on their application. Any 
information on on that and what how that might factor into this.  
 
Yeah, I think they were smartly taking advantage of our our kind of sister agency in New 
York City, who offers some training and technical assistance on getting through this 
complicated process and it looks like they they completed that, which is encouraging to 
see.  
 
Any other questions and comments? Hearing none, I will call for a vote on of the earth 
canna. Ms. Rodriguez Dabney, how will you vote on this waiver, aye. Mr. Usher,  
 
Aye. Mrs Knight, aye. 
 



And I too will vote aye. Waiver is approved. Next up we have Diamond Star Group, OCM 
retail licensed or Retail twenty twenty three dash zero zero zero seven seven nine on 
eighty five Nassau Street in Manhattan.  
 
So this proposed location was also one of those that was formerly impacted by the the 
school proximity change, but are now able to be considered. So happy to see them in front 
of the board. They have one conflict that is approximately between 300 and 400 feet from 
the nearest active license. That active license is at 111 Fulton Street, which recently 
opened August 9th, 2025. There are no pending licenses within 1,000 feet. Again, the the 
applicant cited illicit dispensaries nearby. There is a positive Muni stipul municipal opinion 
stipulation agreement for this proposed location, as well as a petition that was included for 
a number of just nearby community residents showing showing support for the proposed 
dispensary in in the financial district. The applicant did did provide some information 
related to a twelve percent growth in the financial distri district's population, which has has 
grown since the end of of twenty nineteen from sixty two thousand to seventy thousand 
residents by twenty the end of twenty twenty four. And I'm happy to answer any additional 
questions the board may have.  
 
Any questions?  
 
So neither this applicant nor the existing applicant are C or Card applicants, is that 
correct?  
 
Actually I'm I'm not a hundred per sure on the conflicting app applicant. I would need to 
double check that.  
 
I think that's correct based on the paperwork.  
 
Okay. Yeah.  
 
And It doesn't seem like there's a lot of options in Lower Manhattan, which it's certainly an 
extremely dense neighborhood. The the nearest one from what the from what they're 
saying there really are not another a lot of other licenses. I won't ask you how many people 
live in Lower Manhattan or work in Lower Manhattan, but it's a lot.  
 
Think the the next closest is sabo group. It's eighteen hundred feet away is what the notes 
say. The proximity report indicates. These are really close, but I do recognize that it it is a 
very dense area. Also heavy foot traffic. Tourists as well as those working in the in the 
district. I did have a question. I'm not sure if you'll have an answer, but the applic the PCA 
paperwork indicated that the conflict conflicting licensee was at eleven Fulton Street, but 
the applicant indicated that that location was actually one fifty five William Street. It's only 
like a hundred or so feet of difference, but I'm I'm curious what the actual storefront door is 
for the licensed entity. Status New York.  
 
Yeah, and I this has come up, I I believe it is that one fifty five William Street. So th the 
building is that that building. And the lease is four one eleven Fulton Street, but the actual 
entrance is makes it a slightly farther away from The proposed dispensary here.  
 
I I I know I myself f found the community boards Compelling, persuasive. Because they 
were fully aware of how close the two dispensaries are or would be and did did get the 
applicant to make some aggr some concessions, some agreements about how the manner 
in which they would operate. And so they're they're they're recommending no knowing that 



they're they're close and and that That is assuring that there is community support and and 
the petitions from residents is also very v very helpful to consider.  
 
Yes, I agree. And I also the applicant has pointed out the density of unlicensed 
establishments in the area and I do think that's something we in in establishing a legal 
market we need to be trying to make sure that there are adequate numbers of legal stores 
for people to choose from.  
 
Any questions from other board members? Hearing none, I will call for a vote on Diamond 
Star Group. Ms. Rodriguez Dabney, how do you vote? Mr Usher? Okay, I two will vote 
aye. Waiver is approved. Next we have OCM retail twenty twenty three dash zero zero 
zero nine nine six cannabis New York in looking to locate at fifty six Main Street in New 
Pults, New York. This would be a two thousand foot. Distance requirement, correct?  
 
Correct, exactly. Yep. So municipality less than twenty thousand population, it's a two 
thousand foot buffer distance. Over twenty thousand it's one thousand feet. Haha happen 
to have the population here. So the the town of Newpolz is is fifteen thousand, the village 
of Newpolz where the dispensary is located is is eight thousand. And of of course you 
know the the SUNY the SUNY is also there. Decent number of people in the area, but not 
not over that 20,000 mark. So there was previously a micro business that had a license 
down the street from this proposed location. They notified the office over the summer that 
they they lost control of that location, which opened up the opportunity to go to who's next 
in line. There is one conflict for this proposed PCA and that is not a fully licensed. They are 
approximately 325 feet away from the proposed licensee, applicant NNC1 LLC. Within a 
one mile radius of the proposed location, there are two licensed dispensaries. And Not too 
much the farther you get outside of of New Polts. There is a positive slash neutral opinion 
from the municipality. They did cite the potential proximity to the library in Main Street, but 
just flagged it as a concern w was not a negative opinion.  
 
Any questions, comments from the board?  
 
Do we have any more information about the applic the the applicant who the pending 
application, the status of it. I know there was some back and forth about the whether that 
was actually a viable location.  
 
The the team did review. There is a house of worship that is is within two hundred feet of 
that proposed location. However, it's located on a different street, so it does not factor into 
our our proximity review and so the location is viable.  
 
And there is it th th the the app the the the PCA applicant claims something about being 
occupied by Starbucks, but I understand there's a separate a separate location at the 
same a address. Correct. Okay. Yep. And the existing the pending application is a C 
applicant. The the the PCA applicant is non C, correct? Correct. And it's only three 
hundred and twenty three feet away?  
 
Any other comments, questions from the board? We don't have a lot to go with here,  
 
There's also a letter of support from the landlord of the PCA request.  
 
I mean I think this one the most compelling is the fact that it is in the downtown area in the 
heart of the of the city and that being a university town there's there's bound to be You 
know, a lot a lot of thriving businesses there. I am I am concerned that the other applicant 



hadn't didn't really have a lot of motion in their application for a long, long time. I know that 
there were issues with the house of houses of house of worship nearby, but that usually O 
C M doesn't take a year to review that. So I'm I am curious, how serious this applicant has 
been about pursuing this license. And that would be my o my my one concern about I 
guess my my one f if if we were to deny this, that would be my my concern that I I don't 
know if there really is Another active licensee who is really moving to to locate and open in 
that area. Any other comments? Ready for a vote? We'll call for a vote. Miss Rodriguez 
Dabney, how do you vote on Cannabis New York L C?  
 
I don't know.  
 
Mr. Usher?  
 
I vote no.  
 
Ms. Knight. I'm sorry, I missed that. Is that a no?  
 
Oh I vote no.  
 
Yeah, I'll vote no as well. So this waiver is denied. Next up we have O C M card. Twenty 
twenty two am I wrong?  
 
That's it. I think it's been so.  
 
Oh I'm so sorry. OCM card provisional twenty twenty five dash zero zero zero zero one 
one Indica Green looking to locate at two fourteen Main Street in Newershell, New York.  
 
So this one, as you said, is a card applicant. There is one licensed dispensary within 1,000 
feet. It's approximately 800, 800 feet from this dispensary. It has been open and 
operational since August 30th of 2024. There is a negative municipal opinion associated 
with this application, concerns about the just general illicit cannabis dispensaries in the 
area and needing to do more to kind of combat illicit cannabis dispensaries and also 
concerns related to oversaturation of dispensaries in in kind of the New Rochelle area. 
There are six active licenses within one mile. There are two active licenses within a half a 
mile. And there's also a a letter of opposition from that nearby dispensary that is within one 
thousand feet of this proposed public convenience and advantage consideration.  
 
Any questions from the board?  
 
So again this one i the existing licensee is not a C oh no they are a C. They're both C but 
the Card, yeah. Yeah, one is card, one is C got it, okay. You said six licenses within what 
distance?  
 
A a mile radius. A mile radius, yeah.  
 
One card licensee in the New Rochelle area and seven dispensaries. And it is Being from 
the air from the Westchester area, I know New Rochelle is definitely a growing a growing 
city. The I know the applicant made a point of indicating ample parking also being in a high 
visibility quarter. As you're exiting the city going north on Main Street, which is is the one of 
the main retail corridors of of New Rochelle. But it's interesting that the city of New 
Rochelle so strongly opposes another license in the city, although they are their concerns 
are not usually our rationale around illicit activity. Usually we we we do ascribe to more the 



the that if there was illicit activity we should have a legal cannabis dispensary to replace 
the illicit activity rather than limit that. So their their logic doesn't quite align with how we've 
been considering addressing the illicit market.  
 
And this community would be subject to the thousand foot rule, correct? Correct.  
 
Seven hundred and ninety feet. Any other comments or questions from the board? We 
ready for a vote? I will call for a vote then. Miss Rodriguez-Dabney, how do you vote? I 
vote no. Mr Usher.  
 
I vote no.  
 
Miss Knight,  
 
I vote no.  
 
And I will vote no as well. Moving on.  
 
And just for clarity, is the the application denied?  
 
The applic so sorry. The application has been denied. No waiver has been granted. Next 
up is O C M ret You're good? Okay. OCM retail twenty twenty three dash zero zero one 
seven zero nine. New York retail for Inc. Looking to locate at four thirty five Fifth Avenue in 
Manhattan.  
 
So th this is a a C applicant, minority owned business. There are two active licenses within 
one thousand feet. One is approximately eight hundred feet away and has been open 
since April eighth, twenty twenty five. Th they are also C. The other active license is 
approximately eight hundred and eighty feet away, and they have been open since March 
fourteenth, twenty twenty four, and they are a card licensee. There there was two 
opposition letters from the impacted licensees who are within one thousand feet of this 
proposed location. And I guess just a quick summary of the m materials provided from the 
applicant, a lot of the argument sites, you know, Fifth Avenue foot traffic as a a major 
justification for this proposed public convenience and advantage for the board's 
consideration.  
 
Okay. So we're back to one thousand feet distance, eight hundred feet distance from one 
and eight sixty from the other. Any questions from the board?  
 
And we have no municipal opinion on this?  
 
Did you have a question? Oh. Any discipline opinion on it?  
 
I do not believe so.  
 
Yeah, I don't think that's.  
 
Correct. Not nothing from the  community board.  
 
I mean it go ahead.  
 



Yeah, I mean I will say the argument that that Midtown Manhattan is potentially high 
density area is fairly compelling, for this one. I d it is there the fact that there are two within 
one thousand feet is a little bit of a concern Though yeah, but but it is compelling that we 
certainly have demand in that area of Manhattan.  
 
I'm gonna agree with Brad. The the foot traffic is compelling But there you know, there is 
some concerns about the being under a a thousand feet. And it's not just population, right? 
It's the potential for foot traffic that's compelling for me on Fifth Avenue.  
 
Yeah, this location is It's just south of the library, the New York Public Library, near the 
Morgan Morgan Museum, or I guess north of the Morgan Museum. So there's definitely a 
lot of tourists going up and down Fifth Avenue from thirty fourth where the Empire State 
Building is up to forty second street. I know all the shopping. Do we have any other 
comments or questions. All right. If not I'll call for a vote, sorry. Ms. Rodriguez Dapney, 
how do you vote?  
 
I vote in the affirmative.  
 
Mr. Usher,  
 
I vote aye.  
 
Miss Hope. Miss Knight, I'm sorry. I vote yes. I'll also vote in the affirmative. Next up we 
have OCM retail twenty twenty three dash zero zero one five five eight Purple Buds Inc. 
Looking to locate at seventy five twenty Roosevelt Avenue in Jackson Heights, New York 
and Queens.  
 
So this entity is a retail applicant, they are a C certified, MWBE. There are two 
dispensaries within one thousand feet. One has the its license issued, it is six hundred and 
forty seven feet away approximately. And then one is pending, which is approximately five 
hundred and thirty five feet away from this proposed location. Again, yeah, the pending 
license referenced a suspected illicit activity nearby as a as a possible justification for the 
the PCA. The muni opinion minutes that were included in this application state the location 
was approved by the community board. And happy to answer any additional questions.  
 
Any questions?  
 
Yeah, I mean the Roosevelt Avenue Corridor, this is kind of my neighborhood, is certainly 
very dense and and there are there have been a number of illicit stores which actually 
have large have been addressed pretty well but they're they s continue to pop up in that 
area so there's definitely demand. Have a again this many stores close is a little bit of a 
concern, but it is a dense corridor and the fact that the community board supports it and it's 
a C applicant make me Sympathetic, everything.  
 
I am surprised that there are no operational dispensaries yet for this area. So despite that 
there's conflict with those two locations, the fact that this neighborhood has had to wait this 
long for a dispensary is quite surprising.  
 
That's what I wanted to confirm. So there's two licensees nearby, but they're not 
operational. So they're currently not available to the public right now.  
 



C correct. And even further, one one license issued, one's a pending license. And neither 
are operational.  
 
Do we know what's happening with the licensed one that's not operational?  
 
I do not have that information.  
 
They were licensed in twenty twenty four. September Of twenty twenty four. Any other 
comments, questions from the board? Well I I I will say I find compelling that this area 
should have an open dispensary. This licensee has indicated that they would be ready to 
turn around and get their shop going quickly. I don't know what that means in months to be 
honest with you, but that's their claim. And I do think that this corridor can handle having 
more legal shops. All right, with that I'll call for a vote if no one else has a comment. Ms. 
Rodriguez Dabney, how do you vote?  
 
I vote aye.  
 
Mr Usher? I vote aye.Miss Knight?  
 
I vote aye.  
 
I vote aye.  next up is OCM retail twenty twenty three dash zero zero one nine seven five 
Higher Reason LLC looking to locate at seventy seven Fowler Street in Port Drivers, New 
York.  
 
All right, so higher reason is a C certified applicant, minority owned business. This is one 
of those populations that are less than twenty thousand. So this would be you know, 
technically the the two thousand foot buffer distance. There is one licensee that is not 
operational yet within two thousand feet. And that is approximately one thousand four 
hundred and seventy feet away from this proposed dispensary location. Then there is a 
pending licensee that is just over two thousand, so they're they're not factored into the 
analysis, but just fl flagging for awareness. There is no municipal municipal opinion for this 
this proposed location. And I I will flag that that one licensee that is within two thousand 
feet, kind of similar to the other one we just referenced, they are non operational. They 
received their license actually one of the earlier cohorts in twenty twenty four, early twenty 
twenty four, and they have not opened.  
 
Thank you. Any questions from the board?  
 
This applicant also suggests that there's a problem with that the locality had passed some 
zoning regulations that impact the existing licensee. I'm not sure whether those are zoning 
rest regulations that might come under a challenge at some point, but it at this point is it 
accurate to state that the applicant could not the the existing active license could not open 
at that location?  
 
It's very possible. We'd have to look more into it, but yeah, that that would correlate.  
 
P our our packet included a letter from the applicant's attorney saying that they're dated 
from October of this year, that they were seeking for the war to They requested abeyance 
in our consideration of their PCA, is that  
 
That is news to me. I might have missed that.  



 
Let me confirm that it's in here 'cause I remember You wanna slap around?  
 
This is  
 
Higher reason.  
 
Have we received subsequent communications from them to rescind that request?  
 
I'm not able to speak to it right now, but out of abundance of caution we could table it and 
revisit it.  
 
Does do we need to vote on that or I think we should probably vote on that, right? Yeah, I 
could have a motion on tabling this decision. I make caution. For a future future meeting. 
Thank you. All in favor? Signify by saying aye. All right. We have three votes that carries. 
And we're the last one. We're almost over. It's almost over everyone. The last one is OCM 
Retail twenty twenty three zero zero zero seven seven four, the club Zaza L L C looking to 
locate at three sixty nine seventh Avenue in Manhattan.  
 
All right, so this is a a C licensee. They are minority owned business, proposing in the near 
near the Penn Station area. There is one active license within a thousand feet that is 
approximately nine hundred and twenty five feet away. That licensee has been open since 
December sixteenth, twenty twenty four, and there is a positive municipal opinion for the 
location in question.  
 
Any questions? Sorry.  
 
Yeah, and I I noticed that this is another C applicant. The existing applicant is a car 
housing works, which has multiple locations. Certainly the neighborhood has the density 
and given that it's fairly far away, and and on a completely d on a completely different 
street, it does strike me that there's possibility for b serving different markets both because 
it's a C applicant and and therefore a different license type as well as because of the 
density of the neighborhood.  
 
I do th believe I should note that in our adult use packet today there was an applicant who 
I believe was locating at four seventy four seventy four seventh Avenue. Which I believe 
it's around thirty six, thirty seventh street, se and seventh Avenue. This is looking to locate 
between thirtieth and thirty first. So there's still plenty of congestion and traff and people 
traffic because Penn Station is and Macy's and all of those are smack in the middle, but 
just wanted to make sure folks were aware that we we did approve some another location 
really close by.  
 
And that location is not within a thousand feet or is it within a thousand feet?  
 
Just over a thousand. Oh just okay. Yep.  
 
I'm sorry, I didn't hear that clearly, just over a thousand feet.  
 
Correct, yep.  
 
So four seven four seventy four and three sixty nine are  
 



Yeah, I think it it's like between one thousand and one thousand one hundred feet. So it's 
just over.  
 
Just over. Well this this area is h high traffic. It's like the epitome of New York City 
congested. Foot traffic from tourism, people going to games at Madison Square Garden, 
And people who work there, so it's it's definitely right for catering to a group of people who 
probably would want to get something closer than walking up the eight blocks up Seventh 
Avenue. That would be my my compelling argument for approving this one. Any other 
comments from the board? Hearing none, I'll call for a vote. Miss Rodriguez Dabney, how 
do you vote on the club Saza? Aye. 
 
Mr Usher? aye. Miss Knight.  aye. And I too will vote on the affirmative. Club Zaza is 
approved for the And with that we are done with PCAs. Now on to another interesting one. 
Resolution number twenty twenty five dash eighty four consideration of a reasonably 
impractical advisory opinion. Gonna have a motion to consider this resolution. Can I have 
a second? A second. Thank you all. I'm just gonna provide a brief overview of our advisory 
opinion, which we've worked with counsel to put together. The authority to issue an 
advisory opinion related to whether a local municipality municipalities' cannabis laws are 
considered unreasonably impractical is granted to the board under section 131 of the 
cannabis law and in part 119.5 of the cannabis regulations. The cannabis law allowed 
municipalities the opportunity to opt out of allowing retail dispensaries or on-site 
consumption licenses by passing a local law by December 31st of 2021. If a municipality 
did not act by then, they're prohibited from passing a law which is unreasonably impractical 
as determined by the board. Before you today, before us today, within this resolution 
includes a summary and detailed analysis of the municipalities' laws and what is 
authorized to municipalities under the cannabis law and regulations. The opinion finds that 
certain provisions of the local law to be preempted by the cannabis law or regulations. If 
approved, the applicant can use this opinion issued by the board to challenge certain 
aspects of the local laws. Any comments or questions? By the board. All right, I'll call for a 
vote. All in favor of issuing this advisory opinion signify by saying aye. Motion carries. We 
have another advisory opinion now. And then See next up we have resolution number 
twenty twenty five dash eighty five, consideration to render a decision in the appeal matter, 
administrative appeal OCM versus Breckenridge Cafe NYC L C. Can I have a motion to 
consider this appeal? I'll move. Can I have a second? Second. Thank you. And now we're 
gonna hear from Selena Ditchchiff on a brief overview of the resolution.  
 
Good afternoon. Thank you, board members. Good afternoon, everyone. The first matter 
is OCM v. Breckenridge Cafe, NYC LLC doing business as Breckinridge Cannabis Cafe. 
OCM submitted the appeal after the ALJ issued a decision dismissing the notice of 
violation and the order to cease on license activity that had been issued by OCM. At the 
hearing, the ALJ had excluded photograph exhibits taken during the inspection that had 
been offered by OCM. The ALJ found that the witness didn't have firsthand knowledge 
because they were not part of the inspection conducted, although they were the 
investigator supervisor. OCM requested an adjournment to have the photographing 
investigator appear, but the ALJ denied that. OCM also attempted to have the Appelli 
business owner identify the photographs of the premises during his testimony, but the ALJ 
denied OCM the opportunity to do that. The decision issued by the ALJ following the 
hearing found that OCM had not presented a preponderance of the evidence, but the 
decision hinged on the absence of the excluded evidence by the ALJ, or the evidence that 
had been excluded by the LJ, that being the testimony of the investigator OCM requested 
to call. The NOV in the order decease here based on the The reasoning already said was 
that it was an erroneous dismissal. The ALJ improperly excluded OCM's evidence, and 



they later improperly denied the adjournment. And then they later ruled that OCM did not 
have sufficient information or sufficient evidence to sustain a preponderance of the 
evidence. The plain language of the cannabis law is that the CCB shall not be f bound by 
the laws of evidence. Additionally, our regulate our regulations state that all evidence, 
including photographs in the possession of OCM, which it intends to introduce at the 
hearing, shall be offered and made part of the record. It was the er the error excluding the 
evidence was compounded by the subsequent denial of OCM's adjournment and the 
denial of OCM's opportunity to present their evidence through the appellee who chose to 
testify. And presumably the appellate as the business owner was familiar with their 
business premises and could identify it in the photographs. The excluded evidence in this 
case likely would have had a substantial influence upon the proceeding because it was a 
substantial fact at issue, and because the ALJ's decision hinged again on the absence of 
the specific evidence that was excluded. For these reasons, the recommendation is to 
grant OCM's appeal, vacate the ALJ's decision, and to remand the matter back to the 
Office of Administrative Hearings for additional de novo proceedings. I'll take any 
questions, sorry, I'm happy to answer any questions.  
 
Any questions from the board? Hearing no questions, I'll call for a vote. All in favor of 
approving resolution twenty twenty five dash eighty five. Signify by saying I  
 
I. I.  
 
Do we thank you? And I'll I'll also vote in the affirmative resolution carries. Next order of 
business is resolution twenty twenty five-eighty six consideration consideration to render a 
decision in the appeal matter administrative appeal OCM versus Ignite's Outlets Inc.  
 
This matter, OCM conducted a regulatory inspection of the appellee Ignite Outlets 
Incorporated's business premises. OCM determined that there was a threat to the public 
health and safety based on unlicensed activity. OCM issued a notice of violation, an order 
to cease the unlicensed activity, and an order to seal the business premises. A hearing 
was held with the OAH. Following the hearing, the presiding ALJ issued a decision finding 
that appellee was engaged in the unlicensed activity in violation of the cannabis law. The 
order's seal was lawfully issued. As a result, the AALJ ordered that the order's seal be 
extended for 12 months and that the appellee pay a $6,000 civil penalty. Appellant OCM 
submitted the appeal asserting it was error for the ALJ not to assess the maximum civil 
penalty of ten thousand dollars when an order to steal is extended. Appellant request that 
the C C B vacate the penalty imposed by the ALJ and instead issue a ten thousand dollar 
maximum civil penalty. The recommendation before the board is to deny the appeal. OCM 
did not establish it was an error of law for the ALJ not to impose the maximum penalty. An 
ALJ is in charge of rendering a decision after a hearing, including the findings of facts, 
legal conclusions, and a penalty if any. That is in our regulations one hundred thirty three, 
twenty one A. It's within the discretion of the ALJ to determine if the penalty is 
proportionate to the violation. When reasonable minds might disagree over what that 
proper penalty is, that does not provide a basis for vacating the penalty. A review of the 
record in this matter does not support that the ALJ abused their discretion in determining 
the civil penalty. The ALJ, in fact, provided reasoning in their decision as to why they 
chose, quote, an intermediate range penalty. They also listed out the factors that they 
weighed in determining that penalty, specifically that there were no products on display in 
the store, and that the products that had been found were found in a back room. And the 
investigator testified that what was found was middle range of what he had previously 
found in other inspections. Based on that, the ALJ imposed this intermediate range $6,000 
penalty. The penalty assessed in this matter was in accordance with the law and was not 



shocking to one's sense of fairness. Having failed to establish that there was an error of 
law, there's no basis to disturb the civil penalty assessed. For these reasons, the 
recommendation is to deny OCM's appeal and to confirm the ALJ's decision in order. I'm 
happy to answer any questions.  
 
Any questions from the board? Selena, is did you note I don't know if you in reviewing this 
appeal for us, if you noted a pattern of how LJs ALJs have been determining the penalty 
amount.  
 
I do not have the information t to determine or the data necessary to make that 
determination as to what the average penalty has been when an order to seal is extended. 
Okay. Sorry. No, it's okay.  
 
Any questions from the board? Seeing none, I'll call for a vote. All in favor of approving 
resolution twenty twenty five dash eighty six on this matter signify by saying aye.  
 
I I  
 
And I two will vote aye. I don't think I heard you, Ms. Rodriguez Dabney. Do you have a 
vote? I said aye. I missed you. Okay. All right, resolution carries. This concludes the 
resolutions portion of today's meeting and now we will move on to the report from the 
Office of Cannabis Management, starting, I believe, with a market update from Executive 
Director Felicia Reid. I'm not gonna do a market update, but I'm  
 
But I'm do a few other things and then I will turn it over to Pat for the market update. But is 
it afternoon yet? Yes, good afternoon, everybody. Just a few things in terms of update 
from my office and my particular perspective. One I wanted to just highlight s things that 
have happened since the last board meeting. One is that Pat here got married, so he is 
now a married man. And for some folks who have been asking, John is doing well, so are 
the boys. And he will be back at the end of this month. Next is just highlighting a few 
things. One, the office held its celebration with the CAB on the community grants 
reinvestment fund. The first five million went out to communities across the state. We held 
that celebration in the Bronx. It was a lovely time, and seeing some of the grantees and 
just hearing some of the stories that they have around what they have already planned to 
do with the money and are doing with the money is is really reassuring. It really 
concretizes that you know all the things that we do here are not in vain or theoretical. 
There is direct impact in communities, and that is what we're all going for. Second is just 
since you know the last board meeting, we've had significant trade practice bureau work 
and exercising some of our opportunities there in some of those cases. You know, as as 
we work through the industry and see what licensees are doing and are not doing, more to 
come, of course. Second is, or no, that was third. Well, whatever number I'm on. We also 
had a couple of things from the Health and Scientific Affairs division. I know Dr. Chin will 
update upcomingly, but one of the things I just wanted to acknowledge for that whole team 
is work that we did with Capital District Bose's on sitting down with schools and 
communities around what they're hearing in terms of cannabis and the education that they 
need. Another thing most recently, last week in Long Island, we held our second medical 
cannabis symposium, even larger turnout than the first one when partnership with 
Northwell. It was really edifying to sort of sit down with folks who have particular 
experience from the practitioner side, but also from the patient side, to hear how the work 
that we're doing here in the development of medical cannabis is really impacting folks and 
also piquing the curiosity of practitioners who have a lot of questions that they need 
answers for. And so that really sort of crystallize some of that work. Next is we continue to 



work with our partners in the legislature and in chamber on proximity, school proximity 
legislation. We're hoping to get that, you know, going once the session opens next year, 
so that work is continuing. And then finally, I just want to just because acknowledging I 
don't know if it's the elephant in the room here, but it is an elephant in some room, is some 
of the moves made at the federal level around hemp. That was, I think, surprising given a 
lot of the advocacies. We are still working through those bills for the implications to New 
York and for folks who are in that that industry. One thing I will say that was a little 
disappointing is in terms of I think gutting of language around VA doctors being able to 
prescribe medical cannabis for veterans. We've heard a lot from veterans in terms of how 
cannabis has been incredibly important to their healing, to their navigation of life post post-
service. And so, you know, that's still on our radar, but again, we are working through 
some of what those though that that bill says and what it means for the market. I think it's 
an interesting bill depending on if you have an entrepreneur's perspective, a regulator's 
perspective, or a public health perspective. But I think it allows us the opportunity to figure 
out, you know, what's next for that industry. With that, I will then, unless there are any 
questions from the board, I will turn it to Pat for our market update, who's subbing, subbing 
doubly, because you're subbing for Kevin who subs for John. So I'll turn it over to Pat.  
 
And this will be the shortest market update we've conducted today. But that's okay. John 
and Kevin will be back next next month, which we're all looking forward to. Just a quick 
one here. This is our our general kind of overview slide in terms of sales today. Actually, 
oh perfect. We are missing some reports from our October and September sales data. So 
we've been reaching out to licensees to try and get those in. So it's not a complete picture. 
Hoping to have that complete picture ready for the next market report in d in December. 
It's always interesting to track cannabis sales this time of year as we know that 
Thanksgiving holidays are right around the corner and tend to correlate with with higher 
sales and so very, very interested to see what what's gonna happen this year as we are 
you know well over five hundred open dispensaries right now and by by all means you 
know moving into some of the more mature markets that are that are out there in the 
country in terms of adult use licensing. On the next slide is just kind of a a price 
comparison of the New York price per unit. Chair Garcia you'd you'd ask for a little bit more 
information and and this is scratching the service to to keep you interested. But as you can 
see here, I think it's something we we do expect and we've seen in every other adult use 
market that is has as open to date, and that is a a price decline over time. And we know 
New York is not going to be any different. We're gonna continue to see prices go down. 
Where I think w you know we want to to be concerned about it is if it ever drops too 
sharply or too quickly, as that could have some serious ramifications for people in the 
market throughout the supply chain. As you can see in the graph here, to date since our 
market's been open, it's it's been a a relatively gradual decline, which is again on par with 
other states. And on the right hand side you'll see just a a graph kind of comparing the 
price per unit in in the regions of New York State. Again, I don't think this is surprising that 
the higher regions are the regions with less dispensaries. So you'll see there Long Island 
is the the highest price per unit. That correlates directly with they have the the least 
amount of dispensaries for the most people that live within that area. Part part of that's due 
to opt out. A lot of municipalities have opted out there, but also part of it is there's some 
very complicated zoning and regulations that have been put in place by the local 
governments there, which I know at the last board meeting there was a number of advisory 
opinions for for two municipalities in in Long Island. And with that I will pass it over to 
Simone.  
 
Thanks, Pat. So I'm going to give the expanded C update. As promised in previous 
meetings, part of what I'm noticing is that we're really good at tracking outputs, not 



necessarily outcomes. And so if we're gonna start looking at impact, it's really important for 
us to start disaggregating some of this data as it pertains to C licensees. And so I'll start 
with the basics, which is again just tracking our outputs. So for this meeting, 60 percent 
63% of all adult use licenses issued are C owned. As with previous meetings, most of 
those fall within the minority and women-owned business category, followed by a very 
distant CDI and also service disabled veterans and nothing yet in distress distressed 
farmers. Again, I have a team member working on creating a task force for distressed 
farmers, and I hope to get you more or less an outline at the January meeting with regards 
to that. Next slide, please. So overall we are doing a yeoman's job in terms of making sure 
that more than fifty percent of the licensees happen to be C. We're at fifty seven percent. 
Again, most of them are in the minority owned and women owned business area, followed 
by CDIs, service disabled veterans, and distressed farmers. Across the supply chain, most 
of the C licensees fall within the re the adult use retail dispensary space, followed by adult 
use microbusinesses, adult use processors, and then adult use distributors and cultivators. 
I wanna pause and see if there are any questions as it relates to the numbers.  
 
Are we seeing changes in terms of are we going like getting more C applicants in say 
cultivators? Is that number rising? Is it falling? Similarly across categories. Are there Or 
license is approved. So right now we have thirty eight percent cultivators. Correct. Has that 
been going up as we or is it  
 
I think it's been pretty steady. Yeah. Most of these numbers have remained steady. And as 
I indicated in previous meetings, certain areas are cause of concern for me. And so we are 
trying to amp up and understand what's happening in these particular areas by license 
type and also see designation categories to figure out what services are needed to help 
them to increase those numbers. So again, I want us to really look at the data, not 
necessarily from an output standpoint, but really thinking about who are these licensees 
and how are they faring in this industry. And so we have four additional data sets that we 
want to share. And again, moving into January and February's meetings, we will provide 
additional data sets. But this first one is looking at where are they located. And 
unsurprisingly, the vast majority of sea licensees are located downstate in New York. The 
lowest number happen to be in the Southern tier, which is I think is kind of the Binghamton 
area. The vast majority of C licensees are in the Bronx and Queens. And so that I just 
want to highlight that as we look at things around proximity changes and other concerns, 
that these the people who are who are going to be impacted the most are in these areas. 
So overall, annualized sales per stores. RODs and cars have the highest sales per store, 
while C and all others are low, but with actually gaining traction. And that to me says that 
the card licensees had a longer runway. They were provided with really good services. 
And so there's something there that we can probably adapt for C licensees to help amp up 
those numbers. This also indicates that you know C stores are having just a bit of a hard 
time going from licensure to opening up. For all licensees, most of the dispensaries or AU 
dispensaries fall within one to five million dollars in terms of annualized sales. As you get 
beyond that five million dollar mark, you see less of an representation of C licensees. And 
again, this is an indicator that you have a license but you're having trouble opening up 
your store. And then lastly, this last slide really drives home that point. In terms of stores 
open by year, the vast majority again are card, followed by C and then followed by all 
others. But if you look at the right hand side, it's taking C licensees longer to open up. And 
I just want to stress that these people have to get locations and they're actually spending 
money that they aren't getting back in revenue. And so the longer it takes for them to open 
up, they're actually losing money. And so we really need to figure out what is going on in 
this gray space r that's keeping them from opening up in a timely fashion.  
 



Sorry. Do you have an understanding yet of what factors are contributing to that longer 
opening  
 
I mean if I'm being honest, yeah. A lot of people are stepping into this industry without a lot 
of business acumen, without a lot of access to resources, and so they're really scrambling. 
It started not necessarily from ground zero, but even below ground zero. And so they're 
starting at a deficit and so they're having to figure out by hook or crook how do I get this 
door open.  
 
Well I look forward to hearing your recommendations and what we can do about that.  
 
Yeah, this again the team is really out there talking to licensees. We're not just look relying 
on static data. We're asking questions through surveys and going out and meeting with 
people. And what we're understanding is access to capital and actual technical incubator 
services are the gaps. And so as we're looking at redesigning how C operates, those are 
gonna be our two focal areas. So switching gears from actual data, one of the things that 
we're putting out again to help people ramp up, we have a free tool that's going out. It's the 
microbusiness performer tool. It helps see applicants, and I think more broadly, not just 
see, forecast cost and revenues to come up with working plans for capital needs. Overall, 
it helps them to become more viable as a business and attract investors. And so this is 
live. If you use the barcode, you can ask, access the tool, educational videos, and 
presentations and slide decks. And if you have any questions, please feel free to reach 
out.  
 
I'm sorry. What's a Proforma tool?  
 
So it's essentially a spreadsheet that helps you forecast revenue, losses, profits. It gives a 
snapshot of where your business is and where it's projected to go in the future. And so if 
you're trying to attract an investor, this tool becomes kind of like a marketing tool. It also 
helps you to figure out like what things do I need internal to my business to remain 
sustainable. And so it becomes a really valuable tool to help people forecast. It's amazing. 
So I think C the Cell is next.  
 
Thank you, Simone. Good afternoon, members of the bo board. Seed to sale update. We 
are full steam ahead. Right. I mean, in August we announced a pause, made a switch to 
metric system, and we are going live with Metric next month. I mean, it's been an 
extraordinary couple of months and very really, really excited. A couple high level notes for 
you folks. So last week we did the roadshows with Metric, and we had close to a hundred 
attendees at those roadshows, Buffalo, Albany, Long Island in in in Manhattan. The 
feedback I've received was really positive. We've also received a lot of questions as well. 
And our team is compiling those questions, developing answers, and we'll post those 
online to provide more transparency and clarity for all licensees coming up on that. 
Additionally, we also had a about two hundred folks attend what some of those webinars 
that we have online, and right, those are for the integrators and also for the labs. So those 
are training webinars to once again facilitate the migration and transition into into seed s 
seed to sale. And a f another plea and reminder to any licensees who have not yet 
submitted their administrator survey for the metric system. And so we need that contract 
contact information, or rather, metric needs that contact information to ensure that it has a 
proper contact points in order to administer the metric system. So you can find links to that 
online survey on our website. And you can find them on a couple different items. It's called 
the seed to sale administrative survey, and they you can find the links from our documents 
from September twenty-third, September thirtieth, and also October sixth. And those links 



are still open. And so please respond and provide the contact information so we can all 
administer and get the seed to sale system going as effectively. And for so we can begin 
to achieve the goals that it needs to achieve. So that's all I have there. Any questions for 
the from the board? Thank you.  
 
Who do you have next?  
 
Mr Wilson, are you on the I'm here. Can you hear me? So thank you. Before we get into 
the details, let me just start a bit here. At the October 14th Cannabis Advisory Board 
meeting, the CAB was able to award the first 50 awards from the Community Grants 
Reinvestment Fund. This is a major milestone for New York cannabis, where revenue from 
adult use market becomes an engine to drive community repair in neighborhoods most 
harmed by the war on drugs. I want to thank the chair of the CAB, Joe Belluck, and all 
CAB members for their diligence, guidance, and oversight throughout the process of 
issuing the first RFA and making these awards. I want to thank the drafters and sponsors 
of the MRTA who fought very, very hard to make sure that community reinvestment was a 
central purpose of New York's cannabis law. I also want to thank Acting Executive Director 
Felicia Reid, Acting Executive Deputy Director Susan Filburn, Executive Deputy Director of 
Administration Amanda Wilson, and numerous OCM colleagues who made this program 
possible. From the early working group that got the first RFA off the ground to the 40 
colleagues that read and scored each of the 340 applications three times. This agency 
works hard and comes to together to deliver for New York. And finally, I want to thank all 
the cultivators, processors, and dispensaries for the tremendous perseverance it required 
to get open and operational. The revenue that underpins the Community Grants 
Reinvestment Fund is only made possible by the success of our legal market. We are 
tremendously grateful to all the entrepreneurs in the legal market grinding day in and day 
out to build this industry. Your success makes community reinvestment possible. So thank 
you. Here we can see at a high level the outcomes of the first awards. Aligned with the 
RFA, which solicited proposals for youth-focused programming. 100% of all the awards do 
focus on youth. We solicited proposals in mental health, workforce development, and 
housing. And in the end, the proportion of awards is represented there on the screen. We 
did receive a majority of applications in mental health and workforce development. So the 
higher number there does reflect the proportion of applications we receive. Next slide, 
please. This here shows where the awards are located by Empire State Development 
Region. You can see that we do have statewide coverage with a majority of the awards 
certainly in the downstate area, but also concentrated around Syracuse, Rochester, and 
Buffalo and Western New York. The Canvas Advisory Board wanted to make sure this 
opportunity was available to all areas of the state, and the selection methodology 
encouraged that, and the results have have yielded some statewide distribution. Next 
slide, please. Part of that selection methodology was to identify 13 priority counties. These 
counties had a higher than average burden of children and teens living in poverty. This 
was important for the CAP because of the youth focus of this RFA. But also these 13 
counties are where the vast majority of communities disproportionately impacted by 
cannabis prohibition are located. So the selection methodology wanted to really focus 
awards first and foremost on those priority counties before the rest of the state. And in the 
end, 38 of 50 awards, or 78% of them, have been awarded in these priority counties. And 
that equals 3.8 million dollars of the available 5 million is going back into priority counties 
where the greatest need and greatest number of CDIs are located. Next slide, please. This 
slide shows the proportion of awards that are servicing zip codes that contain a community 
disproportionately impacted by cannabis prohibition. The methodology that the office 
developed to identify CDIs identifies CDIs by census track. However, in the request for 
application for the community grants reinvestment fund, we asked organizations to identify 



their service zip codes. Zip codes are a larger geographical unit than census tracks. But 
within one zip code, there could be one CDI or there could be many CDIs. And 41 of the 
50 projects are serving zip codes that contain at least one CDI within them. That comes 
out to 82% of the projects serving the zip code with at least one CDI. And then of the 215 
zip codes identified in all of the applications, 153 of those zip codes contain at least one 
CDI, and many of those zip codes contain numerous CDIs within them. So all in all, 71% of 
the total service zip codes contain at least one CDI. And then in general, of the service zip 
codes that do not contain a CDI, many of them are recognized as a quote, disadvantaged 
community by NYSERTA. And many others have a higher than average burden of 
populations living at or below the poverty line. So even though those zip codes may not 
have a CDI within them, they are still broadly recognized as underserved zip codes where 
we are targeting our sport. Next and final slide. So finally, a dashboard level review of the 
results does not do justice to the diversity and richness of the 50 organizations that we are 
privileged to support. We have created an awardee booklet that provides background and 
an executive summary of each awardee and the projects that they are pursuing. So we 
invite you to review the awardee booklet through the link or scanning the QR code on 
display. And with that, I'm happy to take any questions, and I pass the floor back to Chair 
Garcia.  
 
Thanks so much, Matt. It's always exciting to see progress and giving back to the 
communities desperately impacted is is is certainly meaningful and and devoting 
resources to youth youth development is definitely very worthwhile. This may be be may 
be above all of our pay grades potentially, but I five million to me is really small. And the 
potential for raising revenue and really giving back to communities is is certainly there with 
the work that we're doing through this agency. And so I'm really curious what's like the 
long term plan, like where do we really wanna land and how much we wanna be able to 
give back. Do we have do we have a vision for that of I don't know if Alicia, is that 
something you can comment on?  
 
Yes, a little bit. So I know for the next awardee year it's it was funded flat at five another 
five million, which of course before that there was a lot of advocacy from both this office as 
well as other stakeholders on increasing that relative to sales. I'm hopeful that, you know, 
in the future out years, you know, with how fast the industry is growing, with how many 
dispensaries are getting open, to see an in an increase in that funding. Because you know, 
there's a lot of work that that that we have to do, but also that is is opportunities for 
community organizations to do in those communities specifically harmed. So I think, you 
know, going into the future, we're gonna be continuing that advocacy to keep that fund 
growing, relative to what sales are looking like. So I definitely hear you in terms of really 
five million? But in the out years I do expect that to grow.  
 
Did I hear if you're not? Any other questions, comments from the board? And is does that 
conclude the conclude the OCM report?  
 
We have H H S A. Yeah Doctor Chen. Okay.  
 
Take it away, Dr. Chen.  
 
Good afternoon, Chair, board members and colleagues. On behalf of Health Safety and 
Research Affairs team, I'll provide an update on our statewide education and clinical 
engagement efforts. In October, our team partnered with Capital Region BOSES to host 
our first regional cannabis education roundtable focused on youth families and school 
health leadership. We convened 25 participants, including representatives from 13 school 



districts and three state agency partners. Districts in attendance included Mohanneson, 
Schenectady, Shenandoah, Cobleskill, Rensselaer, Scotia Glenville, Duanesburg, 
Gilderlin, Cahose, North Colony, and Albany City, to just to name a few. These districts 
represent rural, urban, and suburban communities across the central region. For the first 
time, OCM brought together school health directors and nurses, guidance counselors and 
student service teams, BOCIS leadership, as well as state agency partners. And our goal 
is simple. We want to ensure that schools and families are receiving accurate evidence-
based information about cannabis, not misinformation, from social media or marketing. 
This roundtable launches our youth and parent public education initiative, focusing on 
cannabis and adolescent brain development. How to talk to young people and trusted 
adults about cannabis use and harm reduction, what school teachers, health teams are 
seeing on the ground in real time. And I want to emphasize that the message from the 
schools was clear. They want education, they want partnership, they want OCM to keep 
showing up, going out into the communities, proactively listening, learning and supporting. 
And what we learn from this conversation and what we hope to learn from others like it is 
that it'll help inform the development of youth educational materials that OCM will be 
releasing in the coming year. 18 presentations from hospitals, research institutions, and 
agency partners, including DOH and OASIS. We had renowned national researchers join 
us Dr. Meg Haney of Columbia University, Dr. Ryan Vandry of Johns Hopkins. The topics 
addressed real medical issues that clinicians are seeing today. Cannabis use and kidney 
disease, cardiovascular disease, cancer care, anesthesia. We also talked about inpatient 
use, quality improvement projects with hospitals, nutrition and cannabinoid medicine, and 
public health surveillance with unintentional exposures to unregulated hemp products. And 
our own OCM Health and Scientific Affairs team also presented updates on product 
testing, research licensing, statewide public health monitoring. And why this matters and 
how this year was different compared to last year's at Roswell was that this year was 
about awareness and action. We've moved about talking about cannabis to building the 
tools that we need to safely use it in clinical. And as acting executive director Felicia Reid 
mentioned, clinicians don't want anecdotes. They want evidence. They want to understand 
how cannabis medicine is now public health and research discipline. Patients are already 
using cannabis, so the question is whether or not clinicians feel prepared to guide them. 
And New York is building a model where research informs regulations and where patients 
are not left navigating their health alone. So thank you, and we look forward to continuing 
to expand this work across the state. Any questions?  
 
I have one. I'm I'm just curious what is the aside I mean the outcomes that you just 
described are phenomenal. I'm I'm wondering how what more are we doing with the 
findings and what was shared at the symposium?  
 
With these findings we continue to educate clinicians around the state, public health 
leaders, building out tool kits, working with school health leaders, so we will be giving them 
resources that they are asking for.  
 
Okay. So you'll be producing material?  
 
Correct.  
 
Any other comments?  
 
One last quick thing is tomorrow the office will be in Rochester to celebrate the five 
hundredth. Funnily enough, the industry's growing so fast that once the five hundredth hit, 
it still continued to grow. So even though we're at five hundred and twenty-two, I believe, 



last time I saw the website, we're gonna do the five hundreds retail dispensary opening 
tomorrow in Rochester. And so we're looking forward to that. We have had a lot of 
conversation with the locality on celebrating this moment for both the the re the dispensary 
opening as well as the industry. So that is it. And we're done. Fantastic. Thank you so 
much.  
 
So that concludes the formal part of our meeting. Our next order of business is providing 
members of the public the opportunity to address the board. Just as a reminder, we're not 
answering questions during this public commenting period, we but we do welcome your 
thoughts. Each member of the public will be addressing the board for no more than two 
minutes. And we ask that you keep the comments to agenda items and to please honor 
the two-minute time. You will be warned by our new clock right there and we'll just ask you 
to sit at the desk Please note if you submitted your comments electronically, those will be 
captured in the meeting minutes for today's meeting and posted on the website. And with 
that, I will move on to the first speaker, who is Dorsey Levins, followed by Nicola 
Chiaravali.  
 
Oh sorry.  
 
All right, you ready? My name is Dorsey Levins and I'm one of three partners with NBC 
League LLC. We submitted our tier two cultivation application and are currently in the 
December 2023 queue. Our application number is OCM Cult 2023-00372. We have been 
waiting for 23 months and still do not have a clear understanding of where we stand in the 
process. To say we are frustrated and running out of patience is an understatement. At 
what point will OCM finally get through the application backlog, be transparent and realistic 
about applicant wait times, or start truly giving preference to see applicants as the social 
and economic equity program was established and intended to do? It's puzzling to watch 
other cannabis licensees rapidly expanding throughout New York State while other 
individuals individual applicants continue to be overlooked. At the same time, these 
expanded licensees are purchasing naming and ownership rights to other licensed 
businesses. Regardless of application type, how is OCM allowing this when you have 
thousands of applicant businesses in a holding pattern, facing financial uncertainty and 
loss of significant investment dollars? Where is the equity we were promised? We've 
reiterated several times with OCM that our ownership team meets four of the five C 
categories: minority-owned business, woman-owned business, service disabled veteran-
owned business, an individual from a community disproportionately impacted by cannabis 
position prohibition. As a matter of fact, that that slide you showed up there showed 
Onadoga County in Syracuse, New York, where I was born and raised and where we 
planned. Our facility. Even so, our application is yet to be reviewed. OCM has not lived up 
to its commitment to see applicants or the promise made to the community. After reviewing 
all the cultivator licenses approved in 2024 and 2025, OCM inexplicably issued cultivator 
licenses to  
 
please submit your comments via email. We'll be sure to read them and incorporate them.  
 
Will do. Thank you.  
 
Nicola Kiaravalli followed by Joanne. Thank you so much, Kudrevich.  
 
Good afternoon, board members and OECM leadership. I am Nicola Chervali, owner of 
Primaro and Legacy Grower with thirty years experience. As a December Queue 
applicant, we remain fully prepared with completed SOPs, local approvals, and finalized 



drawings. I want to share how Primaryl plans to contribute beyond just cultivation in two 
key ways. I'm offering my future facility as a resource for OCM's educational initiatives. I 
propose partnering with SEED and CCTM programs to provide a real learning environment 
and demonstration site for compliant operations. Second, I have developed our primary 
four C's program for community reinvestment, which includes partnership with local 
organizations to support low-income families, educational initiatives, including technology 
donations and scholarships. Athletic and Arts program funding for local schools, 
collaboration with treatment centers to develop responsible youth education. This isn't 
about expediting my application, it's about demonstrating that Primaro sees beyond the 
business to our community impact. The letter of support with Warren County EDC in the 
town of Queensbury speaks to the community's beliefs in my vision. We are eager not just 
to be a cultivator, but a positive force in Warren County and throughout New York's 
cannabis ecosystem. I have packages here for every single one of you if of my public 
comment and I'm also a C C T M member, eight two one three one oh and I just wanna 
say thank you for all your hard work and appreciate everything you're doing for cultivation 
as well.  
 
Thank you. You can leave your comments with yeah, Nick will pass. Thank you so much. 
Joanne Kudrevich. Followed by Chris.  
 
Hi, I'm Joanne Kodrevich, CEO and founding member of Ravensview Genetics. I am in my 
fourth year of licensure, started out in 22 as an AUCC, transitioned to a microbusiness 
license. For those of you whom I've not had the pleasure of working with, I, in the first two 
years, when we grew over 2,000 pounds of smokable flour with no place to sell our 
product, and we, like all the other AUCCs, started to experience extreme financial 
devastation. I got very active in working with the OCM through CANI, the Cannabis 
Association of New York, as the chair of the cultivation committee. And through the work of 
my committee, along with a collaboration with members of the OCM, we were able to 
accomplish getting cannabis grower showcases up and running. I was the first to get an 
approval for one at Bethel Woods at the Willie Nelson concert, and also worked with the 
governor's office, the OCM, the Department of Aggs and Markets, and CANI to get 
approved for the New York State Fair. The first time we had legal cannabis at the state 
fair, we were there for 10 days, 10 hours a day. We had to stop the stigma rally, we had a 
lot of education. And this is a lot of the advocacy work that I want you to understand is the 
platform from which I speak today. I still have cultivators reaching out to me on a daily 
basis saying, how do I get rid of my license? How do I get out of this? And how do I recoup 
my life? And so it's not just financial devastation, it's emotional, physical, spiritual, and 
mental that we're still digging out from. So as it relates to this metric, I'm here for that 
reason. I'm re-invigorated to come here and speak with you. You know, it was the whole 
transition, it cost me quite a lot of money to prepare for the bio track, only to have the beat 
and switch happen with metric. Personally concerned is the variety pack. I have made a 
reputation on having variety packs. This is my 22 pack, four different products in one under 
one skew, four different products in my second one under one skew. My most recent I 
have double dabs, I have phenopacks. My most recent, I have thousands of these on my 
shelf and I am told that I am there's no mechanism for putting these into the system and 
that the OCM is working on it. So I implore you to please work on it and let us know what 
the solution is before the deadline, before the before the deadline, so that we can be 
prepared and I don't have to pull this from my shelf.  
 
Thank you. Just a reminder to please keep it to time. I know you wanna get it out. But let's 
be respectful of everyone's time as well. Chris Costian, followed by Michael Rodriguez.  
 



Hi, thank you all. Have a hope you're having a wonderful day. My name is Chris Coston. 
I'm vice president of Misty Blue Farm. Very much like Raven's genetics, we were a 
conditional cultivator that spent a lot of time and effort perpetuating cannabis grower 
events and I'd I'm here to talk about the proposed event regulations that the public 
comment is open until November twenty fourth. For everybody listening, November twenty 
fourth. The proposed regulations based on the the office's premise that the micros can sell 
only their own products is not consistent with current operations. Let's say, for example, 
there was a microbusiness licensed only for indoor cultivation and retail. And they chose to 
have a relationship with another cultivator to have either mixed light or outdoor. And they 
choose to have a a relationship with a processor that creates those products. Somehow 
they work out a a branding relationship. And in you know, the the the officers position 
really ignores the concept that that's a common in the marketplace right now. You go to 
any microbusiness retail website and you will see products that look an awful lot like 
somebody else's brand. And I know that having organized several cannabis grower 
showcases that the people I choose to work with will show up at my hosted events. And I 
really think that We really need to reevaluate the possibility of a micro business with retail 
from hosting the events. I I have a bunch of comments on metric, but today I wanted to 
make sure that everybody knew that the comment period is open until November twenty 
fourth. Thank you. Thank you all.  
 
Michael Rodriguez followed by Jared Spindle.  
 
Good afternoon. My name is Michael Rodriguez. I am a car licensee. First I'd like to thank 
the Office of Cam Cannabis Management. I'd like to thank Chairman Chairwoman Garcia 
and the Cannabis Control Board, along with Miss Reed and Miss Washington. This has 
been a very long and arduous and expensive journey for me, but I am here but for your 
grace and I just want to say thank you to all.  
 
Thank you. Jared Spindle followed by Bazaar Royale.  
 
Hello, hello. Good afternoon. So for the record this is my card license twenty twenty two 
zero zero zero one eight six and my most recent application for approval on Roosevelt 
Island, twenty twenty three zero zero zero one three five. I applied forty five days ago. I 
just got an email response back today this morning at the meeting. I've called over twenty 
times, emailed easily the same. I am fully compliant. I'm more than a thousand feet away 
from any other dispensary. Also within compliance of schools and houses of worship that 
are in line with the current law. I know that there's new law coming into to play, and so the 
urgency is real. I've had my license and been through quite a lot, which we won't get into 
today. So basically I pass all the parameters. There's no one else in in in competition 
there. There's zero dispensaries on Roosevelt Island and I had a small group of concerned 
parents come to the community board which was a Zoom call and they basically 
railroaded, didn't even look at my application and not to mention that my presentation is 
very different than many of the other dispensaries, taking into consideration the community 
that is there, which is the parents that are of concern. My setup is that the entry point of 
the dispensary is a florist, a flower shop that serves as the waiting room and the buffer 
from the general public. Also I've passed numerous other concerned community boards 
with this with this plan. These people a small group of them that had very loud voices 
seemed to think this was insane. So what I'm asking is for you guys to seriously take a 
look at this. I've spent an enormous amount of time on the island talking to the public. I 
have a a a a digital petition that's out that can be signed. There is a lot of support there. 
There's also a very div diverse community on the island. So anyway, that's it. Thank you.  
 



Please submit your comments electronically if you'd like to add more. Bizarro Yal, followed 
by Audrey Bonanno Williams.  
 
How you guys doing? I'm still here, waiting patiently. Y'all have a great day.  
 
Audrey Banana Williams followed by Jorge Vasquez.  
 
Yeah, it's good.  
 
Good afternoon. My name is Audrey. I'm a member of Cannabis, a hundred percent 
minority and social equity owned dispensary. By way of background, we are three-member 
family-owned team, each from communities disport disproportionately impacted by the fail 
failed war on drugs, including NYCHA and Soundview section of the Bronx, and my 
husband has a child that has a marijuana convention conviction. Thus, as a hundred 
percent minority-owned Latina and black group with 66% being woman-owned and 66% 
having a child with minor with marijuana conviction, we should have been noted as a C 
applicant. Unlike the alleged dispensary with proximity protection, we have had our lease 
and have been paying rent since applying in November of 2023, and our location is fully 
built out. Additionally, as noted in our PCA request, but not mentioned during 
consideration. Is that our proposed location is near a wok walking trail that sees more than 
six thousand visitors daily during spring and fall. Given these facts, we respectfully request 
that our PCA be reconsidered. Thank you.  
 
Jorge Vasquez, followed by Sheridan Williams.  
 
Good afternoon. For purposes of today, I'll keep it pretty quick and simple. I just would like 
to share my experience regarding retail locations and what's happening in the market. 
Particularly I'd like to emphasize one client in particular, Emmanuel de Jesus, who's a car 
licensee, also known as Monarch NYC LLC, based out of the Bronx. Specifically there, 
what happened was someone used a lease of a local diner and provided that lease to the 
OCM, where the lease noted that it could only be used for a diner and there was no 
subleases allowed. That community board then subsequently called the diner and 
confirmed and came out with a resolution that noted that that lease was likely fraudulently 
submitted to the OCM. What we see time and time again is that individuals are using 
leases that may not be actual leases and certainly we don't necessarily expect everything 
to go under a microscope, but when a lease says it can only be a diner or when a lease 
says it's a common workspace, like a WeWorks, and you're giving proximity protection to 
individuals who have a WeWorks location, as you can imagine. Card as well as anyone in 
this room, rent is expensive. Legal costs are expensive. I always say We got to the MRTA 
as a village and it's gonna take a village to get us through it. So what I think we could do 
together is work together, attorneys, OCM, and licensees to see how we could create a 
reliable system and make sure that the appeal system to the C C B this complies with due 
process. Cause right now we know we have at least one client who submitted an appeal to 
the C C B, but because the OCM wasn't a final determination, they've been waiting since 
May to have their day. And they can't go into court without that. And I think together we 
could work on a reasonable solution. And I think these are all things that's realistic. Thank 
you.  
 
Thank you very much. Sheridan Williams followed by Scott Trefillo. I'm Sheridan. 
Sheridan, okay. I don't want to speak. Gotcha. Thank you. Scott Trefello followed by Ma 
sorry, they're not speaking. By Christian Toledo.  
 



Hello, thank you. Scott Trifalo, owner of micro license number four with retail cultivation, 
processing, and distribution. I'd like to talk about that federal bill that just passed and and 
the need now for nursery licenses here in New York. We're at a point where Incoming 
seed stock will no longer be available to farmers. We don't have that problem. We have an 
in-house genetic library, but there are many, many big farms that have relied on seeds 
coming in from out of state suppliers legally with the two thousand and eighteen hemp bill. 
That is gone. Those seeds will not be able to come in anymore. It's a problem. It's going to 
be a big problem for these farmers. I know you had mentioned the farm bill or the new bill, 
the the new hemp part of the bill. It needs to be looked at quickly because these farmers 
aren't going to be able to get these thousands and thousands and thousands of seeds 
available to them. And we have New York cultivators like myself that are ready to go that 
haven't been able to put anything out. Because there is no nursery license. I I'm ready, 
willing and able to go along with some others and we need to supply the farmers. So 
please work on that if you're able. To second the my second thing is the micro with retail 
regarding the grower showcases. I I thought the micro program in New York was cutting 
edge, was state of the art, was something very special for small farms. And and I think we 
really, really need to look at allowing micro with retail. To be able to put their own farm 
stand up at a at a far at a farmer's market and sell their product. If it needs legislation, I 
think it needs to happen. It's just one more source of revenue for us because we struggle 
as a small farm, we struggle. And I just wanna say thank you for all you're doing. And just 
please look at those two things.  
 
Christian Toledo followed by Jan Janennis. Toledo? Sorry for butchering that first name.  
 
My name is Christian Toledo, our card licensee, OCM Card 2022 000371. Hello, Chair 
Garcia and board members. I formally request a special resolution today to one grant 
micro license number OCM MICR 2023 000436. Convert my car license to a micro license. 
I own 26 acres in Warwick, New York, where I was arrested. Sown vacant land ready for 
cultivation. I requested this in 2023, 2024. Reply received by OCN states the fix is under 
development. The board has allowed other licensees to convert the license. I asked you to 
do the same for me. Over the past three years, I lost four locations due to administration 
delay and law changes. I'm bleeding. I lost all my funds. Patrick said today it takes two 
weeks for a proximity map to update. That's a lie. In my cases, in all my cases, it took over 
nine to ten weeks for the portal to update. I beg Chair Garcia and board members to vote 
yes today. I lost location in the Bronx due to door-to-door law change. I lost a location in 
151 West 28th Street, New York, New York. Density is over ninety four thousand square 
feet average. Average to housing works nine hundred feet away. Today you grant it other 
licensees. A thousand feet and I wasn't granted. So I'm guessing it's not being fair and 
transparent to me. So I'm asking today. I've been emailing numbers and numbers of time. 
Simone has all my information. I've been emailing every single week. I don't miss a week, 
so I don't wanna wait any longer. I would like for you guys to vote today.  
 
Janine Toledo, followed by Kestin Carter.  
 
Good afternoon, Chair Garcia, board members. My name is Jananese Toledo, and I'm 
standing here today as the wife of CARD licensee Christian Toledo, CARD license 2022-
000371. So you just heard his story, but I want you to understand that it has been 
devastating, not just financially, but emotionally and psychologically. As a family nurse 
practitioner myself, my entire career has been built on following complex regulations and 
protecting patients. We applied that same discipline here, believing that compliance would 
lead to an opportunity. For the past three years, our commitment has been met with 
stagnation, the repeated loss of retail locations, each one a legal battle, each one a rent 



payment, each one obscene security deposits. Was a direct consequence of OCM's either 
failure to provide a stable functional timeline. We watched as these opportunities 
evaporated. For the past three years, we have been in constant state of uncertainty. The 
financial drain has been severe, both on the toll on our mental health is unimaginable. The 
goal of social equity is to heal the damage caused by the war on drugs, as everyone has 
stated today. By delaying this microbusiness conversion, this office is actively 
exacerbating the stress and financial hardship it was meant to alleviate. We ask you today 
to vote to grant this conversion to the microbusiness license. We know that this board has 
the power to convert licenses. Give Christian the chance he has fought for and paid for, 
and give us the security and justice that this program has promised. He's ready. We have 
this land vacant, zoned, ready for cultivation. So we just ask you that you vote for this 
conversion of this license. And we know that you can. And we also do appreciate these 
opportunities that are given to us, but We've been here for three years already. He was 
one of the first licensees to get granted a card and to this day we have not been able to 
succeed with the retail location. We Landlords, every type of obstacle, we've been through 
it. So we just ask you for that today and thank you.  
 
Thank you. Kestin Carter followed by Michael Krudevich.  
 
Good afternoon, my name is Kestin Carter. I am a Justice Evolved licensee and founder of 
Of The Earth Canada. I want to sincerely thank the cannabis control board for granting our 
PCA request today. For the past three years we followed every rule and done everything 
by the vote. Earlier this year, after confirming there were no conflicts on the proximity map, 
we applied for location protection, but soon after, a serious issue in the process left left us 
unable to move forward, even though we've we complied with every requirement. We 
raised our concerns immediately, but this issue remained unresolved for months. This 
caused delays, sleepless nights, and unexpected expenses that were extremely difficult for 
us as a small justice involved business. That's why today's decision means so much. Your 
oversight, your fairness, and your willingness to listen made the world of a difference. 
Without the board stepping in, we would still be stuck in a system that in this instance 
wasn't functioning the way it was intended to. Now as our application moves back to the 
OCM for compliance and the final steps, we respectfully ask for the continued fairness and 
transparency so that we can open our doors without further setbacks. Our goal is to serve 
our community, post something meaningful, and make this board proud of the trust that 
you placed in us. Thank you again for your leadership and ensuring that applicants who 
follow the rules are given a fair chance in this industry.  
 
Michael Kudrevich. Kudrevich, thank you. Followed by Orlando Bispo. Thanks for the 
reminder.  
 
Good afternoon, everybody. I'd like to springboard off on my wife's comments earlier. 
According to the metric, business microbusiness licenses are only allowed 700 free tags, 
750 free tags, which is much less than is allowed to other licensees types. Metric told us 
that this is an OCM decision. I humbly asked the adjustment of allowable number of free 
tags to be more aligned with the others. Regarding number two, regarding the event 
permit, currently the regulations out for public comment prohibit microbusinesses from 
providing events. This is in direct conflict with the definition of microbusiness licenses as 
posted on the OCM website. Is also in direct conflict with the reason why the cannabis 
grower showcases were originally issued initiated. This was to support the cultivators that 
were negatively financially impacted by the roller industry. I also like to follow up on Scott's 
talking about the nursery license. I got into this industry by actually prov providing 
feminized or producing feminized hemp seeds and seed starts for the hemp growers. 



Again, there is nothing in the in the regulations right now to allow us to do that under the 
cannabis. Cultivation process. I also being a legacy grower, I've got a very large seed 
stock and a wide br depth of genetics that I could help provide with this without a nursery 
license, there's no way for me to do that. I've been in contact with other companies that 
are even willing to have me produce seeds for them in the states. Again, there's just no 
way for us to be able to do that under the regular the licenses as permitted right now under 
the guidelines. Also a lot of stuff which I'm sure Scott has as well as very old genetics, 
legacy genetics, heirloom genetics, you know, a lot of land race genetics, in my opinion, 
that's where some of the best and purest medicine is for the in in the industry. It's not that 
an overly hybridized, it's not about high THC, it's about a full plant profile, which is 
something that I think will allow us to really dig into more of a medical aspect of this 
product that can be done through the the the regulations of the recreational department. 
Thanks very much for your time and have a good day.  
 
Thank you. Orlando Obispo, and then we'll be going to New York City for comments.  
 
Do not plot harm against your neighbors when no one has done you harm. Do not spout 
out vile things to those that live nearby you. Such behavior is detestable to the Lord, but he 
offers his godly to the friendships of those who behave themselves, okay? I didn't make 
the sheriffs' department deputies chut on me. I didn't make everybody violate 
memorandums. I didn't place myself in the position that I'm in today. This is your official 
notice, okay? This is your official notice. All of the appropriate paperwork will be followed 
to according to the Court of Claims, right? Because this is just not how this goes. You 
cannot use everybody's money against a certain group of people to continue to perpetuate 
the abuse that you have done and you've known since 1977. So you're not protected by I 
don't know's. You're not allowed to violate the APA, Article 82. You're not allowed to 
violate Article Act V of the NTC just because they're closed and you think that nobody's 
gonna go after you. That's not how this works. That's not how any of this works, okay? All 
of the appropriate agencies have been placed on notice. I've been very fair. I've been very, 
very, very fair with your existence. Okay? Approducate yourself to judiciary review. Double 
check your clauses, doctrines, and statutes. If you cannot do this, motions of impeachment 
will be filed, motions of enforcement will be filed, okay? Try to have normal conversation. 
That's not how holders in due course works, by the way, for the record. Negotiable 
instruments are both transformable and transferable. Stop hurting the public. Do you 
understand? Do you think these people are going to be up against me once they realize all 
that you have done? I don't think so. Approducate yourself to c your doctrines, clauses, 
and statues, and we shall have our days in court. Thank you. Have a blessed day.  
 
Now we're gonna go to New York City. We have David Naponsky.  
 
Can you hear me? Hello, good evening, good afternoon. Thank you to members of the 
control board, New OCM presenting today. David Eklanski, card licensee and director in 
the New York Cannabis Retail Association. First and foremost, thank you so much for your 
approvals of the licensees that were of the applicants who are now licensees as of today. 
And thank you also for sending for formal adoption. The changes long time coming to the 
marketing and advertising regulations. This one set of changes will make a huge 
difference to the current and future operating retailers. The inability to effectively advertise 
or strangling businesses probably on par with the unenforced legal competition. Speaking 
of, this is a drum that I beat every month at every control board meeting. There is still no 
enforcement against the illegal market around us in the Bronx. We have twice as many 
blatantly operating illegal retail stores within four blocks as we did when we opened 20 
months ago. That's unconscionable. There have been zero these stores shut down by 



enforcement authorities. Zero. For more than 24 hours at a time. And even those were a 
few days here and there. Immediately reopened, padlocks broken, no follow up. Recently, 
however, one store did fold due to the economic conditions of the illegal competition that 
they are competing in. If our illegal market can't stay open around us because of the 
sprawling illegal market, how do you expect the legal market with the additional overheads 
of cannabis excise taxes, like actual real payroll for staff, being union friendly, et cetera, 
how are we supposed to survive? The answer is we can't. The funding for community 
projects for grants, et cetera, is supposed to come amongst other things from excise taxes. 
By my best estimation, hundreds of thousands of dollars of these taxes have been 
funneled into the pockets of the illegal stores around us. The end result of that is that our 
store will go out of business without change. We've already had to lay off double digits 
levels of staff, and I am likely to be personally sued by our investors who are pissed that 
the store cannot make a profit. And it can't because it's being choked continuously by the 
lack of enforcement. This is a policy decision, it is unconscious and needs to be fixed.  
 
Thank you. I have one announcement to make and that is that someone lost a piece of 
jewelry. So if that is you, we ask that you go to the at the front, they are holding it for you. 
And with that I believe that concludes the public comment. Period for today's meeting. 
Please note that the time, location, and live stream link will be shared in advance on 
cannabis.ny dot gov for that next b cannabis control board meeting and a record of today's 
meeting. The meeting minutes and a transcript will be posted as well. So with that, can I 
have a motion to adjourn? In a second. Second, second. All in favor, aye. Aye. Aye. Aye.  
 


