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        Jun 16, 2014 

Sen. Lou Correa 
State Capitol 
Sacramento CA 95814 
 
Dear Sen. Correa – 
 
 Thank you for the latest amendments to SB 1262.   They have 
substantially improved the bill. 
 
           The following outstanding problems have been brought to our attention as 
in need of correction.  
 

(1)    The bill sets an overly lengthy deadline for implementing 
regulations:  July 1, 2016.   This is an excessive delay given the 
urgency of the problem.   The Department should be given no more 
than six months – i.e., April or July 1, 2015 -  to at least implement  an 
application process.    Other, more technical regulations regarding 
testing and labeling standards, etc., might reasonably be postponed 
until later.   But it is important to begin the registration and licensing 
process as soon as possible.      
 

(2)  The bill should make clear that bona fide licensees, their workers 
and landlords, are exempted from criminal penalties under HSC 
11357-11361.     This is a necessary incentive to motivate compliance 
with the bill, without which licensees would face the threat of double 
jeopardy through both criminal and civil penalties as prescribed in 
Section 18110.    

 
(3)      The transportation regulations (as copied from AB 1894) are  

unduly stringent and inflexible:  e.g. requiring a specially outfitted 
vehicle with two workers for all transportation between licensed 
facilities. Most deliveries between cultivators, bakers, and dispensaries 
currently involve no more than a few pounds or a few thousand dollars’ 



worth of product.  Marijuana isn’t plutonium.    Sections 18104 and 
180105 (a) – (b) should be deleted, or at least restricted to deliveries 
of more than, say, 100 pounds.   In addition, processors, growers 
and dispensaries should be explicitly eligible for transportation 
licenses, and not excluded for applying for them as implied by Section 
18101(h).   Finally, we note that SB 1262 makes no allowance for legal 
transportation between licensed facilities and qualified patients, 
although such deliveries are specifically allowed in many communities, 
such as San Francisco and Oakland.   

 
(4)   Confidentialitiy provisions:  Licensing applications and records should 

be restricted to state officials on a “need to know” basis so as to 
protect applicants from robbery and unwarranted federal investigation. 

 
(5)  The donation of medical marijuana is a charitable activity that should 

be exempted from the licensing  (or “registration”) requirement under 
Section 18113(b) (1).   The word “donate” should be dropped from the 
bill.    

 
(6)   The elimination of the collective model for small, non-commercial 

patient groups by repealing HSC 11362.775, as proposed in AB 1894, 
would be unacceptable and oblige us to oppose the bill. 

 
(7) Typos – Section 18102 (b) :  Insert “from” after word “except.” 

 
Section 18113 refers to “registration” (language from AB 1894)  instead 
of “licensing”  (terminology elsewhere in SB 1262). 

 
 

 
  
  Sincerely, 

  
  Dale Gieringer, Ph.D. 
  Director, California NORML 
  Co-author, Prop. 215 
  (510) 540-1066 
 


