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VIA EMAIL 
 
June 18, 2021 
 
Sara TindallWoodman, Esq. 
Department of Business Regulation  
560 Jefferson Blvd, Suite 204 
Warwick, RI 02886 
Via Email: Sara.K.TindallWoodman@dbr.ri.gov 
 
 
Re: Proposed Amendments to Rhode Island Industrial Hemp Program Regulations; Request for Extension of Comment 
Period 
 
 
Dear Ms. Tindall-Woodman:  
 
The U.S. Hemp Roundtable appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Proposed Amendments to Rhode Island’s Industrial 
Hemp Program Regulations (“the Proposed Amendments”). The Roundtable is the industry’s leading national business advocacy 
organization that represents over 80 companies and organizations from across the country – at each link of the hemp supply 
and sales chain – and includes the ex officio membership of the industry’s major grassroots organizations. 
 
We strongly urge the Department of Business Regulation to extend the comment period to allow for more extensive and robust 
stakeholder comments. Presumably, the Proposed Amendments will apply to all hemp-derived consumable CBD products sold 
in Rhode Island, regardless of where the products are manufactured. While we understand the comment period opened on May 
19, 2021, unfortunately we did not receive notice of the Proposed Amendments or the June 2, 2021 Public Hearing until June 17. 
Our members would greatly appreciate the opportunity to provide more detailed comments prior to the regulations being 
finalized. We also request a meeting with the department to further discuss the many ways the Roundtable and the U.S. Hemp 
Authority1 – our partner organization – have elevated industry standards to ensure consumers receive safe, compliant hemp-
derived CBD products, and how an alternative framework would better serve both the industry and consumers. 
 
Briefly, the Roundtable has serious concerns about several aspects of the Proposed Amendments. As a whole, the proposal 
appears to treat consumable CBD products in a manner akin to controlled substances, placing onerous requirements on 
distributors and retailers – who will likely choose not to sell these products altogether – and imposing packaging and labeling 
requirements that are completely out of the line with existing state requirements for hemp-derived CBD products, as well as 
federal requirements for hemp- and CBD-containing foods and dietary supplements. For example, the Application Process 

 
1 The U.S. Hemp Authority® Certification Program is our industry's initiative to provide high standards, best practices, and self-

regulation, giving consumers and retailers confidence in hemp and CBD products, https://ushempauthority.org/.  
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requirements for Distributors and Retailers under Section 1.7 requires, among other things, these entities to provide the names 
and addresses of “any person or entity partnering or providing consulting services regarding the distribution or sale of hemp-
derived CBD products,” along with documentation of purchase agreements and recall procedures, and how the retailer’s or 
distributor’s activities will comply with applicable zoning ordinances. Moreover, Section 1.10 would require “all officers, 
directors, owners, shareholders, managers, members, and agents of” a licensee to apply for a “registration identification card” 
and submit to a national criminal background check before engaging in the distribution or sale of products. There is no state in 
the country that requires this type of information from companies prior to distributing or selling hemp-derived CBD products. 
Coupled with the 21-and-over sales restriction that will be implemented under the Proposed Amendments, retail sales of hemp-
derived consumable CBD products will likely come to a halt in Rhode Island, hurting hemp farmers as well as consumers in the 
state. 
 
With regard to individual product requirements, under Section 1.9.D. it appears that potency and contaminant testing of hemp-
derived CBD products can only be performed by approved testing facilities, rather than one of the many highly qualified, 
trusted, and accredited hemp-product testing labs found throughout the country. The Proposed Amendments also impose 
onerous packaging requirements for CBD products under Section 1.11.G. that no other state requires, including requirements 
that containers or packages be “opaque,” “of a neutral color,” and child-resistant, and also disclose the type of extraction 
method and solvents used – among several other labeling and packaging requirements and prohibitions that are more 
appropriate for adult use cannabis products, rather than hemp-derived CBD products. 
 
In closing, the Proposed Amendments will severely restrict the ability of retailers and distributors to market safe, beneficial 
hemp-derived CBD products, and consumers in Rhode Island will ultimately pay the price. Again, we strongly urge the 
Department of Business Regulation to extend the comment period to allow for additional stakeholder comments, and consider 
aligning its approach more closely with states such as Florida, New York, and Texas, which have all adopted or will soon adopt 
reasonable regulatory frameworks for the sale of hemp-derived CBD products that are working well to protect consumers, 
while also supporting these states’ economies and the hemp farming industry.  
 
Thank you for your consideration. We look forward to meeting with the department to further discuss our concerns and 
potential changes to the Proposed Amendments prior to adoption. 
 
 
 
       Sincerely, 
 
 
       Jonathan Miller 
       General Counsel 
       U.S. Hemp Roundtable 
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ALLIANT INSURANCE SERVICES THE CBDISTILLERY GOTHAM GREEN PARTNERS PANXCHANGE 
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APAX CHARLOTTE’S WEB HARROD’S CREEK FARM PRESENCE MARKETING 

BARLEAN’S CRITICALITY IGNITE DISTRIBUTION PRIORITY PAYMENT SYSTEMS 

BENEFICIAL BLENDS ELEGANCE BRANDS JOY ORGANICS QUEEN CITY HEMP 

BLUEBIRD BOTANICALS ESQUIRE BANK KANNAWAY SOZO HEMP 

BMJ GROUP EUROFINS FOOD INTEGRITY AND 
INNOVATION 
 

LANDRACE BIOSCIENCE VERITAS FARMS 

BOLDT RUNNERS CORPORATION FLEX PAYMENT SOLUTIONS NEW LEAF DATA SERVICES WE ARE FOR BETTER 
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USA 

HEMP ALLIANCE OF TENNESSEE 
 

MINORITY CANNABIS BUSINESS 
ASSOCIATION 
 

U.S. HEMP BUILDING 
ASSOCIATION 

AMERICAN HERBAL PRODUCTS 
ASSOCIATION 

HEMP INDUSTRIES ASSOCIATION NATIONAL CANNABIS INDUSTRY 
ASSOCIATION 
 

VIRGINIA HEMP COALITION 
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KENTUCKY HEMP ASSOCIATION 
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*Advocacy partners do not necessarily endorse the positions of the US Hemp Roundtable. 
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Packaging may be one of the most significant 
purchases a company will make. 
Packaging is your one opportunity to catch the eye of the consumer searching through 
dozens of brands. We realize that the sales of cbd products needs to be geared toward 
adults and needs to be tastefully executed. Limiting cbd manufacturers to a neutral pallet of 
black and browns will handicap any company in a competitive market. I would like to 
suggest that we are allowed to differentiate our product through the use of at least one 
color per sku. The cbd market is not the same as what you will find in a dispensary. 
Dispensary shoppers know what they want and shop from a menu. Staff is there to assist 
with purchases and information. As for cbd shoppers the retail environment is different. 
Brands need to stand out. To limit our graphic designers to neutral tones will leave us in the 
dust at retail. We have come a long way and have the opportunity to make our little Rhodie 
a leader in the industry. Something we can all be proud of. We need a little color. 

 

The Importance of Color in Packaging 
When it comes to packaging, color is one of the most important components for attracting 
shoppers. Visible from a greater distance than other elements such as copy, illustrations or 
graphics, it’s often one of the first things people notice. 
It plays a crucial role in getting your shopper to see what you want them to see and feel 
what you want them to feel. Understanding color psychology is so important for the success 
of your packaging. However, poor color choice can also negatively change the impact of 
your message. Get it wrong, and your great package design can be easily ignored. 
 
The color of your package needs to stand out on shelf and should always be tested in 
context. It doesn’t exist by itself but among many different products. Research clearly shows 
that participants are able to recognize and recall an item far better when it sticks out from 
its surroundings. 
 

• Almost 85% of shoppers say color is the primary reason they’ve purchased a certain 
product. 

• 80% of shoppers say color increased brand recognition 
• Mjspackaging.com (MJS Packaging, How important is color in Packaging) 

 



 
Colors Are Linked to Flavors, which might not be a huge surprise. Linking colors and flavors 
have been a common association for quite some time. For example, linking yellow to lemon 
flavor and red to cherry flavor creates a quick recognition of foods. Manufacturers use this 
method to influence split-second purchasing decisions and to drive sales. 
 
 
 
Examples of competitors products 

          

 

      

 

Additional Questions 
 
1- If I have a growers or dual license can I sell to dispensaries? 
2- The company name is Candy Head. Can I use it on the packaging? 
3- Can we use images of the product? 
4- Can we use images of the packaged product? (To show individually wrapped) 
5- Can we use gold and silver metallic? 
6- Can we sell to licensed retailers outside of the state?  
7- What licensing do out of state Retailers/Wholesalers need? 
8- Does a distributor need to show that all its accounts have a hemp license or am I only         
concerned with the distributor itself? 
 



 
 

 

 
 

COMMENTARY ON THE PROPOSED CHANGES TO 230-RICR-80-10-1, 
RHODE ISLAND INDUSTRIAL HEMP PROGRAM REGULATIONS 

June 2021 
 

 The ACLU of Rhode Island appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Department’s 
proposed amendments to 230-RICR-80-10-1, concerning the Rhode Island Industrial Hemp 
Program Regulations. Though we have no position on the overall changes being made to the 
regulations, we would like to briefly comment on the provisions that reference the requirement of 
criminal background checks for individuals associated with a hemp licensee, found in Section 
1.10(C).   
 
 Last year, the Rhode Island General Assembly passed legislation which provides for “fair 
chance licensing,” or protections for individuals seeking occupational licensure which ensures that 
they cannot be automatically precluded from obtaining a license solely on the basis of their past 
criminal record. The legislation further contains an appeal process and the ability for an individual 
to show both personalized proof of rehabilitation and qualification for the license being sought, 
should the denial be dependent on the criminal record.  
 
 While this regulation requires that all “officers, directors, owners, shareholders, managers, 
members and agents must submit to a national background check” prior to the issuance of a license, 
the regulation language does not reference this important statute, nor the procedures for appeal 
codified within the fair chance licensing law. Instead, it cites the “disqualifying record” 
information set out in R.I.G.L. §2-26-5(c)(7) and specifies that any person whose criminal record 
includes one of those offenses will be disqualified without exception. See Section 1.10(C)(6). 
However, we believe the regulation needs to reference and incorporate the important tenets and 
protections of the fair chance licensing law, which contains an explicit “supremacy clause,” 
providing that “any existing or future state law or regulation relating to the granting, denying, 
suspending, or revoking of a license by a state agency shall be subject to the conditions and 
procedures established by” the fair chance licensing statute. R.I.G.L. §28-5.1-14(m).1 Such an 
amendment to the regulation is necessary to ensure that individuals are not prevented from entering 
a profession for which they may be otherwise eminently qualified and for which the fair chance 
licensing law language was included. 
 

We thank you for your consideration of our concerns, and trust that you will give them 
your careful consideration.  If the suggestions we have made are not adopted, we request, pursuant 
to R.I.G.L. §42-35-2.6, a statement of the reasons for not accepting these arguments. 
 

 
1 For similar “supremacy clause” reasons, though at the federal vs. state level, we recognize that the fair chance 
licensing law does not supersede Section 1.10(C)(3)’s disqualifying conditions under federal law for applicants with 
certain drug-related criminal records. 

128 Dorrance Street, Suite 400 
Providence, RI 02903 
Phone: (401) 831-7171 

Fax: (401) 831-7175 
www.riaclu.org 
info@riaclu.org 



Comments on Proposed Hemp Regulations
Rhode Island Dept. of Business Regulation - Office of Cannabis Regulation

Submitted by:
Milan Patel, Founder & CEO

PathogenDx

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed regulations for Rhode Island’s
industrial hemp program. We are happy to see these regulations being improved and brought up
to date as the American hemp industry continues to mature.

As a company focused on testing cannabis and hemp for harmful contaminants, we strongly
support the proposed regulations, particularly the improvements to testing requirements in §1.9
(D) (1). We believe that any cannabis products destined for human consumption — including
hemp products — should be tested for dangerous microbes, and urge you to adopt the
proposed changes which would ensure that is the case in Rhode Island.

Recommendation:

Maintain the addition of microbial testing for hemp products.

Suggested language:

Maintain the following language as currently drafted in the proposal:

1. Upon direction from DBR, DEM or RIDOH as applicable, testing, including but not limited
to testing for THC, CBD, and/or other material characteristics such as pesticides, heavy
metals, and microbial concentration on a dry weight or per volume basis, will be
performed by an approved testing facility.

Reasoning:

Mandatory testing programs are a key component of medical and adult use cannabis and hemp
programs throughout the United States. In order to protect public health, nearly every state
requires cannabis and hemp products to be tested for harmful microbial contaminants before
being sold to consumers.1

These products have the potential to contain harmful microbes, including but not limited to
Aspergillus, Salmonella, and Shiga toxin-producing E. coli (STEC). These microbes have been

1 Aside from Vermont and New Jersey, every state with an active medical or adult use cannabis program
requires product testing. Maine requires testing for adult-use cannabis, but not medical cannabis.



detected on both the illicit market2 and in regulated stores.3 Unfortunately, they can cause
serious health problems — for example, inhaling aspergillus can be fatal in
immunocompromised people,4 and is the leading cause of  infection-related death among
people who receive a stem cell transplant.5

The risks of these microbial contaminants are not related to THC concentration. Therefore,
whenever states allow hemp to be sold for human consumption, it is of critical importance that
they create similar testing regimes to screen for these contaminants. As these proposed
regulations include a new definition for “Hemp- derived consumable CBD product,” it’s clear that
Rhode Island’s program must establish microbial testing requirements to protect anyone
consuming such products.

Conclusion:

We thank you for including microbial contaminants in these draft regulations, and urge you to
keep this provision in your final regulations. Doing so will help protect people who consume
hemp products, and ensure Rhode Island’s growing hemp industry meets emerging regional
and national standards.

Thank you again for your consideration. Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have any
questions or would like additional information.

Milan Patel
Founder & CEO
PathogenDx
https://pathogendx.com/

PathogenDx’s mission: To become the industry standard for DNA-based microbial testing technology in
the cannabis, agriculture, food and beverage industries, promoting growing businesses, safer products
and healthier lives.

5 Ben-Ami et al, “Invasive mould infections in the setting of hematopoietic cell transplantation: current
trends and new challenges” https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19491674/

4 Hamadeh et al, “Fatal Aspergillosis Associated with Smoking Contaminated Marijuana, in A Marrow
Transplant Recipient”

3 McKernan et al, “Cannabis microbiome sequencing reveals several mycotoxic fungi native to
dispensary grade Cannabis flowers”

2 Kagen et al, “Marijuana smoking and fungal sensitization”

https://pathogendx.com/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19491674/
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TindallWoodman, Sara.K. (DBR)

From: Jeremy West <Jeremy@eastcoastherbalist.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 17, 2021 11:20 AM
To: TindallWoodman, Sara.K. (DBR)
Cc: Justin Unsworth; Mark Laquerre
Subject: [EXTERNAL] : Hemp Regulations Comment Period

Good morning, 
 
Just wanted to add some comments we think should be considered with the new proposed regulations.  
 
We think these regulations are going to significantly hurt small businesses in Rhode Island, including ours and there are 
some things specifically that aren't clear to us. See below: 
 
1. Are these regs implemented for retailers as well as manufacturers? Our branded products are manufactured in 
another state (Vermont) that has their own regulations. Will this force us to change our arrangement with our current 
manufacturer? This would significantly effect our business and make it very difficult to continue. We have already 
navigated a global pandemic, mandatory shut downs, and slow retail sales due to these things. Our business has barely 
squeaked by this year. This is just piling more hurdles onto small business owners who have already dealt with many 
hardships over the past year. 
 
2. Regarding testing requirements, is this only for RI manufacturers? We resell other products from companies around 
the country that come with COAs obtained by the out of state manufacturer. We buy these products in fairly small 
quantities, so double testing at an approved RI facility would prove too expensive to keep doing business. This will 
simply drive RI consumers to buy products onlinrle from out of state retailers. 
 
3. New packaging and labeling requirements ‐ again, we obtain products from several companies in other states. We 
already only sell to customers over 21. This may effect other companies out of RI and the majority of companies selling 
those products in RI. This will make it hard for small businesses to source products they can sell due to regs. Also, Rhode 
Islanders will still go and purchase these out of state products online, driving the business to out of state companies. 
 
4. Banned products ‐ are CBD vape products proposed to be banned for sale in the state or to be manufactured in the 
state or both? This would put us at a significant disadvantage as other states don't have these restrictions and customers 
will just purchase these products online from out of state vendors. This will just put tax dollars elsewhere and Rhode 
Islanders will continue to be purchasing these online from out of state businesses or will go to MA, CT, or NH where 
these restrictions are not in place driving business away from RI. 
 
5. Hemp Flower ‐ Is seed to sale tracking only for cultivators of hemp in RI? Many businesses sell hemp flower online, so 
sales of these products will continue for out of state businesses to consumers in RI. This again, puts RI businesses at a 
significant disadvantage and will encourage consumers to buy from out of state businesses online in lieu of buying from 
RI brick and mortar businesses. 
 
6. $500 yearly licenses. This will turn a lot of businesses selling CBD as an ancillary revenue stream away from selling 
these products. This will also hamper RI manufacturers from being able to sell their products to RI businesses in an 
already crowded and competitive market. Businesses will move online and out of state, but still sell to RI consumers 
anyway. This will hamper growth and potential tax revenue for the state in a booming new industry. 
 
Our main concerns are that there is a lack of clarity on these regs for businesses as well as a lack of understanding of the 
hemp industry from the state. We advocate for fairness to RI businesses as well as safety for consumers by taking 
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reasonable measures on regulations. We believe regs should be inline with other states in the northeast and around the 
country.  
 
We feel these regs as written will close the doors on small businesses selling hemp products in RI and drive sales to out 
of state businesses. It will also discourage other businesses that had an ancillary revenue stream from these products, 
further hurting small business owners in many different industries. It will also drive the business to companies in other 
states because online sales will still be happening of these products for Rhode Island consumers. 
 
Please feel free to contact us with questions or if there is any opportunities to discuss further. 
 
Thanks for your consideration, 
 

Jeremy West  
East Coast Herbalist 
 
Cell: 774‐482‐0261 
Web: www.eastcoastherbalist.com [eastcoastherbalist.com]  
 
Sent from my Galaxy Note ‐ 
Please excuse any typos 



Lovewell Farms LLC
401-486-6396

brett@lovewellfarms.com

To whom it may concern,

My name is Brett Quattrucci, and I am reaching out as chief executive officer, co-owner,
and representative of Lovewell Farms LLC. We are a one acre, USDA certified organic hemp
farm and CBD producer from Hope Valley, Rhode Island. We focus on transparency in our
practices and pride ourselves on the purity and accuracy of our CBD products. We are currently
experiencing dramatic growth and have just entered our third year growing hemp and
manufacturing CBD products. It is important for us to work with the state in forming industry
regulations and our company appreciates the opportunity to submit commentary on the latest
draft of Rhode Island’s hemp regulations. We appreciate the willingness of the Department of
Business Regulation to collaborate with businesses like ours as our state and its industry
constituents figure out how to navigate the nuances of the hemp and CBD industry. I hope you
find our commentary helpful and I look forward to continuing the conversation.

Our comments revolve around the most critical aspects of the regulations in relation to
our business. As a dual grower-handler we are affected by many of the guidelines, from
cultivation all the way through retail and wholesale. We have highlighted and summarized the
most crucial topics below.

Testing & Sampling

30 Day Window and Sampling Capacity

A few of our primary concerns revolve around testing procedures. 230 RICR 80 10 1 states
that licensed testing facilities will be sending out agents to collect samples from hemp farms at a
rate of one sample per acre. Hemp farmers are concerned with the capacity of the licensed
testing facilities and their ability to sample in a timely manner.

The newest USDA hemp regulations state that there is a 30 day window between testing
and harvest which is crucial to hemp farmers and their ability to harvest at the appropriate time.
Unlike indoor “marijuana” cultivation, all hemp farms in North America that grow photoperiodic
hemp harvest their crops within the first two weeks of October. This means that all acreage in
Rhode Island must be sampled within the first two weeks of September to meet that 30 day
window.

The concern is that licensed testing facilities will not have the capacity to sample all
hemp acreage within that window, leaving farmers at risk of losing crops due to a lag in lab
results and the potential of their hemp testing “hot” if sampled too late. There are a limited



Lovewell Farms LLC
401-486-6396

brett@lovewellfarms.com

number of certified testing facilities in our region and we expect that there would be some type
of analysis of the number of sampling agents in relation to cultivated acreage of hemp and the
sampling rate that must be performed within that two week window 30 days out from harvest.
We believe that the Department of Business must perform the due diligence of analyzing these
statistics before they require on-site sampling by certified agents. The expansion of the
“marijuana” industry and their testing needs should also be considered in this assessment of the
capacity of certified testing facilities.

Opportunity for Remediating “Hot Hemp”

The USDA’s final ruling for the hemp industry provides multiple methods for remediating
crops that test over .3% THC. Rhode Island’s proposal suggests no options for remediation and
our hemp farmers would like to see the USDA’s techniques implemented in state law.

The USDA states that farmers with hemp testing over .3% THC can homogenize their
crop with methods such as shredding the flower and stalk material for further retesting. It is
important that Rhode Island includes this option in their proposal to help its farmers reduce their
risk of losing a crop and catastrophic failure. Last year was a perfect example of how
environmental factors such as extreme drought can easily increase hemp’s THC levels over the
.3% threshold. Many hemp farmers suffered total crop failure, causing them to lose their
businesses.

As a small farm, with limited cash and revenue stream, destroying an entire harvest with
no options for remediation would be the end of our company. It is important to note that there
are currently no hemp genetics, and probably never will be any hemp genetics, that can fully
mitigate this risk placed on farmers. The most reasonable solution would be for the USDA to
increase the threshold to 1% THC like other more sensible and reasonable countries have. Until
then, it is important to provide our farmers with a way to save their hemp from destruction.

Required Microbial Testing

Another major concern of the testing protocols revolves around the proposition of
microbial testing. States with established outdoor cannabis cultivation have seen that it is
incredibly difficult for outdoor hemp and “marijuana” to pass general CFU microbial testing. The
methods of cultivation that are safest for customers and the environment revolve around
balancing the ecology in and among the hemp plants and soil. It is important to have the right
biology existing with the plant to avoid pathogens that are harmful to the hemp plant and
consumers.



Lovewell Farms LLC
401-486-6396

brett@lovewellfarms.com

At Lovewell Farms we use USDA certified and OMRI approved biological agents to
mitigate pests and diseases, without harming beneficial organisms or consumers. These
products tend to create a higher total microbial population on our plants, which puts us at risk of
testing positive for general microbial populations, even though they are far safer than the
synthetic and chemical pesticide alternatives. Although we discontinue their application weeks
before harvest, our plants may still be inoculated with high enough levels of these beneficial
microbes up until harvest to cause our hemp to fail general CFU testing. We pride ourselves in
our ecological practices and know that our methods are the safest for our environment and
customers. It is important that we are able to continue managing our crop health in this manner.

Even without using beneficial microbes, cultivators of outdoor cannabis face an
unreasonable challenge in controlling general microbial populations. It is not feasible to limit the
organisms on an outdoor crop to the levels set for indoor medical cannabis. However, if we are
able to apply beneficial organisms, then, to some extent, we are able to choose which biology
exists on our crop. This helps us mitigate the risk for harmful pathogens, which may otherwise
populate the plant material.

Ultimately, hemp farms like ours require clarification as to what type of microbial testing
may be required. It would certainly be reasonable to test for E. coli, Salmonella, and Listeria
rather than performing a general CFU count, which does not differentiate between harmful and
beneficial organisms.

Certified Seed Source

230 RICR 80 10 1 Section 1.6 states that hemp seeds must be purchased from a certified
seed source. There are many issues with this regulation and they all revolve around the lack of
maturity in the hemp industry. To this point, seed providers are having great difficulty getting
their seeds certified by AOSCA. This certification is done on a state-by-state basis, meaning
that a seed provider from California must get their seeds specifically certified for our state.
Because of how small it is, Rhode Island is an extremely low priority state for seed certification.

Many of the most reliable seed producers have not and probably will not certify their
seeds for Rhode Island, at least in the short term. Those that have certified their seeds for every
state have extremely high minimum order quantities (MOQ), usually in the 5,000-10,000 range,
making their seeds completely inaccessible to small farms like ours. Lovewell Farms grows
about 1000 hemp plants per year and must cultivate multiple varieties to mitigate risk and
perform the analyses necessary to find the most productive genetics for our farm.
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This makes it incredibly difficult for us to find certified seed and impossible for us to
experiment with the genetic diversity that we need to improve our techniques, yield, and
efficiency. Because hemp is such a new industry, there is a significant deficit in research and
development of improved plant cultivars. Therefore, hemp as a crop is highly susceptible to
pests, diseases, and climate factors. This makes it especially extremely important for hemp
farmers to have the ability to experiment with a variety of cultivars as they figure out what works
best in their specific region and farm.

There are many trustworthy and reliable seed providers that sell hemp seed across the
U.S., but have not put in the effort to certify their seed for a market as trivial as Rhode Island.
For this reason, our state’s hemp farmers are asking for a different way of approving hemp seed
suppliers in the short term, which would allow farms like ours to have access to a reasonable
supply and variety of genetics.

Retail License

One of our company’s greatest concerns is regarding the $500 retail license. As I write
this, we are partnered with 45 small businesses across Rhode Island who make up a majority of
our revenue. They purchase our products to sell retail or implement into their business as a part
of their services. These businesses vary from boutiques, to spas, massage therapists,
apothecaries and a diverse number of other businesses.

Many, if not most of these businesses purchase just $100-$200 worth of products from
us per month and would not spend $500 on a CBD retail license for such a small amount of
product. This licensing requirement would severely restrict the accessibility to CBD in our
community and would ultimately leave us without a sales avenue in Rhode Island. We would be
forced to wholesale out of state, leaving many of our state's CBD consumers at risk of
purchasing contaminated and disingenuous products online or out of state.

This would not only be incredibly detrimental to our company and CBD consumers, but
also to the state itself who would be limiting a potentially $10 million or greater market, as well
as our retailers, who use CBD as a way to diversify their product lines and revenue generation.
Our Rhode Island customers greatly appreciate our company for providing guaranteed pure and
accurately labeled hemp and CBD products. Currently around 70% or more of CBD products
are contaminated or mislabeled. Considering that there are hundreds of online sources for CBD,
including Amazon, restricting sales in Rhode Island via a $500 retail license would only drive
consumption elsewhere.
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Ultimately, this $500 licensing fee would put many individuals at risk of low quality CBD
products and strictly limit their access to local, sustainable, and responsible CBD producers all
while reducing the viability of CBD and hemp to be a revenue and tax generating industry in
Rhode Island. The implementation of this license would be significantly more detrimental than it
would be beneficial to all parties involved.

Age Requirements

Sales to Individuals 21 and Older

CBD, when produced in a responsible manner, can be extremely beneficial to a number
of individuals, regardless of age, with significantly less risk than many substances that can be
purchased by individuals under the age of 21 in any grocery or drug store. An important
demographic to consider is that of college students, many of whom find CBD to be extremely
effective for relieving them of stress and anxiety, when they might otherwise rely on illicit
substances such as alcohol or other harmful drugs to cope.

Restricting sales of CBD to those 21 and older is again, more detrimental than beneficial
to consumers, the state, and our business. Firstly, anyone under the age of 21 with access to
the internet can purchase a number of CBD products of questionable quality on numerous
websites including Amazon. Individuals under 21 that use CBD products will not stop
purchasing them just because they cannot buy them in Rhode Island. These individuals will
continue to buy CBD elsewhere, but will not have limited access to a reputable, local company
and will no longer be generating revenue for our state and its businesses.

Employment of Individuals Age 21 and Older

Currently, both the University of Rhode Island and Johnston and Wales University, as
well as numerous colleges and universities across the country, have implemented cannabis
studies as a part of their academic offerings. Companies like ours are struggling to rationalize
the decision to restrict employment to individuals age 21 and older. This ruling is unjust to
students seeking a career in the booming hemp industry. It is completely understandable that
“marijuana” cultivators would face such restrictions, but once again, it is incredibly important for
our state to fully understand how different hemp is from “marijuana” and how limited the risks
are for individuals working in the industry.

We struggle to understand why teenagers can work on conventional farms that
potentially put them at serious risk of pesticide and herbicide exposure, yet somehow are not
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allowed to work with hemp, a plant that is no more dangerous than other commodity crops. It’s
also worth mentioning that anyone above the age of 18 can work in a liquor store in Rhode
Island. The age restrictions regarding employment in the hemp industry are restrictive and
limiting to individuals and businesses. Hemp and CBD are potentially therapeutic products that
pose incredibly low risk to employees and both farmers and young individuals would benefit
from a more lax approach to employee age restrictions.

This concludes Lovewell Farms collective commentary on the proposed amendments
230 RICR 80 10 1. Again, we greatly appreciate the opportunity to share our thoughts and look
forward to continued collaborative efforts with the State of Rhode Island. We recognize that
hemp and CBD are complex topics that are difficult to understand from all industry perspectives.
We hope we can be a source of knowledge at the state’s disposal so that we can continue to
evolve the regulations into something that makes the most sense for legislature, businesses,
and consumers alike. Please do not hesitate to reach out to our company if you require
follow-up or clarification. Thank you for taking the time to read this letter.

Cheers,
Brett Quattrucci, CEO
Lovewell Farms LLC
brett@lovewellfarms.com
401-486-6396
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TindallWoodman, Sara.K. (DBR)

From: Steven H. Verducci <Steven@RI-Hemp.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 17, 2021 9:55 AM
To: TindallWoodman, Sara.K. (DBR)
Subject: [EXTERNAL] : FW: [EXTERNAL] Proposed RI hemp regulations- three more days to comment!

Hi Sara, 
 
Per below, I would like to voice my concerns with the proposed regulations: 
 

1) E.1. ‐ I believe the new regulations is requiring a one year license. We have 3 location and that would cost us 
almost $10,000 per year, not including Licensing requirements for the distribution and retail sale of consumable 
CBD, including licensing fee of $500 per license. Our business is not all that great right now so added fees could 
hurt us all. 

2) B.1.4. – If I am reading this correctly, the new regs will not allow us to sell our finish goods products to 
consumers. I would like clarification because if that is so, it would be devastating. 

3) G. – what about current inventory and if you have 10 months of it or more? 

Please let me know your thoughts. 

All the Best, 
 
Steven H. Verducci 
President 
RI‐Hemp, LLC ‐ Pure Value CBD; Fieldstone Farms CBD 
401‐215‐8830 
 
https://www.ri‐hemp.com/ [ri‐hemp.com] 
https://www.FieldstoneFarmsCBD.com/ [fieldstonefarmscbd.com] 
 
 

From: Megan Sheehan <megan@sheehanlawoffice.net>  
Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2021 10:09 PM 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Proposed RI hemp regulations‐ three more days to comment! 
 
Hello,  
 
There are some big changes being proposed to the Rhode Island hemp regulations by the Department of Business 
Regulation. Find the draft updated regulations here: https://rules.sos.ri.gov/promulgations/part/230‐80‐10‐1 
[url.emailprotection.link] 
 
Some of the changes being proposed include: 

 Further defines the RI statutory requirement that consumable CBD can only be sold to customers over 21 
 Seed to sale tracking system requirements  
 Changes to testing requirements 
 Submission of contracts to DBR to show that hemp and hemp products are only going to others with licenses 

within RI, or if going out of state, in compliance with that state regulations 
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 Requirement to obtain hemp seed from a "certified source" 
 Mandatory records inspections 
 New packaging and labeling requirements 
 Prohibited product shapes, ban on hemp/CBD in vape products 
 Advertising restrictions 
 Licensing requirements for the distribution and retail sale of consumable CBD, including licensing fee of $500 per 

license 
 Requirements for the placement of CBD products in retail stores, as well as required warnings 

DBR is accepting comments on the proposed changes until Friday June 18th. In order to submit a comment, you can 
send an email to: sara.k.tindallwoodman@dbr.ri.gov 
 
It is important that DBR hears from people actually working in the hemp/CBD industry! Please consider submitting your 
comments.  
 
I'm also working with a few colleagues to try to pull together a group in the RI hemp industry to continue to give 
feedback on both the regulations, but how they are implemented. If you are interested in something like this, please let 
me know! 
 
Please share this info with anyone else you know who is a cultivator, processor, distributor, wholesaler, or retailer of 
hemp and CBD in RI! 
 
Thanks, 
Megan Sheehan, Attorney 
Licensed in MA and RI 
Sheehan & Associates 
megan@sheehanlawoffice.net 
Cell Phone: (781) 281‐8071 

www.sheehanlawoffice.net [url.emailprotection.link] 
 
NOTE: I make every effort to return emails within 24 hours on business days. Based on my workload that is not always possible, and may be 
up to 48 hours. If you have an urgent matter, please call our offices at either 781‐860‐9593 or 401‐400‐5839. I do not check or respond to 
emails over the weekend or on holidays.  
 

Massachusetts Office 
5 Militia Drive, First Floor 
Lexington, MA 02421 
Office Phone: 781-860-9593 

Fax: 781-860-7477 
 

Rhode Island Office 
65 Bay Spring Avenue 
Barrington, RI 02806 
Office Phone: 5839-(401) 400  
Fax: 401-223-4840 
 
 
 
 
                                              STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY 
 
This email, including any attachments, may contain confidential and privileged information for the sole use of the recipient(s). 
Any review, use, distribution or disclosure by others is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, (or authorized to 
receive information for the recipient), please contact the sender by reply email and delete all copies of this message. 
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