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1. Working group name:
[bookmark: _GoBack]
Consumer Safety, Education and Health 

2. Individual sponsor(s): 

Shannon Ernst, Director, Churchill County Social Services
Michael Pawlak, Director, Clark County Social Services
Kevin Schiller, Assistant County Manager, Washoe County 

Assisted by: Joseph Pollock, Deputy Administer for Regulatory and Planning Services 

3. Describe the recommendation:

A. Defer to the Federal Government on possession and consumption on federal property.
B.    Educate consumers that State law does not exempt them from federal prosecution for 	possessing or consuming on federal property.
· Media campaign, print, and websites to provide education of federal regulations
· Require posting of the federal regulations at dispensaries
· Special events, that will be held on federal property, require event coordinators to educate participants on marijuana usage
C. Recommend our representatives in Washington D.C. to pursue petitioning the Federal Government (i.e. common cause)
D. Identify federal funding / programming that is effected by legalization 
· Develop State and local agency policy to adhere to federal funding, such as U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, US Health and Human Services, etc.  
· Educate program participants of federal regulations and to adhere to maintain participation

4. Which guiding principle(s) does this recommendation support?

Guiding Principle 1 - Promote the health, safety, and well-being of Nevada’s communities

Guiding Principle 2 - Be responsive to the needs and issues of consumers, non-consumers, local governments and the industry

Guiding Principle 4 - Propose efficient and effective regulation that is clear and reasonable and not unduly burdensome
5. What provision(s) of Question 2 does this recommendation apply to?  

Section 6: “Notwithstanding any other provision of Nevada law and  the law of the political subdivision of Nevada, except as otherwise provided in section 1 to 18, inclusive, in the act, it is; lawful; in this State, and must not , in this State, and must not be used as the basis for prosecution or penalty by this State or a political subdivision of this State, and must not, in this State, be a basis for seizure or forfeiture of assets for persons age 21 or older to:”

6. What issue(s) does the recommendation resolve?

The recommendation educates public on use and possession of marijuana on federal land. 
If the recommendation is followed, policies would be put into place to maintain programming for low income housing and programming in the state. 

The recommendation provides direction from State Funding agencies to partners on federal funding requirements where marijuana could be used.

7. Was there dissent in the group regarding this recommendation?  If yes, please provide a summary of the dissenting opinion regarding the recommendation.

No dissent

8. What action(s) will be necessary to adopt the recommendation?  Will statute, policy, regulations, etc. need to be addressed?

Policies would need to be created within State agencies to educate partners on federal requirements. 

Funding allocation would need to be provided to create and publish media and print materials statewide 

9. Additional information (cost of implementation, priority according to the recommendations, etc).

To be determined
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