
Having provided testimony for SB 56, I am greatly displeased to find the House bill also violates 
the intentions of the ballot measure. The Legislature seems intent on proving they can edit the 
substance of a ballot measure, yet HASN'T PROVIDED ACTUAL EVIDENCE OR TESTIMONY 
ON MANY OF THE CHANGES. The changes are in the language merely because Y'ALL ‘FEEL’ 
LIKE IT.  
 
The wholly unacceptable changes which MUST BE DISPOSED OF to maintain the integrity of 
the measure are: 
 
1. Re-criminalizing the sharing of cannabis. [This is a wholly unacceptable change because it 
CREATES CRIMINALS of law abiding citizens and violates the intention of the measure. You 
have to see how untenable that is. UNDER THIS ERRONEOUS INTERPRETATION I CAN'T 
HAND MY SPOUSE MARIJUANA, WHICH CLEARLY SHOWS THERE IS A DUAL STANDARD 
BETWEEN HOMEBREW AND HOME GROW. Other states don’t seem to have this clause. ] 
 
2. Creating a three-day mandatory minimum for a passenger smoking or vaping in a car or on a 
boat. [This sounds crazy. Hungover alcohol consumers, and affected pharmaceutical users are 
not treated the same, therefore this clause tries to create a new CLASS of person which is 
constitutionally forbidden. Fix this and simplify the law by making being inebriated illegal, 
regardless of the source. In other states they merely TEST THE PERSON FOR MOTOR 
CONTROL because that's ALL THAT ACTUALLY MATTERS.] 
 
3. Banning use in businesses and by landlords. [This needs to be reworked! There HAS to be a 
way to allow owners to CHOOSE if their establishment allows cannabis use WHILE still 
preserving the right for a landlord to forbid it. These are two different issues that are erroneously 
treated as one.]  
 
4. Eliminating the cannabis social equity and jobs program, as well as the expungement 
language contained in the measure are untenable. [These are cornerstones of the measure. 
Removing them violates the voters' intentions.] 
 
5. Setting a legal maximum of THC for plant material is IGNORANT when there are 
concentrates available. [Who cares if flower is 35%, when 70% concentrates are available. This 
makes no sense and indicates that the legislature is truly unaware of what cannabis use actually 
entails.]  
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