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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Jana Weltzin <jana@jdwcounsel.com>
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 4:37 PM
To: McConnell, Erika B (CED)
Cc: Dinegar, Harriet C (LAW); Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored); 

 
 Hoelscher, James C (CED); Oates, Sarah D (CED)

Subject: Correspondence from JDW re MJ Commercial Marketing, Restrictions, Promotional 
Activity 

Attachments: Correspondence from JDW re MJ Commercial Marketing, Restrictions, Promotional 
Activity.pdf

Good Afternoon – please see attached correspondence regarding marijuana advertisement and promotional activities.  
 
Thank you for your consideration,  
 

Jana D. Weltzin, Esq. 
JDW, LLC 
Principal Owner 
Of Counsel to Hoban Law Group 
3003 Minnesota Drive Suite 201 
Anchorage, Alaska 99503 
janaweltzin@gmail.com 
jana@jdwcounsel.com 
630-913-1113 (cell & text) 
907-231-3750 (main office) 
*Licensed in Alaska and Arizona 
 
  
The	information	contained	in	this	message	is	privileged	and	confidential.		It	is	intended	only	to	be	read	by	the	individual	or	entity	named	
above	or	their	designee.		If	the	reader	of	this	message	is	not	the	intended	recipient,	you	are	on	notice	that	any	distribution	of	this	message,	in	
any	form	is	strictly	prohibited.		If	you	have	received	this	message	in	error,	please	immediately	notify	the	sender	and	delete	or	destroy	any	
copy	of	this	message.		 
			 
IRS	Circular	230	Disclaimer:	To	ensure	compliance	with	IRS	Circular	230,	we	are	required	to	inform	you	that	unless	we	have	specifically	
stated	to	the	contrary	in	writing,	any	advice	we	provide	in	this	email	or	any	attachment	concerning	federal	tax	issues	or	submissions	is	not	
intended	or	written	to	be	used,	and	cannot	be	used,	to	avoid	federal	tax	penalties. 
Thank	you. 

Think green, please don't print unnecessarily 

 
 



April 28, 2017 

Director McConnell 
Alaska Marijuana Control Board Members 
Asst. Attorney General of Alaska Harriet Milks, Esq. 

Jana D. Weltzin 

Licensed in Alaska & Arizona 

3003 Minnesota Blvd., Suite 201 

Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

Phone 630-913-1113 

Main Office 907-231-3750 

JDW, LLC 

jana@jdwcounsel.com 

RE: Marijuana Commercial Marketing, Restrictions, Promotional Activity 

Dear Honorable Members of the Marijuana Control Board & Director McConnell: 

The recent date of April 20, 2017 (i.e. 4/20 unofficial marijuana celebration day) 

highlighted some concerns from Enforcement Division of AMCO and highlighted some concerns 

regarding the interpretation of the investigators from Enforcement of the regulations and the ability 

of a licensed marijuana business to conduct marketing activities. 

As we are all aware, the commercial marijuana establishment regulations are relatively 

new and as the market and industry grows and matures there will be many areas in the regulations 

that will illuminate unintended consequences, the need for further clarification, and less/more 

regulations. However, one area that must be addressed immediately is Enforcement's 

interpretation of the term "Promotional activities" as used in 3 AAC 306.360(d). Enforcement's 

interpretation and blanket restriction is a prior restraint and violates the constitution and a 

business's right to engage in commercial speech. These businesses need a reliable manner to 

promote their existence and generate public interest. A flat ban on any business promotional 

activity or event will handicap the industry and will only result in furtherance of the black market 

and its unregulated, untaxed, untested existence. 

Attached as Exhibit 1 to this correspondence you will find an "Advisory Notice" that was 

transmitted to "all licensed marijuana retail stores." The Notice stated that Enforcement had 

discovered: 

alarming amount of social media advertisements for 4/20 

celebrations that are in violation of 3 AAC 306.360( d). Games, 

competitions, raffles, etc. are strictly prohibited at marijuana retail 

stores. 

Please be advised that if a 4/20 event held on your premises 

includes activities that violate any section of 3 AAC 306 further 

enforcement action may be taken against your license. 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: dollynda Phelps <jeffndol@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 3:45 PM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Fw: Public comment, regulations

 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 
 
On Fri, Apr 28, 2017 at 2:45 PM, dollynda Phelps 
<jeffndol@yahoo.com> wrote: 

The task of the MCB and AMCO is to implement AS 17.38 and regulate the cannabis industry. This has been 
no small feat and has turned out to be a great deal of effort statewide. However, even taking this into 
consideration, the effort to create a safe regulated industry has taken a path of prohibition and unnecessary 
restrictions.  
 
First, the on-site consumption endorsement was carelessly dealt with and tabled several times. Now it may take 
an even further turn and not allow "smoking" of cannabis. This is not a reasonable request as most people who 
partake are smokers. It would equate to prohibiting smoking at a cigar club. If patrons make a conscious and 
deliberate choice to enter an establishment with the express purpose of smoking cannabis, it seems ridiculous to 
prohibit them to do so. In fact, if this is eventually the case, regulations will force any person who buys legal 
cannabis to smoke to do it in public spaces, like parks next to our children's playground. This is thoughtless and 
irresponsible. The MCB should carefully consider the purpose of an on-site consumption establishment. The 
power to regulate time place and manner was given to the local municipalities and should remain that way. 
 
The other issue that brings concern is the actions of enforcement on 4/20, prohibiting virtually any type of 
celebratory sale or give aways of non marijuana products. Really? I'm hearing all over the radio about the sports 
and rec center in Soldotna having their "Beer, Brats and Guns" event this weekend, but licensed marijuana 
facilities cannot give away shirts, stickers, or hold any type of game or contest that "promotes the sale of 
marijuana" 306.360(d). The celebration of a day and the giving away of stickers or shirts is not a game or 
contest. So many retailers were scolded on 4/20 about this very issue. It seems so wrong to discriminate against 
this industry, and these types of discriminatory regulations must be changed. 
 
The purpose of a regulatory board is to create reasonable and functional regulations that not only provide safety 
to the public but a practical approach to regulating the industry. The industry must be able to function in a 
practical and reasonable manner. This is not what we have seen, as some actions from the MCB clearly 
demonstrate a prohibitionist perspective. This must change if we are to truly see this industry meet it's potential. 
 
Thank you for your commitment and hard work. 
 
Dollynda Phelps 
 
 
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Taylor G Aka 200kTay <taylorgathman@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 3:01 PM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Cannabis delivery company questions

Hello, 
 
My name is Taylor and I'm looking to start a cannabis delivery company here in Fairbanks Alaska, 
and I just wanted to ask some questions so that I know a 100 percent what I must do to start it and as 
well as make sure everything is a 100 percent legal. I'm looking to do something like speed weed in 
California, it has been very successful out there and I believe that Alaska would benefit from this 
service as well.  
 
My question is, 
Would I need just a handler licence or a major marijuana license like a dispensary? I was planning on 
just working with the dispensaries and delivering for them but I wanted to ask what if I was to have a 
establishment that had products and delivered them, would a handler licence survice?  
 
 
I have other questions but this is really my biggest one, I just want to make sure I take the right 
channels to establish everything,  if anyone would like to talk by phone my number is 907 347 5993. 
Thank you for your time! 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: dollynda Phelps <jeffndol@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 2:45 PM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Public comment, regulations

The task of the MCB and AMCO is to implement AS 17.38 and regulate the cannabis industry. This has been 
no small feat and has turned out to be a great deal of effort statewide. However, even taking this into 
consideration, the effort to create a safe regulated industry has taken a path of prohibition and unnecessary 
restrictions.  
 
First, the on-site consumption endorsement was carelessly dealt with and tabled several times. Now it may take 
an even further turn and not allow "smoking" of cannabis. This is not a reasonable request as most people who 
partake are smokers. It would equate to prohibiting smoking at a cigar club. If patrons make a conscious and 
deliberate choice to enter an establishment with the express purpose of smoking cannabis, it seems ridiculous to 
prohibit them to do so. In fact, if this is eventually the case, regulations will force any person who buys legal 
cannabis to smoke to do it in public spaces, like parks next to our children's playground. This is thoughtless and 
irresponsible. The MCB should carefully consider the purpose of an on-site consumption establishment. The 
power to regulate time place and manner was given to the local municipalities and should remain that way. 
 
The other issue that brings concern is the actions of enforcement on 4/20, prohibiting virtually any type of 
celebratory sale or give aways of non marijuana products. Really? I'm hearing all over the radio about the sports 
and rec center in Soldotna having their "Beer, Brats and Guns" event this weekend, but licensed marijuana 
facilities cannot give away shirts, stickers, or hold any type of game or contest that "promotes the sale of 
marijuana" 306.360(d). The celebration of a day and the giving away of stickers or shirts is not a game or 
contest. So many retailers were scolded on 4/20 about this very issue. It seems so wrong to discriminate against 
this industry, and these types of discriminatory regulations must be changed. 
 
The purpose of a regulatory board is to create reasonable and functional regulations that not only provide safety 
to the public but a practical approach to regulating the industry. The industry must be able to function in a 
practical and reasonable manner. This is not what we have seen, as some actions from the MCB clearly 
demonstrate a prohibitionist perspective. This must change if we are to truly see this industry meet it's potential. 
 
Thank you for your commitment and hard work. 
 
Dollynda Phelps 
 
 
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored)
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 2:23 PM
To: Lorraine Dudzik; Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored)
Cc: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: RE: Glacier Bay Farms

Please provide license number(s) or premises location. 
 
Thanks 
AMCO Staff 
State of Alaska-DCCED 
Alcohol and Marijuana Control Office (AMCO) 
550 W 7th Avenue Ste. 1600 
Anchorage, AK 99501 
907-269-0350 
 
 
From: Lorraine Dudzik [mailto:kayakcove@att.net]  
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 2:04 PM 
To: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored) <marijuana.licensing@alaska.gov> 
Subject: Glacier Bay Farms 

 
To whom It may concern, 
 
I support Glacier Bay Farms and Carol J. Waldo's application for a Retail Marijuana Store License.  We live 
near the proposed site.  We feel it will bring additional jobs and tax revenue to the Haines Borough. 
  
Michael Marks & Lorraine Dudzik P.O. Box 1101 Haines, Alaska 99827 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Tina Smith <tmscaptures@me.com>
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 2:21 PM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Testimony for May 15 MCB

To who it may concern. 
 
My name is Tina Smith, please add me to the list for public testimony for the May 15th MCB meeting.  Thank 
you very much. 
 
Tina Smith 
CEO Midnight Greenery 
(907)727-2000 
T.smith@midnightgreenery.com 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Whitney branshaw <whitneybranshaw@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 1:44 PM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Testimony for May 15th

	
I'd	like	to	be	added	to	the	list	for	testimony	on	May	15th,	2017.		
	
Whitney	Branshaw		
	
Please	let	me	know	if	you	have	any	questions!		
	
Thanks.	
	
Whitney	Branshaw	
	
Sent	from	my	iPhone	
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Good LLC <akgoodcannabis@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 1:41 PM
To: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored)
Cc: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Address map for license number 12325
Attachments: NorthGateSquareMallAddresses.pdf; Coverletter5.pdf

Categories: Forwarded to MJ Licensing

Dear Jane Sawyer, 
Attached is the address map that Trevor Haynes (our General Manager) discussed with you on the phone. It was 
sent to us by Bill Witte (BWitte@fnsb.us) at the Emergency Operations Department with the Fairbanks North 
Star Borough. Please let us know if that changes any items on our incomplete letter for application #12325. 

Thank you, 
Christian Hood 
Owner, GOOD 
907-888-3367  
 
 
--  
Follow GOOD on Twitter and Facebook 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Jonathan Schumacher <jonschumacher@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 1:19 PM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Testimony

Hello!	My	name	is	Jonathan	Schumacher	and	I	would	like	to	register	to	give	testimony	on		May	15th	regarding	
public	consumption.	Thank	you!	
	
Sent	from	my	iPad	
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Bryant Thorp <bryant@gci.net>
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 12:58 PM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Public Comments

I	would	like	to	be	heard	at	the	upcoming	board	meeting	during	public	testimony	please.		
	
Thanks,	
Bryant		
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Sabrina Hunt <sabrina.m.hunt@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 12:04 PM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Public and Private Consumption testimony

I would like to testify regarding consumption of Cannabis both private and public. 
Thank you, 
Sabrina M. Hunt 
907-355-4992 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Leif Abel <leifabel@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 11:15 AM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: May 15 MCB meeting

I	would	like	to	speak	to	the	board	at	their	May	15th	meeting.		
	
Leif	Abel		
	
907	252‐5172	
	
	
Thank	You!	
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Jana Weltzin <jana@jdwcounsel.com>
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 11:09 AM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Pls register Jana Weltzin for public testifying on May 15th meeting 

Thanks so much!  
 

Jana D. Weltzin, Esq. 
JDW, LLC 
Principal Owner 
Of Counsel to Hoban Law Group 
3003 Minnesota Drive Suite 201 
Anchorage, Alaska 99503 
janaweltzin@gmail.com 
jana@jdwcounsel.com 
630-913-1113 (cell & text) 
907-231-3750 (main office) 
*Licensed in Alaska and Arizona 
 
  
The	information	contained	in	this	message	is	privileged	and	confidential.		It	is	intended	only	to	be	read	by	the	individual	or	entity	named	
above	or	their	designee.		If	the	reader	of	this	message	is	not	the	intended	recipient,	you	are	on	notice	that	any	distribution	of	this	message,	in	
any	form	is	strictly	prohibited.		If	you	have	received	this	message	in	error,	please	immediately	notify	the	sender	and	delete	or	destroy	any	
copy	of	this	message.		 
			 
IRS	Circular	230	Disclaimer:	To	ensure	compliance	with	IRS	Circular	230,	we	are	required	to	inform	you	that	unless	we	have	specifically	
stated	to	the	contrary	in	writing,	any	advice	we	provide	in	this	email	or	any	attachment	concerning	federal	tax	issues	or	submissions	is	not	
intended	or	written	to	be	used,	and	cannot	be	used,	to	avoid	federal	tax	penalties. 
Thank	you. 

Think green, please don't print unnecessarily 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Rebecca Lynch <bexinak@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 10:57 AM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Testimony on public consumption

I would like to testify on public consumption and cannabis clubs. 

Rebecca Lynch 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Connie Twigg <connietwigg266@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 10:58 PM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Marijuana

I	disapprove	of	another	place	of	business		close	to	our	place	of	Talkeetna,	Ak,	we	have	a	person	growing	this	weed	
on	the	way	in	to	out	town	and	would	make	three	Marijuana	places	and	that's	way	to	many.	What	our	you	doing	to	
our	little	Talkeetna	Town?	AManufacturing	Facibty		by	the	same	people	who	you	approved	a	pot	house	on	our	little	
main	St.	Joe	mc	Aneney	and	Dan	Nelson.	License	number	12172	Royal	Mountain	Business.	We	have	tried	to	keep	
our	little	place	like	it	has	been	known.	Our	River	Park	was	taken	a	way	by	the	Mat	Sue	Borough	Assembly	man	
Kowalke.	Ordinance	16‐003	because	it	was	66	feet	from	the	pot	house	and	where	every	one	goes	to	the	River.	Also	
the	Mat	Sue	Borough	gave	Joe	Mc	Aneney	a	License	10901	Grandfather	rights	with	out	a	state	License!	Is	this	how	
our	Mat	Sue	Borough	works	?	
I	have	been	here	since	the	1970s	and	we	don't	have	a	say	about	our	place	of	Talkeetna	?	Joe	McAneney		had	a	
Lawyer	for	Professional	Marijuana	at	his	State	Licenseing	from	Ariz.	and	she	claimed	we	didn't	tell	the	truth	about	
the	friends	of	Joe	Mc	Aneney	and	Dan	Nelson	who	Harass	us,	I	have	already	wrote	you	about	this		And	I	was	there!	
They	yelled	at	us	,	took	pictures	of	us.	We	were	down	by	the	so	called	pot	house	measuring	.	So	you	took	her	word	
over	ours	.	I	have	friends	who	have	got	nasty	phone	calls	a	lot.	That	is	harassment!	I	am	not	a	lier!	Please	do	not	
give	out	any	more	License	to	these	people,	we	do	not	need	this	weed	around	us.	You	know	there's		people	that	
don't	believe	in	this	marijuana,	why	don't	you	Liston	to	us?		
																								Thank	you	for	reading	this.	Constance	Twigg	POBox	266	Talkeetna,	AK	
																									99676					907	982	0806	
	
Sent	from	my	iPad	
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: zack bell <zackbell@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 6:09 PM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Harvest questions

Categories: Enforcement

This is Zack with the cultivation facility Odin's Wagon LLC. 
 
We are a few weeks away from our first harvest.  
Are we supposed to notify you before we harvest? 
 
We will harvest at the end of May. When are we responsible for taxes on packages sold in May? 
 
I called METRC for clarification on testing and the 5lb package / harvest batch rule. They didn't seem 100% confident in their answer 
so I'd like to double check with you. They say that a harvest batch (term from METRC's system) can be any weight as long as it is all 
the same strain. A harvest batch will be associated with one lab sample with test results. From this harvest batch, I can make many 
packages, but the maximum weight of a package is 5lbs.  For example; we can harvest 20 diesel plants that will be in one harvest 
batch with a weight of 17lbs. One sample will be sent out for testing for this batch. Then I can package this batch into 3 packages of 
5lbs and one package of 2lbs to use up all 17lbs. Each package will carry the harvest batch's lab results. 
 
Thanks 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Mike Stoltz <mtmike@live.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 5:36 PM
To: pamelaness; alexstrawn
Cc: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored); Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored); 

Criminal.Division@usdoj.gov; anchoragefbi; General, Attorney (LAW sponsored)
Subject: DEA/DOJ

Mat	Su	Borough,	High	Expeditions,	AMCO,	zither	MCB,	are	now	on	Federal	Radar!	
	
If	Alaska	and	Federal	Laws	were	followed	properly,	this	marijuana	issue	in	Talkeetna	or	Alaska,	would	never	have	
happened	to	the	children	of	Alaska!	
	
Alaska	has	a	opioid	problem,	a	alcohol	problem	and	now	a	marijuana	problem!	
	
Mat	Su	Borough	where	teens	kill	teens!	
	
Mike	Stoltz		
	
	
	
Sent	from	my	iPhone	
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored)
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 4:25 PM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: FW: FYI at AMCO/MCB/Enforcement

 
 
From: Mike Stoltz [mailto:mtmike@live.com]  
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 3:07 PM 
To: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored) <marijuana.licensing@alaska.gov>; Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored) 
<marijuana@alaska.gov> 
Cc: Holly Sheldon <Holly@sheldonairservice.com>; Criminal.Division@usdoj.gov; General, Attorney (LAW sponsored) 
<attorney.general@alaska.gov>; anchoragefbi <anchoragefbi@ak.net>; Margaret Sharpe 
<Margaret_Sharpe@sullivan.senate.gov>; Dunleavy, Mike (LEG) <senator.mike.dunleavy@akleg.gov>; Eastman, David C 
(LEG) <representative.david.eastman@akleg.gov> 
Subject: FYI at AMCO/MCB/Enforcement 

 
Mr Bankowski 
 
I am curious if AMCO or the MCB is inventing their own Alaska State laws? 
 
Who is correct? 
 
"or other facility providing services to children" 
 

AAC 306.010. License restrictions. (a) The board will not issue a marijuana establishment license if the 
licensed premises will be located within 200 feet of a child-centered facility including a school, daycare, or 
other facility providing services to children; a building in which religious services are regularly conducted; or a 
correctional facility. The distance specified in this subsection must be measured by the shortest pedestrian route 
from the public entrance of the building in which the licensed premises would be located to the outer boundaries 
of the child-centered facility, or to the main public entrance of the building in which religious services are 
regularly conducted, or the correctional facility. This section does not prohibit the renewal of an existing 
marijuana establishment license or the transfer of an existing marijuana establishment license to another person 
if the licensed premises were in use before the child- centered facility, the building in which religious services 
are regularly conducted, or the correctional facility began use of a site within 200 feet. If an existing marijuana 
establishment license for premises located within 200 feet of a child-centered facility, a building in which 
religious services are regularly conducted, or a correctional facility is revoked, or expires, the board will not 
issue another marijuana establishment license for the same premises unless the school grounds, the building in 
which religious services are regularly conducted or the correctional facility no longer occupies the site within 
200 feet.  

https://www.commerce.alaska.gov/web/Portals/9/pub/MCB/StatutesAndRegulations/Set_2_All_Articles_PCR1.
pdf 
 

Mike Stoltz 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Mike Stoltz <mtmike@live.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 3:07 PM
To: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored); Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Cc: Holly Sheldon; Criminal.Division@usdoj.gov; General, Attorney (LAW sponsored); 

anchoragefbi; Margaret Sharpe; Dunleavy, Mike (LEG); Eastman, David C (LEG)
Subject: FYI at AMCO/MCB/Enforcement

Mr Bankowski 
 
I am curious if AMCO or the MCB is inventing their own Alaska State laws? 
 
Who is correct? 
 
"or other facility providing services to children" 
 

AAC 306.010. License restrictions. (a) The board will not issue a marijuana establishment license if the 
licensed premises will be located within 200 feet of a child-centered facility including a school, daycare, or 
other facility providing services to children; a building in which religious services are regularly conducted; or a 
correctional facility. The distance specified in this subsection must be measured by the shortest pedestrian route 
from the public entrance of the building in which the licensed premises would be located to the outer boundaries 
of the child-centered facility, or to the main public entrance of the building in which religious services are 
regularly conducted, or the correctional facility. This section does not prohibit the renewal of an existing 
marijuana establishment license or the transfer of an existing marijuana establishment license to another person 
if the licensed premises were in use before the child- centered facility, the building in which religious services 
are regularly conducted, or the correctional facility began use of a site within 200 feet. If an existing marijuana 
establishment license for premises located within 200 feet of a child-centered facility, a building in which 
religious services are regularly conducted, or a correctional facility is revoked, or expires, the board will not 
issue another marijuana establishment license for the same premises unless the school grounds, the building in 
which religious services are regularly conducted or the correctional facility no longer occupies the site within 
200 feet.  

https://www.commerce.alaska.gov/web/Portals/9/pub/MCB/StatutesAndRegulations/Set_2_All_Articles_PCR1.
pdf 
 
 
Mike Stoltz 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Mike Stoltz <mtmike@live.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 3:00 PM
To: pamelaness; alexstrawn
Cc: Holly Sheldon; Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored); Marijuana, CED ABC (CED 

sponsored); Margaret Sharpe; Criminal.Division@usdoj.gov; General, Attorney (LAW 
sponsored); anchoragefbi; Matthew Beck; Jim Sykes; Barbara Doty; Dan Mayfield; 
George McKee; Steve Colligan; vern.halter@matsugov.us; Randall Kowalke; Shuey, Troy 
E (DPS); Brinke, Hans J (DPS); French, Robert I (DPS); John Moosey

Subject: Boroughs Responsibility

Pam and Alex 
 
I just talked with AMCO enforcement, Mr Bankowski, he said it is Mat Su Boroughs responsibility for 
measurements to meet State Laws regarding marijuana and supply those to AMCO and MCB  
 
Me Bankowski stated Mat Su Borough Staff has failed to supply the distances mentioned below to AMCO and 
the MCB for High Expeditions in Talkeetna. 
 
The next question for Mat Su Borough Staff becomes, how far is the Talkeetna Ranger Station from High 
Expeditions, the Borough Campground, the Public Restrooms across the street from High Expeditions and the 
Beach area from High Expeditions according to Mat Su Borough measurements. 
 
According to Mr Bankowski, he does not think these areas cater to children needs? 
 
Here is a quote from AAC 306.010 (included below) 
"or other facility providing services to children"  
 

The 500 foot buffer zone blocks off the location I want to use for a marijuana licensed premises. Can my 
local government seek a variance from the Marijuana Control Board to allow it? 

No. The 500 foot buffer zone is the inside limit for the proximity of a marijuana licensed establishment to a 
school, youth or recreation center, building where religious services are held, or correctional facility. Please 
read 3 AAC 306.010(a) to determine how to measure the distance. The 500 foot distance represents the State 
of Alaska's Drug Free School Zone. 

AAC 306.010. License restrictions. (a) The board will not issue a marihuana establishment license if the 
licensed premises will be located within 200 feet of a child-centered facility including a school, daycare, or 
other facility providing services to children; a building in which religious services are regularly conducted; or 
a correctional facility. The distance specified in this subsection must be measured by the shortest pedestrian 
route from the public entrance of the building in which the licensed premises would be located to the outer 
boundaries of the child-centered facility, or to the main public entrance of the building in which religious 
services are regularly conducted, or the correctional facility. This section does not prohibit the renewal of an 
existing marijuana establishment license or the transfer of an existing marijuana establishment license to 
another person if the licensed premises were in use before the child- centered facility, the building in which 
religious services are regularly conducted, or the correctional facility began use of a site within 200 feet. If an 
existing marijuana establishment license for premises located within 200 feet of a child-centered facility, a 
building in which religious services are regularly conducted, or a correctional facility is revoked, or expires, 
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the board will not issue another marijuana establishment license for the same premises unless the school 
grounds, the building in which religious services are regularly conducted or the correctional facility no longer 
occupies the site within 200 feet.  

Mike Stoltz 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Mike Stoltz <mtmike@live.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 2:18 PM
To: CED AMCO Enforcement (CED sponsored); Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Cc: Criminal.Division@usdoj.gov; General, Attorney (LAW sponsored); anchoragefbi; Holly 

Sheldon; Beth Valentine; pamelaness; alexstrawn; Shuey, Troy E (DPS); Brinke, Hans J 
(DPS); French, Robert I (DPS); Dunleavy, Mike (LEG); Eastman, David C (LEG)

Subject: AMCO which is it? 200 ft - 500 ft

Mr Bankowski 
 
You at AMCO enforcement do not respond to complaints! Why? Understaffed? Underfunded? 
 
AMCO appears to be functioning in chaos with no consistent master plan for marijuana!   
Approve all licenses and glue the laws together as you go, changing laws and rules as the Director and MCB 
members change! 
 
One would think the Federal Talkeetna Ranger Station in Talkeetna -  128 ft from the MCB approved Retail 
Marijuana Store - High Expeditions - where Federal Rangers include children on tours of the Ranger 
Station,  would meet the definition below! "Or other facility providing children services" 
 
Is the "proper distance" 200 ft or 500 ft for marijuana business's to meet License restrictions? 
 
What happens when these Schedule 1, Federally Illegal Drug Dealers lie at their license hearings?  
Such as Joe McAneney did at his recent hearing in April for High Expeditions Retail Marijuana Store in 
Talkeetna? 
Proof has been sent! 
 
Here is some of the chaos AMCO creates,  all taken from AMCO web page. You at AMCO are aware the 
Alaska cruise lines have banned marijuana from their customers and on their property! 
 

AAC 306.010. License restrictions. (a) The board will not issue a marijuana establishment license if the 
licensed premises will be located within 200 feet of a child-centered facility including a school, daycare, or 
other facility providing services to children; a building in which religious services are regularly conducted; or a 
correctional facility. The distance specified in this subsection must be measured by the shortest pedestrian route 
from the public entrance of the building in which the licensed premises would be located to the outer boundaries 
of the child-centered facility, or to the main public entrance of the building in which religious services are 
regularly conducted, or the correctional facility. This section does not prohibit the renewal of an existing 
marijuana establishment license or the transfer of an existing marijuana establishment license to another person 
if the licensed premises were in use before the child- centered facility, the building in which religious services 
are regularly conducted, or the correctional facility began use of a site within 200 feet. If an existing marijuana 
establishment license for premises located within 200 feet of a child-centered facility, a building in which 
religious services are regularly conducted, or a correctional facility is revoked, or expires, the board will not 
issue another marijuana establishment license for the same premises unless the school grounds, the building in 
which religious services are regularly conducted or the correctional facility no longer occupies the site within 
200 feet. 
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Or this? Both taken from AMCO web 200 ft or 500 ft 

No. The 500 foot buffer zone is the inside limit for the proximity of a marijuana licensed establishment to a 
school, youth or recreation center, building where religious services are held, or correctional facility. Please 
read 3 AAC 306.010(a) to determine how to measure the distance. The 500 foot distance represents the State 
of Alaska's Drug Free School Zone. 

 
 

 Can a property owner ban someone from possessing, growing or consuming marijuana on his/her 
private property? 

Yes. AS 17.38.120(d) states that a person, employer, school, hospital, recreation or youth center, correction 
facility, corporation or any other entity who occupies, owns or controls private property may prohibit or 
otherwise regulate the possession, consumption, use, display, transfer, distribution, sale, transportation or 
growing of marijuana on or in that property. 

Answers from you Mr Bankowski and updates on Web Page would be appreciated to complaints! 
 
Mike Stoltz, Owner 
Meandering Moose Lodging 
Talkeetna, AK 99676 
907-354-8442 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Jessica Alexander <jalexander.thenewfrontier@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 12:32 PM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Board meeting agenda

Good afternoon! We were trying to get guidance on an issue related to a testing facility. After emailing 
back and forth with AMCO, it was determined that we needed to address the board to get the 
guidance we need. Can we get on the next board meeting agenda? 
 
The agenda items is outlined below: 
 

We would like to have an office in Fairbanks (not be a testing facility or marijuana establishment) as a location to meet clients for 
the acquisition of samples for us to drive to the lab. It would be much like Valkyrie picking up samples and delivering them to 
labs. We could save a tremendous amount of time driving to each cultivator if we hold drop off hours from 9-1 at a set location 
twice a week, not to mention that it would be safer. We would make sure that the location has cameras, as any other location 
where there is a change in custody, and that any of the other requirements for a marijuana establishment are honored as well 
(even though it isn't an actual marijuana establishment).  We would have to include this in the manifest, of course, but it seems 
that this would be addressed in the same manner as it is for Valkyrie or other courier services in other states.  

 
--  
Jessica Alexander, MPAS, MSCRM 
Co-Owner and Laboratory Director 
 
The New Frontier Research 
Committed to Public Safety Through Testing and Research 
 
contact.thenewfrontier@gmail.com 
2301 S. Knik-Goose Bay Rd. Unit #3 
Wasilla, Alaska 99654 
(817) 253-7130 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored)
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 11:51 AM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: FW: Update Web Page

 
 
From: Mike Stoltz [mailto:mtmike@live.com]  
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 11:34 AM 
To: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored) <marijuana.licensing@alaska.gov> 
Cc: Holly Sheldon <Holly@sheldonairservice.com> 
Subject: Update Web Page 

 
Maybe the understaffed AMCO should update their web page so information given is correct? Or is information 
correct? 
 
Do you have a copy of 2013 Deputy Federal AG Cole Memo under Obama Administration? Google it! 
 

 

 

No. No marijuana establishment licenses have been issued at this time. The marijuana retail store regulations 
state that stores may only sell marijuana and marijuana products that have been grown in a licensed marijuana 
cultivation facility or produced in a licensed marijuana product manufacturing facility. The Marijuana Control 
Board anticipates beginning to issue cultivation and testing licenses in June 2016, and retail store and product 
manufacturing licenses in September, 2016. 

Only after retail marijuana stores are licensed and have legal products on their shelves will you be able to 
legally buy marijuana or marijuana products. Only licensed marijuana establishments will be able to sell 
marijuana or marijuana products. Buying or selling marijuana without a license is illegal and could be 
prosecuted as a crime. . 

 

 
There are no inspections done by the underfunded/understaffed AMCO and the underfunded/understaffed MCB 
takes the word of Federally Illegal Drug Dealers by phone at the licensing hearing as to what their places of 
business will look like by drawings the MCB does not understand and how these places will function:  
hardly "robust" enforcement by AMCO as stated is required in the 2013 Cole memo: 
 
As long as the transportation is in compliance with 3 AAC 306 and the rules therein, the transportation should 
be permitted by the federal government. AMCO is constantly asked how marijuana can be transported since 
flying with marijuana is illegal at the federal level. All activities relating to marijuana are illegal at the federal 
level. It is illegal federally to cultivate, to make marijuana products, to sell marijuana, to test marijuana, and to 
distribute or transport marijuana using any means. The federal government is allowing states with marijuana 
initiatives to engage in those illegal federal activities under a memorandum of prosecution priority called the 
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Cole memo. The Cole memo essentially says that if a licensed, regulated marijuana business is strictly 
complying with robust state regulations, it can conduct activities relating to marijuana that are otherwise illegal 
at the federal level. We believe this includes transportation. Therefore, if a licensed, regulated establishment 
transports marijuana or has it transported to another licensed, regulated establishment, that transportation should 
not be prosecuted at the federal level. As state regulators, we cannot control the federal government, but federal 
courts have reiterated that we are entitled to rely on the Cole memo. 
 

The 500 foot buffer zone blocks off the location I want to use for a marijuana licensed premises. Can my 
local government seek a variance from the Marijuana Control Board to allow it? 

No. The 500 foot buffer zone is the inside limit for the proximity of a marijuana licensed establishment to a 
school, youth or recreation center, building where religious services are held, or correctional facility. Please 
read 3 AAC 306.010(a) to determine how to measure the distance. The 500 foot distance represents the State 
of Alaska's Drug Free School Zone. 

One would think the Talkeetna Ranger Station with their children programs (128 ft from Talkeetna's Retail 
Marijuana Store High Expeditions) would meet this State Requirement? 
 

Mike Stoltz 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored)
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 11:50 AM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: FW: Alaska Enforcement at AMCO

	
	
‐‐‐‐‐Original	Message‐‐‐‐‐	
From:	Mike	Stoltz	[mailto:mtmike@live.com]		
Sent:	Thursday,	April	27,	2017	11:20	AM	
To:	Zaz	Hollander	<zhollander@alaskadispatch.com>;	Phillip	Manning	<phillip@ktna.org>;	Ellen	Lockyer	‐	Alaska	
Public	Media	<elockyer@alaskapublic.org>;	Holly	Sheldon	<Holly@sheldonairservice.com>	
Cc:	Marijuana	Licensing	(CED	sponsored)	<marijuana.licensing@alaska.gov>;	Criminal.Division@usdoj.gov;	
General,	Attorney	(LAW	sponsored)	<attorney.general@alaska.gov>;	anchoragefbi	<anchoragefbi@ak.net>	
Subject:	Alaska	Enforcement	at	AMCO	
	
Do	you	have	a	copy	of	2013	Deputy	Federal	AG	Cole	Memo	under	Obama	Administration?	Google	it!	
	
There	are	no	inspections	done	by	the	underfunded/understaffed	AMCO	and	the	underfunded/understaffed	MCB	
takes	the	word	of	Federally	Illegal	Drug	Dealers	by	phone	at	the	licensing	hearing	as	to	what	their	places	of	
business	will	look	like	by	drawings	the	MCB	does	not	understand	and	how	these	places	will	function:		
hardly	"robust"	enforcement	by	AMCO	as	stated	is	required	in	the	2013	Cole	memo:	
	
As	long	as	the	transportation	is	in	compliance	with	3	AAC	306	and	the	rules	therein,	the	transportation	should	be	
permitted	by	the	federal	government.	AMCO	is	constantly	asked	how	marijuana	can	be	transported	since	flying	
with	marijuana	is	illegal	at	the	federal	level.	All	activities	relating	to	marijuana	are	illegal	at	the	federal	level.	It	is	
illegal	federally	to	cultivate,	to	make	marijuana	products,	to	sell	marijuana,	to	test	marijuana,	and	to	distribute	or	
transport	marijuana	using	any	means.	The	federal	government	is	allowing	states	with	marijuana	initiatives	to	
engage	in	those	illegal	federal	activities	under	a	memorandum	of	prosecution	priority	called	the	Cole	memo.	The	
Cole	memo	essentially	says	that	if	a	licensed,	regulated	marijuana	business	is	strictly	complying	with	robust	state	
regulations,	it	can	conduct	activities	relating	to	marijuana	that	are	otherwise	illegal	at	the	federal	level.	We	believe	
this	includes	transportation.	Therefore,	if	a	licensed,	regulated	establishment	transports	marijuana	or	has	it	
transported	to	another	licensed,	regulated	establishment,	that	transportation	should	not	be	prosecuted	at	the	
federal	level.	As	state	regulators,	we	cannot	control	the	federal	government,	but	federal	courts	have	reiterated	that	
we	are	entitled	to	rely	on	the	Cole	memo.	
	
	
	
Sent	from	my	iPhone	
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored)
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 8:42 AM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: FW: Cannabusiness's in the gray area

	
	
‐‐‐‐‐Original	Message‐‐‐‐‐	
From:	Ben	Luedtke	[mailto:benluedtke@icloud.com]		
Sent:	Wednesday,	April	26,	2017	8:58	PM	
To:	Marijuana	Licensing	(CED	sponsored)	<marijuana.licensing@alaska.gov>	
Subject:	Cannabusiness's	in	the	gray	area	
	
Hello,		
My	question	is	concerning	the	businesses	currently	operating	without	a	license..discreet	delivery	and	AC/DC	for	
example.	These	businesses	are	really	messing	up	the	legal	legitimate	industry	up	here...these	businesses	have	15‐
20	types	of	cannabis	at	a	time,	offer	delivery,	and	charge	about	the	same	as	the	legal	stores.	Yet	the	legal	stores	only	
have	a	couple	types	of	cannabis	and	no	growers	supplying		them	because	of	the	gray/black	market	businesses	
filling	their	needs.	This	is	a	ton	of	tax	revenue	and	business	not	entering	our	industry,	and	I	believe	Alaska	is	too	
small	to	let	these	places	operate.	We've	seen	very	little	supply	and	tax	revenue	coming	in...encouraging	small	
Alaska	city's	and	towns	to	not	allow	the	industry,	they	see	it	struggling	and	arnt	impressed.	
	
Best	regards,	
Ben	luedtke		
	
Sent	from	my	iPhone	
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Gordon Epperly <enter7740@14th-amendment.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 26, 2017 7:52 PM
Subject: Payment of Marijuana State Taxes (Corrected Version)
Attachments: Juneau Empire - (04-26-17) - Feds block Rainforest Farms pot shop from paying state 

taxes.pdf

Hello Everyone 
  
When I make mistakes, they are whoppers. 
  
In my comment section of the Juneau Empire Article on Rain Forest Farms, I made 
a statement that President Donald J. Trump mocks our nation laws when that 
reference was intended for former President Barack Hussein Obama Jr..  The 
correct version of my comments within the Article of the Juneau Empire is attached 
to this message as a PDF document.  My apologies. 
  

  

 
Gordon Warren Epperly 

  
  

  
  

 
  
  
An Open Letter 
  
  
Honorable Members of the Alaska State Legislature. 
  
Today (04-26-14) the Juneau Empire of Juneau Alaska published a story regarding 
"Rainforest Farms" inability to pay its State Marijuana Taxes.  The story is attached 
to this message as a PDF document with my comments inserted throughout the 
story. 
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What is presented in the story is the beginning of problems that will have to be 
addressed by the Alaska State Legislature. 
  
  

 
Gordon Warren Epperly 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Gordon Epperly <enter7740@14th-amendment.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 26, 2017 7:12 PM
Subject: Payment of Marijuana State Taxes
Attachments: Juneau Empire - (04-26-17) - Feds block Rainforest Farms pot shop from paying state 

taxes.pdf

  

 
  
  
An Open Letter 
  
  
Honorable Members of the Alaska State Legislature. 
  
Today (04-26-14) the Juneau Empire of Juneau Alaska published a story regarding 
"Rainforest Farms" inability to pay its State Marijauna Taxes.  The story is attached 
to this message as a PDF document with my comments inserted throughout the 
story. 
  
What is presented in the story is the beginning of problems that will have to be 
addressed by the Alaska State Legislature. 
  
  

 
Gordon Warren Epperly 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored)
Sent: Wednesday, April 26, 2017 8:51 AM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Comment regarding marijuana estblishments
Attachments: comment.pdf

 
 
From: CEDP‐TUNDRASHREW [mailto:CEDP‐TUNDRASHREW@alaska.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, April 26, 2017 8:50 AM 
To: Sawyer, Jane Preston (CED) <jane.sawyer@alaska.gov> 
Subject: comment 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Pushpendra <pushpendra@mycampusapp.biz>
Sent: Tuesday, April 25, 2017 9:28 PM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Digital Notice Board solution

Hi, 

Greetings for the day 

I‐Display – “Digital Notice Board” is our in‐house product. This helps you to display your information, messages and 

communications to your target audience anytime anywhere.  

I‐Display helps to improve internal communications, increase workforce awareness of key initiatives, policies and goals, 

enhance way findings and visitor communications and develop emergency alert systems. 

Our product is best fitted to Government, PSU’s, Schools, offices, Corporate etc. This is best fitted at Reception, Lobby, 

Cabin, Meeting room and other areas. 

Benefits; 

  Display Notices, News, Achievements, Images, Videos, Weather updates etc. 

  Convey any message quickly to visitors/Employees/customers. 

  Get a common platform to Inspire & motivate the Workforce & Visitors. 

  Managed from single location and can be updated remotely. 

  (ROI) Return On Investment by Advertisements. 

 
To provide better  information about our product Digital Notice Board, our executive  is ready to serve you Free Demo 
anywhere any time.  
 
Reach us to get the Cost‐Effective Digital Platform easily with No Compromise on Quality. 
 
Waiting for Positive Response! 
 
Thanking You, 
 
Pushpendra 
Marketing Executive 
 
 

 

 



35

Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored)
Sent: Tuesday, April 25, 2017 2:38 PM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: FW: Marijuana Control Board

	
	
‐‐‐‐‐Original	Message‐‐‐‐‐	
From:	Mike	Stoltz	[mailto:mtmike@live.com]		
Sent:	Tuesday,	April	25,	2017	1:51	PM	
To:	pamelaness	<pamela.ness@matsugov.us>;	alexstrawn	<alex.strawn@matsugov.us>	
Cc:	Marijuana	Licensing	(CED	sponsored)	<marijuana.licensing@alaska.gov>;	Criminal.Division@usdoj.gov;	
anchoragefbi	<anchoragefbi@ak.net>	
Subject:	Marijuana	Control	Board	
	
It	appears	the	bar	keeps	moving	on	what	is	and	is	not	allowed	in	Alaska	by	the	MCB	every	time	the	MCB	meets!?	
	
One	might	think	the	Talkeetna	Ranger	Station	(Federal)	with	its	kids	programs	would	count	
	
AAC	306.010.	License	restrictions.	(a)	The	board	will	not	issue	a	marijuana	establishment	license	if	the	licensed	
premises	will	be	located	within	200	feet	of	a	child‐centered	facility	including	a	school,	daycare,	or	other	facility	
providing	services	to	children;	a	building	in	which	religious	services	are	regularly	conducted;	or	a	correctional	
facility.	The	distance	specified	in	this	subsection	must	be	measured	by	the	shortest	pedestrian	route	from	the	
public	entrance	of	the	building	in	which	the	licensed	premises	would	be	located	to	the	outer	boundaries	of	the	
child‐centered	facility,	or	to	the	main	public	entrance	of	the	building	in	which	religious	services	are	regularly	
conducted,	or	the	correctional	facility.	This	section	does	not	prohibit	the	renewal	of	an	existing	marijuana	
establishment	license	or	the	transfer	of	an	existing	marijuana	establishment	license	to	another	person	if	the	
licensed	premises	were	in	use	before	the	child‐	centered	facility,	the	building	in	which	religious	services	are	
regularly	conducted,	or	the	correctional	facility	began	use	of	a	site	within	200	feet.	If	an	existing	marijuana	
establishment	license	for	premises	located	within	200	feet	of	a	child‐centered	facility,	a	building	in	which	religious	
services	are	regularly	conducted,	or	a	correctional	facility	is	revoked,	or	expires,	the	board	will	not	issue	another	
marijuana	establishment	license	for	the	same	premises	unless	the	school	grounds,	the	building	in	which	religious	
services	are	regularly	conducted	or	the	correctional	facility	no	longer	occupies	the	site	within	200	feet.	
	
Sent	from	my	iPhone	
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored)
Sent: Tuesday, April 25, 2017 2:34 PM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: FW: Measurement Please

	
	
‐‐‐‐‐Original	Message‐‐‐‐‐	
From:	Mike	Stoltz	[mailto:mtmike@live.com]		
Sent:	Tuesday,	April	25,	2017	12:27	PM	
To:	pamelaness	<pamela.ness@matsugov.us>;	alexstrawn	<alex.strawn@matsugov.us>	
Cc:	Holly	Sheldon	<Holly@sheldonairservice.com>;	Beth	Valentine	<bnvalentine@yahoo.com>;	TCC	Council	
<tccsecretary@yahoo.com>;	Marijuana	Licensing	(CED	sponsored)	<marijuana.licensing@alaska.gov>	
Subject:	Measurement	Please	
	
Pam	
It	appears	according	to	State	of	Alaska	Marijuana	Licensing,	Mat	Su	Borough	is	the	Authority	Having	Jurisdiction	in	
how	far	High	Expeditions	Retail	Marijuana	Store	in	Talkeetna	is	from	the	Church!	
When	you	come	to	Talkeetna,	can	you	please	bring	a	measuring	wheel	and	measure	the	most	direct	route	(which	is	
State	Law)	between	High	Expeditions	and	the	Church	and	put	this	distance	controversy	to	bed	for	once	and	for	all?	
There	are	different	distances	being	claimed.			
	
Mike	Stoltz	
	
Sent	from	my	iPhone	
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored)
Sent: Tuesday, April 25, 2017 7:26 AM
To: Good LLC; Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored)
Cc: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: RE: Advertising affidavit for GOOD (License #12325)

Uploaded. Thanks 
Jane  
 
From: Good LLC [mailto:akgoodcannabis@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, April 24, 2017 11:33 PM 
To: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored) <marijuana.licensing@alaska.gov> 
Cc: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored) <marijuana@alaska.gov> 
Subject: Advertising affidavit for GOOD (License #12325) 

 
Dear Jane Sawyer, 
Attached is our newspaper affidavit for our #12325 retail application to substitute for the placeholder from 
#10164. Thank you for your consideration of our situation and allowing us to promptly move our #12325 
application forward. 

Sincerely, 
Christian Hood 
Owner, GOOD 
 
 
--  
Follow GOOD on Twitter and Facebook 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Good LLC <akgoodcannabis@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 24, 2017 11:33 PM
To: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored)
Cc: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Advertising affidavit for GOOD (License #12325)
Attachments: Affidavit of Publication RETAIL.pdf; Coverletter4.pdf

Dear Jane Sawyer, 
Attached is our newspaper affidavit for our #12325 retail application to substitute for the placeholder from 
#10164. Thank you for your consideration of our situation and allowing us to promptly move our #12325 
application forward. 

Sincerely, 
Christian Hood 
Owner, GOOD 
 
 
--  
Follow GOOD on Twitter and Facebook 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Marijuana Licensing (CED sponsored)
Sent: Monday, April 24, 2017 8:19 AM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: FW: Cottonwood loop

	
	
‐‐‐‐‐Original	Message‐‐‐‐‐	
From:	Allyssa	Cooley	[mailto:cooley.allyssa@icloud.com]		
Sent:	Saturday,	April	22,	2017	7:33	AM	
To:	Marijuana	Licensing	(CED	sponsored)	<marijuana.licensing@alaska.gov>	
Subject:	Cottonwood	loop	
	
In	regards	to	the	shop	being	open	in	the	cottonwood	area.		
I	Allyssa	S.	Cooley	am	commenting	to	inform	the	person/s	reading	this	that	I	will	be	in	full	support	of	marijuana	
legalization	and	welcome	the	new	shops	being	built.		
	
Sent	from	my	iPhone	
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Hoelscher, James C (CED)
Sent: Monday, April 24, 2017 7:43 AM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Cc: McConnell, Erika B (CED)
Subject: RE: Speaker for Volunteer Training

I will ask, I’m sure he will be happy to present. 
 

From: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)  
Sent: Monday, April 24, 2017 7:38 AM 
To: Hoelscher, James C (CED) <james.hoelscher@alaska.gov> 
Cc: McConnell, Erika B (CED) <erika.mcconnell@alaska.gov> 
Subject: FW: Speaker for Volunteer Training 

 
James‐	
	
															Since	it	is	in	Juneau,	do	you	think	Steve	would	be	interested?		
	

 

Craig J. Douglas 
Administrative	Officer	
Alcohol	&	Marijuana	Control	Office	
550	West	7th	Avenue,	Suite	1600	
Anchorage,	Alaska	99501	
https://www.commerce.alaska.gov/web/amco/ 

 
	
From: Anna Edgerly‐Moore [mailto:anna.edgerly‐moore@traveljuneau.com]  
Sent: Friday, April 21, 2017 5:03 PM 
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored) <marijuana@alaska.gov> 
Subject: Speaker for Volunteer Training 

 
Hello! 
 
We are putting together a presentation for our volunteers next thursday and while there are some great resources 
on your website, it would be incredibly helpful if there was someone who would be available to present some 
information and answer questions who really knows it. Our event is from 5:30-7:30 at Elizabeth Peratrovich 
hall on the 27th. We would plan on a 10-15 minute slot for you at about 6pm if someone is available then. 
Please let me know if there is anything we can do to make this happen.  
 
Thanks! 
 
 
--  
Anna Edgerly-Moore 
Visitor Services Manager 
 
Travel Juneau 
800 Glacier Avenue, Ste 201 
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Douglas, Craig J (CED)

From: Anna Edgerly-Moore <anna.edgerly-moore@traveljuneau.com>
Sent: Friday, April 21, 2017 5:03 PM
To: Marijuana, CED ABC (CED sponsored)
Subject: Speaker for Volunteer Training

Hello! 
 
We are putting together a presentation for our volunteers next thursday and while there are some great resources 
on your website, it would be incredibly helpful if there was someone who would be available to present some 
information and answer questions who really knows it. Our event is from 5:30-7:30 at Elizabeth Peratrovich 
hall on the 27th. We would plan on a 10-15 minute slot for you at about 6pm if someone is available then. 
Please let me know if there is anything we can do to make this happen.  
 
Thanks! 
 
 
--  
Anna Edgerly-Moore 
Visitor Services Manager 
 
Travel Juneau 
800 Glacier Avenue, Ste 201 
Juneau, AK 99801 
Office: 907-586-1740 
Cell: 917-620-1721 



From: Renee Schofield
To: CED AMCO REGS (CED sponsored)
Subject: No on site conumption
Date: Wednesday, April 05, 2017 9:49:19 AM

My apologies for the late arrival in this communication. I do realize that you are meeting today.
Please accept my comments below:
 
We do not have to rush into regulation regarding marijuana at all. When your leading physican, Dr.
Jay Butler, and the DHSS folks are recommending against opening the door for on site consumption,
we should heed their advice. What does it harm for us to wait for one year? SLOW DOWN. The
effect on our state are yet to be seen. Please, for the residents of Alaska that do not want any of this,
take a step back and place a one year moratorium on the on site consumption piece.
 
 
Renee Schofield, CEO
TSS, Inc
Ketchikan, Juneau, Craig, Alaska
Keokuk, Iowa
Quincy, Illinois
Hannibal, Missouri
 
TOLL FREE 877-225-1431
 
907.247.1431 V
907.247.1432 F
 
renee@tss-safety.com
www.tss-safety.com
 
The information contained in this e-mail is confidential material. It is intended only for the use of the
designated recipient. If you are receiving this document in error, please contact our office
immediately. Do understand that any review, dissemination, distribution, or copying of this material
is strictly prohibited and may result in legal liability.
 

mailto:amco.regs@alaska.gov
mailto:tss@kpunet.net
http://www.tss-safety.com/


From: Mark Woodward
To: CED AMCO REGS (CED sponsored)
Subject: Onsite consumption endorsements
Date: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 9:25:59 AM
Attachments: The Stoney Moose would like the AMCO board to consider the following regarding finalizing on.pdf

The Stoney Moose would like the AMCO board to consider the following regarding finalizing
onsite consumption rules. Although this topic has been controversial, we believe that several
“Alaskan specific” issues continually come to the forefront:

 

1.     Southeast Alaska is in a completely different situation than the rest of the United States.
All indications point to over 1 million cruise ship visitors sailing to our great state this summer
alone. Let’s say that only 5% of that entire million decide to purchase legal cannabis, and the
season is 150 days…that averages out to 333 people a day looking for legal cannabis. When
those passengers purchase our legal cannabis, and they follow their ships’ rule about not
bringing cannabis back on board, where does AMCO suggest they go to consume? The state
and everyone else knows that tourism is the “new oil”, and Panamax (5000+ capacity) ships
are on the way; is AMCO really telling the cruise ship towns that delaying two years to see
what other states are going to is the answer? Furthermore, it was suggested at an AMCO
meeting by a board member that the federal government would look down upon cruise ship
passengers consuming cannabis at a state-certified establishment. But, if the state does NOT
create these onsite establishments, what will the image of over 300 tourists each day openly
consuming cannabis on the streets/sidewalks/trails give our state? I say that image would
create a lawlessness appearance that would invite federal law enforcement to intervene. Before
you say that local law enforcement should step up and start writing public consumption
tickets, think about two things:

a.     The resources alone to even write 100 tickets a day.

b.     How the cruise ship industry would react to hundreds of their passengers
being ticketed each day, and conversely how that policy would impact the main
cruise ship cities/towns relationship with the cruise industry.

2.     Instead of looking at Colorado, AMCO-Alaska should look at what Las Vegas is planning.
Why? Las Vegas is similar to Alaska (in particular Southeast) in that they have a large amount
of tourists in chunks, and they now have to deal with how tourists consume legally purchased
cannabis. Here is where they are at:

a.     The biggest issue is local control. In essence, Nevada lawmakers want local
governments having the discretion to allow areas for onsite consumption. I
believe this would be aligned with Alaska because each year local government
still could control the effectiveness of the onsite establishment. If things don’t
work, and the city does not like the image onsite creates, they can say “NO” to
the application.

b.     If there is no controlled, approved location for onsite, we would allow the
tourists to decide whether or not to follow local and state law regarding
cannabis consumption on sidewalks and trails. As Nevada Sen. Tick Segerblom
stated, “We don’t want tourists just walking up and down the strip smoking

mailto:amco.regs@alaska.gov



The	Stoney	Moose	would	like	the	AMCO	board	to	consider	the	following	regarding	
finalizing	onsite	consumption	rules.	Although	this	topic	has	been	controversial,	we	
believe	that	several	“Alaskan	specific”	issues	continually	come	to	the	forefront:	
	


1. Southeast	Alaska	is	in	a	completely	different	situation	than	the	rest	of	the	
United	States.	All	indications	point	to	over	1	million	cruise	ship	visitors	
sailing	to	our	great	state	this	summer	alone.	Let’s	say	that	only	5%	of	that	
entire	million	decide	to	purchase	legal	cannabis,	and	the	season	is	150	
days…that	averages	out	to	333	people	a	day	looking	for	legal	cannabis.	When	
those	passengers	purchase	our	legal	cannabis,	and	they	follow	their	ships’	
rule	about	not	bringing	cannabis	back	on	board,	where	does	AMCO	suggest	
they	go	to	consume?	The	state	and	everyone	else	knows	that	tourism	is	the	
“new	oil”,	and	Panamax	(5000+	capacity)	ships	are	on	the	way;	is	AMCO	
really	telling	the	cruise	ship	towns	that	delaying	two	years	to	see	what	other	
states	are	going	to	is	the	answer?	Furthermore,	it	was	suggested	at	an	AMCO	
meeting	by	a	board	member	that	the	federal	government	would	look	down	
upon	cruise	ship	passengers	consuming	cannabis	at	a	state-certified	
establishment.	But,	if	the	state	does	NOT	create	these	onsite	establishments,	
what	will	the	image	of	over	300	tourists	each	day	openly	consuming	cannabis	
on	the	streets/sidewalks/trails	give	our	state?	I	say	that	image	would	create	
a	lawlessness	appearance	that	would	invite	federal	law	enforcement	to	
intervene.	Before	you	say	that	local	law	enforcement	should	step	up	and	start	
writing	public	consumption	tickets,	think	about	two	things:	


a. The	resources	alone	to	even	write	100	tickets	a	day.	
b. How	the	cruise	ship	industry	would	react	to	hundreds	of	their	


passengers	being	ticketed	each	day,	and	conversely	how	that	policy	
would	impact	the	main	cruise	ship	cities/towns	relationship	with	the	
cruise	industry.	


		
2. Instead	of	looking	at	Colorado,	AMCO-Alaska	should	look	at	what	Las	Vegas	is	


planning.	Why?	Las	Vegas	is	similar	to	Alaska	(in	particular	Southeast)	in	that	
they	have	a	large	amount	of	tourists	in	chunks,	and	they	now	have	to	deal	
with	how	tourists	consume	legally	purchased	cannabis.	Here	is	where	they	
are	at:	


	
a. The	biggest	issue	is	local	control.	In	essence,	Nevada	lawmakers	want	


local	governments	having	the	discretion	to	allow	areas	for	onsite	
consumption.	I	believe	this	would	be	aligned	with	Alaska	because	
each	year	local	government	still	could	control	the	effectiveness	of	the	
onsite	establishment.	If	things	don’t	work,	and	the	city	does	not	like	
the	image	onsite	creates,	they	can	say	“NO”	to	the	application.	


b. If	there	is	no	controlled,	approved	location	for	onsite,	we	would	allow	
the	tourists	to	decide	whether	or	not	to	follow	local	and	state	law	
regarding	cannabis	consumption	on	sidewalks	and	trails.	As	Nevada	
Sen.	Tick	Segerblom	stated,	“We	don’t	want	tourists	just	walking	up	
and	down	the	strip	smoking	marijuana.	Let’s	provide	them	a	venue.”	







c. Even	though	we	are	saying	consider	Las	Vegas	and	their	onsite	
consumption	dilemma,	there	is	one	crucial	difference	between	Las	
Vegas	and	the	Southeast	Alaska	cruise	stops:	hotel	rooms.	Most	
tourists	going	to	Las	Vegas	will	stay	in	hotel	rooms,	giving	them	a	
private	place	to	consume	cannabis.	The	over	1	million	cruise	ship	
visitors	planning	to	visit	Alaska	this	summer	will	not	have	that	option.		


	
3. Set	onsite	consumption	policies	on	what	The	Stoney	Moose	is	planning	on:	


	
a. Provide	an	air-handling	system	capable	of	“scrubbing”	inside	air	in	a	


way	to	minimize	second	hand	cannabis	smoke;	the	system	must	
contain	a	filtration	system	capable	of	that	specific	area,	and	be	
installed	by	a	certified	mechanical	engineer;	


b. Not	allow	any	tobacco	type	products	to	be	consumed,	including:	
i. Cigarettes/cigars	
ii. Blunts	
iii. “European	cigarettes”	or	blends	


c. Provide	an	employee	shift	policy	for	anyone	working	within	the	onsite	
area:	every	30	minutes	of	work	=	5	min	break	outside	of	onsite	area,	
with	a	max	of	four	hours	per	shift	within	the	onsite	area;	


d. Install	a	table-tracking	software	system	that	tracks	the	amount	of	time	
a	customer	spends	within	the	onsite	area;	


e. Not	have	drinks/snacks/TVs	in	the	onsite	area,	so	that	customers	“try	
cannabis	and	then	leave	shortly	thereafter”;	


f. Maximum	transaction	amounts	as	follows:	
i. 1	gram	bud/flower	
ii. 1	gram	pre-roll	joints	
iii. 10	mg.	edibles	
iv. Concentrates	(I	have	no	idea	here)	


g. All	customers	in	the	onsite	consumption	area	will	be	supervised	at	all	
times	by	state-certified	employees.	


	
The	Stoney	Moose	has	already	received	emails	and	phone	calls	from	cruise	ship	
passengers	wanting	to	know	state	policy.	Here	is	one	of	them:	
	
“Aloha	from	Hawaii.	My	family	and	I	will	be	on	a	cruise	ship	and	our	first	stop	in	Alaska	is	
Ketchikan.	I'm	just	beginning	my	retirement	and	want	some	place	to	relax	and	enjoy	some	
weed	legally.	Don't	want	to	get	into	any	problems	on	cruise	ships.	Mahalo.”	
	
As	you	can	see,	and	as	we’ve	seen	after	opening	our	retail	store,	people	want	to	
follow	the	law.	By	not	allowing	onsite	consumption	areas,	we	are	inviting	our	
customers	and	fellow	Alaskans	to	break	the	law.	AMCO	needs	to	change	that,	give	
the	control	to	local	governments,	and	allow	for	onsite	consumption	endorsements.	
Things	will	be	much	worse	for	our	state	if	we	don’t.	







marijuana. Let’s provide them a venue.”

c.      Even though we are saying consider Las Vegas and their onsite
consumption dilemma, there is one crucial difference between Las Vegas and
the Southeast Alaska cruise stops: hotel rooms. Most tourists going to Las
Vegas will stay in hotel rooms, giving them a private place to consume
cannabis. The over 1 million cruise ship visitors planning to visit Alaska this
summer will not have that option.

3.     Set onsite consumption policies on what The Stoney Moose is planning on:

a.     Provide an air-handling system capable of “scrubbing” inside air in a way to
minimize second hand cannabis smoke; the system must contain a filtration
system capable of that specific area, and be installed by a certified mechanical
engineer;

b.     Not allow any tobacco type products to be consumed, including:

                                               i.     Cigarettes/cigars

                                              ii.     Blunts

                                            iii.     “European cigarettes” or blends

c.      Provide an employee shift policy for anyone working within the onsite
area: every 30 minutes of work = 5 min break outside of onsite area, with a
max of four hours per shift within the onsite area;

d.     Install a table-tracking software system that tracks the amount of time a
customer spends within the onsite area;

e.     Not have drinks/snacks/TVs in the onsite area, so that customers “try
cannabis and then leave shortly thereafter”;

f.      Maximum transaction amounts as follows:

                                               i.     1 gram bud/flower

                                              ii.     1 gram pre-roll joints

                                            iii.     10 mg. edibles

                                            iv.     Concentrates (I have no idea here)

g.     All customers in the onsite consumption area will be supervised at all times
by state-certified employees.

 

The Stoney Moose has already received emails and phone calls from cruise ship passengers
wanting to know state policy. Here is one of them:



 

“Aloha from Hawaii. My family and I will be on a cruise ship and our first stop in Alaska is
Ketchikan. I'm just beginning my retirement and want some place to relax and enjoy some weed
legally. Don't want to get into any problems on cruise ships. Mahalo.”

 

As you can see, and as we’ve seen after opening our retail store, people want to follow the
law. By not allowing onsite consumption areas, we are inviting our customers and fellow
Alaskans to break the law. AMCO needs to change that, give the control to local governments,
and allow for onsite consumption endorsements. Things will be much worse for our state if we
don’t.



From: dollynda Phelps
To: CED AMCO REGS (CED sponsored)
Subject: public comment/regulations
Date: Friday, April 28, 2017 4:33:21 PM

The task of the MCB and AMCO is to implement AS 17.38 and regulate the cannabis
industry. This has been no small feat and has turned out to be a great deal of effort
statewide. However, even taking this into consideration, the effort to create a safe
regulated industry has taken a path of prohibition and unnecessary restrictions. 

First, the on-site consumption endorsement was carelessly dealt with and tabled
several times. Now it may take an even further turn and not allow "smoking" of
cannabis. This is not a reasonable request as most people who partake are smokers.
It would equate to prohibiting smoking at a cigar club. If patrons make a conscious
and deliberate choice to enter an establishment with the express purpose of smoking
cannabis, it seems ridiculous to prohibit them to do so. In fact, if this is eventually the
case, regulations will force any person who buys legal cannabis to smoke to do it in
public spaces, like parks next to our children's playground. This is thoughtless and
irresponsible. The MCB should carefully consider the purpose of an on-site
consumption establishment. The power to regulate time place and manner was given
to the local municipalities and should remain that way.

The other issue that brings concern is the actions of enforcement on 4/20, prohibiting
virtually any type of celebratory sale or give aways of non marijuana products.
Really? I'm hearing all over the radio about the sports and rec center in Soldotna
having their "Beer, Brats and Guns" event this weekend, but licensed marijuana
facilities cannot give away shirts, stickers, or hold any type of game or contest that
"promotes the sale of marijuana" 306.360(d). The celebration of a day and the giving
away of stickers or shirts is not a game or contest. So many retailers were scolded on
4/20 about this very issue. It seems so wrong to discriminate against this industry,
and these types of discriminatory regulations must be changed.

The purpose of a regulatory board is to create reasonable and functional regulations
that not only provide safety to the public but a practical approach to regulating the
industry. The industry must be able to function in a practical and reasonable manner.
This is not what we have seen, as some actions from the MCB clearly demonstrate a
prohibitionist perspective. This must change if we are to truly see this industry meet
it's potential.

Thank you for your commitment and hard work.

Dollynda Phelps

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

mailto:amco.regs@alaska.gov
https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/mobile/?.src=Android
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