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Policy List Groups

This is the list of policy items that you have added to your Projects.

Legislation « E United States - California « Bill
[ CAAB1564

Employer-employee relations: confidential communications.

0O Hemp
1st Chamber 2nd Chamber Executive
Introduced Passed (Assembly) Considering (Senate)
January 12, 2026 May 26, 2026 August 03, 2026

Last Action: August 03, 2026 - In committee: Referred to APPR. suspense file.
In Senate « 2025-2026 Regular Sessions

Sponsors: Patrick J. Ahrens (D-CA)

Source: https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billStatusClient.xhtmI?
bill_id=202520260AB1564 [/

Bill Forecast
f Likely to reach fioor vote 95% n Likely to reach fioor vote 94%
In Assembly  Likely to pass chamber 85% InSenate  Likely to pass chamber 95%
Summary

«9» Al Overview

The bill establishes new statutory protections for confidential communications between
public employees and employee representatives.

It adds Government Code Section 3558.9, which prohibits a public employer from: (1)

questioning a public employee, a representative of a recognized employee organization, or
an exclusive representative about confidential communications between the employee and
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the representative made in connection with representation on matters within the scope of
the recognized organization’s representation; and (2) compelling such individuals to
disclose those confidential communications to a third party.

The bill specifies that the prohibition regarding questioning is intended to be consistent with
PERB Decision No. 2595 (William S. Hart Union High School District (2018)).

The new protections contain exceptions: Section 3558.9 does not apply to a criminal
investigation, and it does not supersede Government Code Section 3303.

Marijuana

‘

Legislation « E United States - California « Bill
(9 CAAB1826

Cannabis: recall, embargo, and destruction of cannabis and cannabis products.

0O Marijuana

1st Chamber 2nd Chamber Executive
Introduced Passed (Assembly) Considering (Senate)
February 11, 2026 May 27, 2026 August 03, 2026

Last Action: August 03, 2026 - In committee: Referred to APPR. suspense file.
In Senate « 2025-2026 Regular Sessions

Sponsors: Tom Lackey (R-CA)

Source: https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billStatusClient.xhtmI?
bill_id=202520260AB1826 [/

Bill Forecast
111 Likely to reach fioor vote 95% n Likely to reach fioor vote 91%
In Assembly  Likely to pass chamber 95% InSenate  Likely to pass chamber 95%
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Summary

«9» Al Overview
FULL SUMMARY

The bill changes MAUCRSA's standards and procedures for cannabis recalls, embargoes,
seizureftagging, and condemnation/destroy-remediation outcomes when products are
alleged to be misbranded or adulterated. It revises the evidentiary and notice requirements
the Department of Cannabis Control (department) must provide to licensees, and it alters
when and under what process product destruction can occur.

It amends MAUCRSA's citation process by requiring citations to inform licensees that an
informal conference (in addition to a hearing) may be requested; it specifies that informal
conferences follow provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act for informal proceedings
rather than formal hearing rules, sets a 15-calendar-day deadline for holding the informal
conference after request, and requires the department to affirm/modify/dismiss the citation
within 15 calendar days after the conference with written reasoning. The bill also extends
the time limit for issuing these citations by requiring they be issued within three years after
the violating act or omission.

It amends the department's recall and embargo procedures. For alleged adulteration/
misbranding, the department must provide licensees with specified documentation
supporting the finding (including laboratory certificate/testing data, sampling methodology
documentation, and detailed sampling descriptions), and for mandatory recalls it must
provide this evidence simultaneously with issuance of the mandatory recall order. For
voluntary recalls, the bill requires the department (before allowing a voluntary recall) to
provide an opportunity for an informal conference and prohibits permitting destruction of
the product until the informal conference concludes or the licensee declines to participate.
For mandatory recalls, it likewise prohibits requiring destruction prior to conclusion of the
informal conference process or the licensee's decision not to participate. For embargoes, it
requires an opportunity for an informal conference, requires a final determination within 15
calendar days after the conference request/receipt process, and requires removal of the
embargo tag/marking within five calendar days after a determination of no MAUCRSA
violation.

It amends the department's and licensees' treatment of embargo and condemnation
matters by authorizing (rather than requiring) destruction under certain recall/voluntary
recall circumstances, adjusting when condemnation proceedings may be initiated, and
tightening protections against coercive waivers. The bill prohibits requiring a licensee to
conduct a voluntary recall, sign a waiver of liability, or waive rights to an informal meeting
or administrative/judicial hearing/appeal as a condition of actions like approving a voluntary
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recall, authorizing remediation, supervising destruction, removing an embargo tag,
approving a corrective plan, or permitting destruction. Failure to comply with a
condemnation order is made an independent cause for disciplinary action. Finally, it
amends MAUCRSA's definitions of misbranded and adulterated cannabis/products by
revising the enumerated conditions that make a product misbranded or adulterated
(including changes in the misbranded/adulterated "if any of the following" lists).

Legislation « E= United States « California « Bill
[ CAAB1965

Cannabis: testing: quality assurance.

0O Marijuana
1st Chamber 2nd Chamber Executive
Introduced Passed (Assembly) Considering (Senate)
February 13, 2026 May 21, 2026 August 03, 2026

Last Action: August 03, 2026 - In committee: Referred to APPR. suspense file.
In Senate - 2025-2026 Regular Sessions

Sponsors: LaShae Sharp-Collins (D-CA)

Source: https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billStatusClient.xhtml|?
bill_id=202520260AB1965 [/

Bill Forecast

1) Likely to reach fioor vote 95% ) Likely to reach fioor vote 95%
In Assembly  Likely to pass chamber 85% InSenate  Likely to pass chamber 95%
Summary

~'L Al Overview
FULL SUMMARY

The bill amends California’s cannabis testing provisions in the Business and Professions

Code to tighten and clarify how testing and retesting occur, and to expand retailer/lab
access and customer disclosure for testing documentation.
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Under the amended retail/testing restrictions, a retailer (and any other licensee authorized
for retail sale) must provide the certificate of analysis for any cannabis or cannabis product
held or offered for retail sale to a customer upon request, and must allow the Department of
Cannabis Control to obtain or access those products for “off-the-shelf” (unmodified)
laboratory testing. The bill also revises the general testing framework so that all cannabis or
cannabis products are tested (or retested) on the final form in which they will be consumed/
used, and it makes the department'’s batch-selection criteria operate as "which batches
shall be tested or retested.”

In the retesting process, the bill changes the authority for retesting: instead of restricting
retesting to department-authorized scenarios only after specific laboratory notice, it
authorizes a testing laboratory to retest when (1) the laboratory notifies the department in
writing that the test was compromised due to equipment malfunction or staff error (or
another circumstance allowed by regulation), if the department requires the retest, or (2)
the department authorizes the laboratory's request to retest. The bill retains requirements
for issuance of certificates of analysis and adds/maintains other testing-lab quality
assurance duties visible in the amended provisions, including ISO/IEC 17025 accreditation,
competency-consistent testing practices, performance testing to ensure cross-lab
consistency, standard operating procedures to confirm/refute out-of-spec results,
destruction of remaining sample material after analysis, and chain-of-custody requirements
for presale inspection/transfer/transport.

In testing-laboratory regulatory procedures, the bill amends the department’'s mandated
procedures to include specific mechanics for sampling by testing-laboratory personnel
(including that a laboratory employee takes the sample from the distributor premises and
transports it to the laboratory) and clarifies that testing arranged with or overseen by the
department is not permitted for certain non-commercial enforcement/agency testing. It also
reiterates that licensees may perform onsite testing for quality control in conjunction with
reasonable business operations, but onsite testing is not certified by the department and
does not replace compliance testing by a licensed laboratory; and it adds an explicit
requirement that testing laboratories shall comply with the department’s request to evaluate
laboratory testing practices (as determined in regulation).

Legislation « = United States - California « Bill
[Q CA AB 2246

Online service, product, or feature: access by children.
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0O Marijuana

1st Chamber 2nd Chamber Executive
Introduced Passed (Assembly) Considering (Senate)
February 19, 2026 May 26, 2026 August 03, 2026

Last Action: August 03, 2026 - In committee: Referred to APPR. suspense file.
In Senate « 2025-2026 Regular Sessions

Sponsors: Buffy Wicks (D-CA)

Source: https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billStatusClient.xhtml|?
bill_id=202520260AB2246 [/

Bill Forecast
1) Likely to reach floor vote 95% ﬁ Likely to reach floor vote 90%
In Assembly  Likely to pass chamber 57% InSenate  Likely to pass chamber 74%
Summary

«9» Al Overview
FULL SUMMARY

The bill establishes a new set of requirements for California businesses that provide an
"online service, product, or feature” likely to be accessed by children. It adds Chapter 22.1.5
(commencing with Section 22583) to Division 8 of the Business and Professions Code,
creating definitions (including “child” as under 18; “default”; and "likely to be accessed by
children" based on specified indicators) and defining “profiling” and certain exclusions from
the chapter’s coverage.

For businesses covered by the chapter, the bill requires actions including: estimating the
age of child users with reasonable certainty appropriate to the risks (or applying child
privacy protections to all consumers); configuring default privacy settings for children to be
high-privacy settings unless a compelling reason supports a different setting; providing
privacy information and policies in a concise, prominent, age-appropriate way; providing an
obvious signal to children when monitoring or tracking occurs (when the service allows a
parent/guardian or other consumer to do so); and offering prominent, accessible tools for
children (and, where applicable, parents/guardians) to exercise privacy rights and report
concerns.

The bill also prohibits specified practices involving a child's personal information, including:
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using personal information in ways the business knows (or has reason to know) will cause
certain harms (mental distress and specified discrimination categories); profiling a child by
default; collecting/selling/sharing/retaining personal information beyond what is necessary
for the child’'s actively and knowingly engaged use (or beyond enumerated allowances tied
to specific civil code provisions); using child personal information for reasons other than
the reason it was collected; default collection of precise geolocation (unless strictly
necessary and limited in duration); collecting precise geolocation without obvious notice for
the duration of collection; using dark patterns to push children to provide more data and
forego privacy protections; and using age/age-range estimation information for other
purposes or retaining it longer than necessary (with age assurance proportionate to risks
and data practices). It clarifies that the chapter does not require blocking a child from
accessing/viewing any media or media category.

Enforcement and remedies are set out in the chapter: violations may result in an injunction
and civil penalties assessed in civil actions brought by the Attorney General, with penalty
caps that differ by “negligent” versus “intentional” violations and are calculated “per
affected child.” Penalties, fees, and expenses recovered are deposited into the Consumer
Privacy Fund (created in the General Fund under existing Civil Code provisions) with intent
to offset Attorney General costs. The bill prohibits interpreting the chapter as creating a
private right of action, allows the Attorney General to solicit public participation and adopt
regulations to clarify requirements, and provides that the chapter does not apply to certain
information or entities described in the Civil Code. The provisions are severable.

Legislation « E= United States - California « Bill
[ CAAB 2506

Cannabis: tribal-state agreements.

[0 Marijuana
1st Chamber 2nd Chamber Executive
Introduced Passed (Assembly) Considering (Senate)
February 20, 2026 May 26, 2026 August 03, 2026

Last Action: August 03, 2026 - In committee: Referred to APPR. suspense file.
In Senate - 2025-2026 Regular Sessions
Sponsors: Gregg Hart (D-CA)
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Source: https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billStatusClient.xhtmI?
bill_id=202520260AB2506 [/

Bill Forecast
1) Likely to reach fioor vote 95% i Likely to reach fioor vote 95%
In Assembly  Likely to pass chamber 85% InSenate  Likely to pass chamber 95%
Summary

«9» Al Overview
FULL SUMMARY

The bill establishes a new set of California statutory provisions (adding Chapter 27,
commencing with Section 26350, in Division 10 of the Business and Professions Code)
creating a framework for “Tribal Cannabis Agreements” that allow the Governor (or
designee) to authorize medicinal and/or adult-use commercial cannabis activity between
federally recognized Indian tribes and state-licensed cannabis businesses.

Under the new Chapter 27, the Governor may enter an agreement with a federally
recognized Indian tribe to permit cannabis activity between tribal licensees and state
licensees, but only if (1) the activities are lawful and subject to tribal licensure, and (2) the
agreement restricts transportation by prohibiting non-department- and non-tribal-
authorized transport methods and transport through jurisdictions that do not authorize such
transportation. The chapter clarifies that executing and complying with an agreement does
not constitute a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). It also states
that the chapter does not prevent a tribe from obtaining a state license.

The bill sets operational requirements for cross-participation and distribution. Tribal
licensees may engage in commercial cannabis activity with state licensees subject to the
chapter’s requirements, and tribal licensees are barred from engaging in commercial
cannabis activity outside “Indian country” without a local license/permit/authorization. If
tribal licensees operate outside Indian country, the bill subjects them to California’s
jurisdiction for enforcement actions relating to violations of California commercial cannabis
laws and regulations. Agreements must require tribes to impose on tribal licensees public
health and safety standards at least equivalent to state requirements, mandatory seed-to-
sale tracking/regulated systems participation, testing standards at least as stringent as
licensed state laboratory standards, packaging/labeling requirements at least as stringent
as state requirements, quality assurance/inspection standards at least as stringent as state,
and marketing/advertising restrictions at least as restrictive as state. Agreements must also
require a process to identify and destroy adulterated or misbranded products using
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standards and procedures meeting or exceeding those under state law, and require
restrictions on advertising/marketing/labeling/sale within the tribe that meet or exceed state
restrictions.

Agreements must include provisions for coordinated response to public health and welfare
emergencies (including prompt recall or embargo), for investigation of alleged
noncompliance upon state request (using mutually agreed procedures), for reasonable
cooperation by the tribe with California investigations, and for reasonable cooperation by
the department with tribal investigations of state licensees. Agreements must also provide
for collection of all applicable taxes. The bill exempts the Governor from state
Administrative Procedure Act rulemaking procedures when entering into agreements or
amendments, but requires prior submission to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee for
review/comment and posting of the proposed agreement/amendment for 30 days of public
comment on the department’s website. Finally, agreements do not take effect unless federal
law or DOJ/Attorney General processes allow or tolerate interstate cannabis transfers under
specified conditions; the department must notify the Governor and the relevant legislative
policy committees and post the notice online when such a triggering event occurs. The bill
includes standard severability language and declares that its provisions further the
purposes and intent of the Control, Regulate and Tax Adult Use of Marijuana Act (page 7,
final section).

Legislation « E=United States « California « Bill
[ CAAB 2537

Cannabis Enforcement Accountability and Public Health Prioritization Act of 2026.

03 Marijuana
1st Chamber 2nd Chamber Executive
Introduced Passed (Assembly) Considering (Senate)
February 20, 2026 May 28, 2026 August 03, 2026

Last Action: August 03, 2026 - In committee: Referred to APPR. suspense file.
In Senate - 2025-2026 Regular Sessions

Sponsors: Phillip Chen (R-CA)

Source: https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billStatusClient.xhtmI?
bill_id=202520260AB2537 [/
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Bill Forecast

1) Likely to reach fioor vote 65% ) Likely to reach fioor vote 60%
In Assembly  Likely to pass chamber 95% InSenate  Likely to pass chamber 95%
Summary

«9» Al Overview
FULL SUMMARY

The bill establishes a risk-based enforcement prioritization framework within California’'s
Medicinal and Adult-Use Cannabis Regulation and Safety Act (MAUCRSA), adding a new
Business and Professions Code section (26039.7). It defines “minor violation,” “moderate
violation,” “serious violation,” and “risk of harm,” including circumstances that risk
interference with state law enforcement, deceptive business practices, or public health/
safety/welfare/environmental harm. It categorizes violations into three priority levels
(serious, moderate, minor) based on specified conduct and conditions (e.g., unlicensed
commercial activity; diversion/inversion into the licensed market; synthetic cannabinoids;
sales to children or child-attractive packaging; adulterated/misbranded products;
degradation of water resources/habitat; reckless/repeated testing/track-and-trace/
documentation failures; and reckless/repeated workplace-safety or wage-protection
violations).

Beginning January 1, 2028, the Department of Cannabis Control must prioritize regulatory
oversight, investigations, inspections, and enforcement/disciplinary actions according to
the policy framework above, listing serious violations as highest priority through minor
violations as lowest. Beginning January 1, 2028, the department must adopt and publish an
enforcement prioritization policy that, at minimum, (1) aligns allocation of personnel/
resources to the priority levels, (2) establishes the enforcement and disciplinary actions for
each violation category, and (3) documents enforcement actions involving all violations.
The bill specifies that the department’s disciplinary framework must not conflict with the
new section and clarifies that the section does not limit the department’s authority to
enforce MAUCRSA and applicable regulations.

The bill amends Business and Professions Code section 26190 (annual reporting
requirements) by adding, for each annual report submitted beginning March 1, 2028,
additional reporting content keyed to the new enforcement prioritization categories in
Section 26039.7. Specifically, it requires the report to include counts and geographic
distributions of investigations, inspections, enforcement actions, petitions for regulatory
relief or rulemaking changes already received from licensees, and petitions filed/
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injunctions/citations/civil penalties against unlicensed persons and related categories, all
tied to the Section 26039.7 violation categories; it also retains broad reporting elements
(funds allocated/spent, licensing outcomes, processing/appeal timelines, complaints,
enforcement activity with local law enforcement, penalties/fines/disciplinary actions, and
license conditions).

Finally, the bill adds a new reporting requirement for the first publication of the annual
reports: a joint report to the Legislature on the state of California’'s cannabis market that
identifies statutory/regulatory changes necessary to prevent specified outcomes
(unreasonable restraints on competition/unlawful monopoly power, perpetuation of an
illegal market, encouragement of underage use/adult abuse or illegal diversion out of state,
excessive concentration of licensees, unreasonable risk of minors being exposed, and
violations of environmental protection laws). It defines “excessive concentration” based on
specified license-to-population ratio thresholds and local-ordinance limits, sets the
enforcement/prioritization section’s related reporting operations for January 1, 2028, and
provides for the reporting joint-report provisions to expire after January 1, 2028.

Legislation « E= United States - California « Bill
(@ CAAB762

Disposable, battery-embedded vapor inhalation device: prohibition and penalties.

[ Marijuana
1st Chamber 2nd Chamber Executive
Introduced Passed (Assembly) Considering (Senate)
February 18, 2025 January 29, 2026 August 03, 2026

Last Action: August 03, 2026 - In committee: Referred to APPR. suspense file.
In Senate « 2025-2026 Regular Sessions

Sponsors: Jacqui V. Irwin (D-CA)

Source: https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billStatusClient.xhtml|?
bill_id=202520260AB762 [/

Bill Forecast
1) Likely to reach floor vote 67% ﬁ Likely to reach fioor vote 65%
In Assembly In Senate
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Likely to pass chamber 85% Likely to pass chamber 95%

Summary

«} Al Overview
FULL SUMMARY

The bill creates statewide restrictions on “disposable, battery-embedded vapor inhalation
devices" containing tobacco. Beginning January 1, 2027, it prohibits importing or
manufacturing for sale in California any new or refurbished such device; beginning January
1, 2028, it prohibits selling, distributing, or offering for sale new or refurbished such devices
in California. It defines the covered device as a tobacco-containing vaporization device that
is not designed or intended to be reused and includes specific criteria regarding non-
refillability and non-rechargeability, while also carving out certain categories of medical
devices (class |, and class Il/lll under federal device definitions and specified federal
regulatory health-care/prescription conditions). The bill also provides that persons who
violate the prohibition commit an infraction punishable by a fine up to $500.

To enforce the device prohibition, the bill authorizes local governments (city, county, city
and county) and the state to impose civil liability for violations. Civil penalties are set at
$500 for the first violation, $1,000 for the second, and $2,000 for the third and any
subsequent violations; collected penalties are paid to the office that brought the action (city
attorney, city prosecutor, district attorney, or the Attorney General), with Attorney General
authority to expend collected penalties (upon legislative appropriation) to enforce the
chapter. It states that these remedies are not exclusive and are in addition to unfair-
competition remedies under Business and Professions Code Chapter 5 (commencing with
§17200). It also allows the California Department of Tax and Fee Administration to revoke or
suspend a regulated cigarette and tobacco product license where the licensee is in
violation of the new vapor device prohibition involving a tobacco-containing device, and it
makes the bill's cost provisions recoverable by the Attorney General from liable persons.

The bill amends Business and Professions Code §22974.2 (page 4 onward) by expanding
the existing flavored-tobacco seizure, forfeiture, civil penalty, and license-suspension/
revocation framework to include "disposable, battery-embedded vapor inhalation devices
containing a tobacco product” sold or offered for sale in violation of the new Public
Resources Code prohibition (§42260). It adds seizure and forfeiture coverage for the
devices, extends the per-package civil penalty ($50 per individual package) to the covered
vapor devices, and aligns suspension (second seizure) and revocation (third seizure)
triggers. It also updates operative timing by providing that the new §22974.2 provisions for
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the vapor device become operative January 1, 2028. The existing §22974.2 retains its prior
structure for flavored tobacco products, but this bill's changes specifically add the new
vapor-device enforcement track and corresponding definitions for “disposable, battery-
embedded vapor inhalation device" and “package” (within the expanded seizure/penalty
context).

It further amends the Public Resources Code by adding Chapter 5.1 (commencing with
§42260) in Part 3 of Division 30 to codify the new vapor-device definitions, prohibitions,
enforcement authority, penalty amounts, and related administrative provisions. The bill also
includes a statement that no reimbursement is required under the California Constitution for
specified reasons related to mandated local costs, and it declares severability.

Legislation « E= United States - California « Bill
(@ CASB479

Homeless adult and family multidisciplinary personnel teams.

0 Marijuana
1st Chamber 2nd Chamber Executive
Introduced Passed (Senate) Considering (Assembly)
February 19, 2025 January 26, 2026 August 05, 2026

Last Action: August 05, 2026 - From committee: Do pass. (Ayes 15. Noes 0.) (August 5).
In House « 2025-2026 Regular Sessions

Sponsors: Jesse Arreguin (D-CA)

Source: https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billStatusClient.xhtml|?
bill_id=202520260SB479 [4

Bill Forecast

1) Likely to reach fioor vote 92% ﬁ Likely to reach fioor vote 84%
In Assembly  Likely to pass chamber 85% InSenate  Likely to pass chamber 95%

Powered by PolicyNote 150f18


https://app.policynote.com/share/leg?url=lKO8OcGeSCraZmw6A8T7bvWjgKe-pJTjod88lbl9FLs
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billStatusClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260SB479
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billStatusClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260SB479
https://fiscalnote.com/products/policynote
https://fiscalnote.com/products/policynote
https://fiscalnote.com/products/policynote

Summary

«9» Al Overview
FULL SUMMARY

SB 479 amends Section 18999.8 of the Welfare and Institutions Code to expand authority
for "homeless adult and family multidisciplinary personnel teams” beyond counties to also
allow cities designated as local health jurisdictions to establish such teams, with the same
goals of expediting identification, assessment, and linkage of homeless individuals to
housing and supportive services and enabling provider and team members to share
confidential information to ensure continuity of care.

The bill adds reciprocal participation requirements between counties and cities that have
teams: if a city requests to participate in a county’s team, the county must allow appropriate
city personnel unless participation would hinder compliance or conflict with the county’s
goals and objectives; conversely, if a county requests city participation, the city must allow
appropriate county personnel unless participation would hinder compliance or conflict with
the city's goals and objectives. It also adds coordination duties for overlapping jurisdictions
—requiring city teams and county teams, when both exist in the same area, to make
reasonable efforts to coordinate protocols and, separately, coordinate team operational
processes (e.g., jurisdictional boundaries, activity schedules, referrals, placements into
permanent housing resources, and other key operational processes).

Section 18999.8 continues to require that information-sharing be governed by protocols
developed by each county or designated local health jurisdiction (describing what
information may be shared, participating agencies, use limitations, retention schedules,
confidentiality protections and restrictions on disclosure beyond team members, and
security/privacy procedures). Protocols must be distributed to participating agencies and
posted on relevant agency websites within 30 days of adoption, and a copy must be
provided to the California Department of Social Services; the bill specifies that these
protocol requirements include additional content such as training, confidentiality
statements, and security controls meeting applicable federal and state standards. It also
preserves confidentiality-related protections by deeming shared information and records
private and confidential and subjecting participating members to the same privacy and
confidentiality obligations and penalties.

The bill retains existing limits and protections in the confidentiality framework, including
confidentiality dispute limitations in criminal, civil, or juvenile proceedings for discussions at
team meetings; allowances for telephonic/electronic sharing with identity verification and
maintenance of notes in official case files; informed-consent requirements for domestic
violence victim service organization representatives; and express references preserving
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applicability of existing state and federal privacy laws (including HIPAA and California
privacy/medical confidentiality statutes).

Legislation « E=United States « New York - Bill
[@ NYS 10113

Provides that a microbusiness licensee authorized to conduct retail sales may serve as a
processor a... (View full title on source site)

[ Marijuana
1st Chamber 2nd Chamber Executive
Introduced Passed (Senate) Passed (Assembly) Considering
June 04, 2026 July 31,2026 June 04, 2026 July 31,2026

Last Action: July 31, 2026 - DELIVERED TO GOVERNOR

Passed House « 2025-2026 Regular Session

Sponsors: Michelle Hinchey (D-NY)

Source: https://www.nysenate.gov/legislation/bills/2025/S10113 (4, https://

assembly.state.ny.us/leg/?
default_fld=8&amp;leg_video=&amp;bn=S10113&amp;term=2025&amp;Summary=Y&amp;Actions=Y&an

W4

Bill Forecast

1) Likely to reach fioor vote 95% i Likely to reach fioor vote 95%
In Assembly  Likely to pass chamber 95% InSenate  Likely to pass chamber 95%
Summary

<'L Al Overview

The bill amends subdivision 2 of section 130-a of the New York cannabis law, governing
cannabis showcase event permit applications.

It changes the showcase event partnership/showcasing requirements by clarifying that a

microbusiness licensee authorized to conduct retail sales under section 73 may also serve
as the required licensed processor and licensed cultivator for a cannabis showcase event
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permit, but only if that microbusiness is authorized to conduct processing and cultivation. It
also clarifies that a microbusiness may serve as the licensed processor and/or licensed
cultivator for another licensee's showcase event permit application when the microbusiness
is authorized to conduct the applicable processing and/or cultivating activity. The permit
application must identify the licensed cultivators and processors authorized under the
cannabis law who will showcase at the event.

The bill takes effect immediately.
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