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Written Testimony of Gillian Schauer, PhD, MPH on L.D. 2147,  
with examples of other state policies on this topic  
 
Chairman Hickman, Representative Supica and members of the committee,  
 
For the record, my name is Gillian Schauer. I have a PhD and Master of Public Health, and 
more than a decade of experience working at the intersection of cannabis policy and consumer 
safety. I am the Executive Director of the Cannabis Regulators Association, a nonpartisan 
government association that convenes cannabis regulators across 45 states and U.S. territories. 
We are not an advocacy group, but rather an education-based association. My testimony today 
is my own and not an official position of the Cannabis Regulators Association or any of our 
member state governments.  
 
I wanted to testify neither for nor against to share with you some of the public health and 
regulatory rationale for requiring edibles to be stamped or embossed with a universal symbol 
and to be available to provide details on other state approaches.  
 
While the outer package containing cannabis is required in almost all states to carry a universal 
symbol, increasingly, many states, including the state of Maine, allow manufactures to have 
individually packaged servings within that larger package. These servings can be individually 
packaged in clear plastic wrapping (like Flowrap). Think about a big bag of Lifesavers that 
contains individual Lifesavers wrapped in clear plastic.  
 
Embossing or stamping the universal symbol on the actual cannabis edible is less about 
preventing access by small children – who may not understand the symbol – and more about 
making sure that older children, teenagers, and even adults who might come across these 
individual cannabis edible servings understand that they contain THC and are not candy. Let me 
give you a couple hypothetical scenarios:  

• A parent takes some individually wrapped servings of a THC gummy out of the package 
and throws them into their purse or bag. They forget they are in there. Their eleven-
year-old asks for a snack and digs through the bag for something and finds those. 
Without the symbol, the kid would have no idea the wrapped item wasn’t a normal 
gummy or candy. They wouldn’t even think to stop and ask.  

• Another scenario – a couple heads out on a date night and leaves some individually 
wrapped THC chocolates in a bowl on a high counter at their house. The babysitter 
sees them and thinks they are candy and has some. A universal symbol on the 
chocolate itself might have prevented that.  

 
These examples illustrate some of the reasons why states have required the universal symbol 
to be on the product itself. As has been mentioned, a number of other states require something 
similar in their adult use cannabis markets – including states with large and established markets 
– like Colorado, Nevada, and Massachusetts. I can share more details about the policies in 
these states if asked.  
 
In an era where many cannabis products contain multiple, individually packaged servings that 
can be separated from the original packaging that denotes the product is cannabis, having the 
universal symbol on the product itself can be important communication for older children and 
adults alike. Thank you for hearing my testimony.  
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EXAMPLES (NOT EXHAUSTIVE) OF OTHER STATE POLICIES RELATED TO STAMPING OR EMBOSSING A UNIVERSAL 
SYMBOL ON EDIBLE CANNABIS PRODUCTS  
 

COLORADO: https://sbg.colorado.gov/sites/sbg/files/documents/231109%20FINAL%20RULE%20REVISIONS.pdf 
– As revised as of 1/8/2024 
[Excerpted section]  Pages 58-61, §1 CCR 212-3, 3-335 part D. 
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NEVADA: https://ccb.nv.gov/wp-content/uploads/2021/05/Reg-12_rev2.pdf  
[Excerpted section]  Page 3, section 12.020 
 

 
 
MASSACHUETTS: https://ccb.nv.gov/wp-content/uploads/2021/05/Reg-12_rev2.pdf  
[Excerpted section]  Page 77 in §935 CMR 500.105 
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[Excerpted section]  Page 128 in §935 CMR 500.150 

 
 
RHODE ISLAND: https://rules.sos.ri.gov/regulations/part/230-80-05-1  
[Excerpted section]  Active Rule: 230-RICR-80-05-1.5.4 
 

 
 


