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Meeting Minutes
Tuesday, August 2, 2022, 5:30 P.M.
Meeting Room 3, Lower Level
Bristol Public Library, 5 High St., Bristol, CT

ATTENDEES:		Susan Tyler, Cheryl Thibeault, Jacqueline Olsen
ABSENT:		- - - 
STAFF PRESENT:	Thomas Conlin, Assistant Corporation Counsel
			Jason Welch, Assistant Corporation Counsel
Jeffrey Caggiano, Mayor
			
			
COUNCIL MEMBER:    --- 
			
1.	The Ordinance Committee was called to order at 5:30 p.m. by Chairwoman Tyler.

2.	Approval of Minutes

Councilwoman Olson made a motion to approve the minutes of July 5, 2022 meeting seconded by Cheryl Thibeault.  All present voted in favor – motion passed.

3.	Public Participation 

Mayor Jeffrey Caggiano thanked the Ordinance Committee for taking up this topic and he is aware that there will be many strong opinions. He would like people to all act in good form, stay non-emotional and stick to the facts and overall what is best for Bristol. 

The Mayor gave some history of what has happened in Bristol and how we fit into the State environment that we are in.  Bristol is the first to have a medical marijuana facility in the State, which has been operational since 2014.  It was called the Healing Corner but it is now called Trulieve.  They have been servicing medical marijuana patients, safely with highly regulated high grade marijuana for the past 8 years.

The cannabis legislation that has just come forward put the City in a difficult spot.  Medical marijuana retailers will be grandfathered in to allow them to become hybrid.  Meaning, once the State gives the licenses out, they can decide to go retail, as well as medical sales.  One good thing is that pharmacists run the facilities and they will have to operate with two lines.  One for medical purposes, which will be at the front of the line and then anyone who wishes to use it for recreational purposes.  These are establishments that have $700k-$800k of build out.

The most important and difficult thing the Ordinance Committee has to consider is the density cap.  According to the State, there could be no more than one retail outlet per 25,000 residents.  We need to come up with a number that would work for Bristol.  We don’t want to be like other towns where they have 12 or 13 facilities.  But we want to come up with a number that would allow the 3,000 people that come every month and not be a destination.  His own personal opinion would be to have 3 facilities to service the City.  Some towns have banned it all together and if we allow that, then Trulieve would have to move.  He stated that they are currently looking at other facilities.  The State Statute would allow them to move within a ten mile radius of their current location.  He stated that currently there are no zoning or planning regulations that allow us to stop that right now.  Planning and Zoning see adult use recreational cannabis as retail use.

Lastly, the State will not likely issue recreational adult use until later this fall.  He feels that going through the Ordinance Committee is the best way to handle this subject.  We will have Public Hearings on this and go through the process of going to City Council as well.  So people will have many meetings where they can voice their opinion as to if they are for or against it.

Mel Bee, 35 Rustic Terrace spoke to the Committee in support for cannabis dispensaries in Bristol.

Richard Kilby, 99 Lexington Street addressed the Committee stating he is not for or against cannabis dispensaries.  He has spoken to 69 people are there are any pros and cons.  He agrees with the Mayor to keep guardrails in place to have no more than 2, maybe 3 dispensaries and to keep laced marijuana out of Bristol.

Al Gerko, 88 Fern Hill Road spoke stating that he knows this is now state law, but what is the need for it.  What generation of people are requesting this?  Will having dispensaries in Bristol build character to Bristol or will in dumb it down? Bringing in revenue for the City is not a worthy cause for bringing in cannabis.  If the City needs revenue then raises taxes.  He would rather have worthwhile wholesome activities in town.

Jaime Bianca, 197 Glendale Drive (Zoom), thanked the Committee for bringing this topic to the public to talk about. Not a lot of people are informed about this topic and she is still doing her research.  It’s important to understand the barriers that currently exist.  Medicinal marijuana is life saving for some people and the barriers for them is trying to get insurance to cover the cost.  Having a dispensary in Bristol will eliminate that barrier for these people.  

Collin Pearson, 125 Wentwood Drive, wanted to voice his support for dispensaries in Bristol.  Marijuana is projected to be a $40 billion dollar industry by 2030.   It’s slowly making its way into Connecticut and the City would be foolish if they let this opportunity pass by.  It would also attract more people to move to Bristol.

Ben Kimbro 401 South Boston Avenue, Tulsa, Oklahoma, Senior Director of Public Affairs for  Trulieve, addressed the Committee stating the company has reviewed the Ordinance, as proposed and is in support of the language.  As a City Council member in his hometown he understands the process the Committee has to go through to ensure the citizens of Bristol are well supported.

Nick Delucca, stated that he is a commercial real estate broker who is not from Bristol, but he does represent one of the cannabis companies that is coming to Bristol and who has recently leased space in Bristol pending passing through the ordinances.  He stated that the Mayor and ECD have been very accommodating but very cautious about what type of dispensaries would be coming to town.  The company he represents is a Connecticut based company that has been in business a long time and they are a hybrid store.  A hybrid store is where both medical and recreational marijuana is sold and they are run by pharmacists.  

Senator Henri Martin, 7 Ipswith Road, addressed the Committee to discuss the 10 mile radius the Mayor was talking about.  This was part of legislation that was meant to protect the qualifying patients that were using the services of Trulieve to be more accessible to them.  That 10 mile radius has expired as of June 30, 2022 and now they can go anywhere.  But, they would have to get the approval of the Department of Consumer Protection.  This moratorium is only in effect for one more year.  

As a father, grandfather and soccer coach for 20 years, he is opposed to the proposed draft Ordinance, including the expansion of any new medicinal dispensary or allowing any cultivation, microcultivation and retail sales.  




He stated that during the pandemic, the legislatures were told to follow the science with regard to COVID and certain legislation was passed because of that.  But, the science was ignored when it came to passing the legalization of cannabis.  Science and medical studies show the dangers of medical marijuana.  He is not saying that he is against marijuana.  He voted in legislation to pass the medical marijuana bill. The speculation in the science is no longer being questioned, but the dangers exist with marijuana.  There have been CDC studies, reports from the National Academy of Medicine, UN World report, The Journal of Neuroscience show this.  

The data from the States that have legalized marijuana show that there is an increase in traffic fatalities.  It is being exposed to our children at an earlier grade level in the schools.  The science and the studies state that there is an increase in suicidal rates, mental health issues, depression, cardiovascular pulmonary diseases, and increase in Schizophrenia and Psychosis.  Knowing the science, why would we expose our children to this poison?

He stated that he wished he could stop the legalization of it at the capital but it was forced upon them.  But, he can, with the help of the community, stop it from coming into Bristol.  He is not in favor of any other dispensaries coming into Bristol other than the one we have now.

DeePak Cyril D’Souza, Professor of Psychiatry at Yale University School of Medicine addressed the Committee.  He also serves of the Physicians Advisory Board of Connecticut’s Medical Marijuana program.  He has been conducting research on cannabis for the past 25 years which is funded by the US Government. He is not talking on behalf of Yale University or the VA Hospital where he works, but as a scientist and a father.  He would argue that there are 4 concerns the City of Bristol should have.  1)  The effect of cannabis on brain development.  There is irrefutable evidence that exposure to marijuana in the developing brain has long lasting consequences.  But the legislation passed is for adult use.  We don’t have a foolproof way of preventing young people from obtaining cannabis.  In Colorado, young children are getting cannabis from their parents’ medicine cabinets and developing poisonings.  2)  Through studies in his lab and all over the county, when young people are under the influence of cannabis they don’t remember things and they don’t pay attention better.  They don’t do well in school and he would be concerned about the acute affect. 3) The development of serious illnesses.  He is a psychiatrist and has been treating VA patients for the last 30 years with Schizophrenia and Psychosis.  There is clear evidence that cannabis use has a higher risk of developing these illnesses. The data collected in the 60 and 70s in not relevant because the THC level then was at 4%.  The products out today have anywhere between 20% and 80% and therefore the more likeliness of developing more serious illnesses.  Who is going to pay for that treatment?   In people who now have these disorders end up in the hospital and ER more often.  They are often homeless or stop taking their medication and there is a price to pay for all that.  4)  What is the impact on driving?  He is concerned that people will be driving around “stoned” and our law enforcement do not have the tools to detect, in a reliable way, when someone is under the influence of marijuana.   In the States that have legalized marijuana, there is a higher rate of motor vehicle accidents and fatalities related to marijuana.

In summary he would like the City of Bristol to consider these impacts when making their decision.  He invited people to ask questions and a question/answer session took place.  

Jenifer VanGorder, 272 Candlewood Drive stated that she was opposed to bringing retail marijuana to Bristol.  Marijuana was just recently decriminalized about a year ago and all of a sudden we have an increase in wrong way drivers.  This caused the State to do a 20 million dollar study on why people were driving the wrong way on the highways. There was also an accident in Connecticut on Memorial Day weekend where there was a fatality and 4 out of the 5 people were under the influence of marijuana.  She doesn’t believe it’s a good time to bring marijuana sales to Bristol.

Sandra Kamins, 101 Edward Street spoke to the Committee stating that she is opposed to the retail shops of recreational marijuana coming to Bristol.  There are 8 and 10 year olds smoking marijuana, it is a gateway drug and we have an opioid crisis in Bristol. 

Chad Chamard, 558 Burlington Avenue stated that there were many great points made by Senator Martin and Dr. D’Souza.  Some points that weren’t touched on is that the State continues to make these decisions regardless if the Cities are on board or not.  There will be x amount of retail shops, x amount of cultivators, x amount of microcultivators and food & beverage coming into Connecticut.  Bristol has to decide whether they want to be on board or not and put in their ordinance what they may or may not want. The Committee has to be mindful that there are regulations to abide by where retail shops would go (i.e. not within a school district).  But, he stated that there are other ancillary companies that can come into Bristol, whether it be a packaging plant or a food and beverage plant, where you aren’t selling marijuana, but you are creating jobs and bringing revenue to the City.

Ben Zachs is the Director of Fine Feddle which currently owns 3 of the 5 dispensaries in Connecticut.  He has listened to the testimony of everyone in the meeting and it is basically re-litigating what the State has already approved.  The benefit of legalization of marijuana is that opioid prescriptions go down as marijuana is being used for pain management, anxiety and sleep disorders. The level of criminalization goes down, maybe because of the 360 degree cameras that are at the facilities.  The operators of dispensaries are under extra scrutiny.  Their rules are stricter that those of a pharmacy that stores opioids.  Studies have shown that crime actually goes down where these facilities are located.

The question is what is best for Bristol.  Each facility whether it be retail, cultivation or microcultivation,etc. will create 10-100 new jobs per facility and add revenue to the City’s tax rolls.

The goal is not to get the product in the hands of our children.  This can most effectively be handled when the purchases are tracked, taxed and purchased solely by someone 21 years or older.  Data around minor use does not increase in legalized areas, it goes up in illegal areas.

4.	Old Business

No updates.

5.	New Business 

	a.	Cannabis Establishments  

Chairwoman Tyler thanked everyone for coming out and voicing their comments and concerns.  The Ordinance Committee proposed this draft ordinance to get the conversation started about this topic.  This draft will not go before the City Council for a vote, it was rather a vehicle for discussion.  The Committee will do their due diligence and not rush this through.  When they do have something to send to City Council, they will have at least two more meetings or workshops to have more dialogue with the public.  

Chairman Tyler stated that she has some concerns about the direction Bristol is heading in with this ordinance.  She has spoken to many law enforcement agencies about this subject and there are some concerns.  With alcohol, there are certain tests that can be conducted when an officer makes a stop for a DUI.  With Cannabis, there isn’t a way to tell what the impairment level is and this is a huge concern.  The Bristol Police Department has put in two applications to get DRE (Drug Recognition Enforcement) Officers.  It is a very lengthy and expensive program.  One has been accepted and hope to have the second one accepted shortly.  Once they have a second officer, they would like to regionalize it with surrounding towns.  But, you can’t hold a person for the length of time it would take for the specialized officer to arrive at the scene.  So there is work to be done on that.

She also stated that there are traffic concerns and the safety of the cannabis business and surrounding businesses.  

She stated that the State just passed this and they are still changing it.  For instance, they have a cap of one facility for every 25,000 people and they just took that out.  So, now there is no cap.  She just thinks it’s too early in the process and more research needs to be done so we do it the right way.

The last concern she has is with mental health issues.  She has spoken to many providers who deal with these issues and it is not sitting well with them.  

 Councilwoman Olsen stated that she visited Trulieve and it is a very well run establishment and she is in favor of cannabis for medical purposes. Although, she is not in favor for recreational use and retail sales mainly because the people who are in favor of it are the younger population.  She has known many people that have starting using cannabis and it led to other more harmful drugs and have overdosed and died.  It worries her to bring a retail store into Bristol.  Bristol is trying to improve its image and she doesn’t know if this is the right move for Bristol.  She will keep an open mind and do more research.

Councilwoman Thibeault stated that she read the 354 page Public Act and its amendment and it is her understanding that we have a licensed pharmacy already that will be grandfathered in to be able to sell retail.  For people with ailments, it cost so much to purchase medical marijuana that they are buying it off the streets.  If we could have a facility that would allow these people to obtain marijuana without having to go through this costly process, then they should be able to obtain it from a reputable facility.  The cost of marijuana is not covered by insurance.  She knows of many people that have seizures, glaucoma and other conditions in which they use medical marijuana and it has helped them tremendously.  For these reasons, she will never support our medical facility having to leave this area because they serve the population.  But, she agrees that we have to put guardrails in place to protect them.  She is concerned that if we take too long to make a decision on the ordinance, we will have a facility on every street corner.    She doesn’t think we should rush, but we should put something in place so that we can have a public hearing and hear from more residents so that we can make a decision and move forward.

 Councilwoman Thibeault had a discussion with the panel on sending this to the City Council for them to set dates for a public hearing.  Attorney Conlin told her that, the Ordinance Committee normally does do that.

Councilwoman Thibeault made a motion to refer this matter to the City Council to set a date for a Public Hearing.  A second was made by councilwoman Tyler so they could vote on it.   Councilwoman Thibeault voted Yah, Councilwoman Olsen vote nay and Chairwoman Tyler voted nay – motion failed.

The Chairwoman then broke down the ordinance with the Committee to see if there were any changes they wanted to make to any sections of the draft.  They discussed the cap of the population to each facility, definitions of the ordinance. There was a back and forth with members of the audience.  They will redraft it to increase the population from 30k to 40k, keep 13.124 (Establishments) and take out section 13.129.

Councilwoman Olsen made a motion to approve the amendments to the draft ordinance, seconded by  Councilwoman Thibeault.  All vote in favor.  Motion passed.

6.	Committee Member Comments – There were no member comments.

7.	Adjournment

Jackie Olsen made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 7:51 p.m. seconded by 
Cheryl Thibeault.  Meeting adjourned.


Respectfully submitted,
Noelle Bates
Recording Secretary
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