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Boston Man Sentenced to 85 Years for Sex Trafficking Teenager 
 
Attorney General Peter F. Kilmartin announced today Troy Footman (age 54), of Boston, was 
sentenced by Superior Court Justice Susan E. McGuirl to a total of 85 years to serve for the sex 
trafficking of a teenage girl. Footman was found guilty in July 2015 of two counts of sex 
trafficking a minor, two counts of pandering, and one count of operating a motor vehicle on a 
suspended license. 
 
Justice McGuirl imposed a sentence of 40 years to serve for each count of sex trafficking, the 
maximum allowed under the law. In addition, she sentenced Footman to a five-year consecutive 
sentence on one count of pandering and a five-year concurrent sentence which was suspended 
with probation on the second count of pandering, as well as a 30-day sentence, to run concurrent, 
on the count of driving on a suspended license. 
 
During the trial, the State proved Footman developed a sexual relationship with a 14-year-old 
runaway, and encouraged her to take a job dancing at Cheaters, a strip club in Providence, to 
make money, which he pocketed. Footman also placed an advertisement on Backpage.com for 
the girl as an escort, and arranged encounters at hotels and motels in Massachusetts. At 
Footman's direction, the young girl began to prostitute at Cheaters; Footman identified men in 
the club to solicit, set prices for sexual acts she performed, and took her money at the end of each 
shift. 
 
Seekonk Police located another missing teenager at a Seekonk hotel, who identified the 14-year-
old as "Footman's girl," and that Footman was the girl's pimp. Providence Police sent an 
undercover officer to Cheaters to investigate, where he was solicited by the young girl identified 
as "Footman's girl" for sex. 
 
Footman was convicted in Massachusetts in 1987 of sexual assault and convicted federally in 
1999 of interstate transportation of a minor for prostitution. 
 
"The underground world of sex trafficking is filled with predators like Troy Footman, who seek 
out vulnerable, young victims to manipulate into believing they have no other option but to sell 
their body to survive," said Attorney General Kilmartin. "Today's sentence marks the second 
time in a month in which a sex trafficker has received the maximum penalty allowed for their 
crime, which reflects the changing attitudes towards and the greater understanding of the crime 
of sex trafficking and the victims who are enslaved by others." 
 
Special Assistant Attorney General Sara Tindall-Woodman and Assistant Attorney General and 
Chief of the Criminal Division Stacey P. Veroni prosecuted the case on behalf of the Office of 
Attorney General. 
 
Wisconsin Native American Drug and Gang Initiative Task Force Finalist for 
National Award 
Jul 15 2016 
 
MADISON, WI – The Wisconsin Department of Justice is excited to announce the Wisconsin 
Native American Drug and Gang Initiative (NADGI) Task Force has been named a finalist for 



the 2016 Honoring Nations Award by the Harvard Project on American Indian Economic 
Development (HPAIED). 
  
“For the last year and a half, I’ve heard from Native American leaders about the public safety 
challenges they are facing in tribal communities and the importance of the relationships and 
collaborations facilitated by NADGI," said Attorney General Brad Schimel. "The Wisconsin 
Department of Justice is proud of NADGI’s success, and I personally commend the partnerships 
formed to help preserve the Native American communities in our state as safe and healthy 
environments. Fighting for our state’s health and prosperity requires collaboration, whether it’s 
fighting the opioid and heroin epidemic, combating human trafficking, or keeping our state’s 
most vulnerable safe. NADGI is a model for successful collaboration.” 
  
NADGI, created in 2007, is an organization that brings together tribal law enforcement agencies 
with Wisconsin DOJ’s Division of Criminal Investigation to fight illegal drug and gang activities 
on the reservations. Coordination between the agencies and support from Tribal Governments 
and community groups results in halting further development of addiction and violence. Since its 
inception, NADGI has made more than 2,600 arrests, collected hundreds of thousands of 
narcotics, and has completed presentations and trainings with nearly 9,000 personnel. 
  
The Honoring Nations award, administered by the Harvard Project on American Indian 
Economic Development, recognizes outstanding examples of tribal governance. The winners of 
the award will be announced at the National Congress of American Indians in October. The 
Harvard Project on American Indian Economic Development was founded in 1987, aims to 
understand the conditions under which sustained, self-determined social and economic 
development is achieved among American Indian nations. 
 
AG ANNOUNCES LAWSUIT AGAINST COMCAST FOR MORE THAN 
$100 MILLION  
 
First-of-its-kind suit alleges nearly 2 million Consumer Protection Act violations; seeks refunds 
for more than 400,000 Washingtonians 
 
SEATTLE — Attorney General Bob Ferguson filed a lawsuit today against cable television and 
Internet giant Comcast Corporation in King County Superior Court, alleging the company’s own 
documents reveal a pattern of illegally deceiving their customers to pad their bottom line by tens 
of millions of dollars. 
 
The lawsuit accuses the company of more than 1.8 million violations of Washington state’s 
Consumer Protection Act (CPA), including misrepresenting the scope of its Service Protection 
Plan, charging customers improper service call fees and improper credit screening practices. 
 
The lawsuit also accuses Comcast of violating the CPA to all of its nearly 1.2 million 
Washington subscribers due to its deceptive “Comcast Guarantee.” 
 
The lawsuit is the first of its kind in the nation — though the Service Protection Plan is a 
nationwide program and many of the improper practices are used in all of Comcast’s markets. 
The Attorney General’s Office brought these issues to Comcast over a year ago, but the company 
didn’t begin to make changes until recently — on the verge of this litigation. 
 



“This case is a classic example of a big corporation deceiving its customers for financial gain,” 
Ferguson said. “I won’t allow Comcast to continue to put profits above customers — and the 
law.” 
 
 Misleading Service Protection Plan 
 
The AGO lawsuit accuses Comcast of misleading 500,000 Washington consumers and deceiving 
them into paying at least $73 million in subscription fees over the last five years for a near-
worthless “protection plan” without disclosing its significant limitations. Customers who sign up 
for Comcast’s Service Protection Plan pay a $4.99 monthly fee ostensibly to avoid being charged 
if a Comcast technician visits their home to fix an issue covered by the plan. 
 
Comcast routinely claimed that the “comprehensive” plan covered the cost of all service calls, 
including those related to inside wiring, customer-owned equipment connected to Comcast 
services and on-site education about products. However, Comcast did not appropriately disclose 
that the plan does not cover repairs to any “wall-fished” wiring — wiring inside a wall — which 
constitutes the vast majority of wiring inside homes. 
 
As part of the AGO investigation, customers contacted Comcast multiple times. Seventy-five 
percent of the time, Comcast representatives told these customers the plan covered all inside 
wiring. That isn’t true. 
 
Customer service scripts, obtained during the investigation, direct Comcast’s representatives to 
state that the plan covers service calls “related to inside wiring” or “wiring inside your home.” 
The plan does not, in fact, cover the vast majority of inside wiring. 
 
The AGO investigation uncovered that Comcast misrepresents the limitations of several other 
elements of the plan, including its coverage of service calls related to consumer-owned 
equipment and the repair of cable jumpers, connectors and splitters. 
 
While Comcast claims that these restrictions are in the plan’s terms and conditions, Comcast 
does not provide those terms and conditions to its customers, does not require customers to 
approve them nor do they tell customers that these additional terms and conditions exist. A 
customer must proactively search Comcast’s website to find these terms and conditions. 
 
 Improper service fees 
 
The AGO lawsuit also accuses Comcast of charging fees to many non-Service Protection Plan 
subscribers for services that should have been free. 
 
Comcast deceives consumers through the Customer Guarantee it makes to all 1.2 million 
Washington customers.  Comcast’s Customer Guarantee promises: “We won’t charge you for a 
service visit that results from a Comcast equipment or network problem.” Comcast discloses no 
limitations on this guarantee.  
 
Contrary to this promise, Comcast charged thousands of Washington customers for service calls 
that resulted from a Comcast equipment or network problem, including issues with Comcast 
HDMI and component cables, Comcast cable cards, and the installation of drop amplifiers, 
which fix Comcast signal problems.  
 



In addition, until approximately June 2015, Comcast provided its technicians with a service call 
fix code that expressly allowed them “to add service charges to a normally not charged fix code.” 
In other words, the company created a code for technicians to add charges to a service call that 
should be provided at no cost. 
 
 Improper credit checks 
 
The AGO investigation uncovered thousands of instances of improper credit screening by 
Comcast, unnecessarily impacting the credit reports of those customers. 
 
Comcast requires a deposit for equipment, but that deposit can be waived if a credit check 
reveals a high credit score. 
 
On more than 6,000 occasions, however, Washington state consumers paid a deposit to Comcast, 
despite credit checks performed by the company revealing the customers had high credit scores. 
This indicates that the either: (a) customers paid the deposit to avoid a credit check appearing on 
their credit report, only to have Comcast run one anyway; or (b) customers were forced to pay 
the deposit despite their high credit score, contrary to Comcast’s policy. 
 
For its CPA violations, the Attorney General’s Office is seeking: 
 
More than $73 million in restitution to pay back Service Protection Plan subscriber payments; 
Full restitution for all service calls that applied an improper resolution code, estimated to be at 
least $1 million; 
Removing improper credit checks from the credit reports of more than 6,000 customers; 
Up to $2,000 per violation of the Consumer Protection Act; and 
Broad injunctive relief, including requiring Comcast to clearly disclose the limitations of its 
Service Protection Plan in advertising and through its representatives, correct improper service 
codes that should not be chargeable and implement a compliance procedure for improper 
customer credit checks. 
 
Colorado Attorney General Cynthia H. Coffman Announces over $3.9 million 
in Settlements against Companies that Exploited Military Consumers 
 
DENVER—Colorado Attorney General Cynthia H. Coffman announced today that her office has 
settled two lawsuits against consumer lenders who targeted the military. The lenders are 
Freedom Stores Inc., d/b/a/ Freedom Furniture & Electronics and affiliated companies Military 
Credit Services, LLC, and Freedom Acceptance Corporation (“Freedom Furniture”) and USA 
Discounters, Ltd., d/b/a USA Living and d/b/a Fletcher’s Jewelers (“USA Discounters”). The 
settlements, which are in the form of consent judgments entered by the Denver District Court, 
require the lenders to pay over $3.9 million in redress for harmed consumers and contain 
injunctive relief designed to ensure future compliance with the law. 
  
“My office will not tolerate those who seek to take advantage of military service members and 
other consumers to unjustly profit from illegal lending and collection schemes,” said Attorney 
General Coffman. “These settlements help ensure that Colorado’s consumer lending laws will 
continue to provide protection—particularly to our active military service members who may 
otherwise be exploited while on duty protecting our country.” 
  



The settlements result from lawsuits that the Attorney General’s office filed against the lenders 
in 2015. The lawsuits alleged that Freedom Furniture and USA Discounters charged Colorado 
consumers interest rates that exceeded the maximum rates permitted by Colorado law. 
  
The lawsuits also focused on the lenders’ collection practices, which included suing military 
members in Virginia instead of Colorado and using abusive collection techniques like contacting 
the commanding officers of military members who were alleged to owe debts. 
  
Among other schemes, the lawsuit against Freedom Furniture alleged that those lenders sought to 
circumvent Colorado’s interest rate protections by entering into a relationship with an out-of-
state bank. While federal law permits banks to lend in Colorado at interest rates allowed by the 
banks’ home states, the Attorney General’s complaint alleged that the defendant lenders were the 
true parties making the loans and had improperly sought to “rent” the bank for the purpose of 
evading Colorado law. 
  
Consumers with complaints or concerns about a lender can contact the Office of the Attorney 
General’s Uniform Consumer Credit Unit at 720-508-6012 or online at 
http://coag.gov/uccc/complaint. For more information on preventing fraud targeted at the 
military community, please see https://www.military.consumer.gov/. 
 
UPDATE: WESTERN UNION ANTI-MONEY LAUNDERING 
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 
 
 PHOENIX – Attorney General Mark Brnovich announced today a major development in the 
Anti-Money Laundering (“AML”) agreement between Western Union Financial Services, Inc. 
and the Arizona Attorney General’s Office. An independent court monitor found Western Union 
successfully implemented all of the primary recommendations required in the settlement 
agreement amendment dated January 31, 2014. 
  
“Western Union’s Anti-Money Laundering Program is a crucial tool in helping the State of 
Arizona combat drug and human trafficking along the border,” said Attorney General Mark 
Brnovich. “We’ve forged a close partnership, with one goal in mind: to protect Arizonans from 
criminal activity.” 
 
The Maricopa County Superior Court appointed BDO, LLP, as an independent court monitor to 
oversee the settlement agreement. Today, the court accepted BDO’s Final Report which 
concluded Western Union has successfully implemented an AML compliance program in the 
Southwest Border Area that is consistent with the requirements of the Bank Secrecy Act, 
relevant implementing regulations, industry best practices, and applicable guidance from 
government regulators as applied to money services businesses, and is reasonably designed to 
prevent, detect, and report money-laundering activity. 
   
“Western Union has worked hard to implement the primary recommendations and is grateful for 
the close cooperation provided by the Office of the Attorney General as we have collaborated on 
strengthening our compliance programs,” said John Dye, Western Union General Counsel. 
  
“Over the last few years Western Union has made great strides in developing an effective AML 
program,” added Brnovich. “We believe Western Union’s Southwest AML Compliance Program 
should be a model for others in the industry.” 
  



There are still some secondary recommendations that Western Union needs to complete as part 
of the Settlement. Those recommendations should be completed by next year. 
  
For additional information, members of the media may contact Mia Garcia, Director of Media 
Relations at (602) 339-5895 or Mia.Garcia@azag.gov. 
 
Attorney General Kamala D. Harris, 16 states, and the District of Columbia, 
Call for More Student Loan Debt Relief for Students Harmed by Predatory 
For-Profit Colleges 
 
LOS ANGELES - Attorney General Kamala D. Harris, along Attorneys General from 16 states 
and the District of Columbia today submitted official comments to the United States Department 
of Education, urging the Department to do more to create and implement fair, streamlined, and 
efficient processes to enable students harmed by predatory for-profit colleges to access student 
loan debt relief.  The Attorneys General also praised the significant strides already made by the 
Department of Education through its recently proposed borrower-defense regulations.  
 
“We must create rules that will prevent predatory for-profit schools from continuing to cheat and 
mislead our students and taxpayers,” said Attorney General Harris.  “Education goes hand-in-
hand with the American Dream. With new and improved federal protections for students, both 
current and future students defrauded by for-profit companies will finally have a meaningful 
opportunity for federal student loan forgiveness and the chance to pursue a higher education.”  
 
Department regulations in place since 1995 allow borrowers to apply for discharge of federal 
student loans if their college violated state law in its conduct toward them, a right referred to as 
“defense to repayment.”  Until recent years, this right had been invoked only a handful of times. 
When Attorney General Harris and other law enforcement agencies exposed Corinthian 
Colleges, Inc. (“Corinthian”) for extensively falsifying its job-placement rates to potential and 
enrolled students, tens of thousands of students became eligible for full debt relief under this 
process.  Other for-profit institutions may have used similarly dishonest tactics in their dealings 
with students, so many more borrowers may need to utilize this defense in the future. 
 
Existing regulations have proven inadequate for handling situations of extensive fraud like in the 
case of Corinthian.  The Department’s existing rules provide little guidance on who may be 
eligible, how they should apply, or how the Department will evaluate applications.  
 
On June 16, 2016, the Department published its new, proposed defense-to-repayment rules after 
a negotiated rulemaking session earlier in the year failed.  Attorney General Harris’ office, as the 
negotiator on behalf of attorneys general, advocated for a number of measures in the earlier 
sessions that have now been included in the Department’s proposed rules, including: (1) the 
creation of a group-discharge process that would allow the Department to grant automatic relief 
to wide swaths of students similarly wronged by a predatory school, like Corinthian; (2) 
limitations on schools’ use of binding pre-dispute arbitration agreements and class-action 
waivers, common devices that predatory schools employ to undermine the legal rights of 
students and prevent wrongdoing from coming to light; and (3) an expansion of the time frame 
during which defrauded students may seek full relief from the Department.  These hard-fought 
gains mark major steps forward in remedying the egregious mistreatment of students and holding 
predatory schools accountable to taxpayers, but more remains to be accomplished. 
 
By submitting today’s comments, Attorney General Harris and the Attorneys General of 
Massachusetts, Illinois, Maryland, Kentucky, Connecticut,  Delaware, Hawaii, Maine, 



Minnesota, New Mexico, New York, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, 
Washington, District of Columbia, and the State of Hawaii, Office of Consumer Protection now 
call on the Department to do more to protect students and taxpayers: 
 
Under the Department’s proposed rules, there is no formal process for a state attorney general to 
invoke the defense-to-repayment process when he or she has evidence a group of students was 
abused by a school.  As chief law enforcement officers of their respective states, state attorneys 
general are uniquely positioned to investigate school misconduct and bring it to the Department’s 
attention.  The final rules should recognize this expertise by allowing state attorney general 
referrals.  
 
Under the current proposal, after establishing that his or her school violated the law, the student 
must then separately show that he or she is entitled to more than partial loan forgiveness.  This 
places an unfair and unnecessary burden on students.  The final rules should provide that once a 
student has demonstrated the kind of egregious conduct required to obtain debt relief in the first 
place, there should be a presumption that the student is entitled full relief—not the other way 
around. 
 
The final rules should expand the categories of school misconduct that would give rise to a 
defense to repayment.  Absent a litigated judgment, the current proposal limits students’ ability 
to seek relief from the Department to situations in which the school has either breached a 
contract or engaged in “substantial misrepresentations.”  This ignores other categories of 
rampant school misconduct that violate state law and render a student’s education worthless.  
This is an unwelcome retreat from the Department’s 1995 regulations, which recognize 
violations of state law as a basis for defense to repayment. 
 
The Department’s proposed rules make significant strides toward eradicating mandatory pre-
dispute arbitration provisions and class-action waivers in enrollment agreements.  But to give 
those measures the best chance of succeeding, the Department’s final rules should further clarify 
that schools cannot request at enrollment that students “opt out” of the bans on mandatory pre-
dispute arbitration provisions and class-action waivers, and that the claims covered by these bans 
are broad. 
 
The Department will publish final regulations by November 1, 2016. 
 
In October 2013, Attorney General Kamala D. Harris led the charge against Corinthian Colleges, 
Inc. and its schools in California (Everest, Heald, and Wyotech colleges), seeking to put an end 
to abusive practices that left tens of thousands of students with useless degrees and tens of 
thousands of dollars in debt. 
 
Attorney General Harris remains committed to protecting vulnerable students.  A copy of the 
letter is attached to the electronic version of this release at www.oag.ca.gov/news. 
 
AG Opposes Oil Terminal 
 
In today’s closing arguments for the environmental review of a proposed crude oil terminal in 
Vancouver, Attorney General Bob Ferguson’s Counsel for the Environment will announce its 
opposition to the project. 
 



The Tesoro Savage Vancouver Energy Distribution Terminal is currently under review by the state’s 
Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council (EFSEC), which is tasked under state law with 
recommending to the Governor either that he approve or reject the project. 

“Protecting the environment and public safety are top priorities of my office, and we considered the 
evidence presented with the care those priorities demand,” Ferguson said. “The bottom line is that the 
potential benefits of this project are dramatically outweighed by the potential risks and costs of a 
spill.” 

The Attorney General’s Counsel for the Environment had previously filed comments and 
commissioned expert review of certain aspects of the project, which raised serious questions about 
derailment data, emergency response plans and the potential impacts to the critically important 
natural resources of the Columbia River, including its fisheries and other habitats. 

After weeks of testimony before EFSEC from a variety of parties, Counsel for the Environment 
concluded that Tesoro Savage has not shown that the need for the project outweighs the potential 
environmental harms. 

If the Tesoro Savage facility is completed, according to testimony in the hearings, vessels loaded 
with crude oil would make 365 trips a year along the Columbia River, and an additional 3,000 oil 
trains would run through the state annually to service the project. 

Even if EFSEC concludes the risk of a worst-case oil spill or public safety disaster from those trains 
and vessels is statistically low, the potential environmental consequences and impacts to the public of 
such a spill are massive. 

Tesoro Savage cannot guarantee that a worst-case spill or public safety disaster would not occur if 
this project is built. Testimony at the EFSEC review showed that a spill would negatively impact 
Washington’s environment, and the communities that depend on it, for many years. 

Given the weight of the evidence presented, the project is not in the public interest. The Attorney 
General’s Counsel for the Environment will therefore urge EFSEC to recommend the project be 
rejected. 

 Counsel for the Environment 

Assistant Attorney General Matthew Kernutt was appointed by Attorney General Ferguson as 
Counsel for the Environment, representing the public and its interest in protecting the environment 
on proposed developments of large, non-hydro energy facilities in Washington. 

Under state law, the Attorney General appoints an Assistant Attorney General as Counsel for the 
Environment (CFE) when EFSEC receives a site application for review. That attorney operates 
independently of EFSEC, other state agencies and parties involved in the site application. 

The CFE plays an important role in the overall project review. In addition to soliciting public input, 
providing general information concerning the EFSEC process, helping citizens inform the EFSEC of 
their concerns, the CFE participates in the adjudication held before the EFSE. 

Attorney General Will Not Enforce GE Food Labeling Law, Will Advocate 
For Clear On-Package Labels 

Following President Obama’s signing of S.764, which establishes a “National Bioengineered Food 
Disclosure Standard,” the Vermont Attorney General will no longer be enforcing Act 120, Vermont’s 
first-in-the-nation law requiring the labeling of food produced with genetic engineering. “We 
successfully defended our law for two years, and as a result many companies are now disclosing that 

http://atg.wa.gov/news/news-releases/ag-questions-derailment-data-emergency-plan-vancouver-oil-terminal
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/rcw/default.aspx?cite=80.50.080


their products are produced with genetic engineering,” said Attorney General William H. Sorrell. 
“We hope they will continue to do so going forward, not because our law requires it, but because it is 
the right thing to do,” he continued. 

“Without question, Vermont’s law spurred the Federal Government into action, requiring mandatory 
labels for GE foods,” said Sorrell. “It is unfortunate that corporate interests were ultimately able to 
water down Vermont’s clear disclosure standard through the passage of this federal law.” Among 
other things, the newly passed law could permit companies to provide a scannable code, accessed 
with a smartphone, rather than a clear on-package disclosure. 

Under the federal law, the U.S. Department of Agriculture has two years to draft regulations to 
implement the labeling standard. “My office intends to take an active role as the labeling fight shifts 
from the legislative process in Congress to the regulatory process at the USDA,” said Sorrell. “We 
will work hard to give consumers the same access to information, in plain English, that they had 
under Vermont’s law.”  
 
2 consultants charged in tribal pot operation 
 
By REGINA GARCIA CANO and JAMES NORD The Associated Press 
 
Flandreau, S.D. • Two consultants who advised a Native American tribe on its plans to open the 
nation's first marijuana resort have been charged with drug offenses, South Dakota's attorney 
general announced Tuesday. 
 
Eric Hagen, chief executive of Monarch America, and the company's vice president and 
cultivation expert, Jonathan Hunt, were charged with a range of marijuana possession charges, 
attorney general Marty Jackley said. 
 
Hagen, 34, of Sioux Falls, is charged with conspiracy to possess more than 10 pounds of 
marijuana, possession of more than 10 pounds of marijuana and attempted possession of more 
than 10 pounds. Hunt, 43, of Colorado, was charged with conspiracy to possess marijuana. 
 
The indictment comes eight months after the Flandreau Santee Sioux, citing fear of a federal 
raid, torched the weeks-old marijuana crop they had been growing on tribal land under Monarch 
America's guidance. 
 
The Santee Sioux began exploring a marijuana growing operation after the Justice Department in 
2014 outlined a new policy clearing the way for Indian tribes to grow and sell marijuana under 
the same conditions as some states that have legalized pot. 
 
When tribal leaders initially touted their plan to open the resort on tribal land near Flandreau, 
which is about 45 miles north of Sioux Falls, President Anthony Reider said they wanted it to be 
"an adult playground." They projected as much as $2 million in monthly profits, with ambitious 
plans that included a smoking lounge with a nightclub, bar and food service, and eventually an 
outdoor music venue. They planned to use the money for community services and to provide 
income to tribal members. 
 
They hired Monarch America as consultant, and the first marijuana seeds germinated in the 
10,000-square-foot indoor growing facility in September. 
 



But even before the first crop was seeded, Jackley warned that changes in tribal laws wouldn't 
protect non-tribal members and wouldn't apply to non-tribal land. 
 
In November, tribal leaders moved to burn the crop, saying that federal officials had signaled a 
potential raid of the operation if their concerns weren't met. Reider said at the time those 
involved sales of marijuana to non-Indians, along with questions about the origin of the seeds 
used for its crop. 
 
Reider said then that tribal officials wanted to show good faith as it talked with officials in hopes 
of resuming the project. Tribal officials met with Jackley later that month, but Reider said 
Tuesday that there are no plans to resume the marijuana project. He said the tribe plans to turn 
the greenhouse into a vegetable growing operation. 
 
Many tribes have hesitated to move into marijuana cultivation, in part because of uncertainty 
over the risks involved due to a tangle of state, federal and tribal law enforcement oversight on 
reservations. Just a few months before the Santee Sioux burned their crop, two California tribes 
had their growing operation raided by federal authorities who cited concerns about third-party 
ownership and pot distribution off tribal land. 
 
AG: Calif. doctor’s notes not valid at Nevada marijuana dispensaries 
Dispensaries stunned by stance, cite potential ‘devastating’ effect on business 
 
By Chris Kudialis  
 
Medical marijuana dispensaries should no longer be able to accept California doctors’ 
recommendations from out-of-state patients to purchase in Nevada, according to an opinion from 
the state Attorney General’s Office, sent this week to the Department of Health and Human 
Services. 
 
In a letter from Attorney General Adam Laxalt to health department Director Richard Whitley, 
obtained by the Sun on Friday, Laxalt’s office responds to two department inquiries on the Silver 
State’s medical marijuana program: whether patients can use a copy of a completed application 
at a Nevada dispensary to purchase medical marijuana, and whether out-of-state residents should 
be allowed to use a California physician's note to purchase medical marijuana. Laxalt advised 
against both practices. 
 
“A recommendation from a California physician ad (sic) a driver’s license from another state 
cannot be used to obtain medical marijuana from a Nevada dispensary,” the letter said. 
 
The letter and subsequent recommendations came as a surprise to Nevada dispensary owners, 
who said they were unaware that Whitley had reached out to the Attorney General’s Office. 
Some went as far as to call the potential effect of the letter “devastating” to business and patients 
they claim rely on such measures to purchase marijuana while in town. 
 
“Not only (is it important) for our business, but for the patients who need medicine when they’re 
visiting here,” said David Goldwater, owner of Inyo Fine Cannabis Dispensary, 2520 S. 
Maryland Pkwy. 
 
Goldwater, who estimated his clientele is about 60 percent Nevada cardholders and 40 percent 
out-of-state buyers, said his business model would change “drastically” if patients with 
California doctor's notes were barred from buying at Inyo. 



He argued that over 90 percent of an estimated 1.5 million to 2 million California medical 
marijuana users choose a physician’s recommendation over a state-issued medical marijuana 
card to avoid additional costs and registering with the state. 
 
“We should be able to respect those states and those patients who prefer not to register with 
them,” Goldwater said. 
 
Andrew Jolley, owner of The+Source dispensary, 2550 S. Rainbow Blvd, said that while most of 
his customers are from Nevada, California residents living part-time in the Las Vegas Valley 
also shop at his dispensary. He said shutting off access to patients with only doctor's notes would 
“literally affect tens of thousands of people.” 
 
“If the department enacts this measure, these patients are going to be extremely disappointed,” 
Jolley said. “And in some cases, their health will be affected.” 
 

Colorado gives D.C. a reason to tread carefully on recreational marijuana 
  
The Washington Post) 
By Editorial Board July 29 
 
WHEN CHILDREN steal cookies from the cookie jar, they usually suffer little more than a 
scolding. When those cookies contain cannabis, it’s a different story: According to a study 
published Monday, exposure to marijuana among children in Colorado has increased in the two 
years since the state began selling the drug legally — and so have the emergency-room visits that 
follow. 
 
Colorado gave the green light to medical marijuana in 2000. In 2012, the state sanctioned 
recreational use, and by January 2014, dispensary store shelves were stocked with potent 
products of all shapes and sizes. Since then, marijuana-related trips to children’s care centers 
have almost doubled, though incidence overall remains low. Edibles in particular seem to entice 
unsuspecting children who think they are sneaking everyday snacks, though secondhand smoke 
is also a culprit. After accidental marijuana consumption, most children simply become sleepy. 
In the worst of cases, they can end up intubated. 
 
It’s possible that reports have risen in Colorado in part because doctors are more aware of the 
problem and parents less reluctant to admit to having marijuana in their homes. But the trend, 
which holds true in states with similar laws, deserves attention — not least because it could teach 
legislators considering decriminalization in other localities to exercise caution. 
 
The District is one of those places. In 2014, voters approved an initiative to let residents and 
visitors 21 and older keep and carry a limited amount of the drug, as well as grow it at home. But 
Congress — in a display of blatant disregard for self-determination — has quashed the city’s 
attempts to move toward a tax-and-regulate regime that would allow for the drug’s legal 
purchase and sale. In response, some D.C. Council members have displayed a desire to loosen 
restrictions on marijuana even without the ability to control its use. A task force is scheduled to 
release recommendations on allowing smoking in private clubs at the end of the summer. 
 
Colorado’s case gives the District one more reason to tread carefully until it can regulate 
marijuana in a responsible way. Coloradan stores, for example, adopted child-resistant packaging 
in 2015. This month, a law went into effect barring marijuana-laced look-alikes to common 



children’s treats such as gummy bears and other sweets in human, animal or fruit shapes. The 
state has also tried to encourage manufacturers to limit product potency, and some local 
lawmakers have proposed a mandatory cap. 
 
Those rules address just one problem associated with legalization. But this week’s study stresses 
the need for more research on marijuana’s effects to know what other issues might arise — and 
for states to sit tight until they understand how to solve them. 
 
 


