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Senator Katz, Representative Pierce and members of -the Marijuana Legalization 
Implementation (MLI) Committee, my name is Garrett Corbin and I am providing testimony in 
support of LD 1719 on behalf of the Maine Municipal Association at -the direction of MMA’s 70- 
member Legislative Policy Committee (LPC).
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The LPC generally views this legislation as a necessary step in the right direction that 
will address ambiguities in Maine’s Marijuana Legalization Act and ensure the commercial non- 
medical marijuana industry moves forward in a sensible manner subject to deliberate oversight. 
The MLI Comniittee’s willingness last year to address MMA’s concerns regarding some of the 
municipal regulatory authority language in subchapter 4 of the initial draft of LD 1650, LR 2395, 
was greatly appreciated. The Association’s chief remaining element of concern, the perceived 
inadequacy of revenue allocated to compensate for local regulatory efforts, is somewhat offset by 
improvements to section 402(1) regarding what has commonly been referred to as the 
legislation’s municipal “opt-in” component. .
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Revenue Concern. The Association’s Policy Committee continues to question the . 

sufficiency of the municipal revenue allocation in Part E of the bill to meet the variety of costs 
that are expected to be incurred by communities that authorize adult use marijuana 
establishments. When compared to allocations in the seven other states which have legalized
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non-medical marijuana sales, Maine’s allocation appears diminutive, set‘ to be at best four times 
lower than the current lowest local revenue amount (in Washington), and at worst at least thirty 
times lower than the highest (in Colorado and California). For your reference, the table 
accompanying this testimony shows the comparable allocations to local governments in these 
other states. Municipalities will be unlikely to welcome non-medical marijuana establishments if 
doing so increases the existing burden on local property taxpayers. - 

Opt-In Support. The clarification in section 402(1) of this legislation of the manner in 
which municipalities Welcome non-medical marijuana establishments helps address this concern. 
Explicitly requiring municipal 

, 

authorization limits the potential local costs to those I 

municipalities which consciously choose to open their doors to the industiy. This clarification is 

strongly favored by an overwhelming majority of MMA’s membership and is seen as the most 
helpful aspect of LD 1719. By following the approach taken nearly a century ago when the » 

prohibition on liquor was repealed, this legislation provides a pragmatic path forward that will 
direct establishments to communities where they are most welcome, helping conform the pace of 
this industry’s growth statewide to Maine residents’ varying levels of comfort.
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Non-Medical Marijuana Tax and Revenue Allocation Comparison 

State Marijuana Applicable Additional Local Option 
Excise Tax General Special 

Statewide Marijuana 
Sales Tax Sales Tax 

Proceeds To 
_MllLi_°_i2Z11iLi_e_§ 

Alaska Flat $50/oz. 

(flat $15/oz. of 
seeds and 
stems) 

None None Yes, up to 7.5% No 

California F lat $9.25/oz. 
($2.75/oz. of 

leaves) 

7.5% 15% of Yes, up to 15% 
retail sale 

price 

No 

Colorado 15% (average) 
on wholesale 

2.9% 10% of 
retail sale 

price 

Yes, up to 8%, 
average 4.6% 

sales, plus local 

excise taxes 

(3.5% in Denver) 

15% of special tax 
revenues 

Massachusetts 10.75% on 
retail and 
Wholesale 

6.25% 3.75% Yes, up to 3% No 

Nevada 15% Wholesale 6.85% 10% of 
retail sale 

price 

Yes, up to 3.55% No 

Oregon 15% on retail 
and wholesale 

None 17% Yes, up to 3% No 

Washington 37% on retail 6.5% 8% No, but business 
and occupation 

tax authorized, up 
to 0.2% 

2.1% of total excise 
taxes collected, broken 

down into 30% based 
on generated sales, 
and 70% based on 

population (per capita) 

to all municipalities 

and counties which 
allow sales.


