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Federal Cannabis Rescheduling Raises Questions
After DEA Hearing

Federal Cannabis Rescheduling Process Raises Questions After Pretrial Hearing

While Virginia's efforts to establish arecreational adult-use cannabis market remain stalled at a partisan
impasse, the federal marijuana rescheduling process continues to take significant strides. A pretrial hearing
held earlier this week has left more questions than answers regarding the future of federal marijuana policy,
particularly regarding its potential reclassification from Schedule 1.

Virginia's CannabisMarket at a Standstill

For months, Virginialawmakers have been unable to come to an agreement on how to move forward with the
state' s recreational cannabis market. While some push for expansion and clear regulations, others remain
hesitant, citing concerns about public safety, youth use, and the broader economic impact. The state’ s adult-
use cannabis market, which voters approved in 2021, remains at a standstill as lawmakers debate the best

way to regulate and tax cannabis sales.

The political deadlock in Virginiamirrors the larger, nationwide conversation about cannabis policy. Many
are wondering whether federal action could provide the necessary momentum for states like Virginiato move
forward. In this context, all eyes are on the federal marijuana rescheduling process, which could significantly
alter the landscape of cannabis policy.

A Landmark Hearing: What Happened in Court?

On Monday, acrucial pretrial hearing regarding the federal rescheduling of marijuanatook place before an
administrative law judge from the Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA). This hearing marked an
important step in the ongoing efforts to reconsider marijuana’ s classification under federal law. Currently,
marijuanais listed as a Schedule 1 controlled substance, which meansit is considered to have a high potential
for abuse and no accepted medical use, placing it alongside drugs like heroin and ecstasy.

The hearing, initially scheduled to be part of aformal proceeding on December 2, was primarily a procedural
meeting. During the session, legal counsel outlined availability for testimony and clarified various
administrative matters. However, there were notable developments, especially regarding the exclusion of
certain evidence that could have influenced the case.

Exclusion of Public Comments and Patient Testimonies

One of the most significant points raised during the hearing was the ruling on evidence. Despite receiving
over 43,000 public comments on the matter, the judge ruled that these comments—along with patient
testimonials—would not be allowed as evidence in the trial. The overwhelming majority of public comments
expressed support for rescheduling marijuana, with many advocating for its removal from Schedule 1.



The exclusion of this evidence has frustrated advocates and industry stakeholders, who see public opinion
and patient experiences as critical to understanding the true benefits of cannabis.

DEA’sUnclear Stance

Perhaps the most pressing issue raised during the hearing was the DEA’ s own position on the proposed
rescheduling. The DEA, which has been tasked with reviewing marijuana s classification, has remained
notably silent on the matter. Despite being the official proponents of the proposed rule to reschedule
marijuana, the DEA’slegal counsel failed to meet court deadlines for submitting key evidence and outlining
expert testimony.

Thislack of clarity hasleft many wondering where the DEA stands on this critical issue. Armentano pointed
out that it remains uncertain whether the DEA will actively advocate for removing marijuana from Schedule
1, oppose the rescheduling, or take a neutral stance. “It’s still unknown whether the DEA will champion
removing marijuana from Schedule 1, testify against it, or take no position at all,” Armentano explained.

With such ambiguity surrounding the DEA’s position, many stakeholders are left in a state of limbo, unsure
of how the federal government will proceed.

What Comes Next: A Long Road Ahead

While thisweek’ s pretrial hearing offered some insights, it also underscored how much is still upinthe air.
The rescheduling process, which will formally begin in 2025, remains highly uncertain. For now, much of
the focus is on how the proceedings could shape federal marijuana policy and what impact that could have on
states like Virginia.

Given the political deadlock in Virginia and the complex nature of federal rescheduling, observers are
cautious about expecting quick resolutions. The legal processis expected to take several years, and federal
lawmakers will likely be under pressure to balance public opinion with concerns about public health, law
enforcement, and national security.

For Virginia, the rescheduling of marijuana could pave the way for a smoother, more federally compliant
cannabis market. However, until more clarity emerges from both the federal government and state
lawmakers, Virginia s cannabis future remains at a partisan standstill.
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