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This letter of intent (the “Letter of Intent”) sets forth the principal terms 
under which the undersigned parties intend to jointly govern and 
operate one or more cannabis lab testing businesses (collectively, the 
“Business”).

it is the desire of the parties hereto to 
set out the nature of ownership in such entity, as well as any other entity 
which may succeed to [QC CLB 1, LLC] as ultimate holder of interests 
in the Business, (all such entities collectively, “HoldCo”), all as set 
forth below.
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CONCLUSION 
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