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where the defendant lived (and owned by her husband) and that was accessible 

only by traveling down the residence's driveway and past the nearby residence. 

The trial court properly excluded argument about the affinnative defense 

where the defendant failed to cany her burden. The defendant presented vague 

fonDS that failed to establish a factual basis to assert the affirmative defense. The 

defendant failed to present any admissible evidence that she (or Mr. Gilbert) was a 

qualifying patient, or that ifshe had been a qualified patient, that the am01mt of 

marijuana in excess ofthe presumptive 60 day supply was medicallynecessary. 

Additionally, the defendant denied responsibility for the manufacture ofmarijuana 

and was not entitled to assert an affinnative defense. 

The Appellant's claim that the bare authorization fonn was sufficient to 

assert the affinnative defense was without support. Other evidence and argument 

inpretrial motions further undercut any facts the Appellant could claim to raise the 

affinnative defense. 

The trial court should have imposed no more than the $250 jury cost. 

However, the booking fee imposed following conviction was property assessed. 

The Appellant's conviction should be affinned and her case remanded on 

the issue ofjury costs assessed after her conviction 
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