Short answer: a major market squeeze is possible, but “95% of products eliminated” is an estimate—not
a guaranteed count of products that will vanish from every shelf. The concern is that federal policy may
narrow which hemp-derived cannabinoid products qualify as legal hemp, including through a cap of 0.4 milligrams
of total THC per container. If those limits take effect as described, many intoxicating products could fall outside the

federal definition, and some non-intoxicating products could also face reformulation or compliance challenges.

The details matter. The proposed shift from measuring delta-9 THC alone to counting total THC—including THCA
—could change how products are assessed. The often-cited December 11 US hemp rule deadline also needs to
be tied to the specific law or agency action being discussed: dates and transition periods are not interchangeable,

and businesses should verify the effective date in the controlling text rather than rely on headlines.

For consumers, brands, retailers, and growers, the practical takeaway is straightforward: check the rule's exact
scope, evaluate products by the rules that will apply to them, and keep reliable compliance records. A label or a

single cannabinoid number is not a substitute for legal review or appropriate laboratory testing.

What Does “95% of Products Eliminated” Actually Mean?

The US Hemp Roundtable estimate that 95% of hemp-derived cannabinoid products could be eliminated is a
warning about the possible scale of the change. It should not be read as a government finding, a confirmed

inventory count, or a prediction that precisely 95% of current products will disappear on a particular day.

Estimates of this kind depend on what is counted as a “product.” A product category, a specific formula, a brand's
individual SKU, and a batch on a retail shelf are different things. A company might discontinue one item,
reformulate another, and continue selling a third if it meets the applicable requirements. Some products may leave
the market; others could be adjusted, relabeled where legally appropriate, or sold through a different lawful

channel.

Even so, the estimate signals a serious potential market squeeze. If the federal definition becomes narrow enough
to exclude products that currently rely on the hemp framework, the impact could reach manufacturers, retailers,
testing laboratories, farmers, and consumers. The figure deserves attention—but it should be presented as an

industry estimate, not as a verified outcome.

Why the Move from Delta-9 THC to Total THC Matters

One central issue is how THC is measured. Many hemp rules and product discussions have focused on delta-9
THC. A total-THC approach can also account for THCA, the acidic cannabinoid that can convert into delta-9 THC

when heated. That distinction matters especially for products intended to be smoked, vaped, or otherwise heated.

Under a delta-9-only approach, a sample might appear to meet a numerical limit even though it contains
substantial THCA. Under a total-THC approach, that THCA may be included in the calculation, subject to the

formula and testing method set by the governing rule. The result can be a very different compliance assessment.

Legal-language takeaway: If the applicable standard counts total THC, a delta-9 result by itself may not
establish compliance; the business needs to assess the full calculation required by that standard.

That does not mean every product containing THCA is automatically illegal in every circumstance. The answer
depends on the precise statutory language, effective dates, product type, and any applicable state rules. It does

mean that brands should not assume that a low delta-9 figure settles the question.



What Would a 0.4 mg Total THC Per-Container Cap Do?

A proposed or enacted cap of 0.4 mg of total THC per container is a very different kind of limit from a
percentage threshold applied to the plant. A container-based cap asks how much total THC is in the product
package—not merely what proportion appears in a sample. That can have significant consequences for products

that contain small amounts per serving but many servings per package.

For example, a product’s total THC amount may add up across the full container even when an individual serving
contains only a small quantity. The relevant calculation would need to follow the applicable rule’s definition of
“container,” its treatment of servings, and its required testing and reporting methods. Do not assume that splitting

a product into servings changes the legal result.

The cap could affect gummies, beverages, tinctures, capsules, and other packaged goods, depending on how the
final requirements define covered products and calculate THC. It could also create practical questions for brands:
how to control batch variation, how to substantiate package-level amounts, and how to ensure labels align with

test results.

Issue Why it matters Practical question for a business Total THC versus delta-9 THC THCA may be included in a
total-THC calculation. Does the testing and calculation cover the cannabinoids the rule counts? 0.4 mg per
container A package-level cap may limit products even when each serving is small. How is the container defined,
and what is the measured total for the full package? Effective date and transition Products may be treated
differently before and after a legal change takes effect. Which date and transition provisions apply to this product
and transaction? State requirements State rules can add restrictions or differ from federal requirements. Where will

the product be made, shipped, and sold?

Why Flower Shipments May Be at the Highest Risk

Hemp flower shipments may be especially exposed to a total-THC approach because flower can contain
meaningful levels of THCA. When a compliance test or legal definition accounts for THCA, a shipment that

appeared acceptable under a delta-9-only analysis may no longer qualify under the relevant standard.

Flower also moves through a supply chain where paperwork matters. A grower, processor, transporter, distributor,
or retailer may need to show what the product is, where it came from, which batch it belongs to, and what testing
supports its status. A certificate from one sample does not automatically answer every question about a later

shipment or a different lot.

That makes flower a particular concern for interstate commerce. If a shipment is stopped or challenged, businesses
may need more than a sales invoice or a general statement that the material is "hemp.” They may need traceable
batch documentation, appropriate laboratory records, and a clear understanding of the law governing the

shipment at that time.

Legal-language takeaway: A flower shipment's risk is not determined by the word "hemp” on a document; it
depends on the applicable definition, the product’s measured composition, and the records supporting that

conclusion.

What the December 11 Deadline Does—and Does Not—Tell You

Businesses have focused on a December 11 US hemp rule deadline, but a date alone does not explain what
becomes unlawful or who must act. A deadline could refer to an effective date, an agency action, a compliance

transition, or a separate obligation. Those distinctions can change what a company needs to do—and when.



Before making inventory or shipping decisions, companies should identify the source of the date and confirm the
exact language. Check whether it applies to manufacturers, retailers, farmers, laboratories, or some combination;
whether it covers products already in commerce; and whether it contains a transition period. Also check for

subsequent amendments, agency guidance, and court orders that may affect implementation.

Federal requirements are only part of the picture. A product that meets a federal definition may still be restricted
by a state, and a state’s rules may change independently. Businesses selling across state lines should assess both

ends of the transaction, rather than treating one nationwide deadline as a complete answer.

What Brands and Retailers Can Do Now

Companies do not need to wait for a shelf crisis to review their compliance systems. The best immediate steps are

document-heavy, practical, and specific to each product and batch.

1. Map the inventory. List products by formula, package size, THC content, intended use, and sales channel. Do

not treat all hemp-derived products as one category.

2. Review the controlling text. Confirm the effective date, covered products, THC calculation, container

definition, and any transition provisions with qualified counsel.

3. Use third-party lab testing. Test the relevant cannabinoid profile through a qualified independent
laboratory, using methods suitable for the product and the rule at issue. A test result should be tied to the

actual batch it represents.

4. Post batch lab results online. Making batch lab results available online can help buyers and retail partners
check what a report covers. The report should be clearly linked to the batch and should not be presented as

proof of every kind of legal compliance.

5. Audit labels and claims. Ensure cannabinoid quantities, serving information, warnings, and product
descriptions are consistent with substantiation and applicable rules. Avoid calling a product “THC-free" without

appropriate lab results and a clear definition of what that claim means.

6. Prepare for shipping questions. Keep batch records, test documentation, invoices, and shipment details

organized and accessible. Confirm the rules for the origin, destination, and route.

7. Plan alternatives carefully. Reformulation, product withdrawal, or changes to distribution may be options,

but each requires its own legal and technical review.

What This Could Mean for Consumers

Consumers may see products reformulated, relabeled, restricted to certain locations, or removed from retail
shelves. Availability may vary by state and by product type. A product that remains on sale is not necessarily proof
that it complies with every rule, and a product that disappears is not necessarily evidence that every similar

product has been lab testing for hemp export banned.

Look for clear product information and batch-specific third-party lab testing. When a brand posts batch lab results
online, check that the report matches the product and batch you purchased, and that it reports the relevant

cannabinoids. Be cautious with broad claims that do not explain the test basis or the meaning of a number.

Brands such as Joy Organics operate in a market where testing, labeling, and regulatory review are important
parts of maintaining consumer confidence. No brand name, however, substitutes for checking the documentation
on the particular product. Consumers should also remember that a lab report is evidence about a sample; it is not

a blanket guarantee of safety, legality, or suitability for every person.
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So, Could Most Products Disappear?

They could be substantially affected if the relevant federal requirements narrow eligibility as described. The
combination of a total-THC calculation that includes THCA and a 0.4 mg per-container cap could leave many
current formulations unable to qualify under the hemp framework. That is the basis for the 95% products

eliminated warning and the prospect of a significant market squeeze.

But the percentage is an estimate, not a settled count. The final impact will depend on the operative legal text,
implementation and transition details, product-by-product composition, enforcement, and state law. Flower
shipments appear particularly vulnerable to a total-THC approach, but other product categories may also face

substantial disruption.

Bottom line: Take the risk seriously, but do not treat a headline estimate or a calendar date as the law itself.

Confirm the applicable deadline, measure products against the correct THC standard, and make batch-level



documentation part of the business plan. For a brand, retailer, or shipper, that paperwork may be just as

important as the formula.



