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Editorial

Get the dope

out of the White House

his magazine is the outgrowth

of a political movement that
came into being two years ago
when courageous individuals from
a cross-section of religious denom-
inations, political parties and
walks of life formed the Michigan
Anti-Drug Coalition. Within
months of the first Detroit meet-
ing in December 1978, fraternal
organizations had sprung up in
some 15 U.S. states. In October of
last year, these crystallized as
America’s National Anti-Drug Co-
alition.

Since then, an international
movement has been set into mo-
tion around to stop drugs at the
top—at the level of the oligarchical
networks who use drugs to main-
tain their political power, and the
politicians who abet this suprana-
tional network—“Dope, Inc.”

The initial impulse for founding
the Anti-Drug Coalition in Detroit
was to turn the tide against the
legalization of drugs that had
spread at an accelerating rate
since Jimmy Carter, an avowed
supporter of marijuana “decrimin-
alization,” came into office. But
drugs—the pestilence that is
claiming the minds and in many
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cases the lives of America’s
youth—are merely the “glue” hold-
ing together an organized conspir-
acy to destroy the moral fabric of
the republic and turn this nation
into one vast Jonestown.

If this sounds extreme, consider
what has occurred over the past
three and one half years of the
Carter administration.

The facts of the matter

In Washington, D.C., there is a
“private” outfit called the Drug
Abuse Council, an unofficial policy
arm of the Carter White House.
The DAC has just issued its 1980
report which calls on Americans to
learn to live with psychotropic
drugs.

Simultaneously, the Carter ad-
ministration is encouraging the
large pharmaceutical companies to
make THC capsules—using the
chemical ingredient available in
marijuana cigarettes that pro-
duces the “high.” But the experi-
mental medical evidence of the de-
structive impact of THC in small
quantities on the brain and repro-
ductive system is documented by
Dr. Nahas in his article in this
issue. One can only conclude that
in pushing THC legalization, the
Carter administration does not
want there to be another genera-
tion of Americans.

Consumption of marijuana,
hashish and cocaine has risen to
all-time highs, and is still going
up. According to the Department
of Health, Education and Wel-
fare’s Seventh Annual Report to
Congress (April, 1979), the number
of high school seniors who used
marijuana daily jumped by one-
half, from 6 to 9 percent, between
1975 and 1977. A University of
Michigan study shows that cocaine
use by high school seniors has dou-
bled since 1975—it is now 12 per-
cent.

Heroin epidemic
Most horrifying of all are re-
ports that have recently come to
the attention of National Anti-
Drug Coalition investigators that




the United States is on the brink
of the biggest heroin epidemic in
its history. According to a confi-
dential intelligence report pre-
pared for the U.S. Drug Enforce-
ment Administration last fall,
1,500 tons of heroin are being har-
vested and processed now in the
Iran of Ayatollah Khomeini, Paki-
stan, and among the “rebels” of
Afghanistan. This will produce an
epidemic 2,000 times worse than
the heroin wave of ten years ago,
which was caused by a “mere”
harvest of 80 tons from Turkey,
and which left 700,000 addicts in
its wake.

Sources tell us that the summer
epidemic has already begun to hit
East Coast cities. The overdose
death rate in New York City has
doubled, and in Boston, the DEA
report predicts, the new heroin
supplies will cause 15 to 20 heroin
deaths per day. This compares to a
1979 figure of 20-30 deaths from
heroin per month, nationwide.

Insiders believe that the Drug
Enforcement Agency was forced
to keep its intelligence report con-
fidential due to pressure from At-
torney General Benjamin Civiletti,
who is known to have curbed the
drug enforcement capabilities of
the DEA and other agencies out of
concern for the “civil rights” of
suspected drug traffickers.

Whose allies?

But the Carter administration’s
connivance with evil goes far be-
yond mere negligence. It is a faect
that the very same “Islamic” feu-
dalists, led by Khomeini in Iran,
who are growing the poison for a
million American youth who may
become addicted this year, are con-
sidered by Carter’'s advisers and
backers as potential “allies”
against the Soviet Union. Zbig-
niew Brzezinski's “fiercely inde-
pendent” Afghani tribesmen are
the opium growers and runners
whose free-enterprise venture may
leave your child as a piece of meat
on a coroner's slab.

Behind the Carter government'’s
inaction against the heroin danger

and its complicity with drugs
stands “Dope, Inc.,” an adversary
more powerful than national gov-
ernments, one which is currently
in control of the U.S. government.
At the top levels, this internation-
al drug cartel is identical with the
New York Council on Foreign Re-
lations, the Trilateral Commis-
sion, the Club of Rome and their
various offshoots. These are the
institutions of the British-centered
oligarchy that are promoting the
“transition into a new age,” the no-
technology, small-is-beautiful, rec-
ipe for global genocide.

Their openly acknowledged goal
is to reduce the world’s population
by one to two billion persons by
the end of this century. To do that,
as they understand very well,
America’s industrial powerhouse
must be destroyed, and the moral
commitment to progress which is
the soul of the American nation
must be shattered.

The Aquarians

Now, in this presidential elec-
tion year of 1980, a book has been
published on behalf of this power-
ful conspiracy, titled The Aquari-
an Conspiracy. Author Marilyn
Ferguson describes the method by
which you and your children are
being brainwashed into the “new
age of Aquarius.” A “new mystic
religion”—the rock-drug counter-
culture—is being used to bring
about “radical change in the
United States.”

This book is published at the
very moment when, under the ide-
ology of “limits to growth,” the
U.S. economy is being' collapsed
and looted on the model of Nazi
Germany in the 1936-38 period—
right before death camps were in-
gtituted as a logical consequence of
that policy. A bill has just been
signed into law that gives Fed
chairman Paul Volcker dictatorial
controls over U.S. credit like those
exercised by Nazi finance minister
Schacht. Is it any accident that the
bill's author, Congressman Henry
Reuss, is a leading “Aquarian con-
spirator”?

Is it any surprise, either, that
President Carter’s assistant on
National Security, Zbigniew Brze-
zinski, whom European leaders de-
scribe as “mentally ill, irrational,
unbalanced,” is identified by Fer-
guson as a member of the Aquari-
an conspiracy?

We have to win

The Aquarians want you to ac-
cept—even join—your child’s de-
generation into a screwball and a
drug addict. “There’s no use bat-
tling marijuana,” is their latest
refrain. “Decrim is here to stay,
and besides, it's really no more
harmful than alecohol or ciga-
rettes.”

If the basically moral majority
of Americans go along with this
brainwashing, our country will
have no future. The time to fight is
now. New influxes of heroin from
the Middle East are already hit-
ting U.S. streets and are being
used to lace the marijuana you are
told is “harmless.”

The persons responsible for the
drug plague must be named, ap-
prehended, tried and punished,
from the local “decrim” pusher
right up to the “persons above sus-
picion” who are masterminding
the conspiracy to destroy our
youth. The drug lobby’s media
must be put out of business. Can-
didates for public office, from the
local official right up to the U.S.
President, must be forced to take
a stand to wipe out the drug men-
ace or be booted out of office.

Most antidrug fighters know
that if the Presidency were com-
mitted to that fight, it could be
won almost overnight. In this elec-
tion year 1980, War On Drugs
magazine is pledging to build a
movement to get the dope out of
the White House, and to make
certain that it does not get back in.

Neve thomariam

Nora Hamerman
Managing Editor
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AND OUT TO DESTROY YOUR MIND

arly this year, J.P. Tarcher

Publishers of Los Angeles re-
leased The Aquarian Conspiracy:
Personal and Social Transforma-
tions in the 1980s by Marilyn Fer-
guson. The book is a kook’s mani-
festo, proclaiming that the decade
of the 1980s will usher in a “new
age” in which scientific and tech-
nological progress is once and for
all laid to rest and the “values”
expressed by the counterculture of
the 1960s—typified by Timothy
Leary’s call to “turn on, tune in
and drop out”—govern society.

In issuing her open call for an
Aquarian Revolution, author Fer-
guson paid particular homage to
Sir Aldous Huxley, whom she de-
scribed as the true pioneer of the
“new age.” In point of fact, Hux-
ley, along with his brother Julian
Huxley, Lord Bertrand Russell,
H.G. Wells, George Orwell and
Robert Maynard Hutchins, was
one of the most evil wretches of
the 20th century. It was Huxley
who from the early 1920s devoted
himself to the fostering of the drug
counterculture. In that sense, Fer-
guson is correct in placing special
emphasis on Huxley's accomplish-
ments.

[t would be one thing if Fergu-
son were simply one more lunatic
suffering from severe brain dam-
age at the hands of LSD and other
psychotropic drugs. She is not; and
the Aquarian Conspiracy is a
dead-serious blueprint for the
drugging and brainwashing of
America.,

In spring of 1978, several dozen
doctors, psychologists and social
engineers gathered in San Francis-
co for a week-long conference to
plan out the relaunching of the

Photo: The Age of Aquarius, heralded
in the Broadway musical, “Hair.”

LSD was not a sociological
phenomenon, as revealed in
this exposé by Jeffrey and
Michele Steinberg. American
youth were led on the acid
trip by a clique of British
death cultists—who are still
in business

CIA’'s 1950s mass experiment in
the “medical applications” of LSD
and other mind bending sub-
stances. According to Dr. Stanislas
Grad, a member of the original
CIA MK-Ultra team and the Direc-
tor of a Boston “drug experimen-
tation” clinic called SOMA (after
the mind deadening drug in Al-
dous Huxley’s Brave New World),
the conferees agreed that the only
“problem” with the 19508 LSD ex-
periment was the fact that it was
government directed and therefore
used repressive methods. Grad
and the others called for the re-
launching of mass-scale experi-
mentation with LSD and other
deadly drugs through the nation’s
universities and medical centers—
to be popularized through the me-
dia in order to insure a constant
and growing population of “guinea
pigs.”

What is now underway is the
expansion of British intelligence’s
50-year campaign in the United
States to create cult formations
among the general population
through the use of drugs and Dion-
vsian rituals.

In official channels, the British
Secret Intelligence Services’ exper-
iment was run under former CIA
Director Allen Dulles, and con-
duited through the Central Intelli-
gence Agency, under the codename

MK-Ultra. The project, first
named Operation Bluebird in 1949,
then Operation Artichoke, and re-
named MEK-Ultra in 1953 under
direct orders from Dulles, studied
the application of LSD, psylocibin
(hallucinogenic mushrooms), pey-
ote, and other hallucinogens in
mind-control and brainwashing
techniques.

The early phases involved the
administration of hallucinogens to
volunteers in university, hospital,
and mental institution settings. By
1963, it was openly stated in a CIA
document that “the final phase of
testing MK-Ultra materials in-
volves their application to unwit-
ting subjects in normal life set-
tings,” a phase which began on the
U.S. West Coast in 1955, and
which by the late 1960s had creat-
ed thousands of counterculture fol-
lowers of the cult of LSD and other
hallucinogens, aided by the impor-
tation and mass marketing of Brit-
ish ritualistic rock music.

Although MK-Ultra was a CIA
black operation nominally under
the control of Dulles, it was in
reality a British intelligence oper-
ation run into the United States
under the cover of the CIA and the
Rand Corporation. Furthermore,
the presence of the Office of Naval
Intelligence and Air Force Intelli-
gence in the original Operation Ar-
tichoke and MK-Ultra task force,
and the subsequent importance of
trained operatives of ONI and Air
Force Intelligence in the ereation
of U.S.-based terrorist cults,
points to heavy contamination of
these agencies in particular by
British SIS.

The British priesthood
The three British intelligence
agents heading up MK-Ultra as
research directors from 1952 on
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were Aldous Huxley, Albert Hoff-
man of the Warburg-owned San-
doz drug firm (where Hoffman
first synthesized LSD in 1943), and
Humphrey Osmond, a close Hux-
ley family friend and physician
based at the University of London
Hospital where he studied schizo-
phrenia,

The keyv American researcher
complicit with Huxley, Hoffman,
and Osmond was Gregory Bate-
son, husband of the late Dame
Margaret Mead of the Order of St.
John of Jerusalem. Bateson head-
ed a Veterans Hospital in Palo
Alto, California where he aided in
criminal experiments administer-
ing LSD to patients in the hospital.
Bateson is currently a special ad-
viser to California’s Governor
Jerry Brown—the politician with
whom Reverend Jimmy Jones
maintained a close relationship for
many years.

Huxley was not merely the
ranking British intelligence officer
in the MK-Ultra infiltration proj-
ect, but he was literally a high
priest of the drug cult that grew
out of the California experiments.
Aldous Huxley, along with his
brother Julian, was tutored at Ox-
ford University, England in the
1920s by futurist H.G. Wells, head
of British foreign intelligence dur-
ing World War I. Wells's writings
and those of his protégés the Hux-
leys and George Orwell, such as
The Time Machine, Brave New
World, 198; and Animal Farm,
spelled out in fictional form the
mind-control that MK-Ultra was
later to implement.

In 1929, under the influence of
occultist Aleister Crowley, Aldous
Huxley was initiated into the Isis-
Urania Temple of Hermetic Stu-
dents of the Golden Dawn, a secret
cult tracing back to the Scottish
Rite of the Freemasons and run
directly out of the British Colonial
Office. At the same time, Crowley
introduced Huxley to hallucino-
genic drugs.

From 1937 to 1945, Huxley lived
in California where he worked as a
Hollywood seriptwriter along with
Christopher Isherwood and other
British operatives. Isherwood had
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Aleister Crowley,

“magician of the
Golden Dawn,” initiated Huxley on
hallucinogens . . .

been a British intelligence agent
stationed in Weimar Berlin
through the 1920s, specializing in
cultural subversion projects. Dur-
ing this period, Huxley and Isher-
wood organized cults around the
Isis Temple of the Golden Dawn
and the translation of Eastern
mystical documents. Preliminary
investigations suggest that one of
the centers of Isis cult activity
founded by the Huxley team in
1937-1945 was Ukiah, California—
later the West Coast center of the
Reverend Jim Jones's Peoples
Temple,

Huxley’s eritical training oec-
curred in Britain from 1945 to 1952
when, in tandem with the British
Psychological Warfare Division
(then centered at the London Tav-
istock Institute), he organized a
study group at the London Nation-
al Hospital with Osmond on indue-
ing schizophrenic states through
the taking of mescaline.

Subsequently, Osmond was
hired by Allen Dulles to play a
leading role in the MK-Ultra proj-
ect. In 1953, in the U.S., Osmond
gave Huxley a supply of mescaline
for his personal consumption. The
next year, as the result of his psy-
chedelic experience, Huxley wrote

The Doors of Perception, the first
public manifesto of the drug cult,
advocating “expanded conscious-
ness through hallucinogens.”

By 1954, MK-Ultra was fully op-
erational, Dr. Timothy Leary was
already conduecting LSD experi-
ments at Harvard University.
Hoffman had been brought to the
United States for continued MK-
Ultra work. And Huxley returned
to California where he reeruited
his 1937-45 associates Bateson and
Alan Watts, who later became a
propagandist for study of Eastern
religions. Osmond, meanwhile,
was stationed at the New Jersey
Neuro-Psychiatric Institute in
Princeton, N.J., conducting exper-
iments on the effects of LSD in
schizophrenia.

In 1960, as MK-Ultra entered its
“final phases,” Huxley was ap-
pointed Visiting Professor at the
Massachusetts Institute of Tech-
nology in Boston. There he created
a circle paralleling his West Coast
LSD team, including Leary and
associate Richard Alpert, who lat-
er became “guru” Baba Ram Das.
This circle created a following of
thousands of LSD veterans who
were then deployed to proselytize
for drugs.

One direct result of the Huxley
Harvard operation was the Inter-
national Federation for Internal
Freedom Psychedelic Training
Center in Zihuatenejo, Mexico, set
up and headed by Leary in 1963.
Zihuatenejo, an isolated Mexican
resort town, was the site for a two-
year project involving 500 people—
chosen, according to Leary, out of
over 5,000 applicants. The objec-
tive of Zihuatenejo was to train
psychologists and other profes-
sionals, religious leaders, teachers,
ete. in the values of psychedelic
drug use. The center administered
LSD to residents several times a
week, conducting group sessions
based on the Boston work of Leary
and Alpert, the writings of Hux-
ley, and particularly Leary’s
translation of the Tibetan Book of
the Dead. The Tibetan sacred book
was to be read by participants be-
fore taking the LSD, then read
aloud by another person as the




subject sank into a schizophrenic
state.

Indeed, the death experience at-
titude was a central consideration
of the center’s profiling. After an
LSD experience, one group showed
that: “Some now felt convinced
that there is no death, that life is
really continuous despite physical
change. Death to them now seems
simply continuation toward the
mystical goal of oneness with God.
... Associated with lessened anxi-
ety, greater acceptance of death
... (Richard Blum and associates
Utopiates, London: Tavistock Pub-
lications, 1965).

The names of the participants in
the Zihuatenejo project have never
been made public although they

... then Gregory Bateson, British an-
thropologist, used LSD on unsuspect-
ing veterans . . .

included clinical psychologists,
ministers, teachers, and business-
men. In 1963, during the second
year of its operation, the center
was closed by Mexican authorities.

It is known that the Mexican
project was one feature of the “pri-
vate,” i.e., nongovernmental, side
of MK-Ultra. The above-cited 1965
Tavistock Institute report also fea-
tured reports by Timothy Leary,
Richard Alpert, and San Francis-
co’s Dr. Joel Fort, who has already
been identified as a principal fig-
ure in the creation of Jones’s Peo-
ples Temple.

Simultaneously, the Rand Cor-

poration, home of present-day ter-
rorist specialist Brian Jenkins,
was conducting a “medically ori-
ented” experiment in LSD. Aec-
cording to a 1962 Rand Abstract,
W.H. MecGlothlin conducted a
preparatory study on the “Lon-
glasting Effects of LSD on Certain
Attitudes in Normals: An Experi-
mental Proposal.” The following
year, McGlothlin conducted a
year-long experiment with 30 hu-
man guinea pigs, called “Short-
Term Effects of LSD on Anxiety,
Attitudes and Performance.” The
study incredibly concluded that
LSD improved emotional attitudes
and helped resolve anxiety!

Also in California, the guinea
pigs at Bateson’s Palo Alto Veter-
ans Hospital were being groomed
as future leaders of the drugged
Isis cult. Foremost among Bate-
son’s recruits was Ken Kesey who
received his first LSD dose from
Bateson in 1959. Other “subjects”
included Jerry Garcia, later the
founder of the Grateful Dead rock
band. Another outstanding mem-
ber of the Grateful Dead is the son
of Wharton School professor Eric
Trist, the leading Tavistock Insti-
tute operative in the United States
and a principal controller of the
MOVE black terrorist gang that
recently staged a gun battle with
Philadelphia police.

Much of the LSD used to build
the Isis counterculture cult in the
Haight-Ashbury section of San
Francisco found its way into the
streets from MK-Ultra channels.
In 1963, when Leary left Harvard,
the Leary LSD operations were
funded principally by Billy Mellon
Hitcheock. Hitcheock’s contribu-
tions to Leary were paid out
through a British West Indies con-
duit known as the Fiduciary
Trust—a wholly controlled subsid-
iary of the Investors’ Overseas
Services, which is and was an Is-
raeli dirty-money operation coor-
dinated on the U.S. side through
the New York holding company,
the Dreyfuss Corporation. Hitch-
cock, an heir to the Mellon banking
family of Pittsburgh, not only
funded Leary’s pet projects, but
financed Leary’s Brotherhood of

. whose
“Summer of Love" project left thou-
sands ravaged by acid trips.

recruiting Ken Kesey,

Eternal Love as a major hashish
marketing and LSD manufactur-
ing operation which was based,
like Jones’s Peoples Temple, in
California and the Caribbean.

In 1968, Leary, Ken Kesey, Alan
Watts, and homosexual poet Allen
Ginsberg from New York organ-
ized the so-called Summer of Love.
This nationwide Dionysian cele-
bration provided the context for a
massive infusion of drugs into
every part of the U.S.A. which left
thousands of youth ravaged by
their first experiences with addic-
tive and hallucinogenic chemicals.
To service the psychological disor-
ders and human misery resulting
from the drug epidemie, institu-
tions such as the Haight-Ashbury
Free Medical Clinic were created.
Today, these clinics serve as cen-
ters for the movement to deecrimin-
alize “recreational” drugs, and as
recruiting centers for cult outfits
such as the Glide Memorial
Church and Jones’s People's Tem-
ple.

Dr. Joel Fort’s Project One men-
tal health clinic in San Francisco
was part of the network of clinics
set up to service the growing num-
ber of vouth who quickly went
from marijuana and occasional
hallucinogenic trip to hard-core
heroin addiction and psychosis.
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The biological effects of marijjuana |

hen people take drugs, they

alter some basic mechanisms
in their bodies that allow them to
function properly and to think
properly.

In a sense it's a little redundant
to go through the scientific evi-
dence that shows how marijuana
is a very destructive drug, since
this has been observed directly by
so many people who have as much
authority as a scientist to speak on
drugs. But there are some people
who want to have scientific proof,
so here it is. I want to note, how-
ever, that all of the scientific
proofs that we scientists can give
to such people might not turn
them toward deciding upon a be-
havior that is not drug-oriented.
To change behavior, especially for
youth, requires much more moti-
vation than just raw, uninspiring
scientific facts.

The importance of these scien-
tific facts is, rather, that they ac-
tually allow us to immediately dis-
card all of the extraordinary de-
ception that has been poured upon
the American public concerning
the “relative harmlessness” of
drugs, especially of marijuana. We
have been subjected to an extraor-
dinarily dishonest and intense bar-
rage of drug information that says
marijuana is just a harmless weed
that may even be very useful for
many conditions.

This is a lot of nonsense, and
there is now scientific evidence to
prove it.

There is also a lot of talk claim-
ing that marijuana has a therapeu-
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Dr. Gabriel Nahas, a world-
renowned expert on narcot-
ics, surveys the medical evi-
dence of marijuana’s harm
to the brain and reproductive
system. The fucts the media
won't report.

tic effect in cases of asthma, vom-
iting from anticancer drugs, and
in the treatment of glaucoma. Al-
though intake of marijuana may
have such therapeutic properties,
all of these properties are associ-
ated with the very serious, delete-
rious side effects I deseribe below.
Furthermore, there are more spei-
cife, more efficient drugs without
the dangerous side effects of mari-
juana that can be used with a
much greater rate of success. So
the talk that marijuana is an effec-
tive medical treatment is just as
much nonsense as the talk that
says marijuana is harmless.

10 yvears of research

[t took 10 years of intensive
study to prove what people already
knew; namely, that marijuana is
destructive. These years have been
very interesting, because they
have shown how much knowledge
we have and how well, using such
knowledge, we can relatively rap-
idly determine what a substance
can do to the body—in other
words, to go to the very basis of
the action of marijuana.

Marijuana is a plant that is
known in technical terms as Can-
nabis sativa. There are two differ-
ent varieties. One is the fiber type
with which ropes and fibers are
made, and this has been cultivated
in the West for a long time. Even
George Washington had some
hemp plants on his plantation, like
many other colonists, because he
had to make ropes. Since the ad-
vent of synthetic fibers, this varie-
ty is not cultivated very much.

The second variety, the drug
type of marijuana, is cultivated
mostly in the semitropical areas of
the world, in a belt that spans
Colombia, Mexico, Morocco, the
foot of the Himalayas, Lebanon,
and so forth. This drug type con-
tains in its leaves and flowering
tops certain active substances that
when smoked, inhaled, or even ea-
ten will give an intoxification or
high.

The first series of studies on the
marijuana drug began about 10
vears ago after chemists were fi-
nally able to isolate the different
substances in marijuana. This was
a difficult task because these sub-
stances, such as THC, are present
in very small amounts, a few mil-
ligrams or so per marijuana ciga-
rette. This immediately implies
one important thing—that mari-
juana is a very powerful drug, be-
cause very small amounts of its
chemical substances like THC pro-
duce intoxification.

There is no question that mari-
juana is not just a mild intoxicant;
it is a very potent drug that in




small amounts—milligrams, thou-
sandths of an ounce—can have
profound physiological effects.

Cannabinoid effect on cell division.
I began to study these effects in
my laboratory at Columbia Uni-
versity about 10 years ago, because
as a pharmacologist I had an inter-
est in the way the drug acts on the
very basis of life, the cells. In my
early experiments [ was able to
show that the sugstances extract-
ed from marijuana, the cannabi-
noids, slow down cell division and
prevent the formation of DNA, the
genetic material, and certain other
nucleic acids contained in the cell,
substances that are essential for
the divison of the cell and for the
expression of specific cell func-
tions.

When I reported these seientific
results, it created a furor. At the
time I was attacked by the pro-
marijuana lobby just because I
said that marijuana users should
be very careful because marijuana
substances in very small amounts,

millionths of a gram, will slow
down cell division, which might be
a very serious matter for future
generations, for the users’ off-
spring.

“How can you say that; you
don’t know,” was the chorus from
the marijuana lobby. Of course, I
didn’t know, but it was obvious
that a substance that attacked the
heart of life could have some dam-
aging effect on growing cells, the
cells of the embryo. The funny
thing was that everybody admit-
ted the danger to offspring for all
other drugs that slow down cell
division or affect DNA, but appar-
ently marijuana was in a privi-
leged position. It was supposed to
give you a high with no harm, and
scientific facts were apparently ir-
relevant.

This opposition did not prevent
me from going ahead and doing
more research, and I was especial-
ly pleased to see that many other
scientists throughout the world be-
gan to find exactly the same thing
I had found in their own studies.

Cumulative effect. One of the
things that caused us great con-
cern at the time was the realiza-
tion that the substances in mari-
juana remain in the body for a
very long time. Although alcohol
is harmful, it is excreted by the
body very quickly; it takes about
six hours for a couple of drinks to
be completely eliminated. It takes
30 days, however, for a single dose
of marihuana to be eliminated.
The half-life of marijuana, the
time it takes half of the dose to be
eliminated, is one week, which
means that it takes seven days for
50 percent of a single dose to be
eliminated.

The relevance of these facts is
that people who smoke marijuana
several times a week or daily are
actually storing in their bodies all
those substances that might be
doing harmful things to their cells.

Further experimental results

Let's look at some more of the
experimental results. The first
area of the body affected when one

Figure 1

Normal rat lung
Shown is o microscope section aof lung tissue. The
large open spaces are air sacs, which are surrounded
by capillary networks. Oxygen diffuses from the air
space into the blood, while carbon dioxide diffuses
from the blood vessels into the air sacs.
Source: Harris Rosenkrantz and Robert W. Fleischman.

Rat lung after six months
of marijuana smoke treatment
There are marked changes from the normal appear-
ance after one year of exposure to moderate amounts
of marijuana smoke. The open air spaces, or air sacs,
seen in Figure 1 have been filled with various depos-
its, decreasing the functional capacity of the lung.

Source: Robert W. Fleischman, John R. Baker, and Harris Rosen-
krantz, Toricology and Applied Pharmacology, No. 47 (1979), p. 562.

Figure 2
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Figure 3
Normal human sperm cells

Note the normal components of the
sperm cells, including the oval-
shaped head, the protective -acro-
some at the front of the head, and
the long flagellum used for loco-
motion.

Source;: W, Hembree, J. Huang, G. Nahas,

Bull, Acnd. Nat. Med., No. 9 (Dee, 1977), p.
639

smokes marijuana is the lung, be-
cause it is the point of entry. We
have now scientifically proved that
the very high concentration of
marijuana substances in the lung
is damaging. Although everyone
had known this from experience
with patients, now we have the
objective data.

The first people working on this
problem were scientists, clinicians,
studying in Boston and Los Ange-
les. The subjects were young men
who were brought into the hospital
and paid $20 or $30 a day to smoke
marijuana. After a few days, the
young men were asked to blow into
machines to show what their pul-
monary function [measures power
of lungs to inhale and exhale] was.
It wasn’t good. The men could still
breathe well, but quantitative
measurements showed that their
lung vital eapacity had fallen to 70
or 80 percent of critical normal.
Furthermore, special X-rays taken
with radio-opaque material
showed that signs of obstructive
lung disease were developing.

Long-term damage. Although all
of this research has been pub-
lished, we are still working on the
problem to determine the extent of
the damage to the lung in the long
run—with people who keep smok-
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ing for 20 to 25 years. Remember,
it took 60 years to prove that heavy
tobaceo smoking was related to
cancer of the lung and heart dis-
ease. When [ was going to medical
school, there was still a great de-
bate on this gquestion of whether it
was good, bad, or indifferent to
smoke cigarettes—a debate that
was settled only after millions of
people got lung cancer. And the
short-term effects of marijuana
are some 30 times worse than cig-
arettes. Think what this may
mean in 30 years for the millions
of youth smoking marijuana now.

What the long-term effects in
man will be are suggested by ani-
mal models, such as the rat. If you
subject the rat to marijuana
smoke for a year, it is the equiva-
lent to about 20 years in man be-
cause a [rat lives only for three
years, one-twentieth the lifespan
of man. This technique with rats
has let us observe the formation of
irreversible changes in tissues aft-
er long-term marijuana smoking—
scientific proof of damage.

To demonstrate some of these
effects, look at the normal micro-
scopie structure of a normal lung
shown in Figure 1; the open areas
are air sacs, which are surrounded
by blood vessels. The air enters
these air sacs, where oxygen and

carbon dioxide gas exchange be-
tween the blood vessels and the air
in the air sacs. The dark spots are
immune cells, which are there to
defend the lung against bacterial
infection. The scientific evidence
shows that marijuana reduces and
destroys these cells, much more
than tobacco smoke does.

Figure 2 shows a section of the
lung from a rat that was exposed
to marijuana smoke for six
months, You can see the destruec-
tive changes, appearing as deposits
in the air sacs. About 15 to 20
percent of the lung is like this,
which indicates that this animal
has lost about 15 to 20 percent of
its lung capacity from the mari-
juana.

Male reproductive damage. Even
more serious is the effect of mari-
juana on the reproductive func-
tion. The first studies on this effect
in man were done at Columbia
University, where 1 worked with
Dr. Hembree and his associates,
who are specialists in reproductive
function. We focused on this area
because our prior observation had
shown that marijuana produets in
test tubes slowed down cell divi-
sion. A great amount of cell divi-
sion occurs in the testes, in the
formation of sperm cells at an ex-




Sperm cells of a human
marijuana smoker
There s a large proportion of ab-
normal forms, including absormal
shape of the head, loss of the acro-
some, absence of head, and others.

Source: W, Hembree, J. Huang, G. Nahas,
Bull. Acad. Nat. Med., No. 9 (Dec. 1977), p.
639,

i £ Figure 4
|

LA

Figure 5
Sperm cells from a human hashish smoker compared to a nonsmoker

In this high-power micrograph of sperm cell heads, a sperm cell from a nonsmoker is on the left; sperm from a
hashish smoker are on the right. Note the absence of dark staining material in the sperm from the hashish smoker.
In this preparation, the stain is evidence of protein and genetic material, thus shounng the severe changes in these
substances in the hashish smoker's sperm.

Source: Drs. C. N. Stefanis and M, Issidorides, in Marijuana: Chemistry, Biochemistry and Cellular Effects, Nahas et al. eds., New York: Springer
Verlag, 1976,
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Figure 6
'Normal rat testis
In (a), the photomicrograph shows several subdivisions of the normal rat testis. Each subdivision is lined with cells
that divide at a high rate to form large numbers of sperm cells. These sperm cells accumulate in the center of each
subdivision. In (b), one of the subdivisions is shown at a higher power of magnification. An accumulation of sperm cells
is in the center.
Source: Harris Rosenkrantz and David W. Hayden, Toxicology and Applied Pharmacology. No. 48 (1979), p. 380

traordinary rate, averaging
hundreds of millions of cells a day.

In these experiments, we gave a
number of young men marijuana
under controlled conditions. We
saw in these subjects not only a
marked decrease in the formation
of sperm, but also—and this came
as a surprise to us—a marked in-
crease in the abnormal forms of
sperm.

Again this raised the question I
asked myself 10 years ago when I
first saw in test tubes that DNA
was altered by marijuana: what
about the offspring of steady mar-
ijuana users?

What we saw were human germ
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cells made profoundly abnormal
by the use of marijuana. Figure 3
shows normal sperm cells. Notice
the oval-shaped appearance of the
head. The head contains the genet-
ic material, the DNA (very dark
area in figure). It is protected by
the rounded area covering the
front of the head, called the acro-
some. You can also see the long
tail or flagella, with which the
sperm swims. These cells are sam-
ples from a tobacco smoker, about
22 years old.

Figure 4 shows the extraordi-
nary abnormality in the sperm
cells of a marijuana smoker. You
can see this abnormality in the

shape of the head, which in many
cases has lost the protective shield,
the acrosome, and which has lost
its oval shape. There are also some
very abnormal cells with deformed
nuclei, which indicates that there
are immature forms present. This
evidence indicates the profound
changes that marijuana ean pro-
duce in those cells that are essen-
tial for the preservation and trans-
mission of our genetic heritage.
There is no question about this
abnormality caused by marijuana.

Just as an aside, I want to note
that I reported these studies two
years ago and they are all in the
medical journals, but we are still




Figure 7
Testis of rat after treatment with THC for 60 days
There is nearly a complete disappearance of the sperm cells after moderate exposure of the animal to the marijuana
substance THC. The magnification of (a) and (b} is the same here as in Figure 6 (o) and (b).

b)

waiting for them to be reported in
the New York Times.

Figure 5 shows some more re-
sults of marijuana use on human
sperm. The experiment was car-
ried out by a Greek group studying
chronic hashish users, and it dupli-
cated the study we did at Colum-
bia. You can see the sperm cells of
the users on the right; they are
very spotty compared with the
dense material shown on the left,
which is in a sperm cell from a
control subject who does not
smoke marijuana.

We were very pleased when we
saw that this Greek study got re-
sults identical to ours. It shows

that there must be something in
marijuana smoke or hashish
smoke that destroys man's germ
cells—precisely what we were able
to document with the studies we
did on rats.

This material on how marijuana
affects male reproduction is very
solid, and now we are beginning to
discover the effect of marijuana on
female reproductive function. It is
curious to note that in Oriental
cultures (which I know well be-
cause I have visited there and I
was born in Egypt) the men smoke
marijuana or hashish, as it is
called, but there is a social taboo
for women to use it. Perhaps we

will understand better why this
taboo exists now that we have
some results for the studies per-
formed over the past two years on
the effect of marijuana on female
reproduction function.

The THC question. Another ques-
tion we investigated is what par-
ticular chemicals in marijuana
produce these effects. Is it the
THC, the intoxicating material
that is supposed to be so innocu-
ous? You can’t answer these ques-
tions completely by doing studies
in man because you cannot do cer-
tain studies on man that you can
do on rats.
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Figure 8

magnification (80,000 times).

of Neuroscience Research, 3(1977), p. 89.

Normal brain cells in the Rhesus monkey
Normul Rhesus monkey brain tissue is magnified
here using the electron microscope to 30,000 times
original size. The black area between B and D is the
synaptic cleft (SC), the communication space between
two adjacent merve cells across which the neural
impulses must travel for the cells to function nor-
mally. The inset shows the synaptic cleft at higher

Source: Jon W. Harper, Robert G. Heath, and William A. Myers, /.

This is what we did to resolve
this question. We took some male
rats and injected them with THC
in doses that corresponded to the
doses the human subjects were
taking. After 60 or 90 days of this,
the animals were sacrificed, and
we removed their testes in order to
examine their microscopic struc-
ture. The results indicate the same
kind of destruction shown in the
experiments with humans and we
have published this in the medical
literature. These results have not
been reported yet in the newspa-
pers, but when they are, there will
be a hullabaloo, and I hope that
some heads will fall.

Figure 6 shows a small section
of the testis taken from a normal
rat. You can see the beauty of
nature, which is able to produce
these millions of cells daily, shown
here as the dark rounded cells that
are on the periphery.

Figure 7 shows the testes of an
animal that was treated for 60
days with THC. This rat could still
run around in his cage, but he had
marked alterations in his testes—
a complete disappearance of sperm
cells.

The next question a scientist
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asks himself is what causes these
changes? Is it a marijuana product
that goes into the cell and prevents
it from dividing, or might it be
due—and this is a much more in-
teresting question—to something
that goes on in the brain?

The reason we ask this question
is that we know the brain produces
certain chemicals that control the
reproductive organs. In fact, we
have found that those changes you
can see in the testes are not only
due to the fact that the substances
in marijuana act on the testes but
also to the fact that THC changes
the chemical substances produced
by the brain that control the var-
ious aspects of testicular function.

The brain and female reproduc-
tion. The disturbances caused by
marijuana in the way the brain
controls sexual function have been
clearly illustrated by studies in
women as well as in primates.
Most of the studies of female re-
productive function were done
with primates. When scientists at-
tempted to study the effects of
marijuana on women, they ran
into some opposition from the U.S.
Food and Drug Administration,

which claimed that there was evi-
dence that the offspring of animals
which were subjected to mari-
juana were abnormal or that there
was an increase in abortions and
neonatal deaths. Therefore, the
FDA decided that young women
would not be allowed to smoke
marijuana in medical experi-
ments.

As a result, the initial studies on
the female reproductive function
were performed on Rhesus mon-
keys, which have almost exactly
the same physiological menstrual
cycle as women. These studies
were performed by Dr. Carol
Smith, who showed that a single
injection of THC into a primate
will change the production of the
brain hormones controlling the
ovary.

What this means can be seen by
considering the reproductive func-
tion in the female. The sexual re-
productive organs, the ovary and
the uterus, are closely controlled
by the pituitary, the master gland
located in the part of the brain
called the hypothalamus. There
are two main areas of the brain,
the evolutionarily new brain area,
or neocortex, and the old brain, or




cleft space.

Brain cells of the Rhesus monkey
after the animal was treated with marijuana
In these animals the size of the synaptic cleft (mag- '
nified 30,000 times) is pathologically widened by an
average of 25 percent. This change is associated in
the animals with abnormal electrical activity of the
cells. The inset, magnified 80,000 times, shows the
widening of the synaptic cleft (SC); as well as an
accumulation of unidentified dark material in the

Animals treated with moderate amounts of mari-
Jjuana for siz months and then kept free of the drug
for nine months still showed this evidence of brain
damage. This specific type of damage is seen in
several other conditions: brain poisoning with such
agents as carbon. tetrachloride and severe vitamin B
deficiency that results in psychosis,

Source: Jon W. Harper, Robert G. Heath, and William A. Myers, J.
of Neurnscience Research, 3 (1977), p. 90.

Figure 9
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paleacortex. These correspond to
very different anatomical and
functional activities.

The hypothalamus is at the base
of the brain in the paleocortex, and
it is an area that is necessary for
all of the various activities related
to physiological preservation, such
as temperature regulation, and for
reproduction. This control mecha-
nism gives signals in the form of
certain chemicals to the master
gland, the pituitary, which then
secretes substances called FSH
and LH. FSH and LH regulate the
menstrual eycle, and their concen-
trations in the blood vary with
different phases of the female re-
productive gycle.

Dr. Smith showed that a single
injection of THC, which acts on
the hypothalamus and which pro-
duces there a concentration of a
billionth of a gram percent, will
change the secretion of FSH and
LH and, in turn, alter the repro-
ductive cycle. This has also been
shown recently in a group of young
women studied at the well-known
Masters and Johnson Institute in
St. Louis.

The most important aspect of
this alteration in the menstrual

cycle is that the level of these
hormones in the blood in the vicin-
ity of the ovary is essential for the
proper maturation of the egg, and
if the eycle is disturbed—that is, if
these hormones are changed too
often during the cycle—there will
be no maturation or an abnormal
maturation of the ovum.

Embryotoxicity. What does this
alteration in the female menstrual
cycle mean for the future off-
spring? It is foreboding. Other ex-
periments have shown that pri-
mates which were subjected to dai-
ly administration of THC had a
marked increase of loss of concep-
tion. In the group of monkeys on
which this experiment was per-
formed in Davis, California, loss of
the embryo in the control monkeys
(those who were not subjected to
marijuana) was about 8 percent.

The group of animals who took
THC daily, however, had a 40 per-
cent occurrence of neonatal and
perinatal deaths and abortions.
Furthermore, the male offspring
of the treated animals were hypo-
trophic, that is, inadequate in their
growth, and had abnormal behav-
10r.

The Davis scientists concluded
that THC and marijuana are em-
bryotoxic, meaning that they kill
the embryo, the fetus. This seems
to occur through the pituitary by
disturbing the hormonal balance
that is important for maintaining
the pregnancy; in turn, this hor-
monal change disturbs the blood
supply to the fetus, the fetal-pla-
cental circulation.

The story is now clear from a
scientific viewpoint. Young women
who want children should not
smoke marijuana. Smoking even a
couple of times a week will perturb
the cycle and the maturation of
the ovum.

Brain damage. The most impor-
tant damaging effect of marijuana
is directly on the brain cells. The
drug acts primarily on the evolu-

_ tionarily old structures of the

brain, the limbie system, which is
associated with short-term memo-
ry, certain aspects of emotions,
and attention span.

Dr. Robert Heath at Tulane Uni-
versity in New Orleans has shown
that moderate amounts of mari-
juana in Rhesus monkeys damages
this area of the brain on the cellu-
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lar level (Figures & and 9). Mon-
keys given the equivalent for their
weight of one joint per day, five
days a week for three months, de-
veloped unmistakable evidence of
brain damage. This damage was
observed as cellular changes under
the electron microscope. Specifi-
cally, the synapse or communica-
tion space between adjacent cells,
the area across which the nerve
impulses must be transmitted,
was pathologically widened. This
effect has been observed otherwise
only in cases of brain poisoning
with agents like carbon tetrachlo-
ride and in cases of severe vitamin
B deficiency associated with psy-
chosis. Several other pathological
changes in these cells were also
noted, including clumping of the
chemical neurotransmitter sub-
stances.

Even more disturbing, Dr.
Heath found that in monkeys tak-
en off the marijuana for periods of
up to nine months, the changes did
not revert to normal. These studies
are available in any medical li-

brary, published in the Journal of
Neuroscience Research in 1977 and
1979. They have never been chal-
lenged. Yet the mass media has
never publicized this evidence of
marijuana causing brain damage,
and most practicing doctors are
not even aware that such studies
exist,

The case that marijuana is dan-
gerous has been proven, as this
brief review of the scientific evi-
dence shows. Our laboratory and
dozens of others around the world
are continuing the effort to elabo-
rate on what we see as just the tip
of the iceberg. We are continuing
this crucial area of research be-
cause it affects many millions of
today's youth—and our future
generations.

A preeminent authority in the nar-
cotics field, Gabriel Nahas is Re-
search Professor of Anesthesiolo-
gy at the Columbia University Col-
lege of Physicians and Surgeons in
New York City and Special Advis-

er to the United Nations Commis-
ston on Narcotics. This article is
adapted from his speech at the
April 12, 1979 conference of the
New York-New Jersey Anti-Drug
Coalition in New York City, and is
reprinted by permission from Fu-
sion magazine, which originally
published the article in its Septem-

* ber 1979 issue.
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KEEP OFF
THE GRASS

A scientific enquiry into the
biological effects of marijuana

GABRIEL G.NAHAS

2 ; ¥

Pergamon Pﬁ-ess

Get the full story . ..

Dr. Gabriel Nohas has published his
groundbreaking research on how marijuana
destroys the mind and body in a book, Keep
Off the Grass. Now you can have the medical
evidence in paperback form from one of the
world’s foremost marijuana researchers. Order
for $9.00 per copy (plus $1.00 for postage and
handling) from: Michigan Anti-Drug Coalition,
P.O. Box 2421, Detroit, Michigan 48231.

16 War on Drugs / June 1980




Legislative calendar

Decrim alert: maryuana laws tm 50 states

According to official federal esti-
mates, 51 million Americans have
smoked marijuana at least once,
with roughly half that figure con-
sidered to be regular users. Eleven
states have passed decriminaliza-
tion laws to date. These states
should be targeted for recriminali-
zation. Find out where your law-
maker stands.

Alabama: Current penalties: 0-1
year/$1,000 fine for possession of
unspecified amounts. 2-15 years/
$25,000 fine for cultivation (first
offense). Therapeutic use bill
signed into law for research.

Alaska: Current penalties: $100
fine for private personal use of
less than 1 oz.; $1,000 fine for
ion of over 1 oz. in pub-

¢. Private cultivation penalties
remeved decriminalization

Arizona: Current penalties: 0-1
year/$1,000 minimum, 1-10 years/
$50,000 maximum for unspecified
amount.

Arkansas: Current penalties: 0-1
year/ $250 fine for less than 1 oz.,
3-10 years/$15,000 for over 1 oz,
intent to distribute.

California: Current penalties:
$100 fine,/less than 1 oz; 0-6
‘months/$500 fine, over 1 oz. De-
criminalization passed. The
1980 California Marijuana Ini-
tiative, sponsored by the Na-
tional Organization for the Re-
form of Marijuana Laws
(NORML) for the November
‘ballot, would remove all penal-
ties for personal possession and

California cont’d '
cultivation and establ:sh state
commission to research the fea-

sibility of marijuana’s economic
value as a cash crop. State sen-
ate has passed a medical dse bill
for glaucoma research. |
1
Colorado: Current penalties:
$100 fine for less than 1 oz., 0-15
days/$100 fine for publie dis-
play or consumption. Dechmm-
alization passed. Therapeutic
use bill for glaucoma and eancer
research. Bill in state senate for
recriminalization for possession
by minors. ‘
Connecticut: Current penalties: 0-
1 vear/%1,000 fine for less than 4
oz., 0-5 years/$2,000 fine for over 4
oz. Two medical use bills are in the
state senate. House bill to reduce
possession penalties to three
months in jail/$100 fine was re-
jected.

Delaware: Current penalties: 0-2
years/$500 fine for unspecified
amount. Therapeutic use bill ta-
bled at legislative adjournment
1979.

District of Columbia: Current
penalties: 0-1 year/$100-$1,000.
NORML is sponsoring a petition
drive to put an initiative on the
November ballot legalizing “home
growing of marijuana.” In Wash-
ington, D.C., NORML needs 12,500
signatures by July 4. This would
remove all penalties for possession
and cultivation.

Florida: Current penalties. 0-1
vear/$1,000 for less than 20 grams;
over 20 grams, 0-5 years/$5,000.
Tougher laws for large scale traf-

ficking. 1978 medical use bill for
glaucoma and cancer research
signed into law. Bill to legalize
marijuana on a county by county
basis defeated in 1979 in state leg-
islature.

Georgia: Current penalties: 0-1
vear/$1,000 for less than 1 oz., 1-
10 years for over 1 oz. Major crack-
down on paraphernalia sales; well -
organized community action by or-
ganizations Stop Drugs at the
Source and Families in Action,

Hawaii: Current penalties: 0-30
days/$500 for less than 3 oz., 0-1
vear/$1,000 for 10 oz.-1 kilogram.
0-5 years/ $5,000 for over 1 kilo-

gram.

Idaho: Current penalties: 0-1
year/ $1,000 fine for less than 3
0z., 0-5 years/$15,000 fine for less
than 3 oz., 0-5 years/$15,000 for
over 3 oz. Medical use hill stopped
before it was introduced in state
legislature.

Illinois: Current penalties: 0-30
days/$500 for less than 2.5 grams;
0-6 months/$500 for 2.5-10 grams;
0-1 year/$1,000 for 10-30 grams; 1-
3 years/$10,000 for 30-50 grams.
Decriminalization bill pending in
state house until spring 1980. 1978
medical use bill passed which al-
lows physicians to prescribe mari-
juana for glaucoma and cancer pa-
tients.

Indiana: Current penalties: 0-1
year/$5,000 fine for less than 30
grams; 0-4 years/$10,000 for over
30 grams.

Iowa: Current penalties: 0-6

months/$1,000 for unspecified
amount. State senate judiciary
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Legislative calendar / Marijuana laws in 50 states

Iowa cont’d
committee-sponsored bill, if
passed, would double all existing
marijuana penalties; vote in 1980.
Gov. Robert Ray approved a medi-
cal use bill in 1979. Supplies of
federally sanctioned marijuana
have been applied for.

Kansas: Current penalties: 0-6
months/$1,000 for unspecified
amount. Two bills in state con-
gress to decriminalize small
amounts of marijuana for “person-
al use.” First bill passed the state
senate and is now before the house
judiciary committee. The second
was introduced by the senate judi-
ciary committee. Both come up for
vote in 1980. A therapeutic use bill
passed the state house by 80-4 and
will come before the state senate
during the current session.

Kentucky: Current penalties: 0-90
days/$250 fine for unspecified
amount. One of the lightest penal-
ties in a state which has not decri-
minalized.

Louisiana: Current penalties. 0-6
months/$500 for unspecified
amount. Tough laws for traffick-
ing. Medical use bill passed in
1978.

Maine: Current penalties: $200
fine for less than 1% oz. 0-1
year/$500 fine for over 1% oz.
Decriminalization passed, med-
ical use bill passed.

Maryland: Current penalties: 0-1
year/$1,000 fine for unspecified
amount. 1979 decriminalization
bill lost by a vote of 7 to 1 in
judicial proceedings; medical use
bill will also defeated.

Massachusetts: Current penal-

ties: 0-1 year/$1,000 for unspeci-
fied amount. Three decriminaliza-
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tion bills tabled in state senate,
and a fourth introduced into the
state house which would place de-
criminalization on the 1980 ballot.
The latter bill is now in the Ways
and Means committee. A bill in the
house increasing penalties for pos-
session was rejected. A medical
use bill passed the state senate last
August and is now in the state
house. Bill would allow marijuana
use for asthma treatment also.

Michigan: Current penalties: 0-1
yvear/$1,000 for less than 20 oz., 0-
4 years/$2,000 for over 20 oz. De-
criminalization bill passed state
senate last year by a 20-14 vote
and is now being studied by house
judiciary committee. A therapeu-
tic use bill is about to be signed
into law.

anewtb. Current. penntlms
$100 fine for less than % oz.; 0-3
years/ $3,000 for over lifz oz.
Decrrmmaimtlon passed. Med-
ical use bili passed both state
houses, was vetoed by Gowrnm
Al Qwe ;

Missmn : Current penalties:
$100-250 fin e for less than 1 oz.;
0-3 years/$3,000 for over 1 oz.
Government-owned marijuana
plantatiu located in state. De-
crim Medical use blil
died in cor mittee last year.

|

Missouri: Current penalties: 0-1
year/ $1,000 for less than 35
grams; 0-5 years/$1,000 for over
35 grams, Decriminalization bill
passed the House Judiciary and
will come up for vote by house in
1980: “The Marijuana Education
Bill.” Therapeutic use bill still in
committee.

Montana: Current penalties: 0-1
year/$1,000 for less than 60 grams;
0-5 years for over 60 grams. The

House-sponsored medical use bill
will not be acted upon until the
federal government reclassifies
marijuana from Schedule 1.

Nebraska: Current penalties:
0-$100 for less than 1 oz.; 0-7
days/$500 for 1 oz.-1 lb.; 0-1
year/$500 for over 1 1b. Decrim
passed; therapeutic bill being
studied.

Nevada: Current penalties: 0-1
year/$1,000 for minors less than 1
oz.; 1-6 years/$2,000 for minors
over 1 oz. and adults. Bill to in-
crease penalties for over 1 oz. to
$5,000 postponed in assembly ju-
diciary committee, expected to be
brought up again in 1980. Thera-
peutic use bill passed both houses
and signed by Governor List.

New Hampshire: Current penal-
ties: 0-1 year for less than 1 Ib., 0-
T years/$2,000 for over 1 lb.

New Jersey: Current penalties: 0-
6 months/$500 for less than 25
grams; 0-5 years/$15,000 for over
25 grams. Two state assembly de-
crim bills introduced for consider-
ation this year. Therapeutic use
bills have been condensed into one
which is being reviewed by health
committee; vote this session.

New Mexico: Current penalties:
15 days/$50-100 for less than 1 oz.,
0-1 year/$100-1,000 for 1-8 oz.; 1-56
years/$5,000 for 8 oz. Medical use
bill passed in 1978.

New York: Current penalties:
0-$100 for less than 25 grams; 0-
3 months/$500 for 25 grams-2
0z, 0-1 year for 2-8 oz.; 4 years
for 8-16 oz.; T years for 16 0z.-10
Ib,, 15 years for over 10 lbs.
Decriminalization passed in
1977. Recriminalization bill be-




New York cont’d

fore the state assembly commit-
tees. Senate bill passed which
changes the wording of the pos-
session penalty for 25 grams of
marijuana to a “mixture” con-
taining marijuana in order to
stop police confusion over which
part of the plant constitutes a
controlled substance. A propos-
al to reduce penalties for more
than 2 oz. from a felony to a
misdemeanor was defeated. As-
sembly will making possession
of small amounts of marijuana
on school grounds a criminal
offense will come up for a vote
this year. Therapeutic use bill
introduced in assembly this
year. ;

North Carolina: Current pen-
alties: 0-$100 for up to 1 oz., 5
years/ $5,000 for over 1 oz. De-
crim passed. A bill in the house
making possession of up to %4 Ib.
a misdemeanor was introduced.
Senate move to make possession
of up to 10 plants a misdemean-
or was defeated in the judiciary
committee,

North Dakota: Current penalties:
0-30 days/$500 for less than %2 oz.;
1 year/$1,000 for % oz.-1 year; 0-5
years/ $5,000 for over 1 oz. These
are new, more lax penalties. Ther-
apeutic bill defeated in house:

Ohio: Current penalties: $100
for less than 100 grams; 0-30
days/$250 fine for 0-30 grams; 6
months-5 years/$2,500 for 200-

600 grams; 1-10 years/$5,000 for

over 600 grams. Decriminaliza-
tion passed. House is due to vote
on a medical use bill that passed
the senate last year. |

Oklahoma: Current penalties: 0-1
yvear for unspecified amounts.

Oregon: Current penalties:
$100 fine for less than 10 oz.; 0-
11 years/$2,500 for over 1 oz
Oregon was the first state to
decriminalize, in 1973, Last
year a cultivation bill was intro-
duced in the house that would
have authorized the state com-
mittee on controlled substances
to set an allowable weight of
plants grown for personal use.
Measure passed the legislature
but was vetoed by Gov. Atiyeh.
Therapeutic use bill passed both
house and senate.

Pennsylvania: Current penalties:
0-30 days/$500 for less than 30
grams; 0-1 year/$5,000 for over 30
grams. Decrim bill introduced last
year by Sen. Messenger and cos-
ponsored by Sen. Lewis. Sen. Lew-
is is also the sponsor of an anti-
paraphernalia bill.

Rhode Island: Current penalties:
0-1 year/$500 for unspecified
amounts. Therapeutic bill died in
committee last year.

South Carolina: Current penal-
ties: 0-3 months/$100 for less than
10 oz.: 0-6 months/$1,000 for over
10 oz. Medical use bill introduced
in senate.

South Dakota: Current penalties:
0-30 0z./$20 for less than 1 oz.; 0-1
year/$1,000 for 1 oz.-1 lb.; 0-2
vears/$2,000 for over 1 lb.

Tennessee: Current penalties: 0-1
year/$1,000 for unspecified
amount. Decriminalization bill
sponsored by Sen. John Ford has
just been sent to the state judici-
ary committee. Bill introduced to
study medical uses of marijuana.

Texas: Current penalties: 0-180
days/$1,000 for less than 20 oz.; 2-
10 years/$5,000 for 2-4 oz. House

sponsored bill to establish a mari-
juana therapy program passed.

Utah: Current penalties: 0-6
months/$299 for unspecified
amount.

Vermont: Current penalties: 0-6
months/$500 for less than % oz.: 0-
3 years/$3,000 for %-2 oz., 0-5
years/$5,000 for over 2 oz. House-
sponsored decrim bill died in house
judiciary committee.

Virginia: Current penalties: 0-30
days/$500 for unspecified amount.
Although still a criminal offense,
current penalties are a reduction
from last year. Medical use bill
passed.

Washington: Current penalties: 0-
90 days/$250 for.- less than 40
grams, 0-5 years/$10,000 for over
40 grams. Therapeutic use bill
passed.

West Virginia: Current penalties:
3-6 months/$1,000 for unspecified
amounts. Therapeutic use bill
passed.

Wisconsin: Current penalties: 0-
30 days/ $500 for unspecified
amount. Decriminalization bill
supported by NORML and League
of Women Voters died in Assem-
bly. Therapeutic use bill still in
assembly.

Wyoming: Current penalties: un-
specified amount 0-6 months/
$1,000. Two bills for reduction of
penalties introduced last year; no
consideration on either.

In the July issue, this column
will review bills coming before
the U.S. Congress dealing with
illicit drugs.

—Martha Zoller
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Profile

Lyndon H. LaRouche:

‘To stop drugs, restore
America’s moral purpose’

-
i

ILLNOIS |
ANTI-DR

NPNAL TTINKI

Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. is an inter-
nationally known economist and anti-
terrorism expert as well as a Demo-
eratic candidate for President of the

[Tnited States. An active supporter of

the NADC, he commissioned the book
Dope, Ine.: Britain's Opium War
Against the United States. We reprint
here in abridged form Mr. LaRouche’s
speech to the first annual awards din-
ner of the Hlinois Anti-Drug Coalition
on July 22, 1979.
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I’ m glad to see that more people

from leading political parties
are playing a part in building a
true, nonpartisan antidrug coali-
tion in this country. It's up to us,
the people who play a role in poli-
tics either directly or indirectly, to
take the mandate the population
gives us, and to deliver results.

I want to speak to you about
three points tonight. First, I want
to indicate what [ see as the hope
that should inspire us to desire to
realize the potentialities of our
children’s minds in particular.

Secondly, I want to define the
fight against drugs as a fight. It is
not a matter of going out and
doing good things to try to prevent
children from becoming drug ad-
dicts. Those things are absolutely
necessary, but many parents who
have done those useful and neces-
sary things have found themselves
the victims of the drug culture.
Despite the family’s attempts at
developing a child, the child still
finds itself dragged down to the
peer group of the drug addiction
rampaging in our schools.

We cannot suecceed unless we
destroy this organized menace of
drugs. Drugs is not an individual
decision, although there is an indi-
vidual decision involved. The child
capitulates under pressure; the
pressures are greater, the suscep-
tibilities are greater from case to
case, but drug addiction would not

exist in the way it exists unless it
were organized. We have to fight
the organization of drugs; other-
wise, the efforts on the local level
will fail, as necessary as they are.

Finally, I want to indicate to you
that the fight can now be won.
Even if we couldn’t win the fight,
we would still have to fight drugs
because we have no choice. But we
can win the fight in the same sense
as winning a war.

Developing our children’s minds
Let me talk to you about India,
which may seem far removed from
drugs, but it isn’t. India presently
has an urban labor force of 54
million people. This labor force in-
cludes the third largest number of
scientists and engineers and simi-
lar professionals of any nation of
the world. Within a few years,
India will have an urban labor
force of 100 million people. If we
use only existing technologies, In-
dia by the year 2025 will have
approximately a quarter of a bil-
lion people as an urban labor force.
This labor force will be producing
by standards that we associate
with skilled workers in the United
States, or better. India, at that
point, will be producing double the
gross product of the world in 1979.
India is unable to realize that
potential so far because it lacks
the capital goods. It has the people;
it has a very high culture among
many of its people. It also has a
section of its people who are very
much deprived and left in back-
wardness. Development has been
inadequate to bring all the Indian
people to that level of culture.

We in the United States, we in
Japan, we in Western Europe have
the technology, the means of pro-
duction to provide India with new
technologies. We can give India a
nuclear industry. Indian nationals
are the largest component of nu-
clear scientists and technicians of
any nation in the world. We can
give India an enlarged chemical
industry. We can give India an
expanded steel industry to produce
specialty steels.

India will not benefit only for




itself. A half billion people in
Southeast Asia, and a billion more
people in the rest of the region,
will be developed and lifted out of
backwardness, underdevelopment
and hunger through the contribu-
tions made by India as the central
base of technology for this region.

Our children will do that. Our
youth today will be employed in
producing the things that the peo-
ple of the developing sector need.
It is they who will make the ma-
chine tools; it is they who will
make the capital goods that go out
to these countries.

If we do not do this, then be-
tween now and the year 2000 the
world population of perhaps four
billion today might fall to two bil-
lion or even one billion persons
through famine, epidemic, and so-
cial chaos.

We are not merely people who
have to take care of ourselves. We
don’t live our short lives on this
planet merely to stuff our guts or
to please ourselves, or to satisfy
our animal side. We die. What do
we take with us? Can we take
gratification with us? Can we take
status with us? No! What'’s impor-
tant is what we do with this body
and mind of ours in that short
interval between life and death.
Do we make that life meaningful?
Do we distinguish ourselves from
the laboring ox or the talking par-
rot? Can we look at ourselves and
say, we today and future genera-
tions each have the right to stand
proud because we know the human
race is benefiting from what we're
doing?

A mother can say, “I'm develop-
ing children. Look at their minds;
look at what they're doing; look at
what they’re accomplishing.” Par-
ents who sacrifice can say, “We're
developing children; look at what
they're doing. I can stand proud.
My child can stand proud because
of what that child is going to be-
come.”

The best way for us in the
United States to define our pur-
pose in life as a nation and as
individuals is to look out on this
hungry world, imperiled with fa-

mine and epidemic. [We must] .

look at countries in Africa which
are not even countries—they're ad-
ministrative entities left over by
the colonial powers—which have
never been given the chance to
become countries: countries like
Zambia, where one week’s food
supply exists in grain terms.

We have a mission, we of the
United States. It is our duty to
give our children that self-image,
that perspective of hope, and say,
“You, your mind, your life is of
eternal, immortal importance if
you make it so.”

Destroy the evil of drugs
You have to [fight drugs and the
people who push them]. You can't
be nice with a burglar, with an
assassin, These are not just petty
assassins, not just petty eriminals.
They’re people who stand above
suspicion, people of great prestige
and, collectively, of great power.
When you see a child who has
overdosed, don’t blame the child.
Yes, the child should have had the
strength to resist, but don’t blame
the child. Somebody was pushing
drugs; somebody was benefiting
from it; somebody was using drugs
to destroy our society—deliberate-
ly so—and profiting great wealth.
Police agencies and other agen-
cies have fought drugs since they
were brought into this country in
1927. It was brought in by the
same group that was running the
Prohibition gangsters, the same
big names—one big family name
in Canada, Bronfman—and $7 bil-
lion wealth based on, first, illegal
bootleg, rotgut whiskey and, then,
on drugs. These people infiltrate
the leadership of our national par-
ties. They control whole institu-
tions in Washington, including a
section of the Justice Department.
You're not going to clean up the
drugs by being nice. You're going
to have to clean out the citadels of
power in this country; you're going
to have to sort out—forget party
labels as such—the ones who fight
drugs and the ones who push de-
criminalization. That is evil; it
may be done through weakness,

cowardice, or complicity, but it is
evil!

You cannot say that you have to
be nice to such and such politician
who tolerates decrim. No! That is
the enemy of my child. That is the
enemy of my neighbor's child.
That is a person who is condoning
the destruction of this country.
That is treason!

If you don’t use such harsh, bit-
ter, divisive words and if you don’t
mobilize hard, divisive action,
you'll never clean up the drug
problem. You don’t do that by sit-
ting back and saying, “Well, I ean’t
do anything. I have to be nice; I
have to educate people.” If you say
that, then you are condoning the
problem. You are refusing to use
adequate methods to prevent an-
other child from being destroyed.

How we can win

Can we win? Yes. This country,
like other countries, is in the great-
est crisis in memory. The parties
are falling apart: 70 to 75 percent
of the people hate Washington and
everything it stands for. They hate
most city governments, most state
governments—and with justifica-
tion.

These people are now moving.
They are moving on the question
of energy. They see our way of life
being destroyed. They know there
were many faults with what this
country did in the sense that it
failed to deliver on its promise to
many of our citizens. We have to
get that train going. We have to
make sure that those citizens who
didn’t get on the train get a chance
to get on it.

The country is angry. The world
is angry. It is in such times that
the ordinary rules of political life
and processes no longer obtain.

If we mobilize the 70-75 percent
of the good people in the United
States in this time of crisis and
show them that we give them cred-
ible leadership, that we will fight,
then they represent as a force a
power that renders all the power
controlling corruption in Washing-
ton, New York, and elsewhere im-
potent.
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National ADC news

National Coalition
founded in Detroit

On Sept. 29, 1979, over 700 people
came together at Detroit’s Cobo
Hall to found the National Anti-
Drug Coalition, the first national
organization with the strength and
commitment to end the drug pla-
gue in this country. Each of the
700 is a leader, ranging from civie
leaders, representatives of state
and local governments, commu-
nity organizers, religious leaders,
trade unionists, and leaders of
drug abuse centers, to a candidate
for the President of the United
States.

The history-making character of
the Sept. 29 conference was cap-
tured by Edward Christian, an as-
sistant to the County Medical Ex-
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aminer in Philadelphia, who told
the assembly: “I have fought drugs
for 16 years and this is the first
time a national organization has
ever been pulled together. [ know
that just from the momentum that
we have already created, this coa-
lition will work—we can win.”
The impetus for a National
Anti-Drug Coalition began with
the formation on Dec. 18, 1978 of
the Michigan Anti-Drug Coalition,
which hosted the Cobo Hall confer-
ence. Since then, antidrug coali-
tions have been founded in 27 cit-
ies across the United States, and
in Colombia, Canada, and Western
Europe. Already, coalitions in the
United States have stopped decri-

minalization of marijuana in
Michigan, New Jersey, Wisconsin,
and Washington.

The urgent need to wage war
against drugs in the United States
was brought to the National Anti-
Drug Coalition founding confer-
ence by speakers from India, Col-
ombia, and Mexico. The war
against drugs is a war for the
future of the United States and
the rest of the world’s population.
The murder of our nation’s youth
by the drug culture not only de-
stroys our posterity but condemns
millions of others to death. A
strong, growing America is the
only answer to raising the millions
of the Third World out of thier
immiseration. “It is our responsi-
bility to build the foundation
stones for our posterity. . .,” presi-
dential candidate Lyndon H. La-
Rouche, Jr. told the national con-
vention, “It is our responsibility to
win the war against drugs.”

Convention speakers included:
Jesse Miller, Mayor, Highland
Park, Michigan; Dr. Gabriel Na-
has, Special Adviser to the United
Nations Commission on Narcotics;
Edward Christian, an assistant to
the Philadelphia medical exam-
iner; Fausto Charris, a Colombian
agrarian leader; Ganesh Shukla,
Editor, New Wave, India; Lyndon
LaRouche, Jr., a Democratic pres-
idential candidate; Arthur Over-

Left: In June 19?9, Mayor Jesse Miller
of Highland Park, Mich. recognized
the coalition’s service to the commu-
wity with a plague. Accepting the
wward are coalition chairman Juan
Torres (1) and vice-chairman Salahud-
din Muhammad (c.). “This coalition is
the only thing standing between
America and bedlum,” the Mayor con-
cluded.

Right: A highlight of the Detroit
meeting was the panel on How to Stop
the Imternational Drug Trade. Juan
Torres (at podiuwm) introduces speak-
ers (from left) Helga Zepp-LaRouche,
chairman, FEuropean Labor Party,
West Germany, Lyndon LaRouche,
Democratic U.S. presidential candi-
date; Ganesh Shukla, editor, New
Wave, India; Fausto Charris, agrarian
leader, Colombia.




ton, President, Michigan Laymen’s
Association of the African Meth-
odist Episcopal Church; Culver
Kidd, Democratic State Senator,
Georgia; Edward Bivins, former
mayor of Inkster, Michigan;
Aleem Sultan Abdullah, Repre-
sentative of Wallace Deen Muham-
mad of the Community of Al-Is-
lam in the West: Jeffrey Steinberg,
Co-author, Dope, Ine.; Kena Mor-
eno, President, National Executive
Committee of the Center for Juve-
nile Integration, Mexico; and Alan
Cropsey, Republican Michigan
State Representative.

The delegations to the conven-
tion returned to their home re-
gions to begin the work resolved
upon by the National Anti-Drug
Coalition. Six task forces dealing
with legislative, fundraising, and
educational activities will shape
the antidrug fight in this country
in the near future, and work to
expand the coalition’s work inter-
nationally.

“This work is the guts of the
National Anti-Drug Coalition,” de-
clared Juan Torres. “In the eoming
months, we will be forcing the
passage of laws that will shut
down the drug traffic in the United
States and the drug supply coming
into the country. The people of the
world know that once the people of
the United States decide to fight
drugs, the drugs will stop.”

Dr. Gabriel Nahas
“Marijuana dertves its pleasant effects from
the fact that it stimulates the pleasure center
of the brain, the same center of the brain that
is stimulated when one feels joy at having
accomplished intellectual and ecreative work.
What does it do to today's youth to exrperience
this feeling of joy wrtificially without having
gone through the creative work that rightfully
produces it."

Ganesh Shukla
“India sits at the center of the 200 billion dope
trade—which traces its route from Peking to
Hong Kong to Singapore and Thailand to the
[I.S. It is clear that the deliberate objective of
this dope trade is the destruction of the youth
of the United States and to destroy the nation’s
productive capability. This will prevent the
imdustrialization of the Third World,
“Thus, you and the Anti-Drug Coalition are

fighting for us, for the hundreds of millions of

us tn the Third World.”

Alan Cropsey
“Is someone from the Detroit Free Press here
this evening? A couple of weeks ago they called
me up and said, ‘How come you are with the
Anti-Drug Coualition? Do you know there are
certain extremist elements in that coulition.
Did you know they tend to be anti-Semitic and
on and on.' May I ask why is the Free Press
going on o icitchhunt against an organization
that is trying to stop the drugs in this stute?
Why aren’t they going on a witchhunt to see
who's behind the drivg culture that is destroying
fh{- miids fl_fl-fh’H' young _.'j(-(l};ff_-.’“
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The drug issue enters
America’s first primary

The National Anti-Drug Coalition
passed a watershed in its develop-
ment as a nationwide force to com-
bat drugs this past winter. The
formation in February of the New
Hampshire ADC represented a de-
cision, according to Juan Torres, a
founder and Chairman of the coa-
lition, to forcefully intervene into
the U.S. presidential elections.

New Hampshire, of course,
boasts the “first-in-the-nation”
presidential primary.

In addition, because of the
state’s shared border with Canada,
it has become a major entry point
for narcotics into the U.S. Drug
abuse has now emerged as a lead-
ing source of concern among par-
ents, school officials and law en-
forcement groups even in largely
rural New Hampshire where the
largest city, Manchester, has a
population of only 90,000.

These factors, especially, led the
leadership of the Anti-Drug Coali-
tion to determine that every can-
didate running in New Hamp-
shire’s primary election would be
forced to take an unequivocal
stand on the drug issue. To accom-
plish this, questionnaires were
submitted to both Democratic and
Republican candidates, along with
an invitation to respond at the
coalition's founding convention
Feb. 10.

Putting the candidates on the
spot was only one aspect of a
month-long organizing drive be-
gun in January and culminating in
the Feb. 10 convention. During
this period, a high-powered series
of town meetings and presenta-
tions to large student bodies was
held featuring Dr. Edward Chris-
tian, Assistant to the Coroner of
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Philadelphia. Dr. Christian’s slide
presentation giving a “Coroner’s
Eye View of Drug Abuse,” pre-
sented, in highly graphic terms,
the effects on the human body of
narcotics abuse.

“Christian’s slide show scared
the beejeesus out of the kids,” said
one school official, “and that's ex-
actly what we wanted!” School au-
diences of up to 800 teenagers and
community attendances of up to
350 at the town meetings in
Manchester, Portsmouth and Sal-
em turned out for Dr. Christian’s
program,

Founding convention held

Parents, church groups and
community organizations partici-
pated in building for the event held
at the Palace Theater in Manches-
ter Feb. 10. Democratic presiden-
tial candidate Lyndon H. La-
Rouche, a representative for Re-
publican Ronald Reagan and
Right-to-Life spokesman Charles
Hamilton accepted invitations to
speak along with several leading
antidrug fighters from Europe and
the U.S.

The convention opened that eve-
ning with a performance by the
Humanist Academy ensemble of a
trio sonata and two arias com-
posed by J|S. Bach. The Coalition
and the Academy have collaborat-
ed in forming a positive alterna-
tive to the drug culture with spe-
cial emphagis on the role of musie
and geometry in the educational
development of children.

National Anti-Drug Coalition
Chairman Juan Torres first intro-
duced Dr. Tom Cooper, an anethe-
siologist and coalition activist
from the Midwest. Dr. Cooper pre-

sented a shocking picture of the
medical evidence of the horrors of
drug abuse.

Next, Dr. Emmanuel Tremblay,
the leader of the French right-to-
life movement, underlined the im-
portance of the coalition’s work
internationally in the fight against
those advocates (like Democratic
candidate Ted Kennedy) of the
“right-to-die” who, not coinciden-
tally, often advocate the decrimin-
alization of marijuana and other
dangerous drugs.

Another European, Father Re-
dento Tignonsini, a cofounder of
the Italian Anti-Drug Coalition
and a teacher of former addicts in
Brescia, Italy, spoke about the fu-
tility of trying to save addicts
without at the same time stopping
the plague of new addiction from
the top down.

The candidates speak

What the presidential candi-
dates would do to end the drug
epidemic was next on the agenda.
Right-to-life spokesman Hamilton
and Reagan representative Lucille
LaGasse expressed opposition to
drug abuse and called for legisla-
tive action against it.

Lyndon LaRouche traced the
drug problem back to the 1960s
when the cireles around Margaret
Mead, Gregory Bateson and Al-
dous Huxley began to disseminate
the mind-destroying halluecinogen,
LSD. The necessary condition for
curing the nation of this plague,
said LaRouche, is accelerating eco-
nomic growth so that young people
know they have a future. This in
turn requires economic develop-
ment of the southern hemisphere,
emphasized LaRouche.

The Manchester Union Leader
reported on the event in a page 3
article the next day. Headlined,
“National Anti-Drug Coalition
Hoping to Form N.H. Chapter,”
the Union Leader article quoted
Juan Torres on the legislative

goals of the organization. Torres
stated that New Hampshire's stat-
ute making possession of up to one
pound of marijuana a simple mis-
demeanor is the nation's worst.
—Bonnie Mesaros
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Italian antidrug leader in N.H.

Father Redento Tignonsini, one of the founders of the European
Anti-Drug Coalition, is shown here with his interpreter, journal-
ist Webster Tarpley, addressing a February, 1980 National Anti-
Drug Cealition meeting in New Hampshire. Father Tignonsini,
the director of the drug-free therapeutic community CEIS in
Bessimo, Italy, was appointed by the Archbishop of Brescia to
collaborate with the coalition’s work.

The Italian priest made an impassioned appeal to his American
audiences to use the power and prestige of America in the battle
against drugs, restoring the role of the United States as a moral
force in the world. As an educator who works daily with reformed
addicts, Tignonsini stressed that “more than of curing, we must
speak of preventing. And we must prevent by educating the new
generation to make human choices and not simply to behave in a
certain way. The present upbringing teaches protchuman atti-
tudes, but it does not educate the mind of man.”

Father Tignonsini decried the fact that “in the face of the drug
tragedy which is destroying the lives and minds of youth, and
which is preparing for a society of men whose souls are dead,
what is frightening is the fact that all this is about to be legalized,
facilitated, and supported by politicians like Senator Kennedy,
who are putting themselves forward to guide the destiny of
American and the entire world.”

He noted a “great vacuum: the vacuum left by the absence of
the voice of the Catholic Church, of the shepherds of souls, of
those who have been called to be the defenders of human and
Christian life.” Urging that priests speak out forcefully against
drugs and euthanasia, Father Tignonsini charged that “certain
political agreements” with politicians had prevented this. “First
as a man, and even more as a pastor, I cannot be silent,” he
declared in a statement issued in New Hampshire in February.

“I eannot accept the genocide of the human race. I cannot
accept silence while so many of our brothers and sisters are
condemned to death and while the danger of a nuclear war hangs
over the world. I eannot be silent just as Dr. Tremblay, with
whom [ have had the pleasure of collaborating, cannot be silent.”

Boston church
applauds NADC

The Pilot, newspaper of the Boston
Archdiocese and the largest circu-
lation Catholic newspaper in New
England, gave front-page coverage
April 18 to the National Anti-Drug
Coalition. Under the headline
“Drug Abuse: Modern Plague Per-
ils Society,” the Pilot reported at
length on Dr. Edward Christian’s
slide presentation on the deadly
effects of drugs at Catholic Memo-
rial, Don Bosco, and St. Dominic
Savio high schools.

“While educators, politicians
and people generally ignore the
narcotics problem, insofar as a
reality so pervasive can be ignored,
one man has chosen to confront
the scourge with energy and deter-
mination: Edward Christian, a
member of the National Anti-Drug
Coalition ... recently lectured at
several archdiocesan organizations
and high schools with the shocking
facts of drug dependence.”

‘Conspiracy’ cited

Also quoted in the Pilot is Her-
bert Quinde, Boston area coordi-
nator for the coalition, who
charges that behind efforts to de-
criminalize dangerous drugs is
“Dope, Inc.,” the international fi-
nancial network that runs the
drug traffic. “The central fact is
that this is a conspiracy ... a con-
spiracy of people who are out to do
evil, and the idea of social control
is central,” said Quinde. This is “a
form of subjugation, a way of
keeping a population that is vola-
tile as a result of social change and
economic crisis in line,” he contin-
ued.

Quinde explained, “What we're
trying to do is counter the environ-
ment by putting a penalty, politi-
cally, on certain people, and ...
initiate legislation to restrain the
financing of the drug business in-
ternationally ... We could have
cold turkey in a week if today the
President of the United States de-
cided to stop the drug traffic.”
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International ADC news

West Germany: ADC draws
battle lines on marijuana

Within four months of the found-
ing of the National Anti-Drug Co-
alition in the United States in Sep-
tember, 1979, the coalition had ex-
panded over three continents.
Founding conventions of the ADC
had taken place in Italy in Novem-
ber and in Colombia in December.
A national convention in Frank-
furt on Jan. 26,1980 has now estab-
lished the coalition on a solid foot-
ing in the Federal Republic of Ger-
many as well.

Since the first publication of the
organization's principles in West
Germany last September, more
than 300 people have signed up for
active membership in the coali-
tion, including doctors, lawyers,
concerned parents, and especially,
youth. To the amazement of friend
and enemy alike, the “War on
Drugs” campaign grew explosively
supported by a broad publicity
campaign.

Approximately 2,000 people par-
ticipated in public meetings in the
major cities of Frankfurt, Cologne,
Hamburg, and Munich, meetings
which developed into heated de-
bates on the principles of the Anti-
Drug Coalition. For most partici-
pants, accustomed to seeing the
problem from their local or at best
regional standpoints, it came as a
healthy shock to see the problem
was being “grabbed by its roots.”

Representatives of the coalition
cleared up a broad field of well
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established prejudices and illu-
sions:

® The drug problem, like terror-
ism, is not a “sociological phenom-
enon.” With an annual turnover of
$200 billion, dope is the largest
business in the world, with strictly
organized production, distribution
and sales, ecreating markets where
it needs them.

e Hashish is not a soft drug.
Even in small amounts, it pro-
duces physically and psychically
harmful effects and by affecting
mental processes destroys what is
human in people.

¢ The attempt to portray hash-
ish as harmless is a cover story in
arguments| for legalization of this
drug. The only one who benefits is
the dealer.

¢ Consumption of hashish is a
punishable offense according to
natural law and the authors of the
Constitution.

¢ Rock and the counterculture
are aimed at stimulating irration-
ality in youth and promote a men-
tality which makes dropping out
of the real world with the help of
drugs seem a plausible act.

e Newspapers, radio and televi-
sion programs which contribute to
misinforming youth are co-respon-
sible for the drug problem.

What participants found most
attractive was the international
approach of the ADC. The demand
that the names of the string pull-

ers behind drug traffic be named
by name was spontaneously taken
up and led to passage of resolu-
tions like one in Cologne demand-
ing the cancelling of West German
Radio’s television program, “The
Pushers Are Loose.” This film gave
graphic instruction to youth on
such things as “how to roll a joint,”
ete. The resolution and a followup
call-in and letter-writing cam-
paign ultimately pulled the Bonn
Health Ministry into action on the
case.

Publications

The brochure War on Drugs was
the ADC’s major publication and
became an overnight bestseller,
with 30,000 copies sold in three
months. It provided for the first
time competent material on the
drug problem to teachers, doctors,
police officials, parents’s associa-
tions and therapy center workers,
effectively arming them to counter
the drug lobby’s sociological non-
sense,

The brochure contained infor-
mation on the controllers behind
the $200 billion international drug
traffic and the financial paradise
“laundering” these funds. It also
contained an article by the inter-
nationally recognized pharmacolo-
gist and United Nations Special
Adviger, Dr. Gabriel Nahas of Col-
umbia University, impressively
demonstrating the physical dam-
age caused by cannabis drugs.

Media

The press coverage provided the
work of the Anti-Drug Coalition
mirrored the polarization in soci-
ety between resolute opponents of
drugs and the secret and open pro-
ponents of drug consumption.
Rheinpfalz newspaper, for exam-
ple, known for its clear stand
against any apologetics for drugs,
sent one of its science editors to
the ADC meeting in Hamburg,
who reported in detail on the goals
and work of the coalition. A Ger-
man Press Agency (DPA) inter-
view with Mrs. Ralfs-Horeis, who
worked successfully to expand the
work of the ADC in North Ger-




Holding up the book Dope, Inc. at a Frankfurt meeting is Italian coalition

member Paolo Vitali, flanked on the right by West German ADC founders Drs.
Rolf Pauls and Juergen Spahn. Banner reads: Toward an International Anti-

Drug Coalition.

many, was printed in regional pa-
pers all over the Federal Republic.

Dr. Rolf Pauls, an initiator and
chairman of the board of the West
German ADC, was invited to par-
ticipate in the Cologne regional
television program “Here and
Now" to explain the principles of
the ADC. Bavarian regional tele-
vision also broadcast a very posi-
tive program on the Munich ADC
meeting, where Dr. von Clarmann,
a toxologist from the Klinik Rechst
der Isar, and Herr Kruetsch of the
Munich Druggists’ Association
spoke.

Happily, the research results of
Dr. Nahas, which had been sup-
pressed at the so-called Profes-
sional Meeting of the German So-
ciety on Addiction and Therapy, in
Nuremburg in October 1979, were
given broad circulation by the

medical professional journal Med-
ical Tribune.

Then well-known newspapers
like Die Zeit, a large-circulation
weekly published in Hamburg, the
conservative daily [he Welt and a
whole series of regional newspa-
pers republished Dr. Nahas’s re-
sults from Medical Tribune. Even
publications that generally go out
of their way to justify drug con-
sumption such as the German-lan-
guage edition of Psychology To-
day, or the leftist Tageszeitung,
were impressed enough by this
new research to publish the results
also.

Slanders
Because of its uncompromising
stand against all drugs, the ADC
in the Federal Republic came un-
der fire from the “pot” lobby even

before its official founding conven-
tion. The Frankfurter Rundschau,
a notorious liberal paper, de-
nounced the ADC as a “mere”
front for the European Labor Par-
ty, which was deseribed as sectar-
ian and not be be taken seriously.
This so-called argument was em-
ployed to pressure supporters, and
forced Herr Moog from the Asso-
ciation Shelter, a parents’ and law-
yvers' association in Frankfurt
which had been trying on a limited
basis to beat down the drug prob-
lem for years, to withdraw his
support from the ADC.

Weeks later, the same line of the
drug lobby came out in the Wies-
badener Kurier, gleaned from-
sources in the Protestant Church
in Germany. This slanderous sheet
went so far as to indirectly accuse
the ADC of being “communist,” in
an effort to frighten conservatives
from collaborating with the ADC.
The throwaway sheet Blitztip
from Frankfurt went at its attack
on the coalition from the other end
of the spectrum, attempting to im-
ply that the ADC had a “National-
Socialist” tendency.

Since the ADC also wants to
prevent drug addition as broadly
as possible, ADC representatives
addressed numerous meetings in
schools, youth centers, etc. Jeffrey
Steinberg of the U.S. National
Anti-Drug Coalition participated
in such meetings during a ten-day
tour of Italy, France, and the Fed-
eral Republic. In Milan he reported
to over 600 high school students on
the drug-scene in the United
States.

Dr. Pauls spoke before 300 nurs-
es and hospital personnel at the
University of Mainz on how to
build a strong »-litical lobby to get
the explosive urug problem under
control. On a recent trip to the
United States, physician Juergen
Spahn had the opportunity to ad-
dress high schools, elementary
schools, and to participate in the
Anti-Drug Coalition’s intervention
into the New Hampshire presiden-
tial primary campaign, where he
reported on the work of the coali-
tion in Europe.
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Quebec: glue
sniffers are
set back by ADC

On any weekday afternoon, you
could watch the kids from the
nearby school coming in and out of
the local grocery store, called a
“depanneur” in Montreal North,
Quebec. Up until January, that is.
In January the owner of the De-
panneur Ste. Gertrude was arrest-
ed for illegally trafficking in nar-
cotics. —

Everyone in the neighborhood
knew that school kids were steal-
ing money and valuables from
their parents and trading them in
the depanneur for drugs. But sev-
eral months ago, one parent, frus-
trated and angry at the police and
school authorities for their lack of
action called the office of La Coali-
tion Quebecoise Contre les Stupe-
fiants (Quebec Anti-Drug Coali-
tion) and spoke with its president,
Pierre Beaudry. The parent ex-
plained to Beaudry that for a year,
residents of the Montreal North
community had attempted to have
the depanneur closed, with no suc-
cess.

Beaudry and the parent went to
talk to the Montreal North police.
They made it clear that if action-
was not taken by the police to stop
this outrageous violation of law,
the coalition would begin immedi-
ately to organize a huge demon-
stration and march from the De-
panneur Ste. Gertrude to City
Hall.

Within one week, police arrested
the owner of Ste. Gertrude.

This was not the first vietory of
the Quebec Anti-Drug Coalition.
In September of last year, the coa-
lition stopped the introduction of a
bill to the Canadian Parliament
that would have “decriminalized”
marijuana. The bill had been sup-
ported by then Prime Minister Joe
Clark of the Conservative Party. A
mobilization by the ADC which
flooded Members of Parliament of-
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fices with phone calls and tele-
grams stopped the bill in its
tracks. In the wake of this success
parents in Montreal North became
aware that the Coalition was the
only place where they could turn
for leadership in the fight against
drugs.

Residents of the suburban Mon-
treal community were so encour-
aged by their victory in January
that they decided to consolidate
their gaing by organizing a large
meeting of parents, teachers and
students. After some delay, caused
by a strike of school employees,
the meeting was scheduled for
March 20.

Organizing for the March 20
conference began to create politi-
cal ferment in the community.
New members of the coalition mo-
bilized walking tours of their
neighborhoods to recruit more par-
ents to the fight. They distributed
literature from the U.S.-based Na-
tional Anti-Drug Coalition and

sold copies of the book Dope, Inc.,
which traces the international
drug traffic to the British Crown,
raising money to support the work
of the coalition. As the situation
heated up the press began to take
notice and in January the widely
read morning newspaper, Journaol
de Montreal ran a front page head-
line, “Montreal North Depanneur
Selling glue to kids.”

Help from the churches
Shortly after this story ap-.
peared in the newspapers, Father
DeLadurantaye of St. Vital Parish
invited Pierre Beaudry to speak
for five minutes at each of his
Sunday masses. Beaudry did so
and after each speech Father
DeLadurantaye passed the collec-
tion plate for the Anti-Drug Coali-
tion, and announced that a meet-
ing would be held in the Church
basement that evening. The Sun-
day evening coalition presenta-
tions consisted of Beaudry giving a

Colombia: drug
legalization looms

Colombia is dangerously close to
legalizing its vast marijuana
trade, a fact which should be
viewed with alarm by Americans,
since the United States is the im-
mediate market for an expanded
flow of the drug. Fausto Charris

A

Fausto Charris touring the Indian
Point nuclear plant near New York.

Romero, president of the Colombi-
an Anti-Drug Coalition, reports
that the drug lobby is readying
legislation for the Congress in Bo-
gota that will legalize both produc-
tion and export.

In the past “pot lobby” spokes-
men such as Ernesto Samper Pi-
zano, head of the large financial
association ANIF, had said that
they would never introduce such a
bill unless they could guarantee its
passage. But they are now embol-
dened by the weakening of Colom-
bian President Turbay Ayala's
commitment never to legalize
drugs.

This goal was partly achieved by
the takeover of the Dominican em-
bassy in Bogota by “M-19" terror-
ists and the holding of diplomatie
hostages. The government reduced
its antidrug presence in the Gua-
jira peninsula, the key marijuana
cultivation zone, to redeploy
troops for “fighting subversion.”

Independent investigation has
shown that the “leftist” M-19 is
controlled by the “right-wing” mil-
itary and political circles tied to




slide presentation on the effects of
glue-sniffing and on the “leading”
international families like the Ca-
nadian Bronfmans who are part of
the networks deseribed in Dope,
Inc.

Beaudry next took his presenta-
tion to Ste. Collette Parish, the
largest in North America, with
49,000 parishioners. On a Sunday
in mid-March, he spoke at eight
masses where over $900 was raised
for the ADC.

Firefighters participate

The Montreal North Firefigh-
ters also threw themselves into the
fight. Mr. Dumas, head of the Fi-
refighters Association, publicly en-
dorsed the coalition and donated
$200 toward its work. The Fire-
fighters Association will very like-
ly make the Coalition Quebecoise
their major social commitment
this year, with joint visits to the
schools, publicity and fundraising
being planned.

All of this activity was then
channeled into the March 20 Con-
ference at the Calixa Lavalle
School were 200 people attended.
A heated debate broke out at the
meeting between a Federal Mem-
ber of Parliament, Mr. Rossi, and
the audience. Rossi, after assuring
everyone that he was “absolutely
and totally” opposed to drugs,
called for “decriminalization” of
marijuana ... “for the sake of the
children.”

Beaudry then presented the evi-
dence that even legal “drugs” like
the glue the kids were sniffing are
deadly. He cited figures from New
York state where decrim has led to
a 300 percent increase in mari-
juana usage by schoolchildren. The
parents made it very clear to the
MP that under no circumstances
would they tolerate any attempts
to revive the defeated decriminali-
zation bill.

—Bonnie Mesaros

The Quebec coalition’s poster warns:
“glue can kill!"

Alvaro Gomez Hurtado, a faction
leader in the Conservative Party.
Gomez's forces have long promot-
ed drugs as a cash crop and threat-
ened to carry out a military coup
to legalize it.

The Gomez people acted through
Defense Minister Camacho Leyva
to use the erisis around the embas-
sy takeover to justify pulling 3,500
troops out of Guajira. This deeci-
sion was greeted by Samper Piza-
no as “de facto legalization.” He is
now working with the President of
the Colombian Senate Hector Ech-
everria Correa to get the legaliza-
tion bill introduced.

The Colombian Anti-Drug Coa-
lition, which was formally founded
in December 1979 with support
from the U.S. NADC, is rallying
forces against the legalization
drive inside Colombia.

In June of 1979, Fausto Charris,
a well-known agrarian leader in
Colombia, traveled to the United
States at the invitation of the New
York-New Jersey Anti-Drug Coa-
lition., Meeting with church, civie,
educational and political leaders

around the U.S.A., Charris
stressed that the Colombian and
American people must unite
around the common goals not only
of stopping drugs but of fostering
high-technology economic devel-
opment, emphatically including
nuclear energy. Colombia must
grow food, not drugs, he told
American audiences,

Upon returning to Colombia,
Charris and his collaborators dis-
seminated these views by TV, ra-
dio and newspaper interviews and
publicly exposed Ernesto Samper
Pizano—at the time a guest of the
U.S. State Department—as an
agent of the U.S. “pot” lobby and
the international networks dubbed
“Dope, Inc.” by the antidrug coali-
tions. Early in December, NADC
representatives Dr. Ned Rosinsky,
Salahuddin Muhammad (vice-
chairman of the Michigan ADC)
and Max Dean of the Flint NAACP
attended the founding convention
of the Colombian coalition and met
with government officials and an-
tidrug leaders in Bogota.

In a recent statement issued

from Colombia, Fausto Charris
called on “all Americans, who have
the future of their youth at stake,
to raise a loud and public outery
against what Samper Pizano is
proposing. . .to denounce the fact
that Samper shares the views of
Sen. Kennedy on drugs, and that
he desires the simultaneous legali-
zation of marijuana in Colombia
and the United States.”

During his six-month stay of the
United States in 1979, Samper
toured from NORML to High
Times to the circuit of congress-
men known to faver marijuana
liberalization. His claim is that
legalization is the only way to
bring the drug trade under control
and ensure that the thousands of
peasants who earn their liveli-
hoods from marijuana cultivation
will not be exploited by drug maf-
ias or repressed by antidrug pro-
grams,

Flash! Colombia legalized posses-
sion of 1 oz. of marijuana May 8.
Only international pressure can
reverse this.
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Smoke ’em out!

Chris Curtis keeps tabs on the pot lobby

White House
pushes THC pills

If the Carter administration has
its way, your children soon may
no longer have to put up with
the inconvenience of rolling
their own and choking over that
foul smoke. They’ll just pop a
THC pill instead.

Top officials frem the Foed
and Drug Administration and
the National Institute on Drug
Abuse met with representatives
of ten of the largest pharma-
ceutical companies in the nation
in January to bring this about.
According to the Feb. 16 issue
of Science News, the admini-
stration-sponsored planning
session was designed to “whip
up enthusiasm for Delta-9-Te-
trahydrocannabinol (THC), the
active ingredient in marijuana.
The government's rallying
cheer? Take THC to the market-
place!” The administration is
trying to get the companies to
develop commercial forms of
the sticky tar, particularly in
the form of pills—to be sold “by
preseription,” of course.

There has been at least one
follow-up meeting between
some of the pharmaceuticals
and the government, and four
of the drug companies are “in-
terested in marketing THC,”
Science News reports. There are
a few minor obstacles, says
FDA official Edward Tocus,
such as THC's Schedule I status
as a legally controlled sub-
stance. On cue, NORML has
come out in support of “market-
able THC.”

Rather than wait for legali-
zation, the Eli Lilly Company
has begun work on a synthetic
form of THC, called Nabilone.

Learn to live with this?

In faet, Lilly was conducting
“clinical studies” on humans
with Nabilone, but was forced
to suspend tests “after observy-
ing the deaths of several dogs”
that had received large doses of
the new product.

Carter panel:
don’t bother
fighting dope

The Drug Abuse Council, the
White House advisory panel on
drug policy, issued a report last
month calling on public officials
to accept increasing drug con-
sumption among Americans as
“inevitable.”

“A basic rethinking of nation-
al goals, policies and strategies
regarding the use and misuse of
psychoactive drugs” is required,
the report says. “To state it
plainly, the challenge facing

America regarding drugs is to
determine how best to live with
the inevitable availability of
psychoactive drugs.”

The Council openly endorses
the decriminalization of mari-
juana called for by both Ted
Kennedy and Jimmy Carter,
urging “new efforts to remove
criminal penalties for private
marijuana possession and use.”
The President and Congress
should “encourage more realis-
tic expectations” about what
law enforcement agencies “can
do and cannot do about drugs.”

The report’s conclusion is
couched in the pseudosociologi-
cal argument that humanity
has always used dope. “Psy-
choactive substances have been
available for use since the be-
ginning of recorded time,” the
DAC says piously. “Man will
undoubtedly continue to use
such substances for a variety of
reasons: to relax, to escape, to
enjoy, to worship, to delude, to
destroy.”

Not surprisingly, the report
also recommends legalized her-
oin for addicts, “as a means of
coping with addiction.”

Least surprising of all, how-
ever, is the cast of characters
responsible for such “scientific”
proposals. The DAC is headed
by Dr. Thomas Bryant, who is
also the chairman of Rosalynn
Carter’s Mental Health Task
Force. Malthea Falco, a State
Department official, is also a
member of the Council, along
with Dr. Peter Bourne, the
Carter family physician who
was forced to resign as the chief
White House drug advisor after
he was caught filling out an il-
legal drug prescription for a
White House staff member.
Bryant and Faleco are leading
members of NORML, the ad-
dict-ridden National Organiza-
tion for the Reform of Mari-
juana Laws.
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Letters

To the editor:

The following is the text of an op-
ed I sent to the Viewpoint Editor
of the Arlington (Va.) Journal; it
was not published.

“A headline article in the Jan.
25, 1980 Arhngton Journal by Lee
Michael Katz prominently raised
questions about the validity of the
Mid-Atlantie Anti-Drug Coalition,
implying that there were sinister
motives behind that group’s anti-
drug efforts in th this area. In my
association with this group as an
affiliate from the Northern Virgin-
ia area, I have neither seen nor
heard of any credible evidence that
would lead me to believe that that
is true, even though Journal re-
porter Katz, for nearly 45 minutes
on the phone to me recited nearly
every slur against the MAADC he
must have ever heard. It appeared
to me to be a covert attempt to
proselytize my opinion against
that fine group just prior to our
announced public antidrug meet-
ing of Jan. 29.

“l am continuing as an active
participant in the coalition be-
cause of my sincere belief that
regardless of a person’s political
affiliations one should participate
and contribute to this vital move-
ment to get illegal drugs out of our
schools and out of our communi-
ties. However, if Mr. Katz or any
one else has any concrete evidence
that there is anything wrong in
Lyndon LaRouche, the Democratic
candidate for President, having
founded the long-needed National
Anti-Drug Coalition, or of his ad-
vocates contributing their time
and talents to expand this welcome
effort on a regional basis here and
across the nation, [ would be inter-
ested to see it publicized in your
fine newspaper—and soon.

“All I have seen so far have been
undocumented innuendos originat-
ed by those who view LaRouche as
a political adversary—which is to
be expected of competing political
groups in an election year.

“l am far more concerned, how-
ever, and frankly quite disappoint-

ed, that those other prominent pol-
itical groups who so readily eriti-
cize the MAADC have for so very
long themselves failed to take a
strong position against this vicious
menace of illegal drugs endanger-
ing our children even within their
schools. For without their much
needed leadership on that impor-
tant issue the problem has become
extremely widespread throughout
Northern Virginia as throughout
our country generally, endanger-
ing our citizens of all ages, races
and political persuasions.

“I would hope that those who
would shy away from this much
needed effort simply because it ap-
pears to benefit its founders’ polit-
ical fortunes would realize that
such participation by them in this
effort has the primary benefit of
protecting our citizens from the
dangers of dope, particularly our
school children whose safety has
too long been subordinated to ex-
pedient political interests.

“The issue of the prevalence of

illegal drugs in our schools and our
communities is of major concern
to all of us as voting citizens and
should be a magor campaign issue
i every election from mow on,
whether at the local, state or na-
tional level, until the country is rid
of this evil plague of drugs. And all
political parties and their candi-
dates should join with us in this
coalition effort to rescue our na-
tion from this plague—or suffer
the consequences at the polls.

“I would also hope that in the
future those who would criticize
the MAADC (or NADC) would fo-
cus more on what the drug prob-
lem is and who is doing something
about it—and who should be but is
not—than on the undocumented
and unfounded slurs that biased
reporting has generated against
the only group I know of who is
effectively fighting drugs on a co-
ordinated basis in this area as
across the nation at this time.”

DeForest Z. Rathbone, Jr.
Great Falls, Virginia

War on Drugs.

] Special Membership—$50

Name

The NADC Needs Your Support

[0 Tagree with the principles of the National Anti-Drug Coali-
tion. Register me as a member. Enclosed is my $25 annual
membership fee which includes a one-year subscription to

] Friend of the Coalition-$100 [ Founding Life
[J Sustaining Member—S8250

[J Founding Member— $500
Member—$§1,000

Address

City

State Zip

Phone

Name of organization

Are you an officer or member in any organization which you
would like the Coalition to contact? If so, please list:

Officer to contact

Phone

Address

State

Zip

City

Floor, New York, N.Y. 10019.

Make checks payable to: National Anti-Drug Coalition, 304 W. 58th 5t., 5th
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Drugfighter’s targets

Every American committed to
freeing the nation from mind-
destroying drugs should be in-
formed of the case of Rep. Hen-
ry Reuss, the blueblood Con-
gressman from Milwaukee who
heads the House Banking Com-
mittee and is an adept of the
self-described “Aquarian Con-
spiracy.” Reuss is a leading op-
erative in the Aquarian effort to
transform the United States
into a 1984 nightmare by facili-
tating popular acceptance of the
decay of industrial society
through mystical religions,
drugs, and “futurology.”

Aquarian ideology: Henry
Reuss has tried to transform
Milwaukee into a model for the
Age of Aquarius. In spring 1979
his office sponsored a “Small Is
Beautiful” conference which
turned a barren part of the
city—where community groups
had already blocked a much-
needed freeway—into a fair for
displaying windmills and solar
power collectors.

Last fall, a follow-up indoetri-
nation seminar was held under
the title “Transformations: New
Dimensions of Growth for the
1980s and Beyond," co-spon-
sored by Reuss, the World Fu-
ture Society, United Nations
Association, and other Aquari-
an Age centers. “There is in-
creasing evidence that our way
of looking at the world during
the last 200 years—the era of
the rise and dominance of the
modern industrial state—will
change drastically in the period
ahead,” attendees were told.

Among the speakers were
Willis Harman, Stanford Re-
search-based author of The
Changing Images of Man, which
discusses how to brainwash hu-
manity to turn its back on sci-
entific progress; Ervin Laszlo of

the Club of Rome which has
publicly advocated cannibalism
as a solution to finite resources;
and Anne Cheatham, director of
the Congressional Clearing-
house for the Future, which
teaches Reuss's colleagues fo
“haruspicate” (read the future)
with science fiction.

Henry Reuss— time for a change.

The Clearinghouse puts over
200 members of Congress
through newsletters, seminars,
and discussion groups designed
to instill a disbelief in the argu-
ments of science and a hatred
for economic growth.

Backs drug decrim: Reuss's
machine backed the candidacy
of Dennis Conta in this spring's
mayoral contest in Milwaukee.
Conta once sponsored legisla-
tion to decriminalize marijuana
and hashish possession. After
Conta won the primary, angry
citizens formed a group to doc-
ument payoffs to Conta’s cam-
paign by drug lobby elements.
Mass leaflets by Citizens for

/ Henry Reuss \

Milwaukee are believed respon-
sible for Conta’s defeat in the
April 1 election runoff.

Fascist economics: The “Om-
nibus Banking Act of 1980” that
Reuss rammed through Con-
gress in March, 1980 places the
same powers over U.S. banking
and credit facilities in the hands
of Federal Reserve Board Chair-
man Paul Volcker that Nazi Fi-
nance Minister Hjalmar
Schacht wielded over the Ger-
man economy.

This bill is only Phase One of
Rep. Reuss’s planned 1984
measures. Phase Two calls for
complete reorganization of all
major U.S. industry by the Fed-
eral Reserve system; it awaits
only President Carter’s signa-
ture to be enacted by emergency
executive decree. Phase Three,
still on the drawing boards,
calls for “excess urban labor” to
be “recycled” to “industrial
parks” in the hinterlands.

Reuss’s mother was heiress of
the Schoelkopf family who
owned General Analine Die, the
U.S. subsidiary of I.G. Farben-
industrie. I. G. Farben worked
closely with Schacht to build
the concentration camp system.
I.G. Farben also produced the
drug “dolfine,” today known as
methadone. The Schoelkopf
family are major shareholders
in the Hongkong & Shanghai
Bank, chief controller of heroin
traffic in the “Golden Triangle”
of Southeast Asia.

What to do: Call your congress-
man and brief him on the
“Aquarian” motives behind
Reuss’s pending legislation. Cit-
izens for Milwaukee is raising
the issue of “Orwellian” fascism
in Reuss’s re-election campaign
this year; for more information,
reach them at (414) 271-8147.




Founding principles
of the National Anti-Drug Goalition

e stand confronted with a great moral crisis threat-
Wening our nation, drug abuse. We must turn the tide
on this alien antiprogress epidemic, which if left unop-
posed will result in the destruction of our society’s moral
fabric.

We cannot stand by watching organized crime push
drugs, knowing full well that its result and its intent are
to destroy the minds of our children and our skilled
workforce—and therefore, our institutions and our coun-
try.

For two decades now, our industrial economy and its
supporting educational system have been systematically
dismantled. American labor, technicians and scientists are
being destroyed, our industrial plants and cities are shut-
ting down. Drugs are a major contributing factor in this
process.

The National Anti-Drug Coalition is dedicated to form-
ing a national machine capable of ridding the nation of
the menace of psychotropic substances. Secondly, we must
make the penalty very high for those leaders who are
either doing nothing or are a contributing factor in the
problem. Even the Presidency of the United States must
be determined on this drug issue.

We commit ourselves to:

mandatory antidrug education programs in all schools.
stopping all legislation for “deeriminalization” and
reduction of drug penalties; launching an offensive for
“recrim ” and tough enforcement against pushers.
telling our youth who is pushing marijuana—a dan-
gerous drug—and why.

curbing ACLU and other phony liberal efforts to block
parents and school administrators from searches and
other procedures to crack down on drugs in schools.
collaborating with the Anti-Drug Coalition in West-
ern Europe and the Colombian Anti-Drug Coalition,
as well as all other organizations combating the drug
plague internationally.

stopping “decrim” at the federal level, introduced in
Senator Edward Kennedy’s S. 1722 bill. Repealing the
Percy amendment to stop U.S. funding of paraquat
programs.

electing only candidates committed to eradicating
drugs in the state, local and national elections.

National

Anti-Drug Coalition
state and regional
directory

National Centers

Detroit—P.0. Box 2421, Detroit,
Mich., 48231 (313) 964-2066

New Yark New Jersey—P.0. Box
214, Bloomfield, N.J. 07003.
(201) 743-9124; ( 212) 625-5997

California

Los Anpeles—711 S, Vermont
Ave,, Rm 207, Los Angeles,
Calif. 90005. (213) 383-2912

San Franeisco—1826 Noriega
St., San Franciseo, Calif
94122 (415) 665-5080

g‘li{m"is 1 E Jackson Blvd.,

1cago— 4 son Blv
Chicago 604,
(312} 663- 3790

Mid-Atlantic
Baltimore—Medical Arts Bldg
101 W. Reed St., Ste, 301,

Baltimore, Md. 21201.

(301) 837-1538
Washington—2025 1 St., NN\W.,

Suite 520, Washmgmn D.C.

20037. (202) 223-8750

Michigan
Detroit—P.0. Box 2421, Detroit,
Mich. 48231. (313) 964-2066

New England

Boston—Box 406, 310 Franklin
St., Boston, Mass, 02110.
(617) 426-5616

Hartford—P.0. 1142, Hartford,
Conn. 06143. (203) 247-8152

New York-New Jersey

New York City—(212) 625-5997

Bloomfield, N.J.—(201) 743-9124

Albany—P.0. Box 6325, Albany,
N.Y. 12206, (518) 489-6177

Buffalo—Box 1093 Ellicott
Station, Buffalo, N.Y. 14205
(716) 847-2100

Northwest

Seattle—71 Columbia St.,
Seattle, Wash. 98104.
(206) 622-T922

Portland, Ore.—(503) 256-5317

Ohio

Cleveland—P.0. Box 729,
Edgewater Branch, Cleveland,
Ohio 44107,

Pennsylvania

Philadelphia—P.0. Box 3493,
Philadelphia, Pa. 19146. (215)
H61-5565

Other Cities

Atlanta—P.0. Box 12173,
Atlanta, Ga. 30355,
(404) 266-0744

Milwaukee—135 Wells, Rm, 619,
Milwaukee, Wis. 53202,
(414) 271-2659

Montreal, Quebec—T767 Belanger
East, Ste. 109. (514) 272-1173




