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JOHN L. MC CLELLAN, ARK. ROMAN L. HRUSKA,; NEBR.

JOSEPH D. TYDINGS, MD.

SAM J. ERVIN, JR., N.C. HIRAM L. FONG, HAWAIL
THOMAS J. DODD, CONN. HUGH SCOTT, PA.
PHILIP A. HART, MIGH. STROM THURMOND, S.C.
EDWARD M. KENNEDY, MASS. MARLOW W. COOK, KY. -
BIRCH BAYH, IND. CHARLES MCC. MATHIAS, JR., MD. ’mc { b ,%{ { $ {
QUENTIN N. BURDICK, N. DAK. ROBERT P. GRIFFIN, MICH. ' TIe ates enaie
ROBERT C. BYRD, W. VA. COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY
JOHN H. HOLLOMAN iti WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

CHIEF COUNSEL AND STAFF DIRECTOR

April 22, 1970

The Honorable John Jarman

Chairman

Subcommittee on Public Health and Welfare
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Chairman:

I should like to thank you for the opportunity you gave me to
submit a statement on S. 3246, "The Controlled Dangerous Substances
Act," for the consideration of your Subcommittee. 1 felt certain that
the statement would place in a better perspective both the legislation
and the Senate hearings on which it was based. This should have
allayed the concern about its provisions expressed by certain witnesses
before your Committee.

I have given further thought to these matters and I should like to
add several more comments at this point to make certain that this
new legislation is not unjustifiably jeopardized in the House.

As you recall I was particularly concerned with the charge that
the Senate hearings on this legislation held by the Subcommittee to
Investigate Juvenile Delinquency did not elicit sufficient testimony
from scientists or that scientists were actually denied the right to
testify. The fact of the matter is that one-third of the witnesses who
appeared during our hearings were from the fields of medicine,
psychiatry, and related sciences.

Yet, Dr. Jonathan Cole, one of the leading witnesses before your
Subcommittee, testified that, '"My efforts and those of several other
interested scientists and lawyers to testify before the Dodd Committee
did not gain us the requested opportunity. "
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This is patently untrue.

In fact, the Staff Director of the Juvenile Delinquency Subcommittee
attended the hearings conducted by your Subcommittee and was at a
loss to explain this statement by Dr. Cole. He approached the witness
stand immediately after Dr. Cole's testimony and Dr. Cole turned,
looked at him and said, "I am sorry that I mislead the Subcommittee,
I guess I should have told them that you have our statement in your
record. "

In truth, there was a great deal of discussion with Dr. Cole over
the matter of his making a statement and I think you will find this
discussion in a letter from Dr. Cole to me at page 930 in the printed
record of our hearings. And, as a matter of fact, Dr. Cole's prepared
statement appears on page 931 of these hearings.

Dr. James Goddard, who told your Subcommittee that he had not
been allowed to testify before us, in fact had been contacted by the
staff of the Subcommittee on at least three occasions requesting his
comments or statement on the inclusion of certain drugs in the
legislation. At no time did he indicate a desire to testify, In a letter
from me to Dr. Goddard dated November 4, 1969, I asked for a
statement to be submitted for inclusion in the record by him and I
have as yet received no response.

His claim that the American Public Health Association was not
given an opportunity to testify is clearly refuted by the letter to me
of its Executive Director, Berwyn F. Mattison, which appears on
page 948 of our printed record and which states, ''On behalf of the
over 24,000 members of the APHA, I wish to thank you for the
opportunity to present the views of the APHA. "

Dr. Jerome Jaffe made a statement before your Subcommittee
that he could not testify before the Dodd Committee because he was
'""unable to find out how to testify.' Quite likely he was unable to do
so because he never wrote or telephoned the Subcommittee to offer
his testimony.
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Dr. Daniel Freedman was not asked to testify because his
position was adequately represented by other scientists and his views
were well known to us, since he was testifying across the hall before
Senator Hughes' Subcommittee on Alcoholism and Narcotics.

The persistence of this small medical clique has escalated into
a full-fledged public relations campaign and has shown early signs of
apparent success.

Thus, Stuart Auerbach of the Washington Post reported on March
29, 1970 under the headline "AMA, Liberals align against No-Knock
Drug Bill" that "an unlikely coalition is showing political muscle in
a congressional battle that might be called 'the scientists vs. the cops.'
According to Auerbach, ''such strange bedfellows as the AMA and the
ultra-liberal Medical Committee for Human Rights have joined to fight
part of the Nixon Administration drug abuse control bill. "

Again according to Auerbach, '"it's a real groundswell movement, "
said Dr. Nathan S. Kline, Director of Research at Rockland State
Hospital in Orangeburg, New York. '""The scientists for the first time
in my life have spontaneously risen up."

Dr. Kline, Dr. Cole, Dr. Jaffe and Dr. Freedman are all
mentioned in Stuart Auerbach's report which says categorically that
the scientists '""were barred from testifying when the Senate Juvenile
Delinquency Subcommittee headed by Senator Thomas Dodd (D. -Conn. )
held its hearings..."

One may well ask why this heated public relations campaign
against this legislation. :

Why are these same scientists '"for the first time' as Dr. Kline
put it willing to fly to Washington at the drop of a hat to attack this drug
bill?

Mr. Auerbach unwittingly may have given us a hint of their real
motives when he wrote. .. ''"what the scientists are really worried about
is that their research projects into dangerous drugs will not be under-
stood by the law-and-order types of the Justice Department, which is
required to seek but not follow the advice of the Department of Health,
Education and Welfare. "
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In my statement to you of March 6, 1970, I said it was unclear
to me why this segment of the scientific-medical profession manifested
such an irrational fear of the new law. I think their emotional response
to this bill now becomes clear.

These research contracts that they are so avidly trying to protect
can be very lucrative.

A preliminary search by my staff has uncovered some very
interesting facts. Instead of testifying as the disinterested, objective
scientists they purported to be, a substantial number of the physicians
appearing before your Subcommittee or who aligned themselves with
the so-called "Committee for Effective Drug Abuse Legislation,' in
fact were there to protect the substantial grants given to them by the
Department of Health, Education and Welfare. In order to make their
defense credible, they did not reveal in their prepared statements to
your Subcommittee that they personally had a vested interest in these
research grants.

However, Dr. Daniel Freedman, one of the leaders of the attack
on the proposed bill before your Subcommittee, received a $66, 862
grant for 1968-1969, with $164,762 promised over the next three years.
Dr. Jerome Jaffe, according to his own testimony, works for Dr.
Freedman.

Dr. Jonathan Cole, the Chairman of the ""Committee for Effective
Drug Abuse Legislation,'' received $87,221 in 1968-1969, with $246,091
promised during the following three years.

Dr. Nathan Kline received $78, 610 in 1969.

These four gentlemen, admitted opponents of "The Controlled
Dangerous Substances Act, ' who formed the basis for the Auerbach
article are currently in the process of getting $643,546 from the
Department of Health, Education and Welfare.

Dr. Conan Kornetsky got sufficient grants to support a small
university and a large staff: $242,818 in the first year. And he is
slated to receive $167,713 and $174, 319 in future years.

Dr. Kornetsky is closely followed by Dr. Allan D. Bass, who
received $215, 344 between 1968 and 1969.
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What this means to me is that these doctors have not only
been lobbying for the Department of Health, Education and Welfare,
on which they rely for such largesse, but for their own personal and
professional financial gain as well.

I should like to emphasize that these facts are only the result
of some very preliminary research done by our staff. They may not
be exhaustive; they do not indicate other doctors who belong to the
hastily formed '""Committee for Effective Drug Abuse Legislation"
but who do not appear as the chief holder of a particular research
grant.

I believe that the strong monetary interests which these witnesses
had while they appeared before or were represented before your
Subcommittee substantially diminishes their credibility, particularly
if it be remembered that to a man they failed to indicate that they had
a strong stake in these grants.

For your information, I am attaching a copy of the findings of
our preliminary research on grants received by these witnesses and
directly related to the proposed legislation. The total so far amounts
to almost two million dollars.

With kindest personal regards, I am
Sincerely yourj s g
THOMAS J. DODD
Chairman

Subcommittee to Investigate
Juvenile Delinquency

Enclosure
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MENTAL HEALTH RESEARCH GRANTS ACTIVE DURING JULY 1969

PREPARED BY THE SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE JUVENILE DELINQUENCY

Future Yearly Projections

RECIPIENT DURATION | GRANT lst Year 2nd Year 3rd Year
Dr. Jonathan Cole 9/1/68 to 8/31/69 $ 87,221 $ 78,674 81, 975 85, 442
Dr. Edw. F. Domino 9/1/68 to 8/31/69 83, 186
Dr. Daniel Freedman 9/1/68 to 8/31/69 66, 862 53, 166 54, 893 56, 703
Dr. Conan Kornetsky 9/1/68 to 8/31/69 242, 818 167, 713 174, 319
Dr. Carl C. Pfeiffer 9/1/68 to 8/31/69 42,433 37, 400
- Dr. Parkhurst A, Shore 1/1/69 to 12/31/70 53,539 36,272 38, 016
Dr. Richard Brotman 2/1/69 to 1/31/70 75, 219
Dr. Joseph Cochin 3/1/69 to 2/28/70 36,087 31., 708
Dr. Nathan S. Kline 5/1/69 to 4/30/70 78,610
Dr. Allan D. Bass 6/1/69 to 5/31/70 215, 344
Dr. William Mclsaac 6/1/69 to 5/31/70 47, 865
Dr. Roger E. Myer 6/1/69 to 5/31/70 5, 926
TOTAL $1, 035, 110 $404, 933 $349, 203 $142, 1452

GRAND TOTAL
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