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Recent Cases Significantly Reduci gg
Federal LSD Sentences Could Sign rrial

Startm l, N

ew Trend

The punishment for a federal LSD
crime is largely dependent on the
amount of LSD seized. A mandatory
minimum sentence of five years in fed-
eral prison is triggered if a person is
convicted of distributing 1 gram or
more of 2 mixture containing a detect-
able amount of LSD, and a ten year
mandatory minimum is triggered by

. tenor more grams.'

As discussed in TELR No. 4, p. 35,
most federal courts determine if a man-
datory minimum hasbeen triggered by
looking atthe weightofthe LSD seized,
including the weight of its actual car-
rier medium, This produces widely
disparate sentences for two defendants
convicted of distributing theexact same
number of LSD doses but one of whom
used sugar cubes as the carrier medium
while the other used much lighter blot-
ter paper. To address this preposterous
outcome the federal sentencing com-
mission amended the federal sentenc-

s7 B, guidelines, declaring that rather

thaniting the actual weight of the LSD

gamer medium, courts should

defendant's sentence under the federal
sentencing guidelines.? .

Unfortunately, because thefederal code™ |

section governing mandatory minimurmn
sentences is separated from the federal
sentencing guidelines, most federal
courts have used the new 0.4 mgs stan-
dard only to calculate a defendant's
sentence under the federal sentencing
guidelines. To determine if a manda-
tory minimum has been triggered, these
courts look to the weight of the LSD
and its actual carrier medium. This

feadijike a standard weight of 0.4
gs per LSD dose when calculating a’

technique produces a mandatory five
year minimum sentence for any person
convicted of distributing even half a
sugar cube containing LSD or approxi-
mately 72 doses on blotter paper. (See
Table 1.) In other words, by using the
actual weightof the carrier as opposed to
the 0.4 mgs standard, many mandatory
minimum sentences are triggered which
would notbe triggered had the court used
the 0.4 mgs/per dose standard.

Thankfully a new trend in the opposite
directior might develop from two recent
federal court of appeals decisions hold-
ing that the 0.4 mgs standard must also
be used when determining if a manda-
tory minimum senténcé has been trig-
gered.

In one of these cases, Robert Stoneking
pled guilty to distributing over ten grams
of LSD (the actual weight of his 1773
doses of blotter paper LSD was 10.54
grams). Because the actual gross weight
of the LSD/blotter paper was over ten
grams, the district court sentenced Rob-
ert to the mandatory minimum of ten

| yearsin federal prison. In the first case
- of its kind, the Eighth Circuit Court of
- Appeal reversed the district court's cal-

culation of Robert's sentence. Rejecting

the reasoning used by other federal cir-
cuit courts, the Eighth Circuit ruled that
the district court erred by not using the
0.4 mgs standard when determining
whether a mandatory’ minimum was
triggered.

The Eighth Circuit decision turned on
its analysis of the interplay between
Amendment 488 (which implemented
the 0.4 mgs standard) and the Supreme
Court's opinion in the Chapman case
(which held that LSD mandatory mini-
mums must be calculated by including
the weight of the carrier medium).? De-
parting from the othercircuit courts that
interpreted Chapman as requiring the
consideration of the acfual carrier me-
dium used by the defendant, the Eighth
Circuitreasoned that Amendment 488's
enactmentofastandard LSD dose weight
was in harmony with Chapman because
the 0.4 mgs standard was eight times the
weight of the typical LSD dose which,
according tothe DEA, weighs 0.05 mg.
In other words, the Eighth Circuit rea-
soned that even for purposes of deter-
mininga mandatory minimum sentence,
the 0.4 mgs standard complies with
Chapman by including the weight of a
(uniform) carrier medium. The Eighth
Circuit explained:
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We view Amendment 488 as a
response to the anomalies pre-
sented in the Chapman approach.
The amendment clarifies the
amount of carrier medium that
we can attributeas "mixed” with ;
the pure drug.... Far from "over- |
riding” the applicability of |
Chapman's “mixture or sub- !
stance" ap- i

drugs distributed, rather than the
amount of the pure drug sold, is
used to determine the length of
the sentence. [Citation omitted.].
(Stoneking, supra, 34 F.3d at pp.
653-654.)

When the Eighth Circuit multiplied the
1773 doses by the 0.4 mgs standard, a

tence was cut to ten years. His original
twenty-year term was determined based
on the actual gross weight of LSD/car-
rier medium of 101 grams - well over
the ten gram benchmark triggering the
ten year mandatory minimum sentence.
The ten year sentence was then doubled

‘to twenty years because Richard had a

prior state felony drug conviction.

proach, The Ninth Cir-
Amendment Tabdle 1 cuit, following
488 merely Quantities of LSD/Carrier Triggering the ! Gram/ Five Year Mandatory Minimum the Eighth
provides 2a CIRCUIT SUGAR CUBE CARRIER | BLOTTER 'mnpy_gn CARRIER Circuit's lead in
uniform First, Fifth, Seventh & Tenth | 172 Cose 72 Doses* Stoneking, ruled
methodology Cireuits (1 sugar cube = 2 grams) (Assuming 13.9 mgs each) “that the 0.4 mgs
for calculat- ' ] R standard, as op-
ingthe weight Sioth & Ninth Glewts %zs::o?:ocﬁsmcs standard) ?25::0?:33 mgs standard) posed to the ac-
of LSDandits YTy e tual weightof the
carrier me- e B e oo 0 ot s coin 110 presuraad it nch 11 nch by 16 inch secion f LSD/carrier me-
dium -- the the Dlotter pader is equal to cne dose. (See ‘Commontary” Nele 18 1o Guideéne soc. 201.1.) dium’ should
“mixture” or have been em-
"substance" ployed even to
containing a determine
detectable whether a man-
amount of - - -datory minimum
LSD.... was triggered.
Amendment When the 0.4
488 does no mgs standard
more than as- wassoemployed,
signarational the weight of the
and uniform LSDwas reduced
weight to that from 101 grams
portion of the to 5.68 grams.
carrier that This triggered
can be said to theone gram/five
be bonded with or mixed with total weight of 709 mgs resulted — far | year mandatory minimum which when

thedrug. The amendment satis-
fies Chapman's requirements
while promoting the sentencing
uniformity Congress sought to
achieve when it authorized the
Sentencing Guidelines. The
amended guideline, in conjunc-
tion with Chapman, eliminates
the disparities in sentencing be-
tween, for example, drug traf-
fickers who use blotter paper as
a medium and those who use
sugar cubes as a medium. The
amendment also maintains the
"market-oriented" approach, un-
der which the total quantity of

below the tén gram/ten year trigger and
even below the 1 gram trigger for a five
year mandatory minimum. In fact, when
applied to the sentencing guidelines, the
709 mgs indicated a sentence of between
thirty-three and forty-one months. Con-
sequently, by employing the 0.4 mgs
standard, Robert's original ten year sen-
tence was reduced to less than four years.
(U.S. v. Stoneking (1994) 34 F.3d 651.)

The reasoning in Stoneking was adopted
by the Federal Court of Appeal for the
Ninth Circuit in a case decided February
28, 1995. Inthis case, Richard Muschik's
twenty year mandatory minimum sen-

doubled, due to Richard's prior convic-
tion, resulted in a new sentence of ten
years -- thereby cutting his original sen-
tence in half. (U.S. v. Muschik (9th Cir.
February 28, 1995) No. 93-30361, 95
D.AR. 2593.)

With the above decisions now on the
books, there is a major split between the
federal circuits on the issue of calculat-
ing mandatory minimumsinfederal LSD
cases. The federal courts in the eighth
and ninth circuits are now bound to
apply the 0.4 mgs standard for all sen-
tencing purposesincluding the determi-
nation of whether a mandatory mini-
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mum applies.

The federal courts in the First, Fifth,
Seventh and Tenth Circuits still hold
that a mandatory minimum should be
calculated based on the actual gross
weight of the LSD and its carrier me-
dium. (See Table 1 for a graphical
representation of the geographic areas
covered by the various federal circuits.)

Look for this split to be resolved by
either a clarifying amendment to 21
U.S.C. 841 (b)(1) [the mandatory mini-
mum section], a further clarification by
the Sentencing Commission, or perhaps
adecision by the United States Supreme
Court. Alternatively, the better analysis
used in the above-discussed Eighth and
Ninth Circuit cases (which harmonizes
the mandatory minimum section with
the Federal Sentencing Guidelines)
could be used to argue that the contrary
holdings in the First, Fifth, Seventh and
Tenth Circuits should be reexamined
because they needlessly maintain a dual
system of calculating LSD sentences
and continue the unfair sentence dispar-
ity based on different carrier media.*

Notes
! See 21 U.S.C. sec. 841 (b)(1).

2 Amendment 488, whichbecame effec-
tive on November 1, 1993, established
the 0.4 mgs perLSD dosestandard. The
Background Commentary to section
2D1.1 was amended to explain the
Commission's reasons for establishing
the standard:

Because the weights of LSD car-
rier media vary widely and typi-
cally far exceed the weight of the
controlled substance itself, the
Commission hasdetermined that
basing offense levels on the en-
tire weight of the LSD and the
carrier medium would produce
unwarranted disparity among of-

fenses involving the same quan-
tity of actual LSD (but different
carrier weights), as well as sen-
tences disproportionate to those
for other, more dangerous con-
trolled substances, such as PCP,
Consequently, in cases involv-
ing LSD contained in a carrier
medivm, the Commission has
established a weight per dose of
0.4 milligrams for purposes of
determining the base offense
level.

The dosage weight of LSD se-
lected exceeds the Drug Enforce-
ment Administration’s standard
dosage unit for LSD 0f 0.05 mil-
ligram (i.e., the quantity of ac-
tual LSD per dose) in order to
assign some weight tothe carrier
medium. Because LSD typically
ismarketed and consumed orally
on a carrier medium, the inclu-
sion of some weight attributable
tothe carrier medium recognizes
(A) that offense levels for most
other controlled substances are
based upon the weight of the
mixture containing the controlled
substance without regard to pu-
rity, and (B) the decisionin Chap-
man v. United States, 111 S.Ct.
1919 (1991) (holding that the
term "mixture or substance” in
21U.8.C. sec. 84 1(B)(1) includes
thecarriermedium inwhich LSD
is absorbed.)

3 Chapmanv. U.S. (1991) 500 U.S, 453,
111 S.Ct. 1919, 114 L.Ed.2d 524

4 Rejecting the reasoning used in the
First, Fifth, Seventh and Tenth Circuits,
the Ninth Circuit commented:

The conclusion reached by the
other Circuits results in a dual
systemofcalculating LSD weight
--one rulefor calculationsunder
the Sentencing Guidelines and
another rule for the mandatory

minimum statutes. We decline
to find that the Commission
whose mission it is to promote
uniformity and fairness in sen-
‘tencing, effectuated such a non-
uniform and unfair result. (Mus-
chik, supra, 95 D.AR. at p.

2598.)

Ketamine-Related
Arrests

The DVM Newsmagazine of October
1994, reported that the Maryland State
Police arrested awoman who they claim
was illegally cbtaining ketamine hydro-
chloride from veterinarians. According
to David M. Hammel, a state police
investigator, the woman would alleg-
edly pose as an employee from a veteri-
nary clinic and would try and borrow
ketamine from a neighboring practice.
Several veterinarians fell for the alleged
scam and gave the woman ketamine.
One, however, became suspicious and
notified the police.

Investigator Hammel was reported as
saying that ketamine is gaining popu-
larity among "the young trendy drug
crowd" and that complex scams to ob-
tain the drug have taken place nation-
wide. -

The DVM Newmagazine article reports
that the woman "was charged with three
counts of obtaining ketamine illegally,
which carriesa maximum of 10 years in
prison and $40,000 in fines. Unfortu-
nately, Hammel says, past cases indi-
cate that the most [the woman] would
probably receive is 30 days in jail."

In related news, the Maryland Veteri-
nary Medical Asscciation reported that
a veterinary technician at a Baltimore-
area hospital was placed on probation
for stealing ketamine from the veteri-
nary practice where he worked, crystal-
lizing it, and then selling some to an
undercover police officer.
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Indiana Case Challenges
Psilocybin Illegality Versus
]’si]ocl?/ e Mushroom Legality:

actual Points of Interest

As reported in TELR No 4, p. 36, the issue of psilocybin
illegality versus Psilocybe mushroom legality is currently
being thrashed out in the Indiana Court of Appeals. The
defendant in the case, Guy Bemis, was convicted ona number
of counts of possessing Schedule I controlled substances
(psilocyn and psilocybin) in violation of Indiana law. He was
sentenced to six years in state prison. The Court of Appeals
decision will probably not be forthcoming for another six
monthsor so. However, the initial briefs inthe case have been
filed and TELR has obtained copies.

The Attorney General's brief is instructive because it high-
lights the facts which led toMr. Bemis' arrest and subsequent
conviction in the trial court. Of particular note are the
emergency circumstances that initiated the investigation,
Mr. Bemis' waiver of several crucial constitutional protec-
tions, and how the government used Mr. Bemis' books and
contacts with a university mycologist as evidence that he
knew the mushrooms contained controlled substances.

The Attorney General states the facts of the case as follows:

In August, 1991, Guy Bemis telephoned Purdue
University's county extension educator, Larry Kaplan,
and asked him how to grow mushrooms. During their
conversations, Bemis questioned Kaplan regarding
psilocybin mushrooms and whether these mushrooms
were edible. Kaplan responded that psilocybin mush-
rooms were both hallucinogenic and illegal. Kaplan
then sent Bemis information regarding psilocybin
mushrooms. Bemis testified that he read portions of
this information highlighted by Kaplan which stated
that psilocybin mushrooms contained both psilocybin
and psilocyn. On the evening of September 4, 1992,
Bemis met Sharon Mosby at a local tavern and sug-
gested that they go to his apartment. At approximately
8:30 p.m., they went to Bemis' apartment. Onceinside
the apartment, Bemis gave Mosby a bowl containing
dry mushroomsand said, "here, eat. I wantyoutokeep
up with me." Mosby testified that Bemis led her to
believe that he had been growing mushrooms for a
restaurant. He never indicated that the mushrooms
contained hallucinogenic substances. Mosby ate one
mushroom and a portion of another one. When Mosby
said that she needed to leave, Bemis said, "No, no, you
don't really need to be driving. Mosby, however,

insisted that she had to go home. Mosby left Bemis'
apartment and began to drive home. Before arriving at
her home, Mosby hallucinated and vomited. Once
inside her home, Mosby “felt real numb" and "laughed
and cried uncontrollably.” Mosby was transported by
her son to St. Mary's medical Center, where she ex-
plained the events to Evansville police officers. On
September 5, 1992, at approximately 2:00 a.m., Evans-
ville police officers went to Bemis' Apartment. Bemis
invited the officers inside and consented toa search of
his apartment. Officers then searched Bemis' apart-
ment discovered a large quantity of paraphernalia used
to grow, harvest and store mushrooms. [Fn.: One police
officer testified, "We took the paraphernalia and the
.mushrooms and because of the large amount of equip-
ment that was involved, we had to use two trucks...."]
Mushrooms were found throughout Bemis' apartment.
The officers found a large quantity of literature includ-
ing publications entitled Psychedelic Chemistry, Sex
and Drugs, Clandestine Drug Laboratoriesd, High
Times, The Anarchist Cookbook and The Mushroom
Cultivator. In addition the officers also found a docu-
ment entitled Psilocybe fanaticus Culture and Mush-
room Kit, which explained how to grow Psilocybe
mushrooms. Police officers also found mushrooms
inside a Tupperware container. An analysis of the
mushrooms revealed that they contained psilocyn. Po-
lice officers then informed Bemis of his Miranda rights.
After waiving the same, Bemis gave a statement which
was taped....

The Attorney General's brief goes on to argue that the Indiana
law that outlaws possession of "any material, compound
mixture or preparation which contains any quantity
of...psilocybin [or] psilocyn” is not unconstitutionally vague
when applied to a person who possesses mushrooms contain-
ing psilocybin or psilocyn. According to the Attorney Gen-
eral, the "meaning of material is sufficient to include sub-
stances in their natural state as well as chemical derivatives.
Accordingly, the language of the statute is sufficiently clear to
inform a person of ordinary intelligence that mushrooms
containing psilocybin and psilocyn are included in Schedule

1and that possession of these mushrooms is illegal." Having

argued the statutory basis for considering mushrooms as
within the proscription against possessing psilocyn or psilo-
cybin, the Attorney General then argues that there was
sufficient evidence showing that Mr. Bemis had knowledge
that the mushrooms in his possession contained psilocybin:

..there is overwhelming evidence showing that Bemis
knowingly possessed psilocyn and psilocybin. This
includes evidence showing that Bemis had publications
in his apartment referring to psilocybin mushrooms;
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that Kaplan informed Bemis that psilocybin mush-
rooms were both illegal and hallucinogenic; and that
Bemis had read literature stating that psilocybin mush-
rooms contained both psilocybin and psilocyn.

TELR will continue following this case. (Bemisv. Indiana, No.
82A04-9407-CR-276.) |TELR

Helpful Law Review Articles
Concerning The Religious
Freedom Restoration Act

TheReligiousFreedom Restoration Act (RFRA) is the federal
law that will underlie any federal or state religious entheogen
case fought in the foreseeable future. Religious users of
entheogens who plan on presenting a religious defense to a
potential criminal charge or who seek to challenge an anti-
druglawonthe ground that the law significantly burdens their
right to freely practice their entheogen-based religion, would
do well to learn as much as possible about RFRA and its likely
interpretation by a court of law. The following law review
articles concerning RFRA have recently hit the law library
shelves and are recommended reading. |

What Hath Congress Wrought? An Interpretive Guide To The
Religious Freedom Restoration Act. 39 Villanova Law Re-
view 1 [A very complete seventy page interpretive guide
written by Thomas Berg, Associate Professor of Law, Cum-
berland School of Law.]

Restoring Rites and Rejecting Wrongs: The Religious Free-
dom Restoration Act. 18 Seton Hall Legislative Journal 821
[A fifty page note written by Seton Hall law student Wendy
Whitbeck, concentrating on Smith and the legislative history
of RFRA.]

Death of an Ally: Judge Juan
Burciaga dies suddenly at age 65

U.S. District Judge Juan Burciaga, died suddenly on Sunday
March 5, 1995. He was a major ally of religious entheogen
users.

In 1991, he authored an eloquent opinion attacking the war on
drugs and specifically holding that the federal regulatory
exemption permiting importation, possessionand use of peyote
for bona fide ceremonial use by members of the Native Ameri~
can Church, applies to all races not just Indians. (U.S. v. Boy!l

. {1991) 774 F.Supp. 1333.) His opinion in that case stands as
. the strongest judicial acknowledgment that peyote can have
: religiousimport for people of all races. Almostevery sentence
; in the opinion is inspiring and worth quoting, for example:

Inits "war" to free our society of the devastating effects
of drugs, the Government slights its duty toobserve the
fundamental freedom of individuals to practice the
religion of their choice, regardless of race. Simply put,
the Court is faced with the quintessential constitu-
tional conflict between an inalienable right upon
which this country was founded and the response by
the Government to the swelling political passions of
theday. In thisfray, the Court is compelled to halt this
menacing attack on our constitutional freedoms. (See
TELR No. 4 for another quote from this case.)

Three cheers for Judge Juan Burciagal May he rest in peace
and become an inspiration for more judges to do what they
know is right.

TELR

International Mail Search Case

In a case decided on November 25, 1994, the Ninth Circuit
ruled that custom agents can search any incoming interna-
tional package for any or no reason. Customs officials took
custody of a package arriving from Turkey at the Los Angeles
International Airport. The package was for "Ken Mondal”
and was addressed to a post office box in Irvine, California.
Without obtaining a search warrant, customs officials opened
the package and found 75 sticks of opinm. Customs agents
thenresealed the package, delivered it to the Irvine post effice,
and caused a Notice of Delivery to be placed in Kamyar
Taghizadeh's post office box. When Mr. Taghizadeh picked
up the packages, law enforcement officials secretly followed
him home.

Taghizadeh foolishly let them come inside to discuss the
package, foolishly waived his Miranda rights, and foolishly
consented to a search of his home. Insearching his home, the
agents found a number of incriminating items: not only the
opium, but also some opium pipes, $16,500 in cash and an
Ohaus scale. Taghizadeh foolishly admitted that "Ken Mon-
dal” was his alias, that he knew the package contained opium,
and that he had sold opium in the past. In a pretrial hearing,
Taghizadeh moved to suppress all evidence from the mail
search, claiming it violated a federal law requiring customs
officials to have at least "reasonable cause" that a package
contains contraband before opening the package.

The Ninth Circuit, sitting en banc,' issued an opinion on

THE ENTHEOGEN LAW REPORTER POST OFFICE BOX 73481 DAVIS CALIFORNIA 95617-3481

Page §2



Issue No. 6

Spring 1995

November25, 1994, holding that customs officials have broad
discretion to search persons, baggage, and mail coming into
the United States, and may do so even without reasonable
cause to suspect that the person, baggage, or mail contains
contraband. In other words, custom's agents at of near a
border can open any incoming international package at their
whim.? (U.S. v. Taghizadeh (9th Cir. 1994) 40 F.3d 1263.)

With this decision, all federal circuits which have examined
the issue have uniformly held that customs officials can open
incoming international packages for any (or no) reason
whatsoever. Conceptually, this rule is a corollary to the well-
known rule that a person is subject to search for any or no
reason when crossing a border into the- United States. (For
information pertaining to the search of mail sent within the
United States, see cases in TELR No. 1 concerning The Drug
Package Profile.)

Without deciding the issue, the court hinted that international
"letters," as opposed to “packages,” might receive an extra
level of protection under a series of federal regulations (in
particular section 145.3 which requires at least "reasonable
cause” before opening "sealed letter class mail").

Notes

! In the typical case the Ninth Circuit sits in a three-judge
panel. However, there are a total of 26 judges in the Ninth
Circuit. Here, taking acase "enbanc” means thatan 11-judge
panel participated in this decision.

2 The Ninth Circuit held that the applicable statute was 19
U.S.C.sec. 1582, ratherthan 19 U.S.C. sec. 482. Distinguish-
ing section 1582 from section 482, the court explained:

Section 1582...deals with customs searches at the
border, while section 482 deals with searches of items
"wherever found," in which agents suspect there is
contraband...already importedillegally. Section 1582,
with nosuspicion requirement, isapplicableto searches
of incoming international mail - searches which are
effectively carried out at the border [fn: on the other
hand, section 482 would authorize a search, for ex-
ample, where agents received reliable information
that illegally imported items were being stored in a
warehouse even far removed from the border]. In
contrast, there is good reason to require, as does
section 482, reasonable cause to search packages
discovered far from the border. Properly read, the two
sections preserve the important distinction between
customs searches at the border and other customs
searches.

REGULATIONS PERTAINING TO SEARCHING INTERNATIONAL
MAIL

Definitions.

(2) Mail article. “Mail article” means any posted parcel, packet, pack-
age, envelope, letter, aerogramme, box, card, ¢r similar article or
container, or any contents thereof, which is transmitted in mail subject
to customs examination.

(b) Letter class mail. "Letter class mail" means any mail article, includ-
ing packages, post cards, and aerogrammes, malled at the letter

rate or equivaient class or category of postage.

(c) Sealed letter class mail. “Sealed letter class mail” means letter class
mail sealed against postal inspection by the sender.

{19 C.F.R sec. 145.1 {1893).)

Mail subject to Customs examination.

(a) Restrictions. Customs examination of mail as provided in paragraph
(b) of this section is subject to the restrictions and safeguards relating
to the opening of latter class mait set forth in Sec. 145.3.

{b) Generally. All mail arriving from cutside the Customs territory

of the United States which is to be delivered within the Customs
tersitory of the United States and all mail arriving from cutside the

U.S. Virgin islands which is to be defivered within the U.S. Virgin
Islands, is subject to Customs examination...

(19 C.F.R. sec. 145.2 (1893).)

REGULATIONS PERTAINING TO SEARCHING INTERNATIONAL
MAIL (cont'd.)

Opening of letter class mail; reading of correspondence prohib-
ited. )
(a) Matter in addition to correspondence. ... Customs officers and
employees may open and examine sealed fetter class mai subject to
Customs examination which appears to contain matter in addition to, or
other than, correspondence, provided they have reasonable cause to
suspect the presence of merchandise or contraband.

(b) Only comrespondence. No Custems officer or employee shall open
sealed letter class mail which appears to contain only correspondence
unless prior to the opening:

go) A search warrant authorizing that action has been obtaified
m an appropriate judge of United States magistrate, or

{2) Thesender orthe addresses has givenwrittenauthoerization for
the opening.

(c) Reading of correspondence. No Custems officer or employee shall
read, or authorize or aliow any other persen to read, any cofrespen-
dence contained in any letter class mail, whether or not sealed, unless
prior to the reading:

(1) A search warrant autherizing that action has been cbtained
from an appropriate judge cr United States magistrate, of

(2) The sender orthe addressee has given writtenauthorizationfor
the reading.

(19 C.F.R. sec. 145.3 (1883). Emph added.)

THE ENTHEOGEN LAW REPORTER POST OFFICE BOX 73481 DAVIS CALIFORNIA 93617-3481

Page 53



Issue No. 6

Spring 1995

. LSD Sentence Vacated and

Remanded for Sentence
Entrapment

By decision filed October 26, 1994, the Ninth Circuit vacated

the sentence of a man convicted of violating the federal law
outlawing possession with intent to distribute LSD. In short,
the Ninth Circuit held that the man was the victim of “sentence
entrapment” and that he was therefore entitled to a downward
departure under the federal sentencing guidelines.

In August 1992, Mark Staufer was experiencing serious finan-
cial difficulties. He had almost no money to his name, was
living in a garage because he could not afford to pay rent, and
had a number of outstanding bills that he was unable to pay. He
recently had been robbed, beaten and hospitalized. Againstthis
background, Scott introduced Mark Staufer to a person inter-
ested in purchasing LSD. Mr. Staufer was unaware that the
interested buyer was an undercover DE A agent, and that Scott
was working for the government as a confidential informant.

Mr. Staufer met with the undercover agent and agreed to sell
10,000 doses of LSD in exchange for $8,000. At trial, Mr.
Staufer testified that he wanted to sell only 500 doses, but that
Scott and the buyer would not accept his offer, insisting instead
that he provide 10,000 doses. When the deal took place several
days later, Mr. Staufer was arrested. After a jury found Mr.
Staufer guilty, the district court sentenced him to 151 months
in federal prison.

Mr. Staufer had no previous convictions. In fact, the only
evidence that he had ever previously sold drugs came from his
own testimony that on one occasion he obtained 25 or 30 doses
of LSD for $15, and sold some of them to friends who gave him
$38 in return.

The Ninth Circuit relied on the district court's finding that
"although Staufer might have been predisposed to supply drugs
only on avery small level for his friends, he was not predisposed
10 involve himself in what turned out to be, from the standpoint
of the Sentencing Guidelines, an immense amount of drugs."

Given this finding, the Ninth Circuit applied a November 1993
amendment to the Guidelines which specifically provides:

Ifin areverse sting [operation],... the court finds that the
government agent set a price for the controlled sub-
stance that was substantially below the market value of
the controlled substance, thereby leading to the
defendant's purchase of a significantly greater quantity
of the controlled substance than his available resources
would have allowed him to purchase except for the

artificially low price set by the government agent, a
downward departure may be warranted.

[Amend. Application Note to sec. 2D1.1. As this

Amendment illustrates, the Sentencing Commission
now expressly recognizes that lawenforcement agents
should not be allowed to structure sting operations in
such a way as to maximize the sentences imposed on
defendant's, and the courts may take into consider-
ation the predisposition and a capacity of the defen-
danttoengagein a deal of the magnitude for which he
or she was convicted.]

When the above amendment was applied to the court's
finding that Mr. Staufer was not predisposed to sell $10,000
doses, the Ninth Circuit concluded that Mr. Staufer was the
victim of “sentence entrapment” and punished excessively.
Consequently, the Ninth Circuit vacated Mr. Staufer's sen-
tence and remanded the case to the district court for resen-
tencing. (U.S. v. Stauyfer (9th Cir. 1994) 38 F.3d 1103.)

Ninth Circuit Holds That
Dog Alert to Drug-Tainted

Currency Might Not Establish
Probable Cause for Forfeiture
of the Currency

On November 8, 1994, the Ninth Circuit ruled that a positive
alert by a drug-sniffing dog may be insufficient to establish
probable cause that currency was connected to drugs such
that it is forfeitable under the federal civil forfeiture law.

In this case, Los Angeles police officers stopped Albert
Alexander after he ran a stop sign. In plain view on the front
seat of Mr. Alexander's car, the officers saw a plastic bag
filled with over $30,000 in cash. A drug-sniffing dog was
brought to the scene and positively alerted to the cash,
indicating the presence of the scent of a controlled substance.
The officers searched Mr. Alexander and his vehicle but
found no illicit drugs. Based on the positive dog alert, the fact
that the cash was in relatively small denominations, and the
fact that Mr. Alexander gave a false account of the money's
source, the government seized the money claiming it was
connected to a violation of the federal drug laws.

The district court granted summary judgment in favor of Mr.
Alexander, finding that the above factors failed to establish
probable cause that the money was connected to an illegal
drug transaction. The Ninth Circuit affirmed. The Ninth
Circuit's opinion is interesting for its cataloging of informa-
tion on drug-tainted currency. The relevant portion of the
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Ninth Circuit's opinion is quoted below with some case
citations and parentheticals omitted.

The government emphasizes the narcotics detec-
tion dog's positive alert to Alexander's large sum of
money and the plastic bag in which that money as
contained. We have previously found such an alert
to be "strong evidence" when making a probable
cause determination. In recent vears, however,
subsequent courts, including our own, have ques-
tioned the probative value of positive dog alerts due
to the contamination of America's paper money
supply with narcotics residue. Inaddition, this court
has never held that the mere fact of a narcotics dog's
positive alert to a large sum of money constitutes
sufficient evidence to establish probable cause for
forfeiture. Rather, probable cause is established
only when an "aggregate” of facts - over and
beyond the positive dog alert to a large sum of
money -- demonstrate the money's connection to
drugs, with no single fact being dispositive. We
decline to expand {our holding in a previous case]
to encompass the instant case, where the aggregate
of facts do not demonstrate the money's connection
to drugs, and where Alexander has documented
through uncontradicted evidence that greater than
seventy-five percent of all circulated currency in
Los Angeles is contaminated with the residue of
cocaine or other controlled substances. Alexander's
evidence was presented by affidavit from Jay B.
Williams, a forensic toxicologist who has special-
ized in drug and alcohol analysis for over twenty-
four years. Since 1982, Williams has conducted
numerous tests concerning the contamination of
circulated United States currency. He has tested
samples of $1, $2, $5, $10, $20, $50, and $100 bills
taken from noncriminal sources, such as banks,
casinos, department stores and restaurants, in vari--
ous cities throughout the western United States.
According to William's tests, the percentage of
contaminated currency ranges from approximately
tentofificen percent inLos Angeles and Las Vegas.
The bills tested contained from nanogram (bil-
lionths of a gram) to milligram (thousandths of a
gram) quantities of cocaine. Currency contamina-
tion results from a combination of the practice of
drug dealers using large sums of cash in drug
transactions and the adhesiveness of certain drugs
such as cocaine. (See Judith Dennison Wolferts,
Note, In re One Hundred Two Thousand Dollars:
Cash Friendly Forfeiture, 1993 Utah L. Rev. 971,
979-80 [citing Vincent Cordova, director of crimi-
nalistics for national Medical Services in Willow

i

Grove, Pennsylvania, quoted in Andrew Scheider & Mary
P. Flaherty, Drugs Contaminate Nearly All the Money in
America, Pitt. Press, Aug. 12, 1991, at A].) "Cocaine can
be easily transferred simply by shaking hands with some-
one who has handled the drug: a pharmacists, toxicolo-
gist, police officer, or drug trafficker.” (/d.at979.) Infact,
"a single bill used to snort cocaine or mingled with the
drug during a transaction can contaminate an entire cash
drawer." (Debbie M. Price, Use of Drug-Sniffing Dogs
Challenged: ACLU Backs Complaint by Men Whose
Pocket Cash is Seized, Wash. Post, May6, 1990,atD1,D6
[citing study by Lee Hear, chief toxicologist for the Dade
County Florida Medical Examiner's Office].) Those bills
go onto contaminate others as they pass through cash
registers, wallets, and counting machines. Given thatan
estimated one out of three circulating bills has been nsed
inadrug transaction, currency contamination comes as no
surprise. (See Jeff Brazil and Steve Barry, You May Be
Drug Free, But is Your Money? Cocaine is found on the
Cash of 8 Nonusers. The Test Suggests That a Drug Dog
Would Detect Cocaine on Almost Anyone's Money, Or-
lando Sentinel, June 15, 1992, at A 6 [noting that of eight
samples of cash taken from a police chief, a circuit judge,
a state senator, a mayor, a community college president,
the Orlando Sentinel editor, a reverend, and a county
chairman, six out.of eight samples showed detectable
amounts of cocaine that were "well within the range of a
drug dog's detection ability"].) Alexander's evidence that
greater than seventy-five percent of circulated currency in
Los Angeles is contaminated with drug residue is consis-
tent with the results of other studies of currency contami-
nation. (See $53,082 in U.S. Currency, 985 F.2d at 250
n.5 [citing study by Lee Hearn, chief toxicologist for the
Dade County, Florida Medical Examiner's Office, finding
that ninety-seven percent ofbills taken from various cities
throughout the united States tested positive for cocaine];
$639,558in U.S. Currency,955F.2dat 714, n.2 [referring
to testimony of Dr. James Woodford that ninety percent of
all cash in the United States contains sufficient quantities
of cocaine to alert a narcotics detection dog; $80,760 in
U.S. Currency, 781 F.Supp at475-476 [citing study by Dr.
Jay Poupko and his colleagues at toxicology Consultants
Inc. In Miami, Florida, finding that an average of ninety-
six percent of the analyzed bills taken from various cities
throughout the United States, including Los Angeles,
tested positive for cocaine].) If greater than seventy-five
percent of all circulated currency in Los Angeles is
contaminated with drug residue, it is extremely likely that
a narcotics detection dog will positively alert when pre-
sented with large sum of currency from that area. Given
this high degree of certainty, the probative value of a
positive dog alert in currency forfeiture cases in Los
Angeles is significantly diminished and the continued
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reliance of courts and law enforcement officers on
[such an alert] to separate legitimate currency from
‘drug-connected' currency is logically indefensible.

(U.Sv. U.S Currency, $30,060.00 (9th Cir. 1994) 39 F.3d
1039) -

Readers' Questions

The Spectacle of Deterrence

L just read your article {Criminalizing Nature and
Knowledge, (see TELR No. 2)] reprinted in the
Winter issue of Alternative Press Review....

Towhat extent is Law actually the issue? U.S. legal
forces have increasingly adopted a strategy involv-
ing persecution rather than prosecution -- or rather,
prosecution as persecution. Convictions are no
longer necessary, since the Legal System has be-
come in itself the space of punishment, and the
spectacle of deterrence. Everyone knows that to
fall into this space is already to be ruined. Ask the
hackers, or the "sexual outlaws:" -- few are con-
victed, but many are destroyed. The Toad Farmer
of California may very well end up acquitted, but his
life will have been sacrificed in the process — and
the publicity attendant on this sacrifice will in fact
deter many others from all experimentation with
Bufo venom or San Pedro. In effect, law and
punishment have become the same thing -- to be
accused is already to "pay the penalty” of guilt. Law
now becomes simply a generalized climate of ter-
ror. The situation is already far more Orwellian
than you suggest, and I doubt that any "liberai"
agitation for fair, just, and rational Law will prove
useful. One possible solution might lie in the
direction of clandestinity — another, in the direc-
tion of revolt. I don't know -- but I fear that mere
reform is fruitless. -- Peter Lamborn Wilson

I agree with many of the sentiments expressed in your
letter. At the moment, I don't have much faith in our
representative democracy and hence have doubts about the
efficacy of spending too much energy to try and change the
laws via the established political channels. Thesystem was
not designed for the age of mass-media where imagery is
supremely powerful and largely controlled by financial
powers. As aresult, it's no surprise that some of our laws
are of the same quality as network television. ‘

Drug politics seem to be currently controlled by such
spectacles as the propaganda promulgated by the Partner-
ship fora Drug Free America and similar groups which are

media savvy and financed by corporate interests. The Partnership
claims to be for a "drug free" America, yet it gets over 50% of its
funding from pharmaceutical, tobacco, and alcohol kings. (The
Partnership has received over $100,000 from: Philip Morris,
Anheuser-Busch, RJR Reynolds, American Brands -- the com-
pany thatbrings us Jim Beam whiskey and Lucky Strike cigarettes
-- DuPont, Bristol-Myers, and Johnson & Johnson.) Since 1987,
industry executives have donated more than $2 billion in broad-
cast time and print space to the Partnership’s campaign, which,
according to a speech by President Clinton on February 2, 1995,
makes the Partnership's propaganda campaign the largest "pubiic
service” advertising effort in history. 2,000,000,000 dollars of
media imagery equals immense political power.

To my mind, rather than spemﬁng so much of their energy piling
up more and more facts and studies that showing that entheogens
can be used safely, users of controlled entheogens who want to try
and re-form the law must do more work directly aimed at
combating the distorted imagery created by syndicates like the
Partnership. Given the Partnership's signature advertisements as
well as its dirty financial base it seems particularly vulnerable to
subvertisements and anti-ads like those launched against Abso-
lute Vodka in 1991 and 1992. (For those not familiar with the
culture jamming techniques of anti-advertisements and subver-
tisements, see any issue of Adbusters: journal of the mental
environment.)

As you point out, many people now see "the law"” as irrelevant,
particularly when it purports to place a barrier between them and
the means by which they have achieved the greatest spiritual/
religious cognition. Despite the government's apparent disgust
with the idea that people would claim autonomy over their own
consciousness, approximately 1,000,000 people self-report using
entheogens (not including marijuana) within the last month.
Evidently, temporary autonomous zones of entheogen users not
only exist but currently flourish.

DEA Jurisdiction

I know that, in certain situations, the federal government
does not have jurisdiction in cases unless they involve
interstate activity. Would you know if that applies to the
DEA and controlled substances? --Anon.

In 1970, under its constitutional power to regulate commerce
among the states, Congress enacted the Comprehensive Drug
Abuse Prevention and Control Act of 1970. Under the Actitisa
federal crime to manufacture, distribute, or possess with the intent
to distribute numerous substances including many considered
entheogenic. It is also a federal crime to attempt or conspire to
commit the above actions or to import or export controlled
substances. Each and every state has made similar conduct a
crime.
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In enacting the 1970 Act, Congress declared that "federal
control ofthe intrastate incidents of the traffic in controiled
substances is essential to the effective control of the
interstate incidents of such traffic." (21 U.S.C. sec.
801(6).) The DEA participates in state and federal anti-
drug efforts primarily through "DEA State and Local Task
Forces." The DEA has designated certain areas of the
country as High Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas
(HIDTA's). Houston, Los Angeles, Miami, New Yorkand
the whole of the South-west border have been designated
at HIDTA's and receive the pr@mary artention of the DEA.

Given that there are both state and federal anti-drug laws,
a person's single action inbolifbg a controlled substance
could violate both a federal and a state law. United States
Attorney's have discretion to prosecute a defendant in
federal court for conduct which may also be a crime under
state law. A federal prosecutor may even seek a federal
indictment for criminal conduct after prosecution has
already commenced in state court or after a conviction has
been obtained there. A number of federal courts have held
that there "is no violation of constitutional due process for
what would otherwise be a state prosecution to be trans-
ferred to federal court solely to obtain an increased federal
sentence.” (U.Sv. Ortiz(C.D. Cal. 1992) 783 F.Supp. 507,
508-509.) - -

‘Inshort, a personcanbecharged with afederal drugcrime,
despite the fact that their conduct was completely confined
within their state. The crime need not have been commit-
ted on federal property and need not involve interstate or
international commerce. As a practical matter, however,
when the quantity of the drugs involved is relatively small,
the federal prosecutors usually, but not always, refer such
cases 1o state or local prosecutors.

Trichocereus peruvianus

[ amtraveling to Peru where Trichocereus peruvia-
nus is ubiquitous. I have found this cactus to have
certain healing properties and would like to powder
100 doses worth of it and send it back to the United
States. Is this illegal? -~ Anon.

As you probably know, Trichocereus peruvianus is not
explicitly listed by name as a controlled substance under
U.S. federal law. AsThaveargued inearlierissues, the fact
that this cactus is not listed by name, but Lophophora

williamsii (peyote) is listed by name, indicates that posses-.

sion of cacti in the genus Trichocereus is not unlawful.

While possession of the cactus is not illegal, there may be
regulations governing its importation. In December, I

! received information from a correspondent who said that the FDA
has mandated two. controls on 7. peruvianus by name: "Cites
. control: no more than 200 can be imported to any city in a single
shipment...; (2) mport tax increase: 2/3 over that of any other
imported plant.” Ihave not been able to verify this for myself, and
cannot speak to whether these or other import restrictions apply
to this cactus.

Is a powder made from the cactus illegal? I do not believe this
question has been resolved by a legal case. At firstblush, it would
seem that if the gactus is legal, a powder made from the cactus
simply by dehydrating and pulverizing it would also be legal. On
the other hand, such a powder, if analyzed by a drug lab, would
likely test positive for mescaline, which is a controlled substance
in every state and under federal law.

Given that whitish powders tend to raise the hairs on DEA-types
and prosecutors, I would not be surprised if a person found
importing or possessing a powdered form of T. Peruvianus was
arrested for importing or possessing a “mixture” containing
mescaline. The arrest could be a frightening event regardless of
the ultimate outcome of the case.

I am not aware of any person ever suffering a criminal conviction
for importing or possessing a powdered cactus inthe Trichocereus

such cacti, but neither resulted in conviction. (In neither case was
the cactus in a powder form.)

Assuming a person were to be convicted of possessing mescaline
based on possession of Trichocereus powder, the punishment
under federal law would depend on a number of factors, most
notably the gross weight of the mixture.

Maitland, Florida, Outlaws Planting of
Brugmansia candida in Wake of
Experimentation by Teens

The article reproduced below is from the February 4, 1995, issue
of New Scientist (Vol. 145, No.1963, p. 4)

Last blast for Florida's teenage trippers

ANGELs trumpets are no longer welcome
in Maitland, Florida. The small tree with . vl
frag pét-shaped [l is an hyllis ¢fficials wern spurred
:mcdvenddimn;udmhduwnm' o B %
south, but fom now on if you plant ene in
Maitland, you will be breaking the law. Last
week, the city council banned the culd-
vation of Brugmansia x candida after an
sive i in the ber of ceen-
agers taken 1o hospital after trying 1o get 2
high from tea brewed from s leaves.

s have dabbled with of cases relsted to angel's trumpets. The
drugs made from angels wumpets for CDC says &t lease two youths died from is
decades. The plant ins the power-

year,
ful- hallucinogenic chemicals atropine, Maitland’s new law prohibits only new
lamine and h b s :

made from leaves and fowers ean produce
exciting—or terrifying—visions. But to0
much can cause severe polsoning, some-
times with paralvsis and memory loss.

g g3 of wumpes. G
do poet have to uproet the planss they
already have, says Holvey. “But we're
wggsﬂng. that people remove them from
their property.” Vincent Kiernan
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Obscure New Jerscy Law Purportedly Outlawing Possession or Use of
"Stramonium Preparations” is Noted In Recent Articles Reporting on Teen
Experimentation with Datura

Might Follow

Article Reporting on New York Seizures of
Bufotenine Suggests Wider DEA "Crack Down"

purs warning on fad" is rcprinted with permission
Mewark, New Jersey Star-Ledger. Thearticle titled
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The article reproduced below is from the New York Post,
Monday, February 20, 1995, edition.

Cops declare war on
head-shop ‘love drug’

HIGH ON ‘TOAD LICKING'

| Dutotentor, & haliucinegen, s & conirotied
mubetance under both tederal and Hew Tord

aware 1hat it conigined
the ilegs) drug, sccerd-
Ing sahaltan

deep ateep. Mxnice tey.
the  substance (s chunks, (hey found they
brought inio Lhe Untied contafned  bufoteatns,
Clates’ rem  China, according o LL Ray.
Boulh America and the mond tvart, an
Wast Indies. NYPDapoheeman.

Bince May 1993, ety
e Rave confiscated
pleces of the haflu-

they wetn nitng were

hashia,

Byt when polles
the

wuoln fwl 2 have
(inked to he subd-
slence «— opparenily
afler menIngeeied L
Tetice have been slow
In_ eracking dowa on
sales of the sphrodisiae
becauss hay werent

The federal En-

with children abls o

oy it tn some sheps.
one of Uhe etors owne
ere aefling (he clonce
would  gaver] from
-I_.ro.: ey puxchazed
’

Many eleimed they
bonght 1 Irors & MR
who distribotes I door-
lo-door.

Richard Glen Bokre, Esq.

¢ via infemet to TELR@z2ol com.

LScenze; All artiches sppearing in e Enthergen Law Reporter ate copysighted. However, beeame | believe that
information showdd be reduced to its lowest cost, and becsise 1 woadd Eke the mermes genemted in TELR to replicate
wide and ligh, TELR frecly Ecenses and encourges subscribess to photocopy, ceprisd, and digitize the srticles contained
in TELR and fiecly shase tham, provided TELR is given credit end our contact poirts are Ested, Distributing the
informetion in TELR for profit, without prior conserd, will be considered o copyright infiingerent endVor & beeach of

muv.&u.s.a"ﬂs Entheoprn Law Reporter is pullished seasoradly. A one year subscription is twenty- five dollass in
the USA, thirty doltars to &l other destinations. When subsceibing, please ke your check o nioney order payabie lo

Contact Potuts: Flease address all correspondence to Richird Glen Boire, Esq,, The Enthecgen Law Reporter, POB
73434, Davis, Califormia, 95617-3481. Immmediats oonteet een also be made via facsimile transrission to 916,733.9662,

Disclaimer: The Entheogen Law Reporter is not engzged in rendering legn) or other professione] advice and nesurmes
no responsitility for the statements advanced by any of its writers or contrilators, The information in TELR is subject
to change without notice andis not intended to be, nor should it be considered, & substitute for individunlized begal advice
rendesed by a competent atfomey, The Enthecgen Law Reposter POB 73481, Duvis, CA 956173481 Intemet:
TELR@clcom Facsintle: 916.753.9662

a.
718 are wandng taery oound (e betng Pmon wred taking % . e oM. Bort of the T i &
Rale 1ot 10 i e 0 o €120 ABUbe ot wen e reted AN mere ©h o 13 prrs b £ Do b T e v to ey o gt the wveeod )
vEb Brd weed & W4, s et vlewsed o K brptict or by S IROTIAUONBIAAOL ity oo e The ristute does oot prohisit
plant ﬂaglgsg Ihely femly plysclans, polce end berofsisten with Jegpedlesves, Youths weee given Bqusd ehaseost Eiusi.“gﬂdﬂﬁhs!
ey o L o T A ] ey e S S S
e "Hgh~ SHp oot .u-vanz:o.ow,ar&-:-.  tems.siid Dr Rebert Sweeney, der. MK 78 piepetion Setel
AtunbedtyoatanNrsime 0 4 AD pesta of (b plant ore NERT jor of frstey Shores emtigency .h-.rr_.a-:&i .R -aa. " Q-MEE"_
have become B after eociing of ot s Jebeck s Ly crusngdinmen el gepanment “These Mds armed aﬁisapﬂﬂn;..-.n.iﬂ 3
tng parts of the plask end the Brd hay  Otel. Joel ou!n?..l.u{_a:a bhood prescare, oA NetbesL B ghoct gmson wred frommagmgabout TURRIER RIS, Lo
tpredd In the Wake of orwd rports of  YPIE Mo home to fyery chool Ay - elnstions end stiremalingeard By iy cnep thautht B 831 3 100l 3o prbacenciing e Edvction ot
Eman weed the b Comectiews end 1 LDE LOWTSR!D yesteniay explaining  ows €331 ean even GO Ibe 31102 \1pos = st Sureney, who enticized lem 4% Newtsk Deth fsrael Medien!
. elsewhere. oot Lhe plesd. where K graw end - o, docton asid s seports for fitling the fad. Centee, announced bt has changed s
tn the latest torkleot, more then  he Tymplotn from bertion. A7) of the Menchestet yocthg 18- Ree tottine to made K
tes doten Manchester TowmuMp The tigh achool rebstence thuse w1 be charged wih & disorderly per.  more eacly secestible,
youths d 10 be g medieel et cocaelor aso gave § pracnlstion o 203 offense and processed iy famity “The pew ueztes Is 1-308 polson-)
§ coutt, Meedham siid. -900-764-2580, The oomber serves
- 033 souree of trfonmeLion bt tede
. or polsonans tubstentes, and peceivey
£ more then 10000 ¢¢lls ennualy, Can-
i M a1t gven advice of Cirecled to
- neary hotpitale o eeRITEnCY rooea.
(' * ORRIgY v 1 1) LEM
. THE ENTIEOGEN LAW REPORTER POST OFFICE BOX 73481 DAVIS CALIFORNIA 95617-348)

. 'S

Page 58

«



s H <227

1qdeyo varog
eunel] gof

89

a

‘STA®.

ED
I8Y€L X0f 39930 3504

rog

I8YE-L1956 ©

dTaL

uw_d ¥

W AT by g

op

661 1Y31iAdo

J

~



