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Commlttee in Session at 8:38 A.M. on Friday, April 27, 1979. 

Senator Keith Ashworth in the Chair. 

PRESENT: 

GUESTS: 

Chairman Keith Ashworth 
Vice-Chairman Joe Neal 
Senator Wilbur Faiss · 
Senator Rick Blakemore 
Senator Clifton Young 
Senator Jim Kosinski 

Mr. Rick Pugh, Executive Director, Nevada State 
Medical Association 

Judge Keith Hayes, Clark County 
Mr. Russ McDonald, State Board of Pharmacy 
Mr. Paul Cohen, Administrative Officer, State Division 

of Health 
Ms. Candy Lusich, Private Citizen, Reno, Nevada 
Mr. Gary Sheerin,Attorney, Harvey's Wagon Wheel 
Mr. John J. Mccuen, Attorney Association, General 

Contractors of Northern Nevada 
Mr. Steve Balkenbush, Attorney General's Offic_e ·, Eruriron-

rnental Protection 
Mr. Dave Young, Representative for Local 3 
Mr. Gil Buck, Nevada Association of Realtors 
Mr. Bob Sullivan, Carson River Basin 
Mr. Dwight Milliard, Horne Builders of Nevada 
Mr. Merlin Anderson, Nevada Commission on Postsecondary 

Institutional Authorization 

Chairman Ashworth opened the hearing on S.B. 470. 

Mr. Rick Pugh, Executive Director, Nevada State Medical Association, 
stated that Dr. Neil Swissrnan, President, Nevada Medical Association 
had a last minute emergency and could not attend the committee 
meeting. Mr. Pugh presented Dr. Swissrnan's written testimony, 
Exhibit "A". 

Mr. Russ McDonald, State Board of Pharmacy, stated the State Board 
of Pharmacy is -not in opposition to this bill. He suggested 
that on Page 1, Line 15 should be directed to the Board of Medical 
Examiners. Judge Hayes concurred that it should be the State Board 
of Health. Mr. McDonald further stated in Sections 7 and 8 with 
the so-called pharmacies, that rnarihuana be stocked or delivered 
to the individual pharmacies who could respond to prescriptions by 
certified physicians from those stocks. He stated that maybe the 
health division would make disbursements to the doctors. Judge 
Hayes responded by stating that the federal government would not 
permit these substances to be distributed by private pharmacies, 
but would require that it go to a state operated agency to be 
dispensed by the state operated agency. 
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Mr. Paul Cohen, Administrative Officer, State Division of Health, 
state~ there are satellite clinics for the dispensinq of Methadone, 
which can be set up in hospital pseudo-pharmacies. If this bill 
passes, he stated, it would be on the same principle as Methadone. 
There would be involvement with the Drug Enforcement Administration 
and the Food and Drug Administration and a program licensing of 
pseudo pharmacy would be established. Judge Hayes stated there 
would be no objection, and would be concerned that there were strict 
controls on the agencies, persons or businesses having any hand at 
all in this. Senator Young questioned if this would change Section 
7. Judge Hayes stated that it says a "certified pharmacy". He 
further stated that it is his understanding that the federal govern
ment would not allow its being dispensed under any controls except 
as has been observed in the Methadone situation. Chairman Ashworth 
questioned if an amendment were needed to Section 7 or Section 8 
of S.B. 470. Mr. McDonald stated that he felt one was necessary. 
He further stated that three or four of the sections should be 
reexamined because it does point to the authorized delivery to the 
individual licensed pharmacy to respond. 

Judge Hayes stated he endorses what has been said by the previous 
witnesses. He stated there was possibly a change needed on Page 2, 
Line 3 to read:":A.t least one member from each county of a population 
in excess of 100 thousand", rather than specify any desiqnated county. 
He stated that 30 or 40 additional letters of endorsement, unsolicited 
were delivered to his office, some by people in law enforcement in 
Clark County, Exhibit "B". Chairman Ashworth added the telephone 
messages as well, since the bill was introduced. Chairman Ashworth 
asked if we are passing a bill allowing the smoking of pot. Judge 
Hayes stated this "medicine" is a derivative of marihuana which 
would be available in tablet form. He stated that if the patient 
could not obtain the derivative, the patient would actually smoke 
the marihuana. Chairman Ashworth stated that in the pill or capsule 
form it accomplishes the relief of pain in the taking of chemotherapy. 
Judge Hayes stated that was correct. He stated it was his under
standing that the derivative acts more as a calmative agent rather 
than giving the patient the "high" that is perhaps the criticism of 
marihuana. Senator Neal questioned the "whys" of the bill by stating 
that the only chemical property identified in the drug is tetra
hysrocannabinols which is the gas or smoke that makes the "high" 
and relieves pressure. He stated another aspect of marihuana being 
used for cancer patients is the lesseninq of vomitinq and nausea when 
taking chemotherapy. He questioned if this were the-only value. 
Judge Hayes stated,"That is the only value it has, at the present 
time, with regard to cancer patients." He said there is medical 
support for that as well as for relief ·for the glaucoma patients. 
He stated that if that was the only value - that it has, it certainly 
is worthwhile. He further stated the effect of chemotherapy on the 
cancer patient hasa devastating effect, and if there is any agent 
or substance that can relieve these people of the suffering they 
go through in taking cancer chemotherapy, it is certainly worthwhile. 
He stated it would be a merciful thing to pass this bill and give 
the relief to those people. 
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Sena ~or Neal questioned if there is any other substitute that 
woula probably do the same thing. Judge Hayes stated that there 
was none at the present time that is known. This is the one that 
the medical people, through their research, feel is the best thing 
for the cancer patient at this time. Compazine is another agent 
but is not that attractive~ he added. Senator Neal stated that 
from a news report that the marihuana plant has more tar properties 
than the ordinary cigarette. He further stated that this would 
be a cancer causing agent, and this point worries him. Judge 
Hayes stated he was aware that marihuana had tar that is even 
more cancer producing than tobacco, however the reality is that 
the people who would be using the marihuana already have cancer 
and it becomes a chance that they would take with the use of 
marihuana. He said the chemotherapy agents that people take for 
one kind of cancer . also over a period of time can induce leukemia. 
He stated marihuana can become a relief from the effects of chemo
therapy. 

Senator Kosinski questioned how many people might be eligible for 
this kind of program. Judge Hayes stated that he did not know, he 
said it would be entirely up to the board to select those patients, 
who in their opinion, would be relieved in their chemotherapy. This 
would also include the glaucoma patient where this agent is also 
very important. Senator Faiss asked how these programs have worked 
out in the other 18 states that have them. Judge Hayes said it is 
his understanding -that 4 other states have passed it, they are 
New Mexico, Florida, Illinois and Louisiana. He stated it has very 
beneficial effects on cancer chemotherapy patients. The bill is 
pending in 18 other states, but has already passed in 4 states, 
as of January of this year. Senator Young questioned opening up this 
program to other patients and asked if federal guidelines covered 
expansion. Judge Hayes stated this is an open door in the bill, 
that in the event federal agencies authorize the use of 
this agent for any other diseases, or conditions, it would give them 
the opportunity to use it without having to go back through legis
lation for an amendment. He said the use of it would be strictly 
controlled by the federal government and their dispensing agencies. 
Senator Young asked what a price mechanism is. Judge Hayes stated 
the state would control, store and dispense to the doctor who was 
authorized as a specialist~ to dispense it directly to the patient. 
He further stated that after the passage of the bill it would take 
them at least a year to process an application with the federal 
government. He urged that the Senate pass the bill so they can 
get into moving it along. 

Mr. Paul Cohen, Administrative Officer, State Division of Health, 
stated in making application to the National Institute of Drug 
Abuse,the regulations in garnering any controlled substance would 
comply with the Food and Drug Commission and the Drug Enforcement 
Administration as with Methadone. They do not implement any type 
of pharmaceutical dispensing situation in a hospital for Methadone 
unless they involve the two aforementioned federal agencies. 
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Mr. Cohen stated that there is no fiscal note attached .to this 
bill.· He stated the chemical would have to be determined how 
it was ·to be taken, whether smoked, orally, internally or it could 
even be ingested in food. ~estated they are not against the bill 
but wish to bring to attention that there are some financial 
impacts related to it, there are other agencies that have to be 
dealt with. Senator Faiss questioned if he felt this bill would 
then require a fiscal note. Mr. Cohen stated he definitely did · 
feel it would require a fiscal note. Senator Young asked him to 
trace the flow of the marihuana, where it would come from, where 
it would be stored, etc. Mr. Cohen said in terms of the legal 
implications there are no negotiations with Drug Enforcement 
and Food/Drug Administration when you accept a controlled substance 
under Chapter 453 NRS. Methadone, he stated, is one of those 
controlled substances. He further said you must have a specific 
type of safe, a certain amount of safety controls, have it monitored 
periodically, you must follow their regulations to the letter of 
law. He stated, in terms of the costs, as far as charging the clients 
depends on whether or not it is in the application. An application 
to the institute, Drug Abuse, must show financial implications whether 
or pot you are just asking for the chemical; and the controls to 
be through the Food Drug Administration, Drug Enforcement Administra
tion ·and the institute; or you are asking for the funds for the 
research itself. He said if you want to charge your clients, then 
you have to develop this into your rules and regulations as you must 
do through open hearings. Chairman Ashworth asked what the initial 
cost of furnishing the 40 dollar per diem to the board for travel 
expenses would be. Mr. Cohen did not have a figure to give him. 
Mr. Cohen stated he does not have any disagreement after having 
lost four members of his family to cancer in the past 23 months, he 
is for anything that would benefit the cancer patients. He said he 
would like to meet with Judge Hayes and Mr Pugh from the Medical 
Society to project a "start of cost" in staff. time and travel. 

Chairman Ashworth asked Mr. Cohen if he would be willing to meet 
with Judge Hayes and the division, if the committee was amenable to 
process this bill, to come up with a fiscal note · and recommended 
amendments necessary to process this bill. Mr. Cohen stated he 
would be willing to do so. Senator Kosinski asked how soon he could 
get the information back to the committee. Mr. Cohen stated that 
as soon as he could get together with Mr. Bennett, Mr. Hamm and 
Judge Hayes to find out what their parameters are. He stated that 
Dr. Carr is the State Health Officer and will be back Monday, he is 
one of the food and drug commissioners in the state and is quite 
extensively read in this area so he could talk with research
medical knowledge. Senator Neal felt the "kids" would interpret 
the passing of this bill as saying it is all right for them to smoke 
'"pot". Mr. Cohen agreed with Senator Neal and stated it is the 
emotion of the association of the compound, and psychologically we 
are telling people that this is a good thing. Chairman Ashworth 
suggested changing the name to Tetrahydrocannabinols, Mr. Paul 
Cohen said that most of the people know that compound. Mr. Cohen 
asked, in terms of direction, what was specifically wanted of him • 
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Chairman Ashworth stated that after further testimony a consensus 
of the committee would be taken and he would direct him after that. 

Ms. Candy Lusich, Private Citizen, Reno, Nevada, stated she is a 
diabetic, which started 14 years ago. She started having eye problemf 
approximately two years ago from diabetes, the second stage is 
glaucoma which she also has. She was placed on drugs and lost a 
considerable amount of weight, as the medication made her sick to 
her stomach and she couldnot eat. She started smoking marihuana 
because she heard it was being used for glaucoma treatment. She 
stated she has a hard time obtaining marihuana and it is very 
expensive and hard to locate. During the smoking of marihuana she 
said her glaucoma disappeared and when she stopped smoking it the 
glaucoma reappeared, she has been smoking it for about two years 
daily. Senator Neal asked what the effect was other than relief 
of the eye pressure. Ms.Lusich responded that it gave her an 
appetite, made her feel good because of the relief of the eye 
pressure and nausea. She stated she does not get "high 11 on it any 
more. She stated she had been going to the Stanford Hospital, last 
year 11 times, for the laser treatment. Chairman Ashworth asked 
if her doctor has prescribed smoking marihuana to which Ms. Lusich 
replied "no, he did .. not". Senator Faiss questioned side effects from 
the use of marihuana. Ms. Lusich stated she had no bad side effects. 

Chairman Ashworth stated in order to process this bill an amendment 
would haye to be added, it would also need a fiscal report and be referred 
to the Finance Committee. Senator Kosinski suggested the legalization 
of ma+ihuana. Chairman Ashworth took the consensus· of the -committee 
with five in favor of processing the bill. Mr. Cohen was directed 
to meet ·with Judge Hayes, Mr. Edmundson, with the recommendations of 
Russ McDonald and the people of the Pharmacy to come up with an 
amendment and next week get the testimony of Dr. Carr for the record. 
Senator Neal felt more testimony was necessary but was not against it. 

Chairman Ashworth closed the hearing on S.B. 470. 

Chairman Ashworth opened the hearing on S.B. 499. 

Mr. Gary Sheerin,Attorney, Harvey's Wagon Wheel, spoke in support 
of s.B. 499. He stated particularly in the Lake Tahoe area people 
have been bringing suits to prohibit construction of various facil
ities. He stated the intent of this legislation is to cause someone 
who wants to enforce the laws and stop construction, to require them 
to put up a bond on injunctive relief. He said the bill drafter went 
to Chapter 445 of NRS in order to accomplish this wording in S.B. 499. 
He stated NRS 445 is the general law pertaining to water pollution 
and basically concerns the state regulating water permits. He said 
there was no objection to amend the bill so that the state does not 
have to put up a bond; but aim legislation more toward the private 
groups or individuals who want to get involved in stopping construction 
projects. Chairman Ashworth questioned, if this bill were passed, 
could it extend to other sections of the law other than polluting water 

(CommlaN Mbmtll) 
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Mr. Sheerinstated no, that is why chapter 445 NRS is a good single 
place' for it to be, limiting it to private persons. He suggested 
that Chapter 441.540 is a better place for it to be in. Chairman 
Ashworth stated this bill should probably be processed by the 
Judiciary Committee. Senator Neal stated this is a Tahoe Basin 
type of bill and that this committee should kill the bill. 
Mr. sn~erinstated that the legislation is broader than the Lake 
Tahoe Basin and should go into ehapter 441. Senator Neal stated 
this is not aimed at the broad aspect. Senator Blakemore asked 
if a transient, who does not like the look of a building under 
construction,could get an injunction to stop the construction. 
Mr. Sheerin stated they could do it without bond, without an in
junction bond. He stated that in Chapter 445 it says you do not have 
to have a bond. He stated this refers to line 23 of S.B. 499. 
Senator Neal asked why this bill was not sent ~o Natural Resources. 
Mr. Sheerin said to take it to any committee and they will support it. 
Chairman Ashworth stated if they are going to rule the water,it 
should be in this chapter. Mr. Sheerin stated it was their intention 
to submit written amendments to broaden the bill to make it apply 
specifically to what the Senator wanted it to do, and to probably 
1e·a:ve it so the state can do it without a bond. Senator Ashworth 
asked if the Judiciary Committee should look at this bill. Senator 
Neal stated that Natural Resources handles all the water problems. 
Senator Ashworth suggested because of the temporary or permanent 
restraining orders that maybe the Judiciary Committee should be 
alerted to this legal aspect, because it is a legal problem. 
Mr. Shaerinstated he had no objections to it going . to Natural 
Resources·either. He further stated that if the committee intends 
to process the bill further he would furnish amendments to make it 
broader and to eliminate the state from the bonding requirement. 
Senator Young questioned a bond being "permanent", that a temporary 
injunction or tempor~ry restraining order would be more appropriate~ 
He further stated this bill appears to be ill drafted, with the 
requirement of a permanent bond. 

Mr. John J. Mccuen, Attorney Association, General Contractors of 
Northern Nevada, stated he does not agree that this bill should go 
to the Judiciary Committee as this is special act of NRS 445. He 
stated willingness to exclude the state director as far as the bond 
is concerned. He said the bill was not introduced with respect to 
Lake Tahoe, but with the construction industry generally. He stated 
the bill should say Chapter 445 inclusive and not include 445.354, 
because it controls the whole area of water and air and should re
late to the whole thing. He stated he did not feel we should be 
faced for the next two years with the possibility of these various 
suits arising. He stated we should not have a law that causes 
economic distress. He said it was not necessary to go to Judiciary 
as this covers water and air control, and covers the whole state. 
Senator Young asked him if he felt the word "permanently" should 
be in the bill. Mr. Mccuen stated that the word "permanently" should 
not be in the bill. He further stated that this bill should be 
processed and it should say Chapter 445. Senator Neal asked if 
he would prefer that people be allowed _in court to seek a permanent 
injunction. Mr. MO:uen stated that they could go for a permanent 
injunction now, that is the harder route because they have to have 
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a ,, show c~use" order. He stated they are worried about being stopped 
on a construction project, putting men out of work and running up the 
costs. Sen.a tor Blakemore felt this is a · legal problem and should be 
in the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. Steve Balkenbush, Attorney General's Office, Environmental Protection, 
stated he wanted to voice their objection to the bill in its present 
form. He said he did not see that they could require the state to put 
up a bond, he felt there was a separation of .powers. Chairman Ashworth 
felt there were going to be a lot of amendments and problems to this 
bill, and should probably go · to the Judiciary Committee. Senator Kosinski 
questioned 445.327 as to how it addresses giving a private person the 
right to file the action without a bond. Mr. Balkenbush stated that 
the director was the one who could move without a bond. He stated he 
has not s 7en or heard of anyone filing action without a bond. He said 
he has not heard of any environmental group using this particular provision 
to persuade the court that they do not have to post a bond. He said there 
is a possibility of this occurring. 

Senator Blakemore moved to refer S.B. 499 to Judiciary Committee. 
The motion died for lack of a second. 

Mr. Dave Young, Representative for Local 3, stated his company has in 
the past been confronted with this problem in California, Utah, the Pacific 
Islands and Guam, and have had to combat it in a variety of different ways 
and it has cost a lot of money. In this general area they are looking 
at rapid growth, their problems are mostly with the water and sewer. 
He stated the people in Nevada need protection from the special interest 
groups, such as friends of the animals, conservationists and others. 

Mr. Gil Buck, Nevada Association of Realtors, stated they would like 
to go on record in favor of the bill except for the bonding for the 
state. He stated that if the people wish to file suit for injunctive 
relief against these projects, "they should put their money where their 
mouth is". 

Mr. Bob Sullivan, Carson River Basin, Council of Governments of counties 
of Douglas, Carson City, Lyon, Churchill, stated they support the concept 
of s.B. 499, even with the exception of the State of Nevada. He stated 
the counties have to exist on public participation, environmental projects 
have to exist on public participation, and they cannot succeed without that 
public participation. He further stated that public participation has its 
own channels. 

Mr. Dwight Milliard, Home Builders of Nevada, stated they would also like 
to go on record in support of S.B. 499. They feel this is the proper 
section for it to be in because of the future development of water and 
water quality that is going to be involved. He further stated they have 
no objections to the state being excluded. 

Senator Young asked if anything was accomplished if you take the state 
out. Mr. Mccuen stated that if you make it apply to the whole Chapter 445 
you have an entirely different situation with the local air pollution 
control areas where there is provision that any citizen, any person, 
may bring any action or seek injunction without a bond. He further stated 
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he would like to see this bill adopted to make it apply to the 
entire Chapter 445, and not specifically only to the water pollution. 
Mr. Shaerinstated that the bill in its present form is not correct 
and he would like to bring in some amendments for processing. 
Chairman Ashworth stated the committee, if amenable to processing 
this, would ask for amendments as it should be cleared up. He 
said that Mr. Sheerinshould clear with the state, Mr. Mccuen 
and the introducers ," and hear the bill again next week. Senator 
Kosinski stated he was not convinced that it was not desirable, 
by social and public policy, to leave the discretion in court as 
to whether or not a bond is required. senator Young stated he 
felt somewhat the same although perhaps the law can be improved. 
He stated he agreed with them coming up with an amendment. The 
committee agreed to have the above named bring in an amendment, 
no action was taken at this time. 

There being no further testimony on S.B. 499 Chairman Ashworth 
closed the hearing. 

Chairman Ashworth opened the hearing on S.B. 412. 

Chairman Ashworth presented the new amendment for s , B. 412 that 
replaces Amendment No. 582, Exhibit "C". 

Mr. Merlin Anderson, Nevada Commission on Postsecondary Institutional 
Authorization, stated he took the direction which had been discussed 
last time. This section, NRS 394.371 consisted of one basic para
graph, Section l; two paragraphs nave now been made of the one 
section. Mr.Anderson stated you· are exempt from the provisions 
of the Postsecondary Educational Authorization Act if you meet 
the requirements of Section 2, subsections (a) through (d). Senator 
Kosinski questioned Section 2, subsection (d) stating it did not 
offer advanced training to persons already licensed or employed. He 
stated it is advertising, but not representative. He questioned if 
it would not represent instruction and training to prepare persons 
at the entry level and would not satisfy the first part of that 
paragraph. He stated it would have to represent that the instruction 
is offered only as advanced training for persons already licensed 
or employed in one or more particular fields. Mr. Anderson concurred 
and asked if there were a suggested word that could be inserted. 
Senator Kosinski stated that perhaps the last part of the paragraph 
is all that is needed. Chairman Ashworth stated, under Section 2 
subsection (b) should also be extracted, as that would preclude having 
a seminar on a university campus. He stated you could word it; "to 
be held in a public place". Senator Kosinski suggested wording it, 
"it does not offer instruction recognized as college credits, and 
does not lead to an academic degree". He further stated that the 
way it is now you are mandating education. 

Mr. Anderson stated he felt the language should be cleaned up as 
Senator Kosinski had suggested. He stated regarding the subsection 
(b) that the concern was for the public safety. Chairman Ashworth 
suggested replacing the words "hotel, motel or convention center" 
with "in a public place", or leave the subsection (b) out altogether . 
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S.B. 412 (Exhibit "D II) 

Senator Kosinski moved to Amend and Do Pass s. B •. 412. 

Seconded by Senator Faiss. 

Discussion: Senator Ashworth stated we are amending 
the amendment by taking out (b) completely and re
wording (d) to read: "Its advertising does not represent 
that the instruction or training will prepare persons 
at the entry level for those fields or occupations". 

Motion carried unanimously. 

There being no further testimony Chairman Ashworth closed the 
hearing on S.B. 412. 

Chairman Ashworth opened the hearing on S.B. 467. 

Chairman Ashworth presented a letter dated April 27, 1979 from the 
Division of Health, Exhibit "E", to withdraw from any further 
consideration S.B. 467. 

S.B. 467 (Exhibit "F II) 

Senator Neal moved to Indefinitely Postpone S.B. 467. 

Seconded by Senator Faiss. 

Motion.carried unanimously. 

There being no further testimony Chairman Ashworth closed the 
hearing on S.B. 467. 

Chairman Ashworthed opened the hearing on S.C.R. 24. 

S.C.R. 24 (Exhibit "G") 

Senator Neal moved to Do Pass S.C.R. 24. 

The motion was lost for lack of a second. 

Discussion: Chairman Ashworth asked if the committee 
wished to continue the hearing as some money needed 
to be added for continuing study. 

Senator Kosinski moved to Indefinitely Postpone 
S.C.R. 24. 

Seconded by Senator Young 

Motion failed. 
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Yeas - - 3 
Nays - (Blakemore, Faiss, Ne~l) 

Meeting adjouned at 10:48 A.M. 

Respectfully submitted, ., 

y ~ 

r , •. ci-1/ffMI //c?~ 
ean Van Nuyst/ 

/ 
I 

Approved: 
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EXHIBIT "A" 

NEVADA 
STATE 
M .EDICAL 
ASSOCIATION 3660 Baker Lane • Reno, Nevada 89509 • (702) 825-6788 

April 26, 1979 

'IO: Senate Human Resources Ccmni ttee 

FIDM: Neil Swissnan, 1,1.D. 

SUBJ: Testinnny for S.B. 470 

In 1979 ~ thousand one hundred Nevadans will be diagnosed as 
having cancer. One out of four of us will develop a cancer 
sanetime in our lifetime, and two out of three families in Nevada 
will be touched by this dreaded disease. These are indeed devas
tating statistics. The picture, however, is not without hope 
because with early diagnosis and treatment medical science can now 
effect a cure in 50¼, of all cancer cases. 

The bill you are hearing today, S.B. 470, concerns itself not with 
cancer cures but with a relief of the symptans of therapy and rapid 
return to useful life for. cancer patients. 

Organized medicine in Nevada strongly supports the passage of S.B. 470. 
This is not quackery c:- the illegal use of an agent. This bill con
forms to federal regulation allowing tetrahydrocannabinol to beR-used 
for the treatment of cancer and glaucana patients under very ~1ct 
federal guidelines. It has passed in at least 18 states. 

This passage of S.B. 470 is humme, medically appropriate and scien
tifically sound. 
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4-24-79 

phone call from: 

Ms. Candy Lusich On _4/4Jth 

wishes _to testify on S.B. _470 

Glaucoma and Cancer bill. 

She says she has glaucoma. 

private citizen 

• ·: 

EXHIBIT "B" 

-, 

- -~ 1 

___ ,,.. ___ ._ 



~H1L.5 YOU WE~:S OUT 
~ 5 1-=>13-t kt)4()$ 

of l \I 
Phone ' 15/-3 75 c/ 

Ar•a Coda Number Extansion . 
TELEPH9NEO · PLEASE CALL 

CALLE□ TO SEE YOU WILL CALL AGAIN 

WANTS TO SEE YOU URGENT 

I RETURNEO YOUR CALL I _j 
Message ____________ _ 

Op■rator 

EFFICIENCY0 WIE NO. 4725 AN AMPAD PRODUCT 

TELEPHONE□ Flt.EASE CALL 

CALLEO TQ see YOU WILL CALL AGAIN 

WANTS TO SEE YOU URGENT 

Operator 

EFFICIENCY® LINE NO. 4725 AN AMPAD PRO UCT 

CXHIB JT 

iime--=.~...:-'-
1 

4J,..,=:o'-·, --

of __ .....1· L:::o...:.V ________ _ 

Phone ___ "3;;;;....g;;;_y-'---....._ol.;:...,Lf......,l,,_S""'---

Area Coda Number Extension 

TELEPHONE□ PLEAS~ CALL 

CALLE□ TO SEE YOU WILL CALL AGAIN 

WANTS TO SEE YOU URGENT 

I RETURNEO YOUR CALL I I 

EFFICIENCY® LINE NO, 4725 AN AMPAD PRODUCT 

W~JLE YOU ~Et:;5 CUT 
M ~,J,...),(1 La&ei , 
of _______________ _ 

Area Coda Extension 

TELEPHONE□ PLEASE CALL 

CALLEO TO SEE YOU WILL CALL AGAIN 

WANTS TO SEE YOU URGENT 

Operator 

EFFICIENCY0 LINE NO. 4725 AN AMPAD PRODUCT 
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SENATOR KEITH ASH\\TORL'H 
State Senate 
carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

I understand that at tt. = present time there is a bill being pror-osed which 
would legalize marijuar_3. for use in cancer patients in the state o: Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other states where 
rna~ijuana has already been legalized for th~s use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
·. favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in cancer 

patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understar.d 
that this drug can be used effectively in cance.: patients to control nausea 
ancl vaniting induced by chenotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
improve the well~ of patients with advanced malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing _interest in the problem. 
' 

Sincerely yours, 
' .. '·· -I~ 

--- . ·. ·. a~ .i • . 
)?;-~ _Ut!J . .{).! ti! J 4-~ :~> 

• • • 1 .. • • • • • " · 

• • • " . • , .• ' • •• t . . .. ·• • • ·~,I' .. , • 

) .. ··,. .• : . ,: , , ' ., ' ·- . . . 
• W') ' .. t... • -~~ •• • ' ,•• ••• •• '1\1• ,! • • I t :.:1. .·· ·: . . . . . \\" . ·. . 

~- • • • · •• • :'. • • . I /J \...:✓,/~~,,- • ~.·~;~11-,.•._~~1_,c•/J.,.u..:.,,J .. ( -•.t..,,'_t_~LL"~ 
/l,V'vrl,,• ~~ -•~~~c:,:,_-. · -~ I_· -

/" . . . . • .. ; '• . . . •' .. 
(J '• . • " . "'. 

u~t-~W)--t;1._~l ~t ~~";['f ¼...__. x~✓ 
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April 19, 1979 

DEPARTMENT OF MEDICIN::: 
SCHOOL OF MEDICAL SCIENC::S 

WASHOE MEDICAL CENTER 
77PRINGLEWAY 

·O 
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RENO, NEVADA 89520 
(702) 785-6235/6 

Senator Keith Ashworth 
State Senate 
Carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

I understand that at the present time there is a bill being proposed which 
would legalize marijuana for the use in cancer patients in the state of 
Nevada. As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other 
states where marijuana has already been legalized for this us·e. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly 
in favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in cancer 
patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vomiting induced by chemotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
improve the well being of patientw with advanced malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 

I I ; ' ) 
Sincetely (;ours/i • 

\ / j . . 
··-~·-LW-< ·--~ ~--((tr~ . 

Peter R. Graze, M.D., F.i0ic.P .. 
Vice-chairman, Department of Medicine 

/sr 
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SENATOR KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
Carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

EXHIBIT B 

I understand that at the present trne t.~ere is a bill being proposed which 
would le.galize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state oE Nevada. 
As I unc:erstand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricte::1 to use in cancer 
patients and that the distribution be· strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
an:!. vaniting induced by chemotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
im?rove the well being of patients with advanced malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 

p. s. : 

') 

.. 
' .. ,, . .. . .. 

... ' • . • 
' 

since I have. only an . estimated.~ ·rnonths to 10 months 
left to li'7e:"'ll.-tf- a1in pc..a~ti~rilarl.y in~eres:ted in the pass
age of this Bill as .soon as possible 

S69 
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SENATOR KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
carson City, Nevada. 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

J/p/1 <I? 1.--, .. 
u i .,_'. ,/,.} 

, :J 

I understand that at the present time there is a bill being pror:osed which 
would legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state ·of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to th3.t in other states wh~e 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in cancer 
patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chemotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
.improve the well being of patients with advanced malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem .• 
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709-A 8th St., S.E. 
Washington, DC 20002 
April 19, 1979 

Senator· Keith Ashworth, Chairman 
Senate Human Resources Committee 
State Capitol 
Carson City, NV 89201 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

Although I am not a c1t1zen of Nevada, I am writing you in support of 
pending legislation which would permit marijuana's therapeutic use by glaucoma 
patients, and by individuals afflicted with cancer who are undergoing chemotherapy 
treatments. 

Since 1976, I have enjoyed legal access to federal stocks of marijuana for 
therapeutic use in the treatment of glaucoma, a blinding eye disease. The 
medically supervised use of marijuana of a known potency has made the difference 
between retaining my vision and going blind. Thus, my interest in this question is 
far from abstract, but instead grows from a long experience both with the problems 
faced by patients confronting the Hobson's choice between medical relief and 
criminality, and the federal policies which seriously complicate discussion and 
resolution of the question. 

Marijuana's utility as a therapeutic agent, both in glaucoma and as an anti
emetic for c!'lemotherapy, was found by accident. Many thousands of patients are 
able to recognize these benefits absent medical expertise. For a glaucoma patient, 
marijuana offers lowered intraocular pressures and potentially prolonged vision. 
(Left to conventional therapies, for example, I would now be blind, yet the use of 
marijuana, in combination with conventional agents, ~as added four years of sight I 
might otherwise not have enjoyed.) In cancer chemotherapy patients, suffering 
from the nausea and vomiting which follow chemotherapy and radiation treatments, 
marijuana's action is readily apparent. 

The question is not if these patients will or will not use marijuana. 
American Medical News (AMA) reports "thousands -- perhaps tens of thousands -
of glaucoma and cancer patients across the country" are smoking marijuana for 
medical relief. The question becomes under what conditions patients will be 
permitted to receive marijuana. Without reforms, like those proposed in Nevada, 
federal law and the sheer complexity of federal regulations will force these 
patients into the streets - into an illegal, unregulated black market - for relief. 
With reform along those lines adopted in New Mexico, patients unable to obtain 
relief through conventional drugs have the legal alternative to try marijuana under 
medically ethical conditions of supervision and guidance. 

In my understanding, the proposed Nevada law seeks to extend compassion
ate medical relief to glaucoma patients and cancer patients receiving chemo
therapy who are not responsive to conventional drugs. In the process of extending 
this relief, the Nevada law also hopes to advance the collection of information 
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Senator Ashworth 
Page two 
April 19, _1979 

regarding marijuana's various therapeutic utilities. I think this approach, stressing 
the compassionate, humane and medically ethical import of patient care over the 
less therapeutically advantageous regimen of manipulative research environments, 
is excellent and well advised. 

The only flaw in the approach is, I think, in the proposed legislation's neglect 
of organic cannaois preparations in favor of synthetic marijuana-like substances. 
Of the seven states which have thus far adopted therapeutic use measures, only 
Florida has passed a similar exclusionary clause. 

I cannot emphasize enough the dangers which reliance on synthetic cannabis 
poses. For example, in my own situation synthetic forms of marijuana, notably 
Delta-9-THC, have proven ineffective. Smoked doses of cannabis, available in 
highly controlled potencies from federal agencies, however, continue to offer me 
the beneficial reduction in ocular tensions required for the medical control of my 
disease. 

Delta-9-THC, the preparation of synthetic- marijuana now available, was 
developed for abuse oriented research. It is not marijuana's most therapeutically 
active substance, but merely its most" psycho-active. Delta-9-THC, in short, is 
what makes people feel "high." When researchers discovered that glaucoma and 
cancer patients were smoking marijuana tor medical relief, federal agencies shifted 
Delta-9-THC into programs of ther~peutic study. 

Evidence suggests Delta-9-THC is effective in some cases. This is true for 
· both glaucoma control and as an anti-emetic. Yet the evidence also indicates tl1at 
the oral preparations of Delta-9-THC are inferior to marijuana in smoked form. In 
a recent study · conducted by the National Cancer Institute fifteen cancer 
chemotherapy patients were tested. Initially, all were placed on oral Delta-9-THC. 
At the conclusion of the study, however, all patients had been transferred to 
smoked marijuana. In effect, Delta-9-THC became ineffective while the federally 
developed, dose controlled cigarettes continued to offer relief. Perhaps the most 
surprising finding in this study was that smoked marijuana placed almost twice as 
much active cannabis agents in the bloodstream as did the Delta-9-THC pill. 

In the final analysis, of course, it is the quality of relief received by the 
patient which should remain uppermost. Since the THC vs. marijuana discussion 
too often oegins to appear a contest, I have enclosed a memorandum issued by the 
National Cancer Institute in May, 1978, discussing the issue. Doctor Monroe Wall, 
responsible for producing both tne cannabis cigarette and Delta-9-THC, offers 
opinions which should guide the committee in its deliberations. 

My interest also lies with the relief patients may receive. The choice to 
employ cannabis or synthetic THC or the ability to employ both agents at different 
times, permits physicians and patients to elect among options. Nothing is more 
vital to meaningful medical care than the close and intimate communion between 
an individual and his doctor. It is in this protected, sensitive environment that final 
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Senator Ashworth 
Page three 
April 19, 1979 

decisions on the use of marijuana and/or its synthetic agents should be made. I 
hope the Nevada legislature seeks to accept and protect this ability to elect by 
including federally grown marijuana. 

There are many additional issues within the gene"ral question of marijuana's 
therapeutic use which might be discussed. But, because I am not a citizen of 
Nevada, I feel I should leave you to your good judgements. The spirit and impulse, 
clear among the many states, to provide patients like myself with medically 
competent access to marijuana under legal sanctions is a compassioante, humane 
and direct legislative response to evident problems in the current, too generalized 
prohibition. · 

If I may be of any help to you, your committee or the legislature in 
understanding the technicalities of such legislative approaches, I would be happy to 
assi:~t in whatever way possible. With appreciation for this opportunity to 
comment, I remain, 

Sincerely yours, 

Robert Randall 

RCR:pes 
Enclosure: NCI Memo 5-15-78 

E XHI Bl~ 

[; 
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I. Glaucoma 

"At present, glaucoma is responsible for 14% of all new cases of blindness and 
is the second leading cause of blindness in the United States. While different types 
of glaucoma exist, a common characteristic among all varieties ls an abnormally 
hlgh intraocular pressure (!OP) which eventually damages the optic nerve and 
results in blindness. According to Or. R.S. Hepler of the Jules Stein Eye Institute 
at U.C.L.A. School of Medicine, there ls no clear understanding as to how an 
elevated IOP affects the optic nerve, however, it is believed that an elevated IOP 
interferes with the blood supply to the optic nerve thus causing the latter · to 
atrophy. Peripheral vision ls initially lost and later the loss of central vision also 
occurs. "Vision once lost to olaucomatous o tic atrooh can never be re 0 ained." 
(Emphasis added. (Hepler, Petrus, 19!6 • 

Currently, . glaucoma, which ls incurable, is controlled through the use of 
con\lentional medications. However, many glaucoma patients experience little or 
no relief and others experience potentially serious side effects from conventional 
medications.* Surgical therapy, another alternative for controlling glaucoma, is 
generally looked to as a last resort as there is both a high incidence of cases where 
surgery fails to control glaucoma and a significant amount of risk involved. Serious 
complications may occur as a result of surgery. (Hepler, Petrus, 1976). 

The possibility oi using marijuana as a means of controlling open-angle 
glaucoma first came to light in 1971 when Hepler and Frank discovered that 
smoking marijuana reduced intraocu!ar pressure. A series of studies testing the 

- effects of marijuana and its derivatives on IOP have since f_ollowed. AU have 
indicated that the active ingredient of marijuana, ,delia-9-THC, and other 
marijuana derivatives do indeed reduce IOP. Green and Podos (1974) and Purnell 
and Gregg (1975) among others have confirmed the !OP reducing effects of 
cannabino ids. 

*The following medications have been conventionally used for the treatment 
of glaucoma and may have _the iopowing side eff~c~s: · 

1) 

2) 

3) 

Mlotics: Can cause blurred vision during the day and impaired . vision at 
night. They are suspected of contributing to the d~velopment of cataracts, 
and may pre-dispose a patient to uveltis and retinal d~tachment. 

Epinephr.ine: Causes local ocular irritation and chtonic redness of the eyes. 
May create cardiac arrhythmias and hypertension. 

Carbonic Anyhydrase Inhibitors: Causes electrolyte imbalance, fatigue, 
anorexia, weight loss and renal stones. (Hepler, Petrus, 197 6). 

1 

,., t..;,'6 ~. ,. . 
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Dr • .Hepler, in a study conducted in 197lJ., tested for the ocular'effects of 
smoking marijuana, and concluded that there are "no indications of any deleterious 
effects of smoking marijuana on visual function or ocular structure." (Hepler, et 
al., 1972). More specifically, \vhile reducing IOP on an average of 4-5 hours (in the 
Hepler, Frank and Petrus study), marijuana had no cumulative effects on visual 
function and ocular structures. Further study by Hepler, Frank and Ungerleider 
indicated that while the pupils actually constricted (rather than dilating as is 
commonly believed} after smoking marijuana, normal responsiveness to light was 
not affected. Other visual function tests concluded that visual acuity, refraction, 
peripheral visual fields, binocular fusion and color vision were not altered 
significantly. Dr. Hepler concludes that marijuana may be more useful than other 
conventional medications and furthermore may reduce IOP in a way that 
conventional medications do not, thus making marijuana a potential additive. 
(Hepler,~ al., 1972.) : .. , . .. 

· Cooler and Gregg, while noting the · effects of IOP reduction· by the 
~dministration of marijuana to glaucoma . patients, conducted studies to further 
describe the effects of marijuana administered intravenously to subjects with 
normal IOP. They discovered an average reduction in IOP of .37% and 29% among 
subje~ts receiving approximately 3.0 mg. and 1.5 mg. respectively. They also 
observed that there were no statistically significant changes in respiration or blood 
pressure and no appreciable analgesic properties. There was a significant increase 
in anxiety among subjects receiving both dosages of delta-9-THC. (Cooler, Gregg, 
1976.) · 

The remaining obstacles to overcome where the use . of marijuana for 
controlling glaucoma is concerned appear to be in -tf:le manner. in which -the drug is 
administered and in determining dosage. The National Institu~e of Drug Abuse 
(NIDA) is currently experimenting with administering delta-9:. THC in oral tablet 
form, and studies using m_arijuana in eyedrop form have successfully been 
conducted on rabbits. 

It should be noted that in November, 1976, ·the Washington, DC, Superior 
Court handed down an unprecedented decision allowing Robert Randall to smoke 
marijuana as a means of controlling his glaucoma. Mr. Randall's condition was first 
treated in 1972 with conventional medications which eventually b~came ineffective 
as he developed a tolerance to these drugs. By 1974, he had suffered complete loss 
of vision in his right eye and vision in his left eye was severely impaired. Mr. 
Randall sought relief for his glaucoma condition by smoking marijuana. His 
subsequent arrest for possession o_{ the drug led to 'his participation in experimental 
studies which indicated that smoking marijua11a did indeed ·normalize Mr. Randall's 
IOP and lessened visual ~istortion. Mr. Randall was eventually_ acquitted by reason 
·of medical necessity. For fourteen months, Mr. Randall participated in another 
research program at Howard University in Washington, DC. Following termination 
of that program ·in January, 1978, the federal government denied Mr. Randall 
access to mariiuana for nearly five months. After filing suit in federal court, Mr. 
Randall once again received medical supplies of marijuana, this time in a 
conventional physician-patient-pharmacy relationship. 

-2-
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Bibllography 

Glaucoma 

1. Cooler, P.; Gregg, J.M. The Effect of Delta-9-Tetrahydrocannabinol on 
lntraocular Pressure in Humans. The Therapeutic Potentials of Marijuana. 
S. Cohen and R.C. Stil!man (eds.). New York, Plenum Medical Book O 976). 

Purpose of study: to describe further the effects of intravenous delta-9-
THC on IOP in subjects with normal IOP. 

Study population: 10 males, 20..:30 years old. Double blind study using: 

1) Delta-9-THC average 3.0 mg. total dosage 
2) Delta-9-THC average 1.5 mg. total dosage 
3) Diazepam sodium (valium) avg. 10 mg. total dosage 
4) Placebo: human serum albumin 

Delta-9-THC solubilized and administered intravenously. Results: 

1) · At higher dosage of delta-9-THC, IOP reduced in all nine subjects 
receiving higher dose average 37% reduction. . 

2) At lower dosage, delta-9-THC, 9 of 10 subjects IOP reduced average 
29% reduction. 

3) Valium reduced IOP in 6 of 10 subjects average 10% reduction. 
4) Placebo reduced IOP in 3 of 10 subjects average 2%·re·duction. 

Other observations: 
1) No statistically significant change in respiration or blood pressure. 
2) No appreciable analgesic properties with either cutaneous or periosteal 

stimulation. 
·3) Anxiety levels increased markedly in subjects receiving both levels of 

delta-9-THC and only slightly in subjects receiving placebo and valium. 

2. Hepler,' R.S.; Petreus, R. Ocular Effects of Marihuana Smoking. Pharm
acology of Marihuana. Vol.,•II, pp. 815-828 H 976). 

Purpose of study: to determine the effects of smoking marijuana on the eye. 
The study population _included nor·mal human studies, glaucoma patients and 
rabbits. A double-blind study was conducted using: 
1) natural marijuana with standard delta-9-THC content. 
2) synthetic delta-9-THC blended into placebo marijuana material (THC 

spil<ed placebo). 
3) oral THC - synthetic delta-9-THC dissolved in sesame oil and 

administered in capsules. 
4) placebo - marijuana without THC. 

-3-
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Results: Humans with normal IOP 
•. 

Pupils: There was a statistically non-significant constriction in the 
pupils at five minutes after drugs were administered in groups using the 
first three drugs. · 

IOP: There was a statistically significant reduction of intraocular 
pressure after smoking or ingesting marijuana or THC. IOP dropped on 
an average of 30% among those smoking natural marijuana and 2% THC. 
Those smoking the placebo also experienced an average 10% reduction 
in IOP indicating that marijuana without THC may contain other 
cannabinoids which may have caused the reduction. 

Chronic and Cumulative Effects: Pupils showed no sign of chronic or 
cumulative effects resulting from marijuana. The reduction in IOP 
lasted four-five hours and showed no indication of cumulative effects. 

·Results: Glaucoma patient studies 
Of eleven patients studied, seven experienced substantial drop in IOP 
averaging 30%. 

Results: Animal studies 
There were insufficient observations to draw statistical conclusions. 

Hepler, R.S.; Petreus, R. Experiences with Administration of Marihuana to 
Glaucoma Patients. The Therapeutic Potential of Marihuana. S. Cohen and 
R~C. Stillman (eds.). New York, Plenum Medical ~oak. pp. 63-77 (1976). 

Purpose of study: to determine what if any effects marijuana might have on 
glaucoma. ' 

The patient population consisted of 12 persons with open-angle glaucoma. 
Those with mild or moderate glaucoma discontinued their customary 
medications 2lf.-lJ.8 hours prior to receiving marijuana. Those with severe 
glaucoma continued using medications until their arrival at the research 
centers. The patients received marijuana either in smoked form or orally 
during three sessions. They were observed for four hours following the 
administering of marijuana and their intraocular pressure measured repeat-
edly. · · ,, ) . 
Results: 10 of 12 patients exper.ienced a reduction in IOP of 30% (on the 
average) and lastia1g 4-5 hours. There is no explanation .for lack of effect on 
the remaining two patients. · 

Marijuan~ appears to be additive to the effects of conventional medications. 

-4-
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Hepler:· R.S.; Frank, I.M.; Ungerleider, J.T. Pupi!lary Constriction After 
Marihuana Smoking. American Journal of Ophthamologj'. pp. l !85-1190. 
December (1972). 

Purpose of study: to determine ocular effects of marijuana especially with 
respects to pupillary effects. 

Results: Indicated that the size of the pupils actually decrease after 
smoking marijuana while maintaining normal responsiveness to light. There 
were decreases in tear secretion, intraocular pressure, and conjunctiva! 
hyperemia. Tests measuring any change in visual function were applied, 
specifically, tests for visual acuity, refraction, peripheral visual fields,. 
binocular fusion and color vision, and indicated no significant alteration in 
visu.al function. · 

.5.. Perez-Reyes, W .D.; Wall, M.D.; Davis, K.H. Intravenous Administration of 
Cannabinoids and Intraocular Pressure. Pharmacology of Marihuana. Vol. II, 
pp. 829-832. 

Purpose of study: to determine whether cannabinoids other than delta-9-
THC reduce· intraocula.r pressure significantly and have less intense 
psychological and cardiovascular effects than delta-9-THC •. 

Six cannabinoids were intravenously administered into subjects with normal 
intraocular pressure. The six cannabinoids were: 1) delta-9-THC, 
2) cannabinol, 3) cannabidiol, 4) 11-hydroxy-delta-9-THC, 5) delta-&-THC, 6) 
8-hydroxy-delta-9-THC. . ~ -

Results: 
1) Delta-9-THC and 11-hydroxy-delta-9-THC decreased intraocular pres

sure but also resulted in intense psychological and cardiovascular 
effects although doses administered were moderate. 

2) Delta-8-THC decreased intraocular pressure more than any of the other 
cannabinoids and produced only moderate psychological and cardiovas-
cular effects. . 

3) The remaining drugs had only a moderate effect on intra ocular pressure, 
and cannabidiol had a placebo effect. _ · 

: '· ) 

Conclusion: _ 
Delta-8-THC is the least expensive and most abundant synthetic cannabi
noid. Its intraocular pressure reducing properties· and the fact that it 
produces psychological and cardiovascular effects that are less intense than 
delta-9-THC may ir.dicate that it is the most appropriate cannabinoid for 
treatmept of glaucoma. · 
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-~ Special Assistant tcr the Director, DCT, NCI 

MfouJ., of the llay 9, 1978 Meeting on the°Current Status of Research 
1-1ith 'l'etrahydrocannabinol and !fabilone for the Control of Cancer 
Chemo_ther.'.lpy-I~duced Vo::::iting 

t 

The meeting convened at 9 a.:n. in Building 1, Wilson Hall. An i?tro
duction was ~i.,::::-c by Dr. Brian L_ewis who clescribed the increased level 
of interest in the study of Schedule I d=ugs for cancer pati~nts and 
the need for the Division :,f Cancer Treatwent t:o ma!;e a progra...:!m.at:ic 
decision about further involve~ent and support of res~arch i~ em2sis 
control. 

·•.-.. 

.Dr. Honroe •,,fall of t:1e Research Triangle Institute gave· a brief overview 
of the preclinic~l research history of tetr~hydrocannabiuoi. · In ~c~i
tion to · a. review of the pha.r::iacokinetics or TF.C and related cc~pcu::icis, 
he ma.de the point that i.v. acbinistration of TilC w-as possible by coe:;.
bining the dr~ 6 .-...ith cc::::~rcially available hu~an scru~ albuwin. 5e 
noted that AO to !'i .::> .. • .-- 0 -,- ""1= .. ..., :i,... ... .; .. .,. .-. .... - ~... ... .. _.,,..,. te c~n 
e i:--t~es ,.~s b•.Y ~-~.; -~~:::~~:ers ~nd. re-e::i?ha.::1.=~a t:le ?Ul-:t.t · chat ~iI~ . .; f s 

TRC-c ( ~ ~ a : ~ ; - , r.; - - - 0 - - .0 .: .:. - ,...,.. .. ~ .; - ~, .. , ..... - ., ~,,.; .... - - , "7 ,::::11,-, ... ~ ..: , ,., - - .:, i : - -.....10 ._ 1,.~ _ • .1,. -. : iie::::-- :::.'-'"'• - :,_~•~ ._:, . !•J -, I L~-.•:.:., :. .&.:.
12 

..;~.;J. 1,. ., .... (....._. _____ -:.. •- 2 C"'........, ___ ....,.=,.-.,1 -

and reproc~!ci:i ' e 0 -'-)-, ,;: :;;.;- ,. ,.::;-' ~~is:~r:,:2 :h:? C:'.'1..!!:, .:.'nis point Ca.=le - . 
,up repeatedly c~ri:ig t:-.e =~et:ing in respc~se co coi=ents abo•.1t the erra
tic c:bsorpcion ,;.;hich is seen vit:i orally ad:;iinis !:erec! TE.C as well as 
the probleos in giving a.u orally administe~ed drug to' pati~nts «~o are 
vomit:ing. 

Dr. Stephen Sall an S?Cke on the . s.t:udies o:f TP..C which ha,,e taken . plac::? 
at ·the Sidney Fa=::>er C.i::1cer Center. The first s·tudy, which was pub
lished. in 1975, a£ke.d tne ques ticn llhether oral T:-iC was an ef:ecr.ive 
anti-emetic in the setting of patients receiving cancer chemother?.py. 
It was a r.1-ndcaized, -olacebo-cont:rclled c-:-oss-o,,er studv in which "!ls-· 
tients ~e-:-a exaoined ~n three seqc.2ncial d~ys of che~~ther~py snd ~ere 
r~ndo~ized to receive ei:~er TEC, plac~bo, a~d pl~cebo, o= THC, ~C, 
and pl.ace":>o. Their cc~c!.usio:1 \.l'as :hat TP.C haci a::1ti-e:=edc o""C"o-c~·!:":::.~s 

vo~iting. The SP.~vnd study, ~hi~h is still ongo~ci: ~as a c~=raris~~ 
0£ THC ~s. proc~lo:-pera=ine. 

.. . . . 
•· 
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At the ·present time, 73 patients are on study c1nd 22 are unevaluable. 
Of the 51 evaluable patients, 17 have completed single courses and 34 
have ·co~pleted the planned three courses. The majo=ity of patients 
are adults with sarco~a with a median age of 32 years who are receivi~g 
either high-doze Cytoxan,:: adriamycin,:: cis-platinuo. Of the 17 pa
tients who had only single courses of THC, 7 of 7 who had Coopazine 
vo~ited while 7 of 10 who had TdC voQited. The other 3 on T:!C vc~itec 
but :-eport:-eC:. being "toe high. 11 Thirty-fou= patients had three courses. 
Sixteen of 34 reported differences bet~eeo the a.nti-eoetics, and 13 
of 34 had the sa~e results with both drugs. Of ~he 16 patients who 
noted diff~rences, i2 of 16 thought T.~C was better, and 4 of 16 thought 
Compazine ~as better. This di£fe~ence had a p value of .12, bu~ i~ 
should be noted that had the differences been 13 of 16 vs. 3 of 16, 
the p -value would have been . 04. Of the 12 patients who thought TEC 
was better, 10 had a high and 2 had no high. 0£ the 4 patients who 
thought .Co~pazine was better, 1 had a false.hi&h and three had no high. 
Of the 18 ·patients w~o noted no di£ierences in the therapies, 5 o= 18 
had no vociiting, and 5 of 5 had ·a high with TEC. Of the 13 of 16 who 
had some vomiting, 1 of 13 ~as high with TEC and 12· of 13 had no tigh 
with TiiC. !nte.restingly, in the first study of TRC vs. · placebo, to:~ic 
psychological reactions w:re noted in older, naive patients, while in 
the second study, the reactions ~ere seen in the co=e experienced users · 
of IRC. There was also question as to whether the 15 patients who 
received THC a:.d had no high ,-,ere non'-absorbers of t:lle drug. 

The next speaker ·.1as Dr. William Regel son of the Eedical College· of 
Virginia. He presented an oven•iew o= his ?ast studies which mainly 
~imed at . e~a~ini~g THC as an anti-de?ressant and appetite stimulcnt 
in cancer patiEnts. The study was really ~ot set up ~o examine the 
question of T"nC's anci-eoetic properties. He did feel there ~as soc2 
evidence that T'~C p=evented the weight loss seen in an out-patient 
chemotherapy progra~, and he urged that any future studies include 
weighini of the-patient before and after the~apy with THC as a means 
of furth~r exci::i.ining this propert:y. 

. . 
. 

Dr. John Laszlo of Duke University presented~ chronicle of the corres-
pondence ar.d inter.:?::::icr.s invol'{"'ci '"' it:1 the !':;ulator-: a;encies in his 
att~11•pt to g":?t approval for his s::udy of T:-1C., Basica.l.ly, hi~ study 
Vas .designed to exauine th~ e~=~ct oi T:.C in patients who had f~iletl 
the "stanc!a.:-d" -crcat:ent of p.ausaa and vomi::i~g with agents such .. as 
the pheno::hiazines. 15 mg/H~ of THC was giv:n orally one hour biefore 
chemoth~rapy. This has so fat been fo~nd to be a highly ~edative dose 
in olde= ;,atie:1cs. The drug '!.·as then continued every si:-:: hours for 
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four.doses in the original study, but it has since been modified to 
be continued until chemother~?Y was co=?leccd. Six patients have been 
entered, and 3 of the patients have received t~o courses of therapy 
for a total of nine courses given so far. The results are su::::narized 

-on . the attached sheet. An unusual side efiect noted was a high inci
dence of facial edema. · 

Dr. Stephen Frytak then reYiewed the e:-:perience at Mayo Clinic. This 
study involves a cor:r;,arison of oral TRC vs. Co=pazine vs .. placebo in 
GI cancer patients who are receiv.ing 5-FU a~d methyl CC~1J at a oi~i=u~ 
.:t, other che=otherapeutic agents. 15 og of THC is given per dose. 10 
mg of Ccmpazine constitutes the ocher trea~~~nt an! •. Therapy is given 
two hours before cheootherapy and then at two and eighc ho~rs after 
the initial dose of drug. Ninety-six patients have been entered on 
study, 23 have been taken off pre~aturely, 11 because of excessive 
nausea and vo~iting and 12 because of toxicity. Four have had- dizziness 
and 3 have had syncopa. The results are still"blinded, but they ~ill 

· 'be asking their statistician shortly to see whether · there is .any signi
ficant difference in the treatment arcs and how many ~ore patients will 
need to be ace.rued ~o finish out the study. '!hey originally :::argaced 
around 150 patients, but they may be able -to stop the study before this 
number has been reached. 

Dr. Fred Chang of ·the Surgery Branch at ?TCI reviewed their study of 
TIIC vs·. plc:.cebo in patients on high-dose che:::iotherapy. 1.'art of their 
intent is to determine the absorp.tion a:cd effective S'eru::i conce:ntrations 
of THC. 'l'he patients were 1·ecei'ling either high--dose methotre:<:ate or 
adriamycin plus Cytoxan. Patients were initially randonized to -:eceive 
THC follcwed by placebo with a subsequent rerando::iization to placebo 
followed by TRC (or vice versa). Patients served as their 0".:1!1 control, 
and after three paired trials, they were reclassified according to 
vhether they were responders or nonresponders. Responders ~ent en to 
enriched THC trials while non=espcnders had an elevation of the~TiiC 
dose and re-e?J.tered the origi:uil randomization s.cheme. 10 _mg/H.:. of 
THC is started at 7 a. ·.c. on the day of chemotherapy and gi,,.en at thre~
hour intervals for a total of five doses. If patients vooit, they then 
smoke a TtlC (or placebo) cigarette containing li mg _of '!'EC (or ?lacebo) 
for each dose in lieu of th~ capsule. To date, 8 patients ages 15 to 
49 have been entered, 7 on high-dose metbotre:t.ite, and 1 on adri~yci-:'l 
and CytoY.an. There has been a 95 percent'co-::::!)liance rate for THC, and 
a 90 percent com?liance rate £or placebo. Five of 8 h~ve had eJ:::ellent 
responses, and 3 of 8 have had marginul responses to TiiC. There apoears 
to be so~e question of a-late ~rea~through of nausea·ar.d vo~itin0 ~f:e~ 
prolonged use of THC in patients vho initially responded, raising t~e 
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question ~f the de·1elopment of toleranci?. Ther~ has been some seda
tion, and the patients rcported ~the~selves to be subjectively core co.::i
fortable on THC. D:-. Chang anticipates that three to four t.:ore patients 
~ill ·need to be added to the study. 

Dr. Solor.;:.on Garb of the .berican Cancer Resea:-ch Center then reviewed 
a study which is only in its initial phase. The st~dy co~pares T"dC 
plus a 11 stand~rd" anti-emetic to the anti-e::iet~c alone, and the patient 
is used as his owo.. control. The study is rando,:iized and double blind, 
and on the first course, the patient receives the standa=d therapy plus 
a dul.Zly capsule, and on the other ~ourse standard therapy plus T~C. 
15 ~g ~ 5 cg of TF.C is gi·,en one to two hours before che~otherapy a~d 
then continued q four hours. D~. Garb noted that they have used a 

· 
11 double evaluation" systec in determining the patients' responses since 
experienced physicians sec!:! to elicit a different kind of history than 
that which is obtained by students. Apparently, the patients a.re more 
interested in pleasing the staff physicians· and tend to report iess 
adverse reactions ~o thee, whereas they seem to be more frank with the 
students. Only one patient has been entered so far. . .. • . 

·' 
Dr. J. T. Ungerleicer of UCL.~ next discussed the· hist~ry of his diffi-
culties in obtaining approval frco the FDA and described his study .:i~ 

a comparison of THC vs. Coo?azine in a cross-over double blind design. 
7.5 to 12.5 ~g. of oral THC is being used. They anticipate accruing· 
200 patients, a~d so far 126·patients are ~n study~ Forc7-three pa
tient:, have coi:!lplctcd both phas~s, and another·10 are about half wc.1.y 
th~ouGh. Tiie d=ug i~ _given one~half hour befo=e che~other&py and then· 
q 3 hours thereafcer in both in-patients and out-patients en t~o days 
of chemotherapy. The study is blind, and there are yet no data to 
report. • 

Dr. Irwin Krakoff of the University of ~len:iont revie•.Jed his history 
of involvement in T!!C research. Ee did an early Phase I study using 
tiarijuatta cigarettes and ~as not convinced then that . it was an effec
tive anti-eoetic. .He ne':ct studied .a . s:J.all nuooer of pa tien_ts using 
THC vs. Coo?azine, and noted that about half the THC patients thought 
THC was Cocpazine, but no Coopazine patients thought the drug wa~ T"iC~ 
Some patients refused further T"ciC _because they did not like the dys
phoric e=fect produced ~hile they were vo~iting. They are nov pl3nni~g 
to start up a study of Nabilone. 

. . 
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Following these presentations, there was a general discussion of the 
preceding talks. Dr. Tocus and Dr. Kartzinel of FDA fielded questions 
and ccr--~ents ~bcut ::he ~ : £ficulties which have pertained in the past 
in obtaining approval for studies with me. It was pointed out that 
the policies at FDA and the ability to process applications have changed 
considerably, and invesciga::ors should find far le~s difficulty in the 
future. ·rt was ag'::'eed tha: ::he s::udies to date have, "by necessity, 
been (!Uite diverse .ind have not utilized sufficiently COI:lparable metho
dology or evaluati~n sysce~s. Each investigator designed his s~udy 
and obtained the ?e!"'::ission to proceed with his t~ial independently 

· of the others, and clearly for the future, more effort needs to be 
directed to the d~sign of co~plementary and co~parative studies and 
t~ agreeing ~pon a cczno~ te!"tlinology and rating systeo for measuring 
the i~pact of the drugs upon nausea and vooiting. The oral absor?tion 
of THC is erratic, a.~d the current fo!';:Iulat:ion of T.~C w.:.s felt bv ~lr. 
Davignon to nctbe accept.:!.b1.e. There was .:.~lso sc~e concern abou~ using 
the standard NIDA cigar~tte in non-experienced sookers, but it was noted 
t .hat c:11 in all the ci;:: . ..,,re~te r-:2v be the best :::?eans of adr:iiniste:.-i"!"!g 
the drug. The drug discributicn systeo ·o£ DCT was reviewed, and it: 
--uas pointed out that: ~ven if DCT did beco::::e involved in the distribution 
of THC and in the su?port and ~eview of further studies, the distri
bution of the drug ~ould stili be quite tightly co~trolled. To wit,· 
it would be a~ailable at cost to investigators su?ported by the DCT 
through contracts or grar.ts. to cio clinical trials research and possibly 
through the cancer center directors. --

Dr. Robert Sd1ul::1an of Eli Lilly & CO!ll?any lead off the afternoon ses
sion by discussing the ~a.ckground 0£· Nabilona. It is available in an 
or.al fore a~ a crystalline substance, end it differs fr0t:1 T"tlC i~ having 
a ketone at th~ 9 position instead of~ hydro;:yl group and in having 
a diffc~en: side chain. It cannot be derived f4~~ THC and represents 
a totally :iynth.etic compound. It is well a'::>sorbed or:11ly 2 its me:a
bolitcs are dete~::~ble for 20 i1ours after a.ci.:ii"nistration of a dose, 
and its side effects incl~de ~uphoria and hypotensi~n. To date, 110 
patientl have raceived 11abilone in anti-emetic £tudies, and the next 

· trials which Lilly anticipates will be placebo-controlled doubl~ blind 
cross-over studies. They anticipate being able to file for au ?IDA in 
the first quarter cf 1979. · 

.. 
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be noted that even with Ccopazine on days 2, 3, 4, and 5 of che~other-
· apy, the vociting decreased. Overall, 38 patients had less ecesis with 
Nabilone, i.e., 8ll, and 7 patients had less emesis with Cocpazine, 
15%. In their results with open label use ~f- Nabilone, 79% of patients 
had continued relief, ~hile 21¼ had loss of the anti-emetic ef£ect. 
Side effects included orthostatic hypocension, euphoria, dysphoria, 
and lethargy. ?line of 47 patients on Comp.:izine ar.d' 21 of 47 patients 
on lfabilone had blood press~re drops of o1t le_ast 30 n::1 of mer.:ury. 
In su~, patients received significant relief f=oo nau~ea and vooiting 

· vith Nabilone co=pared to Co~pazi~e, and Dr. Einhorn felt the=e was 
no doubt about the decrease in protection by ~:abilone fro~ nausea ~nd 
vomiting ov-er cii::e in tes ticul.:ir cancer patients. The 15 pound weight: 
-loss ~hich these patients had averaged in the past during platinuo . 
therapy vas now no longer pre~ent with Nabilone. Future stu~ies will 
include dete:::':!lination of serum le•.rels, further studies of precedication, 

.and comparison of Nabilona to placebo. 

Dr. Terence Her.:!an of the University of Arizona reviewed two studies 
vith Nabilone. Protocol No. l ~as a ~ose-seeking study on hospit~li~ed 
patients who were on a stable regi=en of che~btherapy.antl had exhi~ited 
refractoriness to standard agents for the control of nausea and vo~it
ing. The first 6 patients rcceivad 1 mg po q 6 hours x 5 d~ys and the 
second 7 patients received 2 cg po q 8 hours x 5 days. Ti;o .doses were 
given prior to checothera?Y, and in retros?ectivaly analyzing the study, 
the authors divided the patients into two dose ranges when the doses 
were non13lized co body su=face areai The high-dose group had a signi
fic;intly bettar de~ree of. protection _fro::: nausea and voniting than lo:.,.:. 
dose patients, and the orthostatic b:'.ood pressure changes did not see.::i 
to be dose-related. Only 3 0£ 13 patienta felt a . hig~, 100 percent 
had s~ilence, 92 percent had dry oouth, a~d 85 pe=cent had dizziness. 
Nabilone also produced a marked increase in appetite. 

The second stud-:,~ was a double blind cr_oss-over. In course 1, patients 
received either Nabilon~ 2 og po q 8 hours or Cocpazine 10 ~g po q 8 
hours. · !or course •2, . they were crossed over to the other drug. There
after, they blindly continued on the drug of their choice. These were 
out-patients ~ho had a his~ory 0£ severe na~$~a a~d vo~iting and were· 
ev~luated by a questionnaire. Thirty-one of 37 were ~valuable, 13 had 
Hodgkin's di~aase, 7 had non-Hodgkin's ly..::.phooa, 3 h~d breast cancer, 
and 2 had sarcoua. Twenty-six patients reported ~ore vcoitir.g wit~ 
COI:?pazine, 15 ?atier.ts reported core Vo::liting ~ith Nabilone, and 17 
pntients noted no differe"C.ce betwe~n drugs. Twenty-four patie!lts pre-· 

'ferred N~bilon~, l preferFed Cc~pa=ine, and 6 preferred neither. Dry 
mouthJ somnilencc, and diz~iness occurred in 91 percent, 87 percent 
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and 71 percent of patients on Nabilone, while with Co"!:l?a::ine these sace 
set df sy~ptc~s occurred ~ut ·~ith a lesser tegree of frequency, i.e., 
35 percent, 48 percent, and 29 percent, respe=tively. Seventy percent 
of patients on Nabilone noted a de~reased l~vel of coordination. 

I 
DISCUSSIO!l OF ~.A.BILQ;{E A.1.'rD OVE?..VIE'W OF .A.J-ITI-E~El'IC P..ES:EA ... ~CH 

f 

In the discussion that: followed, sever~l points eme;ged: 
I 

I 
. · 1.- Both ~abilone ·and THC appear to have proi:::ising anti-em~tic 
prop~rties in patients receivine cancer che~otherapy, but the n~~bers 
and kinds of studies and the. nu=.ber of patie~ts studied to c!ate do not 
provide ciefiniti?c ans~ers. There was general agree~ent that the field 
~ould benefit f=c~ ~ore coordi~ation and that it deserves a high priority 
because of the significant degree of ~orbidicy and of noncom?li3nce 
with therapy caused by che~otherapy-incuced nausea and vomiting • 

. 
2. Nabilone hac· ~ relati'le advantage over TEC in t;hat it -was 

free of the red cape and so~ietal stig-::ia a-ssociated with TEC. · It also 
had the sponsorship of a private drug ccz.p.'.ln:' wriich was well along i.:t 
the pre-XrA .stag~ of development. Dr. Paul · Stark of Eli Lilly felt 
that .his cc~pany ~ould be ~ore than ~illing to cooperate with the CTEP 

· in working \..'ith the DCI grante_es and contractors who are involved in 
clinical trials =esearch. 

3. It ~as felt that this working group had been valu~ble by 
bringing together for the fi=st ti~e the investigators studying the 
control of e=esis in cnncer cheootherapy patients, that it o= sooe part 
of it should se:-.e as an advisory group in helping to plan fu=ther 
studies, and that this should be only the first i~ what should be con
tinued as a recu=ring series of meetings. 

4. It ~as agreed that the DCT staff would circulate the n"~es 
end addresses of p.:?.rticipa~ts in the meeting so that they c_ould cros·s
co::z:m•micate and chat ·the DCT would disse::iin;:.te the results of its policy 
decision. 

~ \.> .... ; 
Brian J. Lewis, ~.D. 
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Dear Judge Hayes: 

Box 875 
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Boulder City NV 89005 
18 April 1979 

May I commend .you for your stand relative to the 
use of marijuana by cancer patient~? 

~o/ husband, a pharmacist, never believed in easing 
penalties for the use and possession of marijuana 
b.y teenagers as he felt marijuana was the first 
step toward use of more powerful drugs. However, 
used in the alleviation of chemotherapy pain, it 
has much merit. 

You may remember that you presided at our hearing 
over the ownership of our driveway. Herb passed 
away last month from multiple myeloma. I know very 
well the "unspeakable agony of chemotherapy11 that 
you mentioned. 

Anything that can be done to ease this agony must 
be done. --

Sincerely, 

~9-~~ 
Mrs. H. F. Brennan 
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SENATOR KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
Carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

EX HI BIT 

APR ') 1. ... °' ._, 
1-.; __ ' ·J/ 3 

I understand that at the present time there is a bill being prop::>sed which 
w-ould legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in cancer 

· patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chemotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
improve the well being of patients with advanced malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 

Sincerely yours, 
. ,.. ' . . . · /'. / 
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SENATOR KEITH ASFfwORI'H 
State Senate 
Carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Asl:r.vorth: 
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8 I T B 

I understand that at t.li.e present time there is a bill being proi:osed which 
would legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for ~s use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in · 
·. favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricte:i to use in ec;mcer 

patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understar.d 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and VC:ffiiting induced by chemotherapy~ tQ !X)ssibly decrease pa.in, and to 
irnprove the well being of patients . with advance:i malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing .interest in the problem. 

Sincerely yours, 
I•' • 
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. DEcS.ERI,lNN I 
nntl Country Club I 

,LAS VEGAS NEVADA 89109 \702) 733-4444 

SENATOR KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

EXH I BIT B 

'APR 2'i 1979 

I understand that at the present time there is a bill being proposerl which 
would legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar'to that in other states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in cancer 

· patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chemotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
improve the well being of patients with advanced malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 

Sincerely yours, 

Dear Keith; 
· Ihave been t~kE:ing Chemoth.erapy~ fo~ about I8 months. and 

It does not effect me in any way, n~ los•~. Qt h_ai~ -, rio _nau~ea etc_. . . 

But every th~tsday -~hen r _'gQ for ~y .. fr~'at'ment', I se_~ ·so much 
.. . ' 

. ~ 

Suffering it makes me feelterribl~~.r have seyera,l peopl~ _-sa.y if it was not for my 

wife or family, I would rathe; be de~d,_then ~o U~~u with the tr~at~eht. 

0 

Keith what ever you can do for these people, it would be a God sent; 

,!:,, •· . . ..~,- . 
Best always 
your freind Don Borax 
' 
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SENATOR KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

. .-
l :.c...,/• __,':__,;_· .t..-

I understand that at the present tirne there is a bill being proi:osed which 
would legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I ,-,.,ould be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in ca.-icer 

· patients and that the .distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
t.riat this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chemotherapy, to possibly decrease pain; and to 
in,prove the well being of: patients with advanced malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 

Sincerely yours, 

ssz 
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Sil~R KEITH ASHWORTH 
State Senate 
Carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

EXHI BI. T B 

·.· ·> ... . • I 

I understand that at the present ti.me there is a bill being pro:p:,sed which 
would legalize marijuana for use ·in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in cancer 

· patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chemotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, _ar.d to 
.improve the well being of patients with advanced malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 

Sincerely yours, 

'• 
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SENATOR KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
Carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashwort."1.: 

EXHIBIT B 

I understa:'.d that at t."'1e present tifle there is a bill being proposed. which 
would legalize marijua-,,a for use i..i cancer patie.11ts in the state of ~evada. 
As I understand it, this bill is qui"':e similar to t..11at in ot.11er states where 
marijuana has already been legalized £or t.1-ris use. 

I would like to take this opf()rtunity to state t.1-iat I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill provid;ng t.li.e c_rug be restrictErl to use in cancer 
patients and t..'"J.at the distri.:,ution be strictly control:ed. I unders':.and 
that this drug can be used effectiv.,,,y in cancer pa~ients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chemotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, ar.d to 
.improve t.."1-ie well being of patients with adv,mced !t\:1.2.ignar..cy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 

Sincerely yours, 

HllTRUD F. TUR'i:R, U.D. 
• .!i.2"2 4230 Burnham 1,1sm.ie .,,. u 

L.as Vegas, Nevada 89109 
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SENATOR KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

!l 

I understand that at the present time there is a bill being proposed which 
would legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other states where 
rnar ~juana has already been legalized for this use. 

I ,;v-ould like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in cancer 

· patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chemotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
iro:?rove the well being of patients with advanced malignancy_. 

. . 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 

Sincerely yours, 

~ -9-.;_,;,,,, ~·~~ -~ jJ~-7 £)~. ~- )i,,_'°)~ 
j' ,l" ' , .. · -,;r.~·• .7 .n ;: :"") /J-r" ' 

.: 

' ' K/ . . . • ~-( •• .' '-r ~ 
I·• I'• ·:I ,• ..:: f • -==-.' ••ox'• • .. o • 

' • • • ' • ' • •._ J, • I • ' • ~ 
OM,, •· 

' 
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SENATOR KEITH ASEWORl'H 
State Senate 
carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

B 

I understand that at the present time there is a bill being proposed which 
would legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricte::l to use in cancer 

· patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chenotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
improve the well being of patients with advance::l malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 

Sincerely yours, 

.. · . . . • 
; -. '\,. 
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.. 
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SENATOR KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

EX HIBI T B 

I understand that at the present time there is a bill being proposed which 
would legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state.of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in c~cer 

· patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chemotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to · 
improve the well being of patients with advanced malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 
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SENATOR KEITH .ASHWORl'H 
State Senate 
Carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

~f.W 8 I T B APn 2 I\ 4 J979 

I understand that at the present time there is a bill being proposed which 
w-ould legalize-·marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in cancer 

· patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by che:notherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
improve the well being of patients with advance:i xralignancy. 

... 

'Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 

Sincerely yours,£_ . . , ' 

~e-~-
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SENATOR KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

EXHA l!ln1 H 

I understand that at the present time there is a bill being proposed which 
would legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in oth~ states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in cancer 

· patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chenotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
.impr?ve the well being of patients with advanced malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. · \ 

Sincerely yours, 

.. 
.!.11 .· 

. ,, _..:P · 
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SENATOR I<EITH ASHWORIJI 
State senate 
Carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

EXH B T B 

I understand that at the present time there is a bill being proposed which 
would legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other states where 
marijuana has already been lega],ized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in cancer 

· patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chanotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
improve the well being of patients with advanced malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 

Sincerely yours, 

. --- - --- . 
.. - •, ·-~--.. --~ ............ ~. 

J, H. Brown 
lli9 PawnH 
H11nd11r6on, Nn. 
890/S I r--------•-•-•,. 
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SENA'.roR KEITH ASHWORl'H 
State Senate 
Carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

IC/~ 197JJ 

I understand that at the present tirne t..l-iere is a bill being pro:posed which 
would legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that ID other states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for th.is use. 

I would l.ilce to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly ID 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricta:i to use in cancer 

· patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chemotherapv, · to possilily decrease pain, and to 
improve the well being of patients with advanca:i malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing .interest in the problem. 

Sincerely yours, 

?71,/3. 
/ft 70 
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SENATOR KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
Carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

~ - .. , 

. R 2,J 1979 

I understand t.11.at at the present time t.:11ere is a bill being proposed which 
would legalize _marijuana · for ·.1se in ca'1cer patients in t:1e state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, t.'u.s bill ::.s qu:..te sirni!.ar to t.n..at i.'1. other states where 
marijuana has already been legalizec for t.,is use. 

I would like to take t.~ opportunity to state t..l-ic?t I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the d..rug be restricte:l to use in cancer 
patients a.'"ld_ that t.'"le distribution be strict2.y controlled. I understand 
t..li.at this drug ca11 be used e::fectively :.n cancer pa-=ients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced '::Jy chernot.1-ierapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
i.TTiprove the well being of patien~ wit.~ advanceq ma,:ignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 

•1 I ,2 .,.n, • . .... \ ,1 
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SENATOR KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 
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I understand that at the present time there is a bill being profX)se:i which 
w-ould legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other s~tes where 
marijuana ha$ already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be str.ongly in 
. favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricte:i to use in cancer 

patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chemotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
improve the well being of patients with advance:i malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 

Sincerely yours, 
I ' 

. . -~ (' { 3 
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SENATOR KEITH J\SHWORI'H 
State Senate 
Carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

\ 

. --1-- ----"'-----·- -- ~ .... - ·• •-

EXHI BIT 8 

I understand that at the present time there is a bill being proposed which 
would legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite s.nnilar to that .in other states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
. favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in cancer 

patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vanit.ing induced by chemotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
improve t.11e well being of patients with advance:i malignancy. 

::: :~ =:: Illµ~~:~- /7 ,· 1~ J/1--/-,, :· Y-, 
. ;/Z//z,.-/y-,AM1.,M~ V(/ u~~ 

<·.: -_/l • ,; a:~~~ . 
··.·.,g1;~j_," ;flµ~ ~f: 
•·. . . %9/:2/ 
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~R KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
carson r..ity, Nevac.a 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

EXHI B T B 

I understand t..11at at t.':e prese.."l.t time t.'li.ere is a bill :!::>eing proposed which 
would legalize ~ijua11a for use in cancer patients ~n t.i.e state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, t..111.s bill is quite similar to t.1"1at in ot."1.er states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to ta1<e this opportunity to state t.'1-iat I would be stronqly in 
favor of such a bill providing t..~e drug be restricte:i to use in ca"l.cer 
patient$ and that t.'1-ie distribution l:e strictly controlle:i. I understand 
that this dr.1g can be usec. e=::ectively in ca."1cer pa-t.ien~ to control nausea 
and vaniti.'"'lg induced by c:1enot..~e~:::,y, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
:improve the well·~, ng o:: patien"':s wi "':..'-1 adva"'l.ced mali91ancy. 

Tbank you for your continuing interes"':. in t."1.e problem. 

SL'l'lcerel y yours, 
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SENATOR KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ash.varth: 

EXHIBIT B 

APR1· I".) 1.~ . . 

CJ 1''-I/ I 
\,,i . ;J 

I understand t."iat at t."ie present t::r1e ~riere is a bill b<=>..ing proposed which 
would legalize marijua-ria for use in ca.T1.cer patients in the state o= Nevada. 
As I U.'1derstanc: it, t.'tls bill is qu:.-te simil~ to that in ot.i-ier states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for t.'tls use. 

I would like to take this opp:,rtu.T'li-1:y to state t."iat I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing t."ie cL-ug be restricte:i to use in cancer 
patients a11.d that t.'1-ie distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that t.'u.s drug can :ie used effectively L"l cancer patients to control nausea 
a"ld vaniting ind..:ced by che:rr.otherapy, to possib:y decrease :,a.in, and to 
:improve t.11e well being of patients with ac•:anced I'!'a.:.ignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interes-:: ::_n t."ie problem. 

Sincerely yours, 



SENATOR KEITH ASBWORI'H 
State Senate 
Carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashwort.'1-i: 

EXH1 BlT B 

I u.riderstand t..'1.at at t.11e prese.'1t. ti.me t.li.ere is a bill being prorosed which 
,;veuld legalize marijua.."1.a ::or use in ca."1cer p.atie.'1-=s in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bil2. is qui-1;.e si.rni2.ar to ':rat .in o"':her states where 
:rr.arijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would lilce to talce t.'ris oppor:.u.'"l:..ty to state tr.at I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill p!."oviding the crug be restricts:: to use in ca"lcer 
patients and that the distribution be strictly control2.ed. I understand 
t.'liat this drug can be used effectivelv in cancer oa+-i ents to control y,..ausea 
and vaniting induced by chs:not.11e_ra.py, - to possibly·- dec::-ease pain, and to 
improve the well peing of patien':s wit.'1-i advanced !':"al:.~ancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the probl€!'1. 

Sincerely yours, 
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SENATOR KEITH ASEWORl'H 
State Senate 
carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashwort."1: 

EX Hf BIT e 

I u.riders+-..and t.liat at t.11.e present ti..T"\e t.riere is a bill being pror:osed which 
,;.,,,ou.:d legalize marijuana .for use in ca.11cer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As! understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for t.liis use. 

I would like to ta1<e this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in cancer 
patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
t."1at this drug can be used effectively in cance :?atients to con-=rol nausea 
and vcmiting induced by chemot..'rierapy, to possibly ~ecrease pain, and to 
improve the well· being of patients with advan~ed. malignar.cy. 

Thank you for your continuing .interes"': in t..'1e pro:")lem. 

Sincerely yours, 
/\ - -

{-,/ _,-;A-,,?:-c___ 
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SENATOR KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

I under~..ari.d t..riat at the prese..'1.-':: ~.::..!:'.e there is -=- :,ill being proposed which 
would legalize marijuana for use i..'1. ecmcer patie..'1.-::s i..'1 'the s'tate o1: Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is qui-::e si.-ni.lar to -:.ha-:. in ot.,er states where 
marijuana has already been legalized ::or t..11.is use. 

I would like to take t..h.is op:sortu.'1ity to state t.'12!t r would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing t..~e cr..1g be restricted -to 1.J.se in caricer 
patients and t..'1-iat the distribution be strictly co~trolled. I unders-:and 
t..'flat th.is drug can be usec. ef=ecc.vely in ca."1cer ?at::..ents to control nausea 
and vaniting induced b'j c~ot..'1.era;:,y, to possibly c:!ec::-ease pain, and to 
improve the well befrig of patients wi tl1 advanced rraliqnancv. 

T:t,.ank you for your continuing i..ritere.st in t:-ie pro::2..en. 

Sincerely yours, 

3 3 r 1r J 12.) . 
:I:_, v~, ♦_,, Lu 
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JOSEPH M. QUAGLIANA, M.0., PROP. C,.. ,• • 
3201 SOUTH MARYLAND PARKWAY • . 

SUIT& :500 , . #.,RP. 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 8'° / 

SENATOR KEITH ASHWORl'H 
State Senate 
carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

Jl09 
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I understand that at the present time there is a bill being pror-osed which 
would legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada.: 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opp::,rtunity to state that I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in.cancer 
patients and that the distribution l::e strictly controlled. I understand . 
t.l-lat this drug can be used effectively in cancer. patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chemotherapy, to p::,ssibly decrease pain, and to 
i'llprove the well being of patients wi:th ad.vane~ nalignancy. 

T~ you for your continuing interest in the problem. 

Sincerely yours, 

.. . . . ~ -~· 
-· . 
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Honorable Keith Ashworth 
Nevada State Senate 
Capitol Complex 
Carson City, Nevada 89710 

Dear Senator: 

,., pJT B 

April 18, 1979 

__ :] 

APR :>1· ~ 
"' 1979 

I wholeheartedly support S.B.470, to allow use of some 
constituent ingredients of· marijuana by persons under
going cancer therapy. I know from firsthand observation 
of friends and acquaintances that chemotherapy is a devas-

. tating process that no one would undertake were the alter
native not, bluntly, death. Anything to relieve the suffer
ing that these people must undergo in an attempt to stay 
alive can only be beneficial. 

As one charged with enforcing the laws of this state, I 
firmly believe that there is no danger whatever that im
proper or "recreational~ use of marijuana would be encour
aged by this bill. 

LJO:lg 

P.S. 

Deputy District Attorney 
j;-1::, J~;:J5 

Please note that these are my personal views and 
do not necessarily represent those of my office. 
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SENATOR KEITH ASHWORTH 
State Senate 
carson City,_ Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

EXHIBIT B 

. \ 

I understand that at the present time there is a bill being proposed which 
would legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in cancer 

· patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chenotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
improve the well being of patients with advanced malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 

Sincerely yours, . 

:J (Yl-lifa, /11 ~j~ -.. 
ltJ /( ~I ~l~t·· .. ;._ .' '' 
Jrµ /)~~ ·)[Iv 

•r ·· .. - ,_ 

'• 
.. 

"· I\._ ... 
,. '• , • 
' 

~ .. · 
·,. _.:~t· 
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SENATOR :r<r:rrH ASHWORI'H 
State Senc lte 
carson Cit.y, Nevada 

Dear Sena1:or Ashworth: 

EX 1-l I B IT B 

1P~ 
~.//• .. 

V ., 
v 

I underst, .nd that at the present time there is a bill being proposed which 
would leg,:lize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other stc:tes where 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I. would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricte:i to use in cancer 

· patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced py chemotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to 
improve the well being of patients with advance:i malignancy. 

.. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 
. . 

... 

._ : ... 
' . 

~ . . ~ 

' 

,, · 1.3 _ .. 
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SENATOR KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

EXH! B I T 8 

.APR 217979 

\ 

I understand that at the present time there is a bill being proposed which 
-w"Ould legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in cancer 

· patients and that the distribution be strictly controlled. I understand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chemotherapy, to possibly decrease pain, and to . 
improve the well being.of patients with advanced malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem. 

Sincerely yours, 

I '• •. : •, 

. , .. 

,. 
, .. \ 1' 

' ' 

\ 
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SENATOR KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
Carson City, Nevada 

Dear Senator Ashworth: 

EXHi B IT B 

I understand that at the present time there is a bill being pro:r:osed which 
would legalize marijuana for use in cancer patients in the state of Nevada. 
As I understand it, this bill is quite similar to that in other states where 
marijuana has already been legalized for this use. 

I would like to take this opportunity to state that I would be strongly in 
favor of such a bill providing the drug be restricted to use in cancer 

· patients and that the distribution be strictly controlle:i. I tmderstand 
that this drug can be used effectively in cancer patients to control nausea 
and vaniting induced by chemotherapy, to :r:ossibly decrease pain, and to 
improve the well being of patients with advance::! malignancy. 

Thank you for your continuing interest in the problem • 

. ., .. :\ '.· 
• · .. 

'" . . .. 

" . . ,. 
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SENATOR KEITH ASHWORI'H 
State Senate 
~son City, Nevada 

Dear Sen.u.tor Ash..:orth: 

EXHI BI T B· 

I understand t.11at at t.ri.e presen': tiP1e t.l-iere is a bill being pror-ose<l which 
¼-Ould legalize marij~ana for use in cancer pa.tie.~ts :..n t~e state of Nevada. 
As I u.T1derstand i::., this bill is quit e si.milv.r to t..l"ut in o-:....'1er states where 
marijuana hils already been legalized for t.11is use. 

I would like to tal(e t.l-iis oppor-:.unity to state t.11ct I would be strongly in 
favor of such: a bill p.:-oviding t.rie ctrug be res .... ricte:l to use in Cclilcer S q ~ 
patients and t11at t.'l,.e d.:..st.':'.'i.!J'Jti.on :.:-e strictl v controlled. I understand 
t.riat t.1-ris drug ca11 be 1.1sec. e:!:fcct :..vcly i.r: Cill1;e::::-J?~1~&rtts "'.:o control nausea 
and vaniting ind'..1cec.1. :01- c!:.er.-Io;:..h.e::::-apv, to i:ossi.bl1r c.ec::::-case pain, and to 
improve the well bein•; o .: ?ati er.:'.:.s wi t.'1 . advanced 111?.liqna'1cy. 

Thank you for your continuing i.n'.:.e res:. in the problerr.. 

Sincerely yours, 

PS: Although I have been a cancer patient, I have successfully 
concluded my chemotherapy. I do understand and have 
experienced the problems of the cancer patient and feel · 
this drug would be a very helpful control for them. 

Mary M. Williams (Mrs. Howard C.) 
2010 Driscoll Drive 
Reno, Nv. 89509 

-~ r. 4 ~ 
- '- · 1 .. .. . 



EXHIBIT "C" 

1979 REGULAR SESSION. (60TH) 
-

SEMBLY ACTION. SfillATE ACTION ____ s_e_n_a_t_e _______ AMENDMENT BLANK 

Adopteq D Adopted 0 AMENDMENTS to. ____ s_e_n_a_t_e _______ _ 

Lost D Lost [J 412 
Jeint-

Date: Date: Bill No. __ _:...:..::_ __ JlR:ee.51'5'l:e¼~-:-? ... :1t~i!:"lo:r..:'!"z -5::+iI CO":' •• __ 

Initial.: Initial: 
BDR..__ __ 3_4_-_1_4_4_5 __ _ Concurred in □ 

Not concurred in □ 
Date: 

Concurred in D 
Not concurred in □ 
Date: Proposed by ___ c_o_mm---,.i_·t_t_e_e_o_n_H_u_rn_~a_n ___ _ 

Initial.: Initial: Resources and Facilities 

Q 

Amendment N? 775 Replaces Amend. No. 582. 

Amend section 1, page 1, by deleting lines 1 and 2 and inserting: 

"Section 1. NRS 394.371 is hereby amended to read as follows: 

394.371 1. The following kinds of education and institutions 

are exempted from the provisions of the Postsecondary Educational 

Authorization Act: 

.[1.] (a) Institutions exclusively offering instruction at 

any level from preschool through the twelfth grade. 

[2.] (b) Education sponsored by a bona fide trade, business, 

professional or fraternal organization, so recognized by the 

commission solely for the organization's. membership, or offered 

on a no-fee basis. 

[3.] (c) Education solely avocational or recreational in nature, 

as determined by the commission, and institutions offering such 

education exclusively. 

[4.] (d) Education offered by eleemosynary institutions, 

organizations or agencies, so recognized by the commission, if such 

E & E 
LCB File 
Journal 
Engrossment 
Bill Date ___ 4_-_2_5_-_7_9 ___ _uDr.afted by ___ Jli_i_:_i_w ___ _ 
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EXHIB IT C 

Amendment No. 7 7 5 t o __ s_e_n_a_t_e ___ R i..11 No. 41 2 ( BDR __ 3_4_-_1_4_4_5 __ ) Page_2_ 

education is not advertised or promoted as leading toward educational 

credentials. 

[5.] (e) Postsecondary educational institutions established, 

operated and governed by this state or its political subdivisions. 

[6.] (f) Schools licensed under other provisions of Nevada iaw. 

[7.] (g) Flying schools certificated by the Federal Aviation - .-
Administration. 

(h) Educa•tiona1· seminars· which qualify for exemption pursuant 

to the provisions of subsection 2, and institutions conducting in o this · state only ·educational seminars which so qualify. 

'-,:JI - 2. An educational seminar is not exempt from the provisions of 

0 

the Postsecondary Educational Authorization Act unless: 

{a) It include~ fewer than 40 clock hours of instruction; 

· (b) rt is held in a hotel, motel or convention center; 

(c) It offers· on·ly continuing education uni ts or other types of 

instruction fo·r which the· uni ts· earned are not recognized as 

college credits and do not lead toward an academic degree; and 

(d) Its advertising represents that the instruction is 

offered only as advanced training for persons already licensed or 

employed in one or more particular fields or occupations and does 

not -represent that the instruction or training will prepare persons 

at the entry level· for those · fields or occupations. 

,, r Al~ 
---~- .. -

AS Form lb (Amendment Blll11k) 
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Amendment No .• 7 7 5 t 0 __ s_e_n_a_t_e ___ .... BilJ,. NO • 41 2 ( BDR.___3 4_-_1_4_4_5 __ ) Page_3_ 

1?.;~tf'--"The commission shall adopt regulations relating to the criteria ~- -----..-----------=------------....._ ________ _ 

0 

for exemption set forth in this subsection and may prescribe 

conditions and pro~edures for the granting of exceptions. 11
• 

Amend the bill as a whole, by deleting sections 2 through 11. 

Amend the title of the bill to read: 

"AN ACT relating to private education; providing for the exemption 

of certain educational seminars from the licensing requirements 

of the Postsecondary Educational Authorization Act; and 

providing other matters properly relating thereto.". 

AS Form lb (Amendment Blank) 

-~ 

101.<;f 
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EXHIBIT "D" 

(REPRINTED WITH ADOPI'ED· AMENDMENTS) ' ' . 
••, · · ·. · .FIRST REPRINT . . ·-S .. B. 412 

t • \ • 

SENATE BILL NO. 412-COMMITIEE ON -HUMAN· 
RESOURCES AND FACILITIES: 

APRll:. 2, 1979 

Referred to Committee on Human Resources and Facilities 

SUMMARY-Requires permit to conduct certain informational · 
seminars • . (BDR 34-144S) 

FISCAL NOTE: Effec:t on Local Government: No. 
Effec:t on the ·State or on Industrial'Insurance: No. 

~noN-Matter JD 11411" 1' new; matter Ill brackets [ ] la material to be omltmd. 

AN ACT relating to private education; providing for the exemption of certain 
' · educational seminars from tlie licensing reqµirements of the Po~tsecondary 

Educational Authorization Act; llJld providing other ~tters properly relating · 
thereto. · 

The People of the State of Nevada, ·represented in .Senate and Assembly, 
40 enact as follows: 

SECTION 1. NRS 394.371 is hereby amended to read as follows: 
394.371 J. The following kinds of education and institutions are 

exempted from the provisions of the Postsecondary Educational Author
ization Act: 

[1.] (a) Institutions exclusively offering instruction at any level from 
preschool 'through the twelfth grade. . 

[2,] (b) E9ucation sponsored by a bona fid~ trade, business, pro
fessional or fraternal organization, so recognized by the commission 
solely,for the organization's membership, or offered on a no-fee basis. 

[3.] (c) Education solely avocational or recreational in nature, as 
determined by the commission; and institutions offering such education 
exclusively~ · .. 

[4.] (d) Education offered by eleemosynary institutions, organiza
tions or a_gencies, so recognw:d by the commission, if such education is 
not advertised' or promoted as leading toward educational cred~tials. 

[5.] (e) Postsecondary educational institutions established, operated 
and governed by this state or its. political subdivisions. . 
· [6.] (f) Schools licensed under other provisions of Nevada law. 

[7.] (g) Flying schools certificated by the Federal Aviation Adinis-
tration; · . 

(h) Educational seminars whicfi qualify, for exemption purSUQIJt to the 
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EXH I BIT D 

' . 

1 provisions of subsection 2, and institutions conducting in this state only 
• 2 , ed.y,cqJ{onal ietninars-whith so:qualify.-- ' - -._-_- . · - ·. . ,_. 
-,3 !· .. !2,- -~-An educational s~inqr is nQl,_ !!.,Xempt from the provisions of the 
. 4... ·post$«ondar.y- Edueational-Autho~ation Act unless; . . 
5 .(a).,.It inclucles fewer. than 4Q clock how:1 of instruction; · 
6· '( 6.J It · of/ers · only :continuing-education-units · or · other types of instruc-
7 tion for whic/i. tliei. unUi earned ·ar-e · not-: recojnit.ed as college credits and 
8 do not lead toward an academic degree; and 
9- (c) Its · advertising does not, ;ep, esimt that the instruction or training 

10 will prepare persons at the. entry .level for any field or occupation. 
11 The commission shall adopt regulations relating lo the critttria for e:xemp-· 1a tidn set forth •in this subsection and may prescribe condftion:s and proce-
13 dur~s for.the_gra"i:zting of e~ceptions • 

. @ .. ' 
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JOHN H. CARR, M.D., M.P.H., F.A.A.P. • ST.A.TE HIL\L.TH OPPICEII 

PHONK (70A) 8811-4740 

' 

STATE OF NEVADA 
DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN RESOURCES 

DIVISION OF HEALTH 
CAPITOL COMPLEX 

CARSON CITY, NEVADA 89710 

April 27, 1979 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

~ 
Senator Keith Ashworth, Chairman 
Committee on Human Resources & facilities 

Paul Cohen, Administrative 
Health Services Officer 

Senate Bill 467 

EXHIBIT "E" 

It is the concensus of the representatives from the Clark and 
Washoe County Hea.1 th Departments. an,d .the .Nevada State D~visJon 
of Health, that Senate Bill 467 be withdrawn from any further 

· consideration by . your c~i ttee ... . .... •.,. ,, ., .,_,.,. . .\ ' 

On behalf of all parties concerned, we want to thank you for 
the offer to have a bill drafter assigned to assist u~ in the 
writing and final preparation of thi~ bill for consideration 
by the 1981 Legislature. 

I would also like to take this opportunity to thank you and 
your committee for the introduction of our _agency~s bills. 

PC/bws 

cc: Otto Ravenholt, M.D. 
Howard Clodfelter 
Ra 1 ph Bai 1 ey 
D.ick Mayne 
Alex Coon 
Loretta Bowman 
Joe Melcher 
Joan Swift 



EXHIBIT "F" 



S. B. 467 

SENATE BILL NO. 467-COMMITIEE ON HUMAN 
RESOURCES Ai~D FACILITIES 

APRIL 12, 1979 

Referred to Committee on Human Resources and Facilities 

SUMMARY-Substantially revises provisions of law relating to vital statistics. 
(BDR 40-1476) 

FISCAL NOTE: Effect on Local Government: No. 
Effect on the State or on Industrial Insurance: Yes. 

EXPLANATION-Matter in ltaltc3 Is new; matter in brackets ( J is material to be omitted. 

AN ACT relating to vital statistics; substantially revising the provisions of Jaw 
relating to vital statistics; providing penalties; and providing other matters 
properly relating thereto. 

The People of the State of Nevada, represented in Senate and Assembly, 
do enact as follows: 

1 SECTION 1. Chapter 440 of NRS is hereby amended by adding 
2 thereto the provisions set forth as sections 2 to 50, inclusive, of this act. 
3 SEC. 2. As used in this chapter, unless the context otherwise requires, 
4 the words and terms defined in sections 3 to 15, inclusive, of this act 
5 have the meanings ascribed to them in those sections. 
6 SEc. 3. "Board" means the state board of health. 
7 SEC. 4. "Dead body" means a human body or parts of a human body 
8 in a condition from which it can be reasonably concluded that death has 
9 occurred. 

10 SEC. 5. "Fetal death" means death which occurs before the fetus is 
11 born or extracted from the mother's body, evidenced by the failure of 
12 the fetus to breathe or show other evidence of life, including heartbeat, 
13 pulsation of the umbilical cord or definite movement of voluntary 
14 muscles. 
15 SEC. 6. "Final disposition·• means burial, interment, cremation, 
16 removal from the state or other authorized disposition of a dead body 
17 or fetus. 
18 SEC. 7. "Funeral director" means a person who: 
19 1. ls licensed as a funeral director pursuant to chapter 642 of NRS; 
20 or 
21 2. Completes the requirements of this chapter relating to registration 
22 of death without compensation. 
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EXHIBIT "G" 

S. C.R. 24 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 24-
SENATQRS·FORD ~ LAMB 

' ~CH22, 1979 

Referred to Committee on Human Resources and Facilities 

SUMMARY-Urges board of regents of University of Nevada to continue 
preparations for establishment of law school. (BDR 1749) 

l!xPtANATIOK---Matter la ltallu la pow; matter In bracketll [ ] b material to be omitted. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION-Urging the board of regents of the 
University of Nevada to contimie preparations for and make current a prior 
study concerning the establishment of a law school. 

, ' 
WHEREAS, The legislature in 1973 declared that a law school should 

be established at the University of Nevada at Las Vegas, and that a study 
of. the feasibility of such a school should be undertaken by the board of 
regents; and . · 

WHEREAS, The law SCQOOl study completed.fa 1974 documented the 
legitimate need "to provide opportunity for legal education for young 
Nevadans, to provide a center fo"r legal studies and research for Nevada, 
to provide Nevada with its own law-trained graduates to serve in. public 
and private assignments, to enrich the ·university and to provide the State 
of Nevada with a professional school of great promise of public service 
and benefit to the State"; and . 

WHEREAS, The factors leading to the conclusions of that study have 
not diminished and it continues to be mcreasingly difficult for Nevada 
students to enter law school~ that are restricting the number of out-of
state students; and 

WHEREAS, More than 70 Nevada residents applied for the 18 law 
scholarships available through the Western Interstate Commission for 
Higher Education in 1977; and · , 

WHEREAS, The board of regents, in December 1978, reaffirmed their 
support of the creation of a law school and its inclusion in the University 
of Nevada at Las Vegas' Comprehensive Plan for 1977-1983; and 

WHEREAS, Members of the community, including the gaming industry, 
have indicated a willingness to make sizeable contributions toward meet
ing the financial needs of such a law school; and · 

WHEREAS, It appears th~t the Moyer Student Union Building at the 
University of ~evada at Las Vegas will be available for remodeling and 
possible utilization as a law school facility within the next few years; and 

WHEREAS, It continues to be the intent of the legislature to, authorize 
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1 the establishment of a law school at the University of Nevada at Las 
2 Vegas. although the time of 1 the establishment is as yet undetennioed; 
3 now, therefore, be it 
4 Resolved by .the Senate of the State of Nevada, the Assembly concur-
5 ring, That the board of regents is urged to continue to make preparations 
6 for the establishment of a law school at the University of· Nevada at Las 
7 ·Vegas, the preparation to include seeking commitments of money rind 
8 other contributions from private and governmental sources and develop-
9 ing plans for the necessary physical plant, faculty and libi:_ary; and be it 

10 further ' · 
11 Resolved, That the board of regents, aft~r consultation with the State 
12 Bar ·of Nevada, the University of Nevada at Las Vegas Pre-Law Asso-
13 ciation and other interested persons and groups, revise the law school 
14 study submitted to the 58th ses~ion of the Nevada legislature to make it 
15 current and resubmit the study, as so revised, to the 61st session of the 
16 legislature. · 

/ 

EX l-11 B IT 6 




