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Present: 

Ch~tr~: CoJ, C.R.L. Shcl~~ 

Vice-Chai!~~; ~. s. Tubiasz 

Mr. M;A. Zaki 
!l.r. G. :Bou:t'Gois 
I:fr. J!, Creenf~.eld 
Mr • A • G. Pa.."lahy . 
Dr. J. QuevFJdo .BI'i.r.on 
Dr. J.A. Le.znrte 
Mr. F. De.J:t ez 
V..ajor i.J' .II. Cr_~lea 
Mr. J. Anslinger 

Mr. V. Zuev 

Mr. S. Kraaovec 
li.J.". May 

Secretariat: ~~. L. Steinig 

Mr., V. Pastuhov 

1, Er.E.S Addicti~: (Document E/C.s:..Ul€.) 

(C~nada) 

(Poland) 

(Ch:t.na) 

(E.Jypt) • 
(France) 
(Ind.ia) 
(~ran) 
(He:xico) 
('Peru) 
(Turkey) 
(United Kingdom} 
(nr.ited States of. 
A'~'t:erica) 

(Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics) 

c.:usoslavia) -­
(President of the 
Permanent Central 
Opium Board, Member of 
the Supervisory Body.) 

(Director of the 
Division of Narcotic 
Drugs.) 
(Secrete-~ of the 
Commission) 

The CRAIBM.AN said that the Co."t11:1ission vas now goiilg to deal with 

mar1h1~1 the discussion on which had be~n postponed at the suggestion 

of the re:presmtative of Mexico. 

~--~R..-E~~~~a:rr.m~ (~ICO} said the marihuana problem 1n Mexico had 

two aspects, medical 
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pttOhibited absolutely the cultivation of, dealings in, and the use of 

marihuana in any form. Medical use of this plant was also forbidden 

· and no preacript~on contain1ns marihuana could be made out. 

F.rom the medical point of view the problem was complicated, since 

the use of this drug 1~s very widespread amongst the lower classes. 

Farthermo1•a1 a nt~"bor of medical ar.d scie:1t1f'ic ·bodies had studied the 

influence of lllal'ihuana on the ind.iviC.ual, e.nd their findings differed 

completely from those reached by the American authors in the pamphlets 

referred to by th~ United Ste,tee representative. .Mexlcan doctors had 

.. concluded t~t the marihuana habit was easily overcame, and had no 

pathological aftar-~ffects. As regards tne direct connection between 

marihuana and crime, it had been found in Mexico that in every case 

crimes ascribed to ~~rihuana were attribut&ble to causes already 

existing prior to use of the drug. The criminals had. been 

psychologically abnormal persona. In spite of these statements by 

~exican scientific authorities, the Government was utterly opposed 

to the cultivation, production nnd use of marihuana, and it had 

been noted that·the greatest number of convictions had been for 

offences arising out of the traffic in this drug. 

Mr. ANSLDfG:im (Ul-IT.rED STJ.T.ES OF .!\MERICA) acknowledged that . 

certain studies in the United States tad led to the same conclusions 

as those arrived at by ,the 1-fexican doctors. In New York a Mayor 1 s 

O~ittee had made some studies at the Welfare Island penitentiary 

and others had been carried out at the Lexington Insti tution1 Kentuck;r, 

But all the studies relatod to prisoners or inmates and1 as 

Professor Bouquet had pointed out1 no definite conclusion could be 

drawn frotr:, them resardlng the attitude addicts in normal society. would 

have adopted. .Afte; quoM.nS several examples of the harmful effects ', 

of marihuana; he ~mphaaized that the Mayor's Committee's ·report, with 

/its findiDB 



E/C.S. 7/44 
Page3 

its finding that- this d.ruS was harmless, constituted a real dar..ger. 

For example, a young hotel waiter, immediatelY after smoking his 

first marihuana cigarette, had behaved like a madman and finished 

up by shooting dead with a revolver a guard of a federal building 

in Oklaho:rnet.. American authorities and doctors had, moreover, noted 

:ma:ny cases wh,ere the use of marihua ... T)a md led to crime. ~'heir 

conclusiOile ua~lly showed that in most cases Ea.rihuana had 

dangerous effects: the addict lost hie bal~~ce, sutfered from 

hallucinations, behaved in a hostile manner towards hie fellowmen, 

particularly towards authority, and ~me oJ.way's aggressive. In the 

end he almost i.l"l.VariabJ.y became a complete degenerate. 

Mr. GP.EENFIELD (INDIA) said that he could not give any final 

verdict on the effects of the drug on individuals, because Jl~ians 

were fairly moder~te in their use of' ganja and bbmJg and usually 

preferred opium. ~he other two drugs were used principally on the, 

occasion of festivals or religious ceremonies. In such circumstances • 

their use was not very dangerous and, on the whole 1 might be said 

merely t,.o intensify the individua.J.'s no.rmal inclinations. If he had 

propensities to crime the cb.:.mces were that he would commit one; 

if he were inclined to religious contemplation he would become even 

more religious; and finally, if he vere of a placid disposition he 

would become drowsy. All the experiments carried out in India had 

led to the conclusion that moderate consumption produced no harmful 

effects. On the other hand, excessive indulgence weakened the 

constitution and might produce madness and moral degeneration. 

From the social point of view ~he addict, even if be indulged 

excessively in the drus, r~ined inoffer~ive, at least tn India. 

According to Colonel Chopra, the drug, like most narcotics, produced 

temporary disorders which later disappeared without any trace. Nerve 

cases were more apt to use narcotic druse than no~l persons. 

\ /In India 
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In India. most addicts were either beggars or ''saints", individuals 

incliiled. to religious contemplation who tended to become even more 

religious ttnder the influence of the drug, and were no Pl~blem for 

the authorities. Ill other cases use of the drug produced timidity 

rather than violence and hallucinations, usually of a sexual nature. 

But in spite of the fact tr.at the results of the use of the drug 
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in his count~~ gave little cause for ar~iety, he had no doubts as to ~ 

the necessity of maintaining strict control. 

Dr. ISMAIL (:EGYJ?T) reminded them tha.t in his country marihuana 

cannabis was called hashish. The Egyptians used it in moderation, 

and it was leas da.~eroua than other ~cotic drugs. Its excessive 

use might, however, have a bad affeyt on the health of addicts, ev~n 

to the extent of incitir..g ~hem to crime. Hashish had long been 

prohibited 1n Egypt and, by a ministerial decree of 6 February 1935, 

the Ministry of Public Health had limited the quantities authorized tor 

medical use: no prescription could contain more than 0,4 grains of 

cannabis or four grains of extract of cannabis, or twenty-five tabl~ts. 

The C~~~ speaking as the representative of Canada, ~sized 

that marihuana was not a serious problem in his country. Since l932,. 

the Government had been active in ensuring that there was no deterioration 

in the situation. Indian hemp we, however, lmown in Canada, where 

certain farmers cultivated it quite innocentJ3 for use as protection 

against the wind. Various monasteries had pla..'lted whole garden bordert~ g 
with hemp, but had hurriedly destroyed them when they lea-~ed ~hat a 

scourge it was. Thus, the danger might become serious at an::r moment, 

and_ Canada had always taken the necessary strict precautionary measures. 

Dr. LAZARTE (PERU) stated that in hie country the problem of 

mar1huana was unknown, as the drug was prohibited by law, and its 

cultivation almost negligible. As a doctor, he fully agreed with What 
I 

had been said about the effects of the drug. In his view, the ef':f'ect 

jot any 



of att;r,. ~ depended. on the tendencies and personality of the taker. 

The quantity taken was also 1m.portant1 and ordtne.ry stimulants might 
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become d.angerous if the dose was increased. Again continuity of use 

was also a ma.jpr factor: the body increased its resietance to the d:rus, 

ao that the dose had to be augmented in order to obtain the same 

results, and that gave rise to a tosic conditiot\1 the effects of whi_oh 

1 differed according to whether it was acute or chronic. Finr;tllY 1 the 

nature of the drug wa.s a i'actor of eq\lB.l importat\Ce, since it miSht 

differ accordins to wheth•· the plant was srown in Mexico or in :rndia: 

for instance, in· Mexico th(f:.•e were no recorded instances of illusion or 

hallucination as found in Itldie.. 

lfevertheless from the le(i&l poillt ot view, :marihuaJl& wa~ a c1a.neer 

to society. It released latent impulsee and. it was impossible to foresee . 
the social consequences of such a ohe:raoot·erietic. That 'fact alone was 

sufficient justification for prohiqiting this drug • 
• 

Mt-. Al(SLINGJ!8 (UNr.t'ED STM.'.Ee o:r AME!ltCA) spoke qain to1 announce 

tbe.t the United States Congreso had sent b,lm for his opinion the 

draft of a law proposed by th<t Association of .A:Inerican Shipawnerst its 

o"bject was to forbid sailors to brins :maril:'-*la board. ew United States 

vessel_beoauae of the quarrels, riots and. mutinies that this drug had 

a.lread;y provoked. This law had been passed by Congress. 

Mt-. MAY (P.Bl!!SIDE.NT OF '1'llE PlJ.iaMIOO!MI cm.tBAL OPIUM JK>ARD) felt 
' ' 

that marihuana was also an inter:ne,t19l'l$l probleru: if a stib-cOIID11;tee 

were appo:lnted to etud;y it, it should examine the possibility ot 

placins marihuana under international control. & observed that the 
. . 

extracts and tinctures of ca:nSla.bts were alread;v under illternational control. 

DEciSIO!h Document E/C .s. 7/26 regarding drUB addiction was 
approved. 

2. APRotntment of Sub·C~isa1ons ~Documen~ E(C.S.I/20) 

The CB'A.IaMAN review~ the various meettnss of the sub-commissions'. 
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