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A Voice Preserved by Marijuana 
Cries for Legalization 

by Anya Read 
Jim Hankins, author of a recent 

editorial appearing in the New York Times 
had throat cancer when he was 17 years old. 
The only substance he found that help him 
cope with his daily radiation treaunents was 
marijuana. The marijuana soothed the 
nausea caused by the radiation and cased the 
pain of the cobalt treatments. Jim Hankins 
wants marijuana to be legal, by proscrip
tion, to all cancer patients because he feels 
"they suffer enough." 

According to Hankins, there is no 
reason why marijuana shouldn't be legal. 
'Pot' is hardly an experimental drug. The 
drug has been in our society so long, that the 
title of "experimental" seems "ridiculous" 
to Hankins. Hankins feels that if marijuana 
was harmful, the affect(s) would have been 
discovered and reported by now. Accord
ing to Hankins, the drug helps the patient 
immensely and has no proven side effects. 

Recently, a medicine that contains 
THC, the effective substance in marijuana, 
has been made available to cancer patients. 
One might think that the introduction of this 
medicine (Marinol) makes the plea to legal
ize pot obsolete. Hankins states that this in 
not so. The new drug comes in pill form, 
which means the THC could take up to two 
hours to take effect. Smoking marijuana, 
however, allows the patient to feel the ef
fects of the drug instantly. In order for 
Marino! to beeffectiveimmcdiately, it would 
need to be injected through a needle. Hank
ins states that the last thing that a cancer 
victim needs is another needle. He feels that 
"smoking a joint" is easier and more pleas
ant for the patient. 

Marijuana, unlike the pill, allows 
the patient to control his/her intake of the 
drug, and to, as a result, control how much 
he/she is affected. The patient can smoke a 
lot or a little, depending on the therapy that 
lies ahead. Marino!, according to Hankins, 
has too strong of an effect on some patients. 
The drug has been know to cause hallucina-

tions, a side effect that deep! y disturbs some 
patients. 

Hankins also found that marijuana 
helps combat the depression that accompa
nies cancer. Cancer, he explains, "is devas
tating to the psyche". He feels that anything 
thatcan help a cancer patient mentally should 
be available. 

Hankins is for the legalization of 
all "experimental" drugs that might help 
ease sick people's suffering. As he sees it, 
the desperately ill arc a casualty of Amcr
ica 's 'War on Drugs' . He feels that those 
sees the people who are trying to prevent 
experimental drugs (like marijuana) from 
becoming legal are directly harming pa
tients in need. 

According to Hankins, the "anti
drug people" have created a feeling of 
paranoia in the hospitals that is harmful for 
all those involved. The doctors, he says, arc 
now reluctant to proscribe painkillers, in 
fear of being sued. It makes Hankins angry 
that there arc people interfering with pa
tient/doctor relationships. 

People are against the legalization 
of a drug that can help cancer victims. Why? 
According to Hankins, these people feel 
that the legalization of drugs, even by pro
scription, would undermine their cause. If 
drugs were openly being used in hospitals, 
it would appear that the war on drugs was 
lost. Government officials arc afraid to take 
a stand on the issue because they do not want 
to be perceived as "soft on drugs." Hankins 
feel that the country's recent uproar on drug 
addiction is hurting any chance marijuana 
has of becoming legal. 

The legalization of marijuana, 
according to Hankins, would be substantial 
victory for cancer victims. He is confident 
that if Marijuana was used openly, its posi
tive affects would be documented and re
corded. Then, as a result of the concrete 
scientific proof, marijuana would become 
appreciated and accepted by society. 

Controlling Supply and Demand 
by Amy Weisman 

The current approach to drug enforcement, utilizing high-technology military hard
ware coupled with an aggressive seizure of assets, has had some successes, but it docs have 
its critics. Some hold that the expenditures involved outweigh the gains achieved. Others 
argue that the war cannot be won at all, wasting military and social resources on a lost cause. 
Historically, the federal approach to drug abuse and drug control has included a variety of 
avenues for reducing both the supply of and demand for illicit drugs, starting with the short
lived limited legalization of opium in 1914 by the Harrison Act, followed ironically by Pro
hibition. At the outset, the supply and demand reduction strategies were grounded in the 
classic deterrence model: Through legislation and criminal penalties, individuals would be 
discouraged from using drugs; by setting harsh punishments for traffickers, the govemmen t 
would force potential dealers to seek out other economic pursuits. The model worked- for 
a while. After World War II, other components were recognized and new solutions were 
attempted. Treatment for the user became a central issue for the first time, and education 
and prevention gained congressional attention. 

Ultimately, two additional components were added to the supply and demand re
duction strategies: federal intervention through use of the Coast Guard and customs, and the 
creation of the Drug Enforcement Administration. Now a two front war, by the 1960's, the 
drug problem was seen as limited and yet preventable. However aggressive the efforts of 
law enforcement officials, immense problems were brought on by 96,000 miles of border, 
growing Latin American turmoil , and a fl uctuating economy. These are the effects fel t 
today. Thus, the increasingly desperate rhetoric and renewed interest in supply-side 
economics (placing the responsibility of limiting drug use on federal agencies designed to 
prevent them from coming in in the first place), has renewed debate C?VCr the very reasons 
why drugs and the money they produce, remain such a destructive force. Fo_r many on the 
left and right it is the fact that they are illegal that gives them such power. 

Arnold S. Trebach, author of The Heroin Solution and director of the Ins ti lute on 
Drugs Crime and Justice at American University in Washington D.C. has stated that," As 
long as there is demand for drugs, traffickers will find a way to circumvent any conceivable 
drug control strategy. We just don't have the power to solve the problem." Dr. Trcbach 
suggests that drugs be legalized, heavily taxing their sale and using tax receipts to pay for 
treatment programs for those harmed by drugs; one of three of the accepted solution argu
ments for drug legalization, the other two being licensing of dealers and users in order to 
fix price and inspect sales, and the limited legalization for small number of drugs in known, 
prescribed areas. There are new proposals all the time, however, and exactly what is fea
sible remains debatable. 
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The precedent for the failure of Dr. Trebach's approach can be found both in 
England with heroin and in the United States during the hay day of the patent medicine 
industries. Moreover, during the 1960's, amphetamines and qualudes were so loosely 
controlled that in effect, they were legal, and their use did not drop but rather increased. A 
significant of criticism of proposals to legalize narcotics is the speculation of what would 
happen if cocaine, a drug that is considerably more pleasant and necessary than cigarettes 
and alcohol, were legal? Some 60 million people in the United States currently use tobacco 
even though they are aware of its consequences. Dr. William Pollin, former director of the 
national Institute on Drug Abuse offered an answer, "if there were no law enforcement, then 
the numbers of cocaine users would be up there in the same numbers with smokers and 
drinkers. New industries that focus on the legal production and sale of heroin and cocaine 
would emerge, a segment of the underground economy would vanish and taxes would 
increase." 

Finally there are those, such as leading conservative William F. Buckley and 
others who continue to argue that drug abuse is either a medical problem or a definitional 
issue and should not even be a matter dealt with by the government. Given these varying 
options, what then? In answering this question, one is reminded of Sir Winston Churchill's 
well-known comment about democracy: that it is the worst system devised by the wit of man 
"except for all the others." It is within this logic we have continued our war. But do we need 
to rethink the others. For manv the answer is increasinidv ves. 
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by Dan Clare 
It is clear that the United States is fight

ing a full-fledged war on drugs. We have 
sent troops abroad, our Coast Guard has 
fired on foreign vessels in international 
waters, and each day more people are bru
tally exterminated by drug gangs in Ameri
can cities. It is unfortunate! y also clear that 
we are losing this war on drugs-no matter 
how much cocaine the DEA seizes, no matter 
how many cops are killed, and no matter 
how many users we try to lock up in our 
already dangerously overcrowded prisons, 
the drugs still pour into this country and into 
the hands (and veins) of willing American 
users. This is not the way to fight drugs
and if our purpose is truly to control drugs, 
from both from an individualist and a socie
tal perspective the only and best solution is 
to do so is by legalizing and regulating these 

1 drugs, and to eradicate their use through 
education and rehabilitation. 

It is clear that drugs, when used to ex
cess, are extremely dangerous to the user. 
But the fact is that controlled drug use is 
possible, even with cocaine. In foreign 
countries where cocaine is legal, less than 
20% actually use the drug to the point of 
harm, and most of those users were able to 
rehabilitate themselves. There is also no 
evidence that drug use per se leads to vio
lence. Thus, drugs can be used safely, and 
when they are not it only really hurts the 
user. Drug use should be an issue of per
sonal choice, and especially in the United 
States, where personal freedom .is prized, 

\

• we should allow the users to mess up their 
heads (i.e., ; ... sizzle .. this is your brain on 
drugs) if that is their choice, instead of 
spending over $10 billion annually and 

by Patrick Boyce 
Noting the disastrous effects of 

drugs on both the individual and society as 
a whole, Haverford's College Doctor, Dr. 
Lander recommends fighting the drug prob
lem through increased funding for drug 
education and rehabilitation. He firmly em
bnK:es President Bush's War on Drugs, 

COMMENTARY 

Don't Give Addiction a Free Reign Address the Problem --- Not the Symptoms 

by Eric Pelofsky 
This is your brain. This is your 

brain on drugs. Get the picture. Unfortu
nately, nobody in Washington has gotten 
the picture, yet. True, the problem is drugs. 
Cocaine, crack, PCP. Crack is addictive in 
a single use. The solution, however, isn't 
legalization, or even limited legalization. 
The solution isn't the current war on drugs 
or the rhetoric that surrounds it. Some of the 
problem exists on a much deeper level than 
frequent use of drugs by millions of Ameri
cans. When a factor of the drug problem is 
the lack of economic opportunity for a major 
segment of our society, legalization, at most, 
will not drastically help in the waron drugs. 

Sixty hours at minimum wage 
comes out to about $200 per week, before 
taxes. Meanwhile, earning $200 on the 
street selling cocaine is a daily event, not 
weekly. Also, keep in mind that most co
caine-pushers never touch a 1040 or a W-2 
form. Minimum wage jobs command very 
little respect or dignity. Selling cocaine 
gives one the economic resources to com
mand respect, independent of society. "The 
individuals 'successfully' pursuing careers 
in the 'crack economy' or any other facet of 
the underground economy are no longer 
'exploitable' by legal society," writes an
thropologist Philippe Bourgois of Sand 
Francisco State University (NYT Maga
zine, 11-12-89). "They speak with anger at 
their former low wages and bad treatment," 

he continues. When a significant aspect of 
the drug problem stems from the economic 
frustration of the underclass, the idea of 
legalization possesses only one relevant 
argument- the possibility that legalization 
will bring down the price. In this way, 
legalirntion offers the opportunity to com
bat the economic attractiveness that selling 
on the street has. Lower prices, however, 

·would be the result of the improved accessi
bility of the drugs. This accessibility could 
and would easily mean an increase in the 
number of users. A potential leap in the 
number of cocaine and crack addicts repre
sents a distinct disadvantage oflegalization: 
Additionally, this leap could also replace 
the financial losses that a drug dealer might 
take from the drop in the price. Legalization 
is not the answer. It fails to deal with the 
economic nature of the drug problem. The 
abysmal lack of economic opportunity for 
the American underclass must be addressed 
instead. 

The question of limited legaliza
tion remains. In some proposals, limited 
legalirntion entails doctors or clinics ration
ing out small doses of cocaine, crack, or 
PCP. Supporters of this alternative often 
outline a program that resembles the one 
used in Britain for heroin. Today the British 
government doles out methadone, a heroin 
substitute that does not produce a high. The 
program, through misuse, allowed the popu-

Reduce Violence; Control the effects 

endangering innocent lives to keep drug 
users from doing something they will do 
anyway. 

Of course, personal freedom must be 
balanced with society's interests, and in the. 
case of legalizing drugs, both these factors 
weigh heavily on one side of the scale-the 
side favoring legalization. Currently, soci
ety is paying fortheactionsofthosewhouse 
drugs; The price is not only in terms of the 
money the United States has devoted to 
fighting the drug war itself, but rather in
cludes the cost of prison space, the salaries 
of extra policemen, court time, and the de
struction of private property. And the costs 
are not only monetary. Last year alone, 
hundreds of innocent bystanders and police 
officers were killed in drug fights. Entire 
inner-city communities have been ravaged 
and practically taken over by the drug gangs. 
Our prisons are so full that some cities, 
including the District of Columbia, have 
had to release dangerous convicts from jail 
and into the community. Even if more jails 
were built (at an exorbitant cost to the tax
payer), it is unlikely that there will ever be 
enough prison space. In fact, as cartoonist 
Berke Breathed has suggested, in his ex
tremely funny, and now sadly discontinued, 
"Bloom County" strip, that the primary 
beneficiaries of the drug war have been the 
"United Drug Pushers and Affiliated 
Scum"-the actual drug producers who have 
been able to keep the prices shored up and 
their profits high. 

These problems would all but disappear 
if drugs were legalized. The violence asso
ciated with drug gangs that have resulted in 
the deaths of innocent people would cease. 

The fact is that the vast majority of the 
violence is not the result of the drugs them
selves, but of the legal prohibition on them, 
even in the case of crack. As Ira Glasser, 
executive director if the ACLU, recently 
pointed out, "a recent study of crack arid 
homicide in New York showed that three
quarters of 'drug-related' homicides were 
caused by territorial disputes and other inci
dents related to the criminal trafficking 
system. Only 7 .5 percent of the homicides 
were related to the effects of the drug itself, 
and two-thirds of these involved alcohol, 
not crack." Drug gangs would be putout of 
business. And organized crime, which cur
rently poses a tremendous threat to our na
tional interests (and which derives nearly 80 
percent of its income from drugs) would be 
severely hurt. 

Legalization, though , does NOT mean 
giving up the fight against drugs-it just 
means shifting to a more effective way to 
control them. To truly reduce drug use the 
focus should be on demand. And as the 
cigarette industry knows only too well, 
education has proven to be extremely effec
tive in reducing the demand for tobacco. 
Once people are aware of the dangers of 
drugs, and once any glamour derived from 
breaking the law is removed, there is a good 
chance that drug use will go down,justas the 
percentage of smokers has declined tremen
dously. As for those who continue to use 
drugs the risks would be diminished since 
the drugs would be safer. Production could 
be regulated, and mandatory warning/con
tent labels would give the consumer a good 
idea of exactly what they were getting into. 
The government could also limit the type of 

"War on Drugs" Earns Support from Lander 

lation of addicts to increase dramatically. 
The program began with doctors prescrib
ing the use of methadone to addicts. The 
power of prescription reverted Lo the gov
ernment wh.en the unchecked spread of 
heroin use became self-evident. The New 
Republic (7-10-89) reports that the number 
of addicts had "increased 40-fold". Impor
tant, too, is thdack of less harmful substi
tutes for today's drugs. According Lo the 
New Republic, the effect of methadone is 
generally limited. Cocaine and crack create 
very sharp highs and are followed by very 
sharp lows. The need for another fix comes 
very soon after the high. At this time, drug 
users represent unpredictable dangers. 
Bourgois describes the motivation of such 
an ad<!ict: "Get more crack - fast!" Thus, 
one cannot assert that crack and cocaine are 
comparable to methadone. With the prece
dent that Britain set for increasing the popu
lation of addicts, the United States should 
not embark down the same path of limited 
legalirntion. 

The battle against drugs, in part, 
will have to be fought in economic terms. 
We cannot risk a dramatic increase in co
caine, crack, and PCP addicts. Our country 
is blanketed with snow as it is. We start the 
battle with new vigor and new ideas, but not 
legalirntion. 

user (by prohibiting sale to minors), and 
control this distribution in a system modeled 
after ·the Pennsylvania state-liqour store 
system. 

Most importantly, the government could 
heavily tax the drugs. Not only would this 
tax discourage their use, but it would also 
bring in billions of dollars ofrevenues. These 
funds would be used for education and reha
bilitation. We know that education works, 
and that rehabilitation is crucial to cutting 
use, but currently there is not even close to 
enough money dedicated to these aspects of 
fighting drugs. And as long as we must 
allocate our drug-fighting money to expen
sive (and ineffective) interdiction efforts 
there is little chance that education and drug 
treatment centers will get the money they 
deserve. If we legalize, control, and tax 
drugs, society could then emphasize educa
tion and rehabilitation and eradicate drug 
use in that way. 

The war on drugs has failed. The fact is 
that people who chose to use drugs will use 
them anyway.and it is a unwise to spend this 
much money and waste this many lives to 
try to preventdmg users from hurting them
selves if they chose to. By legalizing drugs, 
not only would drug violence be wiped out, 
but the tax revenues from the currently un
taxed $120billion in drug revenues could be 
used to fight drugs in ways that have been 
proven to work-through education and 
rehabilitation or through programs which 
try to address the reasons many inner-city 
youth use the drugs in the first place. It 
seems ironic, but to control drug use we 
must legalize it. 

calling it "an honest effort to combat a very regulation of marijuana is a tough issue but Talking about the effects of drugs, 
complex problem." Recent discussion and he opposes it because he feels marijuana has the doctor said marijuana is not so physi
support for drug legalization by such re- great potential to lead users to more potent cally addictive as it is psychologically ad
nowned people as George Schultz and Wil- drugs. Asked whether or not reputable . dictive, but he stressed its harmfulness to the 
liam Buckley Jr. is viewed by Dr. Lander as pharmaceuticals would produce the currently lungs and possibly to the genes. Cocaine 
"giving in" and leading, at least initially, to illicit substances, he said he did not think and its derivative, crack, are more physi-

increased drug abuse. He admitted the de- any major corporation woµld do so. continued on M 4 
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Alcohol Policy: Making It Work 
by Mary Rose Kahal 
As the Alcohol Policy comes up 

for ratification at Haverford a third and final 
time, a lot of people in the Bi-College Com
munity are wondering about its implications 
for the continuation of large alcoholic par
ties on both campuses. Public Safety's 
intervention in the Ot<nbigh party two weeks 
ago has created much speculation about the 
students' role in the enforcement of the 
policy. 

.believes that students throwing large, pri
vate parties are not willing to go to the 
necessary effort to comply with the Alcohol 
Policy. The preferred way to have a private 
party, says Bell, is "you must issue invita
tions and check them at the door. If a 
hundred invitations are issued, a hundred 
invitations should be collected. Throwing 
large parties requires an enormous amount 
of control." 

Steven Heath, director of public 
safety, maintains that Public Safety inter
vened at the party on behalf of the Denbigh 
residents, who were concerned about the 
activities at the party. Public Safety's op
eration received seven phone calls from 
Denbigh residents concerned about the party 
"getting out of control." 

In contrast, Haverford sophomore, 
Garry Jenkins, believes that party-givers 
are willing to go to the necessary effort. 
"The Alcohol Policy can work. For ex
ample, last semester, the customs people in 
Gummere threw an Around the World party 
with several hundred guests, within the 
limitations of the Alcohol Policy. During 
the planning stages of the party, the hosts 
spoke frequently with members of JSAAPP 
to ensure that the policy would not be vio
lated. Alcohol was contained within the 
designated area. 

New Ideas For Social Activities 

Haverford's Dean, Matthew Ha
mabata, says, "In some basic sense, if Secu
rity has to move in, the students have failed 
each other. According to the policy and 
inherent in the Social Honor Code, it is the 
responsibilty of the students to confront one 
another when questions of possible viola
tions arise. " Haverford junior, Stephen 
Schmidt, who attended the party, feels that 
the students who called Public Safety were 
not upholding this responsibility. 

Genevieve Bell, Head of Bryn 
Mawr's Honor Board agrees that "there is a 
certain reluctance on behalf of the students 
to confront violators of the policy. " She 

Many students feel that guests as 
well as hosts share the responsibility of 
enforcing the Alcohol Policy. The general 
sentiment seems to be that the policy can be 
successful if party-throwers take the time to 
plan a party which will comply with the 
guidelines of the policy. More importantly, 
ifthe guests should respect the wishes of the 
hosts in their efforts to abide the policy. 

by Anne Tweedy 
Contrary to popular belief, the 

. problem with Bryn Mawr's social life is not 
student apathy. According to Misty Whalen, 
the most newly appointed member of the 
Social Committee, a group dedicated to 
improving the college's social life, "stu
dents have been very receptive to the Social 
Committee's ideas." 

Heather Cate, Bryn Mawr senior 
and member of the Social Committee, says 
that "many people have a major problem 
with the Pennsylvania state law which states 
that minors cannot drink." She adds that 
some students have suggested to her that the 
school "supply alcohol for students who 
need to relax since the college is such an 
uptight place. Cate believes that this atti
tude is a result of a phase related to adoles
cence. Many students, says Cate, are at a 
stage o~ "wanting to rebel" and th~t people 

by Rose Jeans 
Where Is The Party? 

Bi-Collegesociallifecan be any
thing from spending a mellow evening at 
home with a few close friends to getting 
drunk at a keg party. However, a lot of 
people at both Bryn Mawr and Haverford 
seem to feel that the social scene, both 
alcoho!ic and non-alcoholic is better at 
Haverford than at Bryn Mawr. 

It seems that Bi-College social 
life centers around Haverford. "On a 
typical weekend, there are more popular 
alternatives here, including alcoholic par
ties, dances at Lunt, or the Dining Center, 
Three Seasons movies, the Cafe, concerts, 
or just small get togethers," said Garry 
Jenkins, Haverford Sophomore. 

Granted, Bryn Mawr does have 
teas, films, concerts, comedians, speak
ers, andthecafe. But thesedaysitalmost 
never sponsors large alcoholic parties. Ac
cording to Bryn Mawr junior, Charlotte 
Page, "There were a lot more parties at 
Bryn Mawr last year." Just three years 

ago, all Bryn Mawr dorms were required to 
throw at least one party each semester. 

The Alcohol Policy, in response to 
Pennsylvania State Law has definitely con
tributed to the decrease in thenumberofpar
ties on Bryn Mawr's campus. The only 
large keg party was held at Denbigh but it 
lasted for about ar1J10ur before residents 
complained and Public Safety shut it down. 
If the party were shut down in order to 
enforce the Alcohol Policy and keep the 
noise down, then it appears that alcoholic 
parties on the Bryn Mawr campus are des
tined to be small, private gatherings. 

The absence of large parties where 
alcohol is served does not, however, explain 
why Mawrters flock to Haverford for the 
weekends, unless the Bi-College social life 
is based on alcohol. Compared to most 
colleges, alcohol docs not play as large a 
role as it could. Haverford is not known as 
a party school. Haverford' s profile in Fiske's 
Guide to the Colleges categorizes it with 

five stars for academic excellence and 
quality oflife, but with only three stars for 
social life. 

Bryn Mawr freshman Alexa 
Chigounis, says that she would like to see 
more things happening on the Bryn Mawr 
campus. Sophomore Tina Rodriguez says, 
" It is that Fords don't come to Bryn Mawr 
often enough." 

The fact is that on any given 
weekend, more students in this commu
nity go to Haverford than go to Bryn 
Mawr. Part of this does indeed stem from 
the fact that Haverford has more large 
parties, both alcoholic and non-alcoholic. 
Part of it also stems from the fact that 
Haverford is co-ed As a Bryn Mawr senior 
put it, "Sometimes Bryn Mawr is just too 
uptight." Whetherornot these reasons are 
valid for the imbalance in social life is a 
matter of opinion. But the Community as 
a whole would benefit from more social 
gatherings at Bryn Ma~r. 

In Search Of .... A Social Life 
by Sabrina K. Pasztor 
You're sitting around, it's a Fri• 

day or Saturday night, on campus racking 
your brain to come up with something fun, 
exciting, and most of all, sociable, to do. It 
seems you've slaved away during the week: 
writing difficult essays on assorted topics, 
reading 200 pages a day to "catch up" in a 
class that started a mere three weeks ago, 
and in which, you're already eight weeks 
behind, studying for quizzes and tests, and 
completing homework assignments. You 're 
aching for Friday afternoon to roll around so 
you can fall asleep in that last class of the 
day, and then magically "wake up" in time 
to discover it's the weekend, a time to relax, 
unwind, and party. 

But alas - scanning the campus 
schedule directories, you discover once again 
that it's a slow weekend on the homefront, 
and you have to go somewhere~ to have 
any semblanceoffun whatsoever. Then, the 
"brain drain en masse" occurs: hoards of 
Mawrters and Fords alike desert their re
spective campuses faster than you can say 
"Party at Penn" .... and a typical weekend 
begins. 

. ., ' - . -

Docs the term "social life" even 
apply to Bryn Mawr's campus? "Of course 
it does," continues Bonnie. "However, I 
think people get too caught up in individual 
academic aspirations sometimes to pay at
tention to people who arc hcrc .... rclationships 
with people in your hallway, or in the dorm, 
are often neglected .. .thcrc is a social life at 
Bryn Mawr; in terms of parties or events, 
however, other schools have a bigger per
centage of them than we do." Lisa adds, 
"The basic social life here takes place in the 
hallways, or hanging out with friends in 
their rooms." 

Freshman Julie , Fanburg and 
Sophomore Mary Ebbott question the very 
existence of social life on campus: "When 
we were in high school, we were told that we 
could look forward to a great 'social life' in 
college, but at BMC the only reference to 
this elusive quality has been in the oft
repeated sentence, 'I have no social life.' 
Thus, we are not quite sure what the term 
'social life' means!" Even as this very 
article is being written, Mary is heading off 
to New York to see the play "Les Miser
ables". Julianna, a freshman I spoke to 

yesterday, was taking off for Annapolis to 
visit her boyfriend this weekend. My next
door neighbor, Basheera Abdus-Sabur, left 
irnmediatel y after Hell Week official! y ended 
last weekend, and went to Penn. See what I· 
mean? . 

Needless to say, despite its flaw-
less academic reputation and educational 
promise, Bryn Mawr is not noted for being 
a "party school." In fact, Lisa feltthe college 
needed more events to improve the social 
life: "We could do with better dance parties, 
more frequently .. .for example, dj' ed parties 
in the dorms .... and more creative things, 
like Haverfest or May Day involving a bi
college or just a college tradition ... also, a 
"field day" with sports and games." Bonnie 
suggests that "it is more complicated than 
just throwing more parties .. .it' s also a change 
in attitudes, because good intentions are not 
enough." 

Sodon'tdwell on your good inten
tions too long .... before you know it, that 
weekend you've been waiting for since 
Monday may just pass you by - wherever 
you spend it! 

tend to equate "rebellion with alcohol." 
The Social Committe offers their 

potential social successes: comedian Randy 
Lavin, and Jack Hanna, the zookeeper from 
the Columbus Zoo, who brought orangu
tans, reptiles, and birds to Goodhart Hall. 
However, even Jack Hanna's presentation 
proved to be controversial, with his ques
tionable jokes and his way of relating to the 
female student whom he called up from the 
audience. 

The much talked - about Denbigh 
party is another touchy issue for the college. 
Dean Karen Tidmarsh felt that Public 
Safety 
"had to make a judgment call in the situation 
based on the students 'complaints that men 
were wandering into their rooms." She 
hopes that this will not become a routine 
problem and that "apparently there were 
several parties going on in Denbigh that 
nightand this may have confused the issue." 

When asked whether Haverford 
were expected to supply the social life for 
both colleges, Tidmarsh replied that in the 
past "Haverford's student fee was much 
higher than Bryn Mawr's so Haverford had 
more money to spend on social activities. 
"She hopes toseeaneasingofthis burden as 
Bryn Mawr's.

0
social fee approaches Haver-

ford's. ~-

Support from Lander 
continued from M3 

cally addictive with muc~ more serious long 
term effects. Comparing illegal and legal 
drugs, he said the difference basically is that 
the illegal drugs have greater potential for 
destroying or altering portions of the brain. 
Nicotine, for example, has no effect upon 
the brain despite being physically addictive 
and alcohol is not nearly as addictive as 
many illegal substances. 

He insisted that education and 
rehabilitation are the best weapons with 
which to combat drugs, but conceded that 
there wili probably never be adequate money 
spent. In light of the pervasive nature of the 
drug epidemic, the doctor supports educa
tion for everyone from "kindergarten to the 
graduate level," but especially for grade 
school children. Among various drug edu
cation programs, Dr. Lander endorses the 
one uSed in the Montgomery County School 
System which involves a police officer who 
goes to school with first graders for a length 
of time. This is thought to encourage the 
children to become amiable with him and 
think of him as a friend rather than a lecturer. 
Dr. Lander feels programs like this are par
ticularly effective in showing young stu
dents the ill effects of drugs before they start 
to experiment. He said that, all too often, 
teaching "at the junior high school level is 
already too late." 

Asked about the future of the 
drug problem, the doctor stated he believes 
the epidemic runs through cycles of heavy to 
moderate use, citing the 1960's and 1980's 
as times of intense use and the 1970's as a 
time of lighter use. He does not foresee a 
significant increase in drug usage, but added 
cautiously "We'll see ... " 


