
2 . Arc nun -professional staff members capable of recog-
ja-> r.?.sr>.«a>v.jaUv*.1' > "<•' ^ i th .serious patnology?

3. Is the Director , Mr. Barker, an essential element of
tiie success of can the techniques be accomplished
under someone else's direction?.

4. Can the Director be expected to cooperate with other
social agencies and drug rchaoi li tation efforts if
invi c..d into Ucuie County?

b. Arc; Lac demonstrated personal! ty manifestations of tne
Director a liability or an asset, or an inconsequential
elui.'ont in working witn adolescents?

D. Concerns .about: JL

1. what Lv. the actual cost of Seed operations and the
cost por c l ient?

2. What is tin* actual income and expenditure of the program?

3. Is tut.- jjudgol open to audit and public scrutiny?
. i

•J . Is tnc public: uein" misled by claims that 90-i of the
clients lire successful ly rehabilitated and at a stated
cost?

Concerns •'*p*-'ut_ tne target pop\ilat ioi^

1. Can Lais technique bo successful for hard-core addicts?

2. What i:; the pop-iilati.on^ (jroup most ameriaule to this
treatnent method?

3. Which groups of drug abusc-rs rGquire raore than offered
at tao Sc;f><i; wnica clients "enefi t nost from the Seed;
and wiiich graduates retain their success the longest?

F . Concerns ^about a See a progran in Dc'ide Coun ty_ .

1. Can any local drug rehabilitation program incorporate
tho proveii Lechniquea of tne Seed?

2. Wil l prcscnc arag rehabilitation programs suffer in
tr.eir fund-raininq an^ otaer coiomunity support activi-
ties as a result of the publicity which surrounds the
Seeci?

3. Will f i r . Barker's demonstrated lack of cooperation have
a negative ef fect on a total ciruy rehabilitation program
effort in Dado County?

4. Will other urug renabilitation programs suffer by asso-
ciation if tin. Seed should receive bad publicity?

5. Is a competitive element necessary among drug rehabilita-
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