discussion PLAYBOY PANEL:

THE DRUG REVOLUTION

the pleasures, penalties and hazards of chemicals with kicks are debated by nine authorities

PANELISTS

HARRY J. ANSLINGER, 77, graduated from
Penn State in 1915 and obtained a law
degree in 1930 from American Universi-
ty. A Government civil servant from
1918 to 1963, he served under nine Presi-
dents and carly in his career held consu-
lar posts in the Netherlands, Germany,
Venezuela and the Bahamas. Once assist-
ant commissioner of Prohibition, he
helped make the dry years dry, then
moved on to serve 33 years as commis-
sioner of the Bureau of Narcotics and is
widely considered the man most respon-
sible for the 1937 Federal law banning
marijuana, a reputation that has earned
him the bouquets of some and the brick-
bats of others. Since 1946, Anslinger has
been the UL S. representative to the Unit-
ed Nations Commission on Narcotic
Drugs. Both in the Bureau of Narcotics
and on his UN post, he has been one of
the major hard-liners on drug deterrence
and has vigorously expressed this posi-
tion as co-author of numerous books and
artides, including The Murderers (about
drug dealers) and The Prolectors (about
drug police). Friend and foe agree that
Anslinger’s position has remained tough,
uncompromising and outspoken through-
out his long life.

WILLIAM 5. BURROUGHS, 50, is best known
as the author of surrealist satires such as
Naked Lunch, The Ticket That Explod-
ed and Nova Express. Alter studying
anthropology at Harvard, he briefly at-
tended Vienna Medical School, then
worked at such jobs as bartender, exter-
minator and private detective while pri-
vately pursuing such arcane studies as
the ancient Mayan civilization of Mexi-
co, being hypnoanalyzed by a psychiatrist
and practicing “nonverbal awareness”
with general semanticist Alfred Korzyb-
ski. Fifteen years of narcotics addiction
(during which he waveled widely in
Central and South America and, later,
in North Africa) were terminated by a
successful cure in 1957. Once a “walking
pharmacy” who experimented upon him-
sell with a varicty of narcotic, psychedcel-
ic and other drugs, he is one of the few
white men to have tried vage, the Peruvi-
an Indian drug claimed to create tele-
pathic powers. Burroughs now explores
new areas of consciousness by making
underground films (Towers Open Fire),
learning to read Egyptian hieroglyphics
(to cscape the confines of “linear thmk-
ing”) and combining all these elements

in his forthcoming book, The Job. De-
nounced by one critic for “extending
the boundaries of the novel toward the
public lavatories,” Burroughs has been
lauded by Norman Mailer as “the only
American novelist today who may be
possessed by genius.”

JAMES COBURN, 41. is one of Hollywood’s
biggest stars, scoring well both at the box
office and in the estimation of flm crit-
ics. A graduate of TV commercials, he
has demonstrated both verve and versa-
ulity, switching easily from the role of
Derek Flint (in a series of bottled-in-
Bond parodies of Fleming's phlegmatic
superspy) to such offbeat characteriza-
tions as a stuffy naval officer (in The
Americanization of Emily) and a batty
surgeon (in  Candy). Coburn experi-
mented with LSD, under medical super-
vision, in the years before it was made
illegal and remains convinced of its po-
tential value to many users. In recent
years, he has been a volunteer worker at
the Los Angeles Free Clinic, helping
people with bad trips and other drug
problems. Coburn describes himself as
very interested in Eastern mysticism and
has a keen appreciation of contemporary
art and music.

BABA RAM DASS (nce Richard Alpert), 38,
was born to a wealthy [amily (his father
founded Brandeis University and headed
the New Haven Railroad) but strayed
from the business world 1o major in
developmental psychology, in which he
obtained a Ph.D. from Stanford in 1957,
During the early Sixties, he became as
sociated with Dr. Timothy Leary's experi-
ments at Harvard on psilocybin, a drug
the Mexican Indins say “enables a man
to see God.” When the research moved
on to LSD, Leary and Alpert becamne
controversial, eventually left Harvard
under ambiguous circumstances and set
up the Castalia Foundation to study the
mystic aspects of drug experience. Co-
author (with Leary) ol The Psychedelic
Lxpertence and (with Dr. Sidney Cohen)
ol LSD: The Inside Story, Alpert recently
spent a year in Indix and Nepal, primari-
ly studying in a Hindu temple i the
Himalayas, returned as Baba Ram Dass
and now preaches and practices raja yoga
as the next step beyond drugs.

LESLIE FIEDLER, 53, has established himself
as one of the nation's leading literary
critics, a prominent liberal dissenter
from standard liberal beliefls and the
man who outpsyched the analysts by al-
leging that three of our most wholesome

rortT: You can’t attvibute Haight-Ashbury
to psychedelics, any more than you can
attribute skid row to alcohol. The real
cause is the alienating character of society.

ANSLINGER: Supposedly havmless marijua-
na smoking is regavded by several doctors
as a sign of incipient insanity. Mavijuana
may even cause psychosis,

Nonchemical
mind expansion have a positive vole lo
play. Anything accomplished by chemi-
cals can be accomplished by other means.

BURROUGHS: methods of

FINLATOR: Creatively, LSD is a complete
Dust. Users talk about creativity, but they
don’t do anything about il. The painter
stops painting and fantasy replaces reality.
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RAM Dass: A bad brip ean be as valuable
as o good Irip. An cight-hour horror
show can teach you a greal deal. onee
you realize il was all inside you before.,

oTERL: Marijuana is harmless and should
be Iegal. As for heroin addiclion, il’s a
disease and should be treated by doctors.
Lean heavily on the heroin dealer.

waTrs: The police shouldn’t be involved
with drugs at all, nor with any other mor-
al or medical problems that the individu-
al should take to his docior or minisier.

conurN: The passions we can’t control—
such as hatred, greed and lust—become
controllable under certain drugs. This
offers a new view of man and of society,

FiEpLER: This particular generation gap
might almost be called chemical warfare
—the potheads versus the boozeheads—
or, more accuralely, religious warfare.

literary classics (The Last of the Mohi-
cans, Moby Dick and Huckleberry Finn)
all contain an unconscious theme of in-
terracial homosexuality. He reccived his
Ph.D. from Harvard in 1941, has taught
at several universities and is the author of
such worksas Love and Death in the Ameri-
can Novel and No! In Thunder. Fiedler
was arrested in 1967 on a charge of “main-
taining a premises” where mavijuana was
allegedly found, after becoming faculty
advisor to the State University ol New
York, Buftalo, chapterof LEM AR (Legalize
Marijuana), and has subsequently accused
the narcotics police of framing him and
ol attempting to stifle academic dissent.
JOHN FINLATOR, 57, was director of the
Food and Drug Administration’s Bureau
of Drug Abuse Control when this agency
merged with the Bureau of Narcotics in
1968, alter which he became the deputy
director of the new Burcau of Narcotics
and Dangerous Drugs in the U.S. De-
partment of Justice. A graduate of North
Carolina State University, Finlator has
also been director of the Office of Man-
power and Administration of the Gen-
eral Service Administration, special agent
with the Department of State and nation-
al president of the Association ol Federal
Investigators. He has also served m a
number of managerial and personnel
positions and both taught and coached
football in high school. Though totally
committed to enforcement of the law,
Finlator is genecrally considered more flex-
ible and moderate than Anslinger.

JOEL FORT, 40, has an M. D. from Ohio
State University and has specialized in
public health, drug abuse and social re-
form. Now on the faculty of the Univer-
sity of California at Berkeley (School of
Social Wellare), for some years he has
been a leading spokesman for reform of
drug laws—and for moving America be-
yond drugs. Fe is a former Consultant on
Drug Abuse to the World Health Organi-
zation. Dr. Fort created the San Francisco
Center tor Special Problems, the only or-
ganization in the world to provide treat-
ment for all forms of drug abuse and other
forms of deviance, including criminal be-
havior, sexual maladjustment and suicidal
depression. In a matter now in the courts,
he was removed as director in 1967 [or
being too independent and for dissenting
from established police philosophy on
drugs, sex and youth. In 1969 he contin-
ued the work of his center by establish-
ing the private Fort Center for Solving
Special Problems. The author of Pot: 4
Rational Approach (rLAYBOY, October
1969). Dr. Fort has also written The
Pleasure Seekers (sce Playboy Aftey Hours,
page 28). He was a defense witness in the
trials of Lenny Bruce and Timothy Leary
and in the Boston marijuana trial in
which co-panelist Joseph Oteri attempted
to have the anti-pot laws voided.
JOSEPH S. OTERI, 30, partner in the Boston
law firm of Crane, Inker and Oteri,

established a local reputation as a de-
fender of the civil rights of policemen,
then leaped to national prominence in
1967 as attorney for two students accused
of marijuana possession. Oteri's defense
was the most meticulously planned and
massive legal assault ever mountad
against the constitutionality of our anti-
pot laws; and the transcript of the trial
is considered by experts the most com-
plete single review of the pharmacologi-
cal, psychological. sociological and legal
aspects of marijuana usage. A graduate
ol Boston College (B.S. and LL.B),
Oteri now advises other Iawyers on con-
stitutional challenges to our marijuana
laws and is preparing to bring his Bos
ton case before the U. S. Supreme Count.
ALAN WATTS, 55, had his first book pub-
lished when he was 18. After being or-
dained as an Episcopal minister in 1944,
‘Watts acquired a masters degree m theal-
ogy but left the clergy in 1950 to pursue
his own independent studies of compara-
tive religion, acquiring an honorary Doc-
tor of Divinity from the University of
Vermont in 1958. Best known for his
several books on Zen Buddhism, he has
also written extensively on Christianity,
Hinduism, Taoism and modern psychel-
ogy. An early experimenter with LSD,
Watts regards hinmsell as a [riendly me-
diator between Christian moralists and
Oriental mystics, hippie astrologers and
skeptical psychiatrists, meditative ascet-
ics and sexual revolutionaries. Among
his numerous books are Beyond Theol-
ogy: The Art of Godmanship and The
Way of Zen.

PLAYBOY: In addition to provoking an
increasingly acrimonious national de-
bate. the use of illegal drugs has become
symbolic of the so-called generation gap
afflicting our socicty. Glorified in plays
(Hair), movies (Easy Rider) and count-
less rock songs (Let’s Go Get Stoned)—
and condemned by large segments of the
govermment, the clergy and the psychiat-
ric prolession—drugs such as LSD ad
marijuana are, rightly or wrongly, in the
forefront of the war between freedom
and repression, youth and age, powerless-
ness and power. At this critical junc-
ture in history—the beginning of the
Seventies—with enormous public interest
focusedd on the subject, rraysoy has
brought together nine key figures to dis-
cuss and clarily the issucs at stake. Most
of these men have been involved both
nationally and internationally in the drug
scene, and several of them have not only
been where the action is but have made
the action. Gentlemen, let us begin with
the most popular of the illegal drugs,
Cannabis—which is best known in this
country in the form of marijuana.
Would you attempt to estimate the num-
ber of Cannabis users in the world and
tell us whether you think use is really
increasing or just becoming more public?
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which puts them in a third category
entirely.

RAM DAsS: Precisely. Every religion is a
way of arriving at a certain state of con-
sciousness and every society is based on a
particular religion. Naturally, since any
state of consciousness can be induced by
a specific drug or group of drugs, you are
going 1o find each society accepting cer-
tain  drugs and bitterly condemning
others. I mysell have given up pot—and
LSD—Dbut not because I think they are
bad. I quit because of personal reasons
—first, because I'm doing prana-yam
breath control and that doesn’t mix with
psychedelics; and, second, T don't want
to break the law, since that leads to fear
and paranoia. But I am not putting these
drugs down. T honor them.

FORT: I think there’s a misleading impli-
cation in overstressing metaphysics in all
this. The [act is that America is a drug-
prone society. Adults have set this stand-
ard by their own behavior and, even
more, by the advertising they allow on all
the mass media. If there's one message
that comes through sharp and clear in all
American advertising, it's that every time
you have a pain, a problem or trouble of
any sort, there’s a salesman just around
the corner who has the snake oil that vou
need. After all, this is the age of “better
living through chemistry.” Pop a pep pill
to cram for an examination. Pop a bar-
biturate to get to sleep at night. Pop
a uanquilizer or gulp a martini if you're
nervous about a social occasion. And,
of course, our teenagers have all been pre-
conditioned to marijuana by cigarette
commercials, which all plav on the
theme of escapism and suggest that you
can find some magical release from the
ills of the flesh by putting a dried plant
in paper, lighting it and inhaling the
result. It isn't really much of a step from
that to marijuana; and pot, of course,
secems to have the advantage that it real-
ly gives you a boost and tobacco doesn’t.
FINLATOR: | think a better way to put it is
that America is as affluent in drugs as it
is in all other commodities. Then, too,
we have a tendency w abuse almost
anything, certainly incduding marijuana,
Some of the panchsts seem to overlook
that fact. The dangers of Cannabis have
heen exaggerated and the penalties are
often excessive, but I think it's a mis-
take 1o gloss over the potential problems.
PLAYBOY: What are those problems?
FINLATOR: The basic danger is getting
caught up in what Dr. Fort calls the
drug-prone society. Marijuana is psvcho-
logically addicting to certain people. It
has a tendency to assist in the transfor-
mation of personality and in moving
the young chronic user into a subculture
where he feels safe from society. This is
one ol the real problems.

RAM DASS: The bigzest danger is getting
caught by the law, not by a subculture.

ANSLINGER: Again, that’s ridiculous. The
men best qualified to speak on this sub-
ject, who have seen the harm Cannabis
drugs can do, are Indian physicians such
as Dr. Isawar C. Chopra, who has stated
flatly and unequivocally that Cannabis
does lead to psychosis.

OTERI: 1 got Dr. Chopra on the stand in
Boston, under crossexamination, and he
admitted that his studies did not involve
a valid scientific sample and didn’t really
connect martjuana and insanity in any
cause-and-effect [ashion.

PLAYBOY: Whatever the validity of these
studies in other countries, many American
physicians still believe that marijuana is
i dangerous drug. The American Medical
Association and the National Reseirch
Council’s joint committee on drugs issued
a statement to that effect late in 1968.
OTERI: I question the competence of the
men on that committee. You have 1o
understand the difference between a real
expert and a phony expert. A true ex-
pert in this area is someone who has
done therapy, research, clinical work or
ficld studies, preferably all four, and has
been deeply involved in firsthand experi-
ence for years. There are very lew such
experts on marijuana, but there are, on
the other hand, many pseudo experts
who, by virtue of a medical degree or by
having someone ghostwrite articles for
them, claim to be knowledgeable. And
I'm skeptical of this country’s medical
societies. These socicties all have drug
committees, and poison can e a spe-
cialist in ingrown toenails or something
else totally unrelated to marijuana and
get himsell put on a drug committee,
eventually ending up as chairman and
signing documents written by somcebody
clse, thereby giving himself standing as
an expert.

FINLATOR: That's a rather bold, vet safe,
statement for a lawyer to make. Certainly,
these men are competent and experi-
enced. 1 think the young reader should
at least listen to these dociors and not
just toss them off as incompetent on Mr.,
Oteri’s authority.

BURROUGHS: Doctors, however, are a vari-
egated lot, like any other profession, with
the usual incidence of stupidity and psy-
chosis. Anybody can line up a few doctors
to say anything he wants said.

FORT: The A, M. A. statement about mari-
juana being dangerous was based on a
study of some 30 heroin addicts impris-
oned in the U.S. Public Healih Service
Hospital in Lexington, Kentucky, who
were administered varying amounts of
ordinary smoking marijuana, an oral
extractof crude marijuana and tetrahydro-
cannabinol, the active agent in all Can-
nabis drugs. With low doses of cach of
these substances, the subjects experi-
enced the same high that people get with
social marijuana smoking; but with in-
creased  dosages of the concentrated

extract, or THC, most of them showed
marked pereeprual changes. The experi-
menter, Dr. Harris Isbell, called these
alterations of consciousness  hallucina-
tions or psychotic reactions. This, of
course, merely confirms an axiom of psy
chopharmacology: With increasing doses
of any drug, different and usually more
dangerous responses occur. Tt would have
been more correct, therefore., to say that
marijuana, like all other drugs, including
aspirin, can be dangerous il used in
excess. As for the changes in perception.
these can be described as psychotic reac-
tions and hallucinations, of cowrse, b
also as consciousness expansion or reli
gious vision, but that depends upon the
prejudices of the person making the
judgmenr.

RAM DASS: Exactly. A person can be called
a lunatic in one place and a saint in
another for reporting the same kind of
spiritual experience. In India, many of
the people we lock up would be called
“God intoxicants” and given religious
sanctuary. Nowadays, in America, any-
hody can be locked up as psychotic if
two psychiatrists will sign a certificate to
that effect. And the horror is that they
will sometimes do that if the person sces
reality differently than they do.

FORT: True, but | must add that some
marijuana reactions are extremely un-
pleasant. T have seen people really in a
panic over such experiences. However,
the problem has always cleared up with-
in a short period of time and hasn't
resulied in permanent psychosis. Also,
the incidence of this transitory type of
psychotomimetic behavior is quite small
in comparison with the number of mari-
juana users past and present and the
number of times the drug has been taken
by these users. Still, it definitely is some-
thing that any potential user should be
macde aware of

PLAYBOY: What does marijuana do that
gives pleasure to most of its users?
OTERl: T can’t answer that personally,
since I've never blown grass mysell, but
what users generally describe is an inien-
sification ol pleasure in sight, sound and
the other senses, rogether with a general
glow of well-being. Since I'm a hedonist
myself and none ol the alleged evidence
of harmful side effects is convincing,
that's all the justification pot needs, in
my opinion. What's wrong with pleasure,
pure and simple? If somebody has more
noble effects to describe, I'd be interested,
but [ really dont think such arguments
are necessary. I something is pleasurable
and harmless, T say let people have it
WATTS: T agree. Marijuana is a superh
tranquilizer and, when used in a group
setting, it creates much more humorous
—I might even say hilarious—sociability
than any other drug I can think of.
Sometimes I suspect that the vegetable
Kingdom is intelligent and had an cnor-
mous committee meeting a long time
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ago, at which it was decided o provide a
remedy for every poison. Pot may be a
specific remedy for the bad cffects of
alcohol. Not only is it medically useful
i treating alcohol withdrawal but it also
has helped calm down the country at a
time when alcoholic Lempers
steadily raising our violent-crime rate.
RAM DASS: Social use certainlv leads 1o
the hilarity Mr. Watts describes, but the
heightening ol the senses is most acute
when you use Cannabis in an isolated
setting as part of solitary contemplation.
FORT: I'll agree with all that's been said
about pleasure, relaxation and contem-
plation: marijuana has brought such re-
liel to millions, although some people
get nothing out of it. Its chiel bheneficial
effect, however, has been 1o significantly
raduce unemployment lor tens of thou-
sands ol drug policemen. Let me add
that there are also certain good effcets
that are much less subjective than the
acsthetic or sensual experience of the user.
PLAYBOY: What ave they?

FORT: The drug is widely used 10 treat
diseases in Asia and Afvica. Tt was also
used medicinally in Europe and America
until the Lust century. Il the drug police
were not so hostile o such research, we
might find out if this anciemt [olk medi-
ane has any significmt  contemporary
usefulness. My own  observations, in
countries where Cannvabis is still used
medically. suggest that it may he helpful
in wreating depression, stimulating appe
tite, alleviating headaches, lowering high
blood pressure and producing sedation
or relaxation. In Dinid Solomon’s an-
thology, The Marijuana Papers, there are
even two exwemely suggestive clinical
papers indicating that marijuana may he
better for some mental patients than
any tranquilizer cnvently in use. Butr we
would know a lot more about this if
Federal and  state laws and  policies
didn’t prevent research in this area.
ANSLINGER:  You be joking. The
Americin Medical Association. the World
Health Organization and the United Nau-
tions Commission on Narcotic Drugs have
all stared that mandjuana has no medical
uses sl should be considered a social
menace. We don’t need anv more research
to show that. T challenge von 10 name one
doctor who has reporied a beneficial medi-
cal effect ol onnijuana, outside of the
backward reas of the world and that
19th  Cenury lolk medicine vou were
mentioning.

FORT: I'll name two: Llovd J. Thompson.
M. D., prolessor ol psycdhinny at Bowman
Gray School of Medicine, and George T.
Stackings. M. B, one of Englind's maost
honored experimental psvchiatrists. The
reason there aren’t more in this counry
is beciuse of you. Theoretically, any phy-
sician can get a tax stamp to do this Lype
of rescarch: but for years. the only ones
who have been able to ger these licenses
are those whose research leads 1o the
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conclusions the Government wants. You
have led this country to treat scientific
questions, at least in the area ol drugs,
the way such matters were handled in the
Middle Ages. Fortunately. the National
Institute of Mental Health has sponsored
some unbiased rescarch in the past few
vears: but that reseirch should have been
done decades ago. and every state should
permit and encourage it

FINLATOR: Sull. there is no proven medi-
cal use for marijuana today, whatever
Dr. Fort may care to speculate about the
matter.

PLAYBOY: Belore things get too heated,
let's move on o another aspect ol the
muarijuana issue—ihe alleged relationship
between pot and hard narcotics, such as
heroin. Do you think marijuana is really
it steppingstonce to more dangerous drugs,
as its oritics allepge?

ANSLINGER: As | have repeaedly sued,
the danger of progression to hard stuff
always lurks in the bhackground for the
user of marijuana, Marijuan is always a
scourge that undermings its victims and
degrades  them mentally, morally and
physically. The files of my former bureau
and every locul narcotics squad, as well
as studies done ar Lexington, show that
the vast majority ol heroin users started
their drug taking with marijuana. Neither
I nor the bureau says that every pot
smoker goes on 1o heroin or morphine,
but the person who starts using mari-
Juana is looking for abnormal kicks. and
after  a  while, marijuana won't  be
enough and he'll want to go on to some-
thing stronger.

OTERI: I'dl like to sce¢ somebody prove
that. In our Massachusetts test case, the
testimony of our expens and the eross
examinations ol those testilving for the
prosccution established that there is no
evidence whatever ol a causal relation-
ship between pot and the true narcotics,
The lact that things somectimes occur in
sequence does not prove cause and eflect.
The figures cited say nothing about the
much  greater number ol marijuana
uscrs, in the millions, who never use
hard drugs. And il Americans were asked
to he completely honest about their drug
usage. we would probably find thar alco-
hol and robacco were their first illegal
drngs, with some of them moving on
Later to marijuana and then a few mov-
ing to heroin. Does that prove a causal
relationship between alcohol and hero-
inz I'm sure that 100 percent of heroin
addicts drank either mother’s milk or
synthetic formula in infancy, but that
docsn’t prove a thing, cither.

PLAYBOY: Another charge made against
martjuana is that it leads its devorees
1o lose mrerest in ordinary social goals—
to become dropouts. Is there any truth 1o
that?

ANSLINGER:  Certainly.  The marijuina
smoker is very prone 1o asocial behavior

and withdrawal. The economic conse-
quences of having a nation of potheads
would be dreadful.

WATTS: It's not quite that clear-cut, either
with marijuana or with the suonger
psychedelics, or even with alcohol. We're
all familiar with the skid rows where some
alcoliolics end up and the hippic quar-
ters where the psychedelic dropouts can
be found. but the reverse is also possible.
Some hard drinkers are verv successful in
business and even m Government. I also
know many people who have become
more socially invelved because of their
use of LSD. I mysell must say that since
I have experimented with mescaline. 1SD
and other mindalwring drugs, 1 have
become a [y more active participant in
politics. 1 wis much more ol a dropout
before 1 narned on.

FIEDLER: I think we should make a dis-
tinction here. Taking drugs can be
merely an accommoedation to the sftafus
quo il the things you take are the
accepted.  valuereinforcing  drugs  of
the society: for vs, that would be cig-
areties, booze, aspivin and tanquilizers.
But it can be revolutionary if the drug
opens you to new values ouwside 1he
social [ramework. If to change yoursell is
really 1o change the world a litde, then
taking mind-altering chemicals such as
pot and 15D is radical social action,
OTERI: Which comes first, the chicken or
the ege? 1 think dropping out, at least
psychologically, precedes the drug. A kid
who smokes pot and then runs away
from home and joins a hippic commune
probably started 10 drop out, deep down
inside, belore he smoked his first mari-
Juana cigarette. This 1s obvious, I'd say,
when you consider the number of pot
smokers who are successiul in business
and never think ol dropping out. Adver-
using is full ol them. And then there are
all the people who have been smoking
pot since high school and e pursuing
their studies in praduate school now.
Some of them are even professors, And
look ar all the Liwyers. writers, doctors
and other prolessionals who just use it as
a relaxant on weckends.

ANSLINGER: | wouldn't nunimize the drop-
out problem and its economic conse-
quences, bur Il gram you this: Though
a lot of people seem to quit their jobs
and  just  become  loalers ahier wrying
martjuana or LSD, you'll find some ol
them have come back to their senses and
are working again in a lew months or
years.

FORT: You just can't awribute Haight-
Ashbury to pot and acid, any more than
you can attribute skid row 1o alcohol; it's
demonology to blame such things on a
drug. The veal cause is the alienating
characrer of our society nscll. Repressive
family lile, meaningless schools, pointless
jobs.  bigotry, wars, and intolerance
everywhere: That's what people are re-
acting  against  when  they drop  out.




And that’s why the themes of Tarzan
and Robinson Crusoe are so popular and
keep coming back in new movies and
new TV shows. Some hippies have even
left the urban communes and taken to
the woods, literally trying to live out the
Tarzan and Robinson Crusoe myths—
and working hard, by the way, to de-
velop alternate societies. You can’t at-
tribute that to a drug.

RAM DASS: 1 think that LSD, unlike pot,
does cause people to drop out: bur I
think that’s good. Pot is walking a foot
off the ground; LSD is leaving the earth
entirely and zooming across the galaxy at
the speed of light. It cuts through vour
preconceived models of the universe and
allows vou to take a new look at evary-
thing. This often leads to rejection of
your old life games and dropping out
dramatically. You can hardly compare
pot and acid at all.

FINLATOR: Oh, yes. vou can; but the com-
parison is highly unfavorable to L5D.
Although acid is one of the most intri-
guing drugs man has discovered. it is also
one of the most dangerous. That's why
so many college students—who may still
experiment with pot—give LSD a wide
berth. They know [rom firsthand experi-
ence the rerrible freak-outs it can cause,
as well as the dropouts.

BURROUGHS: What's wrong with dropping
out To me. this is the whole point: one’s
right to withdraw from a social environ-
ment that offers no spiritnal sustenance,
iand to mind one’s own husiness.
PLAYBOY: Would any of vou care 1o at-
tempt a description of an LSD trip for
the sake of those who have never had
the experience?

WATTS: All my trips were under scientific
administration. with pure Sandoz Iabora-
tory acid. when such rescarch was still
legal: and I never took more than 200
micrograms. The kids who are buving
black- marker acid these davs. adulierated
with God knows what, and dropping
amounts like 500 or even 1000 micro-
erams, have much wilder and weirder
trips, I'm sure. Speaking anly for myscll,
I would say that vou know the drug is
starting to work when vou suddenly feel
a certain sad humor about the people
back down there at ground level. They
look so frantic, as if they have no con-
ception of the importance of life. They
scem o be fleeing from demons and
have no time 10 stop and look ar what’s
around them, in the present moment.
But vou, of course, have all the time in
the world. As the experience progresses,
vou commonly notice a metallic 1aste on
the tongue, a slight tendency to sweat, a
slight rise in body temperature and a
feeling of physical instability. LSD also
highly intensifies the sense of color. The
world becomes almost  jewellike and
light séems to come {rom inside things
rather than falling upon them. You un-
derstand what the Ninth Century Irish

mystic Scotus Erigena meant when he
said, “All things arc hights.”

With another psychedelicc. DMT, or
dimethyltriptamine, the light again
comes from outside, as in normal vision,
but falls in an odd way, and objects
appear as though they were made of
enameled tin or plastic, so that the expe-
rience has been referred 1o as the “plastic
doll” and immonrtalized in yock lyrics. Un-
der LSD, people look as though they
were made of precious materials, spun
gold. black onyx or living jewelry. With
the eves closed, 1 notice an elaboration
of exquisitely kaleidoscopic patierns simi-
lar to the arabesques one sees in Persian
and Moorish art and similar to patterns in
nature exhibited by branching ferns and
mosaics. An LSD experience is multi-
dimensional and electronic, almost  sci-
ence-fictionish, compared with mescaline
or psilocybin, which are more cart hy and
vegetative. As the hours pass, it becomes
inaeasingly dilficult 1o distinguish he-
tween controlling and being controlled.
That can be enormously confusing and
disorienting: it's as if vou were a puppet
but at the same time an omnipotent God
in charge of the whole universe. A direct
contradiction, vou see, and very mind-
blowing to somebody who is 2 strict
dualist, although it's well understood by
Orientals and Africans and American In-
dians. If vou v to desaribe it to a
psvchiawmise whose viewpoint is rigidly
Occidental, he's apt to jot down in his
little pad, “psvchotic reaction”—like the
Lexington experiment we discussed ear-
licr. Fortunately. I was working with a
very enlightened psvchiatrist, who under-
stond that the European way of looking
at things is not the only valid wav.

RAM DASS: et me add a [ew comments to
that. Your ume sense changes on LSD.
With a single note of music, vou can feel
the many gradatons of the beginning,
middle and end of the note, as well as
changes in the thought processes behind
the note, and so on. When vou look at
someone’s face. vou start 1o see the face
change, become Huid and become a thou-
sand faces. so that one woman becomes a
harlot, a virgin, mother earth, child, ado-
lescent. Lolita, the Virgin Mary and, in
that sense, all women. You can also pro-
jeet a face either backward or forward in
time and see that persen as an infant or
as a crone. The face often tikes on
a luminescent quality and the eyes be-
come almost literal mirrors of the soul.
You feel as if you're making a very deep
contact with the person behind his de-
fenses at a more profound level than one
usually makes in social contact. Then
vou start to feel voursell disassociating
Irem vourself. After this stage. vou may
feel as if vou've merged with another
human ]J‘(.'i“f_]‘ or even ili[() l[l(‘ L‘ll\'il'OIl-
ment itself. In Hinduism. this wanscend
ent merging is called “becoming one with

the Atman.” It's as il you've moved to a
level of consciousness in which every-
thing is seen as energy. It's in this state
that one physicist yelled out, “This is the
first time I've seen what was meant by
E—mc2!” You understand the equivalence
of matter and energy, even il vou can’t
understand Eimstein's mathematics.
ANSLINGER: Come off it. Whatever sub-
lime feelings the person on LSD imag-
ines, the fact is that he's out of his head.
He can’t function in any normal way.
He couldn’t play chess, make a bed. run
a cash register. I can tell you about a
vase in a fraternity house where they
were having a weekend party. On a dare,
one of the girls took a sugar cube in
which there was a drop of 1.SD. She was
out for two davs and during that time,
she was raped by a number of the fra-
ternity boys; and when she came to, she
said she realized thar something werrible
had happened to her.

FINLATOR: Quite true. The LSD tripper
not only cannot function in his normal
way, he doesn’t want to. He should not,
of course, drive a car or engage in anv
other activities requiring concentration
or skill, and most don’t. But to sav that
these drugs are expanders of the mind is
pure bunk.

COBURN: I can’t agree. In the davs before
it was against the law, I ook both LSD
and pevote several times under the su-
pervision of a psychologist, in order to
find out il it was possible to attain the
religious experience associated with these
drugs. I found it an exciting enrichment
ol my awareness and one that I would
never have thouglt possible before in
my ordinary life. Tt was an overwhelm-
ing warmth of emotion that we rarely
allow ourselves to feel. 1 thmmk it's a
giant sicp. and it seems amazing to mc
that it’s looked on as such an evil thing,
when there are drugs that are [ar more
dangerous.

BURROUGHS: It's pure bunk for Mr. Fin-
lator to say that psychedelics aren’t ex-
panders of the mind. Any user can testify
to the contrary, and to rule out their
reports is to rule our all firsthand experi-
ence, that isn't saentific.

PLAYBOY: What are some of the other
drugs and plants that are cpable ol
producing effects similar 10 LSD, and
how extensively are they being used and
abused?

RAM DASS: There are basically five groups
of psychedelic drugs: Jysergicacid deriva-
tives, particularly LSD; phenvlethyla-
mine derivatives, such as mescaline, the
active ingredient of the pevote cactus;
triptamine derivatives, such as psilocy-
bin: peperidyl benzilate esters, of which
JB329, or Ditran, is an example; and
phencvelidine, or Sernyl.

FORT: There are also a number of syn-
thetics derived from the amphetamine
structure. These indude MDA, MMDA
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and STP, which is dimethoxy-methyvlam-
phetamine. Since these drugs had no
clinical testing prior to their black-mar-
ket distribution, proper dosage was total-
ly unknown and people often took
amounts of STP that produced two- or
three day wips and numerous untoward
side ecffects. As the proper dosage was
worked out informally, bad reactions
seemed to decrease.

WATTS: In  pre-Columbian  Mexico, the
sceds of ololingui, a morning-glory plant,
and  teonanacatl, the mushroom now
called Psilocybe mexicana, were used by
the Aztecs, The same morningglory
seeds and synthetic psilocybin are now
wsed in America [or psychedelic experi-
ences. In fact, Dr. Leary's research began
with psilocybin, long before he started
using LSD on his subjects and himsell.
The full range ol psvchedelic plants and
substances 1s enormous, including nut-
meg. the fly agaric mushroom and the
Jimson-weed plant, which contains the
alkaloids atropine and scopolamine. Fly
agaric and atropine are really dangerous,
since an overdose can kill vou,

FORT: Perhaps the most importane thing
to emphasize here 1s the enormous vart
ety of substances that are available to
people secking to alter their conscious-
ness and, hence, the impossibility of ever
controlling or eliminating this through
criminal laws.

FINLATOR: Still, I'd like to get to the kind
of people who are using LSD through a
better education program—one they can
believe, It's true that the young are at-
tracted to it—olten the very young, such
as 13- and 14-year-old teeny-boppers. It's
not the drug ol the intellectual; al-
though he has a keen interest in it, he
gives it a very wide berth, as I said
earlier. What is particularly disturbing is
the atwraction of high school students to
the drug. Hippies may have listened to
Leary and Alpert too long and dropped
out too far, but we all hope that our
very young men and women will study
the drug and reject it So far, however,
we've done a rather lousy job of commu-
nicating with them.

RAM DASS: I think Tim and I had really
very little to do with that, or at least [ar
less than you claim. To the public, it
looks like only young people aged 15 to
25 use 1L.SD, but, actually, this is like the
top of the iceberg. Most of my corre-
spondence has come from ministers, law-
yers, nurses. doctors and other people
quictly using it in their homes and com-
munities. And vou're wrong about 1LSD
not being attractive to intellectuals. Neu-
rotic supervintellectuals, who use verbal-
ism as a defense against feeling, may
shun it, but many well-educated people
are interested and ready. But 1 have
never recommended that anyone take
LSD. All I suggest to any other human
being is that he become educated about
the issue and make his own decision, It

seems to me that il there is one thing
we've learned about LSD sessions, it’s
that there has 1o be a voluntary choice
for it to be a meaningful experience
There is a point after you've taken it
when it starts to alfect your space and
time domain and you get scared. At that
point, if you feel that somebody has
pressuved you into taking the drug, you
tend 1o become paranoid and think they
want to freak you out or drive you crazy.
Il you've chosen to do it on your own,
you have to [ace the fear insicad of
projecting it outward and facing your
fears can be a tremendously valuable
experience. I really think a normal inds-
vidual would benefit from taking LSD. A
normal person, in our society, is extreme-
ly alienated from his fellow man, [rom
nature and even from his own body, and
LSD can end all that.

WATTS: 1 agree that 1SD can be an
extremely usclul tool for certain people,
1o use very occasionally to solve a .sl.w:Liﬁc
problem or to ger over a specific hurdle.
But the idea of being a chronic LSD user
is something I simply don’t approve ol
at all.

FINLATOR: | must object even to that
modified endorsement. Considering the
Federal law making it illegal for anyone
to possess LSD [or other than medical or
scientific purposes, I think at's very irre-
sponsible for vou people to directly or
indirectly encouvage LSD use. Lven il it
were not @ matter of violating a criminal
law, there are a number of experienced
workers with 1SD who mdicate that
even the normal individual may have an
unpredictable response that may be very
dangerous for him. At best, it should be
considered an experimental drug and its
use very carefully controlled.

BURROUGHS: That 1 will accept. LSD may
be sale [or others, but it 1sn't safe for me.
The two times I took 1t were nightmarish.
wATTS: Nothing I said was meant to
urge others to try LSD. I stopped being
a clergyvman because 1 didn't [eel like
preaching wo people. 1 don’t have the mis-
sionary instinct at all and. therefore, 1
don't feel very much inclined o be a
missionary for LSD,

RAM DASS: As for me, I think Mr. Finla-
tor's whole approach is dead wrong. To
talk about “contiolled” vesearch with
1SD is an absurdity. Only a very naive
person believes that such conwol s re-
motely relevant to what LSD is all about.
The environment, the motivations of the
researchers and many other factors have
tremendous cffects on the LSD cxpt:ri-
ence. Bringmmg orthodox scientific meth-
od into this reminds me ol the drunk
who lost hus watch in the dark alley but
went looking for it under the street light
because there was more light there. It
scares scientists to think about experi-
ence for which there are no symbols and
events that don’t involve measurable

physical energies. Nevertheless, that is the
stuff of which the LSD experience is
made, and it is fallacious to reject it
because it doesn’t fit into what vou can
measure,

FORT: Should we
volvements and concerns,
names, give up
priests?

RAM DASS: Not at all. You just have to
recognize that this arca of knowledge is
experiential rather than strictly experi-
mental. Like the archacologist, you have
1o go out of the controlled situation of
the laboratory into the raw field of na-
ture itsell, because that's where the infor-
mation is.

FINLATOR: Mr. Ram Dass can’t seem to lose
his past identity as Richard Alpert. LSD
evangelist. He criticizes present scientific
method but offers no alternative except
veiled suggestions that evervhody should
take a trip. Research should certainly
continue, but not that sort ol research.
WATTS: Yes. I wouldn’t be so eager to
gather data that I'd let just anybody try
LSD. First of ail, 1 would take a great
deal of trouble 1o find out who might or
might not be on the edge of a psychotic
abyss and might therefore experience
some bad clfects with the drug.

RAM DASS: A bad trip can be as valuable as
a good trip. An cight-hour horror show
can teach you a great deal, once you
realize that the drug didn’t ereate it but
only wriggered it and that it was all
inside you even before you took the
drug.

BURROUGHS: Yes, a bad wrip can be valu-
able—if you ever get back.

FINLATOR: Right. I must repeat that all
this evangelizing is tervibly irresponsible.
I can’t recommend that @ person take
LSD under any conditions, unless it is in
a medical, clinical sitnation, and perhaps
not even there. This drug is the most
powerlul and probably the most danger-
ous known to man. Tts effects upon human
beings are absolutely unpredictable. Even
people who have tiken a number ol
doses sometimes don’t meet their Water-
loo until maybe the 30th wrip. The ques-
tion one should ask himsell is, since the
drug is so powerful and unpredictable,
should I play a game of chemical Russian
roulette? The welladjusted individual
will answer in the negative. I am sure.
PLAYBOY: Just how widespread is the use
of LSD-type psychedelics?

FORT: I would estimate that more than
1,000.000 Americans have used either
LSD or a similar strong psychedelic.

RAM DAsS: Tim Leary estimates that the
figure is over 4.000.000.

FORT: Well, when you're dealing with
behavior that has become illegal, you can
never really know. This much, however,
I'm fairly sure about: Most people who
have experimented on themselves this

way have been scared off either by bad

all abandon our in-
take Hindu
science and become
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trips or by the growing legal repression.
I'd say that the number of regular users
ol LSD, psilocybin, morning-glory seeds
and so forth is only in the tens of
thousands. However, there is also a much
larger group, the 200.000 American Indi-
an members of the Native American
Church, who use peyote regularly as part
of their religious cercmonies. Interesting-
ly enough. abuse of the drug just doesn't
seem to occur. Quite the contrary. an
thropologists unanimously agree that the
peyote religion has been a good in-
fluence in Indian life. Members of this
church practically never become alcohol-
ics or criminals and are generally very
stable, moral and happy persons.

RAM DASS: LSD could play the same role
in the lives ol non-Indian Americans, il it
weren't for the bigotry of Government
officials. T was an atheist back in 1960
and I never would have gone to India,
taken up meditation and become a reli-
gious man if acid hadn't forced me to
recognize that there are areas of the
human mind that Western psychology
has never charted. The pgreat Oriental
myths are maps for those areas, once you
Iearn to decode their symbolism.
BURROUGHS: Certainly, many important
insights carry over alter the drug has
worn off. Under the influence ol mescal-
ine, 1 have had the experience of fully
secing a painting for the first time. Lat-
er, I could have the same experience
with the painting without taking the
drug agan. Other permanent insights
also occur, so that one exposure to a
mind-expanding drug may enrich you
for life. But I must insist that all of
these drugs can be treacherous and un-
predicable.

FORT: Actually. the bad trip has been so
sensationalized by the press that some of
you may he incredulous when I say this,
but my impression is that only about one
LSD trip in a thousand has really un-
pleasant consequences. [ don’t want to
minimize the danger when I say that but
merely 1o put it into perspective. Most
of the unpleasant consequences, also, are
just acute panic or psychotic reactions;
in spite of the press's melodramatic harp-
ing on suicdes occurring during such
panics, such deaths ave siill extremely
rare, although these risks are greater for
the young, the unprepared, the poorly
guided and the illegal user. Alcohol, to-
bacco. war and guns are the really lethal
problems on the American scene, in a
large way, and abuse ol 1L.SD is a micro-
ﬁt'ﬂ])i{- menace by comparison. Bur it has
major risks, and I can’t support the
mystical evangelism of Dr. Leary and
Ram Dass.

RAM DASS: I stick to my position: It should
be the privilege of any rational, responsi-
ble adult to take LSD as long as it is not
destructive of other human beings. But |
have also proposed that we cieate centers
for the LSD experience in the same way

universities are settings for waining the
rational mind; and that 1SD users
should be licensed only alter extensive
training and psychiatric  examination,
the same way we license airplane pilots.
ANSLINGER: That is the type of absurd
proposal that Aldous Huxley made, that
the individual be permitted to achieve
euphoria any way he desires to get away
from the reality of life. Only a disordered
mind would entertain such a proposal. It
is utterly monstrous and ridiculous.

RAM DAsS: Historically, politicians in posi-
tions such as vours have usually been
frightened of new and powerful things
like LSD because they sense a real threat
to their vested interests. I think we can
safely leave it to the readers of PLAYBOY
to determine if 1 have a disordered
mind.

PLAYBOY: Is there any foundation in [act
for the allegations that LSD leads 1o
blindness, death or birth defects?

FIEDLER: As [ recall the blindaess scare, it
was a crude Maud carried out by a high
state official in Pennsvlvania, who delib-
erately falsified the medical records of six
male college students to make it appear
that their blindness had heen due 1o the
use of LSD, although it was entirely
from unrelated causes.

FINLATOR: Since we in the Government
are sometimes accused of scare tactics, let
me point out that the Bureau of Narcot-
ics and Dangerous Drugs helped discover
the truth in that case. We have not been
able to find in this instance—nor in any
other reported case of blindness alleged
to have come [rom LSD's causing some-
one to stare into the sun—that there
wias any evidence for such charges, and
we have said so frankly.

RAM DASS: The birth-defect virn is much
more complicated and reminds me of the
[mous controversy in astronomy about
the canals of Mars, The astronomers who
wanted to believe in intelligent Martians
saw canals that could have been areated
only by design. but the astronomers who
didn’t like the idea of another intelli-
gent nace so close to Earth merely saw
canals that looked like narural forma-
tions. Both groups were looking with
equally accurate telescopes. On the sub-
ject of chromosome damage, you're look-
ing through a microscope instead ol a
telescope, but evidently you still see what
you want to see. 1 might add that one ol
the values of psychedelics is that they
mitke you realize how much of the al-
leged reality “out there™ is veally just “in
here,” constructed by your own brain.
FORT: You can learn that. without psyclie-
delics, in any class on perception psy-
chology. But to be more specific about
the chromosome story, it all began about
two venrs ago, with a New York geneti-
cist, then unknown both in his own
field and in LSD research, who made
a Dbriel tour of Haight-Ashbury and

was sufficiendy horrified by the hip-
pies to rush back to his laboratory to
prove that LSD was harmful. Quickly
therealter, the usually careful journal
Svience hwrried into print this man’s
study based upon the extremely small
sample of three people’s white blood
cells, two of them "normals™ and the thivd
a schizophrenic who had received not
only LSD but other mind-aliering drugs
and a series of elearoshock treatments.
The white blood cells of the two
other subjects were exposed to varying
strengths of LSD in test tubes and then
all three were reported to show a sigmf-
icant increase in chromosomal breakage,
a finding that was sensationally pyramid-
ed by the newspapers into the yarn that
LSD had been shown to cause human
birth defects. Then the other side wem
1o work, repeated the experimenis—and
didn’t find the alleged chromosome dam-
age. For a while, the studies were evenly
divided between those who found some
evidence of increased chromosomal break-
age and those who didn’t. However, the
latest studies ruled out the factor of prej-
udice by using conurol groups and the
wellknown “double-blind” tactic; that is,
the people who evaluated the blood sam-
ples didn’t know whose blood they were
looking at, the LSD users’ or the non-
users”. They were unable to find any
effect of LSD on white blood cells and
no one has ever shown it to cause birth
defects.

RAM DASS: The interesting thing was the
tactics uscd to sensationalize this slory.
The general newspaperreading public,
for instance, was never told that there is
no scientific knowledge that definitely
links damaged chromosomes in the blood
to damaged chromosomes in the repro-
ductive system. In other words, even il
the blood-chromosome story had been
true, it wouldn't have proved anyihing
about birth defects.

FORT: And the public wasn't told, either,
that similar evidence of damage to blood
chromosomes  has  been  reported  in
connection with such widely used prod-
ucts as coffee, alcohol, nicotine, DDT
and aspirin. Now that would have cre-
ated a real panic if the papers had caved
to publicize it

FINLATOR: The siudies of the effea of
1SD on chromosomes are certainly far
from conclusive, but until we know a
great deal more, 1 would strongly wrge
all pregnant women to stay away from
psychedelics, especially during the first
trimester.

FORT- Certainly: the first three months
are crucial. T would add that the preg-
nant woman should also avoid, during
those months, such socially accepted
drugs as caffeine, nicotine and alcohol, as
well as exposure to viruses and any form
of radiation. There are 250,000 Ameri-
can children born each year with birth
defects mostly of unknown origin and. in
a culture where most people haven't
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usedd ILSD, it is irresponsible to keep
harping on that and ignore all the other
possible and confirmed sources of dam-
age to the embryo.

FINLATOR: True. But belore we turn to
another subject, let me add that while |
cheerfully grant everything Dr. Fort has
said abowr sensationalism and exappera-
tion in this area—and I'll even volunteer
my own opinion. based on FDA investi-
gations, that reports of violence against
others by LSD users, when checked out,
usually are found to be untrue—this is
still a dangerous drug. The possibilities
ol xcute panic reaction, depression, psy-
chosis and violence against onesell are
quite real. People have, in [act, jumped
out of windows to escape the uncon-
scious forces this drug unleashes. Art
Linkletter is wrying to tell the young
to learn from the tragedy of his own
daughter.

ANSLINGER: [et’s not minimize violence to
others. There was that student in Brook-
Iyn who killed his mother-in-law while
he was on an acid trip.

waATTs: We'll never know what role 1.SD
played in that tragedy. After all, most
people want to kill their mothers-in-law.
Besides, it came our later that he had
been on dozens of other drugs in addi-
tion to LSD.

RAM DASS: In my cxpericnce, there has
been virtually no significant amount of
violence ol any kind as a result of LSD.
Look into any case where this is alleged
and vou’ll almost always hnd that the
individual n question was muxing acid
with Methedrine, a drug that is known
to produce parancia in chronic users.
Almost always, it was the Meth that was
the real culprit.

PLAYBOY: On the positive side, how do
you gentlemen evaluate the claims about
increased creativity and the other bene-
fits that are alleged o derive [rom LSD
and the other psvchedelics?

FINLATOR: LSD s a complete bust in that
respect, contrary to the claims of its
cultists. One researcher at Yale found no
positive results after testing  volunteer
graduate students. LSD users talk about
creativity, but they don’t do anything
about it. The painter who uses acid stops
painting and falks art. The graduate
student is [ull of cosmic plans but never
starts one of them. The world of fantasy
replaces the world of reality. Acidheads
begin to neglect their personal appear-
ance and become so introspective that
they contribute nothing to the world. As
to their claims about a new understand-
ing of self. God and the universe: well,
they could have acquired understanding
through logical thinking—without drugs.
WATTS: I couldn't disagree more. Having
seen some of the more recent works that
have come out ol psychedelic experi-
ences, 1 think LSD has been very bene-
ficial. These works are a return of glory
o Western are. We haven't had anything

like it since iluminated manuscripts and
stained-glass windows. It's difficult o esti-
mate its value in literature. I can only
say from my own pomnt ol view that 1
have derived all kinds of ideas [or lec
tures and writing from it

FIEDLER: Literature has always been drug-
ridden. In particular, poets, whose func
tion is to celebrate whatever transcends
the ordinary, are eager 1o celebrawe
drugs. They are also likely 1o note an
analogy between the way the mind opens
in the course of artstic creation and
what happens under the stimulation of
the “holy” kind of chemicals. Unul re-
cently, many American writers always
thought of alcohol as representing or even
being their muse. This has given them the
privilege of believing themselves in the
same radition as the Homeric poets,
who never touched a lyre without drink-
ing a ceremonial goblet of wine. Mari-
juana and heroin have inspired the songs
ol other poets, of course. Poerry itsell. in
fact, is a drug in the sense in which I use
the word, though it proceeds out ol the
mouth rather than into it. Poects are.
therelore. less terrified of drugs than, say.
bankers or real-estate salesmen. Yet, poets
know the terror of mind expansion, too
—the danger of walking into the world
of magic. which is the danger of no return,
as all the myths tell us, from Gilgamesh
right up to The Fellowship of the Ring.
BURROUGHS: I'll agree that the literature
ol diug use is voluminous. In the last
few years, there has been a deluge of
subjective reports describing LSD, peyote
and psilocybin experiences, and very
dull reading it is, for the most part. The
successiul use of the drug experience
depends on the skill of the writer. But it
has been my impression that any seda-
tive drug that decreases awareness—the
narcotics. harbiturates, excessive alcohol
and so forth—also deercases the author's
ability to create.

COBURN: Exactly. One set of drugs puts
you to sleep and the other ser wakes you
up. for the first time in vour life. Of
course, waking up can be pretty painful
for some people. In the research 1 know
about, the subjects who have the worst
trips are psychologists and psychiatrists
——appm‘cnlly bcl':lil.‘;l.‘ []lL‘Y have rllil(le
adjustment and submission to society as
it is such an important goal in their
lives.

RAM DASS: Different drugs definitely seem
to affect the artist in different ways, as
one would expeat. You can almost relate
the changes in serious popular music to
the changes in drug fashions. Early Dixie-
land was largely shaped by alcohol and
the more complex developments—Chica-
go style and so forth—came in when jazz
musicians discoverad pot. Then you had
a lot of them turning 1o heroin m the
Forties and you got the very introverted
progressive jazz. Rock 'm” roll came in
with a return to marijuana and a rejec
tion of heroin. The recent tendencies in

heavy rock arc all connected with the
stronger psychedelics and I would say
that 90 percent of the rock industry,
which is shaping the minds of the young
today in a very dramatic way, has been
linked to acid.

COBURN: Certainly there are plenty of
psychedelic themes in rock songs like Mr.
Tambourine Man, Mind Gardens, Flying
High, Mother's Little Helper, The (Jt"_;fsml
Ship, Brain Police and lots of others. This
comes from use of the drugs or from
association with other musiciins who have
been turned on. After all, the real signil
icance of the LSD trip is not the experi
ences that you can put into words,
because you know they are all drug in-
duced; it's something clse that lets you
go inside your head and find the real
center of gravity of vour being. as in
Oriental meditation. It's like a sequence
we had in The President’s Analyst where
we show two people making love on a
hilltop while spies are killing one anoth-
er all around them; the lovers are encir-
cled by violence, and yet their attention
is on love. Most of the critics missed the
point and, even though the movie was
full of references o drugs, they didn’t
realize thac that sequence was an allcgo-
ry on the kaleidoscopic shocks ol the
LSD trip and the calm center of serenity
in the middle of it all. Mixed-media
shows are another approach to the same
theme; with these devices, you careate
astounding things—Lntastic, beauuful,
sometimes hideous entities—that  exist
only for a moment. But the point is not
this retinal circus, as it has been called,
but the light, the pure light, that per-
meates it all.

BURROUGHS: Yes; and, going back a bir,
I want to disagree with Mr. Finlator’s
statement that you can achieve this kind
of awareness through logic. Actually. log-
ic—the lincar, Aristotclian way ol think-
ing—can put you in touch with only a
very small area ol reality, as Marshall
McLuhan and the semanticists have
pointed out. But consciousness expan-
sion is certainly not dependent upon
drugs. One means of altering conscious-
ness is Scientology. 1 have recently taken
courses on this in England. Some of the
students were former users of Cannabis
and LSD and they assured me they had
never accomplished as much with eitler
of those drugs. I feel that nonchemical
techniques such as this have a more posi-
tive role to play than any chemical meth-
ods. Let me stress this very strongly:
Anything that can be accomplished by
chemical means can also be accomplished
by other means. given suflicient knowl-
edge of the processes involved. Recent
experiments show that brain waves can
be conwrolled and turned on or off at will.
Any trip you want will soon be available
without drugs.

WATTS: I won't comment on Scientology,
about which I know nothing, but the Ori-
ent has dozens of varictics of meditation



and yoga that yield the same basic
experience as LSD. The trouble is, it
takes an awfully long time to get any-
where with these methods, and most
Westerners just don’t have the patience.
But if you take a few psychedelic trips
first, then you're ready to use meditation
fruitfully. You have the hang of it. Cer-
tainly, LSD has made meditation much
easier for me.

PLAYBOY: Some theologians claim that the
chemically induced mystical experience
is valueless because one hasn't earned it.
How would you answer that?

WATTS: Aldous Huxley answered it, years
ago, when he pointed out that this objec-
tion ignores the traditional Christian
teaching of gratuitous grace. This is spe-
cifically a gilt ol God that isn’t earned.
My own answer is more sardonic. I just
say this objection proves what I've al-
ways suspected: that if you scrarch a
WASP, you find a Christian Scientist.
The WASPs, both in England and Amer-
ica, are very much under the influence of
the Cartesian split between mind and
body and. thercfore, they despise the
body. Naturally, they can’t understand
LSD, any more than they can understand
Oriental religions, which seem quaint
and comical to them. But early Christi
anity was different, not only in recogniz-
ing gratuitous grace but in the whole
sacramental tradition of spiritual gifts
from such material substances as water,
bread, wine and oil. You sce, primitive
Christianity was materialistic as well as
spirttual: The two were not separated.
Since Descartes, we have separated them
and we think we are materialistic. Ac
tually, we are merely abstract, or mental-
istic. A materialistic culture would not
turn the world into a junk yard full of
poison gas, the way we have done.

RAM DAss: Amen. The so-called materialis-
tic American lives cntirely for mental
satisfactions—game rewards, as Tim Leary
says. Money and status are very ab-
stract, especially when the price of get-
ting them is the reduction of the real,
material world to a more and more le-
thal cross between a swamp and a penal
colony. The real materialists are up in
the hills, living in hippie communes and
breathing unpolluted air. As for the
more basic religious question: One of
the holiest men I met in the Himalayas
told me that LSD is the form in which
God came to America. My own guru
asked me for some acid one day and took
900 micrograms—a fantastic dose. |
watched lim in horror, but nothing hap-
pened. He didn’t change at all. You can
explain that any way you choose.

FORT: I want to get back to something
that doesn’t sound so paradoxical to the
ordinary American. LSD and the other
psychedelics have additional uses beyond
possibly turning people into nature mys-
tics or fresh-air lovers. There have been
a number of clinical studies in which
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these drugs have been found effective in
treating chronic alcoholics, heroin ad-
dicts and schizophrenic children, among
others. There have also been positive
results using LSD to bring peace of mind
to terminal-cancer patients.

RAM DASS: An outstanding example is Al-
dous Huxley, who took one last acid trip
the day he died of cancer. His wile
reports that he was in pure bliss at the
moment of death, like some Oriental or
early Christian saint. Compare this with
the ugly horror of most cancer deaths.
FORT: Even more impressive is the poten-
tial these drugs may have lor treatment
not just of specific pathologies such as
addiction and childhood schizophrenia
but for the entire spectrum of character
disorders and mental problems. It's a
scandal the way this has been swept
under the carpet by our national practice
of one-dimensional viewing-with-alarm.
PLAYBOY: Methedrine is one of the few
drugs, along with heroin, that many
young people have themselves been cru-
sading against. Just how dangerous are
the speed drugs?

FINLATOR: Preuy hazardous in the case of
methamphetamine, which is the drug
originally called speed. The other am-
phetamines pose some problems, too, but
should not be confused with meth, which
is the one that led hippies to spread the
warning “Speed kills.” Although there is
no physical dependence created, one may
easily develop a very compulsive type of
habit, and the cumulative effect often
involves hallucinations of a definitely
paranoid cast, leading to aggressive and
antisocial behavior. You can also see a
rather clear-cut impairment of mental
functioning in general, loss of emotion-
al control, poor judgment and occasional
toxic psychoses. Let me emphasize, lest 1
be accused of tervor tactics, that these
things happen only alter a long period
ol heavy abuse.

BURROUGHS: I won’t challenge a word of
that. There is no medical excuse for
amphetamines, especially meth, and no
indication that people who appear to
need them at a given time could not get
the same benehts from saler stimulants,
such as caffeine. All types of speed are
extremely injurious to health and the
chronic user almost always ends up with
a paranoid mentality and, [requently,
with hallucinations that confirm his de-
lusional suspicions. I think we should
stop the whole ugly scene by prohibiting
the manuflacture of these worthless
chemicals.

WATTS: I know how badly off some speed
freaks get, but using it occasionally isn’t
all that bad. I have taken doses up to
ten milligrams when I had a great deal
of work to finish in a hurry. It gives you
a burst ol energy and increased mental
clarity. But I am very cautious about
abusing anything of this sort, so I
haven't explored it much.

FINLATOR: One of the worst aspects is the
withdrawal period, after the user has
been on speed a long time. Apain, I
don't want to exaggerate; it isn't nearly
as terrible as the withdrawal experienced
by heroin or barbiturate addicts or alco-
holics. But it is extremely painful and
leads to depressions, often including the
paranoid hallucinations Mr. Burroughs
mentioned.

RAM DAsS: The whole speed scene is pretty
sad. Some go through a period where
they get stuck in the same fantasies over
and over again. The trip can take several
years, but there are a lot of people who
have been through it and finally come
out the other side. It doesn't scem to
have the lifelong addictive properties of
heroin.

COBURN: Yes, but those years are all wast-
ed. Since my wife and 1 have been work-
ing at the Free Clinic in Los Angeles,
I've seen a lot of methheads and the
picture 1s really pitiful. Speed really [ries
your brain.

BURROUGHS: Let me say another word
about the paranoia associated with Meth-
edrine. There’s a rationale to it; the
user’s [riends really do turn against him.
They lock their doors and pretend to be
out, because they can't listen to his rant-
ings any longer. You see, the typical
Meth reaction is an interminable, ram-
bling, very agitated monolog.

RAM DAsS: We're all talking as if the
methheads, who shoot speed right into
the arm, like heroin addicts, are the
most dangerous abusers of amphetamine
drugs. Not true at all. Many of our
Government officials drop amphetamine
pep pills at a fantastic rate, especially
the ones who have to jet around the
world for conferences every week. They
think they're using it only to keep alen,
but many of them really have the habit.
The American people should seriously
consider the extent to which our entire
international policy is shaped by people
who are chronic users of a drug known
to produce paranoia and irrational
hostility.

FORT: You're exaggerating. My own obser-
vations in Washington and the state capi-
tals suggest that the most abused drug in
Government circles is alcohol. The real
amphetamine scandal is the casual way it
is prescribed by doctors who ought to
know better. In a recent typical year,
the American people consumed 153,000
pounds of amphelamines—and 971,000
pounds of barbiturates, which are even
more dangerous—all obtained through
doctors' prescriptions. Obviously, a lot of
these physicians should go back to medical
school and learn about abuse of drugs.
ANSLINGER: That's another red herring.
There’s no real problem of overprescrib-
ing by physicians in creating drug abuse.
The illicit market is the big problem.
FORT: Many people would like to think
so, but, actually, sedatives, stimulants
and tranquilizers are now used by about

25,000,000 Americans, with a significant
portion involving misuse and abuse,
This includes barbiturate addictions, am-
phetamine psychosis and deaths from
accidental or deliberate overdoses. The
widely publicized use of speed by some
young people is small in comparison
with the use of Benzedrine, Dexedrine
and Preludin by respectable middle-class
adults getting it from their physicians
and pharmacists.

BURROUGHS: I would add that all evidence
indicates that the amphetamines and
barbiturates on the illicit market are ob-
tained from the legal market. These drugs
are overproduced by respectable corpo-
rations, and that's the source of under-
ground supply.

RAM DAsS: I don’t think anybody should be
blamed for that. An individual does
what he chooses to do, and in this socie-
ty, there is always a way to do it. What
you should do is educate people or get
them turned on to something else, so
that amphetamines and barbiturates don’t
appeal to them as much.

FORT: Instead ol trying to switch people
from one group of drugs to another,
I'd like to tcach cverybody how to live
without drugs. Failing that, I would at
least hope to make people aware of the
risks, and the difference between use
and abuse, so they would confine them-
selves to short-term, selective, discriminate
use of a given drug like alcohol or
marljuana,

PLAYBOY: A few moments ago, Dr. Fort
said that Americans use 971,000 pounds
of barbiturates a year. What are the prin-
cipal barbiturates in use today?

RAM DASS: First, I puess, are Nembutal
pills, which are called yellow jackets or
dolls, as every rcader of Jacqueline Susann
knows. The second, Seconal tablets, are
called red devils, appropriately enough.
The third barbiturate in general use,
phencbarbital, has a rather tame slang
name by comparison, I'm afraid; they’re
just called phennies. All three are gener-
ally known as geol balls.

PLAYBOY: How serious is barbiturate use?
Mr. Burroughs gave the [ollowing vivid
description in Naked Lunch: ““The bar-
biturate addict presents a shocking spec-
tacle. He cannot coordinate, he staggers,
falls off bar stools, poes to sleep in the
middle of a sentence. drops food out ol
his mouth. He is confused, quarrelsome
and stupid. And he almost always uses
other drugs, anything he can lay hands
on: alcohol, Benzedrine, opiates, miri-
juana. Barbiturate users are looked down
on in addict society: ‘Goof-ball bums.
They got no class to them!” The next step
down is coal gas and milk, or snilfing
ammnonia in a bucket—"The scrubwom-
an’s kick.”” Was that description colored
by the mood of black comedy in your
novel, or is it accurate?

BURROUGHS: I'erfcctly accurate. I original-
ly wrote it for The British Journal of
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Addiction and only later incorporated it
into the novel.

FINLATOR: Barbiturates are certainly a big
problem now. It's very easy to take an
overdose; the drug affects you with the
very first tablet, so you're likely to lose
your number sense and take twice as
much as you intended. When a user
mixes barbiturates with alcohol—which
is quite common, I'm afraid—this over-
dosing frequently leads to death. The rel-
atives and the police never know for sure
whether it was an accident or a suicide.
FORT: That's the way Marilyn Monroe
died, and Dorothy Kilgallen, and a lot of
others who aren’t so famous. Among the
Hell's Angels, it’s considered a sign of
machismo to drop several drugs at the
same time, so you can find a kid who not
only has barbiturates and alcohol in him
but also pot and speed and maybe some
acid, and he’s coming at vou at 80 miles
per hour on a motorcycle. Frightening.
FINLATOR: Barbiturates are also physically
addicting, and the general public doesn’t
seem to be sufficiently aware of that fact.
I can assure your readers that the with-
drawal is just as harsh as is the case with
heroin and can even result in coma or
death.

BURROUGHS: Barbiturate withdrawal is
worse than heroin withdrawal, in my
opinion.

FORT: Alcohol withdrawal or d.ts is also
worse than kicking heroin, and the pub-
lic hasn’t been told that, either. The
victim can have generalized convulsions
and a toxic psychosis. Somebody who's
hooked on both alcohol and barbiturates
is much more likely to die in a cold-
turkey withdrawal than a heroin addic
is. It's imperative that he be tapered olf
with a gradual substitution-withdrawal
program. And you can't underestimate
this problem. There are probably 200,000
barbiturate addicts in America, many of
them mixing the pills with alcohol.
PLAYBOY: How does that compare with
the number of heroin addicts?

ANSLINGER: There are about 100,000 her-
oin addicts in America; and without the
efforts of Federal narcotics agents, the
number would be much higher.
BURROUGHS: Pardon a cynical smile. In
America, thanks largely to our eflicient
Narcotics Bureau, police action against
addicts has been carried further than in
any other country, and yet we've got
more percapita use of heroin than any
nation in the world. This would seem to
a rational observer to suggest the hy-
pothesis that police repression and in-
creased penalties are not the answers to
problems that are basically medical.
ANSLINGER: I hear that line all the time,
and it's dangerous nonsense. The addict
is a police problem as well as a medical
problem. He is not able 1o carry on a
productive life and always comes to the
attention of the authorities. Even addicts
who are docors can't be trusted; they

get carcless and slovenly in their work,
become liars and lose all moral feelings.
In Iran, where there are a lot of opium
smokers, the army couldn’t solve the
problem of finding lorry drivers. You
can’t take a chance and let an opiate
user get behind the wheel of a truck.
The heroin addict is always irrational
and generally, he's a thief. They'll even
become bank robbers, because they've
lost all fear,

BURROUGHS: If they've lost all fear, the
narc squads will soon restore it. Be-
sides, heroin addicts I've known in Eng-
land don't fit that description at all. The
American addict steals to get money, be-
cause the policies of the Narcotics Bureau
have created an artificial scarcity that has
raised the price of a fix to an astronomical
level. Few addicts commit crimes of vio-
lence. They tend to be sneak thieves,
shoplifters and lush rollers. If they could
obtain the drug legally, their crimes
would vanish. As an occasional citizen
of New York, I consider the burglaries
committed by desperate addicts to be
immoral and a geddamned nuisance. 1
say give them some legal junk before they
steal my tvpewriter.

ANSLINGER: It's inumoral to just let people
remain addicts. Heroin is pure poison.
Most of the addicts arrested are under 35,
and you rarely sce an old junkie. They
live about two thirds of an average life.
FORT: That is sheer unmitigated rubbish.
Heroin is a hard drug only in the sense
that the addiction is very strong; it's
much softer than many other drugs in
the dimension of actual physical harm 1o
the body. Chronic excessive use of heroin
produces no permanent damage at all,
except for the addiction itselfl—which is,
of course, a form of slavery. Chronic ex-
cessive use of alcohol, by comparison,
would incvitably create irreversible and
often fatal destruction of the liver and
brain. If many of our heroin addicts die
young, it's mainly because of the brutal
way our society treats them, including
cold-turkey withdrawals with associated
convulsions and spasms, police sadism
and the black-market situation that forces
them to become thieves or prostitutes.
COBURN: My impression is that the effect
of the drug is quicting and pacifying. It's
not at all inducive to criminality, except
when 1t’s made illegal.

ANSLINGER: Do you want to muke it
legal? Do you realize that if it weren't
for the efforts of the Federal Bureau of
Narcotics, we'd have as many addicts as
there were back in 1914, when one in
400 Americans was hooked?

FORT: Heroin wasn't even being wused in
this country in 1914. But even if you're
talkingabout the widespread use and abuse
in those days of clixirs and tonics contain-
ing other opium derivatives mixed with
alcohol, I still question your figures. There
was no medical definition of addiction at
that time, and no survey research, so we
don’t know how many addicts there were.

ANSLINGER: My figures include all opiatcs
and cocaine.

BURROUGHS: Be that as it may, nobody
here suggests legalizing opiates across the
board. We're talking about making them
selectively available to people who are
alrcady hopelessly hooked. This is a
rational social measure, and all citizens
with windows leading to fire escapes will
appreciate what I mean. 1 would also like
to point out that my own problem with
addiction was solved. through medical
treatment, while I was in England and
could have obtammed all the junk I wanted
on prescription. All the time I lived under
Mr. Anslinger’s fatherly protection in this
country, I found it quite impossible to
kick my habit. And T tried 11 times.
PLAYBOY: Does heroin addiction in itself
pose problems cven where the drug is
legal, as it is in England?

BURROUGHS: Dehmitely. Total dependence
on junk is the dehnition of addiction
and such a condition is boring. I think
there’s also a decreased awareness, dimin-
ished creativity and a lack of interest in
all that isn’t God's own medicine. But the
ordinary addict is quite capable of work-
ing cfficiently at uncreative, blue-collar
Jobs, as long as his daily supply of the
drug is available. It's only when his supply
is cut off that he becomes a social liability,
like the junkies who do most of the petty
thieving and shoplifting in New Yoik
today. And it’s not just the addicts who
suffer under these laws; the whole public
pays the bill. With 100,000 addicts in the
country and the average habit costing
about $50 per day, that means the pub
lic is poing to be robbed of 50 times
100,000, or $5,000,000 every 24 hours.
Since the Syndicate controls heroin, this
means the Government is forcing the en-
slaved addicts to rob us of almost two bil-
lion dollars per annum, thus funneling
that sum mto the Mob, to be used in fi
nancing further criminal ventures. Why
does such an idiotic situation continue? [
personally can explain it only by remem-
bering that it's like an old movie. The
narcs need the Syndicate and the Syndi-
cate needs the narcs to keep this tired and
expensive show on the road. If junk is the
monkey on the addict’s back, the addict
is a monkey on the public’s back.
PLAYBOY: How can the problem be solved?
BURROUGHS: I'm convinced that the apo-
morphine treatment is the only therapy
that works with narcotics addiction, since
it acts by regulating metabolism and
removing the need lor junk. I don’t have
to use will power to avoid a relapse into
morphine addiction. T simply don’t want
junk. Apomorphine is the only drug
known that acts in this way. A number
of addicts have taken this treatment at
my suggestion, and all agree that it's the
only treatment that works and that it’s
the least painful form ol treatment. Yet
most American doctors are completely
ignorant of its use in treating addiction.
Apomorphine 15 listed in the United



States as a nircotic subject to the same
regulations as morphine; but in both
France and England, only an ordinary
prescription is required and it can be
refilled any number of times. It's dif-
ficult to avoid the conclusion that a
deliberate attempt has been made in the
United States to mislead medical opinion
and minimize the value of this treat-
ment. This drug also seems to have wide
use for other problems in addition to
curing addiction. Variations of the apo-
morphine formula could lead to a specific
ant-anxiety drug. Since all monopolistic
and hierarchical systems are bascd on
keeping people in anxiety, however, it
isn't surprising that the use of the apo-
morphine treatment has been consistently
opposed in certain drearily predictable
quarters of the Western world.

FORT: 1 certainly agree that there should
be experimentation with this and any
other new approach to narcotic with-
drawal. Psychological sell-help techniques,
administered by ex-addicts themselves,
such as the Synanon and Daytop Village
programs, also have a definite value—
although with most addicts, this just
doesn’t work. It's really the same ap-
proach that Alcoholics Anonymous uses
for boorze addicts: and while it should be
encouraged, 1 fear that the press has some-
what overemphasized its valuc. There
is no one solution, not even the metha-
done-substitution program that is so
fashionable now; bhut comprehensive ont-
patient programs to trcat all forms of
drug abuse should be established in every
major cty.

ANSLINGER: I am of the opinion that as
long as there is any organization at-
tempting to take people off narcotics, it
is all right, even though some of their
attitudes are questionable. I think Syna-
non is doing good work. As for Daytop,
once in a while, I hear of a case where
they help someone. The methadone-
maintenance program is doomed to fail-
ure, because it merely substitutes one
narcotic for another. It is cruel to put
out hope for people in this program.
Usually, you conduct research quietly
in a laboratory, but this project has been
conducted in the press and has not been
properly evaluated. I think many of the
statements made about this and other
treatment programs are irresponsible.
The Burcau of Narcotics and Dangerous
Drugs tells me that it has picked up a
number of people from the methadone
program for engaging in unlawful activi-
ties; and I've recently talked to several
acldicts about whether methadone blocked
out heroin and they had a good laugh at
that. I said, “Well, suppose the Govern-
ment made methadone legal. Would you
switch to it and leave heroin alone?” And
they said, Ol course not."”

BURROQUGHS: 1 agree that the methadone
program isn't a cure; it's just taking a
man olf cut whiskey by giving him strong
wine. But 1 thought the point of the

program was to keep these unfortunates
out of our apartments.

FORT: Yes. It's true that the methadone pro-
gram substitutes one drug for another,
but much more important is the tremen-
dous accomplishment involved in taking
an individual out of a totally self-de-
structive and  criminal life style and
teaching him to function again. The
great majority of people who have partic-
ipated in this program have been able
to work or go to school productively and
have been removed [rom the vicious cy-
ce of illicit heroin addiction. Our ideal
should be to help individuals become
selb-sufficient and cure them of depend-
ency on methadone or Synanon or psy-
choanalysis, but we often have to settle
lor less.

BURROUGHS: Let me emphasize that apo-
morphine does not have these drawbacks.
You doun’t ave to stay on apumor phine
to stay off junk; once your metabolism is
regulated and you don't need the narcot-
ic anymore, the apomorphine can also be
discontinued.

PLAYBOY: What approaches would you
gentlemen suggest to prevent abuse of
the other drugs we've discussed?
BURROUGHS: Since people will always take
drugs of one sort or another, it might be
wise to undertake a really objective in-
quiry to determine what drugs do the
least harm and under what conditions
these drugs should be available. The
drug problem. like all problems, wouldn’t
be there if things had been handled right
in the beginning. Drug news played up
in the press creates interest and curiosity.
So you get more people wanting to try
these drugs, more users, more outcry,
more laws and more young people in jail.
Any serious attempt to actually enforce
this welter of state and Federal statutes
would entail a computerized invasion of
privacy and sweep us into a total police
state. Remember the boy in Arizona who
read about the maniac sex killer slaying
eight Chicago nurses? He proceeded 1o Kill
five women before the fuzz nailed him.
Any newspaper story will duplicate itself
like a virus; plane highjacking and oil
slicks, for example, are the “in” things
right now. Then the press gave LSD the
build-up—it’s new, it's exciting and any-
body who is anvbody in literature and the
arts has logged a trip. It's dangerous and
glamorous, so it's the thing to do for all
the young people who hear about it. Now,
after shoving a sugar cube into every
open mouth, the press is screaming to
stamp out this evil, talking about people
jumping from sixth-story windows, hack-
ing mothers-in-law to death, calling for
more laws and creating more criminals
out of otherwise quite harmless young
people. Now we have a drug problem.
ANSLINGER: Good Lord! That takes the
prize. We've been hearing some of the
most ridiculous statements that have ever
heen made. To blame these things on
our laws is ridiculous; it's one of those

Hitler-type Iies that have been carried
around and repeated and repeated until
cveryone Dbelieves them. We've been
providing proper drug education by just
presenting the facts about the dangers of
drugs, and they have been sct forth by
experts. The one objective is to educate
people as to the dangers of narcotics and
show that all of them lead to an escape
to nowhere.

FORT: Most of what we've heard about
drugs from you, as a matter of fact, has
been myth and misinformation. Real ed-
ucation has not been tried in this coun-
try. Meaningful education would begin
in elementary school with the presenta-
tion of objective, factual information
about all the drugs, from alcohol
through narcotics, by well-trained and
groovy teachers. Drug-education pro-
grams, as well as sex education, should
continuc throughout the school years
and should also be available to the gen-
eral public. Additionally, such programs
should desensationalize drugs, making
clear that both the dangers and the
benefits have been exaggerated in the
past.

RAM DASS: Let me mention that there are
certain asthma remedies containing hella-
donna, which hippies sometimes use if the
LSD supply temporarily dries up. Since
the proper dosage level is usually not
known by these kids, they often go into
convulsions or coma. A beautiful exam-
ple of law enforcement in operation: You
take away a comparatively safe drug and
drive them to a much more dangerous
one.

FORT: That is precisely what happened
during San Francisco's recent war on the
hippies, and again during Operation In-
tercept. But the worst problem of all is the
one we have hardly touched: nicotine,
and the associated coal tars and poisons
in ordinary cigarettes, which are directly
linked to heart disease, lung cancer, high
blood pressure, bronchitis and emphyse-
ma. There are 75,000,000 smokers risking
these diseases in America today. They kill
400,000 Americans a year and smoking
leads to vast property damage from fires.
COBURN: I know I can't really justify my
smoking, sincc 1 rcalizc it's physically
harmful to me. Certainly, it makes us
adults look pretty silly to kids. The way
we throw fits over marijuana and ignore
the tobacco problem really shows up our
hypocrisy.

FINLATOR: There are still other dmug
problems that should be mentioned.
Young people cxperiment with many
different agents, such as bananas, air-
plane glue or nuimeg, in an attempt to
find kicks. They should be told the facts
about these substances in a manner they
cin accept. Every time we hear of anoth-
er so-called abuse of something, we try to
keep our cool and study it medically.
WATTS: But nobody in Government seems
ta have gotten the point of the banana
hoax a few years back. The hippies or
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Yippies or whoever started this yarn were
trying to teach us something and we don't
appear to have learned. The lesson is that
there are vast numbers of natural psyche-
delics and the Government is going to
look increasingly foolish if it tries to make
them all illegal. The nation’s leading
manufacturer ol catnip, which is a mild
psychedelic, reports that its sales doubled
in 1968—while the cat population re-
mained relatively constant. Already. one
legislator—in Ohio, 1 believe—has intro-
duced a bill to impose a 15-ycar sentence
on anyone caught smoking catnip, but
this is another absurdity. 1f catnip is
banned, another legal psvchedelic will
become popular. The Swedes have a psy-
chedelic scaweed and somebody will be-
gin importing it soon, I'm sure—if they
haven't already. The Government’s posi-
tion against  consciousness-expanding
agents will grow increasingly ridiculous.
Next year, it might be orange peels.
PLAYBOY: How long has the Government
been involved in drug regulation?

OTERl: In a small number of states, Mas-
sachusetts among them, there were anti-
marijuana and anti-narcotics laws as far
back as 1911. But these laws were, in
fact, toothless; nobody enforced them
and they carried penalties like 60 days
in jail. In 1937, Mr. Anslinger had a
hearing conducted before Congress to pro-
pound the Marijuana Tax Act, the pur-
pose of which was to do away with the
“killer drug.” marijuana. A small number
of witnesses joined in reciting anecdotal
testimony ascribing to marijuana every
conceivable form of degeneracy, includ-
ing rotting of the brain. A pharmacist
and a veterinarian testified about such
things as the alleged cffects on the per-
sonality of dogs. The average citizen to-
day would be absolutely shocked at the
thought that a law that has such wide-
spread effect and has ruined so many
lives was passed on the basis of this kind
ol skimpy, one-sided evidence. Every state
now has an ant-marijuana law, generally
based on the Uniform Narcotics Act, and
the penalties are quite harsh under both
state and Federal laws, It's also a system
riddled with absurdities, s in Massachu-
setts, which punishes marijuana posses-
sion with three and a hall years in prison,
while being present in a room with mari-
juana is punished with five years in

prison.
BURROUGHS: All of these laws result from
misinformation, mismanagement and

what can only he called deliberate bad
imtentions. You'll remember that famous
junkie, Sherlock Holmes; he never had
cops snifling around his digs looking for
the needle. And that was before the in-
vention of “permissiveness.” The present
hysteria on the subject of drugs has been
fomented by the Federal Bureau of Nar-
cotics, local narcotics agencies and the
sensationalism of the press. Drug control

is a thin pretext, and geting thinner, o
increase police powers and to brand dis-
sent as criminal. The pretense of looking
for narcotics gives the authorities the right
to search any person or premises at any
time, and the police are continually
lobbying for more anti-narcotics laws
and stiffer penalties. Many of the laws
passed under this pressure are very dan-
gerous to our so-called freedom. In some
states, for instance, it is a crime to be an
addict. Penalizing a state of being, apart
from any proven illegal act, sets a prece-
dent that could be extended to other
categories of “offenders,” including any-
one opposed to official policies. To clas-
sify all opposition as criminal is, of course,
a simple device by which a fascist regime
takes over a country. The standard prac
tices of forcing young people to become
informants under the threat of prison
sentences if they don't cooperate, or of
undercover agents encouraging narcotics
violations in order to run up a score of
arrests, pose a threat to common decency
and an American way of life in which
one could reasonably take pride.
ANSLINGER: This is some ol the most
vicious tripe I have cver heard. The
Federal Bureau of Narcotics and Danger-
ous Drugs arrests only trafickers. They
leave the addicts to the local police.
Federal agents are only after the person
who imports and sells. Naturally, it is
easier to make the case against the addict
than the trafficker; but to make a case
against the wrafficker, you have to spend
a lot of tme invesigating, And 1 see
nothing wrong with undercover work;
that’s standard police procedure every-
where.

FINLATOR: Federal law enforcement does
focus on the trafhcker, in spite of the
popular misconception that the law con-
centrates on the addict because he's
much ecasier to arrest. Police are honor-
able men, for the most part, and they
recognize that the culprit in the whole
drug problem is the trafficker. Contrary
to the widespread myth, we don’t allow
our agents, nor do we encourage those
with whom we work, to use covert agents
on college campuses. I don’t think such
campus undercover work is necessary
and, as far as the drug problem is con-
cerned, I believe it to be ill-advised.
WATTS: But I don’t think the police
should be involved with drugs at all, nor
with any other moral or medical prob-
lem—such as abortion—that the indi-
vidual should take to his doctor or his
minister, The police have enough work
to keep them busy, regulating automo-
bile traffic, preventing robberies and
crimes of violence and helping lost chil-
dren and little old ladies find their way
home. As long as the police confine
themselves to such activities, they are
respected friends of the public. But as
soon as they begin inquiring into people’s
private morals, they become nothing

more than armed clergymen. And this is
very unfortunate, in view of our wradi-
tion of separation of church and stte.
We don't want cops who are simply
preachers with guns. It's as a result of
this kind of thinking that police today
are detested by enormous numbers of
people and regarded as upholders of
the most reactionary attitudes. It's very
unkind to police, as dedicated men, to
put them in that sort of position—pre-
venting certain kinds of personal pleas-
ure that cannot hurt anyone else. The
Government is not supposed to be a kind
of universal nursemaid.

RAM DASS: I also think such practices are
ill-advised because they just inercase the
paranoia of human beings toward one an-
other. The lack of respect for the privacy
and dignity of the individual in this
society is a sign of the sickness of the
times,

FORT: In some ways, we are really moving
closer and closer to the Orwellian world
of 1984, and the tactics of the drug
police are indistinguishable from those
of the Communists and other totalitari-
ans. One glaring manifestation of this
was the inclusion of suspected marijuana
possessors in the 1968 Congressional leg-
islation authorizing accelerated wire tap-
ping and electronic eavesdropping, thus
making perhaps 10,000.000 people sub-
ject to possible secret scrutiny. Now there
is a move to abolish the need for a scarch
warrant before the drug police break
into a house. The end in no way justifies
the means.

OTERl: The thing that bothers me most
about the whole situation is that we're
losing what this country means to me and
to millions of other people like me—
frcedom. Not license; 1 don't confuse
license with liberty. But we are supposcd
to have freedom to at least make our
own decisions. I think that the average
American today would trade his freedom
for cradle-to-grave security, and1 find
this very tragic. There is a tremendous
crosion of the rights of people. Americans
don’t care any more that agents listen o
their telephone conversations. They don't
care that they can be [ollowed and spicd
on. I will venture to say, as a matter of
[act, that you couldn’t get the Bill of
Rights through a legislative commitice
today, and this bothers me deeply, because
I think this is what America is all about.
The one thing that symbolizes our coun-
ury is the Bill of Rights, and I hate to
see it being eroded.

FIEDLER: It's worse than that. It's actually
a war against our own children.

FORT: Yes, but 1 think the young also use
drugs such as marijuana as a symbolic
way of waging war against the hypocri-
sies, deceits and injustices of the adult
world.

FIEDLER: That's why I say this is a reli-
gious war between the generations. Most
of what has been publidy disseminated
about pot and LSD in our socicty has
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obviousty been more the product of fear
than of fact. I doubt that absolutely
objective research is possible at all in
this arca.

WATTS: In America today, society defines
certain drugs as sinful and then looks
around for evidence to prove that they
are also dangerous. Owr Western civiliza-
tion is against pleasure; that's really
what the controversy is all about.
FINLATOR: These are the kinds of all-in-
clusive denunciations of law-cnforcement
cfforts that are fashionable now. 1 be-
lieve you gentlemen are too intelligent
to believe cverything you've said, but
you think it sounds good on a pancl
such as this. All of you know that for
organized society to survive, it must re-
strain and regulate itsell. Let’s not be so
sophomoric as to intimate that all our
problems can be laid to the existence of
such necessary restraints.

PLAYBOY: What about the alleged connec-
tion between drugs and sexual pleasure?
Dr. Leary and others have claimed sex-
enhancing benefits from LSD, and adver-
tisers also imply this with alcohol and
tobacco. What is the real relationship
between drugs and sex?

ANSLINGER: "I'here isn’t any question about
nuarijuana being a sexual stimulant, It
has been used throughout the ages for
that: in Egypt, for instance. From what
we have seen, it is an aphrodisiac, and
I belicve that the use in colleges today
has sexual connotations. A classical ex-
ample of amatory activities is contained
in the article “Hashish Poisoning in Eng-
land,” [rom the lLondon Police Journal
of July 1934. In this remarkable case, a
young man and his girlfricnd planted
muarijuana seeds in their back yard and
when the stalks matured, they crushed the
flowering tops and smoked one cigarctte
and then engaged in such erortic activities
that the neighbors called the police and
they werce taken to jail As to LSD, one
medical expert has made the statement
that the principal side effect of taking it
is pregnancy. Il we want to ke Leary
literally, we should call LSD “Let’s Start
Degeneracy.”

FORT: That's more demonology. Sex isn't
degeneracy, Mr. Anslinger; and, contrary
to your [antasies, no mind-altering drug
is it itself a specific aphrodisiac. The most
widely used substance to enhance sexual-
ity is alcohol, which is closely associated
with a tremendous amount of heterosex-
ual and homosexual behavior, since it
loosens inhibition and reduces guilt and
anxiety. In theory, a person could learn
to use any one ol several drugs to in-
crease sexual pleasure, but the main in-
gredient would be the user’s expectations
and knowledge. Also, 1.SD is not a spe-
cific cure for [rigidity or homosexuality,
as Leary has claimed. LSD has helped
some with these problems and is likely to
be ol benefit to others, but only in select-
ed instances, where the person is moti-
vated to change his sexual orientation,

is well prepared for the experience
and when this is part of a broader pro-
gram of social therapy. No figures are
available on how many individuals with
these problems have taken LSD or what
overall effects have occurred.

FINLATOR: Most of Dr. Leary's claims have
not been valid. Even those who were at
one time close to him in the psychedelic
movement have berated him in public
and in print for his statements about
LSD as an aphrodisiac. No medical uses
for LSD have been completely proved.
whether it be for alcoholism, [rigidity or
homosexuality, and it cannot be consid-
ered a specific treatment for these condi-
Horns.

RAM DASS: Tim is absolutely right about
LSD enhancing sex. Before taking LSD,
I never stayed in a state of sexual ecstasy
for hours on end, but I have done this
under LSD. It heightens all of your senses
and it means that you're living the sexual
experience totally. Each caress or kiss is
timeless. I'm also convinced marijuana
is a sexual stimulant; it certainly intensi-
fies the experience by slowing time down
so that it appears to last longer.
FINLATOR: At your age, Ram Dass, could
it be that vou're boasting a litle?

WATTS: Cannabis is not an aphrodisiac,
but T'll agree that it can very much
enhance the quality of the sexual experi-
ence. | would not describe I.SD as an
aphrodisiac, either. It doesn't make you
want to jump into bed with the nearest
female. For me. it has always been a
peculiarly above-the-belt  experience—
much more intellectual, aesthetic and
imaginative than ecrotic. On the other
hind, if it comes about that while using
LSD it is natural, convenient and spon-
tancous to have an erotic relationship
arising from an alffectionate feeling to-
ward another person, it can be the most
astonishing experience of merging. It's
like a kind of coming together of galax-
ies that seems incredibly beautiful.
PLAYBOY: Obviously, then, the erotic ef-
lects of Cannabis and LSD vary consider-
ably from person to person.

COBURN: Yes, but ¢ven more important
than the enhancement of sex is the new
dimension of love that these drugs open
up. I think something new is forming. I
guess it's in kind of an embryonic stage
now. All of the passions that we can't
control—such as revenge, hatred, greed
and Iust—become suddenly controllable
under certain drugs. This is Fantastic and
offers a whole new view of man and
socicty.

PLAYBOY: liut nonc ol these possibilitics
can be explored until the drug laws are
modified or repealed. Do you think that’s
likely?

OTERI: Yes. One of the big things that's
happening is the series of court chal-
lenges to marijuana laws. The Boston
trial in September 1967 was the most
thorough drug case presented anywhere.
It rose out of the lact that the Massachu-

setts statute, like other states’ laws, clas-
sifies and deals with marijuana as a
narcotic; and we in my office decided tha
if marijuana, in fact, was not a narcotic
but a relatively innocuous drug, the state
had no right to regulate it in this man-
ner. We sought to establish this by using
the most qualificd experts in the field,
paring down an original list of 31 to
Il who we thought were unassailable
in their credentials. The Government
countered with eight people whose cre-
dentials I dispute, and I think it was the
first time that the expertise of people
who make pronouncements on mari
Juana was truly exposed in a courtroom
and has become part of the public rec-
ord. The case took two and a half weeks
to try; the transcript ran to about 1900
pages and through direct examination
and crossexamination, we exposed all
the myths that have been propounded.
We made a comparison ol marijuana
vis-i-vis alcohol and  tobacco, showing
that marijuana is certainly less harm-
ful than either of these two substances
and that, consequently, it is a violation of
a person’s equal protection under law to
impose the present marijuana laws. We
lost the first two rounds in the courts of
Massachusetts, although the lower court
did state in its yuling that there was a
desperate need [or further study and
that there should be a different approach
to the handling of first offenders. Our
main hope lies with our appeal to the
U. 8. Supreme Court, where we hope lor
a hearing this year. We raise issues more
fundamental than those in the Leary
case, and a victory for us might well
make all anti-pot laws unconstitutional.
Other cases raising some or all of these
issues are now being tried in all parts of
the country, including Oregon, Califor-
nia, Michigan and Iowa. We have hun-
dreds ol requests for copies of our briefls
and motions and we have tried to help as
many lawyers as possible mount these
attacks.

FORT: In 1968, Alaska became the first
state to take marijuana out of the nar-
cotics laws and put it under the danger-
ous-dirug laws, which makes first-offense
possession a misdemeanor rather than a
felony. The former attorney general of
that state, Edgar Boyko, was primarily
responsible for that landmark reform,
which has been little publicized. Also in
1968, California reinstated pre-1961 legis-
lation that makes it possible for a judge to
impose either a misdemeanor or a felony
penalty for a firstolense possession con-
viction; between 1961 and 1968, the
judge was required to treat it as a felony.
On the negative side, the U.S. Senate
has approved the Single Convention on
Narcotic Drugs, an international treaty
that attempts to rigidify our present diug
policies. It did this at the instigation of
Mr. Anslinger without any public hear-
ing and without dissenting votes.
ANSLINGER: Dr. Fort doesn't like the Single
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Convention treaty because it imposes
very strict controls on all the nations of
the world over Cannabis products as well
as other drugs. The Supreme Court has
ruled that treaties as well as the Consti-
tution are the law of the land, so all of
you aren’t going to change a thing. I'm
amused by fcllows likc Leary, Ginsberg,
the hippies, college groups and some
farout professors who are participating
in the movement to make marijuana
legal. These people are utterly ridiculous
and wasting their time, now that we've
got this treaty.

FORT: The Linited States and other coun-
tries have not always adhered to treatics
they have signed; and, besides, the treaty
you're talking about doesn’t even affect
marijuana, because the leaves of the
Cannabis plant are excluded from cover-
age. Also, the treaty specifies that if a
particular country’s courts find some
thing unconstitutional about the drug
laws, then that part of the treaty is not
binding on that country. Nowhere does
the treaty say that possessors of the drug
must be made criminals, nor does it
specify what kind of penalties to impose.
PLAYBOY: As we discussed earlier, peyote
is legally available for use by members of
the Native American Church in their
religious ceremonies, and Dr. Leary has
established the League of Spiritual Dis
covery along similar religious lines. Do
you think this is a genuine new religion
or just a device for bringing about legal
use of marijuana and LSD?

ANSLINGER: This idea of using marijuana
like the Native American Church uses
peyote will not get very far, because
Congress, in its wisdom, is not going to
permit it. Furthermore, it's purely a way
to obtain an aphrodisiac, which I am
quite sure is in the back of the minds
of those people who want to legalize
l'l'lﬂ]'lju{lnﬂ.

WATTS: I don’t think for one minute that
Tim Leary established the League of
Spiritual Discovery just as a device for
himself and others to find a way to use
marijuana and LSD legally. His interest
in these substances has been extremely
honest, sincere and religious from the
beginning. Religion is not just a front
nor just a gimmick. It's a frank recogni-
tion that these chemicals have a religious
dimension. And although he may have
promoted the League by means more
reminiscent  of Aimee Semple Mac-
Pherson than those of the Archbishop of
Canterbury, I still wouldn’t question his
sum:nly.

OTeRl: 1 find the religiousfreedom urgu-
ment pretty tenuous myself. The Su-
preme Court upheld the right of the
Native American Church to use peyote,
but only because it has been part of
Indian religion since Aztec days. It
won't buy the same argument for a reli-
gion only a few years old. I'm sure Leary
would have lost if he had based his
Supreme Court case on that argument.

PLAYBOY: Whatever the validity of Dr.
Leary’s religious-frcedom argument, the
Supreme Court unanimously upheld his
other contention—that the Marijuana
Tax Act of 1937 is unconstitutional be-
cause it forces the purchaser to incrim-
inate himself by buying a tax stamp.
What effect will the Leary decision have
on the problems we've been discussing?
WATTS: All the Leary decision means is
that now you can smoke pot in a Federal
park. Everywhere else, you are still under
the jurisdiction of state anti-marijuana
laws.

FORT: Exactly; the statc laws arc un-
affected. Also, we can expect a new sct of
Federal laws, carefully written to avoid
the constitutional pitfall noted by the
Court. T would say that the best thing
about the Leary decision is that it's an-
other important reiteration of the basic
principle that a man cannot be forced to
incriminitte himself,

OTERI: There's more to it than that, and I
think I speak with some inside knowl
edge here, since I observed the case
closely from a legal viewpoint and even
filed an amicus curiae briel, against the
existing law, on behall of the National
Students Association, Officially, you can
say thar all the Court did was reaffirm
the constitutional guarantee against self-
incrimination—and, incidentally, demand
proof, rather than presumption of guilt,
when smuggling is alleged in connection
with possession—but the implications go
much further. As a result of that decision,
to name one example, I don’t think the
Government could now win a Federal
conviction for possession of grass.
ANSLINGER: That’s irrelevant. The Feder-
al Government has never sought posses-
sion convictions, anyway. All we were
ever interested in was the major dealers.
In my 30 years with the bureau, I can
hardly recall a possession case that we
prosecuted,

BURROUGHS: Some people may have a bet-
ter memory, Mr. Anslinger.

OTERl: That is a somewhat misleading
statement, Mr. Anslinger. What usually
happens is that the Federal and state
narcotics agents will cooperate in setting
up a raid: then, if the quantity of grass
seized is large enough to create a pre-
sumption of intent to sell, it becomes a
Federal case; and if the quantity is much
smaller, the Feds turn the case over to
the state authorities and they usually
prosecute for posscssion. But to return
to the original question: I think the Leary
decision is a critical turning point, be-
cause it shows the beginning of rational-
ity, rather than hysteria, in regard to
marijuana. I think the Court is starting
to realize that if the Government has any
business in this area at all, it should con-
cern itself only with sellers, as it did
during alcohol Prohibition, and leave the
users alone. In fact, T predict that the
Court will abolish the crime of possession

entirely when it rules on one of the next
cases that raise this issue.
FINLATOR: I wouldn’t expect that at all. I
do think, however, that the Leary deci-
sion is a signal that we will have to take
a new look at our drug laws, which
Congress is already doing. Of course,
many of us have felt for a long time that
the whole question nceded a new ap-
proach; we didn't need the Leary decision
to tell us that. As for the crime of
possession, Mr. Anslinger is right: The
Federal Government has never pressed
hard on that issue. However, considering
the Leary decision as a sign ol the rimes,
I expect that the states are going to have
to re-cxamine their own laws and that
individual possession will be treated more
leniently.
OTERL: 1 don't think you realize the de-
gree and variety of public pressures
mounting against these laws. The Wall
Street Journal reported on November 3,
19069, for instance, that the U. S. Tobacco
Jowrnal favors legalized pot. They dis-
cuss the fact that modern marketing
methods could surmount the hurdle of
prevailing irrational prejudices. 1 pre-
dict flatly that even the modified Nixon
program will never get through Congress.
PLAYBOY: The Nixon program has already
been altered toward lower penalties
for possessors, while still in commit-
tee. What do you gentlemen think will
finally emerge as the new Federal drug
program after Congress has examined
the President’s proposals and the various
alternatives currently being debated?
RAM DASS: Obviously, the laws should be
changed. 1t should be possible to pur-
chase marijuana the way you purchase
alcohol, and heroin addicts should be
treated as sick people, not as criminals.
Whether Congress will be this rational,
however, is open to doubt.
FINLATOR: I'm sure that such a radical
program as Ram Dass suggests has no
chance at all. However, there are going
to be major changes, and people in gov-
ernment at all levels are trying to bring
some semblance of sanity into this area.
I expect that the contradictions and ab-
surdities of present legislation will be
ironed out by an omnibus bill, more or
less along the lines of President Nixon's
proposals, with uniform penalties rather
than the inconsistencies we have at pres-
ent. Probably, there will be a general
lowering of penalties for those who are
merely users and not dealers—and for all
drugs, not just for marijuana.
ANSLINGER: The penalties will be lowered,
I agree. But I'm sure Congress will never
legalize marijuana. History is strewn with
the bones of nations that tolerated moral
laxity and hedonism. While I don’t op-
pose some leniency toward users, the ideal
situation is in Ohio, where a law was
enacted providing a minimum penalty of
20 years for the sale of heroin. Addiction
dropped 85 percent the frst year. Of
(continued on page 200)



