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too severe, and. I’ve simply said that the penalties for sale and distribution should
remain but, I favor a penalty more comparable to that, that we ‘have.for the
other hallucinogens. LSD, which is far more a serious and toxic drug than
‘marijuana is, after:all, a mild hallucinogen. It just isn’t a rational kind of set
of penalties for these two classes of drugs. : Lt ey
’ * Question.——Would you describe it as being more dangerous. than alc¢ohol?
' Marijuana is more serious than. alcohol? : i . ey
GoppaRp. Well, trying to compare two different drugs is a very risky business
itself. They have quite different mechanisms of action; alcohol’s a depressant,
where marijuana is q/mild.ﬁhallucinogen,’ at best, or maybe a euphorie. ol
Now, they both sharé some properties in common, however, they both .distort
our sense of reality, and therefore it’s dangerous to operate heavy equipment
or drive a vehicle when we're under the.influence of either one of these.

~ Alochol, probably, lends itself more readily to control on the part of the indi-
vidual, with respect to the dosage he’s receiving than marijuana does, at least
to the inexperienced. o ' S N T

So, there are some similarities, but there are also some differences. And as I've
mentioned many times, we don’t know what the long term effects of smoking
marijuana or, using marijuana in other forms might be, and we have to carry
out this kind of research before, I for one, would be isatisfied to:say:that the
drug is safe under any conditions. o R . el

Question.—Doctor Goddard, what major safeguards do we need in the
commercial drug testing? . R I L

. GobpaRrD. ‘Well, we seem to have good laws at the present time. It's a matter
of having the laws that exist in the form of the Kefauver-Harris Amendment of
1962, followed by those who produce and distribute drugs for the marketplace.
T'm satisfied we're making progress in this field. ‘We're trying to get.truth in
drug advertising. T think we’re beginning to see some signs of progress.

Question.—Do doctors know about the adverse affect of drugs? Are they
well informed on that? o o I e

Gopparp. Well, this is one of the areas that the Kefauver-Harris Amendments
was designed to correct, the failure on the part of firms who sell these drugs to
sort of obscure or tend not to tell the doctor about the bad effects, We are seeing
improvements in this, but I'm still not satisfied, that all of the scientific data
is properly being provided to the prescribing physician. -

Question.—Can you specify some drugs that you think might have ad-
verse effects? = s : i ‘

- GoppARD. ‘Well, we have recently in the past year, in fact, caused a number of
“dear doctor” letters to be sent out, and I think the doctors know what these
are well enough without my going into details now. : g .

" Question.—How serious is the shortages of flu serum going to be?

GoppARD., Well, I haven’t kept up with the flu vaccine problems this year. I
used to, when I was chief of the 'Communicable Disease Center, because we were
the group that predicted how serious the flu season would be. The Division of
Biologic Standards, part of the National Institutes of Health in the Public Health
Service, determines what the nuture of the flu vaccine will be, that the manufac-
turers turn out. So, it’s not under my perview, and I'm not all caught up on ‘the
subject right now. . ' h ,

Question.—How about drug pricing? Are you investigating companies that
maybe sell drugs at inflated prices? SR i g

GoppArD. No, we have no responsibility for pricing policies of the drug indus-
try. I’d like to make that clear. ,
" Question.—You were speaking of ante facto action by business; getting into

the area of your talk this afternoon. Could you communicate to us some of
the idea in—in a minute or so? : ’ ‘ i S

GoppArp., Well, I'm simply trying to say. that the business community, be more
perceptive as to the writing that’s on the wall and begin to take actions long be-
fore the Government pushes them into certain activities, become involved in the
community activities, in our national affairs in a different way than they have
in the past. This is a risk type of thing, I admit, but it's essential in my thinking,
if the business community is going to withstand increasing government regu-
lation. ’ ‘ . S .

‘T'm simply trying to say that the automotive industry could have avoided the
‘ereation of a National Safety Agency had they built more safety into their ve-
hicles, something they’ve always been capable -of, they have the scientifie—the
engineering know how; the only thing they lacked was the desire and the social
perceptiveness to realize that if they failed to do it, it would be done to. them.



