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Dr. GODDARD It can cause physical dependence and if you mean by
that to equate it with addiction; yes.

Mr. Carter. It does eertamly have Wlthdrawal symptoms, as you
. mentloned L ‘

‘Dr. GoppArp. Yes it does. * ~

~ Mr. Carrer. I believe you stated that you opposed mcreasmg penal-;
ties or penalizing those who possess this particular drug; is that truef,

'Dr. Gopparo. I have said I think that penalties for possession of
this particular drug are too severe in contrast with LSD and I have
compared them with the penalties in the field of the other hallucino-
gens and the other drugs that are abused where there is no pena,lty for.
personal possession but executive seizure can occur.

Mr. Carrer. You do differentiate between possessmn and possessmn
forsale? « e et

Dr. Gobparp. Oh, indeed. ‘

Mr. Carrer. I wish you “would make that plam Certamly I regret
‘that this unfortunate circumstance has arisen and most of us realize
that our words can be distorted many, many times. e

* Thank you, Mr. Chairman. ~ ,

Mr. Watson. Doctor, will you yleld2

- Mr. CarTER. Yes.

Mr. Watson. Of course, the matter of possessmn, T would be in
favor of your position on LSD, but we are dealing with entirely two
- different things. We are unaware, certainly I am unaware, of a;ny
- doctor preseribing marihuana. Are you awareof that? =~ . .

- Dr. Gooparp. No. - )

Mrg Watrson. They have. prescrlbed LSD, peyote, mesealme, psylo-
c1b1n

. Dr. Gooparp. No,sir. - '

~Mr. Warson. I yield to my doetor fr1end ; :

Dr. Gopparp. LSD is only an investigative new drug. ; '

Mzr. CarreR. As you know, lysergic-acid has been used for dlfferent
ty es of headaches. , ; o :

%r Gopparp. Yes, but that isnot LSD

Mr. CartER. Yes;itis. - ‘i

~ Dr. Gopparp. Preeursor o

. Mr. CartEr. It has been used by the Mayo Chmc , :

- Dr. Gooparp. Yes, sir; it is a precursor but it is not LSD It does
not have any of the propertles of LiSD, Dr. Carter. It is not 2 hal—
lucinogen. S

Mr. WaTson. The a,mphetamlnes are a legal drug ¢

Dr. Gobparp. Yes.

Mr. WaTsonN. So there is a problem of possessmn of a lega] drug as
contrasted with.. .the problem of possession of marihuana. The thing
that disturbs me is that you suggest that he would use superlatlves for
the possession of the drug which is never prescribed for !any medicinal
purposes and can only be illegally possessed

Dr. Gooparp. What I am trying to ask is have the possesslon penal;
ties, not possession for sale, you made an important-point there—
~ have the possession penalties really contributed to our ability -for
society to handle the marihuana problem? Aren’t we. eonoerned about,
the whole spectrum of drug abuse? Isn’t this our ooneern in the
society, getting at that ?



