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Dr. Laureace Kolb

6645 = 32ad Street, N.W.
Washington, 0. C.
April 5, 1961

Judge Lewis Drucker
Supericr Court
los Angeles 12, Califoraia

Dear Judge Drucker:

I remambor very well our former association in Califoraia and
was pleased to get your lstter with copies of the two reports on narcetics
prepared by Judge lewis R. Burke with you and which you have asked me to
avaluata.

wzy&mmhmmmmwummm
hysteris and frenzy sbout narceotics that have beclouded the minds of so
many peraons, imcluding some otherwise capable physicians.
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I like the two treatment ams, since they
that drug addiction is mainly a medical thing, but
ment on avery suggestion thet is made. I believe that some geneval ve~

£
and with lsw eaforcement practices will give you & better idea of what I
think the program should be. First, the handiing of the problem im the
United States, spesrheaded by the Federal Nercotics Bureau, dishomors ocur
civilization. Most of the states, including California, heve laws that are
not justified by the basic facts. Some of the states like Ohio, Michigan,
New Jersey, and Texas heve vicious laws @5 heve the District of Columbia and
the Federal Govermment, These State and Federal laws are praised by our
Conmissioner of Navcotics, an able maan who knows narcotics from the
statistical angle and gets out excellent reports on prevalence, but who
unfortunately is not informed on sound medical and rehabilitetive aspects
of the problem. The praise &s well as strong

voluntary patients at lLexington
thuarted by some last minute act
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d effort to compel these hespitals to report te the Dureaw of Nsrcetics
. about 2ll the voluntary patients who avre treated by them,

the

and television; wmmmabnutmiuw omm-ndpam
societies in opposition to sensible messures and in support of extreme
of control, Unfortunately, all of this has brought sdout the fact
licies as to narcotics in the United States bave fallen into the
of policemen snd police trained people, whereas policies as to the
criminals ave dictated by judges, lawyers, physicions, criminologists
others whe know something sbout humen beheavior and rehabilitatien.
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As to Califormia, the interim vreport of December, 1960, seems to
be dominated by the scceptance of the reasening that since Ohio sinee 1955
has been sending narcotie mhmumyﬁzmieymwuﬂam

As I said previocusly, I think that you snd Judge Burke have a
for treatment and nhbi-umtﬂna but I also think that it is
bythmmh,whn!m
_ £, vho would be the supreme authority
mmmmnmmmw ofessional people stand up for.
the right kind of sheriff
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then the uswal facility in hespitals for patients who are ambulant and can
work. Imhmmthmdﬂ&ﬁnhﬂwlau&-ﬂtuuuum

m.mummmso.m«rmmuummmym-mu
addition sbout 8,000 arrests for drunken driving are made, the
is a much more sevious thing, both to the patient and to the general public,
than addiction to heroine or marijusma is, and that if the seme ferocity was
used in the pursuit of alcoholics the mmber of arrests in los les alone
would probably be seversl million yearly. I want to emphasize
think Californis is handling its alcohol problem very well and I do
advocate extreme wmessures. I would, however, in any managemeat procedure
equate addiction with alecochelism giviag special attention to the fact that
addiction to such drugs as morphine and hereine does heve a special feature
about it that is not present in moderate drinkers, namely, the physical

dependence that causes any addict to an opiate to become enslaved by the

drug s0 thet he nust have it. This impact is the only reason for having

special laws about naveotics snd it is 2 good reason. There must be some
special police measures but they should be kept withian reasonable bounds.

I thiak that & campaign of education should be undertaken by in-
formed judges and physiclens to dissbuse the minds of people of the Ldea
that narcotics and especially heroine is 2 close velative of the ateomic
bomb. I am enclosing for your informetion two articles that I wrote largely
with this ides in view. They are entitled "lLet's Step This Havcetics
Hystevia!"™ and "The Drug Addictiom Muddle.” I wonder i{f you have seen the
recent publication Drug Addiction -- Crime ox Disesge put out by the Indians
University Press. Thais gives & report on the Interim Committes of the Amer-
ican Bar Association and the American Medical Asseciation. In closing I
wish to esphasisze agein that I think the two reports that Judge Burke and
you have gotten out show what 4s to my mind the correct approach to the
pubject, but that they de net go far enough.

Sincerely yours,

Laurence Kelb, M, D,



