P e the delinquent - characteristics
b i wed by earlier authors. The complex

| .. cohesive role of drugs, especially
ST ana, was unprecedented. The authors
] ,, jurther attention should be directed
“ 0 the question “Why don’t they stop
! sdues?” but to “Can we offer them
" woalternatives to drugs?”’

vir SUMMER of 1967 was San Francis-
co's “summer of love.” The newspapers
feted that 100,000 young people would
» 10 the bay area to join in it Thirty
sand actually came. inundating the city,
put of a major rescarch progran: in
weence sponsored by the Oklahoina
fical - Research = Foundation, a large
' omment in the Haight-Ashbury district
¢ converted into a combination home,
¢, laboratory, commune, and “crash-
“I"—a place where transients, including
| away teen-agers, could spend the night.
M this base, a research team of two
3 ‘rhmlrists, three college undergraduates,
* three graduate students observed  the
~and times of the hippies.

}F’q ”

A,‘jjj’"’l 'fhe. 124th annual meeting of the Ameri-
b Yehiatc Association, Boston, Mass., May
G ]')()8_ '
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"‘»‘; .. qummer of 1967 /1‘_718,”"‘15'/71”{’." Hippies
ne: ! ", w offer Youth a solution to the ills
o ' 4 LR i TV ) v ¥ .
Ie 3 N o0 society. I\’unumz__\s. who used the The mass media popularized the ter
biz ' us a refuge from society or home, did “hippie” and created the HlliL"]l"\S})bu;T\)'

n?)t}? t!lrougfl exiravagant reports about the
dlszn'ct s psychedelic drug-using inhabitants,
described as colorful “flower children,” who
espoused a style of life and g world view
based on sharing, tolerance, love, and
freedom for each individual “to do his own
thing.”

Most of these denizens of Golden Gate
Park and neaiby were either amused or
disgusted by the hippic label. Asked if he
were - a hippic, one answered, “Hippice,
what's that? . . | I'm just a human being.”
And when a srominent reporter asked a
Haight-Ashbury “town mecting” what they
preferred being called, one bearded spokcs'-
man declared. “People!”

Davis(4 ) suggests that the hippics repre-
sent 2 bona fide social movement, noting
that they “are «xpressing, albeit clliptically,
what is best about a seemingly ever-broader
segment of Amcrican youth: its openness to
new experiznees, puncturing of cant, rejec-
tion of burcaucratic regimentation, aversion
to violence. and identification  with the
exploited and disadvantaged.”

Berger(2) has suggested that they are
merely reviving clements of bohemias of the
past: fraternity. salvation thiough the inno-
cence of the child, living for the moment,
mind c.\'pa'nsior.. and frecedom of self-
expression (prov ded that it does not harm
anyone else). Bu: the avuilnbilily'o[ synthet-
ic psychedelic rugs and their role as
a cohesive factor in Haight-Ashbury l?_mt
summer had nc real parallel in carlier
bohemias. _

West and Alle1(12) call the hippies the
Green Rebellion, distinguishing themn from
other rebellious vouth such as the New Left

and Black Powcr groups. They sce the
“beauty, freedom,

movement’s  goals  as
[163]
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tual respect. and lhg aseer dfmcc of Spiritual Chil\h"cn ..l!)' N thejr 30-yeur ¢
over m;ucrl.:nl .\':\lucs. [Ty also differentj. clini¢ f“" 10 Were socn i 2;‘”‘,"”""%,; ¢
ate truc hippics g 1110 Ny - simitar- run;n:.';.wu;‘.dl that aqupeg .'.';~.,“\i S
looking drug-using .\pSL‘}I to-hippics, plastic '\Ucmpan'{]»pm\a, MIOTe freqyen dlr (
hippics- teeny boppg{, a l(..l.rllllil\\'flys’ who eroup., ;\'~vfur'5(n:::1||1}. than i r:\:},
pave become pharmacolc gically with thepy, running 4wy .‘"“,’_ Short(9 ) found g
but are not philosophica ly of them. West i Y was ¢ e

and Allen warn lhqt sgl -intoxication with
owerful drugs, which is presently both o
Encrumcnt (LSD_) and a unifying  force
‘(mmihumm): will 111;\1&1[)‘.),’ drain  the
Green Rebellion’s energies and destroy it.

Runaways

In the summer of 1967 the Haight-
Ashbury myth seemed to offer possible
solutions 1o the proI.Jl_-\-ns of youl.h: an
assurance of acccptabnh; !, a romantic new
identity. and an escape f om the hypgcnsms
of elders. 1t proffered magical sglut:onhs to
come of the pressing preolems of our time:
.\iolcncc. the dehumaniz: tion resulting frox_n
technological progress, and urb}!n man‘ﬁ
increasing alienation fror « and L!ctliCI.xci}l of
naturc. The tlow of rurways into Haight-
Ashbury, together wit! ic increasingly
important role of drug vse in the paitern of
adolescent rebellion, ¢ uaickly became an
important focus of the rescarch team’s
attention, and one of tte authors (J. K.),
was assigred full time 10 the stuc'l_v of th.c
runa\'vaybzmd his proble us, including mari-
huana.

A syndrome of prolcnged absence from
home. referred to anc accepted by the
individual as running aw~ay, has trc_quemfly
been defined as a mani estation of juvenile
delinquency. Foster(5:, describing 100
runaways who had been rcfcrfed to a
juvenile court, noted 2 prcdomnqancc o’f
what he termed “typically delinquent
behavior, Reimer(10) reported tl".r»:e types
of runaway: truants; children takn?g rcfugc
from unbearable environmental situations;
and runaways proper, showing *“character-
ological abnormalities” manifested ‘by an-
tagonism, surly defiance, impulswenpss.
unprovoked assaultive i chavior, and period-
ic docility,

Following Cohen’s(3) suggestion that
differing delinquent acts have differing
Meanings for the incividual, Robins and
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. on but rare in 4 ke -
Population, ¢ 10 a high sche,:
\VC Saw
k = Tunawaysg i fhete s
habitat™: on (he 1o teir “nagye;

ad

hamburg:r joints, at ;la?lr;c
parks, and in the pads,
Most of these youngsters
attcption of legal or medical  authorigs
Unlike the runaways of Nye ang Shc;:l
these tesn-agers came chiefly from the hic-
schools. Unlike those of Reimer, they rarc:‘-
manifested obstinacy, assaultiveness, c
patholozical docility. Unlike Foster's sub-

the streets, i,
: halls, in the
Including our gy
NSVCr came to (k-

Jects, they rarely engaged in acts that ar:
generally Jabeled delnquent,  with “on.

glaring exeeption: they used illegal drug:
particulerly marihuana. Furt:iermore, th‘:‘_
lid so without apparent guilt or fear, ofte-
expressing a - self-rightcous <nthusiasm fo:
the value. of drug effects and scorn for th:
prohibitions of socicty and its laws forbid-
ding sale and use of drugs.

For these youngsters, running away c2-
be formulated as a result of the interactio
of socioeconomic history with person:
history. Today's youth ate, to use Ken:

ton’s(6) term, “post-modern,” and tf-

post-modern style 1s charac:crizc?i by L
conviction that in a world of rapid char._.‘
adult (parental) models :m_d valugs &
increasingly irrelevant. Igcunston(7)."ai
suggests that the myth pc‘.\md our so;xccg
socicty’s goals and ideals—has 'L’U‘-‘-—
tarnished and negative. Post-m.odcmd)f[;
are disillusioned with it .and alicnate
the society that spawned it.
Many of today’s runn.\:'.'ay
being candidates for retorm
niscent of the wandering

s, rather the
school(i &
bands
reminisce
youth described 101, EA
Since the' Childrgn s Crusa |'l‘rgc
there have been times when L
youngsters, almost 1n €
away to seek fortune,’
Many of the chilfircp W
Ashbury were pilgrims,
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a was their friend and Companion, (he the Rote of M
'_‘J.":‘fmn through which Camaraderie yyyq
. ud all along the road. The frustrations
] hardships of that road. Were eased by
.. drug's beneficent cuphoria, angd interper-

ol antagonisms among the travelers went

arihuaua
.\Iaril'uan'
1
lliega] drug Y r
bu:cn intxoduccd to it "und“ iy
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> almost alw
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b ome might be just ag cog Y Otes, “turnine o ;.
- 5 shaways” d ol ”c,ently Simple as just smokina: gnas. L 18 Dot as
wred “pushaways el S e technique: p > ONC must Jeary gy,
¢ E} . .
vy was a “caboose™ child, pawned off OW 1o inh

| | u!c and retaiy the
~peatedly by his parents onto older broth- ;4 control pual e

v Some came from broken homes, In

ome cases the parents had competed for

sechild’s loyalties until he took flight.

Many runaways received either covert or
wert parental sanction to leave, expressed
sscorn, indifference, or obvious envy; here
e parents used the child to act out
waariously their own immature desires for
wventure and escape. For such adolescents
e fashionable 1967 public myth of the
lwer children had a double appeal.
Without the myth some of them might have
“ed home, but other maneuvers would
e probably have been sought for resolu-
“n of the conflicts within the family
“ing. Marihuana was already becoming
“alble nationwide; some stay-at-homes
" planting it in their backyards.

'cf:r:f!.i,mc,s precedents fc.)r running away
e Iﬁrt-lld.) set in tflc f;mnly. For example,

year-old girl’s sister had run away,
oy lj;kpilrcms neither alerted the police
ol for her themselves. When she
fegion lmonths later they did not even
e, ,ICFI about where she had been. The
g ’élf correctly assumed that if she
ing 0 there would be po danger of her

8 Iepg 2 2
eore [\ fled to the police or of her being
Viien she returned.

A Ost

. Of
_hcrt t]i © Tunaways gave false names,
ki, " OfF pursuit or to symbolize
g on

Ol a new identity. One girl

ger, x Peur .
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the pereeppy; s
chinges that perteptual ang affective
the Ry gy SOIE hUPcful!y Maintainine
© “high” withoyy CXCessive intoxication.
Acquirine thoes: ithe o Xiciation,
ok 1 ‘s TCb.C skills gave m;my runaways
a sense of achicvement, o talking point, ang
a password. 2

I}.]C 'ho”lblc _reactions 1o marihyang
prf:;IC[C(! by various authorities were vir.
tu;;i;)r never seen, The runaways gencrally
to.o.\' .lh:s o mean that g the widely
advertise] d"lf‘ngS of drugs were establisi;-
mant hg.\. This further alicnated them from
th;__socnzl structure and made them more
WILIng 1o cexperiment with sorts  of
chemicals.

Meanwhile, the circumstances of the
runzway made it unlikely that he would
not the degree to which marihuana might
intarfere with his intellectual functioning,
Mere chronic reactions (apathy, depression,
loss of riotivation) were seldom attributed
to smoking pot. Instead, diminished aggres-
siveness was considered a desirable effect of
druz use; the undesirable corollary cﬂ“gcfs
(such as diminished cnergy) were mini-
mizad o: interpreted as results of other
fac:ors.

The 1ole of marihuana . th_i

; in with, i
runzways is complex. To begin wit i
3 itement of the forbidden, the
offzrs the excitemen o1 suler
. = 1S
corpanionship and acceptance e
ks d the promise of pleasure.
explorers. and tne prov f pot as a social
Some users define the role of p
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ith others (both in the psych, delic com-
mt:itv and in the “straight” community) |
::;ilx the pressures of renlit_)‘. Of thosc who
(l‘ go home some, having h“_d a bad
(kv,,-;iwnct. may not try drugs agjp, Others
gié“n:?w cxpl{)ring! m”cditation and other
nonchemical “turn-ons.

Some Possible Lessons

However, a significant numler of ex-
runaways are continuing to use marihuana
and are introducing it to others at home,
Some of the ps_vchosg)cixal factors that are
presently  drawing mll_hons of youngsters
into marihuana smoking have bccn.dc-
scribed, but further study is clear] s required,
For those youngsters who are gr..lduat'cs of
Haight-Ashbury  and  for thezr. fn'cnds
(whom they are probably indoctrinating),
the important question that fac:s mcntz}I
health personnel may not be “\hy don't
they stop using drugs?” bu: “C we as
individuals and as a society ofer them
viable alternatjyes to drugs?”

It is difficult 1o compete  with the
fascination of the cabal, with js private
slang, secreg symbols, shared experiences,
g ating Camaraderie, an( special mys-
tical, prcsumably transcendental zeitgeist,

¢ Psychedeljc Posters and the acid-rock

Ps convey a host of messages

Usica] groy
Serve o €Xpand or recicate the
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