
To lhe Edilor: 

I wish to congratulate lhe Journal of Psychoaclive 
Drugs for publishing John Wallace's brilliant anicle 
"Controlled Drinking, Treatment Effectiveness, and the 
Disease Model of Addiction: A Commentary on the 
Jdeological Wishes of Stanton Peele" in Volume 22, 
Number 3, July-Septcmber 1990. W<llIace's detailed ex­
amination and expo urc of Pecic's shoddy ~holarship is 
truly an imprcssiv~ r~search accomplishment. 

It is astoni hill' how Pecle has been able to publish 
ticles th:lt ~1fC L I ;.Ig in schoL1fshlp in professional pub­

lic. tions. Equally. Lonishing and dismaying is the lack 
d ' holarship olltl. part of the reviewers. How is it that 
Ih numerous (ITor' ,l:IToneous inferences. and half-truths 
til .. <Ire charact'ri. It· of Pc Ie's writings manage to slip 
by ed itors and rcCcl •. ? 

There is. how r, one criticism I have of Wallace's 
art ide. On pape 270. in the first paragraph t low Table 
I. it states, "But lkspite optimistic reports by the 
Sobclls-and sub. '4uently by Caddy, Addington and 
Perkins as wdl If P ndery. Mallzman and \Vesl 
(J9~2) - furtlh:r i .. I 'pcndent follow-up of the patients 
could not coni ifill Ihe findings by either th Sobclls or 
Caddy. Addin 'ton .U1d Perkins" [emphasis <lddcd). While 
it is corrcctlhal "I urther ind~pcndent follow -up of these 
patients could not confirm the findings by either the 
Sobclls or Caddy, Addington and Perkins," the italici/.ed 
phrase is misleading because it appears to be misplaced. 
Consequently, it is incorrcct and contrary to the second 
half of the sent n e.1 believe that the laller pan of this sen­
tence should indi ate that "Pendery, Maltzman and West 
(1982) could not confirm the findings of the Sobells and 
of Caddy, Addington and Perkins." 

Furth rmore, I have offered explicit reasons why th ir 
results could not be confrrrned (Malt.zman 1989a, 1989b). 
Some of the difficulties encountered in attempting to pre­
sent these reason and the analyses on which they are 
based have be n d scribed by McDonald (1989). 
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To the Editor: 

Irving Maluman 
Professor of Psychology 

University of California, Los Angdes 

We read wilh interestlhe recent leller from Myron J. 
Stolaroff (1990) in which he discussed the central nervous 
system (CNS) activity of two new psychoactive COIII­

pounds, 2C-T-2 and 2C-T-7. These compounds are rl!Jlre­
sentative of a modest family of CNS-active, sulfur-lo 1-

t.:Iining phenethylamines. 
This group contains a number of other Cll.lll1plL II t 

might be of intereslto reseal\. hers and c\inicl.lII. 11 
these compounds c<ln be classilied a' 2, ·dilll Ilh) )-
4-(alkylthio)phenetllylamines. Membl:rs of Ihis 1.lll1ily 
have proved to be active in humans, as dct~lmlll\" I by H I 

procedure for the evaluation of potentially Jl.)}'~hoa Ii 
compounds (Shulgin, Shulgin & Jacob ]%6), ar' Ii I I 
below. 

Cooe Alkyl Gruup Olal Dl ( 
Name Allichelliu Sulrur Itan'c 
2C-T metJ.yt 6O· IOOml 
2C-T-2 e!hyl 12-lS me 
2C-T-4 isopropyl 8-20111, 
2C-T-7 propyl 10-30 1111 
2C-T-8 cyclopropylmeih)'l 30-50111, 
2C-T-9 lertiary blllyt 60-100 111, 
2C-T-13 2·mcihox),e!hyt 2S40m, 
2C-T-IS cyclopropyt >30111, 
2C-T-17 lecondary bul)'t 60-100111': 
2C-T-21 2-f1Looroc:!hyl 8-121111 

The oral dose ranges represent the amounts of the 
amine hydrochloride that were required to evoke a consis­
tent CNS response. The qualitative n:llure of the erfe Lo; are 
quite varied, ranging from introspection 10 f<l ilit.llIl) 11.1 
communication. 
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