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fro the Abramson-Jarvlk questlonna Ire, and assessment of

the degree of the reaction by the clinical grading system

previous I ydescr Ibed. Methods of handling these data have

been previously reported#

Results# The results are shown In the accompanying

table and are suggestive of a reduction In the Intensity

of the LSD reaction# They show a reduction In every aspect

of the LSD reaction measured. The differences between

the response seen after BOL plus LSD and those seen after

BOL-pIacebo plus LSD reached staffs t lea l significance In

the case of effects on the knee jerks and on blood pressure,

but were not significant on measurements of pupillary size,

number of questions, and clinical grade#

The experiment actually was unsa t I sfactory for several

reasons: 111 The number of subjects was small because

of the shortage of BOL; (2J Six of the subjects were new,

and 4 of these proved to be non-responders (had no mental

symptoms with the dose of LSD used) with resulting skewness

In the statistics; 13) the results of Glnzel and Mayer-Gross

suggest that cross-tolerance to LSD Is developing which

likely would not be complete in 2 days.

In the only 2 experienced subjects ava I lab le, the

LSD reaction was almost totally blocked by pretreatment

with BOL
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