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ATTEMPTS T0 ewcx LSD l2EACl'lD4N\Z'1iT'r-l BOL owe 
SIMULIANEDUSLY WITH LSD » 

* These experimenfs were carried our because fhe 

close chemical similarily of BOL and LSD suggesfed fhaf _ 

HDL mighf block fhe LSD reaciion by compeflng with LSD
A 

for recepfor sifes. V’ .g
' 

- Subjecfs used were IS nonfoieranr former morphine 

addicfs, all Negro males who were in good physical con- 

dition who presenfed no evidence of major psychoses. 

Nbsf 0? fhese pafienis had had considerable €Xp€fl2fl¢2— 

wiih LSD. They received, in randomized order, fhe 

following drug combinaiions: BOL placebo plUS LSD placebo; 

BOL plus LSD; and BOL placebo plus LSD. The combinafion 

of BOL plus LSD placebo was nof sfudled because of fhe 

shorfage of BOL, and also because fhe resulis should be 

idenfical wlfh fhose described in ihe report deallng wiih 

fhe acufe effecrs of BOL. 
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The dosage OF BUL was '2-4 mg./70 leg. of b0d\/weigh!’
\ 

and was given wlfh the LSD. _Nine pafien+§_received-fhe 

higher dose. The dose of LSD was 0.5-l.5 mcgm./kg. 

Smaller doses were used'in ihe iirsl palienfs fesied, 

because of fhe possibility ihar fhe drugs mighi synergize. 
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L, Mefhods. Measurements Included lhreshold for kneejerks, 
»puplllarv diameter, sysfollc blood pressure, fhe_Abramson- 

. _ 0 

Jarvlk quesllonnalre, and grading of mental effecls using 
lhe scale pf¢VlOU$|Y‘d¢8¢flb¢d¢ The resulls are shown ln 

lhe table, a copy of which was seal wllh my lefler of Y 

8 March l9S7. ll ls obvious lhal lhere was no slgniflcanl 
blocklng of the LSD reacllon and no accenluallon of ll. 

Concluslon. Admlnisfraflon of BOL slmulfaneously 
. . 

'\ 

wllh LSD does not block or accenluale the LSD reacflon. 
There ls no reason lo believe fhal glvlng BOL affer LSD 

would’9lve any dlfferenf resulls, slnce Glnzel and Maver- 
Gross have reported fhal lnlravenous admlnlslrallon of BOL - 

reverse fhe LSD reac+lon- These resulfs suggest does nol 

lhaf the allenuaflon of lhe LSD reacflon observed after 
fwo days pre-lreafmenf wlfh LSD ls due to fhe developmenf 
of cross folerance. V " 
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‘Discusslon. Because of fhe inconcluslveness of 

. Q} ,- 

» ihe experiment ii will have lo be repgsled. ~Foriunalely 

we have succeeded in obiaining an addiiionel supply of 

'BQL and will repeal fhe experimenf using a larger number 
' of subjecfs, all of whom will be iesfed wlfh LSD prior 

lo ihifiafiop of ihe formal experimeni in order fo 

eliminaie nonreacfors or fo esfablish a dosage which 

will creafe-a significant degree of reaciion; We 
|

1 

infend io give BOL For ihree days prior to LSD, fwo 

davs‘prior id LSD, and fo do adofher experimeni in 

which a Slngle dose will be given iwo hours beiore ihe 

LSD: 
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