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1 am enclosing copy of proposed budget for fiscal year
1958 which has already been sent to Mr. Robert E. motley,
Qdministrative‘Assistant for Basic Research, National
Institute of Mental Health, He will submit it shortly :
"+ to the Office of Naval Research. Also enclosed is letter
to mMr, totley asking him to increase item 3, under travel,
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 The material 1 have been using is designated as l-methyl-f'
lysergic acid diethylamide. It bears the Sandoz code
number mLD-ljl, Lot No. 060001 27300, .. .

- Anlmal pharmacology indicates toxicity i{s about equal to
- that of 1LSD in mice. The matertal is 3.7 times as active.
.25 LSD in inhibiting serotonin. it is pyrogenic in the :
- rabbit, but less so than LSD? 1in mice it is sald to produce
only minimal excitation and no mydriasis. 'in the cat, )
effects are a little different than those produced by LSD,
- but studies are not complete., " L

- Evaluation here, alihough Incompiete, indicates that the .

- material produces effects in man somewhat 1ike LSD, but

- that MLD is less potent. it induces mydriasis, elevation -
in blood pressure, facilitaticn of deep tendon reflexes

- and the usval constellation of LSD-1ike subjective symptoms.

.- The dose required to induce a Grade 3 reaction is prchabl
on the order of h-6 meg./kg. as cempared with 2 mcg./kg.
of LSD, - R : L

ther materials L'have are !-acéfyl-lysergic aciad diéthylam[ia
bitartrate (ALD-52) and Pyrrolicdid of d-lysergic acid (LPD-82L).
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fo the Abram#on-larvlk‘que#flondalre, and asscssmehf of

j‘vfhe degree of fhe reaction by the cl!nical grading system
L prcv!ously descrlbed. Methods of handling these data have‘
been prevlouslyireparfed. | |
'Eeiulfs. The tz§ulfs are shown In the a&cdmpanytng

table and are suggzsftve of a reductlion In the !ﬁfeasif?ﬁ
of the LSD reactlion. Théf show a reduction In every~aspe;f
of thé LSD reaction measurede. The differences between
fhe-response'seen éffer BCL'pluS LSD‘and thosz seen after
BOL-placebo plus LSD reached statistical sign!f:cance in
€' the case of effecfs on fhe knee Jerks and on blood pressure,
} but were not slgnlflcanf on mzasurements of pupillary stze,

number of questlons, and cllalcal grade. -

The expérlmenf actually was unsatisfactory for several

reésons: {1) The number of'subjccfs was small because

of the shorfage of BOL, {2) Six of the subjects were new,

and 4 of +hese proved fo be non-responders {had no mental
\'symptoms with the dose of LSDVusgd).wah resuviting skewpess

In the sfa*is%!cs: {3) the resb!‘s of G]nzei and Maver-Gros;

~ suggest fhaf cross iolerance to LSD ts developt1g whlch
' ~Iikely would nof be complefe :n 2 days
In fhe only 2 expernenc;d sub;ec.s avaslable, fhe

LSD reacf!on was almos% totally blo;ked by pretreatment

with BOL. ; | - , S
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