3 candidate to mlk lnmself out in re-
- ply, then the exam ‘might better have
‘been written. Should ‘the candidate

either flounder or quxckly demonstrate

.| mastery, it maybebesttopmbe else-

-
' DATA POINTS

Imuailoﬁhnhh.lnasmalaverager,
“fesolution is a function of the number of
‘»rdqtapomthatcanbcplmdmfpma

‘a problem in any signal averager with a
“minimum dwell-time per data point of longer

“Retrieval Computer (15.6 msec. for 400 data
averagers have a minimum dwell-time per

. 15.6 msec. Resuit: the DRC gives you
ter resolution..

“Pre-and post-analysis M control. Another
“wway to improve resolution is to average only
“meaningful signals. The DRC provides wides
range control of both pre- and post-analysis

d;lay intervals. No data points are wasted.

“on signals occurring between stimulus and
“response or during recovery after response.

Performance pius versatility. The DRC also
has an input sensitivity of 20 millivolts—
Fequiring no ‘pre-amplification for many
applicatxons Besides transient-averaging, the
DRC will perform time- and interval-

“histogram analysis, without add-on modules,

‘Now, all of the DRC’s performance and
-versatility is available at a new, lower price:

| The Model 7100

:-For more information
‘on the DRC and its
..exciting new. ;mce,

: am:ult your local

" Nuclear-Chicago sales

#% engineer. Or write to us.

NUCLEAR-CHICAGO
@ampnnnﬂon

IMPE. Howard Ave., Des Plaines, 1. 60018 U.S.A.
;{ﬁantnf cumumm: T Amﬂudam w.o

" 844

80 120 160 200 240 280 320 360 399‘

gion of interest. Resolution can, therefore,.

the 39-usec. of our Model 7100 Data "
;“po?hts display A, above). Many other signal -

data point aslongas‘?suaec (31.25 msec. |
400 data points, display B, above). Our

‘Signal averager, the DRC, uses a/l' of its data.

<points for signals that occur within as little

-where_ by politely mtermpting -with. a
: jdﬁerem question. If one long struggle
uses: np]‘m‘ost of the time a!lotted to

; - this - had  been filed ~previously by
- Sandoz. They indicated that I should
~ write to. NIMH. Delayed ‘but_not dm-

oral exaxmnation for 1
of time, achieving

strength and weakness, -and assunng
vahdlty of the ﬁnal iﬂﬂsment

lately? Tell us about it.”) Some can

‘becount:edontoaskeertamques-

tions weil known to the nnderground
Others requn‘e only an acquaintance

| with notes of their own courses. A

difficult candidate for all examiners is
the one who thinks and speaks slowly;

-he may require a second s:tung to cov-

er the matenal ‘adequately. Let us
maintain reasonable control of the

- pace, precision, and  uniqueness of

each’ cxammatron, refusmg to let | gamw
manship substitute for scholarship

Most examiners pass the test, many -
with distinction, yet low marks are too

frequent to ignore. Let us make the
eﬁort to do our best. .

- MILTON HILDEBRAND
Department of Zoology, University of
California, Davis, 95616 . :

Shrouds Around LSD

After my summer of fone-,vbay cor-
respondence and long-distance . calls,

Dahlberg’s letter (30 Sept) regarding
the same phrase that Dahlberg used--
“that ‘the work on LSD is prmedins

continued research ‘with- LSD was en-
couraging. Unfortunately, I'have not

beensolucky(forluek;tmustbe:
the -logic eludes me), in abtammg‘

LSD for research purposes. Last spring
I desngned an expenment to measure

objecnve behavwral and performanee»

' pant it seemed that a few facts would

5 funds. (Was this my error?) No: reply

be useful 1 hired a rwearch assxstant
(on . nomfederal funds) and we were"
about to start the project. Then came

'_the send-it(LSD)-all-back-to-Sandoz let--

I objected, they . comm;serated,
I sent it back. With the. LSD went’
my approval to use the drug since’

couraged, since I had: fom_meﬂy
ceived an NIMH grani for. LSD ‘re-:
search - from which - multed a- bbox
and several papers, I sent the pmposal

.to them: I asked for approval and a:

small supply of the drug but not for:

for 1 month so I phoned——of course
a committee had to meet, a stupld
oversight on my part. Itmetandnp-

.. proved the proposal if I would change
.~ one -step. Gladly, for it was a wise-
, ‘ . aga f . recommendation. Anothér month went
' fresh quatnons. Some permit near ans-
wers to count as hits. Some feed ans-
| wers or ask questxons ‘thit can hard-

ly be missed. (“What “have  you read

by, no letter, no drug; -so T, phoned“

-agam The committee - had to meet

again. (Will I never jearn?) Eventually, -
upon phoning again, I-learned that 1
did have the NIMH. Committee’s - ap-
proval but I had to- have someone in

‘the Food and Drug Administration ap-

prove the distribution of the drug. I h:
spoken te only four - different. in
viduals at NIMH, but after speaking.
to five at the Food and Drug Admin-

istration, I despaired and ‘hoped that
_my . correspondence would eventually:

filter through to the appropriate. per-

son. The summer. passed, the research-

assistant worked on his thesis, and- I
ran up a phone bill.

Contrary to Dahlberg’s expenence,
the small amount of LSD research that
we have undertaken in this research
center has_not .gained me the reputa-
tion of being a “kook” but I have
never been too sensitive to the criti~

" cisms of others whose pursuit of a

qmethfe:sanexcuseforbcmgm—

- effectual. I have had the encousage-

ment of the director of this  institute
and the chairman of the department of
psychiatry, . notwahstandmx the obvi-
ous jeopardy of research with. such a
controversial agent as this.
Ivnshlmuldendthmletterthb

as planned. Here it is not.
JouN C POLLARD
Departmem‘ of Psychiatry,
-University of Michigan, -
Ann Arbor 48104




