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Dan: Jun,

It van a pleasure to vnwk with you and Sun in Dcnvnr.
The study sauna well~1n~hand. and the investlgntorl lean enthus-
iastin and cooperative.

Encleaed is a reprint of the study of laboratnry tests
which my associates and I carried out in Missouri as part Of tho
ECDEU program. It suggests that concurrent inborntory tests in
taxable controls provide the prlncipnl comparison for evaluating
whcthnr a new drug alters laboratory tests: the rcnaons include
variations in laboratory standards, tnahnicinns, tin: of ynur
Ima season, etc.

Holden went on to dcacrfbe significant changtl in
lnbarumory tutti. when comptrod to concurrnnt controls. withpittants receiving thioridnsinn and/or chlordianapoxido (Chadd. Pbyoh.
Anson. J. 14:299~301. 1959); and in unothor study. in patient:rnceiving hulapnridol (Biol. Pnyeh.3: 173~182). (I helluva there
.3 also a more rocont rcport. bun I do not has. it in.uy lib.)

I would luggnst, thnrctorc. that tbs boat control willbe concurrenfi Iluplal in thn patient: ronclving mathndonn, find nhnt
~nll canpnrisonn be botvuon the sroupn, rcthdr than nautnnt taxfibook
or proncntdblinhod lnborntory standards.

One other point: the printout of the urinounnnlync-indiaatod than no subject hnd conning in tn. nrino. If the tent
was not coup. in would b. butter to mark this :- "E.D." or ”—-".
rnnhcr than 0.0-- rooqrvina thls notation for n ronl 'nngntivu’.

I look fnrvnrd to grouting you ’nmunsat' in August.

Sinoarnly yours.

Mix Fink. M.n.
Professor at Paynhintry


