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13 Hovembor 1973

H. C. B. Danber. M.D., Ph.D.
Pro£cuoor of Psychiatry and Pharmacology
Callas. of Modicino
J. H1111: Milli: Health Cantor
Univlroity at Florida
6:1nsnvillo. Florida 32601

Door Hy:

when I can to Row York, I “locum! tho publications which
I felt were important for paychepharnooology from 1956 to 1967,
a: part of my course in psychopharnacology. I am enclosing
a copy of tho reprints no v.11 an an additional group nines 1967.

. If I were to focus an I3 principal interact: in psycho~
pharmacology, the davnlopmant‘of quantitattvu EEG methods for
classification of drug: would have to be my principal contribu*
tion catamaran.~ From the voluao. you will no: curly papers
from this point of viaw, and sons of the later raprinto will
bring the information up to data.

From anothot point of View, I have always felt that con—
vulsivc therapy was a complex way of proviflina portintcnt bio»
dhaaicnl chanson in the brain for thoir boh:V1aro1 effacts.
2 In oncloaing a flaw raprinto from :3 BOT axpcriuuco, particu~
ltrly tho cholinnraie hypothesis, for those may also bu tale»
van: for a rovicw of poychopharnacoloxy.

Finally, the'principtl focus of intoraot in How York has
boon tho duvelopnnnt of narcotic antagonists, and I am enclosing
a xnroxed copy of tho report whioh I pruparoé for the Marijuana
Commission in Soptoubar. 1972. This will 31?: you, I hops. an
overview of this spoaialized braaoh of psychopharmacology.

My bust regardb.
signeruly yours.

:4». Pink, um.
Professor of Psychiatry
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