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bled and given the following battery of personality tests: the Stimulus V ,ria* i
tlon Seeking Scale for Adults (SVSS) which measures perceptual eurtomy
(11), the Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory (MMPI), the BeU

Adjustment Inventory (BELL), the Neuroticism Scale Questionnaire
(NSQ), and the Sixteen Personality Factor Inventory (16 PF). The Ss
were also required to indicate any psychosomatic illnesses they might have

had, on a questlonnaire compiled by the Es.
Two weeks after the Group I initial testing session the Ss were recalled,

ostcn._ibly so that they could learn the results of their tests. At this time the

Hull Body-Sway Test (6) was administered individually to test for suggesti-
bility. The same procedure was followed with Group II.

Eight members of GroulJ I each took 400 micrograms of LSD after the
initial test session. The experience took place in a comfortable apartment

and was supervised by a psychologist and two experienced volunteer assistants
("acld-heads"). These eight 8s and eight control Ss were retested at intervals
of one week and three months after their drug session in order that it might

be determined whether any differences in personality were due to the drug
experience or merely •to test variance. Four of the drug-takers took a further

400 micrograms after the third testing, and were again retested one week
later.

C. RESULTS

In order that determination could be made of any personality differences

between Group I and Group II, a t test was performed on the SVSS results,

and no significant difference was found. The remaining four tests were
treated with a one-way analysis of variance. All between-group F ratios were
significant: F_axtvx--- 20.25, p _ .001, d[ -- 1, 198; F,_LL --- 74.80, p

.001, ,4/ --- 1, 110; Fssq == 6.95, p _ .001, d[ -- 1, 88; F_ovv -- 3.84,
p _ .05, df -- 1, 130. Thus personality differences were found between

Group I and Group II on these four tests. Lastly, a one-way t test on the
results of the Hull Body-Sway Test showed Group I to be significantly more

suggestible (t -----2.17, p _ .05, df -- 20) than Group II. Further t test
analysis to determine the origin of the significant F ratios showed that Group
I was higher than Group II on hypochondriasis (p _ .05) and paranoia

(p _ .05) on the MMPI. On the NSQ, Group I was high on the I scale

_,_ (p _ .001), but low on the F scale (p _ .05),and low on the E scale (p <_
;_ .001). The highly significant F ratio on the BELL derives from six sig-

'_, nificant t values, with Group I being high on home adjustment and mascu-
'_' linity-femininity (p "C .05), low 9n health (p 'C 0.001 ), low on submissive-
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nes+_and emotionality (j_ < .01), and low on hostility-friendship (p < .05).
Group I was high on the H factor (p < .001) of the 16 PF test, high on

the M, Q1, and Q2 factors (p < .05), and low on the L factor (p < .05). _'_;:
A one-way analysis on variance on the test-retest for the drug-t++kers ;i_,_':

yielded only one significant F after a one-week interval, F_t_px :: 3.46, p <
•.05, d/-- 2, 36, which resulted from a lowering in the hypochondriasis score
(p < .05), although a general lowering of all scores to approach the general

population norms was evident. As a reliability measure eight 8s from Group
II were retested on the MMPI, but their results were not significant. There-
fore, the drug-takers' significant result on the MMPI must be attributed to

a personality change arising from their I,SD experience.
A t test analysis of retest results at the three-month interval, as compared

with initial test results, was not significant. By similar analysis the four

drug-takers who took LSD again displayed no significant differences on any _ _/ _ +_

of the final tests. Their MMPI results, which previously had been significantly +i_:'p:_L.:,,_':+- _different on the first retest, did not record any significant differences after a ,_,_:.g_,':: _'-':-.: "¢_
three-month interval, not even after a further drug experience and final retest. +,:: ;++:_++,_.: ! +

A one-way anah'sls of variance showed significant Fs be_'een Group I and _.¢_ _+_',:_';'%' :_, ._

Group ]I on the XIMPI, BELL, NSQ, and 16 PF. Thus, there is a person- :_i_+.t_, :,_.:_ _ _
ality difference between those 8s who want to take LSD and those who do not. ¢i:i:i:i?:__Z_ _.L_ _ + _
The actual differences in each test have been outlined above', though conjec- i_!__ '=+_'_. '.- -.-_

ture as to the interpretation to he given to these differences would seem to be ';u,:_,,_ _:+,_" :, _'_

inapposite here. Analysis of the SVSS by t test showed the results to be not _, .+,:.+:;.+ _ _, ,._.

_,I}+_'_¢"" _ _
significant. Therefore, it is concluded that there is no difference in curiosity, , ;:+_'_.'_+;"- _' _'
as measured by the SVSS, between 8s who want to take LSD and those who _"-':t_ ,:_i;::+ : +

do not, contrary perhaps to what one might have expected. :_+>,_;+!, _-::,_,'_+.... ." ,
The eight drug-takers' significant results on the retest of the MM]'I aft_'r ,_......

a one-week interval supports the hypothesis that there are short-term person- _._,_,,_,_:

ality change_ which ,ccur as the consequence of a single LSD experience. It :_?..::i,:u.+_r:,_..+_-..+.: .
is pertinent to note that the MMPI recorded the only significant short-tt:rm !+_ ; _.+::+_: ,

permnality changes. Thus it may be that LSD, or more generally a trans- _ ' :L:':., ..
cendental experience, directly modifies any psychopathic tendencies measured [_:+'++ :

by the MMPI, since drug-takers experienced a decrease in these tendencies i!++;_+._:;,',.+:.

after the one-week interval. +_._++++_:i:._.++!+" +_

The general lowering of the .MMI'I scores at the one-week retest w,_s not ,_i_'._i'_'i_':?i+ +';:r_malntained' either by:__subjects who took LSD once (?t = 25.8, ,_;._ : 15.0, _-+_'...,_........+, . _ .._,
A's 24.8, where ,1" : the mean) or by 8s who took it twice (._;_ 20.3, :_ .t_.,+_,. ........ _.___. --.. _..++,+t + +_ '. , _.
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