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reabsorption either in their patient with
primary aldosteronism or in their earlier
studies on the effect of aldosterone in normal
subjects.2

At the present time it is believed, on
evidence which is mainly derived from animal
experiments, that potassium secretion into the
colon is passive and occurs as a result of the
negative intraluminal potential created by
active absorption of sodium ion. If this view
is correct the primary action of aldosterone is
likely to be on sodium, as appears to be the
case in all other tissues, including the renal
tubule,4 in which aldosterone influences
electrolyte transport. The fact that Levitan
and Ingelfinger,5' using essentially the same
method as that employed by Mr. Shields and
his colleagues, found an effect on sodium but
not on potassium suggests that small differ-
ences in experimental technique have a pro-
found effect on the results of this type of
experiment.
The accompanying Figure, from an experi-

ment which Dr. R. B. I. Morrison, Miss Ann
Metcalfe-Gibson, and myself performed in
1962, confirms that aldosterone indeed has an
effect on net sodium absorption from the
human colon.

150

100 . "a ,-
100 %'R 9,

5--o Aldostmone

50-

I, ' b

1 2,4 5
Hours after saline infusion

The patient was a 52-year-old woman who
had had a mid-transverse colostomy for diverti-
culitis performed three months earlier. At zero
time in each experiment the loop of defunctioned
colon, which had previously been repeatedly
washed out, was infused from the proximal
opening with 600 ml. of physiological saline, and
5-ml. samples were thereafter removed at 30-
minute intervals through a soft rubber catheter
for analysis. In the two control experiments
(days one and ten) no more fluid could be
obtained after eight hours. Although up to that
time sodium and potassium concentrations
showed reciprocal changes, it is clear from the
disappearance of the infused solution that net
sodium reabsorption was greater than net
potassium secretion. Aldosterone 0.5 mg.
eight-hourly was given intramuscularly from days
two to five inclusive, and two more studies,
otherwise identical, were performed on days
three and five. Sodium concentrations now fell
much more rapidly, with reciprocal changes in
potassium concentration. It was not possible to
aspirate more fluid after five and a half hours,
showing that water had also been absorbed more
rapidly as a result of the increased net sodium
absorption.

Patients with a loop of defunctioned colon
are not common, but do provide an oppor-
tunity for electrolyte studies which can be
performed with much less disturbance than
the wash-through technique used by Mr.
Shields and his colleagues. Our patient
agreed to this procedure, knowing that it was

not necessary for her treatment, and was so
little upset that we were able to repeat the
investigation several times. Where informa-
tion about net transport, rather than flux, is
required (as in this study) there is no need for
radioactive isotopes or even venepuncture,
and I would encourage Mr. Shields to study
this sort of patient in the belief that they can
provide information which may not be yielded
by more complicated experiments.-I am,
etc.,

OLIVER WRONG.
Royal Postgraduate Medical School,
London W.12.
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Lysergic Acid Diethylamide Intoxication
SIR,-The case reported by Dr. R. Clay-

ton (20 January, p. 163), occupying a whole
page of your valuable space, purports to
describe " the idiosyncratic psychological and
physical ways in which L.S.D. intoxication
may present." It is unfortunate that the
role of other drugs in this case is not dis-
cussed, as the evidence incriminating L.S.D.
is extremely slender. The patient took about
350 pag. of L.S.D., an amount within the
therapeutic range,' and a small dose for him,
as he had previously taken " 1,000 rag. in one
dose"; he then took other drugs later in the
day and retired to bed 12 hours after inges-
tion of the L.S.D. He was admitted to hos-
pital unconscious 19 hours after taking the
L.S.D.
The effects of L.S.D. are usually of rapid

onset and noted within half an hour. A
" trip " does not include loss of conscious-
ness, and, after a dose of 350 pg., regardless
of tolerance, lasts for no longer than 12
hours.2
The published information regarding the

psychological effects of L.S.D. is disturbingly
confused. It would be a pity if the effects of
intoxication by the drug were to become
equally confused.-I am, etc.,

HENRY MATTHEW.
Poisoning Treatment Centre,
Edinburgh 3.
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Alcoholism and Drug Dependence in
Doctors and Nurses

SIR,-The proportion of addicts in the
medical profession in Great Britain has
greatly decreased compared with 40 to 50
years ago.'-' But even today drug depen-
dence among doctors is by no means
uncommon, as suggested in your leading
article (9 December, p. 567) and borne out
by our experience. Drug dependence among
doctors, dental surgeons, pharmacists,
nurses, etc., is no doubt to a certain extent
attributable to the ease of access. This
factor, however, cannot be the explanation
for the relatively high proportion of doctors

among alcoholics. In the series of M. F.
A'Brook et al.'-referred to in your leading
article-out of 63 " addicts " 24 were
dependent on alcohol alone, 30 on (other)
drugs, and nine on alcohol and other drugs.
Among approximately 290 male alcoholic in-
patients treated at Warlingham Park Hospital
(1952-7) there were 11 doctors (3.8%), of
whom five also took amphetamines or barbi-
turates or both; one (non-alcoholic) doctor
was a morphinist. This relative preponder-
ance among doctors of alcoholics over addicts
dependent on other drugs occurred constantly
among our more recent dependent doctor
patients. Among approximately 640 male
alcoholics admitted to St. Bernard's Hospital
(1963-7) there were 19 doctors (3.0%), of
whom seven also took barbiturates and one
glutethimide; two (non-alcoholic) doctors
were pethidine addicts. (Incidentally, during
this period three dental surgeons and one
veterinary surgeon were admitted for alco-
holism, and one dental surgeon for barbitu-
rate dependence.) Among approximately 100
alcoholics seen during the past year outside
hospital there were five doctors. The impres-
sion of a high incidence of alcohol abuse
among doctors is supported to some extent by
the findings of an above average standard
mortality rate from liver cirrhosis among
medical (and dental) practitioners (S.M.R.
240 and 250 respectively),' and by the rela-
tively high proportion of drunk-in-charge
cases appearing before the General Medical
Council.!
Your leading article makes a passing

reference to nurses. However, the official
report quoted, that doctors made up 81% of
all known " professional addicts" (in the
United Kingdom), " including nurses," refers
to Dangerous Drugs Acts addicts only, and
in our experience dependence on alcohol and
"soft" drugs seems to be no less common
among nurses than among doctors. Thus out
of 450 women alcoholics admitted to St. Ber-
nard's Hospital (1958-67) 21 (4.7%) were
trained nurses and 14 untrained (assistant)
nurses; of 113 women dependent on drugs
other than alcohol and older than 20 years
14 (including three who also took alcohol to
excess) were trained nurses (12%) and 12
(including five who also took alcohol) were
" assistant nurses." (The " new wave " of
female heroin addicts, etc., aged 20 years and
less admitted during the same period-29
patients-did not include any nurses.) The
drugs involved were mainly amphetamine and
barbiturates, rarely non-barbiturate hypnotics
and chlorodyne. Among the 560 women
alcoholics and addicts over 20 there were
three alcoholic doctors, one drug-dependent
doctor, and eight doctors' wives (three alco-
holics, five amphetamine and/or barbiturate
dependent). Similarly, among women ad-
mitted to Spelthorne St. Mary Home (1965-
7), of 87 alcoholics 9 (4.4%) were nurses, of
60 addicts older than 20 years 7 (11.7%).
One point referred to in your leading

article is the finding repeatedly mentioned in
the literature4 of the "exceptional diffi-
culties " encountered when treating doctors.
However, when treated within the framework
of a therapeutic community and therapeutic
groups such doctor-patients often found that
they had a great deal to give to other patients
and to the community, a finding which often
proved very helpful to their own self-respect
and to the progress of the whole group.7
However, in view of the difficulties in treat-
ing alcohol- and drug-dependent patieats
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