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crrt~r 0( the nlcan ) fot~r ho(!rs i~ftcr tf~cstart of itl][ll{~f)ifitati(illin
the canvns sling. I l}~~)fjl>llyscctoftly(five dogs) and fidrctlafcctoflly
(seven dogs) htlt n~~tfi(lrcnal tjclllc(ltlllcctt}illy [five d(lgs) @l)(lj-
isflcd tflc response, h’1cdian cmincncc Icsions blocked the rtsponsc
to tflis stimilhis and to npertirivc trx~tttta. I“Jowcver, in five snin~als
}virh Icsir>nsin the nntcrttdnr~l Pnrti(?n of ~ hypotflrdat~]t~s,the .
adrenal response to intmol~wr~t’wn was af*fJ, wltife dlc re-
sponse tn snrgica[ trttnna rcfnaifwd intfict. Ntt ~’mawas eomntnlt
to tf]e lesions in thcsi five d{=; htn taken t~cther, the lmk}ns’
cf)vercd the area i>ctwectt tf]e region f)f the anterior camtnissilre
tnd tf~e mi(fdfc of tf~c mcdisn eminertcc. This s~tggcsts rf~at they
intcrrtlptcd nffcrent p~thways dcs~wntfing into tflc hypothalall}tls
front the lin~ftic cortex. ‘

~in~lly, I}r. E.loine Snltticknfl and 1 had the opporttmity to’
stndy follr nlafc dfjgs in ~vhich the amygdaloid nttclens had hccn
dcstrf}ycd hilarcrally. 13ccatlse of the ctlrrcnt interest in Possible

endocrine ciFects of s~]cf~fcsions, I think ir is worrh n~cnti{jning
thflr wc fo~lnd testiclllar weight and histtjlf}gy$thyr(jid rndi41*crit’e
iodine nj>rnkc and llist{)l~>gy, nnd adrcnnl histf}hlgy nf)rtnn .I ‘rhcsc4
dogs showed a n{)rmal hypcrtrophic response of the rcmain;ng
a(lrenfil afrcr ln~ikltcral adrenalectomy , nrtd their cositl(jpcttic rc-

sportse to operarivc tratltna wns ais{~normtl. t)n the nthcr hand,

thcjr circtllating blond c(jsinophils fell only 22.7 & 11.I~{ fol]r
hotlrs after illllllol~iltz.fltiflll.This figtire is signific~ntly differcnr
frf)nl the rncan fall in normal dt~gs at the 1YOlevel. ‘1.hcse data
s~jggcst that the ncnral impt]fses initiating A~tl secrcti(>n in
rcspnnsc ro immohilizatif jn pass front rile amygd~t<)id regi{]n

tltrot}gh the anterior and d(jrsai Ily\lotll:ll;l[lItls to rhe median cJ!li-

+nce.
The ohscrvatif)ns also Inay hove hr(tader in]ptications, It is

intcrcsring that rl}c I)cllzvif)r:]l ‘analysis in the a[llyg(\atfti(lect{) flli7.c(i

fh)gs indjca rcd fin zi)scncc of the hchavif}r norfnatly a%soci~tcd
wjrh fear. A sin]iktr effect hxs hccn reported by others.g In tf~e
canvns sling, certainly pnrt of the emotional response of normal
d~s is ane of fear. IS it possif)le, therefore, that amygdajoid fesitnts
somehow
jncll~ding

inhibit the etnotion of fear; hence the efiects of fear,
increased adrenrtcorticai activity, are not seen?
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