IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

MRS. DAVID ORLIKOW,
71 St. Cross Street
Winnipeg, Manitoba
Canada R2W 3X9

JEAN-CHARLES PAGE,
B.P. 368
20 Terrasse-Robillard
St-Andre=Est
P. Quebec, Canada JOV 1XO -

ROBERT K. LOGIE,
26=-950 Bidwell St.
Vancouver, B.C.
Canada V6G 2J9

MRS. JEANINE HUARD
11890 Zotique-Racicot
Montreal, Canada H3L 3V7
MRS. LILLIAN STADLER
Westmount Manor
4646 Sherbrook Shreet West
Montreal, Canada
Plaintiffs,
V.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Defendant.
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COMPLAINT UNDER FEDERAL TORT CLAIMS ACT

(

Introduction

Commencing i1n the late 1940s, the Central Intelligence Aéency
and military intelligence agencies conducted wide ranging human
experimentation designed to test methods of interrogation, behavior
control, and brainwashing. These experiments tested dangerous
substances and teéhniques, and often used persons who had not
agreed to participate in behavior control research or who had not
even been forewarned that thevy were being subjected to experimenta-
tion rather than therapeutic treatment. Thousands of individuals
were subjects in these experiments, many suffered serious injuries,
and some died. The largest CIA program, MKULTRA, was started in

1953, made payments to researchers who conducted experiments on



human subjects, including plaintiffs herein, and financed experiments
ranging from LSD tests to brain concussion research.

The existence of the CIA-financed experimental programs has come
to light gradually, and only in recent years. For reasons not dis-

closed, and in countravention of CIA regulations, CIA Director Richard

Helms and Sidney Gottlieb, the supervisor of this research, ordered
all MRKULTRA documents destroyed in January 1973. ' The CIA's behavior
control experiments were first mentioned in the June 1975 Report to

the President by the Commission on CIA Activities within the United

States, and a further description of some of the CIA sponsored ex-
periments was published in the April 1976 Fiﬁal Report of the Senate
Select Committee to Study Governmental Operations with respect to
Intelligence Activities, Book I. But the magnitude of the MKULTRA
program was concealed until August of 1977, when CIA Director Stans-
field Turner informed the Senate Committee that some MKULTRA financ-
ial records had been located, during a search of agency files con-
ducted in response to a Freedom of Information Act request filed by
author John Marks. It was the publication of his book in 1979 that

first brought to general public attention some of the facts underly-

ing this action.

Une of the researchers paid by the CIA to conduct MKULTRA ex- E
periments was Dr. D. Ewen Cameron, Chairman of the Psychiatry Depart-
ment and Director of the Allan Memorial Institute at McGill University
in Montreal, Canada. Using a New York foundation it maintained as a
conduit, beginning in 1957 or earlier the CIA paid Cameron to conduct
behavior control and brainwashing experiments at McGill University
on unsuspecting psychiatric patients, including plaintiffs herein.
These experiments employed LSD and massive electroshock treatments to é
wipe out past behavior patterns, and established substitute patterns !
through the use of daily "psychic driving" sessions, in which speci-

ally designed tape messages were played continuously while subjects %



3=

were immobilized by curare and other drugs. Finally, Cameron used
drugs to induce sleep for periods of over a week, in order to cause
subjects to forget that their behavior had been synthetically
programmed.

In the period from 1957 through 1963, plaintiffs sought psychia-
tric therapy and medical treatment from Cameron, and instead were
used as unwitting subjects in brainwashing and behavior control ex-
periments paid for by the CIA. As a consequence of their involun-
tary participation in these federally financed experiments, plain-
tiffs have suffered serious and permanent injuries and seek damages
from the United States of America based on three separate causes of
action:

(1) the CIA placed and left control over funding of behavior
control experiments in the hands of employees known to have acted
recklessly in earlier human experiments in which a nonconsenting
subject died;

(2) those CIA employees negligeﬁtly and recklessly failed to
exercise due care to ensure that CIA-funded research would conform
to established standards of care applicable to human experiments;
and

(3) the United States, by knowingly supporting and funding the
harzardous experiments in which plaintiffs were unwitting subjects,
is liable for the consequent injuries they suffered.

The factual allegations of this Complaint are incorporated in

each of its causes of action as if fully set forth therein.

A. Jurisdiction and Parties

1. This Court has jurisdiction and venue over this action under
28 U.S.C. §§ l346kb), and 1402(b), and 2671 et seq.
2, Plaintiffs are residents and citizens of Canada, residing

at the addresses listed in the caption, who were subjected to medical




procedures used by Dr. D. Ewen Cameron at McGill University and the 3
Allan Memorial Institute as part of an intelligence research program

supported and financed by the CIA, which operated under the condi-

tions and caused the injufies hereafter set forth.

3. The defendant United States is sued on account of the
tortious conduct of employees of the Central Intelligence Agency as

set forth hereafter. ¢ ;

B. Central Intelligence Agency Interrogation,

Behavior Control, and Brainwashing Research

4. Commencing in the late 1940s, the Central Intelligence
Agency and military intelligence agencies funded and conducted wide
ranging human experimentation designed to test methods of interroga-
tion, behavior control, and brainwashing. These experiments tested
dangerous substances and techniques, and often used persons who had
not agreed to participate in behavior control research or who had
not even been forewarned that they wéfe being subjected to experi-
mentation rather than therapeutic treatment. Thousands of individuals
were subjects in these experiments, many suffered serious injuries,
and some died. The largest CIA program, MKULTRA, was started in
1553, wmade payments to researchners who conducted experiments on
human subjects, including plaintiffs herein, and financed experiments
ranging from LSD tests to brain concussion research.

Sie Government interest in the possibilities of behavior con-
trol and brainwashing began in the late 1940s, and rapidly led to a
proliferation of experimental projects testing various methods of
altering human behavior. Both the military intelligence agencies and
the CIA tested a wide variety of chemical agents on non-consenting
subjects. These tests resulted in many serious injuries, including
death on at least two occasions == Dr. Frank Olson, a U.S. Army

employee, and Harold Blauer, a tennis pro who was a patient at a
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psychiatric hospital. The military intelligence agencies and the
CIA also exchanged information and collaborated with British and
Canadian intelligence agencies in this area.

6. CIA-paid researchers in the interrogation, behavior control,
and brainwashing projects tested a variety of hallucinogenic agents
(e.g., LSD, mescaline and its derivatives, psylocybin, and peyote),
and various other drugs, ranging from truth serums and amphetamines
to "knock out drops" and new poisons. Under these projects, research-
ers also experimeﬁted with hypnosis, polygraphs, electroshock treat-
ments, psychosurgery, methods of administering brain concussions,
methods of artificially inducing amnesia, harassment techniques,
psychological assessment methods, chemical and biological warfare,
and even methods of assassinating foreign leaders.

7. Research methods employed in these experiments included
surreptitious testing of drugs that were known or suspected to be
hazardous chemical agents and the use of other techniques that could
foreseeably result in permanent physical and psychological injury.

In these tests, individuals were often not informed that they were
experimental subjects, nor informed of the nature of the experiments
and their attendant hazards, and sometimes both researchers and exper-
imental subjects were Kept ignorant of these facts.

8. The CIA administered and coordinated a number of programs
that were part of the research efforts to perfect methods of behavior
control and brainwashing. (A list of the CIA programs identified to
date, and a brief‘description of each is attached to this Complaint
as Appendix A.) The first major CIA program, ARTICHOKE, had behavior
control objectives, which were summarized in a secret July 16, 1953
memorandum (Documents quoted in this Complaint are attached as
Appendix B, see pp. B-1 to B=3.):

a. to perfect techniques utilizing existing drugs,

hypnosis, and other elements for the extraction of
information from individuals whether willing or not.




b. to provide field teams for testing, experimenting
and refining techniques . . . for the extraction of
information from indigenous personnel under field
conditions.

€. . . . to arrange for research and experimentation
« « . for the development of means for the control of
the activities and mental capacities of individuals
whether willing or not.
Soon after this memorandum, ARTICHOKE was phased out and its objec-

tives were transferred to MRKULTRA. !
9. MKULTRA used private foundations as fronts to finance re-—

search at some eighty-six universities and other institutions, in-

cluded 149 behavior control and brainwashing research projects, and
funded these projects in amounts ranging from $5,000 to $375,000.

(A partial list of these MKULTRA subprojects, and a brief description
of each, is attached to this Complaint as Appendix C.) Total funding

for outside researchers by MKULTRA exceeded $5 million, and total

expenditures for all MKULTRA activities were approximately $10 mil-
lion. Three private organizations were used by the CIA to transfer

money to MRULTRA researchers: the Josiah Macy, Jr. Foundation, the

Geschickter Fund for Medical Research, and the Society for the Inves-
tigation of Human Ecology (later the Human. Ecology Fund, Inc.). The
last organization, a New York City based group, was started by Dr.
ilarcid- Wolff and Dr. Lawrence Hinkle of the Cornell University Medical
Center at the CIA's request, and was initially located in an East

78th Street townhouse, later in Forest Hills, Queens, then at 201

East 57th Street, and finally at 1834 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.,

Washington, D.C. By 1957, the Society was run by Agency emplovees
supervised by Lt. Col. James L. Monroe, a CIA doctor who worked

under cover as the Executive Secretary of the Society for the Inves-

tigation of Human Ecology. Under his direction, CIA funds were
distributed secretly in the form of Sociéty grants supporting research

in which the Agency was interested.
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10, From 1957 to 1961, MKULTRA Subproject 68 financed the
Cameron behavior control and brainwashing experiments, which are the
basis of this suit, with money passed through the Society for the
Investigation of Human Ecology. Cameron's application for financing
was submitted to this front, transferred to the CIA, and approved in
Washington, D.C. CIA employees in Washington, D.C., authorized fund-
ing of the experiments, checks were drawn against'U.S. Treasury funds,
these monies were transferred to the New York City front, and paid
out to Cameron or his superiors. The few records that survived the
destruction orders setforth hereafter indicate that the CIA supplied
Cameron with at least $60,000 during this period. From 1956 to
1964, this same front provided an additional $35,000 to McGill Uni-
versity, the parent institution of the Allan Memorial Institute,
primarily in grants to the Psychiatry Departmenﬁ headed by Cameron.

11. MKULTRA operated under the supervision of then CIA Assistant
Deputy Director for Plans Richard Helms and Sidney Gottlieb, Chief
of the Chemical Division of the CIA's>Technical Services Staff. 1In
January 1973, in countravention of CIA Clandestine Service Instruc-
tion 70-10, Helms instructed GFttlieb to destroy all MKULTRA records
and all but some financial records were dgstroyed. As indicated by
the pattern of fuﬁdinq to McGill'Univeréity ahdrih‘fheﬂaﬁcﬁments
that survived the destruction order, the CIA's interest in and support
for Cameron's research preceded formal funding of his experiments

and continued after that documented funding ended.

C. CIA-Financed Interrogation, Behavior Control, and i

Brainwashing Experiments Conducted by Dr. D. Ewen Cameron

12. 1In 1951, Dr. Donald O. Hebb, Chairman of the Psychology !
Department at McGill University, attended a meeting of American,
Canadian, and British Government representatives, where interrogation

techniques and certain "confessions" obtained in the Soviet Union i



were discussed. Subsequently, Dr. Hebb received annual grants of
$10,000 from the Canadian Defense Research Board to conduct experi-
ments in sensory deprivation =-- the use of blindfolds, ear plugs and
similar techniques to isolate an individual. These experiments
continued until 1954, and during this period classified experimental
results were made available by the Canadian Government to the Ameri-
can Government. At the conclusion of Dr. Hebb's éesearch, his experi-
mental reports and other documentation were transferred to an uniden-
tified agency of the United States Government.

13. As indicated by an April 13, 1953 ARTICHOKE document (see

Appendix B, pp. B=4 to B-6a), the CIA was aware of the experiments

being conducted at McGill University, and was interested in encourag-
ing or supporting that work:
Dr. [excision in document] at this point named
three individuals whom he stated were, in his
opinion, highly competent men in connection with i
"brainwashing"” and POW work and in addition were i
probably thoroughly familiar with the ARTICHOKE
work. He gave the names of Dr. [excision in
document] whom he stated would be valuable
and who is a Canadian residing and working
in Montreal.
It was at this time that Dr. Dr Ewen Cameron began developing his
"psychic driving"” techniques. On information and belief, Cameron
was aware of CIA interest in his work, and actively solicited their
financial support.
1l4. As a consequence of this CIA interest and support, on
January 21, 1957, Dr. D. Ewen Cameron, Chairman of the Psychiatry
Department at McGill University and Director of the Allan Memorial
Institute, applied for a grant to the Society for the Investigation
of Human Ecology in New York City, a front for CIA brainwashing
research. The Cameron application described a four-step method he

had developed for producing "behaviorial changes" (see Appendix B,

pp. B=9 to B-10):
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is The breaking down of ongoing patterns of the
patient's behavior by means of particularly
.intensive electroshocks (depatterning).

ii. The intensive repetition (16 hours a day for
6 or 7 days) of the prearranged verbal signal.

iii. During this period of intensive repetition the
patient is kept in partial sensory isolation.

iv. Repression of the driving period is carried
out by putting the patient, after the con=
clusion of the period, into contihuous sleep
for 7-10 days.
Thus, Cameron proposed a "procedure" designed, first, to depattern
an individual through the use of massive electroshocks; second, to
program in new behavior patterns throﬁgh psychic driving tapes that
were repeated for 16 hours a day in conjunction with blindfolds,
headphones and other techniques used to ensure that a patient could
perceive nothing but the driving messages; and finally, to make
patients forget these procedures by putting them into a drug-induced
sleep for a week or more so that no memory of these procedures would
remain.
15. Cameron's chief assistant, Leonard Rubenstein, has admitted
publicly that their research employed techniques used on American
POWs during the Korean War: "Wk in Montreal started:to use some of

these techniques, brainwashing patients instead of using drugs”

(New York Tiﬁes, August 2, 1977, p. 16). In his application Cameron

proposed to refine the procedure described in ¢ 14 and "improve the
technique of heteropsychic driving (the repetition of predetermined
verbal signals of our own devising)" (see Appendix B, p. B-10). As
his application to the CIA front stated, Cameron's objectives were
(see Appendix B, pp. B-10 to B-1l):

(a) Can we find chemical agents which will serve
to break down the ongoing patterns of behavior: --
more rapidly
more transitorily
with less damage to the preceptive and cognitive
capacities of the individual than the present
physiological agents.
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(b) Can we improve our methods of signal production,
possibly by using a multiplicity of voices, with the
purpose of capitalizing upon the force of group
decision and suggestion.

(c) Can we develop better methods of inactivating
the patient during the period of driving (exposure
to repetition). . « « Among the chemical agents
which we propose to explore with respect to their
capacity to produce inactivation are the following
(used either singly or in combination): --

Artane

Anectine

Bulbocapnine

Curare

L4

We propose to use LSD 25 and other similar agents as
a means of breaking down the ongoing patterns of
behavior.

16. On February 26, 1957, Sidney Gottlieb, Chief of the CIA
Technical Service Staff/Chemical Division, approved funding for the
experiments described in Cameron's application "for a period of two
years, starting 18 March 1957," as MKULTRA Subproject 68 (see
Appendix B, pp. B-15, B-18). On March 27, 1959, Gottlieb or other
CIA employees approved additional funding for the Cameron experiments
(see Appendix B, p. B=19). On August 17, 1960, Gottlieb or other
CIA employees approved further CIA funding for the Cameron project,
noting that "long term support[for this study will be provided by
other organizations (one such organization is the U.S. [excision in
document] where negotiation assisted by the (excision.in document]
has been underway for approximately 6 months)" (Appendix B, pp. B=-20,
B=22). All of these CIA funds were transferred to Cameron through
the New York-based Society for the Investigation of Human Ecology.

17. Upon reéeipt of CIA funding, on or about 1957, Cameron im-
plemented the procedures set forth in his application and conducted
further experiments designed to improve the brainwashing techniques
he was testing. The combination of experimental techniques described
in Cameron's application was employed during the period CIA funding

was received, at least until 1961 and probably thereafter. Although
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these were experiments designed to develop methods of wiping out
patterns of past behavior, programming in new behavior patterns
through "psychic driving," and then inducing amnesia through prolonged
sleep, at no time were the experimental subjects, including plaintiffs
herein, informed: (1) that they were participating in experiments
rather than therapy; (2) that such experiments were being financed by
the CIA for nonmedical purposes; (3) that such exberiments would be
unlikely to yield therapeutic benefits, or (4) that such experiments
involved the use of dangerous drugs and hazardous techniques that
could result in permanent physical and psychological injury.

18. The experiments conducted by Cameron on plaintiffs and
others and financially supported by the United States Central Intelli-
gence Agency not only had no likely therapeutic value, but also vio-
lated the accepted standards of medical experimentation as formulated
at the Nuremberg War Crime Trials and ratified in the Charter of the
United Nations. 1In addition, these experiments violated the princi-
ples detailed in the International Code of Medical Ethics adopted
by the World Medical Association in 1949, the Principles for Those
in Research and Experimentatio? adopted by that same Association
in 1954, the 1964 Helsinki Declaration of the World Mediical Associa-
tion, and the American Medical Association's Principles of Medical
Ethics. (Relevant portions of these documents have been excerpted
and are attached to this Complaint as Appendix D.)

19. 1In 1964, Cameron left McGill University. On information
and belief, he was‘asked to leave due to growing doubts as to the
medical integrity of his experiments. His successor as head of the
Psychiatry Department immediately directed a psychiatrist and a
psychologist to conduct a study evaluating the effect of the Page=
Russell electroshock treatments, which were 75-100 times as powerful
as conventional forms of such treatment, that Cameron had used to

depattern his patients. As reported in the 1967 Canadian Psychiatric
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Association Journal, A.E. Schwartzman and P.E. Termansen found that

60 percent of Cameron's depatterning subjects reported that they
could not remember the period immediately preceding their particip-
ation in Cameron's experiments; these memory losses ranged in length
from a six month period preceding the experiment to a period of 10
years before the experiments. The report concluded that the inci-
dence of physical complications and the anxiety génerated in the
patient "argue against the administration of intensive electrocon-

vulsive shock as a standard therapeutic procedure."

D. Plaintiffs' Unwitting and Injurious Participation in

CIA-Financed Experiments Conducted by Dr. D. Ewen Cameron

20. Suffering from depressions after the birth of her daughter,
plaintiff, Mrs. David Orlikow, sought psychiatric help from a
Winnipeg psychiatrist, who treated her for several years. Because she
felt that faster progress could be mage in a hospital, Mrs. Orlikow
sought referrals and was admitted to ﬁhe Allan Memorial Institute as
a paying patient on November 27, 1956. After two weeks she became
a Cameron patient, and later ap unwitting subject of CIA-funded brain-
washing experiments. Under his supervision, Mrs. Orlikow was given
LSD on fourteen separate occasions dufing 1956 and71957, usually in
combination with the drugs desoxyn or sodium amytal and left alone
in her room while Cameron or his assistant Leonard Rubenstein played
psychic driving tapes for periods of up to four hours. Initially
these tapes were fecordings of sessions where Cameron had questioned

Mrs. Orlikow; later Cameron used driving tapes that contained ques-
tions and statements he had specially devised. During the psychic
driving sessions, Cameron required Mrs. Orlikow to take notes on

the contents of the tapes and write out her responses to the questions

and statements in detail == a common brainwashing method used both

SR ———————
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by the Communist Chinese on American POWs in Korea and by Soviet
secret police in Russia and Eastern Europe.

2l. Mrs. Orlikow found LSD terrifying, but Cameron persuaded
her to continue taking the drug until March of 1957, when she de-
manded that the LSD injections be halted. Mrs. Orlikow remained
in the Allan Memorial Institute until April 1957, and Cameron con-
tinued the psychic driving sessions using other érugs. After she
left the Allan Memorial Institute, Mrs. Orlikow continued under
Cameron's supervision and visited his outpatient clinic for regular
psychic driving sessions until the fall of 1957. From 1957 until
December 1959, Mrs. Orlikow remained in Montreal seeing Cameron
once a week and continuing the taped messages sessions for two to
four hours daily. Mrs. Orlikow was admitted to Allan Memorial In-
stitute as a Cameron patient for a second time on July 9, 1963, and
again was subjected to the psychic. driving procedures, now for periods
_of six hours daily. Because she found the psychic driving procedures
disturbing and frightening, in Decembér 1963 Mrs. Orlikow refused to
participate in any further sessions.

22. At no time while she[was a Cameron patient was Mrs. Orlikow
told that she was participating in experiments rather than therapy,
that such experiments were being financed by the CIA for nonmedical
purposes, that éuéh experiments would be unlikely to yield therapeu-
tic benefits, or that such experiments involved the use of dangerous
drugs and hazardous techniques that could result in permanent physi-
cal and psychologfcal injury.

23. As a consequence of her participation in the CIA-financed
experiments Mrs. Orlikow was denied needed therapy which she sought
and for which she paid, has lost the ability to concentrate, can
no longer read books, is unable to tolerate crowds, and suffers

from impaired mental health.
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24. Having suffered from alcoholism, depression, and violent
incidents, plaintiff Jean-Charles Page sought psychiatric therapy
and medical treatment from Cameron in 1959. Mr. Page was admitted %
to the Allan Memdrial Institute as a paying Cameron patient on
July 9, 1959, was diagnosed as a "chronic psychoneurotic" or "psycho-
pathic personality," and became an unwitting subject of CIA-funded
brainwashing experiments. Cameron gave Mr. Page a variety of drugs
including sodium amytal, desoxyn, and nitrous oxide; and used more
than thirty days of psychic driving. 1In addition, Cameron subjected
Mr. Page to thirty-six days of prolonged sleep, induced by a variety
of barbiturate drugs; three days of "semi-sleep,"” again induced by
drugs; and four Page-Russell electroconvulsive therapy treatments,
i.e., massive and repeated electroshocks designed to depattern Mr.
Page and render him amenable to psychic driving. Mr. Page was dis-
charged from the Allan Institute in November of 1959.

25. At no time while he was a Cameron patient was Mr. Page
told that he was participating in expériments rather than therapy,
that such experiments were being financed by the CIA for nonmedical
purposes, that such experiments would be unlikely to yield therapeu-
tic benefits, or that such experiments involved the use of dangerous
drugs and hazardous techniques that could result in permanent phys-
ical and psychological injury.

26. As a consequence of his participation in the CIA-financed
experiments, Mr. Page was denied needed therapy which he sought and
for which he paid, has been repeatedly hospitalized, and has con-
tinued to suffer from impaired mental health.

27. In 1956, when he was 18 years old, plaintiff Robert K. Logie
was referred to Cameron by his family physician, Dr. Earl Adams, for
psychiatric therapy and medical treatment of pains and seizures
accompanied by trembling spells, malaise, and generalized weakness.

Mr. Logie was admitted to the Allan Memorial Institute on October 25,
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1956 as a Cameron patient, and later became an unwitting subject of
CIA-funded brainwashing experiments. During his first hospitalization

under Cameron's supervision, Mr. Logie received both LSD and sodium

amytal and was questioned while under the influence of these drugs.
Mr. Logie was discharged from the Allan Memorial Institute on Decem-
ber 28, 1956 and later readmitted on December 4, 1958. During this
second stay, Cameron conducted LSD and sodium amytal interviews,
employed Page-Russell electroconvulsive shock treatments to depattern
Mr. Logie, and administered barbiturates which induced sleep for a
period of some twenty-three days. Mr. Logie‘was discharged from

the Allan Memorial Institute on March 7, 1959.

28. At no time while he was a Cameron patient was Mr. Logie !
told that he was participating in experiments rather than therapy,
that such experiments were being financed by the CIA for nonmedical
purposes, that such experiments would be unlikely to yie}d therapeu-
tic benefits, or that such experiments involved the use of dangerous
drugs and hazardous techniques that cbuld result in permanent physi-
cal and psychological injury.

29. As a consequence of his participation in the CIA-financed
experiments conducted by CameJon, Mr. Logie was denied needed therapy
which he sought and for which he Paid, has been unable to hold a . §
steady job, has been unable to sleep without drugs, has suffered from

severe depressions and anxiety, has continuing dreams about the Cameron

experiments, and has continued to suffer from impaired mental health.
30. Plaintiff, Mrs. Jeanine Huard, began visiting the Allen
Memorial Institute as an out-patient in 1958 seeking psychiatric
therapy to help her overcome recurring depressions. Mrs. Huard became
a Cameron patient and remained under his care until 1962. During her
time as a Cameron patient, Mrs. Huard became an unwitting subject of
CIA-funded brainwashing experiments. Until 1961, Mrs. Huard was

given Page-Russell electroconvulsive treatments daily or every second
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day, in addition to a variety of drugs. In September 1961, Mrs.
Huard was admitted to the Allen Memorial Institute as a Cameron
patient and, until March 1962, Cameron had her listen to psychic
driving tapes for seven hours each day.

31l. At no time while she was a Cameron patient was Mrs. Huard
told that she was participating in experiments rather than therapy,
that such experiments were being financed by the'CIA for nonmedical
purposes, that such experiments would be unlikely to yield therapeu-
tic benefits, or that such experiments involved the use of dangerous
drugs and hazardous techniques that could result in permanent physi-
cal and psychological injury.

32. As a result of her participation in the CIA-financed
experiments, Mrs. Huard was denied needed therapy which she sought
and for which she paid, cannot sleep without drugs, is afflicted with
migraine headaches, and suffers from impaired mental health.

33. Plaintiff, Mrs. Lillian Stadler, was admitted to the Allen
Memorial Institute in 1954 suffering from depression and a variety
of other psychiatric problems. Mrs. Stadler was a patient at the
Institute on several occassions from 1954 until 1964, and was placed
under the care of Dr. Cameron for medical treatment.” During these
wisits, Mrs. Stadler wss made an unwitting’ subject Of CIA-funded
brainwashing experiments. As part of these experiments, Mrs. Stadler
received repeated Page-Russell electro-convulsive treatments, was
subjected to tape recorded psychic driving sessions, and received a
variety of drugs.’

34. At no time while she was a Cameron patient was Mrs. Stadler
told that she was participating in experiments rather than therapy,
that such experiments were being financed by the CIA for nonmedical
purposes, that such experiments would be unlikely to yield therapeu-

tic benefits, or that such experiments involved the use of dangerous
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drugs and hazardous techniques that could result in permanent physi-
cal and psychological injury.

35. As a result of her participation in the CIA-financed
experiments, Mrs. Stadler was denied needed therapy which she sought
and for which she paid, suffers from impaired mental health, and
has had to be institutionalized.

36. The existence of the CIA-financed experimental programs has
come to light gradually, and only in recent years. For reasons not
disclosed, and in contravention of CIA regulations, then CIA Director
Richard Helms and Sidney Gottlieb, the supervisor of this research,
ordered all MRKULTRA documents destroyed in January 1973. The CIA's
behavior control experiments were first mentioned in the June 1975
Report to the President by the Commission on CIA Activities within
the United States, and a further description of some of the CIA-
sponsored experiments was published in the April 1976 Final Report
of the Senate Select Committee to Study Governmental Operations with
Respect to Intelligence Activities, Sook I. The magnitude of the

MRKULTRA program was concealed until August of 1977, when CIA Director

Stansfield Turner informed the Senate Committee that some MKULTRA
financial records had been located, during a search of agency files
conducted in response to ‘a Freedom of Information Act requésﬁ filed
by author John Marks. It was the publication of his book in 1979
that first brought to general public attention some of the facts

underlying this action. Plaintiffs first learned in 1978 and 1979

of the CIA's involvement in their "treatment" by Cameron.

37. On September 11, 1979, November 21, 1979, March 14, 1980, g
and November 25, 1980, plaintiffs presented detailed accounts of :
their participation in the Cameron experiments to CIA General Counsel

Daniel Silver, and offered to provide further information to assist

that Agency's consideration of plaintiffs' claims against defendant,

United States of America. On June 23, 1980, these claims were denied
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by the Central Intelligence Agency, in a letter stating that there
is "no reason to believe that the Central Intelligence Agency was
responsible for the course of treatment adopted by Dr. Cameron."
Plaintiffs subsequently iﬁformed the CIA of their plan to file suit
and the CIA confirmed its final denial of their claims in conversa-

tions with plaintiffs' counsel in December of 1980.

.

First Cause of Action -- Negligent Failure of Supervision

and Control Over CIA Employees

38. The CIA knowingly promoted and funded brainwashing experi-
ments performed in the guise of medical treatment upon unsuspecting
patients, including plaintiffs, in reckless disregard for the injur-
ies such experiments inflicted. Richard Helms and other CIA officials
acted negligently and recklessly by delegating funding authority over
MRKULTRA experiments to employees known to have acted recklessly in
earlier human experiments in which a non-consenting subject died,
and they negligently failed to exerci;e proper supervision and con-
trol over these employees. Thus, the CIA's highest officials negli-
gently delegated funding authority to employees who.were known to be
unfit to exercise it, and negligently failed to exercise proper super-
visiuu and control aver the activities GI these empldyecs, thereby
encouraging the conduct of further dangerous and improper human
experiments, and thus contributing to the consequent injury to
plaintiffs.

39. Dr. Sidney Gottlieb was Chief of the Chemical Division of
the CIA's Technical Services Staff in 1953 when MKULTRA was begun,
and was responsible for funding decisions in that program. Gottlieb
continued to exercise this funding authority until 1959 when he be-
came Assistant for Scientific Matters to the Clandestine Services,
advising CIA agents on operational uses of interrogation, behavior

control and brainwashing methods developed under MKULTRA and other
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CIA programs. In this position, Gottlieb also served as liaison with
the Technical Services Staff and continued to advise the CIA on which
experiments to fund. In 1962, Gottlieb became Deputy Director of
the Technical Services Staff and continued to make funding decisions
for MRULTRA. Dr. Robert Lashbrook also supervised MKULTRA funding
as Gottlieb's assistant from 1953 until the 1970s.

40. In November of 1953, Sidney Gottlieb, éobert Lashbrook,
and another member of the Technical Services Staff were directly
involved in an LSD test.that preceded the death of Dr. Frank Olson,
an Army chemical and biological warfare expert, who had no forewarning
that he was to be made an experimental subject. After receiving LSD
surreptitiously administered in a glass of Cointreau, Dr. Olson
suffered severe depression, was taken to New York City for medical
consultations, and fell to his death from the tenth story of the
Statler Hotel.

41. On January 4, 1954, the CIA_General Counsel informed the
CIA Inspector General of "culpable negligence" by Gottlieb and his
staff. That January 4 letter expressed concern about: "what seems
to be a very casual attitude or the part of TSS [CIA Technical Ser-
vices Staff] representatives to the way this experimént was conductedr
and the remarks that this is just oné‘éfvtﬁ; fiéks runniggvﬁith N
scientific experimentation . . . when human health or life is at
stake . . . prudent, reasonable measures which can be taken to
minimize the risk must be taken and failure to do so was culpable
negligence. The aﬁtions of the various individuals . . . revealed
the failure to observe normal and reasonable precautions." (Appendix
B, pp. B=23 to B-24).

42. On February 10, 1954, CIA Director Allen Dulles sent a
memorandum to Gottlieb criticizing him for "poor judgment" in recom-
mending the "unwitting application of the drug" without "sufficient

emphasis for medical collaboration and for the proper consideration
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of the rights of the individual to whom it was being administered.”
(See Appendix B, p. B=25.) However, Dulles' Deputy instructed Richard
Helms, then Assistant Deputy Director for Plans, to inform Gottlieb,
Lashbrook and other TSS employees who received similar memoranda that:
"These are not reprimands and no personnel file notations are being
made" (see Appendix B, pp. B-26 to B-28), and despite the death of

Dr. Olson and their involvement with 'it, Gottlieb and Lashbrook were
kept in responsible positions with operational controi over project
MKULTRA, and were permitted to sponsor and encourage dangerous experi-
ments conducted upon unwitting subjects, including plaintiffs herein.

43. In 1957, further evidence of Gottlieb's unfitness for con-
trol of funding of human experimentation was similarly disregarded
by Richard Helms and other high CIA officials, after the CIA
Inspect&r General conducted a "survey" of the Technical Services
Division (successor to the Technical Services Staff). In the report
of that survey, the Inspector General noted that "some of the activi-
ties of the Chemical Division are notzonly unorthodox but unethical
and sometimes illegal"™ (quoted in Final Report of tﬁe Senate Select
Committee to Study Governmentaﬁ Operations with respect to Intelli-
gence Activities, Book I, p. 410). Despite this knowledge, Allen
Dulles, richard Helms, and other CIA officials failed to supervise
and control the continuing involvement of Sidney Gottlieb, Robert
Lashbrook, and other CIA employees in activities which were unethical
and illegal.

44, Allen Dﬁlles, Richard Helms, and other CIA officials kept
Sidney Gottlieb, Robert Lashbrook, and other CIA employees in posi-
tions of control over MKULTRA after the death of Dr. Olson due to
"culpable negligence" and after they knew that MKULTRA projects were
"unethical and sometimes illegal." Allen Dulles, Richard Helms, and
other CIA officials thus acted negligently and recklessly thereby

allowing the CIA to continue to finance illegal and unethical human
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experimentation, including experiments in which plaintiffs were
unwitting subjects.

45. As the result of the foregoing recklessness and misconduct,
Gottlieb was enabled to continue to authorize funding of hazardous
experiments that violated established standards of due care, with
consequent injury to plaintiffs, for which the United States is

liable. '

Second Cause of Action == Negligent and Reckless Funding of

Hazardous Experiments

46. By funding Cameron's experiments upon plaintiffs, Sidney
Gottlieb, Robert Lashbrook, James Monroe, and other employees of the
United States negligently and recklessly failed to exercise due care
to ensure that such experiments would conform to established standards
of care in experiments involving human subjects.

47. Although the Cameron application notes that the patients
who will serve as subjects are those "suffering from extremely long-
term and intractable psychoneurotic conditions,” his application
does not describe, discuss, or, detail the method of.selecting experi-
mental subjects, the information to be supplied such’' subjects, or
the measures to be employed to safeguard such subjects. The medical
procedures described in the Cameron application were patently un-
suitable as treatment for mental illness. By funding Cameron's
experiments, as described in his application, Sidney Gottlieb, Robert
Lashbrook, James Monroe, and other employees of defendant United
States of America, acting within the scope of their employment,
negligently and recklessly failed to exercise due care to ensure
that CIA-funded experiments would conform to established standards
of care for experiments involving human subjects.

48. The Cameron application clearly indicated that the proposed

research was designed to test methods of interrogation, behavior
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control, and brainwashing, using chemical substances and other tech-
nigues known to be hazardous and accompanied by substantial risk of
injury to the experimental subjects. Although Sidney Gottlieb and
other CIA employees were aware of the substantial risk of injury
attendant to the proposed course of research through their prior ex-
periences with these chemical substances and other techniques, they
nonetheless approved funding for Cameron under MKBLTRA Subproject
68. By approving this project, Sidney Gottlieb and other employees
of defendant United States of America, acting within the scope of
their employment, negligently and recklessly exposed plaintiffs and
others to substances and techniques known to be hazardous to them
and accompanied by a substantial risk of injury without determining
that established standards of care for experiments involving human
subjects would be followed.

49. By negligently funding hazardous medical experimentation
without ensuring that standards of dug care would be observed there-
in, the United States caused injury to plaintiffs for which it is

liable.

Third Cause of Action == Liability for CIA Funding of

Médical Maipractice

50. By knowingly supporting and funding a program of medical
experimentation that violated established standards of due care in
experiments involying human subjects the United States is liable
for the resulting injuries suffered by plaintiffs.

51. The experiments conducted by Cameron on plaintiffs and
others, and supported and funded by the CIA, were tortious in several
respects. There was negligent failure to inform experimental sub-
jects, including plaintiffs herein, tﬁat they were participating in
experiments rather than therapy, that such experiments were being

financed by the CIA for nonmedical purposes, that such experiments
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would be unlikely to yield therapeutic benefits, or that such experi-
ments involved the use of dangerous drugs and hazardous techniques
that could result in permanent physical and psychological injury.

As a consequence, plaintiffs were denied apprépriate medical treat-
ment, and suffered severe and lasting injuries as previously set
forth.

52. By knowingly supporting Cameron's behavior control and
brainwashing experiments under the conditions hereinbefore set
forth, and paying Cameron at least $60,000 to conduct such experi-
ments, the United States was a party to the wrongful procedures to
which plaintiffs were subjected, and is liable for the resulting

injuries.
Relief

Wherefore, plaintiffs pray fqr a judgment awarding them each
one million dollars in damages, the costs of this action, and such

other relief as the Court may deem appropriate.

Joseph L. Rauh, Jr.

John Silard

James C. Turner
Rauh, Silard and Lichtman
1001 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 331-1795

Attorneys for Plaintiffs




Appendix A - Description of CIA Interrogation, Behavior
Control, and Brainwashing Projects
CHATTER: established by the Navy in fall 1947, apparently termin-
ated in 1953; purpose - to isolate drugs and methods that would
assist in interrogations; the CIA participated under project ARTICHOKE;
included testing of Seconal-Dexedrine-marijuana combination on CIA-

supplied subjects in Germany.

4

BLUEBIRD: established by the CIA in April 1950, later became
ARTICHOKE; purpose - to perfect interrogation techniques through
the use of drugs, hypnosis, and polygraphs, and to induce amnesia;

included field tests and operational interrogations in Japan.

ARTICHOKRE: established by the CIA in August 1951, apparently ter-
minated in 1956; Army, Navy, and Air Force liaisons; purpose - to
refine interrogation techniques; participated in CHATTER; searched
for new hallucinogens; explored sensory deprivation; techniques

tested in the United States and abroad.

MEKDELTA: established by the CIA in October 1952, date of termina—
tion not known; purpose - to coordinate the use of drugs and other

materials tested in MKULTRA i¢ clandestine operations abroad.

MEN2OMI: established 4y the CIA in 19552, apparently terminated
in 1970; stockpiled severely incapacitating and lethal materials
including anthrax, botulism, and shellfish toxins, and developed

methods of administering these substances. ) f

MKULTRA: established by the CIA in April 1953, continued until
at least 1967; purpose - to fund research on various means of con-

trolling human behavior including drugs, biclogical agents, botani-

cal substances, hypnotism, electroshock, brain concussions, tele-

control, and brainwashing techniques.
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Page A-2

QKHILLTOP: established by the CIA in 1954, later absorbed into
MRULTRA; purpose - to study Chinese Communist brainwashing techni-

ques and to develop interrogation methods.

MKSEARCH: established by the CIA in June, 1964, as a continuation
of selected MKULTRA projects, apparently terminated in 1973; purpose
= to develop a capability to manipulate human begavior in a pre-
dictable manner through the use of drugs; included $30,000 annually
to test drugs on unwitting subjects in New York City and Ssan
Francisco "safehouses" maintained by the CIa; $150,000 annually to
produce biological weapons at a Private Baltimore laboratory; fund-
ing for chemical and drug testing conducted by Dr. James Hamilton
at the California Medical Facility at Vacaville on Prison inmates,
$20,000 annually for LSD and other drug testing conducted by Dr.
Carl Pfeiffer on prisoners at the Atlanta Federal Penitentiary, and
$650,000 to finance Dr. Charles Geschickter's testing of knockout
drugs, stress producing chemicals, and mind altering substances on
mental defectives and terminal cancer patients at the Georgetown

University Hospital,

CHICKWIT: established by the QIA in approximately 1967, continued
until at:-lsast 1972; purpose - to identify new drugs‘iﬁ‘fﬁfope T
and Asia and obtain information and supplies; included U.S. Army

participation.

OFTEN: establishgd by the CIA in 1968, apparently terminated in
June 1973; cooperative testing with Army on human subjects at Edge-
wood Arsenal; purpose - to study the effects of various drugs on
animals and humans; included tests to determine if chemical code-
named EA-3167 could be administered clandestinely using adhesive
substances and testing with military volunteers and inmates at the

Holmesburg State Prison in Philadelphia.
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Appendix B =< CIA Documents

July 16, 1953 Memorandum
re: ARTICHOKE: Restatement of Program ..ceeeeeeeses

April 13, 1953 Memorandum
Re: ARTICHOKE Conference, 19
March 1953 .ssssssssnwssnssavins SRAAAERA R R M

January 21, 1957 Cameron Application .c.ccecececeeens

February 26, 1957 Memorandum for the Record
re: MKULTRA Subproject 68 .....ceeeescsoccassansnns

February 26, 1957 Memorandum for the Comptroller
re: MRULTRA Subproject 68 ....ciseoceccacscoccncasona

March 27, 1959 Memorandum for the Comptroller
re: MKULTRA Subproject 68, Authorization No. 2 .....

August 17, 1960 Memorandum for the Record
re: Supplement - MKULTRA, Subproject 68 ....ceoceeees

August 17, 1960 Memorandum for the Comptroller
re: MRKULTRA, Subproject 68, Additional
Authorization NO. 3 ..iiiievceccacaceconcaaannns

January 4. 1954 Memorandum for the Inspector
General
res Frank R. OLlSON ssescosooscssasesosssissssassnses

February 10, 1954 Letter from Allen Dulles to
Sidney Gottlieb ..sivassssscnsesssissse SEs e sae wen e

February 10, 1954 Transmittal Slip accompanying
letters from Allen Dulles to Sidney Gottlieb and
other CIA emPlOYEeS ..eceeersosoccsosososccosoosonnacsss

February 10, 1954 Letter from Allen Dulles to Chief,
Technical Services Staff ..cieeercrcoescosccaocsacens

February 10, 1954 Letter from Allen Dulles to Chief,
Technical Operations, Technical Services Staff ......

B-15

B-18

B-19

B-20

B-22

B=23

B-25

B-26

B-27

B-28
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af Psychiatry

APPLIC
TO _STUDY TH

QF THZ ROPETITION OF VEZRDAL SIZHALS

ZTTZCTS YICN EMMAN 3EHAVIOR

ed

Genaral Puruveses

1u2sting 2 grant $0 Support studies
upon tie effects upon human behavior of the repetition
of verbal sigmals. OQur prasent inceresc is directed ==
towarda botk (a) sthe praduction ¢f chaages in behavior,
and (b) changes in paysiological function, the major '
emphasis. 33 bs ugca the laster decause of the greacer
ease of measurement,

Backzround . .
The'effects upon human behavior of the rag

ticion

tie

of verbal siznals study at th ﬁg/;ﬁz
. since June 1953,

A, The early investizations were basad uponm the
oggervation zhat repeated playtack of parcicularly

significant stateaasnts made Dy the patiens duriag
psychotherapy elicited a number of phencmmna:

) (a) Inereased productivity by the patient of
material of dynamic 3ignificance. s

(b) The aatarial was related St the statement
repeated (or drivam). . : .o

(c) Increased identification of significanc
components ia the repeated =zatarial.

(d) This increased identification, or recognition,
of significant componeants was particularly marked ia
the patisns. It was also eveoked iz cthe therapisc,
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These obserwations wers reporzad in an article
entitled Psvenic Jeiying, puslisnadria ghe American
T = O s
Jourmal oI IsycniatIy. he significance of =as f{iadings
in conmectica wich psyehotherany was alsg reparsad.

Working hysothases concerniag shesa affects of
recacition werse sec up, asang thec geing:

(a) hypothesis of che work of listaning;

(b) hypothesis of ere work of salking;

(¢) nypothesis Sacerniag e shislding of
& : s b : N
the waniag of e yerhal signaLs, !
zut also

particularly from sie %alker
from the lisctenes.

3. Further sgudies prought to light the existence

of the dymamic {mplant, tais being tle designacion zives

to the fact nat exposure o regetition of verpal signals

leaves the patiend sensicized So the cacmunity of action
cament was takeo.

tendencies fmea aich mhe driving ssa
article encitled

This also has been repertad ia an
Paychic Oriviag: 9 Tanlans, now awaiting oublicatdon
= - oAl $
waclvz. esne followang ohservations

The PYyiacric WasLy
were cade concerning che dynamic izplant:
i{. By continued replaying of a cue cecaunication,
a persistent tandency So act in a way which can ve
predetermi ed with respect W its gensral cnaracteristics
can be esgzblj.:hed. Tn other words, 27 driving a cue
commuaication one can, without exception, sev up in We
_ patient a persisting =andeacy for that c= gtacement,
~and other cumponants of the cocaunity of action tendencies
from which 1% was dzawn, %o reswa W nis ‘awarsnass. ;

{4, The dynamic {mplant thus estapliched, and

especially {f peinforced OY reapeatad driviag, sends to
activate more and more of the components of the relevant
community of action cendencies. These components tead

to appesr in the par.ienc's awareness.

444. This materially concribucas to grodblen
ydengification by the patieat and the therapist apd, hence,
facilitaces the proc=sses of gherapeutic reargd ~ization.
cre implant are 3
igion of driving;

tha defanses;
r desensitizacion.

iv. The dynamic qualicies of
function of i {a) she amouns and repet
ib) the incensity of cthe response; (¢

d) stress tolarance; {2) capacity o

i
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v. The major continuing effacts of the dynazic
implant are: (a) srogressive problam identification;
(v) resuldng reorzanization of depavioral patterns;
] (¢) negative evaluation of newotic gatterns present
in the cue cesmunication used in driviag.

. G.° - Cantinuad sctudy of the effetts of regetition. on
The patient of nis owa verbal signals opened up an
addicional line of inquiry. This was based upon the
finding that 2 given verdal signal coaveys coasiderably
more than its verbal contanc. Special apoparacus was
built tg axslore Wwis new field of ultra-concepsual i
communication. The following [indings were reported
at the 1955 meeting of tre American Psychopactholcgical
Association:

41

didiasidis

VT

i. That signals ars aade which are not
conceived as such 9y the signaler, at least at ths
time he makes thea. .

ii. That signals ar= received which are not
conceived as such ¥y the Liscener, at lsast ac the
time that he first listens.

£ Mt 2 e i

.

tii. That a range of signals aay be =ade which
will only at =imes be conceived by the signalers and
the listaner as such. .

{7. The ability of both the signaler and xa
listener to recognize signals zay be increased and
also decreased. -

P anda MUL KL

Ldod.

v. It is orobable that thers is a range of
signals which cannot Be underssood Oy either, but which
may, nonetheless, evoke an approgriate response in
the listene{r. &

D. Qur studies now tursmed to astempes <o establish
lasting changes in the patient's vetavior, Gzing Yerbal
signals of a medetermined nature and of our own
devising. After considerable experizentasiaon, we have
daveloped a procedure wnick in the mest successful
case has groduced benraviarzl changes lasting up

two months. The procedure requires:

(VOO PPR |

1, The breaking dowm of ongoing patsesrms of
the patient's behavior By means of garzicularly
intensive elacIrosiocks {deratterning).

?
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; ii, The intensive revpetizicn (15 hours a day 1.
~ 4
E for é or 7 days) of che grearrangsd verbal sizal.

iti. Du.-i-sg this gericd of iatansire repetition
the patient i3 kept in partizl sensory isolation.

- 1 ) " iy. Repression of che: 4re Sying pericd is carTied
3 ’ out by aut.'in.s; the pactisnG, after cthe canclusion of :
the period, iaco cconu Lnn:u.: sleen for 7-LC days. J- :

e

== v Sougnt w
gy S00us :m.._ 9y k2 repectinion of
approcriate verval 3 xe nave usad le sama

technique as is gutlined abava for the producsiom of
behavioral cha.ng ‘Ye have been 3i= :assz\'.l in

achieving change in physiolozic function with -
respect wo: . . B

ks

WO "

(a) the balance of L’lexnr and extensor nm:c‘ﬂs
in the arm;

(b) she relz
in the right and 1

PRI

tionship of" the tlcod pressu.e levels
2f% arms.

3. Specific Prooosals

We now amcose tn carry on furcher studies upon
the effects of nrodecerminsd sizmals upon: (a) cnysio-
logical functions; (b) patterns o*‘ behavier. To furchsr
this, we have two major, immediate objecsives:

i 42 uad ol

sas

bl

i. To improve the technique. of Hece"oasycl.ic
driviag (fhe repetiticn of edetarmined verbal signals
of our own devi sirxg)

3 R . 14, To investigzta the range of shysialezical.
. funetions which can be chan g d. by thesa grocedures.’

Va8 Mdedond i 4 S0kt iatbe

daaid

Firsc Objective r Among the siudies wnich we gropose
to carry out in pursuit of owr first oojective are:-

(a) Can we find chemical agents which will serve
. ta break dovn the ongoing pattaras of Behavior:
acre rapidly
' o more transitorily

- with less dazage 9 the serceptive
and cognitiva capacities of
she iadividual tnan the presant

i
physiological agenta,

B=10
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(b) Can we improve cur methods of signal
3 production, possibly Sy using a mulsiplicicy of

- voices, with the purpose of capitalizing upon the
7 force of group decision and suggescicn.

£
B ) (e¢) Can we develap better methods of ipaczivating
- : the: patieat during the period of driving (expeswe o

; v repecition), and at the sams time 'maincain ais ag 2

: ‘higher level of activity, 9y saysiological and chemical
; agents, than oy the present physical effacts. Azcng
the chemical agents which we »rojose 3 explore
with respact %o their capacicy 0 produce inactivation
are the {ollowing (usad either singly or in ,
combinacion):= N

vl At L

. Artane
Anectine
Bulbocapaize
Curare

2 4

N

We propose to use L3D 25 and other similar agents
as a means of breaking down the onzoing patterns
of . tenavior. :

wiidbadie fig

I

21

Second Qbjective: Among the other physiclaogic
functions which we incerd to explore with regard ta
their amenability tp chaage ia consequencs oL the
repeticion of verbal signals are:

i 0 B E b

palmar skin conductance
skin temperature
healing of wounds

Procedurs o be followed:

The ipicial procedure which we'propose o employ
is that already outlined under sectica 3. From che
contaxt, however, it will be clear tiac we hope to be
able to medify and improve the procedure as we procsed.

The patisnts selectad are almost entirely those
suffering {rom sxtremely long-tarz and intractabdle ]
psychoneurotic conditions. In the case of resulss of
physiological driving, the validity of the findings

can be assessed oy stacisctical analysis. Hepeated
estimatioas of the parcicular pnysiological function

are made prior %a driviag and at various periods

subsequent 9 driving (sxposure %0 repecition).

In the case of the s3udiss upon the 2ffects upon

behavior of exposure te resetitioan of verdbal siznals,

ot e o R N 22 sl S
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tha patiants are studisd exhaustively ia psycko-
therapeutic interviews and 9y psychological sest
orocedurss prior to exjosure @ repetiiion, and
by the 3ame m=2ans ac varicus incervals subsequsnt
Lo exposure., La addition, follow-up studies axe
carried on tirowsi our Social Service seczion
subsequant to-.the discharge of the patient.

H ! 5

In the case af ohysiolegical studies, resulis
can be basaed on relacively small groups of oz faur
to six cases ia esach category, where tie resullts are
as consistenc as thosa which we obtained with auscle
potentials, In regard <o spifts in behavioral pattarm,
considerably larger numbers are required-—up 3. Iwency
‘patients. .

The other aspects of cur procedures have
already been indicated undar the heading of "Specific
Proposals.”

be Budzet -

Full time research DSYcRiatrisS ....cee.s.oe 37,0000
Part time electrsnics technician ......c.e0. 2,500,
Assistance with measwrement of record

and COmPULATLONE ciiiocvcsecescssonacscss 2,000

Consultants ..ceevsccscscsasasrossns eees 1,000,
TPAYEL tvciviitercecssccacasssstcsnacssacssss 5CQ.
2 - Concert Master continuous tape players.. 1,8L0.
2 - Message-repeating I2CHANiSMS .evieeieaos 320.
2 - Rotary switch @echRanisms ....civcccccace 400,
32 = Speaker UALiTS t.ecricerccstcrescccssnna 30.

Miscsllaneous matarials & supolies (recordinz
paper, electronics supplies, phazma-
e2utlicals) ciceccevecscrctccscrcrcsanee 750.
’ $16,6c0. )
2,L90. 313%,0%

Plu;: 15% Qverhead

‘We srs requesting the foregolng Cudges for a
period of two years, with the anticipacion that ac the
end of that time we shall have made sufficient headway
to draw up further groposals to open up this field.

The names and qualificatisas of the personnel
warking on this project are as f{ollews:i-

Hhsader 2 e FREcge > . - o .
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3 Provosed Salary

E

3 None

3 -
i / —

| C[F

;‘ i

‘i
-4

E Elecctronics wechnician (pars=time) $2,500.

3 . ,

3 Full cime research psychiatrisc(prefaradbly $7,200. z
- a graduatad rmember of our own Leyear E
: = pastgraduace training pragraz)
3 Additional tachnizal assistance 42,000,
3 (ta be selacvead)

Consultants (to be selacted), : .
proposed tocal honoraria $1,000,

B-13
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6, Other 3Scurces cf Funds

In regard to the submissicn of proposals to .
other funding ssurces, we are considering the possidiliczy
of makizng a submission %o anoetiler source for the
provision of a more advanced type of soundprocf room,
and to yes ancthur source for support of our
investizations ianto ultraconcepsual communication.

7. Tax Exemption Privilazes

nas Federal tax exemptioca
for scientiric apgaratus Ior teaching and/or researca.

Grants from Unicted 3tates organizations can be
made payable to the [ollowing, to allow for incoame
tion in the Unised Staces:

— - T T - =

S
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L LW L MEMORANDUM FOL: THT 3ECORD
g A\ SUBJECT: MKULTRA Subproject 68
l. Subproject 68 is beiny initiated as a.means to support a re-

search program, the effects upon human be'na.vior of the repatitica of
yerhal ciomals, Tl*e program. will be \mde ——

2. The scope of che projec: will encompass studies upon the
effects of predetermined signals upon (a) physiological funections, (b)
patterns of behavior. The immediata objectivas of the program will
entail a study of methods to (a) improve the technique of neteropsychic
driving, (b) to investigate the range of physiological-functions whicn
can be changed Oy these procedures, More specifically, these studies
will include: ’

(1) A search for chemical agants which will br-akdown the ongoing
pattarns of behavior:

b more rapidly
more transitorily

3 with less damage to the perceptive and cognitive
3 capacities of the individual than the present

3 physiolagical agents. :
'_3‘ (2) An attempt to develop better methods of inactivating the patient
3 during the period of driving (exposure (o repetition), and at the
“3 same time maintain him at a higher level of activity, by physio-
3 logical and chemical agents, than by the present.paysical affects,
- Among the chemical agents which we propose to explore with
. . respect to their capacity to produce inactivation are the follow=
i . fng (used either singly or in combination): ) 2
5 3 " e . Py ! : = as & - :
1 Artane g
' ) Aneciine
i ’ Bulbocapnine-
Curare
LSD-25. -

ArTATAdad g
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For a more detailed discussion of the program see at:ached srogosal.
[t should be added that the attached srcoosalha 1S been ;ubmmed ) :‘.L

R T—

of & cover urgsux...u».m. gs :s. Sl 2 pregoam for a paricd of two
years will be 338, 180.00, Charges should Se made against Allczment
7-2502-10-Q01.

st

b

reques: the return of any unexpended funas ¢
B . from the Society,

5. Requirements {or a §-month informal accounting on the
part of the principal investigator is waived.

wd

§. In Ueu of higher averhead rates, title to any permanent

equipment purchased by funds granted the University shall remam
w'lth the University,

7. It was mutnally agreed that documentation and aceouating:
for travel expenses which are reimbursabie by the University will
conform with the accepted practices of that institution.

8, It was also agreed that tachnical reports reflecting the
progress of the research program will be submitted to the Socisty at
mutually accegtable intervals.

9. L’x view of the {act thadgem—=s

Y
3

1) Dr. MR \he principal investigator, and his staff
will remain completely unwxmng O@Governzem 2
intarest 5 . é

o e S e S I A M i Bt L e b S

2) The project will be monitured by
staif member of i

2 nonzEm;

. E B=16




. 3=

3) No Agency staff personnel will contact, visit, or discuss
this project with D@Qrbs siaff under exireme(

A%

h . circumsiances. DAY e

4) If it is necessary for Agancy personnel to contac? or,
or nis staif, the matier will be discussed with the
T Gfiice of Security and the desk involved for their evaluation
and advice as to the proger procsdurss %0 be taken.

TSS/Chemical Division

APPROVED FOR CBLIGATICN Approved:
OF FUNDS ’

Date: < Jewct /N B

] Attdched: ’ .
Proposal

i Distribution:

E Original only

NDaragradled to:
By autholdty £t Lo7a7S
dgts: 1977

Im LoD ONEY 137479
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26 iTebruary 1837
MERCNANDUM FUii: THX COMPTROLLER

ATTENTION: Flaanes Livisica

SUBJECT: ) LMEKUL (24, Subproject 68

Uznder the autliorily granted tn'the Memeracdum dsted
13 April 1953 from tha CI to the DU/A, and the extenslon of this
authority {a subsequent rnemarauda, Subprojact ¥ has beea a;.-;:reve;(,
and $3&, 160,00 cf the sver-all Projest MU ULTRA fonds have been
obligated to cover the subproject’s expenses and should be char.'gsd.

tn Allctment 7-8502-10-001,

SIDNEY GCT:I'LIZ
Chlef
TsS/Ciemical Divisien

APFROVED FOR OTLICA [ION
OF FUNuS:

ResearchUirecior

Dala: g
9

hred . .
1§57 § .
Distributioa:
Orig & 2 - Addresses
1 - TSs/0C i
L~1T - TSS/FASB LM .
1 - TSS/SRB
2 - TSS/CD SRt g Ay

Tss/cn:@zs Feb 53) :
soiiy B

. ©3-35

B-18
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! MIMCAANDUM FCR: THE MP2TRCLLER

ATTENTICR ¢ Flaanss Divisiea

i
|
i

. .
MEULTRA, Subproject £4
Autharizatioe Na. 2

SUBJECT

Uades the autboricy granted ia tha Memarsadum daged
i 13 Ap=il 1353 {rom the OCL to the 20/A, and tha extenaivr of this
' authority in subseyuant me=maranda, Schproject §8 his heen approved,

and ¢ 19, 090, CU. of the avaz-all Project MAULTRA fucds have Seex

—

3

anligated to cover tiis susproject’c expenses and should be charged

Saand

te. Adlotimaas 92230275502, -

=i

v TS5/Chemical Division

Sl ol i

Aparoved {or Oblizaties
of Funda:

e 5 ,A
| CIVTRY THAT P33 A0 Ararate, ’;?
TRISAMUW AL, TS

CLITA 1T MICHUN! me, Fo 250 4= ST Fod

Lo

Keacasca Lirsutor

AUTHQAIING QFTR

Date:

Glstziuntion:
Crig & 2 =« Addzossee

7

K- 1ss/Fass

B-19
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69=/]

~
’\.-, G /A’
DRAFT gtTue
17 Ausust 1960
. 1 TES RECCRD

Supplement - MKULTRA, Subprojeet 43

e ¢

3 1. Subproject Jusmber 53 (s Yeing ccatinued 3as a o=ans 0 sustain

& research Prograz, the affacts upon human deravior of the rspetillon %\Q
; of verhal signaly. The progeaz i3 under the direction of m%—
K 5 = 1
- E .
- 1 2. The scope of the pragram vill Tass - the same studies oute
p lined in the previcus dr=ft dated 2T Marsh 1959 vhich is agiached.

3. It i3 anticipated that long term suppors for this study wvill

gis

be provided By other orgaaizatiods (ome such or.gmi:.a:icn is k= V.S.

- : @vhers gegotiaticn essisted by
AR GEn® *as been undervay for approxicatsly § acaths),

3 thersfore, thia project is being contisued for a thrse zonth ericd coly.
) 1 In view of tiis short contimsvion, JEERE vill Ye authorized delay of
-: the final reporting on expenditures ard a ter:.i.na.‘l. tachnical repors. e‘,\
- & 3 {
i T™e cogt of the progiza for a pericd of
2 tiwee agutis AL be 34,T75.00. Carges shcid be cade egatsst Allstzemi——- R
3 1525-1005-152 + ‘
5. In leu of h‘is‘ae.— gverhead ratas, %title €3 any permanent equip-
sent purchased ty funds grantad the Univessity shall recain vith the
- . University.

1NU2ET

3 1NTOET; O 137473
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’ 6. It wvas sutually agsesd that d aticn and ting
zu'uwmlegpmmsmndxusrﬁmmnduamr&emuwuﬁxyvu;¢m-
form vith the acssptad practices of that instituticn.

7. The same security considerations cutlized 2 the atiached
dzaft should be ncted.
Chier A
TSD/Researsh 3ranch
Distribution:
Attached: )
Draft did 27 March 59
() (
Da=m ad ta:
:::f‘.“- PLL7 of i lu74r3
£
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! 17 august 1980
i
i HOIUIURT FOQ: CUTIRNLIES
o b
1
4
f Usdes
i ;
! 13 fpsil 1953 Oounr thea IS8T ta 0 DA, el U sxtvssics o i
thils muligrisy 4 aublicumnd scaamnds, QUdmolues (3 Ees tuzn
approved axd $4,775.00 o e gvorsall MILTU mojecs O=s=s
heg Yoez cblirmtad - la cowr tha subproject g¥sanacs. This
5 abli;ntica of funiis shculd Yo chasged 45 Allotosnt Susher 1535w .
10091922, : . -
3 TSD/2seensTy mmach
3 Q@ U=
]
E ;
b ::snf:cu bizss.os
B - Dates
| I
. piztrituticny . ;
. Qris & 2 = Allrss=swe . {
' 1 - o/
. 1 - TSD/FASS i
! D i m/ﬁ‘r_s : i
' rsn/as/é (17 Aug £0) :
|
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Dre. Sidncy Cottlied . !
Chief, Chsmical Zivision . i
Technical Scrvices Staflf .

Dear Dr. Gotilieb: ' .

I have perscnally revicwed the files from. your
office concerninz thz use of a druz on arn unwitiing greun
of indivicuvals., In reccrmending tiie urwiiiing asplication

- of the druz to your sucerior, you apparciily cid not zive
sufficient empitasis Lo the n2cessity for modicel collabo-
ration and for preper comsideration of iz rizmbts of the

individtal to wham it was being adminicizred. This is to
inferm you that it is rmy opinion thot yoo cxarcised posr
Judgrent in this cass.

Sincerely,

S

Allen W. Dolles
[ Directer

0/16/15Kirkpatrick:m 29 Jan Sh .
Rewritten by DICI/CFCabeil:rm 1 Fed Sh
Regritten by DLCI/CrCabell:mm 6 Feh Sk

fcroncT
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Appendix C - List of MKULTRA Subprojects Funded by the CIa

Subproject
1s

9.
10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

15.

16.

17.
18.

$2,000; chemical experiments with "Mexican magic
drug"; 1953-1955,

$4,650; studies of synergistic action of drugs used
to abolish consciousness; 1953-1957.

$8,875; operational field testing of LSD and other
chemical substances in the United,States at CIA
"safehouses," on unwitting subjects; 1953-1956.
$3,000; manual on techniques used by magicians; 1953.
Unknown amount of funding for hypnosis experiments
designed to induce amnesia; 1952-1955.

$5,000; drug testing and effort to locate domestic

- sources of LSD; 1953-1955,

$21,306.78; research on depressant drugs; 1953-1955.
$297,040; LSD and personality assessment research;
1952-1957.

$11,000; research on biological substances; 1953-
1956.

$30,000; drugs and botanical substances; 1953-1955.
$1,000; speciaﬂ operations division at Fort Detrick
(chemical and biological warfafe development); 1953-
1955, i

$4,333.40; Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs,
drug testing; 1953-1954.

$700; extension of magicians' manual (Subproject 4);
1953-1956.

$7,740; safehouse in San Francisco used for unwitting
drug testing; 1953-1955.

$29,172; LSD testing; 1953-1955.

$400)000; biological research; 1953-1954.
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Subproject
19.

20.

21.
22,

26,
28.

31.

32,

34,

35.

37.

38.
41.

43,

44,

45,

46,

$1,800; extension of magic manual (Subproject 4);
dates unknown.

$205.70; sythesis of derivatives of yohimbine hydro-
chloride; 1953-1954.

$5,720; drug testing with defectors; 1953-1956.
$8,008; extension of "Mexican magig drug" experi-
ments (Subproject 1); dates unknown.

$4,781.92; drug testing; 1954.

$24,996; drug testing on unwitting schitzophrenics
and witting "normals"; 1954-1955.

$1,500; funding for manufacture of organic chemicals;
1954-1955.

$30,000; extension of botanical substances research
(Subproject 12); 1954-=1955.

$1,800; extension of magic manual (Subproject 4);
1954-1958,

$375,000; funding for medical research wing con-
struction at Georgetown Medical Center.

$23,775; fundiTg for the collection of botanical
substances.

$1,000; funding of drug testing; 1954-1955.

$1,500; funding for procurement of organic chemicals,
1955=1957.

$56,800; experiments with hypnosis, sensory depriva-
tion, and combination drugs, 1955-1957.

$16,000; extension of depressant drug experiments
(Subproject 9); 1955-1959.

$100,000; funding of "knockout" drug tests on cancer
patients; 1955=1962.

$257,000; LSD testing; 1955-1961.
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Subproiject
47,

48,

49.
54,

55.
56.

57.

58.

59.

61l.

62.

64.

65.

66.

68.

69.

$290,956.30; LSD and other drug testing on inmates at
Atlanta penitentiary; 1955-1964.

$270,479; funding of psychological study of defectors;
1955-1956.

$34,088.60; hypnosis research; 1955-1957.

$62,400; brain concussion research (method of inducing
amnesia); 1955-1957.

$2,808; drug testing; 1956.

Unknown amount of funding for research on the effects
of alcohol; 1956-1960.

$32,858; funding of sleep and insomnia study; 1956-
1957.

$2,000; pharmacological and botanical research, 1956.
$3,900; drug testing on unwitting subjects, 1956-1957.
$286,326; funding‘of brain function studies; 1956-
1961.

~$51,000; funding of experiments with electroshock,

isolation, psychosurgery, and the effects of chemicals
on the central nervous system; dates:unknown.

$3,000; funding for consultative work 'of drug expert;
1356. : - -

$52,150; psychological assessments of Hungarian
refugees; 1956-1958.

$86,707; LSD and alcohol (combination) experiments,
1956-1960. |
$62,045; funding of experiments with electroshock,
LSD, psychic driving, prolonged sleep, and a variety
of drugs conducted at the Allan Memorial Institute;
195%-1961.

$5,000; studies on Hungarian refugees; 1957-1959.
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Subproject
70,

71.
72.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

8l.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

$30,390; experiments with "knockout" drugs and

sleep; 1957-1961.

$9,600; drug testing; 1957-1961.

$43,037.28; extension for drug testing (Subproject
70) and surveys; 1957-1959.

$13,236; experiments with LSD and Pther hallucinogens
at the Massachusetts Mental Hospital; 1957-1961.
$10,000; funding of psychological assessment study

on resisting authority; 1957-1958.

$138,000; funding of personality assessment study:
1957-1963.

$406,200; drug testing and biological warfare experi-
ments on cancer patients; 1957-1964.

$2,805; funding for research of a "sensitive nature."
$5,000; funding for drug testing, biological sub-
stance experiments, and consultant servcies of a

drug expert; 1958-1962.

$5,000; extension of brain function studies (Sub-
project 61); 1958=1959.

$15,000; Hungarian refugee personality assessments;

- 1958=-195% -

$58,000; funding of graphology (hand writing analysis)
journal; 1958-1960.

$30,000; hypnosis study; 1958-1966.

$1,040; blood typing studies; 1958.

$43,734; funding of polygraph research; 1958-1959.
$16,000; research on hypo-allergic substances;
1958-1966.

$5,000; cultural appraisal study; 1958.
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Subproiject
89.

90.

9l.

92.

94.

95.

96.

97.

98.
101.

102,

103.

106.

107.

108.

$10,620; funding of Hungarian repatriation project;

1958.
$12,000; funding of personality assessments of

Soviet scientists; 1958-1959.

$186,840; drug testing and other pharmacological
experiments; 1959-1962.

$22,716; funding for experiments with teaching
machines; 1958.

$153,689; experiments with telecontrol of animals;
1959=-1961.

$192,975; funding for cross=cultural study; 1959-
1963.

$34,465; study of decision-making by foreign
nationals; 1959-1961.

$17,500; studies on behavior, schizophrenia, and
psychotherapy; 1959-1960.

$9,735; funding for mass conversion study; 1959-1965.
$2,000; study on biophysics of the central nervous
system; 1959.

$5,750; fundinb for infiltration and:study of adoles-
cent gangs in Oklahoma and Texas; 1959.

$1,900; study on youth camps in Norway and Vienna:;
1960.

$37,335; experiments with stimulus-response patterns
;n animals, using electrodes; 1960-1962.

$15,000; funding for trip by 10 psychologists to

the Soviet Union; 1960.

$8,100; funding for study of "Russian character"

and the effectiveness of Soviet propoganda; 1961.
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Subproject
109.

1l0.
111.

112.
113.

114.
115.

116.
117.
119.

120.
121.

123.
124,

125.
126.

127.

Unknown amount of funding for experiments with
psycho-pharmacological agents and means to control
human behavior; 1960-1962.

$68,000; chemical and biological warfare research;
dates unknown.

$26,000; funding of motivational study; 1960-
1962.

$6,056; vocational studies on children; 1960.
$6,000; funding for development of aerosol sprays
as delivery system for chemical agents; 1960-1962.
$11,280; studies on alcohol; 1960-1961.

$4,085; studies on mentally disturbed and effects
of environment; 1960.

$45,000; funding for procurement of chemicals;
date unknown.

$7,790; study of cultural influences on children;
1960-1961.

$20,239.43; funding of telecontrol research; 1959-
1965.

$21,827; research; 1960-1966.

$13,856; funding of witch doctor study at McGill

University; 1960.

$20,000; funding of African attitude study; 1960-1961.

$6,500; experiments with acids, bases, and carbon
dioxide on humans, 1960.

$11,602.18; drug and placebo testing; 1960,

$4,225; funding for study of stress and disasters;
1960.

$7,490; study of voting trends, employing psycholo-

gical assessment techniques; dates unknown.

SRR
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Subproject
128.

129.

130,
132,

133.

134.

135.
139.

$9,000; experiments in rapid hypnotic induction;
1960-1961. '

Unknown amount of funding for caaéuter assisted
polygraph; 1960-1961.

$35,559; personality assessment research; 1960.
$30,000; funding for safehouse used in drug test-
ing; 1961-1964.

$28,080; funding for study on effect of bacteria
on minerals; 1961-1964.

$39,000; funding for research on relation of physical
types to personality types.

$25,868; drug testing, 1961-1962.

$47,000; funding of study on bird viruses; 1961-1966.




Appendix D - Established Standards for Medical Experimentation

A. The Nuremberg Code

1. The voluntary consent of the human subject is absolutely
essential. This means that the person involved should
have legal capacity to give consent; should be so situated
as to be able to exercise free power of choice, without
the intervention of any element of force, fraud, deceit,
duress, overreaching, or other ulterior form of constraint
or coercion; and should have sufficient knowledge and com-
prehension of the elements of the subject matter involved
as to enable him to make an understanding and enlightened
decision. This latter element requires that before the
acceptance of an affirmative decision by, the experimental
subject there should be made known to him the nature,
duration, and purpose of the experiment; the method or
means by which it is to be conducted; all inconveniences
and hazards reasonably to be expected; and the effects
upon his health or person which may possibly come from
his participation in the experiments.

The duty and responsibility for ascertaining the qual-
ity of the consent rests upon each individual who initiates,
directs or engages in the experiment. It is a personal duty
and responsibility which may not be delegated to another
with impunity.

2. The experiment should be such as to yield fruitful results,
unprocurable by other methods or means of study, and not
random and unnecessary in nature.

3. The experiment should be so designed and based on the re-
sults of animal experimentation and a knowledge of the
‘natural history of the disease or other problem under
study that the anticipated results justify the performance
of the experiment.

4. The experiment should be so conducted as to avoid all un-
necessary physical and mental suffering and injury.

5. No experiment should [be conducted where there is an a
priori reason to believe that death or disabling injury
will oceur; except. perhaps, in those experimerts where
the experimental physicians also serve as subjects.

6. The.degree of risk to be taken should never exceed that
determined by the humanitarian importance of the problem
to be solved by the experiment.

7. Proper preparations should be made and adequate facilities
provided to protect the experimental subject against even
remote possibilities of injury, disability, or death.

8. The experiment should be conducted only by scientifically
qualified persons. The highest degree of skill and care
should be required through all stages of the experiment
of those who conduct or engage in the experiment.

9. During-the course of the experiment the human subject
should be at liberty to bring the experiment to an end if ;
he has reached the physical or mental state where continua- :
tion of the experiment seems to him to be impossible. :
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10. During the course of the experiment the scientist in
charge must be prepared to terminate the experiment at
any stage, if he has probable cause to believe, in the
exercise of good faith, superior skill and careful judg-

ment required of him that a continuation of the experiment

is likely to result in injury, disability, or death to
the experimental subject.

United States v. Karl Brandt, et al., Trials of War Criminals Before

Nuremberg Military Tribunals Under Control Council Law No. 10
(October 1946 - April 1949),

3

B. International Code of Medical Ethics Adopted by the World
Medical Association in 1949

The following practices are deemed unethical:

* * *

b) Taking part in any plan of medical care in which the
doctor does not have complete professional independence.

c) To receive any money in connection with services rendered
to a patient other than the acceptance of a proper pro-
fessional fee, or to pay any money in the same circum-
stances without the knowledge of the patient.

Under no circumstances is a doctor permitted to do anything that

would weaken the physical or mental resistance of a human beiing

except from strictly therapeutic or prophylactic indications imposed

in the interest of his patient.

C. Principals for Those in Research and Experimentation Adopted
by the World Medical Assocaiticn in 1954

* * *

3. Experimentation on Healthy Subjects

Every step must be taken in order to make sure that
those who submit themselves to experimentation be fully
informed. The paramount factor in experimentation on
human beings is the responsibility of the research worker
and not the willingness of the person submitting to the
experiment. ’

4. Experimentation on Sick Subjects

Here it may be that in the presence of individual and

desperate cases one may attempt an operation or a treat-
ment of a rather daring nature. Such exceptions will be
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rare and require the approval either of the person or
his next of kin. 1In such a situation it is the doctor's
conscience which will make the decision.

5. Necessity of Informing the Person Who Submits to Experiment-
ation of the Nature of the Experimentation, the Reasons
for the Experiment, and the Risks Involved

It should be required that each person who submits
to experimentation be informed of the nature of, the
reason for, and the risk of the proposed experiment.
If the patient is irresponsible, consent should be obtained
from the individual who is legally responsible for the
individual. In both instances, consent should be obtained
in writing.

D. Declaration of Helsinki Adopted by the World Medical Association
in 1964

The Declaration of Geneva of the World Medical Association (1964)
binds the doctor with the words, "The health of my patient will be
my first consideration"; and the International Code of Medical
Ethics which declares that "Any act or advice which could weaken
physical or mental resistance of a human being may be used only in
his interest." .

* * *

In the field of clinical research a fundamental distinction
must be recognized between clinical research in which the aim is
essentially therapeutic for a patient, and clinical research the
essential object of which is purely scientific and without
therapeutic value to the person subjected to the research.

I. Basic Principles

3. Clinical research cannot legitimately be carried out
unless the importance of the objective is in pro-
portion to the inherent risk to the subject.

4. Every clinical research project. should be preceded
by careful assessment of inherent risks in comparison
to foreseeable benefits to the subject or to others.

5. Special caution should be exercised by the doctor
in performing clinical research in which the personal-
ity of the subject is liable to be altered by drugs
or experimental procedure.

II. Clinical Research Combined with Professional Care
1. . . . If at all possible, consistent with patient

psychology, the doctor should obtain the patient's
freely given consent after the patient has been
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given a full explanation. In case of legal incapacity
consent should also be procured from the legal guardian;
in case of physical incapacity the permission of the
legal guardian replaces that of the patient.

2. The doctor can combine clinical research with pro-=
fessional care, the objective being the acquisition
of new medical knowledge, only to the extent that
clinical research is justified by its therapeutic
value for the patient.

ITII. Non-therapeutic Clinical Research '

* * *

2. The nature, the purpose, and the risk of clinical
research must be explained to the subject by the
doctor.

3a. Clinical research on a human being cannot be under-
taken without his free consent, after he has been
fully informed; if he is legally incompetent the con-
sent of the legal guardian should be procured.

3b. The subject of clinical research should be in such
a mental, physical, and legal state as to be able
to exercise fully his power of choice.

Principles of Medical Ethics Adopted by the American Medical
Association in 1966

2. Experimentation: New Drugs or Procedures
In order to conformgto the ethics of the American Medical
Association, three requirements must be satisfied in connection
with the use of experimental drugs or procedures:
(l)- The voluntary consent of the person on whom
the experiment is to be performed should be
obtained;
(2) The danger of each experiment must previously
be investigated by animal experimentation;
and

(3) The experiment must be performed under proper
medical protection and management.

3. Ethical Guidelines for Clinical Investigation

* * *

(3) In clinical investigation primarily for treatment --
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D

(4)

The physician must recognize that the physician-
patient relationship exists and that he is ex-
pected to exercise his professional judgment and
skill in the best interest of the patient.

Voluntary consent must be obtained from the
patient, or from his legally authorized repre-
sentative if the patient lacks the capacity to
consent, following: (a) disclosure that the
physician intends to use an investigational drug
or experimental procedure, (b) a reasonable ex-
planation of the nature of the drug or procedure
to be used, risks to be expected, and possible
therapeutic benefits, (c) an offer to answer any
inquiries concerning the drug or procedure, and
(d) a disclosure of alternative drugs or pro-
cedures that may be available.

i. In exceptional circumstances and to the
extent that disclosure of information
concerning the nature of the drug or ex-
perimental procedure or risks would be
expected to materially affect the health
of the patient and would be detrimental
to his best interests, such information
may be withheld from the patient. In
such circumstances such information shall
be disclosed to a responsible relative
or friend of the patient where possible.

ii. Ordinarily, consent should be in writing,
except where-the physician deems it necessary
to reply upon consent in other than written
form because of the physical or emotional
state of the patient.

iii. Where emergency treatment is necessary and
the 3atient is incapable of giving consent
and no one is available who has authority

to act on his behalf, consent is assumed.

In clinical investigation primarily for the accumula-
tion of scientific knowledge ==

A.

B.

Adequate safeguards must be provided for the
welfare, safety and comfort of the subject.

Consent, in writing, should be obtained from the
subject, or from his legally authorized represent-
ative if the subject lacks the capacity to consent,
following: (a) a disclosure of the fact that

an investigational drug or procedure is to be

used, (b) a reasonable explanation of the nature

of the procedure to be used and risks to be ex-
pected, and (c) an offer to answer any inquiries
concerning the drug or procedure.

Minors or mentally incompetent persons may be
used as subjects only if:
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is The nature of the investigation is such that
mentally competent adults would not be suit-
able subjects.

ii. Consent, in writing, is given by a legally
authorized representative of the subject
under circumstances in which an informed and
prudent adult would reasonably be expected
to volunteer himself or his child as a subject.

D. No person may be used as a subject against his will.

(2




