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WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 3, 1977

U.S. SENATE,SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE, AND SUBCOMMITTEE ON
HEALTH AND SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH OF THE COMMITTEE ON HUMAN RESOURCES

Washington, D.C.

The cmmittees met, pursuant to ndice at 9:07 am. in room 1202, Dirksen Senate Office Building,
Senator Danidl K. Inouye (chairman of the Seled Committeeon Intelli gence) presiding.

Present: Senators Inouye (presiding), Kennedy, Goldwater, Bayh, Hathaway, Hudd eston, Hart,
Schweiker, Case, Garn, Chafee Lugar and Wall op.

Also present: Willi am G. Mill er, staff diredor, Seled Committeeon Intelligence Dr. Lawrence
Horowitz, staff director, Subcommitteeon Hedth and Scientific Reseach; and professonal staff
members of both committees.

Senator INOUYE. The Senate Seled Committeeon Intelligenceis meding today andisjoined by the



Subcommitteeon Hedth and Scientific Reseach chaired by Senator Edward Kennedy of
Massadchusetts and Senator Richard Schweiker of Pennsylvania. Senator Hathaway and Senator Chafee
are members of both committees. We aeto hea testimony from the Diredor of Central Intelli gence,
Adm. Stansfield Turner, and from other Agency witnesses onisaues concerning new documents
supdied to the mommitteein the last week on drug testing conducted by the Central Intelli gence
Agency.

It should be made dea from the outset that in general, we ae focusing on events that happened over
12 a aslong as 25 yeas ago. It should be emphasized that the programs that are of greaest concern
have stopped and that we ae reviewing these past eventsin order to better understand what statutes
and other guidelines might be necessary to prevent the reaurrence of such abusesin the future. We dso
need to know and understand what is now being done by the CIA in thefield of behavioral research to
be cetain that no current abuses are occurring.

| want to commend Admiral Turner for hisfull cooperation with this committee and with the
Subcommitteeon Hedth in recognizing that thisisaue needed our attention. The CIA has asdsted our
committees and staffs in their investigative efforts and in arriving at remedies which will serve the best
interests of our country.

@

The regppeaance of reports of the auses of the drug testing program and reports of other previously
unknown drug programs and projeds for behavioral control underline the necessty for effective
oversight procedures bath in the exeautive branch and in the Congress The Seled Committeeon
Intelli gence has been working very closely with President Carter, the Vice President, and Admiral
Turner and Hsassociatesin developing basic concepts for statutory guidelines which will govern all
adiviti es of the intelli gence aencies of the United States.

Infad, it is my expedation that the President will soon announcehis dedsions on hawv he has dedded
the intelligence aencies of the United States sl be organized. This committeewill be working
closely with the President and Admira Turner in pladng this new structure under the law and to
develop effedive oversight procedures.

It is clea that effedive oversight requires that information must be full and forthcoming. Full and
timely information is obviously necessary if the committee and the publicisto be confident that any
transgressons can be dedt with quickly and forcefully.

One purpose of this heaing isto give the mmmittee and the public an understanding of what new
information has been discovered that addsto the knowledge dready avail able from previous Church
and Kennedy inquiries, andto hear the reasons why these documents were not avail able to the Church
and Kennedy committees. It is also the purpose of this heaing to addressthe issues raised by any
additional illegal or improper adivities that have energed from the files and to develop remediesto
prevent such improper adiviti es from occurring again.

Finally, thereis an obligation onthe part of both this committee and the CIA to make every effort to
help those individuals or institutions that may have been harmed by any of these improper or ill egal
adivities. | am certain that Admiral Turner will work with this committeeto seethat thiswill be done.

| would now like to welcome the most distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, the chairman of the
Hedth Subcommittee Senator Kennedy.

Senator KENNEDY . Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. We ae deli ghted to join together in this
very important areaof pulic inquiry and public interest.

Some 2 yeas ago, the Senate Health Subcommitteehead chilli ng testimony abou the human
experimentation adiviti es of the Central Intelli gence Agency. The Deputy Diredor of the CIA
reveded that over 30 uriversities and institutions were involved in an "extensive testing and
experimentation” program which included covert drug tests on unwitting citizens "at al social levels,
high and low, native Americans and foreign." Several of these tests involved the alministration of
LSD to "unwitting subjedsin social situations."

At least one deah, that of Dr. Olson, resulted from these adivities. The Agency itself acknowledged
that these tests made littl e scientific sense. The agents doing the monitoring were not qualified



scientific observers. The tests sibjeds were seldom accessible beyond the first hours of thetest. In a
number of instances, the test subjed becameill for hours or days, and eff ective foll owup was
impossble.

Other experiments were equally offensive. For example, heroin addicts were enticed into participating
in LSD experimentsin order to get areward -- heroin.

Perhaps most disturbing of all wasthe fad that the extent of experimentation an human subjeds was
unknown. The records of al these adiviti es were destroyed in January 1973, at the instruction of then
CIA Direcor Richard Helms. In spite of persistent inquiries by both the Hedth Subcommittee ad the
Intelli gence Committeg no additional records or information were forthcoming. And noone -- no
singleindividual -- could be found who remembered the detail s, not the Diredor of the CIA, who
ordered the documents destroyed, not the official resporsible for the program, nor any of his
asciates.

We believed that the record, incomplete @it was, was as complete as it was going to be. Then ore
individual, through a Freedom of Information request, acampli shed what two U.S. Senate committees
could not. He spurred the agency into finding additional records pertaining to the CIA's program of
experimentation with human subjeds. These new records were discovered by the ayency in March.
Their existence was not made known to the Congressurtil July.

The remrds reved afar more extensive series of experiments than had previously been thought.
Eighty-six universities or ingtitutions were involved. New instances of unethicd behavior were
reveded.

The intelligence mmmunity of this Nation, which requires a shroud of seaecy in order to gperate, has
avery saaed trust from the American people. The CIA's program of human experimentation d the
fifties and sixties violated that trust. It was violated again onthe day the bulk of the agency's records
were destroyed in 1973. It isviolated ead time aresporsible official refuses to remll ed the detail s of
the program. The best safeguard against abuses in the future is a cmplete public acounting of the
abuses of the past.

| think thisisill ustrated, as Chairman Inouye pointed out. These aeisaues, are questions that
happened in the fifties and sixties, and go badk some 15, 20 yeas ago, but they are front page news
today, as we seein the major newspapers and onthe television and in the media of this country; and
thereasonthey are, | think, is becauseit just continuously begins to trickle out, sort of, month after
month, and the best way to pu this period behind us, obviously, isto have the full information, and |
think that isthe desire of Admiral Turner and o the members of this committee.

The Central Intelli gence Agency drugged American citi zens withou their knowledge or consent. It
used university faciliti esand personrel without their knowledge. It funded leading reseachers, often
withou their knowledge.

These institutes, these individuals, have aright to know who they are and how and when they were
used. As of today, the Agency itself refusesto dedassfy the names of those institutions and
individuals, quite appropriately, | might say, with regard to the individuals under the Privacy Act. It
seemsto meto be afundamental resporsibility to notify those individuals or ingtitutions, rather. | think
many of them were caight up in an unwitting manner to do reseach for the Agency. Many
reseachers, distinguished reseachers, some of our most outstanding members of our scientific
community, involved in this network, now redly do nd know whether they were involved o not, and
it seems to me that the whole hedth and climate in terms of our university and ou scientific and hedth
faciliti es are antitled to that response.

So, | intendto doall | can to persuade the Agency to, at the very leadt, officially inform those
ingtitutions and individual s involved.

Two yeas ago, when these abuses were first reveded, | introduced legidlation, with Senator Schweiker
and Senator Javits, designed to minimizethe potential for any similar abusesin the future. That
legidation expanded the jurisdiction o the National Commisson on Human Subjeds of Biomedicd
and Behavioral Reseach to cover all federally funded reseach involving human subjeds. The research
initialy was just direded toward HEW adivities, but this legislation covered DOD as well asthe CIA.

This Nation hes abiomedicd and behavioral research cgpability secondto none. It has had for subjects



of HEW funded reseach for the past 3 yeas a system for the protection of human subjeds of
biomedicd reseach secondto none, and the Human Experimentation Commisson hes proven its
value. Today's heaings and the record already established underscore the need to expand its
jurisdiction.

The CIA supported that legidation in 1975, and it passed the Senate unanimously last yea. | believe it
isnealed in order to asaure dl our people that they will have the degreeof protedionin human
experimentation that they deserve and have every right to exped.

Senator INOUYE. Thank you very much. Now we will proceed with the heaings. Admiral Turner?
Prepared Statement of Admiral Stansfield Turner, Direcor of Central Intelli gence

Mr. Chairman: In my letter to you o July 15, 1977, | reported our recent discovery of seven baxes of
documents related to Projed MKULTRA, a dosdly held CIA projed conducted from 1953-1964. As
you may recdl, MKULTRA was an "umbrella projed” under which certain sensiti ve subprojeds were
funded, involving among other things reseach on dugs and behavioral modificaion. During the
Rockefell er Commisson and Church Committeeinvestigations in 1975, the ayptonym became
publicly known when detail s of the drug-related deah of Dr. Frank Olsen were pulicized. In 1953 Dr.
Olsen, a dvilian employeeof the Army at Fort Detrick, leged to his deah from a hotel room window
in New York City abou aweek after having unwittingly consumed LSD administered to him as an
experiment at ameding of LSD researchers called by CIA.

Most of what was known abou the Agency's involvement with behavioral drugs during the
investigationsin 1975 was contained in areport on Projed MKULTRA prepared by the Inspecor
Genera'sofficein 1963. As aresult of that report's reammendations, unwitti ng testing of drugs on
U.S. citizens was subsequently discontinued. The MKULTRA-related report was made avail able to the
Church Committeeinvestigators and to the staff of Senator Kennedy's Subcommitteeon Hedth. Until
the recent discovery, it was believed that al of the MKULTRA fil es deding with behavioral
modification hed been destroyed in 1973 on the orders of the then retiring Chief of the Office of
Technicd Service with the authorizaion o the DCI, as has been previoudly reported. Almost all of the
people who hed had any connedion with the aspeds of the projea which interested Senate
investigatorsin 1975 were no longer with the Agency at that time. Thus, there was littl e detail ed
knowledge of the MKULTRA subprojeds avail able to CIA during the Church Committee
investigations. Thisladk of avail able detail s, moreover, was probably not whally attributable to the
destruction of MKULTRA filesin 1973; the 1963 report on MKULTRA by the Inspedor General
notes on page 14: "Present pradiceisto maintain no records of the planning and approval of test
programs.”

When | reported to you last on this matter, my staff had na yet had an opportunity to review the newly
located material in depth. This has now been acaomplished, and | amin apositionto give youa
description o the contents of the recovered material. | believe you will be most interested in the

foll owing aspeds of the recent discovery:

How the material was discovered and why it was not previously found
The nature of this recently located material;

How much new information thereisin the material which may not have been previously known and
reported to Senate investigators; and

What we beli eve the most significant aspeds of thisfindto be.

To begin, asto hawv we discovered these materials. The material had been sent to our Retired Records
Center outside of Washington and was discovered sent to our Retired Reaords Center outside of
Washington and was discovered there a aresult of the extensive search efforts of an employee
charged with resporsibility for maintaining our holdings on behavioral drugs and for responding to
Freedom of Information Act requests on this subjed. During the Church Committeeinvestigationin
1975, seachesfor MKULTRA-related materia were made by examining both the adive and retired
records of all branches of CIA considered at al likely to have had association with MKULTRA
documents. The retired records of the Budget and Fiscd Sedion of the Branch responsible for such
work were not seached, however. This was becaise financial papers associated with sensitive projeds
such s MKULTRA were normally maintained by the Branch itself under the projed fil e, not by the



Budget and Fiscd Sedion. In the cae & hand, however, the newly located material was sent to the
Retired Records Center in 1970 by the Budget and Fiscd Sedion as part of its own retired holdings.
The reason for this departure from normal procedure is not known. As aresult of it, however, the
material escaped retrieval and destruction in 1973 hy the then-retiring Direcor of the Office & well as
discovery in 1975 by CIA officials responding to Senate investigators.

The employeewho locaed this material did so by leaszing no stone unturned in his eff orts to respondto
FOIA requests. He reviewed all listings of material of this Branch stored at the Retired Records
Center, including those of the Budget and Fiscd Sedion and, thus, discovered the MKULTRA-related
documents which had been missed in the previous saches. In sum, the Agency fail ed to uncover
these particular documentsin 1973 in the processof attempting to destroy them; it similarly failed to
locate them in 1975 in response to the Church Committee heaings. | am convinced that there was no
attempt to conced this material during the ealier seaches.

Next, asto the nature of the recently located material, it isimportant to redizethat the recovered
folders are finance folders. The bulk of the material in them consists of approvals for advance of funds,
vouchers, acountings, and the like -- most of which are nat very informative & to the nature of the
adiviti es that were undertaken. Occasiond projed proposals or memoranda mmmenting on some
asped of asubprojed are scattered throughout this material. In general, however, the recovered
material does nat include status reports or other documents relating to operational considerations or
progressin the various subprojeds, though some daboration d the adiviti es contemplated dces
appea. The recovered documents fall roughly into three céegories:

First, there ae 149 MKULTRA subprojeds, many of which appea to have some @mnredion with
reseach into behavioral modification, drug acquisition and testing or administering drugs
surreptitiously.

Semnd, there are two baxes of miscdl aneous MKULTRA papers, including audit reports and financial
statements from "cut-out” (i.e., intermediary) fundng mechanisms used to conced CIA's gorsorship
of variousreseach projeds.

Finally, there ae 33 additional subprojeds concerning certain intelligence ativities previously funded
under MKULTRA which have nathing to do either with behavioral modification, drugs, and toxins or
with any other related matters.

We have atempted to groupthe activities covered by the 149 subprojeds into categories under
descriptive healings. In broad outline, at least, this presents the cntents of these files. The adivities
are placed in the foll owing 15 categories:

1. Reseach into the dfeds of behavioral drugs and/or alcohdl:
17 subprojeds probably not involving human testing;
14 subprojeds definitely involving tests on human voluntees,

19 subprojeds probably including tests on human voluntea's. While nat known, some of these
subprojeds may have included tests on urwitting subjeds as well ;

6 subprojeds involving tests on unwitting subjeds.
2. Reseach on hypnasis: 8 subprojeds, including 2 involving hypnasis and drugs in combination.
3. Acquisition of chemicds or drugs: 7 subprojeds.

4. Aspeds of magicians art useful in covert operations: e.g., surreptiti ous delivery of drug-related
materials: 4 subprojeds.

5. Studies of human behavior, sleep research, and behavioral changes during psychatherapy: 9
subprojeds.

6. Library seaches and attendance & seminars and international conferences on behavioral



modification: 6 subprojeds.

7. Motivational studies, studies of defedors, assessment, and training techniques: 23 subprojeds.
8. Polygraph research: 3 subprojects.

9. Funding medhanisms for MKULTRA external reseach adivities: 3 subprojeds.

10. Reseach on drugs, toxins, and biologicds in human tisale; provision d exotic pathogens and the
cgpahility to incorporate them in effedive delivery systems: 6 subprojeds.

11 Activities whaose objedives cannot be determined from avail able documentation: 3 subprojeds.

12. Subprojedsinvolving fundng support for unspedfied adivities conneded with the Army's Spedal
Operations Division at Fr. Detrick, Md. Thisadivity isoutlinein Book | of the Church Committee
Report, pp. 388-389. (SeeAppendix A, pp. 68-69.) Under CIA's Projed MKNAOMI, the Army
Assisted CIA in developing, testing, and maintaining biologicd agents and dHlivery systems for use
against humans as well as against animals and crops. The objedives of these subprojeds cannot be
identified from the recovered material beyondthe fad that the money was to be used where normal
fundng channels would require more written or oral justification than appeaed desirable for seaurity
reasons or where operational considerations dictated short lead times for purchases. Abou $11,000
wasinvolved duing this period 1953-1960: 3 subprojeds.

13. Single subprojeds in such areas as effeds of eledro-shock, harassment techniques for offensive
use, analysis of extrasensory perception, gas propell ed sprays and agosols, and four subprojeds
involving crop and material sabotage.

14. One or two subprojeds on eat of the following:

"Blood Grouping" reseach, controlli ng the adivity of animals, energy storage and transfer in organic
systems; and stimulus and response in biologicd systems.

15. Threesubprojeds cancded before ay work was dore on them having to dowith laboratory drug
screaning, reseach on brain concusson, and reseach onbiologicdly active materialsto be tested
through the skin on human voluntees.

Now, asto howv much new the recovered material adds to what has previously been reported to the
Church Committee and to Senator Kennedy's Subcommitteeon Hedth on these topics, the answer is
additional detail, for the most part: e.g., the names of previously unidentified reseachers and
institutions associated on either awitti ng or unwitting basis with MKULTRA adivities, and the names
of CIA officials who approved or monitored the various subprojeds. Some new substantive materia is
also present: e.g., detail s concerning proposals for experimentation and clinicd testing associated with
various reseach projeds, and a posshbly improper contribution by CIA to a private ingtitution.
However, the principal types of activitiesincluded have, for the most part, either been outlined to some
extent or generaly described in what was previously avail able to CIA in the way of documentation and
was supdied by CIA to Senate investigators. For example:

Financia disbursement records for the period 1960-1964 for 76 of the 149 numbered MKULTRA
subprojeds had been recovered from the Office of Financeby CIA and were made avail able to the
Church Committeeinvestigatorsin August or September 1975.

The 1963 Inspedor General report on MKULTRA made avail able to both the Church Committee and
Senator Kennedy's Subcommittee mentions eledro-shock and harassment substances (pp. 4, 16);
covert testing on urwitting U.S. citizens (pp. 7, 10-12); the search for new materials through
arrangements with spedalistsin universities, pharmaceuticad houses, hospitals, state and federal
institutions, and private reseach organizaions (pp. 7, 9); and the fad that the Technicd Service
Division d CIA had initiated 144 subprojeds related to the control of human behavior between 1953-
1963 (p. 21).

The relevant sedion d a 1957 Inspedor General report on the Technicd Service Division was aso
made avail able to the Church Committeestaff. That report discusses techniques for human assessment
and unorthodox methods of communication (p. 201); discrediting and disabling materials which can be



covertly administered (pp. 201-202); studies on magicians' arts as applied to covert operations (p. 202);
spedfic fundng medhanisms for reseach performed ouside of CIA (pp. 202-203, 205); reseach being
doreon "K" (knockout) material, alcohd tolerance, and hypnatism (p. 203); research on LSD (p. 204);
anti-personnel harassment and assassnation cdlivery systems including aerosol generators and cher
spray devices (pp. 206-208); the role of Fort Detrick in support of CIA's Biologicd/Chemical Warfare
capability (p. 208); and material sabotage research (p. 209). Much of this material isrefleced in the
Church CommitteeReport, Book I, pp. 385-422. (SeeAppendix A, pp. 65-102).

The most significant new data discovered are, first, the names of researchers and institutions who
participated in the MKULTRA projed and, secondly, aposshbly improper contribution by CIA to a
private ingtitution. We ae now in posssson of the names of 185 non-government reseachers and
asgstants who are identified in the recovered material deding with the 149 subprojeds. The names of
80 ingtitutions where work was done or with which these people were affili ated are dso mentioned.

The ingtitutionsinclude 44 coll eges or universities, 15 reseach foundations or chemica or

pharmacaiticd companies andthe like, 12 hapitals or clinics (in addition to those associated with
universities), and 3 penal institutions. Whil e the identiti es of some of these people and institutions
were known previoudly, the discovery of the new identiti es adds to our knowledge of MKULTRA.

The fads as they pertain to the passbly improper contribution are as follows: One projed involves a
contribution of $375,000 to a building fund of a private medicd institution. The fad that a @ntribution
was made was previously known; indeal it was mentioned in a1957 Inspedor General report on the
Technicd ServiceDivision d CIA, pertinent portions of which had been reviewed by the Church
Committeestaff. The newly discovered material, however, makesit clea that this contribution was
made through an intermediary, which made it appea to be aprivate doration. As a private doretion,
the contribution was then matched by federal funds. The ingtitution was not made aware of the true
source of the gift. This projed was approved by the then DCI, and concurred in by CIA'stop
management at the time, including the then General Counsel whowrote an ognion supporting the
legality of the contribution.

The recently discovered dacuments give agreater insight into the scope of the unwitting drug testing
but contribute littl e more than that. We now have mll aborating information that some of the unwitting
drug testing was caried onin safehouses in San Francisco and New Y ork City, and we have identified
that threeindividuals were involved in this undertaking as opposed to the previously reported ore
person. We dso know now that some unwitti ng testing took placeon criminal sexual psychopeths
confined at a State haspital and that, additionally, reseach was done on knock-out or "K" drug in
parallel with research to develop pain kill ers for cancer patients.

These, then are the principal findings identified to datein ou review of the recvered material. As
noted ealier, we beli eve the detail on the identities of reseachers and institutionsinvolved in CIA's
sporsorship o drugs and behavioral modificaionis a new element and one which poses a mnsiderable
problem. Most of the people and ingtitutions involved are not aware of Agency sponsorship. We
shoud certainly asaume that the researchers and institutions which cooperate with CIA on awitting
basis aded in good faith and in the beli ef that they were ading their government in alegitimate and
proper purpose. | believe we dl have amora obligation to these reseachers and institutions to protect
them from any unjustified embarrassment or damage to their reputations which revelation of their
identities might bring. In addition, | have alegal obligation under the Privacy Act not to publicly
disclose the names of the individual reseachers withou their consent. Thisis espedally true, of
course, for those researchers and institutions which were unwitti ng participantsin ClA-sporsored
adivities.

Nevertheless reagnizing the right and the need of both the Senate Selead Committeeon Intelli gence
and the Senate Subcommitteeon Hedth to investigate the drcumstances of these adivitiesin whatever
detail they consider necessary. | am providing your Committeewith all of the names on a dassfied
basis. | hope that thiswill fadlit ate your investigation whil e proteding the individuals and institutions
involved. Let me emphasize that the MKULTRA events are 12to 25 yeasin the past. | asaure you that
the CIA isin no way engaged in either witting or unwitti ng testing of drugs today.

Finally, | am working closely with the Attorney General and with the Seaetary of Hedth, Education
and Welfare on this matter. We ae making avail able to the Attorney General whatever materials he
may deem neaessary to any investigation he may eled to undertake. We ae working with bah the
Attorney General and the Searetary of Hedth, Educaion and Welfare to determine whether it is
pradicable from this new evidenceto attempt to identify any of the persons to whom drugs may have
been administered urwittingly. No such names are part of these records, but we ae working to



determineif there ae alequate duesto lead to their identification; and if so, how to go about fulfilli ng
the Government's responsibili ties in the matter.

TESTIMONY OF ADM. STANSFIELD TURNER, DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE

Accompanied by Frank Laubinger, Officeof Tedchnicd Services; Al Brody, Office of Inspedor
Genera; Ernest Mayerfield, Office of General Coursel; and George L. Cary, Legidative Coursel

Admira TURNER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | would like to begin by thanking you and Senator
Kennedy for having ajoint heaing this morning. | hope thiswill expedite and fadlit ate our getting all
the information that both of your committees need into the record quickly.

| would like dso to thank you hoth for prefadng the remarks today by reminding us all that the events
abou which we ae hereto talk are 12- to 24yeasold. They in noway represent the aurrent adivities
or policies of the Central Intelli gence Agency.

What we ae hereto doisto give you all the information that we now have and which we did not
previoudy have onasubjed known s Projed MKULTRA, aprojed which took placefrom 1953 to
1964. It was an umbrella projed under which there were numerous subprojeds for reseach, among
other things, on drugs and behavioral modificaion. What the new material that we offer today isa
supdement to the cnsiderable material that was made available in 1975, during the Church committee
heaings, and also to the Senate Subcommittee on Hedth and Scientific Research.

At that time, the CIA offered upall of the information and dauments it believed it had avail able. The
principal one available & that time that gave the greaest amourt of information m this subjed was a

report of the CIA's Inspedor General written in 1963, and which led diredly to the termination o this
adivity in 1964, 13 yeas ago.

The information avail able in 1975 to the various investigating groups was indeed sparse, first becaise
of the destruction d material that took placein 1973, as detail ed by Senator Kennedy a minute ayo,
with the @ncurrence of the then Diredor of Central Intelligenceand wnder the supervision of the
Diredor of the Office of Technicd Services that supervised Project MKULTRA.

The materia in 1975 was a so sparse becaise most of the CIA people who hed been involved in 1953
to 1964 in this adivity had retired from the Agency. | would further add that | think the material was
sparsein part becaise it wasthe pradice d that time not to keep detail ed records in this caegory.

For instance, the 1963 report of the Inspedor General notes:
Present pradiceisto maintain no records of the planning and approval of test programs.
In brief, there were few records to begin with and lessafter the destruction of 1973.

What | would like to do now, though, isto proceed and let you know what the new material addsto our
knowledge of thistopic, and | will start by describing how the material was discovered and why it was
not previoudly discovered. The material in question, some seven boxes, had been sent to ou Retired
Reaords Center outside of the Washington area It was discovered that as the result of an extensive
seach by an employee darged with the responsibility for maintaining our holdings on behavioral
drugs and for responding to Freedom of Information Act requests onthis sibjed.

During the Church committeeinvestigation of 1975, seaches for MKULTRA-related material were
made by examining both the adive and the retired records of all of the branches of CIA considered
likely to have had an association with MKULTRA documents. The retired records of the Budget and
Fiscd Sedion d the branch that was resporsible for such work were not seached, however. Thiswas
becaise the financial paper associated with sensitive projeds sich as MKULTRA were normally
maintained by the branch itself under the projea title, MKULTRA, not by the Budget and Fiscd
Sedion wnder the projed title, MKULTRA, not by the Budget and Fiscd Sedion under a spedal
budget file.

In the cae & hand, however, this newly located material had been sent to the Retired Records Center
in 1970 by the Budget and Fiscd Sedion d this branch as part of its own retired holdings. In short,
what shoud have been filed by the branch itself was filed by the Budget and Fiscd Sedion, and what



shoud have been filed under the projed title, MKULTRA, wasfiled under budget and fiscd matters.
The reason for this departure from the normal procedure of that timeis smply not known, and as a
result of it, however, the material escgped retrieval and destruction in 1973, as well asdiscovery in
1975.

The employeewho locaed this material did so by leaszing no stone unturned in his efforts to respondto
aFreedom of Information Act request, or several of them, in fad. He reviewed al of the listings of
material of this branch, stored at the Retired Records Center, including those of the Budget and Fiscd
Sedion, and thus discovered the MKUL TRA-related dacuments, which had been missed in the
previous eaches.

In sum, the agency fail ed to urcover these particular documentsin 1973, in the processof attempting
to destroy them. It simil arly fail ed to locate them in 1975, in response to the Church committee
heaings. | am personally persuaded that there is no evidence of any attempt to conced this material
during the ealier seaches. Moreover, as we will discussas we procee, | do not beli eve the material
itself is such that there would be amotive on the part of the CIA to withhdd this, having disclosed
what it did in 1975.

Next, let me move to the nature of this recently located material. It isimportant to remember what |
have just noted, that these folders that were discovered are financefolders. The bulk of the material in
them consists of approvals for the advance of funds, vouchers, and acmuntings and such, most of
which are nat very informative & to the nature of the adiviti es that they were suppating. Occasional
projed proposals or memoranda commenting on some aped of a subprojed are scatered throughout
this materia. In general, however, the recovered material does not include overall status reports or
other documents relating to operational considerations, or to the progresson various subprojeds,
though some daboration of the adiviti es contemplated does appea from time to time.

There aeroughly three céegories of projeds. Firgt, there ae 149 MKULTRA subprojeds, many of
which appea to have some mnredion with reseach into behavioral modification, drug acuisition
andtesting, or administering drugs aurreptitiously. Second, there ae two baxes of miscdl aneous
MKULTRA papers, including audit reports and financial statements from intermediary fundng
mechanisms used to conced CIA sponsorship of various research projeds.

Finally, there ae 33 additional subprojeds concerning certain intelligence adivities previously funded
under MKULTRA but which have nathing to do either with behavioral modifications, drugs or toxins,
or any closely related matter.

We have dtempted to groupthe activiti es covered by the 149 subprojedsinto caegories under
descriptive healings. In broad outline, at least, this presents the mntents of these fil es. The foll owing
15 categories are the ones we have divided these into.

First, research into the dfeds of behavioral drugs and/or alcohol. Within this, there ae 17 pojeds
probably nat involving human testing. There are 14 subprojeds definitely involving testing on human
volunteeas. There ae 19 subprojects probably including tests on human voluntea's and 6 subprojeds
involving tests on unwitting human beings.

Semnd, thereisresearch on hypnosis, eight subprojeds, including two involving hypnasis and drugs
in combination.

Third, there ae seven projeds onthe agyuisition of chemicas or drugs.

Fourth, four subprojeds on the agpeds of the magician's art, useful in covert operations, for instance,
the surreptitious deli very of drug-related materials.

Fifth, there ae nine projeds on studies of human behavior, dee reseach, and behaviora change
during psychaotherapy.

Sixth, there ae projeds on library seaches and attendants at seminars and international conferences on
behavioral modificaions.

Seventh, there ae 23 projeds on motivational studies, studies of defectors, assessments of behavior



and training techniques.
Eighth, there ae threesubprojeds on pdygraph reseach.

Ninth, there ae threesubprojeds on funding mechanisms for MKULTRA's external research
adivities.

Tenth, there ae six subprojeds on reseach ondrugs, toxins, and biologicads in human tisaue,
provision of exotic pathogens, and the caability to incorporate them in eff edive delivery systems.

Eleventh, there ae threesubprojects involving fundng support for unspedfied adiviti es conducted
with the Army Spedal Operations Division at Fort Detrich, Md. This adivity is outlined in Book | of
the Church committee report, pages 388 to 389. (SeeAppendix A, pp. 68-69).

Under CIA's Projed MKNAOMI, the Army assisted the CIA in developing, testing, and maintaining
biologicd agents and celivery systems for use against humans as well as against animals and crops.

Thirteenth, there ae single subprojedsin such areas as the dfeds of eledroshock, harassment
techniques for offensive use, analysis of extrasensory perception, gas propell ed sprays and agosols,
and four subprojeds involving crop and material sabotage.

Fourteanth, one or two subprojeds on ead of the foll owing: blood grouping reseach; controlli ng the
adivities of animals; energy storage and transfer in organic systems; and stimulus and responsein
biologicd systems.

Finally, 15th, there aethreesubprojeds cancded before any work was done on them having to do
with laboratory drug screening, reseach on brain concusson, and reseach on hologicdly adive
materials.

Now, let me addresshow much this newly discovered material adds to what has previously been
reported to the Church committee and to Senator Kennedy's Subcommitteeon Hedth. The answer is
basicdly additional detail. The principal types of adivitiesincluded in these documents have for the
most part been outlined or to some extent generally described in what was previoudy avail able in the
way of documentation and which was suppied by the CIA to the Senate investigators.

For example, financial disbursement records for the period of 1960to 1964 for 76 o these 149
subprojeds had been recovered by the Office of Finance @ CIA and were made avail able to the
Church committeeinvestigators. For example, the 1963 Inspedor Genera report on MKULTRA made
avail able to both the Church Committee and the Subcommitteeon Hedth mentions eledroshock and
harassment substances, covert testing on unwitting U.S. citizens, the search for new materials through
arrangements with spedali stsin hospitals and uriversities, and the faa that the Technicd Service
Division d CIA had initiated 144 subprojeds related to the control of human behavior.

For instance dso, the relevant sedion of a 1957 Inspecor General report was also made avail able to
the Church committee staff, and that report discusses the techniques for human assessment and
unorthodox methods of communicaion, discrediting and dsabling materials which can be covertly
administered, studies on magicians arts as applied to covert operations, and cther similar topics.

The most significant new data that has been discovered are, first, the names of researchers and
institutions who participated in MKULTRA projeds, and seaond, a posshly improper contribution by
the CIA to aprivate ingtitution. We ae now in the possesson of the names of 185 nongovernment
reseachers and asgstants who are identified in the reaovered material deding with these 149
subprojeds.

There ae dso names of 80 institutions where work was done or with which these people were

affili ated. The institutions include 44 coll eges or universities, 15 research foundation or chemicd or
pharmacaiticd companies or thelike, 12 haspitals or clinics, in addition to those associated with the
universities, and 3 penal ingtitutions.

Whil e the identiti es of some of these people and institutions were known previously, the discovery of
the new identiti es adds to our knowledge of MKULTRA.



The fads as they pertain to the possbly improper contribution are as foll ows. One projed involves a
contribution of $375,000 to a building fund of a private medicd institution. The fad that that
contribution was made was previously known. Indeed, it was mentioned in the 1957 report of the
Inspedor General onthe Technicd ServiceDivision d CIA that supervised MKULTRA, and pertinent
portions of this had been reviewed by the Church committee staff.

The newly discovered material, however, makesit clea that this contribution was made through an
intermediary, which made it appea to be aprivate donation. As a private doretion, the @ntribution
was then matched by Federal funds. The institution was not made avare of the true source of the gift.
This projea was approved by the then Diredor of Central Intelligence and concurred in by CIA'stop
management including the then General Counsel, who wrote a opinion supporting the legality of the
contribution.

The recently discovered documents also give greder insight into the scope of an unwitti ng nature of
the drug testing, but contribute little more than that. We now do have @rrobarating information that
some of the unwitti ng drug testing was caried out in what is known in the intelli gencetrade & sfe
houses in San Francisco andin New Y ork City, and we have identified that threeindividuals were
involved in this undertaking, whereas we previously reported there was only one person.

We dso know that some unwitting testing took placeon crimina sexual psychopeths confined at a
State hospital, and that additionally reseach was dore on a knockout or K drug in paralel with
reseach to develop ainkill ers for cancer patients.

These, then, are the principa findings identified to date in ou review of this recvered materia. As
noted ealier, we beli eve the detail on the identities of reseachers and institutions involved in CIA
sporsorship o drug and behavioral modificaion reseach is anew element and one which poses a
considerable problem. Most of the people ad institutions involved were not aware of CIA
sporsorship. We should certainly assume that the reseachers and institutions which cooperated with
CIA on awitting basis aded in good faith and in the beli ef that they were aiding their Government in a
legitimate and proper purpose.

| believe that we dl have amoral obligation to these researchers and institutions to proted them from
any unjustified embarrasament or damage to their reputations which revelation o their identities might
bring. In addition, | have alegal obligation under the Privacy Act not to publicly disclose the names of
the individual researchers withou their consent.

Thisis espedally true, of course, for those reseachers and institutions which were unwitting
participantsin CIA sponsored adivities.

Nonetheless Mr. Chairman, | certainly recognizethe right and the need of both the Senate Seled
Committeeon Intelli gence and the Senate Subcommitteeon Hedth and Scientific Research to
investigate the circumstances of these adiviti esin whatever detail you consider necessary. | am
providing your committeewith all of the documentation, including al of the names, ona dassfied
basis. | hope that this will fadlit ate your investigation whil e till proteding the individuals and the
ingtitutions involved.

Let me emphasize ayain that the MKULTRA eventsare 1210 24 yeasin the past, and | assure you
that CIA isin no way engaged in either witting or unwitti ng testing of drugs today.

Finally, I am working closely with the Attorney General on this matter. We ae making avail able to the
Attorney General whatever materials he may deem necessary to any investigations that he may eled to
undertake. Beyondthat, we ae dso working with the Attorney General to determine whether it is
pradicable from this new evidenceto identify any of the persons to whom drugs were administered,
but we ae now trying to determineif there ae alequate duesto lead to their identification, and if so
how best to go about fulfilli ng the Government's resporsibiliti es in this matter.

Mr. Chairman, as we proceal with that processof attempting to identify the individuals and then
determining what is our proper resporsibility to them, | will keep both of these mommittees fully
advised. | thank you, sir.

Senator INOUYE. Thank you very much, Admiral Turner. Y our spirit of cooperation is much
appredated. | would like to announceto the mmmitteethat in arder to give every member an



opportunity to participate in this heaing, that we would set atime limit of 10 minutes per Senator.

Admira Turner, please give this committee the genesis of MKULTRA. Who a what committeeor
commisson a agency was resporsible for dreaming up this grandiose and sinister projed, and why
wasit necessary? What isthe rationa e or justification for such a projed and was the President of the
United States aware of this?

Admiral TURNER. Mr. Chairman, | am going to ask Mr. Brody on my right, whois along-time
member of the CIA to addressthat in more detail . | believe everything that we know about the genesis
was turned over to the Church committee and is contained in that material. Basicdly, it wasa CIA-
initiated projed. It started out of a wncern of our being taken advantage of by other powers who
would use drugs against our personnel, and it was approved in the Agency. | have asked the question
you just asked me, and have been asaured that there is no evidencewithin the Agency of any
involvement at higher echelons, the White House, for instance, or spedfic gpproval. That does not say
there was not, but we have no such evidence

Mr. Brody, would you amplify on my comments there, please?

Mr. BRODY. Mr. Chairman, | redly have very littl e to add to that. To my knowledge, there was no
Presidential knowledge of this projed at thetime. It was a CIA projed, and as the almiral said, it was
aprojed designed to attempt to counterad what was then thought to be aserious threa by our enemies
of using drugs against us. Most of what el se we know abou isin the Senate Church committeereport.

Senator INOUYE. Are you suggesting that it was intentionally kept away from the Congressand the
President of the United States?

Admiral TURNER. No, sir. We ae only saying that we have no evidence one way or the other asto
whether the Congresswas informed of this particular projed. There ae noremrdsto indicae.

Senator INOUYE. Admiral Turner, are you personally satisfied by adual investigation that this newly
discovered information was nat intentionally kept away from the Senate of the United States?

Admiral TURNER. | have noway to provethat, sir. That is my conviction from everything | have seen
of it.

Senator INOUYE. Now, we have been advised that these documents were initially discovered in
March of thisyea, and youwere nctified in July of thisyea, or June of thisyea, and the mommittee
was natified in July. Can youtell us why the Diredor of Central Intelli gencewas natified 3 months
after itsinitial discovery, why the delay?

Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir. All this garted with several Freedom of Information Act requests, and
Mr. Laubinger on my left was the individual who took it upon himself to pursue these requests with
grea dili gence, and got permisson to go to the Retired Reaords Center, and then made the dedsion to
look not only under what would be the expeded subjed fil es, but through every file with which the
branch that conducted this type of adivity had any concevable mnredion.

Very latein March, he discovered these seven baxes. He aranged to have them shipped from the
Retired Records Center to Washington, to our healquarters. They arrived in ealy April. He alvised
his appropriate superiors, who asked him how long he thought it would take him to go through these
and screen them appropriately, clea them for Freedom of Information Act release.

There ae, we originally estimated, 5,000 pages here. We now think that was an underestimation, and it
may be doser to 8,000 pages. He estimated it would take @out 45 days or into the middle of May to
dothat. He wastold to proceed, and as he did so there was nothing uncovered in the beginning of these
149 cases that appeaed particularly startling or particularly additive to the knowledge that had already
been given to the Church committee some detail s, but no major revelations.

He and his associates proceaded with deli berateness but not a great sense of urgency. There were
other interfering adiviti es that came and demanded histime dso. Hewas not ableto put 100 percent of
histime onit, and there did not appea to be caise for agrea rush here. We were trying to be
responsive to the Freedom of Information Act request within the limits of our manpower and our



priorities.

In ealy June, however, he discovered two projeds, the one related to K drugs and the one related to
the fundng at the ingtitution, and redi zed immediately that he had substantial new information, and he
immediately reported thisto his superiors.

Two adions were taken. One was to ndify the lawyers of the principal Freedom of Information Act
requestor that we would have substantial new material and that it would be forthcoming as rapidly as
possble, and the second was to start a memorandum up the chain that indicated his beli ef that we
shoud ndify the Senate Seled Committeeon Intelli gence of this discovery because of the charader at
least of these two dacuments.

Asthat procealed up from the 13th of June, at eat echelon we had to go through the legal office, the
legidative liaison dfice and at ead echelon about the same question was asked of him: Have you
gone through al of this, so that when we natify the Senate Selead Committeewe do nd notify half of
the important revelations and rot the other half? The last thing | want, Mr. Chairman, isin any way to
be on any topic, give the gopeaance on any topic of being recdcitrant, reluctant, or having to have you
drag things out of me, and my subardinates, much to my pleasure, had ead asked, have youredly
gone through these 8,000 pages enoughto know that we ae not going to uncover a bombshell down at
the bottom?

By late June, about the 28th, this processreadied my deputy. He notified me after hisreview of it on
the 7th of July, which isthefirst | knew of it. | began reading into it. | asked the same probing question
diredly. | then notified my superiors, and on the 15th delivered to you my letter letting you know that
we had this, and we have been working, many people, many hours sincethen, to be sure that what we
are telling you today does include all the relevant material.

Senator INOUYE. | would like to commend Mr. Laubinger for his dili gence and expertise, but was this
dili gencethe result of the Freedom of Information Act or could this dili gence have been exercised
during the Church heaings? Why was it not exercised? Admiral TURNER. Thereisno question that
theoreticdly this dili gence ®uld have been exercised at any time, and it may well be that the Freedom
of Information Act has made us more aware of this. Would you spe&k for yourself, please.

Mr. LAUBINGER. | redly dont attribute it, Senator, to dili gence so much as thoroughness If you can
imagine the presaures under an arganization trying to respond, which | think the CIA did at the time of
the Church committee heaings, the hallways of the floor | am onwere full of boxes from our records
center. Every box that anyone thought could possbly contain anything was call ed upfor seach. It was
one of afrantic &fort to comply.

When the presaure of that situation cools down, and you can start looking at things g/stematicadly, you
are got to find things that you wouldn't under the hea of a aash program, and that is what happened
here.

Senator INOUYE. Thank you very much. Senator Kennedy?

Senator KENNEDY . Admira Turner, thisis an enormously distressng report that you give to the
American Congressand to the American people today. Granted, it happened many years ago, but what
we ae basicdly taking abou is an adivity which took placein the wurtry that involved the
perversion and the crruption of many of our outstanding reseach centersin this country, with CIA
funds, where some of our top reseachers were unwittingly involved in research sponsored by the
Agency in which they had noknowledge of the badground @ the support for.

Much o it was done with American citi zens who were completely unknowing in terms of taking
various drugs, and there ae perhaps any number of Americans who are walking around today onthe
east coast or west coast who were given drugs, with all the kinds of physicd and psychologicd
damage that can be caised. We have gone over that in very careful detail, and it is ggnificant and
severe indedl.

| do not know what could be done in alessdemocratic courtry that would be more dien to aur own
traditi ons than was redly donein this narrow area and as you give this report to the mmmitteg |
would like to get some sense of your own concern about this type of adivity, and hawv you read,
having assumed thisimportant responsibility with the confidence of President Crater and the



overwhelming suppat, obviously, of the Congress under this set of circumstances.

| did not get much of afeeling in reviewing your statement here this morning of the kind o abharrence
to this type of past adivity which | think the American people would certainly deplore and which |
believe that you dq but could you comment upon that question, and also perhaps give us what ideas
you have to insure that it cannot happen again?

Admiral TURNER. Senator Kennedy, it istotaly abharent to me to think of using ahuman being asa
guineapig and in any way jeopardizing hislife and hs hedth, no matter how grea the caise. | am nat
here to passjudgment on my predecesors, but | can asaure you that thisistotally beyondthe pale of
my contemplation o adivities that the CIA or any other of our intelligence agencies sroud undertake.

| am taking and have taken what | believe ae alequate steps to insure that such things are not
continuing today.

Senator KENNEDY . Could you tell usalittle bit about that?

Admiral TURNER. | have asked for a spedal report asuring me that there ae no dug adivities
extant, that is, drug adiviti es that involve experimentation. Obvioudy, we mlled intelli gence dou
drugs and drug use in ather countries, but there ae no experimentations being conducted by the
Centra Intelligence Agency, and | have had a spedal chedk made because of ancther incident that was
uncovered some yeas ago abou the unauthorized retention of some toxic materials at the CIA. | have
had an acual inspedion made of the storage places and the cetification from the people in charge of
thaose that there ae no such chemica biologicd materials present in our keeping, and | have issued
expressorders that that shall not be the cae.

Beyondthat, | haveto rely in large measure on my sense of command and diredion of the people and
their knowledge of the atitude | have just expressed to youin this regard.

Senator KENNEDY . | think that is very commendable.
Admiral TURNER. Thank you, sir.
Senator KENNEDY . | think it isimportant that the American people understand that.

Y ou know, much of the research which is our areaof interest that was being done by the Agency and
the whole involved sequence of adivities dore by the Agency, | am convinced could have been done
in alegitimate way through the research programs of the National Institutes of Mental Hedth, other
sporsored adivities, | mean, that is ©me other question, but | think you went to an awful lot of
trouble, where these things could have been.

Let me ask you spedfically, onthe followup & MKULTRA, are there now -- | think you have
answered, but | want to get a mmplete answer about any experimentations that are being done on
human beings, whether it is drugs or behavioral aterations or patterns or any suppat, either diredly or
indiredly, being provided by the Agency in terms of any experimentation on human beings.

Admiral TURNER. There is no experimentation with drugs on human beings, witting or unwitting,
being conducted in any way.

Senator KENNEDY . All right. How bou the nondrug experimentation cur Committeehas sen --
psychosurgery, for example, or psychologicd reseach?

Admira TURNER. We ae ontinually involved in what we cdl assessment of behavior. For instance,
we aetrying to continually improve our paygraph procedures to, you know, assesswhether a person
islying or nat. This does not involve any tampering with the individual body. Thisinvolves gudying
reqords of people's behavior under different circumstances, and so n, but it is not an experimental
thing. Have | described that acairately, Al?

Mr. BRODY. Yes.



Senator KENNEDY . Well, it islimited to those aeas?

Admiral TURNER. Yes; it does not involve dtempting to modify behavior. It only involves gudying
behavior conditions, but not trying to adively modify it, as was one of the objedives of MKULTRA.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, we ae scaceontime, but | am interested in the other areas besides
polygraph where you are doing it. Maybe you can either respond row or submit it for the record, if you
would do that. Would you provide that for the record?

Admira TURNER. Yes.
[The material on psychologicd assessments foll ows:]

Psychalogicd assessments are performed as a serviceto dficersin the operations directorate who
reauit and/or handle ayents. Except for people involved in training courses, the subjeds of the
assessments are foreign nationals. The assessments are generally done to determine the most
successful tadic to persuade the subjed to accept convert employment by the CIA, and to make an
appraisal of hisreliability and truthfulness

A majority of the work is done by a staff of trained psychaologists, some of whom are stationed
overseas. The asssments they do may be dther dired or indired. Dired assessments involve a
personal interview of the subjed by the psychologist. When pcssble the subjed is asked to complete a
formal "intelli gencetest" which isadually a disguised psychologicd test. Individuals being assesed
arenot given drugs, nor are they subjeded to physicd harassment or torture. When operating
condtions are such that afaceto-faceinterview is not passble, the psychologist may do an indirea
assssment, using as ource materials descriptions of the subjed by others, interviews with people who
know him, spedmens of hiswritings, etc.

The other psychologicd assessments involve handwriting analysis or graphologicd assessment. The
work is dore by apair of trained graphdogists, asdsted by a small number of measurement
technicians. They generally require & least a page of handwritten script by the subjed. Measurements
are made of abou 30 different writing charaderistics, and these ae carted and furnished to the
graphdogist for assessments.

The psychologists also give oursesin psychologicd assessment to group d operations officers, to
sharpen their own cgpabilities to sizeup people. As part of the training course, the instructor does a
psychalogicd asesanent of each student. The students are writi ng participants, and results are
discussed with them.

It isimportant to reiterate that psychologicd assessments are only a serviceto the operations officers.
In the final analysis, it is the responsibility of the operations officer to dedde how a patential agent
shoud be gproached, or to make ajudgment as to whether any agent istelling the truth.

Admiral TURNER. Thekind d thing we aeinterested in is, what will motivate aman to beaome an
agent of the United Statesin adifficult situation. We have to be famili ar with that kind of attitudinal
response that we can exped from people we gproach to for one reason a another become our spies,
but I will be happy to submit avery specific listing of these.

Senator KENNEDY . Would you dothat for the committee?

In the followups, in the MKSEARCH, in the OFTEN, and the CHICKWIT, could you give usalso a
report on those particular programs?

Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir.
Senator KENNEDY . Did they involve experimentation, human experimentation?
Admiral TURNER. No, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . None of them?



Admiral TURNER. Let me say this, that the CHICKWIT program is the code name for the CIA
participation in what was basicdly a Department of Defense program. This program was simmarized
and reported to the Church committeg to the Congress and | have sincethey have been rementioned
in the pressin thelast 2 days here, | have not had time to go through and personaly review them. |
have acertained that al of the fil es that we had and made avail able before aeintad, and | have put a
spedal order out that nobody will enter those fil es or in any way touch them without my permission at
this point, but they are in the Retired Records Center outside of Washington, and they are avail able.

| am not prepared to give you full detailson it, because | simply haven't real into that part of our
history, but in addition | would suggest when we want to get into that we shoud get the Department of
Defensein with us.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, youwill supply that information to the Intelli gence Committee the
relevant, | mean, the hedth aspeds, obviously, and the reseach we ae interested in?

Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . Will youlet us know, Admiral Turner?
Admiral TURNER. | will be happy to.

[Seep. 169 for the material referred to.]

Senator KENNEDY . Thank you. | am running out of time. Do you support the extension of the
protedion of human subjeds legislation to include the CIA and the DOD? Y ou commented favorably
onthat before, and | am hopeful we can get that on the cdendar early in September, and that is our
strong interest.

Admiral TURNER. The CIA certainly has no objedion to that proposed legidation, sir. It is not my
rolein the administration to be the supporter of it or the endorser of it.

Senator KENNEDY . As apersona matter, since you have reviewed these subjeds, would you
comment? | know it is maybe unusual, but you can understand what we ae atempting to da

Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir.
Senator KENNEDY . From your own experiencein the ayency, you can understand the value of it.

Just finally, in your own testimony now with this additional information, it seems guite gparent to me
that you can reconstruct in very careful detail thiswhole projed in terms of the resporsible CIA
officials for the program. Y ou have so indicaed in your testimony. Now with the alditional
information, and the people, that have been reveded in the examination o the documents, it seemsto
be pretty clea that you can trad that whole program in very careful detail, and | would hope, you
know, that you would want to get to the bottom of it, as the Congressdoes as well. | will come badk to
that in my next round Thank you very much.

Senator INOUYE. Senator Goldwater?

Senator GOLDWATER. | have no questions.
Senator INOUYE. Senator Schweiker?

Senator SCHWEIKER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Admiral Turner, | would like to go bad to your testimony on pege 12, where you dscussthe
contribution to the building fund d a private medicd institution. You state, "Indeed, it was mentioned
in a1957 Inspedor General report on the Technicd Services Division o CIA, pertinent portions of
which had been reviewed by the Church committeestaff.” | would like to have you consider this
question very carefully. | served as amember o the original Church committee. My staffer did alot of
the work that you are referring to here. He made notes on the IG's report. My question to youis, are
you saying that the sedionthat spedficdly delineaes an improper contribution wasin fad given to the



Church committeestaff to see?

Admiral TURNER. The answer to your question is"Yes." The information that a contribution had
been made was made avail able, to the best of my knowledge.

Senator SCHWEIKER. To follow thisup further, 1'd like to say that | think there was a serious flaw in
the way that the | G report was handled and the Church committeewas limited. | am nat making any
acaisations, but because of limited accessto the report, we have asituation whereit is not even clea
whether we adually saw that materia or not, simply becaise we wuld not kegp a wpy of the report
uncer the procedures we had to foll ow. We were limited by notetaking, and so it is rather ambiguous
asto just what was a1 and what was not seen. | certainly hope that the new Intelli gence Committee
will not be bound by procedures that restrict its ability to exercise effective oversight.

| have asecondquestion. Doesit concern you, Admiral, that we used a subterfuge which resulted in
the use of Federal construction grant funds to financefadliti es for these sorts of experiments on our
own people?Becaise & | understand what you are saying, whil e the CIA maybe only put up
$375,000, this triggered a response on the part of the Federal Government to provide on agood faith
basis matching hospital funds at the same level. We put up more than $1 milli on d matching fundks,
some based onan allegedly private doretion which wasredly CIA money.

Isn't there something basicdly wrong with that?

Admiral TURNER. | cetainly believe thereis. As| stated, the General Counsel of the CIA at that time
rendered alegal opinionthat thiswas alegal undertaking, and again | am hesitant to go badk and
revisit the amosphere, the laws, the dtitudes at that time, so whether the counsel was on good legal
ground or not, | am not enough of alawyer to be sure, but it certainly would occur to meif it happened
today as avery questionable adivity.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Well, | think those of uswho have worked onand amended the Hill-Burton
Act and aher haspital construction asdstance laws over the years, would have arather different
opinion onthe legal intent or objed of Congressin pasdng lawsto provide hospital construction
projed money. These funds weren't intended for this.

It reminds me alittl e bit of the shell fish toxin situation which turned up when | was on the Church
committee. The Public Hedth Servicewas used to produce adeadly poisonwith Public Hedth money.
Here we ae using genera hospita construction money to carry on a series of drug experimentation.

Admiral TURNER. Excuse me, sir. If | could just be, | think, acairate, | don't think any of this
$375,000 or the matching funds were used to conduct drug experiments. They were used to build the
hospital. Now, the CIA the put more money into afoundation that was condicting reseach onthe
ClA's behalf suppasedly in that hospital, so the intent was certainly there, but the money was not used
for experimentation.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Well, | understand it was used for bricks and mortar, but the bricks were used
to build the fadli ty where the experiments were caried on were they not?

Admira TURNER. We do nd have positive evidencethat they were. It certainly would seam that that
was the intent, but | do not want to draw inferences here --

Senator SCHWEIKER. Well, why else would they give this money for the building fundif the
building was not used for a purpose that benefited the CIA program?

Admiral TURNER. | certainly draw the inference that the CIA expeded to benefit from it, and some of
the wording says the General Counsel's opinion was that thiswas legal only if the CIA was going to
derive alequate benefit fromit, but, sir, there is no evidence of what benefit was derived.

Senator SCHWEIKER. There must have been some pretty good kenefits at stake. The Atomic Energy
Commissonwasto bea ashare of the @st, and when they baded out for some reason a ancther, the
CIA picked up @t of their tab. So, at two different points there were indications that CIA
dedsionmakers thought there was grea benefit to be derived from whatever happened within the brick
and mortar wall s of that fadlity.



Admiral TURNER. You are @solutely right. | am only taking the position that | cannot substantiate
that there was benefit derived.

Senator SCHWEIKER. The agreement documents say that the CIA would have accesto ore-sixth of
the spaceinvolved in the mnstruction of the wing, so how would you enter into an agreement that
spedfically says that youwill have accesto and use of one-sixth of the space &d not perform
something in that space? canna believe it was empty.

Admiral TURNER. Sir, | am not disputing you at all, but both of us are saying that the inferenceis that
one-sixth of the spacewas used, that experimentation was done, and so on, but there is no facual
evidence of what went on as aresult of that payment or what went onin that hospital. It isjust missng.
It is not that it didn't happen.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Admiral Turner, one other--
Senator KENNEDY . Would the Senator yield onthat point?

Senator SCHWEIKER. | understand that in the ayency's documents onthe agreement it was explicitly
stated that one-sixth of the fadlity would be designated for CIA use and made avail able for CIA
reseach are you famili ar--

Mr. BRODY. Senator, as| recdl, you areright in that thereis amention of one-sixth, but any mention
at al hasto do with pglanning. There ae no subsequent reports as to what happened after the
construction took place

Senator SCHWEIKER. Admiral Turner, | rea in the New Y ork Times that part of this sries of
MKULTRA experiments involved an arrangement with the Federal Bureau of Narcoticsto test LSD
surreptitiously on urwitting patronsin barsin New Y ork and San Francisco. Some of the subjeds
became violently ill and were hospitali zed. | wonder if you would just briefly describe what we were
doing there and how it was carried out? | assume it was through a safe house operation. | don't believe
your statement went into much detail .

Admiral TURNER. | did mention the safe house operation in my statement, sir, and that is how these
were caried ou. What we have learned from the new documentation is the locaion and the dates at
which the safe houses were run by the CIA and the identification of threeindividuals who were
assciated with running those safe houses. We know something about the cnstruction work that was
dorein them because there were @ntrads for this. Beyondthat, we ae pretty much drawing
inferences as to the things that went on as to what you are saying here.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Well, the subjeds were unwitting. Y ou can infer that much, right?
Admiral TURNER. Right.
Senator SCHWEIKER. If you happened to be & the wrong bar at the wrong place ad time, you got it.

Mr. BRODY. Senator, that would be -- contads were made, as we understand it, in bars, et cetera, and
then the people may have been invited to these safe houses. Thereredly isn't any indicaion asto the
fact that thistook placein bars.

Admira TURNER. We aetryingto be very predse with you, sir, and nd draw an inference here.
There ae 6 cases of these 149where we have enough evidencein this new documentation to
substantiate that there was unwitting testing and some of that involves these safe houses. There ae
other cases where it is ambiguous as to whether the testing was witting or voluntary. There ae others
where it was clearly voluntary.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Of course, after afew drinks, it is questionable whether informed consent
means anything to a person in abar anyway.

Admiral TURNER. Well, we dornit have any indicaion that al these caes whereit isambiguous
involved drinking of any kind. There ae caesin pena ingtitutionswhere it isnot clea whether the
prisoner was given a choiceor nat. | don't know that he wasn't given a choice, but | don't positively



know that he was, and | classfy that as an ambiguous incident.
Senator INOUYE. Y our time is up, Senator.

Senator Huddleston?

Senator HUDDLESTON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Admiral Turner, you stated in your testimony that you are cnvinced there was no attempt to conced
this recently discovered dacumentation during the ealier seaches. Did you question the individuals
conreced with the ealier search before you made that judgment?

Admiral TURNER. Yes; | haven', | don't think, questioned everybody who looked in thefilesor is
still on our payroll who looked in the files badk in 1975, but Mr. Laubinger on my left is the best
authority onthis, and | have gone over it with him in some detail .

Senator HUDDLESTON. But you have inquired, you think, sufficiently to asaure yourself that there
was nointent on the part of any person to conced these reaords from the previous committee?

Admiral TURNER. | am persuaded of that both by my questioning of people and by the drcumstances
and the way in which these documents were fil ed, by the fad which | did not and should have
mentioned in my testimony, that these were nat the official files. The ones that we have recaéved or
retrieved were apies of fil es that were working fil es that somebody had used, and therefore were
dipped into adifferent locaion, andagain | say to you, sir, | can't imagine their deli berately

concedi ng these particular fil es and revedi ng the other things that they did reved in 1975. | don't see
the motive for that, because these ae not that damning compared with the overall material that was
provided.

Senator HUDDLESTON. Isthisthe kind d operation that if it were continuing now or if there were
anything similar to it, that youwould fed compell ed to report to the Seled Committeeon Intelli gence?

Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir. Youmean, if | discovered that something like this were going on without
my knowledge?Yes, | would fed absolutely the requirement to -- Senator HUDDLESTON. But if it
were going onwith your knowledge, would you report it to the committee? | assume you would.

Admira TURNER. Yes. Wdll, it would not be going an with my knowledge, but theoreticdly the
answer isyes, gir.

Senator HUDDLESTON. Well, then, what suggestions would you have & we devise dhartersfor the
various intelli gence ayencies? What provision would you suggest to prohibit thiskind d adivity from
taking placeWould you suggest that it ought to be spedficdly outlined in a statutory charter setting
out the parameters of the permissible operation of the various agencies?

Admiral TURNER. | think that certainly is smething we must consider as we look at the legidlation
for charters. | am not onthe faceof it opposed toit. | think we would have to look at the particular
wording aswe ae going to have to ded with the whole charter isale ato exadly how predse you
want to be in delineaing restraints and curbs on the intelligence adivities.

Senator HUDDLESTON. In the case of sensiti ve type operations, which this certainly was, which
might be going ontoday, is the oversight adivity of the agency more intensive now than it was at that
time?

Admira TURNER. Much more so. | mean, | have briefed you, sir, and the mommitteeon ou sensitive
operations. We have the Intelli gence Oversight Board. We have aprocedure in the Nationa Seaurity
Courxil for approval of very sensitive operations. | think the anourt of spotlight focused on these
adivitiesis many, manyfold what it wasin these 12 to 24 yeass ago.

Senator HUDDLESTON. How about the record kegoing?

Admiral TURNER. Yes; | can't imagine anyone having the gall to think that he can just blithely
destroy records today with all of the atention that has come to this, and certainly we ae emphasizing



that that is not the case.

Senator HUDDLESTON. Admiral, | was particularly interested in the adivity that took place athe
U.S. Public Hedth ServiceHospital at Lexington, Ky., in which aDr. Harris Isbell conducted
experiments on people who were presumably patients there. There was a narcotics ingtitution, | takeit,
and Dr. Isbell was, acording to the New Y ork Times dory, carrying on aseaet series of
correspondencewith an individual at the agency by the name of Ray. Have you identified who that
personis?

Admiral TURNER. Sir, | find myself in adifficult position here & a public heaing to confirm or deny
these namesin view of my legal responsibiliti es under the Privacy Act not to disclose the names of
individuals here.

Senator HUDDLESTON. | am just asking you if you have identified the person referred to in that
article ss Ray. | am not asking you who hewas. | just want to know if you know who heis.

Admira TURNER. No. | am sorry, was this W-r-a-y or R-a-y?
Senator HUDDLESTON. It islisted in the news article & R-ay, in quotations.
Admiral TURNER. No, sir, we have not identified him.

Senator HUDDLESTON. So you have no knowledge of whether or noteis dill a member of your staff
or conneded with the Agency in any way. Have you attempted to identify him?

[Pausel]

Admiral TURNER. Senator, we have aformer employeewhose first name is Ray who may have had
some @nredion with these adivities.

Senator HUDDLESTON. Y ou susped that but you have not verified that at thistime, or at least you
arenat in apositionto indicate that you have verified it?

Admiral TURNER. That is correct.

Senator HUDDLESTON. Thank you.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator INOUYE. Senator Wall op?

Senator WALLOP. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Admiral Turner, not al of the -- and in noway trying to excuse you d the hideous nature of some of
these projeds, but not all of the projeas under MKULTRA are of asinister or even amora nature. Is
that afair statement?

Admiral TURNER. That is correct.

Senator WALLOP. Looking down through some of these 17 projeds not involving human testing,
aspeds of the magician's art, it doesn't seem as though there is anything very sinister about that.
Studies of human behavior and slee reseach, library searches. Now, those thingsin their way are till
of interest, are they nat, to the processof intelli gence gathering?

Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir. | have nat tried to indicae that we ather are not doing or would not do
any of the things that were involved in MKULTRA, but when it comes to the witti ng or unwitting
testing of people with drugs, that is certainly verbaoten, but there ae other things.

Senator WALLOP. Even with voluntea patients? | mean, | am nat trying to pu you onthe spot to say
whether it isgoing on, but | mean, it isnot an uncommon thing, isit, in the prisons of the United States



for the Public Hedth Serviceto conduct various kinds of experiments with vacdnes and, say, sunbun
creams? | know in Arizona they have dore so.

Admira TURNER. My uncerstanding is, lots of that is authorized, but | am not of the opinion that this
isnot the CIA's business and that if we need some informationin that category, | would prefer to goto
the other appropriate authorities of the Government and ask them to get it for us rather than to in any

way--

Senator WALLOP. Well, you know, you have library seaches and attendants at the national seminars.
Thisiswhy | wanted to ask you if the bulk of these projeds were in any way the kinds of things that
the Agency might not do nav. A President would not have been horrified by the list of the legitimate
types of things. Isn't that probably the cae?

Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir.

Senator WALLOP. Andif it did in fad appea in the |G report, isthere any reason to suppose that the
President did not know of this projed? Y ou said there was no reason to suppose that he did, but let me
reverse that. Isthere any reason to suppose that they did not?

Admiral TURNER. No.

Senator WALLOP. Well, you know, | just cannot imagine you «a literally anybody undertaking
projeds of the magnitude of dollars here and just not knowing about it, not informing your superior
that these were going on, espedally when certain items of it appea in the Inspedor General's report on
budget matters.

Admira TURNER. Well, | findit difficult when it isthat far bad to hypothesize what the procedures
that the Diredor was using in terms of informing his superiors were. It is quite adifferent climate from
today, and | think we do alot more informing to day than they did badk then, but | find it very difficult
to guesswhat the level of knowledge was.

Senator WALLORP. | am redly not asking you to second-guessit, but it just seems to me that, whil e the
past is past, and thank goodnesswe ae operating under different sets of circumstances, | think it is
naive for us to suppose that these things were amnducted entirely without the knowledge of the
Presidents of the United States during those times. It is just the kinds of reseach information that was
being sought was vital to the United States, not the means, but the information that they were trying to
find.

Admiral TURNER. | am sorry. Your questionis, was this vital? Did we view it asvital?

Senator WALLOP. Well, your implication at the beginning was that it was a resporse to the kinds of
behavior that were seen in Cardina Mindszenty'strial and other things. | mean, somebody must have
thought that this was an important defensive reaction, if nothing else, onthe part of the United States.

Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir, | am surethey did, but again | just don't know how high that permeaed
the exeautive branch.

Senator WALLOP. But the kinds of information are till i mportant to you. | mean, | am not suggesting
that anyone go badk and b that kind o thing again, but I'm certain it would be of use to you to know
what was going to happen to one of your agents assuming someone had put one of these thingsinto his
bloodstream, or tried to modify his behavior.

Admiral TURNER. Absolutely, and you know, we would be very concerned if we thought there were
things like truth serums or other things that our agents or others could be subjeded to by use or
improper use of drugs by other powers against our people or agents.

Senator WALLOP. Arethere?l don't ask youto name them, but are there such serums?

Admiral TURNER. | don't know of them if there ae. | would have to answer that for the record, sir.



Senator WALLOP. | would appreciate that.
[The material referred to foll ows.]
"TRUTH" DRUGS IN INTERROGATION

The search for effective ddsto interrogationis probably as old as man's need to obtain information
from an urcooperative source and as persistent as his impatienceto shortcut any tortuous path. In the
annals of policeinvestigation, physicd coercion hes at times been substituted for painstaking and time-
consuming inquiry in the beli ef that dired methods produce quick results. Sir James Stephens, writing
in 1883, rationdlizes a grisly example of "third degreé' pradices by the pdiceof India: "It isfar
pleasanter to sit comfortably in the shade rubbing red pepper in apoor devil's eyes than to go about in
the sun hunting up evidence"

More recently, paliceofficiasin some @urtries have turned to drugs for assstance in extrading
confessons from acased persons, drugs which are presumed to relax the individual's defenses to the
point that he unknowingly reveals truths he has been trying to conced. Thisinvestigative technique,
however humanitarian as an alternative to physicd torture, still raises srious questions of individual
rights and liberties. In this country, where drugs have gained only marginal acceptancein poli cework,
their use has provoked cries of "psychologicd third degre€' and has predpitated medico-legal
controversies that after a quarter of a century till occasionally flare into the open.

The use of so-cdled "truth" drugsin pdicework is smilar to the acceted psychiatric pradice of
narco-analysis; the differencein the two proceduresliesin their different objedives. The pdlice
investigator is concerned with empiricd truth that may be used against the susped, and therefore
almost solely with probative truth: the usefulnessof the susped's revel ations depends ultimately on
their acceptancein evidenceby a aurt of law. The psychiatrist, on the other hand, using the same
"truth" drugsin diagnosis and treatment of the mentally ill, is primarily concerned with psychologicd
truth or psychologicd redity rather than empiricd fad. A patient's aberrations are redity for him at the
time they occur, and an acairate accourt of these fantasies and delusions, rather than reliable
reclledion d past events, can bethe key to recovery.

The nation of drugs capable of il luminating hidden recesses of the mind, helping to hed the mentally
ill and preventing or reversing the miscarriage of justice, has provided an exceedingly durable theme
for the pressand popular literature. While ac&nowledging that "truth serum"” is a misnomer twice over
-- the drugs are not sera and they do nd necessarily bring forth probative truth -- journdistic acourts
continue to exploit the apped of the term. The formulaisto play up afew spedaaular "truth" drug
successes and to imply that the drugs are more mali gned than need be and more widely employed in
crimina investigation than can dfficialy be almitted.

Any technique that promises an increment of successin extrading information from an urcompli ant
sourceisipso fado of interest in intelli gence operations. If the ehicd considerations which in Western
courtries inhibit the use of narco-interrogation in policework are felt also in intelligence, the Western
services must at least be prepared against its possble enployment by the alversary. An understanding
of "truth” drugs, their charaderistic adions, and their potentialiti es, positive and regative, for €liciting
useful information is fundamental to an adequate defense aainst them.

This discusgon, meant to help toward such an understanding, draws primarily upon ogenly pubished
materials. It has the limitations of projeding from criminal investigative pradices and from the
permissve amosphere of drug psychotherapy.

SCOPOLAMINE AS"TRUTH SERUM"

Early in this century physicians began to employ scopdamine, along with morphine and chloroform,
to induce astate of "twili ght deg" during childbirth. A constituent of henbane, scopolamine was
known to produce sedation and drowsiness confusion and disorientation, incoordination, and amnesia
for events experienced duing intoxication. Y et physicians noted that women in twili ght leep
answered guestions acairately and often volunteaed exceedingly candid remarks.

In 1922 it occurred to Robert House, a Dall as, Texas obstetrician, that a similar technique might be
employed in the interrogation of suspeded criminas, and he aranged to interview under scopolamine
two prisonersin the Dall as county jail whose guilt seemed clealy confirmed. Under the drug, both
men denied the charges on which they were held; and both, upon trial, were found na guilty.



Enthusiastic & this siccess House amncluded that a patient under the influence of scopolamine "canna
crede alie... and thereisno power to think or reason.” [14] His experiment and this conclusion
attraded wide dtention, and the ideaof a "truth" drug was thus launched upon the public
CONsciousness

The phrase "truth serum” is believed to have gpeaed first in anews report of House's experiment in
the Los Angeles Record, sometime in 1922. House resisted the term for awhil e but eventually came to
employ it regularly himself. He published some deven articles on scopdaminein the yeas 1921-1929,
with anaticedle increasein polemical zed as time when on What had begun as something of a
scientific statement turned finally into a dedicaed crusade by the "father of truth serum™ on kehalf of
his off spring, wherein he was "grosdy indugent of its wayward behavior and stubbornly proud of its
minor achievements." [11]

Only ahandful of casesin which scopdamine was used for pdliceinterrogation came to public notice,
though there is evidence suggesting that some poali ce forces may have used it extensively. [2,16] One
policewriter claims that the threa of scopdamine interrogation has been effedive in extrading
confessons from criminal suspeds, who are told they will first be rendered unconscious by chloral
hydrate placed covertly in their coffeeor drinking water. [16]

Because of anumber of undesirable side dfeds, scopdamine was shortly disqualified as a “truth"
drug. Among the most disabling of the side dfeds are hall ucinations, disturbed perception,
somnolence and physiologicd phenomena such as headadhe, rapid heat, and blurred vision, which
distrad the subjed from the cantral purpose of the interview. Furthermore, the physicd actionislong,
far outlasting the psychdogicd effects. Scopolamine cntinues, in some ases, to make anesthesia and
surgery safer by drying the mouth and throat and reducing searetions that might obstruct the ar
passages. But the fantasticdly, almost painfully, dry "desert” mouth brought on by the drug is hardly
conduciveto freetalking, even in atradtable subjed.

THE BARBITURATES

Thefirst suggestion that drugs might fadlit ate @mmunication with emotionally disturbed petients
came quite by acddent in 1916. Arthur S. Lovenhart and his asciates at the University of Wisconsin,
experimenting with respiratory stimulants, were surprised when, after an injedion of sodium cyanide,
a cdatonic patient who hed long been mute and rigid suddenly relaxed, opened his eyes, and even
answered afew questions. By the ealy 1930s a number of psychiatrists were experimenting with
drugs as an adjunct to establi shed methods of therapy.

At abou thistime pdliceofficials, till attraded by the posshility that drugs might help in the
interrogation of suspeds and witnesses, turned to a dassof depressant drugs known as the barbiturates.
By 1935 Clarence W. Muehlberger, head of the Michigan Crime Detedion Laboratory at East Lansing,
was using barbiturates on reluctant suspeds, though pdicework continued to be hampered by the
courts regjedion d drug-induced confessons except in afew carefull y circumscribed instances.

The barbiturates, first synthesized in 1903, are anong the oldest of modern drugs and the most
versatile of all depressants. In this half-century some 2,500 have been prepared, and about two dozen
of these have won an important placein medicine. An estimated threeto four billi on doses of
barbiturates are prescribed by physiciansin the United States ead yea, and they have mmeto be
known by avariety of commercial names and colorful slang expressons: "goofballs,”" Luminal,
Nembutal, "red devils," "yellow jadkets," "pink ladies," etc. Threeof them which are used in
narcoanalysis and have seen service & "truth" drugs are sodium amytal (anoberbital), pentothal
sodium (thiopental), and to alessr extent seconal (secnbarbital).

As one pharmaalogist explainsit, a subjed coming under the influence of a barbiturate injecded
intravenouwsly goes through al the stages of progressve drunkenness, but the time scale is on the order
of minutesinstead of hours. Outwardly the sedation effect is dramatic, espedally if the subjed isa
psychiatric patient in tension. His feaures dacken, his body relaxes. Some people ae momentarily
excited; afew become silly and giggly. This usualy passes, and most subjedsfall aslegp, emerging
later in disoriented semi-wakefulness

The descent into narcosis and beyond with progressvely larger doses can be divided as follows:

|. Sedative stage.



II. Unconsciousness with exaggerated reflexes (hyperadive stage).
[1I. Unconsciousness withou reflex even to painful stimuli.
IV. Deah.

Whether all these stages can be distinguished in any given subjed depends largely on the dose and the
rapidity with which the drug isinduced. In anesthesia, stages| and Il may last only two or three
se@nds.

Thefirst or sedative stage can be further divided:
Plane 1. No evident effed, or dightly sedative effect.

Plane 2. Cloudiness cdmness amnesia. (Uponreavery, the subjed will not remember what
happened at this or "lower" planes or stages.)

Plane 3. Slurred speed, old thought patterns disrupted, inability to integrate or learn new patterns.
Poor coordination. Subjed beames unaware of painful stimuli.

Plane 3isthe psychiatric "work" stage. It may last only afew minutes, but it can be extended by
further slow injedion of drug. The usual pradiceisto bad into the sedative stage on the way to full
CONsciousness

CLINICAL AND EXPERIMENTAL STUDIES

The genera abharrencein Western countries for the use of chemical agents "to make people do things
against their will" has preduded serious gystematic study (at least as published goenly) of the
potentialiti es of drugs for interrogation. Louis A. Gottschalk, surveying their use in information-
seeking interviews, [13] cites 136 references; but only two touch upon the extradion of intelligence
information, and ore of these @mncludes merely that Rusdan techniques in interrogation and
indoctrination are derived from age-old police methods and do not depend on the use of drugs. On the
validity of confesgons obtained with drugs, Gottschalk found ory threepubished experimental
studies that he deemed worth reporting.

One of these reported experiments by D.P. Morrisin which intravenous sodium amytal was helpful in
deteding malingerers. [12] The subjeds, soldiers, were & first sullen, negativistic, and ron-productive
under amytal, but as the interview proceeled they reveded the fad of and causes for their mali ngering.
Usually the interviews turned up a neurctic or psychatic basis for the deception.

The other two confesson studies, being more relevant to the highly spedali zed, untouched areaof
drugs in intelli gence interrogation, deserve more detail ed review.

Gerson and Victoroff [12] conducted amytal interviews with 17 neuropsychiatric patients, soldiers who
had charges against them, at Tilton General Hospital, Fort Dix. First they were interviewed withou
amytal by a psychiatrist, who, neither ignoring nor stressng their situation as prisoners or suspeds
under scrutiny, urged ead of them to discusshis social and family badkground his army career, and
hisversion d the tharges pending against him.

The patients were told only afew minutes in advancethat narcoanalysis would be performed. The
doctor was considerate, but positive and forthright. He indicaed that they had nochoice but to submit
to the procedure. Their attitudes varied from unguestioning to downright refusal.

Eadch patient was brought to complete narcosis and permitted to sleep. As he becane semiconscious
and could be stimulated to spe&k, he was held in this gage with additional amytal while the
guestioning proceeded. He was questioned first about innocuous matters from his backgroundthat he
had discussed before recaving the drug. Whenever possble, he was manipulated into bringing up
himself the dharges pending against him before being questioned about them. If he did thisin atoo
fully conscious date, it proved more dfedive to ask him to "talk about that later" andto interpose a
topic that would dminish suspicion, delaying the interrogation on his criminal adivity until he was



bad in the proper stage of narcosis.

The procedure differed from therapeutic narcoanalysisin severa ways: the setting, the type of patients,
andthekind d "truth" sought. Also, the subjeds were kept in twili ght consciousnesslonger than usual.
This date proved richest in yield of admissions prejudicial to the subjed. In it his speeh was thick,
mumbling, and dsconneded, but his discretion was markedly reduced. This valuable interrogation
period, lasting only five to ten minutes at atime, could be reinduced by injeding more amytal and
putting the patient back to sleep.

The interrogation technique varied from case to case acording to the badground information about
the patient, the seriousnessof the ctharges, the patient's attitude under narcosis, and his rapport with the
doctor. Sometimes it was useful to pretend, as the patient grew more fully conscious, that he had
already confessed during the amnestic period d the interrogation, and to urge him, whil e his memory
and sense of self-protedion were still li mited, to continue to elaborate the detail s of what he had
"dready described.” When it was obvious that a subjed was withhdding the truth, his denials were
quickly passed over and ignored, and the key questions would be rewarded in a new approach.

Severa patients reveded fantasies, feass, and delusions approaching deli rium, much of which could
reddily be distinguished from redity. But sometimes there was noway for the examiner to distinguish
truth from fantasy except by referenceto ather sources. One subjed claimed to have a ¢ild that did
not exist,

ancther threaened to kill on sight a stepfather who hed been deal ayea, and yet ancther confessed to
participating in arobbery when in fad he had only purchased goods from the participants. Testimony
concerning dates and spedfic places was untrustworthy and dten contradictory becaise of the patient's
lossof time-sense. His veradty in citing names and events proved questionable. Becaise of his
confusion about adual events and what he thought or feared had happened, the patient at times
managed to conced the truth unintentionall y.

Asthe subjed revived, he would become aware that he was being questioned about his ®aets and,
depending uypon his personality, hisfea of discovery, or the degreeof his disillusionment with the
doctor, grow negativistic, hostile, or physicdly aggressve. Occasionally patients had to be forcibly
restrained during this periodto prevent injury to themselves or others as the doctor continued to
interrogate. Some patients, moved by fierce and dffuse anger, the assumption that they had already
been tricked into confesdng, and a till li mited sense of discretion, defiantly adknowledged their guilt
and chall enged the observer to "do something about it." Asthe excitement passed, some fell bad on
their original stories and athers verified the confessed material. During the foll ow-up interview nine of
the 17 admitted the validity of their confessons; eight repudiated their confessons and redfirmed their
ealier acourts.

With resped to the reli abil ity of the results of such interrogation, Gerson and Victoroff conclude that
persistent, careful questioning can reduce anmbiguitiesin drug interrogation, but cannot eli minate them
altogether.

At least one experiment has shown that subjeds are cgable of maintaining a lie while under the
influence of abarbiturate. Redlich and his associates at Yale [25] administered sodium amytal to nine
volunteas, students and professonals, who hed previously, for purposes of the experiment, reveded
shameful and guilt-producing episodes of their past and then invented false self-protedive stories to
cover them. In nealy every case the mver story retained some dements of the guilt inherent in the true
story.

Under the influence of the drug, the subjeds were aossexamined on their cover stories by a second
investigator. The results, though not definitive, showed that normal individuals who hed good defenses
and no overt pathologicd traits could stick to their invented stories and refuse mnfesson. Neurotic
individuals with strong unconscious if-puriti ve tendencies, on the other hand, both confessed more
easily and were inclined to substitute fantasy for the truth, confessng to offenses never acually
committed.

In recent yeas drug therapy has made some use of stimulants, most notably amphetamine
(Benzedrine) and its relative methamphetamine (Methadrine). These drugs, used either aone or

foll owing intravenous barbiturates, produce an outpouring of ideas, emotions, and memories which has
been of help in diagnosing mental disorders. The potentia of stimulantsin interrogation has receved
littl e dtention, unlessin unpublished work. In ore study of their psychiatric use Brussl et al. [7]
maintain that methedrine gives the liar no time to think or to organize his deceptions. Oncethe drug



takes hold, they say, an insurmourtable urge to pour out speed traps the mali ngerer. Gottschalk, on
the other hand, says that this claim is extravagant, aserting without elaboration that the study laded
proper controls. [13] It is evident that the combined use of barbiturates and stimulants, perhaps along
with ataraxics (tranquilizers), should be further explored.

OBSERVATIONS FROM PRACTICE

JM. Maddonad, who as apsychiatrist for the District Courts of Denver has had extensive experience
with narcoanalysis, says that drug interrogation is of doubtful valuein oktaining confessons to crimes.
Criminal suspeds under the influence of barbiturates may deli berately withhdd information, persist in
giving untruthful answers, or falsely confessto crimes they did not commit. The psychopathic
persondlity, in particular, appeasto resist successully the influence of drugs.

Madonald tell s of a aimina psychopath who, having agreed to narco-interrogation, receéved 15
grams of sodium amytal over aperiod d five hours. This man feigned amnesia and gave afalse
acourt of amurder. "He displayed littl e or no remorse & he (fa sely) described the aime, including
buria of the body. Indeed he was very self-possessed and he gpeaed amost to enjoy the
examination. From time to time he would request that more anytal beinjeded.” [21]

Madonald concludes that a person who gives false information prior to recaving drugsislikely to
give false information also under narcosis, that the drugs are of little value for revealing deceptions,
and that they are more effedivein releasing unconsciously repressed material than in evoking
consciously suppressd information.

Ancther psychiatrist known for his work with criminas, L.Z. Freedman, gave sodium amytal to men
acaised of various civil and milit ary antisocial ads. The subjeds were mentally unstable, their
condtions ranging from charader disordersto neuroses and psychoses. The drug interviews proved
psychiatricdly beneficial to the patients, but Freedman found that his view of objedive redity was
seldom improved by their revelations. He was unable to say on the basis of the narco-interrogation
whether agiven ad had or had na occurred. Like MadDonald, he found that psychopethic individuals
can deny to the point of unconsciousnesscrimes that every objedive sign indicates they have
committed. [10]

F.G. Inbau, Professor of Law at Northwestern University, who hes had considerable experience
observing and participating in "truth" drug tests, claims that they are occasionaly effedive on persons
whowould have disclosed the truth anyway had they been properly interrogated, but that a person
determined to lie will usually be &le to continue the deception under drugs.

The two milit ary psychiatrists who made the most extensive use of narcoanalysis during the war yeas.
Roy R. Grinker and John C. Spiegel, concluded that in almost all casesthey could oktain from their
patients esential y the same material and give them the same emotional release by therapy withou the
use of drugs, provided they had sufficient time.

The essnceof these mmments from profesgonals of long experienceisthat drugs provide rapid
accesto information that is psychiatricdly useful but of doubtful validity as empirical truth. The same
psychalogicd information and alessadulterated empiricd truth can be obtained from fully conscious
subjeds through non-drug psychaotherapy and skill ful paliceinterrogation.

APPFLICATION TO CI INTERROGATION

The dmost total absence of controll ed experimental studies of "truth” drugs and the spotty and
aneadatal nature of psychiatric and police evidencerequire that extrapolations to intelli gence
operations be made with care. Still, enough is known about the drugs adions to suggest certain
considerations affeding the possbiliti es for their use in interrogation.

It should be dea from the foregoing that at best a drug can only serve & an aid to an interrogator who
has a sure understanding of the psychology and techniques of normal interrogation. In some respeds,
indeed, the demands on Hs ill will be increased by the baffling mixture of truth and fantasy in drug-
induced output. And the tendency against which he must guard in the interrogate to give the responses
that seem to be wanted without regard for fads will be heightened by drugs: the literature eounds
with warnings that a subjed in narcosisis extremely suggestible.

It seems possble that this suggestibilit y and the lowered guard of the narcotic state might be put to



advantage in the case of a subjed feigning ignorance of alanguage or some other skill that had become
automatic with him. Lipton [20] found sodium amytal helpful in determining whether aforeign subject
was merely pretending not to understand English. By extension, one can guessthat a drugged
interrogateemight have difficulty maintaining the pretense that he did not comprehend theidiom of a
professon he wastrying to hide.

Thereis the further problem of hastility in the interrogator's relationship to aresistance source The
acaimulated knowledge @ou "truth” drug readion has come largely from patient-physician
relationships of trust and confidence The subjed in narcoanalysisis usually motivated a priori to
cooperate with the psychiatrist, either to dotain reli ef from mental suffering or to contributeto a
scientific study. Even in policework, where an atmosphere of anxiety and threa may be dominant, a
relationship of trust frequently assertsitself: the drug is administered by amedicd man baund by a
strict code of ethics; the susped agredéng to undergo narcoanalysis in a desperate bid for corroboration
of histestimony trusts both drug and psychiatrist, however apprehensively; and finaly, as Freedman
and MadDonald have indicated, the poli ce psychiatrist frequently deds with a"sick” criminal, and
some order of patient-physician relationship necessarily evolves.

Rarely has adrug interrogation involved "normal" individualsin a hostil e or genuinely threaening
mili eu. It was from a nonthreaening experimental setting that Eric Lindemann could say that his
"normal" subjeds "reported a general sense of euphaia, ease and confidence, and they exhibited a
marked increase in talkativeness and communicability.” [18] Gerson and Victoroff list poar doctor-
patient rapport as one fador interfering with the ampletenessand authenticity of confessons by the
Fort Dix soldiers, caught as they werein a @mmand performance and told they had no choicebut to
submit to narco-interrogation.

From all i ndicaions, subjed-interrogation rapport is usualy crucial to oltaining the psychologicd
release which may lead to urguarded disclosures. Role-playing on the part of the interrogator might be
apossble solution to the problem of establi shing rapport with adrugged subjed. In therapy, the

Briti sh narco-analyst Willi am Sargent reaommends that the therapist deliberately distort the fads of
the patient's life-experience to achieve heightened emotional response and abreadion. [27] In the
drunken state of narcoanalysis patients are prone to accept the therapist's false wnstructions. Thereis
reason to exped that a drugged subjed would communicae fredy with an interrogator playing the role
of relative, colleague, physician, immediate superior, or any other person to whom his badground
indicaed he would be responsive.

Even when rappart is poor, however, there remains one face of drug adion eminently exploitablein
interrogation -- the faad that subjects emerge from narcosis feding they have revealed agrea ded,
even when they have nat. As Gerson and Victoroff demonstrated at Fort Dix, this psychologicd set
provides amajor opening for obtaining genuine mnfessons.

POSSIBLE VARIATIONS

In studies by Beedter and his associates, [3-6] one-third to one-half the individual s tested proved to be
placébo reacors, subjeds who respond with symptomatic reli ef to the alministration d any syringe,
pill, or capsule, regardlessof what it contains. Although no studies are known to have been made of
the placéo phenomenonas applied to narco-interrogation, it seams reasonable that when a subjed’s
sense of guilt i nterferes with productive interrogation, a placébo for pseudo-narcosis could have the
effed of absolving him of the resporsibility for his ads and thus clea the way for free @mmunication.
It is notable that placébos are most likely to be dfective in situations of stress The individuals most
likely to read to placébos are the more anxious, more self-centered, more dependent on autside
stimulation, those who expresstheir needs more freely socially, talkers who dain off anxiety by
conversing with athers. The non-readors are those dinicaly morerigid and with better than average
emotional control. No sex or |.Q. differences between reacdors and nan-readors have been found.

Ancther posshility might be the combined use of drugs with hypnotic trance and pacst-hypnatic
suggestion: hypnasis could presumably prevent any remlledion d the drug experience Whether a
subjed can be brought to trance ajainst hiswill or unaware, however, is a matter of some
disagreement. Orne, in asurvey of the potential uses of hypnasisin interrogation, [23] assrtsthat it is
doubtful, despite many apparent indications to the @wntrary, that trance ca beinduced in resistant
subjeds. It may be posshle, he adds, to hypnaize asubjed unaware, but thiswould require apositive
relationship with the hypnatist nat likely to be foundin the interrogation setting.

In medicd hypnasis, pentothal sodium is smetimes employed when only light trance has been
induced and deeper narcosisis desired. This procedureis a posshility for interrogation, but if a



satisfadory level of narcosis could be adieved through hypnatic trancethere would appea to be no
need for drugs.

DEFENSIVE MEASURES

Thereis no known way of building tolerancefor a"truth" drug without creaing a disabling addiction,
or of arresting the adion of a barbiturate onceinduced. The only full safeguard against narco-
interrogation isto prevent the alministration o the drug. Short of this, the best defense is to make use
of the same knowledge that suggests drugs for offensive operations: if a subjed knows that on
emerging from narcosis he will have an exaggerated naion of how much he hasreveded he can better
resolveto deny he has sid anything.

The disadvantages and shortcomings of drugsin off ensive operations become pasiti ve fegures of the
defensive posture. A subjed in narco-interrogation is garbled and irrational, the anourt of output
drasticdly diminished. Drugs disrupt established thought patterns, including the will to resist, but they
do so indiscriminately and thus also interfere with the patterns of substantive information the
interrogator seeks. Even under the condtions most favorable for the interrogator, output will be
contaminated by fantasy, distortion, and untruth.

Possbly the most eff edive way to arm oneself against narco-interrogation would be to undergo a"dry
run." A trial drug interrogation with output taped for playback would famili arize an individual with his
own readions to "truth" drugs, and this famili arity would help to reducethe dfects of harassment by
the interrogator before and after the drug has been administered. From the viewpaint of the intelligence
service, thetrial exposure of a particular operative to drugs might provide arough benchmark for
asessng the kind and amourt of information he would divulgein narcosis.

There may be mncern over the posshility of drug addiction intentionally or acddentally induced by an
adversary service. Most drugs will cause adiction with prolonged use, and the barbiturates are no
exception. In recent studies at the U.S. Public Hedth Service Hospital for addictsin Lexington, Ky.,
subjeds receaved large doses of barbiturates over aperiod o months. Upon removal of the drug, they
experienced aaute withdrawal symptoms and behaved in every resped like chronic dcoholics.

Becaise their adionis extremely short, however, and because thereislittl e likelihood that they would
be alministered regularly over a prolonged period, barbiturate "truth" drugs present slight risk of
operationa addiction. If the alversary servicewere intent on creaing addictionin order to exploit
withdrawal, it would have other, more rapid means of producing states as unpgeasant as withdrawal
symptoms.

The hallucinatory and psychotomimetic drugs such as mescdine, marihuana, LSD-25, and microtine
are sometimes mistakenly associated with narcoanalytic interrogation. These drugs distort the
perception and interpretation of the sensory input to the central nervous /stem and affed vision,
audition, smell, the sensation d the size of body parts and their position in space etc. Mescdine ad
LSD-25 have been used to creae experimental "psychatic states," andin aminor way asaidsin

psychotherapy.

Sinceinformation obtained from a personin a psychatic drug state would be unredistic, bizarre, and
extremely difficult to assess the self-administration d LSD-25, which is effedive in minute dosages,
might in spedal circumstances offer an operative temporary protedion against interrogation.
Conceivably, onthe other hand, an adversary service @uld use such drugsto produce anxiety or terror
in medicdly unsophisticated subjeds unable to distinguish drug-induced psychosis from acdual
insanity. An enlightened operative auld not be thus frightened, however, knowing that the dfea of
these hall ucinogenic agentsistransient in normal individuals.

Most broadly, there is evidencethat drugs have least effect on well -adjusted individuals with good
defenses and good emotional control, and that anyone who can withstand the stressof competent
interrogation in the waking state can do so in narcosis. The essntial resources for resistancethus
appeda to lie within the individual.

CONCLUSIONS

The sdlient points that emerge from this discusson are the foll owing. No such magic brew asthe
popular nation of truth serum exists. The barbiturates, by disrupting defensive patterns, may
sometimes be helpful in interrogation, but even under the best conditi ons they will €licit an output



contaminated by deception, fantasy, garbled speed, etc. A major vulnerability they producein the
subjed is atendency to believe he has reveded more than he has. It is possble, however, for both
normal individuals and psychopeths to resist drug interrogation; it seems likely that any individual who
can withstand adinary intensive interrogation can hold aut in narcosis. The best aid to adefense
against narco-interrogation is foreknowledge of the processand its limitations. Thereis an aaute need
for controll ed experimental studies of drug readion, not only to depressants but also to stimulants and
to combinations of depressants, stimulants, and ataraxics.
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CIA Diredor Stansfield Turner's Testimony (Continued -- pp. 33-50)

Senator WALLORP. If they are, | would assume that you would still try to find from either theirs or
somebody else'sinformation how to proted our people from that kind o adivity.

Admiral TURNER. Yes.

Senator WALLOP. Thank you very much. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Senator INOUYE. Senator Chafee?

Senator CHAFEE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Admiral Turner, | appredate that these tawdry adiviti es were taking placelong before your watch, and
| think you have @rredly labeled them as abharrent, but not only were they abharent, it seemsto me
that they weerather bungled, amateurish experiments that don't seem to have been handled in avery
scientific way, at least from the scanty evidence we have.

It seems to me that there were aminimum of reports and the Agency didn't have the aility to cdl it
quits. It went on for some 12 yeas, as you mentioned. What | would like to get to is, are you
convinced now in your Agency that those scientific experiments, legiti mate ones that you were
conducting with polygraph and so forth, were being conducted in a scientific manner and that you are
handling it in a crred manner to get the best information that you are seeking in the end?

Admiral TURNER. Yes, | am, and | also have asense of confidencethat we ae limiting ourselves to
the aeas where we need to be involved as opposed to areas where we can rely on ahers.

Senator CHAFEE. | am convinced of that from your report. | just do hope that you have people who
aretrained in not only handling this type of experiment, but in preparing the proper reports and
drawing the proper data from the reports. You are mnvinced that you have this type of people?

Admira TURNER. Yes, sir.

Senator CHAFEE. The second pdnt | am interested in was the final linesin your testimony here,



which | believe ae very important, and that is that the Agency is doing all it canin cooperation with
other branches of the Government to go about tracking down the identity of thase who were in some
way adversely affected, and seewhat can be done to fulfill the government's responsibilitiesin that
resped. | might add that | commend you in that, and | hope you will pursueit vigorously.

A hospital in my State was involved in these proceealings, and it is unclea exadly what did take place
s0 | have both aparochia interest in this and a national interest aswell, and | do hope you will press
onwithit. It involves not only you, | appredate, but also HEW and perhaps the Attorney General.

Admiral TURNER. Thank you, sir. We will .
Senator CHAFEE. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Senator INOUYE. Thank you very much.

Admiral Turner, MKULTRA subprojed 3 was a projed involving the surreptitious administration of
LSD on unwitting persons, was it not?

Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir.

Senator INOUYE. In February 1954 andthiswas in the very ealy stages of MKULTRA, the Diredor
of Central Intelli gencewrote to the technicd services gaff officials criticizing their judgment because
they had participated in an experiment involving the administration of LSD on an urwitting basisto
Dr. Frank Olson, who later committed suicide. Now, the individuals criti cized were the same
individuals who were respornsible for subprojed 3, involving exadly the same pradices. Even though
theseindividuals were dealy aware of the dangers of surreptitious administration and had been
criticized by the Diredor of Central Intelli gence, subprojed 3 was not terminated immediately after
Dr. Olson's deah.

In fad, acording to dacuments, it continued for a number of years. Can you provide this committee
with any explanation d how such testing could have @ntinued under these drcumstances?

Admiral TURNER. No, sir, | redly can't.

Senator INOUYE. Aretheindividualsin technicd services who carried on subprojed 3 still onthe
CIA payroll ?

Admiral TURNER. | am sorry. Are you asking, are they today?
Senator INOUYE. Yes.
Admiral TURNER. No, sir.

Senator INOUYE. What would you doif you criticized dfficials of the technicd services daff and they
continued to carry on experimentation for anumber of yeas?

Admiral TURNER. | would do two things, sir. Oneis, | would be sure & the beginning that | was
explicit enough that they knew that | didn't want that to be continued anywhere dse, and two, if |
foundit being continued, | would roll some heads.

Senator INOUYE. Could you provide this committee with information as to whether the individuals
involved had their heads roll ed?

Admiral TURNER. | don't believe thereis any evidencethey did, but | will double ched that.
[Seep. 170 for material referred to.]

Senator INOUYE. Asyou know, Senator Huddleston and Hs subcommittee ae deeply involved in the
drafting of charters and guidelines for the intelli gence ommunity. We will be meeting with the



President tomorrow. Our concerniis, | think, abasic one. Can anything like this occur again?

Admiral TURNER. | think it would be very, very unlikely, first, becaise we ae dl much more
conscious of these isaues than we were badk in the fifties, second, becaise we have such thorough
oversight procedures. | cannot imagine that thiskind d adivity could take placetoday withou some
member of the CIA itself bypasdng me, if | were authorizing this, and writi ng to the Intelli gence
Oversight Board, and blowing the whistle onthiskind of adivity.

| am also dang my very best, sir, to encourage an opennesswith myself and afree @mmunicaionin
the Agency, so that | am the one who finds these things if they shoud happen. The fad is that we must
ke you and your committee and nowv the new committeein the House informed of our sensitive
adivities. | think all of these ald upto adegreeof scrutiny such that thiskind of extensive and flagrant
adivity could not happen today without it coming to the dtention of the proper authoriti esto stop it.

Senator INOUYE. A sad asped of the MKULTRA projed was that it naturally involved the people
who urwittingly or wittingly got involved in experimentation. | would appredateit if youwould report
bad to this committeein 3 months on what the Agency has dore to notify these individuals and these
institutions, and furthermore, to notify us as to what steps have been taken to identify victims, and if
identified, what you have doreto assst them, monetarily or otherwise.

Admiral TURNER. All right, sir. | will be happy to.
Senator GOLDWATER. Will the Senator yield?
Senator INOUYE. Yes, Sir.

Senator GOLDWATER. | wonder if he could include in that report for our information anly a
complete listing of the individuals and the experiments done on them, and whether they were witting
or unwitti ng, voluntea or nonvolunteer, and what has been the result in ead case. | think that would
beinteresting.

Admiral TURNER. Fine. Yes, sir.
Senator INOUYE. Senator Kennedy?

Senator KENNEDY . Thank you. It is your intention to notify the individuals who have been the,
subjeds of the reseach, isthat right, Admiral Turner? Do youintend to notify those individual s?

Admiral TURNER. Yes.

Senator KENNEDY . If you can identify them, you intend to notify them?

Admiral TURNER. Yes.

Senator KENNEDY . And you intend to notify the universities or reseach centers as well ?

Admiral TURNER. Senator, | am torn on that. | understand your opening statement. | put myself in the
position of the president of one of thase, universities, let's sy. If he were witting -- if his university
had been witting of this adivity with us, lie has accessto al that information today. If lie, were not
witting, | wonder if the. processof informing him might put hisingtitution's reputation in more
jeopardy than letting them go onthe way they are today, not knowing. | redly dont know the equities
here.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, the problem is, all you have to do is pick up the newspapers and you see
these universities mentioned. In many instances, | think you are putting the university people & an
extraordinary disadvantage, where there is a cmplete change of administration, and they may for one
reason a another not have information that they are, under suspicion. Thereis innuendo; thereis
rumor. | cannot help but believe that it will j ust get smeaed al over the newspapersin spite of al the
seaurity steps that have been taken.

It seems to me that those universities should be entitled to that information, so that the ones with ather



administrations can adapt procedures to proted those universiti es. The importance of preserving the
independence of our reseach areas and the communities seemsto meto be avery fundamenta kind of
guestion about the protedion d the integrity of our universities and our reseach centers.

Admiral TURNER. You are saying that you fed that if we identify them privately to themselves, we
can benefit them in an adequate way to cover the risk that this will | ead to a more public disclosure?
There aelots of the 80 who have nat been identified publicly at this point.

Senator KENNEDY . | think the universiti es themselves soud be natified. | think then the universities
can take whatever stepsin terms of their setting up the proceduresto proted. their own kinds of
integrity in terms of the future. | would certainly hope that, they would fed that they could make a
public comment or a public statement on it. | think it is of general public interest, particularly for the
people that are involved in those universiti es, to have some kind o awarenessof whether they were.
used or were not used and haw they were used.

| think they are entitled to it, and quite frankly, if thereisapublic official or an dfficial of the
university that you ndify and be wants for his own particular reasons not to have it public, | don't see
why thosein alessr echelon a lower echelon who have been effectively used by it shoud not have
theinformation as well .

So, | would hope that you would ndify the universiti es and then also indicate to the public. | can't
conceve that thisinformation will not be put out in the newspapers, and it puts the university people &
an extraordinary disadvantage, and o course some of it iswrong, which isthe fad of the matter, and |
think some university official saying, well, it isn't so, isalot different than if they know it is confirmed
or it isnot confirmed in terms of the Agency itself. | think that there is aresporsibility there.

Admiral TURNER. | have grea sympathy with what you are saying. | have dready notified ore
institution because the involvement was 9 extensive that | thought they redly needed to proted
themselves, and | am. most anxious to do thisin whatever way will help all of the people who were
perhaps unwitti ng participantsin this, and the difficulty | will haveis, | can't quite do, | think, what
you suggested, in that | may not be aleto tell an institution of the extent and reture of its
participation.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, you can tell them to the best of your information, and it seamsto me that
just because the university or an individual is going to be embarrassed is not areason for classfying
the information. So, | would hope -- | mean, | obviously spe&k as an individual Senator, but | fed that
that is an incredible diserviceto the innocent individuals and | think, a diserviceto the integrity of
the, universities unlessthey are notified, to be @leto develop procedures you are devel oping with
regards to your own institution and we aetrying to in terms of the Congress Certainly the universities
are entitled to the same.

Admiral TURNER. Yes. Not all of these, of course, were unwitti ng.
Senator KENNEDY . That's right.

Admiral TURNER. Many of them were witting, and therefore they can take dl those precaitionary
steps ontheir own, but | am perfectly open to dang this. | am only interested in doing it in away that
when identifying a university it will not lead to the public disclosure of the individuals, whom | am not
alowed to disclose, and so on

Senator KENNEDY . That could be done, it seensto me.

Admiral TURNER. So, we will seeif we can devise away of natifying these institutions on a private
basis © that they can then make their own dedsion whether their equiti es are best served by their
announcing it publicly or their attempting to maintain it--

Senator KENNEDY . Or you. | wonder. What if they were to ask you to announce, or indicae?

Admiral TURNER. My personal conscience, sit, at thistime, isthat | would be doing adissrviceto
these universitiesif | natified the public.

Senator KENNEDY . Would you mee with some university officials and ask what their views are or



whether they feel that the preservation d the integrity of the universities would be better served or not?
| think that would be useful to find out from small, large, private, and public universities' officials how
they view the integrity--

Admira TURNER. Fine. | Will phore severa university presidents today who are my friends and who
arenat involved in this, and ask them what they think the equities would be.

Senator KENNEDY . All right. You let us know, too.

Admira TURNER. But | am nat sure that | seethat thereis any gred benefit, in my natifying the
public & opposed to the university natifying them. Let him have his choicewhether he wants -- eat
institution wants to have it made public.

Senator KENNEDY . Yes. The fact would remain that the institution's credibility would be better
served if the institution's president were to deny it and the university indicated that it did not
participate in that program than if the university were to deny it and the Agency says nothing. It seems
to methat that would be the strongest, and the only way that that is going to be aedible. | would value
it if youwould get some input from universities as to what they believe isthe fairest way in terms of
the preservation o the integrity of the universities.

Let me, if | could, ask on the question of the uses of these safe houses, as | understand from
information that was provided to usin the curse of our last committeg the testing of various drugs on
individuals happened at all social levels, high andlow, it happened on retive Americans and also on
foreign nationals. That iswhat | understand was the nature of the projed itself.

Now, | am just wondering whether those tests were cnducted at the two locaions onthe eat coast
and the west coast which were known as sfe houses. To your knowledge, isthat corred?

Admiral TURNER. Yes.

Senator KENNEDY . In terms of the reseach in this particular program, it did not go beyondthe safe
houses locaed on the eat coast and the west coast? | believe | am corred on that.

Admiral TURNER. That type of unwitti ng testing of sort of randomly seleced individuals, yes.
Senator KENNEDY . It was just locaed in those two places?

Admiral TURNER. To the best of our knowledge, there were only two locations.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, how do we interpret randomly seleded?

Admiral TURNER. Well, as opposed to prisonersin a prison who were somehow selected.

Senator KENNEDY . All right. Do you know from this information hav many people were recruited
during this period?

Admiral TURNER. No idea
Senator KENNEDY . Do you know approximately?

Admiral TURNER. | asked that question the other day, and we just don't have -- apparently we ae
very -- well, either there were no records kept of the adual numbers and types of people tested or they
were destroyed.

Senator INOUYE. Senator Schweiker.
Senator SCHWEIKER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Admira Turner, | would like to come bad to the experiments which may have been conducted at the
hospital reseach fadliti es which the CIA helped to finance It wasn't clea to me from your previous



answers what kind d work was dore there. | gather you are unclea on that, too, from your remarks,
yet | findin the CIA documentation which you have supplied us, alist describing some of the
advantages the Agency hoped to gain. It says:

(a) One-sixth dof the total spacein the new haspital wing will be avail able to the Chemicd Division d
TSS* **;

(b) Agency sponsorship of sensitive research projeaswill be completely deniable;

© Full professonal cover will be provided for up to threebiochemicd employees of the Chemicd
Division; (d) Human petients and voluntee's for experimental use will be avail able under controlled
clinicd conditions with the full supervision o

and thereis a blank, something has been deleted.

It seems pretty clea to me what they intended to do in that particular wing. Doesn't it to you? Why
would you go to such elaborate preparations, to buy part of the wing, bring threeof your own
personnel there, give them a @ver, and give them acces to patients? Why would you go to such
trouble and expenseto arrange, all that, if you weren't planning to experiment on peoplein the
hospital?

Admiral TURNER. | agreewith you 100 percent, sir. Those were dealy theintentions. | have no
evidencethat it was carried ou in that way. | am not trying to be defensive, Senator. | am only trying
to be absolutely predse here.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Well, then, as to the nature of what was dore there, the last paragraph onthe
same page of the document says, "The faciliti es of the hospital and the ability to conduct controlled
experimentations under safe dinicd condtions using materials with which any agency connedion
must be cmpletely deniable will augment and complement other programs recently taken over by
TSS such as," and then there's another deletion.

Now, the words foll owing "such as' have been deleted. That is dill classfied, or at least it was
removed when this document was sanitized and released. It seemsto be that whatever was deleted
right there would gve you a pretty good clue asto what they were doing, sinceit says that the
adivities would "augment and complement other programs" undertaken by TSS So, | have trouble
understanding why you don't know what was contemplated. Just the fact that similar programs are
referred to in the document, though what they areis gill deleted, should enable youto ched it out.

You could ook at what went onin the similar programs mentioned foll owing the "such as" in the
clasdfied version d this document.

Admiral TURNER. Senator, | have not said that we dorit know what was contemplated being done
there. We do not know what was dore there.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Why did you celete that reference?Why is that still classfied, that particular
projed of whatever it is?

Admiral TURNER. | don't know this particular case. We will get you the exad answer to that one and
inform you abou it, but it is quite probable that that other case is unrelated to thisin the -- well, not
unrelated, but that that was a projed that still deservesto be dasdfied.

[The material referred to foll ows:]

Construction of the Gorman Annex was begunin 1957 and the Annex was dedicated in March 1959.
Of the several MKULTRA projeds conducted at Georgetown orly oneinvolving human testing
covered atime span subsequent to March 1959. Subprojed 45 ran from 1956 to 1963, thusit is
posshblethat the final four years 1959-1963) of the subprojed could have been spent in the Gorman
Annex. However, there is no referenceto the Gorman Annex or a"new Annex” in Subprojed 45
papers, neither isthere axy mention d the subprojed moving to anew locaionin 1959 or later yeas.

Authorization to contribute CIA funds toward construction of the Gorman Annex is contained in
Subprojed 35 of MKULTRA. Recently discovered material indicaed that Dr. Geschickter continued



his reseach for sleg- and amnesia-producing drugs under Projed MKSEARCH through July 1967 at
Georgetown University Hospital. But it isimpossbleto determine if the faciliti es of the Gorman
Annex were involved.

Senator SCHWEIKER. | think that would give us a pretty good clue & to what was going to be done
in the wing the CIA helped to finance

Wasthere awy indicaion at all in the records you found that the projed ultimately used cancer patients
or terminaly ill patientsin connedion with this fadlity?

Admiral TURNER. I'm sorry. | missed your question becaise | was trying to get the data on the last
one. | will read you the blank.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Go aheal.
Admira TURNER. QKHILLTORP. It doesn't help you, but--
Senator SCHWEIKER. Can youtell uswhat that is, or isit still classfied?

Admiral TURNER. | don't know, and | assume from the fad that we deleted it, it is gill classfied, but
| will get youthat answer, sir.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Thank you. I'd like to seethat information.
[Seep. 171 for material referred to.]

Now my next questionwas: Isthere any indication, Admiral, that projedsin that particular center
involved experimentation on terminaly ill cancer patients?

Admiral TURNER. | missed the first part of your question, sir. | am very sorry.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Do you have any indication that some experiment in the fadlity used
terminaly ill cancer patients as subjeds? You doadknowledge in your statement and it is clea from
other documents that these kinds of experiments were & some point being done somewhere. My
guestion is, isthere any indication that cancer patients or terminaly ill patients were experimented
with in thiswing?

Admira TURNER. Yes, it does appea thereisa mnnedion here, sir.

Senator SCHWEIKER. The other question | had relates to the development of something which has
been cdl ed the perfed concusgon. A series of experiments toward that end were described in the CIA
documents. | wonder if youwould just tell uswhat your understanding of perfed concussonis.

Admiral TURNER. Isthat in my testimony, sir, or in some other document?

Senator SCHWEIKER. Subprojed 54, MKULTRA, which involved examination d techniques to
cause brain concussons and amnesia by using wegons or sound waves to strike individual s without
giving and withou leaving any clea physicd marks. Someone dubbed it "perfed concusson” --
maybe that was poetic license on the part of our staff rather than your poets over there. | wonder if you
could just tell uswhat brain concusgon experiments were eout?

Admiral TURNER. This projed, No. 54, was canceed, and rever carried aut.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Well, | do believe the first year of the projed in 1955 was caried ou by the
Office of Naval Reseach, acording to the information that you supplied us. The CIA seemsto have
been participating in some way at that point, because the records go on to say that the experimenter at
ONR found ou about CIA'srole, discovered that it was a @ver, and then the projed was transferred to
MKULTRA in 1956. Again, thisisal from the backup material you have given us. So, it was cancded
at sometime. | am not disagreeng with that, but apparently for at least ayea or two, somebody was
investigating the production of brain concussons with speda bladkjads, sound waves, and other



methods as detail ed in the badkup material.

Admira TURNER. The data available to meisthat this projed was never funded by the CIA, but |
will double-chedk that and furnish the information for the record for you as to whether there was ever
any conredion here andif so, what the nature of the work was.

[The material referred to foll ows:]

Mr. Laubinger correded his testimony regarding Subprojea 54 during the September 21, 1977
heaings before the Subcommittee on Hedth and Scientific Research of the Human Resources
Committee Therelevant portion is reproduced below:

Mr. LAUBINGER. On projed 54, it has got arather sensational propasal in there, in terms of the work
that they propose to do, and you asked about the proposal and | said, in faa, it was never funded under
MKULTRA. Now, | overlooked -- at least, my memory did not serve me crredly when | went
through that fil e folder to seeone memorandum dated January 10, 1956, which makesit quite dea, as
amatter of fad, that that proposal was based on gior work that was funded by the Agency.

Senator SCHWEIKER. By what?

Mr. LAUBINGER. By the CIA. So, that information was in their file folder. It did not happento bein
my head when | testified.

Senator SCHWEIKER. | think | might have read you that, and that iswhy | argued at the time with
you, because | think | had in front of me, as| recdl, someindicationthat it was funded there. | did read
that to you. So, you dd supply it to us; there isno argument about that information.

Mr. LAUBINGER. Perhaps | am sort of headstrong, myself, and in my own view, | am reading under
the ULTRA projed, that if it had been funded under ULTRA, it would have had a projed number and
identified as sich. The thing that threw me was that it was funded, apparently, outside of any
MKULTRA adivity and it was under the normal contrading process so that it was nat included in
MKULTRA as any work dore under that funding umbrella.

Thefil e folder that you have and | have, right here, makes it quite dea, however, that ayea's work
was dore through navy fundng -- a navy fundng mecdanism -- on which the proposal was based that
ultimately came into the MKULTRA program. That second proposal was never funded. So, there was
conflict and I, personally, | think, introduced alittl e bit of confusion in that in my testimony.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Well, do you agree or not agreewith DOD's gatement here that even though
theinitial funding was navy, it wasredly | conduit for the CIA?

Mr. LAUBINGER. | think that is corred.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Yes; | would appredate that. | would like to know how it went from ONR to
CIA after ayea. Somebody made adedsion to make that transfer, and to make thisan MKULTRA
subjed. There had to be some sort of review that led to a dedsion to continue that kind d concusson -
- total bladkout, maximum amnesia, and whatever else it was you were interested in -- study and
testing.

Mr. LAUBINGER. Senator, if | may try to say afew words onthat, the fil es that were avail able to us
for inspedion, which are limited, indicaed that there was a projed being caried on by the Navy
having to dowith the, effeds of brain concusson. The CIA developed an interest in that, and
considered funding it, but adually never did, and as the admiral testified, the MKULTRA ismerely a
fundng mechanism, a placethey go for money to dosuch things, but there is no evidencethat | know
of that that projea was ever funded.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Well, | am confused, becaise here ajain is another quote from a document that
we have seen, which you have released and supplied to us:

Following isthe technicd progressmade under the aurrent [deleted] contrad:



(a) Spedalizing instrumentation and nunerous testing techniques have been developed to obtain the
desired dynamic data;

(b) considerable data has now been obtained supporting the resonance-cavil ation theory of brain
concusson; and

© preliminary acceleration threshold data has been dbtained for afluid-fill ed glass $mulated skull.

It goes onto talk about a blast range and a 2,500-square-foct laboratory. The document notes that
"Threeblast test series have been runto date." It describes a spedal bladjadk device, "a pancake-type
bladkjad giving ahigh pe&k impad forcewith alow unit surfacepresaure.”

| agreethe records are inconclusive asto the results of thiswork, but it certainly seems that some
testing was dore.

Mr. LAUBINGER. Senator, you are putting usin the same position | think you were stating that you
werein ealier referring to doacuments not before us, but | beli eve you are quoting from a proposal that
someone sent to the Agency to fundthiswork, and heis referring to past work. The past work would
have encompassed alot of thingslike that, but CIA was naot involved with that.

Senator SCHWEIKER. What do you mean, Admiral, on page 6 of your testimony when you mention
projeds using magician's art? How do magicians get into the spook business?

Admira TURNER. | have interpreted this as to how to dlip the mickey into the finn, but | would like to
ask my advisers here to comment.

Mr. BRODY. | think that is esentialy it, Senator. It is surreptitious administration o material to
someone, deceptive pradices, how to dstrad someone's attention whil e you are doing something el se,
as | understand it. It was also some type of a @mvert communicaion projed involved with the study of
how magicians and their asdstants perhaps communicate information to ore another without having
other people know it. Thisis the type of thing that was involved, sir.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Senator INOUYE. Senator Huddleston?
Senator HUDDLESTON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Admiral, in your cheding these newly discovered documents and interviewing members of the CIA
staff, did you find information that would confirm the cntention described by the reporters for the
New York Times that this type of experimentation was begun out of afea that the Agency that foreign
powers might have drugs which would all ow them to alter the behavior of American citi zens or agents
or members of the Armed Forces who were taken into custody, and which would have resulted in false
confessons and the like?ls my question clea?

Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir. | haven't personaly read the documentation on that. In my discussons
with the people who are well i nformed in this area & the Agency, | am told that that isthe cae.

Senator HUDDLESTON. Was there any evidence or any indication that there were other motives that
the Agency might also be looking for drugs that could be applied for other purpases, such as
debilit ating an individual or even killi ng ancther person? Was this part of thiskind of experimentation?

Admiral TURNER. Yes; | think thereis. | have not seen in this sries of documentation evidence of
desireto kill, but | think the project turned its charader from a defensive to an dffensive one @it went
along, and there cetainly was an intention here to develop drugs that could be of use.

Senator HUDDLESTON. The projed continued for some time after it was leaned that, in fad, foreign
powersdid na have such adrug as was at first feaed, didn't it?

Admiral TURNER. That is my understanding. Yes, sir.



Senator HUDDLESTON. Isthere any indication that knowledge gained as a result of these
experiments has been useful or isbeing applied in any way to present operations?

Mr. BRODY. Senator, | am not sureif thereis any body of knowledge. A great ded of what there was,
| gather, was destroyed in 1973. | would like to defer to Frank here. Do you know of any?

Mr. LAUBINGER. | know of no drugs or anything like that developed under this program that ever
readed operational use or are in use today.

Senator HUDDLESTON. So apparently any information that was gathered was apparently uselessand
not worth continuing, not worth further development on the part of the Agency.

Mr. LAUBINGER. | am having difficulty heaing your questions.
Senator HUDDLESTON. | can hardly hea myself.

Admiral TURNER. | think the answer to your questionis that we have no evidence of grea usefulness
onthis, andyet | think we shoud remember--

Senator HUDDLESTON. Well, isit acairate to say that this experimentation produced few useful
results or had little goplicaion at al to the operations of the Agency or anybody else & far aswe
know?

Admiral TURNER. | think that is basicdly corred. At the sametime, | would pdnt out that we had
two CIA prisonersin China and one in the Soviet Union at thistime, and we were mwncerned asto
what kinds of things might be done to them, but | am not saying that--

Senator HUDDLESTON. Have you deteded any sign that any other nation is continuing or hasin the
past conducted experiments $milar to this or with asimilar objedive?

Admiral TURNER. | am not prepared to answer that one off the top of my head, sir, but | will get it to
you.

[The material referred to foll ows:]

We maintain nofil es of up-to-date information onthe testing of drugs in foreign countries. Some years
ago we occasiondly would review foreign research onantibiotics and pharmaceuticds in connedion
with public hedth and civil defense asesaments. For afew years beginning in 1949 we assessed
foreign reseach onLSD under Projed ARTICHOKE because of concern that such drugs might be
employed against Agency and aher U.S. personnel. Information relative to this work has aready been
provided to relevant Committees. In this ealy work we dso occasionally looked at foreign human
experimentation; we long ago eliminated ou holdings on this subjed and no colledion requirements
are any longer served. As consumer interest in this areahas dropped dff and higher priority areas need
attention, we have virtually no present coverage with the passble exception d an occasional scanning
of the literature for a spedfic program. To the best of our knowledge no aher unit in the Intelli gence
Community istracking this subject now.

Senator HUDDLESTON. You don't know whether any of your agents anywhere in the world have
been subjeded to any kind d procedure like this?

Admira TURNER. We certainly know of other powers conducting reseach in these aess, yes.
Senator HUDDLESTON. Do you know how they go abou that research?
Admiral TURNER. It is pretty sketchy, the information we have.

Senator HUDDLESTON. Do you know of any other organization in this country or any institution that
has conducted extensive research onunwitti ng individual s and through unwitti ng institutions?

Admiral TURNER. Well, | have read something in the newspapers about this, but | have not



famili arized myself with it in spedfies.

Senator HUDDLESTON. It is not anormal mode of operation for hitman research, isit?
Admiral TURNER. No, sir.

Senator HUDDLESTON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator INOUYE. Senator Wall op?

Senator WALLOP. Mr. Chairman, | only have one to follow up on Senator Huddleston's questions and
my ealier ones. You are not redly saying, are you Admira Turner, that there ae no mind-altering
drugs or behavior modificaion procedures which have been used by foreign powers?

Admiral TURNER. No, sir, | am not.

Senator WALLORP. | drew that inference partly in answer to my question that you knew of no truth
serum. Maybe that is amisnomer, but surely there ae relaxants that make tongues looser than they
would atherwise be. Isn't that true?

Admiral TURNER. Yes.

Senator WALLOP. So | think it isfair to say, too, that the experience of many American prisoners of
war in the Korean conflict would indicate that there ae behavior modification proceduresin use by
foreign pawers of afairly advanced degreeof sophistication.

Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir.

Senator WALLOP. Again, | will just go badk and say | think this must have been part of the
motivation. | don't think youwould have mentioned Cardinal Mindszenty had you thought his
behavior was normal at the time or had anybody else. So, | would just again say | think it isalittle bit
scgpegoating. | don't think the objed of this heaing isin any way to lay blame on those passed o
thase dead or otherwise, but | think it is alittl e bit scapegoating to say that it stopped with the direcors
of the CIA or the DCT's of thetime. Also | think it isalittl e bit scapegoating, to say they didn't even
know it, but that it was ome lower echelon ading aone.

| think this was a behavior pattern that was prevalent in those yeas, and | think the objed leson is that
we have discovered, we think and we hope, through your assurances and aher adivities of the
Congress means of avoiding future incidents of that kind. | thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator INOUYE. Senator Chafee?
Senator CHAFEE. No questions.
Senator INOUYE. Senator Kennedy, | think you have ancther question.

Senator KENNEDY . Just talking about the two safe houses on the eat and west, coast as being the
sources for the unwitting trials, now, the importance of this and the magnitude of it, I think, is of
significance, because we have seen from your records that these we're used over aperiod o 8 or 9
yeas, and the numbers could have been considerable. Y ou are unable to determine, at least, in your
own reseach, what the numbers would be, and what the drugs were, how many people were involved,
but it could have been considerable during this period of time.

It would certainly appea to me in examining the documents and the flow charts of cash dlips that were
expended in these aeasthat it was considerable, but that is ajudgmental fador onit, but | think it is
important to try and find out what the Agency is attempting to do to get to the bottom of it.

Now, the principal agent that was involved as | understand it is deceased and hes been deceaed for 2
yeas. The overal agent, Mr. Gottlieb, hasindicated a fuzzy memory abou thiswhole aea He has
testified before the Intelli gence Committee Y et he was resporsible for the whole program. Then, the



Diredor had indicaed the destruction of the various materials and urfamili arity with the projed.

Now, you have indicaed in your testimony today that there ae two additional agents on page 9 of your
testimony, you indicated there were two additiona agents which you have uncovered at the bottom of
it, and you say the names of CIA officias who approved or monitored the various projeds. Y ou talk
abou the two additional agentsin your testimony.

Now, | am just wondering if you intend to interview those aggentsto find out exadly what isbeing
dore. | suppose, first of all, shouldn't the projed manager know what was being done?

Admiral TURNER. Our first problem, Senator, is that we have been unable to asociate an individua
with those names at this point. We ae still burrowing to find aut who these people ae. We haven't
identified them as having been CIA employees, and we dont know whether these were fal se names.

Senator KENNEDY . Y ou are tracking that down, as | understand it?
Admira TURNER. Yes, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . You are tracking that. down, and you have every intention of interviewing those
peopleto find out whatever you can about the program and projed?

Admira TURNER. My only hesitation hereis whether | will dothis or the Justice Department.
Senator KENNEDY . It will be pursued, though, | understand?

Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . Either through the Agency or through the Justice Department?

Admiral TURNER. [Nods in the dfirmative.]

Senator KENNEDY . Isit plausible that the diredor of the program would not understand a know
abou the detail s of the program? Isit plausible that Dr. Gottlieb would not understand the full range of
adivitiesin those particular safe houses?

Admira TURNER. Let me say it isunlikely. | don't know Mr. Gottlieb.

Senator KENNEDY . Has anybody in the Agency talked with Mr. Gottlieb to find out about this?
Admiral TURNER. Not sincethisrevelation has come ot.

Senator KENNEDY . Not sincethis revelation? Well, why not?

Admira TURNER. He has left our employ, Senator.

Senator KENNEDY . Does that mean that anybody who learesis, you know, covered for lifetime?
Admiral TURNER. No, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . Why wouldn't you talk with him and find out? Y ou heve new information about
this program. It has been a matter of considerable interest both to cur committee and to the Intelli gence
Committee Why wouldn't you talk to Mr. Gottlieb?

Admiral TURNER. Well, again, | think the isaue is whether this $rould be done by the Justice
Department or ourselves.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, are we wrestling around because you and Attorney General Bell can't
agree-



Admiral TURNER. No, sir.
Senator KENNEDY [continuing]. On who ought to doit?

Admiral TURNER. We ae proceeling together in complete ayreement as to how to go. | have, in
conredion with trying to find al of these Americans or others who were unwittingly tested, | have
some cnsiderable ancern about the CIA running around this country interviewing and interrogating
people, because | don't want to give ay impresson that we ae doing domestic intelli gence

Senator KENNEDY . | am just talking about one, in this case. That was the man who was resporsible
for the whole program, and to find out whether anyone within the Agency sinceyou have had this new
material has talked to Gottlieb since 1975, and if the answer isno, | want to know why nat.

Admiral TURNER. Thereason hewas nat interviewed in connedion with the 1975 heaings was that
he had |eft the enploy of the CIA and there was a @ncern onthe part of the Agency that it would
appea to the investigators that the CIA was in some way trying to influence him and influence his
testimony before the mmmittee If these ommittees have, no oljection, we would be happy to contad
Dr. Gottlieb and seeif he can augment anything here in this new information, though | don't think
there is much in this new information that be can add to as opposed to what was avail able in 1975.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, you see Admiral Turner, you come to the two committees this morning
andindicae that now at last we have the information. We don't have to be concerned about anything in
the future on it. Now, | don't know how you can give those asaurancesto the members of these
committees as well asto the American people when you haven't since 1975 even talked to the principal
person that wasin charge of the program, and the records were destroyed. He is the fell ow that was
running the program, and the Agency has naot talked to him since the development of this new material.

Admiral TURNER. Our only concern hereis the proprieties involved, and we will dig into thisand
work with the Justice Department on who, if either of us, should get into discussons with Dr. Gottlieb
so asnot to prejudice avy legal rights that may be involved here, or to appea in any way to be
improper.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, do | understand you have not contacted the Justice Department about this
particular case sincethe development of this new material abou Gottlieb?

Admiral TURNER. Not about Gottlieb spedficdly. We have contaded him.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, it isamazng to me. | mean, can you understand the difficulty that any of us
might have in terms of comprehending that when you develop awhole new series of materiasthat are
onthe front page of every newspaper in the country and are on every television, | mean, that means
something, but it does not mean nealy as much as the interest that we have in the fad abou the testing
of unwitting Americans, and every single document that the staff reviews has Mr. Gottlieb's name oniit
and you come to tell usthat we dorit have to worry any more, we have these other final fads, and Mr.
Gottlieb has not been talked to?

Admiral TURNER. Sir, | am not saying that these aein any way the fina fads. | am saying these are
al the fads we have avail able.

Senator KENNEDY . And you have not talked to the person who was in charge of the program, so
what kind d value or what kind of weight can we giveit?

Admira TURNER. We ae happy to talk to him. | think the issue here again is one of propriety and
how to go about this. We have not, | believe, enough new information about Gottli eb's participation
hereto signal that his interview would be that much more reveding than what was reveded in 1975.

Senator KENNEDY . Theimportanceof it, | think, from our paint of view, is, he would know the drugs
that were alministered, the volume of drugs, how it was administered, and in terms of your ability to
follow lip to proted these people and their hedth, to the extent that it can be done, that opportunity is
being lost.

| want to get onto some others, but will you give us the asaurancethat you will get ahold of Gottlieb or



that you will talk to Attorney Genera Bell and talk with Gottli eb?
Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . And let us know asto the extent of it. | don't seehow we can fulfill our
resporsibility in this areaon the drug testing without our heaing from Gottlieb aswell, but | think it is
important that you doso, particularly since dl of the materials have been destroyed.

These other two agents, have they talked to them?

Admiral TURNER. We dorit, know who they are, sir. We ae trying to tradk down and seewhether
these names can be related to anybody.

Senator KENNEDY . That isunder adive investigation by the Agency?
Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . And you have the intention of talking to those people when you locate them. Is
that corred?

Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir, under the same drcumstances as Gottlieb.
Senator KENNEDY . And you have people working on it? Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . With regards to the adiviti es that took placein these safe houses, as| understand
from the records, two-way mirrors were used. Is that your understanding?

Admiral TURNER. Yes, sir. We have records that construction was done to put in two-way mirrors.
Senator KENNEDY . And they were placed in the bedroom, as | understand.

[Pausel]

Senator KENNEDY . Well, we have documents--

Admiral TURNER. | believe that was in the Church record, but | don't have the detail s.

Senator KENNEDY . And rather elaborate decorations were alded, as | understand, at, least, to the one
in San Francisco, in the bedroom, which are French can-can dancers, floral pictures, drapery, including
install ation of bedroom mirrors, threeframed Toulouse Lautrec posters with bladk silk mats, and a
number of other -- red bedroom curtains and recording eguipment, and then a series of documents
which were provided to the cmommitteewhich indicae awide proliferation d different cash for $100,
generaly in the $100 range over any period o time onthe particular chedks. Even the names are
blocked out, asto the person who isreceving it. Cash for undercover agents, operating expenses,
drinks, entertainment while alministering, and then it is dashed out, and then the other documents, that
would suggest, at least with the signature of your principal agent out there, that "cdl ed to the
operation, midnight, and cli max."

What can you tell usthat it might suggest to you abou what techniques were being used by the
Agency in terms of reaching that sort of broad-based group d Americans that were being evidently
enticed for testing in terms of drugs and ahers? Do you draw aly kind o conclusion about what might
have been going on out there, in these safe houses?

Admiral TURNER. No, sir.
[Genera laughter.]

Senator KENNEDY . Thereisalight sidetoit, but there is also an enormously serious dde. Andthat is
that, at least the techniques which are used or were used in terms of testing, and trying to find ou
exadly the range of drugs used and the numbers of people involved and exadly what that operation



was abou, aswell asthe cnstant reiteration d the, use of small sums of cash at irregular intervals. A
variety of different techniques were employed but there is an awful lot of documentation pttting these
matters together.

When you look at the fad that, it is abroad range popul ation that has been tested, tested in these two
areas, with the kind of cash dli ps that were used in this payment mechanisms and decorations and all of
therest, we ae not able to put abottom line on it but one thing is for sure, and that is, Gottlieb knows.
That is one thing for sure, because his name gpeason just about every one of these documents, and it
is, | think, very important to find ou what his understanding is of the nature of that. So, we will hea
more éou that.

Admiral TURNER. | believe Gottlieb has been interviewed by the Congress

Senator KENNEDY . That's right, he has, and in reviewing the record, it is not very satisfactory, and it
just seams with the new information and the new documentation and the new memoranda -- and he did
not have the chedks at that time -- and with the wide variety of diff erent memorandawith his name on
it, his memory could be stimulated on that.

Thank you.

Senator INOUYE. | would like to thank the admiral and his gaff for participating in this heaing. |
believe the recrd should show that this heaing was held at the request of the Agency and the almiral.
It was nat held because we insisted upon it. It was avoluntee eff ort on the part of the Agency. | think
the record should aso indicae that Admiral Turner has forwarded to this committee a tassfied fil e,
including all of the names of the institutions and the persons involved as the experimentors.

| should aso indicate that thisheaing is just one step involved in the cmmmittee's investigation d drug
abuse. Just as you have had much work in going over the 8,000 pages, the staff of this committeehas
had equal problems, but | would like the record to show that you have made these papers and
documents avail able to the committee | thank you for that.

As part of the ongoing investigation, we had intended to cal upon many dozens of others,
experimentors, or those officials in charge, and ore of those will be Dr. Gottlieb.

In thanking you, | would like to say this to the American people, that what we have experienced this
morning in this committeeroom is not being duplicated in any other committeeroom in any other part
of the world. | doubt that very much. Our Agency and ou intelligence ommunity has been under
much criti cism and hes been subjeded to much abuse, in many cases justified, but this is the most open
society that | can think of. For example, in Grea Britain there ae about six people who are avare of
the identity of the man in charge of intelligence In ather countries, simil ar conditions exist. Here in the
United States we not only know Admiral Turner, we have had open heaings with him, such asthis.
The mnfirmation heaings were all open.

In afew weeks, the Senate of the United States will debate aresolution to dedde upon whether we
shoud disclose the anourts and funds being used for counterintelligence and retional intelli gence |
would hope that, in presenting this isaue to the public, the mediawill take naote that the Agency has
cooperated and will continue to. The éuse that we have leaned about this morning is one | hope will
never happen again, but without constant oversight on the part of the Exeautive Office, on the part of
the Congress it could happen again. It isimportant, therefore that we continue in this oversight
adivity.

So, once again, Admiral, | thank yon very much for helping us. We will continue to cdl upon you for
your assstance We would like to submit to you severa questions that the members and staff have
prepared. | hope you will | ook them over carefully and prepare responses for the record, Sir.

Senator KENNEDY . Mr. Chairman?
Senator INOUYE. Yes, sir?

Senator KENNEDY . |, too, want to thank Admiral Turner for his resporsiveness | have had medings
with him in the ommittees and also conversations, tel ephone conversations, and private meetings, and



| have found hm personally to be extremely resporsive, andit isavery difficult challenge which lie
has accepted in heading this Agency. | want you to know, persondlly, 1, too, would like to seethis put
behind us. | don't think we ae quite there yet in terms of this particular areathat we ae interested in. |
think the Intelligence Committeehas gedal resporsibili tiesin this areaof the testing, so we look
forward to working with you in expediti ng the time that we can put it behind, but it does s£emto me
that we haveto dig in andfinish the chapter. So, | want to personally expressmy appredation to you,
Admira Turner, and thank you for your cooperation and your help, and | look forward to working with
you.

Admiral TURNER. Thank you.

Senator HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, | am not sure you emphasized this enough, but | think the
record ought to show that Admiral Turner informed the Seled Committeeon his own initi ative when
the new documentation was found. The documentation has been made avail able to us voluntarily, in a
spirit of cooperation.

| think this shows a vast difference from the mode of operation that existed prior to the formation at
least of the Church committee and a differencethat is very helpful.

Senator INOUYE. Thank you very much. Thank you very much, Admiral.
We would now like to cdl upon Mr. Philip Goldman and Mr. John Gittinger.
Mr. Goldman and Mr. Gittinger, will you dease rise and take the oath.

Do you solemnly swea that the testimony you are &ou to give isthe truth, the whole truth and
nothing but the truth, so help you, God?

Mr. GOLDMAN. | do.

Mr. GITTINGER. | do.

Senator INOUYE. Thank you, sir.

Mr. Goldman, will you identify yourself, and after that, Mr. Gittinger.

Senator KENNEDY . Before we start in, we had athird witness Mr. Chairman, Mr. Pasternac, who
planned to testify, traveled to Washington -- he, livesin Washington, and was contaded recently --
with the intention of testifying this morning. And something -- he called us late this morning and
indicaed that he wanted to get a cunsel before he would wish to testify.

Senator INOUYE. Mr. Goldman.

Mr. Goldman, will you identify yoursdlf, sir.

Testimony of Philip Goldman, Former Employee Central Intelli gence Agency

Mr. GOLDMAN. | am Philip Goldman.

Senator INOUYE. And you are aformer employeeof the Central Intelli gence Agency?

Mr. GOLDMAN. Over 10 years ago.

Senator INOUYE. And you were employed at the time when MKULTRA wasin operation?
Mr. GOLDMAN. There were some MKULTRA'sin operation at the time | was there.

Senator INOUYE. And Mr. John Gittinger, are you aformer employeeof the Centra Intelli gence



Agency?

Testimony of John Gittinger, Former Employee Central Intelli gence Agency

Mr. GITTINGER. | am.

Senator INOUYE. Areyou still an employee?

Mr. GITTINGER. No.

Senator INOUYE. Were you a member of the Agency at the time MKULTRA wasin operation?
Mr. GITTINGER. Yes.

Senator INOUYE. Thank you. Senator Kennedy.

Senator KENNEDY . | want to welcome bath of you to the ommittee If we culd start with Mr.
Goldman. Were you the projea enginee for the safe housesin either San Francisco or New Y ork?

Mr. GOLDMAN. | know of no safe house in San Francisco.
Senator KENNEDY . How about in New Y ork?

Mr. GOLDMAN. | knew of one fadlity that was established there, but | didn't know anything of its
operation.

Senator KENNEDY . Were you a monitor on any testing of drugs on unwitting personsin San
Francisco?

Mr. GOLDMAN. No.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, we have a ¢assfied dacument here that was provided by the Agency that
lists your name as a monitor of the program and | would appredateit if youwould look--

Mr. GOLDMAN. | think the misunderstanding arises becaise | was projed officer.
Senator KENNEDY . Well, would you take alook at that?

[Mr. Goldman inspeded the document.]

Mr. GOLDMAN. Thisdocument asit statesis corred. However, my--

Senator KENNEDY . That document is corred?

Mr. GOLDMAN. Asfar as| seeonthefirst page, the projed. But my--

Senator KENNEDY . Well, could | get it bad, please.

That would indicae that you were amonitor of the program.

Mr. GOLDMAN. | wasin charge of disbursing the moneysto Morgan Hall.
Senator KENNEDY . To whom was that?

Mr. GOLDMAN. To the individual whose name was listed at the top of that document.



Senator KENNEDY . And you knew that he was running the project in San Francisco?
Mr. GOLDMAN. | knew he was the person who was in charge out there.
Senator KENNEDY . All right.

Mr. GOLDMAN. But | had noknowledge nor did | seek knowledge of acually what he was doing,
becaise there would be other things involved.

| did recave--
Senator KENNEDY . What were you dang?

Mr. GOLDMAN. | was colleding -- | had to be sure that all the receptsthat ever were turned in
balanced with the moneys that were paid out to seethat everything was run al right. There was no
ill egal use of funds as far as we could determine by the receapts and cash.

Senator KENNEDY . So even though the Agency document indicates that you were amonitor for the
program, one of the few monitors of that particular program which you mentioned for San Francisco
and Mill Valley, Cdlif., you described your responsibility only asa carier of money, isthat corred?

Mr. GOLDMAN. | would say as adisburser or carrying out -- seeéng that the moneys were handed
properly. There was within that -- | don't know what's done or what he did doin conjunctionwith ather
people.

Senator KENNEDY . Were you resporsible for the disbursement of al the funds?
Mr. GOLDMAN. | was responsible for turning over the dhedk to him.
Senator KENNEDY . And what did you know of the program itself?

Mr. GOLDMAN. The only thing | knew of the program was what he furnished usin terms of receipts
and that sort of thing. | didn't indulge or concern myself in that.

Senator KENNEDY . You till wrote, and I'll et you examineit -- it'sa dasdfied dacument -- but you
wrote arather substantive review of the program in May of 1963 talking abou the experiments, the
factual datathat had been colleded, covert and redistic field trials, abou the necessty of those
particular -- and talked about the dfedivenessof the various programs, the dficiency of various
delivery systems. That doesn't sourd to me like someone whoiis only--

Mr. GOLDMAN. Wdll, if youwould refresh my memory, if | could read this| would certainly agree
with whatever is sid there, if it was written.

Senator KENNEDY . | am trying to gather what your role was. You'veindicated first of al that you
didn't know abou -- you knew abou a safe house in New Y ork; now we find ou that youre the carier
for the resources as well and the agent in San Francisco. We find aut now that the CIA put youasa
monitor. Y ou're testifying that you only were the murier, and here we have just one document, and
there ae many othersthat talk abou the substance of that program with your name onit and | am just
trying to find aut exadly what role you were playing.

Mr. GOLDMAN. The only thing | can tell you about thisand | am drawing completely on my memory
isthat thisindividua whowasin charge out there conducted these things and reported them badk to
the Agency. | didn't participatein any of them. All | know was that he furnished me with recepts for
things that were dore and told of the work that they had done.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, that document covers more than recepts.

Mr. GOLDMAN. Yes, it tell s of what -- they had conducted work out there.



Senator KENNEDY . It describes, doesit not? Read the paragraph 2.
Mr. GOLDMAN. "A number of covert"--

Senator KENNEDY . Well, you can't rea it, it's a dasdfied dacument, and | don't know why, quite
frankly, but it relates to the substance of those programs and your name is sgned to the memorandums
onit. | am not interested in you trying to review for us now what isin the document, but | think it
would be unfortunate if we were left with the opinion that al you were was a ourier of resources
when we see adocument with your name onit, signed, that talks about the substance of the program.
Andwhat were interested in isthe substance of the program. We have the recent documents that were
provided by the Agency, which doindicae that you were & least involved in the substance and I'm
just trying to find ou whether you're willi ng to tell us about that.

Mr. GOLDMAN. | am perfedly willi ng to tell you everything that | can remember.
Senator KENNEDY . But you can't remember anything.

Mr. GOLDMAN. | can't remember the substantive parts of these, things, | redly can't.
Senator KENNEDY . Of the program that was taking place

Do you have any greaer famili arity with what was happening in New Y ork?

Mr. GOLDMAN. No, no.

Senator KENNEDY . And you have the same function with regardsto New Y ork?
Mr. GOLDMAN. The same function with regard to New Y ork.

Senator KENNEDY . Did you ever go to San Francisco?

Mr. GOLDMAN. Yes.

Senator KENNEDY . Did you meet with the agent in charge?

Mr. GOLDMAN. Yes.

Senator KENNEDY . And why did you med with him?

Mr. GOLDMAN. To discuss ®me of the recepts and things that were there to find aut if these were
indeed true expenditures and to find ou if everything was going along all right for the work that was
being done.

Senator KENNEDY . What work was being done?

Mr. GOLDMAN. No, the reports of these things and whatever was being done. | don't know who he
reported to bu he did report to somebody.

Senator KENNEDY . Y ou travel out there to find out about the work that's being done, and what does
hetell you, that the work is being dore well and--

Mr. GOLDMAN. Hetold me that the work that they were doing was going along, progressng
satisfadorily, but to be very frank with you--

Senator KENNEDY . But he didn't tell youwhat the work was?

Mr. GOLDMAN. To be very frank with you, Senator, | cannat remember the things that happened
bad in those days. I've been away from the acmpany -- from the Agency for over 10 yeas, andthat is
even farther bad than that, and that was just about the time when | first engaged in this, so it was my



first--

Senator KENNEDY . Did they disburse aseries of $100 cheds, to your recll edion?
Mr. GOLDMAN. | don't relled it, but if you have it there, then they did.

Senator KENNEDY . Did you know Dr. Gottlieb?

Mr. GOLDMAN. Yes.

Senator KENNEDY . How did you know Dr. Gottlieb?

Mr. GOLDMAN. He had been head dof the divisionwhen | was reauited.

Senator KENNEDY . Did you talk to him abou these programs? Did you have anything to do with him
during this period of time?

Mr. GOLDMAN. | didn't have aything to do with him urtil | would say probably in the sixties.
Senator KENNEDY . And can youtell uswhat you hed to do with him then?

Mr. GOLDMAN. Just what you seethere, on the papers.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, that is the request for the money and he gprovesit.

Mr. GOLDMAN. That is the request for money and he gprovesit, and | am quite surethat | probably
discussed with him whether the work was going along all right, whether his reports were being turned
in, and whether he was stisfied with the way things were going and dd he have any complaints abou
the way other people were requesting him, but | did not engage myself in anything he was doing.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, did you get the impresson that Gottli eb knew what was going on?
Mr. GOLDMAN. | didn't ask.

Senator KENNEDY . But you told him that your impresson that what was going on even though you
didn't know what was going on, was going onwell, | guess? [Laughter.]

Mr. GOLDMAN. | told Gottlieb what you saw in there was that the things appeaed to be going along
all right. | was repeaing and parroting badk the words that were given to me while | was there.

Senator KENNEDY . What was the money being spent for, do you know?

Mr. GOLDMAN. No; | can't recdl that, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . Would you remember if we told you it was red curtains and can-can pictures--
Mr. GOLDMAN. No, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . Floral pictures and the rest.

Mr. GOLDMAN. No, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . Recorders.

Mr. GOLDMAN. No, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . Recorders and two-way mirrors.



Mr. GOLDMAN. Wait, hold on. You'e dlipping aword in there now.

Senator KENNEDY . But youwould have authorized those funds, would you rot, sinceyou were the--
Mr. GOLDMAN. Did you say two-way mirrors?

Senator KENNEDY . Yes.

Mr. GOLDMAN. Where?

Senator KENNEDY . In the safe houses.

Mr. GOLDMAN. Where?

Senator KENNEDY . San Francisco.

Mr. GOLDMAN. No.

Senator KENNEDY . How about New Y ork?

Mr. GOLDMAN. Yes.

Senator KENNEDY . Y ou remember now that you approved expenditures for New Y ork?
Mr. GOLDMAN. Yes.

Senator KENNEDY . What were those expenditures for?

Mr. GOLDMAN. That was atransfer of money over for the use in an apartment in New Y ork by the
Bureau of Narcotics. It was for their use.

Senator KENNEDY . Do you have any knowledge of what was going onin the gartment?

Mr. GOLDMAN. No, sir, other than | know that it had been used, according to the information that |
have been given, it was used by the Bureau of Narcotics to make medings with individuals who they
were interested in with regard to pushing dope -- not pushing dope, but selli ng narcotics and that sort
of thing.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, | am sure you had many resporsibiliti es and it's along time ao, but the
Agency doesindicate that you were projed monitor for that particular program.

Mr. GOLDMAN. That's corred.

Senator KENNEDY . Y our own testimony indicaes you went out to review the expenditures of funds
to find ou whether they were being wisely used, that you came back and talked to the projed diredor,
Mr. Gottlieb, to give him a progressreport about what was going on out there.

Mr. GOLDMAN. Yes, sir, | did.

Senator KENNEDY . All those things are true, and yet you draw a complete blank in terms of what was
the projed itself. That's where the record is now.

Mr. GOLDMAN. | did not go ou there to review the projeds nor did | come badk and talk with Mr.
Gottlieb and review what | had observed in terms of any projeds that they -- that is, other parts of the
Agency might have in operation there. | simply reported bad thase things which were told to me by
the individual out there who -- and | carried them badk and they -- are @wntained in the report that you
have in front of you, word for word, just as it was given to me.

Senator KENNEDY . The report that you examined here is a substantive report on the particular



program and projed. And | don't think anyone who wasn't famili ar with the projed -- thisis a personal
evaluation -- could write areport on the substance of it without knowing about it. Now, that's mine.
Maybe you can't remember and reall edt, and that's--

Mr. GOLDMAN. No; everything | put down in thereisthingsthat | was told while | was out there, and
if there was any ancill ary information involved in there | can tell youl just don't remember that. |
redly dont.

At the time -- that was ome years ago. At the time -- alot of time has passed sincethen and | have
made quite sure that if | could recolled it at al, | would do it. If you have some papers and you want
me to certify whether yes, thisis 9 or that isso, | can do that, but | can't recal it mentally.

Senator KENNEDY . You just cetified the principa. There ae others up here.

| would like to go to Dr. Gittinger.

Mr. GITTINGER. It's Mr. Gittinger.

Senator KENNEDY . How long did you serve with the Agency?

Mr. GITTINGER. Twenty-six years.

Senator KENNEDY . Excuse me?

Mr. GITTINGER. Twenty-six years.

Senator KENNEDY . Twenty-six yeas.

And at some point you moved into the operational support side, isthat corred?
Mr. GITTINGER. Yes.

Senator KENNEDY . And dd you know Sidney Gottlieb?

Mr. GITTINGER. Yes, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . And dd he inform you abou the reseacch projedsinvolving LSD?
Mr. GITTINGER. Yes, sir.

Senator KENNEDY'. It is my understanding that you were dso aware of some of the drug testing
projeds conducted on urwitting subjeds on the west coast using the Bureau of Narcotics peoplein the
operation. Isthat true?

Mr. GITTINGER. | was.

Senator INOUYE. Excuse me. Would you spe&k into the microphone?! cannot hea you.
Mr. GITTINGER. Sorry.

Senator KENNEDY . Do you know which drugs were involved in those tests?

Mr. GITTINGER. LSD. And| can't remember for sure much of the others. What is the substance of
marihuana, cannabis, isthat right, that can be delivered by other than smoking?

Senator KENNEDY . Cannabis?



Mr. GITTINGER. There had been some discusson d that; yes.
Senator KENNEDY . And was heroin also used?

Mr. GITTINGER. Heroin used by CIA?

Senator KENNEDY . No. In the west coast operation.

Mr. GITTINGER. Absolutely nat.

Senator KENNEDY . Now, to your knowledge, how were the drugs administered to the unwitting
subjeds?

Mr. GITTINGER. | have no drect knowledge.
Senator KENNEDY . Why did you go to the safe houses?

Mr. GITTINGER. It'savery complicaed story. Just in justificaion d myself, this came up just, day
before yesterday. | have not redly had enough timeto get it all straightened in my mind, so | ramble.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, you take your time aad tell usin your own words. We've got some time
here.

Mr. GITTINGER. My resporsibilities which would involve ay of the period d time that you were
talking abou redly was nat diredly related to drugs at al. | was a psychologist charged with the
resporsibility of trying to develop as much information as | could on various cultures, oversess
cultures, anthropologicd type data, if you follow what | mean. | was also engaged in trying to work out
ways and means of assessng people and understanding people.

| originally became involved in this through working on Chinese allture, and over aseries of timel
was introduced to the problem of brainwashing, which is the thing that redly was the most compelli ng
thing in relationship to this, and became charged with the responsibility of trying to find out alittle bit
abou interrogation techniques.

And among other things, we dedded o | dedded that one of the best sources of interrogation
techniques would be trying to locate and interview and beacome involved with experienced police
interrogators in the muntry and experienced people who hed red pradicd knowledge of interrogation.
The reason for thisisthat we had become pretty well convinced after the experience of the
brainwashing problems coming out of China, that it was the techniques of the interrogators that were
causing the individuals to make confessons and so forth in relationship to this, rather than any kind o
drugging and so forth. So we were very much interested in interrogation techniques, and thisled to me
being introduced to the agent in the west coast, and | began to talk to him in connedion with these
interrogation techniques.

Senator KENNEDY . OK. Now, that isthe agent that ran the tests on the west coast on the unwitting
people. That's where you comein, corred?

Mr. GITTINGER. If | understand -- would you say that again?

Senator KENNEDY . The name Morgan Hall has been -- that is the name that has been used.
Mr. GITTINGER. Yes.

Senator KENNEDY . And that isthe agent that you met with.

Mr. GITTINGER. That isright.

Senator KENNEDY . And you met at the safe house.



Mr. GITTINGER. Yes, sir.
Senator KENNEDY . Whom did you med with in the safe house?

Mr. GITTINGER. Thisisthe part that is hard for me to say, and | am sorry that | have to. In
conredion with some work that we were doing, we nealed to have some information onsexual habits.
Morgan Hall provided informants for me, to talk to in connedion with the sex habits that | was
interested in trying to find information. During one period of time the safe house, asfar as| was
concerned, was used for just these particular type of interviews. And | didn't seethe red curtains.

Senator KENNEDY . Those were prostitutes, were they?

Mr. GITTINGER. Yes, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . How many different times were you there that you hed simil ar--
Mr. GITTINGER. | couldn't posshbly say with any certainty on that. Four or five times.
Senator KENNEDY . Four or five times.

Mr. GITTINGER. Over -- you remember now, the period that I'm talking about when | would have
any involvement in thisis from about 1956 to 1961. So it's about a 4- or 5-yea period which isthe
only timethat | know anything abou what you are talking about here today.

Senator KENNEDY . Did Morgan Hall make the arangements for the prostitutes to mee with you?
Mr. GITTINGER. Yes, sir.
Senator KENNEDY . Did the interviews that you hed have aything to do with drugs?

Mr. GITTINGER. Well, as| tried to explain eali er when this was being discussed alittl e bit
beforehand, again | think it is pretty hard for most people now to recognize how littl e there was known
abou drugs at the period of time that we aetalking abou, because the drug age or the drug culture
comes later on. Consequently, those of uswho hed any resporsibility in this areawere interested in
trying to get as much information as we @uld on the subculture, the subculture drug groups, and
obviously the Bureau of Narcotics represented a means of doing this. Conseguently, other types of
things that were involved in dscussons at that time would have to dowith the underground use of
drugs. When | am talking about this | am talking abou the folkways in terms of unwitting use of drugs.
Did these people that | was talking to have any information about this and on rare instances they were
able to tell me @ou their use, and in most cases thiswould largely turn aut to be aMickey Finn o
something of that sort rather than anything esoteric.

| also was very much interested because we had relatively littl e information, believe it or not, at that
time, in terms of the various readions that people were having to drugs. Therefore, these people were
very informative in terms of they knew agrea ded of information abou readions.

Senator KENNEDY . At least you gathered -- or am | corred in assuming that you gathered the
impresson that the prostitutes that you hed talked to were aleto slip the drugs to people a1
uncerstand it. Did you form any impresson onthat?

Mr. GITTINGER. | certainly did na form the impresson that, they did thisas arule or--
Senator KENNEDY . But they bad the knowledge.

Mr. GITTINGER. They had the knowledge or some of them had had knowledge of this being done.
But again, asit turned out, it was largely in this areaof knockout drops.

Senator KENNEDY . Looking back now did you form any impression about how the Agency was
adually testing the broad spedrum of socia classes in these safe houses? With the large disbursal of
cash in small quantities, $100 bills and the kinds of elaborate decorations and two-way mirrorsin the
bedrooms and all the rest, is there any question in your own mind what was going onin the safe



houses, or the techniques that were being used to administer these drugs?

Mr. GITTINGER. | findit very difficult to answer that question, sir. | had absolutely no direct
knowledge there was alarge number of this. | had no knowledge that anyone other than -- than Morgan
Hall wasin any way involved in the unwitting administration of drugs.

Senator KENNEDY . But Gottlieb would know, would he not?
Mr. GITTINGER. | believe s, yes, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . Could we go into the Human Ecology Foundation and talk about that and haw it
was used as an instrument in terms of the support of reseach?

Mr. GITTINGER. Yes, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . Could you describe it to us? Could you describe the Human Ecology Foundition,
how it functioned and haw it worked?

Mr. GITTINGER. May | tell something about how it evolved, which | think isimportant?
Senator KENNEDY . Sure.

Mr. GITTINGER. The Saociety for the Investigation of Human Ecology, so-cdled, was acually a-- |
am confused here now as to whether | should name you rames.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, were not interested in names or institutions, so we prefer that you o not.
That hasto be worked out in arrangements between Admira Turner and the individuals and the
institutions.

But we're interested in what the Foundation redly was and haw it functioned and what its purpose was.

Mr. GITTINGER. Well, it was establi shed to undertake reseach in the genera areaof the behavioral
sciences. It definitely had amost no focus or interest in, say, drug-related type of activities except ina
very minor way, becaise it was largely set up to attempt to gain a cetain amourt of information and to
fund pojeds which were psychologicd, sociologicd, anthropologicd in charader. It was establi shed
in the sense of aperiod of timethat alot of uswho arein it wish we could do it over again, but we
wereinterested in trying to get together a panel of the most representative high-level behavioral
scientists we uld to oversee ad help in terms of developing the Society for the Investigation o
Human Ecology type of program.

The Agency in effed provided the money. They did not direc the projeds. Now, the faa of the matter
is, there ae alot of innocent people who receved the Society for the Investigation d Human Ecology
money which | know for afad they were never asked to doanything for the CIA but they did get
through thisindirealy. They had noknowledge that they were getting CIA money.

Senator KENNEDY . Over what period d time did this take place?

Mr. GITTINGER. Asfar as| was concerned , it wasthe period d time ending in 1961. 1 believe the
Human Ecology fundfinally phased aut in 1965, but | was not involved in this phasing out.

Senator KENNEDY . Can you give the range of the different sort of individual projeds of the
universitiesin which it was adive?

Mr. GITTINGER. Well, it would have & many as -- | am very fuzzy on my memory on the number of
projeds. It isover 10, 20, 30.

Senator KENNEDY . After it made the grants, what was the relationship of the Agency with the results
of the studies? The Foundation acquired the money to make the grants from the Agency, and then it
made the grants to these various reseach programs.



Mr. GITTINGER. Yes, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . And that included eight universities as well asindividual reseachers?
Mr. GITTINGER. Yes, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . Then what foll ow-up was there to that, sir?

Mr. GITTINGER. Well, in every sense of the word, the organization was run exadly like ay other
foundition, andit carried with it the same thing in terms of making certain that the people that they
had given money to used it for the purpose for which it had been granted, that they had access to any
of the reportsthat they had put out, but there were no strings attached to anybody. There wasn't any
reason they couldn't publish anything that they put out.

Senator KENNEDY . What, sort of budget are we talking about here?

Mr. GITTINGER. | horestly do not remember. | would guesswe aetaking in the redm of abou
$150,000 ayea, but don't hold me to that, becaise | don't know.

Senator KENNEDY . What is your view abou such funding as a professonal person, in terms of
compromising the integrity of a university, sir?

Mr. GITTINGER. Well, obviously, sir, insofar astoday thereisno question about it. | will have to say
at the time that we were doing this there was quite an entirely different kind of an attitude, and | do
know for afad that we moved to start towards phasing out the Society for the Investigation d Human
Ecology and the Human Ecology Fund for the very reason that we were beginning to recognizethat it
was moving into an areabut thiswould be compromised.

Senator KENNEDY . Well, that is commendable, both your attitude and the reasons for it, but during
that period o timeit still was involved in behavior reseach programs, as | understand it.

Mr. GITTINGER. Yes, sir. Onits own, in connedion with this, it participated again, and these ayain
were not CIA-direded projeds, but these were dl things which would theoreticdly contribute to the
general knowledge & the time where the things like the study of the Hungarian refugees -- obvioudly,
the study of the Hungarian refugees who came to this country after the Hungarian revolt was avery
useful exerciseto try to get information about the persondity charaderistics of the Communists and so
forth.

Senator KENNEDY . Were there other foundations that were doing similar kinds of work?
Mr. GITTINGER. Not to my knowledge, sir.

Senator KENNEDY . You believe--

Mr. GITTINGER. Youmean, CIA, other CIA?

Senator KENNEDY . Right.

Mr. GITTINGER. Well, my answer isin the sense that | know of no aher CIA founditions, no. There
were, of course, other foundations doing similar kinds of work in the United States.

Senator KENNEDY . Have you head of the Psychologicd Assessments Foundation?
Mr. GITTINGER. | certainly have.
Senator KENNEDY . What was that? What function did that have?

Mr. GITTINGER. Now, thiswas bringing us up to a different era. | believe the functions of that
organization have nothing whatsoever to dowith the things that are being talked about here while |



was asciated with it.

Senator KENNEDY . Rather than getting into the work, it was ancther foundition, was it not? It was
another foundation supported by the Agency?

Mr. GITTINGER. What, the Psychologicd Assessment?

Senator KENNEDY . Yes.

Mr. GITTINGER. No, sir, it was nat.

Senator KENNEDY . It did not get any suppat at al from the Agency?

Mr. GITTINGER. Oh, yes, sir. It did get support, but it was a businessfirm.
Senator KENNEDY . It was abusinessbut it got support from the Agency?

Mr. GITTINGER. It got money from it, but it definitely was not in MKULTRA or in any way
asciated with this.

Senator KENNEDY . All right. | want to thank you for your helpful testimony, Mr. Gittinger. It is not
easy to go bad into the past. | think you have been very fair in your charaderizations, and | think it is
quite gopropriately indicaed that there ae different standards now from what they were 25 yeas ago,
and | think you have responced very fairly and completely to the inquiries, and | think with agood
ded of feding about it.

You are aperson whois obviously attempting to serve the auntry's interest, so | want to thank you
very much for your statement and for your helpful timeliness

Mr. GITTINGER. Thank you, Sir.
Senator INOUYE. Senator Case?

Senator CASE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | am sorry that | had another committeethat | had to
complete the heaing with this morning before | got here.

| shall read the testimony with very grea interest, and | appredate your testimony as | have head it. |
would like to comment just on ore point, and that is, it relatesto a story in the pressyesterday about
part of this program involving the fundng of agrant at aforeign university. | would like to elicit from
youa comment asto the alditiona sensitivity and dfficulty that that pradiceinvolves from your
standpoint as a scientist, aswell asa dtizen, if youwill .

Mr. GITTINGER. | will say it was after the fad thinking. It was utter stupidity the way things worked
out to have used some of this money outside the United States when it was CIA money. | can
caegoricdly state to my knowledge, and | don't claim a cmplete knowledge dl the way acrossof the
human el ogy functions, but to my knowledge, and this is unfortunate, those people did not know that
they were getting money from CIA, and they were not asked to contribute anything to CIA as such.

Senator CASE. It would be interesting to try to examine this by turning the thing around and thinking
what we would think if this happened from aforeign dfficial agency to ou own university. Thank you,
Mr. Chairman.

Senator INOUYE. Senator Schweiker.
Senator SCHWEIKER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Dr. Goldman, | woncer if youwould tell uswhat your training and educational badkground is?

Dr. GOLDMAN. | have drealy given abiography for the record.



Senator SCHWEIKER. | have not seen it. Who tesit? Isit clasdfied? We may haveit for the record,
but may | ask youto hriefly describe your training and badkgroundfor us now? | hopeit is no seaet.

Dr. GOLDMAN. Wéll, | wastold if | was asked thisto say that. | wastold that by your staff people,
but | have no dbjedion to telli ng you. | am aresident from Pennsylvania, southwest Pennsylvania,
Lancaster Courty. | went to Penn State, and | am in nutrition.

Senator SCHWEIKER. In what?
Dr. GOLDMAN. Nutrition.
Senator SCHWEIKER. Were youin charge of asedion a segment of the CIA in your past cgpadty?

Dr. GOLDMAN. During the time | was with that organization, | wasin charge of one small sedion o
it, one small segment of it; yes.

Senator SCHWEIKER. What was the function or purpose of that section that you headed?

Dr. GOLDMAN. To provide support for the other parts of the division.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Wherein the chain of command would that put youin relationto Dr. Gottlieb?
Dr. GOLDMAN. Pretty far down the line.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Mr. Gittinger, | would just like to ask you afew questions. We gpredate your
franknessand candar with the cmmittee and we redizethisis avery difficult areato go into. | am
not quite clea ontwo matters that were raised ealier. First, were the safe houses we were talking
abou here used on occasion by the prostitutes you referred to?

Mr. GITTINGER. | redly have not the slightest idea

Senator SCHWEIKER. Were the prostitutes used in any way to dlip the austomers drugs for
observation puposes?

Mr. GITTINGER. Not to my dired knowledge.

Senator SCHWEIKER. Would you have been in a position to know the answer to either of these
questions?

Mr. GITTINGER. May | say, probably not, and may | make an aside to explain alittle bit of this,
please, sir?

Senator SCHWEIKER. Mr. Gittinger, amoment ago you mentioned brainwashing techniques, as one
areathat you hed, | guess done some work in. How would you charaderizethe state of the at of
brainwashing today? Who hes the most expertisein thisfield, and whois or isnat doing it in terms of
other governments?

During the Korean war there was alot of serious discusson about brainwashing techniques being used
by the North Koreans, and | am interested in finding out what the state of the at istoday, as you seeit.

Mr. GITTINGER. Well, of course, there, has been agred ded of work onthis, andthereis gill agrea
ded of controversy. | can tell youthat asfar as| knew, by 1961, 1962, it was at least proven to my
satisfadion that brainwashing, so cdled, is me kind d an esoteric devicewhere drugs or mind-
altering kinds of conditions and so forth were used, did na exist even though "The Manchurian
Candidate" asaMovieredly set usbadk along time, becaise it made something impossble look
plausible. Do you follow what | mean? But by 1962 and 1963, the general ideathat we were aleto
come up with is that brainwashing was largely a processof isolating a human being, keguing him out
of contad, putting him under longstressin relationship to interviewing and interrogation, and that they
could produce any change that way without having to resort to any kind o esoteric means.



Senator SCHWEIKER. Are there ways that we can ascertain this from a distance when we see a
captive prisoner either go on television, in a photograph, or at a pressconference?In other words, are
there cetain signsthat you have leaned to reaognize from your technicad badground, to tell when
brainwashing has occurred? Or isthat very difficult to do?

Mr. GITTINGER. It isdifficult to da | think it is possble now in terms of looking at a picture of
somebody who hes been in enemy hands for along period d time. We can get some pretty goodideas
of what kind d circumstances he has been under, if that is what you mean.

Senator SCHWEIKER. That isall | have, Mr. Chairman. Thank you.
Senator INOUYE. Thank you very much.

Before ajourning the heaings, | would like to have the record show that Dr. Goldman and Mr.
Gittinger have voluntarily cooperated with the committeein staff interviews, that they appea this
morning voluntarily, and they are not under subpoena.

Gentlemen, | redizethat this experience may have been an unhappy one and possbly a painful one.
Therefore, we thank you very much for participating this morning. We dso redizethat the
circumstances of that time differed very much from this day, and posshbly the national attitude, the
national politi cd attitude condoned this type of adivity. So, we have nat asked you to come here &
persons who have cmmitted crimes, but rather in hope that you can assst usin studying this problem
so that it will not occur once aain. In that spirit we thank youfor your participation, and we look
forward to working with you further in this case.

Thank you very much.

Senator KENNEDY . Mr. Chairman, | would like dso to thank the witnesses. These ae difficult
matters, and | think all of us are very grateful.

Senator SCHWEIKER. | think the witnesses shoud know that though it may not always seem that
way, what we aetrying to do isto probe the past and look at the poli cies of the past to affect the
future. | think our emphasisredly is on the future, not the past, but it isimportant that we learn from
the past as we formulate pdlicies and legislation for the future, | hope that al of the withesses who dd
come before us voluntarily this morning, including Admiral Turner resped the fad that we ae
guestioning the past to learn about the future. | think it should be looked at in that light.

Senator KENNEDY . | think that is the spirit in which we have had these heaings. It seems to me that
from both these witnesses and ahers, Gottlieb knows the information and can best respond, and we ae
going to make every effort in the Senate Hedth Committeeto get Mr. Gottlieb to appea, and we
obviously look forward to cooperating with Senator Inouye and the other members of the mmmitteein
getting the final chapter written on this, but we want to thank you very much for your appeaance here.

Senator INOUYE. The heaing will stand in recess subjed to the call of the Chair.
[Whereupon, at 12:12 p.m., the heaiing was recessed, subjea to the cadl of the Chair.]
APPENDIX A

XVII. Testing And Use Of Chemicd And Biologicd Agents By The Intelli gence Community

Under its mandate [1] the Seled Committeehas gudied the testing and wse of chemical and hiologicd
agents by intelli gence agencies. Detail ed descriptions of the programs conducted by intelli gence
agenciesinvolving chemicd and hiologicd agentswill beincluded in a separately pulblished appendix
to the Senate Seled Committee's report. This £dion of the report will discussthe rationale for the
programs, their monitoring and control, and what the Committeés investigation has reveded about the
relationships among the intelligence agencies and about their relations with ather government agencies
and privateingtitutions and individuals. [2]

Feasthat countries hostil e to the United States would use chemicd and kbiologicd agents against
Americans or America's alli es led to the devel opment of a defensive program designed to discover
techniques for American intelli gence ayenciesto deted and counterad chemicd and hologicd agents.



The defensive orientation soon became secondary as the posdble use of these ayentsto odbtain
information from, or gain control over, enemy agents became gparent.

Reseach and development programs to find materials which could be used to ater human behavior
wereinitiated in the late 1940s and ealy 195Gs. These experimental programs originaly included
testing of drugs involving witting human subjeds, and culminated in tests using unwitting,
nornvoluntee human subjeds. These tests were designed to determine the potential effeds of chemical
or biologicd agents when used operationally against individuals unaware that they had receved a
drug.

The testing programs were considered highly sensiti ve by the intelli gence ayencies administering
them. Few people, even within the ayencies, knew of the programs and there is no evidencethat either
the exeautive branch or Congresswere ever informed of them. The highly compartmented nature of
these programs may be explained in part by an observation made by the CIA Inspedor General that,
"the knowledge that the Agency isengaging in urethicd and illi cit adivities would have serious
repercussonsin politicd and dplomatic drcles and would be detrimental to the acompli shment of its
missions.” [3]

The research and development program, and perticularly the cvert testing programs, resulted in
massve aridgments of the rights of American citi zens, sometimes with tragic consequences The
deahs of two Americans [33] can be dtributed to these programs; other participantsin the testing
programs may still suffer from the residual effeds. While some cntroll ed testing of these substances
might be defended, the nature of the tests, their scde, and the fad that they were continued for years
after the danger of surreptiti ous administration d LSD to urwitting individuals was known,
demonstrate afundamental disregard for the value of human life.

The Seled Committee's investigation of the testing and use of chemical and Hologicd agents also
raise serious questions about the adequacy of command and control procedures within the Central
Intelli gence Agency and milit ary intelli gence, and about the relationships among the intelli gence
agencies, other governmental agencies, and private ingtitutions and individuals. The CIA's normal
administrative cntrols were waived for programs involving chemical and hiologicd agentsto proted
their seaurity. According to the head of the Audit Branchof the CIA, these waivers produced "gross
administrative fail ures." They prevented the CIA'sinterna review medanisms (the Office of General
Couredl, the Inspedor General, and the Audit Staff) from adequately supervising the programs. In
general, the waivers had the paradoxicd effed of providing lessrestrictive alministrative mntrols and
lesseffediveinterna review for controversia and highly sensiti ve projeds than those governing
normal Agency adivities.

The seaurity of the programs was proteded na only by waivers of normal administrative cntrols, but
also by ahigh degreeof compartmentation within the CIA. This compartmentation excluded the CIA's
Medicd Staff from the principal reseach and testing program employing chemicd and hHologicd
agents.

It also may have led to agency policymakers receiving differing and inconsistent responses when they
posed questions to the CIA component involved.

Jurisdictional uncertainty within the CIA was matched by jurisdictional conflict among the various
intelli gence aencies. A spirit of cooperation and redprocd exchanges of information which initially
charaderized the programs disappeaed. Military testers withheld information from the CIA, ignoring
suggestions for coordination from their superiors. The CIA similarly failed to provide informationto
the milit ary on the CIA's testing program. This fail ure to cooperate was conspicuously manifested in
an attempt by the Army to conced their overseas testing program, which included surreptitious
administration o LSD, from the CIA. Leaning of the Army's program, the Agency surreptiti ously
attempted to gain detail s of it.

The dedsionto institute one of the Army's LSD field testing projects had been based, at least in part,
onthe finding that nolong-term residual effeds had ever resulted from the drug's administration. The
ClA's failure to inform the Army of a deah which resulted from the surreptitious administration of
LSD to unwitting Americans may well have resulted in the intitution o an unnecessary and
potentially lethal program.

The development, testing, and wse of chemicd and hiologicd agents by intelli gence ayencies raises
serious questions about the relationship between the intelli gence @mmunity and foreign governments,
other agencies of the Federal Government, and aher institutions and individuals. The questions raised



range from the legitimacy of American complicity in adions abroad which violate American and
foreign laws to the posgble compromise of the integrity of pullic and private institutions used as cover
by intelli gence ayencies.

A. THE PROGRAMS INVESTIGATED
1. Projed CHATTER

Projed¢ CHATTER was a Navy program that began in the fall of 1947. Responding to reports of
"amazng results' achieved by the Sovietsin using "truth drugs," the program focused onthe
identification and testing of such drugs for use in interrogations and in the reauitment of agents. The
reseach included laboratory experiments on animals and human subjeds involving Anabasis aphyll a,
scopdamine, and mescdinein order to determine their speed-inducing qualiti es. Overseas
experiments were anducted as part of the projed.

The projed expanded substantially during the Korean War, and ended shortly after the war, in 1953.
2. Projed BLUEBIRD/ARTICHOKE

The ealiest of the CIA's mgjor programs involving the use of chemicd and biologicd agents, Projec
BLUEBIRD, was approved by the Direcor in 1950. Its objedives were:

(a) discovering means of condtioning personnel to prevent unauthorized extradion d information
from them by known means, (b) investigating the posshility of control of an individual by applicaion
of spedal interrogation techniques, © memory enhancement, and (d) establi shing defensive means for
preventing hostile control of Agency personrel. [4]

Asaresult of interrogations conducted overseas during the projed, another goal was added -- the
evaluation d offensive uses of unconventional interrogation techniques, including hypnasis and drugs.
In August 1951, the projed was renamed ARTICHOKE. Projed ARTICHOKE included in-house
experiments on interrogation techniques, conducted "under medicd and seaurity controls which would
ensure that no damage was done to individuals who voluntee for the experiments. [5] Overseas
interrogations utilizing a combination of sodium pentothal and hypnasis after physicd and psychiatric
examinations of the subjeds were aso part of ARTICHOKE.

The Office of Scientific Intelli gence (OSl), which studied scientific advances by hostile powers,
initialy led BLUEBIRD/ARTICHOKE efforts. In 1952, overal resporsibility for ARTICHOKE was
transferred from OSI to the Inspedion and Seaurity Office (1& SO), predecessor to the present Office
of Seaurity. The CIA's Technicd Services and Medicd Staffs were to be cdled upon as needed; OSI
would retain liaison function with ather government agencies. [6] The change in leadership from an
intelli gence unit to an operating unit apparently refleded a change in emphasis; from the study of
adions by hostile powersto the use, bath for offensive and defensive purposes, of speda interrogation
techniques -- primarily hypnasis and truth serums.

Representatives from each Agency unit involved in ARTICHOKE met aimost monthly to discusstheir
progress These discussonsincluded the planning of overseasinterrogations[8] aswell as further
experimentationin the U.S.

Information about projed ARTICHOKE &fter the fall of 1953 is carce The CIA maintains that the
projed ended in 1956, but evidence suggests that Office of Seaurity and Officeof Medicd Services
use of "spedal interrogation” tedhniques continued for several years theredter.

3. MKNAOMI

MKNAOMI was ancther magjor CIA program in this area In 1967, the CIA summarized the purposes
of MKNAOMI:

(a) To provide for a mvert support base to mee clandestine operational requirements.

(b) To stockpil e severely incgpadtating and lethal materials for the spedfic use of TSD [Technicd



Services Division].

© To maintain in operationa readiness gpeda and urique items for the disemination o biologicd
and chemicd materials.

(d) To provide for the required surveill ance, testing, upgrading, and evaluation d materials and items
in order to asaure ésence of defects and complete predictability of resultsto be expeded under
operational conditions. [9]

Under an agreement readed with the Army in 1952, the Speda Operations Division (SOD) at Fort
Detrick wasto asdst CIA in developing, testing, and maintaining hiologicd agents and dHlivery
systems. By this agreement, CIA aauired the knowledge, skill, and fadliti es of the Army to develop
biologicd wegors aiited for CIA use.

SOD developed darts coated with biologicd agents and fll s containing severa different biologicd
agents which could remain paent for weeks or months. SOD developed a speda gun for firing darts
coated with a chemica which could allow CIA agentsto incgpadtate aguard dag, enter an install ation
seaetly, and return the dog to consciousnesswhen leaving. SOD scientists were unable to develop a
similar incgpadtant for humans. SOD also physicdly transferred to CIA personrel biologicd agentsin
"bulk" form, and clivery devices, including some @ntaining biologicd agents.

In addition to the CIA'sinterest in biologicd wegpons for use against humans, it also asked SOD to
study use of biologicd agents against crops and animals. In its 1967 memorandum, the CIA stated:

Threemethods and systems for carrying out a @vert attadk against crops and causing severe aop loss
have been developed and evaluated under field conditions. This was acaomplished in anticipation o a
requirement which was later developed but was subsequently scrubbed just prior to pitting into adion.

[94]

MKNAOMI was terminated in 1970. On November 25,1969, President Nixon renounced the use of
any form of biologicd wegorsthat kill or incgpadtate and ordered the disposal of existing stocks of
baderiologicd wegors. On February 14, 1970, the President clarified the extent of his ealier order
andindicaed that toxins -- chemicds that are nat living organisms but are produced by living
organisms -- were @nsidered hiologicd weapors subjed to his previous diredive and wereto be
destroyed. Although instructed to relinquish control of material held for the CIA by SOD, aCIA
scientist acquired approximately 11 grams of shellfish toxin from SOD personnel at Fort Detrick
which were stored in alittle-used CIA |aboratory where it went undeteded for five years. [10]

4. MKULTRA

MKULTRA was the principal CIA program involving the research and development of chemicd and
biologicd agents. It was "concerned with the reseach and development of chemicd, biologicd, and
radiologicd materials cgpable of employment in clandestine operations to control human behavior."
[11]

In January 1973, MKULTRA records were destroyed by Technicd Services Division personnel ading
onthe verbal orders of Dr. Sidney Gottlieb, Chief of TSD. Dr. Gottlieb has testified, and former
Diredor Helms has confirmed, that in ordering the records destroyed, Dr. Gottlieb was carrying out the
verba order of then DCI Helms.

MKULTRA began with a proposa from the Asgstant Deputy Direcor for Plans, Richard Helms, to
the DCI, outlining a speda fundng mechanism for highly sensitive CIA reseach and development
projeds that studied the use of biologicd and chemicd materiasin atering human behavior. The
projeds involved:

Reseach to develop a caability in the covert use of biologicd and chemicd materials. Thisarea
involves the production of various physiologicd conditions which could support present or future
clandestine operations. Aside from the offensive potential, the development of a mmprehensive
capability in thisfield of covert chemical and hiologicd warfare gives us athorough knowledge of the
enemy'stheoreticd potential, thus enabling us to defend ourselves against a foe who might not be &
restrained in the use of these techniques aswe ae. [12]



MKULTRA was approved by the DCI on April 13, 1953 along the lines proposed by ADDP Helms.

Part of the rationale for the establishment of this peda fundng mechanism was its extreme
sensitivity. The Inspedor Genera's survey of MKULTRA in 1963 naed the following reasons for this
sengitivity:

a Reseach in the manipulation of human behavior is considered by many authorities in medicine and
related fieldsto be professonaly unethicd, therefore the reputation of professonal participantsin the
MKULTRA program are on accasion in jeopardy.

b. Some MKULTRA adiviti es rai se questions of legality implicit in the, origina charter.

c. A final phase of the testing of MKULTRA products places the rights and interests of U.S. citizensin
jeopardy.

d. Public disclosure of some aspects of MKULTRA adivity could induce serious adverse readionin
U.S. public opinion. aswell as gimulate offensive and defensive ationin thisfield onthe part of
foreign intelli gence services. [13]

Over the ten-year life of the program, many "additional avenuesto the control of human behavior"
were designated as appropriate for investigation under the MKULTRA charter. These include
"radiation, eledroshock, various fields of psychology, psychiatry, sociology, and anthropology,
graphdogy, harassment substances, and paramilit ary devices and materials." [14]

The research and development of materials to be used for atering human behavior consisted of three
phases: first, the seach for materials suitable for study; seand, laboratory testing on voluntary human
subjedsin various types of institutions; third, the gplicaion of MKULTRA materiasin namal life
settings.

The seach for suitable materials was condicted through standing arrangements with spedalistsin
universiti es, pharmaceutica houses, hospitals, state and federa institutions, and private reseach
organizations. The annual grants of funds to these spedali sts were made under ostensible research
foundition auspices, thereby concedi ng the CIA's interest from the spedalist's intitution.

The next phase of the MKULTRA program involved physicians, toxicologists, and other spedalistsin
mental, narcotics, and general hospitals, and in prisons. Utili zing the products and findings of the basic
reseach phese, they condicted intensive tests on human subjeds.

One of the first studies was conducted by the National Institute of Mental Hedth. This gudy was
intended to test various drugs, including hallucinogenics, at the NIMH Addiction Research Center in
Lexington, Kentucky. The "Lexington Rehabilitation Center," asit was then cdled, was a prison for
drug addicts srving sentences for drug violations.

The test subjeds were voluntee prisoners who, after taking a brief physicad examination and signing a
general consent form, were alministered hall ucinogenic drugs. As areward for participationin the
program, the aldicts were provided with the drug of their addiction.

LSD was one of the materials tested in the MKULTRA program. The final phase of LSD testing
involved surreptiti ous administration to urwitti ng nonvoluntee subjedsin norma life settings by
undercover officers of the Bureau of Narcotics ading for the CIA.

The rationale for such testing was "that testing of materials under accepted scientific procedures fail s
to disclose the full pattern of reactions and attributions that may occur in operational situations.” [15]

According to the CIA, the alvantage of the relationship with the Bureau was that test subjeds could be
sought and culti vated within the setting of narcotics control. Some subjeds have been informers or
members of susped criminal elements from whom the [Bureau of Narcotics] has obtained results of
operational value through the tests. On the other hand, the dfedivenessof the substances on
individuals at all social levels, high and low, native American and foreign, is of grea significance and
testing has been performed onavariety of individuals within these caegories. [Emphasis added.] [16]

A spedal procedure, designated MKDELTA, was establi shed to govern the use of MKULTRA



materials abroad. Such materials were used on a number of occasions. Becaise MKULTRA records
were destroyed, it isimpossble to recnstruct the operational use of MKULTRA materia s by the CIA
overseds, it has been determined that the use of these materials abroad began in 1953, and possbly as
ealy as195Q

Drugs were used primarily as an aid to interrogations, but MKULTRA/MKDELTA materials were
also used for harasgment, discrediting, or disabling purposes. According to an Inspedor General
Survey of the Technicd Services Division d the CIA in 1957 -- an inspedion which did na discover
the MKULTRA projed involving the surreptitious administration of LSD to unwitting, nonvolunteer
subjeds -- the CIA had developed six drugs for operational use andthey had been used in six different
operations on atotal of thirty-threesubjeds. [17] By 1963 the number of operations and subjeds had
increased substantially.

In the spring of 1963, during a wide-ranging Inspedor General survey of the Technicd Services
Division, amember of the Inspedor General's gaff, JohnVance, learned about MKULTRA and about
the projed involving the surreptitious administration of LSD to unwitting, nonvoluntary human
subjeds. Asaresult of the discovery and the Inspedor General's subsequent report, this testing was
halted and much tighter administrative cntrols were impaosed on the program. According to the CIA,
the projed was deaeased significantly each budget yea until its complete terminationin the late
1960s.

5. The Testing of LSD by the Army

There were threemgjor phases in the Army's testing of LSD. In thefirst, LSD was administered to
more than 1,000 American soldiers who volunteeed to be subjedsin chemicd warfare experiments.
In the second plese, Material Testing Program EA 1729 95 volunteesrecaved LSD in clinicd
experiments designed to evaluate potential intelli gence uses of the drug. In the third phase, Projeds
THIRD CHANCE and DERBY HAT, 16 unwitting nonvoluntee subjeds were interrogated after
recaving LSD as part of operational field tests.

B. CIA DRUG TESTING PROGRAMS
1. The Rationale for the Testing Programs

The late 1910s and ealy 1950 were marked by concern over the threa posed by the adivities of the
Soviet Union, the Peopl€e's Republic of China, and cher Communist bloc countries. United States
concern over the use of chemicd and biologicd agents by these powers was aaute. The beli ef that
hostil e powers had used chemicd and hologicd agentsin interrogations, brainwashing, and in attadks
designed to harass disable, or kill Allied personnel creaed considerable presaure for a"defensive’
program to investigate chemica and hiologicd agents © that the intelli gence @mmunity could
uncerstand the mechanisms by which these substances worked and how their effects could be defeaed.
(18]

Of particular concern was the drug LSD. The CIA had recéved reports that the Soviet Union was
engaged in intensive dfortsto produce LSD; and that the Soviet Union had attempted to purchase the
world's s1pgy of the chemical. Asone CIA officer who was deeply involved in work with this drug
described the dimate of the times: "[It] is awfully hard in this day and age to reproduce how
frightening al of thiswasto us at the time, particularly after the drug scene has become & widespread
and as knowledgeable in this country asit did. But we were literaly terrified, because this was the one
material that we had ever been able to locae that redly had potential fantastic posshiliti esif used
wrongly." [19]

But the defensive orientation soon becane secondary. Chemicd and hiologicd agents wereto be
studied in order "to perfed techniques... for the estradion of information from individuals whether
willi ng or not" andin order to "develop means for the control of the adivities and mental capadti es of
individuals whether willi ng or nat." [20] One Agency official noted that drugs would be useful in order
to "gain control of bodies whether they were willi ng or not" in the processof removing personnel from
Europein the event of a Soviet attadk. [21] In other programs, the CIA began to develop, produce,
stockpil e, and maintain in operational readinessmaterials which could be used to harass disable, or

kill spedfic targets. [22]

Reports of research and development in the Soviet Union, the Peopl€e's Repulic of China, and the
Communist Bloc ocountries provided the basis for the transmutation of American programs from a



defensive to an dffensive orientation. Asthe Chief of the Medicd Staff of the Central Intelli gence
Agency wrotein 1952:

Thereis ample evidencein the reports of innumerable interrogations that the Communists were

utili zing drugs, physicd duress eledric shock, and passbly hypnaosis against their enemies. With such
evidenceit is difficult not to kegp from beaoming rabid about our apparent laxity. We ae forced by
this mourting evidenceto assime a more agressive role in the development of these techniques, but
must be caitious to maintain strict inviolable control because of the havoc that could be wrought by
such techniquesin urscrupulous hands. [23]

In order to med the perceved threa to the national seaurity, substantial programs for the testing and
use of chemicd and Hologicd agents -- including projeds involving the surreptitious administration of
LSD to unwitting nonvoluntee subjeds"at al social levels, high and low, native American and
foreign” -- were concdved, and implemented. These programs resulted in substantial violations of the
rights of individuals within the United States.

A memorandum for the Chief, TSD, Biologicd Branch to the Chief, TSD, 10/18/67, described two of
the objedives of the CIA's Project MKNAOMI as. "to stockpil e severely incgpadtating and lethal
materials for the spedfic use of TSD and "to maintain in operational readiness geda and urique
itemsfor the disemination d biologicd and chemicd materials."

Although the CIA reaognized these effeds of LSD to urwitting individuals within the United States,
the projed continued. As the Deputy Diredor for Plans, Richard Helms, wrote the Deputy Diredor of
Central Intelli gence during discussions which led to tile cessation of unwitting testing:

While | share your uneasinessand distaste for any program which tends to intrude upon an individual's
private and legal prerogatives, | believeit is necessry that the Agency maintain a central rolein this
adivity, keep current on enemy capabiliti es the manipulation of human behavior, and maintain an
offensive caability. [25]

There were no attempts to seaure gproval for the most controversial aspeds of these programs from
the exeautive branch or Congress The nature and extent of the programs were dosely held seaets;
even DCI McCone was not briefed on all the detail s of the program involving the surreptitious
administration o LSD until 1963. It was deemed imperative that these programs be mnceded from the
American people. Asthe CIA's Inspedor General wrotein 1957:

Precautions must be taken not only to proted operations from exposure to enemy forces but also to
conced these adivities from the American pubic in general. The knowledge that the Agency is
engaging in urethicd and illi cit activitieswould have serious repercussonsin politicd and dplomatic
circles and would be detrimental to the acompli shment of its misson. [26]

2. The Deah of Dr. Frank Olson

The most tragic result of the testing of LSD by the CIA was the deah dof Dr. Frank Olson, a dvilian
employee of the Army, who ded onNovember 27, 1953. His de&h followed his participation in a CIA
experiment with LSD. As part of this experiment, Olson urwittingly recaved approximately 70
micrograms of LSD in aglassof Cointreau he drank on November 19, 1953. The drug had been placeal
in the bottle by a CIA officer, Dr. Robert Lashbrook, as part of an experiment he aad Dr. Sidney
Gottlieb performed at a meeting of Army and CIA scientists.

Shortly after this experiment, Olson exhibited symptoms of paranoia and schizophrenia. Accompanied
by Dr. Lashbrook, Olson sought psychiatric assstancein New Y ork City from a physician, Dr. Harold
Abramson, whose reseach onLSD had been funded indiredly by the CIA. Whilein New Y ork for
treament, Olsonfell to his deah from atenth story window in the Statler Hotel.

[24] Even duing the discussonswhich led to the termination of the unwitti ng testing, the DDP turned
down the option of halting such tests within the. U.S. and continuing them abroad despite the fad that
the Technicd Services Division had conducted humerous operations abroad making use of LSD. The
DDP made this dedsion onthe basis of seaurity nating that the past efforts, overseas had resulted in
"making an inordinate number of foreign nationals witting of our role in the very sensitive adivity."
(Memorandum for the Deputy Direcor of Centra Intelli gence from the Deputy Director for Plans,
12/17/63, p. 2.)



a Badground -- Olson, an expert in agrobiology who was assigned to the Spedal Operations
Division (SOD) of the U.S. Army Biologicd Center at Camp Detrick, Maryland. This Division hed
threeprimary functions:

(1) asesdng the vulnerability of American install ationsto biologicd attadk;
(2) developing techniques for offensive use of biologicd wegpons; and
(3) biologicd reseach for the CIA. [27]

Professonally, Olson was well respeded by his coll eagues in both the Army and the CIA. Colonel
Vincent Ruwet, Olson'simmediate superior at the time of his deah, wasin amost daily contad with
Olson. According to Colonel Ruwet: "As a professonal man... his ability... was outstanding.” [28]
Colonel Ruwet stated that "during the period frior to the experiment... | noticed nothing which would
lead me to believe that he was of unsound mind." [29] Dr. Lashbrook, who hed monthly contads with
Olsonfrom ealy 1952 util the time of his deah, stated publicly that before Olsonreceved LSD, "as
far as| know, he was perfedly normal." [30] This assessment isin dired contradiction to certain
statements evaluating Olson's emotional stability made in CIA internal memorandum written after
Olson's deéth.

b. The Experiment. -- On November 18, 1953, a group of ten scientists from the CIA and Camp
Detrick attended a semi-annual review and analysis conference d a cabin locaed at Deg Creek Lake,
Maryland. Threeof the participants were from the CIA's Technicd Services Staff. The Detrick
representatives were dl from the Spedal Operations Division.

According to aone CIA official, the Speda Operations Division participants "agreed that an unwitting
experiment would be desirable." [31] This acount diredly contradicts Vincent Ruwet's reaoll ection.
Ruwet recdl s no such discusgon, and hes asserted that he would remember any such discusson
becaise the SOD participants would have strenuously objeded to testing on urwitting subjeds. [32)]

In May, 1953, Richard Helms, Assistant DDP, held a staff meding which the Chief of Technicd
Services Staff attended. At this meding Helms "indicaed that the drug [LSD] was dynamite and that
he should be alvised at all times when it was intended to useit." [33] In addition, the then DDP, Frank
Wisner, sent amemorandum to TSSstating the requirement that the DDP personally approve the use
of LSD. Gottlieb went ahead with the experiment, [34] seauring the approval of hisimmediate
supervisor. Neither the Chief of TSSnor the DDP spedficdly authorized the experiment in which Dr.
Olson participated. [35]

According to Gottlieb, [36] " a"very small dose" of LSD was placed in a bottle of Cointreau which
was ®rved after dinner on Thursday, November 19. The drug was placed in the li queur by Robert
Lashbrook. All but two of tie SOD participants recaved LSD. Onedid not drink; the other had a heart
condtion. [37] About twenty minutes after they finished their Cointreau, Gottli eb informed the other
participants that they had recaéved LSD.

Dr. Gottlieb stated that "upto the time of the experiment,” he observed nahing unusual in Olson's
behavior. [37a] Oncethe experiment was underway, Gottlieb recdl ed that "the drug had a definite
effed on the group to the paint that they were boisterous and laughing and they could na continue the
meding or engage in sensible wnversation." The meding continued until about 1: 00 am., when the
participants retired for the evening. Gottlieb recdl ed that Olson, among others, complained of
"wakefulness' during the night. [38] According to Gottlieb on Friday morning "aside from some
evidence of fatigue, | observed nathing unusual in [Olson's] adions, conversation, or genera
behavior." [39] Ruwet recdl s that Olson "appeaed to be aitated" at breskfast, but that he "did not
consider thisto be abnormal under the drcumstances.”" [40]

c. The Treatment. -- The foll owing Monday, November 23, Olson was waiti ng for Ruwet when he
camein towork at 7:30 am. For the next two days Olson's friends and family attempted to reasaure
him and help him "snap ou" of what appeaed to be aserious depresgon. On Tuesday, Olson again
cameto Ruwet and, after an hou long conversation, it was dedded that medicd asdstancefor Dr.
Olsonwas desirable. [41]

[35] Dr. Gottlieb testified that "given the information we knew up to thistime, and based onalot of
our own self-administration, we thought it was a fairly benign substancein terms of potential harm."
Thisisin conflict not only with Mr. Helms' statement but also with material which had been supplied



to the Technicd Services Staff. In orelong memorandum on current reseach with LSD which was
supfdied to TSD, Henry Beeder described the dangers involved with such research in aprophetic
manner. "The secndreason to doubt Professor Rothland came when | raised the question asto any
acddents which had arisen from the use of LSD-25. He said in avery positive way, 'nore.' Asit turned
out this answer could be cdled overly paositive, for later on in the evening | was discussng the matter
with Dr. W. A. Stohl, Jr., apsychiatrist in Bleuleras Clinic in Zurich where | had gone & Rothland's
insistence. Stohl, when asked the same question, replied, 'yes,' and added spontaneously, ‘thereisa
case Professor Rothland knows about. In Geneva awoman physician who hed been subjed to
depresson to some extent took LSD-25in an experiment and becane severely and suddenly depressed
and committed suicide threeweeks later. Whil e the amnnedion is not definite, common knowledge of
this could hardly have dl owed the positive statement Rothland permitted himself. Thiscaseisa
warning to usto avoid engaging subjeds who are depressed, or who have been subjed to depresson.™
Dr. Gottlieb testified that he had norewlledion d either the report or that particular sedion of it.
(Sidney Gottlieb testimony, 10/19/75, p. 78.)

Ruwet then cdled Lashbrook andinformed him that "Dr. Olson was in serious trouble and reeded
immediate profesgonal attention.” [42] Lashbrook agreed to make gpropriate arangements and told
Ruwet to bring Olson to Washington, D.C. Ruwet and Olson procealed to Washington to med with
Lashbrook, and the threeleft for New Y ork at abou 2:30 pm. to med with Dr. Harold Abramson.

At that time Dr. Abramson was an alergist and immundogist practicing medicine in New Y ork City.
He held no degreein psychiatry, but was associated with reseach projeds supported indiredly by the
CIA. Gottlieb and Dr. Lashbrook both foll owed hiswork closely in the ealy 195Gs. [43] Since Olson
neeaded medicd help, they turned to Dr. Abramson as the doctor closest to Washington who was
experienced with LSD and cleaed by the CIA.

Ruwet, Lashbrook, and Olson remained in New Y ork for two days of consultations with Abramson.

On Thursday, November 26, 1953, the threeflew back to Washington so that Olson could spend
Thanksgiving with hisfamily. En route from the drport Olson told Ruwet that he was afraid to facehis
family. After alengthy discusdon, it was dedded that Olson and Lashbrook would return to New

Y ork, and that Ruwet would go to Frederick to explain these eventsto Mrs. Olson. [44]

Lashbrook and Olson flew badk to New Y ork the same day, again for consultations with Abramson.
They spent Thursday night in aLong Island hotel and the next morning returned to the dty with
Abramson. In further discusdons with Abramson, it was agreed that Olson should be placead under
regular psychiatric cae & an ingtitution closer to hishome. [45]

d. The Deah. -- Because they could not obtain air transportation for areturn trip on Friday night,
Lashbrook and Olson made reservations for Saturday morning and chedked into the Statler Hotel.
Between the time they chedked in and 1Q00 p.m.; they watched television, visited the acktail | ounge,
where each had two martinis, and dinner. According to Lashbrook, Olson "was cheaful and appeaed
to enjoy the entertainment.” He "appeaed no longer particularly depressed, and ailmost the Dr. Olson |
knew prior to the experiment." [46]

After dinner Lashbrook and Olson watched television for about an hour, and at 11:00, Olson suggested
that they go to bed, saying that "he felt more relaxed and contented than he had since[they] cameto
New York." [47] Olson then left a cdl with the hotel operator to wake them in the morning. At
approximately 2:30 am. Saturday, November 28. Lashbrook was awakened by aloud”crash of glass.”
In hisreport on the incident, he stated orly that Olson "had crashed through the dosed window blind
and the dosed window and hefell to his deah from the window of our room onthe 10th floor." [48]

Immediately after finding that Olson hed legpt to his deah, Lashbrook telephoned Gottlieb at his home
and informed him of the incident. [49] Gottlieb cdled Ruwet and informed him of Olson's deah at
approximately 2:45 am. [50] Lashbrook then cdl ed the hotel desk and reported the incident to the
operator there. Lashbrook cdled Abramson and informed him of the occurrence Abramson told
Lashbrook he "wanted to be kept out of the thing completely,” but later changed his mind and agreed
to asdst Lashbrook. [51]

Shortly thereafter, uniformed pdice officers and some hatel employees came to Lashbrook's room.
Lashbrook told the police he didnt know why Olson hed committed suicide, but he did know that
Olson "suffered from ulcers." [52]

e. The Aftermath. -- Following Dr. Olson's deah, the CIA made asubstantial effort to ensure that his
family receved deah benefits, but did not natify the Olsons of the drcumstances surrounding his



demise. The Agency also made mnsiderable dfortsto prevent the deah being conneded with the CIA,
and supplied complete cver for Lashbrook so that his asociation with the CIA would remain a seaet.

After Dr. Olson's deah the CIA conducted an internal investigation d the incident. As part of his
resporsibiliti es in this investigation, the General Counsel wrote the Inspedor General, stating:

I'm not happy with what seemsto be avery casud attitude on the part of TSSrepresentatives to the
way this experiment was condicted and the remarks that thisis just one of the risks running with
scientific experimentation. | do not eli minate the need for taking risks, but | do believe, espedaly
when human hedth o lifeis at stake, that at least the prudent, reasonable measures which can be taken
to minimizethe risk must be taken and fail ure to doso was culpable negligence The adions of the
various individuals concerned after effeds of the experiment on Dr. Olson becane manifest also
reveded the fail ure to observe normal and reasonable precaitions. [53]

Asaresult of theinvestigation DCI Allen Dulles ®nt a persona |etter to the Chief of Technicd
Operations of the Technicd Services Staff who hed approved the experiment criticizing him for "poar
judgment... in authorizing the use of this drug on such an urwitting basis and without proximate
medicd safeguards." [54] Dulles also sent aletter to Dr. Gottlieb, Chief of the Chemical Division o
the Technicd Services Staff, criticizing him for recommending the "unwitting application of the drug"
in that the proposal "did na give sufficient emphasis for medicd coll aboration and for the proper
consideration of therights of theindividual to whom it was being administered.” [55]

The letters were hand caried to the individuals to be read and returned. Although the letters were
criticd, anote from the Deputy Diredor of Central Intelligenceto Mr. Helms instructed him to inform
the individuals that: "These ae nat reprimands and no personnd fil e notation are being made." [56]

Thus, athough the Rockefeller Commisdon has charaderized them as such, these notes were
explicitly not reprimands. Nor did participationin the events which led to Dr. Olson's deah have axy
apparent effect onthe advancement within the CIA of the individuals involved.

3. The Surreptitious Administration o LSD to Unwitting NonVoluntee Human Subjeds by the CIA
After the Deah of Dr. Olson

The deah of Dr. Olson could be viewed, as sme argued at the time, as atragic acédent, one of the
risks inherent in the testing of new substances. It might be agued that L SD was thought to be benign.
After the deah of Dr. Olson the dangers of the surreptitious administration o LSD were dear, yet the
CIA continued or initiated [57] a projed involving the surreptitious administration o LSD to
nornvoluntee human subjeds. This program exposed numerous individuals in the United Statesto the
risk of deah or seriousinjury without their informed consent, without medicd supervision, and
withou necessary foll ow-up to determine any long-term effeds.

Prior to the Olson experiment, the Diredor of Central Intelli gence had approved MKULTRA, a
reseach program designed to develop a"cgpability in the mvert use of biologicd and chemicd agent
materials." In the proposal describing MKULTRA Mr. Helms, then ADDP, wrote the Direcor that:

we intend to investigate the development of a chemicd material which causes areversible nontoxic
aberrant mental state, the spedfic nature of which can be reasonably well predicted for ead individual.
This material ‘could potentialy aid in discrediting individuals, €liciting information, and implanting
suggestions and ather forms of mental cortrol. [58]

On February 12, 1954, the Diredor of the Central Intelligence Agency wrote TSSofficials criticizing
them for "poar judgment” in administering LSD on "an urwitting basis and withou proximate medica
safeguards’ to Dr. Olson and for the ladk of "proper consideration o the rights of the individual to
whom it was being administered.” [59] On the same day, the Inspector Genera reviewed areport on
Subprojed Number 3 of MKULTRA, in which the same TSSofficerswho hed just receved |etters
from the Diredor were quated as stating that one of the purposes of Subprojed Number 3 was to:

"observe the behavior of unwitting persons being questioned after having been given adrug.” [60]
Thereis no evidencethat Subprojead Number 3 was terminated even though the officers were
unequivocdly aware of the dangers of the surreptitious administration d LSD and the necessty of
ohtaining informed consent and providing medicd safeguards. Subprojed Number 3, in fad, used
methods which showed even lessconcern than did the OLSON experiment for the safety and seaurity



of the participants. Y et the evidenceindicates the projed continued urtil 1963. [61]

In the projea, the individual conducting the test might make initial contad with a prospedive subjec
seleded at randomin abar. He would then invite the person to a"safehouse” where the test drug was
administered to the subjed through drink or in food. CIA personnel might debrief the individual
conducting the test, or observe the test by using a one-way mirror and tape recorder in an adjoining
room.

Prior consent was obviously not obtained from any of the subjeds. There was aso, obviously, no
medicd prescreening. In addition, the tests were conducted by individuas who were not qualified
scientific observers. There were no medicd personrel on hand either to administer the drugs or to
observe their effeds, and o follow-up was condicted on the test subjeds.

Asthe Inspedor General noted in 1963:

A significant limitation an the dfedivenessof such testing is the infeasibility of performing scientific
observation d results. The [individuals conducting the test] are not qualified scientific observers. Their
subjeds are seldom accessible beyondthe first hours of the test. The testing may be useful in
perfeding delivery techniques, and in identifying surface charaderistics of onset, readion, attribution,
and side-effect. [62]

Thiswas particularly troudesome asin a

number of instances,... the test subjed has becomeiill for hours or days, including hospitalization in at
least one case, and the agent could only follow up by guarded inquiry after the test subjed’s return to
normal life. Posshble sicknessand attendant economic lossare inherent contingent eff ects of the
testing. [61]

Paradoxicdly, greder care seemsto have been taken for the safety of foreign nationals against whom
LSD was used abroad. In several cases medicd examinations were performed prior to the use of LSD.
[64]

Moreover, the administration abroad was marked by constant observation made possble becaise the
material was being used against prisoners of foreign intelli gence or seaurity organizations. Finally,
during certain of the LSD interrogations abroad, locd physicians were on cdl, though these physicians
had had no experiencewith LSD and would not be told that hallucinogens had been administered. [65)]

The ClA's projed involving the surreptitious administration d LSD to unwitting human subjedsin the
United States was finally halted in 1963, as aresult of its discovery during the @urse of an Inspedor
Genera survey of the Technicd Services Division. When the Inspector General leaned of the projed,
he spoke to the Deputy Diredor for Plans, who agreed that the Diredor should be briefed. The DDP
made it clea that the DCI and his Deputy were generally famili ar with MKULTRA. He indicaed,
however, that he was nat sure it was necessary to brief the DDCI at that point.

On May 24,1963, the DDP advised the Inspedor General that he had kriefed the Diredor on the
MKULTRA program andin particular had covered the question of the surreptitious administration of
LSD to unwitting human subjeds. According to the Inspecor General, the DDP said that "the Diredor
indicated no disagreement and therefore the testing will continue." [66]

One mpy of an "Eyes Only" draft report on MKULTRA was prepared by the Inspedor General who
recommended the termination of the surreptitious administration projed. The projed was suspended
following the Inspedor General's report.

On December 17, 1963, Deputy Diredor for Plans Helms wrote amemo to the DDCI, who with the
Inspedor General and the Exeautive Diredor-Comptroller had gpposed the covert testing. He noted
two aspeds of the problem: (1) "for over a decale the Clandestine Services has had the misson o
maintaining a cgability for influencing human behavior;" and (2) "testing arrangements in furtherance
of this misson should be & operationally redi stic and yet as controll able as possble." Helms argued
that the individuals must be "unwitting" as this was "the only redi stic method d maintaining the
cgpability, considering the intended operational use of materials to influence human behavior asthe
operational targets will certainly be unwitting. Should the subjeds of the testing not be unwitting, the
program would only be "pro forma" resulting in a "fal se sense of accomplishment and readiness" [67]



Helms continued:

If one grants the validity of the misson d maintaining this unusual capability and the necessty for
unwitti ng testing, there is only then the question of how best to do it. Obviously, the testing should be
conducted in such amanner asto permit the opportunity to observe the results of the alministration on
the target. It also goes without saying that whatever testing arrangement we adopt must afford
maximum safeguards for the protedion d the Agency'srolein thisadivity, as well as minimizing the
posshility of physical or emotional damage to the individual tested. [68]

In another memo to the Diredor of Central Intelli gencein June, 1964, Helms again raised the isaue of
unwitti ng testing. At that time General Carter, then ading DCI, approved severa changesin the
MKULTRA program proposed by Mr. Helms as aresult of negotiations between the Inspedor General
and the DDP. In a handwritten note, however, Diredor Carter added that "unwitti ng testing will be
subjed to a separate dedsion.” [69]

No spedfic dedsion was made then or soon after. The testing had been halted and, acwrding to Walter
Elder, Exeautive Asgstant to DCI McCone, the DCI was not incli ned to take the positive step of
authorizing aresumption o the testing. At least through the summer, the DDP did not pressthe isaue.
On November 9, 1964, the DDP raised the isaue ayain in amemo to the DCI, cdli ng the Diredor's
attention to what he described as "several other indicaions during the past yea of an apparent Soviet
aggressvenessin thefield of covertly administered chemicds which are, to say the least, inexplicable
and disturbing." [70]

Helms noted that because of the suspension of covert testing, the Agency's "positive operational
cgpability to use drugs is diminishing, owing to alad of redistic testing. With increasing knowledge
of the state of the at, we ae lesscgpable of staying up with Soviet advancesin thisfield. Thisin turn
results in awaning cgpability on our part to restrain athersin the intelli gence @mmunity (such as the
Department of Defense) from pursuing operationsin thisarea" [71]

Helms attributed the cessation d the unwitti ng testing to the high risk of embarrassment to the Agency
aswell asthe "moral problem." He noted that no better covert situation had been devised than that
which had been used, and that "we have no answer to the moral isaue." [72]

Helms asked for either resumption o the testing projed or its definitive cancdlation. He agued that
the status quo of aresearch and development program withou aredi stic testing program was causing
the Agency to live "with theillusion d a caability which is becoming minimal and furthermoreis
expensive." [73] Once ajain noformal adion was taken in response to the Helms' request.

From its beginning in the ealy 1950s until itsterminationin 1963, the program of surreptiti ous
administration o LSD to unwitting norvoluntea human subjeds demonstrates a fail ure of the CIA's
leadership to pay adequate dtention to the rights of individuals andto provide df ective guidanceto
CIA employees. Though it was known that the testing was dangerous, the lives of subjeds were placed
in jeopardy and their rights were ignored during the ten yeas of testing which foll owed Dr. Olson's
deah. Although it was clear that the laws of the United States were being violated, the testing
continued. Whil e the individualsinvolved in the Olson experiment were admonished by the Diredor,
at the same time they were dso told that they were not being reprimanded and that their "bad
judgment” would na be made part of their personnel records. When the covert testing projed was
terminated in 1963, none of the individuals involved were subjed to any disciplinary adion.

4. Monitoring and Control of the Testing and Use of Chemicd and Biologicd Agents by the CIA

The Seled Committee foundnumerous fail ures in the monitoring and control of the testing and use of
chemicd and Hologicd agents within the CIA. [74] An analysis of the fail ures can be divided into four
sedions: (a) the waiver of normal regulations or requirements; (b) the problems in authorizaion
procedures; © the fail ure of internal review medanisms such as the Office of General Coursel, the
Inspedor General, and the Audit Staff; and (d) the dfed of compartmentation and competiti on within
the CIA.

a The Waiver of Administrative Controls. -- The internal controlswithin any agency rest on: (1) clea
and coherent regulations; (2) clea lines of authority; and (3) clea rewards for thase who conduct
themselvesin acord with agency regulations and understandable and immediate sanctions against
thase who do na. In the cae of the testing and use of chemicd and hiologicd agents, normal CIA
administrative controls were waived. The destruction o the documents on the largest CIA programin



this area onstituted a prominent example of the waiver of norma Agency procedures by the Diredor.

These documents were destroyed in ealy 1973at the order of then DCI Richard Helms. According to
Helms, Dr. Sidney Gottlieb, then Direcor of TSD:

...caneto me and said that he was retiring and that | was retiring and he thought it would be agood
ideaif these fil es were destroyed. And | also believe part of the reason for our thinking this was
advisable was there had been relationships with ousidersin government agencies and cther
organizations and that these would be sensitive in this kind of athing but that sincethe program was
over and finished and done with, we thought we would just get rid of the files as well, so that anybody
who asssted usin the past would na be subjed to foll ow-up or questions, embarrassment, if you will.
[75]

The destruction was based onawaiver of an internal CIA regulation, CSI 70-10, which regulated the
"retirement of inadive records." As Thomas Karamessnes, then Deputy Direcor of Plans, wrotein
regulation CSI-70-10: "Retirement is not amatter of convenience or of storage but of conscious
judgment in the applicaion o the rules modified by knowledge of individual component needs. The
heat of thisjudgment is to ensure that the complete story can be reconstructed in later years and by
people who may be unfamili ar with the events." [76]

The destruction of the MKULTRA documents made it impossble for the Seled Committeeto
determine the full range and extent of the largest CIA reseach program involving chemicd and
biologicd agents. The destruction also prevented the CIA from locating and providing medicd
asgstanceto the individuals who were subjeds in the program. Finaly, it prevented the Committee
from determining the full extent of the operations which made use of materials developed in the
MKULTRA program. [77]

From the inception & MKULTRA norma Agency procedures were waived. In 1953, Mr. Helms, then
Assistant Deputy Diredor for Plans, proposed the establi shment of MKULTRA. Under the proposal
six percent of the research and development budget of TSD would be expended "without the

establi shment of formal contractual relations' because ontrads would reved government interest.
Helms also voted that qualified individualsin the field "are most reluctant to enter into signed
agreements of any sort which conned them with this adivity since such a cmnnedion would jeopardize
their professonal reputations’. [78]

Other Agency procedures, i.e., the forwarding of document, in support of invoices and the provision
for regular audit procedures, were dso to be waived. On April 13, 1953, then DCI Allen Dulles
approved MKULTRA, noting that seaurity considerations preduded handling the projed through usual
contractual agreements.

Ten yeas later investigations of MKULTRA by bath the Inspecor General and the Audit Staff noted
substantial deficiencies which resulted from the waivers. Becaise TSD had not reserved the right to
audit the books of contradorsin MKULTRA, the CIA had been unable to verify the use of Agency
grants by a mntrador. Ancther firm had fail ed to establi sh controls and safeguards which would asaure
"proper acauntability” in use of government funds with the result that "funds have been used for
purposes not contemplated by grants or alowable under usual contrad relationship.” [79) The entire
MKULTRA arrangement was condemned for having administrative lines which were unclea, overly
permissve antrols, and irresponsible supervision.

The hea of the Audit Branch noted that inspedions and audits: led usto seeMKULTRA as frequently
having provided a device to escgpe normal administrative controls for reseach that isnot espedally
sensitive, as having all owed pradices that produce grossadministrative fail ures, as having permitted
the establi shment of spedal relationships with unreliable organizaions on an unacceptable basis, and
as having produced, on at least one occasion, a. cavalier treament of aborafide amntrading
organization.

While almitting that there may be aneed for speda mechanisms for handling sensiti ve projeds, the
Chief of the Audit Branch wrote that "baoth the terms of reference and the ground rules for handling
such spedal projeds should be spelled out in advance so that diversion from normal channels does not
mean abandonment of controls.

Spedal procedures may be necessary to ensure the seaurity of highly sensiti ve operations. To prevent
the gosion of normal internal control mechanisms, such waivers sroud not be extended to less



sensitive operations. Moreover, only thaose regulations which would endanger seaurity shoud be
waived; to waive regulations generally would result in highly sensitive and controversial projeds
having looser rather than stricter administrative controls. MKNAOMI, the Fort Detrick CIA projed for
reseach and development of chemical and bologicd agents, provides ancther example where efforts
to proted the seaurity of agency activiti es overwhelmed administrative controls. No written records of
the transfer of agents such as anthrax or shellfish toxin were kept, "because of the sensitivity of the
area and the desire to ke any posshble use of materials like thisreaordless” [81] The result was that
the Agency had noway of determining what materials were on hand, and could not be cetain whether
delivery systems such as dart guns, or deadly substances sich as cobra venom had been isaued to the
field.

b. Authorization. -- The destruction o the documents regarding MKULTRA made it difficult to
determine & what level spedfic projedsin the program were authorized. This problemisnot solely a
result of the document destruction, however. Even at the height of MKULTRA the |G noted that, at
least with resped to the surreptitious administration of LSD, the "present pradiceisto maintain no
reqords of the planning and approval of test programs.” [82]

Whileit isclea that Allen Dulles authorized MKULTRA, the record is unclea as to who authorized
spedfic projeds such as that involving the surreptiti ous administration d LSD to unwitting
nonvoluntee human subjeds. Even given the sensitive and controversial nature of the projed, thereis
no evidencethat when John McCone replaced Allen Dull es as the Diredor of the Central Intelli gence
Agency he was briefed onthe detail s of this projea and asked whether it should be continued . [83]
Even duing the 1963 discusdons on the propriety of unwitti ng testing, the DDP questioned whether it
was "neaessary to brief General Carter”, the Deputy Diredor of Central Intelligence and the Diredor's
"dter ago," because CIA officersfelt it necessary to keep detail s of the projed restricted to an absolute
minimum number of people. [84]

In May of 1963, DDP Helmstold the Inspedor General that the covert testing program was authorized
becaise he had gone to the Diredor, briefed him onit and "the Director indicated no disagreement and
therefore the testing will continue." [85] Such authorizaion even for noncontroversial mettersis
clealy lessdesirable than explicit authorization; in areas such as the surreptitious administration of
drugs, it is particularly undesirable. Y et acarding to testimony before the Committeg authorizaion
through ladk of agreement is even more prevalent in sensitive situations. [86]

The unauthorized retention of shellfish toxin by Dr. Nathan Gordon and his sibordinates, in violation
of aPresidential Diredive, may have resulted from the fail ure of the Diredor to issue written
instructions to Agency officias. The retention was not authorized by senior officialsin the Agency.
The Direcor, Mr. Helms, had instructed Mr. Karamessnes, the Deputy Direcor of Plans, and Dr.
Gottlieb, the Chief of Technicd Services Division, to relinquish control to the Army of any chemical
or biologicd agents being retained for the CIA at Fort Detrick. Dr. Gottlieb passed thisinstruction on
to Dr. Gordon. Whil e orders may be disregarded in any organizaion, one of the reasons that Dr.
Gordon wsed to defend the retention was the fad that he had not received written instructions
forbidding it. [87]

In some situations the eistence of written instructions did not prevent unauthorized adions.
According to an investigation by the CIA's Inspedor General TSD officers had been informed oraly
that Mr. Helms was to be "advised at all times' when LSD wasto be used. In addition TSD had
recaved a memo advising the staff that LSD was not to be used without the permisson d the DDP,
Frank Wisner. The experiment involving Dr. Olson went ahead without notificaion d either Mr.
Wisner or Mr. Helms. The @sence of clea and immediate punishment for that ad must undercut the
force of other internal instructions and regulations.

One last issue must be raised about autharizaion procedures within the Agency. Chemicd agents were
used abroad until 1959 for discrediting or disabling operations, or for the purpose of interrogations
with the gpproval of the Chief of Operations of the DDP. Later the goproval of the Deputy Direcor for
Plans was required for such operations. Although the medicd staff sought to be part of the gproval
processfor these operations, they were excluded becaise, as the Inspedor Genera wrotein 1957:

Operational determinations are the resporsibility of the DDP and it is he who should advisethe DCI in
theserespedsjust asit ishewhoisresporsible for the results. It is completely unredistic to consider
asdgning to the Chief Medicd Staff, (what, in effed, would be authority over clandestine operations.)
[88]

Given the expertise andtraining o physicians, participation o the Medicd Staff might well have been



useful.

Questions about authorization also exist in regard to those, agencies which asgsted the CIA. For
instance, the projed involving the surreptitious administration o LSD to urwitting non-volunteer
human subjeds was condcted in coordination with the Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs.
Thereis some question as to the Commissoner of Narcotics knowledge aou the projed.

In 1963, the Inspedor Genera noted that the head of the BNDD had been briefed about the projed, but
the IG'sreport did not indicae the level of detail provided to him. Dr. Gottlieb testified that "I
remember meeting Mr. Anslinger and hed the general feding that he was aware." [89] Ancther CIA
officer did not recdl any discusson o testing on urwitting subjeas when he and Dr. Gottlieb met with
Commissoner Anslinger.

In amemorandum for the record in 1967 Dr. Gottli eb stated that Harry Giordano, who replaced Mr.
Andlinger, told Dr. Gottli eb that when he becane Commissoner he was "only generally briefed onthe
arrangements, gave it his general blessng, and said he didn't want to know the detail s." The same
memorandum states, however, that there were several comments which indicated to Dr. Gottlieb that
Mr. Giordano was aware of the substance of the projea. It is possble that the Commissoner provided
agenera authorizaion for the arangement without understanding what it entailed or considering its
propriety. A reluctanceto seek detail ed information from the CIA, and the CIA's hesitancy to
volunteq it, has been found in anumber of instances during the Seled Committee's investigations.
This problem is not confined to the exeautive branch but has also marked congressonal relationships
with the Agency.

c. Internal Review. -- The waiver of regulations and the absence of documentation make it difficult to
determine now who authorized which adiviti es. More importantly, they made internal Agency review
mechanisms much lesseffedive. [90] Controversial and highly sensitive projeds which should have
been subjed to the most rigorous inspedion ladked effedive internal review.

Given therole of the General Counsel and his readion to the surreptiti ous administration of LSD to
Dr. Olson, it would have seemed likely that he would be asked about the legdlity or propriety of any
subsequent projeds involving such administration. This was not done. He did not lean about this
testing until the 1970's. Nor was the General Counsel's opinion soucht on other MKULTRA projeds,
though these had been charaderized by the Inspedor General in the 1957 Report on TSD as "unethical
andillicit.” [91]

Thereis no mention in the report of the 1957 Inspedor General's survey of TSD of the projed
involving the surreptitious administration d LSD. That projed was apparently not brought to the
attention of the survey team. The Inspedor who dscovered it duringthe 1G's 1963survey of TSD
recdl s coming upon evidence of it inadvertently, rather than its having been cdled to his attention as
an espedally sensitive projed. [92]

Thus bath the General Coursel and the Inspedor General, the principal internal mechanisms for the
control of posshly improper adions, were excluded from regular reviews of the projec. When the
projed was discovered the Exeautive Diredor Comptroll er voiced strong oppositionto it; it is possble
that the projed would have been terminated in 1957 if it had been called to his attention when he then
served as Inspedor General.

The Audit Staff, which also serves an internal review function through the examination o Agency
expenditures, also encountered substantia difficulty with MKULTRA. When MKULTRA was first
proposed the Audit Staff was to be excluded from any function. This was sonchanged. However, the
waiver of normal "contradual procedures’ in MKULTRA increased the likelihood o "irregularities’
aswell asthedifficulty in deteding them. The head of the Audit Branch charaderized the MKULTRA
procedures as "having all owed pradices that produced grossadministrative fail ures,” including aladk
of controls within outside cntractors which would "asaure proper acountability in use of government
funds." It also dminished the CIA's cgpadty to verify the acountings provided by outside firms.

d. Compartmentation and Jurisdictional Conflict Within the Agency. -- As has been naed, the testing
and wse of chemicd and Hologicd agents was treaed as a highly sensitive adivity within the CIA.
Thisresulted in ahigh degreeof compartmentation. At the same time substantial jurisdictional conflict
existed within the Agency between the Technicd Services Division, and the Office of Medicd
Services and the Office of Seaurity.



This compartmentation and jurisdictional conflict may well have led to duplication d effort within the
CIA andto Agency palicymakers being deprived of useful information.

During the ealy 1950's first the BLUEBIRD Committee ad then the ARTICHOKE Committeewere
instituted to bring together representatives of the Agency comporents which had alegiti mate interest
in the aeaof the dteration d human behavior. By 1957 bah these ommittees had fallen into disuse.
No information went to the Tedchnicd Services Division (a componrent supposedly represented onthe
ARTICHOKE Committeg abou ARTICHOKE operations being conducted by the Office of Seaurity
and the Office of Medicd Services. The Tedhnicd Services Division which was providing support to
the Clandestine Servicesin the use of chemicd and kiologicd agents, but provided littl e or no
information to either the Office of Seaurity or the Office of Medicd Services. Asone TSD officer
involved in these programs testified: "Although we were agjuainted, we ceatainly didn't share
experiences." [93]

QKHILL TOP, another group designed to coordinate reseach in this area &so hed little success The
groupmet infrequently -- only twice ayea -- and littl e spedfic information was exchanged. [94]

Concern over seaurity obviously played some role in the fail ure to share information, [95] but this
appeas not to be the only reason. A TSD officer stated that the Office, of Medicd Services smply
wasn't "particularly interested in what we were doing" and rever sought such information. [96] On the
other hand, a representative of the Office of Medicd Services consistently sought to have medicd
personnel participate in the use of chemical and Hologicd agents siggested that TSD did not inform
the Officeof Medicd Servicesin order to prevent their involvement.

Jurisdictional conflict was constant in this area The Office of Seaurity, which had been assgned
resporsibility for diredion d ARTICHOKE, consistently sought to bring TSD operationsinvolving
psychochemicas under the ARTICHOKE umbrella. The Office of Medicd Services ught to have
OMS physicians advise and participate in the operational use of drugs. Asthe Inspedor Generd
described it in 1957, "the basic issue is concerned with the extent of authority that should be exercised
by the Chief, Medicd Staff, over the adivities of TSD which encroach upon a enter into the medical
field," and which are amnducted by TSD "withou seeking the prior approval of the Chief, Medicd
Staff, and diten without informing him of their nature and extent." [91]

Aswas noted previoudly, because the projeds and programs of TSD stemmed diredly from
operational needs controlled by the DDP, the |G recommended no further supervision of these
adivities by the Medicd Staff:

It is completely unredistic to consider asdgning to the Chief, Medicd Staff, what, in effect, would be
authority over clandestine operations. Furthermore, some of the adiviti es of Chemicd Division are not
only unathodox but unethicd and sometimes ill egal. The DDP isin a better pasition to evaluate the
justificaion for such gperations than the Chief, Medicd Staff. [98] [Emphasis added.]

Because the alvice of the Direcor of Seaurity was needed for "evaluating the risks involved" in the
programs and kecaise the knowledge that the CIA was "engaging in unethicd and illicit adivities
would have serious repercussonsin pditicd and diplomatic drcles,” the |G recmmmended that the
Diredor of Seaurity be fully advised of TSD's activitiesin these aeas.

Even after the Inspecor General's Report of 1957, the cmpartmentation and jurisdictiona conflict
continued. They may have had a substantial negative impad on pdicymaking in the Agency. Asthe
Deputy Chief of the Courterintelligence Staff noted in 1958, due to the different positions taken by
TSS the Office of Seaurity, and the Office of Medicd Services, on the use of chemicd or biologicd
agents, it was posdble that the individual who authorized the use of a chemical or biologicd agent
could be presented with "incomplete facts upan which to make adedsionrelevant to its use." Even a
committee set up by the DDP in 1958 to attempt to rationalize Agency palicy did na have accesto
records of testing and use. Thiswas due, in part, to excessve cmmpartmentation, and jurisdictional
conflict.

C. Covert Testing On Human Subjeds By Milit ary Intelli gence Groups: Material Testing Program EA
1729, Projed Third Change, and Projed Derby Hat

EA 1729 isthe designator used in the Army drug testing program for lysergic add dethylamide
(LSD). Interest in LSD was originally aroused at the Army's Chemicd Warfare Laboratories by open
literature on the unusua effeds of the mmpound [99] The positive intelligence and



counterintelli gence potential envisioned for compounds like LSD, and suspeded Soviet interest in such
materials, [100] supported the devel opment of an American milit ary capabilit y and resulted in
experiments condtcted jointly by the U.S. Army Intelli gence Board and the Chemicd Warfare
Laboratories.

These experiments, designed to evaluate potential intelligence uses of LSD, were known coll edively
as "Material Testing Program EA 1729." Two projeds of particular interest conducted as part of these
experiments, "THIRD CHANCE" and "DERBY HAT", involved the administration o LSD to

unwitti ng subjeds in Europe and the Far East.

In many respeds, the Army's testing programs dugi cated research which had already been conducted
by the CIA. They certainly involved the risks inherent in the ealy phases of drug testing. In the Army's
tests, as with those of the CIA, individual rights were dso subardinated to national seaurity
considerations; informed consent and foll owup examinations of subjeds were negleded in efforts to
maintain the seaegy of the tests. Finally, the @mmand and control problems which were gparent in
the CIA's programs are paralleled by alad of clea authorization and supervision in the Army's
programs.

Generally aacepted Soviet methods and counterintelligence @ncerns were dso strong motivating
factorsin theinitiation of this research:

"A primary justification for field experimentation in intelli gencewith EA 1729 is the counter-

intelli gence or defense impli cation. We know that the enemy phil osophy condones any kind o
coercion a violencefor intelli gence purposes. Thereis proof that his intelli gence service has used
drugsin the past. Thereis grong evidence of keen interest in EA 1729 by him. If for no aher purpose
than to know what to exped from enemy intelli gence use of the material and to, thus, be prepared to
courter it, field experimentationisjustified. (Ibid, p. 34)

1. Scope of Testing

Between 1965 and 1958 research was initiated by the Army Chemicd Corps to evaluate the potential
for LSD asa chemical warfare incgpadtating agent. In the course of this reseach, LSD was
administered to more than 1,000 American voluntee's who then participated in a series of tests
designed to ascertain the dfeds of the drug on their ability to function as ldiers. With the exception
of one set of tests at Fort Bragg, these and subsequent laboratory experiments to evaluate chemical
warfare paotential were awnducted at the Army Chemical Warfare Laboratories, Edgewood, Maryland.

In 1958 a new series of laboratory tests were initi ated at Edgewood These experiments were
conducted astheinitial phase of Material Testing Program EA 1729 to evaluate the intelli gence
potential of LSD, and included LSD tests on 95 volunteas. [101] As part of these tests, three
structured experiments were cnducted:

1. LSD was administered surreptitiously at a simulated socia reception to voluntee subjeds who were
unaware of the purpose or nature of the testsin which they were participating;

2. LSD was administered to voluntee's who were subsequently polygraphed; and
3. LSD was administered to volunteas who were then confined to “isolation chambers'.

These structured experiments were designed to evaluate the vali dity of the traditional seaurity training
all subjeds had undergone in the face of unconventional, drug enhanced, interrogations.

At the monclusion df the laboratory test phase of Material Testing Program EA 1729in 1960, the Army
Assistant Chief of Staff for Intelligence (ACSI) authorized operational field testing of LSD. The first
field tests were conducted in Europe by an Army Spedal Purpose Team (SPT) during the period from
May to August of 1961. These tests were known as Projed THIRD CHANCE and involved eleven
separate interrogations of ten subjeds. None of the subjeds were voluntea's and rone were aware that
they were to recave LSD. All but one subjed, a U.S. soldier impli cated in the theft of classfied
documents, were dleged to be foreign intelli gence sources or agents. Whil e interrogations of these
individuals were only moderately successful, at least one subjed (the U.S. soldier) exhibited symptoms
of severe paranoiawhil e under the influence of the drug.



The secondseries of field tests, Projed DERBY HAT, were conducted by an Army SPT in the Far
East during the period from August to November of 1962. Seven subjeds were interrogated uncer
DERBY HAT, al of whom were foreign nationals either suspeded of deding in narcotics or
implicated in foreign intelli gence operations. The purpose of this cond set of experiments was to
colled additional data on the utility of LSD in field interrogations, and to evaluate any different effects
the drug might have on"COrientals."

2. Inadequate Coordination Among Intelli gence Agencies

On October 15, 1959, the U.S. Army Intelli gence Center prepared alengthy staff study on Material
Testing Program EA 1729. The stated purpose of the staff study was. "to determine the desirability of
EA 1729 on non-US subjedsin seleded adual operations under controll ed conditions. [102] It was on
the basis of this dudy that operational field tests were later conducted.

After nating that the Chemicd Warfare Laboratories began experiments with LSD on humansin 1955
and hed administered the drug to over 1,000 voluntees, the "badground" sedion d the study
concluded:

There has not been asingle cae of residual ill effed. Study of the prolific scientific literature on LSD-
25 and personal communicaion between U.S. Army Chemical Corps personnel and ather researchers
inthisfield have failed to disclose an authenticated instance of irreversible dhange being produced in
norma humans by the drug. [103]

This conclusion was readed despite an awarenessthat there were inherent medicd dangersin such
experimentation. In the body of this same study it is noted that:

The view has been expressed that EA 1729 is a potentialy dangerous drug, whose pharmacautica
adions are not fully understood and there has been cited the posshilit y of the continuance of a
chemicdly induced psychosisin chronic form, particularly if alatent schizophrenic were asubjed,
with consequent claim or representation against the U.S. Government. [104]

An attempt was made to minimize potential medicd hazads by careful seledion d subjeds prior to
field tests. Regleding evidencethat the drug might be hazadous, the study continued:

The daim of posgble permanent damage caused by EA 1729 is an unproven hypothesis based on the
charaderistic effed of the material. Whil e the added stressof ared situation may increase the
probability of permanent adverse dfed, the resulting risk is deamed to be dli ght by the medicd
reseach personrel of the Chemical Warfare Laboratories. To prevent even such adight risk, the
proposed plan for field experimentation cdl s for overt, if possble, or contrived-through-ruse, if
necessary, physicd and mental examination o any rea situation subjed prior to employment of the
subjed. [105]

This conclusion was drawn six years after one deah had occurred which could be dtributed, at least in
part, to the dfeds of the very drug the Army was proposing to field test. The USAINTC staff,
however, was apparently unaware of the drcumstances surrounding Dr. Olson's deah. Thislad of
knowledge isindicaive of the general lad of interagency communicaion on drug related reseach. As
the October 1959 study noted, "there has been no coordination with other intelli gence aencies up to
the present.” [106]

On December 7, 1959, the Army Assistant Chief of Staff for Intelligence (ACSI, apparently a General
Will ems) was briefed onthe proposed operational use of LSD by USAINTC Projea Officer Jacohson,
in preparation for Projead THIRD CHANCE. General Will ems expressed concern that the projed had
not been coordinated with the FBI and the CIA. Heis quoted as saying "that if this projed is going to
be worth anything, it [LSD] should be used on higher types of nonU.S. subjeds" in ather words
"staffers." Heindicated this could be acomplished if the CIA were brought in. The summary of the
briefing prepared by Major Mehowvsky continues: "Of particular noteisthat ACSI did not dired
coordination with CIA and the FBI but only mentioned it for consideration by the planners.” [107]

After the briefing, four colonels, two li eutenant colonels and Major Mehovsky met to discuss
interagency cooperation with CIA and FBI. The group consensus was to postpone dforts toward
coordination:

Lt. Col. Jacobson commented that before we mordinate with CIA we shoud have more factual



findings from field experimentation with counterintelli gence caes that will strengthen ou pasition and
proposal for cooperation. This approac red to by the mnferees. [108]

Had such coordination been achieved, the safety of these experiments might have been viewed
differently and the tests themsel ves might have been seen as unnecessary.

3. Subordination of Individua Rightsto Nationa Seaurity Considerations

Just as many of these experiments may have been unrecessary, the nature of the operational tests
(pdygraph-asssted interrogations of drugged suspeds) refleds a basic disregard for the fundamental
human rights of the subjeds. The interrogation of an American soldier as part of the THIRD CHANCE
1961 testsis an example of this disregard.

The "trip report” for Projed THIRD CHANCE, dated September 6, 1961, recounts the drcumstances
surrounding and the results of the tests as foll ows:

[The subjed] was a U.S. soldier who hed confessed to theft of classified dacuments. Conventional
methods had fail ed to ascertain whether espionage intent was involved. A significant, new admisson
by subjed that he told afell ow soldier of the theft whil e he till had the documentsin his posssson
was obtained during the EA 1729 interrogation along with ather variations of Subjed's previous
acourt. The interrogation results were deemed by the locd operational authority satisfadory evidence
of Subjed's claim of innacencein regard to espionage intent. [109]

The subjea apparently readed very strongly to the drug, and the interrogation, whil e productive, was
difficult. Thetrip report concluded:

(1) This case demonstrated the aility to interrogate asubjea profitably throughout a highly sustained
and almost incgpadtating readion to EA 1729.

(2) The goparent value of bringing a subjed into the EA 1729 situation in ahighly stressed state was
indicated.

(3) The usefulnessof employing as a duressfador the device of inviting the subjed's attention to his
EA 1729 influenced state and threaening to extend this gate indefinitely even to a permanent
condtion of insanity, or to bring it to an end at the discretion of the interrogators was siown to be
effedive.

(4) The ned for preplanned precautions against extreme paranoiacreadion to EA 1729 was indicaed.

(5) It was brought to attention by this case that where subjed has undergone extended intensive
interrogation prior to the EA 1729 episode and hes persisted in aversion repeaedly during
conventional interrogation, adherenceto the same version whil e under EA 1729 influence, however
extreme the readion, may not necessarily be evidence of truth but merely the avility to adhere to awell
reheased story. [110]

This drong readionto the drug and the acompanying discomfort this individual suffered were
exploited by the use of traditional interrogation techniques. Whil e there is no evidencethat physicd
violenceor torture were employed in connedion with thisinterrogation, physical and psychologicd
techniques were used in the THIRD CHANCE experiments to exploit the subjeds atered menta state,
and to maximizethe stress $tuation. Jacobson described these methodsin histrip report:

Stressng techniques employed included sil ent treament before or after EA 1729administration,
sustained conventional interrogation prior to EA 1729 interrogation, deprivation of food, drink, sleep
or bodily evaauation, sustained isolation prior to EA 1729 administration, hot-cold switchesin
approad, duress"pitches’, verbal degradation and bodily discomfort, or dramatized threas to subjed’s
life or mental hedth. [111]

Ancther grossviolation o an individual's fundamental rights occurred in September 1962 as part of
the Army's DERBY HAT testsin the Far East. A suspeded Asian espionage ajent was given 6
micrograms of LSD per kil ogram of bodyweight. The alministration d the drug was completed at
1035 that morning:



At 112Q sweding became evident, his pulse becane threaly. He was placed in a supine position. He
began groaning with expiration and becane semicomatose.[112]

For the next 28 minutes, the subjed remained semicomatose.

At 1148 responsesto painful stimuli were slightly improved.

At 1155 he was helped to a sitting position.

At 120Q he became shocky again and was returned to supine pasition.
At 1212 he was more dert and able to sit up with help.

At 122Q Subjed was asssted to the interrogation table.

At 1230 he began moaning he wanted to die and wsually ignored questions. Rarely he stated "he didn't
know."

At 125(Q hisphasic dertnesspersisted. He frequently refocused his eyes with eyelid asdstance He
frequently threw his head bad with eyes closed.

At 133Q hewas dightly more dert. He was forced-walked for 5 minutes. He physicadly would
cooperate until he became shocky again (sweaing, thready pulse, pale). [113]

For the next threehours the subject remained in about the same andtion. Continued attempts at
interrogation yielded no relevant answers. Six hours after recéving the drug, the subjed began giving
relevant answersto questions. Eight and one-half hours after the initial dosage, the subjea was
polygraphed. The interrogation continued for seventeen and ore-half hours after the drug was
administered.

There was ome psychologicd and medicd screening of the individuals tested within the United
States, in Europe, and in Asia. The proposal for the field experimentationin faa cdled for such
examinations. The fad of prescreening did na eliminate til e risk of injury; the avail ability of medica
staff did, however, limit injury and may well have prevented the death of one or more of the subjeds.
Asthe medicd corps member of the team which surreptitiously administered the LSD noted, "one
subjed... did coll apse dter the interrogation and the presence of the medicd officer was nat only of
value to the subjed but to the interrogation team who were thus asaured that an unnecessary untoward
result would na occur.” [115]

In the October 15, 1959, USAINTC staff study, moral and legal ramifications of covert administration
of LSD in field condtions were considered.

It was always a tenet of Army Intelli gencethat the basic American principle of the dignity and welfare
of theindividual will not be violated. A more meticulous regard for the prohibition against violence or
duressistaken in pradice when the susped isa US citizen or aly as against an acual or potential
enemy, in peace aagainst war, and in resped to the nature of the aime.... In intelligence, the stakes
involved and the interests of national seaurity may permit a more tolerant interpretation of moral-
ethicd values, but not legd li mits, through necessty. Any claim against the US Government for
alleged injury dueto EA 1729 must be legally shown to have been due to the material. Proper seaurity
and appropriate operationa tedhniques can proted the fad of employment of EA 1729. [116]

On the basis of this evaluation, the study concluded that in view of "the stakes involved and the
interests of national seaurity,” the propased plan for field testing should be approved.

The surreptiti ous administration of drugs to unwitting subjeds by the Army raises srious
congtitutional and legal isaues. The mnsideration given these isaues by the Army was whally
insufficient. The charader of the Army's voluntee testing program and the possbility that drugs were
simply substituted for other forms of violenceor duressin field interrogations raises srious doubts as
to whether national seaurity imperatives were properly interpreted. The "consent” forms which eath
American voluntee signed prior to the administration o LSD are acasein pant. These forms
contained no mention o the medicd and psychaologicd risks inherent in such testing, nor do they



mention the nature of the psychatropic drug to be alministered:

The genera nature of the experimentsin which | have volunteered have been explained to me from the
standpoint of passble hazadsto my hedth. It is my understanding that the experiments are so
designed, based on the results of animals and grevious human experimentation, that the anticipated
results will j ustify the performance of the experiment. | understand further that experiments will be so
conducted asto avoid al unnecessary physicd and medicd suffering andinjury, andthat | will be &
liberty to request that the experiments be terminated at any timeif in my opinion | have readed the
physicd or mental state where @ntinuation of the experiments becomes undesirable.

| recognizethat in the pursuit of certain experiments transitory discomfort may occur. | recognize,
also, that under these drcumstances, | must rely upan the skill and wisdom of the physician
supervising the experiment to institute whatever medicd or surgicd measures are indicaed. [Emphasis
added.] [118]

The exclusion d any spedfic discusson of the nature of LSD in these forms raises srious doubts asto
their vaidity. An "understanding... that the anticipated results will justify the performance of the
experiment” withou full knowledge of the nature of the experiment is an incomplete "understanding.”
Similarly, the nature of the experiment limited the ability of both the subjed to request its request its
termination and the experimenter to implement such arequest. Finaly, the eiphemistic
charaderizaion d "transitory discomfort" and the agreement to "rely on the skill and wisdom of the
physician" combine to conced inherent risks in the experimentation and may be viewed as dislving
the experimenter of persona resporsibility for damaging aftereffects. In summary, a"voluntea"
program in which subjeds are nat fully informed of potential hazads to their personsis "volunteg™ in
name only.

This problem was compounded by the seaurity statements sgned by eat voluntee before he
participated in the testing. As part of this gatement, potential subjeds agreed that they would:

... not divulge or make avail able any information related to U.S. Army Intelli gence Center interest or
participation in the Department of the Army Medicd Reseach Voluntee Program to any individual,
nation, organization, business asociation, or other group or entity, not officially authorized to recave
such information.

| understand that any adion contrary to the provisions of this gatement will render meliableto
punishment under the provisions of the Uniform Code of Milit ary Justice [119]

Under these provisions, a volunteer experiencing aftereffeds of the test might have been ureble to
seek immediate medicd assstance.

This disregard for the well-being of subjeds drug testing isinexcusable. Further, the absence of any
comprehensive long-term medical assstancefor the subjeds of these experimentsis not only
unscientific; it isaso unprofessonal.

4. Ladk of Normal Authorization and Supervision

It is apparent from documents supfied to the Committee that the Army's testing programs often
operated under informal and ronroutine authorizaion. Potentially dangerous operations such as these
testing programs are the very projeds which ought to be subjed to the dosest internal scrutiny at the
highest levels of the milit ary command structure. There ae numerous examples of inadequate review,
partial consideration, and incomplete gproval in the administration of these programs.

When the first Army program to use LSD on American soldiersin "field stations" was authorized in
May 1955 the Arm violated its own procedures in dotaining approval. Under Army Chief of Staff
Memorandum 385, such proposals were to be personally approved by the Searetary of the Army.
Although the plan was submitted to him on April 26, 1956, the Seaetary issued nowritten
authorization for the projed, and there is no evidencethat he ather reviewed or approved the plan.
Lessthan a month later, the Army Chief of Staff issued a memorandum authorizing the tests. [120]

Subsequent testing of LSD under Materia Testing Program EA 1729 operated generally under this
authorization. When the plans for this testing were originally discussed in ealy 1938 by officials of the
Army Intelli gence Center at Fort Holabird and representatives of the Chemical Warfare Center at
Edgewood Arsenal, an informal proposal was formulated. This proposal was sibmitted to the Medical



Reseach Diredorate & Edgewood ty the President of the Army Intelli gence Board on June 3, 1958.
Thereis no evidencethat the plan was approved at any level higher than the President of the
Intelligence Board or the Commanding General of Edgewood The gproval at Edgewood appeasto
have been isaued by the Commander's Adjutant. The Medicd Research Laboratories did not submit the
plan to the Surgeon General for approval (a standard procedure) because the new program was
ostensibly covered by the aithorizations granted in May 1956. [121]

The two projedsinvolving the operational use of LSD (THIRD CHANCE and DERBY HAT) were
apparently approved by the Army Asdstant Chief of Staff for Intelligence (General Will ems) on
December 7, 1960. [122] This verbal approval camein the curse of a briefing on previous drug
programs and onthe planned field experimentation. Thereis no record of written approval being
isaued by the ACSI to authorizethese spedfic projeds until January 1961, and thereis no record of
any spedfic knowledge or approva by the Seaetary of the Army.

On February 4, 1963, Major Generd C. F. Leonard, Army ACSI, forwarded a copy of the THIRD
CHANCE Trip Report to Army Chief of Staff, General Earl Wheeler. [123] Wheder had apparently
requested a cpy on February 2. The report was routed through a General Hamlett. Whil e this report
included badkground onthe origins of the LSD tests, it appeas that General Wheeler may only have
read the conclusion and recommendations. [124] The office memorandum ac@mpanying the Trip
Report beas Wheder'sinitials. [125]

5. Termination d Testing

On April 10, 1963, abriefing was held in the ACSIs office on the results of Projeas THIRD CHANCE
and DERBY HAT. Both SPT's concluded that more field testing was required before LSD could be
utili zed as an integral aid to counterintelli genceinterrogations. During the presentation of the DERBY
HAT results, General Leonard (Deputy ACSI) direded that no further field testing be undertaken.
[126] After this meding the ACSI sent aletter to the Commanding Genera of the Army Combat
Developments Command (CDC) requesting that he review THIRD CHANCE and DERBY HAT and
"make anet evaluation concerning the aoption of EA 1729for future use & an effedive and
profitable ad in counterintelli genceinterrogations." [127] On the same day the ACSI requested that
the CDC Commander revise regulation FM 30-17 to real in part:

...inno instancewill drugs be used as an aid to interrogations in counterintelli gence or seaurity
operations without prior permisson o the Department of the Army. Requeststo use drugs as an
investigative ad will be forwarded throughintelligence dannels to the ACSI, DA, for approval....

Medicd reseach has establi shed that information obtained through the use of these drugsis unreliable
andinvalid....

It is considered that DA [Army] approval must be aprerequisite for use of such drugs because of the
moral, legal, medicd and pditicd problemsinherent in their use for intelli gence purposes. [128]

The subsequent adoption d this regulation marked the dfective termination o field testing of LSD by
the Army.

The official termination date of these testing Programsis rather unclea, but alater ACSI memo
indicaesthat it may have occurred in September of 1963. On the 19th of that month a medting was
held between Dr. Van Sims (Edgewood Arsenal), Major Clovis (Chemical Reseach Laboratory), and
ACSI representatives (General Deholm and Colonel Schmidt). "As aresult of this conference a
determination was made to suspend the program and any further adivity pending a more profitable and
suitable use." [129]

D. Cooperation And Competition Among The Intelli gence Community Agencies And Between These
Agencies And Other Individuals And Institutions

1. Relationships Among Agencies Within the Intelli gence Community

Relationships among intelli gence @mmunity agenciesin this areavaried considerably over time,
ranging from full cooperation to intense and wasteful competition. The ealy period was marked hy a
high degreeof cooperation among the ayencies of the intelli gence @mmunity. Although the milit ary
dominated reseach involving chemical and bologicd agents, the information developed was shared
with the FBI and the CIA. But the spirit of cooperation dd not continue. The fail ure by the milit ary to



share information apparently breated the spirit, if not the letter, of commands from above.

Asnoted above, the Army Asgstant Chief of Staff for Intelli gencewas briefed onthe proposed
operational testing of LSD under Projed THIRD CHANCE, and expressd concern that the projeca
had not been coordinated with FBI and CIA. Despite this request, no coordination was achieved
between the Army and either of these ayencies. Had such cooperation been forthcoming, this projed
may have been evaluated in adifferent light.

The cmmpetition between the ggenciesin this areareadied hizare levels. A military officer told aCIA
representative in confidence dout the milit ary's field testing of LSD in Europe under Projed THIRD
CHANCE, and the CIA promptly attempted to lean surreptitiously the nature and extent of the
program. At roughly the same time Mr. Helms argued to the DDCI that the unwitti ng testing program
shoud be mntinued, asit contributed to the CIA's capability in the area and thus all owed the CIA "to
restrain athersin the intelligence mmmunity (such as the Department of Defense) from pursuing
operations. [130]

The MKNAOMI program was also marked by afail ure to share information. The Army Spedal Forces
(the principal customer of the Spedal Operations Division at Fort Dietrick) and the CIA rather than
attempting to coordinate their efforts promulgated different requirements which varied orly dlightly.
This apparently resulted in some duplicaion of effort. In order to insure the seaurity of CIA

operations, the Agency would request materials from SOD for operational use without fully or
acalrately describing the operational requirements. This resulted in limitations on SOD's ability to
asdst the CIA.

2. Relationship Between the Intelligence Community Agencies and Foreign Liaison Services

The subjeds of the CIA's operational testing of chemical and biologicd agents abroad were generally
being held for interrogation by foreign intelli gence or seaurity organizations. Althoughinformation
abou the use of drugs was generally withheld from these organizations, cooperation with them
necessarily jeopardized the seaurity of CIA interest in these materials. Cooperation also placeal the
American Government in aposition d complicity in adions which violated the rights of the subjeds,
and which may have violated the laws of the auntry in which the experimentstook place

Cooperation ketween the intelli gence agencies and aganizaionsin foreign courtries was not limited
to relationships with the intelli gence or internal seaurity organizaions. Some MKULTRA research was
conducted abroad. Whilethisis, in itself, not a questionable pradice, it isimportant that such research
abroad na be undertaken to evade American laws. That thiswas a posshility is suggested by an
ARTICHOKE memorandum in which it is noted that working with the scientists of aforeign country
"might be very advantageous' sincethat government "permitted certain adiviti es which were not
permitted by the United States government (i.e., experiments on anthrax, etc.)." [131]

3. The Relationships Between the Intelli gence Community Agencies and Other Agencies of the U.S.
Government

Certain U.S. government agencies adively asdsted the dforts of intelli gence ajenciesin thisarea One
form of asgstancewasto provide "cover" for research contrads let by intelli gence ayencies, in order to
disguise intelligence mmmunity interest in chemicd and Hologicd agents.

Other forms of asgstance raise more serious questions. Although the CIA's projed involving the
surreptitious administration of LSD was conducted by Bureau of Narcotics personnel, there was no
open connedion between the Bureau personnel and the Agency. The Bureau was srving as a "cut-out"
in order to make it difficult to traceAgency participation. The at-out arrangement, however, reduced
the CIA's abili ty to control the program. The Agency could na control the processby which subjeds
were seleded and cultivated, and could not regulate foll ow-up after the testing. Moreover, asthe CIA's
Inspedor General noted: "the handling of test subjedsin the last analysis rests with the [Bureau of
Narcotics] agent working alone. Suppresson d knowledge of criti cal results from the top CIA
management is an inherent risk in these operations.” [132] The arangement also made it impossble
for the Agency to be cetain that the dedsion to end the surreptitious administration o LSD would be
honored by the Bureau personndl.

The arangement with the Bureau of Narcotics was described as "informal." [133] The informality of
the arangement compoundd the problem is aggravated by the fad that the 40 Committeehas had vir



apparent unwilli ngnesson the part of the Bureau's leadership to ask for detail s, and the CIA's
hesitation in volunteaing information. These problems raise serious questions of command and control
within the Bureau.

4. Relationships Between the Intelli gence Community Agencies and Other Institutions and Individual s,
Public end Private

The Inspecor Generd's 1963Survey of MKULTRA noted that "the reseach and development” phase
was condcted through standing arrangements with "spedali stsin universities, pharmacaiticd houses,
hospitals, state and federal ingtitutions, and frivate reseach organizaions' in amanner which
conceded "from the ingtitution the interests of the CIA." Only afew "key individuas' in eat
institution were "made witti ng of Agency sporsorship.” The reseach and devel opment phase was
succeealed by a phase involving physicians, toxicologists, and aher spedalistsin mental, narcotics,
and general haspitals and prisons, who are provided the products and findings of the basic reseach
projeds and procedal with intensive testing on human subjeds." [134]

According to the Inspedor General, the MKULTRA testing programs were "condcted under accepted
scientific procedures... where hedth permits, test subjeds are voluntary participants in the programs.”
[135 Thiswas clealy nat true in the projed involving the surreptitious administration of LSD, which
was marked by a complete ladk of screening, medicd supervision, opportunity to observe, or medicd
or psychologicd foll ow-up.

The intelli gence ayencies allowed individual researchersto design their projed. Experiments
sporsored by these researchers (which included one where narcotics addicts were sent to Lexington,
Kentucky, who were rewarded with the drug of their addiction in return for participationin
experiments with LSD) cdl i nto question the dedsion by the agencies not to fix guidelines for the
experiments.

The MKULTRA reseach and devel opment program rai ses other questions, aswell. It isnot clea
whether individualsin prisons, mental, narcotics and genera hospitals can provide "informed consent"
to participation in experiments guch as these. There is doubt as to whether ingtitutions should be
unwitti ng of the ulti mate sporsor of reseach being done in their fadliti es. The nature of the
arrangements also made it impassble for the individuals who were not aware of the sporsor of the
reseach to exercise any choice dou their participation based on the sporsoring arganization.

Although greaer precaitions are now being taken in research conducted on behalf of the intelli gence
community agencies, the dilemma of classficaion remains. The ayencies obviously wished to conced
their interest in certain forms of in order to avoid stimulating interest in the same aeas by hostile
governments. In some cases today contradors or researchers wish to conced their connedion with
these agencies. Yet the fact of clasdfication prevents open discusson and debate upon which scholarly
work depends.

[1] Senate Resolution 21 direds the Senate Selead Committee on Intelli gence Activitiesto investigate a
number of isaues:

"(a) Whether agencies within the intelli gence @mmunity condcted ill egal domestic activities (Sedion
2 (1) and(2));

"(b) The extent to which agencies within the intelli gence @mmunity cooperate (Sedion 2 (4) and (8));

"© The alequacy of exeautive branch and congressonal oversight of intelli gence ativities (Sedion 2

(7) and (11));
"(d) The adequacy of existing laws to safeguard the rights of American citizens (Secion 2 (13))."

[2] The detail s of these programs may never be known. The programs were highly compartmented.
Few records were kept. What little documentation existed for the CIA's principa program was
destroyed ealy in 1973.

[3] CIA Inspecor Generd's Survey of TSD, 1957, p. 217.

[3a] On January 8, 1953, Mr. Harold Blauer died of circulatory collapse and heat fail ure foll owing an



intravenouws injedion of a synthetic mescdine derivative while asubjed of tests conducted by New
York State Psychiatric Institute under a cntrad let by the U.S. Army Chemicd Corps. The
Committee's investigation into drug testing by U.S. intelligence ayencies focused onthe testing of
LSD, however, the mmmitteedid receve a opy of the U.S. Army Inspecor Genera's Report, issued
on October 1975, on the events and circumstances of Mr. Blauer's deah. His deah was diredly
attributable to the administration of the synthetic mescali ne derivative.

[4] CIA memorandum to the Select Committee "Behavioral Drugs and Testing," 2/11/75.

[5] Memorandum from Robert Taylor, O/DD/P to the Assstant Deputy (Inspedion and Seaurity) and
Chief of the Medicd Staff, 3/22/52.

[6] Memorandum from H. Marshall Chadwell, Asdstant Diredor, Scientific Intelli gence, to the
Deputy Direcor/Plans (DDP) "Projed¢ ARTICHOKE," 8/29/52.

[8] "ProgressReport, Projed ARTICHOKE." 1/12/53.

[9] Memorandum from Chief, TSD/Biologicd Branch to Chief, TSD "MKNAOMI: Funding.
Objedives, and Accomplishments." 10/18/67, p. 1. For afull er description of MKNAOMI and the
relationship between CIA and SOD, seep. 360.

[94] Ibid. p. 2.
[10] Senate Seled Committee 9/16/75, Heaings, Vol. 1.
[11] Memorandum from the CIA Inspedor General to the Diredor, 7/26/63.

[12] Memorandum from ADDP Helmsto DCI Dulles, 4/3/53, Tab A, pp. 1-2. [13] I.G. Report on
MKULTRA, 1963, pp. 1-2. [14] Ibid, p. 4.

[15] Ibid, P. 21.
[16] Ibid., pp. 11-12.
[17] Ibid, 1957, p. 201.

[18] Thusan dfficer in the Office of Seaurity of the CIA stressed the "urgency of the discovery of
techniques and method that would permit our personnel, in the event of their capture by the enemy, to
resist or defea enemy interrogation." (Minutes of the ARTICHOKE conference of 10/22/53.)

[19] Testimony of CIA officer, 11/21/75, p. 33.

[20] Memorandum from the Director of Seaurity to ARTICHOKE representatives, Subjed:
"ARTICHOKE Restatement of Program.”

[21] ARTICHOKE memorandum, 7/30/53.

[22] The Inspedor Genera's Report of 1957 on the Technicd Services Division roted that "Six
spedfic products have been developed and are avail able for operational use. Threeof them are
discrediting and disabling materials which can be alministered unwittingly and permit the exercise of
ameasure of control over the adions of the subjed.”

[23] Memorandum from the Chief of the Medicd Staff, 1/25/52.
[25] Ibid., pp. 2-3.

[26] I.G. survey of TSD, 1957, p. 217.



[27] Staff summary of Vincent Ruwet Interview, 8/13/75, p. 3.

[28] Memorandum of Col. Vincent Ruwet, To Whom It May Concern, no date, p. 2.
[29] Ruwet Memorandum, p. 3.

[30] Joseph B. Treaster, New York Times, 7/19/75, p. 1.

[31] Memorandum for the Record from Lyman Kirkpatrick, 12/1/53, p. 1.

[32] Ruwet (staff summary), 8/1.3/75, p. 6.

[33] Inspedor General Diary, 12/2/53.

[34] Ibid. Dr. Gottleib has testified that he does not remember either the meeing with Helms nor the
Wisner memorandum. (Gottlieb, 10/18/75, p. 16.)

[36] Memorandum of Sheffield Edwards for the record, 11/28/53, p. 2.
[37] Lashbrook (staff summary), 7/19/75, p. 3.

[374] Gottlieb Memorandum, 12/7/53. p. 2.

[38] Edwards memorandum, 11/28/53, p. 3.

[39] Gottlieb memorandum. 12/7/53, p. 3.

[40] Ruwet memorandum, p. 3.

[41] Ibid., p. 4.

[42] Lashbrook memorandum, 12/7/53, p. 1.

[43] Staff summary of Dr. Harold Abramson interview, 7/29/75, p. 2.
[44] Lashbrook memorandum, 12/7/53, P. 3.

[45] Abramson memorandum, 12/4/53.

[46] Lashbrook memorandum, 12/7/53, p. 3.

[47] Ibid., p. 4.

[48] Ibid.

[49] CIA Field Office Report, 12/3/53, p. 3.

[50] Ruwet Memorandum, p. 11.

[51] CIA Field Office Report, 12/3/53, p. 3.

[52] Ibid.

[53] Memorandum from the General Counsel to the Inspedor General. 1/4/54.

[54] Memorandum from DCI to Chief, Technicd Operations, TSS, 2/12/54.



[55] Memorandum from DCI to Sidney Gottlieb, 2/12/54.
[56] Note from DDCI to Richard Helms, 2/13/54.

[57] The 1963 |G Report, which described the projed involving the surreptitious administration of
LSD, placel the projed beginning In 1955. Other CIA documents reved that it wasin existence &
ealy as February 1954. The CIA hastold the Committeethat the projed began in 1953 and that the
experiment which led to Dr. Olson's deah was part of the projed.

[58] Memorandum from ADDP itemsto DOI Dulles, 4/3/53, tab A, p. 2.

[59] Memorandum from DCI to Sidney Gottlieb, 2/12/54; and memorandum from DCI to Chief of
operations, TSS 2/12/54.

[60] Memorandum to Inspedor General from Chief, Inspedion and Review, on Subprojed #3 o
MKULTRA, 2/10/54.

[61] 1G Report on MKULTRA, 198
[62] Ibid., p. 12.

[63] Ibid. According to the IG's survey in 1963, physicians asociated with MKULTRA could be made
avail able in an emergency.

[64] The Technicd Services Division which was resporsible for the operational use of LSD abroad
took the position that "no ptysical examination d the subjed isrequired prior to administration o
[LSD] by TSStrained personnel. A physician need not be present. Thereis no danger medicdly in the
use of this material as handled by TSStrained personnel." The Office of Medicd Services had taken
the position that LSD was "medically dangerous.” Both the Office of Seaurity and the Office of
Medicd Services argued that LSD "shoud not be administered unlessprecaled by a medicd
examination... and should be aministered only by or in the presence of a physician who hed studied it
anditseffed." (Memorandum from James Angleton, Chief, Counterintelli gence Staff to Chief of
Operations, 12/12/57, pp. 1-2.

[65] Physicians might be cdl ed with the hope that they would make a diagnasis of mental bregkdown
which would be useful in discrediting the individual who was the subjed of the CIA interest.

[66] Memorandum for the Record prepared by the Inspedor General, 5/15/63, p. 1.
[67] Ibid., p. 2.

[68] Memorandum from DDP Helms to DDCI Carter, 12/17/63.

[69] Memorandum from DDP Helms to DCI, 6/9/64, p. 3.

[70] Ibid., 11/9/64, p. 1.

[71] Ibid., pp. 1-2.

[72] Ibid., p. 2.

[73] Ibid.

[74] Sedion 2(9) of S. Res. 21 ingtructs the Committeeto examine: the "extent to which United States
intelli gence aencies are governed by Exeautive Orders, rules, or regulations either published or
seqet.”

[75] Richard Helms testimony, 9/11/75, p. 5.

Many Agency documents recording confidential relationships with individuals and organizations are



retained without public disclosure. Moreover, in the cae of MKULTRA the CIA had spent milli ons of
doll ars developing both materials and delivery systems which could be used hy the Clandestine
Services; the reconstruction of the research and development program would be difficult if not
impossble, withou the documents, and at least one assstant to Dr. Gottlieb protested against the
document destruction an those grounds.

[76] Clandestine Services Ingtitution (CSl) 70-10. When asked by the Seled Committee dou the
regularity of the procedure by which he aithorized Dr. Gottlieb to destroy the MKULTRA records,
Helms responckd:

"Well, that's hard to say whether it would be part of the regular procedure or nat, because the record
destruction program is condicted acording to a cetain pattern. There's aregular record destruction
pattern in the Agency monitored by certain people and done a cetain way. So that anything outside of
that, | suppose, would have been unusual. In other words, there were documents being destroyed
becaise somebody had raised this spedfic isaue rather than becaise they were encompassed in the
regular records destruction program. So | think the answer to your question is probably yes." (Helms
testimony, 9/11/75, p. 6.)

[77] Even prior to the destruction o documents, the MKULTRA records were far from complete. As
the Inspedor General noted in 1963:

"Files are notably incomplete, poorly organized, and ladking in evaluative statements that might give
perspedive to management palicies over time. A substantial portion of the MKULTRA reaord appeas
to rest in the memories of the principa officers andistherefore dmost certain to be lost with their
departures.” (1G Report on MKULTRA, p. 23.)

[78] Memorandum from ADDP Helmsto DCI Dulles, 4/3/53, Tab. A, p. 2.

[79] Memorandum from I G to Chief, TSD, 11/8/63, as quoted in memorandum from Chief, Audit
Branch.

[80] The memorandum suggested that administrative exclusions, becaise of the importance of such
dedsions, should require the personal approval of the Deputy Diredor of Central Intelligenceon an
individual case basis. Present CIA pdlicy isthat only the DCI can authorize cetain exemptions from
regulations.

[81] Sidney Gottlieb testimony, 10/18/75, Heaings, Vol. 1, p. 51.
[82] IG Report on MKULTRA, 1963, p. 14.

[83] According to an asdstant to Dr. Gottlieb, there were annual briefings of the DCI and the DDP on
MKULTRA by the Chief of TSD or his deputy. However, aNay 15, 1963 Memorandum for the
Reaord from the Inspedor General noted that Mr. McCone had na been briefed in detail about the
program. Mr. McCone's Exeautive Officer, Walter Elder, testified that it was "perfedly apparent to
me" that neither Mr. McCone nor General Carter, then the DDCI, was aware of the surreptitious
administration projea "or if they had been briefed they had not understoodit.” (Elder, 12/18/75, p. 13.)
Mr. McCone testified that lie "did not know" whether he talked to anyone @ou the projed but that no
one had told him about it in away that "would have turned on all the lights." (John McCone testimony,
2/3/76, p. 10.)

[84] According to Elder's testimony, "no Deputy Diredor, to my knowledge, has ever been briefed or
wasit ever thought necessary to brief them to the extent to which youwould brief the Direcor."

[85] IG Memorandum for the Record. 5/15/63.
On the question o authorization of the cvert testing program, Elder testified as foll ows:

"But my reasonable judgment is that this was considered to bein the aeaof continuing approval,
having once been approved by the Diredor."

The theory of authorization carrying over from one alministration to the next seems particularly
inappropriate for lessvisible, highly sensiti ve operations which, unlessbrought to his attention by



subardinates, would nd come to the dtention o the Diredor.

[86] Mr. Elder was asked whether the processof bringing forward a description of adions by the
Agency in getting approval through the ésence of disagreement was a ammon ore. He responded, "It
was not uncommon.... The more sensiti ve the projed the more likely it would lean toward being a
common pradice based on the neal to ke the written record to a minimum.”

[87] Nathan Gordan testimony, 9/16/75, Heaings, Vol. 1.
[88] 1957 IG Report.

[89] Gottlieb, 10/18/75, p. 28.

[90] The IG'sreport on MKULTRA in 1963 stated:

"The original charter documents edfied that TSD maintain exading control of MKULTRA
adivities. in so ddng, however, TSD has pursued a phil osophy of minimum documentation in keeping
with the high sensitivity of some of the projeds. Some fil es were found to present areasonably
complete record, including most sensiti ve matters, whil e others with parallel objedives contained little
or no data & al. Thelad of consistent records preduded use of routine inspedion procedures and
raised avariety of questions concerning management and fiscd controls.”

[91] CIA, Inspector General's report on TSD, 1957, p. 217.

[92] Even after the Inspector came upon it the |G did not perform a complete investigation d it. It was
discovered at the end of an extensive survey of TSD and the Inspedor was in the processof being
transferred to ancther post within the Agency.

[93] Testimony of CIA officer, 11/21/75, p. 14.

[94] The one set of minutes from a QKHILL TOP meeting indicated that individuals in the Office of
Medicd Services gressed the need for more mntad.

[95] When asked why information on the surreptitious administration o LSD was not presented to the
ARTICHOKE committee, Dr. Gottlieb responded: "I imagine the only reason would have been a
concern for broadening the avarenessof its existence”

[96] CIA Officer, 11/21/75, p. 14

[97] IG Survey of TSD, 1957, p. 217.

[98] Ibid.

[99] USAINTC staff study, "Material Testing Program, EA 1729," 10/15/59, p. 4.

[10Q] This same USAINTC study cited "A 1952 (several years prior to initial U.S. interest in LSD-25)
report that the Soviets purchased alarge quantity of LSD-25 from the Sandoz Company in 1951,
reputed to be sufficient for 50 milli on doses." (Ibid., p. 16.)

[101] Inspecor General of the Army Report. "Use of Volunteasin Chemicd Agent Reseach,”
3/10/76, p. 138.

[102] USAINTC staff study, "Material Testing Program EA 1729," 10/15/59, p. 4.
[103] Ibid, p. 4.

[104] Ibid, p. 25.



[109] Ibid.

[106] Ibid, p. 6

[107] Mehovsky Faa Shed, 12/9/60, p. 1.

[109] Ibid, p. 2.

[109] SPT Trip Report, Operation THIRD CHANCE, 9/6/61, p. 5.

[110] Ibid, pp. 17-18.

[111] Ibid, p. 13.

[112) "DERBY HAT" Medicd and Pharmaalogicd Report: Case #1, 9/20/62, 1). p. D10-2.
[113] Ibid., p. D10-3.

[115) SPT Trip Report, Operation THIRD CHANCE, 7/25/61, p. 1.

[116] USAINTC staff study, Material Testing Program EA 1729," 10/15/59, p. 26.
[118] Sample voluntee consent form.

[119] Sample Voluntee Seaurity Statement.

[120Q] Inspedor General of the Army Report, "Use of Volunteesin Chemicd Agent Reseach,”
3/10/76, p. 109.

[121] Ibid, pp. 135, 137, 138.

[122] Mehovsky Fad Shee, 12/9/60.

[123] Memorandum from Leonard to Wheder, 2/4/63.

[124] SGS memorandum to Whedler through Hamlett, 2/5/63.
[125] Ibid.

[126] Mg]. F. Barnett, memorandum for the record, 8/12/63.
[127] Yamaki memorandum for the record, 7/16/63.

[128] Ibid.

[129] Undated ASCI memorandum, p. 2.

[130] Memorandum from the DDP to the DCI, 11/9/64, p. 2.
[131] ARTICHOKE Memorandum, 6/13/52.

[132] IG Report on MKULTRA, 1963, p.14.

[133] Ibid This was taken by one Agency official to mean that there would be no written contrad and
no formal mechanism for payment. (Eider, 12/18/75, p. 31.)



[134] Ibid p. 9.

[135] Ibid p. 10.

APPENDIX B

Documents Referring To Discovery Of Additional MKULTRA Material

[document beging]

22 une 1977

MEMORANDUM FOR: Deputy Diredor of Central Intelli gence

THROUGH: Deputy Director for Science and Techndogy

SUBJECT: Request for Guidance on Handling Recantly Locaed MKULTRA Materia

1. (U/AIUO) This memorandum is to advise you that additional MKULTRA documents have been
discovered and to oltain your approval for follow-on adions required. Paragraph 7 contains a
recommended course of adion.

2. (U/AIUO) As aresult of John Marks FOIA request (F-76-374), al of the MKULTRA material in
OTS possesdon was reviewed for possble release to him. Following that review, the OTS material in
the Retired Records Center was seached. It was during that latter search that the subprojea files were
located among the retired records of the OTS Budget and Fiscd Sedion. These fil es were not
discovered ealier asthe ealier seaches were limited to the examination d the adive andretired
reqords of those branches considered most likely to have generated or have had accessto MKULTRA
documents. Those branches included: Chemistry, Biologicd, Behavioral Activities, and Contrads
Management. Because Dr. Gottlieb retrieved and destroyed all the MKULTRA documents he was able
to locae, it isnot surprising that the ealier seach for MKULTRA documents, direded at areas where
they were most likely to be found, was unsuccessful. The purpose of establi shing the MKULTRA
mechanism was to limit knowledge of the sensitive work being performed to those with an absolute
neel to know. If those precepts had been foll owed, the recently found B& F files shoud have contained
only financia and administrative documents. (In retrosped, | redi ze that a serious error was made in
not having B&F files and aher seemingly innacuous files ssached ealier.) Asit happened most of the
individual subprojed folders contain projed proposals and memoranda for the record, which in
varying degrees, give areasonably complete picture of the avenues of research funded through
MKULTRA. For your information, the original memorandum setting up MKULTRA, signed by Mr.
Dulles, is also among these documents. A copy of the memorandum is attached.

3. (U/AIUO) At thiswriting, it does nat appea that there is anythingin these newly located fil es that
would indicate the MKULTRA activities were more extensive or more controversial than indicaed by
the Senate Seled (Church) CommitteeReport. If anything, the reverseistrue, i.e., most of the nealy
200 subprojeds are innocuous. Thus, the overview of MKULTRA is esentialy unchanged. With two
exceptions, the projed find fill sin some of the missing detail s.

4. (U/AIUO) One of these exceptions is Subprojed Number 45 which concerns an adivity that shoud
have been reported ealier. That projed deds with the search for aknockout drug which was
concomitant with, and a by-product of, cancer reseach at amajor university. It is believed that an
objedive realing of that projed would demonstrate the search for knockout materials and anesthetics
were ompatible adivities. However, the reseach proposal stated that "chemicd agents... will be
subjeded to clinicd screening... on advanced cancer patients'.

5. (C) Subprojed Number 55 contains full detail s of CIA's contribution of $375,000 to the [deletion]
Building Fund. The Agency was then involved in drug research programs, many of which were being
conducted by [deletion] whose faciliti es were inadequate. In order to fadlit ate the ongoing research
programs, it was dedded to expedite the buil ding program by contributing to it through a mechanism
that was also being used to fund some of the research projeds.

The mntribution could be controversia in that it was made through a mecdhanism meking it appea to
be aprivate donation. Private donations qualified for, and [deletion] receved, an equal amourt of



Federal matching funds. A letter from the Office of General Counsel dated 21 February 1954 attesting
to the legdlity of thisfundng isin thefile.

6. (U/AIUO) The Legidative Counsel has been made avare of the existence of these alditi onal
MKULTRA documents which are still under review and sanitation. The MARKS caseisin liti gation
andwe ae coommitted to advise Mr. Marks of the existence of these files shortly, and to deliver the
releasable material to his attorneys by 31 July. A letter from the Information and Privacy Staff to Mr.
Marks attorneys informing them of the eistence of this material isin the mordination processand is
scheduled to be mailed on24 June.

7. (U/AIUO) There ae now two actions that should be taken:

a. Release propriately sanitized material to Mr. Marks
attorneys as required by FOIA litigation.

b. Inform the Senate Selead Committeeof the eistence of the recently locaed records prior to
informing Mr. Marks' attorneys.

It is reacommended that you approve of both of these adions.

8. (U/AIUO) If additiona detail s on the mntents of this material are desired, the OIS officers most
famili ar with it are prepared to brief you at your convenience

[signature]

David S. Brandwein Diredor Officeof Technicd Service
[document ends]

[document beging]

The Diredor of Central Intelli gence

Washington, D.C. 20505

The Honarable Daniel K. Inouye, Chairman Seled Committee on Intelli gence United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dea Mr. Chairman:

During the course of 1975 when the Senate Committee, chaired by Senator Church, was investigating
intelli gence adtiviti es, the CIA was asked to produce documentation on a program of experimentation
with the dfea of drugs. Under this projea conducted from 1953 to 1964 and known as "MK -
ULTRA," tests were aonducted on American citizensin some caes withou their knowledge. The
CIA, after searching for such documentation, reported that most of the documents on this matter have
been destroyed. | find it my duty to report to you now that our continuing seach for drug related, as
well as other documents, has uncovered certain papers which bea on this matter. Let me hasten to add
that | am persuaded that there was no frevious attempt to conced this materia in the origina 1975
exploration. The material recently discovered wasin the retired archivesfiled under financial acounts
and only uncovered by using extraordinary and extensive search efforts. In this connedion,
incidentally, | have personally commended the employeewhaose dili gence produced this find.

Because the new material now on hand is primarily of afinancial nature, it does not present a mmplete
picture of thefield of drug experimentation adivity but it does provide more detail than was previously
avail able to us. For example, the foll owing types of adiviti es were undertaken:

a. Pasgble additiond cases of drugs being tested on
American citizens, without their knowledge.



b. Reseach was undertaken onsurreptiti ous methods of administering drugs.

c. Same of the persons chosen for experimentation were drug
addicts or acohdics.

d. Reseach into the development of aknockout or "K" drug was performed in conjunction with being
doreto develop pain kill ers for advanced cancer patients, and tests on such patients were caried ou

2

e. Thereisaposshility of an improper payment to a private
institution.

The drug related adiviti es described in this newly located material began almost 25 yeas ago. | asaure
you they were discontinued over 10 yeas ago and do rot take placetoday.

In kegoing with the President's commitment to disclose any errors of the Intelli gence Community
which are uncovered, | would like to voluntee to testify before your Committee on the full detail s of
this unfortunate series of events. | am in the processof reading the fairly voluminous material involved
and do want to be cetain that | have a @mplete picture when | talk with the Committee | will bein
touch with you rext week to discusswhen heaings might be scheduled at the ealiest opportunity.

| regret having to bring thisissueto your attention, but | know that it is esential to your oversight
procedures that you be kept fully informed in atimely manner.

Yours sncerely,

[signature]

STANSHELD TURNER

[document ends]

APPENDIX C

Documents Referring To Subprojeds
[document beging]

DRAFT

1 May 1953

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD
SUBJECT: Projed MKULTRA, Subprojed 2

1. Subprojed 2 isbeing set up to provide aseaure and efficient means to exploit [deletion] in regard to
the MKULTRA program.

2. [deletion] isapradicing psychiatrist in [deletion] and afaaulty member of the [deletion] His past
positions have included Chief Neuropsychiatrist at [deletion] Chief of the Psychiatric Sedion at
[deletion] and OSSexperienceduring World War 1. He has been of value in the general MKULTRA
field as an overall advisor and consultant, he has been of value in containing individualsin the
[deletion] area and in setting up projeds there, and he has done work himself which has contributed to



the MKULTRA field. His professional adivities and known connedions with the [del etion]

3. Subprojea 2 would include:

a. Miscdlaneous reseach andtesting services in the general
field of MKULTRA.

b. Services asa mntad and cut-out for projedsin the MKULTRA field, primarily those located in the
[deletion] area

c. Monitoring of seleded projedsinthe MKULTRA field,
when locaed in the central [deletion] area

d. Services as agenera consultant and advisor in the MKULTRA field.
4. The total cost of this projed isnot to exceal $4,650.00 for aperiod o one yea.
5. [deletion] is cleaed through TOP SECRET on a mntad basis.
[signature deleted]

Chemical Divison/TSS

[Multiple deletions at bottom of page]

APPROVED:

[multi ple deletions]

APPROVED:

[Sidney Gottlieb signature]

Chief, Chemical Division/TSS

PROGRAM APPROVED AND RECOMM ENDED:

[signature deleted]

For Reseach Chairman

Date: May 5, 1953

Attachment: Proposal

APPROVED FOR OBLIGATION OF FUNDS:

[signature deleted]

Reseach Diredor

Date: May 5, 1953

Original Only.



[multi ple deletions at bottom of page]
[document ends]

[document beging]

[deletion at top of page]

PROPOSAL

Objedive: To study the posshle synergistic adion o drugs which may be gpropriate for usein
abali shing consciousness

Proposal: Allocétion of $1000 for animal experiments, to be drawn onas needed. That experiments be
conducted informally at [deletion] without a spedfic grant, and with appropriate cver.

[multi ple deletions]
[document ends]
[document beging]
[deletion]
PROPOSAL

Objedive: To study methods for the administration o drugs without the knowledge of the patient.
Preparation of amanual.

Method: A survey of methods which have been used by criminals for surreptiti ous administration of
drugs. Analysts of the psychodynamics of situations of this nature.

Proposal: That $1000 ke dl ocated for this purpase, fundsto be requested as needed.
[multi ple deletions]

[document ends]

[document beging]

DRAFT/[deletion]

11 August 1955

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE RECORD

SUBJECT: Projedc MKULTRA, Subprojed [deletion] 2

1. Subprojea 2[deletion]is being initiated to provide seaure and efficient means of exploiting
[deletion] with regard to the MKULTRA program.

2. [deletion] isapradicing psychiatrist in [deletion] and a faculty member of [deletion] He has been of
value in the general MKULTRA projed, serving as an advisor and consultant, contading individuals
in the [deletion] areg and carrying out his own reseach program.

3. Subprojed 2 [deletion] would include the foll owing:



(a) Miscdlaneous reseach andtesting services in the general field of MKULTRA.

(b) Services as a mntad and cutout for projedsin the MKULTRA field, primarily those located in the
[deletion]

© Monitoring of seleaed projedsin the MKULTRA field, when located in the cantral [deletion]
(d) Services as agenera consultant and advisor in the MKULTRA field.
(e) He would ad as medicd advisor and consultant to [deletion] and his[deletion] establi shment.

4. [deletion] will be reimbursed for his srvices and expenses upon recépt of an invoice a irregular
intervals. When travel expenses are incurred through use of a wmmon carrier, they will be
documented and reimbursed in the usual manner; that is, consistent with standard Government
allowances.

[multi ple deletions]

[document ends]

[document beging]

DRAFT [deletion]

2 October 1953

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD
SUBJECT: Projed MKULTRA, Subprojea 16

1. Subprojed 15 is a mntinuation of Subprojed 3, which involved the establi shment and maintenance
of fadliti es for the redi stic testing of certain reseach and development items of interest to CD/TSS
and APD/TSS The fadliti eswere set up under Subprojed 3, and Subprojed 16 isintended to provide
for the continued maintenance of the fadliti es.

2. Subprojea 3 was originaly intended to provide funds for the maintenance of the fadliti es for one
yea; but it turns out that the costs of aterations, equipment, and initial suppli es were under-estimated
in Subprojed 3; hencethe necesdty to establish Subprojed 16 at thistime.

3. Subprojea 16 will be conducted by [deletion] a[deletion] Certain support adivities will be provided
by CD/TSSand APD/TSS

4. The estimated cost for a period of one yea is $7,740.00.
[deletion]

SIDNEY GOTTLIEB Chief Chemical Division, TSS
PROGRAM APPROVED AND RECOMM ENDED:

[signature deleted] Research Chairman

APPROVED FOR OBLIGATION OF FUNDS:

[signature deleted] Research Diredor



Date: 13 Oct 1953

TOP SECRET
[document ends]
[document beging]
[deletion] May 26, 1953
Dea [deletion]

After our telephone mnversation this morning | went to [one line deleted] and opened an acount --
regular chedking -- in the anourt of $100.00 wsing the name [del etion]

It occurred to me that for sake of safety -- if, for example, anything should happen to me -- it would
simplify mattersif | made this ajoint acourt between [deletion] and [deletion] Then, in case of my
absence ill nessor deah you could recover the joint funds without any legal difficulties or monkey
business

The bank was alittl e sticky about opening an acaunt in the eésences of "references” from another
bank, and also found it hard to understand how [deletion] got by &l these years withou a bank
acourt. However, | offered to provide an excdlent referencein agovernment official, a[deletion]
whois[deletion] at [deletion] and that seamed to placde the money-lenders. Theredter, |
communicaed with [deletion] and he immediately wrote areferencefor [deletion] on dficia
stationary. [deletion] aso kindly said he was well acquainted with [deletion] and was pleased to offer
for him asimilar recommendation.

If youthink thisisagoodidea | suggest you sign the Joint Accourt Agreement and the threesignature
cads enclosed and return them to me.

And nav that the acourt is opened | suggest you have funds deposited via Cashier's ched -- or any
other way that seems easiest -- diredly to [deleted] acount.

| ordered chedks printed with [deleted] name thereon and have dso ordered stationary beaing
[deleted] name. | considered this might fadlit ate payment of hill s, etc., by mail.

What with suspicious banks, land ords, utility companies, etc., youwill understand that creding the
Jekyll-Hyde persondlity in the form of [deleted] istaking alittl e "doing".

Seeyou Monday, the 8th

Ragds,

[deleted]

[document ends]

[document beging]

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD
SUBJECT: Projed MKULTRA, Subprojed 23

1. The scope of this projed is intended to encompassall those adivities now engaged in by the
[deleted] inits own fadliti es under the diredion of CD/TSS At the present time the various projeds at
thisfadlity ([deleted] and [deleted]) are being concluded and it is deemed desirable from the
standpoint of seaurity and efficiency to replacethese projeds with a single projed more general in its

approach.



2. The atached proposal from Dr. [deleted] indicates the extent of the investigations that hisfadliti es
will allow him to carry out onthe materials developed in the threeprojeds referred to in paragraph 1,
aswell ascertain other materials of interest to Cd/TSS Dr. [deleted] aso serves as a general consultant
to thisdivision and provides cover and cut-out fadliti es to the Agency.

3. Thetotal cost of this projed for aperiod of one year will not excead $42,700.00.

4. Dr. [deleted] has been granted a Top Seaet Cleaance by the Agency and is fully capable of
projeding the seaurity of the Government's interest in such matters as this.

[signature deleted] Chemical Division, TSS
APPROVED: [signature deleted] Chief, Chemical Division, TSS

PROGRAM APPROVED AND RECOMM ENDED: [signature deleted] Exec [illegible] Res. Ed.
Date: Jan 281954

APPROVED FOR OBLIGATION OF FUNDS: [signature deleted] Reseach Diredor Date: 28 Jan
1954

Attachment: Proposal
[document ends]
[document beging]

The present investigation is concerned with chemicd agents which are effedive in modifying the
behavior and function of the central nervous g/stem.

1- It isproposed to study avariety of known drugsin this pharmacologicd classthat are in present
day use and to synthesize new chemicd agents or to modify existing ones as occasion may demand.

2 - The various chemicd agentsinvestigated or synthesized will be tested on animalsto determine
their aaute and chronic toxicity. Their pharmacologicd effects will be studied by a variety of assay
technics, such as blood presaure determinations, bronchia dil ation recordings, endocrine dfeds, etc.
Complete animal fadliti es will be maintained for this purpose and pathologic study will be caried out
onthe dfeded organs when the animals are saaificed.

3 - Preliminary clinicd investigation will be caried out on the more promising chemicd agents, and
appropriate |aboratory procedures will be performed, such as blood courts, uninaysis, etc. to
determine the dfedivenessand the side readions of the drugs under investigation.

4 - Adequate reports will be submitted of the findings at quarterly intervals.

5 - Proposed budget:

Personnel

Synthetic organic chemist................. $7,500.00 Reseach medicd asociate................$6,500.00
Pharmalogicd asdstant.................$5500.00 Chemicd asdstant.......................$4,000.00 Histology
technician......................$2,400.00 Clinicd technician.......................$3,600.00 Chemicd
consultant............c..........$1,200.00

Tota sdaries for personnd..............$30,700.00

Other Expenditures

Animals, anima maintenance & fadliti es...$4,000.00 Chemicd & laboratory suppies, expendable
$4,000.00 Miscdl aneous permanent equipment..........$2,000.00 Travel, medicd medings,



etc............$2,000.00

Total other expenditures.................$12,000.00
TOTAL....ocoviierrrcrre e $42,700.00

[document ends]

[document beging]

DRAFT [deleted] 8 October 1954

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD

SUBJECT: Increase in the Scope of Subprojed 23, Projed MKULTRA

1. Dueto a mnsiderable increase in the scope of the work undertaken by [deleted] at the diredion of
TSSCD under Subprojed 23, Projed MKULTRA, the $42,700.00 sum originally obli gated for this
work isinsufficient to cover the yea's costs. It is therefore proposed to add $15,000.00 to that aready
obligated under this Subprojed.

2. Thetotal cost of this Subproject for the period 28 January 1954 to 28 January 1955will thus amourt
to $57,700.00.

3. Theincrease in scope responsible for this propaosal consists of the development and partial financing
of two new sources of biologicdly adive mmpounds of interest in the program TSSCD is carying
out.

[signature deleted] Chemical Division, TSS

APPROVED FOR OBLIGATION OF FUNDS: [deleted] Reseach Direcor Date: October 11, 1954
APPROVED: [Sidney Gottlieb signature] Chief, Chemicd Division, TSS

Origina Only.

[handwritten naes at bottom of page:]

1) [deleted] 2) [deleted]

The alditional compounds are derivatives of tryptomine not avail able from any other sources.
[document ends]

[document beging]

25 August 1955

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE RECORD

SUBJECT: Authorizaion for Payment of Certain Expenses Under Projed MKULTRA, Subprojed 23

1. In order to cary onthe work of the eove Subprojed, it was necessry to test the dfeds of certain
chemicd substances when administered to test the dfeds of certain chemical substances when
administered to human beings. Certain of the anticipated effeds involved mental functions which
preduded the use of mental defectives for this particular study.

2. In view of these drcumstances the projed enginea, with verbal approval from his chief, authorized



the contrador to pay the hospitals expenses of certain persons suffering from incurable cancer for the
privil ege of studying the dfeds of these themicds during their terminal ill nesses. The total funds
expended in this fashion amourted to $658.05 and full value was receved.

3. It isrequested that the Chief, TSSindicate his knowledge and approval of this particular expenditure
for audit purposes.

[signature deleted] TSSChemicd Division

APPROVED: [signature deleted] [deleted] Chief, TSS

APPROVED: [Sidney Gottlieb signature] Chief, TSSChemicd Division
August 31, 1955

Distribution: Orig. - TSSCD

[document ends]

[document beging]

21 Decamber 1954

MEMORANDUM FOR: Diredor of Central Intelligence

SUBJECT: Projed MKULTRA, Subprojed 35

1. Whilethe Diredor's gatutory authority to expend funds for confidential purposesis not limited by
law, we believe that a gift of Government funds as sich would exceal the intent of the Congressin
granting that power. However, where agift is made for the expresspurpose of producing something of
value to this Agency which cannat otherwise be obtained and there is reasonable expedationthat the
value may be recaved, the gift may in effead be an expenditure for proper official purposes.

2. 1n Subprojed 35, it is gated that the donationin question would achieve ceatain ends desired by
TSS There seemsto be no gquestion that those ends would be alvantageous, so the main questions
appea to be whether they could not be atained by more dired, normal methods, and, if not, whether
thereturn is necessary and reasonable in relation to the donation.

3. We aein no position to review the requirements of TSSor to appraise the alvantages that would
result from this projed. We do nd comment, therefore, on the value recaved if the projed resultsin
the benefits foreseen . We fed we should comment on fadors aff eding the probability of achieving
thase ends. In alegal sense, thereislittl e or no control. Oncethe funds are donated, the individual, his
foundition, or the hospital could conceivably refuse to work for us or allow us the use of the fadliti es.

4. Pradicdly, the antrol seansto be established aswell as circumstances permit. Certainly, aslong as
theindividua isalive andin his present position, we have every reason to exped his complete
cooperation in the future & in the past, unlessthrough some ad or fault of our own heis alienated.
Even in the event of his deah or incgpadty, there gppeasto be areasonable dhanceof continuing the
projed. If these probabiliti es appea sufficient to obtain an adequate return for the expenditure, there
can be no legal objedionto this asped of the projed.

5. It should be noted that there ae two circumstances which require amnsideration in afinal
determination. As dated in Sedion V, our contribution, by appeaing to be from a private source,
would increase the matching Government contribution by a similar amount which would not be the
ceseif it were known that thiswas in fad a Government contribution also. Secondly, it isthe stated
pdlicy of the hospital to charge the Government and commercial organizations 80 per cent overhead on
reseach contrads, whereas nonprofit founditions pay only dired costs but no overhead. Because of
the ostensible source, our projeds will not be charged averhead. This could be cnstrued as morally
wrongful to the hospital, as normally we would pay the 80 per cent overhead charge for projeds
performed dredly for us, but | believe this can be off set, at least to the anourt of our donation, and
perhaps by the further amourt by which the other Government contributions are increased by our



doretion. In any case, if the project is a proper one and must be performed in this manner, seaurity
dictates these drcumstances and they, therefore, do nd present alega obstade a such.

6. We raised the question whether funds for the hospital construction could not be obtained from other
normal charitable sources. It appeared that there was a strong posshilit y that the individual concerned
could raise alequate funds from private resources, but it was the position of TSSthat if this were the
case we would not obtain the cmmitment from the individual and the degreeof control which this
projed isdesigned to achieve.

[LawrenceR. Houston signature] LAWRENCE R. HOUSTON General Counsel
[document ends]

[document beging]

[deletion]

8 April 1955

MEMORANDUM FOR: Chief, DD/PITSS

SUBJECT: Amendment to Subprojed 35 of Projed MKULTRA

We have noted your memorandum of 6 April 1955 to the Diredor requesting an increase of $250,000
for the TSSR& D budget for this Projed. This request does not affed in any way the mmmentsin my
memorandum of 21 December 1954.

[deletion] General Counsel
[document ends]
[document beging]
DRAFT

[deletion]

5May 1955

A portion of the Research and Development Program of TSSChemicad Divisionis devoted to the
discovery of the following materials and methodks:

1. Substances which will promoteill ogicd thinking and impulsivenessto the point where the redpient
would be discredited in public.

2. Substances which increase the dficiency of mentation and perception.
3. Materials which will prevent or counterad the intoxicaing effea of alcohd.
4. Materials which will promote the intoxicaing effed of alcohd.

5. Materials which will producethe signs and symptoms of recognized diseasesin areversible way so
that they may be used for malingering, etc.

6. Materials which will render theinduction of hypnasis easier or otherwise enhanceits usefulness

7. Substances which will enhance the aility of individuals to withstand privation, torture and coercion



during interrogation and so-cdl ed "brain-washing".

8. Materials and physicd methods which will produce annesiafor events precaling and duing their
use.

9. Physicd methods of producing shock and confusion over extended periods of time and cgpable of
surreptitious use.

10. Substances which produce physicd disablement such as paralysis of the legs, aaute anemia, etc.
11. Substances which will produce "pure" euphaiawith no subsequent let-down.

12. Substances which alter personality structure in such away that the tendency of the redpient to
become dependent upon another person is enhanced.

13. A material which will cause mental confusion of such atype that the individual under its influence
will findit difficult to maintain afabrication under questioning.

14. Substances which will | ower the anbition and genera working efficiency of men when
administered in undetedable anourts.

15. Substances which promote weaknessor distortion of the e/esight or heaing faaulti es, preferably
withou permanent effeds.

16. A knockout pill which can surreptitiously be alministered in drinks, food, cigarettes, as an agosol,
etc., which will be safe to use, provide amaximum of amnesia, and be suitable for use by agent types
onanad hac basis.

17. A material which can be surreptitioudly administered by the aove routes and which in very small
amourts will make it impossble for aman to perform any physical adivity whatsoever.

The development of materials of this type foll ows the standard practice of such ethicd drug houses as
[deletion] It isarelatively routine procedure to develop adrug to the point of human testing.
Ordinarily, the drug houses depend upon the services of private physicians for the final clinicd testing.
The physicians are willi ng to assume the resporsibility of such testsin order to advancethe science of
medicine. It isdifficult and sometimes impasshble for TSSCD to dffer such an inducement with
resped to itsproducts. In pradice, it has been posshbleto use outside deaed contradors for the
preliminary phases of this work. However, that part which involves human testing at effedive dose
levels presents faurity problems which canna be handled by the ordinary contrador.

The proposed fadli ty [deletion] offers a unique opportunity for the seaure handling of such clinicd
testing in addition to the many advantages outlined in the projed propacsal. The seaurity problems
mentioned above ae diminated by the faa that the responsibility for the testing will rest completely
upon the physician and the hospital. [one line deleted] will alow TSSCD personnel to supervise the
work very closely to make sure that al tests are mnducted acording to the recognized pradices and
embody adequate safeguards.

[document ends]

[document beging]

10May 1955

SUBPROJECT 35 OF PROJECT MKULTRA

1. Subprojea 35 as approved by the DCI on 15 January 1955contemplated a financia contribution of
$125,000 to the [deletion] to participate in the cnstruction of a new research wing to cost $3,000,000
exclusive of furnishings and equipment. Agency funds will be transmitted through the [deletion] as
cut-out which will result in one-sixth of the spacein the new reseach wing being made avail able for
Agency-sporsored reseach involving covert biologicd and chemical techniques of warfare.



2. At that time (15 January 1955 [deletion] with CIA encouragement indicated a willi ngnessto
contribute $500,000 to the @nstruction fund. The building fundwas to have been raised as foll ows:

$1,000,000 - Contributed by [deletion] 250,000 - Donation from [deletion] of which $125,000 to be
supdied by CIA 1,250,000 - Matching funds under Public Law 221 equal to the anourt of the two
above contributions 500,000 - [deletion] $3000,000 - TOTAL

4. The Agency's contribution would thus total $375,000. Thisinvestment, together with the equal sum
resulting from metched funds, isfully justified in the opinion of TSSfor reasons which will be
explained by [deletion] Chief, TSS and Dr. Sidney Gottlieb, Chief, TSSChemicd Division. The scope
of subprojed 35 has nat changed sincethe Direcor originaly approved arequest by TSSfor
permisson to spend $125,000 of avail able

[handwritten nae]
Resume of projed circulated to members of [ill egible] at meding on 11 May '55

[deletion] funds for this purpose through the controls and procedures established for MKULTRA. At
the time subprojed 35 was st up within the scope of the TSSR& D program, seaurity considerations
and cover arrangements were caefully reviewed, and the Office of General Coursdl asssted in legal
determinations. With the exception of fundng arrangements, no changes to the program have since
been made.

5. Funds to cover the previously approved sum of $125,000 are avail able within the TSS[deletion]
budget for FY 55 and have been set aside. The TSSbudget, however, lads funds with which to cover
the supplemental sum of $25Q0000, and it is requested that the TSS [deletion] budget be increased by
this amourt. Supplementary funds avail able for subprojed 35 can definitely be obligated by the end of
FY 55.

[document ends]
[document beging]
AMENDMENT TO SUBPROJECT 35, PROJECT MKULTRA

For the Purpose of Establi shing a Cover Organizationfor Highly Sensitive Projedsin the Field of
Biologicd, Chemicd and Radiologicd Warfare

|. Badkground onSubprojed 35.

In January 1955 approval was given by the DCI to Subprojed 35 of Projed MKULTRA. The
documents which lead this approval (including comments of the OGC) are atached herewith as Tabs
2,Aand 3

Projed MKULTRA isthe framework of procedures and controls under which reseach projedsin
certain highly sensitive fields are caried ou by TSS A description of the badkground of Projed
MKULTRA may be found on pge 1 of Tab A.

Subprojed 35 establi shes cover under which the Chemicd Division of DD/P/TSSwould conduct
certain sensitive projeds in the fields of biologicd and chemicd warfare and consists of a proposed
arrangement whereby the Agency covertly contributes funds to asdst the [deletion] in the cnstruction
of anew reseach wing. Contribution d these fundsisto be made through the [deletion] as cut-out so
that the [deletion] would remain urnwitti ng of Agency participation in the buil ding program. Projeds
would later be caried ou by the Chemical Division wsing the fadliti es of the new reseach wing, and
Agency employees would be aleto participate in the work without the University or the Hospital
authorities being aware of Agency interest. Subprojed 35 contemplated the contribution of Agency
fundsto asdst in the cnstruction of fadliti es. Future research work would be caried out through the
[deletion] as cut-out and would be separately funded under existing procedures and controls.

[deletion] and the badkground d [deletion] are described on fage 2 of Tab A. On the same page there



will be founda further description of the [deletion]
II. Building Fund

The University will require $3,000,000 for the six-story additi on to the hospital exclusive of the st of
land, heding and power suppy which are being provided by the University. Under Public Law 221,
Subappropriation 663, dated 26 August 1954, funds are avail able to match funds raised for this
purpose by the University.

When Subprojea 35 was first prepared, it was hoped and expeded that the funds required would be
provided as foll ows: The University has all ocated $1,000,000 to this projed and will assume upkeep
and staffing obligations. [deletion] agreed that if the Agency would provide [deletion] with a grant of
$125,000, the Fund would match this amourt and make atotal donation d $250,000 to the University
Building Fund. At that time, discussons with [one line deleted] indicated that [deletion] would
contribute $500,000 to the buil ding projea on the basis that radiologicd research would be @mnducted
in the new wing and that the construction of the new fadliti es was of interest to that Agency. In
summary, the financial situation wasto have been as foll ows:

$1,000,000 - [deletion] 250,000 - Donation from [deletion] (of which $125,000 was supfied by CIA)
1,250,000 - Matched Funds under Public Law 221 500,000 - [del etion]
$3,000,000 - TOTAL

It was recognized that the Federa contributions of $1,250,000 under Public Law 221 would be
seemingly inflated by reason d theinclusion of the CIA contribution in that of [deletion] It was felt
that the value to the Agency was such that thisinflation of the Federal contribution was more than
justified by the importance of the over-al projea and that furthermore, the inclusion of the CIA
contribution in that of [deletion] was the best means of maintaining seaurity.

Il [deletion]

The original informal commitment on the part of [deletion] was first obtained through verbal
discussonswith [deletion] which were followed up ty an exchange of correspondence between the
DCI and[deletion] Unfortunately at that time [deletion] was fully occupied with the cntroversy
concerning the [deletion] and continued contad with [deletion] subordinates resulted in a dedsion that
[deletion] could na or would na contribute to the Building Fund, but would be willi ng to support an
annual reseach program amourting to $650,000 to $75,000. It is not known whether this change in
palicy was siggested to [deletion] or whether it originated with him. Be that as it may, when the
change in policy became gparent, it was evident that additional funds would be required to complete
the hospital construction.

IV. Suggested Funding.
It is now suggested that the $3,000,000 reguired for the haspital wing be provided as foll ows:

$1,000,000 - [deletion] 500,000 - Donation from [deletion] (including $375,000 supplied by CIA)
1,500,000 - Matched Funds from Public Law 221 $3,000,000- TOTAL

The doretion from [deletion] would thus consist of the original $125,000to be supplied by CIA plus
the sum of $125,000 to be provided by the Fund and a supplemental CIA contributions of $250,000.
Origindly Subprojed 35 requested permissonto make a ontribution d $125,000 to the building fund
and approval was given. This approval is enclosed herewith as Tab 2. The purpose of this amendment
to Subprojed 35isto request permissionto contribute an additional $250,000to the building
construction fund through [deletion] It should be noted that the total Government contribution to the
hospital fund still remains unchanged at $1,875,000. The increase in the size of the contribution by the
Fund isnot out of kegping with ather operations of [deletion] and will not arouse undue @mment
becaise of its magnitude. The originaly approved contribution has not as yet been transmitted to
[deletion] and neither the original contributions nor the supplement would be paid to [deletion] until
funds adequate to complete the projed are made avail able. This condtion was edfied by the DCI in
approving the original contribution.

V. Sourceof CIA Funcs.



Fundsto cover theinitialy approved sum of $125000 are avail able and have been segregated for this
purpose within the TSS FY 1955 Budget for Reseach and Development. Insufficient funds remain in
the TSSbudget to cover the supplementary sum of $250000, and it is therefore requested that the TSS
budget beincreased by this amourt and that the increase be made avail able to Subprojed 35 o Project
MKULTRA.

V1. Comments by the Office of General Counsdl.

Tab 3isamemorandum from the General Counsel to the DCI dated 21 December 1954, commenting
on Subprojed 35, and stating in part that there ae no fundamental legal objedionsif the probable
benefits are considered afair return for this expenditure. The anendment to the Subprojec
contemplates only an increase in funds and in no way changes any other asped of the projed. The
projed has been referred badk to the OGC even though no change in its gructure is contemplated, and
Tab 4 contains his comments.

VII. Justificdion.

The alvantages and benefits acauing to the Agency outlined in Tab A arefelt by TSSto provide
adequate and complete justification for the expenditure of the alditional sum herein requested which
brings the total CIA contribution to $375,000. The most important of these alvantages and benefits
may be summarized as foll ows: (Full er explanations may be fourd in Tab A).

a. One-sixth of thetotal spacein the new hospital wing will be avail able to the Chemicd Division o
TSS thereby providing laboratory and dfice space technicd asdstants, equipment and experimental
animals.

b. Agency sporsorship of sensitive reseach projedswill be cmpletely deniable.

c. Full professonal cover will be provided for up to threebiochemicd employees of the Chemicd
Division.

d. Human patients and voluntea's for experimental use will be available under controlled clinicd
condtions within the full supervision o [deletion]

Subprojed 35 was originally conceived in October and November of 1954, and the ensuing six months
have indicated that increasing emphasis and importance ae being paceal onthe Chemicd Division's
work in thisfield. The fadliti es of the hospital and the aility to conduct controll ed experiments under
safe dinicd condtions using materials with which any Agency connediion must be completely
deniable will augment and complement other programs recently taken over by TSS such as[deletion]

[deletion]

It was originally thought that at least 18 months would elapse &ter the buil ding funds had been raised
before the fadliti es would be finished and could be occupied by TSS This lengthy delay has now been
overcome. When [one line deleted] has raised the $500,000 which his Fund will ostensibly contribute,
he will t hen be dl owed to use existing spacein the present hospital in order that he may build up the
organization which will | ater occupy the new wing. This meansthat TSSwill be életo begin to take
advantage of this cover situation within a matter of months instead of waiting for ayea and a half.

VIl . Seaurity.

Seaurity matters and cetail s are being co-ordinated with the TSSLiaison and Seaurity Officer. Seaurity
of transmittal of the funds and cover arrangements are described in Tab A and remain urchanged.

IX. Agreement with [deletion]

The ayreament with [deletion] isdescribed in Tab A, and the extent of his co-operation and the cntrol
over his adions remains unchanged.

X. Resultant Financial Saving.



Thetotal contribution of $375,000 by CIA will result in an additional $375,000 in matching funds
provided under Public Law 221 It isfelt that the expenditure of these total fundsisjustified by the
importance of the programs which will be pursued at the new fadlity. Even though the CIA
contribution isincreased under this amended projed, the total of Federal funds remains unchanged.
The use of thisfadlity will allow work to proceed under conditions of cover and seaurity which would
beimpossble to dbtain elsewhere withou an expenditure of equivalent or greaer funds. In addition,
by fundng individual projedsfor thisfadlity through the [deletion] no charge will beincurred for
overheal expense. If research projeds [deletion] are openly sporsored by the U.S. Government, it is
customary to pay an overheal rate equivalent to 80% of salaries. However, if anon-profit fund, such
as [deletion] sponsors reseach, the funds granted for the work are austomarily used only to pay for
salaries, equipment and supplies, but not overheal. The Agency thus buys considerably more research
through [deletion] than would be the case if no cut-out were used.

[document ends]
[document beging]
MEMORANDUM FOR: [ill egible]

Herewith the file on MKULTRA, Sub-projed 35, with our comments on the legal aspeds. Whil e there
isnolegal control and there ae catain incidental considerations, there is no fundamental legal
objedion if the probable benefits are mnsidered afair return for this expenditure.

[deletion]

General Coursel

22 Decamber 1954

(DATE)

[document ends]

[document beging]

[deletion] Tab A

SUBPROJECT 35 - PROJECT MKULTRA

For the purpose of establishing a wver organizaionfor highly sensitive projedsin thefield of covert
Biologicd, Chemicd and Radiologicd Warfare

|. Badkground d Projed MKULTRA.

In 1953 the DCI approved Projed MKULTRA which establi shed procedures and controls under which
reseach projedsin certain highly sensitive fields could be caried ou by TSSwithou the necessty of
signing the usual contrads. The gproved procedures apply [deletion] over-all Reseach and
Development budget, and ro additional funds are required. Controls establi shed in the Projed Review
Committee gproval of the Research and Development program (other than the signing of a cmntrad)
remain urchanged, and spedad provisions for audit areincluded. All files areretained by TSS

These procedures and controls were gproved sinceit is highly undesirable from a padlicy and seaurity
point of view that contrads be signed indicaiing Agency or Government interest in thisfield of
endeavor. In agrea many instances the work must be aonducted by individuals who are not and
shoud na be avare of Agency interest. In other cases the individuals involved are unwilli ng to have
their names on a ontrad which remains out of their control in ou files. Experience has shown that
qualified, competent individualsin the field of physiologicd, psychiatric and aher biologicd sciences
are very reluctant to enter into signed agreements of any sort which would conned them with this
adivity since such connedion might seriously jeopardizetheir professonal reputations.

When Projed MKULTRA was approved, it was not contemplated that it would be used for the



establi shment of cover. Over forty individual reseach and development projeds have been establi shed
under this framework and heve been carried out extremely succes<ully, both from technicd and
administrative points of view. The experience gained in handling these projeds has emphasized that
establi shment of better cover bath for the projeds and for associated Agency scientistsis of utmost
importance. Subprojed 35 would establi sh such cover.

II. Background d the [deletion]

The [deletion] was incorporated in [deletion]. It has a Board of Diredors of six members, one of whom
is[deletion] who ads as Exeautive Diredor of the Fund. [deletion] it has Dlicited funds from various
individuals to finance aprogram of basic reseach in the chemotherapy of cancer, asthma,
hypertension, psychasomatic disorders and aher chronic diseases. Since 1951 [deletion] has co-
operated with the Chemicd Division d TSSand aded smoathly and efficiently, both as a ait-out for
deding with contradorsin the fields of covert chemical and Hologicd warfare, and as aprime
contrador for certain areas of biologicd reseach. Projeds presently being handed for the Agency by
the Fund are alministered under the controls and procedures previously approved for MKULTRA.

lIl. Badkground d [deletion]

[deletion] isinternationally known as a[deletion] in the field of [deletion] research and is[oneline
deleted] In the past he has been associated in areseach cgpadty with both the [deletion] During the
war [deletion] served as a[deletion] in the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery in the Navy. Sincethen he
has maintained a cnsulting relationship to the Navy medicd research program, [deletion] is TOP
SECRET cleaed and witti ng of Agency sponsorship of the programs caried ou by the Fund as are
two ather members of the Funds Board of Diredors.

IV. [deletion] Fund.

[one line deleted] has been adively engaged in a canpaign to raise funds for the purpose of ereding a
new clinicd research wing on the existing [deletion] The reseach wing will consist of a buil ding six
stories high, 320 fee long and 50feet wide. Two-thirds of the space will be reseach laboratories and
offices while 100 research beds will occupy the remainder. [deletion] participation in the fund-raising
campaign outlined below will result in his having control of one-sixth of the total spacein addition to
the base-

[deletion]

ment and general out-patient fadliti es. In this effort, [deletion] has ssaured the enthusiastic support of
the medicd faaulty and the officers of the University who have caried the preliminary arrangements
forward to the maximum extent of their resources.

V. Financial Situation.

The University will require about $3,000,000 for the [deletion] story addition. This sumis exclusive of
the st of land and the heaing and pawver supply, which are dready available & the site. At the
present time under Public Law 221, funds are avail able to match fundsraised by the University. The
University has all ocated $1,000,000 to this projed and will assume upkeg and staffing obligations.
[deletion] has agreed that if CIA will provide [deletion] agrant of $125,000, [deletion] will match this
amourt and make atotal doretion of $250,000 to the University Building Fund. This Agency's
contribution will be made under the mnditionthat it will be refunded if construction dces not take
place

TSShas discussed this stuation with [one line deleted] and hes encouraged [deletion] to donate
$500,000 to the buil ding projed on the basis that [deletion] will be cnducted in the new wing.
[deletion] though aware of our interest in the building, is unwitting of our spedfic fields of research
andindividua projeds. In summary, the financial situation would be & foll ows:

$1,000,000 - [deletion] 250,000 - Donation from [deletion] ($125,000 supplied by CIA) 1,250,000 -
Matched funds from Public Law 221 500,000 - [deletion] $3,000,000- TOTAL

Although it is recognized that the Federa contribution of $1,250,000 under P. L. 221is samingly
inflated by reason d the inclusion of the CIA contributionin that of [deletion] adually the value to the



CIA is $250,000 and nd just $125,000, the anourt of CIA's contribution; furthermore the inclusion of
the CIA contributionin that of [deletion] isthe best method of maintaining seaurity.

[deletion]
V1. Difficulties Faced by TSS

It has been generally recognized for some time that the external research adivities of the Chemica
Division d TSSinthefield of covert biologicd, chemicd andradiologicd warfare ae sorely in need
of proper cover. Although Projed MKULTRA provides excdlent administrative and financial cover
for projeds, it does not afford cover for scientific or technicd personnel. MKULTRA has been used
for deding through [deletion] as a auit-out and for working diredly with individuals or private
companies. The use of [deletion] in the future will beincreasingly limited due to

(a) Theincreasing number of people who, abeit properly cleaed, are avare of the Agency connedion
with [deletion]

(b) The feding by [deletion] that the Agency employees contading him (Drs. Gottlieb, [deletion], etc.)
have no cover of any sort and consequently expose him to unnecessary and highly undesirable persond
risk; and

© The widespreal intra-Agency awarenessof the nature of the relationship between the Fund and the
Agency.

Anocther serious problem facal by TSSCD as aresult of lad of suitable cver isthedifficulty in
planning careas for technicd and scientific personnel in the biologicd field. A long-range caee
concept of adivitiesin thisfield inevitably includes proper cover for the individual concerned. The
avail ability of research faciliti es at [deletion] will offer an excellent opportunity to solve many of the
above problems, and [deletion] iswilli ng and able to make any reasonable arangements to suit our
neals. Up to threeChemicd Division employees can be integrated into [deletion] program for work in
the new hospital wing onthe Agency'sreseach projeds. Although caree planning was not a
consideration when planning the procedures and controls established by Projed MKULTRA,
neverthelessthis particular subprojed, in addition to its primary objedive, will be of very great
sendary help

[deletion]

in simplifying and eli minating many of the very awkward and dangerous conditions fadng certain
Chemical Division employees.

VIl. Advantages and Benefits Accruing to TSS
The mntemplated arrangements will result in many advantages and kenefits, including the following:

(a) One-sixth dof the total spacein the new research wing isto be avail able to [deletion] and in turn,
will be avail able to the Chemicd Division d TSS Thiswill provide laboratory and dfice space
technicd asdstants, equipment and experimental animals for use of Chemicd Division personrel in
conredion with spedfic future projeds.

(b) The st of Chemicd Division projeds which areto be caried ou under this cover will be cvered
by funds made avail able through Projed MKULTRA, and projedswill be subjed to the procedures
and controls establi shed for MKULTRA. The funds will be passed through [deletion] as has been done
in the past. [deletion] in turn will either pay expenses diredly or transfer the money to the University
for this purpose. Each projed will be individually funded based on its particular budget, and there will
be no other continuing or reaurring charges for items such as gace fadliti es, etc.

© The Agency's gonsorship of sensitive research projeds would be completely deniable sinceno
conredions would exist between the University and the Agency.

(d) Excdlent professona cover would be provided for up to three bio-chemicd employees of the
Chemical Division d TSS Thiswould all ow open attendance of scientific meeings, the alvancement
of persona standing in the scientific world. and as such, would congtitute amajor efficiency and



morale boacster.

(e) Human petients and volunteea's for experiment use will be available under excdlent clinicd
condtions with the full supervision d [one line deleted]

(f) There would be avail able the equivalent of a hospital safehouse.

(9) It isexpeded that the output of useful results of the Chemicd Divisionin the bio-chemicd field
will be grealy improved through the more efficient use of technicd personnel whowould be aleto
spend more of their time onadua laboratory work.

(h) [one and a half lines deleted)]

(i) Excdlent fadliti es would be provided for reauiting new scientific personrel since members of the
Chemical Divisionworking under this cover will bein daily contad with members of the Graduate
Schooal of the University.

(j) Theregular University library and reprint servicewill be avail able @& a sourceof technica
information.

VIII. Funding.

It is proposed that $125,000 be granted to [deletion]. If approval is granted, TSSwill arrange for
payment to be made under the procedures and controls of MKULTRA. These funds would come out of
the presently approved TSSReseach and Development budget for FY 1955 and no new funds are
involved. The funds would be transferred as a grant to [deletion] In turn [deletion] will match these
funds with an equal amourt and donate atotal of $250,000 to the University as outlined in paragraph
V. The sum of $125,000 would be entirely in the nature of a grant and would in due murse be merged
with the entire $3,000,000 raised for the mnstruction of the wing. The Agency would retain no
residual interest in the building or title to any equipment or fadliti es purchased with this money.

This sngle grant will constitute the Agency's entire participationin the new hospital wing, and there
will be noreaurring abligationsin the form of annual support of the hospital or additional grants.
Transmisson d Agency fundsto [deletion] will be made through previously established cover
channels st up by the [deletion] for simil ar transmittals in the past. The doration an [deletion]s books
will be shown as having been receved from [del etion].

In the future when TSSsponsors snsiti ve research projeds which areto be caried out in [deletion)]
ead projed will beindividually financed through [deletion] asit has been in the past in accordance
with previoudly established procedures and controls using alotted pations of the anua Research and
Development budget. The University will be totally unwitting of Agency sporsorship, and the projeds
to every outward appeaancewill be sponsored by [deletion].

In the event of [deletion] deah, [deletion] will continuein being and any adivities under this project
will be ontinued through [deletion] and will be unaffeded by his deah.

IX. Memorandum of Agreement.

A memorandum of agreement will be signed with [deletion] outlining to the greaer extent possble the
arrangements under which the hospital spaceunder his control will be made avail able to Chemicd
Division personnel and the manner in which cover will be provided and other benefits obtained. No
contrad will be signed since[deletion] would be unable to reflea any of the Agency's contracual
termsin his arrangements with the University when [deletion] makes the donation in question. The
memorandum of agreement will beretained in TSS

X. Seaurity.
All seaurity matters and cetail s are being co-ordinated with the TSS/Liaison and Seaurity Office.

[deletion]



XI. Resultant Financial Saving.

The $125,000 to be mntributed by CIA plus the $125,000 in matching funds provided under P. L. 221
to the Building Fund will be more than dffset in afew years by the savings which will result from use
of this non-profit fund. If areseach projed at [deletion] or other educationa non-profit institution is
sporsored by the U.S. Government, it is customary for the Government to pay for salaries, equipment,
supdies, etc. and for overheal aswell. In the cae of [deletion] the overhead amourtsto 8% of
salaries. However, if anon-profit foundation such as [deletion] sponsors reseach at a non-profit
institution, the funds granted for the work are austomarily used to pay for salaries, equipment and
supdies but not for overhead. The Government dallar thus buys considerably more research through
[deletion] than would be the case if no cut-out were used.

XII. Legal Matters.

This matter has been discussed with [deletion] of the Office of General Coursdl, and heisfully aware
of al detail s surrounding this grant.

[document ends]

[document beging]

9 April 1958

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE RECORD
SUBJECT: Trip Report, Visit to [deletion]
7 April 1958

1. The purpose of this trip was to make arangements for closing out the [deletion] projed. [deletion]
had been gven ample previous noticethat such was likely to be the intent of the visit, and he prepared
himself accordingly.

2. It was explained to [deletion] that it would not be possble to carry over funds beyondthe end o the
current fiscd yea. Therefore dl work would have to be cmpleted and all payments made prior to 30
June. This dealine gproved accetable to him, andit was agreed that | would make my final visit
there to recave reports and attend to final detail son 16 June. [deletion] did not have a @rrent financial
report, but he estimated that funds currently on hand would be @out sufficient for remaining
expenditures. He agreed to send the Society within the next 10 days amore exad statement of current
balance and estimated remaining expenditures. | tried to impresson him strongly that transfer of
additional funds and/or return of unexpended funds must be cmpleted well before the end o the fiscd
yed.

3. Of the 30 cases cdled for in the original design 18 have been completed (but only 4 have been
transcribed from the tapes). In additi on there ae 8 casesin progress(of which two are dready in
interview and 6are worked upto the point of having the lists of questions prepared). It was agreed that
to mee the dealline we would have to limit the design to these 26 cases.

4. It isapparent that [deletion] is © involved in the alministrative problems of the projed that heisnot
paying any attention to the results. Sinceto date only 4 cases have been transcribed there is no way of
telling what is coming out of it. | assuume there were no dramatic readions, becaise the interviewers
would have let him know about them had they emerged. It is posdble, however, that our own analysis
of the data may dredge up something of value, although | am dubious on this paint.

5. [deletion] gave me his usual long involved talk on the difficulti es he had encountered which acount
for the delays. He dso talked at some length about his "experiments" with hypnasis, some apeds of
which are mildly hair-raising. Finally he made quite apitch for continuing some such projed asthis
next yea, "with redistic, spedfic deallines." | told him we would d scussposshili ties after the present
projed was completed and we had a chanceto closely examine the take.



[deletion]

Distribution: 1 [deletion]
[document ends]
[document beging]
[deletion]

July 18, 1958

[deletion]

Dea Mr. [deletion]

The experiment designed to test the dfedivenessof certain medication in causing individuals to
release guarded information has been completed in acordance with the original experimental design,
with the exception that 25 instead of 30 cases were used. This matter was discussed in more detail in
my letter of July 15. Abstrads onall 25 cases, transcriptions of the interviews, Wecdsler-Bell evue
Intelli gence Tests given at the hospital and previously given at this clinic, post-experimental rankings
and evaluation sheds, and a schedule mvering the drug administration have dl been submitted to you
under separate mver.

Enclosed isafinancia statement which represents the final acaunting of the funds all ocated by you
for usein this projed. If, for your purpase, you require amore detail ed summary of what spedfic
professonal services were performed or more detail with reference to travel expenses or any other
item, kindly let me know.

Youwill note, in this connedion, that Dr. [deletion] was compensated in an amount exceedling that
paid to Dr. [deletion] Thiswas occasioned by the faa that Dr. [deletion] spent much time dhecking the
filesand records at the [deletion] and [deletion] Prison seleding cases that might be suitable for our
purpose. It was from the caes sleded by him that the subjeds used in the experiment were finally
chosen.

| have been instructed to write a tiedk to the Society for the balance in the acourt as of today. |
would liketo

Mr. [deletion]
July 18, 1958

delay this matter for afew days. Several checks have been written during recent days, and | would like
to be sure they cleaed the bank in [deletion] before dosing out the acourt. You will recéve a dieck
in the anourt of $1356.26 ealy next week.

If thereis any additiona information required, | will be happy to cooperate.
[signature deleted] Exeautive Diredor

[deletion] Enc.

[document ends]

[document beging]

RESEARCH PLAN



LOCATION

The research Projec will be caried out at the [deletion] located at [deletion] which islocated
[deletion]. The hospital has one thousand, one hundred and thirty-five (1,135) beds. At the present time
there ae one hundred forty-two (142) non-psychatics classfied as criminal-sexua psychopeaths. There
are four full-time psychiatrists and varying numbers of medicd interns; two psychologists; four social
workers; nurses and attendants. The superintendent of the Hospital is [deletion], a witting member of
the reseach team. The institution comes under the diredion d the Exeautive Seaetary of the State
Department of Mental Hedth and any research projed is normally approved by the Co-ordinator of
Reseach of the State Department of Mental Hedth. [deletion] will seaure this approval. [deletion] will
make space available and it is possible for the research team to sleep at the Hospital while carying out
their investigation.

SUBJECTS

The subjeds will be seleaed from the one hundred and forty-two (142) criminal-sexual psychopeths
onwhom thereis an adequate previous investigation including policereports, physicd, psychiatric and
psychalogic organizations and socia histories. The aye range of the subjeds varies from twenty to
seventy yeas and thereisawide variation o intelli gencelevels and social badgrounds.

INVESTIGATIONS
The following men are suggested for the reseach team:

[one line deleted], a psychologist who hes had extensive experiencein examining criminals; has
written extensively on psychopethic sexual deviations; is an authority on pdygraph andinterrogation
methods.

[ore line deleted] for some thirty yeas, a psychiatrist who hes ent hislife in the treament of the
criminal insane and rethinking the only institution [deletion] for the cae and treament for the
criminal-sexua psychopeth.

[deletion] a psychiatrist who hes alarge private pradice At the present time he is exclusively devoting
histimeto psychoanalysis. He has had extensive experience examining criminals. As aNavy
psychiatrist he has had extensive experiencein [oneline deleted] in thefield of eastern cultures,
Oriental psychiatry, brainwashing, etc. He has also done drug interrogation with criminals and hes
engaged in narcoanalysis and hypnoanalysis.

[deletion] a psychiatrist whois on the staff of [one line deleted] and maintains a private pradicein the
field of psychiatry. [deletion] has had wide experiencein deding with criminals going badk some
twenty-five years, including drug interrogation.

[deletion] a physician for the past twenty-five yeas, has been [one line del eted] has had extensive
experiencededing with al sorts of criminals and hes engaged in drug interrogation. Besides his city
position, he dso maintains a private pradicein the field of general medicine.

[deletion] has suggested ore of the psychiatrists from his gaff whoisinterested and has used drugsin
the treament of patients and hes also used hypnasis with mental patients. The reseach asdstants have
not been seleded as yet but might well i nclude psychologists or medics now attached to [deletion]. The
seaetary will be [deletion] present seaetary who will do al the necessary stenographic work in
additionto her present duties.

EXPERIMENTAL BASICS:

Threeteams of two senior professional men eat will be selected. One team working with the seleced
group d patients will use straight interrogation, hypnasis and hypnosis and LSD and hypnosisand a
tetrahydrocannabinol aceate derivative. Ancther team working on ancther group of subjeds will use
straight interrogation, LSD with interrogation and a tetrahydrocannabinol aceate derivative and
interrogation. Later the third team with another group of subjedswill use straight interrogation and a
combination d LSD and atetrahydrocannabinol acdate derivative.

A meding of all the members of the research projed will be briefed onthe drugsto be used and all of



the pharmacologicd and medicd knowledge gained so far in the use of these drugs.
In seleding groups of subjeds for experimentation, the following dbjedives will be sought:

1) Subjedswill be seleded who have denied all egations of various kinds that can be dhocked or
strongly assumed onthe basis of previously establi shed records.

2) Asfar as possble, the adua reseach man administering drugs will note avare of the drug heis
administering and dacebos will be interspersed with drug administration.

3) Precaitions will be taken to neutralize aye, intelli gence, physicd condition, social badground and
any other controll able fador in seleding groups. Administration of drugs will be done both openly and
surreptitiously.

4) Sound recordings will be made of the interrogation and written reports will be obtained in other
cases.

5) Due caewill be exercised in equating methods of interrogation as far as this can be done. The
results of interrogation with drugs and ather techniques will be chedked against existing records and
qualitative and quantitative reports will be kept and reports will be submitted on the basis of interim
progressand complete projeds.

[document ends]

[document beging]

DRAFT/[deletion]

30 January 1961

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD
SUBJECT: Projed MKULTRA, Subprojed 42

1. Subprojed 42 isto be mntinued for the same purpose & when originall y establi shed: to support
[deletion] covert andredistic field trials of certain research and development items of interest to TSD,
andto maintain the physicd fadlities required for these trials.

2. In the past yea anumber of covert and redistic field trials have been succesully caried out. The
results of these experiments have provided fadual data esential to establi shing protocols for a number
of contemplated operations. A continuation of covert and redistic field trials are necesdtated by the
production d new materialsin TSD programs, particularly in areas requiring detail ed knowledge of
the dfedivenessand efficiency of delivery systems. Additional triadls are dso necesstated by the need
for better controll ed "field-type" experiments.

3. The estimated cost of the project is $5,000,000 for a period d six months. Charges $roud be made
against Allotment 1125-1390-3902.

4. Acoounting for funds and equipment under this sibprojed has been established ona detail ed basis
with the auditor and will continue as in the past.

5. [deletion] is approved for TOP SECRET by the Agency and operates under cover for purposes of
this subprojed.

[signature deleted] TSD/Reseach Branch
APPROVED FOR OBLIGATION OF RUNDS: [signature deleted]

Date:



Distribution: Original only.

[document ends]

[document beging]

24 January 1955

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD
SUBJECT: Projed MKULTRA, Subprojed 42

Subprojed 42 is being establi shed to provide for the mntinued support of the [deletion] fadliti es, and
as aich, isa ontinuation d Subprojed 16. Under Subprojed 42, it isintended that the [deletion]
faciliti es be moved from [deletion] to [deletion] These faciliti es, in the new location, will continue to
provide ameans for the redistic testing of certain R and D items of interest to CD/TSSand APD/TSS

2. Subprojed 42 will be conducted by Mr. [deletion] a seaman. Certain support adivation will be
provided by CD/TSSand AFD/TSS

3. The estimated cost for a period of one yea is $8,300.00, starting 1 March 1955.
[signature: Robert Lashbrook for]

SIDNEY GOTTLIEB Chief TSSChemical Division

APPROVED FOR OBLIGATION OF FUNDS:

[signature deleted] Research Diredor Date: 27 Jan 1955

APPROVED FOR ADDITIONAL OBLIGATION OF FUNDS: ($2,089.34)
[signature deleted] [deletion] Reseach Diredor Date: June 27 1956
Original Only.

[document ends]

[document beging]

21 March 1955

[deletion]

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD

SUBJECT: Projed MKULTRA, Subprojea 45

1. The scope of this projed is intended to encompassall those adiviti es now engaged in by the
[deletion], inits own fadliti es under the diredion of TSS Chemical Division. These adiviti es will
take the form of threelines of biochemicd investigation; namely, the arare-like dfed of certain
thiols, the preparation of hydrogenated quinolines and indole dkaloids, and the mntinued study of
diphenolic compounds. In addition to the éove investigations, the present biologicd testing and
assaying techniques will be daborated and lroadened to include cadiovascular and anticarcinogenic
effeds of compounds resulting from the ove programs.

2. The atached proposal from [deletion] indicates the extent of the investigations that his fadliti es will
allow him to carry out on the materials developed in the threelines of reseach referred to in paragraph
1, aswell as certain other materials of interest to TSSCD. [deletion] also serves as a general consultant



to this Division and provides cover and cut-out fadliti es to the Agency.

3. Thetotal cost of this projed for aperiod of one year will not exceed $100,000.00 At the present
time, the sum of $40,000.00 is being committed, the balance of the total to be committed at alater
date.

4. [deletion] has been granted a TOP SECRET cleaance by the Agency, andisfully cgpable of
proteding the seaurity of the Government'sinterest in this matter.

[signature deleted] TSS Chemical Division
APPROVED FOR OBLIGATION OF FUNDS:
[signature deleted] Research Diredor Date: 24 Mar 55
APPROVED:

[signature deleted] Chief TSSChemicd Division
APPROVED FOR ADDITIONAL APPROPRIATION OF $27,000:
[signature deleted] Research Diredor Date: Jun 2 1955
Attachments: Proposd

Original Only.

[document ends]

[document beging]

30 January 1956

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORDS

SUBJECT: Projed MKULTRA, Subprojed 43

1. The scope of this projed is intended to encompassall those adivities now engaged in by the
[deletion] under the diredion d TSSCD. These adiviti es take the form of threelines of biochemicd
investigation, namely, the Curare-like dfed of certain this, the preparation d hydrogenated quinolines
andindole dkaloids and a program of investigation d toxic caebral states. Thislast investigation will
include bio-assay and chemicd anaysis of various body fluids of animalsin which cerebral toxemias
have been produced. It isthe am of this program to endeavor to understand the mechanism of such
states as toxic deli rium, uremic coma, and cerebral toxicity from paisoning. In order to continue the
established "cover" adivities of the [deletion] and to make avail able apool of subjeds for testing
purposes, the [deletion] and [deletion] effeds of compounds resulting from the @ove program will be
evaluated.

2. The atached proposal from [deletion] indicates the extent of the investigations that his fadliti es will
allow him to carry out on the materials developed in the threelines of research referred to in paragraph
one, aswell as certain other materials of interest to TSSCD. [deletion] also serves as a general
consultant to this Division and provides cover and cut-out fadliti es to the Agency.

3. Thetotal cost of this projed for aperiod of one year will not exceed $100,000. Charges shoud be
made aainst Allotment 6-2502-10-001.

4. [deletion] has been requested to submit a summary accourting or a @wpy of the [deletion] annual
audit report be made avail able for the sponsor's inspedion. Also, it has been requested that any
unexpended funds shall be returned to the Agency.



5. Title to any permanent equipment purchased by funds granted [deletion] shall be retained by the
[deletion] inlieu of higher overhead rates.

* other than its adivities as a at-out

6. It was mutually agreed that documentation and acaunting for travel expenses which are normally
reimbursable by the [deletion] shall conform with the acceted practices of the [deletion]

7. [deletion] agreed to comply with the requirements of the Memorandum of Agreement.
[signature deleted] TSSChemicd Division

APPROVED:

[Sidney Gottlieb signature] Chief, TSSChemicd Division
APPROVED FOR OBLIGATION OF RUNDS:
[signature deleted] Research Diredor Date: 2 Feb 1956
Attachment: Proposal

Distribution: Origina Only

[document ends]

[document beging]

1960

The research to be undertaken during the twelve month period for which financial support is requested
will be devoted to the continued analysis of the neural and endocrine mechanism of stressand the
chemicd agents that influenceit. The screening procedures are based largely upan a further analysis of
phases of stressand the influences of this physiologic behavior complex upon bah body and skin
temperatures as detail ed in the acompanying report.

The chemicd synthesis of new compound will be mntinued at the [deletion] under the supervision of
[deletion] and at the [deletion] under the supervision of [deletion] These chemical agents will be
screened for their cgpadty to provoke stressor to suppressthe stressreadionin its aaute or chronic
phases. Animal testing will i nclude pharmaaologic screening and proper toxicity studies of these
compounds as heretofore.

Chemical agents that have been found acdive and within a suitable toxicity range will be subjeded to
clinicd screening on appropriate patients, the initial screening being carried out on advanced cancer
patients. The anourt of money devoted to chemicd synthesis, however, has been further reduced.
Chemica compounds avail able from biologic sources as well as those synthesized in the projed will
be screened, particularly those that are adive in either raising or lowering body temperature.

As heretofore any agents which prove to be of interest [deletion] both on transplant animal tumors and
on cancer patients. This cancer phase of the projed will be mnsidered a by-product of the mgjor
objedive, which will be direaded to the problem of stress

[document ends]
[document beging]

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD



SUBJECT: Cortinuation of MKULTRA, Subprojed No. 45

1. The scope of this subprojed includes al those adivities now engaged in by [deletion], under the
diredion of TSD/RB with the exception of those aitout functions spedficdly mentioned in connedion
with ather MKULTRA subprojects. In general, the reseach effort under this subprojed will continue
along thelineslaid down in previous yeas. These involve the synthesis and pharmaaologicd and
clinicd evauation d compounds of thase chemicd famili es known to have gplicaion in the
psychochemicd and"K" fields. During the past yea important progresshas been made in the aea
related to stressor compounds and the relationship of these materialsto the physiologicd pathways
through which both stressand the readion to it are mediated in human beings. Asindicated in the
attached proposal, the work of the past yea has progressed to the point where more definitive
experiments on the stressreadion can be caried out. Primarily this was brought about by the
charaderizaion d severa new materials which produce stressreaction in humans and the gplicaion
of some new clinicd methods of measuring the extent of the disturbance produced. During the next
yea propartionally more effort will be expended onthe problem of the development of new "knock-
out" types of agents gnce progresshas been slower than is desirable in thisdiredion and because a
new approach to the problem has been worked out.

2. [deletion] also serves as agenera consultant to the Agency, provides srvices of a sensitive nature
onan ad hac basis, and serves as a at-out in procurement problems.

3. Thetotal cost of this projed for a period of one year will not exceal $71,500.00 [handwritten note
above: 40,000.00]. Charges should be made ajainst All otment 0525-1009-4902.

4 [deletion] has been requested to submit a summary accourting or a @py of the Fund's annual audit
report for the sponsor's inspedion. Also, it has been requested that any unexpended funds shall be
returned to the Agency.

5. Title to any permanent equipment purchased by funds granted [deletion] shall be retained by
[deletion], in lieu of higher overhead rates.

6. It was mutually agreed that documentation and acaunting for travel expenses which are normally
reimbursable by [deletion] shall conform with the acceted pracices of the Fund.

[document ends]

[document beging]

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD

SUBJECT: Cortinuation of MKULTRA, Subprojed No. 45

1. The scope of this subprojed includes al those adivities now engaged in by [deletion] under the
diredion of TSD/RB with the exception of those aitout functions spedficdly mentioned in connedion
with ather MKULTRA subprojects. In genera, the research effort under this subprojed will continue
along thelineslaid down in previous yeas. These involve the synthesis and pharmaaologicd and
clinicd evauation d compounds of thase chemicd famili es known to have gplicaion in the
psychochemicd and "K" fields. During the coming yea it is planned to concentrate more diredly on
the more pradicd aspeds of the "knockout” problem. Enough new potent substances have become
avail able lately to make such a change in emphasis worthwhil e. In conredion with this change it
shoud be noted that certain findings made in [deletion] projed at [deletion] which cannot be further
exploited at that fadlity will be pursued at [deletion] in the future. For this reason it may be necessary
to supplement the findings of this subprojed from time to time during the yea due to increases of
scope.

2. [deletion] also serves as ageneral consultant to the Agency, provides services of a sensitive nature
onan ad hac basis, and serves as a autout in procurement problems.

3. Thetotal cost of this projed for a period of one year will not exceal $40,000. Charges should be
made against All otment 2125-1390-3902.

4. [deletion] has been requested to submit a summary acocourting or a wpy of the Fund's annual audit



report for the sponsor's inspedion. Also, it has been requested that any unexpended funds shall be
returned to the Agency.

5. Title to any permanent equipment purchased by funds granted [deletion] shall be retained by
[deletion] inlieu of higher overhead rates.

6. It was mutually agreed that documentation and acaunting for travel expenses which are normally
reimbursable by [deletion] shall conform with the acceted pradices of the Fund.

[signature deleted] Chief TSD/Reseach Branch
APPROVED FOR OBLIGATION OF FUNDS:
[signature deleted] Research Diredor

Date [ill egible]

Attachment: Proposal and Budget

Distribution: Original only

[document ends]
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DRAFT

24 January 1964

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE RECORD
SUBJECT: MKULTRA, Subprojea 149

1. This sibprojed is being established for the purpose of supporting redi stic tests of certain
development items and dHlivery systems of interest to TSD/BB.

[handwritten nae: 31 Jan '64 Testing in stand-down until policy issues (ill egible) at DCI level. OK to
(illegible)]

2. During the course of development it is sometimes foundthat certain very necessary experiments or
tests are not suited to ordinary laboratory fadliti es. At the same time, it would be difficult if not
impossble to conduct such tests as operational field tests. This projed is designed to provide a
cgpability and fadliti es to fill thisintermediate requirement.

3. The adivities under this subprojed will be conducted by Mr. [deletion], an individual in the import
and export business in [deletion] Mr. [deletion] holdsa TOP SECRET Treasury Department cleaance
and a SECRET Agency approval. Heis completely witting of the ams and goals of his adivities.

4. Mr. [deletion] possesses unique faciliti es and persona abiliti es which makes him invaluable in this
kind of testing operation. Mr. [deletion] because of his peauliar talents and capabili ties as well as his
excdlent conredionswith al of the locd law enforcement agencies, will provide aunique and
esential capability. Becaise Mr. [deletion] is no longer resident of the [deletion] area it is necessary
that a suitable replacement be provided in order that a cgability for continuance of our adivities be
maintai ned.

5. The estimated cost of the project is $10,000.00 for a period d one yea. Charges shoud be made
against Allotment Number 41251390-3902. Reimbursement will be made for services rendered.

6. Accourting for funds advanced and any equipment under this sibprojed will be in acordancewith
acourting procedures establi shed by the [deletion] [handwritten note: Administration Staff/TSD]



[deletion]

7. A memorandum of agreement along lines establi shed by previous audit recommendationsin like
situations will be exeauted.

[signature deleted] Chief TSD/Biologicd Branch

Distribution: Original only

[document ends]

[document beging]

SUBJECT: Request for Support of Reseach onthe Mechanism of Brain Concusson

1. Thisisarequest for financial support for research on the mechanism of brain concusson for the
period 1 Feb 1956to 1 Feb 1957.

2. The resonance-cavitation theory uponwhich thisreseach isto be based has been presented in the
proposa submitted to the [deletion] dated 27 March 1954.

3. The program as originally submitted estimated the duration d the program to be from threeto five
yeasrequesting atotal of $72,109 for theinitial yea.

4. At the request of the [deletion] areduced budget was submitted.

5. [deletion], amourting to $24,925, was then awarded to the [deletion] to support this program from 1
Feb 1955 to 1 Feb 1956.

6. The progressmade to date under the eove mntrad can be summarized as follows:

A. RESEARCH FACILITIES

The following research fadliti es have be@ establi shed for
the investigation of the very diverse aspeds of the problems
being studied:

a. [deletion]

A total of 2500 square fed of laboratory and dfice space
equipped with much dof the diversified machinery and
apparatus necessary for reseach in this field.

b. Blast Range

A blast range has been established at [deletion] located
approximately [deletion] of the main laboratory. This areais
owned by the [deletion] andis closed to the public. Three
blast test series havebeen runto dete.

C. [deletion]

Arrangements have been made with the [one line deleted] for



use of their human cadavers. A test area has been assgned
for this

B. PERSONNEL

Both full-time technicd personrel and part-time professonal research personnel have been acquired
and indoctrinated relative to their spedfic function.

C. TECHNICAL PROGRAMS

Following isthe technicd progressmade under the current [deletion] contrad:

a. Spedalized instrumentation and nunerous testing
tedhniques have been developed to obtain the desired
dynamic data.

b. Considerable data has now been obtained supporting the resonance-cavitation theory of brain
concusson.

c. Preliminary accderation threshold data has been oltained
for afluid-filled gass smulated skull.

d. Data has been dbtained on the nature and the magnitude of presaure fluctuations within a glass
simulated skull subjed to either impad or sound waves propagated in air.

e. Initia studies havebean made on the ssimulated gass &ull
attempting to establish the cavitation patterns for various
types of impad.

7. The proposed method and program plan remain the same & gated in the original proposal, except
for the temporary deletion o theimmersion Hast study.

8. The aurrent level of adivity onthisprojed can beindicaed by the most recent bill ing to the
[deletion] for the month of November, which amourted to $4,034.61.

9. In theinterest of efficiency and econamy it is requested that at least thislevel of adivity be
maintained for the coming yea.

10.0 POTENTIAL APPLICATIONS OF THE RESEARCH FUNDING

10.1 Trotter, W. defines brain concusson as: "an essntialy transient state due to head injury which is
of instantaneous onset, manifests widespread symptoms of purely paralytic kind, does not as sich
comprise ay evidence of structural cerebral injury, andis always foll owed by amnesia for the adual
moment of the ac¢dent.”

10.2 Theimplication d the underlined pation of the aove statement isthat if atechnique were
devised to induce brain concusgon without giving either advancewarning or causing externa physical
trauma, the person ypon recovery would be unable to recdl what had happened to him. Under these
condtions the same technique of producing the cmncusson could be re-used many times without
disclosure of its nature.

10.3 First, considering the posshiliti es of dired impad to the head or body, it should be posgble from
the findings of thisreseach program to determine the foll owing:



a. Optimum design d impading devices.
b. Optimum points of impaa on skull or body.

c. Intensity of the blow for the dfed desired.

10.4 In regard to the potential impading devices, there ae ceatain design requisitesthat are gparent at
thistime:

a. Theimpada shoud be delivered without advancewarning.

b. The aeaof impad and forcedistribution should be such that surfacetrauma does not occur.

c. Theintensity of theimpacting force and its duration should
be such asto dbtain the desired effed.

d. The deviceshould be & snall and as slent as possble.
10.5 The spedfic impading devices might take the form of any of the foll owing:

a. A pancaketype dadk-jadk givinga high peak impact force
with alow unit surface pesaure.

b. Conceded or camouflaged spring-loaded impading devices that trigger upon contaa with the head.

(Original and sole wmpy :agg)

c. A projedil e typeimpador such asan air gun wsingasmall
shot filled sadk for aprojedile.

d. An explosive pad detonated in contad with the head or the body.

10.6 Let us now consider the posshiliti es of exciti ng the resonance caitation dredly withou impad.
Thereis considerable evidencethat resonance caitation can beinduced dredly in the following ways:

a. A blast wave propogeted in air. (Blast Concussion)

b. Physicd excitation with amechanicd driver or horn, turned to the resonant frequency of the head.

10.7 A single blast presaire wave propogated in air must have @wnsiderable intensity in order to
produce brain concusson. However, there is considerable evidence (Carver & Dindey) that
modification o the presaure wave can produce profound effeds.

10.8 Excitation of the resonance caitation by using atuned driver at thistime gpeasto be well
within the redm of possbility. The neurotic-li ke manifestations normally associated with blast
concusson could posshbly be induced by this method Use of this method, however, would require
adual physicd contad with the drivers.

10.9 Excitation of the resonance caitation hy tuned sound waves also appeas to be areasonable
posshility. Concentration d the sound-field at some remote point could be dfeded with acoustica
lenses and reflecors. The blast duration would bein the order of atenth of asecond Masking of a
naise of this duration should na be too difficult.



11.0 It would passhly be alvantageous to establi sh the dfedivenessof both of the @ove methods as a
tod in brain-wash therapy. A full knowledge of the method and the resulting sequela should be of aid
to any person forced to submit to such treament.

12.0 Possbly the most significant potential asped of this study would be in the devel opment of
pradicd means of giving a personimmunity, even though temporary, to brain concusson. One
technique that appeas to have potentidliti es involves the introduction of a small quantity of gas,
approximately 1 cc, into the spind cord. This gas bubble would then normally migrate to the ventricles
located at the centrum of the brain. The ability of this bubble to expand under dynamic loading would
be most effedive in preventing resonance caitation from occurring.

(Original and sole @py :agQ)
[document ends]

[document beging]

MATERIAL FOR THE RECORD
MKSEARCH, OFTEN/CHICKWIT

MKSEARCH was the name given to the @mntinuation of the MKULTRA program. Funding
commenced in FY 1966, and ended in FY 1972. Its purpose was to develop, test, and evaluate
capabiliti esin the covert use of biologicd, chemicd, and radioadive material systems and techniques
for producing predictable human behavioral and/or physiologicd changesin support of highly
sensitive operational requirements.

OFTEN/CHICKWIT

In 1967 the Office of Research and Development (ORD) and the Edgewood Arsenal Reseach
Laboratories undertook a program for doing reseacch on the identification and charaderization of

drugs that could influence human behavior. Edgewood hed the fadliti es for the full range of laboratory
and clinicd testing. A phased program was envisioned that would consist of aqquisition of drugs and
chemicd compounds believed to have effeds on the behavior of humans, and testing and evaluation
these materials through laboratory procedures and toxicologicd studies. Compounds beli eved
promising as aresult of tests on animals were then to be evaluated clinicdly with human subjeds at
Edgewood Substances of potential use would then be analyzed structuraly as a basis for identifying
and synthesizing possble new derivatives of greaer utility.

The program was divided into two projeds. Projed OFTEN was to ded with testing and toxicologicd,
transmisgvity and behavioral effects of drugsin animals and, ultimately, humans. Projed CHICKWIT
was concerned with aaquiring information an new drug developmentsin Europe and the Orient, and
with aaqquiring samples.

There is adiscrepancy between the testimony of DOD and CIA regarding the testing at Edgewood
Arsenal in June 1973. Whil e there is agreement that human testing occurred at that place ad time,
there is disagreement as to who was resporsible for financing and sporsorship. (Seeheaings before
the Subcommitteg September 21, 1977.)

[document ends]
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THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20505

Office of Legidative Counsdl



23 Decenber 1977

Honarable Daniel K. Inouye, Chairman Selead Committeeon Intelligence United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dea Mr. Chairman:

During Admiral Turner's 3 August 1977 testimony before your Committee and the Senate Human
Resources Subcommitteeon Hedth and Scientific Reseach, you asked whether any Agency
employees had been terminated because of their participation in MKULTRA Subprojea 3. Admiral
Turner indicated he did not believe any employee had been terminated, but would have Agency
records eached on this question. Our records have been seached and the results confirm the
Diredor's testimony that no such adions were taken.

Sincerely,

[George L. Cary signature] George L. Cary Legidative Counsel
[document ends]
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QKHILLTOP DEFINITION

QKHILLTOP was a ayptonym assgned in 1954 to aprojed to study Chines Communist
brainwashing techniques and to devel op interrogation techniques. Most of the ealy studies are
believed to have been conducted by the Cornell University Medicd School Human Ecology Study
Programs. The effort was absorbed into the MKULTRA program and the QKHILLTOP cryptonym
became obsolete. The Society for the investigation o Human Ecology, later the Human Ecology Fund,
was an ougrowth of the QKHILLTOP.

[document ends]



