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SUBJECT
'

' : .. Usd-tting Application of 152

w .

' 1 .. This is tc advise 7011 that I consider the

unwitting application of LSD is as experiment vith which

you are familiar to be as indication of bad judgr.ent os .•

the part of two raembers of your staff: Jamas H. 2mc
and Dr. Sidney Gottlisb.

t
‘ 2 . The purpose of this nenorandur. is to info—

joxi officially of. this coneIceion and to advice you to

’’take all' appropriate steps to ins-are a thorough and care

-

f*d review within T2S of all enperL-ents. The Dapuw.<

Director (Plans) has been instructed to constitute a

review board composed of the appreprnate occicnaus cron

within the Agency periodically to review T33 research and

experiments,
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Colonil Jar.es H." Dm
Chief, Technical Operations..
Technical Services Staff

Bear Colonel Urtsa?
.
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• : :
Thave personally rarievad the case in vhich"'

;

~

your staff employed the use of a drug cm a group of '
•subjects not entirely witting that such an exparir.er.t

'

was to be rads cn themselves, it ns Tiew hnat ocor
judgment -was demonstrated by you in authorising the ui
.cf this drug on such an unwitting basis and without
prcxisate r.edical safeguards.

• This is to advise you that
responsibility which you held you an
ercroiss greater judgnest than vas i;

• • case* .

.

in the position of ' *

errpected to
dicatad in this

f*'
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Dr* Sidney Gottlieb • * •*.*'. *
,

•'•Chief*, CHeaical Division' * ; . .*•. V. -

' Technical Services Staff •
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Dear 'Dr* Gottlieb: •• r
.

.• "*

1
* ' X have personally reviewed the files .frcn your .

_• office concerning the use of a dreg on an unfitting group •

'j of individuals. In reccrr.euding the unfitting application -

* of the drug to your superior, you apparently did r.ct give . •

sufficient er.phasis to the necessity for nedical collabo— *•

* ration and for proper consideration of the rights of the
individv~al~ta.vhea it vas being adrinisterse- This is tc
•infcm you that it is ry opinion that you ensreissd peer

.

judgment in this case.
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Sincerely, .
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