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Dear Mr. Shulman:

On the basis of the factum 7n the case of:

LINDA MACDONALD V. HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN

with which you have provided me, and on the basis of my experience
as a medical ethicists, I am able to respond to your request for an
opinion anent the ethical acceptability of the procedures performed
on Linda MacDonald by Dr. E. Cameron as follows:

1. Fact of research/experimentation

I am of the opinion that from the perspective of medical ethics, the
procedures to which Dr. Cameron subjected Linda MacDonald were
experimental in nature even by the standards of the 1950's and
1960's. I say this because the procedures were acknowledged to be
non-standard procedures with essentiaily undefined parameters, where
the purpose of engaging in the procedures was 1nt§r alia to gather
data and to refine the parameters thenmselves. According to the
usual understanding of the term, this constitutes research or
experimentation. This understanding of the terms was current even
at the time that Dr. Cameron was working in this area, and was so

1 See Application by Dr. MacDonald, Tab 14. See also the eva]uat1on by Dr.
Lowy [Tab 11, at 5]:
There can be no doubt that ... Cameron's extreme experimental
treatments were misquided (emphasis added) ... The treatments in
question are primarily the following: '
1. "Depatterning".
2. Powerful psychoactive disinhibiting drugs..
3. "Psychic Driving" ...
the evidence by Or. Termansen, (Tab 12 at 152); the evidence of Dr. Doyle,(Tab
15, at 3); the affidavit of Dr. Joseph, (Tab 16, at 1); the affidavit of Dr.
Weinstein (Tab 21, at 14); the arfidavit of Dr. Salzman (Tab 22, at 1); the
affidavit of Dr. Lifton (Tab 23, at 3 ff.); the general affidavit of Dr. Rothman
(Tab 25).







