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ALFRED MCCOY’S CONFUSION ABOUT HEBB, THE CIA, AND TORTURE

The publication of Alfred McCoy’s (2006) book A Question of Torture implicated Hebb
in CIA-funded research on brainwashing. Chapter 2 of McCoy’s book, “Mind Control,”
examines how Hebb’s research was drawn into the web of the CIA. Although McCoy did a
prodigious amount of research for his book—15 years in the writing—he, like many others,
seems to have confused the work of Hebb with that of Ewen Cameron and others who were
involved in the CIA’s mind-control research.

McCoy points out that the CIA funded research in experimental psychology through the
Office of Naval Research (ONR), the Ford and Rockefeller Foundations, the Bureau of Social
Science Research, and the Society for the Investigation of Human Ecology, “one of the agency’s
main fronts for mind control research” (McCoy, 2006, p. 43). Thus, many prominent psy-
chologists in the 1950s who received research funds from these and other agencies were,
directly or indirectly, and mostly unknowingly, funded by the CIA.

At some date, the CIA “identified three key behavioral components integral to its emerg-
ing techniques for psychological torture” according to McCoy (2006, p. 32). The work of Albert
Biederman at the Bureau of Social Science Research in Washington, D.C., Irving Janis (Yale
University), Harold Wolff and Lawrence Hinkle (at Cornell Medical College in New York) on
“the role of self-inflicted pain in Communist interrogation”; the work of Stanley Milgram at Yale
University showing that “almost any individual is capable of torture,” and the work of Donald
O. Hebb at McGill showing “the devastating impact of sensory deprivation.” The problem is that
we do not know what date the CIA identified this research and how much the CIA was involved
in the research of these psychologists.

McCoy (2006) then makes the following statement: “In silent, sadly eloquent testimony
to the corrupting influence of this research, it is ironic that Hebb, an ethical and erudite scholar,
should be best remembered today for work that made him, in effect, the progenitor of psycho-
logical torture” (p. 33).

How could McCoy come to this conclusion? In order to answer this, I have examined the
statements made by McCoy and many of the archives, memoirs, records, and books relevant
to Hebb’s research that were available to McCoy. Based on my (incomplete) research, I found
the following problems with McCoy’s treatment of Hebb’s research.

1. McCoy’s chapter is not in chronological order and flips back and forth between the
1950s and 1960s such that it is not possible to determine if A came before B, at the same
time, or later. This makes it seem that Hebb worked with others when he did not.

2. Many of the quotations used in Chapter 2 are footnoted in such a way as it is difficult
to find the source of the text in quotations. For example, I have not been able to locate
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the statement that “Hebb found that ‘the subjects very identity began to disintegrate.’”
(McCoy 2006, p. 35).

3. Some of the references are dubious. For example, in discussing Hebb’s 1954 research,
McCoy makes the statement that “according to a later report in the Guardian …”
(p. 35). But this refers to an article by Meek (2005) that refers to a paper published
by McCoy in the New England Journal of Public Policy. A rather circular reference!

4. Many statements make it seem that Hebb worked with people that he had nothing to
do with. For example, “Hebb’s less ethical successors” (p. 37) implies that they were
working with Hebb. “CIA-funded studies of sensory deprivation at McGill University”
(p. 33) implicates Hebb, when the reference should be to studies at the Allan Memorial
Hospital in Montreal.

5. Other quotations suggest that Hebb was working on the development of torture tech-
niques. For example, in discussing a meeting on June 1, 1951, organized by the Defence
Research Board of Canada, and including Hebb, he states that this meeting “set a behav-
ioral research agenda that led to the discovery of psychological torture” (p. 34). This was
not the purpose of the meeting, as indicated below. McCoy states that there was “CIA-
funded psychology research at leading U.S. universities; periodic conferences to ex-
change results; and, above all, classified Canadian studies of sensory deprivation at
McGill” (McCoy, 2006, p. 35). These events all happened at different times, and this jux-
taposition seems to suggest, again, that the CIA funded Hebb’s work, which is not true.

6. The reference to a newspaper article by Michael Ignatieff (2001) gives the wrong
title. The title is “What Did the CIA Do to Eric Olson’s Father” and concerns the death
of Frank Olson in New York City on November 28, 1953. McCoy’s  footnote 47 (p. 35),
however, makes it seem that this has to do with Hebb and the misquotation of the title as
“What Did the CIA Do to his Father” does not indicate the true nature of the article.

7. Like many newspaper writers, McCoy has confused the work of Hebb with that of
Ewen Cameron at the Allan Memorial Hospital in Montreal. Hebb was looking at the
effects of isolation on cognitive and perceptual function and did his work between 1951
and 1955; Cameron used isolation as one of many psychiatric treatments and did his
work between 1953 and 1961. Hebb’s work was funded by the Canadian DRB and the
Rockefeller Foundation, not the CIA. Cameron’s work was funded by the Society for
the Investigation of Human Ecology, which was later identified as a CIA front.

8. Hebb never had anything to do with torture, nor is this what he is remembered for
today. Most people know little or nothing about Hebb’s perceptual isolation work,
which occupied 4 years of his 48-year publishing career. Hebb is best known for the
Hebb synapse, Hebb cell assemblies, Hebbian learning theory, environmental enrich-
ment, the conceptual nervous system, and his theory of the neural basis of psycho-
logical processes. Thus, McCoy has done a great disservice to Hebb, his ideas, his
research, and his students by calling him “the progenitor of modern torture.”

9. McCoy appears to have found the CIA in every psychology laboratory, and while
some of these accusations may be justified, others may not. In order to understand
the controversy surrounding Hebb’s perceptual isolation research, I have organ-
ized the events in this research in chronological order. As this is only a brief com-
mentary, I will publish the full story in another paper.

A BRIEF SUMMARY OF HEBB’S PERCEPTUAL ISOLATION RESEARCH

Hebb’s theories, as outlined in The Organization of Behavior (Hebb, 1949), led him to
believe that intellectual ability (as measured in IQ tests) was a product of biology and experience.
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To study the effects of environmental experience, Hebb (1947) reared rats in an enriched envi-
ronment at his home in Florida, with the help of his two daughters, and showed that these rats had
improved intellectual ability. When Hebb became a professor at McGill, his first students
(Rabinovtich, Rosvold, Hymovitch, Forgays) continued this research, which was funded by the
Canadian Defense Research Board (DRB) between 1947 and 1951. When the DRB met with mil-
itary representatives from the United Kingdom and the United States in June 1951 to discuss the
brainwashing techniques of Communists during the Korean War, Hebb and two Montreal psy-
chiatrists (Tyhurst and Dancey) were invited to participate in the meeting (Cooper, 1986). Hebb
suggested that they might learn about how captured soldiers came to expound Communist prop-
aganda by studying the effects of perceptual isolation. He was awarded DRB contract X-38 in
September 1951 to study the effects of restricted environmental experience in the behavior of
dogs and humans. The dog studies were done by Clarke, Melzack, Thompson, and Heron
between 1951 and 1956 and are never discussed by McCoy. The human studies were done by
Heron, Bexton, Scott, and Doane between 1951 and 1955.

The perceptual isolation studies on humans examined (1) tolerance of subjects for per-
ceptual isolation, (2) willingness to listen to distasteful dull materials, (3) change of attitude,
(4) impairment of intellectual function, and (5) hallucinations and other effects of sensory
deprivation (Cooper, 1986). Hebb et al. (1952) presented the results of their first studies at a
DRB military medicine conference in 1952 and requested permission to present these results
at psychological meetings, but the DRB classified this research as “SECRET.” Hebb’s fund-
ing was stopped by the DRB in 1954, following a Toronto Star newspaper report that McGill
students were paid to do nothing (Scott, 1954), and Hebb submitted his final report to the DRB
in 1955 (Hebb & Heron, 1955). After much discussion with the DRB, Hebb was allowed to
present his research as it applied to human motivation and boredom (Heron et al., 1953) but
was forbidden by the DRB to discuss any aspect of his studies on attitude change. However,
unknown to Hebb, the DRB sent copies of Hebb’s classified research reports to the British
and American military and to the CIA (Cooper, 1986). Hebb’s students published four papers
on their research (Bexton, et al., 1954; Heron et al., 1956; Scott et al., 1959; and Doane et al.,
1959), as well as a Scientific American paper (Heron, 1957). These papers talked about the proj-
ect as research on boredom, and none of them discussed the experiments on attitute change.
Hebb argued with the DRB that all of his research should be made public, but the DRB refused
this request (Cooper, 1986). Thus, this aspect of McCoy’s book is true—some of Hebb’s work
was kept secret by the Canadian government.

EWEN CAMERON’S RESEARCH

In 1952, the Society for the Investigation of Human Ecology funded Dr. D. Ewen Cameron,
a Montreal psychiatrist at the Allan Memorial Hospital, to experiment on perceptual isolation as
one of many treatments for psychiatric patients that he used between 1953 and 1959. Cameron
used techniques such as sensory isolation, depatterning and psychic driving, as well as elec-
troshock therapy, insulin shock therapy, and drug therapy (including LSD) to treat patients.
Many of these techniques were controversial (Cooper, 1986). Cameron used Hebb’s perceptual
isolation procedure as part of his “psychic driving” method (Cameron, 1956; Cameron &
Malmo, 1958) and his colleague, Azima, used sensory deprivation in his “Anaclitic Therapy”
(Azima & Cramer, 1956; Azima & Cramer-Azima, 1957; Azima, 1961). Thus, the techniques
of Cameron and his associates were closely linked with Hebb’s research on perceptual isolation.
One might say that Dr. Cameron was using sensory isolation and other techniques to “brain-
wash” patients as a cure for their psychotic disorders.
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Cameron’s research was funded by a number of grants, including funds from the Society
for the Investigation of Human Ecology. Hebb’s research was linked to that of Cameron in
many ways. They were both at McGill, did research on sensory deprivation, had DRB fund-
ing, and gave papers at the same conferences. But while Cameron used Hebb’s ideas in his
work, Hebb was “contemptuous of Dr. Cameron’s work in the field of sensory deprivation (as
well as his work in psychic driving)” (Cooper, 1986, p. 37).

JOHN LILLY AND THE U.S. CONGRESS

John Lilly began to study sensory isolation at the National Institute of Mental Health,
Washington, D.C., and presented a paper comparing his results (on only two subjects) with
Hebb’s results at a symposium of the American Psychiatric Association on March 9, 1956
(Lilly, 1956). This was more than a year after Hebb’s experiments were terminated and Hebb
had submitted his final report. It is of note that although Bexton et al. (1954) had been pub-
lished, Lilly referred only to an abstract of a presentation at the 1953 American Psychological
Association meeting in Cleveland, Ohio (Heron, et al., 1953). Why did he not cite the 1954
published paper?

Lilly’s research was reported to the U.S. Congress by Robert Felix, the director of the
National Institutes of Health, on April 14, 1956, and featured in The New York Times of April 15,
1956, under the heading “Tank Test Linked to Brainwashing” (Anonymous, 1956). The “tank
test” referred to the work of Lilly, but Hebb’s research was also described in the article, which
stated that “some of the important results of the Canadian experiment are still kept secret by
the Canadian Board of Defense.” This led to much speculation about the nature of Hebb’s
research and to the Toronto and Montreal newspapers reporting that McGill students were
brainwashed in Hebb’s experiments. Hebb (1956) wrote a rebuttal to these reports in which
he stated: “In view of all this, the reports (from Ottawa) do McGill University an injustice in
suggesting that we were trying to find better forms of torture. They also do the Department
of Defence an injustice. What the department asked for, and what we tried to find, was a basis
for defence against an enemy weapon” (page 1).

THE SEARCH FOR THE MANCHURIAN CANDIDATE

AND OTHER REVELATIONS ABOUT THE CIA AND MIND CONTROL

In 1959, Richard Condon published the novel The Manchurian Candidate, in which an
American war hero was “brainwashed” into becoming an assassin. This was made into a
movie starring Frank Sinatra. In 1979, John Marks published a book titled The Search for the
Manchurian Candidate: The CIA and Mind Control. This book was based on over 16,000
pages of CIA documents that Marks obtained under the U.S. Freedom of Information Act
(Greenfield, 1977). What Marks discovered was published in The New York Times on Tuesday
August 2, 1977, under the heading “Private Institutions Used in CIA Effort to Control
Behavior” (Horrocks, 1977). The article identified researchers funded by the CIA’s projects
“Bluebird” and “Artichoke” through the Society for the Investigation of Human Ecology and
other research funding agencies. The work of Dr. D. Ewen Cameron at the Allan Memorial
Institute of Psychiatry was listed under the Society for the Investigation of Human Ecology
as “Brainwashing Techniques and Other Experiments on Patients and Staff.” Hebb was not
mentioned in this article at all.

Marks (1979, Chapter 8, “Brainwashing”) gives an extensive review of Ewen Cameron’s
work. Hebb was interviewed about Cameron’s work, and Marks states: “Dr. Donald Hebb,
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who headed McGill’s psychology department at the time Cameron was in charge of psychiatry,
minces no words when asked specifically about psychic driving: ‘That was an awful set of ideas
Cameron was working with. It called for no intellectual respect. If you actually look at what he
was doing and what he wrote, it would make you laugh. If I had a graduate student who talked
like that, I’d throw him out.’ Warming to his subject, Hebb continues: ‘Look, Cameron was no
good as a researcher… He was eminent because of politics.’ Nobody said such things at the
time, however. Cameron was a very powerful man” (Marks, 1979, Chapter 8, p. 146).

This is what Marks says about Hebb’s research:

For several years, Agency officials had been interested in the interrogation possibilities of
this technique that Hebb himself had pioneered at McGill with Canadian defense and
Rockefeller money. It consisted of putting a subject in a sealed environment—a small room
or even a large box—and depriving him of all sensory input: eyes covered with goggles, ears
either covered with muffs or exposed to a constant, monotonous sound, padding to prevent
touching, no smells—with this empty regime interrupted only by meal and bathroom
breaks. In 1955 Morse Allen of ARTICHOKE [a CIA program] made contact at the
National Institutes of Health with Dr. Maitland Baldwin who had done a rather gruesome
experiment in which an Army volunteer had stayed in the “box” for 40 hours until he kicked
his way out after, in Baldwin’s words, “an hour of crying loudly and sobbing in a most
heartrending fashion.” The experiment convinced Baldwin that the isolation technique could
break any man, no matter how intelligent or strong-willed. Hebb, who unlike Baldwin
released his subjects when they wanted, had never left anyone in “the box” for more than six
days.” (Marks, 1979, pp. 146–147).

Marks (1979) did not link Hebb’s work to Cameron’s, he did not suggest that Hebb was
funded by the CIA, he did not say that Hebb was ever involved in brainwashing, he did not
link Hebb to Baldwin, and he did not implicate Hebb in torture methods. McCoy suggests that
Marks did all of the above. It is, however, noteworthy that Maitland Baldwin received an MSc
degree from McGill University in 1952 under Hebb’s supervision. His thesis was titled
“Functional Representation in the Temporal Lobe of Man: A Study of Response to Electrical
Stimulation,” which was done with Penfield at the MNI (Penfield & Baldwin, 1952). According
to McCoy (2006, p. 38, footnote 54), Baldwin reported on Hebb’s work to the CIA. All of
McCoy’s information on Baldwin appears to come from Marks (1979).

THE ORLIKOW CASE

In 1980, a former patient of Dr. Cameron’s, Mrs David Orlikow, sued the United States
government for damage caused to her as a patient of Dr. Cameron’s CIA-funded “brainwash-
ing” experiments at the Allan Memorial Hospital. Because of the use of sensory isolation in these
experiments, Hebb’s name was dragged into the lawsuit. And because Cameron’s research was
also funded by the Canadian Government, the Minister of Justice, John Crosbie, in July 1985,
asked George Cooper, QC of Halifax NS, to investigate the responsibility of the Canadian
Government in the mistreatment of Cameron’s patients. Cooper’s (1986) report considered the
role that Hebb played in Cameron’s research.

In his review of the evidence, Cooper says the following:

Dr. Hebb’s work is mentioned in this opinion because some media reports, and some
members of the public who have written to the government to express concern about
Dr. Cameron’s work, have referred to Hebb’s work evidently in the belief that there was a
close connection between the work of the two men. Dr. Cameron, being in close physi-
cal proximity to Dr. Hebb, was, of course, aware of Hebb’s work and was himself inter-
ested in sensory deprivation from a psychiatric perspective. So were others at the AMI.
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However, the work of Drs. Cameron and Hebb are connected only in an intellectual
sense; Cameron’s work was not at all a continuation or an elaboration of Hebb’s work.
Cameron was often stimulated by the work of other scientists in related or even unrelated
fields, and sensory deprivation was just one of the new research areas in which he took
an interest. (Cooper, 1986, pp. 36–37)

Once the Orlikow case was made public, however, the newspapers lost no time in link-
ing Hebb and Cameron. The Toronto Globe & Mail (Kashmiri, 1984) states that “Dr. Hebb’s
study had been secretly infiltrated and monitored right from the time it was first discussed in
Ottawa.” This may refer to the presence of Maitland Baldwin in Hebb’s lab or to the annual
reports that Hebb submitted to the DRB.

When George Cooper’s report on the Orlikow case was submitted to the Minister of
Justice, on March 7, 1986, the government refused to make it public. This resulted in a series
of newspaper articles by David Vienneau in the Toronto Star, all of which linked Hebb to
Cameron’s brainwashing experiments. In his first article (April 14, 1986), he states that
“secret documents obtained by the Toronto Star show… that Ottawa financed research con-
ducted by Dr. Donald Hebb, an internationally renowned psychologist, and collaborated with
him in hiding the project under the ruse of military cover” (p. 1). This is clearly an erroneous
statement, as Hebb had no wish to hide the project. Vienneau goes on to say that “the CIA
was also involved in mind-control tests conducted by Dr. Ewen Cameron, a research colleague
of Hebb’s, at McGill from 1953 to 1963” (p. 1). This is also erroneous, as Cameron was never
a “research colleague” of Hebb’s. Finally, the article states that “it has long been rumored that
Hebb was a ‘CIA guy’, but the link has never been proven.” (p. 10). These comments are sim-
ilar to those found in McCoy’s book. Unfortunately, Cameron died in 1967 and Hebb died in
1985, so neither could rebut these accusations.

On April 17, 1986, Vienneau reported on his interview with Dr. James Tyhurst (who was
at the original 1951 meeting with Hebb) that “at the time they met on 1 June 1951, chances
are better than 50 percent that Hebb didn’t know about the CIA.” The article goes on to state
that “if Hebb, who died last year, was not aware of the CIA involvement then, he certainly
was later in his career.” Declassified U.S. documents show he received a CIA briefing in 1963
and that on April 10, 1964, he was given “secret level security clearance.” Whether or not
Hebb knew that he was meeting with the CIA is also unknown, as many American scientists
reported to the CIA, according to McCoy.

It is of interest that although Cooper (1986) found no evidence for an association between
Hebb and Cameron, this report was not made public by the government, and the newspaper
reports about the report suggested that Hebb and Cameron worked closely together. This was
the second time that the decision of the government to classify files related to Hebb as
“SECRET,” resulted in Hebb being linked in the newspapers to research that he had no part in.

FATHER, SON, AND THE CIA

In 1988, Harvey Weinstein wrote a book titled Father, Son and the CIA. Weinstein’s father
was a subject of Ewen Cameron’s, and this book discusses Cameron’s experiments from the
point of view of what his father experienced. He points out that at some time, “My father was
placed in a darkened and quiet room by himself in a special part of the hospital.”

About Hebb, Weinstein says the following:

Even prior to the formation of the Society, the American intelligence services had been
interested in work done at McGill. Donald Hebb was chairman of the Human Relations
and Research Committee of the Canadian Defence Research Board in 1950–51. As such,
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he was invited to attend a meeting of representatives of the British, Canadian and
American governments who at that time were concerned with the ability of the Soviet
Union to elicit confessions from its own citizens. They conjectured that the Soviets were
using some new psychological techniques. Shortly thereafter, Hebb began to wonder
about the use of sensory deprivation as a tool for breaking people down. He subsequently
received about $10,000 a year from the Canadian Defence Research Board to develop
his work on sensory deprivation. Carried on by Hebb’s students, the results were, as pre-
viously noted, quite startling: volunteer students placed in sensory isolation for over two
to three days became depersonalized and unable to think, and they experienced halluci-
nations; they were then receptive to attitudinal change.

This work somehow came to the attention of members of Parliament who heard only
that government money was being paid to students to lie around. Since the results had been
classified, the work was quickly dropped. Hebb stated in an interview that the Defence
Research Board stopped the funding either because of a loss of interest or because of a fear
that it could be “trouble-making.” Hebb also said in that interview that information on
the work was “snatched immediately to some organization in the States.” Although Hebb
himself felt that the work was boring and moved quickly on to other areas of intellectual
pursuit, there continued to be great interest in the subject of sensory deprivation—both
in the United States and in Canada. (Weinstein, 1988, Chapter 9, Web-based book, so no
page numbers available)

Thus, Weinstein did not connect Hebb with Cameron’s research or relate Hebb’s research
to brainwashing or torture. It is important to note the statement that Hebb’s work was “snatched
immediately to some organization in the States,” as this suggests that someone other than Hebb
may have provided the information.

D. O. HEBB’S COMMENTS FROM 1969

On November 20, 1969, Roger Myers interviewed Hebb for the CPA archives. Pages 36–42
of this unpublished interview concern Hebb’s research on perceptual isolation. The transcript is
as follows:

Hebb: The starting of it [the isolation research] was a conference with Solandt from DRB,
Tizard from England and Whit Morton (also DRB) and Haskins, who runs a language lab
in the United States and is a representative of the U.S. Government. Whit had invited me
to come because of something or other that had happened in some conversation we had
had earlier. I don’t really know what other basis there was for my being invited to that con-
ference except that it was here in Montreal. After I went home from that meeting they were
worried about the apparent changes of attitude on the part of the Russian prisoners who
confessed to all sorts of crimes, apparently without physical coercion. They were worried
about the possibility that the Russians had discovered some method of changing attitudes
radically and fundamentally. It occurred to me that possibly one source of such changes
might be isolation that had the effect of radically preventing normal perceptual informa-
tion from the environment on the thought process, since The Organization of Behaviour’s
theory had implied that this was essential to the normal operation. So I wrote to Whit
and told him that if they could provide me with $10, 000 a year I thought it was quite pos-
sible that I could get them some information as to what was going on in this. Well that
was the start of the thing.

The later part—I don’t know that I ever went into it really closely because I found it
too annoying. Campney, the Minister of Defense, had been asked by Davie Fulton, the
Member from British Columbia, what the Department of Defense meant by financing
research designed to find better methods of torturing. Something of this sort was the
nature of the question. [In the House of Commons in Ottawa in 1956] Campney answered
something to the effect “Oh well, we are not really doing this. Once of those learned profes-
sors from McGill had an idea…” (when a Member of Parliament talks about a “learned
professor” you can be pretty damn sure that he is making fun of him and passing the buck).
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I didn’t know what was going on until Ruth Hoyt and Morley Willans from DRB came
down to see me “to make sure everything was all right” and so on. I didn’t know what was
going on because I hadn’t been reading the reports of what had been going on in Parliament
until a story appeared by Blakely [1956]—a Gazette correspondent in Ottawa. It was two
long columns that described the Department of Defense financing methods of torture and
so on. We were trying to produce, according to them, better methods of brain-washing. I
telephoned DRB and said that I wanted a retraction from the Minister to straighten out the
record because he had distorted it. It was the DRB that invited us to do this. We had sug-
gested a possible solution to this difficulty but I wanted a retraction or else I was going to
make a statement. I got a press release and sent it to the Gazette [Hebb, 1956] and the Star
because no retraction came forth. I did my best to keep from making a mess of it but just
pointed out the truth that this had nothing to do with the methods of brain-washing but if
possible to find the nature of brain-washing so that would could then find some defense
against it.” (Myers, 1969)

MCCOY’S CONFUSION ABOUT HEBB

Although thorough investigations into the work of the CIA in funding psychological
research by Marks (1979), Cooper (1986), and Weinstein (1988) each state that Hebb was not
involved, McCoy, like many newspaper reporters from 1954 to 1986 made the spurious con-
nection between Hebb’s research and how it was used by others. Hebb’s research on perceptual
isolation was used to “brainwash” patients by Cameron and Azima, and possibly to develop
methods of brainwashing in the United States and in Britain (Smith & Lewty, 1959). But Hebb
had nothing to do with this.

Hebb was in a double bind. First, the DRB would not let him publish or speak on many
of his results, and the DRB classified his 1952 presentation at the Conference on Military
Medicine and his 1955 final report as “SECRET.” The DRB then sent copies of these classi-
fied reports to the British and American military and to the CIA. It was after this that the
CIA—and the British—took an interest in perceptual isolation, and they may have used these to
develop methods of torture. It is not easy to follow the twists and turns of project X-38, where it
led and who was involved. When news of Hebb’s research hit the newspapers, Hebb was not
allowed to correct the misinformation and was allowed only to say that his research was on
motivation and boredom. McCoy takes Hebb’s silence on this research as evidence that Hebb
was “a CIA guy,” but Hebb simply kept his word to the DRB. He was in a double bind—he
could not report on his experiments and he could not correct other people when they distorted
them and made false accusations.
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