
To: Secretary's Advisory Committee on Human Research Protections [SACHRP]
From: Catherine Ryan
May 18, 2016

Thank you for the time allocated to hear from the public on the critical 
matters of human research.

I feel it is important to put emphasis on the fact that the Common Rule 
cannot supersede the Constitution and not allow due process which includes:

1. Citizens must receive notice of government action.
2. Citizens have a reasonable opportunity to make a case

That fact must be considered when proposed exclusions for Intelligence 
Surveillance Activities and Criminal Justice Activities are considered.
The NRPM states that the rationale for excluding defense or national 
security-related activities is that their mandated missions are

 Field studies- not research and are not designated to develop or 
contribute to generalizable knowledge

 Solely conducted to fulfill a department or an agency’s legal mandate

Under the definition of human subject:
        #2. Interventions includes both physical procedures by which data are 
gathered and manipulations of the subject or the subject’s environment are 
performed for research purposes. 

My question to you is

         How do you define physical procedure and how do you define 
manipulations? Do they include inflicting physical pain?

         #3Interaction includes communication or interpersonal contact 
between investigator and subject:

My question is, 

what do you mean by communication – is it verbal, is it data, wireless 
contact? Does the investigator, not knowing the subject’s name mean 
that the individual is NOT a human subject? Or if the individual is 
accessed remotely, would this too mean the individual is NOT a human
subject?



My issue with these definitions and also with how you would define 
separately “field study”, “field research” and “human research”. I site for 
clarification a current General Dynamics grant* that allows for “field 
research” with directed energy and high powered pulse weapons. Please 
note these are remotely activated weapons upon the human body to develop
and understand the bio effects associated with non-lethal weapons.

These include directed energy, riot control agents, broadband light, acoustic 
sounds, and blunt impact. Under the current definition of human subject, the
fact that these are applied remotely questionably skirts the definition and no
oversight is applied, potentially subjecting human subjects to what can be 
lethal violent force – which I remind you is unseen.

So, I request that you remedy the human subject definition to account for 
current technology. I ask that you include “field study”.

In today’s rapidly increasing technology it IS generalizable knowledge and it 
is foolish to think that there is no crossover into the public sector when 
military weapons are now being shifted from military to local law 
enforcement and Homeland Security.

I and others here have worked to have a collective understanding of all the 
public comments that have been submitted. Because of the organization I 
work with that hears from victims of unethical ongoing human 
experimentation, I am aware of at least 62-67 victims you have heard from 
before the NPRM comment deadline. Their comments have given me a 
greater understanding that it is critical that you act to prioritize protections 
over research.

I plead with you to do the right thing: follow the lead of the Department of 
Energy’s legal counsel which recently stated “the Clinton memo still has legal
effect”. Tighten the rules, guarantee informed consent. And please, do not 
turn from your responsibility – deny the intelligence agencies waivers of 
informed consent, place field studies under the same oversight as research. 
Demand transparency. Thank you for your time.
*
 NAICS Code: 541712 
Federal Agency Name: Air Force Research Laboratory, 711th Human 
Performance Wing, Human Effectiveness Directorate, Bioeffects Division, 
Radio Frequency Bioeffects Branch (711HPW/RHDR) located at JBSA Ft. Sam
Houston, TX.  Awarded to General Dynamics


