Andre-Healy Emails:
These emails come from a series of 85 sent by Linda Andre and 126 sent to LA – in a large number of which she was copied in as a third party.  The selection does not in my opinion disadvantage Ms Andre.  The necessary exclusion of material such as potentially libellous statements about others removes a good deal of bile from the record, and favours Ms Andre.  Some hints of this bile can be seen in some of the emails at the end directed at me.

As the latter half of this correspondence unfolded, I was at the same time the recipient of a great number of emails from several individuals covering just the same issues that come up here – memory loss and brain damage following ECT and issues of consent, and it seemed to me that content from my emails to Ms Andre was finding its way to these third parties.  This led to her being explicitly copied in on emails sent to others.  Attempting to deal with several people increased the difficulty in achieving a resolution of any of the issues.

In addition to omitting emails that dealt with third parties in colourful terms, a number of emails have not been posted because they simply dealt with arrangements to meet, or dealt with matters that annoyed Ms Andre, such as an article in the British Journal of Psychiatry, issues such as statistical power that Ms Andre wanted advice on, answers to questions about Marilyn Rice that I wanted answers on and about Max Fink that Ms Andre wanted answers on, 

The material is organised in 3 Sections:

First – Openings.  
Second – Where has Fink Gone?  
Third – Hysteria & the Scion Foundation

Fourth – Rutgers University Press.

Openings 

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
[unknown], Healy_Hergest

Date:
31/08/2004 06:01 PM

RE:
Update on ECT,etc.

Dear David,

It is hard to believe it is over a year since we met and talked about ECT. I have still got the 3/4 edited interview on my computer---did not lose it in the crash---in case the ECT book is going to be a book.

Speaking of books, your newly subtitled Prozac book keeps popping up as a headliner every time I go on amazon...I don't know how that happens, but good work!  

I did finally finish your book with the attention it deserves. I took out two or three particularly apt quotes which I intend to use in my history of shock book (I will have lots and lots of quotes). And I don't have to tell you that if you had the energy and ambition and willingness to throw your career away, you could write very nearly the same book about shock. The parallels are uncanny even though there are differences that would make for interesting discussion. However I am sure you are smart enough to know that such a book wouldn't be allowed to be published and too smart to waste your time with an unpublishable book. 

To be pithy, let me just ask this: If you were to design an experiment to determine whether ECT causes permanent memory loss (or alternately permanent cognitive disability, let's not confuse them) that would convince Fink (OK maybe not Fink), something simple and elegant like you did with drugs/suicide, what would you design? 

Forget common sense and the ways it can illuminate and answer the memory loss question---i.e., people who are or have been depressed and didn't have shock never forget months or years of their lives completely, etc. The amnesia and cognitive disability doesn't happened to people who were depressed until they have shock and coincidentally, it happens right at the same time----could that be due to chance in every single person??? etc. etc. Let's say you aimed to reach someone lacking in commonsense, like Fink who just keeps saying "mental illness causes memory loss". !!!

What do you think of Fink's book? If his fundamental premise were true---shock doesn't cause permanent amnesia or cognitive disability---it would make sense. People who don't know any better wouldn't find any fault in it, it seems so serious and concerned. But since that isn't true, the whole thing is a crock of horseshit.

Speaking of horseshit, you must have a copy of Sackeim's deposition. There is so much in it to make your jaw drop, like when he casually says it doesn't matter whether 

patients get oxygen or not---"They don't turn blue". It would be an entertaining read, a must read if you are going to write about shock. If you would pay whatever it costs to copy 350 pages and mail it to the U.K., I would get you a copy. (There are also the CDs, but you need to have it all in writing to absorb it, plus it takes five hours to watch them, plus I don't know how to copy them.) 

Let me know---and tell me what you're up to.

Linda Andre
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-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
31/08/2004 21:26 PM

RE:
Update on ECT,etc.

linda

great to hear from you

would love to have HS's dep

and would happily pay the costs of copying and posting

would put a cheque in the post to you straight away

or a credit transfer from bank to bank

the CDs or DVDs or whatever would be great too

if you ever do work out how to copy them

re designing an experiment

this is difficult

in the case of the cardiac surgery problems

it was first argued that the cognitive problems were from a pre-existing depression

then it was argued that the cognitive problems were the result

of the same vascular disease that led to cardiac problems

short of doing a healthy volunteer experiment

i'm not sure how you would do it

but even if you did it

the next response is well so what

isn't this a price worth paying for people who are severely ill

and some people who have had ECT got better and had memory problems

would say yes it is a price worth paying

and others would say no

and i would say the key thing is letting people know about the risk

- proven or not -

and making sure that people who really don't stand to gain from ECT

don't get it

so maybe the experiment needs to be something totally different

to an experiment proving ECT causes cognitive problems

d
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-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

Date:
05/09/2004 22:48 PM

RE:
Re: Update on ECT,etc.

Dear David,

I have gotten the DVDs copied. The cost of copying the text I will find out

this week. Then I will let you know.

I asked you a scientific question about designing an experiment, and you responded with a moral answer: it doesn't matter, it wouldn't make any difference (from the doctors' perspective) anyway. This is so typical of the ECT discourse; with scientific evidence and straight answers missing, all the so-called scientists get into moral arguments masquerading as scientific ones.

Meanwhile it's the patients clamoring for research.

You're right that the key is that pts be informed---but how to do that when the only "official" way of knowing things is through research and the research is corrupted by financial conflicts?

So I beg to differ, from the patients' perspective it's not So what. (And as you say so what is not the doctor's decision to make in the first place.) It's So everything! But patients don't have the tools to do research.

I'm curious as to how it was finally established that the cardiac procedure did itself in fact cause cognitive deficits? What made them up and admit it? Lawsuits lost?

That's the usual way.

All this is very much on my mind as I write the final chapters of my ECT book. The chapter on research and the chapter on moral (a term I like better than Fink's ethics) perspective both threatened to expand into books of their own. As did the FDA chapters, as well.

At this point I either have 400 pages of a book or 400 pages of something else, vanilla pudding perhaps.. No, I think it's a book, though I've been at it so long I don't have any perspective on what it would be like to read from beginning to end.

Do you know what it's like to reach the end of a first draft after years and you say, Thank God that's done, I've put my other interests on hold quite long enough for this book, and then you realize, You're not done at all, you're really halfway through at most, because there's all the editing and correcting and footnoting and indexing....Ah, I am sure you had research assistants for the drudge work. That sounds like heaven, but I don't have any.

At some point would you be willing/able to critique drafts of part of the book? Only say yes if you really have time not just to read but to comment, which is a lot to ask.

It is really meant for a general audience and you are hardly that, but I would like to get as much feedback as possible.

Another question: If you were going to try to get an article critical of ECT published at this point in history in a scientific journal, which journal(s) would you try, or is it impossible because the editoral board/reviewers are all stacked by the industry?

Linda
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From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
06/09/2004 15:12 PM

RE:
Re: Update on ECT,etc.

linda

no 

i answered you'd need a healthy volunteer study

but i can't see that happening

mind you even with a healthy volunteer study

some people might still complain

your volunteers must have secretly been depressed

any less than a healthy vol study is certain to meet this response

in the absence of a HV study

its then down to the individual clinician

to inform you or whoever as they see fit

and i inform people there is a risk of enduring cognitive problems

re the book

would love to see chapters

difficult to answer re time to comment

as we might have little we disagree on

or there might be so much it would take ages

with the cardiac issue

it was harder to deny because there was such clear ongoing problems

it wasn't subtle - like people only realising later

when reminders fail to work

but its still a contested issue even there

re publishing an article

there is a journal 

ethical human sciences and services 

edited by david cohen worth thinking about

there are also journals like the american journal of bioethics

mainstream psych journals would be harder to get into 

without a clear route in - viz a psychiatric co-author

david
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-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

Date:
10/09/2004 05:38 PM

RE:
Re: Update on ECT,etc.

Dear David,

For someone who's played the role you've played in scrutinizing the drug trials, you seem unaccountably cavalier about ECT research. Can you imagine yourself saying about antidepressants----"it doesn't matter if there are trials or what they show, because they work and we doctors are going to keep prescribing them no matter what?"

I have to admit I can't figure out what you mean by a healthy volunteer trial. I think you mean that you would administer a memory test (like that of Janis, not Sackeim's worthless test) to see how much normals (matched for age, sex, education, blah blah blah) know about the past 10-20 years of their lives, and then retest the normals at the same interval, say six months, that you will retest the shock survivors. Naturally, the normals will test exactly or almost exactly the same.

Then you test the prospective shock patients, shock them, and try to elicit the same information six months later, compare them to the normals, and then if there is any difference in performance say: Aha! shock causes amnesia!

You would do the same with all the neurospychological tests of memory ability, IQ, executive function, etc.

Is that what you mean?

It's hard to see the point of testing normals who didn't get shocked when you will never get them to forget the details of their lives or test appreciatively differently on cognitive measures.

The way to test shock damage (amnesia) is within-subjects, before and after shock. That is what Janis did. And as far as cognitive damage, fortunately neuropsych tests for brain damage are designed not to require a "before" since no one ever gets a workup in the anticipation of someday becoming brain damaged.

There are problems with this approach too which are solveable.

As far as shock damage, nothing subtle about it. It's about as subtle as a bulldozer.

I swear, when I hear things like "So what?"and "I can't see that research happening" I have to say to myself: is it our fault for not explaining all this clearly enough? I mean, I did not sit down with you and explain exactly what it is like to live with shock every day, over the years, what it does and means to me intellectually, emotionally, spiritually, how hard it is to live with it, what it has done to my son, etc. etc. I have never even written so much about this. I just take it for granted that people understand your memory is your very self, etc. etc.

You read the Donahue article, what did you think? Even then the amnesia was downplayed as specific events or incidents. She didn't talk, for instance, of the amnesia of losing knowledge or skills. But she never went back to working as a lawyer (as Fink falsely claims in his book).

And she didn't write (sackeim wouldn't have allowed it) of the cognitive damage, including a neuropsych report that looks much like mine and a loss of IQ of about the identical amount. 30 some points. That wasn't even in the article.

Sometimes I think the very words we use trivialize what the shock docs do to us. Even "loss" for memory, for instance. Loss implies something accidental, also something that it may be possible to recover. My memory wasn't lost; it was stolen. And it wasn't lost, it was erased. Think of a computer. The data is completely wiped out. There is no chance of getting it back. Memory erasure would be more accurate and understandable. Life is unlived as if it never happened. Do you understand? All of it, not just "events", not just "facts". Everything that goes into a life is just as if it never happened.

When you give shock, you are unliving and erasing someone's life. How much would you pay to keep that from happening for even one day of yours?

I just keep thinking there's got to be a way of making you  guys understand that human beings are more than scores on a Hamilton and to say and act and believe that those scores are the only thing that matters and that anything and everything may be sacrificed for them---    well, you've got to see how absurd that is.

The bottom line is, I guess, that if I were you I could not live with taking the chance, any chance at all and it is not small, that I would be responsible for causing even one person the type of damage that was done to Linda Andre and so many others. It wouldn't be worth taking the chance because I would not be able to live with myself. And I don't understand how anyone could.

(Denial, I guess...as they liked to write in my chart," denial of psychotic proportions")

Re the Sackeim depo, if you want it within a week after copying it will cost about $20 US to mail ($10 if you want to wait six weeks for it to come by boat or whatever) and the copying itself will be around $25.

So if you want it send a check or money order in US dollars---do you have my address? And I will get it out as soon as possible.

Nowhere to publish except Breggin's journal? I actually thought you'd have a different answer. It's worse than I thought. Has the shock industry really got *complete* control? How'd the SURE article get into BMJ, then?

Linda
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From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
16/09/2004 21:21 PM

RE:
Re: Update on ECT,etc.

linda

you asked me what research would do it

and i'm telling you

whether it would be ethical to do it is another matter

even if you did it tho

you would still find people not believing it

i'm not advocating doing this

and i'm telling you what the response to even this would be

you don't really think evidence causes people to change their minds do you?

will sort out the cheque next week

either that or could hand over the money in 3 weeks time

david
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-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

Date:
16/09/2004 04:53 PM

RE:
Re: Update on ECT,etc.

Dear David,

A healthy volunteer trial of ECT? How in the world could you justify it ethically? And how in the world would you get people to sign up for it? Given that there would be no possible benefit to the volunteers and substantial risk of permanent harm, why would they?

Even the idea of a healthy volunteer trial presupposes what it is supposed to be questioning....the idea that ECT does no severe permanent harm.

In the whole history of ECT there's been very much shoddy and poorly designed research, but there has never been, as you probably know, ECT given to healthy volunteers.

And suppose there was such an experiment...you lose me when you argue that

the shock brigade would argue memory loss in the controls would "have to"

mean they are depressed.

It is VERY DIFFICULT (unless you're a shock promoter) to mistake the effects of shock for those of depression. When this happens, it's not a "mistake" but deliberate obfuscation by the promoters. Patients have no difficulty distinguishing them. Depression, quite simply, does not erase months or years of life. And people who've been depressed don't suddenly lose memory of their lives and abilities *right after* having had shock by *chance* or coincidence.

So what you're saying is...you wouldn't accept that ECT causes permanent amnesia and cognitive disability unless a study that assumed by design that it doesn't cause these effects shows that it doesn't??? A study that can never take place for practical and ethical reasons, as well?

I don't know what you said at the FDA hearings, or why you've risked so much to protect patients from adverse effects of antidepressants. I only know that your decision to do so had nothing to do with any calculation of what "the field would want to be convinced of".

The question is not what those who profit from a treatment want, or will allow. The question is, what is the right thing to do?

No scientist worth the name ever asks herself, Should I refrain from asking this question, doing this research, because those who profit from this treatment may not like it?

Isn't what you've been saying all along----re drugs? So I just find it very very curious that when it comes to ECT you throw in the towel to industry without a whimper.

Maybe you're just exhausted from what you've been through with the drugs. Are you sorry? Yet you keep going.

One thing is for sure, Max Fink will never speak to you again once he finds out you've been on a panel with Peter Breggin.

Still waiting to hear from you re the Sackeim deposition. I will get it out to you if you send the costs of $45. P.O. Box 1214, New York NY 10003.

Linda
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-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

Date:
17/09/2004 03:08 PM

RE:
Re: Update on ECT,etc.

"linda

you asked me what research would do it

and i'm telling you"

But that's not the only, and not even the best, experimental design.

"you don't really think evidence causes people to change their minds do you?"

It did with the drugs for children.

There is a deep chasm between what you are saying to me and what you have been doing with the drugs. I suspect you are being sarcastic above or trying to play the devil's advocate, but I don't know you well enough to know if that's what you're

really doing, and I sure can't tell by email.

"will sort out the cheque next week either that or could hand over the money in 3 weeks time"

OK---does that mean you are coming to NYC?

Linda
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-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
17/09/2004 20:47 PM

RE:
Re: Update on ECT,etc.

linda

i'm not being remotely sarcastic

what i'm saying to you is if you forget ethics this is the best design

but even then it won't be believed

my healthy volunteer study has not been believed

in fact its part of the reason why the BMJ won't run anything with my name on it

it is very much a case of the believers won't need a study to convince them

and the unbelievers won't be convinced

will be in NYC second half of first week in oct

but mainly stuck down in the bowels of Pfizer's archives

david
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From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
Linda Andre, INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
11/10/2004 01:54 PM

RE:
half way thro

linda

am half way thro harold

will give you feedback when i finish

meanwhile breggins book contains no ref to marilyn

puts the background research down to librarians 

at the national library of medicine

david
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From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

Date:
12/10/2004 02:43 PM

RE:
Re: half way thro

It was good to see you and it certainly gave me the kick in the pants I needed to get working on my book so I can get it published before yours! (not likely)

I had a fantastic summer in which I essentially let the weather decide which way to go---surfing or writing---and there were many more days conducive to surfing. Great fun but bad for work. (I worked on rainy days). But summer's almost over.

You are right about Breggin, he didn't acknowledge Marilyn in 1979---that was after her lawsuit, when he was threatening to sue her for money and she was thinking of suing him for fraud. (The lawsuit involved forged records submitted by the hospital which Breggin treated as if they were genuine.)  I keep thinking I remember another source where he acknowledged Marilyn, but don't know where. I had the name of the Boston Globe writer slightly wrong---it is Jean Dietz---as you will see on the same page of the book where Breggin talks about the librarians. There he says she is the one who got him into shock---I wonder if he said that also in your interview. His book also contains the references to the Boston Globe shock exposes beginning in 1972.  I don't have the original articles.

What I do have are copies of every article on shock published in English (and translations of Cerletti's in Italian) up until around 1990---xeroxed by Marilyn at the library and accompanied by her perfectly typewritten one page summaries of their contents. While she did not do this *for* Breggin, but for her own intellectual curiosity, this work was shared with him as it existed at the time in the mid70s when he was writing his book.

Linda
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From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
12/10/2004 04:49 PM

RE:
Re: half way thro

linda

thanks a lot for this

harold and jet lag made a great combo

but i have a different take on him to you

strictly in expert witness terms

he does very well in this dep

maybe i find it easier to admire fancy footwork than you

but for instance pfizer lambast me

and say suicidal acts on zoloft are less than on placebo

this is true in one sense - when you just look at suicidal acts

but don't include suicides

if you include suicides then its very different

so they have lied - outright -

the footwork has been good

for whatever reason i'm able to admire this without getting too angry

maybe because i know it will all be good grist to the mill of some book at some point

it was great to see you again

and see you looking so well

please do get the book finished

i'll be happy to keep an ear to the ground for you re publisher

david
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-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

Date:
12/10/2004 07:04 PM

RE:
Re: half way thro

Yes he does very well in expert witness terms. But strangely enough, he did not show up for trial in this case. He said he was "ill", but shortly after was not ill at the APA conference. We like to think it was because his lawyers did not want him to fall into the traps he had set for himself.

NO it is more than fancy footwork in his financial interest. He lies gratuitously, lies because he is a pathological liar, lies for sport and fun. And what does it say when someone with this personality structure finds fame and fortune in ECT? I had something to say about this on ect.org (go to Hall of Shame) but there are more details I can send you on an incident which illustrates this. Remember I have been a Sackeimologist for more than 15 years. (And if he wasn't such a psychopath it wouldn't be so much fun.)

By the way, are you going to the FDA re the shock book? You can no more write about shock without the FDA than write about drugs---but no one who's mentioned the FDA in print has gotten it right yet. So if you are only going to use published sources you will be wrong. Fink's book, for instance, is comically incorrect. But even Carol Warren, a well intentioned academic with no connection to the industry as far as I know, got it totally wrong. I would hate to see you quoting her or, worse, Fink. the only way to do it is to go there, go through the dockets, read transcripts of hearings, etc.

That is a hell of a lot of work, though. As far as I understand it, your method is to proceed primarily from interviews---but what if those you interview are not telling you the truth for whatever reason, intentional or unintentional, or make mistakes? What if two interviewees contradict each other?

Don't forget to send me the Sackeim interview, you promised!

Linda
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From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

Date:
25/04/2005 21:37 PM

RE:
so?

What are you going to do?

"Official history is a matter of believing murderers on their own word."

Simone Weil

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
7A/
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
25/04/2005 22:03 PM

RE:
so?

nice quote

will be useful

d
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From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
25/04/2005 22:21 PM

RE:
Re: so?

it isn't a question

its a quote

if we take encapsulating history in a quote as a complex problem

here's another quote

every complex problem has many simple solutions

all of them wrong

H L Mencken
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From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

CC:
"veracare", INTERNET:veracare@ahrp.org

Date:
11/05/2005 06:12 PM

RE:
the mother of all questions

David:

I am certain you won't have the courage to answer this one. But think about it, and answer it to yourself.

It's obvious that, unlike Fink who'd plow ahead, you "worry" about damaging patients and would call a halt to shock if you felt that there had been damage such as permanent severe amnesia to a sufficient number of patients and the proof of this was to your taste.

(which you would never admit no to matter what, that there had been sufficient proof; you won't even read Janis because you're afraid you will have to change your criteria for proof yet again)

So here's question number one, which you can answer with a number: how many damaged patients is "enough"? (or should we say too many)

And here's question number two: 

It must be over one-third of all patients, because we already have proof of severe permanent amnesia in at least that many from the SURE group in the form of their 82-page report and the two published articles, which I am sure you have read and studied as would be the responsibility of anyone planning to claim in print that ECT doesn't cause permanent damage.

Is it simply that you require that more than one-third of patients have permanent damage before you will accept that it is due to ECT---or do you reject the data and conclusions of the Institute of Psychiatry group? (remember, it has been accepted by NICE and by the Royal College, so you'd be setting yourself above them) 

If you dismiss their data and conclusions, then you will be able to explain to me and everyone else exactly what is wrong with them. 

Which is it? 

A fourth question begs to be asked: Who the hell made you God to decide such things as how many permanently damaged human beings shall we allow? But I won't ask it. I am sure you would reject it as facetious and hostile. Actually it is neither one. 

Linda
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From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
11/05/2005 09:09 PM

RE:
the mother of all questions

linda

i'm not writing about the use of ECT 

its about its history

- and there is room for more than one history

now just as if i was writing about CABG

the issue about how many people are damaged is not one for a historian to answer

a historian gets at who influenced who - as in your other questions -

and the text should get at what are the issues in a field

not in order to decide what the right position is

but rather to show what the issues are

from this point of view one of the issues about CABG would be

why there aren't protest movements

asking who are these God-playing surgeons

who are deciding that a certain amount of brain damage is okay

the history i'm doing wouldn't ask that question

but it would ask why there aren't movements asking that

when for instance there are in ECT and breast cancer

back at the SSRI hearings there were a lot of families with personal stories of damage and harm

just as there would be at any ECT hearings

but FDA, APA and others would have swept this evidence aside

just as they do with ECT

the thing that stopped them was the RCT evidence

which is uniform across the board in what it says re the risks of the drugs

there just isn't the same evidence - yet - on ECT

that forces a consensus on the field despite what they may wish

this isn't a matter of me deciding this

i can't say the consensus is wrong

that's not the job of history

but i can say the consensus is at odds with the claims of a large number of people who've received the treatment

david
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From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

Date:
11/05/2005 16:25 PM

RE:
Re: the mother of all questions

David, you are such a hypocrite. If you can't see it, you are the only one who can't. You can't say that ECT causes amnesia and other damage, but you can say, like Shorter, it is the best thing since penicillin? Like Fink, it is God's gift to mankind? As I said before: Where is the RCT for that? Have you surveyed God?

Whose consensus?

NIMH says people can expect eight months amnesia. SURE, RCP say one third of people can expect permanent severe amnesia.

David Healy says: I can't say anything about amnesia

I guess that is the consensus of Shorter and Fink.

MAKE SURE YOUR BOOK COMES WITH LARGE PRINT ON THE COVER: THERE ARE MANY HISTORIES AND THIS IS ONLY THE STORY OF ECT ACCORDING TO THE MEN WHO UNCRITICALLY  PROMOTE & MAKE CAREERS AND MONEY FROM IT. ANYTHING THAT WOULD 

INTERFERE WITH THOSE AGENDAS HAS BEEN LEFT OUT.

Why do you want to whore for the industry? 

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
10/
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

Date:
28/05/2005 17:05 PM

RE:
no response

Dear David:

I miss my daily Healy emails. The last thing I sent to you may have offended you. It was Why do you want to be a whore for the industry. If you don't like whore, you can substitute sycophant, etc. Actually, that is more appropriate, and doesn't imply any moral judgment. 

You have said you don't like people imputing motives to you. But that is only human. We actually don't like it either, which is why we keep asking you. 

Why haven't you read Janis? Or Weiner, for that matter, which also used controls and found massive permanent amnesia in over 90% of patients? Those will silence your "But there are no RCTs" rationalization.

Do you understand what hypocrisy it is to shut us out of your "history", discredit everything we say, and even discredit the results of the SURE studies which PROVE permanent amnesia in a large number of people--and then say "We need more consumer research?"!!!!!!!!

In a climate where you're allowed to publish the history of the industry but not the history of patients---a climate you not only don't question but help sustain---how is that possible?

You think you're being brave by saying that (if you will---Fink and Shorter will never allow it)----in fact you're being a coward. A coward of stupendous proportions, because unliek Fink and Shorter, you know better.

You're not the only one who's swamped, I will be away most of June---but this conversation is not over.

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
11/
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

CC:
"veracare", INTERNET:veracare@ahrp.org

Date:
07/07/2005 18:03 PM

RE:
Re: Well, where is it?

what do you make of the fact that there is no randomized evidence that ECT  is effective in catatonia?

Since you say I can't say ECT causes amnesia and cognitive disability because there is no randomized evidence (but in fact I can becauise there is; Janis and Weiner), it follows that you can't say that ECT saves lives or even "works" for people who aren't eating and drinking.

L.

11A/

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
07/07/2005 20:05 PM

RE:
Re: Well, where is it?

there's a hilarious article in bmj last christmass

saying parachutes shouldn't be used

until placebo controlled RCTs prove they work

you don't need an RCT for catatonia

people wake up in front of your eyes

RCTs are only needed when its not clear if the treatment works or not

re the memory issue

i never said you need an RCT

what i've said is that its likely in daubert procedures that this is the hurdle you'd run into

d

12/
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

CC:
"veracare", INTERNET:veracare@ahrp.org

Date:
07/07/2005 20:56 PM

RE:
Re: Well, where is it?

I had a good laugh at this, David. And so would you, if you could see clearly.

We need an RCT for amnesia because? All the people who wake up out of shock and don't know about their own lives, or Peggy who doesn't remember her husband or the birth of her children, and Linda who doesn't remember writing an article or applying to grad school or her college graduation----

I guess the answer from you would be: because we're all lying.

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
12A/

----- Original Message ----- 

From: "David Healy" <healy_hergest@compuserve.com>

To: "Linda Andre" <ctip@erols.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 07, 2005 4:41 PM

Subject: Re: Well, where is it?

nobody argues about amnesia after ECT

the issue is how long does it go on

that's where things get more complicated

d
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-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

Date:
07/07/2005 22:53 PM

RE:
Re: Well, where is it?

It's not complicated at all. Every study that looked for permanent amnesia (at two months or more, that's where Sackeim says it's permanent) has found it.

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
Where did Fink Go?

1/

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

Date:
03/02/2006 21:09 PM

RE:
Where did Fink go?

Hello David---

Why did Max Fink apparently take his name off the book? Was that due to Vera and me? Given his ego, that is quite an accomplishment, but not what we were looking for. Tell him I think his name should be on it; after all, he's the author. No one intended that he should not get "credit" where he's due.

Any publisher yet? Do the publishers know Fink wrote it? Certainly that would help you to find one.

And remember, next time you need someone to go to Australia, I'm available. You and I could have a debate on shock, wouldn't that be fun?

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
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-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
04/02/2006 09:41 PM

RE:
Where did Fink go?

linda

MF didn't write a word of the book that i'm aware of

D

1B/
----- Original Message ----- 

From: "David Healy" <healy_hergest@compuserve.com>

To: "Linda Andre" <ctip@erols.com>

Sent: Sunday, February 05, 2006 12:41 PM

Subject: Re: Where did Fink go?

linda

i have pretty consistently said he isn't an author

an author is someone who actually writes

he'd never written a word

he had no input to the chapter i wrote

and no input i can discern to the chapters ned shorter wrote

what he did do

was help ned shorter track down some of the older guys in the field

so that they could be interviewed

and got him access to some hospital records etc

i don't think i've ever told you anything other than this

david

2/
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

Date:
05/02/2006 18:38 PM

RE:
Re: Where did Fink go?

Dear David,

You didn't answer the question: why does Fink consider himself an author of the book?

True, you never told he was working on it; because if you had, I would never have spoken to you. I had to find out years later from Fink himself.

Unless, you're saying Fink's lying?

Why do you say "chapter" for what you wrote? Did you write only one?

Hardly worth having your name on, for that. I hope I'm not in it!

Why would Shorter need somebody's hospital records? Isn't that a breach of confidentiality? Unless you're talking about records as to what kinds of shock machines they ordered or stuff like that.

On another note, were you ever able to turn up transcripts of the legislative hearings in Massachusetts? I'd say they were pretty important, the way they got Fink and others all riled up and the way they still point to them.

I am very very well supplied with material post-1973, since that's when Marilyn got shocked, and she left me her archives. However, the hearings were before that.

Well, if you have them or know how to access them, let me know.

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
2A/
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
05/02/2006 20:14 PM

RE:
Re: Where did Fink go?

linda

should have said chapters not chapter

haven't had access to the mass files

have moved on to something else entirely

so won't be chasing these now

re access to records

in terms of writing history

you really do need to go back and get the original stuff of bini, meduna etc

and you need to access some records to see who had the treatment first

and how they seemed to do

i accessed the old north wales records here

to see what kind of cases and what outcomes etc

no idea why MF's website mentioned authorship

have never accessed it

only have your word for what's there

david

2B/

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
05/02/2006 21:37 PM

RE:
Re: Where did Fink go?

everyone else isn't left out

but you know there are a lot of everyone else's

who found ECT helpful

d
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-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

Date:
05/02/2006 21:26 PM

RE:
Fink

http://www.hsc.stonybrook.edu/som/psychiatry/fink_m.cfm

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
3/
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

Date:
05/02/2006 22:18 PM

RE:
Re: Where did Fink go?

No one denies some people find ECT helpful; however the "a lot" isn't supported by any data, and the "helpful" judgment does not rule out permanent memory loss and presumbably brain damage.

If you'd have asked me shortly after shock, I'd have said that too... before I realized the memory loss and brain damage.

Something else is implied here.

About what your thinking a lot of people find ECT helpful means you or I should do or write.

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
3A/
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
06/02/2006 09:27 PM

RE:
Re: Where did Fink go?

l

even if only a small proportion found ECT helpful

given how many have had it

that's a lot

satisfaction is a tricky issue - people who end up in hospital now are consistently less satisfied now with the modern hotel like psychiatric unit we have here than they were with the grim old asylum they used to have to go to - even though ECT less likely now and drug doses much lower now.  

re satisfaction with ECT, it'd be fascinating to get surveys of satisfaction with CABG etc to compare them with.  lots of people are unhappy with all sorts of operative procedures afterwards, who at the time of having it all but forced the operation on the surgeon

re a history of the big people - i meant simply to say that the history is not just one of great men, it includes those on the receiving end some of whom were happy

it also includes a lot of very unhappy service users, but then i realised what it contains is the great men of the service user movement rather than anyone else

d

4/
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

Date:
06/02/2006 15:50 PM

RE:
Re: Where did Fink go?

David--

the only time your brain is turned on is with the drugs.

That came out funny...I don't mean when you're on drugs, you know what I mean.

So....a lot of people find drugs helpful.

Some----undoubtedly many more than with shock---are happy with their drugs.

even if only a small number of drugged people find the drugs helpful, that's 

a lot.

So---no problem with the drugs! Write a book promoting them and whitewashing 

their risks! Write with Heinz Lehmann!

I have a better Lehmann quote for you: He said to me: We gave Thorazine to 

plants. And they did not die, but they never bloomed.

"Great men of the service user industry"!!! Awfully sexist that! Who are you 

talking about?

Linda 

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
4A/

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
06/02/2006 20:38 PM

RE:
Re: Where did Fink go?

linda

you introduced the great man issue as a great man issue

i responded

you're one of the great men in this sense

david

5/
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"David Healy", healy_hergest

Date:
06/02/2006 20:53 PM

RE:
Re: Where did Fink go?

Please do not write anything that requires a reprinting or libel suit to correct. I.e., I am in no way part of any "service user movement".

I would prefer not to be included at all.

I know that you are always silent when you are wrong. Today, it's on the topic of Max Fink's claimed authorship of your book on his website. At least now you have proof that he says it.

Linda 

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
Hysteria and the Scion Foundation

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

CC:
"'VERACARE'", INTERNET:veracare@ahrp.org

Date:
06/07/2007 02:39 PM

RE:
Fink article

David,

Have you by any chance got a copy (electronic or regular) of the new Fink article that says ECT memory loss isn't real, it's just imagined by crazy people?

Can you send it?

And why on earth would you collaborate on this when you know better?

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
06/07/2007 08:06 PM

RE:
Fink article

linda

i don't have the recent article

the library here doesn't take JECT

not sure what the final argument is

whether there is no memory loss

or a great deal of the issue is hysteria

if the latter

then all the best hysterias have a nub of reality to them

the issue is more to do with how overblown the story becomes

david

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
[unknown], INTERNET:mafink@attglobal.net


"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
07/07/2007 03:35 PM

RE:
Shame

Either one of you could easily have contacted me to check the "facts" (lies) printed about Marilyn Rice in your new article. Yet neither of you did.

Why is that? 

If she were alive she'd sue you. I'll forward your article to her estate in case they feel the same.

After all these years, Max, can't you accept that if you can't make your case on the facts, you don't get to make them up?

And David. I cringe to read your book.

Shame on both of you.

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
07/07/2007 03:48 PM

RE:
RE: Fink article

Is it your diagnosis that I am hysterical?

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
07/07/2007 11:21 PM

RE:
RE: Fink article

hysteria is a social phenomenon

as much as an individual one

in the individual the clinical presentation is much more convincing 

when there is a real disorder also

the best pseudo-seizures come from people who actually have epilepsy

on a social level with the ADHD, bipolar disorder, chronic fatigue and multiple other syndromes

there has to be some people who actually have the condition

for the phenomenon to take off

and when it does

all sorts of people end up thinking they have the problem

in terms of memory loss

the demonstrable memory loss post ECT

is nothing compared to the memory loss after cardiac surgery

but the focus after one

minimises the problem

and after the other maximises the problem

who knows how history will ultimately judge all this

d

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
07/07/2007 15:45 PM

RE:
RE: Fink article

David,

Stop being a wuss. (ask an american to translate if you don't understand)

I asked you a yes or no question.

Yes or no?

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
07/07/2007 17:49 PM

RE:
RE: Fink article

linda

i haven't had enough time with you to know

most people meeting you 

the way i did

would have regarded you

as highly functioning

and would regard someone with a u press book forthcoming as highly functioning

i hear what you say about damage

i know others well who say similar things

but that they can live with them

i know no-one without CABG induced brain damage

who could do the interview you did

or could write a book

d

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
08/07/2007 00:03 PM

RE:
RE: Fink article

David, just yes or no.

Your message makes no sense. Is living on Social Security disability, unable

to work due to documented brain damage, high functioning?

Do you presume to judge that Social Security's decision and all the evidence

documenting brain damage is wrong?

If you were thinking as a scientist, you would realize that the issue is not what David Healy thinks meeting someone once or twice, but who the person is compared to who they were before.

I could get into the absurdity of your position, but you are too intelligent not to know

There is NO logic

There is NO science behind it.

There are just many varieties of faulty thinking and argument.  

Yes or no. Am I hysterical?

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
08/07/2007 13:25 PM

RE:
RE: Fink article

linda

there's lots of logic behind my position

re hysteria we'd have to check you out on personality scales

re damage etc

as in all clinical care

the person given the treatment should be in a position

that they are trading off real problems

against the risks of treatment

the people who seem prepared to accept some injury

are usually those to have a pretty bad condition

and have tried all other options

i'm appalled at the history you have outlined

given ECT when you were

i would hope that would never happen 

in a service i had any input to

and against that background i recognise and appreciate your anger

but in terms of whether ECT causes

brain damage or memory loss

it is clearly the case that antipsychotics cause more evident brain damage that ECT does

- i see the neurological consequences every day with antipsychotics

but never see it after ECT

and i can clearly show memory loss after benzodiazepines

but despite my best efforts

i cannot find a robust experimental paradigm

that will enable me to show ECT and only ECT linked enduring memory changes

so i don't doubt what you say

but would doubt that many of your test results are open to only one interpretation

if in the case of the SSRIs that you know i believe can lead to damage

critics found me completely denying that the outcomes of suicide or homicide

could have happened in any other way

other than by virtue of drug treatment

i think you would have grounds to worry about my position

and in fact when it comes to assessing people's stories re SSRIs

in 9 cases out of 10

i don't think the drug has played the role the person thinks it has

d

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
08/07/2007 16:41 PM

RE:
RE: Fink article

David,

I am so busy editing I cannot get into this lunacy with you. But I will keep responding until I get a yes or no answer. Am I hysterical?

Are you saying that the tests I had that diagnosed brain damage will be trumped by a "personality scale"? Which is more scientific?

When you say "my history" I have no idea what you are talking about. Are you talking about what Fink thinks (and publishes libelously) my history is? Have you not noticed the man makes up whatever he wants? Don't you know that Sackeim, Weiner and Fink were all prepared to say my ECT was state of the art?

Oh, there's one other question that's not yes or no. Why didn't you check the "facts" about Marilyn?

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
08/07/2007 21:18 PM

RE:
RE: Fink article

linda

the article max wrote is one max wrote

i'm not party to it

re whether you're hysterical

i can't tell

i can tell you i think lots of people i know and like

are somewhat hysterical

so you'll be in good company if you are

in terms of personality dimensions

we're all extraverted - hysterical

or introverted - obsessional/phobic

to some extent

re the tests you have that show brain damage

i'm not sure i put much weight on them

i spend my time working with psychologists

and assessing these tests

and i don't think much of them

sorry

i get strings of people referred 

with supposed organic conditions

as diagnosed on psychological testing

and i say i don't agree

i'm basing my impressions of your story

on what you told me

not on what anyone else has told me

d

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
09/07/2007 01:27 PM

RE:
RE: Fink article

Dear David,

Despite your evidently having lost your mind on the shock topic (Finkophilic

delusional disorder--is there a cure?) I will continue as the voice of reason.

Please send the scientific research showing antipsychotics cause brain damage.

Please send the tests you use to prove benzos cause memory loss. Why couldn't you do these tests with ECT patients?

Thank you

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
09/07/2007 08:51 PM

RE:
RE: Fink article

linda

every day of the week

i see patients with dyskinesias

some permanent

this is clear evidence of brain damage

i don't need scans or tests or anything

you could get close to 100% agreement from everyone

looking at the same patient that they had brain damage

in a case like this

re benzos

you'll have to go back and see what specific tests have been used

but there is general consensus

that benzos cause an anterograde amnesia

- no-one argues about this

not FDA not anyone

and of course most patients getting ECT

will have been on benzos

the problem with ECT is actually 

agreeing what the memory problem is

as opposed to just saying there are memory problems

we can all agree people immediately post ECT have memory problems

and no-one has any problems demonstrating this

its the enduring problems

that are difficult to get into focus

and then find a test to demonstrate that there are problems

this doesn't mean that i don't think there are problems

its just that this is one of those problems

that is difficult to nail down

d

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
13/07/2007 01:42 PM

RE:
RE: Fink article

Let's try this another way.

Why are mental patients believed when they self rate on depression scales---this is the "evidence" that ECT is effective.

And not believed when they report memory loss?

It seems to me that depression is far more subjective than memory loss. No one says, "You're lying" when the patient after ECT says or checks "I do not feel sad and blue" or "I do not feel suicidal".

Either mental patients lie, or they don't. Either they are credible, or they are not. Psychiatry cannot have it both ways.

Can you give me a logical reason(I know, finkophilia interferes with logic)

why this should be so?

Here's another logical question for you:

How do you know your patients are not faking dyskenisia?

David, I swear half the time I think you're just putting me on for sport. No one could be as stupid as you are in your emails. Is that it?

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
13/07/2007 09:19 PM

RE:
RE: Fink article

i came close to deleting the email

not because it was especially insulting

it wasn't

more all the other hassle 

and this was one bit more

you can't easily fake convincing dyskinesias

the evidence that ECT works

doesn't depend on what patients say

if you have a catatonic patient

mute and stuporose one day

up, doing crosswords and eating the next

this is pretty convincing

much more so than for any drug

but having said that

psych patients in general aren't believed

much more so in drug trials than in the ECT field

in drug trials all the ratings done by patients

have been pretty systematically discarded from publications

- they don't show the drugs working

this is not an establishment plot

in general TV audiences etc

are much more inclined to believe hints a treatment works

- from a pill for whatever

to a cosmetic or other procedure

than they are to believe hints the treatment might harm them

its us to who take our kids to docs for treatment

if we didn't

the kids couldn't be made adhd or bipolar or whatever

on the memory front

there is much wider acceptance by medics

that ECT causes memory problems

than there is that the drugs cause suicidality

permanent sexual dysfunction

or fetal malformations 

why - well you can't deny the confusion immed after ECT etc

and the problems that persist for a while are continuous with this

when it comes to enduring problems

maybe there are some who say these just don't happen - period

but the greater problem is that it becomes harder and harder to link things to ECT

when the people affected report problems that can't easily be researched

when the problems are in the general ballpark

of things that could be caused by other treatments they are on

and when whatever the problem is

its not as bad as the problems caused by other procedures

that don't lead to the same furore

i'm faced with similar issues on the drug front

there are some problems i can link to treatment

and can go public on my claims

armed with data that ultimately persuades even FDA

there are other problems

i can suspect are linked to the drugs

but i don't have the data

and i can see why others might read things differently

and might do so

without it being a plot

or without them doing it in an effort to aggravate me

so i think there are lots of people's lives 

being ruined by treatment

and there isn't a thing i can do about it

and if i try to rant about it

i may undo any benefits i can bring about in some areas

but you don't need me to tell you life's a bitch

d

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
19/07/2007 22:43 PM

RE:
Fink

Dear David,

What is your position on revealing Fink's financial backing of your book to its readers? 

Yes or no, and why?

I think it should be revealed, if only for the reason that only in the context of that information does your position (pretzel) on shock make sense.

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
20/07/2007 13:04 PM

RE:
RE: Fink

http://dfcm.utoronto.ca/research/pdf/grants.pdf

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
20/07/2007 08:21 PM

RE:
Fink

linda

max fink has not backed me on anything i've done

will have to look into it 

and see if he has backed anything else to do with the book

but the fact is that i am not aware of backing

many of the interviews i did for the psychopharm books

were backed by industry in one way or the other

or involved interviewing people from industry

so i'm not sure how much water your insinuations hold 

david

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
20/07/2007 17:11 PM

RE:
RE: Fink

interesting

this i'm told covers travel and related expenses

for ned shorter to visit various archives

holding documents from cerletti and bini etc

not a cent came to me

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
20/07/2007 18:32 PM

RE:
RE: Fink

Did it pay for you to come to New York to interview me?

Surely you didn't pay for that yourself.

Are you saying you did not know you had been awarded this money from Fink's

foundation?

How would that be possible, when your name is on it?

How would that be possible, given your relationship with Fink?

Do you think it should be disclosed to your readers? That's a simple yes or no.

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
20/07/2007 22:37 PM

RE:
RE: Fink

Did it pay for you to come to New York to interview me?

NO

Surely you didn't pay for that yourself.

I DID - BUT I DID MORE IN THAT TRIP THAN INTERVIEW YOU

Are you saying you did not know you had been awarded this money from Fink's

foundation?

YES - first i've seen of it was when you directed my attention to it

How would that be possible, when your name is on it?

DON'T KNOW HOW MY NAME ENDED UP ON IT

How would that be possible, given your relationship with Fink?

YOU DON'T KNOW MY RELATIONSHIP


-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
20/07/2007 23:30 PM

RE:
RE: Fink

Dear David, 

If you want to set me straight re you and Fink, go ahead. It's true that all I can do is speculate based on your history and behavior, and on what I've been told by others such as Vera---doesn't she know? 

There was one question you missed: Should the grant be disclosed to your readers? 

I hope you answer my other email as well. I really did want answers.

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
21/07/2007 11:55 PM

RE:
RE: Fink

linda

the support max gave ned

is acknowledged in the book

i thought your other email was abusive

and hadn't planned to respond

d

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
22/07/2007 02:27 PM

RE:
RE: Fink

Dear David,

If the money from Fink's foundation was revealed in the book, why didn't you know about it before now? Why didn't Doreen know about it? I am sure she combed through every word of your book just the way she's done mine. She would not have missed anything. 

I will try to rephrase my other email.

I think we may have an exciting opportunity here to help resolve the question of ECT brain damage, at least in my case. That's because I've never had any drugs or psych treatment since, so there are no other causes to rule out. Why don't you mail me that questionnaire that's supposed to tell if I'm hysterical. I can send it back and you can grade it. If I don't test psychosomatic, then the logical conclusion would have to be that ECT caused my damage. I know you don't think neuropsychological tests are as reliable as personality tests, but still there would be no other explanation. Will you accept that?

Linda 

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
22/07/2007 12:07 PM

RE:
RE: Fink

linda

your email gave me the impression you thought i had received money

i didn't know what you were talking about

but on a parallel track

i have always been aware that ned did for travel etc

and this is acknowledged

the problem with the ECT brain damage issue

is you get into a domain that is unresolvable by testing of any sort

it leaves it open to max fink or others to say its just hysteria

and others to be convinced its not

at our present level of sophistication this cannot be resolved

harold sackeim with all his money and resources

and with lots of incentive to show ECT brain damage etc

- because he wanted to sell an alternative -

hasn't been able to do show a problem

or come up with a test 

that would allow the rest of us 

in clinical practice to test for something specific to ECT

i think if you get to write a book for rutgers u press

you fall into the same problem

that MF suggests for MR

which is she's claiming brain damage

and at the same time arguing terribly well

with full possession of all the detail and data etc

its not consistent with the brain damage

that i see clinically

or see in patients post-operatively etc

so we all get dumped into a gray area

where no-one i think can land a knock-out blow

in those circumstances

you warn people of risks

restrict the treatment to people in pretty bad shape

but probably don't want it eliminated completely

d

Rutger’s University Press

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
Doreen Valentine, INTERNET:dvalen@rci.rutgers.edu

To:
David Healy, healy_hergest

Date:
03/10/2006 18:20 PM

RE:
book proposal

Dear David,

I received a letter of inquiry today from a woman named Linda Andre. No academic affiliation that I can tell. She lives in New York, and is proposing a book on shock therapy called _Doctors of Deception_. When I get this kind of letter, I'm inclined to reject it outright. But she mentioned your name as someone who will provide a promotional endorsement. If this is the case, then I will at least invite the manuscript in for a look. Let me know if this is familiar to you.

best,

Doreen

-- 

Doreen Valentine, Ph.D.

Acquisitions Editor

Rutgers University Press

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
Linda Andre, INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
03/10/2006 21:39 PM

RE:
book proposal

have just sent this note to DV of rutgers

d

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
Doreen Valentine, INTERNET:dvalen@rci.rutgers.edu

Date:
03/10/2006 21:37 PM

RE:
book proposal

doreen

linda andre has been the moving force behind committee for truth in psychiatry

she is articulate and writes well

she takes a very strong position that ECT is a disaster

that its invariably given without proper consent and is damaging

given its history

it would be extraordinary 

if there were some people that didn't take this position

its a view that does need to get put out there

and linda's book may give the evidence and the arguments 

and the legal niceties 

in greater detail

and may be better written

than anyone else taking this position

so i have told her

that if it gets published 

i would in all probability endorse it

- not having seen what's in it

i can't say for certain

there may be things just too scabrous for me

but all things being equal i would like to see linda's book published

i don't think ned and i should have a free run 

at offering the only history

having said this

i hadn't thought linda would approach rutgers

i'd have thought while a great deal of research will have gone into this book

that it would be better placed as a trade book

if you can give her any advice re a possible trade publisher

- i think she feels she's up against the establishment

who are going to close ranks against alternate points of view -

this would be very helpful

or if you have contacts

and it would make any difference

you can tell them 

i am likely to endorse it

unless linda has put me in an impossible position

by saying something about someone 

david

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
31/10/2006 01:29 PM

RE:
RE: book proposal

Hello David.

I moved about a month ago and have not had any internet service at home since then. I am able to check and send messages periodically from outside.

I had sent a blind query to Rutgers as well as several others. I had no idea you had found a publisher let alone that it was them. Apparently you didn't tell Vera either. I only found out when Doreen Valentine called me. Then shortly after that I received a copy of your email to her. Thanks for that endorsement and I am quite certain I did not say "anything about anyone" that is either scabrous or untrue. I wish I could congratulate you on having found a publisher but in fact as you know I consider it a disaster, not only because of the harm your book will cause to people such as my long-ago self who innocently and trustingly believe it and will decide on ECT based on it and only find out what you left out when it is too late, but because of the

irreparable harm it will do to your name and reputation as a scholar and ethical professional. I know you have weighed these risks and believe they are worth taking (presumably in order to please old Max before he croaks) but I disagree. 

I would be very pleased to have Rutgers publish my book. As you say it was written with a trade publisher in mind, but the chances of that happening are virtually nil. In fact until a couple of weeks ago I would have said the chances of getting any publisher were nil. I hope I was wrong. We shall see. I am glad Rutgers is open to the possibility of two books.

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
31/10/2006 08:19 PM

RE:
RE: book proposal

linda

the field needs a few books

coming from different angles

and i'm sure you're the person to do one of them

i hope rutgers bites

but wouldn't hold my breath

its a heartbreaking thing chasing a publisher

i have books still in drawers over 10 years later

until i see it on a bookshelf

i don't figure i have a publisher

maybe because of the power of pharma to intervene

right up to the last moment

david

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
05/11/2006 06:43 PM

RE:
RE: book proposal

By your logic, David, big pharma should be rushing to help publish my book, because disclosing the risks of ECT will help them sell drugs!

Yet that's not happening, why?

You have so many published books, may I ask how many are in drawers? What is

the ratio of published to unpublished? I'm surprised to hear that you have books that you couldn't publish---why? 

I only have one orphan in a drawer (so to speak) but being disabled I will never be as prolific a writer as you are. One every five years is all I can manage.

Don't you like Doreen, Rutgers, have faith in them? Surely your book will be on shelves. After all, it's pro-shock. There really was never any doubt.

What do you think of Kitty's promotional book?

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
05/11/2006 14:29 PM

RE:
RE: book proposal

there was a real doubt re the shock book

lots of publishers turned it down

re other books i've written

and other authors i know who've gotten nowhere publishing things

the point is it can be hard to know

when its because of your message

or just fate

kitty's book is readable

but not sure how much it will be read

and probably not at all outside the US

believe it or not

most of us live elsewhere

d

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
08/03/2007 20:49 PM

RE:
Co Authors

Dear David, 

I heard from Doreen at Rutgers yesterday; they are going to publish my book.

So start writing that endorsement.

I am thrilled to join you and Ned as one of their authors. 

We are working out the details of the contract etc. I didn't have an agent, so reviewing the contract is all up to me. Do you have any pointers? They offered a small advance, probably not comparable to what you got since you have published so many books but it seems reasonable to me, and 10% royalties.

This would be out in mid-2008. When is yours coming out?

When are we going on Oprah together?

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
08/03/2007 22:43 PM

RE:
Co Authors

Linda

fabulous news

well done

advances are disappointingly tiny

$1000 would be about standard for a university press

i've never reviewed a contract in my life

i just sign them

hasn't gone too badly wrong so far

with any luck we'll help the sales of each other

David

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
Linda Andre, INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
01/08/2007 21:49 PM

RE:
life saving

linda

just had an email crash

and have lost weeks of emails

including your recent ones

but i can remember lifesaving

the blurb writers for the book are in house 

certainly wasn't me 

so whoever would sue 

would presumably sue them

or my defence or your defence would be to lay it off on them

with all these things if your a publishing house

the issue is a matter of who might sue you

rather than accuracy or truth

re life saving 

i'd imagine in court

a reasonable defence would be

in so far as ECT is the most effective treatment for psychotic depression

and psychotic depression has a very high suicide rate

it must be life saving

the studies re proportion of people dead after x number of months or years

after ECT

have no controls 

and would get thrown out by most courts

d

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
11/09/2007 01:18 PM

RE:
Books

Dear David,

It is September, how soon can I get my hands on a copy of your book?

Mine is on hold with the publisher at the moment as they are requiring me to find and pay for an attorney to address some concerns that have been framed as legal concerns. Did you have to do this with your book? I doubt it (but then, Fink's grant could easily have handled the legal fees; whereas mine would wipe out my entire advance). 

As you've said before and I agree, a double standard is being applied to our books because of the power differential in who might potentially sue.

I'm not sure what the way is to resolve this. Any ideas? Doreen is a fine and fair editor, but when it comes to legal issues, she is out of her area of expertise.

Among other things, she doesn't realize that no attorney, no matter how much they are paid, will render written advice to a publisher lest it be construed as a guarantee of no liability.

Also, she has required that the entire manuscript be given for reading to the general editor senior to her, whose name is Leslie something. Did your book also have to be read by Leslie? Is this standard practice?

Perhaps she/they are getting cold feet because of your book coming out and need to be reminded of why they wanted to publish two books in the first place?

I assume you still feel the same way?

I am so looking forward to debating you on Oprah (hopefully!)

But must find a way around the impasse before the deadline.

I am not completely sure of how serious the situation is or how close the publisher may be to scrapping my book. Have you heard anything?

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@erols.com
-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda Andre", INTERNET:ctip@erols.com

Date:
11/09/2007 08:09 PM

RE:
Books

linda

i've heard nothing at this end

there is undoubtedly a power differential

but also there is almost no-one on the ECT side of things

who would want to sue you

unless you get highly personal -

and egregiously mistaken

its quite different to being up against pharma

where they have the resources to sue

and the PR companies to manage the perception of suing

i have 10 articles turned down by journals

for legal reasons

i have no idea how serious your situation is

i hope the legal thing is more a screen for libel etc

re leslie

no idea who she is

but it is common for publishers to have a few more people read these things than they tell you usually

and then you can find things being rejected

without being fully sure why and how to respond

- as has happened to me

you just have to keep throwing mud at the wall

if they come back to me for a view

i'll still want them to bring your book out

will keep you posted if i hear anything from them

david

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda", INTERNET:ctip@rcn.com

To:
[unknown], healy_hergest

CC:
[unknown], INTERNET:veracare@ahrp.org

Date:
02/12/2007 19:09 PM

RE:
Book blurb

Dear David,

You got what you wanted: my silence on your book when it counted most. 

My understanding is that I am now owed a positive blurb for my book cover.

So pay up. Doreen could really use the encouragement right now.

Please send the blurb ASAP. I may still be muzzled as far as public criticism of your book, at least until the fate of mine is finally officially determined, but I once I get it I can have the satisfaction of (as we Americans say) tearing you a new asshole or three in private.

Linda 

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@rcn.com
-----Original Message-----

From: David Healy [mailto:healy_hergest@compuserve.com] 

Sent: Monday, December 03, 2007 9:31 AM

To: Linda

Subject: RE: Book blurb

linda

i'm with you on the criticism likely being good for sales

so i'm surprised you're not let criticise

re blurbs

the practise is to get the book beforehand

invariably

i've never been ask to blurb something without the book

and i read them

whatever about anyone else

d

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda", INTERNET:ctip@rcn.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
03/12/2007 01:50 PM

RE:
RE: Book blurb

It has nothing to do with being sued. They won't publish my book if I criticize yours.

Which is the opposite of how this was supposed to work, and very unfair to me, considering you and yours get to criticize mine all you want if it ever comes out.

There has been no good publicity on yours for anyone to even know about it,

and to stir up bad publicity---the only kind it could possibly get, considering the "quality"---for it would kill my book in the sense, not of killing  sales, but in the sense of it never getting published at all.  Anyway, I don't see why you have to read the book. I doubt your blurbists read yours.

You get one new asshole for maligning Marilyn Rice simply because she's dead, another one for libeling Leonard Frank, oh wait, you're going to get more than three. 

Linda

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda", INTERNET:ctip@rcn.com

CC:
[unknown], INTERNET:veracare@ahrp.org

Date:
03/12/2007 01:33 PM

RE:
Book blurb

linda

i didn't want your silence

i was disturbed when vera told me

you can definitely tell doreen 

i'd be happy for her to have you unmuzzled

and astonished if they have any real cause for concern re being sued etc

but to judge that

and to do a blurb

she'd have to send me a copy

usual thing is publisher sends copy of book to blurbist

i can't say for sure what i'd say without seeing it

but you can let doreen know its likely to be complimentary

but she should know this

based on her earlier communication with me about you and the book

david

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda", INTERNET:ctip@rcn.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
03/12/2007 15:52 PM

RE:
RE: Book blurb

David,

The book is unlikely to be published. Doreen simply cannot accept that it is true. 

David, for a long time we told ourselves a story about you. The story turned out not to be true, and blinded us to what was really going on, even made us complicit in it.

The story was that you were a good guy.

You seemed to be, you so clearly believed you were, etc. etc.

Vera won't even read your book because she doesn't want to believe you are truly evil. She wants to be collegial, make chit chat, feed into the self image you so desperately want to maintain, etc.

The book makes it clear that you are evil and always have been. Personable, clever, deceitful in the extreme, evil.

We didn't see what was happening with you, but when we stop telling ourselves a story, we do.

Similarly, there is a story I was told about the book and wanted to believe. It will tie in with your book, there's room for two opinions, etc. etc.

If that story were true, I would be allowed to tell people about your book and express my opinion of it.

If we stop telling ourselves a story we want to believe, and look instead at what is really happening, here is what is clear:

The only purpose the book contract has served so far is to prevent criticism of your book. You know Doreen, you know a bad review is her worst fear in life.

Even if the book eventually gets published---and what purpose would that serve for Rutgers at that point?---it has served you well. 

You are too smart not to have known this was what would happen right from the beginning.

You can deny it, but you are a liar.

We're not pretending any more.

Linda

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
vera h sharav, INTERNET:veracare@rcn.com

Date:
06/12/2007 20:37 PM

RE:
ECT - L

vera

a series of emails below

have had a response to the last one

DV's view on linda's book is that parts of it are really excellent

and parts are full of redundancies

there was nothing about not publishing

nothing about lawsuits

nothing about stopping her commenting on shorter/healy

but a good deal about getting her to write her book

and not simply have a book that responds to others 

this was standard editor stuff

there is a rule in the game for authors

which is you have to be prepared to murder your babies

and she removed from my sections of the book

some of the stuff i was most pleased with

sometimes the editor gets it plain wrong

sometimes they do improve the product

but an author may only see this much later

there was also a note of finding linda resistant

Doreen sees herself as hands on

and this doesn't suit everyone

it was something Ned and I put up with

because it was getting so difficult to find a publisher

at this point i don't detect any more of a conspiracy than this

i'm not inclined to send this to linda

given her email below

but could send you doreen valentine's email if this is any help

or if get permission from doreen to forward emails on to linda

will send them thro you

david

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
Doreen Valentine, INTERNET:dvalen@rci.rutgers.edu

Date:
03/12/2007 16:17 PM

RE:
ECT book - 2

Doreen

Can I check with you on the status of Linda's book on ECT?

I have been getting all sorts of messages from her

about being banned from commenting on Ned and my book

and about her book being never likely to see the light of day

and about her having to get it firewalled legally etc

The ECT story unquestionably has a dark underbelly

I tried to bring this into the frame in my chapters

There is definitely a place for a book that majors on this side of things.

And an argument that both books could help sell each other

Its rather like the antipsychotics at the moment

there are plenty of enthusiastic books on these

then there is a middle of the road position

that I have tried to take

but definitely scope

to have a book saying they don't work 

and do more harm than good

Any updates you can give me - 

not to be handed on to Linda - 

but just so I know how to react to her

would be helpful

David

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
Doreen Valentine, INTERNET:dvalen@rci.rutgers.edu

Date:
06/12/2007 20:01 PM

RE:
Re: ECT book - 2

Doreen

thanks for this

as maybe you can appreciate 

its easy for authors to get paranoid

and perhaps only much later to see the wisdom of an editor

i think linda is in a very vulnerable position this way

given her background etc

and she has some grounds for thinking the establishment

might conspire to block her efforts

but what you outline of the book to date

fits my ideas of what you were likely to have

- some extremely good material

and some that would need editing

and some where linda would just not have a feel

for what could and couldn't be said

or how to put things

- these things only come with time

i don't know what to suggest

i don't want to pass your email as such on to linda

but could pass one on

that you constructed with this in mind

i could offer to read the book 

and perhaps answer some specific queries 

if this would help

if there is generally anything i can do to help move this forward

please let me know

david

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
Doreen Valentine, INTERNET:dvalen@rci.rutgers.edu

Date:
17/12/2007 19:07 PM

RE:
Re: ECT book - 2

Doreen

good news

as before tho 

if at any point you think i can help

let me know

David

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda", INTERNET:ctip@rcn.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
15/01/2008 02:11 PM

RE:
The floor's all yours

Dear David,

Well, it looks like you have the floor on the "history of ECT" and yours will stand as the definitive by default. I don't know if that's what you wanted all along or not, but it's what you're getting.

Now I know, because Vera told me, that you've been talking to Doreen about my book all along, and the last thing she relayed from you was that we had worked out the problems with the book.

And this morning, all of a sudden, I get this message, ostensibly regarding a chapter that hadn't been a big problem or so I thought: "We will not publish a book that is a rant."

Do you know what is going on?

Do you really want the floor all to yourself? 

Have you been telling Doreen all along that this book should be published?

Do you think it would make any difference to her if you read it? 

Linda

----------------------- Internet Header --------------------------------

Sender: ctip@rcn.com
------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
Linda, INTERNET:ctip@rcn.com

Date:
15/01/2008 09:38 PM

RE:
The floor's all yours

L

i have been telling her it should be published

i have offered to read it

if she says there are places where its a rant

you may want to pay heed

however difficult it is

i've had to sacrifice lots of material in different books

in response to editors views

- they unfortunately hold the whip hand

and aren't always wrong in what they are saying

D

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda", INTERNET:ctip@rcn.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
15/01/2008 13:27 PM

RE:
RE: The floor's all yours

David, she has read the entire manuscript five times already. Is that what happened with yours? I would guess not. 

The "rant" came on the fifth reading of a chapter that is one of the least controversial in the book. Not even you could call it a rant.

I have sacrificed and am sacrificing. The problem is, once I do what she's asked for, she comes up with something entirely different she didn't ask for on the previous two or three or four or five reads. Which is why I am saying, what is going on here?

Linda

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
David Healy, 113024,2715

To:
"Linda", INTERNET:ctip@rcn.com


Vera Hassner Sharav, INTERNET:veracare@ahrp.org

Date:
15/01/2008 20:04 PM

RE:
RE: The floor's all yours

linda

i have no idea what is going on in rutgers

but the whole getting in to print thing is a bloody process

i got a lucky break with the antidepressant era

after that tho

let them eat prozac was turned down by 4 publishers in the US

and only got where it is

because the canadian association for university teachers

published it first

- all royalties went to them

then NYUP picked it up

because a link Vera knows about

and might explain to you

why that worked

but it never got a european or british publisher

the shock book went thro 10 presses

not quite sure why rutgers went for it in the end

they were an unlikely bunch it seemed to me

with two colleagues

we've just translated pinel's 1809 book into english

its one of the first books on psychiatry ever

and next year is its 200th anniversary

there has never been an english translation

pinel is one of the most famous figures in the field

john's hopkins

and lots of other places sent no

by return of email

even tho we were asking for no royalties

finally got it placed

when i persuaded a french pharmaceutical company

who want to launch an antidepressant

to sponsor 2000 copies

the mania book is only getting published

because i got approached by JHUP - or charles rosenberg

unless you get asked to do something

the publisher holds all the aces

i have sweat blood

cut chunks out of things i dearly wanted

and worked for nothing

as well as using all sorts of leverages

to get the things out 

that i have gotten out

its always a case of brinkmanship

and sometimes i've pulled out

as with JHUP and the prozac book

- this had two editors

both of whom said diametically opposite things about what the book needed

sometimes with these things

once its in print

you change the terms of the debate

and this gives you a platform to say more

but the bottom line is it needs to get into print

i have however no idea what you need to do to get past Doreen

d

-------------Forwarded Message-----------------

From:
"Linda", INTERNET:ctip@rcn.com

To:
"'David Healy'", healy_hergest

Date:
10/02/2008 02:53 PM

RE:
books

Dear David,

Mine seems to be moving forward after all.

I noticed that the review of your book on amazon has been taken down. I

presume it was you who did this. Well, I guess it could have been Ned or

Max. How'd you do it? I think I am going to have to do the same when my book

comes out! It's good to know amazon is biased toward authors and will censor

negative reviews (assuming it applies this criteria equally to all books no

matter what their viewpoint).

Linda
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