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Time Speaker Comments 
0 :00 Welcome to the session on intervention strategies. 

My name is Laurie Snyder from McGill University in Montreal 
 

 

 Our first speaker is Dr. Jean-Paul Collet. He is a paediatrician 
and associate professor at the department of (noise) at Mc 
Gill University. There he is director of (mot inaudible) 
epidemiology program. Dr Collet is the director of the 
randomised trial unit and director of clinical research at Samy 
Davis Institute the Jewish hospital. 

 

 Recently, Dr. Collet took the direction of the provincial 
program to promote clinical research and increase academic 
research quality. Dr. Collet has published over 100 articles 
and has supervised many students. He has been invited 
numerous times to give presentations which has discussed 
methodology and new trial committees. Dr. Collet … 
 

 

 
Let’s now listen to the Master of Disinformation and Manipulation at work … 
Smile … Mr. Collet, you are on Candid Camera ! 

 
1:10 (Inaudible) lessons from the trial. That the trial has treated 

people and has been published two years ago and I think 
everybody knows the results so I won’t spend too much time 
‘’commenting’’ the results but talking and sharing with you … 
euh you know the .. all the experience that we gained by 
conducting the trial and (inaudible) body (inaudible) and 
societies. 
 

 

1:42 So we start now by at the seating committee with an 
executive committee and was also helped by a (inaudible) 
committee and a scientific (inaudible) committee that was 
(inaudible). There was also a (inaudible) that was checking 
the trial on a monthly basis during … ‘’for the child’’. 
 

 

2:08 Just briefly, there was two treatment, one was hyperbaric 
treatment with 1.75 atmosphere of pressure and 100% 
oxygen that give 1253 mm of mercury of PAO2, while the 
comparison group was a slight pressure 1.3 atmosphere with 
air and that gives 128 mm of mercury in … in the blood, so 
the difference in term of blood oxygen was extremely 
important between the two group. 
 

He puts emphasis on secondary 
and complex criteria but people 
that are not initiated to the 
medical language can’t realise 
that he is deliberately omitting 
the most important ones, like 
oxygen increase in blood plasma 
and other body liquids ! Strange 
also that he never explains what 
are the physiological effects of 
pressure on the oxygenation of 
body fluids … 



2:44 And the results … very simple … for the GMFM score, this a 
global score, we can see that the two groups improved by 
about 3% with exactly the same amount in the group the 
green box is placebo and the yellow box is the hyperbaric 
treatment. 
 

You don’t seem to remember 
what you have been asked by 
the Lancet on December 4, 2000 
to not make any allusion to the 
term placebo ??? 
Count how many times he will 
use ’’placebo’’ during his 23 
minutes talk … 
 

3:05 And this is a three month euh … (noise) without … without 
euh … treatment because there was an evaluation after 40 
session and another one three months later.  
 

 

3:17 We can see that the amount of improvement was gained 
after 40 treatments remain stable three months later. 
 

 

3:25 And this is true for every sub-scale. euh … you can see that 
there is nothing significant only one was significant it was 
‘’sub scale’’ E, in favor of the placebo group. And three 
months later it is the same thing. So there was … euh … no 
effect, 
 

What?  
No effect regarding what ? 
A little phrase easily inserted in 
the subconscious !  

3:45 and you can see also that in term of the important of the 
improvement 25% of children in each group improved by 
more than 5% which is considered to be euh … 
important.  So one quarter of children improved in a 
substantive manner during the trial.  
 

 

4:10 For the (inaudible) it was the same thing, we found 
improvement I just show you this one at three months was 
with a big improvement in both groups euh … and … a little 
bit better in the placebo group but nothing euh … really 
important to consider.  
 

 

4:30 The main results therefore was that participating to the 
study improved the children scores as well as other 
outcome because I did present the neurological 
improvement in the scale memory, cognition, and also 
the speech but there was also a slight improvement in 
both groups. 
 

 

4:53 There is a presentation today by Maryse Lassonde a little bit 
later this morning about the psychological development 
during the course of the trial.  
 

 

5:02 But it was an improvement in … euh … both groups … 
euh … independently from the intervention. Hmm … the 
… this improvement were important and there was no 
difference between the two.  
 
 
 
 

When this phrase is linked to a 
placebo group, it doesn’t mean 
the same thing … for sure. 



5:20 And the question was why, we do not know (noise) and the 
were just hypothesis. The first one was that the two 
interventions were equally efficient and people do not 
favour this one but … euh … ‘’but a separate 
hypothesis’’ not the first one  
 

 

5:37 the second that was recommended by the scientific 
committee and by the community in general in fact it was 
the effect of participating into the trial  
 

Oh really ? Its better to involve 
everyone in general in your lie … 
 

5:47 and … euh … it was a placebo or learning effect because 
by looking in the test you know you can improved it by 
learning how to do that better 
 
 

He just blend two hypothesis 
into one, placebo and learning 
effect !  
Did you notice at which speed 
he inserted the word 
‘’placebo’’ in this sentence ? 
 

5:57 and it could also be normal development although the follow-
up period was short enough to ‘’prolong warranty’’ it couldn’t 
be a big improvement in the (inaudible) in fact the 
conclusion was that very likely it was hypothesis number 
two that’s in fact participating in the trial with all the 
stimulation involved in the trial was responsible for this 
effect.  
 

Here is how you easily eliminate 
the most probable hypothesis …  

6:23 So this … this is conclusion that was presented 
(inaudible) three years ago illustrating the results. 
 

 

6:32 So now after the trial, the situation was not very easy, 
(laughs) (inaudible)  understatement,  
 

 

6:43 In our groups in Quebec, some parents did not like the 
results, they did not believe the results they said that the 
authors were paid by the government to find negative 
results  
 

Yea right, the people are not 
as dumb as you would like to 
believe ! But wait, you have 
seen nothing yet, this was only 
the beginning with a small 
group of parents from Quebec 
who knew what was going on 
… wait until all the parents 
from all over the world 
discover what you (and those 
behind you) have done … 
 

6:59 It was extremely hard ... very difficult because as a 
researcher you really try this in an ethical (bla bla inaudible) 
dependence and not ready to any pressure in your back and 
we had (inaudible) no pressure and you try to do good and 
when you’re accused to do bad, its … its not easy.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

… this one is too much.  
Please stop it, we are about to 
cry … 



7:18 Euh … other parents because I got tens or hundreds of 
letters from different parents in different countries asking for 
the opinion because they were hesitating about sending their 
child to undergo hyperbaric treatment and we could mention 
the article and discuss with them but they were a little bit … it 
was not because of them but because of all the 
controversy that was supported by many physicians that 
‘’were in fact finding’’ the treatment and were criticizing 
the articles and criticizing also the authors,  
 

 

7:59 I was accused of being paid by tobacco companies and …  
 

Pharmaceutical companies … 
not tobacco !  
 

 it was .. I am (inaudible) all of the mention that (inaudible) by 
this group of people. 
 

 

8:10 Euh … and the hyperbaric center is in fact is not a good 
practice because there was no regulation, and I wanted 
to prevent them to practice.  
 

Wow ! :-)  
Is he really conscious of what 
he just said ? 
And just WHO or WHAT gives 
this man the right and power 
to decide about it all on his 
own ? 
 

8:18 So that was the situation in summary … 
 
 

Yes indeed … it summarises the 
situation really well. Thanks 
again … 

8:23 So what happened in the next (inaudible) 
Even that is to share the experience about the trial and of 
also two other things that can be interesting for the view who 
are doing research in physiotherapy. because and also for 
the model of evaluation that could be taught about this 
experience.  
 

 

8:43 Now for the trial I say yes we could improve the trial. In fact 
its not really improving the trial because the good part, and I 
think … we can … the team can be all proud of (inaudible) in 
this trial because it was euh I mean … the trial was good and 
even if people try to denigrate the results and to do hard 
analysis, it could stand, and was published in the Lancet, it 
was a good study. 
 

Could you please show us an 
original copy of the study taken 
directly from the ‘’Lancet’’ ? 
Please ? 

9:13 Very important … (noise) by providing the minimum 
intervention, it was euh … at one time their was a choice and 
it was discussed in the committee the two options would be 
to have a complete placebo without treatment,  
 

A complete placebo ? And just 
how, in your opinion, an 
incomplete placebo should 
look like ????? And could we 
please have a definition of a 
‘’complete placebo with 
treatment’’, Doctor ? 
 
 
 
 
 
 



9:33 or to have a minimum treatment which is a slight hyper 
pressure with air that could help blinding people but of 
course the intervention is not totally neutral because 
there is a slight intervention. 
 

Hmm … Isn’t it rather because 
it is a treatment that it is not 
totally neutral ? What kind of 
non-sense do you want us to 
swallow ? 
 

9:46 And at this time, during the course there was a 
consensus around the table with all participants even 
with all that were strongly in favour of hyperbaric 
treatment  
 

Is that so ? … A consensus 
around the table is certainly 
not a decision based on 
scientific facts like what is or 
what is not hyperbaric … 
So could you please tell us at 
what pressure can we 
consider hyperbaric to be 
hyperbaric ? 
 

9:55 to say this type of neutral intervention is not likely to 
produce any … 
 

Any what ? But you’ve just 
said is was not totally neutral 
… and now it is, and you even 
dare to add ‘’not likely to 
produce any …’’ 
Is ‘’EFFECTS‘’ the word that 
did NOT escape you mouth ? 
Hmm, strange isn’t it ? Or 
maybe not when we look at 
what follows … 
 

 this is why it’s a good placebo. 
 

WOW !!! Now we have it ! The 
slight treatment which was not 
totally neutral in the beginning 
of his sentence, becomes 
‘’type of neutral intervention 
not likely to produce any 
EFFECTS’’ because of a so-
called consensus that never 
happened, and ends up as ‘’a 
good placebo’’ ! 
You really are a wonderful 
magician, Doctor … 
 

10:02 And given the fact that the expectation and euh … the 
(inaudible) and all the … the mental strength created by what 
you expect from the results is probably the strongest 
compromise to explain the chance that for cures especially 
when you are assessing an outcome which is a score of 
performance. 
 

 

10:28 It was really important to blind people, because the 
performance with people is likely to be different by their 
knowledge about the intervention they receive. So in our 
study, I think the strength of the study, was not on the … all 
the data management procedure and the evaluation process 
that’s gonna (inaudible) and standardised which was also left 
to keep people blind from the intervention.  
 
 
 
 

 



10:54 A scientific committee was extremely useful, and euh … 
a good committee … I think helped many physicians to be 
clear when they are talking with parents about recommending 
or not to go to … hyperbaric. 
 

Oh yes, to do a dirty job, yes … it 
was a good committee, but still a 
violation of the research protocol, 
therefore a medical fraud ! 
Nothing really alarming however, 
we are only talking about some 
sick kids and poor people after 
all ! 
 

11:08 So this a good part and I think we would do it again the same 
way. We would change I think … euh … the trial regulation, 
trial administration and we will increase euh, improve 
communication. 
 

 

11:25 And here, just to remind you, I was involved in this trial as a 
methodologist, but in fact … I was not working in this field 
specifically  
 

Very good idea to put an 
incompetent researcher in a 
given field at the head of a 
study. Would we have the 
slightest chance of seeing a 
pro in mechanics at the head 
of an important research on 
astronomy ?? 
 

11:36 euh and I was involved because the promoter of the trial 
was also owner of a hyperbaric chamber in … in Quebec 
and it created a feeling of possible conflict of interest 
and we wanted to dissociate … euh … people that had 
generated the idea from the people who would conduct the 
‘’agence’’ its why as a methodologist I was responsible for 
running the trial. 
 

Oh really ? The so-called 
promoter and owner who was not 
in the conference room will 
surely be happy to hear that … 
what do you think ? 
Smile, doctor …  
‘’You are on Candid Camera’’. 

12:01 And euh so I came ‘’what to’’ be at the end, and also I was 
not aware or I did not catch … euh … you know euh .. quickly 
enough the … the  situation. The situation is that … I’m going 
to describe four problems: 
 

Ha hah ! One more lie on the 
desk will not make any difference 
! 
 

12:15 The first one is that most participants were biased and in 
favour of hyperbaric treatment (rires) … (inaudible) … 
come to do an evaluation, they were coming to get a seal 
of approval in order to be reimburse when they have 
access to hyperbaric treatment.  
 

The participants you are referring 
to MR. COLLET are  
CHILDREN !!  For sure, there 
are parents who would like their 
kids to get better … so thanks, 
but we’ll be just fine without the 
comments of individuals like you 
who are doing their best to keep 
them from having access to 
effective treatments … !  
 

12:31 So it was just the … the obligation to do to a trial in order to 
satisfy the regulation and get treatment approved by … the 
… Quebec … euh … reimbursement system.  
 

 

12 :45 So there was no (inaudible) … there was no (inaudible) 
balance, they were already convinced. 
 
 
 

 



12:51 So if (inaudible) had to do it again I think we will spend a lot 
of time to discuss with the parents all along the trial, to 
discuss with them about the principle evaluation and about 
the placebo and euh spend enough time to … to … to put 
them in fact of the context of doing an evaluation and not a 
certification.  
 

 
 
 

13:12 We would also challenge the physicians in term of their 
conviction in order to minimise the impact they may have on 
this population. Euh I mean to give the very physicians 
that were strongly behind these (inaudible) … 
 

WHO establishes the rules here? 
Your small gang that goes as far 
as changing the titles and 
contents of medical articles in the 
medias and even prestigious 
British medical journals  (May 
2003) ? 
 

13:30 And also to keep track in writing of very important decisions 
because when you make a decision it should be officially 
discussed, the statement that would then  become something 
to which we could refer if we need and … you know we said 
that at this time (inaudible) ... 
 

 

13:50 And the (inaudible) would be to create a state of mutual 
(inaudible) and to have the current (inaudible) for in the 
evaluation. 
 

 

13:58 The second point is (noise) committee. At the beginning, 
when I took the project … was lead by the physicians 
who were in favour of hyperbaric treatment and it was 
made of friends you know it was a large group of people. 
 

 

14:12 So (inaudible) committee and were all in favour of hyperbaric 
treatment.  
 

 

14:17 And one of my mistake is that I kept the same committee and 
I added three other methodologists, statistician, clinical 
trialist. And that was (inaudible), because at the time, at the 
end, at the time discussing the results, euh … It was not 
neutral, and absolutely not representative of the scientific 
community, it was in fact a group of friend, were in 
(inaudible) of hyperbaric treatment, and two of the people 
who were the bad guys saying no there is no results. And 
in fact (inaudible) … and at the end the parent who are 
looking that … we knew that it … the committee, there is 
majority of people who are in favour of hyperbaric saying that 
there is an effect. 
 

Its really strange that only the 
bad guys claim to its 
ineffectiveness … 

14:59 And in fact, you are sampling all the scientist in the 
province at this time, you would find probably the same 
people convinced they were all in the committee, they 
were not in the committee.  
 
 
 

 



15:12 So it would have been much better to reorganize the 
committee (noise) to start (inaudible) with a new group and 
(noise) (inaudible) this is what I say here. And euh … and 
also it was patients representative from the CP community, 
and because the patients representative in our group were 
patients representative all the groups that went in the trial 
 

 
 

15:36 So again there were variance and one patient representative 
(inaudible) spent over 30 000 dollars in hyperbaric treatment 
for ‘’one’’ child, so euh … its very hard to be neutral again 
and when you have (inaudible) this commitment and spend 
this amount of money. 
 

And just why in your opinion, 
these parents invest such large 
amounts of money other than 
because they know its working ? 
However, the costs will decrease 
dramatically when the low 
pressure hyperbaric chambers  
become available through the 
holistic clinics network ! 
 

15:57 And also to use a committee as our communication barrier 
because when the committee become independent then it is 
neutral and representative … euh then they can now 
intervenes the ‘’porte-parole’’ to can bring the originals and 
the decisions with the (inaudible). 
 

 

16 :19 (inaudible) after, this is point number three, where the money 
was coming from the government and … euh … we had no 
contact with national CP and international CP societies and 
that was a mistake again, because it was (inaudible) paid by 
the government and (inaudible) the results. 
We should have been to principal experiencing and again 
communication. 
 

 

16:45 Point number four is that ..euh…  When the results went to 
the publication and discussed with (inaudible) in the 
community, they were accused that there were no good 
reason except that euh … again there was no official 
position from the different societies.   
 

 

17:04 And euh … and then it creates a little bit of difficulty because 
you have activists on one hand that have … you know … 
not really fitting them as structured as they are and 
that’s the real problem not only in this specific situation 
… in autism and vaccines at this time is facing activists 
in court. 
 
 
 

Whoa there ! 
Who are these activists ? Us who 
uncover the lies and corruption 
that are rampant among your 
‘’Illness Care System’’ ? 
And why do you link autism and 
vaccines to activists and once 
again completely distort the 
Truth : Its the pharmaceutical 
cartel who is facing lawsuits in 
court because their vaccines do 
cause autism, among other 
things ! Lets bet that hyperbaric 
is as effective for this trouble … 
 
 
 
 
 



17:25 So the (inaudible) to that it’s the individual right to choose 
customer treatment, with (inaudible) treatment, the role of 
clinical research, researchers, scientific societies, (inaudible) 
and also what to do with activists. (rires)  
 

Look whose talking about 
Freedom of Choice in Healthcare 
now ? Another trashcan-phrase 
where everything is mixed up. 
And what would like to do to 
activists ? Prevent them from 
letting people find out about the 
criminal activities of those who 
leads our ILLNESS System? 
 

17 :42 All discretions (inaudible) … because that’s the real issue in 
our society, everyone has the right to … to talk, and this is 
democracy and we like it strong but we have to be ready to 
play the role in a democratic country in order to provide our 
answer at one point. 
 

And he even goes on with 
democracy and freedom of 
expression !  And which role are 
you referring to ? Silence 
everything that threatens the 
profits of your ‘’friends’’ ? 
And we certainly don’t need your 
answers. 
 

19:31 … Now to another aspect which is also a lesson from the trial 
that on the methodological aspect. I found that evaluating 
euh … the outcome in children with cerebral palsy is 
extremely difficult and euh, I show you a different study 
between lines to show that (noise) new (noise) improvement 
in CP, in children with CP, and this is equal in movement, 
there are 8 plus at 7 %, and … and the improvement is 
somewhat similar to the type of improvement we find in our 
study. 
 

 

18:39 And euh … expectation (noise) is certainly a very important 
compromise, because again its every time it’s a score of 
performance and performance is influenced by the 
expectation and the motivation.  
 

 

18:54 Euh … there is possible change of collaboration with 
(inaudible) and gives a collaboration is chanting the 
performance with be as good … or it will or it will improve, the 
collaboration improved. 
 

 

 There is a learning effect that we discussed, ‘’regulation’’ to 
the mean which is also possible if the baseline is not stable, 
artificially high or artificially low for any reason. And again 
performance means that the baseline can be wrong at that … 
in the beginning.  And (noise). 
 

 

19:26 So … euh … this is why I think in all this study there is a 
need for having a control group. I think there is a need for 
randomizing patients and also blinding.  If blinding is not 
possible, there is a need for independent assessment, made 
by people who are not aware about the type of intervention.  
 

 

19:46 And its treatment (inaudible) procedures and need stable 
baseline assessment in the beginning. So in that situa... its 
right difficult topics and very difficult domain for doing 
research.  

 



20:02 And euh … and I finish by that, because we are in a situation 
under where we taught about expectation regulation being 
responsible for the improvement, so now we could discuss 
the placebo effect because people call that in negative 
way … ‘’it is placebo’’, ‘’it is psychological’’…  
 

 

20:18 but we could think about promoting this placebo effect 
and now we falling to be out the domain which is euh … euh 
you know … very often ‘’caught up’’ by complimentary 
medicine.  
 

Promote a placebo ??? 
Now this is a brilliant idea … 
especially because what YOU 
are calling a placebo but which 
is not one is already being 
promoted, and it goes well but 
it is nothing compared to what 
it will become. Many thanks to 
you. And it is in fact all the 
specialists in the holistic and 
alternative field who will take 
care of it !  
 

20 :29 With whom Mary Law this morning talked about family center 
approach which is probably including this type of activity.  
But if we think about euh … it’s euh … a good placebo, it 
could (inaudible) be think about the mind strengthening and 
improving in fact the global test of the child by acting at 
(inaudible). And that’s a very interesting issue in this specific 
domain because … euh … I think we’ll pass about that. 
 

 

21:02 This is, this is normally what we expect in the … 1 minute … 
euh the … the environment, especially in cerebral palsy has 
a strong effect on the body and responsible for disease which 
is a limitation during an evaluation. 
 

 

21:18 The mind is here and related to the body and all the quality of 
life and mood and things in between because it’s really a 
combination of the two together. 
 

Here he tells us that it is 
connected … but their medicine 
separates everything, as we will 
see 3 paragraphs below … 

21:28 And spirituality is something which is more or less … 
(inaudible) but not quite … its very tough and nobody can 
working about that. 
 

When your consciousness will 
have been liberated from the lie 
that haunts your soul poor friend, 
you will then start to understand 
what spirituality is about, and that 
it gives much better results than 
your mechanical and chemical 
medicine that doesn’t respect 
Human Beings nor Nature ! 
 

21 :37 This is in general, if we talk about all approach in society 
which is more mechanical in modern science … euh the 
body genetics plays a very important role then again in CP, 
environment is a strongly important factor.  
 
 
 
 
 

 



21:55 Mind also exists but the two domains are totally 
separated, physicians for the body are different than 
physicians for the mind. Psychology, psychotherapy … and 
very often they do not talk to each other. 
 
 
 
 

At last something true, your 
medicine separates everything, 
your specialties cut the body into 
pieces.  The Holistic Approach 
considers energy and spirituality, 
instead of the mechanical side of 
it since we are not like cars. We 
are much more than the sum of 
our parts. 
 

22 :08 That would ‘’to be in favour of the’’ environment for the mind 
like the family … we don’t know very well how to deal with 
that and the interaction is a big interaction model between the 
mind and the body.  So euh … its its euh … it (inaudible) to 
be fragmented and not very efficient.  
 

 

22:23 The holistic approach, and it doesn’t mean necessary other 
type of medicine,  
it can be hard to seek one approach and type …’’  
it can be done in our medicine.  
 

Forget it ! Your medicine has 
wasted its opportunity in at least 
the last 100 years and we see 
how it is operating to hide what 
works and keep its Kontrol ! Your 
‘’business with disease’’ has just  
come to an end ! 
 

22 :34 You have also the body, the mind and spirituality but more 
important it is the interaction between all these boxes which 
is important and that euh … euh this in charge (inaudible) 
harmonious whatever level of the body you can find harmony, 
that’s the message. Then when it is harmonious or 
disharmonious then there is psychometic diseases, 
depression, stress, anxiety but also (inaudible) … so it’s a 
very different approach. But to do this type of study you need 
… (caugh … scuse me) euh … also to provide the evaluation 
to assess this overall aspect so its not an evaluation which is 
fragmented, piece by piece which which is in fact evaluating 
the overall aspect. So in conclusion, I will just repeat that and 
… I thank you. 
 

 

23 :33 End – Close or turn down the volume for 4 seconds 
 

 

23 :51 Quick trip in the hotel lobby and at the second floor where the 
Conference is presented along with some exhibitors. 
 

 

25:04 I’m being intercepted. This was my 3rd trip up there with no 
badge but this time they have spotted me … 
 

 

23:53 Standing at the statue of Charles de Gaulle, the plaque says: 
‘’We assist here to the advent of a nation who, in every 
domains, wants the right to self-determination and take its 
destiny into its own hands.’’ July 23, 1967 
(’’On assiste ici à l’avènement d’un peuple qui dans tous les 
domaines veut disposer de lui-même et prendre en main ses 
destinées.’’) 

 

 


