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I hnve just rend, with considcrnlJlc interest, an nrticle in the Mnrch innuo of 
the !7I~~~d1.I~ . .':..2...E...f._~l~- IEEE by It. E. Puthoff nnd H.. Tnrg cntit led "A Pcrceptunl 
Clutnn(~l lor Infon.tation Trnnsfcn· Over Kilometer Diutancea: JliBtorictJl Pcrnpcctivc 
lllH..I ·H.ecent Re!lcnt·ch. 11 These nuthors hnvc undertaken 11 scrien of potent in lly 
Higni Cicant stuJicn into n topic of obvious interest to llll increnHinp,ly lnt•gc numhet• 
of individuals, doi.ng so utilizing wlwt Hppears to be 11ppropt:intc tnchniqucs t:11l<c!n 
ft:cm the scientist'::: nrscn:ll of objective !~lcthodolo~ic!:l, !l'l'll\Y of: ':•hi.eh tlw nut·I11WH 

hnVt' pt·cviously clistinguiHhod thcmnclvcr. uoinlJ in t•ctH~tn·ch in tht~ IHltural nclcnc('/1, 
It is cet•tninly /l\1 understatement t:o nny thnt: nuch n controverai.nl topic llB I~SP n•• 
qull:l•n t~xtraol'dinarily p1~cc:i.sc nncl cnreful mnthod11, especinlly wnll oui.t1~d to l'Xt:lurl!' 
the hnHia for nll thonc nnp;lJing ct·iticinms of:ten h·l·cvet·l~ntly hurled £11:. the pan•­
psychologist·-frllud, inndcqut1tc contt•olH, inqn·eci:;c 11nd incomplnto rt•porU.ng of dd:11llu, 
iiiiPl"<'pcr Btnti.stics, propel.· :;tntinticB impt·opm:l.y urwd, nnd, cllpecilllly, tho prctll'll!'t! 

of: numerotlll confounding Vllrinblcr• \\lhich VlHY with the indepnndcnt vnrinhlcll ln Llwi r: 
•'XJH'l'tmC'ntnl dcHip;n.s in such n \•NIY tlwt thcCJt~ othct· uncontrolled vnt."illb1en retnal n t.o 
potcntiHlly nccount fot· the given results. Indeed, the nuthorH thcnmelvcn npp11n•nt.ly 
tll't out to tlchievc thin gonl, whnt they \·c(ct· to £W their "principnl rc11pnnrJi.biliLy•• 
ln r0snlvo. under unnmb{guous conditiorw the basic innuc~ of: whether or not thi.11 c lllfltl 

of pnrnnnrmnl perception phenomenon exists" (ppe>, 33/1-335), Unfortunntely, the 111odt1l 
(ot· their study follows the trnditionnl st1:ntngemn o[ the ptlr11pHyt:hologiuttl in tht! 
Unit:Nl St:ntc~-; nnd Europe, rnt:hcr thnn. the method they n.o doubt otlwrwinc uRc in t.:hcir 
non•hl~havint:nl l"CSC<n·ch in the natUl:lll HCi.CILCCI:l (ond J mi ghl ndd that iB lnrge) y 
followed i.n experimental pr;ycholo;_;y), As we shall ind:l.cnto, the conncqucncc of tbio 
is that they must ncccnsarily fnll far short in fulfilling thoir sr.ntcd "princ:l.pal 
responBibility." 

lt is the essence of the pxpcri..2:~:;_nta~ method--in contrast to naturaliot;i.c, 
obscrvntion, the survey technique, correlntional procedures, field studies, and the 
"Theoretical Hodel" of the parapsychologists (Girdcn, 1962, p. 360)••to in [.act. croat:o 
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the conditions necessary f:ot· 11 unnmhiguoun 11 l~cuolution o( fundmncntnl qucntionn ni.nce 
~.:!...0: thi.s method permits manipulnti.on nnJ control of pot:cntinlly confou11ding vnr.lnhlc11 
by the cmitH'ntly sensible method of ~!2'.L~.G the criticnl fnctot"fJ under ntudy, nnd 
llYtltl'IMlticnlly observing their effcctu upon ot:hm· twlectcd nnd n~t~nsurnhlc vnrinl>lr'U 
,.,1\LJc holdinr, these potcnli.olly confounding vnrinhleH under tight: control vin ouch 
lt•chnlqucs ns t•nndomizntion, const..:mcy, counterlwlanc:Cng, mntchi..ng, et:c, 'l'hc mnni.• 
pulnted vnriablcs nre called indcpcndcnt··vnr:i.ables (IVs), and the vot·inblcn acntiit.:ivo 
to the effects of the IV is called, the dependent variables (DVn). Thin hna been 
expressed quite eloquently by Ebhinghnus (1964, p. 7; original: 1885) in hia 
incorporation of this ~!2£Ei.I~!_tal method into hin researches into human memory, 
H successful cHol't which \vetlt f£ll: in illuot:t:ating in 1H85 the pm.,re~. of t:hia method 
in oc ienti f:lca l.ly undcrs tantli ng human bchaviC>l·- w 1. nc luc.l i ng pcrc_ep .!= ):..~: 

''He all know or what thts method consiHts: an attempt is 
made to keep constant the masEJ of conc.li.tions which have proven 
themselves causally connected with a ccrtoin rcnult; one of 
these conditions is iuolatcd from tho rest and vari.cd in a wny 
that can be numerically described; thcr'l the liCCompanying change 
on the side of the effect is ascertained by mcnnurcmcnt or 
computation," 

The simplest experiments, therefore, m:e thosn employing but H ningle IV 11nd 
11 s:l.ngle DV, nnd, in the fundamcntnl situntion in which lH\ c[[ort iH beinG u111cle to 
dl'nHHllltt"tltC the ~>hecr cxi.stence o( a phenomenon (111> in the prcucnt: ntudy, without: 
1.nrtuit·ing fl•rtlH·l.·-:CntoTts~-z;inposition Hncl cont:f.ngcnc:i.oll), the two bnnic vnlun11 or 
li.Wl~ls or vnrintcs of the IV rnny he simply dcuignntcd the 11cxpcrimcntnl 1

' (i.e., the 
factor !:PJ:£<~X.~.--operationally defined--in some amount) and ••control'' condition 
(i,e., the factor nppcors oa a zero amount). 

A helpful GXllmple might he n drug ntudy in \•lhich we only wnntcd to know i C thn 
dtug mnkcn runninn n mnze difficultM-or not! Xn thin td.tuntion, \vn woul.cl r!xperl. .. 
;u,•ntally compnt·c the drug condition 1 n cCCects ton condition otlH't·wfne idc•nt:lcni i.n 
which, hmvcvcr, the drup, is nh~>cnt! This would con11 L i l:uto oneof:tT;a-~rn';;otl:t~ndll.m<~nLill 
E.!3?.i..~l.::!!.l. control condi tions-~di n cxpcrimcntn 1 nc icnee in gcnornl, nnd <!>rpcr l mrmLnl 
psychology in pnrticulnr, nlthour,h of counw otlu'r cmp~ricnl contt·ol conditionu nrr. 
posnihlc, depending on \.Jbat one in .c.:.5.).!~~!.}_lil1J)_J~~· We upcnk, by tl'w wny, of ''contr.ol 
conditio.n", nnd not 11controlled!l condition, nincc \.Je ll/HH11nc all condi.t.:ionn in thn 
<~xpedmcnt nrc controlled :i.n some wny. 'l'his is r1ppm~ently 11 oourcc of rnuch con[ulllnn 
in the pnri1psycholor,ic11l litcrnture, where constrmt rc(m:cncc is mnclc to "controlled 
lnho1~11 tory cond :l tions," "scient i Hen lly controlled condi.. t l.onn, 11 1\lid flO on, tlwrl'hy 
cre11ting the illusion thnt basically \.Jell concel.vecl ,££!~rol. conditfons ut:C' being uucd, 
In the pn!BC·nt cxnmplc, if: one is conccnwd thnt: the pt·.o<::.:0~!2::£ of l!·l.J.t;.£_tiC:_!! CIIUIII!II 

errrn.·s to be mndc on the tunzc, then we need n rJ:tH.:el.2!2. control in wld.ch I?. ill trent.ctl 
identicnlly nn in the drug condition, but snlinu rnthcr thnn the tll·ug is injected. 
In this cnsc, we "control [or" the :i.njection procedure 1 n cfl:ectn on the DV by holding 
thi:l potentially confoundinG vnrinblc constnnt nnd crm thcrchx. cvnlunte it nntl prev1•nt 
it from creating the erroneous impression thnt the drug, per sc, produced the crr•Jrn S 
mndo on the maze, when in fact the drug injection procedure itself may have prpducod 
that effect on tho DV. 

An we know, in the present study, the bnsic procedure described wcHJ cnrricd out 
wi.th all the subjects (six in number for section III at::udiea t::hrough subsection "D", 
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two more in section "E", nnd five more in scctl.on "F"; we limit our crili.quc to tho 
lllnrc dctnilcd nccounts given in scct:ionsA-D ):nt:hcr thnn the V<!l'Y sl<ctchy lllfll(~rini. 
in sections g and f, although all thcve studieB used cnrlcntinlly the onmc procedure 
nnd varies mninly on the basis of subject clwrnctcri1ltics,). Tlwt is, nll the 
sul:Jcct:s \.Jere £Hlministcrcd, as it war.:!, t:hc sn1nc hnsi.c t:rC'ntmcnt condJtio7i'; nnj-,,.,crc 
·i:-i·:us~ part of the snme "clai.t·voynnt" m;-;•~:;;~-;;-to-·vl.nwing'1 gt='Quj;-, cm:;i";-(n-t-ing 
c1wcnti11lly in the Ss making an. cf(ol·t t·o somehm.,r cnvitdon 11 l'cmote tntgct, Actun i ly, 
nll we know of the Ti1stt:uctions t:o the S, so Cl.'it:i.cnl in determining the opcrntional 
definition of this condition, is thnt: til'o "rr~ll1ote-vicwing subject: wno nal<cd to 
dcHcribc his impressions of the tn1·gct Elite into n tnpc recorder nne! Lo muko nny 
llrmo~ings he thought nppror)l·intc (p.335)," since the nuthoro do~ give uA the nctiJnl 
innttuctionn. In nny cnsc, for each S, there did indeed exist 11 "1·cmotc tnrgr·t 11 

dcsignntcd by n "target tcnmn or "dcm:7rcntior. tc.tlu\ 11 nitunted nt nome geogt'nphicnl 
location nanrby the SRI laboratory, although the thcorcticnl rntionnlc for tllin team'& 
existence nnd its role in the procedure is never ronlly logicnlly presented l>y the 
nuthor_ snve only for nn histol.·icnl precedent cntnblinhcd working in(ormnlly wi.th 
Nr. Ingo Swnnn (p. 334) nnd perhaps the nnccdotnl "pilot cxpet•:!.ment:" (p.330) \vlwre 
one of the nuthors functioned i.n this cnpacit:y 11All "dnmnt·cntion tcnm" 1111d, we inCcr, 
gt·o,.; C}Uitc excited nnd imp1·cssed \.Jith o subject 1 B donctiptionu of some Hitoll he 
visited, '"here the subject supponedly hnd no particulnr ptior i.nfontlllt:l.on nbout the 
Bito in question. This situation, '"c shnll dct:rd.l lnt:cr, results in conoitlernblo 
ombir,ui ty in the designn tion of the "target" (i.o it. the "tnrgct.~petccivcd .. by-tho-tcnm", 
or is it the physical stimulus of the target, und so on?), 

'l'he \vhole p1·occdure, cnrr.icd out under \vhat the 11uthoro describe .1s "r:lgid ly 
controlled scicnti He conditions (p, 33/f) ", ·nnd inc lulling the subcwqucnt judging 
ptocedurc we shall discuss in some detail later, could hr.vc been cnllcd nn "cxpet·i­
nwntnln condir::i.on compnrablc to the "drug present" conditton in the cxnrnplo niJovc i I. 
there had been n control condit:l.on wl.th which to compare it (co111pm:·ohle to tho "pl';;Ccbo' 

.\ 

ot "no {l\~ug" conditions in our cxomplo), thnt in, n condition in which nll o( tlw 
preceding pl~occdurcs \\'ere CXI1Ct:ly followed but: f.n t:hc nbCH!l1C(~ of \oJhllt Wllll pt•nvlounly 
.ope r~.nnnll~Y. n ncl .£!.>j cc t i vc l Y. de fined n n th';;li?;;Qi:e -vie"wi.-;;g•ic~nd it ion (not c the 
importnnce of .oJ.?.jcctivc specificntion of the conditions under which the 11 remotc·v!c•-..rl.n1;' 
is to occul.·, because without t:hnt there cnn be no obJecttve controlled ~2~tr!_~_~!.!.,l]_ o( 
tho. condition td.ncc one would never knmo~ quite "'hen the exrcrimcntnl conditi.on PXJ 11U•d 

in tho (h·nt plnce:), As lho mnt1:Ql' ntnnds, llincc only one condition WIIO tun in t:hi.11 
ntudy, \o/C really hnvc neither cxpcl~imentnl nor control conditi.onH (bccmirlc tho t<~rrnn 

nte defined rclotivc t-o-cnch ot:hel·); nn.d si.nct~ thnt ia the CIHlc, He renlly hnve no lV; 
m1d since Wl~ hnvo no IV, '"a nctuolly do not even hnvc one experiment (lee alone the 50 
or so claimed by the nuthors in this ~~inglc pubU.catio;::;:-:::p. 330), 

The DV,. of course, nlso deserves co1·eful Bcrutiny, nince hyrotheaized lV cf(ectll 
lll"n evaluated i.n terms of chnngen in DV lllCllBUrer;, rn this study, the IICtunl "number" 
ohtnined lHl the basic row datum \oJHs the indivl.dt~al rnnking or "mntch" number o( a 
,;uhjl'ct 1B t:npc rcco1·ded description (Bupposo.dly of n "tnrget 11 ), with nome llllpnct 
(pcrhnps) of n nearby ~cogrnphicnl locotion. The nuu1bcr could tlAGumc ony vnlur~ frolll 
"l" to "9", where "1" refcrn~d to the judge's estimate of 11 11bent" rnntch, through "C)'

1 

'"hich \oJl\B llssigncd to a match if it w11s a "worst" match for a given tnr.get, . NJ.ne tnr• 
gctB lind nine dcscriptionswL~l.-c obtained for each 2_. This wnn nppnrently on ordinnl 
scalu of mear.urcment, He must assume, in the nlH>CI\CC (nl.no) of ll npccific report oC 
the insttuctions to the jud[jc, thnt the judge knew cxnctly whnt hia tllllk WllH in deter·• 
mining the degree of correspondence between the Ss' dcscriptionn nnd the judge•a own 
unspcc:i. ficd perceptions \vhen physically pre sent. -at tha ao•cllllcd targc t. 
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\~c. Rhould, thcrcfot·c, cons:i.de:~.· the precise menning of a "hit" unclcr thcnc 
circumstnnccs, Evidently, n "hit" for the Es occurred when t"-hc gco~jl~nphicnl locus 
tlwy cnllcd the "t<H'!jet" is judged to co1·1··e';pond to the S's dcscr:l.ption obtninecl 
\·lhilo tho ' 1dcmnrcntion team" wns vir;iting D pnrti.culnr site, This wrw also, therefore, 
n llituntion where the S's con:cspond:l.nr, dcsci.ption wnn nnnigncd n rnnk of "1". Since 
9 tnrgcts were "experimented" with n gi.vcn S, we h:.1vc 9 ncpnratc jud1~mcnt:n of rnnk 
cLn·ricd out by n single given judge. 1'he sum~- of ranl<n for the giv~n S of nll the 
dcscd.ptions for the thcorcticnlly nnsocintedt7;1=-gcts'"W'na then comptn:cd ton prohnbili.ty 
diBtribution £01.· thnt r.tntistic, ll situation HC cln:i.n·1 is rcnlly impt·opcl~ly nerving aa 
ll substitution for a test bnsecl on S0111e stntistic (which could be the sum of rnnlw) 
ob~i ncdfrom the ~1pnri sen~ o 1: thc--;;-;;tches for thi B hypot.:hc ticnl "remote vicwi nr." 
dntn to the tnntchcs obtained under aimilnr judging conditiono where there was no 
remote viewing possible (other control conditions will be described below), 

· llo\.;'eve:~.·, there nrc numerous pcculinrit:ica nbout thin judging proceno poHnihly 
unrc~wlvllblo on the bnsis of the authors' scnnty nnd mnbiguous dcscripti.on of thi.11 
criticnlly impot·t:ant aspect of their study, Let uo connidcr a few of thcno problcmo, 

1. \olhat w:1s ~,he ju<~~-_iuclr,it:.G_'l '£he· judgo (or n given S'n pcr(orlllnncc for 11 
given tnrgot (whnt the aut:ho1·s rcfc1· to incredibly nn no "experiment") wau nucc<!twivoly 
drivc.n.to cnch gcogrllphical locnt:ion pt·cviouoly vinited by Lhc pct·ipnt:etic ]in. ~iinco, 

nR we previously noted, \vC do!~ know ]n·cc:i.soly ~h11t n.c;.P~C:.~.;!. or the geogrnphicnl 
locntion constituted n "target" in the ori.l_;inal 11 c)qwrinwnt 11 when the dcmnrcntJ.on 
tcnm. \·ms present, and since it is even more nmhiguoun now whnt the judge wnn Vi£'wing, 
as w~ll ns whnt he \vns .sup.r_~_scd to be lool<ing nt while he reviewed the §_ 1 ~ncl<11f~CH of 
9 descriptions, '"e. seem in this procedure, therefore, t:o nctunlly be dealinij with L'I-Jo 
(nnd pc1.·hnps three) rccogn:l.znbly distinct cntegod.c.s of 11 tnrgctn": one in connti.tutcd 
by the perceptions of the dcmrn:cntion teum; a ~H:cor11l hy the pc.tceptic;nr; by the .)t::!g!~!!i 

nnd n third by direct physicnl aspects of nome gcogrnph:!.cnl locntion (photogrnpllr1 nro 
U9Cd in the rcpOl't (ll'IU labelled 11 tnrgct 11 tO fm•thcr COmplJ.Cllt:C t:m~got: dclincntJon .. ,. 
e.g., Ficurc 4). It is difficult to cvnluntc how potcntinlly dinsimilnr thnne vnrioun 
"targets" \vcrc in the nbsence of c luri fyinfj nnd dc.~t:n:!.lecl nccounto of tho Rpcci fie 
instt.·uctions to the tcnnw nnd to the judge. /\(tCl: nll, the judge or demnrcnlion tcnm 
may hnve fixated the horizon, focused on pnsni.ng vchi.clcs, not:!.ccd n sir,n, nnd no on, 
Consequently, tho !_Cporti.n[;. ot the tn1·get si.mply 1111 l\ "tnr.got. locntJon", cir "r1~tnote 
locution" (e.r;., ''Mnrinn,) H.o<hvood City'') on t;hc llttthorn do, lwlien the fnct thnt wo 
lll.l' dealing hc1.·o \vith both their £l!!lE.Y..OY._01..1f::.£ belief nnd in the pcrcoptunl theory 
thnt the wny thingn nppcnt• to n vic\oJl~r nnd the wny they ore phynicnlly conllti.tuted 
may nnt be nt nll idcnticnl (e.g,, the seL1Slltion "red" of n perceived ntop Hl.!\11, fltH.l 

tho litomic structu1·c of the pnint pigmcmtu on it:H nwt.:al nul~.Cncc), 'l'ho porn>ible con• 
'nl'f(Ut~nco of this lllck of prcciBo dd:ini.tion ot tho t11rgct in thnt the judge hno 
conHidm·abl~ lHt:ituda in fittingS's description to tho occnc nH he· porccivcu it, 
poRHibly evert .lool<in[~ £EE_ ccrtnin-nspccta of the scene before him that ooem to bo 
present in some of S's descriptions, 

2. l!m.J rcli<lh_lc is the Jud~~.9..~~-~~0:_ch!.2_1_1;,~(:~:£7 t.. direct conncqucnc1~ n( 
the preceding considcrn tion. bears dircc t ly upon the intcgri ty of the mcM:l\ll"Cmcnt uncd 
for the authors' basic datum, namely, the problem thnt we do ~ know spcci fi.cn.lly wilnt: 
constitutes the 11 stnndnrd" (the target" in some sense) against which our "compnrison 
s.timuli" (S'a descriptions) arc. measured bythc judge, resulting in \vhn.t muoc be nn 
impressively unrcaliable measure (DV). l"ut•t:hermorc, this potentially highly ,!-_~rclJ!'!?..lS. 
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mcnsut·e, thct·eforc, becomes potcnt:l.llllycven more unrcnlinhl.c whenonc rccllllH t:hnt only 
one judge wns used for each c.ubjcct 1s data, m1J-Iw pet· formed only one judging (n neriaA 
~nine evaluations) for a given tnq~et, · The rP-port tells us nothing of ll11Y efforts 
to "tnlin" thi! judge in this procedure, or otherwise to determine flQme inittnl 
n•l!:~-lit._y_cod:Ucient for this kind of tnsk for n naive judge. Thin qucntion ol' 
doubt nbout the status of our mcil8uring_ instrument, our "ncnnor" llR it were, ill 
enpccinlly prcplcxing in light of: the l·d.ghly ref:Lncd nnd instrumentally sophinticntecl 
dependent variables the authors surely usc in all their othc1: rcocnrch in the phyr;ical 
sciences; why they hnve avoided usc of such tcchn:i.qucB in thla no-C£1 J.led 11rc!rnOl:!!'" 

vic,.,ring" research, nnd ful.·thct·more not used the approprinto control pt·occdurcs cxpat·i· 
mental psychologists nnd psychophyn~icists hnve lnboriounly developed otnrti.ng with 
Wundt's 'WOrk in Leipzig in 1879, rcmn.ins rather. en.i!jlllCit.ic, to Ray the least, 

3. Here .the l:._~mc~t:E.. Ind~.1~2~0~~? After the fit·st "tnrgct" site wns vinitcd, 
we 'kn<n" the judge wns taken, nccording to nome UIH>peci fied prQccdure (the au thorn flliY 

"in tut"n," but "in turn" of wlwt•-demat'cnt:ion tenm visits, random sequence ,iunt for 
the purposes of judging, or simply (nncl nccct;s;n·ily) "one D[ter the other?") to nnoLhct 
ttn·gct, Hns he then given the snml~ nine dcncript:ionn in pt·ccinely the nnnw \.,rny'! lf 
uo, hcH., '""s the procedut·c handlc~-\vcrc precnutions tnl<cn to pt·evcnt cuea onoocintctl 
l<ith--previous correct 'hits' from subsequently inOucncing lntc1· nwtchcu, since, 
obviously, in format ion thn t a previous description had been co1·rect ly mn tchcd (n "hit") 
reduces by one those descriptions in the pool that he drnws fl•om to "mntch, '' thereby 
Hignificnntly incrcrwing the p1.·obabili.ty of making cmhncqucnt hitn. Thiu 
could casi ly occu1.· i £ an inf:o1·uwd Jo; drovo tho judge to the di [ fercnt ai ten (ot· tlw 
Jutlging, nnd then, hnving noticed ;hat \-le \V'ould 1.H;su1nc to be nn nccidcntnl "hit" hy 
the judge, indicated as much th1.·ough perhaps an uncon:>cious cue to tho judge. The 
point is, not that we think the authors really overlool<ed such nn obvioun rJourcc oC 
hinn. but rnther that we need spccinl reassurance !!.l~~ci_!:}.:.~lli that n noivc driver 
witll explicit driving inntructions wos used to merely drive the jucl8c to the different 
locnti.onsM•nnd thnt is nll! Aftcl: nll, he cnnnot CI:Hl the judge about prcviouH 
nccomplinhrncnts, if-he- knows nothing of the rcncnrch. Of: course, thl) judgo mny hnve 
dt·iV<'ll himself to the site. which would lnrr;cly eliminnte thiR oout·cc of confound1.ng 
in the rnensul:cmcnt series,- but we do not know whnt h_nppened . .!.!..S:!.£ oincc theoo pertinnnt 
details oro omitted from the repQrt. 

'l'o summnrb:c oln.· conccl'ns '"ith the dependent vnrinhlc to th:l.n point, we mny nny, 
firnt, it nprcnrs to .need considcl.·nblc npec:l.[icntion, n detailed opcrtltionnl dcrfnftio11 
r:ccond, itfJ reliability should he nnccrtnined, nnd doubt l:hat: it: in inhm·cntly v1•ry 
unrelinblc t•cmoved; thil~d, it should be uncd fo1· dctenn:i.ning cxpcrimantnl comlition 
("Clnirvoynncc") hit l.-ntcs in the nJntch-J.ng tnBl<, nn wt~ll nn fot· nppropri.nto control 

· concli t iorw .' ("No c lnirvoynnce," "no c luirvoyanee nnd no dcn,nrcnti.on. tcom, 11 nnd no on) 
hit rntes, '·so thnt an D.ppropriatc BtntistiC bn:wd Oli the net !.!21.£~-~S!: in "hit; t"lltGO' 

could be tested for the degree to which this difference measure is statiaticnlly 
signficnnt, 

Since this idea of nn npp1·oprintc controlconcll.tion seems to be oo alien to the 
pnrnpsychologiclll SO•Callcd 11 expcrimclltll. 1 II li tCl'H t\lt•c 1 but iO CVeryHhcrc C lac in 
cxpcrimcntnl science recognized to be of the essence o( the logic of·cxpcrime~tntinn 
in the first plnce, let us consider in some detail whnt the minimal rcquircm~ntu would 
be in ot·der to actually run nn ,£;:;:e:::t·i~~- on thin "remote viewing" hypothenin, rather 
than merely report curious observations of poHaibly purely coincidental events, 
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Appnrcntly, "clairvoyance" SCC\1\S to be viewed or interpreted ua some ldnd oe 
non-scnnory 11 [lCCing clent·ly" of: nn objcel: not. ilmHedintcly nvnilnb)e t:o HCnBol·y 
survcillnnce nnd scnnning. Xt \vould nec111, thcrofot·c, thnt fol~ obJective cxpc~rl­
mcntnl put·poscs it mny be opcratiOiH~lly defined cithct· by spccifyinr, inBtructiona 
ton &llbjcct concerning his potential task of envisioning distant objects, or by 
contt·olling the vct·y existence of n tnrgct: to be accn "remotely" (or any other 
wny fot• that mnttct·), Thct•cfor'c, cnch. o[ thenc pt·occlltn~nl dctnilo can serve nn 
nn IV in n Wl~ll contt·ollcd 2-[nc.tot· dcsir,n. l~or the "tnrgct" IV, we would flE:('Jn 

to need only the two brwic levclH of tb:ts IV, IH11110ly, n condi.tion l.n \llhich f.1 

remote tHrgct is nvnilablc fot· nllegNl "remote viewing," hypothetically fncili.t11tod 
in some inscrutnblc fashion by n "demarcation team" actively obr.crving the t11rgct: 
nccordinr, to explicit, :r:eplicnblc dil:cctions, and a conc.lition in which no such 
remote tnq~et or team exists. The fo1:mcr instnncc would thcot·ctically pc1:mit 
clnirvoynncc to ope1.·nte. (if it exists), since one 1 s repot•ted imagery could be matchc<.l. 
or. compnrcd to the actual selected target, as dincusscd in dctnil nbove; the latter 
control conclition would not, since there would be no selected target to sco 
clairvoyantly or otherwise. 

Flll:thcrmol·c, on the basis of nn. opcnH:ionnl dcf:initJ.on of rcmot:cMvicwing i.n 
terms of the i.nBtructions to S estnblishing his t·emote-v:lC\-Jing tank, we cnn pl·occoJ 
to require hi.m to drn\-J pictures o1· vm·bally describe nnl'.El1J.:.!2rr he can imnninc for, 
Hay, ·n 5-minutc pcl·iod (conunensing lind ending nt our signal), but in tho exrH~ri~ 

mcntnl condition further telling him to attempt to view a remote tlll"gct, whort'nn 
refraining f:t·om such a demand in the control condition. 'l'ha ovcra.ll dcaign then 
wou.ld be = 

0 I 

INSERT DIAGRAM mmE 

ProccdUl.•nlly, this would moan \-JC begin hy crcnting a lnrge pool of; ncnrby 
gcogrnphicnl sites to function lHl potcntinl 11 tm:get.:H 11 ('l'hin in nn llttcmpt to 
pcrlhWVO t.:hc nuthors p1·occdurcs Hhnrevcr J.:<.'llBihlo, ninco it would hnnlly ot.:ltc't·wine 
be vcty ndvisnble t:o use such con1ple:x st:i.muli Hll these targctn when little in known 
of these of:fccts with simple stimuli), nnd then t•lHHlmnly ntlfd.gn tnrgeto to the 1, celln 
of our experimental design until, say, cnch cell hns five (5) targetn (or pet·hnpn mor(l 
c\('pcnding somewhat on ,_·cnourccs nnd the typo o( stntiBtical tent to he uncd). 1\El fo1.• 
our "instr'uction" variable, we will basically require S to give a det<lilcd pht'tWIIH!D 

nologicnl rcpot·t of his 11 stt·erun of consciounncnu" experience~~> at dcHignated m<HIH!lltu, 
but, for half of the targets (cells A and ll) we would have in addition asked~ to 
nttcmpt to "visualize" nome gcog1~nphi.cnl ncenc (\ve \-JOttld provide our rC'ndct·n i.n tlH! 

ln tcr t•cport with detailed, n:pl~cablc, inot::ructions so tho render could f!Vlllufll:l! 

the dcg1.·cc to ,.,.hich we may have given ou1~ S .:1ny information about: the type, condttion 
(w locntion of: the target, nll of which infonnati.on may help dimininh the popul11tion 
of totlil tatocts S thinks might be undur considcrntion, thuo Hignificantly increnninij 

0 -~hn probability of making a hit--a circumstnncc thnt may help account fm• nuch out• 
standing "hits" in the nuthora• rl:porc ;:w that of Vlhito Plaza).' 'l'ho di.Cf'ct'<mtial 
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pt·c~wncc of Duch information, vnryl.ng Hith the 11 inntructinn" IV, would be nn 
excellent example of £1 confounding vnd.nble in Hn expcdmcnt of thin type. X.n nny 
c<tso, the usc of these control conditions (no tnrgc~t, no rcmote-vic\-J:l.ng demand in 
vnrious combinntions designated by celln /\, C and D) pct·mits an cmpiricnl dctc!r­
mination of the extent to which such "hits" in lll<H:ching mny occur nimply by virtue 
of the similarities judges may rend into ll1in mntching mntcrial due to ita :l.nhcrcnt 
unstntcturcd subjective quality, lllUCh ns humnn obaervcru of Rorschach. ink blot:n nee 
n map of Ireland or a bust of Cacscr, ~n organizntion imponcd on perceptual mntcrinla 
that pet·ccp tual thcoris ts refer to as ''Gcsta 1 t: n," often rc fleeting unconaciouu needs 
of the obscl.·ver (such as, "I have p::;ychic pmvcrs I must deniOnstrHtc:"), 

/\s f:or the sequence to be foll.o\ved in nctuHlly running S through thane different 
trentmcnt combinations, a simple randomi7.cd an·angemcnt \vould suffice, that in, 
assuming 20 targets, with numbers 1-5 in cell 1\, 6-10 in cell n nl'!d ao on, we nimply 
nm the trentmcnt combination according to the next number in t:he rllndom ncriea 
(c·, g., if 13 is the first random nu111ber, we run S ncconling to the condition11 
obtni:ning fot· cell C), Later the judge cnn in rnndom uequence conrd.dcr one cell hloct: 
of descriptions nnd targets after the other, until nll four cells hnve been ''mntchcd," 
'"hc1·e natllrally the judge is not in(ormcd of thn trentmont comhinntion condi.ti.on. litt 
rntcs £n·c dctcnnincd, for example, nnd then npprorrirtte lltntiRl:icnl tents for nimplo 
effects, main'effect:s, nnd possible intct·nctionn determined, 'l'hc "rcmotc-vievdng" 
hypothcHiB would be confirmed :1.( cell "B" had 1-lignificantly mot·e hitn tlwn C1~ll "/\" 
(no tnrgct),ccll "C" (tnr!jct, no R·V instruction), nnd c:et·tninly t:lvm cell "U" (whet"•.! 
hoth target and appropriate instntctionn nrc nhsent). 'L'hc prcocnt reported nt:ucly, 
by·-the \WY, consists only in cell "B", mnkinG npprop1·iatc compnri11on impolloib1e, ln 
llny cnHc, lack of c.uch siljnificnnt dif:fcl·cncc:; w:l.llmm~ely di~;conlirm this pnt11~ 
pnychologicnl hypothesis (not 11dinprovc"), theJ~ohy providi.nli no ono ,.,i th ll11y etnpi d.cltl 
r<!aHon for n ff:irminu_ belief in the existence in thill unununl phenomenon 1 a cxiutcncu•• 
at least, as cvalulltcd in this suggested cxpcl.·imcntnl design, 

Furthermore, the un~lcrlyi.ng logic should ho clcnr, thnt the clnirvoynnt hypo­
th,wis E_~~1!?.E. be cvllluatcd "'hen mntchcs or hits (cell "A") nrc cotnprn:ed to nonH) 

hypothetical "chance" level (no mattc1· how Hccut·ntc tho ntatintical tent he llccord!.ng 
to individual r.t.'itisticinns, pronouncements of Btatinti.cl\1 l.llltlocl.nti.onn, or liH found 
in stntistics texts) tlwt fnils to represent the nnt·mnl or ~E'E~~-!:'0..£.1: of hi tu 
thnt might be ~"'lly CXJ2..C_C:~~~!ct·__shcsc _!.,5_~£t~-~:_}c:ll_.£9D5~2:J:.L~. when. clnirvoynncc docs 
not exist (as cells "U" especially, and also "A" and "C" cotnblishca, ns explninod 
above), 

The· ct~scntin 1 expct·imcntnl invalidity o[ thin pnrnpnychologicnl tnc tic o [ 
cnmpnt•ing thoh· so-cnllcJ "expcri.111nntnl <lntn" to HonHJ hypothetical "chunc~" lev(•}, 
cHpccially in the absence of cxpe1·imental control cond:l.tionn, iH pcl~hl\pll mont clPnrly 
illustrnted in the psychokinetic ("mind ove1· lllllttcr") literature, ln t:houc lltudi.eu, 
clnssicnlly chnmpioncd by Rhine some ycm~s ngo (o.g,, 19l•7), a tumbler might Lon11 

out onto H tnblc some 600 dice; the s being evaluated for his Hllegctl 11pnychic" nkilln 
mnl<es some effort to mcntnlly or "psychically" :l.nflucnce ench die and have, Boy, llH 
many 5s turn up liS he cnn, A tabulation is made, m1d it iH found thnt, nay, 2'}5 
Sr.hnvc indeed tut·ncd upMNa st:nrtling rcr;ult, i.ndecd, cHpccially when it: in connidcr~d 
that only 100 should lwve so turned up by "chance," The problem of this inteqn·ct£•tio 
is the snmc as that in the present "remotc-vicwinr,"study, 'l'his 1'chancc level" ie o. 
the~raticul, mathematical abstract model of tho behavior of 600 ideal dico,not 
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ncccsHnrily related to the die actunlly being used in the Atucly at all, not to 
wenti.on to the rn·occdut·cs nnd physic:1l conditions opctnting in Dctwllly uning nnd 
11 tonsing 11 them. An cmpiricnl control condition ia nccesnnry to obtain this 11 Hlnn .. 
dnrd" for conl(Hlrinon, one rcl;"rc:-~m•ting tiiC ncl:ual concrett~ d1.c uocd in the otudy, 
nnd nccounting for such potentially confounding vnrinbl1~s lnflucncine the tht·m.,r uuch 
ns non-horizontal t<1bles, lo<hl(!d dice, etc. (a 11 as dillcullscd nbovc), 'l'hin control 
condition \VOuld exnctly duplicate the experimental condition, BHVe only for the 
omission of some critical factor undcr··atudy in the experiment, such no (in tl1io 
cnsc) psychokinesis itself: In other words, we run n non•PK condition, in whicl\ 
all is done aa in the experimental condition, but -~ docs not ''PK" when the die io 
thrown. 

Would not such a com[Wl·ison change our int:eqwetation of this whole nituntion 
if it wns found tlwt .:<gni.n about 230 dice cnme up 11 5n"'l He would then obviounly 
look fo1· those other 'D ltcrn:lt ive, non~parapsycho lol~ical expl£mntio';);'fc";l.· the high 
5'~ count (such ns the possibility of loaded dice). An excellent review of the 
PK literature through 1962, nnd r;cncral critique of th:l.a "theoretical mo<.lol", iu 
that of Girden (1963). 

It may be true, ns the parapsychologists cl..-lim, thnt ESP in t·cnl nnd l'Cpt•etHH'It:n 

n great lntcnt pO\vcr of the human mind, one day to Clllcrge in full 1·ccognition by 
scionce ns another momentous step :i.n the evolution of wnn nnd ld.s 111lnd; but it:11 
u·ut:h remains to be demonst:l"Htcd through usc of the ;-xr~ .. !::ri!.:l£_nt:n!:. method, nnd \lntil 
it. is, in the some wny ns Ohm's ln\.,r 01· Pavlov'B condiLioned reflex pnrnclig111 hnr1 
bc{~n so dcmonstrnted, pnn&psychologintu ought not eonfd.dcl~ psyehologiuto nnd ol.IH•t• 
nd.cnti:>ts nnd engineers calcified consorvntiVC'S hli.ndly rcf:ulling to nee the• ohviouu 
"tact" that ESP, etc,, exists, because the parnpsychologi.sts thonwclvcs ncern to 
vit·tunlly intentionnllv avoid usi.ng the only tcchn:l.qucs which in the long nm wl.ll 
prove pers~£1siv-o .. to .. l:h~' scicnt:i.Hc community, and those arc ohjec!:.f.yo cx~crimcn_t;.!::l 
procedures. 

Perseverance of belief ili ES11 and related phcnomc~nn built upon Buch nhnhby 
nnd prcpostc'l..·ous cv:i.dcncc as is usuully of:fnred .'ln "ncicnl:if:i.c proof:" on behalf 
of: the ESP pt·oponentn (and the present study in to soma extent nn cx111nplc) i tfH!l f 
n•quixcn some explanation, since such perscrvm·ance iu often cited llll itt;clf non1ehow 
lWidcncc fo1~ the existence of these "pnr.·::monnnl" phcnomcnn (importnnt people 
\.,rouldn't believe it if it wasn't tt·uc.'). Xt iu not hard to Cind EJuch nn cxplnnntion 
in the litot·aturc of the sociai psycholor,y of: .:.:.~-!?.L~ .. L-~~·~l':2~~~ ilnd ~.L nincc 
tlwrein :l.t is well understood how orgnn:l.zed g1~0li]Hl o( l.ndl.vidunlB mny hnnd to!:C'thcr 
wi.th thC'tt• O\-'n ideologic~>, thoir own club:;, thcb: m..rn in-)•,roup puhlicnt:iotHI nnd 
fli1Cl'Cd \40rks 1 their OWn symbol:;, ptlHH\VOCdll llntl HJ.ognnfl 1 in the intcreut o[l:el\ o( 
providinr; some scnnc to life, nome d:i.t·cction, ~1omn comJWnBnti.on for 11 nenne of 
per nona 1 loss, insigni ficnncc, or infcr:i.ot·i ty, wh:l.eh j B p-..·ovi.dcd by bccomi ng n "true 
hclicvct·," aB Hoffer (1951) puc it, in some t->pec:tnl nn<l unique lllOVement. EBpcci.nlly 
is this true of ideologic~ that persist dc::~pite virtually univurnnl reJection on 
some rationr1l g'l..·oundn, sur,))cstinr,, in cont:J:<Hlt, thnt the belief i.n quc11t:ion n11HWPr11 
to ne~lS other than those th•1 t nt•e ra tionn 1.. '!'he p<H't icu lnr d i ( ficu 1 ty the pm·n­
psychologists seem to encounter in tlwt (most: fortunately for humanity) the ~>ciencJ. fJc 
111ethod rcp-..·cscnts one of the few really print:inc exemplars of the ~io~l.::IJ:.·unc o( the 
human mind, thereby guaranteeing a clnuh \Vith their own vented irrntionlll idr~olo)~ical 
H)'9tClHfl. Add t.o thin the consitiL~rntion thnt \.,rc arc prerwntly witncsHing 11 nt:rong 
iesurgence of popular interest in the occult ond supcrnnturol. with a prollortionnto 
incrcoso in tho volume of superstitutious behavior prevalent, wo con ace that tha 
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prf'scnt ntudy decidedly fits into the "Zeitgeist" of contcmpornry dcmimtin., Thin iH 
especially un(ot·tunntc for psychology, since thin nlno n1cnns conoidcrnblc tnl1:nt 
and potcntinl CXIH~t·tisc tlwt could have pushed bncl< (rontict·n ot new undcratllnding 
of the normnl complex rc.nliti'{;;-of humnn pet·ccption nnd its t'elnt:ion to the nervouo 
sys tern, Utl"Ztphysica 1 rca li ty, should instead to divct·t:cd into inquiry :i.nto tho 
bizan.·c circuitous vagaries of the so~~£J,lled 11pnra-norn1!1'!."• 
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