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We appreciaee your thinking of the National Research Council (NRC) in 
terms of evalWlting your remote viewing studies. As you know, we did a very 
thorough look at a numbE!r of par.anol.-rnal phenomena in a. scudy encit:led 
Enhancirtg Human Pcrfo1.-mance, Issues Theories and Techniques published by the 
Na.-ciona.l Academy Press in 1988. 

One sec.cion of chat report: was ent:icletl "ScienLl.Clc Assessmen-c of Remoce 
Viewing" beglnnirtg on p. 17 8. The report reviewed the major srudies and 
concluded: 

"In summary, aft:er approximately 15 years of claims and sometimes bitter 
controversy, the literacure on remote viewing has managed to produce 
only one possibly successful e:x.periruent thaL is not seriously flawed in 
its methodology - and that: one exper~:ment provides only mare;in.al 
evidence for che existence of ESP. By both scientific and 
parapsychological standards, then, the case for remote viewing is not 
just very weak, buc virtually nonexistent. It seems that the preemin$nt 
position that remote viewing occupies in the min~~ of m8ny proponents 
results from the highly exaggerated claims made for ehe early 
experiments, as well as the subjectively compelling, bu~ illusory, 
correspondences tha'C experimen~ers and parcicipants find betwaan 
componen'!=S of the descriptions and the target: sites." 

The comparative advantage of the NRG is in evaluating a field of 
research. To put the machinery of the NRC committee process inco place for 
the.evaluaeion of a limited set of studies docs no~ seem warranted so soon 
after the last report. What I hope is cha~ our recen~ report will be helpful 
in guiding your own assessment of remote vieYing s-cudies. 
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