Bv Alfred Baer

rorgan. Recent studies have
oncogenes (from “onkos,” Greek
muliiply when “turmed on” by
e susceptibility to these stimul
hich explains why, for example,
“ncer in every smoker, but only in
Wicand, percentage.

Ay cancer, uswally by surgical excision, is
X ucmwml metwﬁﬂe ere lies with early detection. Even
more advanced cases ori gmaim g from certain organs, such as the
thyroid, prostate, testis, and so forth, can be controlled by
specific therapy. Exciting work is being done at the National
Institutes of Health in colon cancer by introducing targeted,
specific cancer-destroying cells. This biological approach prob-
ably represents the future of oncological therapy.

Unfortunately, metastatic tumors {cells that have invaded other
organs) are rarely curable, but they can often be kept in check for
varying pernods of time by doses of certain drugs (chemo-
n“weramf) These drugs are usually highly toxic and are poorly

tolerated by many patients. But to the extent that they prolong
Jme they may be worth the sacrifice. The same can be said for
radiation therapy.

Despite the great strides that have been made in the understand-
ing of the molecular events in cancer development and in the
ireatment of many different malignant tumors, the medical
establishment is far from happy with (h prese { state of affai
A recent editorial in Lancef by A
13, 1991, p. 901) points out i
[spreading cancer} incurablein 1975
wrges that future research be directed
tion rather than chemotherapy.

fore, not surprising that patients tarm to unconyésiional healers
who wusually do mot hesitate to promise mofgithan they can
deliver. Interestingly, these patients are predominantly well

continued on'vage 12

It of uncontrolled growth of

By Grace E. Denman

Several interactive language programs are
available for home compuiers. The

nse artificial intelligence technigues m CONVETS!
with a mser i a itherapist-to-patient manmer.
picking up on key words n the “patient’s i
and feeding them back in the form of a guestion,

them
ihe program “therapist” leads a diz
ploge the “patient’s” thoughts and fo
technigue is not unlike that used by “@s
coldreadings. Playing with such a program
an instructive experience for skeptics,

rchics” 1n
canbe

some time “dialoging” with “Dr.
addition to the growing list of
programs. Although the doc-
casonably o statermenis such
23 “T have a headache” (replying, “How often do
you have a headache?”) or “Tam lomely” (asking,
“Have you fried to make new friends?”), it is
really just responding with partially canned re-
sponses from its intermal fibrary. If vow spend
sufficient time with Dr. a“mr(sm YOU TeCOgMIze
several frequently used responses.

Recently, KS’)@W
Shaitso,” a recen

mﬁenacnveﬁangu o6
or responds wery 1e

Here is a tramscript of one of my conversations
with “Dr. Sbaitso,” edited slightfty to remove
some anomalies of grammas

DirS: Hello, Grace, my name is Doctor Sbaiiso.
1 2m here to help you. Please say what-
ever s in your mind freely. Owr conver-
sation will be kept in high confidence.
Memory contents will be wiped off after
you leave. So tell me about your prob-
lems.

GED:  Can you really help me?

DrS: Please help yourself.

GED:  Can vou help me to help mysel?

DrS What if T can help you to help yoursel?
GED: I would like to be convinced.

DrS: I see. Go on,

continued on page 5
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In this corner of the Eye, our
remote correspondent will be
keeping watch on strange goings-
on outside the Washington area
and in the Tidewater region of
Virginia in particular.

v Elena M. Watson

faensl

“Goddess” Worship im the ‘Burbs,

79

tlvis I2a

i Rickmmomnd

PR3

The worship of “female spirituality” is practically mainstream these days, or
so it seemed in a June feature article in the Virginian-Pilo:. Fortyish baby
boomers from Virginia Beach to Mewport News have jumped on the goddess
bandwagon, frolicking on the selstices, worshiping the Earth, getting in tonch
with their spiritvality, and nurturing their creativity. And not just women but
men too are discovering the so-calied “goddess within” themselves. One such
man, English professor Archic Whitehill, became a witch (or wicca) afier
realizing that he had been neglecting the sensitive, intuitive side of himself,
Other reasons for the sudden popwlarity of the movement include a concern
for ecology; dissatisfaction with mainstream, “male dominated” religion; and
a validation of feminism. But perhaps one woman, Virginia Beach artist
Meryl Ann Butler, summed it up best when she said, “The Goddess consciouns-
ness has reached critical mass and suddeniy it’s all over the place.”

Apparently none of these folks realize that there are indeed alternatives to the
oppressive male-dominated religion mﬁ@} 50 mﬂﬂ Ice~~secular hamanism, for
omne. For confimed (heists, there are religions humanists t0o.

Personally, 1 think the revisionist glorification of fertifity cults and nature
goddesses is not only a bitchildish, but also steeped in magical thinking. And

it is the latter which could ultimately lead to a demial of reality.

ality, just when I thought it was safe to read the
red a reprint of an interview with Shirley
MacLaine from Publishers We / That’s right, “She’s baaack....” And
she’s written yet another am@%mmam number seven for those of vou
keeping score. The title is Dance While You Can, and MacL.aine explained
that she has discovered that “nothing is more important than this life and the
people involved in it.”

And speaking of denial of re
ook section of the paper, 1 discove

But don’t assume that the dancing redhead has joined the here and now, and
has grown tired of her New Age philosophies: she went on to talk about her
“soull memory” and the pain of her “samskara,” or soul scar. She also

continued on next poge
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confessed that she began writing books because she was bored making
movies. As usual she claimed to be making her own reality and to be
the center of the universe; she also claimed that she and God are one.
The latter, of cowrse, is in her view the reason we must all take
responsibility for our own lives, because we are all God and created our
own circomstances, good and bad. This is of course simply a shallow
way of dealing with the fact that there 15 so much tragedy in world. In
short, blame the victim,

The self-obsessed movie star also revealed that she was pushed into
siow business by her mother, and that she only began dancing as a way
to get out of the house. She concluded the interview by saying that
although she has enjoyed performing, it is her wiiting thathas sustained
ier, and that she “can’timagine anyone living without some internal life
like this, without the belief that we are tied to something bigger than we
are. Can youimagine just being famous and having money and lovers?”
Mot really, but T wouldn’t mind trying the first two.

Those of you who read Parede magazine are most likely familiar with
columnist Marilyn vos Savant, listed by the Guinness Book of World
Records Hall of Fame as the smartest homan in captivity. Her column,
“Ask Marilyn,” caused a big flap last vear with a probability problem
based on the game show “Let’s Make a Deal.” The controversy over
Marilyn’s answer was so great that the whole ordeal was written up in
both the New York Times and the Skeptical Inguirer (Summer 1991).
And this coming Febmmary, an Old Dominion University professor of
mathematics, John Morgan, will have his say on the infamous brain-
tegser in The American Statistician. Written with three other members
of the math department, the paper 15 titled “Let’s Make a Deal: The
Player’s Dilemma,” and beat out five other papers on the topic.

The question that started it all was essentially this: If you have a choice
of three doors, behind one of which is a car, and behind the others are
goats, if yorpick Mo. 1, and the host (who knows what is behind all the
doors) shows you that MNe. 3 conceals a goat, should you switch your
choiceto No. 27 Marilyn said yes, you should switch, because now door
No. 2 has a2 ot of 3 chance of having the car behind it. Because this
answer is 80 counfer-intoitive, the controversy began. Morgan’s thesis
is that the problem is one of conditional probability.

And while 1t looks as if the ODU Norfolkians may be getting the last
word in the “Three Door Marilyn” dilemma, it was 2 man from the
capital area who started the whole debate, Craig Whitaker of Columbia,
Maryland. He sent in the question back in November 1988. A federal
government actuary and puzzle buff, Whitaker claims that vos Savant
reworded the puzzle, and in the process may have made it more
ambignous,

Elvis Presley, the long-dead King of Rock and Roll, was reportedly
sighted shopping at 2 Wal-Mart store in Richmond, Virginia, this
summer, according to the Weekly World News. U
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By Chip Denman

Youmight think that in the home of MIT, Harvard,
and the Red Sox there would be nothing bur
skeptics. Buot on a nice afternoon the Boston
Common is likely to be littered with Tarot read-
ers, aurologists, and other pushers of newage
(rhymes with “sewage”) mysticism. And one
such afternoon a friend of mine--a skeptical
science kinda guy--fought back. He staked out
his own torf on the Common and for a buck
offered to explain anything--meural networks,
guantum chromodynamics, the carburetor on a
’68 Chevy, you name it--in ordinary plainspoken
lemguage. That's the coolest example of skepti-
cal activism in the streets that T know abowut,

We can’t all be Dr. Science, but every well-
informed skeptic has important talents and expe-
rience, white lab coat not required. Recently
Robert Steiner, aC.P.A. and prominent skeptic in
the San Francisco area, wrote an analysis of
extraordinary claims regarding fiuoridation of
WALET. rew from i own personal
expertise as an accountant and deftly showed th
the economics of the claim were simply not
tenable.

P
Steimer drew

Within NCAS itself, we are fortunaie to have
many active members with impressive scientific
backgrounds, but we also have even more con-
cerned members who have integrated shaup thimk-
ing with personal interest and knowledge outside
the sciences. Jamy lan Swiss, MCAS s resident
professional deceiver, speaks regularly (o scien-
tific audiences to remind them of the fallibilaty of
i an perception. Elena Watson, who in the last
issue of the Eye described herself as “a mild-
mannered but skeptically minded honsewife” js
now coniributing a regular column to the Skepsi-
cal Eye. And whenever I g0 to the supermarket,
Tkeep am eye owt for the “TREE--TAKE ONE”
cards promoting book series on psychic staff; not
a grocery near me hag any cards left.

What can you do? “A Skeptic’s Response” in
every issue of the Eve is designed to arm skeptics
with accurate, understandable mformation to
amswer the question “But whatabout...?” Readit,

continued on page 14



How Do You Keep Them Down on the Faim?
A Report from Our Agriculivral Coluwmmmist

By Steven N. Shore

Yes, it has been a hard vear in the fields. This summer,
been one of the worst droughts in recent memory i
Atlantic area. But mot to worry, some farmer
County, Maryland, have hit on the explanat

angry. it seems that the government has beg
with cloud seeding again and, as if that we
farmers” rain has been stolen.

The allegation was made in a Washings
Angust 11, 1991, by a group called Citizens
Modification. Accosding to the Post, this
over $20,000 to privaie investigators to tusn up
the clond secding has deliberately produced the i

weather suffered by the area for several summers. Whenthe™

detectives failed to find any evidence for the seeding, th

were fired.,

league, V. I, Schaeffer, noticed tha
dioxide peliets to 2 supersaturate
formationof fog. Silver iodide cryd
The physical process that is res

droplets of fog is that the grain su
nucleation and reaction, a process tha
understanding of cloud formation in®

The idea was compelling enough ¢ ﬁhat 86
experiments were attempied m Ohio, a
inthe Siema JN vadas, and in JNPWM@H@@ !uwﬁw i
the eaxly 1950s. (The bestreview Tknow of these tests3
of R. D. ﬁm@ ns amdk Gunm, “Relation of Artificial C Mmd—
Modification to the Production of Precipitation,” jx
pendium of Meteorology [Washington, D.C
Meteorological Society, 1951],p. 235; ’f ora
incuging more recent deve ﬂ@“m@mm
Over the Desert [Albuquerque: Univer
Press, 1987].) Langmuir and his mﬁﬂ ‘
Blectric Research Labs conducted a sex
ents im N@ w D tmic du*ﬂm fﬂh@ H

S n“n@v x@rmed af ;he source, b
0 the wheat fields of Kansas,

Further attempts have been made to seed hurricanes™s
produce other forms of large-scale atmospheric emginesr
img, all with questionable success. Presently, clond physi-
cisis have to rest content, for the most part, with the passive
tole of observers of aﬁmm}u‘ﬂ@mc phenomena rather than

active inftiators of the events. The Frederick County farme-

4

ers, however, are convinced that the process is a secret
success. The Post article guotes one as saying that the city
of Frederick seeded clouds during a baseball game (though
it doesn’t say whether o cause it fo raim or prevent a
downpour). The farmers say they have seem mamy small
lanes criss-crossing the skies--sure evidence, :ﬁ@ v say, that
is trying to rob them of their vital heavenly 1 lmdQ
w@?@ﬂg gun {or con trail} to support { Erc rclaims.
by a county extension agent, also guoted by
i the mmpuamrmhsuna nostillustrative
it of like UFGs. The fact that we don’t
eam it doesn’t exist.”

;,_:]

he
ut & COm

more movement this sammer in the new
" Yes, that"s as in cereal. Several

years, ‘They were discussed at the CSICOP meeting in
keley earlier in the summer and have been the subject of
“mio«bw Jt*\adn@ mmdmw a Ju‘ BC H@mzm

Washington I voted an emﬂm W\’cr@nw M@mday”

segment (AU gus& 1 91) io a purported physical explana-
‘tmm\ @ﬁ th of plasma vortices (analogs of ball

uh@ugln elusive naturall phenom-

19907). Then came the confession,

nal press on September 11, that two
) their 60s, mv Been hoaxing the world
g The article was from the Los Angeles
THmg Mne rcmm@nm ofal L@‘mdmn paper, Today. The
Artists” confession came om fop of the “Horizon™ program,
ver one year ago, that showed some farmbands
crop circle by marching in tandem with ropes

=]
=
[=N
@
5)
=
¢
S =
=
S
=
CD
m
=
g
»3,
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could not have been made by I
ing point is the way «‘ha» ihel. A.
wer and ﬂ!ﬂOnTPV }T@ ”1@5 JL‘C Iy

a8 ahoax.
now] mﬂmﬂ ninar mamy of
Ine ifhe fact

wries rom many

ey made the circles
planations have always ack
fhe circles were man-made, but ¢
phenomenon has been reported for ce
parts of the world argues for a maiural ex,@ﬂm nation.’
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Doctor, from page 1

GEY»  Skeptics believe that extraordinary claims require
extraordinary evidence.

xS What does that suggest to vou?

Qo

Eﬁ swgew:s that you are mot mnch help

o

: y o think that T am not much help?

GED: vidence.

Drs: T mnderstamd v@m

GED: vou umderstand me

DRS: s to0 unp eﬂmam@ “ﬂ € 1S MO FEASOM.

GED: 2S0OM i3 A PF @ble . .

DrS: 2 fing \mlmé" Tust mow you were ialking
about needing help.

GED: 1 was talking about needing evidence,

orS: Yes, sometimes T also would like evidence.

GED: Wﬁw else wonld yon like?

DrS Wiy ﬂ@ YOu aﬂ this question?

GED: I van nd you.

DrS: of price are vou willing to pay to
unden t md?

GED: 1 would spend time to understand your limis.

DrS: How ab@u t your limits?

GED: My patience has limits.

DrS:  Does talking to mP hefp?

GED:  Not yet. W hw g you suggest?

DrS: Gmrc& I m@ed more computing pOwer {0 answer
YOUR QUESEon.,

GED: How ”mach mmpmmg power do you need?

That sows

GE] s like a New Age answer.

DrS: Come on, pw. ouf your thoughts.

GED:  Tthink vou are a poor excuse for a psychotherapist.
Dr§:  Same to you.

GED: 1 never pretended to be a psychotherapist.

DxS:  Have you tried to ask for help?

@

Indeed, we have retumed to the beginning, having resolved
noth w}ngn Inthe words of the good doctor, “T am only a simple
- program, don’t expect teo much.”

b

“Dr. Shaitso” is part of a genre that hegan some vears back
with a pm ram known as BLIZA. Two stmilar programs

include “Doctor” by Joseph Weizenbaum, which wkes the
K le of apsychiatrist during therapy, and “Parry” by Kenneth

Colby, which attempts to behave as a paranoid would, More
ecently uﬂm 1as designed a program called “Overcoming
epnv‘s»n@m, Colby is currently a professor of psychiatry

and behavioral sciences at UCLA School of Medicine.

@H

“Overcoming Depression,” which is published by Malibu
Artificial Intefligence W

Wor K and sells for $200, states it can
help with “specific cogr

itive strategies .a nd tactics for
working vour way out of vour depression.” U

Unfiortunately,
acmr(difw to Lawrence J. Magid (Washingion Post, Novem-
ber 19, 1990) the program suffers from the same infuriating

NCAS Skeptical Eye/Fall 1991

mistekes and language confusions as “Dr. Shaitso.”
WOrse, 1t is P
carries none @n the wswal disclaimers
ka‘ln@ professional help. If youw are not easily frustrated,

PrOgTams nc

COMmputer
ture of the “Dr. Sbaitso” so ‘ft vare seems clear, 2

fl
g\)
Q.
=
=
6 ¢
1
,_.

zreat skep
a stage magiciam), they can e;\mam uh £ Compuier’s infe
ftwal feats only by
available to them, that is, their mrodﬁi 1 of their own capacity
to think. Mo wonder, then, that they overshoot the maﬂﬂk, i

-

FEven
promoted as serious therapy, and its manual
and warmings about

uch aprogram may be good for afew laughs. Butevidence
other bemefits seems sorely lacking.

“Dr. Shaitso” is one @f several programs packaged with the

d Blaster, an Ad-Lib-compatib fﬂ.e
and compatibles. (The cihe
eyboard and 2 talldng perrot.)
the Sound Blaster s to malke
entertaimment na-
and the

board f(”m JTU J

clude 2 mm W(
pmm«m‘v purpose of 1
games sound really great, the

\

; ,gmm creators make mo
/‘\
He

C & h
e Sound Blasier can be pu \,mﬁa d from discount
g

or via mail order for approximately $150.

=

] he SuCCess of all these pmgmmsmﬂﬂke the success o
lepends on the human nser reading more into what
:’Lk'aaﬂk is actually h@ﬁ'u. ]

Weizenbaum, in his book Computer Power o
Rmmm ‘Most men [sic] don’t understand ¢ mpmers to
even the slightest degree. Sounles he; are capable of ver

pticism (the kind we bring o bear while wat mg

\

© the single analogy

P

bringing to beas

fEye on [Ramdl

Tames Randi still needs suppont in his conitroom battles with
self-pr Ocﬂznm@r“ d psychic amﬂ CXp em‘ spoonbender Ut Geller.
In a televised imterview om ES “This Morning” (9/9/91)
G@Ncm sp@&kﬁ g via satellite from England with great agita-
tiom and waving of papers, reiterate dﬁw ﬂmrornmmmm sue
Randi for allegedly libelons statemenis reganding his abilifies
as a psychic. Randi, spealing from Conk studio,
calmily insisted that he had aright to [

Bt

1 the New Yo
speak of thimgs which he

cam prove 10 be true. On close-up ¢ 1 mera Randi caressed a
stainlesssteel spoon from the CBS cafeteria umtil it seemingly

melted.

In order 1o defend himself im court Randi has asked f@x
finencial help. If you wish to contribute, send checks to

The James
c/o Robert S@emem CPA
P.O. Box 659

El Cemrito, CA 94530

>:_]

his past vear Randi was {eatured in a six-part British TV
eries. PBS is congidering running the series here. Interested |
riewers should write to PBS, 1320 Braddock Place, Alexan-
ria, VA 22314 to request that the series be presented.

/»m
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Psychic Det

TJ]

By Walter F. Rowe

A casual reader of American rrnempape s and supermarket
tabloids would be Tikely to think that U.S. law enforcement
agencies romtinely comsult psychic d@n@c tves. He or she

might well wonder how criminals can hope 10 escape
detection in the face of so much paranormal £ 1 OWer.
Digging a little deeper, this individual wmﬂd en find

technical publications advocating the police uge of psycmcs
andrecounting the amazing snccesses of psychic detectives.
Is the case for psychic detectives conclusively proved? I
don’t think so.

Im 1989, T collaborated with two gradwvate students in the
Depamme nt of Forensic Sciences, George Washington Uni-
rersity, on acrifical examination of the puwrported achieve-
mem of p sychic detectives. My colleagues were both
members of the U.S. AI“TT v Mifitary D,Jn ce Corps: Bric L.

Provost, no fhicer of the U.S. Army Criminak
wesmgﬂ@mnJLaH@nam*vmC‘..mn/jama Japan; and Jeanetie
Clask, 2 U.S. Army criminal investigator with many years’
experience. We decided o concentrate on psychics who had
recently been active m the United States; my colleagues
would contact police officials who had supposediy worked
the mymm ¢ detectives and solicit their candid appraisal
of the contr ﬂhm ons of the psychic detectives to their inves-
[‘Ligaaﬂ@m The psvchic detectives chosen for evaluation wer

selected mam\ he works of Charles R, Farabee and
Whitney S. Wnbzw d and ond W, Worrng (see hibliog-
raphy for these and other wmk cited in this articie), along
with others whose abilities had been touted in newspapers

and popular magazines. J"‘m some cases, we were also able to
interview the psychic detectives ﬁh emselves and obtain
examples of their press clippings.
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rangler case and the informaiion he
Kvmmd@m wasnotmerely useless,
it was also hopelessly incosrect. According to 24 Sanders in
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popular press; one such case, analyzed here, occurred earlier this year in the Washingi
have kelped an Alexandrio family locate the body of @ missing man.

¢ Skeptical Eye isde wgwd to provide skeptics with brief, logical answers to guesiions
in conversation. Tales of the doings of psychic detectives crop up freguently in the

on area when

his book The Family, “Mr. Hurkos crouched down in the
bloodstained living room, picking mp the vibes....After his
void-scan Mr. Hurkos announced that “three men killed
Sharon Tate and her four friends and I know who Jﬂ@;‘ e,
1 have ideniified the killers to the police and told them that

these three men must be smpped se@m. Otherwise, they will
kill again.””
The facts are that only three of the wictims conld reasonably

have been called friends @f Sharon Tate: the remai

wvictim was visiting the caretaker and was kalled becamse he
n mmgue M@ﬂ"@ impmﬁeufm the

5

happened on the crime
Killers were two
as lookont). Th@ kn\aem were al fr@ady i p@%ce cusiody
(alihough not for the Tate mwders% and they had already
murdered again. Nor was the Sharom Tate murder case
Hmrkos’s only zﬁjm ailure. Accor c“ ing 10 Detective John
Schaeffer of the Chicago Police, whom we had contacted
about another psychic defective, Hurkos became mnwel-

e

come among the wealil pm.mh@ msom whom he “spon
ﬂwm e failed to solve 2 560,000 burglary commitied ag
his hosts.

Hoebens also discredited many of the cases

ef 1 Holland a»md SeW
able o examine one of Cr Vs rare
Hibbard and Worring claim that Crodset s
cated the missing danghter of the chairm
Science Dmemrumcm at the Umi
contacted Dr. Pal \dﬂmmme n
chairman, and Dr. Jq ] Nehr 1
Mehring became chairman im ﬂ ‘7 10 had worked 1
department for many years before 1 zn‘, Neither Schumaker
nor Nehring had heard of any such missing child case,

by Gerald Crois

WENe

>..f

Ma’mm Dvkshomm is anoth 3

credited by & Lbb@ ' and ai@‘e
\#om Carolina State P @ﬂvcp i Fonre mm«d cases. Un
nately, there 1s no such organization as the Month Ca
State Police. Detective J‘*xﬁ D f\um 37 m ﬁc DNorth C

State Burean of Investi
twenty vears) has

furthermonre, o m?n@
nmever requested the

a0

Irene F. Hughes and Beverly C. Jaegers are two other

psychic detectives mentioned Poy Hiibl



Detective John Schaeffer of the Chicago Police informed vs
that Hughes was infamous for providing unsolicited nfor-
mation about onsolved crimes and that law enforcement
officers in the Chicago area regarded her information as
being without value. Jacgers has supposedly organized
psychic detectives to work on cases throughout the United
States. Although Hibbard and Worring give her place of
residence as Creve Coeur, Missouri, the Creve Coeur Police
Department had never heard of Jaegers and the local tefe-
phone directory has no listing for either a “Beverly Jaegers”
or a “B. Jaegers.” John Caichings, himself a psychic
detective, informed us that he had once met Jaegers, but had
not heard from her in twelve or fifteen years. Moreover, she
had never approached him to join any organization.

Dorothy Allison is a Mew Jersey psychic who provided
police with information concerning the Atlanta child mur-
ders i the 1970s. More recently, she was apparently
contacted by the Fairfax County Police in the Melissa
Brannen abduction of 1989, Whether she provided any
information to Fairfax police in this instance is not known af
this time; however, despite the conviction of Caleb Hughes
for Melissa’s abduction, Melissa Brannen remains missing.
As to Allison’s claim ¢o have aided in solving the Atlania
child murders, she provided potice with forty-two different
names, none of which were “Wayne” or “Williams™. Wayne
Williams was apprehended purely as the result of police
surveillance of the bridges over the Chattahoochee River,
where Williams was disposing of his victims. We did not
contact Allison directly; however, Jeanette Clark inter-

viewed Detective Salvatore Lubertazzi, the Nutley, New

Tersey, police officer who has worked as Allison’s liaison

with police for fifteen years. He helps police interpret 4

Adlison’s visions, Lubertazzi explained that because
Allison works so many cases she sometimes confuses
visions.

Tohn Catchings claims o have located twelve
bodies and cansed the arrest of thirteen people.
He notes, however, that his visions are used in
conjunction with a common-sense investigation

into the circumstances of the case. Law enforcement
officers we contacted felt he had been of significant help in
solving cases. However, Catchings and a local police officer
have been investigated by the Texas Rangers io determine
if they had moved abody (apparently fo make the spot where
it was found conform to Catchings’s predictions).

Despite what tabloid writers might have us believe, Jaw
enforcement officials do mot always react positively to
information provided by psychics. The cases of Brett
Cadoreite and Steven Paul Linscott illustrate rather hard-
headed responses to information volunieered o police by
would-be psychics.

Cadorette volunteered to police that he had had psychic
visions of the throat slashing and sexual abuse of 2 Staten

@
o

" Island, Mew York, woman. He described the victim clutch-

ing a clump of hair i her hand (a fact not made public by
police)., Police made Cadorette the prime suspect of their
investigations, and he was ultimately convicted of attempted
murder.

Linscott volunteered o police details of his dream regarding
the death of Karen Anne Phillips, who had been sezually
assanlied, beaten, and strangled to death. Police n the
course of thelr investigation routinely questioned Linscott
(who lived with his wife in the same apariment complex).
Two days later Linscott related to police a dream he had
supposedly had on the might of the murder. According fo
Linscott’s dream, the victim had been beaten in a2 downward
fashion and the victim and assailant had been spattered with
blood. He described the murder sceme as the living room
{carrect) of a two-bedroom apartment (incorrect); he saw a
couchin the Bving room (incorrect). He described the victim
as black (incommect). Linscott was amested and prosecuted
for Phillips’s murder. Scientific tests found Linscott’s hair
to be consistent with that left by the murderer. Serological
fests showed that the assailant was either an O secretor (like
the victim) or a nonsecretor; Linscott proved to be an AB
nonsecretor. Linscott was comvicted, but his conviction was
overtwmed. on the grounds of the prosecutor’s prejudicial
misrepresentations of the scientific evidence.
Linscott mow awaits retrial on the same
mwrder charges.

tigation of a Washingtom-area Psychic

7 The March 15, 1991, edition of the Wash-

ingion Times carned the story of how
local psychic Anm Gehman had helped an
Alexandria family find the body of Festus Harris, who had
disappesred while on 2 visit to friends about a week earlier.
The story quoted a family member saying that Gehman had
had a vision of “a bridge, a garage...with lois of traffic.”
Harris’s body was found in 2 small wooded area in the 1900
block of N. Van Dorn Street near the Ramada Inn. The
article further stated, “Mrs. Gehman is a nationaily known
psychic who has aided police in a number of high-profile
murder cases, including one that led to the conviction of
notorious serial killer Ted Bundy in Florida.”

I contacted the author of the article, Michael Cromwell, at
the Washingion Times Alexandria burean. He informed me
that he was somewhat skeptical of the claims made for
Gelhman; the back grovnd information nsed in the article was
provided by her and he had made no effort to verfy it.

I Jater interviewed Gehman over the tefephone regarding
this case. She informed me that she had been comtacted by
Haaris’s miece and her husband or brother (she did mot
remember which). At that point Hamris had been missing
approximately one week, the family had comberd the neigh-
borhood without success, and police had not beem able 1o
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help. The niece had been referred to Gehman by a coworker.

When asked about the information she had when consulted
by Harris’s niece, Gehman stated that she knew the niece
fived in Alexandriz; the niece also brought (2t Gehman's
request) two photographs of her wncle and am ariicle of
clothing, 2 sweatshirt. Gehman stated that she had a feeling
of Harris wandering. Tn her vision she saw a high-rise
building and had 2 sense that Hairis had been on the sixth
floor, She pext saw Harrs with a2 person in vniform and at
atelephonebooth. She had asense of aparking lot or garage.
Finally, she conld see Harris near 2 bridge and comld hear
traffic in the background. Gehman clasmed that all the
information in her vision had been confirmed. She further
observed that often her visions don’t provide her with any
information at all.

When T guestioned Gehman abouot her background, she
stated that she came from an Amish background and had
grown up in Michigan. Formerly, she lived in the Orando,
Florida, area. While living in Florida she had (as she
claimed) worked on the Ted Bundy case, specifically on the
disappearance of Bundy’s fast victim, Kimberly Leach.
Gehman had told investigators where to find the victim’s
body. She had described Bundy’s appearance and that of his
car, and had informed investigators that Bundy was using
stolen credit cards. One of the investigators with whom she
claimed to have worked in this case was an FBI agent.

Gehman seemed reluctant to discuss other cases. She

claimed the information about other cases was filed away
and not re dﬂ\v accessible. She also counld not provide me

with newspaper clippings describing her involvement in
othercases. When I pointed ont that other psychic detectives
(such as Ginetie Matacia) had such “press kits,” she lavghed
and said she was skeptical of many of the claims of the better
known psychic detectives, believing that many exaggerate
their abilities. At the conclusion of our interview Gehman
said she would contact Harris’s niece to see if she would talk
with me (the niece was not named in the article and Gehman
refused to give me her telephone number). Asof this writing
Harris"s niece has not contacted me.

The numerous hits in Gehman’s vision became less impres-
sive when I visited the site where Harris’s body was found.
This part of Alexandria has numerous high-rise apartments
and parking Jots. In fact, on the east side of 1-395 high-rises
and parking Jots altermate for several miles. There axe also
numerous bridges, some spanning 1-395 and others camying
the highway over streets or streams. As might be expected,
[-395 and the neighboring streets have heavy traffic. Given
the enviromment in which Harris dwappem ed, the only
features of the vision that turm out to be remarkable are the
reference to the sixth floor of the high-rise, the attempted
ftelephone call, and the persom in uniform. As  have not
been able (o interview Hairis’s niece 1 have not been
able to confizm whether these were indeed hits. Given
that one of the miece’s coworkers is acquainted with
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Gebhman, possible nonparanormal explanations for these
hits come to mind. Significantly, in her vision Gehman did
not see the large red Ramada Inn sign within a few feet of the
site where Harris’s body was fonnd.

It is possible o evaluate at least some of Gehman’s other
claims. As for her claim o have worked with an FBI agent
in the Ted Bundy case, the FBI does not solicit information
from psvchics (im fact, psychics are classified as unreliable
sources). While it may be true that she provided police with
information in the Ted Buady case, her information cer-
tainly did mot aid in either the apprehension of Bundy or the
recovery of the body of Kimberly Leach., Gehman is not
mentioned in either Ann Rule’s Stranger Beside Me ox
Stephen Michand and Hugh Aynsworth’s Onlv Living Wit~
ness, two detailed accounts of Ted Bundy’s criminal career.
Bundy was apprehended when a police officer spotied the
stolen car he was driving coming out of a restaurant parking
lotlate one evening. Curious to identify the driver of the car,
the officer followed Bundy and radioed in 2 routine check on
the license of Bundy s car. When the officer learned that the
licemse plate was stolem, he gave chase and wltimately
subdued Bundy afier a struggle.

Therecovery of Leach’s body was the result of good foremsic
work, not psychic detection. According to Ann Rule, “when
the Dodge van [in which Kimberly had been abdocted] was
processed, criminalists had taken samples of soil, leaves and
bark found inside and canght in fits undercarmiage. Botamists
andl soll experts had identified the dirt as coming from
somewhere close to a north Flonda dver.”
The discovery of a pile of Winston cigarette butts near the
entrance 0 Suwanee River State Park had focnsed police
attention on the state park and its environs as a possible
search area. The ashtray of Bundy's stolen car had also
contained Winston cigareties. A careful ground search of
the forests surrounding the park wncovered Leach’s body
under an 2bandoned shed. The absence of any references in
Rufe’s book to psychics helping police apprehend Bundy or
find his last victim is significant becanse Rule professes o
believe im ESP and elsewhere in the book relates the
(umswecessful) attempts of psychics to aid
> police in solving the murders Bundy
», committed in the Pacific North-
west,

mall Mote

Lady Wonder has gone down in
history as the horse that got Joseph
Banks Rhine interested in imvestigating
psychic phenomena. Less commonly known is the
fact that she was also a psychic detective. Tn 1952 she
was asked to locate a missing boy. Aswas her wong, she
spelledout her answer by tonching lettered blocks with her
nose. “Pitisficld Water Wheel,” she rephied to the police

continued on page 10
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chief’s query. Afier the water wheel had been searched
without success, the police chief realized (in the words of
Bergen Evans) that Lady Wonder had made “an
equinopsychical blunder or horsegraphical error.” He then
made the perfectly obvious correction to “Field and Wilde’s
water pit,” the name of an abandoned guarry near the boy’s
home. The boy’s drowned body was vltimately recovered

from the flooded quarry. This case bears a striking resem-
blance to most of the cases of purported psychic detection.

Walier F. Rowe is a professor of forensic science at George
Washington University. His most recent contribution to the
Eye was “Lucian and Alexander: Debunking in Classical
Style” in the Spring 1991 issue. 3

Further Reading

A complete bibliography of works on purported psychic detec-
tives would cover many pages, particularly if all the tabloid
articles were cited. This list inclndes writings that purpori to be
scholarly, rather than sensational. The Blue Sense by Arthur
Lyons and Marcello Trozzi{New York: Mysterious Press,
1991)is not incinded because I have not yet had time to read this
new book on psychic detectives. [A detailed review of the book
appears in the current issue of Skeptical Inquirer (Falf 1991 ),
pp. 67-71.]

Farabee, Charles R. “Contemporary Psychic Use by Police in
America.” Master's thesis, University of Southern California
at Fresmo, 1981. Written for the Department of Criminal
Justice, this thesis is chiefly remarkable for accepting as
accurate tabloid accounts of psychic detectives,

Hibbard, Whitney 5., and Raymond W. Worring. Psychic
Criminology. Springfield, Il : Charles C. Thomas, 1982. Simi-
lax to Farabee’s work. The level of scholarship is reflected by
references to such noted scientific journals as New Times,
People, Psychic Magazine,and Self Help Update. Although the
publishing house is well known for its catalogue of forensic
science and police texts, this work is indistinguishable in
quality from pulp potboilers.

Hoebens, Piet Hein. “Reflections om Psychic Sieuths.” In 4
Skeptic’ s Handboolk of Parapsychology, ed. Paul Kurtz, Buf-
falo, M.Y.: Promethens Books, 1985. Contains exposures of

Peter Hurkos and Gerald Croiset. Readers of Skeptical Inguirer wilk
be familiar with Hoebens’s two-part exposwre of the shameless
promotion of Croiset’s “miracles.”

Marshall, Eliot. “Police Science and Psychics.” Science 210(1980):
994-95, Discusses Dorothy Allison’s claims in the Atlanta child j
murders, as well as Martin Reiser’s research. ‘

Reiser, Martin, et al. “An Evaluation of the Use of Psychics in the
Investigation of Major Crimes.” Journal of Police Science and
Administration 7/1 (1979); 18-25.

Reiser, Martim, and M. Klyver. “ A Comparison of Psychics, Detec-
tives, and Students in the Investigation of Major Crimes.” In Police
Psychology: Collected Papers, ed. Martin Reiser. Los Angeles:
LEHI Publishing, 1982. Reiser’s research involved presenting
psychic detectives with items of evidence from major cases. The
psychics did not score better than detectives or students.

Editor's Mote; To seehow the psychic detectives themselves present
their cases, you might want to consult one of the following titles.

Browning, Normal.ce. Peter Hurkos: I Have Many Lives. Garden |
City, NY: Doubleday, 1976. Biography based on the anthor’s tape-
recorded interviews with Hurkos.

Yeterian, Dixie. Casebook of a Psychic Detective. Briarcliff
Manor, NY: Stein & Day, 1982. A psychic investigator tells her |
own story.

Psychic Detectives: A Shaggy-Dog Story

The following account is summarized from an article in the
Washington Post, “Montgomery Police Used a Psychic to
Collar Their Missing Canine,” by staff writer Veronica T.
Jennings (Fuly 31, 199]1).

One night in July, Montgomery Police lost one of their
workers--Vader, a member of the K-9 corps. While being
exercised in a park in Burtonsvilie by his trainer, Officer
Timothy Carroll, Vader took off im hot pursuit of a rabbit.
Inmoments, he was gone--out of sight, out of hearing. There
followed 60 hours of searches--on foot, by helicopter, and
on horseback. Mo Vader. On Monday afternoon, a psychic
(whose mame the police refused to release) called from
Catonsville to volunteer her detective services to find the
mnaway dog. At the end of their rope, so to speak, the police
were glad to accept her offer.

10

The woman met the police in the park, where at her request
she was given one of Vader’s toys and his harness to touch.
Officer Lee Marsh, a police dog handler, told the Post that
the woman “held onto these things and also sat in the car that
the dogs ride in.” This was sufficient, it appears, o tell the
psychic that the dog would be found near a creekbed, canght
in heavy undergrowth. Obediently, the police once again
began searching the wooded area where Vader had last been
seen. Soon, the psychic said she heard a dog pamting,
although the officers heard nothing. A minute later, how-
ever, they all heard the sound of barking. There was Vader,
not 400 yards from where he had broken Joose, in the bushes,
with his leash camght om 2 free trunk,

What did the officers involved conclude from this episode?
At least one felt changed by the experience. Officer Marsh
told the Post, “I had not put much stock im it [the supermatu-
ral] before, But there were too many things involved for it to
be just luck.” [
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Cancer, from page 1
educated and economically comfortable.

What distinguishes these wnconventional treatments from
conventional ones? The fact that their efficacy or imitations
fave not been established by rigorous scientific criteria,

such as histologically proven diagnoses, placebo-controlled

fest series, o Wecﬁw verification of inhibition of tumor
growth, and so forth, A very enlightening volume, entitled
Unconventional me Treamments and published by the

Office of Technology Assessment of the U8, Congress in

September 1990, describes and evaluaies a large number of

i

these in great detail.

The least harmiul of these treatments are those representing
2 form of psychotihera ‘wj\n While the claim that these efforts
Cam aTest cancer progression is unsubstantiated, they no
doubt can improve nh e pat rn m ’s outhook on life. The same
resules are obtained with varions forms of meditation, some
of which have religious vndertones. Compared to conven-
tionally treated paticnts, those i aﬁ.@d with such procedures
did mot live any flonger.
fany cancer patients are attracted to vatious dietary thera-
pies, nsually vegetarian, with all manner @f vitamings, high
dosesof f potassiom, and the use of coffee enemas. The latter,
thongh facking any theoretical basis, are very popular
among the unconventional healers. Max Cerson (1881-
1959} instituted a diet rich in fruit and vegetables and ﬁow im
saﬂﬂ nd fat--unguestionably a wholesome combination but
of no proven curative value. It may, however, help the
nmamw state of many cancer patients. In his later vears,
“c added more bizarre modalities to the regimen, such as
one encmas, bacteriophages, and influenza vaccines.

b

[

in 1969, an orthodontist mamed William Donald Kelly
nmciaixmejz‘.m‘» CaNCLT Was ai enzyme deficiency, particn-

5, and instituted a dietary reghimen
Gmg to h,\m Cmﬂd halt mmor growth within three
s \T.»u f{‘\“ml ve dayg.

.
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From Japan comes the macrobiotic diet, accompamied by a
philosophy of life and concept of nniversal order, This diet

epcourages the conswmption of cooked vegetables amd
wheole grains 1o relieve cancer and AIDS. This sounds
harmiess @n@ugh~~m it were mot for some fatal cases of
scorvy and kidney failure due to inadequate food intake. One
proponent of the macrobiotic diet, Michio Kushi, tn a 1983
book entitled The Cancer Prevention Dief wamspatients not
o combine mainstream therapy with the macrobiotic diet, as
this may slow recovery.

A Canadian nurse named René Caisse developed a herbal
medicine, Bssiac (“Caisse” spelled backward), based on the
report of one of her patients who claimed that a Canadian
herb had cured her breast cancer twenty years earfier. Fssiac
was available from the 1920s to the 1970s. Another herb
treatment, that of Harry M. Hoxsey (1901-74), is based on

2

oy

“@ra}lv in the presence of
n the congtituents of body

the claim that cancer occurs
profound physiological changes
fwids.” Hoxsey's herbal conco T omn supposedly notmalizes
these changes. It is still administered in various forms in a
chimic in Tijvana, Mexico, An 80 percent cure rate is
claimed, the failures being attributed to “poor attitude” on
the part of the patients.

A mistletoe preparaiion named Iscador, the mainstay of
“amthroposophic treatment,” was promoted by Ruodolph
Steiner (1861-1925), who used “spiritual science” toc ml‘m«

cancer. Mo convincing eport exists of any antitmmor effect,

A mamber of biological treatments are based om usually
snproven theories of cancer causafion. A prominent ex-
ample is the “antineoplastons” developed by one Stanislaw
Burzynski, 2 Polish physician now established in Texas. He
claims that these substances, isolated from blood and urine,
have antineoplastic [anticancer] activity on a molecular
Jevel. Om close examination, }uFJ\Tf zynski’s claims of a high
cure rate were found wanting, either becavse the diagnosis
was not reliably established, or because the patients had
receivedconventional therapy before or along with the dr(ugs
nnder evamam@m

Cellular freatment comsists of injection or ingestion of
exiracts of antmal tissues or glands. Therapeutic clatms for
these substances have beem made for a variety of m”wmm ons,
such as Parlgmson’s, Alzheimer’s, and muliiple sc
This method has enjoyed some popularity in Germany and
Switzerland, but fatal reactions have also been reported.

A(F\Q‘l

Dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO} and hvdrazine b
adherents, but limited studies have shown no
these treatmenis over placebos, mel@wzm
oped in the H 1950z by the father-and
Ernst Kre LS,\S and Jr., was quite popular fo

‘h\'\\\ (\ \1@1—
SO team of Drs.
T2 tme. Jma“‘i

'\
P
o

is extracted from apricot pits, and its mmnfk content was
f&ourm to be toxic o malignant cells. The ch?g was taken
off the market im 1981 after a controlled Mayo Chinic study

showed it to bu not only worthless but dangerous as well.

Dr. Virginia Livingstone-Wheeler, who had a distinguished
academic career, postulated that cancer, like some @:‘h@r

diseases, was cansed by a microor gamism i vmcm n@ named
Progenitor crypiocides. She underiook to freai p i
an antogenous vaccine derived from this or gmm
paper in the New England /om'm/’ ofMﬂmrmr’(?D\fCﬂ sideth
etal., no. 324, April 25, 1991, p. 1180) followed 78 patients
of h@n clinic matched to an equal number from the University
of Pennsylvania Cancer Center. Ii was found that both
groups had identical onicomes and quality of life.

A Romanian physician named Emanuel Revici who came (o
the United States in 1940 stated that cancer isassociated with
2 lipid (fat) imbalance. He developed a large array of
medications 0 correct this disorder. He too acquired a large
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following, but when his cases were evaluated by impartial scientists,
fis t Pafmm IS wer

e judged to be of no valve.

Vitamin C, Wmmo&ed by BEwan Cameron in the early 1970s and
supported by Mobel prize-winming chemisi L nus Pauling, was exten-
sively investigated with highly comtroversial reswlts, Jeaving the
matter unsettled.

Alarge chapter of the OTA book is devoted to Immume- AmEmmenia-
tiom Therapy (IAT). Developed in the 1970s by a Ph.D. mmpd
Lawrence Burton, the treatment 18 available in the Bahamas, Gel
many, and Mexico. It consisis of daily self-injection of process d
blood products. The theoretical gromndwork for the treatment con-
sisted largely of experiments with fruit fiies. Burton postulated the
existence of a tumor-inducing virus, He injected this virms into some
drosophila and inocwlated a similar mumber of controls with wmert
material. A skeptical virologist reviewing this work moted that the
confrol group had no needle marks, When the work was repeated with
blinded observers, no difference was found in the two groups. Mever-
theless, the material was exfensively used on human patienis. Expe-
mienced oncologists evaluated the treatment as largely mewtral or
unfavorable. The OTA proposed a clinical trial, but the proposal met
with much acrimony and opposition from Burton. The nse of perito-
neal mesothelioma, an exceedingly rare neoplasm, was agreed upon

as the twmor of choice in the trial. However, the aitempt 10 test the
treatment fizzled when Burton failed fo cooperate.

Given the often unsatisfactory outcome of conventional cancer treat-
ment, should patients consider turning to an unconventional therapy?

Conventional treatments are based on pwvm patho-physiclogical
- . 1 “ Fralan N e P -
data and backed by proof of suwccess, or at ﬁ@@Sl. off anprovement Ox

inhibition of disease progression in a ﬂgmﬁﬁ.cam percentage of cases.
N@ mnrealistic promises are made to patients, and the possibility of
untoward effecis is presenied in an open manner. As sh«mU always be
ihe case in medical practice, dangerous and -:“ sabling therapy is

undertaken only i the ikelihood of success justifies such measures
DMEETS.

oo
and ountweighs the 4

ford the patient psychologi-
pm t emd the hope for & good result seemingly unobtainable
this avenve in sitmations
ble or where meﬁeﬂy smm@fﬁ e c
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w IH gmm"n@ help is availa
fied. It takes medical maturity mot 1o e
s suffering and to Jet them die with as ﬂim@ pe Zm as p@,,u snbﬂon
Few p@@'@ﬁe who have not witnessed such a sitvation apprecia
depth of this bond of homesty between doctor and patient.
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g /‘J’ vsician and NCAS board member. [Fis most recent
Eye was “Ruminations of o Skeptical Fhysician

[‘9', 0—9/? issme. U

| The Office of Technology Assessment report, Unconventional [i
l« Cancer Treatments, is available for $14.00; write o Superinien- [
} dent of Documents, Government Printing Office, Washington, {v
| oc 20402.9325. l
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Al Wet:
The Guif War Prophecies of
(Pawl) Solomon

By Elene M. Wa

When the Pers far firs ﬂ@r@k@ out last
Temuery, many DeOf g the
various prophec y m@ B «ﬁ@ mrl of
Nostradamus. ) rginia Beach mamn
claimed to have his own visions, incloding 2
warning that ){mqmm m nﬂfu"m? iy 10 poison the
local water supplies.
s mame is Paul Solomon. He 18 2 self-

dmm@ﬂ psvehic, since 1971, whose fol-
1@ wers believe he medﬁcfwd the downfall of
Nixon and the acid rain problem. He aiso
@R‘@%Eﬁh"‘% health cures wh FP in 2 tramee (much
as Edgar Cayce once did).

Solomon’s revelations about the war suppos-
edly came 1o him the Satuaeday might after the
war broke ont, while he was meditating. Among
iz visions was an image of Saddam Hussemn’s
previous incamnation as Belshazzar, the mith-
less mephew of ancient Babylomian king
Mebuchadnezzar, Solomon believes that
Saddam saw himself as a reincamnation of ma

wrtmous king, when in fact e was Belghs

In amother wm n he

mmhm one in m Ol wv
“ihe most Imporiant vﬁw
our water supply.”

wy 2

Solomo npmm@ﬂ

Sonday to his congre gaif

of the Inmer Light Church, #

which claims to have

niermationally,

Om Janmary 2@7
ported \1ﬁ9r\ 52
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To Do List, from page 3

quote it, or even better, use your own knowledge and write
2 “Response” for a future issue.,

Check the remewal date of your membership printed on the
mailing label; if it i past due, please renew today, MCAS
will continue to provide resources such as this publication
and the monthly programs as long as there is support from
the members. Renewals trickle in every week, but many
people allow their membership 1o lapse.

Everyone im NCAS can make one easy contribution to
skepticism this week. Show this issue to someone--a friend,
a colleague, a co~worker, a student, 2 teacher--who might
also be looking for a skeptical resource. If they are imter-
ested, ask them to join. If yon wounld like extra copies of the
newsletter or the MCAS brochure, call or write me. New
members provide the energy that makes 2 volunteer organiza-

tlon thrive,

NCAS exists because many of us firmly believe that the kind
of thinking that underlies the process of science is important
andrelevant no matter what your background. Butdon't just
listen to me. Do it yourself. [k

By Taner Edis

The usual skeptical response to a claim deemed unreasonable
0 ac com is to point out thet the best information available
does mot support i, so it wonld be a misase of one’s limated

time amd effort 1o become involved as a believer. However,
not wacommonly one encounters 2 cmmt@mrwmmﬁ that
aCCr@PﬁS that the claim is not rCﬂﬂVU”wCﬁm fou A0 pv?ﬂaq 0
mindedness and the promise of mgmmrc T enefits. I

come across it maimnly when variations spﬁ‘mﬁ

j ﬂg“ @@Fi@@@ﬂ@ﬂ’ﬁp naceas for pmci‘meca? arlment,

when the miraculovs feats of one or morzhfeﬁ gurm e

as follows: As a skeptic, one is
owever small} finite probability thai
the claimant is right, even after investigation fails to provide
support. Mow consider the problein as one of decision
malding. If belief is withbeld, and the claim is true, at the Jeast

The argument proceeds
commitied to allow a (ho

an opportunity is missed, so a significant loss is suffered. if

ome withholds belief and the claim is false, everyday life
continues with small gain. On the other hand, if one becomes
a believer, and the claim is true, one gains miracle cures,
eternal bliss, and the heart’s desire. And if one believes, and

the claim is false, the worst that happens is 2 serious
disappointment. In short, the expected gain is said to be
much larger if the choice is made to believe, by virtue of a
practically infinite value assigned to the “belief and correct”
case. This is actually an adaptaiion of “Pascal’s Wager,” an
argument for religious belief that proceeds by viewing the
options as a wager and asking which possibility one would
bet on to maximize expected benefits. |

Since the question is one of deciding on what beliefs to hold,
it seems that followers of psendoscience have a rational
justification for their belief, provided that the claim is
extraordinary enough 0 take admmagp of the foot in the
door gained by the skeptic’s commitment nof to axbitrarily
male it out. Of cowrse, one comld question the decision
criteria, and say that it’s wrong 1o believe in the weakly
supported claim no matter what, but this would clearly mot
be satisfactory to most skeptics. Skeptics can do much better
by pointing out that the beneficial argument is actuwally

fallacious.

The problem with it i that “further experience confirming
great expectations” and “doesn’t work, business as msual”
don’texhaust the possibilities. We can constiuct others, such
as an cutcome of eternal torment and suffering rather than
healing and bliss in the case of beliefin the claim. While the
vility of this scemario is opposite 1o the original form of the
argument, it can be said to have a similer, extremely low
'mlmbﬂm,\u so the same wager axgument should apply. But
now the expected benefit has to be compuied by inclusion o
a practicaliy infinite possibility of loss rather than gain. And
one could continue fo construct other mew scenarios. To
correctly evaluate the bemefit of a decision, one would
to consider all possible outcomes, weighted by theis
and probabilities. Tust enumeraiing these would tak
sting the cladm empirically ! ClearTy, sug
has to resort 0 A ADPIO OXImate

ever, Never mind fe

a fask s ImMposs ﬂﬂ e, 80 One

procedures inreal life. Discounting truly unsupported claim

sardiess of their promise is thus probably reas Umabﬂe,wmh
expectation that similarly improbable altermate negative
narios would cancel out the rosy ones.

@

£

So when confront
claim would lead io
from a cold 1o ATD
rational decision-m Jk ng p"@cesq would not allo
jump easity into the highly improbable.

claim that accepiing ame
f realization and the cux

e js still Justified in saying ¢
WY QNS \ O

inga
sel
S, 0 i

1A fuller treatment of “Pas
Atheism: A Pimomﬁwcm Jus
University Press, 1990), p. 229. Tk
from Martin, with the difference ﬁhat W
to dispose of the argument, instead of ill-defined cancellations of
infinities. This discussion was inspired by an exchange conceming
the guru Sri Mataji on the computer list SKEPTIC, [

cal’s Wager” can be found in M. Martin,
f" aifo ( rladelphia:

resent discussion is adapted

u)\}ihpﬁf“

ncomputability is invoked
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Capturing the spirit of past
NCAS evenis

How do vou recognize a crank? Dr, Mark R. Chartrand has had
more experience at that task than most people. While serving as
the astronomy colummist for Omni magazine, he built vp a large
“crank file” of letters from people who “had a problem with how
the umiverse works.” Currenily a consultant, anthor, and Jecturer
in the fields of asironomy, space science, and sateliie telecom-
munications, Chartrand is also an officer of the National Sp&m
Society and a member of NCAS, He is a former director of the
Havden Planetarivm in New York,

On June 1, Chartrand shared with MCAS members and others his
checklist for recognizing cranks. Some indicators are the follow-
ing. Cranks are;
“absolutely adamant in the belief that they re right.
“not self-correcting; they seldom revise or change their beliefs,
“often ignorant of the content and methodology of science.
“fond of finding hidden meanings in texts.
maem eager to dethrone an eminent figure.

*frequently of a religions background, forcing their own ideas
on the pniverse,
“4jogical in their reasoning, but basing it on false premises.
4+1kely to pot math in their arguments where it doesn’t belong.
“sometimes parancid, comvinced that someone-~sciemce, the
press—-is out to get them.
4fond of bringing up cases of famous pecple persecuted in the
past, such as Galileo, whose beliefs twmed out to be correct.

Inaddition, crank arguments @ﬁm pr@ge@d by analogy, Chartrand
said--except that every step is “a little off, a little bevond what
the amalogy will bear.” The a;rgumems also tend to pile up

hypotheses, so that 2 crank may “come to 2 wonderful revolution
at the end, having forgotien that hypotheses were made at the

beginning of the complex argument.”

Chartrand found that cranks often claim false credentials. “T"ve
had people writing to me an White House stationery, Mﬁft
stationery. They may claim a@qmmmme writh famons pﬁ@pﬂe,
saying "Whemn 1 was talking to Carl Sagan the other day....” Of
course, someone like Sagan gives many speeches in 2 year so
that almost anyone conld have an opportunity of meseting him.”

“Anytime someone tells yon he’s found The Solntion, capital
Tcapital S, thenhe’s giving yowcapital B capital 5,” Chartrand
concluded.

& ook ook ook

Snazey “UFOs” of black recycled plastic were the hit of the
MCAS “Close Enconnter” picaic, held September 21 in Rock
Creek Park. About twenty people attended, emough for 2 mass
UFO toss, captured on film for the anmals of UPOdom. Agaimst
the brilliant biue sky of a crisp fall day , the sight was spectacu-
lar, if not sufficiently convincing for 2 mass conversion o
belief in alien visitors.

photo by Melson Davis
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By Lys Ann Shore

Itwas 1979, and Thad just moved to Cleveland--acity whose
white 1 H b mits were still enmeshed in the fears brought to
conscionsness by uh@ mrban rots of the 1960s, Whites feared!

blacks; subm hanites feared ndhe wrban core; west siders
mamd the integrated east side. In this climate of apprehen-
sion, 1 began my mew job as am office worker. As 2
newcomer, 1 was deluged with helpful advice from the
locals with whom [ worked. One of the first things Twas told
was: aon’t wwp at the nearby mall because several women
had been assanlted there by a man who came up behind
them, injected them with “drogs,” and kidnapped them. I
was a former New Yorker, so this waming didn’t stop me
from shopping at the mall, itsimply made me more cantions-
and somewhat fearful.

2 colummnist for the Cleveland Plain
ealer wrote a piece about rumorns, As an example, he gave
the story 1 had heard--and mentioned that it was entirely
untroe, and that police had been aitempting to debunk it for
years. M short, [ was the victim of an wrban legend.

/L

oblem here 1s the same one that plaguesany flap
of hoan semaimnal events evenif they didn’t really happen
or can be explained prosaically, attract much more public
interest, and hence are more “newsworthy,” than debunkings.
Thas we hear much more about the mystery of crop circles
ithan about the folks who have admitted hoaxing the public
with them. Unable to reach the public effectively to debunk
ihe “mall kidnapping” story, ﬁ@ police were pretty much
limited to responding 1o mdﬂndum queries about it

For over adecade, one of the biggest American corporations
The company, of course, is
Gamble, which since 1980 has been fighting

has faced a similar sitwation.

PR

Procter &

persistent rumors that its moon-amd-stars corporaie logo 18 a
Satanic symbol. The company’s legal department has aggres-
stvely pursued the rumormongers whenever it could identify
them, and has won and/or settled several libel suits. Among those
the company has sued are four distributors of Amway products,
Stilf, the rumors have persisted. In 1985, P&G began leaving off
the logo from its product packages. Most recently, it hag rede-
signed the logo to eliminate the “beard curls™ that the mmor
identifies as three sixes (666, the number biblically linked with
e Antichrist).

\Wmefmelms the legend go«e om. This summer, it swept suburban
Rmd nm the form of a flier that claimed that on Marc H 1,
l 1 ’s president m‘*em@& on the “Phil Donahue Show” 10
AnNounce | *ms support for the Church of Satan, “He stated that a
large portion of the profits from Proctor [sic] & Gamble products
goes to the support of the church,” the ier said (quoted in the
Washington Fost,July 15, 1991, p. B1). Of course, the claim was
completely untrue. P&G™s public relations department set up a
hotline with the message that “the president of Procter & Gamble
has never ever appeared on the Donahue’ show. 1 your family
!

and friends say they’ve seen it, they are quite mistaken” (ibid.).

One of those circulating the flier was Reverend Jay Hurley of
Greenbrer Baptist Church in Boonsboro, who told the Post that
he had read the flier to his congregation, distributed copies, and
asked them to take it with them when they went shopping so a3
to join his boycott of P&G products. The POM also interviewed
an insurance company worker in Frederic
her coworkers had posted the flier in fihem cubicles.

_ A ol A
who sard several of

Most people would find it easy to dismiss the P&G satanism story
because its claim is as exiraordinary as any UFO flap. Also,
thanks to P&G’s prominence, the debunking has & em wwd ely
publicized over the years. Tales like that of the “mall kidnapper,”
however, might be harder to dismiss. Suchstories are passed from
individual to individual ;Tamefr than shouted from the p prlpit or
circulated in fiers, and their content, although sensational, is not
so obviously extraordinary. “Urban legends” like these can live
on in our minds for years, contributing to the climate of fear and
suspicion in which present-day Americans live. [
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