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Linkage Experiments with Mediums
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ABSTRACT: Experiments using mediums as subjects were aimed at the ‘glmhl/cm

of evidence for survival after'death. Intensive explorations were made to fi .

in which classical mediumistic’phenomena, such as messages about decease

Eﬂ";‘“m “and cross correspondences, could be cast into modern experimentl
esign.c,

In & pilot experiment in which a famous biologist was the supposed communi-
cator, I'.ﬁﬁ proxy sitting and appointment methods were inﬁérp;érgtéd,jnm a linkage
desigfi; i.c., & chain of human links was interposed between the mediums and the
biologist's ‘widow, (the/living source of information). Ifi ordér to block the possi-
bility of ESP between the medium and the widow, each parti¢ipant was aware
only of the adjacent lirlk in the chain,Some mediums gave sore appéarently verid-
EIE.I infnrmaunn abuutsgi:/u biologist, in “spite of the linkage barrier to ESP between

iving. AN TN BN

In two further experiments with the’ personality of the deceased Ross; cross
correspondences were explored us the linkage geug-n ign. Results resembling classi-
cal cross correspondences . Various assesément methods were also explored
m these two preliminary : AVl G

The main experiment incorporated the findings of these methodological explo-
rations ‘into a complex, balanced-block design experiment. The results were
evaluated byan claborate analysis of ﬂl‘lln,:[; technique. G;_;Iy marginal significance
was shown in ¢ factor interactions, perspective for future approaches to
such research immmd and found encouraging.

/ : 7S
‘ JINTRODUCTION

The quéstion of personal survival after death is an immensely
complex one and a great variety of ‘empirical approaches to the
problem, and theories about it, have been presented in the literature
of psychical research. Some investigators cite as evidence against
the survival theoty findings which show that personality traits and
memory traces are dependent on the body’s neurological structures
and neurophysiological processes (7, 8, 13, 18, 20), while others
present parapsychological observations of varying validity. in
efforts to find factual support for the survival hypothesis (2, 3,
6, 13, 14, 17,19, 22, 34). iy

The types of confirming evidence which seem most impressive
concern appaﬁtiqt;"sé collectively perceived (10, 12, _%ﬁ, 135, 40),
memories of ‘supposed “previous incarnations (36), spontaneous
cases which seem to occur between a living personand'a deceased
one, exhibiting initent 6n the part of the dead (27), PK ‘cases osten-
sibly showing activity by the deceased (28), and visions seen ‘by
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1The research reported here was performed while the author was on the staff
of the Parapsychology Laboratory, University, and later during his association
with the Parapsychology Foundation, Inc. © REAME™



oA
%
92 Fournal of the American Society for nych:ta?/ Rammrh

dying persons (4, 23). The behavior of mediums during trance
4 is also of s interest in mnmdtrﬂrg,gje survival h thms

3 %f/ Mediums o assume the personality, characteristics o
’ 4@ “a, persons with whom are uuppmdldynm mm:l:uummhun (I I]
VV or-produce messages which seem to be drawn frnmctl;l r memory

7
£k /rnng@ﬁJ/{MJ These phcnum:nn are. ﬂpeerall {ummmg when

ec, @ [ théz ta ‘are gathered in experiments uﬁ‘ing) sﬁp icated méthods

¢ he E{o:fu;;tmga (1, 37, 38, 39, 41) or'cross mnnlpundpnm

4 l 1).
Oﬂ’ own mniewunﬂ’ however, is that research in 16 one of these

'aln\nc will prhvtdc Htﬁmte answers to the survi uestion,
but that all of them make n ry contributions to an wniumnu

of the com ?f; whole, There is ‘no ‘‘crucial experiment” whn:h;_

if the outcome were q,lﬁwut, wnuld decide the survival question
once and for all. The ‘problem requires more reliable and better
differentiated knowledge ﬁa all thaae areas, and perhaps even in
areas as yet undﬂ:am:r.l of. ﬁudner Murph]r has explained the
burning need for new data very lpﬂg@

Where, then, dnlmnd!'l‘uthuth:uptjru whal happens when
m:nu-@'hlzﬁqrmmkummnhhubjmiTmﬁe he evidence

nurnnﬁenthuhmdmmnwmnhe
wl:hmd It l:lft:_gﬂ %I:’aﬂ;zh mmdmrlhlmel ﬁ“-d
ve ‘or - =hve. as a an
nnwmm m:ltlu,l?ﬂ_pnut\‘muﬂ.l anticipa EEYthoﬂglﬂ,
mmnftw physical di Ifthuuthcmmu-ﬂmth:mdﬂ

>
S wants, he can h#mt Bar means that in a serious philosophical
.J/C/y argument [ would" plud}fﬁm nnﬁd.:ﬂt:% gase, the conclusion is

Erroneous. Imgummlummmmzm We need far
Q@S more evidence; we need ncw,pcr!pagwc ps'h:p( we nﬂd maore
hun!gmun minds (21, p. 273).
‘?OJ/ fVGO’ W/’ g (o) Nt g
or 4 0@,[ Hmm:numn OF THE LINKAGE ﬁmamﬂm:m . iy
%,Th:s pape il discuss only one narrowly d:lme:ll:cd | app mm:h
to the s nrl"ill ﬁmblr:m, a series of experiments which a:drnn;ntrﬁed
on uhmi‘u om mediums (under conditions to be described
later) veri :m;u ostensibly drawn from the memory and

O interest nlnge:s of the dmeawd Aasummg that it is possible to

\796 receive such messages, experimental situations were dmgned
,q,)@ which we hoped would tend to separate mfﬁrmnnﬂn ubt:mad ;
2 from living sources from that obtai
\L#h‘hp::hamﬂ 'I.::t:“ in this research the qhuﬂn‘ir?gcum?al
18 the problem under mvmngmg y he 0
Co "1y g—lu\(‘WEr the sake of simplicity we “will ﬁ& a fm
C?c, ﬁlﬂ@}i lmu ﬂ:rrn\rnl Terms include the I'E]Iﬂmng‘”

2/
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1. A medium (M) is a person claiming to produce psi phenomena
‘lm-h some regularity and believing that thm productions originate
from a contact with the dead. In our expérimental design, Ms

nﬁg% al Tsvo stages: as “‘appointment mediums” to arrange the
test situations, md as subjects to carry on the actual tests.

Mgepuhtmnf medium (AM) is an M who helps to arrange
ﬂ;,g t&ts.urtth%n by making an "n]:::pumtmeﬂt" with l:gt deceased
m ap I.Pﬂ.l."j" contact. The-AMs were not the actual subjects
in this series.”

3. The mbjul (S) is ‘the person. who is experimented upon.
. Often he is called the “receiver” or “percipient” in the literature,
Seafﬂnl mm;lmma were used 4s subjécts in’our expériments and they
are referred to as Si

O' 4. The agent (A), often called the''sender” in' the literature, is

R ¢ Oﬁw who is the source of the information received by the S
Ch,
/%/ % “The hiving agent (LA)is the living Eemun who is the possible
_ %ﬂ psi information obtained by the S. In part, the LA
cou fobe the “‘stimulus” or ESP “target’” for thexS; in
his memoriés about a deceased person could be the souroce.
The LA is often called the “sitter” in the literature,
6. The deceased agent (DA) is the hypothetical surviving per-
.~ sonality assumed to be the S5 source of information in certain
‘9/75-:& of mediumistic experiments. 'The DA is often called the
< }’o ﬂﬁmmummtur“ in the literature,
gffhcfgmr 5 proxy (AP) is the person whe sits‘in_forthe LA
;gﬂg/ iof "-‘E]th an .5' The AP knows mothing, about the “DA
e theréfore cannot be a source of information about him, In
mrﬁ’the AP js called the “proxy sitter.” In thé present
l'j' assistanty were used as APs.

[&

I scarched the /classical réécarch ‘lterature on mediumshi
discover which experimental methods seemed best able to fncﬂ:tatc
the S's performance; my/specia) intergst was in arrangements
which could be used in a modern experimental design. Three
methods seemed to be promising:

l. The proxy sitting method, which attémpts to introduce a
£SP he

Q
/'I/ O/
© barrier to E tween the S imd the living source, «of information.

2. The appointiment method, which was devised h}' Nea Walker
(41) to sensitize the D/ to a particular S.
3. The #m;,;mrmpandmu method.
These drrangements will be ‘explained in the following pages.
9/~ !
/
c
Q
’ 0 / ’(P@
’a Se ¢
o0 Se,
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) Expansion of the Proxy Sitting Method into the Linkage Experiment
%y The psychical research literature contains.a good deal of evidence
£, s that gifted Ss are able to give facts concerning deceased persons
A <?l;raut whom they have no normal ku;:wttdgc (3 11, 14, 15, 33).
L7 t has long been recognized, however, that ‘such facts do not
fan. C previde strong evidence for survival ‘because the possibility exists
K that' they could have been obtained by ESP between the S and an

L4 who knew the deceased person. We cannot assume-a DA when
“an L}i-,:ﬂuld-:blriinve b:icn the source of the infur]mmg:;’hhlmined.
ier research ‘tried to_minimize this difficulty by arrangin
sittings in which the relative or friend of the deceased ‘was. nh%
present at the sitting, but represented by a proxy who knew nnthiﬁg
about the desired communicator. Telepathy between the S an
the AP, therefore, could not. yield useful information about the
deceased; and since the'Z.A4 was absent|telepathy between him and
the § would presumably be more difficult. Figure 1 shows (a)
the usual sitter-present arrangemient and (b) the proxy arrangement.

B .
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Fiao. 1. Graphic representation of ﬁtt:r,préimip_ld proxy sitting arrangements,

o The main objection to-the otherwize uaéﬁdz,pmx}' method is
/o that the S's ESP might have:the power to surmount the single
: batrier of the AP by discoveringfrom his mind the identity and
'y location of the distant relative who would bée“a living source of the
i information about the desired communicator; the’ Scould then draw
the information from the memory and surroundings of this relative.

To make such an effect more difficult, we decided to usé an ex-

tension of the proxy method by putting more minds between the

S and ‘the living source of information. In such a situation, for

example, the LA, a relative of the desired communicator, could

o ask his acquaintance, Jones, to contact an experimenter, Smith,
\7956 who turns to an assistant, Brown, who then conducts a sitting

2 .. Wwith an S. Everyone in this chain knows only the adjacent person.
§ O, In this case, the S8's ESP would have to surmount a series of
O Himan links in order to get the information knowrito the LA.

< e "By manipulating the number of links used (sec Figure-2), the
0, i researcher can attempt to segregate living sources. of information
", from deteased“sources. Two possibilities exist;, /),

£
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Fio, 2. Possible wayxcto incredse the/pumber of links in proxy sittings,

: IR : iy (
S (1) If it is found that the linkage block ‘cuts the communication
o lin the S and the living source of information and at
~ the sdfe time does not interfere with the flow of veridical'material
1 /% & deceased, then the hypothesis of communication between
the S 4nd the deceased would gain considerably /in certainty.
) If, on the other hand, it is found that the information obtained
%gaﬂﬁ//dmud is not veridical when the connection between
the S'and the LA is blocked, then we might assume that ai/ com-
munication in unblocked conditions is based upon ESP between
the S and a living source. \ _
 Neither of the above interpretations would be valid unless the
block satisfied two specifications:”(a) that it really de-
& Wd or cut ESP between the S and the LA, and (b) that it was
of such a nature that it did not interfere with ESP between the §

(@)
CQ/

85 %gm the decision had been made that the linkage idea would
. providea subs itial basis for our experimients, we searched for
dary methods which might facilitate communication between
4@ and, the DA without breaking the blocks ‘which (it was
h:rp!% g(;nﬂd,j,ggﬂ to eliminate ESP between the S and the LA. <,

C/ /) ) ‘N~ o)

In reviewing the ‘various methods employed in mediumistic
experiments, I was struck'by the'method of Nea Walker, assistant
to Sir Oliver Lodge. This méthod consisted of holding a sitting
at which a request was made to:the DA to communicate at a
/o, certain specified future sitting. In his introduction to Miss Walker's
© book, Through a Stranger’s Hands, Kenneth Richmond describes

the method, as follows: -

Thdfcwiﬁﬁwnﬁﬁ:;hmtthcmemnﬂghmtnth:mcdium. o
They are [instedd] included in a “Request” which is made to de-
ceased-friends-of Mias Wilker's, who have professed to cooperate



4’7@0 of Miss Walker's two sisters, who are scienti
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in these experiments . .. these “Requests’” are written down, und

also spoken aloud, but privately, sometimes with the cooperation

I interested in the

undertaking. But the method is less that of ':-/p;;intc sitting than of

., an endeavor to put the few idenfifying deétails within reach of Miss

~ Walker's communicators, who are asked to find Eﬁhé'i}nn@unimtum

/i required [by the distant sitter] and to ensure thein presence at an
Cqrrariged sitting with Mrs. Leonard (41 pp. 14-}5). ©

—}l /’ W ’Gl 3 ! y o = ) N ;
.. Miss Walker herself gives a more concrete description of her
e RS )
techniquie in ‘the same, volume:
“Q/) “y, > Q & .

My method, in attempting to get evidence through Mrs. Leonard
[the medium] about a commumicator unknown to me, has been 1o
write out a letter to the, Group [decedsed agents who had been friends
of Miss Walker] just as I'should’to friends on earth, explaining what
I want, and telling whaylittle1 know. This, of course, is not communi-
cated to Mrs, Leonard; everything that she knows about anything is
noted in reports of sittings, and she knows nothing of my “requests.”
To take an example, which happens to ‘be short, my request letter
in the Prichard case ran as follows: “April 22nd, 1930. This is just
to record that I have asked [meaning mentally and aloud when alone]
for the brothes of a Miss Kate Prichard, to come to my‘hext Leonard
sitting on’ %’ 3td (Saturday) afternoon. His sister lives at .. ..
She istwenty<hve . . [/ He was twenty-three, and was killed in Malay
nearly a;ifnlgn, June, 1929. This s all I know about him, Please
try and find and. bring him.” |

Such letters are ‘read over by mé, usually the last thing at night,
and aloud, when I am“alone (41, pp. 14«12;].

Miss Walker’s method Seemed tu,prﬁ{iiﬂcfaﬁ answer to our need.
Although it sounds fantastic to,say that it is possible to make an
,appaintment with a deceased person as we make a business ap-
ﬁor:tm:m,;_n meet someone at a :erl::in'i?u:_ye: and place;the é‘kﬂdgncﬂ
supplied by Miss Walker raised hopes that it might worls In dny
jcase, despite wide inquiry, neither my colleagues nor I could think
of anything ‘which might be more promising and“therefore we
dﬂEidm!\ to build the appointment method into our experimental
dﬂigﬂ- YRS 4 1/

(

The Cross E‘nﬂ:upamd’mu Method

Another method of designing experiments seemed to be useful
for our purposes: the use of cross correspindences. In brief, cross
correspondences are messages, purporting thimmé/?&qm a DA,
o  whichoare fragmented or broken into parts/ Each'part is‘given to
"7y a'different S at a different sitting. Usually the:parts°make little
4 Ay “sense by themselves and only form a coherent unit when taken

£
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together. The cross correspondence idea has been well described
by Murphy (17,21), Roll (29), and Saltmarsh (31), who were
i by some of classical S.P.R.” ¢ross correspondence

; lﬁi 3] ) /a "
, ngﬁhﬁmg’?uf ESP between the living is not mn'!platq:lf
ins

U

ru t - ] exper

%th%bcm an LA and the Ss could have caused
the resu ¢ theorized that by using a linkage design we could
virtually eliminate the possibility that any one of the participating

Chy Ss, or the experimenter, could have brought about the results by
A 1 m;pathic impact on.the mhﬂ'r 8s, We decided to incorporate
‘s the classical cross corresppndence technique into the appointment-

“ar design by using more_than one S We could then check
o each,S’s statements for messages similar or complementary to the

. ones received by the other St.

’

Rk
. he Esparimental Desin et

alfeady stated, the experiments reported here‘incorporate th

ﬁ%meﬁ{',;ncthud and the cross correspondence method into
the linkage design, In general, the plan worked as follows; We
first had the appointment medium (AM) make contact with ‘the
DA from whom commiunications were desired. We provided the
AM with all the known aids to ESP commiunication: an interested
sitter who was present, psychometric abjects owned by the DA,

"\

U H ‘photographs of him, and so forth. When the AM had supposedly
) Yo, made: ct with the DA, the AM setup a future appointment
0 A, ' / :

L nthe DA and one or more 8% awho were tunknowi to the

“/The DA was given a date, hour, and minute, He ias asked
© _ 1o agree on certain signals—for instance, a nickname or.a firstsand-
Mﬁ mamé’ combination—which would summon him.® ,
It-was possiblesto use the appointment-linkage design i two
ways: First, we' at
thurlﬂdha?dﬂ.hia‘:ﬁfa:ﬁmm,mdly. we could set u appﬁim_e
ments between two or more Sg and’a single DA and | try to
find cross correspondences in the information supposedly given by
the same DA to the various St. In our experiments we tried both
techniques, '
Q.
Testing and Assessment Techniques ,

Mediumistic statements are not easily assessed. Researchers
have found that the simple annotation methods of the early experi-
ments are iftadequate and have replaced them with vinhnus
exploratory methods involving quantitative assessment, such as
those of Pratt”(25), Pratt-Birge (26), and Saltmarsh-Soal (32).

'(P@S@ ¢
QU ¢

we gould use it to gain information from one’S about,

S’



' At

98 Journal of the American Society for Psychical Research

None of these methods were found to be suitable for evaluating
4 experiments in which several wniﬁ[ are compared and by
e z , therefore, I had to exploré possibilities: (1) restric-
’ /‘@WO% tion of the stimulus field, (2) tracer cﬁ%,g,nd 3 glubal assessment,

e . Ty “Oc., Restriction of the stimulus ﬁtfd In' condiicting mm experi-
J &7 - . /r, the investigator can give thé'§ I‘rw’mn i‘d’lm:ke ‘statements
Qs @ aﬂz@yt anything and everything mnm:mr_d with thé DA, “6r he

¢ /)@ Cocan lm;ut the S to obtaining answers to/ questions concerning

wfy limited aspéets of the DA's life. If the mvémg:tm‘el;om th:
“Astter ‘Eﬂun-e. e can’verify the statements concisely and work out
lpﬁ%pmt: s;ul::ntﬁ:s Ntuu,enr:ll data such as h:rthlfi?l ari-
versaries; ages, etc., afe especially useful because it is le to
calculate the ‘iﬁth eir hﬁg correctly stated by chance:
As will be seen ’Bﬂﬂw.""ﬂmf to restrict the stimulus field
through the use of a qm;huﬂnmrﬂ Co,

Tracer effects. ]nn Ehrémwald (9) has devised the idea of tracer
effects. This principle was uudﬂp some of the explorations de-
scribed here. In it, menttrcl,emﬁm the telepathic agent,
living or dead, to u:!m:t:d words, , ‘o1, numbers which
would be very I.H!ll!kcljl' to occur in the normal murﬁgf the sitting,
It l:lluhtn mh&ifu I’m& the probability of these tracers occurring
in statements of ‘the S. In our preliminary experiments we
used }hrdq-dlg:t n;,tmhﬁ', and words randomly selected from
w::hater uﬁmﬁm A% tracers,

Global assessment. In conitrast 16/ restricted stimulus items and

Ve, tracer effects, all the. S5 statements about a DA can be analyzed
as a unit. We found that the global assessriient method provided
9% s data amenable to complex statistical anﬂ ysis, b’mcuur first explo-
zy rations did not lend themselvés to anything 80, ambitious. In the
9 rmuri /experiment, however, we used this evaluative fachmquc
1 { \')O[\ /;7 2ep ChH
f«.‘ _WAPM T AL o Y
, . Since wewanted to explore the applicability of our ﬂim experi-
“mental principles to modern research on the survival® problem, we
decided, to ey out the general ideas and the technical  testing
methods in a small pilot series of tests before going on to a more
complex expérimental design geared to highly structured data
© 29, collection methods and elaborate statistical analyses.
6

&/

o

PRELIMINARY LINKAGE EXPERIMENTS

a
20 dyse-—n S8} ’@f,

¥ q % w;ﬂlﬂm with a Questionnaire Vo,

o ‘We miade our first ex plorations of t!m lmhgg uiw mth ahe
e &C[ ‘iﬂd;nw@ an dntemauunnllf-knuwn biologist: She’ acted /as an
‘he
4
’7@//,
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and as the LA as well. She-and her husband had been a closely-
g couple and had cultivated< zplcpnthg between each other,
#mf@med me. As an example of this, nhucmdthntmcethcjr
aroqsland which hm:'l no shups. whenever she needed

U

e also feported. that her husband communicated’ with

wnuld’unw: home from the mnmlnnd with the right
%ﬁfﬁ (lus “death *b;ﬂuéhgb“ own and a friend's au,t-;mnne

Chy m&d appro nﬁezw try«uur. t‘hu linkage idea with this muplc
4 [ W;I:t wanted tﬂpug whether Ss, ‘¢ither /individually or in cross
‘s rrespondences, could ‘produce informatidncabout the biologist.

bah:lf three mmhn;a . arrangements with the Ss
s Inrnutm An assistant in Philadelphia n%r the
un of three Srmda!aupifw&a&daum.ﬂ f; an
o t in Munich arranged sittings two S5 in G'El'l'l'.lﬂ.llj"
nd’in Switzerland; and an amamnt in Hwa York lﬁdﬁ sub—

4 nt in England arrange mthngn with five S¢ and also
In the case of the English mmgummmj;hcm were

' betweun m

m-nf Sy }:Jhiputed (see Figure 3). |
The assistants :uhtmtmi twelve questions to the Ss. I dcwudﬂ
these questions, which concerned 'I:ht hmiqggnt s life and work, and

ﬂ she would concentrate on the required items and-

and five of the six participating Ss. A
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had them approved by the widow, presumably with the corrob-
oration (through automatic wnhng} of her husband, Instructions
to the Ss and the questions were as fpllows: _

/ r Yo o o)

~ o)/ AOI , / 1 ‘JQ)/')

e 84 TR ‘any
: mmtunrgtmmdun:ﬁ?ggnﬁhm
o 9 maﬂinmhmﬂ automatists in dlm countries. We will &r:rx
to have &zmpcrmnn in t tuwdl m.-iim
/ oto tﬁinld ii ul‘t:unrm.l after dmﬂ'fp 5
U Ly,
“Oc, s e \_:'l-,, (,‘/) ) "
AP p % 3 jmw
A" 88

Thnmn:d;nﬂgpeumﬂnq to

S
OC/'

get through you responses
from a certain commuficator who has mmuad to communicate
if you will concentrate on<u ;mu.- n his photograph.
The communicator is a toco tum.lti-r..' writing;

thnrnﬁrrcltlhntlldhcuudlfymmgh ’Eﬁ do it. If not, the com-
munication method preferred hjr yourself should be applied.

Please prepare for the si in your usual way, then concentrate
on the key p “Pink iris—May queen,” |.1:|r.l on the phot h

i"im allow, the communicator to express himself H

Then fnll':mmg quéstions should be asked:

1:"Can d:ﬂ:ﬂf!eynurlumumllmmn::urnm?

2 W]iut did you use to,say to ;nur wife when bringing coffee?

i Nicknamie of }mrurr u{rléﬂ :

When is your wife's ,zthdn‘??
5. Your own birthday? 0
6. What was your occupation? /7

Se. 7. On what did you work m,ly!'w ’ ;
b 'B. What is the key sentence you ﬁlh:i'

ﬂnﬂjl;lt were you working at theotime you hnd o l:uﬁ: this
U . S, WO

lﬂ.“’hc;edtdjruuuh:ruurhithmlfl:urﬂﬂ life

Ti=p I I m‘: ;lpaet you once when watching the movie “David Copper-

If‘ Eltan:‘ggwg_ & sentence characteristic of yourself.

I knew the correct nnawars to questions 6, 7, and 8 only.
After the experiment was over, the Ss complained that the
., highly structured test was “‘asking too much”/and indicated that
*/ it seemed to inhibit the flow of imagery. Neyertheless, some in-
terﬂkh%g statements emerged. For ¢ le, one S gotthe correct
‘birth of the widow. Another .SP got this same year, but
%ttrfhuted itto the husband; she also stated the right ‘month ‘of
md _missed 'I:hf.- day of the month by two for/ the
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widow, by three for the husband.? Countries and other localities
were incorrectly given except by ‘one English S, who correctly
placed the iologist as a teacher at Btlnford’Um?mlt?, an out-
standifg hit”Another S came close to making a ‘direct hit on the

ethh:t He had been painting a portrait. Actually, h

of a head, C.ﬁ.lthtvug,h these statements must be considered incon-’

clusive as evidencecconcerning the source of information since

y0/7/' they occurred mixed with a number of incorrect items, they en-
& couraged us to explore uther avcnuu

"9 S’;pbmham' with Tracer Eﬂ'ﬂrﬁﬂﬂd E‘? 5 Cﬁrr@dﬁwcc:

( f ) On . Va¥

ilot experiment just dumbe&mught us timnmnét of the

O;E.r llhl:zd the quuunnni]tre technique; it was therefore abandoried.
- Thé statéments such as those concerning the birth dates and the
) B}@.ﬁd University hit indicated possible success using tracer
elements. Innordf.-r to make the data :munabl: to statistical eval-

uation, the tracers were selected by a random method. The pilov
7 experiment also revealed slight indications of possible cross curm;-
%6, pondences and strengthened our wish to continue this line of
Vo tion. We seized on an oppprtunmity for further experi-

mentation when Mrs. A, a Texas businessman’ H:" wife whq:;i I;:ld
Lvm engaged in psychic activities most of her fife, reported her
o /ruﬁiqg;enm to the Parapsychology >L:bnmurv at, Duie Ummty
f

@S CA " e 4
4 ¢ dmmr / " y
M Lmdmgm Cross Correspon [ i

l@g;a, Had, committed suicide in October, 1953, after a heavy
financialloss. After his death he appeared in her drmn and visions.
These *“visits’ consisted of, conversations. At one in a dream
she challenged his ldlmm? I quntt in pnrt from her report: ¢

Early in Mlmhnﬂ’?ﬁ.l drumaﬂtthll Ross was with me. I said,
“1 just can't lmhwr. you lre;;fu]ly/hicrc.” [He replied] “So you want

me to prove it, I suppose?'” Hig voicé was teasing “Eﬁ.g:w:ne:
sign,” I said. “Wn dther:tumﬂiljrﬂu -.'In? e
e Several years before 1 had left my while visiting his

mother's home. H:Mmﬂh:mulcfknprffg;gmdlu¢l
lhmkhelgu.medu for a while in his wallet, Qe

-——/f ,(‘h

the communicator's lant work when hr.-

hunén:mtmg a still life’ which prominently featured the mlﬁﬁlre

4”@ l\frn’ @ﬂ. rehtm:l theinllnmng cvents: Ross, a humnmrma Ermnd,

£ o ferred : his
wife m@@"ﬁﬁwmdﬁ . e
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I told my friend Mrs. B about the dream. A few days later [ visited
in New Orleans. In a telephone conversation with my husband I
asked if I'd received any mail. “You had a letter and D:I:nd it
he said. “It had nothing in it except’an old-fashioned | i

a8, follows: oy R

 “This is' how I remember it—A called e one thoming %hd said,
" "Ross was here last night.” I asked if they talked and she said, “He

told/me someone had my little locket and it would l:lc;ll:l}t to/me."”

" In answer to my inquiry, Mrs, A's friend, Mss. B, wrote to me

I interviewed Mrs.“B later/in New York: her verbal sccount
was consistént with the information given in her letter. Mrs. A’s
phone call to Mrs. B occurred several days before the locket was
returned. The incident was ‘discussed between them, both before
and after the arrival of the locket,

Of course, the locket had not come from heaven, but from
Canada! Ross' widow, who had not béén_in contact in any way
with Mrs. A for years, suddenly sent it to her. The important
point is that-the widow sent it a week or two after Mrs. A's dream
and not atany other time between October, 1953 (when Ross died)
and March, '1955. In,answer to my query, Mrs. A wrote: “The
dream was probably id cthe first week of March; the necklace
probably- arrived the 'middle of the month.,” There is a certain
vagueness it Mrs."A’s memory of the incident, but it seems likely
that the locket was mailed after the dream occurred.

In her dream Mrs, A challenged Ross to give proof that he was
“really there" and he promised to “rétarn” the-locket. There was
mo hidden meaning or obseure symbolism—it “was a straight-
forward predictive promise followed by fulfillnent. If;in view of
the timing involved, we accept that there was a causal connection
between the promise made and the return of the locket, then
several alternative explanations for the incident can be tentatively

considered: 7/ Cop by

{1) Precognition on the part of Mrs. A. But this does not satis-
factorilys accoting for the fact that Ross’ widow made the sudden
decision to return ‘the locket at that particular time. (2) Telepathic
influence exerted on Ross’ widow either by (a) Mrs. A or by (b)
the surviving personality of Ross. In regard to (a), very little is
known about the occurrence of telepathy betsveen hostile persons
%msti]ity characterized the relationship ‘between, Mrs. A and

oss’ widow), but it would appear to be rare; as for (K), it involves
z?n difficulty of having to assume survival after deathy, Thus,
rtﬁﬁ;uh%clmyclinnmtﬁthnp nition hypothesis, we‘are
not able‘to make a firm choice between the ‘two hypothés

£
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€/ casket and Ross was in it. I'awakenéd

~ %5, details of Ross' death so I couldn’t hive b
OF af the return of the necklace I was asleep,

" \The Cross Correspondence Experiments
Q
4 irst ;experiment

G, : :
a, second series, of pilot tests inco , €x)
%pnuﬁp}u ‘Mirs. ‘A was agreeable and so we organized the first
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volving telepathic influence. <On ‘the surface, however, it looks

as though the motivation behind the incident was Ross’ intention

to assure Mrs. A of his continuing existence.. ¢
Infg_gidfﬁ'ﬁg to this dramatic instance of ostensible contact with

Ml Mrs. A ienc

: rted other psychic experiences

ected with himc In 1962 I ed that six months before‘his

%&hé’ had a ‘dream foreshadowing it. In answer to my question
B Car .

er her experiences were dreams or visions, Mrs. A wrote:

The dreams weresthe beginnings of visions, I'd say. For instance,
the time | wndri;g.m.iﬂft]u_t I ﬁil;ltﬁ}zfgﬂuﬂiw to get o box that
Ross had mailed us—<op opénin thudl;m found orchi . I wrapped
a leaf about my finger and 5hc%mf_ ied; Then the box turned to a
kenéd screaming and it—the dream
/ or vision—continued. Once I was driving the éar and’l saw all the
-asleepeln the promise

s by

4.In this account a box containing something precious (orchids)
is associated in a dream with a coffin and Ross' deatho At thestime
of the experiment I did not know of this association (I found out
about it only in 1962), but it was one of the leitmotifs in the cross
correspondences which were found in the experiment we conducted
based on Mrs. A's supposed contact with Ross.

¢

: We decided thit Mré; A’s contact with the
personality seemed definite enough to provide t or
s rating, ourc expefimental
session for February 12;:1956. In contrast to the earlier exploration
[wilé the widow of the California biologist), in these tésts we put
emphasis ‘on thé Ss' spontaneous, free responses to the ‘entire
Ross personality. However, we used two tracers which we had
selected with the help of ‘@ randém number table: the number 472
and the word “faint.” Mrs. A, acting as an A M, was told to impress
Ross with the idea that heé should r:a/ummumcut!:_thm tracers in
addition to anything else he might chdose, In addition, Mrs. A gave
me a few words which, according tooher, Ross had suggested as his
own tracers, We did not emphasize cross mﬁﬂ;p{ﬂndmm in this
test, but hoped for them. c/

The ﬁ?ﬁﬁ’i&w of the instructions to the Ss was as follows:

s 4 %,

'J'h:rminidﬁnf'thh,upuimm:iamgﬂimprﬂdmfmmn

certaity communicator. who Swants to communicate through you if



/!
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\ you wﬂl{ NHHHITIE on lh:mmmn Ross at...... o’clock in the after-

’ noon of...... Bt 2 communication method preferred

by yourself should be used. No/guestions will be asked [of the

communicator], Please try to open up your miipd to the impressions

~ coming from that person at that particulis time, The contents of the

o, communication will sup be limited to simple, even trivial

S ( messages. The communicator might want to “get through!” certain

5o wordls or sh in thi mi 1o draw sométhi

g g or show a certain thing or might helpito draw sométhing,

etey He ‘will also try to communicate a thréesdigit finmber. . '

©; The threedssistatits in Philadelphia, New York, and Munich
and the aﬁhpm?m:;t E'ﬁ:‘Eg:ghnd E:rhn had hﬂp-:ﬁi ;n‘%ht ﬂn;hﬂ:
work, made artangements with three St for this session; two of
these assistants also Jacted @s S5, bringing the total to five, Two S
had participated“in the previois experiment; one was in England
and one in Switzerland (see Figure 4).

'/ g
Cxo % 3

(o

, : /
» r L '“ - 30 b4 ‘ ﬁ- )
Fic. 4. Links and participants.in the first “Roés” experiment (February, 1956),

““Results: Only two of the five St indicited & three-digit number:

[ one got the first two digits of thil:; mﬁfmm@hih Eth:r]ben

none, right.: The sample is, of course, too, small. for pro Biﬁ'_vt

m;ﬁgnﬂ;'*h‘“t such a close coincidence on the part of one § seems

rather striking. The tracer word “faint” did not appear in any of

the statements, nor did Ross' own tracer words. However, the S

in Emﬁgim&,w;ute in automatic writing a word which nhz',int;.-.r;

preted as “Amen.” Actually, the word written was “Ane.” Accord-

>, Eg to Mrsﬁfh:n Eﬂm-yn alive he used to deliberately misspell

9% r name, as * e IThi :

mi%:idcnm. i 'This appears to bg: aqrather improbable

_Two S indicated that Ross had been conpected with the Rosi-

o ¥ crycians: the S in England stated this ex ’lii:i;l;r/%%ﬂ,-tht S in

. Ye Uw‘mﬁ?d drew the Rosicrucian symbol E;"Gﬂli s all-seeing eye.
" - had ‘actually belonged to that organization, . v 0,

9, coln contrast’ to these less significant correspondences, the most

l/@

]/

Of'{'

S¢

” Slace is a symbol (ie, it stands for so

S
'q’?bpm‘rﬂpnndﬁzmq. isnot as great as we would need fur substantial
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striking thmgl in the experimént was the number of apparent allu-
sions to the locket incident. The locket sas suspended on a fine
chain and worn as a necklace. The S in Switzerland automatically
drew//chaing’in three variations and also sométhing that looked
like' lace, 'such ‘s a lace collar on the neck of a woman's d
is'ty say, ‘‘neck-lace” in a literal way. Her automatic wn@g

also stated; ' A "graph, eine Tabelle, belongs to this drlwiu? nd
will be reproduced in- another place.”” In other words, she ﬁ

saying that the drawings were incomplete and would be supple-
mented by another S; the basic idea of cross correspondence.
There were no graphs in the scripts of the other Ss in this first
experiment, however. 2, ‘¢, /o, Ca

“¢) 'The British subject also fimde acpossible allusion to the neck-
9 lacé, emphasizing lace: “'Old-fashioned; withlace, bedspread, or
! ing to do with lace. . . . It is asymbol; ] think.” Then later,

Or *1 gng;.j_nw:hy and bits of gold things and, material things incmy
/ 4 ( ry

.-\)( 4

/4 Mrs. A commented on this statement: “‘The/lace ‘bedspread
the-English_medium got was, I am sure, a beautiful coverlet that
Ross' mother knit. I also have a number of other things she
made—pillowcasés; tablecloths, all with lace.” Thus, lace could
have a sentimental meaning of its own for Ross and Mrs. A, How-
ever, in the Swiss S's automatic production “lace” and “necklace”
seemed to be closely linked. It makes(the British S's statement that
:ﬁe‘.lh.mg‘e}m] much more
mieaningful. The possibility of real cross correspondence in these
statements can be singled out from: chance coincidence only by
seeing the basic associative links that m,r?ilumd sre=atl

/glﬁ'xﬁugh these findings are interesting, the amount of cross

evidence. However, Mra, A got a “message” from Ross at the time
of té:: experiment: ““The letter is on its way news; but will
find many delays before delivery, say, May first.” I felt that this
statement might_pmﬁb:ghﬁt a hint that the promised cross corres«
pondence might be forthicoming in a subsequent session.

Second experiment: 1o, préparing for this experiment (in which
there were two sessions), I .wrote¢'to Mrs. A and told her that to
corroborate the findings of the first experiment it would be neces-

to try to get similar results i a second series. In the letter
giving her approval Mrs. A stated that Ross had su d a
certain perfume as a tracer. I thought this was top indistinct to
be an ull;mivn stimulus and turned down the suggestion. Mrs. A
persisted, howeyer. Tn a letter dated April 6, 1956, she said, 1
still think the perfume is 4 good target. I have a bottle that Ross gave
me calléd ‘Golliwog.""" . <o,

,C/l
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An additional impetus to use the perfume as a tracer came in
the same mail. I received a letter datedoApril 7, 1956, from the
~ assistant in Philadelphia who was also serving as an S in which she
; di the steps to be taken for Ross”mnext sessions. She said
that she had had to interrupt the‘writing of thie letter to me because
*, ../a wave of wonderful perfume suddenly stirrounded me.”
Sheinterpreted it as “‘spirit perfume’ givén hy one of hef communi-
‘cators. Bhe said this was the first time such-a phenomenon had
»occurred in’ her dpastment and that investigation had shown that
allher perfume bottles were tightly closed. el R
We taok this S's olfactory-hallucination coinciding with Mrs. A’s
letter as a’ good omen and decided to use the perfume tracér. If
the hallucination meant anything i connection with the experi<
ment, perhaps it wasa hintthat the S who had had the hallucination
would be important incthe next session. The other tracers used
were the number 574 and the word:*fallow-deer.”
The next two experimental sessions took place on April 9 and 18,
1956. A total of eight Ss plrﬁ{'.iﬁ d: one in Iceland, one in
England, three in Philadelphia, and oné¢’'in Texas; in addition, the
two assistants /in Philadelphia and New York als6/ gserved as Ss
(see Figure:5). Unknown to us at the time, Mrs. A had brought
the Texas S intwthe ékperiment. When we heard of this, it seemed
a senscless whim becausé this S had known Ross and had many
memories of him which could have ueraded as “‘messages,”
However, thiscwas not. thé¢ case and, as will be scen below, she
made a significant contribution. (.~ 7o,

The instructions given, to the Sy were thé’same as those for the
first experiment (see pp. lﬂl-.l/ﬂdi‘j;; / 4%

)/ S/

(Q/- % /

Y - -

QY &, O, il
s z/f'é’ 4. Links and participants in the second “Ross” experiment/(April, 1956).
3 .
“n

v c
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Results: The results were’ again’inconclusive, None of the Ss
any of the experimental tracers. However, the New York .E

cribed Ross’ grave as being on the “northwest side of a hill,
which, was ©orrect, according to Mrs. A. The New York § also
< -upfli@ésl_;dwﬁig;ﬁs name correctly and made strong allusions to
son-in-law’s n&éug;tinu (involving photography and dmwﬂfg}.
. Texas Séreceived the impressions “lace, hmdkefahlgf.
cornish-or coffin,” The lace idea appears close to the coffin asso-
ciation in her autématic writing, as if they had been associated at
random. sV bl S e (
The S in Philadelphia who had hallucinated the perfume usually
produced *philosophical’’ messages by l}}?ﬁmﬁf a pendulum over
‘ca circular arrangement of letters. Eglhﬁf‘ﬂgmmnm‘ she re-
ceived (on April 9, 1956) the following commands using that

ue: xy R g N2
(& - ‘ “), -
O 4 4are Yo @2 e
’/, "Tike your pencil and draw a line. Draw anothef line across the
</ e engd. Hnl}uf this line has been intersected very straight in'the middle.
,(P@S Tiﬁ“apntlmr line, heavier, over the first line. ik;}mﬁthtg line
‘across the' end of the two fines. Now join the bottom, On the lef
de put a like a hi t on the right side. \ rising
:iun ur;-n the mh&da m ﬂat:ft‘uddle of the sun. Place a long side
knob at each end. Slow but sure.  ©

Or

{ C

/)

. As can be seen in Figure 6, the drawing the S made does not

Squite represent the commands. She told me later that she thought
§ 4 E};‘-’fd,nwing was turning out to’ be ‘ﬁ"_cpﬂini"md ‘Became very
. frighteried of its symbolic significance, implying her own coffin,
‘edn the drawing she scems to have shaped the “lang side knobs

,q,}bliﬁﬁ' coffin handlés. Thus, there might be two aspects to beinter-
di(1) Acommand to draw a box with two bg,ggn;in lmyhule

m'::g a riging sup ornament, and two long side knobs, and (2)
her own'dinterpretation of the ;:ufﬁn and her emotions connected

with it. : S

Q)

Y

S Fio. 6. “Box-coffin” draven by 5 in Philsdelphis

/ L{O, ¢ . Q
When this quite definite piece of information emerged, 1 turned
to Mrs, A for help'in updﬁ%ndmg the significance of the drawing.
In a letter-dated October, 1962, she gave the following explanation:

R
SG &
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Yes, Ross did have a box resembling the one the Philadelphia
subject drew—his mother also had one—but Ross had the necklace
[lnckﬁ]mhuhﬂlfuldwhmh:m:bﬂo—lnmmhcpmhbl}r
used both boxes at times . I’l;:namnarm\,,hutﬂuu I:n:wu

., oblong, leather, hmd-mulnd—l believe [made] m"h;l It had
/“mmpumnmtsm:tfnrrinp. studs, cuff li 5'21-.. e-:imu:l
i ‘I!B?Bh lu:m in traveling and it was‘on Iuﬁ Ehm nfbdﬂv}ﬁnm To-
A‘mntu ,
(L-\ S wQ

‘A p:rcm:ly an A recognized the drawing as representing the
“box. whe:e ‘Rdss_might, have kept the locket. Thepdrnwmgd:d
not tumutéi cnﬂin to heryas it had to the Philadelphia S,

Mcmonnfm&mﬂwmmw -

If we hypnthum@ that ‘the two sets of experiments show real
cross correspondences in/ wh:ch the Ross personality tried to prove
its survival after death, we' must try to see which allusions repeat,
reinforce, or clarify one lnuthﬂ*‘g\rhen’ compared.

The S5 seem to have picked up ré :&rm the two spontaneous
experiences which Mrs. A reporte ﬁng had prior to the time
of the experiments: the Incket 1nmdmt and the dream in which a
box of orchids tumad mm Ross’ coffin.

A = il 'l
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Fia, 7. Necklsce-chmin-lace cross correspondences.

The necklace (locket) cross corresponderices (shown in Figure 7)
seem to be the most numerous, occurririg prominently in the first
wt Some .ﬂefnrmm to this incident were oblique, rather

direct; most allusions were to “chain,” “jew lor "Inee,"
‘which hts a syllable in common with “necklace." Bh):/

C
£

Q/'[/.C

2/

Sol . u“hﬁ_h-ﬁndmm“hﬁﬁ.w#lﬁ.ﬂ
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In the first experiment the Swiss S made sketches resembling
three chains, lace, and a lace collar. These seemingly meaningless
elements become significant when related to Mrs. A’s experience
with /the necklace, keeping in mind the prelogical nature of psi
il,'lllgf-'l'}" Chains; are an obvious common element between , the
tyo events: both lace collars and necklaces are worn aro d
neck and, as mentioned: above, “lace” and “nentl:u" a

llable’ in common. The English 8’5 statement v/in the
zm nt that “lace’) is 4 symbol for something else is'not

immediately cledr, since lace’is not a gommonly accepted symbol‘

for anything else. Hlowever, if “symbol” s to mean l:mljr
a term with a shared significance for Ross and Mrs. A, then it is
;zl:n that the common syllable in "Im" and*necklace” could I.!;I.ln
thg association which could make “lace” a symbol for " n:::klnm,
connection is bolstered by the same elements appearing in
Swiss S's message. The English S's additional impressions of
ry ‘and gﬂld seem to reinforce the mnmunun ml.h nﬁ:klnﬂ:
;$ her, message.

“Mrs. A’s precognitive dream of the box of ovcliide hich! furm:d
into Rass’ coffin also seems to have stimulated a series of cross
correspondences (see Figure 8). In this series of allusions, rcfe:rm:ﬂ
were more straightforward. For example, one § got “coffin’ and
another made a drawing which she ldnnuﬁﬂ:l as a coffin.
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Fic. 8. Cofin cross correspondences.
A) Vs ‘)

In the first experiment the Swiss, S "had, stated that a graph
“will be reproduced in another place.” This ht also have been
an indication’ of the relevance of the box-coffin’ drawing which
r.mu'gtd diring the second experiment; the possibility of a cross
corresponidence betweéen these two messages is perhaps not far-
fetched, because tlm dnwmg is s::h::mat:c enough to qualify as a

graph.
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Although the second experiment seemed unproductive at first
glance because none of the Ss mentioned any of the experimental
tracers, the coffin-box drawing and‘the "éhén“ and “grave” ref-
erences which emerged are noteworthy. However, they do not seem

, 70;% be closely related to Rﬂﬂ’,ﬂindi‘i'tid,uq.f "personality or his life

eveénts, g e, S, ool

“5The “T'exas S received the impression ‘‘coffin™ preceded by
"lace.)) In ler message alone the two paralle] seriés of associations
are joined. For'this reason her contribution is significant, =~

coricrete piece of  information during the second Experiment:
the box drawifig. As‘we have noted previously, Mrs. A said that
the drawing reseritbled Ross’ jetvelry box where he might have
kept the nc:klm.'l,;l‘ﬁé:' box “drawing, therefore, becomes related
to the necklace motif. The Philadelphia S thought the box drawing
represented a coffin and] :@,llf&'idy :ﬁ:ud. the Texas S's message
made a connection between negklace and coffin. In this way, both
motifs, necklace and coffin, are sssociated with the drawing of a
?;;3 These associations seem to parallél Mrs. A’s dream of March,
, in which a box containing something ‘precious (orchids
turned into Ross' coffin. (i el ;
In addition, during the second experiment the New York S
got a mes indicating that Ross' grave was on the northwest
side of a hill, a fact confirméd by Mrs. A. A grave is not a coffin, but

could be an allusion to ito, , /o, |
Ta get a complete picture of thé complex nature of the cross
correspondences, we must considér graphically not only the sepa-
rate necklace and coffin’motifs, as shown in'Figures 7 and 8, but
(Also the two motifs together{Figure 9). "/, -

/Besides the direct references which connect the two'experiments
“and ‘form the cross correspondencés, thére, were three, events
- which océurred shortly before the start ‘of the second experiment
and which can perhaps be interpreted as an attempt on the part
' of the Ross/personality to point to the forthcoming cross corfes-
md@ﬂl; (oY %/ Al

(1) Mrs. A’s communication from Ross about the delayed lettér
with good'news s¢éemed to me to indicate that another contribution
to the necklace motif ‘was to come later. The box drawing which
emerged in the second e iment could possibly have been the
fulfillment of that promise. The arrival in the same mail of (2)
Mrs, A's letter suggesting (sup ly onébehalf of Ross) that the
‘perfume be used as a tracer and (3) the Philadelphia S’s letter
}gcﬁ:ge{g the hallucination of perfume provide a striking coin-
cidence. Because of it our attention was-directed. to the messages

produced by the Philadelphia S, although her, previous ones had

1‘/)@

4

3/

Linkage Experiments with Mediums 111

7

4’79;1': the cross correspond

been uninteresting. This proved to bé fruitful lead because she
was the S who produced the most Valuable'material in the second
¢/

©
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°/ ., Virious other hits and near-hits made by, the 8s must be taken

,background-of success against which to “evaluate: and ‘inter-
it rrespondences, There were, for examiple, thedsolated
references to the¢' Rosicriicians in the messages of theSywiss’and
English Ss in‘the first; expériment; the Swiss S drew the Rosi<
crucian synibol and the English ‘S stated that Ross was a member
of the group. Although these messages seem unrelated to other

lines of association given by the 5% they are related to facts about

Ross' life. Moreover, one, S (reppgsdli&d two of the three digits
in the first tracer number. Another S wrote *“Ane," said to be Ross’
special misspelling of Mrs. A’s given name. A third S gave the
name of Ross' daughter and came cﬁﬁe(l/? getting his son-in-law’s
occupation, : £
- Q. </ .

The same ‘difficulties involved in interpreting the classic cross

correspondences of the British automatists in the S.P.R. group
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remain in the Ross case also. The ®wp main alternatives to the
survival hypothesis are the fntlnwmg' 5

1. The mudmm are only a series’of str coincidences into
which I projected meanings in much the mma 'ﬁﬁ}l’ as subjects

\dn with Rorschach Ink Blots.

2. The incidents are, in spite of the hnkage ”hln:lr.s examples

,nf“'EBP between living persons connected, eithér. with Mm A or

twith nie; that such ESP accounts for the chaincof mmnnun& found:

Singe the Rodscross correspondence experiments” were -fot
gﬂud to)quantitative ‘analysis, the chance hypothesis cafinot be
evalurted, ¥ owns estimate, however, i1s that the :nmmdmma
are too numerousto be easily at!r:huublt to chance,

The linkage design of the experiments decreases the plnumhlhty
of the hypothesis of telépathy ‘among the living, especially tele-
pathy from Mrs. A, Which wnul:l be essential in explaining the
coffin-box association in" terms’of ESP among the living, The
participants were separated by.thé linkage design as shown in
Figures 4 and 5. Mrs. A was geographically very remote from the
main participants in the linkage chain, and exeept for the Texas S
she did not Know either the assistants or the Ss and they did not
know her./The Swiss and English Ss who contributed the lace-
neckla¢e associations” were three links removed from Mrs. Al
I knew Mrs. A and the assistants in Philadelphia, New York, and
Munich 1 did niet know of the participation of the Swiss, Enghnh
or Texas Ss until after the cump‘lﬂunn of the experiments, 1 also
did not know the sub-assistant in Lomdon who formed one more
additional link. ,

Did the links we used yeally Zeliminate infermation about the
DAs (the biologist and Ross) in the, Ss" statemiénts? Important

information appeared in the statements/of the ‘‘far™:Ss (Swiss,

""Engluh] who were separated from the'Las by several links as well

as in/statements of the ‘“near’ Ss (Philadelphia, New York) whom
I”im:w Tt looks as though the introduction of morelinks did not

“eliminate the occurrence of cross correspondences and veridical

mlﬁimmtﬁ about the DAs; whether the links decreased such cross
mrrupandenm; and statements is not ascertainable ' mghuul
quantitative: waiuntvum
Did the introduction of several links really exclude telepnth

between LAs and Ss? The information is too scant for a duﬁmtc
answer to this question. However, ng, infarmation concerning
sessiong which’gould not have
_ been drawn from the DAs" memories. It is true’ that some questions
Owere ‘asked about the LA (biologist's widow) ‘in’the first pilot

upc{;mem: 4.2, date of LA's birthday, and some Ipprnnmﬁtclf

‘answers were given. However, the material was well within
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¢ the range of the biologist's memoriés; e¢.g., his birthday was on
the same day as his wife's. In ‘the Ross experiments nothing
emerged in the S5’ statements connected with the life of the L.r!

return of necklace, coffin dream). However, our instructions sen-
sitized the Ssonly tocRoss and said nothing about the LA.

To-sum up, when, the esperiments were completed in 1956, m
nnnclu%i}lm was that the Lt F

conviction ﬂ'iat mﬁnnumbnuun Awith the deceased had

additional and improved efforts in éxXperimentation with the linkage
design. Thus I began a massive exploration to_help in building a

od linkage experiment by sampling nearly a hundred mediums

r talent, as well as testing sitters, and psycliametri¢ pbjects. In
thm plorations various assessment anethods were. devised and
;m:d put such as paired-comparison designs, content a.n:lyﬁu,
CQ }:uamnn effects. These efforts paved the way to the next r.:p-el:’immt.

GQ/-

v’ \
'

THE Mamy Livgace ExperiMENT? t >

After mndumng t.he exploratory tests described above mvulﬂng
linkage blocks, the appointment m:thud and cross correspond-
., ences, we used the knowledge we had guined ‘to construct a formal

7 linkage experiment on survival. We ]:ﬁ::ped’chnt by drawing on the
)5, past literature and on our own prﬂlm.n‘i:y nee; we could
ive 4t a modern experimental design which wnu]tl yield apmﬁc

@Sz gnﬂ’\nhlhlu ml’urmnnun on this problem.c,  “», 7/

%mnwﬂ Design”,

The main linkage mperhﬂgnt aimed at exploring two ﬁmnuhiﬁ
and their interactions: /.

1. The status [h!nnﬂ’ or d&d} J:rf ﬂ'l'&ugtnt being received I:rf thc
S.
2. The effects of setting
between the S and the LA.
We reasoned that if all mediuriistic ¢ communication is based on
, information which the S obtains by’ EEP fmm an LA and his
¢ surroundings,. one would expect: Can
Ag,. 5 6p ‘e
'Pml'ﬂlmmm)E 'urner, Jr., was the statistical consultant for this

experiment. Ann Jensen, I'.hIru;u Nester, %ﬂi I:Ldl n:} Sara Van Steen-
burgh assistunts in us efficient help these persons is
here grasesily acknowledyeds

:%p h;lknﬁ‘e block of several persons

EMH /A) except items which were vitally conceérned with Ross

l'ﬂmlu were not strong enough to® :
M@ {
but too challenging to be- I#:or&i To'my mind the results ju.utlﬁnd

K
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mg] That the S would be more successful in getting correct
rmation about the LA himself than in getting information
from the LA's memories of the D4, °©

(b) That the linkage block which seemis to éccruue the flow of

information about the LA would :!nu dacrme tht"ﬂuw nf infor-

mation about the DA, 2

“On the other hand, if the S obtains information b; Esp fmm the
mmvnnﬁ personality of the DA, then one ‘would expect:”

{n] “That the S ould be at least as auwﬁll in’ receiving
:ﬂ:mut the ﬂz‘f mhi-e would be in receiving mﬂﬁgﬂa l'huut
th ﬁ!

(b) That tise nf wlmh hluc& would decrease the ﬂuw ﬂE in-
formation about the LA uhuinul by ESP between the LA and
the S, but would not’affect the flow of information about the DA
because ESP between the'S mﬂ/the DA would not be cut down
by the block. &1 o)

The experiment also muurpomtqd a number of other variables
such as the nalities and idiosyncrasies of all persons involved
(experimenters, assistants, Ss, As), the psi capacity of the Si,
etc. While theseo v;nnhi:u were only indirectly important for our
theoretical purposes any one of them could have played a large
part in determining the success or failure of the experiment.

Because the experiment involved so many variables, we had to
analyze the factors statistically to tEnm an understanding of‘the
effects of individual variables and the interactions between them,
Professor Turner devised a‘complex statistical analysis of variance
for our use. Therefore, we had to have the Sy’ qu-]mtw: state-
ments assessed in a mannefwhich would give ‘scores which we
could use in this analysis of variance (se¢ p. 18 below, and Appen-
dix). After extensive consultation with Professor. Turner, we
concluded that scores obtained from a scaled paired-comparison
technique would be most advantageous for our statistical analyses.
Such 4, techinique involves pairing each one of the readings with
every other reading; this meant that each LA was asked to Judge
lwentj‘-egghﬁﬂqn at a time. He was required to choose/ which
reading he preferred in each pair, rating each one on a 7-point a&qlc
on whn:h minus 3 represented a strong preference for reading
A, 0 represented no preference, and plus 3 represented a strong
pmfermm for reading B,

The paired-comparison technique introduced, limits to the
number of LAs we could use without making the ‘checking task

cumbersome for them. We decided that we could“not have
\ Lhnh four LAs and keep their task within hﬁunds, @du[r.
still HrE‘Fl.lnmg a balanced block design (see ‘below)y,

£
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Another limitation was thecnumber of Ss available. Because
wr.' wished to control variation in/the test situation to a degree
having a New York City assistant, Mrs. l\'f(m,n Nester, conduct
d{tlwutnn the Ss had to live in the metropolitan area. More-
over, out ﬂf the ‘many Ss we pre-tested only fnur gave sufficient
]:_mm v of producing F!:t in an e:penmenul situation, 'l",héa
tions’ were decisive in determining the experimental design.
As stited above, we used @ balanced block design in Awhich
each S and eﬁzhngem (LA and DA) was tested under manipulation
of the two main’ vannh!u. Each .5’ gave four readings }::r each
agent, as follows:

., I For an LA with Imkagn barriér.
2. For an LA without linkage’ hn;mur
“:3, For a DA with linkage barrier. ‘
97 4, For,a DA without linkage barrier.

ce/ /The only condition we could not balance out was the chroho-
logical sequence of readings with and without linkage barrier.

RS

The “with lir " section of the experiment had to precede
the “without l " section in all sessions because once am S
5 had access to information the direct way (without linkage) he could
not then be asked to secure the aamr. lnfumutlun the indirect
4 way (with linkage). A
s Q/; S / I ] &
9 Orﬁﬂua‘m"' ures 7 : / e

To make the linkage block Eﬁtﬁl?ﬂ-, @L’h im‘nnipmt in /the
periment had to be kept in ignorance about the t]fﬂf;[}ﬂﬁlﬂiﬂﬂntl
'%Eh: ‘took prmuum to insure this when we made our-arrange-
ments, As‘already stated, on the basis of previous testing we selected
four New York m:dimm——ﬁ, B, C, and D—as Ss. Mr&® Nester,
an assistant,. w:as isa: ned, the mk of arranging and cunduﬁm%
the ﬂ:penm:ntﬂl sittifigs with these' Ss. She was kept ignorant o
the identity of the other dssistants, Mr. S of Lundun and Mrs, ]
of Dallas, Texas. These. ~out-of-town @ssistants arranged sittings
between LAs and “appointment mediums” (AMs) at their ends
and supervised their LAs in checking/the data in the later phase
of the experiment. These assistants were asked not to tell their
/o LAs who the experimenter (myself) wis and they were not given
Mrs. Nester's name. Each assistant arran forc two LAs to
participate; th;u names were not given to me. The London LA4s
were close friends of Mr. S and the Texas LAs were close friends
of Mrs., J. Thr.- Imkagu: du:gn of the experiment is shown in
Figure 10. Q )

/B



- know that'if an S holds an object
ability tol reach that 4 by EEP is ll'l'l.pl'-l:l-'il’!d Inoour experiment the
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:Fm. 10. Linkage design of 'l]ur main utpanmmi.

In pr;?nﬂhpn fm* cach test session with the .5': in New York,

a prehmn.y%‘ mtmcnt session was held with an AM in
London or ll;u At the appointment session the AM made an
appointment with-the DA, The AM, whether managed by Mr, S
or Mrs. J (who was heﬁell' an AM), gave a private n:admg to the
LA then asked the DA if he would like to communicate through
good S who wotld be mncmmung nnhls name at a speci-

ﬁm;l tun: day and hour, As/ a,;ule DAs were lined up for each
test session; twenty minutes were ailﬂwed for’each. The LAs were

-{t;tﬂtruutg:d to do nothing in cunnesct:_,?n ‘with_theé. Expehl;mm on

the . ﬂlgl of the session, e. .£., not to thirtk about the HA;

e predetcrmmed times, Mrs. Nester’ ha:'ld the mmm w:th:

thn S: m “New York. All statements were tnpe-r:gurd:d

Bbh’mf nﬂm;: At these sittings Mrs. Nester gave the S: only
the namies of the distant LAs and the DAs, alternating thé order
in different Sittings: First and middle names or nicknames were
used; last names were never given. The Ss then gave their im-
pressions concerning the LAs and the DAs.

. Unblocked s: Sittings without the hnhgc design were
based on the use uf sychometric objects. Although researchers
do not understand hnw or why such phenomiena tikmphu‘{ they do
gmgtu:duuﬁtd, the S's

[&

3/‘ f/'

/7

chTlm objects were wrapped
R 5. Pnfrud*mmparunn ;udgtﬁ After each sm;un the Sr'i statements

/L As evaluated a set of twenty-eight pairs at a time
o/ which readings

U, C/

G[J/
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ometric obj were used at’both ends as focusing points

the ESP connecting the Ss dnd the’4s, We assumed that this
might help to offset the difficulties in finding the 4 which could
be caused by the elaborate li arrangements. %

The | dure for the unblocked sittings was as follows: Mrs.

Nester had lmdc ychometric objects of her own ﬂmlahlt to’
AMs. in Tondon md Dallas through the assistants in these z‘.mﬂ
It was hoped that the physical
would fm:ihhle ESP cortact between Mrs. Nester and the AM.
Each LA had ‘providéd, Mrs( Nester with a mechnmntnc object
of her own and another bélonging to the DA. Mrs. Nester gave
the S these two psychometric objects at the beginning of the sitting.
o mnwll their mmrm

were submitted to the LAs for paired-compiriso ﬁiudgmg/Th:

out knowing
were intended for them. In this wayoeight sets

of ‘scaled evaluations were obtained from each LA, totalling thirty-
two sets in all (see pp. 114 above, and Appmdu] These data

were submitted ‘to the statistical analysis devised by Professor
Turner. |

Results

R,
“OStatistical analysis: As shown in "Fible 1, mosét-of the mean

* /squares produced in the statisticaloanalysis ar¢‘on a’ level with
s, error, variance, thus indicating no significant hﬁﬁﬂmm Psi

‘%E:cts arg indicated only in the interactions With theitem **Experi-
ntal versus, Control”" statements, which represent t the differénce
eenVL As’ ‘ratings’ of statements intended for’ ﬂ'mmthnn as

mmpﬁrnd tothose intended for other As. As can be s&ﬁn in the

table, when this variable was dnalyzed by itself, the results nhml,'ed
that in general the stateméfts made by the St concerning a par~
ticular LA did not seeri-to that LA to be any more appropriate
to him than the statéments awhich were not intended for him.

When this ‘“Experimental versus C.untrhl“ variable was nmiyzud

in interaction with other factors, Qn]f one three-variable interaction

showed up as marginally significant;_thei ml:rncunn involving the
living status of the As. Ch

Although this | mteramnn may be simply due to ¢hance, the hypo-
thesis that i re its @ real psi effect seems to be aii:rengthl:nbd
by the high n‘i’&an sqﬂﬂm produced by two other interactions deal-
ing with tl:u: ' living stdtus. Interaction between the living status

variabl¢ and theé presefice or ‘absence of linkage blocks gave mean

presence of the psychometric objects,
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squares about three and a half times the error variance. Interaction
among the three variables of living m blocked or unblocked
treatment, and identity of the As /iigo gave mean squares which
are high enough to be stlusnm]ljbmgniﬁmn!’. #This indicates that

adiosyncrasies of the As interfered /either in thm::,rahng of the

ired comparisons or with the S5’ ,aum in ‘making statements
mut thﬂm o Ay Op / ey
, 87 i S ran laaol ©
' 9 'l { el A 4 ik AP .

Table 1

Gk v L (@ bad K,

~

=& Ay.u.m: oF Faﬂﬂgﬂ:‘t oF PAIRED-COMPAMSON SCORES

- ‘0 CA CH

#ﬁﬁ_l—
EI:I'I.'II.'I'H: u‘f q}ll‘i!l'lﬂk v :1: v:l-lllfl. M.E. F P
“Whale Plata™*! a7 ' (‘/) e p,
Between Subjects ¥t By 0
E{Tf v, DA) g [Ssey V7. 0
Error ¥ale 1%40
Between nl:l{ & DA)Y* 3 0 /a
Eetween %{E’uﬁm va.
1 87.8906
A.lenu I,’L.l & DA‘I 3 73.0990
Subjecty/x Agents {Ld &/ﬂ.-'!t}" ? 9 0
Euhpm:tlhlm 3 29,7656
Subjects x Agengs (LA & DAY %, , |/ ¢,
e é';'“‘ DRI T
t tus Vi, - 4 (S 4 - ')\ ‘;"
Agents (LA & DAY* ¢ e . “a S0
W{M va. DA) x/e / & I g
e TR 71 | 2363906 | 340 | .10
“Agent Status Vi, x.’..a:m- 1/ ~b G, AN
(LA & DA Treatments co3 “Tozpsifas | a4 | 025
vi. Control I S ﬂm 1)
Trm:mnﬁ,; [Experimental va, ] o WY o
. Conpol] | B&bz ~ e dtis
Agents x tal vi. Control] 3 Gf 33133 e j
Subjects x irmental va, AP, 0,
~Control]. 3. | es2ss6 (3. o,
Amrﬁumﬂ.ﬂmb.-!}: | e A
petimental/vs, Control] 1 56,3333 “R/ IS
Aamt Statuy (LA vs. DA) x A
ts (. .DA X .
mu] va. AP D.r'!‘.i 3 202.0060 290 05
X J’L&Iﬂlﬂ I&»
Smmm va. Control) 9 §7.2407
Error 192 H' 54'1&
iise of the symmetrical paired uu?ﬁml::m involvi
e > -mmpn.rhnd ratis " m@m ing
"hnmﬂequ:nmrmdhwﬁ!dﬂphﬂdnﬁﬁmm
d\{lg tP ar block in the experimental structure RECE Q

/)

fcnuntmthmthenthtrs,

Q/ﬂ

Pe Gdﬁ'mlﬁnn, In reality, there seemed to bl:'. a Ilﬁ‘@l:
o%dl:nﬂ:/ of psi/missitig.

-/ I/«.
4 S e

Inspection of data: Besides looking at the mean squares produced
by the analysis of variance, we also inspected the data. Altho
thm cannot yield statistically valid evidence; we felt that it mllﬁ:
give us cluqn,u to what went on during the experimental sessi
We must emp
pressed strongly
table and they

119

i uniformly enough to appear in the
: may ; al[ have been due to chance.
ns
were muchanore Sugcessful than those in London both in identify-
ing items which were felated to. thcnﬁetvu and in identifying those
related to their DA,  “0 . <4, &
Inspection also revuﬁg that one of the 5; C, had much more
¢ was  Guite a&im:uafl,ul all four con-
blocked and unblocked,  with hwng fmd ‘deceased As.
§ub]e¢t A had success only in hﬁr&.td ‘experifignts (uith LAs
aml“:llgbt success with unblocked experimentsiand Dds. S
erformed best in unblocked e:pcnmmtﬂ ﬂndlzﬁh DAs; haﬂng
dlght success with LAy in blocked sessions. Subject Dhad good
only with unblocked sessions and DAs. In 4ll othérsituas
tions ahuuem:d to exhibit strong psi-missing tendencies; her scores.
were below chance ex tion. Ins ion of the data alm indicated
psi-missing effects in/some cells of the data of subjects A and B,

] " © 7
Discussion N 965
R,

‘When designing the experiment we anticip l!&ﬂ uniform trends
ith few strong idiosyncrasies lmung,}thl: a’!.r andc Ss. We also

/expected a considerable amount ‘of. su'ilﬂ;tfm‘h;d pai,,,hltnng.

ing from mean expectation. pﬁmpv:
vmmun in relation
jpersonality characteristics of the Ss and of the As; and some
These factors appear to have pi‘wemeﬂ
uniferm_trends m‘thz ﬁts ’h,

The di%@/mnng,patﬁ:ma of the Texas and Eughﬁh;[d:
mentioned iﬁgve——-m Tesans gi higher scores when idens
tifying items concerningtheir Dds I?.ﬁe  English LAs scoring posi-
tively only when :dam ﬂgaxemn g themselves—may
have been due to ESP or tn chan‘nr., ﬂummg that an ESP effect
was involved, we could mtcﬁr% obtained to mean
that some LAs have either more sabili ?j-/fg)t: more motivation to
mﬂmﬂy ldmuf}' items related to tﬁﬁmniﬂs while others have
more or motivation in the case of items relating to their
DAs. This E‘ﬁuﬂ%lt occurred in our data could also’be txplnmed
on the assumption the Ss reacted differently to the Texas
and Engh.ﬁh LAsand DAs. We have no basis for discriminating
between these" pnulhﬂm:ﬂ L

<, to the

that none of the trends we found were E S 7

pection uf the ‘data révealed that on the whole the Tn:r@p Mﬁ,
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The indications of psi missing in the results of three out of
the four Ss were surprising. The analysis of variance design used
was not well equipped to deal with psi-missing phenomena inter-
mingled in haphazard fashion with psi hitting!This might have
been one reason for the low level of results obtained: The concept
of psi missing—the theory that the.§ uses ESP/to “‘turn away”
correct reéponses—has not been exploredin any studies of medium-
ship of ‘which-we are aware. On the basis of our experience we
believe that it should be considered in experimental design as
well asin thedry,

It ‘'would“also séem that the statistical analysis design selected
was not well adapted to detecting the sources of variance a8 they
were actually encountered. For’this reason, research designs
should incorporate factors not only capable of detecting psi missing,
but also idiosyncratic ‘differérices among participants. Or, to take
a different route, constructing experiménts in which a larger num-
ber of As and Sy are involved might be another way of overcoming
the difficulties. YRy

In general, it seemed to my colleagues and myself that the flow
of psi imagery’ became more inhibited as the experimental situation
was made more structured and artificial. The relatively unsophisti-
cated preliminary experiments seemed to yield more definite ESP
effects, than, the ‘main’ experiment based on modern methods.

Althotgh the main‘experiment did not yield much evidence of
straightforward psi hitting; it seemed worth putting on record’in
detail because it/throws light on possibilities for future rescarch
in mediumship: on what to’ do and what to guard against doing.

The computer age does offer new techniques for survival
research. Extremely powerful’‘methods are now available to separate
factors hitherto deemed inseparable, Weaused ‘6ne method—multi-
‘variate éxperimental design—in a bold yenture into a little-known
territory. In spite of extensive explorations, we did ‘not manage
tofit the new tools well enough to the old phenomena; for example,
we did not anticipate marked psi-missing effects in mediumistic
communications. However, this sort of “failure” is often the price
one has-to piy for radically new approaches in researcl.oWe do
not believe that any of the difficulties are insurmountable. Onithe
contrary, the rich yield of our exploratory experiments indicates
that classical phenomena such as cross correspondences are still
obtainable in our times. New machines certainly can be adjusted
to grind the type of grain fed into them, They are capable of
séparating such entangled, but vital, factors ‘as ESP' /between the
living /from messages ostensibly originating from the" deceased.
This can be done, but in my estimation long-term research etfforts
on the'part of many investigators will be necessary;,, 7/

£

. Broap, C. D. “Thé’ Phenomenology of

. Hopcson, RicHARD./MA "

. Murpray,
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APPENDIX

fudging Procedure
All repetitions and items of an unvérifiable nature were edited

"/ cout by a person having no knowledge of ‘the correctness of the
«, Statements before) the readings were submitted to the agents for

judging:

Each agent was ‘sent éight nckagee of paired readingsao judge,
one package at/a time: Eac kage contained eight readings
from one miedium.The four * mth lmlmg!:" (bln-cked] readings
were randomly mixed with the four “Without linkage™ (unblocked)
readings. Tw-:- of the seadings, (6rie blocked and one unblocked)
concerned the particular agent herself. The remaining six readings
were intended [P or the other three agenh and so constituted controls,
The readings were arranged in m’mty eight combinations of two
readings, each pair in a numbered envelope.

The pairs were compared regardless of their order, i.e., whether
A or B came first. If, ur:ﬂmplt. Ahndtuh:mrnpmdmthﬂ
the question ‘would not later be asked about B in comparison
with A; instead, the scofe of this comparison would be computed
by rcvcmllg the sign for rating A versus B,
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‘the ‘total score of each matrix is ﬁcsg,v"‘Egﬁlrm,}a used twice, &y
with'opposite signs. This feature did notinterfere with the purpose
of the experiment because the main interest ‘was in, comparing
the differences between the two classes of statements: (1)*‘experi-
mental statements’ (those meant for the particular sitter or his
communicator) and (2) “control statements” (those meant for
other sitters or their communicators). The symmetrical nature of
the“paired-comparison matrix renders somé items in the analysis
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