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ABSTRACT; Ostensible poltergeist phenomena/ ar: muurml which occurred in an
old house in southern New Jersey: the house was ccmv:m‘d into a gift shop in 1978.

The récurrent, inexplicable malfunctioning or operation of electrical equipment,

movement of objects, variots auditory phenomena, afid occasional apparitions are
said to have taken place over a period of approximately 10/ years and three/sets of
owners. The phenomena were upcrmcd by at least 24 individuals with varying
degrees of knowledge about ‘priorincidents; some observations were’ ‘collective.

Attempts to explore alternative explanations” revealed no normal physical catise for
most of the incidents. Moreover, no Tikely ¢andidates for a living poltergeist ageni
or group of agents were discovered ‘during the inyestigation. The phenomena’ are
disctissed in the light of criteria proposed by Stevenson and by Gauld and Cornell
for conformity to the deceased agent hypothesis.

INTRODUCTION

Kinetic activities of 1he poltérgeist variety have been :x;,enaweiy
studiéd in the last decades, rotably by Bender (1974), Gauld and
Cornell (1979), Owen (1964), Rn]i {l?’?ﬁ} and others. While stich
activity is often_attributable to the: agency of a living focal person
or agent, Slev&nsun (1972) has pointed. ott that in-a minority of
cases this :xplanalwn does not seem to apply. Th: hypothesis of a
deceased person’as agent may be better able to accommodate the
data in cases where ‘no living agent can be identified”’ Sle%nsun
suggests that there are different patterns to the phenoména in cases
ostensibly involving a deceased agent as opposed to a living agcm
and ‘he outlined these patterns in a table of items which would
permit patt:rn analyses of future cases. Suhseqm:nl to this, Bender
(1974) described @ case with no known living agent, and Roll (1977)
found inva comprehensive survey of the literature ﬁ‘om 1612 to 1974
that, among /116 cases_he-had selected according 1o certain stan-
dards of evidence, there were¢ 24 in which there was no identifiable
focal person. ,'E‘mr.v;llarly.t in, a'sampling of cases taken m;,:istly from
the Journal and Proceedings nf‘ the SPR from 1850 nnwafd Cox

/An earlier version of this paper was presentéd at the Twenty-Third Annual
Convention of the Parapsychological Association, Revkjavik, Iceland, August
13- 16,1980 —Ed.
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(1961) discovered that of the 38 classifiable cases he had found,
26% were without a “central party.” In a comprehensive historical
survey and reanalysis of 500 poltergeist’cases; /Gauld and Cornell
(1979) present reasons for concluding ‘that concepts about
psychokinesis (PK) developed from daboratory studies 'may not be
generalizable to spontaneous poltergeist activity, regardless of the
presence, of 4n agent. Stevenson (1972) suggests that ‘premature
theories may, have biased researchers’ observations and case selec-
tions. He urged/investigators to keep their minds open (o a wider
scope of explanatory concepts when gathering new datas, we have
tried to do this in the present case.

This case droused/our interest because no living focal person
seemed to be associated-with the poltergeist phenomena. It pre-
sented the hope of furnishing data suitable for a new look at the
types of analyses suggestéd by Stevenson and by Gauld and Cor-
nell.

HistorY OF THE CASE

We first heard of the case on July 25, 1979, from Ted Sinclair*
who (with his wifée,/brother, and sister-in-law) is the current owner
of the gift shop/in which the phenomena were taking place. He had
called the Foundation for Research on the Nature of Man, and
someone there suggested thatr‘he get/in touch with K.O.

The gift shop is located in-an old farmhouse in a southern New
Jersey resort area. Accofding toctecords, this farmhouse was origi-
nally built in 1772; it had surviyed & fire, and had 'been rebuilt and
enlarged several times. At the turnof the century, the building was
“tolled” down a hill about 300 feet o its present location.

The original family had come with whalers from New England to
establist’ a_fishing and farming community.” The house had re-
mained’ in family hands for almost 200 years. The last inhabitants
who' bore the family name were two unmarried sisters: Hester (b.
1859, d.1949yand Lucille (b. 1863, d. 1954). The house ‘was then
inherited by their ephew, Arthur Maxwell, who began extensiye
renovations. but died An 1970 before they were finished. His
widow, Aileen Maxwell, completed the work and kept the house as
her summer home and weekend retreat, while, her main residence
was in another community in southern New Jersey. In 1976, Mrs.
Maxwell sold the house to Richard Barker, & businessman and
amatelr, sensitive, who lived there with his/mother for two years.

5 Pseutionyms dre used for all informants.

A Fﬂﬁ'ffffl..!-'f Case 25

The Sinclairs bought the place from the’ Barkers in 1978. They
extensively enlarged and modernized the house; converting it into a
gift shop whicl now consists of 11 display rooms, 4 storage room, a
workshop, ‘and an/gffice (see Figure 1). A family graveyard, with

es of ‘occupants from 1787-1856, is situated on the prop<

| visible from the house.
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The p&l@eggeiﬁ pfl'_lfnumcnﬂ seem to have started in the early
1970s, during“the period of Mrs.' Maxwell's occupancy, and were
continuing at the time this article-was being prepared at an average
frequency of once or fwice @ month: ‘
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METHOD OF INVESTIGATION

We made three trips to the gift shop: October 26, December 3-4,
and December 27, 1979. Altogether 36 individuals were ap-
proached; 31 of them cooperated and were interviewed, mostly
over the telephone and also during our visits.’

Twenty-four of the persons we interviewed reporied observa-
tions of phenomena. Among these were the following: the present

»owners (Ted; Chris, Joe, and Sally Sinclair), four members of their
family (two of whom had worked in the shop), three of lhc present
employees and seven formier employees, the husband of a former
employee, three workmen, and Richard Barker and his mother
(who had sold the house to the Sinclairs). Of the five individuals
whom others had described to us as experients, four refused to be
interviewed, and one told us'that she had made no observations.
We also spoke with seven people who had lived in the community
for 50-85 years and who provided usowith background material;
two were |ocal historians and the others were either neighbors or
acquaintances of the occupants from the original family line. In
addition, we atiempted to obtain pertinent historical information
from local ¢emeteries, town archives, etc. We took pains to deter-
mine whéther the obsérvations of those who might have a vested
interest in the gift shop were reasonably consistent with the obser;
vations ofthe other observers. Since we found that they were, we
treated all observations as‘one sample.

We inquired into;the attitudes/and possible biases of observers
regarding the paranormal. For the 'most part, they told us of an
initial, hca]thy skepticism ‘about such matters and expressed belief
in_some “logical explanation” for the disturbances. However, sub-
sequent personal observations usuadly changed their views, In their
judgment, these experiences rendered normal explandtions untena-
ble and, suggested psychic causes. For “éxample, one" witness
quickly changed from a “goat” to a “sheep” dfter feeling the vi-
brations’ resulting from an inexplicable knock undér the stair 'on
whichoher right foot rested. A few individuals—for”example,
Richard Barker—sacknowledged having a belief in psychic phénom-
ena prior to ‘their personal observations in the present case.

On each of our three visits to the gift shop, we brought along a
different sensitive in order to obtain their dmpressions about the
case. Also, hoping to record some auditory phenomena, during our
second visit we sel up a two-reel Sony tape recorder with direc-
tional, microphones in the old master bedroom (riow the linen dis-
play, room)}—the room in which most®6f the/inexplicable sounds

8ee Appéndix A for a list of the 36 individuals contadted during our investiga-
tion.

/
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seemed to be concentrated. With Mr./and Mrs. Ted Sinclair and an

assistant we brought along (Marlene Verlich), we remained in
ﬂ?w% from 9:30 p.m. until 3:00 A.M., but'no phenomena

yo I
_ £ Ha S
| @QSG ‘f’ﬁ; ’me“ PHENOMENA

* The most ﬁe%uenﬂy p%n:d phenomena were the movement ‘of
s, m:ludmﬁcpsten&;hl: manipulation of electrical systems,
Cqy ;ml the sound of footsteps. Less frequently reported phenomena
B '?@s ﬁﬂdﬂd apparitions an U‘b,snund uf whistling and human voices.
Ss
Uy, Ty eoq_ﬁ?ﬂ gf the Phenomena
o 'ﬁu,ﬁmc when the phenomena hcgnn is uncertain.<There had
pmors that the house was “haunted” and “ewil” during the
tter years when Hester and Lucille lived there.but none of the
persons we questioned (neighbors and relatives of theinhabitants)
‘could regs Ff observed phenomena prior to the last five to 10
years. [!t lifﬁs. howeyer, become common for gift shop personnel to
refer jokingly to Hlfs’tgy as the “resident ghost.”) We therefore
‘estimate that the disturbances did not start earlier than 1970, when
4/7@, ‘Mrs. Maxwell began to live in the house. Unfortunately, she told
/ oQ.'lH:m the telephone that she flatly refused to ¢ rate with our

A

) /"épy inguiry, for which she gave no reason. But we do have four wit-
N A iesses who say they either talked with Mrs. Maxwell about experi-
i ’e,e._ :es she had in the house, or that they had-experiences there
Ce ,, ‘thems . = aﬁ th: period of her ownership. These informants
Y6 wer en Nelson, chief electrician at Joe's burglar
‘alarm uwunu Mrs. Maxwell's former gardner;
= H a next-door neighbor. While this is second-
fChﬁi‘gfa#x%& Mrs, Maxwell's experiences are /con-
w it is ‘Hel indicating that the onset of the phenomeni
‘was not later than 1933 ﬁrh;n the hurg]m alarm was first installed.
d YO
Movement of Objects ¢/,
Y - We have secondhand reports that /during Mrs. Maxwell's
Q

re; ownership a table in the master bedroom repeatedly moved from
c/ HIEE Maxwell's placement of it to the arés in that, room where it

the two sisters lived in the house. No objects are
w to %z;t?jﬁcd during Richard and Ellen Barker's occu-
.m HWG;- )0 f the, house, though auditory phenomena are
said &ﬁmd it svas not until the master bedroom was

lﬂiﬂ m::ﬂ’:@% lﬁ{cg;\ display room by the Sinclairs in the spring of

1978 that mov t anhJects began1e take place in the gift shop.
OSJ, On¢
; Chy o
9 QY
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Scattered tools. This disturbance was reported by Jake Alexan-
der. an electrician at Joe Sinclair's alirm company, who had been
working overtime alone in the building. The incident took place in
the spring of 1978 between 11:00, and/1]:307p.M.:*

JA.: | was installing recepiacles . neéded more receptacles and
wenl 6ut to my truck to get them. Whend camé back, the tools'I had
left/on the table were scattered over the fldos. | have a leather bag
on my belt that weighs about 15 pounds with the tools, that I put on
the‘table. 1was ot put on the edge so it could fall’over, but it was
fiot.in the middle_either, 2 4

Ko0,: Didshey all fall ‘in one heap or [were they] scattered?

J.A.:They were scatiéred, s il somebody had thrown them on the

floor.

K.0.: Did you‘hear sbout the troubles in the house before this
happened?

1.A.: No, they told mé afterwiirds when | told them of the distur-
bance.

Filing cabinet drawer. This occurrence was witnessed by a former
part-time bookkeeper, Jenny Nelson, who knew about the earlier
phenomena, Inthe summer of 1978, between 8:00 and 9 p.M™., while
she was alofie/in the second floor center room (where the office had
been at that time) working on payroll accounts, the bottom drawer
of a filing cabinet kept sliding open by itself. According to Mrs,
Nelson, the drawer-was heavily loaded with catalogues and it held
securely in plaée, when closéd. Euach time it slid open she would
close it. Later she described thelincidént to the manager, Marge
Byron, who chalked it/ up to'an unleyel floor. However, Mrs,
Nelson remarked to us thatshe “could not see’any way it could
slide [on its own)] because the bottof drawer. did /stick when it
closed.”

Ceiling light and door. In May 19787cMrs. ‘Byron” and another
former employee, Carmen Stills, were locking up the shop-at about
6:007p.M. When they entered the workroom to switch off the lights
with the’ circuit breaker, a fluorescent ceiling light“fell from its
sockef and hit Mrs. Byron. Within a few seconds, the’bathroom
door, about eight-feet away, slammed shut. There were no’ open
windows nor Was it windy outside. After this, both women left the
shop quickly. Each was interviewed separately and their accounts
were consistent with one another. We examined the fluorescent
light and found that the bulb fit tight into its socket. The bathroom
door was not reported to have a tendency to shut'by itself. The
close'coincidence in time between these twpo occurrences SUggests
that, they had a common cause.

T his andll other guotations ure taken from the verbafim transeripts of the tape

recordings made/during imterviews with the witnesses.
/
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¢/ Fireplace tile. On October 31, 1979, 4 few days after our first
visit Iﬁn©gcmbcr 26th), Ted Sinclair staged a night vigil in the
Seco oor‘master bedroom of the gift shop. With him were his
sister ,u{ﬁ rothey-in-law, Toni and Larry Mead, and Larry's
cousin, Shirléy. Wheeling. At the time of the incident, Mr. Mead
;ms/lg(;ng ‘down dbout two feet from the fireplace; sitting tailor-
fashion %%uehim wis Shifley, then Mrs. Mead, and finally Mr.
Sinclair, who,was lying ‘on the floor about eight feet from the
o fireplace. Acl:ur%}m' g to their statements, obtained in separate inter-
Q/ " views, it was between-2:00and 3:00 a.m ¢ they were tired and on
‘ 5. the verge ?f giving up hope of observing something, when they all
&, “heard a noise that sounded like an object sliding on the floor by the
S ., Mr. Mead then felt something Tightly hit his Back. On the
%r{. r his back, he found a piece of tile which he was later able
o fit into an empty spot at the base of the tiled fireplace.” We
the possibility of trickery: the ared’was far beyornd the
‘of the two women; the tile could not have been thrown
_ if)@p,?mntly slid toward, rather than away frem all pres-
ent; nﬁ no I'tﬁrﬁ;'.\\;9 was heard that would indicate that it had first
been thrown at the wall, then rebounded in the opposite direction,
3 hitting Mr. Mead's back - While he was close enough to the area to
" 4y, bave manipulated the tile, his wife and Shirley reported that his
4 A hands were in full view. He was lying'on his side with his back to
U e, “ the fireplace, and his arms were motionless in front,of him. Shirley
e Yo, that s_hc had been looking in, his alirection beécause a few
- N seconds sEmr to this incident she had-heard five footsteps-on the
+ the
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90, G neafby stairway leading up to the master bedroom. Aecording to
/. Shirley, the sliding noise was followed by the sound of the. tile
%ﬂnﬂm off her cousin's back onto the floor. (No one saw the tile
in‘motion/) The o women reported that when this occurred, Mr.
M %@hﬂgdcﬁfl obvious ‘Startle or fear reaction; he juriped up

and “his eyes were popping out.”

Clock and rr_f#si; boxes. Before the shop opened for business,
‘Wl’ﬁle the interior of the house was/being remodeled early in 1978,
Mr. Mead reported that/a grandfather clock in the Wood Room
wlk started up and chimed, though no one had wound it.
Y 4his stopped only after it had been removed from the shop. In the
g .ﬁmmur of the same year, Marge Byron réported that two music
C/ o DONeS Whit:!l were on display started to ‘play forsno apparent rea-
gn She said tha on one occasion this startled a nearby customer.
¢ thought Agm 'afﬂ:frql_iuns caused by walking in the area might
s e the_play mechanism. To test this possibility, we
h“w up and down‘on thé floor (which is concrete and carpeted),

ut this failed 16 cause’ ot ibrati iggeri
: 0 10 cause npticeable vibrations or triggering of the
music boxes still on display: s
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Phenomena Involving Electrical Equipment

Psi influence on electrical events has become the mainstay of
modern PK experiments and a pastime for/poltergeists as well. In
the Rosenheim case, Bender (1974) reporied evidence that a tele-
phone was psychically operated. Pierce (1973) described @ case in
which a radio and electric lights turnéd pn without any known
cause. In the ‘present case, we have had numerous reports of
electrical equipment starting or stopping without.an identifiable
cause: music and burglar alarm systems, sewing machine, adding
machine, and ceiling Jights: Disturbances involving a video sur-
veillance c¢amera in the okl master bedroom have been very fre-
quent, while the other’eameras in the system are said to function
flawlessly. '

Music system. The gift _shop,is e¢quipped with a “3IM™ music
system which has speakers throughout the display rooms. The
control unit rests on a low shelfsundet the long display and cash
counter placed on a concrete floor, The unit’is accessible only from
behind this enclosed counter. It is operiated by two push
buttons—one t@-turn it on, the other to switch it off. As one button
is depressedy the other pops out with a click. Nine of the witnesses
we interviewed reported what appeared to be paranormal operation
of the’/system: it tupned itself on and off. This occurred most
frequently “at closing time. The following is a typical incident,
reported by Connie Cleese,an employee in 1978:

It happened four or five timeswhen [ was there. . . . We turned it
[the music system] off one“night and the girl [a former employee]
went over to talk to her friend who was near [thé counter], and I was
standing right in front of it [the control unit},_And it clicked back
on—right there!

Cindy Sinclair, Joe and Sally Sinclair's" daughter, had a similar
experience when the shop first opened in the summeroof 1978, She
was with two former employees, Diane Simon and Carol Freud,
whenthe following occurred at 10:30 p.m.: “We heard 4 click, like
when the button is being pushed in, and the music just started
coming oveér the speakers.”

The system also shur down by itself. Marge Byron reported that
one night when she was about to turn off the music before leaving
the shop, it did so before she reached the controls. Her intentions
also seemed to be anticipated on another occasion when, one
morning, she was going to turn the musi¢ on and jt did'so by itself.

Sewing machine. In June 1979, at about 7:00 p.m,; Marge Byron
and her daughter, Denise Howards, werésalone in the’shop. They
heard aloud nhoise in the workroom and when they entered the

/
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“ey i room to check it out, they found the sewing machine operating by

_ > *off" position: yet the machine continued to operate.
-my;m&’tua)ulﬁupt the plug to stop it. Mrs. Byron told us that “it
wn% very, s e—we left right away.” We inspected the sewing
macﬁige ﬁh@;h his a ‘I‘Hp]g_f_-witching safety mechanism: before it
will it “has ﬁrst,-_lp"be, switched on, then the appropriale

button pushed: for ‘stitch density, and finally the foot pedal de-
B pressed. The michine will not-function.if any one of these three
</ switches is not activated. We were€/told that the machine had not
rd '(P@s@ been in use just prior to’the incident,”and no customer has ever
56, been known to enter the workroomo Denise remarked: “Even if

itself, G@%umr to turn it off, they discoveréd that the switch was
alreadyin

Uy, Yoy did go in there, how would they start [the machine]

e E using the switches?” There haye been no reports of the
'OSJ, " EY malfunctioning since this incident. |

Chy o A ng machine. In September 1979, between [0:00 .M. and

C%E’ ! is Sinclair was alone in the office working on merchan-

di $¢-An electrical adding machine (Adler type 120P), Which

was ix féet to her right and had been left turned on, began to

print out zeéros. Al first she thought someone had entered the room

! without her noticing, but when she looked up, she was alone. We

D spoke to persons who operate that machine, but they reported no

./, irregularities with it either before or after this incident.
ey, % _Electric lights. On several occasions Marge, Byfon and her hus-
e )’o,m Were driving by the shop late at night, and noticed that the
. lights in the master bedroom were on when they should not have
Wy @S,buﬁ&pn these occasions Mrs. Byron herselfl had turned off the
1‘/,@ m;; ‘l&nh?ﬁm the ihup* and upon inquiry the next day she

%ﬂlﬂﬂ_ | Il noone had re-entered the building.
0@089115:- 12,1979, Roberta Graham, the presgcril' manager of
g i Qémﬂi@h;gbkﬁﬁiam;:‘c.‘ﬂmhr Davids, were working late on
- accou s 10" locate an explanation for a discrepancy.
They worked ‘until 11:00 .M., without success but with much
frustration. Suddenly two fluorescent ceiling light units (two tubes
per unit) directly above them went off while the three other units
ml;-icﬁmnd to function. Mrsc Graham tried the (toggle) switch,
/ Which operates all five units simultaneously, but could not get the
Uy, IWO units to come on. The next morning all five units lit up when
¢/ the switch was turned on. Fluorescent lights can go off if the
."m dmps.@hu:;, this would be an unlikely occurrence at that
hour, Mﬁrcw@g such a voltage drop should have affected all the
other lights in the. shopz which was not the case.

Burglar afﬂmg_s:.u*rrm. AcNapco burglar alarm system was in-

stalled on’ g\%ﬁrﬁhﬁr 14,1973, diring Mrs. Maxwell's ownership of
) ;
SJ’C/)/.
Cy,
'9/)1‘8 '(P@S '
C\/‘ N .’GO B @Gh
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the house, by Joe Sinclair's alarm company which maintains be-
tween 400 and 500 burglar alarm units in the county. Only the one
in the gift shop demanded continuous attention.

The first alarm system consisted of a central unit with sensors at
the’ doors and windows. If doorscor windows ‘were opegned when
the system was on, a radio signal wotld be sent to the central unit,
triggering d siren and notifying the police. The radio frequency was
reportedly, outside the frequencies used by truckers; police, and
radio” stations; '

During Mrs. Maxwell's occupancy of the house, the system false
alarmed on occasions when mo one was at home. Neithef police,
neighbors, ‘tor. the alarm> company's technician could ever find
evidence that sémeoré had tried 10 enter the house, and nothing
was ever reported missing- after these incidents. A neighbor,
Clarence Chapman, oftén rushed over with a rifle to investigate
when he heard the alarm, bt pevér found any signs of an intruder.
Once, during the summer of 1975 the system was switched off for
testing purposes. Within a few days, however, it sounded again; it
had been switched back on, although apparently no one had done
so. An engineer from the manufacturer of the unit ‘was called in,
but could not find anything wrong. The system continued to false
alarm,

The alarm ‘systenmi‘has been replaced entirely three times, and
Warren Nelson, the chief electrician at Joe Sinclair's company,chas
replaced its individual components hoping that this might do the
trick and end the énigma. ‘For obvious reasons, he takes the mal-
functioning quite personally: It _drives me crazy.” The present
system no longer operates oneradio/signal$; it has wires connecting
the sensors to the central unit. Moréover, instead of being at the
doors and windows, the sensors are now placed tocdetect pressure
(40-vunces or more) upon the floors of theshouse. The wiring is well
insulated and all connectors have been placed indoors to avoid
moisture, But the system continued to give false alarms regardless
of the hour—sometimes at night when the system was on, and
sometimes dtring the day when it was off. Frequent servige calls
revealed no reason for the malfunctioning. Joe Sinclair was Com-
pletely baffled. He stated that if there were a physical cause, there
would be a detectable pattern, but there was none: the malfunc-
tioning happened too often and under no regular set of circum-
stances. It was impossible to predict fut@re odcurrences. He said
that the system simply “cleared itself” ahd went on when it “felt like
it.” Both Joe Sinclair and Warren Nelson’ finally ruled ‘out normal
causes since all their efforts, all the testing and-replacements, failed
w alteror elticidate the situation. Apparently the matter Was pain-
ful @nd embarrassing for them, for Mr. Nelson. took" care not to
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discuss the events with us when other company employees could

TR NG

Am;l}t‘:/u? Phenomena

Ajnn#wmaﬁ noises. Several wilnesses reported having heard
sounds of a non‘humansnature—i.e., sounds other than human
verbalization.” As mentioned-above, in the summer of 1975 the
malfunctioning burglar alarm system was shut down. Three orfour
days later, around midnight, the alarm sounded and sent the usual
signal to the alarm company and police headquarters. Warren Nel-

'%S@Qf son refused to enter thézhouse alone and requested that a police
Qs \
Ve

cofficer meet him there. When they arrivedat the unoccupied house
they found no signs of forced entry buf, according t6-Mr. Nelson,
“heard all kinds of noises coming from; the chimney” in the
Room. These were soft, “flapping” noises that lasted for 10

16/)5 seconds. At first they thought that birds were stuck:in the

C
&/ ﬁ;fugh but found that it had been sealed with concrete. They

e .
/
/”@,
4
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wmﬁgamrgd for an intruder in the attic, but there was no opening
ich'could serve as a passage for birds or anything else. We were
only able to interview Mr. Nelson, but he told us that both he and
the police officer heard the flapping noises—which made the latter
reluctant to search the attic. He did so only after Mr. Nelson's
prodding: “You have the gun, you go first!”

(&

%w U © “Flapping" sounds were again heard in May 1978 by Jenny Nel-
Yoy,

S

1 (Warren's wife), who witnessed théfile drawer slide open. She
v:;s doing the payroll in the second floor egnter room when, be-
_ tween 6:30 and 7:00 .M., she heard noises which seémed to'come
(I&'O/l'_l)‘l béhind ‘the, sliding doors of the closet, She described the
50 as “fluttering, like when a bird gets caught in a room.” She
did ot ‘haye courage enpugh to open the closet 1o investigate, and
left the room: Theré were no traces of a bird or other animal in the
shop at the timé? On one of our visits, D.M. inspected the closet
and found no treas from which a bird or rodent could have entered.
"Cathy Davids reported that once she heard a “crash” in the attic.
She investigated immediately, but could find no apparent cause,
nothing had been disturbéd. Single sounds, however, could easily
be attributed to the settling of the old structure.
Another auditory incident in the attic/was reported by Toni

~ Mead. She stated that late at night on Oc¢tober 34, 1979, she heard a

knock under asstep in the attic stairway, on which she was stand-
ing. She al$o felt the impact of this knock with her right foot, which
rested on the step, (The attic stairway is enclosed and therefore
inaccessible from ‘underneath.) Ted Sinclair, Larry Mead, and
Shirley Wheeling'were there when this event occurred, but Shirley
was the only one who reported hearing the knock. |
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In July 1978, at about 9:30 p.m., Cindy, Sinclair and a summer
employee were alone in the gift shup. standing at the cash counter,
when they decided to challenge the-“ghost” 1o’ prove that it was
real. They had heard stories about Hester as the “resident ghost™
and the unusual events that took plage.in the house; which they did
not/believe; and on this particular evening they were joking about it
ull, Howgver, Cindy told us that immediately after ‘Ih:y :hadlenged
the "'ghusl thcy hm‘l the following experience:

Upstnirt;_ it snunda&hke it was on the roof, there was pounding:
onetwo, three, fodr; one;two, three, four—it kept pounding., And
we just Tooked at, each other, and 1 yelled out, “1 believe you! \]
stopped. It hid, gone-on for 30 10’45 seconds and as I said that, it
stopped and never came back

This is another incident’ in, which phénomena seemed to have
stopped as if in response to a/request. (The first incident was
reported by Ellen Barker, who was awakened one night in 1976,
when she lived in the house with her son, by moises in her bed-
room; they stopped after she warned “the spirits” to' shut up and let
her sleep.) However, it appears to be the only occasion where a
verbal request for phenomena to occur (many such requests were
made) produced results. ‘Obviously, there is no way of knowing
whether the, pounding Would ‘have occurred without the challenge
or, for that matter, whether, it would have stopped without lhr.-
request for it o dovso. Nevertheless, the very close coincidence in
time between the ubstnr:rs h:hamnr am:l Lhc phﬂnum:na is in-
teresting.

Foorsteps. Twelve of lht: mdwlduals WE mtcn'iewad reported
hearing footsteps; this occurred almost exclusivély in the old part
of the house—primarily in the second floor master bedroom and/or
the stairway leading up to that room. The  electrical disturbances,
on the other hand, usually took place in the new additions to the
house. Itis also interesting to note that while the other phenomena
ng:l?rrnd at any time of day, the footsteps were always heard at
night.

The footsteps were often heard collectively (once by as many as
four persons), and genérally four to five unhurried steps occurred
in succession. Richard and Ellen Barker reported hearing footsteps
followed by a sound resembling the soupd of someone sitting
down, then the “thump of a boot dropped ‘on thn floor.” On one
occdsion, Mrs. Barker was able to compare the léfigth of the
footsteps’ with those of her son, who returned, home and walked
across the same bedroom that the “ghost™ had walked across a half
hotr, earlier. She said that the two sets of steps wére similar in
length ‘of stride, and 'concluded that “It is a man.™

/

&/ sounds occurred in 2¢
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With one exception, the steps were alwa}'s heard in a room in
- which no ong was present. In the exceptional case, which occurred
'y Imrtljr/Lb;fm‘E— 10:00 p.m., Cindy Sinclair was cleaning up the
Crystak Rmm (diréctly um:ler the master bedroom) when she heard
fw’g}:p#/ hind her. The glasses on the display shelves in, the
| m fattled,as if shaken By heavy footsteps. She told us I:hat She
"I‘eil someone behind her, looked around, and saw no oné. She

then spoke 10 “I;lm.‘t&r and nothing more happened.

Human sounds. Gauld ‘and Cornell (1979) reported that human
of their poltergeist cases; such incidents
’og. S8 were relatively rare in the present case: nnly three occurrences. In

8 ‘Npvember 1979, Chris Sinclair was alome in the stock room when
‘90 0 she heard a scream coming from one of the display-rooms; no one
- & 'Oer , else in shop heard anything. Alsocin 1979, Grace Nofton, a
Y 7 4 mlcgg?pluyce heard someone whistling an uld tune for-severdl

/ i’ a display room where no one was present. Two dther
% S j in the office, behind closed doors, heard nothing.

Tﬁﬁsgms‘c* striking incident of this sort was collectiveély experi-
enced in ﬂﬂ: fall of 1978 by Connie Cleese and Dana Kiburis; both
former employees of the gift shop. Connie described it as follows

% The last customer left around 9:00“p.m.: we still had an hour
2 before closing. We then heard people mumbling—you know, you
/lé hear people talking, but you cannot undeérstand what they are saying.

VV SO We also heard people walking around the room upstdirs—it was not

e /' J’O, b ’w;u:n: we were. So | walked mruugh the whole Erulldmu and
o . MWHES No one ‘there, but you couldstill héar people, like party
01‘ @Sz was gﬂi’ng on. . . . It sounded as though they wefe enjoying them-

e o /ﬁﬂhrl:ﬂf
%ﬂa KJiSum dlso gave’ us an account of the incidefi:

“& mundtﬂ like' choth ~sexes, everybody talking at the samé
time. . C/ It did pot Sound like a party—I did not hear people
Iﬂughmn or anything! hke that. It sodnded like pr:uplc mlkmg about a
more serious matter, .. < We did not hear any singing. . . . When |
came home | told my husbaml it was more like a ritual was going
on. j :

'/ The two women turned on the video suryeillance system to find

i ["0/ the intruders, but “all the rooms flashed

back,/blank.” They then
csearched the house and found no one else theré, Connie Cleese
reported that the sounds lasted for five to 10 minutes; on and off,
while Dana Kiburis remembered them extending over only 45 sec-
onds. Howéver, Dana [éft the shop abruptly while Connie stayed
on, which might explain this discrepancy. An interesting aspect of
this incidentis_that both ‘womeno heard the voices. We thought
about the pmslblirly of ‘@ party or lotid television in a neighboring

/‘P@S( :
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house, but dismissed it because thg shopris too isolated for such
sound transmissions. Moreover, no’cars were parked outside,
which rules out customers’ conversations or car radios as sources.
Another interesting aspect of thiS‘occurfence is/that it’was followed
by an apparition experienced by Corinie Cleese after, Dana Kiburis
had' left theoshop (see next section). FOp JTRIZESA T "

3 g AT €8 i)
Appatitions : g
Giauld arid Cornell, (1979) report that in 31% of theiipoltergeist
sample Visual “apparitions Were experienced. We have’three
firsthand accounts of apparitional phenomena and one secondhingd
report that Mrs. Maxwell saw @n apparition standing at the foot of

her bed when she awoke one morning.

The last incident described in the prévious section concerned the
auditory phenomena experienced by, Connie Cleese and Dana
Kiburis when they were alone in the shopz After Dana had left and
the voices had stopped, Connie resumed vacuuming the new wing of
the gift shop./at which time she had the following experience:

wnﬁé'lvgfu ng | looked up at the doorway to the second . . .
[display] room. Thére I saw a black shadow or figure go across the
doorway: | became peétrified. | closed up and left, . . . 1 dido't

believe in ghosts before: Pdo, now.
Two years pfior 1o this, in"1977, Rich:
seen apparitions Du'{i'ﬂ['jhf’-nq,_r;nétﬁ?qf his“eye, While he admitted not
having gotten a very cléar look at them, he described one appari-
tion as that of “a motherly lady with gray hﬁ:‘"’piﬁgd on top of her
head and wearing a plain housedress,” This figure was seen
downstairs in what was then Mr.’Barker's, living: rooms directly
below the master bedroom. He also ‘mentioned having seyeral
impreSsions of men wearing clothes of an “early hiStorical period.”
None of hi§'descriptions were detailed enough {6 periit identifica-
tioh with any person or persons who had lived in the house in an
earlier period of its history. e,
An appdrition ‘Was seen in the fall of 1978 by Dana KiburisShe

told us that at abouf/9:30 p.m.—as she was walking to her caf,

which was parked in an afea adjacent to an open field and near the
old family cemetery—she saw a white, indistingt figure glide across
the field, The figure did not approach her, but>simply passed by
‘parallel to the back edge of the parking area; ~— "z,

Op Qy )/ G | Ny /
Tactile Phénpmena 26 . Oy L

fﬂm@ing or “feeling” the presence of an otherwise Tmpﬁr&plib_le
entity ‘was frequently, reported 1o have occurred/in thé, house;

7~

£

rd Barker reported having:

Y (6

Sometimes these experiences tﬁﬁf@,}:{:ﬁ?ﬁnpaniud by the physical
sensation-of cold, “cold spots,” or breezes.”Other than this, there

has be y one account of tactile phenoment . |
Ellen ker reported that sometime in 1976, when she was
“alone’ in }hﬁh@ugﬁp@{ following incident took place: Ao,

o/ ol ﬁﬁ’p%@md'hj;h;ﬁé"’mgming. between B:00 and 9:00. 1 had’ just
tﬁi‘iﬁ a shower and/was c6ming down the stairway [from the master
bedrooml; A hisid pushied me and | fell down one step and struck my
back on the‘torner ofthe stdirs. | was hit by a hand that knocked me

Cqy off my feet. | colldn’t move, I was in Sech pain. They threw me on

. the floor and 1 lay on the Noar. It happened away from the telephone

85,  solcouldn’t getatit, I douldn't moye . .24 hadto go to the hospital.

Ve, Ch ;I."hrec or four vertebrae were knocked oul of places;

s 4 Q%agﬁ'u-jcr to questions, Mrs. Barker said that she did not/see the

Hman” &l(')hn pushed her, or his hand. But the impact of the shove

/. was forceful enough to cause her to interpret it as coming from the

“hand of a man rather than that of a woman. This incident Certainly

incidentscof s’ﬁund:s of footsteps had left her unimpressed:; 4

.

y Q4

I listened, 1 heard/it [sound of walking] several times, [but] did not
pay too much attention to it. | thought™ Oh, well, imagination.” But
when they gave me a push, it was;muchgmore than imagination.

06/7 They wanted us out of the house. Ve

e ), There were no other witnesses,to this iricident, “but Richard
a ' Bar :llrem!:mhcrcd his mother's storyand the subsequentmedical
Y0, S reatment for her back injuries. ’ A

{b@ “This wis, the only ostensibly paranormal ‘6ccurrénce over. the

{when the “ghtst” seemed to act with malice. We should note,

i thoug L?thg; pﬁﬁn,n,meﬁa.;_mem“sgl_,ves sometimes seemed rathier plays,

ful in nature..,, g 0/

I 5/ 24 A /
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SENSITIVES [MPRESSIONS :;/r? THE CASE

Sy Gauld and Cornell (1979) have s?ﬁe,gséfthgi_ motivational factors
“¢, underlying the phenomena of poltergeist cases can often provide

© useful clues about the agency, For example, if thé phenomena are

alien to the motivations of any possible living agent, but conform to
those of a deceased one, then the deceased-agent hypothesis would
be strengthéned. I the hope of identifying a deceased agent, on
each of ouf thré€ visits to.the gift. shop we brought along a different
sensitive. Thédmpressions they recgived in the house were tape

~

/
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an impéct on her in more than one way, while severul previous

hqﬁeﬁyflf’(hal the employees were often “petrified”“by fear; al-’
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recorded before they had any contact with gift shop personnel. We
evaluated these impressions by submitting them to persons who
had knowledge of the history of the House whd its former occu-
pants. Only one of the sensitives, Ingrid Béckman/(1.B.), reported
impressions about a possible déceased “agent Which tallied with
verifiablé history. _ | ,

K:0. asked 1.B. to try to “see” someone of this cenfury, during
her tour ‘of the house. She described two persons: a man, who was
‘aot seen as a’'dominant figure, but was in some way /assocrated with
the house,4nd a woman,whom 1. B. considered a promingnt figuye.
From the rathér sketchy deséription of the man's personality, four
long-time reSidents of the community identified him as a cousin of

Hester and Lucille: because heshad fiot lived in the house (though'

he had a home nearby), we assume that he would be an unlikely
agent. The description of the woman was more elaborate and she
was identified with greater cértainty by our informants as Hester,
the more active of the two sistersswho lived in the house all their
lives. As already mentioned, Hester was born in 1859 and died in
1949, |

[.B. gave a fdirly detailed and accurate description of Hester's
physical appearance <and also of her personality and life style: “She
was proud of hér family, heritage, they were leading citizens and
she feels/that they sank very; very low. She was left very much to
herself . . “she was very degraded at the end. She had to go for
subsidies. . . . Her family doesn't have a bad name, she says. . ..
Just because they ran out ‘of morey doesn’t mean a thing. Luck
went the wrong way.” We found out from those who had known
Hester that she was indeed quite proud. especiglly of her family
name; they had in fact been “leading citizens™in the 'community—
ane of the oldest families, and many of its members had héld public
office, Two-neighbors who knew her (Ernig Bates and Bob Chap-

mian) told us that toward the end of her life she’ivas forced 1o

accept financial help, which was quite embarrassing for her.

E:B. was also rather accurate about Hester's primary inferest.
She déseribéd ber as having been an active member of a prestigious
organization;, * more than the community, it's like a state group oy a
national group; and it“has something to do with history.” Hester
was an official “Master” “of, the local chapter of the Grange—a
state-wide farmers’ organization. She also worked for a time proof-
reading wills at the local courthouse. ' '

“Of more importance are |.B.'s impressions of Hester's motives:
defending her family’'s name and the integrity-of the house., This is
why; according to 1.B., Hester was “lingering”sat the houseSand
acting asoa poltergeist agent. 1.B. stated that in their later years
Hester and Lucilleslived very much alone,” wére reclasive, and

/

because of their financial plight; the house became run down.
Slanderous stories began to spread,” whichi“/Hester is supposedly
determined to have corrected: “She [Hester] says there is no curse
here, arid; there's)no insanity. . . . No one got hurt here; it was
remote; but 1o one’was hurt in this house in her time.” According
‘ to one_neighbor (Jerry Hart), cruel rumors were spread during his
chﬂdh@éd@abﬁ’ﬂbthr"’spinﬁﬂ ssisters,” and people crossed to the
other side of the road whén passing the house. Other children even
I asked him if he had ever been/hurt ‘or. Iuckm_:l up in _lhE attic when'
Cqy he went into the house, butthe worst the sisters did was to treal
© A him with kindness, milkjand cookies. ;
‘6. "S5, LB. also “saw” a beacon light thtough @xwindow which, we first
1o R, thought, was a geographical impossibility, Nevertheless, we later
. “found out that such a light had beer’a prominent landmiirk, during

’/'

4 ,oSOQ’ ¢ the early part of the sisters’ occupancy ‘of thé houset©Our oldest
Vo, informant, Ernie Bates (age 84), spontaneously showed us'a huge

A, Orment, : :
' C near the house where a beacon light was once hung to

guide oyster fishermen through the creeks of the swamplands to an
* “oyster-house”; where the catches were stored. Mr. Bates also
confirmed @notherof 1.B.'s impressions: “ Something about plates; |
don't know why | wantto say plates.” According to Mr. Bates, a

P cousin of Hester and Lucille collected literally truckloads of plates
] é'q'},br/ and stored them in a shed behind the house.
' C‘Q/? 7
/‘e .I W }/ SOC/ 1oy
/ Or Uogy
e  ~ ’ DISCUSSION s _

qQ, f@ (TN 0, ' 0 &y
& ¢4 S’@&ht first question which must be asked about the phenomena in
§/such as this i§, whether there are any clear<cut normal expla-
ns such as’fraud) misperceptions, or misintérpretations of

events by_percipients, : et [
The attempted perpetration of a hoax is always a possibility, in
poltergeist cases, especiallywhen those who initially notify the.
investigators of the @isturbances are in‘business and lik_ehr to gain
financially if public attention is drawn.to the case. This was our
first concern when Ted Sificlair called 08 about the phenomena.
3/ The county telephone directory lists 84, gift shops in that area of
%,  New Jersey, so a “house ghost” might indeed serve as a tourst
‘¢, attraction when competition is so strongc Because of this possibil-
@'rt:.r, we were circumspect and did not begin our investigation until
several months dfter Ted Sinclair's telephone call. However, we
found that neithier newspaper nor media publicity was sought, and
in any case the phenomena had begun before the house was used
for commercial purposedc A number of the witnesses are former
employees andc workmen no_longer involved with the business;

Q’/ - qQ V@ 7 S (,/O/. Q
W o oo, a7 Ui, 0 o Ol
St So ’ f?/yl/
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some had left employment with negative feelings and had no inter-
est in helping the gift shop. Moreover, the present employees
seemed free to decide for themselves whether or'not to speak with
usi for example, one refused to cooperite on'the grounds that the
phenomena were contrary to her religious beliefs./We concluded
that the reports of 24 witnesses were (00 numerous and too con-
sistent, and the'witnesses themselves too diverse, foran organized
wax. Further, if the owners were trying to contrive & (publicity
gimmick, they defeated their own purpose: the “ghostly” phenom-
ena served both to frighten the employees and to make thé owners
seem “strange” to the restof the‘community. On these grounds; we
regarded the fraud hypothesis as unlikely.

Healthy skepticism, rather than, a wish to believe, seemed to
have been the initial awtitudecof theomajority of the witnesses.
During our interviews we found that alternative explanations had
more or less been explored by most of them; in fact, the possibility
of a psychic cause did not even occur to them at first. Of the 24
witnesses, Richard Barker was the only active “believer” and the
only person who seemed to enjoy every moment of what was
taking place:

Paranormal explanatipns for the frequent malfunctioning of the
burglar alarm system were accepted only after possible normal
explanations. had been thoroughly explored. Was the system itself
faulty? It wascompletely reéplaced three times, introducing radi-
cally different types of detection sensors and connecting devices,
and individual parts were repeatedly checked, but the problem
continued. Or was Joe Sinclair's company, which installed and
serviced the system, to blame? This seems unlikely since it made
every effort to discover the sourcé-of the trouble, including ar-
ranging for consultations with outside technicians and an engineer
from the manufacturer of the system. Moreower, if either faulty
equipment or incompetent management of the system had been the
cause, one would expect to find that the other alarm ‘systems
installed. and  maintained by the company also frequently mal-
functioned.-But ‘this was not the case. Warren Nelson, chief-elec-
trician at Jo¢ Sinclairs company, told us that over the past four
yvears the company serviced more than 400 clients in the commu-
nity and that no inexplicablecmalfunctioning of their systems oc-
curred.

Isolated occurrences involving the music system could be attrib-
uted’ to normal causes such as electrical or mechamcal, failures.
However; no such causes were detected by Joe Sinclair and War-
ren Nelson. Their findings were negative ontwo counts: fio techni-
cal” defects were/ discovered, and extensive mamipulation of/the
switches failedito duplicate the phenomena. Moreover, théoccurs

/

’C/
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rences were not random, but usually were closely correlated with
the behavior of certain employees: when they were either preparing
to leave the shop or ready to turn the system on when they arrived
in/the morning:, Mechanical movements near the “3M” system,
such as working the cash register located on the counter directly
above thescontrol unit, never affected it.

The‘incident of the sewing machine that started to operate while
all three control switches were in the “off" position, is incom-
prehensible to us provided the reports are accurate. Neither of the
two witnesses to this event were employed at the gift shop at the
time of our inquiry and/according to' the present manager, one of
them (Marge Byron) “departed with hard feelings”: this would
scarcely motivate her to mu:numally embellish her story or coop-

erate if a hoax had been going on.

We consulted with an electronics expert. wurlr.mg on research and
development in one of the largest companies in that field. He
considered two possible normal explanations for the electrical dis-
turbances in the gift shop:

1. Static field potential (such as the type which develops before
lightning strikes) which, he thought, would equalize itself over the
area and would not ¢ause the highly selective effects observed;

2. A power surge, which would pot‘pass the regulatory mech-
anisms of the devices.

The occasions involving the spontanecus movement of objects
(or-inexplicable action upon them) are 'of varied degrees of plausi-
bility. A weak case for the paranormal would be the music boxes
that startéd to play. On the other hand, the scattering of tools from
the belt of the.workman, who did not know-about the prior pol-
tergeist activity and consequently did not expect any, is rather hard
tocexplaimin a normal way. Similarly, it would be dlt'ﬁm,lll to find a
normalexplanation for the fluorescent light falling out of its socket
seconds before the, bathroom door slammed shut.

Some of the noises heard were o doubt merely of the sort that
can be expected tococcur in old houses. It would be difficult,
however, to find a normal e!planatlﬂn for the frequent sounds of
footsteps, which were so clear that in one instance the length of the
stride could be estimated from them. Moreover, these sounds were
interpreted as “walking” not just by a fewindividuals, but by 12
persons from varied backgrounds.

The phenoniena focusing around electrical devices were mostly
observed inthe new wing of the house, while the footsteps were
heard nearly exclusivély as coming from the old original structure.
The movement of objects'was reported in both the old and new
areas of the house. These observations suggest that there might be
two basic categories of phenomenad in this case:



42 Journal of the American Society for Psychical Research

. Here-and-now related occurrences, “which involved action
upnn such modern apparatus as the burglar alasm and music sys-
tems, and phenomena seemingly responsive to Ihr. presence of
inhabitants and shop perﬁnnnel Characteristic of the Tatter would
be the music system coming on just cbefore employees ‘who in-
tended to turn it on reached the controls, orgoing off as'they were
about to’ leave the shop. Also, if they occurred as described; the
aile sliding, the light-falling, doors slamming, the #dding“machine
printing nimbers, ‘and the push Ellen Barker felt on the sjairs ‘were
all MWMd-n‘uw..mlﬂhd pCcurTences, |

Rﬂmmgmm-r awareness of past events, which intruded upon
II.'he experients perceptions of the present environment. The fol-
lowing incidents are Suggestive of such retrocognitive awareness:
The voices of “a gathering of people” heard by two former em-
ployees, the sound of someone whistling a tune, and the frequent
sounds of footsteps that occurred in’/the same location in a
stereotypical fashion.

Some of the auditory phenomena, huwuvcr. séemed to relate to
the here-and-now, not to the retrocognitive category=<for example,
the following: the footsteps on the stairs which Shirley Wheeling
heard just/ before, the Sliding of the fireplace tile: the *pounding”
noises on the toof after frivolous remarks about the “ghost™ and a
request forit to pednnn and the knock that Toni Mead heard and
felt under the stair onowhich her foot was placed.

Clear-cut examples of retrocognitive’ awareness of past events
are exceedingly rare (see; Murphy, 1967) as"compared with other
forms of psi that occur in mpﬁrt:dly ‘haunied”, places. We are
faced with the quemun why “Such time displaceménts seem to
happef recurrently in some locations while/ others are Seldom af-
fected. In the past, the search for answérs mainly concentrated on
the experients and their states, but no uniform characteristics seem
to bé appéarent (Gauld and Cornell, 1979). The causes of vel-
rocognition might be independent of and external to the individual,
since $uch instances usually recur at certainly narrowly defined
space- -timéJoci and are often collectively experienced. The hypoth-
esis that their fikelihood is determined by a dramatic event such as
a murder having occurred-at the location does not, to our knowl-
edge, apply in the present case. Nor does Lhe content of the
retrocognitive experiences reported to us suggesta violent or dra-
matic source.

Aré such “there-and-then” types of phénomena freqtently con-
nevted tooplaces at which “here-and-now” phénomend also occur,
as in the présent case? This is a basic question which needs further
study, Thére i acdefinite need to refocus researchohjectives,

£
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considering not only the experient, but dlsp the locus of the phe-
nomend m:l{l their interactions.

/
The Source of the Phenomena: Who Was the Poltergeist Agent?

Muost of the pérsons we interviewed seemed to pin the blam@for
the disturbances on 4% ghost,” especially that of Hester, but ne oné
offered evidence that woulld support the notion or clearly identify
this hypothetical entitye None-of the ‘observers attributed the phe-
nomena Lo one or mayg living persons. The events were distributed
over at least a five-year period‘six anda half years if we consider
the onset of the burgler dlarm disturbances) and, three sets of
owners, Of the 24 witnesses, we could not single out any one
mmdividual whose presence was necéssary’as a &atalyst/ for the
phengmena; some disturbances (e.g., maffunctioning of the burglar
dlarm) occurred when no one was in the house,

Since a single living agent seems to be ruled ot we considéred
the remote, possibility of a multiplicity of living agents;whose, psi
happfned to be activated in the hﬂuat—p:rhaps. because of expec-
tations and fears aroused by the rumors that it was haunted, How-
ever, several incidents occurred in“he presence of persons who
were, at the time, unaware of these rumors,

Could there have been a “collectivé agency,. as was reported to
have occurred in the semi-experimental ¢ase of “Philip” (Owen,
with Sparrow, 1976)? In the present case, phcnﬂmcnu were ob-
served twice by different groups of-four persons, and in@at least
seven incilents there were two observers present. However, the
single-observér disturbances were the most frequent: Furthermore,
no ‘ong group reported experiencing numerous occurrénces.

Did the/phenomena Coprelate with periods of high tension in the
witnésses? Awfar a8 we could ascertain, the incidents were expéric
enced by“both tense and relaxed observers.

We asked witnesses; whether they had a history of similar psi
experiences. Only/eight ‘of thé 24 claimed prior psi experiences:
three reported having ‘had apparitional experiences: two jointly
heard sounds of footsteps ‘on the floor above them (but said there
were unobserved children up there at/the time, thus making the
incident highly questionable): one had prémonitions; and another
watched asmusic box start to play in her home. The eighth em-
ployee ICath'jr Davids) said, “The ghost came home with me.’
While alone in herdjying room at home, she saw a candle slide off a
shelf. She toldus that al the time she was tense because her “life
was &/rocky road.”/If we disqualify the incident where footsteps
were heaid, neaf dhe [ocation“of unobserved children, we are Jefl
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with 18 witnesses who claimed 10 have/had no paranormal experi-
ences outside the gift shop. Thus, most of the poltergeist incidents
oc¢éurring there cannot be linked to any ‘psychically gifted individ-
tal, The only common denominator seems to. be ‘the housg, itself,
not ‘dne or‘more living persons.

In considering possible agents, we reviewed the deceased per-
sons Who had some’gonnection with the house diring the presént
century. The onket of the phenomena in the 1970s #nd the pol-
tergeisC’s predceupation with electrical equipment seem 10zsuUggest
a relatively modén agent, The family members who died crea-
sonably close ifvtime 10 the dnset of the disturbances were: Carlton
(d. 1934). cousin of/Hester and Lucillé, who lived next door, but
owned the property on’which the House stood: Hester (d. 1949);
Lucille (d. 1954); and Arthur' Maxwe}l (d."1970), the sisters’ nephew
who cared for them at the end of their lives and inherited the
house. Mr. Maxwell's death was mich closer to the onset of the
phenomena than Hester's: however, we found’ no indications that
either he or Carlton were particularly attached to the house, which
should exclude thém as haunting agents. Regarding the'two sisters,
while some aspects of the disturbances would scarcely seem to fit
the meek charactéf/of Lugille, they do make sense in terms of
Hester's dynami¢ and self-asséftive personality. The impressions of
the sensitive {Ingrid Beckman) only relate well to Hester, not to
Lucille. Subsequént. invéstigation reveéaled circumstances during
Hester's lifetime (unfounded rumors of evil doings in the house,
humiliating financial hardships, incorrecy beliefs that she had a
“spinster-like” character, her ‘inyolvement in, the “Grange) which
support the sensitive’'s statements, but which~were unknown to
anyone ‘we had interviewed up to thit pointHesler seemsto be
the only candidate for the role of agent.

$teverison (1972) and Gauld and Cornell ‘(1979) ¢€ited criteria
shiggestive of wdeceased agent in poltergeist cases. 'We wilbnow fry
to apply thém to the present case.

Stevenson proposed that the characteristics of the kinetic¢’ distur-
bances should différin five respects when a deceased rather than a
living agent is involved (3) movement of heavier objects (e.g., a
brick), (b) for longer distances (30-50 feet), (c) with complicated
trajectories, (d) resulting in little or no bredkage, and (e) gentle
motions/landing. The fourth and fifth criteria.seem to apply to our
dati, though one should keep in mind that the moyement of objects
was infrequent: nothing was broken as a result of the disturbances,
and’the motion of objects (e.g., fireplace tile! Auorescent Tight)
could perhaps ‘be described as “gentle.” Regirding“the weight of
objects moved,, the“file drawer and the scatteréd tools might” be
consideréd as in the “heavier” category. The critéfia involving
distanté and trajectories wete not met in this case.

,
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Gauld and Cornell's criterion, for’ deceased agency proposes
that the phenomena should occur regardless of the presence or
absence of anyone, and is met in this case. Forexample, incidents
involving the-@larm system and the electric lights occurred when no
oné was in/the building. And, as mentioned earlier, no particular
person ‘or groufr of persons needed to be present in order/for the
phenemena ‘o, take place.

According t0/Gauld”and Corpell, the implied purpose of pol-
tergeist actions shotild be €haracteristic of the deceased and alien
to the persons present? Many<Jof our witnesses considered the
phenomena to be “scary” or otherwise ufipleasant, while the dis-
turbances as such could bBe interpreted as attempts by a deceased
agent to attract attention of’ vent aoger. The phepomena seem
rathier characteristic of a strong-mindedoperson like Hester, but
none of them can be said to be unmistakably identified with her.

Stevenson and also Gauld and Cornell postulated. that purposive
mavement of objects would occur when a deceased agent ds in-
volved While the scarcity of incidents of this soricin the present
cases makes judgment difficult, one might say that suggestive eyi-
dence for purposive movement is provided by the switching on and
off of the “3M" miusic system just as employees were aboul to-do
so themselves.

Collectively seen apparitions is another-criterion cited by both
Stevenson and Gauld and Cornell. While this'dpes not apply to the
present case, there were three, op possibly four, independent
sightings by persons who had no’prior knowledge of earlier appear-
ances: Gauld and Cornell posit this @s the fiext best alternative to
collective perception. On the other hand “voices ‘and footsteps were
¢ollectively héard, though neither the voices nor the apparitions
wereCclear enpughito be identifiable.

Commtinications by ‘the deceased agent through the phenomena
themsélves—eg., rapping according 10 a code—is a criterion which
our case does not meet:,Bul disturbances on several occasions
stopped or started immediately after requests or challenges from
someone present.

In conclusion, we cah say that our investigation of the various
explanations for the indivitdial eveénts and our analysis of the data
obtained in interviews with witnesses failed to reveal any living
poltergeist agent. But the data do seem 1o suggest—though they do
not definitely identify—a deceased agent.
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: APPENDIX A

List of Persons-Interviewed and Their Relattonship’'so the “Cyse

ALEXANDER, JAKE. Electrician at Joe Sinclair's burglar alarm
company. Spring 1978, 11-11:30 p.M.: Tools in master bedroom
were found scaltered when he returned to the room minutés after
he had left it;ono one else present. Had no prior knowledge of
disturbances.

BAarker, ELLEN. Mother ‘of previous owner, Richard Barker;
occupant, 1976-1978. 1976, 8—9:00 A.m.: Was pushed down a step
of, the front staircase when alone in the house{oOften heard
footsteps in master bedroom, usually between 11500 p. 8. and mid-
night; dlso heard knocking and other noises’in master bedroom.
Has had prévious psi experiences, including appdritions.

Bagker, RicHArD, Owner and occupant, 1976-1978; son of
Ellen Barker. Has seéén several vague apparitions inhe house and
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heard footsteps in the master bedroom.“Was present on various
occasions when burglar alarm system malfunctioned. Has had pre-
vious /psi experiences and is an amateur psychic.

Bates, ‘Erni Next-door neighbor, and knew all previous
ownersand occupants, Informant on original family and history of
locadle.

Byron; MARGE. Former gift shop manager; mother of ‘Denise
Howards; wife of Mike Byron. May 1978, 6:00 p.m.: With Carmen
Stills when fluorescent dight 'in_workroom fell moments before
bathroom door slammed shat, Sumimer 1978: Music boxes on dis-
play started to play inexplicably.dune 1979, 7:00 p.m.: With Denise
Howards when sewing machine in workroom started to operate by
itself, Winter 1979: Music system switched “on while she was
standing near the control unit; sevéral other times the system
turned on or off just as she was about to déthis herself. On several
occasions, late at night, she and her husband noticed light in’‘master
bedroom was turned on when nobody had done so; Heard stomp-
ing sounds, on floor of master bedroom. Has had previous psi
experienges.

Byroxn, Mike, ‘Husband of Marge Byron. Several times, late at
night, he and his wife noticed light in master bedroom although no
one had turned 1t on.

CHaPMAN, Bon. Neighbor; uncle of Clarengce Chapman. Knew
Hester and Lucille; was informant ‘on thém and’the locale. Does
not-recall hearing rumors that the house was "haunted” until re-
cently’,

CHAPMAN;, CLARENCE. Neighbor; nephew of Bob/Chapman.
Was informant on Hester and Lucille, and the locale. Withessed

~false triggering of burglar alarm system during and afiérthe time

Mrs., Maxwell lived in‘the house; he would check th::/ preémises
immediately, ‘but foend né-explanation. Does not recall /hearing
rumors that the ‘house was “haunted” until recently.

CrLeese, Connie. Former gift shop employee. Fall 1978, about
9:00 p.M.: With Dana Kiburis when they heard mumbling voices
and footsteps in the master bedroom: no one else was in house.
Later that evening when alone in the shop she saw an apparition in
a display room. 1978: Was with othér employees when they all
heard the music system click on @5 they Wwere leaving.

Damien, KieL. Local historian; informant on history of house
and locale. Does not recall hearing rumors that’ the house was
“haunted” until recently.

Davins, Cavay. Carrent gift shop employee. October 12, 1979,
11:00 p.v.: With Roberta Graham when two light units in the office
went out @bove the areéw they were working in. Also has witnessed
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disturbances with the music system and heard crash in attic with no
discernable cause. No other unusual experiences except one ob-
servation of a candle falling off a shelf in her home.

Freup, Caror. Former gift shopemployee. Sumimer 1978, 10:30
P.M.: With-Cindy Sinclair and Diane Simon when they all heard the
music system switch on as they were leaving the shap. This hap-
pened agdin another night in 1978 when she was with“two other
employees,

GrAHAM, ‘ROBERTA. Current gift shop manager. October 12,
1979, 11:00, p.MSY With<Cathy Davids when two light units in the
office went otit above the drea they were working in. Several timeés
has witnessed the malfunctioning of ‘the burglar alarm and the
music system; heard doors slamming and sound of footsteps in the
old part of the house.

Hart, Amy. Neighbor; aunt of Jerry:Hart. Friend of Hester and
Lucille; informant on their personalities’and life styles. Does not
recall hearing rumors that the house was " haumed” until recently.

Hart, JERrY. Neighbor; nephew of Amy Hart: Knew Hester
and Lucille when he was a child; had heard stories aboiit the house
being “haunted” and the sisters being “evil” while they were living
there. ¢

Howarbs, Denise. Former, gift shop employee; daughter of
Marge and Mike Byron. June 1979, 7:00 r.M.: With Marge Byron
when the sewing machine in the workroom started to operate by
itself. February 1979 Musie box (bought al the shop) started to
play when it was in her house.

JonNeEs, BonnmiE. Current gifi shop employee.c Refused to be
interviewed, Grace Norton clainfy that Bonnieowas present and
heard footsteps in the master bedroom ‘when they were alone in the
shopoin December 1979,

Kisuris, Dana. Former gift shop employée, Fall 1978, about
9:00 pov.: With Connie Cleese when they heard mumbling voices
and footsteéps in'the master bedroom. Fall 1978, 9:30/¢.M.: ' Was
alone when she saw a white figure (apparition) go across the field
behind the ‘gift shop parking lot. 1978, at night: With other ém-
ployees when they heéard the music system click on as they were
leaving the shop. Has had no previous psi experiences.

LawreNCE,. Jack, Mrs. Maxwell's gardener, 1971-1976. Wit-
nessed the malfunctioning of the burglar alarm during Mrs. Max-
well's ownership.

MAXWELL, AILEEN. Owner and occupant of house  approx-
imately 1970-1976. Refused to be interviewed! gave no reason.
Warren Nelson and Joe Sinclair claimed thats she ‘Had told them
abouts seeing apparitions in the house, the movement of objects,
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lights going on and off, and hearing fooisteps. They reported that
she disliked staying in the house alone.

MEAD, Lagry. Brother-in-law of Ted and Joe Sinclair; hus-
band of Toni Mead; cousin of Shirley Wheeling. Has worked én the
gift ‘shop as a contractor. Early 1978: Several times heéard the
grandfather clock in the Wood Room chime although it had not
been wound! Qctober 31,1979, between 2-3:00 a.m.: I master
bedroom with Ted Sinclair; Toni‘Mead, and Shirley Wheeling when
he heard the sliding of the fireplace tile and felt its impact as it hit
him on the back. Has had somé¢ apparéntly paranormal dreams.

MEAD, Tont. Sister of Ted and Joe Sinclair; wife of Larry Mead.
October 31, 1979, late everiing: Heard and felt a‘knock on the attic
stairs; knock also heard by Shirley ‘Wheeling. Later, between
2-3:00 a.m.: With Ted Sinclair, Shirley, 4nd herchusband, Larry
Mead when they heard the sliding of the fireplace tile which hit
Larry in the back.

NEsson, JEnny., Former gift shop bookkeeper: wife ‘'of Wirren
Nelson. May 1978, between 6:30-7:00 p.M.: When alonein upstairs
office ’heard fluttering noises in closet. Summer 1978, ‘betweén
8-9:00 p.Mm.: Alone in upstairs office when bottom drawer of filing
cabinet kept sliding open.

NELSON, WARREN. Chief electrician at Joe Sinclairs burglar
alarm company: husband of Jenny Nelson. 71973 to present: Wit-
ness to repeated malfunctioning of burglar alarm system. Summer
1975, around midnight: After“burglar’ alarm/went off, he and a
police officer investignted the unoceupied-house and heard inex-
phicable’ flapping noises in the chimney of the Crystal Room/ 1979
o présent: Witness to repeated malfunctioning of the surveillance
camera in the master bedroom.

NorTon, GRaACE. Current gift shop employee. December, 1979,
10:00°4,. 0 .= With Bonnie Joanes in front downstairs room when they
heard footsteps in the master bedroom. 1979: Alone in the fromt of
the shop when, she heard whistling.

. READE, KaREN.CFormer gift’shop emplovee. Told interviewers
that she had not observed anything unusual; other informants
claimed that she had.

SiMon, Diane. Former gift:shop @mployee. Told interviewers
that she did not want to talk about the phenomena because they
were contrary to her religious beliefs. She does not believe in the
paranormal, Zand is emotionally uncomfortable ‘With the distur-
bances. However, she did say that the music system would come
on when she was leaving the shop, and that she heard noises in the
master, bedroom. Chris Sinclair said that Diane was present on an
occasion:in the  summer, of 1978 when the music came on, and
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Cindy Sinclair said she was also there on’another occasion that
summer when the music again came on. Ma:gg Hymn claimed
B;%m had told her about an appanuan she had seen in l;hc shop in
| Q

- SINCLAIR, Eums Co-owner of house; lﬂ?ﬂam pfeunt wife of
Ted Sinclair. Spring 1978, 11:30 p.m.: With Cathy Davids‘and Sally
Sinclair when théy heard footsteps on the stairs leading up to the
master’ badr:ﬁm “Summer 1978, between 9:30-10:00 p.M.:, With:
Dmrm,'i‘nmnrl»wﬁen they heard the music system come ofn) ];:y itself,
September, 1979, between 10:00 A.M. and noon: Alone in’office
when the addmg magchine started printing by itself. November
1979: Heard a scream while alone in’the stock room.

SincLAIRr, CINDY. Daughtcr of Joe and Sally Sinclair. July 1978,
approximately 9:30 p.m.. With another ‘employee when they heard
pounding on roof of gift shop after they had joked about the
phenomena and requested a “performance.” Summer 1978, 10:30
p.M.: With Carol Freud and Diane Simon ‘when they heard the
music system come on with a click as they were about to leave the
shop. Summer 1978: With Roberta Graham when they witnessed
the burglar alarm go off for no apparent reason. She observed
malfunctioning of surveillance camera. One night when alone in
Crystal Room, felt a presence and then heard footsteps behind her
which rattled:the merchandise on-the display shelves.

SINCLAIR, JOEC Co-owner of house, 1978 to present; owner nfth:
burglar alarm company; brother of Ted Sinclair and Toni Mead;
husband of Sally and father of Cindy Sinclair:, Has observed the
malfunctioning of the burglar, alafm and music”systems: heard
footsteps in master bedroom. Has seen in appédrition in his home,

SINCLAIR, SALLY. Co-owner of house, 1978 1o present; wife of
Joe“and mother of Cindy Sinclair. Spring 1978, between 10:00 M.
arid midunight: With Chris Sinclair and Cnth}'«/ﬂawﬁ’s when' they
heardfootsteps on the stairs leading up to master bedroom,
November’ 1979, at night: Observed malfunction of Surveillance
camera in master bedroom. Has occasionally heard footstepsdn In:r
own home. 5,

SINCLAIR, TED, Co-owner of house, 1978 to present; brother uf
Joe Sinclair and Toni Meadyhusband of Chris Sinclair. 1978: Heard
footsteps on stairs to master bedroom when &lone in the building.
October 31, 1979, between 2-3:00 a.Mm.: Heard the sliding of the
fireplace tile which hit Larry Mead in the back. Has Observed the
malfunctioning of the burglar and music systems; fuund ligh; on in
atti¢/whenmo one had turned it on. S

/SMiTHy Nickie, Former gift shop employee. Told interviewers’
that she hadexperieniced things in the gift shop, bt did not want to
bec huthzred describing them.
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ATILLS, CARMEN. Fnrmer glt‘t shnrp employee. May 1978, 6:00
P.M. With Marge Byron when a ﬂuurzscém light in the workroom
feil, moments before bathroom door slammed shut. €
Swany, Fiona. Local historian. Knew Hester and Lugille: in-
formant about them, the history of the house, and locale. Did not 7,
Tecall heannyany rt?ﬁmrr. that the house was “hauntgd'{ until re= : ay,
centl9o, ‘7 Tk Sty 6y,
WHEELQHG tgn LEY./Cousin. of Larry Mead. ﬂcmber%jl 1979 A )’o,/
late evening: Hear knock on, atti¢’stair; also heard by Toni Mexd. S
Later, between 2-3:00 XM, W’uh Lafry and Toni Mead and Ted “/ , "%/
Sinclair when they hies th%:v;shduw;uf the fireplace tile which hit 7o
Larry Mead in the backia fe! ngrrﬁ:mg prior. to this, she had i
heard five footsteps on the Suhﬁ ﬁ';astclgcbcdrﬁﬁm Has had no
previous psi experiences. a 2, )
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