Characterlstlcs of Purposeful Action
in an Apparition Case'
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ﬁHQ‘fRAﬂ"T Some theories depict apparitions<as mindless fragments, whereas

'uthm poitit out their intelligent and purposive/side. This €ase involves apparitions

ofa husin:ssrmn which occurred 2 days after/he Was killed in‘an airplane disaster.
A dismﬂi relm;,vc ad;lrésm:d a plea to his postmortem persnnall‘[y, rtqu:sung that he
appear to hy; l‘rmihl:r in a‘certain manner that would constitute, a sign of his
continued l:xﬁtﬂ;ce 'This appeal was communicated 10 a witness ‘but was not
disclosed to the mother or to anyene else. Subsequently, the decegstd man's mother
saw an apparition of hintin the form her relative had requested: he also dppearéd. in
an identical form to his 6-yéar-old niecés All three c:pcn:n'ls lived about, 100cmiles
away from each other. Neither the mother'nor the niece knew of the request to
appear, and neither had information about the other's experience at the time of her
own, The case is discussed according torits ddncordance with two variants of the
survival and the super-ESP hypotheses.

The characteristics of apparition experiences (AEs) are not con-
veniently uniform but are of ‘a bewildering variety. Some AEs are

shared in the way sensory experiences are: Everyone present and

altentive to the area can perceivethe event. Other AEs aré private

—.g\fems. as unobservable toothers as aré our thoughts and ESP

eressmnﬂ Apparitions in the ‘context of near-death expenences
result “in_éxperiences of peace and fasc¢ination, Whereas in other
contexts, ‘apparitions, can evoke fear and depression.”Sometimes
experients scream ‘and run away, even from apparitions of their
own mothers!” Apparitions are rarely perceived as:communicative:
They do not say or'show percipients anything, nor d¢ they’seem to
communicate nonverbally.'More often than not, apparm‘cms just
stand there or float by. Some apparitions are veridical, that is, they
convey information in other ways, such as appearing at the time of
their deaths, to-the hitherto uninformed percipiefit, Nevertheless,
“the ﬁea‘t“maitmly of experiences that might°be regarded as appar-
itional are not'veridical” (Stevenson, 1982, p. 341). This nonveridi-
cality, which'clearly seems to be true of soffie AEs, seems to

provoke some researchers to label all apparitions as liféless frag-

ments,” static image$ void of consciousness (Price, 1939; Roll;

'/An dbbreviated version of this paper‘was presented at the 26th Annual Conven-
tian_of’ the anpsy:hnluglcul Association, August 8-13, 1983, Madison, New Jer-
sey. :
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1983). Others, however, have pointed out purposeful action in

apparitions (Hart & Collaborators, 1956; Hfg;n? 1%3?!914 Rich-
"amond, 1938). ",

where 1 have stressed (Osis, 1981, in p@gg} “that apparition
eupenén ces make much more sense/whenOwe allow uﬁﬁsplves Iu
1l'u: interpretations for eachsof ll‘ff@: rent. kinds

an assume they are all of the, saﬁw;fun“ﬂmnfai
tu({w “Can h‘elpressed into a common mold QC nasc I]I'ft@#l'
%;ﬂlﬂﬁeﬁthlﬁﬂ theccharacteristics of one type of ,ﬁ Qpﬂ i
which 1 a;ﬁn;;er seemed/to have a purpose of his o
percipien

those reported in desthbed vlswns {ﬂs:s & Haraldsson. 1977) and

NDEs {Riﬂg lgﬂﬂ} / O pSO “ha
N3
., “op,
METHOD OF Iiévgsnﬁ.,mnn

Qa .

In this single case study, the appearer.a mar(?bylled in an airplane
crash, was reportedly seen by two mdeperrﬂr:nt experients in two
different locations at two different times. One witness was alone at
the time, and the other was the only person awake in the room.
The AEs m:t:nrmd ‘after 4 third party requested the deceased to
appear; thw,mqﬂﬂs; was unknwﬂ to the percipients at the times of
their experiences. All, three of the above-mentioned individuals
were interviewed by mlwphuni:”p occasions. Six other
persons, to whom the c;péﬂﬂm:cs ‘were /Eg]d shortly after they
interviews were con-

ducted in early 1983, Reinters mg/was dnne i” 1934 this
“cprodiiced some new information hu:h %aﬂﬁble in the
preliminaty report (Osis, 1984). The i ﬁeﬂm@y

aﬁmcedem requiest tacme/

deceased ‘were not written down after the mﬁ‘z’u}n'e hy “those”’

i’mrulveﬁ Howeyer, notes pertaining to the sequence -:1;[’7q~|;1nn|=nla»\S

were recorded contemporancously on a calendar by pérson
who madé:the request to the deceased; these were made a%ilab@/Iez
to me.

On March 186, 1983, -the research team (K.O., Donna McCor-'*
mick, and a psi pmcutmnc’re} wvisited the home of the ostensible
appearer's widow, Beth. Although telephone :@tcnucws had been

"onducted prior to this visit, we took advantage n opportunity

i Ea;)ducl face-to-face interviews with He;h zm::l a pq;%cmai ex-

@r@ pen nt,o e. the mother of the deceased.
= questionnaires, which we’ bav&uscd in @re*#i'm@
74 chca%rﬁs I.’ﬂslgugﬂ ﬂ;Curm:ck 1982), were admmmtérad to” Margé

dﬂ);lenﬁ’ g\yr/ ) mt

4%’/' f% f’@‘ Q
CQ/?

ha;stnnc and Jeffrey's (1956) *E,Insnﬂt Speed
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7/ %
. ich is d‘u&nm:l 10 ASSess nﬁﬂ@y 1o ’pg,rcewe nh_;c:ts from
an ,. pnurhr structured g:stnlﬁi. a rﬂ-@scd version of

) . Upon Mental Imagery (Sheehan, 1967) in
.;;_..u. to imagine various visual and auditory
yen rate, thé vividness of these images on a 7-point
yomo (i:@sgsm and McCormick) version of the
pale of T 's {‘%guﬂn. 1975; Tellegen & Atkin-

P

3 son, 1974) D '-i..- al Per uestionnaire, which queries the
5, GRS ander R&;‘b orégler aftention absorbed by real
. Wd imagine %gdgltb% nnaire on Psychic Expe-
9hy : .y ' . Y for use 1rr’/ @, survey by the

ol b whu:h r.li:its tﬁhmﬂtﬁ:ﬂbfmm she respondents on

bl" occurrence and unH.ues o!bymr &muuimychlc

S0,

| occasions, while at the ury of the”e&ﬁﬂt
(including the one who later visited the
)/ were ukﬂd to hold token objects and gw: their
' the cause of the plane crash that resulted, i in the
sible appearer. Althuugh these data were/ re-

t t pertinent to the AEs and will noft
' hsy;/qr:nn pertinent to the AEs and will no
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. H—yﬂr-nld highly w:::ssﬁslghuainas&man whose
rition, appeared to the two witfesses. ‘He had a
n statist aﬁﬂe,pl the time of his death, was wrifing, his
ie was described as being a very; bright,
whm attention was absorbed cnmt,ly

sychology. life after death,
h@ % of reality. He is remem-

In heeﬁckmd and pleasant in

n i dtﬂiﬁf Leslie had three living
5 LA e way, pﬂrlcd!y close to
7 :.j..n € '!' dren, but the youngest; Ricky; was “his baby,” and
A ne most attached to him. Eighteen- months, prior to Leslie's

e 'ihllrhnld ltickr had drowned; fm}:c s ‘griefl was very
i i "jﬂﬂi “F lying in order to have an 6utlet for Hw stress

jg I':nm p

e, Pn; %ﬂ
““Hﬂ /‘lgli report; dates and places are deleted in
W b ’l% mihngcd Omly the author and Donna
qu‘* 7 e
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| T, S0 uxamp h latér occurred in
Beth ictions. ﬁt | gl;:“w:mmlf she t{m'lahl mlgﬂh: © 4
. i anl reques
"7@//. Beth was Leslie’s wife. In cnl &‘d! Fhﬁm::ﬁ ispste n:u:l she also d::’gﬂhcd ez ey 6, 6
7 “an n. then switched to Pﬂ'ﬂhﬂlﬂﬂ’-" q'if' ul? of her rand Ma "5': subsequent AE. lr o, )
. VV l&g,m tragedy of her husband’ so;lgﬂ[ﬁ 80 SNo léLfll incarnation T Al 0/ -Vo‘/
g Oq' ng”spn with admirable courage. Beth belie ﬂju %ﬁg it {6 he BRRE/ o, “dg I
: eS ﬁ,md .#m. but she kept it to hersélf, not alf A oot MR c
R : uring the years ﬂfthﬂﬁ niciar Wﬂ@ 5"‘9"%1 [
U, ’{“ cd [il Csher deceased spouse, she admjft ce of, an I‘%ﬁl“m'ﬂ l"""]“/l= 0/7/
it et ghe gﬁs FYSTIOmE With, fear. AL, Fc iR "’% g 5, Cen, “on, " R,
S C S
@6 e C?/~ W CQ /) OO'(/
Ch S { ¥
@[‘ f (9/7J/ /{:b’@(}{ Q' //70 Oc , E is é)fﬂ /!/mv% cnﬁsha}::z{ //7
Hﬂrgf Oy 3 Q/*[ S,O/ 4 - m'hl'hWE si er 1 _.m‘[i_glof C
oman in her Jate S0, was.one of the witnesses to o eting Jennifer or her Pﬁfﬂﬂ?’“!y“’ﬁ‘[’;s%, o5
Marge, a w /El ded upon Leslie, her only ham in the crowd at a % ¢ “On)
apparition. She deeply lt‘-""""ﬂ”’"“‘i e dson, Ricky, when e\ in life after dea 3?“1 s
so8 Maige ¥ 4x sil gripyiag the Fp vy E"“'d’ evere blow. At e ffed at such beliefs. 4,  / %y,
the tragedy of her son’s death struck th r; Second s e fge and Leslie both sco Seg /g
the time of her AE, Marge had no belief in an af et T o R, )
someone else had told me about an experience like 1/ha : /o
: institution.’ ‘ :
e .6"“'*“’2 &J?”gfs i y with her sister, Beth, Mﬁﬂg f%“ d::d.h%hﬂ
. Wwpm =04 oy /, .wm widow er
Wi o1t e, AN ; e eﬁl uplﬂs)yhﬂ
Jennifer” < QU z Oc, X ly .m of the above- Uﬂi}lﬂ
“Se ¥ © h arition, Shr: |s S Ao n r the phgnunw Wl’ib m=
Jennifer was the ﬂﬂ'l%hjﬂer&éll tn @ﬂf)‘(;f tw:f:pg'm This niece Thn trost of the of ﬁ
e 126 Caughter of Eﬂh’&’hmmﬁ’e?ﬁi‘i:nd o | the apparition. e Jﬁd 10 be given that /?4
s of Leslie's was 6 youts M, whi) m‘Inl;y Je was raised in Fuhlil:it)' was ““‘“’"sﬁ{ Nﬁfﬂf Y,
o /28he iy deseribed a3 a frail an m” re and beliefs, her i » afraid ufthumbmm H',,‘g o
f@ Elﬁﬂlm“ﬂph‘m of appm:munn a (?S ( Indi. lhl.'-}' ey fa ) ' ic ' lentic .S 77 8 2 O,
% V6 nts having made repeatedly long E‘ﬂ? hﬁnl %ﬁﬁe :d péy- could result from public at S.@ & 38
", acduitgd Biddbist beliefs in aferiif and reportedly, observed psy- 0 1, g
K¢ e Q ~ 8
O > /flﬂc i fhug;:ﬂ = ’OSJ/ Wf Of S/O/' ( THE 1-2'%@'_ _ ‘1 ’?EEg&RE“*"-
W YU R | s = dirplane across the
Eﬂﬂi’fﬂ%f /O(/f ; Le 1 t appca/rC;?é lﬁ’/< | JoL, L . - oy , %Fﬁﬁﬂtﬂ rpthlrd |=lh.:-fl h].E
slie to =rn porti an
Cnmm;:i/wzs ;-ﬁf:m;:;c: I:g :!hgufe:r:::ly by the marriage of hlf" 3 ) mrmlpwsmm .E;'?‘%m éfmﬂf'-"“ﬂ
e w 5 . - W '-I'E; n na
' :'nn‘:h':'l;r Vivian, to Leslies cousin. Cu“%:é““ e E}E:u? kind hed to a Mﬂm hit the ground on Wedne
%6 “:I:““E; B S SURUGHREE S Wed i HE 1) he;dynut seen d with Leslie in it. His t‘nm]l @
o, tentiveness to her disabled husband. dmu Léslie’s death. ry eatly Thursday morning. 6,
.. ns 13 yeats pri i , f the tragic death
, Mm:ucept on several occasio y ¥ clﬁé G- 'y Ea n) heard o C /
& %q%reﬁ%; Constance knew neither J:rw;ferJﬁi!r; ﬁ: A S,ig $ad o ﬂ%?‘! 1o her mﬂlhtf;f ?:l; o
1 § ! g starice is %J:ejggvcr in afterlife ngml::@;%y i‘; /]gmuﬁhrrlhc ) 511151 morning. Viv qs,
s ﬂCﬂF\rmﬁa cxpﬂnﬂnﬂﬂﬁ 1o f ' la )
Uy [%ﬁi}g},gfﬁ“ Lo, 9,? @;Eguun when she rejoined theé a}; ngl / SR St (/S 4 "o, ’OSJ,
,q% /9 Cay /7 P 1‘/}@ O’/./7 '<]// . C/}/O
ry cs /O/“O rn /‘P@S@ %f/o , Ao 2, " ry Vo
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asked Constance to pray for Lcsha:@ soul because, she thuught he
died suddenly, unprepared, and ni@ I be confused.
Constance felt that she might been forewarned about the
disaster by a dream. The day befo ie's ﬁivplanc had crashed,
o g&;mance made the rufluwmga;nléfdn,her calen dat; * Had a dream
ut a plane coming down heﬁdg;lg ﬁwa:il”” ‘Fhld Will at
(’ﬁqeakfﬁﬁt In the interview, Constarce /;aidf?tlgal ﬁfrthe ‘|4mf: the
< dreany dISIZ d her: *'1 was a little scnn'.'d?o ‘fq;qn t ﬁﬂnw ‘who
@a,a on the plane, ur why it was coming at mé,l, b v,
’cq Reﬁardlcsf?af W elctmr or not the dream was pr: mﬂfe,. Cnn-f-
stﬁhqs% feltojt mdm:ed ter, to do more than pray as wvmn«huﬂ
suggcsfth thn mtc'rwewéd she said: S

I had fﬁrwl!;my wh hﬁ [L;esluﬂnﬂkcd like: | have not seen hlm for
|5 years iie Ey,;m k‘a photo album of Vivian's wedding],
looked at his pmhﬂz’ talked o him as if he was right there .
And then I said, “It Would besa nice gesture if you would go and
find your little boy who hadi@lm mj a year ago and take him by the
hand and appear to your mﬂe@ L;she will know that you are
not dead, just separated from ymir’zhndy And if she saw her little
grandson with you, she will be more comforted The next day I did
the .fa.me‘t'hgng a couple of times: | pictured it in my mind as if | was
wlh 2 o himqand he was right there. y

[ then uskgd her etb;r she sensed Leslie's “presence” when
she was’spcuuumng o ar She replied, **No, I didn’ I,J;el
any presence., . . l',d,lﬂ nm,rknnﬁqf he would do it [appear to his
mother], of cuufﬁa,_ Constance went’ op to speak of how she told
her husband, Will, about her request lie; Will remembered
being told the same day.He alsé re alfe’d ,that%nnstancc had called

«¥Vivian on Tuesday (two da; @ner%e fuﬁfml] t,was not told
anything about the apparition experience., He rem =mﬁeg§?d that it
“avas siX days after the funeral that Vivian told Constance about
?alﬁﬁdar i‘&ﬁthaf day
réads, ’H’w,ian phoned later, told about Leslie'$¥'m seeing Kim at
foot of ‘bed ‘while awake holding his little son's zﬂ " Although
bdth<;£funsmn::e and Will felt good that Marge's gnef was so Emwhqr
helped" by the'c outcome of Constance's request to Leslie, neit
them told anyone else about it except Vivian at the time ut‘
disclosure of Marge's appammn experience.
In the interview, Marge said that the ln@c
 plunged her into a state of very mtcnm:
c;a;:twun 1:00 and 3:00 a.m., two nig};t
qﬁtﬁtgd Leslie to appear to his muther
yg ey,

$ The ngﬁph consists of her husband, Will,

piuthcd ﬂ’ﬁlm! Constimee stood beside it.

of her beloved son
dédﬂpmr Saturday,
m=  Constance first re-
Mﬁg_:ge was awﬁk;;ued by a
C?/‘ /‘/@//t’ S{),\
ll'll’ﬁi&]l‘l his wlifﬁlchﬂrﬁ Léstie
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1 1.-,“-.=. . She was I?'f %n(g side, then turned
44:"‘«'*‘5“" eone standing at tlw foot of/her bed. To say
1 by what she saw: f':

i ﬂﬁhthuhnb)' and he was holding the baby's
ﬁbc;hufnmal'tlnhad They looked at each
Therwnre content; they were happy
y were together now. And they

;In(’ﬁ is 56,1/1 /ﬂ:ll that feeling.
Qb’i)i?ﬁqg tﬁ'ﬁt t/y C\I',ua.l world around
2%
V C
: grayriess ardtind, like loud
‘%‘ﬁ“‘%‘:ﬁ“‘”‘l £y doud

o nﬂuﬂr but us three in the world.
ﬁlll

Ao

wed was nonverbal, therefore, no
: ogists are addicted n} were available
ever, for Marge it was rgmg an expe-
'mdmh variety, b;u m-,her it was
:_.: J/O‘/

IIII they cnmmumcﬂag KO, \ﬂ‘ﬁm did they

:r serene, [ felt t
g my life into me. He wu
luling feeling: 1 will
this. It never happened l:efu
%%

3&[ there, 1 believe, to give me
not gotten over it [the grief]
unl'ﬁa’ery hard times without
dent. 1 tried to keep them
mr?ye,)'mef got s‘fmj;:r linto the distance]

) ‘cg, 2 o
_-"" ;ni!l to have lﬁstﬂ?ﬁg t ?5 /seconds, but its
on Marge lasted at least up to the I‘ul[ifw -up lm;vlaw 245
% nwul:en during her vision of Lesli¢ and
w if the apparition could have been
morning, Marge told the ex-

: to her son's house and told
’m #&m /with her sister, Beth, to

(/84 fO/-
o , '4// J/%/

'q/)b/? ry

.-‘L)/

ot traffic nruund my maoy%malh;; ,
d buses. Not one sound was
wmng.uﬂmuhttwwuddhﬁﬂmud'

dl:m‘t know. I got a peagzﬁll fu}mg.oégerp ‘
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, help her in her time of grief, was also present as Marge recounted
‘¢, her experience. Both women rememiber Mﬂfg{s report with clear
7 . / Yo, &

5sgnSI!I=ncy. F g7 oy

vision was Kept privy to the intimate ‘core of the family for

(@)
ey "% fear of the skeptical attitude and possible ti:ig,icqjﬁuh;y ‘would en-
s, cotmter from family members who were-known,to leok down on

“h “beliefs n life after death. Prior to her expérienceé, Marge hersell.
“Vzwould have been ‘among those who scoffed. She, said? *1 had no
antici ?%hﬁt’& would ever accept anything like 'ﬂlig, nof that 1
would be the ;fgpie%t of such a visit." Others who Knbw Marge
well porirayed her pre-AE attitades about such things in thé same
way. According-to them, initially ‘her grief was so desperate bes,
cause she believed death to résuolt in the ultimate destruction of
human personality and’hence./of hér'son. The AE certainly turned
her philosophy around. Infact, 24 years later, Marge admitted that
after that first experience she had tried in different ways to induce
an apparitional visit from Leslie, but, Jin Spite of her great desire to
see him, no AE occurred. In any casé{ that day Marge did share
her c;p:riaﬁci:chith Beth because she knew of her daughter-in-
law's beliefiin survival and felt she would understand What Leslie’s
appearance meant to’her. The AE was not discussed the next day
at the funeral, ©
Leslie ‘and Jennifer ‘were reportedly quite fond of one another.
Jennifer was thrilled’ when’ UnclecLeslie would come for a visit
because his childrén would play with her, and when he came in his
airplane he would take her up-for a'ride. Jennifer also knew of her
uncle's death prior to witnessing, his épparitiop, Her experience
occurred several hours prior {6 Marge’s AE/ Jennifer described the
everitas follows: 1 was up and awake wh I‘saw like:a cloud in
my roomi and there was [sic] Leslie and Ricky holding hands . . .
They looked just regular [life-like] . . . It loaked almost ex: ctly like

/

himi{Leslie],” Although Ricky died when ]cnn’ifttwaﬁ'qqu our, she
said she recognized Leslie's little boy. When asked how they dis-
appeared, Jennifer said, "1 stopped thinking about ﬂ:fém,an(&’ they

went away,” I response to repeated questions, Jennifer €onsis-
tently stated that /shg/ was up and awake and that her eyes were

open. She was vague about the length of the experience. Of her
feeling about the event, she“said: “part of it was happy, and part of

., it was sad.” She also said that she felt close’to her Uncle Leslie
‘when he was alive; her mother confirmed, the ‘loseness of that
relationship. Rita, Jennifer's mother, also confirmed ‘that the little
girl had-told her of the experience right “after it happéned. Rita
remembered that at the time, Jennifer fiad been meditating“and
therefore/was awake. She added that Jennifercdescribed a ‘sense of/

' ’.spegc@/ coming/ frnﬁ#rhg;r visionary visitors. Ritd «determined that

e, s , x Nz
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have occurred Fndnyﬂwmﬁ/ngapecnuse the next
. 150-mile journey to Leslie’s house.

ent was similarly remembered bycJennifer's
oh he@'had forgotten the details. He told me that,
"'w]ﬁpcg;ew up in the 1960s, he and his wife
mage fo, the’ East: two long trips to India and

svand the few such personal events
er ﬁrpm re, felt that their daughter’s
aratively mgtteﬁ{'} and /it did not particu-
interests. Ri ed“lﬁft ’.l??:fér;;;ad not had
n experiences, 605/; ¥she has a little better
Is. At times she can gnrdmrffﬁt/l;s when she’s not

Vhen 1 phoned for a follow-up interview 1%
still had not experienced any other @pparitions,
ream had just been fulfilled. ~ » 7/

vs we established that Jennifer became aware
¢ a day or so after her own AE. Marge, on the
know of Jennifer's AE until a month later. We
yas bécause they did not want Marge to know

to Someone else he!c'grc he **visited his

o - . J
s Marge's experience m:nmplelélyp?u?@ﬁuhe range of
ectatio ,..,., Jennifer’s was not. Actording ii%r mother:
(e '-"_‘_l‘ hese thim. We hlig}'ﬂ iib!}‘.i“gMH.[idﬂ'@Shﬂ
might have expected something like thar.” Sy, (S
1 time and the [ﬂdgpgndanceeutcana similarity to

ience” would seem to increase thﬁf’fig%e‘dﬁh‘n;: ‘of/
1 i J Vs ><"’ Q

ssessment of the case. A
fe

: SULTS :_&ﬁﬂ%ﬁ'l@&gp:ﬁﬂa]}nﬁn TO MARGE* /

ults of the ‘tests fake
ok Ofw ) %n by Marge are as
gsiannal ffm‘é'deﬁmf Ima ry: The highest ex-
of imagery a;achnékelf on all items; (2) Ab-
ﬁﬁ@?ﬂnqal t/r.i'qga v Questionnaire: The
1e absorbed in such experiences as a crackling
ature was in the upper range for two-thirds of the
L w’“ﬂf * ("never,” "Tﬂfﬂlﬁh'{"ﬁ'“ in
me™ “were the other response alternatives); (3)
W diverage ability (as compared with other

/

}ﬁ_f;gﬁm, that claimed extraordinary/
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apparition experients we have ndmmlstqrg,- this test o) to perceive
objects from fragmented and poorly structured gestalts was indi-
:atcd 4) Qursﬂﬂnnmrr on Psychic pmen&s The scores indi-
cate that Marge is now a moderae bélmyer“in #eﬂiﬁ; and that she
ms me personal ESP. rig .
ow Ctlu:s Marge's description ny the app&v;tmﬁ/%fr Léulw and
}mﬂfcsnmsem:[i

S} Ru:kpﬁ the test findings? The exclusion "of,
Jf of her visual surrounds, for, example, “lik n

gEaé)é nrﬁund tﬁe% go well with her above-dve : ﬁb;hl]r 16
nﬁc bsorbed /in hﬂ]“@épﬂﬂﬂllt:ﬁ In regard to vividness, she
t?/lipe appariti ons were;"like shadows,” which is farf,frnm

whul would be,up;cl:d of snmiam: who is constructing appﬂnn,
tions with an lmngmatmn as “viyvid as hers ( Marge's score on the
Betts' Questionnaire’ punOMentad‘ Imagery was :xtremﬂ Her
description of the unclear shﬁﬂpgf lii: forms in her vision do,
however, correspond well wltlxp results of the Gestalt Comple-
tion Test, which indicated that /gb ity o discern figures from
scant and poorly structured stimuli rs/;fnr acute. The corre-

spondences between the test results and the AE a!qppunt do indeed
suggest lhi%l “apparition might have been seen rather than imag-
med.: /. V), T,

Q Do T DISEUSSION

4 /- / Q/

In this mlmm we will cnl:;aj{y cvaluate the possible nnnps:
mterpremunns of the d,ntarag,d welwill assess the authenticity and
consistency of the reports, the ‘reliability ut"t!he Z/mtn:ss:s. and the

“s likelihood of chance coincic Th@: competing hypotheses will
be applied to the data and assessgg ﬁ:rn{heu' ab:lity ﬁhaccummu-
date the information. Son . ,7 YR

S A &[.v’/ f &/{y L Q(
Al‘i’ﬂlﬂ}ﬂﬂl}' o, D,

“Did, the events really occur as they were rcpnncﬂctyy the ;.\}lt-
nesses? Jjn:‘rém;ere three experients: one who requested the event
and two wh,pem;wd it. Each of these occurrences was nhs:ﬂ'gd
by solitary individuals, Each event was reported to at least one:
other person within hours after it happep:d Each incident oc-
curred without the witnesses’ Imnwludge nfzy at the others had

Cdnne or seen; in this respect these repurtm i dagendent that is,
‘tﬁc accounts were related to someone else bcf&rp. kndwledge of the
}gthﬂ’s/ experiences could bias them eitherotoward conformity or
‘.. unigueness. At the time, none of the three persons kept w?mt;n
Furdﬁ‘uj:tmhng what they did or saw. Snam;g notations on Con-

/;estu ce’ ,s calwdarvw,#[e very useful in tracing ‘thg cﬁfmnlnm‘{al

OQO

" x: S0 " 1y, 7 Sog, g &
Qv OQ&”. gl Q ) Q,
J’o/7/ a ¢ o, oy
on in an Appa”ﬁrggn Eg.cr 185
equence of events, hut the details uffuese events depend solely
' memories. of the experients and those in whum they con-

se ith’one another; the excep-
mﬁm ﬁ'lﬂ;)h simply lacked detail because
sber the mpﬁngzné @among reports
details were uﬁﬁggd gth:n:ﬁbut there
-nf exaggeration. / el

of events was also cnngﬁtgntljv rghatéd ‘and &lﬁp-
es pertaining to the contexts in w

o

ortunate because there was poor recolléetion of
{ tiinu of the events; corroborative 4:smﬂulw

néed during the night of Friday-to-Saturday,
ie y. ‘Hﬁﬁmu exception, her family remembered
‘:gﬂnrmd the same night ﬁs@: nifer s. Because
ome to visit Beth on Saturday morning and had
| l:rip. Marge's Snlurday-tn-iugrd@allcmatwc

Q%\ <%b .WW . )
C " hy y
O/‘P[ ¢ (q/‘

y ﬂOSJ,

!?hn‘;&dg\mhed feared publicity and‘the

iﬁnedsdid tl‘u: 'ﬂw;z.ncssﬂ become candid

: KD Qf QO
| mal reservatic I}O/:alltdo r when one obtains
) | material I‘;‘_ﬁ'_ml:_l-:hi hffi/ have come to the
‘hen learning that ne@gf he rincipal experients

d, despite the fact that sﬁe@;ﬂl ‘her, parents of the
it occurred. However, the views per[;,imug to the
I's @ y have changed recently. Because of
; ‘discuss the latest research on the issue
: cases. Suffice it to say that much
' b%ﬁ E‘uuﬂ:t\(_ip ::luldrcn s statements than was
' r :‘ 11 s/pumw
dd@hzt fl‘u@pul: information neces-

0/7[(

consistent among the nine persons,
iﬁe 8011%&9:5 of Marge's and of Jen-

ich situations

s was important and helpful in restructur-”
or example, Marge was uncertain about

itid ", no motivation for puhiﬁ:lw nor-for
fiscovered. Quite to the l:nmraﬁ? _theré /

inside and outside the family. Only"
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sary for interpreting this case was%memb:red with sufficient
clarity, recounted with reasonable agz,curueg and with no apparent
motivation for distortion. PULE I

SOO V‘,\ ‘ r\'

4 /
(&
/ Y ],

¢y Could

e Fl1/
coim:dem:e explain the repuned/phcuﬁmpna’f
uf ,prn l;n? lh,ul the results could have oécu
ressential when inferpreting experimental data; it s nula however,
vérah :{pmpnate for si’ case studies (Yin, 1934)(4*/6;111: mélgh
estimates of ¢ clmm:c pmba‘nril

studies.

K,
A measyre

chm;::erfstms have 1o be considered in this case:{1)

Double nppunnﬁns. those ufq5wu persons who died at dlfl’emnl’

times, are 1nfmqu=rﬁﬁpulild§nrﬁmuns seen in near-death experi-
ences; (2) Double apparitions mceﬂfed by two independent indi-
viduals and in widely different ]%Sahlyts Is a rarity, especmjly when
the apparitions reportedly appear in thé same pose, that is, father
holding his little son’s hand; (3) Re?m;;ldmg to an apparition with
soothing and beneficial feelings is also infrequént outside of near-
death r.qu:;'lr:nm Green and McCreery (1975) staté that “subjects
sometimes report that they had a feeling of “peace,” “calm,” ‘com-

fort,” or "tranquility, “¢ither while perceiving an apparition, or af-
terwards. Four per cent off our subjects report this type of reac-

tion” (p. 200). oo WG, . 0y

Of course, chance” zmnmdence can_never be totally excluded,

but, in my estimation, thes hkclfl‘mpd of it L explaining this case is
exceedingly small. . o, Ay, SJ'c/

7 . '//

"'}/ @ C
!- /) A)
PsI-RELATED [N%ppnlat‘impnms SON

M.lmr psi-related hypotheses have b&rb;d@ﬁn;edédu{;ng ‘para-
psycbdlogy s 100-year search for a solution’to the'enignia of ap~

;panmms (Alvarado & Martinez-Taboas, 1983: (Gau.ld‘“ “1982; Gur-

‘Q, )

ey, Myers, & Podmore, 1886/1970; Jacobson, 1974; Myers. 1903/ ¢
1954; Osis, 1981, 1984; Osis & Haraldsson, 1977; Rhine, m;, Roll..

1982; St:veqspn . V982; Tyrrell, 1953). I will limit my dlscussmm;n

two basic mo&cis the’survival hypothesis, which shall be split inté"

two subcategories, and the super-ESP hypothesis. Specifically, 1
will deal with the following three: ©1
/ o (1) Survaulmf Personality Model, which nssfm’u: that in an AE
Ehtre IS active participation on the part,of ﬂ:ﬂqg.-z: ’hgents, in this
Yo

é‘Oy:slm and Ricky: ) :
"IZ'_I' Survival-of-Fragments Moaodel, Um;l;h mpgos&% lhnlémll}'

’Emzmﬂnt:d fmiges or thought, which were g:n%m];:d whcgl the,

' nplﬁmr ‘was, alive, are all that survive death: gk 9 o 1y

[&

Journal of the American Society for Psyrhifﬂf‘i\?e,ggﬁr%»-

dsby chance is

5 are possible in upnntmeu%cﬁse-

N
'OQ/. s QS/Or &

J/C 4y Or .
| Action in an Epparﬁ!m Case
A

* Model, which nrﬁ’fb%ttg%c origin of AEs exclu-
lmll. in this onstané gy Mnrge. and Jen-

|87

thnl they have successfully endured 100
Sﬂd even passionate onslaughts. 1 have

t}gpes 6@4& nOhetter than the other one.
rofid opén is ev
Wd‘: um} ’ev;ajua/tm S, wm:h dethroned the
> model from its position lﬁbdgmlﬁ'igcc inl the field. That
orizing about this case to’an opén perspective: However,
-1 must caution the reader, sﬁ cthis paint, 1o hewmr the
s and preliminary natures of almost all ﬂlﬁung pava,,
al theories. The factual bases of ttﬁm: lh mpF

like little islands scattered in an immense ocean of the

4 I see wonderful cumulus clouds above’ 5hl= In’gd

S
Q

Teristics to be Accommaodated 1I!/ 7"‘%‘
on deals with the core charactéristics of this case and
ey are accommodated h;.r thg: ai’tafnate uplanatury

Y4 / Y Q _,,

Gueésy. A request for the deceascd 10 apﬁ’:ar was’ madtnm;l

' apparitions of those pcrsuﬁa{ On¢’ must ‘assume

athy ocetirred if either the survival-of-pérsonality or the

SPmo c(lgg[cnﬂirde d. It would be difficult to’conceive of

tisfa mr. te&patm “slink that could occur under the

' n’(ﬂgs lﬁe;:lel “Agcording to the surwvalduf

nality modél, nnﬁ/g;usl assume that telepathy was in opera-

etween the living petitio ner:ConStance, and the deceased
nality of Leslie: n&ynvero,:thaf channel would have to be
=nough in order to ma%g pns&rple o arrange something like

pointment. Is there data in ﬁgrapsychulngncaj research

Miterature that indicates the plausibility o q:n;}i(mg such effective

"' l.':ntt with surviving person%Im,:s “Th e concept of

¢ readings concerning specified ::urnmumcamrs implies

mgg with deceased personalities. Gatld (1982),
nd 938], and others have pointed out data
est’ communpications arranged in such a fashion.
| g describbed how she requested a communicator to

e 10 a specified ﬁfeQIun‘um; sﬂsm;g dnrs later, and, although

(&
Or)
4 C/
QC‘;‘ Ry ¢ (?, :
N /
> 4

N
GSQ- g,

Ihr.ones that is, survival and sup:r-ESP are |

J:hal both of these seemingly 5un+_ ,
because each one has the

Jj;'urthcr justified by the

Q/
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Purposeful Action in ﬂn&Apgarﬁﬁl:m Case
s Our,
the medium was not informed of fl!ién.‘;."ag]/auj,gtment," the ostensible
spirit se€med to comply and communicate. | applied this idea to my
linkage| experiment with mediums (Osis, 1966) and got results that
indicated that
be effective.” 4 /¢,
'ﬁ‘i@,}s‘l‘lp&'nﬁlSP%g;lﬂ?m%I}d assume that Constance’s reque’st
Leslie was unconsciously readdressed and telepathically trans
ted by her'tév/t,h:J‘ﬁmﬁﬂun,g;ﬁéd%nts. Marge and Jennifer. <5,
Correspondencé between eléments of the case. It is clearly
evident that a c]osé/'?mrréﬁ:bq dence exists,between Constance’s
5., request for Leslie to sooth- Marge's grief by appearing to her with
“/his son, Ricky, and the acfual apparitions sexperienced by both
S0 percipients. Highly similar corréspondences are.also ‘to-be found
&, hi:{;.nf,r:éﬁ;he two AEs, despite Cunslﬁﬁf&;,gﬁﬂ l if#rékpiﬁﬁ totally
cunacquainted with one another; however,  Le sfft,osn:ﬁr Il three
%/ . experients. The survival-of-personality model «does /well ‘in ex:
Q/pig,jniﬁg,tge nearly exact congruence between Corstance’s pequest,
1o tﬁs(lie anid the two AEs. This is so because it assumes a ¢oor-
dinatorof, théée events, that is, the personality of Leslie.
survival-of-fragments ;model is apparently unable to offer an ade-

189

©,
o

quate explanation for the correspondenge between the three expe-
riences because it does not suggest any coordinator. An explana-
tion depending on chance coincidencehas already been ruled out
as a very unlikely possibility. The super-ESP,modél at first appears
, 1o ‘provide a good explanation, but_becomes’ strained, when one
e, ‘Tully realizes the complexity and cxlSﬁbetﬂ which ESP would have
s had to have’been operating. That hypothesis would assiume that1he
“death. /’[-];mr:fﬁ%"ﬁgg;atiwly speaking, Constance would have,
dialed.a telephone’ pumber;that was disconnected, and sa, the’ oper-
ator (presumably. hercunconscious) rerouted the call t&"h‘!argé;:
about whom E,qn's/&qg: was coricerned. This “rerouted call,” how-
ever, would hﬁv)i&"tq,,ui@rcgme‘ three obstacles known to be“
detrimental to ESP:(1),thé’state ol severe emotional stress experi-
enced by the percipient, Margé; A2) the “'super-goat” attitude of
disbelief in survival held ﬁir%ﬂnrg@‘.}gﬂ'«] ‘the vagueness of the re-
lationship between agent (Constance) and, percipient (Marge), who
had not seen one another for 13 yt&rfx?]'clw'lﬁso women had little in
~ common, belonged to different subcultures, and essed different
belief 5ystcm§%y@q.ich is the reason that Constance’ s /request was
not disclose Marge until my inquiries made it necessary. The
first two obstacles would have tended to inhibit or garble the
telepathic, message, ‘Whil
relevance 8f a messagé /coming from a person insignificant in
Marge's life. Why, then, did’a, message which should have come

) ),

Q

ito,,

Ch

the ghird presumably would diminish the |

arfapgements of the kind Constance attempted might /o

THBQ(/ al

QY

/e personalifies of Leslie and Ricky did not exist.in any_ forni/after .
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190 Journal of the American Society for Psychical Resenrch Purposeful Action iman Apparition Case 0/7/(
i ! it wi ‘ Leslie to reach a believing little girl who was quietly mcdi{aling
4% B e o Tpact that thando contact his strongly disbelieving mother who was stricken

/.. Marge awoke, turned over and expérienced a full-blown hallucina-
%, N <tion that lasted for 15 seconds? '~ A8y

y Yo, © super-ESP hypothesis is mghérflstmi'neﬁ_;in‘]mniﬁ:r‘s case:
"7, % Not only was the little girl nor thé target of Con$tance's concern,

with giief and despair. Also, why was ther¢ no apparition experi-
c:ncc:m Béth, the widow? She stated that she thought I(i’;lm
knew that/in spite of her grief, she “would not be able tﬁ-’l@)}:ﬁ&‘
ity that is, thé-fear ‘generated by seeing an apparition of the dead, =~

[&

£

2 OS¢ g but-Constance did not even know of Jenpifer's existence. Essen- Miybe Lestie also knew that he would need more than one appear- .
o ‘tinlly, the super-ESP interpretation would assume ‘that nm;c;,:pfr—; JOO LEDNG SN /- Farmil bers who. like his mothér. were, ,
A, Ll z had aps hall f » 5 ance Lo impress Anose ,fﬂ.l)'l.t Yy mem ' € )7
Vpjent I}Jg;gmftr]:% ada precognitive hallucination of the otber expey- highly skeptical. He:was @‘man who could assess situations quickly .
ient’s I.}Mmigl‘.‘ s) hallucination. Although, according ta,the model, and respond to’them Well. Hejmight have found a better way 10 o
this might seem likeca logical interpretation, there is no precedent, ety A hieve What Constince had ragrestel ]
in the literature for it. However, if this were the case, one Would 7 TR S
expect that lhe.-;s!im‘ul_l._ls material would have to be of such am, BN/
intense and personally“meaningful nature of the precognizer, ConcrLusioN
6-year-old Jennifer, thatjt would result in the perception of several . B P A Qg 2 fi
: ; : A VA i ious models“do or do not fit
identical details and provoke a I't’a!l!i:mntmn capable of containing uu’:_”;ﬂ::“i;‘ﬁ"?:i:;t;:ﬂ T,: operdte in the domain of a very
them all. The occurrence of massive EﬁF is thought to depend Joung sr.;i:nrl:e in which many uncertainties ftill prevail, One case
largely on the motivation of the people invplved. Although there alone ‘cannot decide the survival issue. Different scholars ‘will
was a bond \bﬂtWGEn‘I_:Eﬁht and Jﬂﬂ!ﬂlfﬂfw I}IETE//W'ETE 'ﬂﬂ ties what- inttrpn:ll“!ht data diﬂ-ﬂ'rEﬂll}'- each according to thfll'/_ﬂ“'ﬂ hcll_igr
soever between Jennifer and Marge. It would seemdifficult to find : sléfﬁs The ‘manifest characteristics of this case certainly.do flof.
a prececent:pegardicess of whether we assume that Jennifer had a azppﬂ-rl the notion that apparitions are static images void of"¢on- |
hnltuF:natmn th.ax, precognized Marge's hallucination, or :lscgre- | sciousness; something much more powerful and purposeful seems ¢/
cognized Marge's later deSeription of her experience. The precision be indi ratnd
with whi¢h Jennifer's Vision expressed the relevant details makes Lo indicated. /
the super-ESP explanatioin’eyen more unlikely.
Impact of the dpparition _t;pwimrr.a]'he impact that the AE REFPERENCES
had on Marge closely resembles that of some near-death experi- L TXhoas.CA; (1983). THe super-psi
ences, 1l-:lu-r}lil.'.h evoke emotions,of ldve an‘d"cuqt&nﬂqgnl (Ring, 1980). mh"“”‘:ﬁ;;: ' f;f}:ﬂ*;iﬁ:jz ﬁﬁhﬁﬁﬁ.zl 4} 203 PRt
According to Marge's testim6ny andthe “Wﬁmﬂ% of other G SE; A. (19R2). Mediumship and Survival: A Cénwury of Invés-
interviewees, the AE certainly renewedthe bereavedsmother's J:iﬁﬂ"';‘.’”: "L.uﬁéliin' Heinemann '
inner stréngth and will to live. The apparition also’stimulated a gl 8 i ilne Londont 9
radical change in her belief system: She now has a belief inafterlife Gﬁ:gishcﬁ”ﬁi‘hg:c‘“ﬁ““ C=f1%09); Apparitions; =00 ; A/
Wwhich she dig not have before. Jennifer's dle Eﬂﬂm{m‘?ﬁ::&h; H@iﬂ“' GURNEY, E.. M¥ers, ¥/ W. H,, & Popmoge, F. (1970). Phan- e
cncp da 7 part happy, part sad,” seems also to/indicate thet,|al- tasms of the” Living (2 vols,). Gainesville, FL: Scholar’s Facs %
though>to a/lesser extent, the communication cnmct_:'l for her the similes & Reprinibs. (Original work published 1886) )
same tone.as it did for Marge. It is difficult to imagine that such Hakr. H. (1959) T Enighta of Survival: The Case For and IS
outcomes could have-been achieved by ESP experiences between *; oy Aﬁ.-;r Life. Springhield, IL: Charles C Thomas. \
individuals with scant of mo personal ties bet ween them. _ Ha :’T S p R ﬁiﬁa{}?fﬁh,-ﬁix theories aboutl appari-
.T',” Jirst app iy Wh:" was the apparition of Leslie and 1i1:|n*5 P}m'rfdirrg'-‘ af the Societv ﬁ;r{‘ﬂ' F.tjr‘,-:'frfrﬂf Research. 30,
Ricky first experienced by Jennifer and not by the requested target 153239 ' ' |
person, Marge? This is the hardest of all w’explain/hy the super- el Y7 o0 Without Death? New York:
ESP ‘model because Jennifer and Constance wére total strangers J“:;ﬂ'c gr:!-?/ (EAL oLl Wiitho |
who livéd far away from one another"The survival-of-personality g OF e Sy p dity and Its Survival of 6
model also has some difficulty explaining this feature. Something MLF“:& F f}’ﬁﬁH{il'Lﬁ?‘; Ef:;:;n;ffg:éméns. Green. (Original "o, /:”‘
happened that wascnot requested by anyone. Within the framéwork 2 k’-”?, u!:l hed 19035, ) :
of the survival/model, one could speculate that it'was easier for WOk P = o Vg
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