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ABSTRACT: An‘analysis is made of a series of ctirrent events comesponding in interesting
ways with a precognitive dream of a patient in psychoénalytic: therapy more than 30 years
earhier. By way of attempting toaccount for the coincidences involved, hiberal speculative
use is made of extended cognitive and Kinetic psi hypotheses, including that of t¢lepathic
influence on both humans and'mice. Conceiyvable entailments are diséussed.

The following is an account of a series of current events relateable 1o a
presumptively psi-influenced dream' that took place over 30 years ago.
Because of these events [ feel behooved toresurrect (a singularly apt term,
as it will turn out) the dream and its analysis. The dream was originally
reported in my book Paranormal Foreknowledge: Problems and Perplex-
ities (Eisenbud, 1982). It opened a chapter titled **Time and Tide," in
which the importance of the contexts in which ostensibly precognitive (or
what I'prefer to call chronologically extraordinary) dreams are embedded
was emphasized. Also dealt with/in the chapter was the significance of a
kind of symmetry that 1 had often observed in psi-conditioned (or psi-in-
fluenced) dreams occurring during analysis, that is, the dual reference of
information presumed to have been paranormally acquired, one relating to
the dreamer’s affairs and a second to my own. Because a third reference to
events normally inaccessible to both the dreamer and me'(e.g.;in & news-
paper still in press) could also sometimes be related either directly 1o the
first two paranormally acquired dream elements or to the dream’s latent
content, | termed this three-way manifestation of the all-encompassing
transference situation the *‘triangulation phenomenon!’ | came to believe
that the total context of every dream in the presumptively psi-conditioned
category had to-be carefully scrutinized for these double (or triple) en-
tendre **day’s residues.” In my analysis of such dreams; real time chro-
nology was disregdrded to the extent that relevant residues deriving from
events occurring affer the dream were provisionally assigned a dynamic
status equal to that of those preceding the dream.

I amv fully aware, of course, that dream analysis is not the average para-
psychologist’s preferred type of reading, any more, for that matter, than is
the type of speculative hypothecation | shall pursue. Nevertheless, |
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strongly feel that certain features of the events herein recounted make it
highly appropriate that 1 bring them to the atténtion of the present forum.

Now to the dream, that of an analytic patient in ler late thirties, dated
12-2-57. It is reproduced here. together with my analysis of its parapsy-
chologically interesting features, directly from Paranormal” Foreknowl-
edge (Eisenbud, 1982) as follows, beginning with the dredf

IS as af Fang an intern in a hospital. 1 am in a Tofg whirt coat and
semeone’tells me that two families are waiting for me. Trecall that |
havée made an aippointment to examing o child in each family, 1 am
angry because it isate, One family turms out to be apples. or 1o have
heads like apples; 1| have to také/off the head (which is an apple) of &
little girl and put it back on again. Sameone helps me by taking the
head and carrying it to another plage. As he does this he throws me a
pece of apple to cat,and 1 finid it veryjuicy and delicious. Then he
dresses the head by patting n cinamon and pastry mixture on the
stump. The other family is composed of small animals or rodents,
and T am supposed to autopsy one of the children who is a rodent. |
tell somebody that I'1l be with them in ‘adéw minutes, but 1 can’t see
how I'll get through in such a short time.

The ‘multiple references to time in the manifest content of this
dreamn is obviously‘one of its chief features. People are waiting. The
dresmer has made an appointment. She is angry because it is late,
She tells someone that she will be with them in a few minutes, hut
she can’t see how she can get through in such a short time. A refers
ence to time somewhere in the manifest content is often found in
psi-conditioned dreams of ‘the ordinary (Ronprecognitive) variety
(Eisenbud. 1970, Chapter 9), but’rarely with this urgency. Here one
can ulmost hear a clock ticking away relentlessly in the background.
With such an oppressive sense of time in the dream’s manifest con-
tent, wwould be surprising if' time in ofie or mare of itS many gifises
did not figure prominently in its latent content,

Therewas linle difficulty in identifying the cenitral priblem with
which:the patient was attempting to deal in her dream, On the day
betore the dream she had been to dinner at the home of b friend
whose plump, tosy-cheeked little children had always reminded ‘her
of apples. The patient resented the way in which this friend never
seemed to lose an opportunity to point up her own bustling fertility
in contrast to the patient’s childlessness, and on this occasion, too,
by way of excusing the lateness of the dinner, she had said some-
thing like, **You know how it is when you have alwags 10 run after
the: little ones.™ The patient, a divorgee forseveral years. was get-
ting on toward middle age with (she feared) fast<dwindling prospects
of children of her own. (**1 am angry because it is too late, ™) To add
toher desperation, a man whom she had once had some hopes 6f
marrying had married someone else the day before.

b suspected thatthe dream must in some way represent a I:u;-:l ol
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mouming for all the children the patient had never had (and had
done away with in her unconscious fantasy). In response to my
question of when she expected her next pﬂ:m:ll. the patient at ﬁn!
claimed that for several months she had paid little attention 1o l.h_u...
calendar,-but when | pointed out the obvious concerti/behind this
atternipt at denial she began o expenence premr:n.-ﬂru:fl pains on thie
spot and estimated that she must be just about due, (Shewas.) /),

Then the patient brought up three items that seemied 1o her 10
connect with-the dream. The first was an incident that happened just
after she was miarried, and brought together the cinnamon and pastry
mixture refefence incthe dream with the question of childlessness
{and, in a peculiar, way.owith the itum_”'h:ad ). She was in t’m:
pantry of her family home helping ‘hFr I“mhr:r. who always did .“."f
baking and made the pastries for the family, when she fmlmf humj
saying musingly to him, ““Maybe nexioycar you will hi.l_“ . boy.
““Oh,"" pooh-poohed her father, “*nal you. You lways have your
head in a book.™ _

The next two items the patient had seen w/the newspaper on the
day-of the dream. Insofar as these seemed clearly‘to provide links 1o
the dream’'s latent thoughts, they bore out my presumption that the
dream in some way represented her wish to resurrect magically all
the potential children who. in her menscs, had gotten away from
I.H;Ell'hu: first item was in an article on jﬁhuﬁl stories. It told of & visitor
to a lonely country estate i China along time ago who awoke one
dav to find a beautiful woman sitting at'the dressing table n his
room. Suddenly she lifted hef/head from her shoulders and set it
down on the table. The terrified Visitor rished from the room and
told whit he had seen to four strungers playing“mahjong, in the next
room. To His horror, each of these then did'the same thing.

The second newspaper item was a publicity piece on 1'movie soon
to be teleased | later obtained a copy for reference und fnyn_d_ that ".
hadbeen faithfully: reported by the patient: “ESP. the ‘initials by
which Extra Sensory Perception is known, is coming 1o the screen.
This mysterious power to bridge death, distance, tme and all the
natural limitations that ‘man is heir to is a force in 20th Century-
Fox's “The Gift of Love.’ *“/The movie was reported to deal with
the childless marriage of @ scientist and a woman who has not long
to live, but who conceals this from her hushfund because of the dis-
tréss this might cause him. She persuades him to adopt a lile girl.
as this is, “the gift of love'" she wishes to leave him. Alter ’hr::r death,
the scientist feels cheated and, infuriated by the child's strange
imaginings, he takes her back to the orphanage. That night he has ;
premonition that the child is missing, whereupon he rushe:s ot an
minages torescue her just as she is on the point of drowning.

Both/items elearly miay be’construed as having provided gnst for

/
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the milling of the dream’s latent thoughts. The ghost story is a ma-
cabre link to the children's **decapitation’’, (as well as an implicit
denial of aggression: “*Tush, it’s pothing but an unbelievable ghost
story™"), while the piece about the movie provides a complementary
theme of undoing and restitution: Significantly, it happens to be in
connection with the theme of childlessness (and death),

An additional link between the movie and the dream can’ be
glimpsed in another item the patient brought Into association’ with
herodream. Somé days before the dream another of the patient’s
friends, childless beciuse of an carly hysterectomy, complained w
the patient ofthe miserable treatment she had received at the hands
of an adopted song who had completely neglected her since his mars
nage some time belore. She had finally decided 1o sever relations
with the ingrate. ““Kaput!™ /she put it to the patient, with a gesture
indicating the severance. Here we see links between childlessness,
adoption (as in the movie), and “*decaputation’” (severing heads and
relations). We also see the abandonment of an adopted child, as in
the movie.

Now comes the dream’s precognitive element, which we should
not be too surprnised to encounter at this juncture, what with the
multiple references g tme in the dream’s manifest content and the
representation inone of the basic sources of the dream of “*the mys-
terious power to bridge death o distance, time and all the natural limi-
tations man 1s heirto.”” The fulfillment—this ume occurring some
hours after the dream=<came in an incident that, in my experience,
provides as elegant-a triangulation as can be imagined (as | was
happy at this point to announce to the patient).

Al about 9:30 on the morning aftér the patient’s ‘dream (and sev-
cral hours after the latest time the dream could possibly have oc-
curred), 1 entered my daughter's room 1o work at her-desk. There,
Iving a bit bloodied on the carpet. 1 saw a mouse that seemed Lo have
had 1ts back broken in a trap that was lying sprong about three feet
away. The mouse, sull alive, had apparently managed o crawl to
where iU lay all hunched up, but it was now unable to move. The ling
of the trap clamp was perfectly visible on its back. Somewhat upset,
| decided to put the ereature out of its misery in the only way | could
think of. I filled a preserve jar with water, picked up the mouse by
its tail and dropped it in, expecting that it would sink immediately.
To my dismay it began frantically thrashing about, squeaking pite-
ously. Deciding on the spot to give the thing a second chance (these
were my actual thoughts), | quickly poured the water from the jar
and took the “‘wee one™ out to the ash pit, thinking that if it had
sufficient vitality to escape from the open door of the pit, well and
good, whereasif it had not it would probably have expired by night
time ‘when the pit was ignited. Thoughts passed through my mind

¢
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like **“Who am | to dispose of these events? If the Lord is willing to
grant this poor thing a second chance, why can’t I _

When 1 told the patient of this incident, which 1 did because it so

cléarly seemed to connect not only with the rodent clement in her
dream but also with what she had told me about the ESP movie
involving a-child who, like the mouse, had been given 4 second
chance by being rescued from drowning, the patient reported, a
source for the>>smallanimal’" element in her dream’s manifest con-
tent that sheé had upiuntil then not mentioned. Shortly before she lelt
her friend’s house after dinner on the evening of the dream, this
friend. true to her Habit of always managing to make reference to her
great maternal instincts (as the patient reported it), recalled a curious
incident of a few days carlicr. She had been‘unusually harrassed one
morning getting the children off 10 school and was just about to sit
down to collect herself upon hiér return/when the front doorbell rang.
On the doorstep. in a little box, she/found @scrawny newborn I-ml:‘:!
which, apparently, someone had decided to give“the great mother

rather than drown. After some struggle, she finally took the kitten to
the Dumb Friend's League with the fecling thut she had saved the
creatare's life after all. She concluded her story, much to the pa-
tient's dismay, with **Next | suppose they'll be leaving a baby on
my doorstep.”” -

Here, of course, i5a missing link between the “small animal™ in
the dream’s manifest content, my,**small amimal™” experience, and
the rescue from drowning of the child in the movie who, like the
kitten, was a kind of foundling.

Additional confirmation through triangulation of the dream’s la-
tént thoughts was provided by an element from my experience
which, though not in itself in the precognitive mode, dovetailed dy-
narmically with everything thus far. For purély personal redsons nlaml
gince inany case the dream was pretty well understood by this time)
[ ele¢ted not to impart this confirmation to the patient. On the after-
noon-before the patient’s dream my children and 1 were teasing my
wife about propositions she had had made to her the day beforeon a
ski outing, and had jokingly suggested that if a good one turned up
she ought to consider it~ Laughingly, my wife said that she wasn't
interested in making & change at her time of life. that all ?;he WiLs
waiting for now (casting a pointed glance at my daughter, just two
weeks shy of 20) were grandchildren. My daughter, who had just
been given a miserable time by her little brother and was also at the
moment fed up with her current boyfriend, snapped that she would
never have any children if she could help it. It was on the tip of my
fongue to reply that this might be the best choice, aqd that she
couldn’t_imagine what trouble she would thereby “avoid. “when |
checked mysell and suid opthing. The thought had come to me that
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perhaps my daughter was not too eager for children after all, and
that such a remark might just be the thing ta reinforce her attitude.
Thus, here too. in the form of a/second thought, was the idea of
second chance. And the fantasy that Phad **rescued™ my daughter’s
child could of course, as a psi-perceived element, have played in
with the dream’s latent wish that 1, like a powerful Deus éx ma-
china, could also rescue the patient’s children (or atleast cHances of
2 children),

The final and perhaps indispensable element in the drgam’s latent
thoughts arose outof the patient’s dread of the imminent termination
of her analysis. Although actual termination was nowhere in sight,
she had brought the subject up in the scssion immediately before the
dream. (Her anxiety onthis score could have been provoked by sev-
eral things, not the déast of which”was envy of her fertile friend:
“Will I be dismissed from analysis before having children?"") Oddly
enough, on the evening of the dreamil had been reading Wilhelm
Stekel's The Interpretation of Drédams (1943) and was full of admi-
ration on the one hand for Stekel's brilliancé in this area, while
critical, oncthe other, of his custom of terminating analyses by
picking quarrels with his patients. (This | recalled from something 1
had read years befdre.) Once again, at ull events, the theme of sban-
donment ‘can be seen ini'the_background. It is as if the patient had
picked this up and, weaving ittogether with her other anxicties, was
concerned lest 1 get strange ideas about termination from Stekel, A
peculiar link between this and the;movie in which the adopted child
Is sent back 1o the orphanage (s not every patient in analysis an
adopted child?) is that the 'name of the actor whior played the father
who first abandoned and then rescued the child was Stack. Was 1.
then, going to be a Stekel—or & Stack, the ultimately forgiving
father?dpp. 47-52)

The analysis of the dream just given would have 16/be regarded a8 in-
complete ‘because it was carried only so far as was necessary 1o elacidate
the dream’s main theme and its chronologically extraordinary features. /1t
will be noted that in my analysis | made use of an unrestricted psi hy-
pothesis in presupposing that the patient was capable of unconsciously
acquiring information extrasensorially from any conceivable source, past.
present, or future. 1 felt that such an approach, which would have obvious
advantages from an analytical standpoint, was warranted in view of the
fact that nowhere in the mountains of meaningful extrascnsorially linked
correspondences that support the general psi hypothesis have afy restric-
tive’barmiers been persuasively demonstrated o exist. Thus., ‘there was no
bar to' my- hypothecating that the patient was somehow unconsciously
awareof my distress over my daughter's statement that she would never
have any ‘children if she ‘could help it, and of my having been reading
Stekel"S (19435 tnterpretation’ of Dreams a few hours before the patient’s
dream. As 1 the mouse “rescue™ that was 1o ke place several Hours
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after the dream, this was tredted simply as a chmnulugic.ijlly l::'l.ll':llnrdm:]r:r'
residue of as yet unspecified causal origin since at this point in Para-
normal Foreknowledee the question of how to deal theoretically with such
events had not vet been addressed. _

The present paper arises out of a recent set of events that bears a ceftain

correspondénce toelements in the latent content of the dream just p!'tv
sented. About 8 p.m. on the evening of January 28, 1989, my mlc‘ and-|
were discussing our’Jatest ‘household problem. For 2 or 3 days we had
been catching fleeting glimpses of mice scurrying about on the fiest floor
of our house, a-situation that, o the best of our recollection, we had not
had to confront for, perhiips the past 20 years (or more, since we had
moved to our present dbode 28 years before without, as far as we could
remember, any mice in towk, My wife was disturbed enough to suggest
that we immediately set out traps, but Fopposed 1!115 on/the gmur‘u.l.u that
such a procedure would be cruel and bloody Cespecially if the trap failed 1o
make a clean and timely strike. | actually had in mind, although 1 did not
mention this to my wife until the following day, the :_'nanglv:q “wee one
(these words were actually in my mind) of the incident of some years
earlier described in the dream account just given, Bt:.‘;ldm_-., | m:un_n_nncd.
instituting traps—of which, in any case. we had not a single oncin the
house —would deprive our little cat. now a month shy of her 17th
birthday, of her rightful due. As it Was, Sonya (the cat) had already pre-
sented us in the past 2 days with three small specimens, undisturbed ex-
cept for their lifelessness. She left them., as 'have been told cats are wont
to do (and as Sonya does with-birds in season), i places, such as the foot
of the stairs, where her achievement could hardly fail te anvite attention.
This: | reminded my wife, was her “love offering.”” '_

The next moming, Sunday, on looking through TV Guitde | was aston-
ished 10-see that the movie ““The Gilt of Love™ was 1o hL 3huwln ar 1:30
that afternoon. | immediately alerted my wile to the curious coincidence
this présented, @il the more intriguing in that | had tried-for years to Nind
this picture, mentioned in my account of the dream reported - Para-
normal Foreknowledge, but had never before been successful in spotting
one of its performances, cither in a movie or on TV, or even in video
rental versions. Indeed, ' was never sure that the picture, so proudly pre-
sented in the publicity release mentioned in my account, had actually been
released. And here. now, itowas. (I'had never tried to ascertain whether
the picture had or had not ever been released because the important thn::g.
so far as my account went, was the publicity release, not the picture. )

——— £ ! )
| L lid notget to sée the entire **Gift of Love™ on this occasion for 1 found, when, | turned

an my TV at 1:30,pm., that another picture entirely was being shown. _Hy the tme | got lﬁ
matter straightened oul (two chanpel numbers were mixed up in the TV Guide listing), o g
pant of (he pictute had alidady beef dired. 1 picked it up just as the husband Was told thag !!11.
wife was incusahly ¥ and before the adoption (of an insufferably ““cutsie’” brath had oc
curmed, Thus, a8/ ar as my guest went, time was iretrievably lost for ot least one hall an
Bwar

£



£

£

352 Journal of the American Society for Psyehical Research

From the moment I discovered ""The ‘Gift of Love' listed in our TV
Guide, the question arose of its possible relevance to the coincidentally
appearing mouse prablem and to the dream of jnany years before in which
these elements had figured. Intitively, Ddid not (for reasons | will get 1o
luter) consider this a possible influence-on the elaborition of that dream,
but other hypotheses immediately came flooding into my mind, including,
of course, that of chance. However, after putting a bare account of the
events in question tnto my word processor and briefly, makmg nole of a
few additional thoughts on factors that could conceivably relate to a pos-
sible ‘psychological matrix involved in the coincidence, | detided (o put
the matter-asude inorder to let it fipen in my mind. | fleetingly congidered
bringing these ‘new dévelopments to/the attention of the patient whisse
dream had started things oftin the first place, but | quickly pushed this
idea aside as of questionable vitlie (and dubious propriety),

This, then, is where matters stood when, about 4 p.m. a few days later
(February 2), 1 finally sat down atmy word processor o try to conguer
what | now suspected to be some deep-lying resistance to getting on with
the affawir, which | now felt more strongly than ever 4o have been somehow
psi-conditioned. A The detectable presence of mice, by the way, seemed to
have ceased with Sonya’s third offering. which had occurred on January
28th.) I was barely 10 minutes into this task when 1 answered my phone to
find on the other end. to my womplete astonishment, none other than the
former patient whose dreéam had started it all. She was calling, she said,
from a small Canadian town, Some handreds of miles distant, where she
had been residing for some time. Aecording to both our recollections it
had been more than 20 years since | had last heard from her, und 1 had no
inkling of the fact that she no longerJived in Denvér. She could not ex-
plain her call other than to state that she had just Gaken it/into her head to
get in touch with me.

With this dramatic new entry into the situation, it seemed (o me more
imperitive than ever that, for better or worse, | try 10 dvercome my résis-
lance o getting on with a full investigation of as many factors possibly
related 1othe coincidence as | could dredge up.

With regard to the data thus far reported, assuming that my taking note
of the series of coincidences under consideration is in itself sufficient 1o
warrant their Forther investigation, three hypothetical approaches can be
entertained: (a) the events were entirely due to chance (of which so-called
synchronicity. as | conceive of it, is at the most-only a special case);? (b)

Z

* There ks virtually no limit o which the chance hypothesis cannit be stretched by those
looking for a'convenient dusthin for unwelcome hypotheses. As for synchrdnicity, practically
no one, beginming with Jung himsell (the originator of the term), has ever mtemptéd 1o
strcture events ascribed to this peculiar concept in terms of ‘causal determinants such as
those considered i this paper (Eisenbud, 1970, 1975b, 1982, 1985; sce also Schwarz, 1971,
1979), It anyone had, wilizing the hypotheses of unconscious motivation, unrestnieted psi
capacities, and paidnlluence ai a distance — the last two of which ought rightlydo be consid:

Z
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fraud; the possibilities here are endless but can be boiled down largely to
my deliberately misreporting or wholely inventing the data; (c) psi-me-
diated activity on someone’s part. 1

Although the first approach, in which the events are seen as entirely due
to chance, is-an obvious option, | chose to bypass it because if it s ac-
corded front-ruriner status at the start it is an uninteresting and sterile &p-
proach. It tends, automatically to discourage further investigation and., in
so doing, tuns the risk of sacrificing potentially significant’data. B

The second approachy that of fraud, is divisible into two parts; specifi-
able fraud and fraud in the abstract: The first pant can be dealt with if and
when testable hypotheses relating to such a possibility arise: it thus does
not concern us at this-moment,, The ‘second fpart, fraud in the abstract, is
merely judgment by fiat and need not becaccorded serious consideration.
For those, then, who at least provisionally eleet not to adopt either of the
first two approaches. this leaves the third alternative, namely, psi-in-
Auenced behavior on some living entity s part. . |

At this point it might be helpiul to return tothe urig;-qul sépies of events
reported in Paranormal Foreknowledge. At the place n the book where
these events were reported, 1 went no further than the bare data, as | have
already indicated; nor did 1 return specifically to the dreamy’s chronologi-
cally extraordinary correspondences further on in the book where | consid-
ered causal hypotheses that could becapplied to data of this type. So | shall
take this opportunity to state that these hypotheses, in view of the com-
plete lack of persuasive considerations regdrding the possible limits of psi
influence, amount to virtually unlimited unconscious cognitive and Kinetic
psi capacities, along with, insofar as such might be called for as working
tols, similarly unlimited data provessing powets of the unconscious
mind. (See also Braude, 1986, 1987.) dAelt compelled o entertain such
unusual — bt in no way forbidden— hypotheses, the ultimate extension
of what'is sometimes referred to as the super-pst hypothesis, i view ol
what T considered 10-be the warrant for rejecting the unacceptably vague
and vacuous notion of rétrocausation.”

ered simply psi, not something thait has i be called **super psi —he or she wmfld undoubt-
edly have found that most of the cases conild have been reduced 1o plain unconscious psi-me-
diated scenanios. Insolur as the remainder would by definiton be acausal, they would have 1o
be put under the mubric of chance, hiswever méaningful they might appear

From a depth psychological standpoint, synchronigity is merely a defensive cop-out, a way
of displacing hidden motivations of the individual to something as mystenous as 1_h: COSITION,
with the résabting feclings of awe, such as those experienced by couples just falling in love,
that ““this thing & ;H'gg:f than we are”’ (Eisenbud, 1975b, 1980} As 1o the fatal logical flaws
i the congept of synchronicity. see Braude (1979, 1980}, }

Y i Paranormal Foreknowledge: Problems and Perplexities (Eisenbud, 1982) 1 reject the
comcept of retrocatidation because of serious contradictions that arise when the, comples
causdl conteats of the **prorccognizing’” event (e.g.. need-driven dream or premonition [E;]
incorporating the earlier term of 3 chronplogically extraordinary comespondentel; the even
ostensibly precugnized (£5), and esen the-postulated retrocausal process (R by which a
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With this background. and from this vantage point. let us now consider
conceivable scenarios applicable to the events of 1957, One is to regard
the dreamer herself as their sole impresario, Thiswould have required, in
addition 1o her dream elaboration of $everal normally apprehended res-
idues and in accord with the triangulation phenomenon hypothesis, (a) her
unconscious psi-awareness of my having at the time 6f the dream been
concerned with my daughter's “*threat™ of childlessness, (b} her uncon-
scipus psiawareness of my having been occupied with’ Stekel's (1943)
Interpretation’ of Dréams (and the issue of the termination of freatment) a
few hours prior to her dream, and (¢) her having engineered. throughotele-
pathic influencet ] see no advantage in entertaining a PK hypothesis her¢);
my mouse rescue of several hours after the dream. She unconsciously
could have woven (a) and (b)into her fluidly developing dream in a
manner essentially no different from her elaboration of normally (perhaps
subliminally) apprehendeéd sesidues, while she could—again uncon-
sciously, of course—have engingered (¢) which, in the guise of ostensible
precognition (and to further the illusion ofsame). she could then have
brought into meaningful alignment with the latenteontent of the rest of her
dream.

How might this all have been brought about?

To begin with, we '¢éan accept the sadly bungled trapping of the mouse
in my daughter’s room as‘@given. The important thing, as far as both the
manitest dream and its presumptive latent contents went. was my having
come upon the disabled *wee one” several hours after the dream and my
having made centiin decisions in regard tooputting it out of its misery. The
question at issue is whether the dreaming patient could unconsciously have
masterminded and implemented this'behavior on my part in order to bring
certain purposefully (if unconsdiously) Shaped €vents info confluence with
needs expressed in her dream. The dnswer toahis, in my view, is that nol
only do¢snothing in the vast amount of dita compeising the background of

rgpresedtation of or allusion or reference o £; s supposedly broughtabout in & are 1aken
inlo aevount. There are grounds for presuming, for o typical example, the drcam discissed in
this paperthat necessary for the occurmence of the items in the latent content of the dream ot
of which ity manifest content was presumably elaborated (rescue of a child from drowning in
CThe Gift of Lave." the ““mysterious power to bridge death. distance, time,"” reversilile
situations such as taking heads oF and putting them back on agamn, a small animal **found-
ling™ being given the gift of life), was a dense network ©f gven proximal influences in the
dreamer’s experience up to the time of dreaming. Each of theStems mentioned (and presum-
ably other pertinent items not picked up) must at the samie time have had causal links to items
dther than E;. Now, unless each of these munifoldlybranchis@iems Weee also in the causal
background of BP, it would be difficult to see how the RP could come info-existence. Bul
thig RP 1€ presumed, at the same time, to be in the petwork of influénces cansing or in-
fuencing the occurrence of E,. Such u loop (if not rent) indhe fabnit’ of causality — rathér like
# horse trying 10 moum itsell—is, however, beyond our ability to imdgine and Gertainly 1o
comprehend inimtelligible erms

'l?c inherent contradictions/in the concept of retrocausation are discussed from asamewhat
simibar posnt of wiew ., bt/ more broadly and in greater depth, by Braude (1986, 1957)
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the psi hypothesis forbid such a scenario, but in fact a fair amount of data
on telepathic influence® supports the presumption of its workability. In-
deed, such a presumption, granting the factuality of telepathic influence at
all, reuires nothing more than the dreamer having unconsciously pro-
grammed nie;to carry out certain orders much as she might unconscioysly
program and eluborate her dream itself or direct her computer o perfonm
certain functions, that/is. first vou do this, then you do. that (and finly
you sit down and write about it). The steps involved are nocmore compli-
cated than if the dreamer had ‘phoned me and said: ““Would “you nmnd
doing something for me, np guestions asked? First, go into“your
daughter’s roomé then <, etc.”, Oneneed not, however, imagine the
actual unfolding of events to'hive occurred i anything like such a discrete
series of steps. If anything. the ‘entire séguence given a certain telltale
bizarreness (about which in a moment)o could-have oecurred as fluidly as
any bit of human or ammal behavior. | could, of course, have declined to
follow this script. in which case, presumably, events would have taken o
different tack.

Once again, accepting the “wee one’s’” initnal entrapment as a given,
an alternative causal scenario would be that my decision 0-/go into my
daughter’s room. which led 10 my discovering the mouse and my subse-
quent behavior in regard 1o the'situation, was largely or wholely dictared
by my unconscious awareness of thecpatient’s prior dream (or. at least, the
needs that led to the dream) and my detérmination, for reasons or caprice
of my own, to add some overdetermining elements to it. Again, 1 would
not have needed o have 'been any more dware of the reasons for my im-
pulsive behavior than I would“have Tor any ‘other particular bit of ev-
eryday, even if somewhat odd, behavior.

Thus far, either alternative is viablé, But before tuking up possible
factors that /might help o discriminate and ‘choose between the twa, |
would Hke to draw attention to several singularities an my mouse
rescue’’ behavior, ‘one or two of which may already haveodrawn the
reader’s atention,”Fo begin with, it was decidedly unusual for me 10 go
into my daughter’s room 1o work. In fact, 1 cannot now recall —with due
respect to the fallibility of memory—any other occasion on which T might
have done so. Nor can | éasily now imagine a reason for my decision to do
s0 on this occasion, other than that my daughter™s desk may have been a
bit less cluttered than mine-at that moment. In any event, the important
point is that this was an elective action.on my part, as there were three
other places within an equal distance from my study where 1 could have
hiad ample desk space on which 10 work.

The next thing to consider is that my putting the crippled mouse-int a
preserve jar that 1 first had to fill with water was strange (if notstupid)

4 Summbried brcily, belio gnd moré fully elsewhere (Eisenbud, 1982, Chap.cl0; 1983,
Chap. )
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because | could as easily —and just as humanely— have flushed it down a
todlet in an adjacent room. Certainly there was nothing humane about
leaving a disabled mouse to be consumed later in [Mames, save possibly for
its own frantic efforts to escape. (L don’trecall having followed this up.)
But'even if my opting to go the préserve fir routé was, conceivably,
merely my way of rationalizing a latent sadism (and yoyeurism—in retro-
spect neither seems at all out of the guestion), the significant thing is that,

. because | had the /fantasy in the first place of giving the “wee one’’ a
second Chance, my behavior in the matter was, again, elective from first to
last and can be viewed as the end result of a series of decisions that ¢ould
casily have gone differently at any of several points,

These singularities could obviously have fit either scenano, and in both
cases my behavior would have to/be regarded as sufficiently out of the
ordinary to warrant a trial with the psi‘hypothesis, which in the first case
would involve the possibility‘of telepathic influence by the patient, and in
the second case would involve my psi awareness of the manifest and latent
content of the patient’s already elaborated dream (including the rodent-
foundling equation and the rescue from drowning in “*The Gift of Love™
movie) and my’ geering my actions toward producing material confluent
with il. In either case, the unusualness (or let’s just call it weirdness) of
my behavior is consistent with the likelihood of unconscious motivation,
in the first case such motivation having been implanted by someone ¢lse
and followed as simply as/in most posthypnotic behaviors,” in the second,
the motivation having developed in“d manner no different in principle
from that ansing out of the dark thickets ‘behind any behavior (granting,
that is, the possibility of psi-conditioned behavior at all).

To discriminate between thedwo hypotheses: There is no basis, 10 begin
with, for imagining that one scenairio might have béen miore difficult, from
any standpoint whatsoever, of psi-influenced execution than the other. It
might be that one hypothesis would be more unusual and>maore difficult
consciowsly to conceptualize and entertain than the other; but that 1s not a
question of basic concern here.

Probably the most reasonable basis on which 1o armive at a diseriminas
tory evaluation of the two competing alternatives would be in‘terms of the
types and estimated importance of the presumptive needs, conscious and
unconscious, of the two protagonists in the events in guestion: the patient-
dreamer, in one case, and I/ her therapist, in the other, Here, as | see it,
the heaviest weight is far and away on the patient's side. Her scarcely
concealed envy of her fertile friend (whose rosy-cheeked children she un-
consciously would as soon have done away with) merelyhighlighted the
falseness of the ostensible indifference with which she laced the possi-
bility of her own all too soon imeversible childlessness. This dread had
heen broaght toca head by her anxiety lest her therapy be terminated before
her ehldless state ‘was altered (as f therapy were—<as it pathetically so

e |
For o peal prsumphive) instanve, see Kwchet (1923, repomted on pages’ 160 160
B sasnbaaad (1682 Z
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often is—the last hope), and the fact that a potential father of ‘m:r_i:hi!d
had. on the day before the dream, married someone else. All the while, n
the background, the hour glass was relentlessly runming down. The fore-
shadowing in her dream of the mouse rescue that had not yet taken place
could have served in the dreamer’s unconscious fantasy‘as a magical
escape from the tyranny of time and, what with time's lmvm_-mhill.lvly. the
return of her youthful bloom and fertility. The unconscious illusion of a
psi-implemented. last-minute rescue, like that from -:!mwlmng‘uf the
adopted child in_"*The Gift ‘of Love,” could have plaved in _wuh :hn;
theme. In sum, it can fairly be said that whatever concerns 1 might have
had at the time about my own youth and generativity (1 was, after all;
approaching 50, a well-known red’ danger-light flashing in the uncon-
scious). it was far more likely the patient’s conscious and unconscious
needs and day's residue experiences. not mine, that had been utilized and
claborated into the patient’s dream and waking scenario. (As 1o this last, 1
believe it is reasonable, in terms of theaype of thinking fuu'ml*mll‘ in this
analysis, to entertain the possibility of the “‘wiking scenario”’ being
merely an externalized extension of the dream. ) -
Without going further into these initial events (beyond emphasizing
that, to my mind, nothing could better illustrate the value of postulating
the fact of unconscious ideation—or reveal, for that matter, the real guls
of the unconscious, to risk a perhaps infelicitous metaphor), let us move
on 1o the present coincidence: my discussing the quuntud mouse visita-
tions with my wife on the evening beford discovering that ™ he Gift of
Love.'" which had many vears before played such a significant role in the
clucidation of my patient’s dream, was again on the scene. The reason |
was struck with this coincidence; after’ haying shelved the chance hy-
pothesis'on the grounds explained carlier, was because/l was nrqm:q1nlely
ablé to relate the events involved to particular needs and conflicts:in my
lifie at the time {at least the ones of which | was Eﬂl}ﬁﬁ‘iﬂlﬂiljf uw?rej. Fm: i
day or two prior 1o these events, | had been unusually dissutisfied with
what 1 felt 1o be the prosaic nature of my duy:m—duy activities, including
the professional ones. It did not help to have just read several articleso(in
an issue of @ journal especially devoted to this L-.ul:!;::-:l:-" on the sad state
into which psychoanalytic theorizing, never too solidly gmqndnd to begin
with. had fallen (which, however, though | disliked hearing 1t from others,
merely echoed my own often expressed views of the past more than 40
years). In addition, 1 was distressed by what seemed o be a widening gap
between me and the mainstream of parapsychological thought and ac-
tivity, s perception apparently shared by a/pair of parapsychological
pundits whey as | learned from correspondence with them not long hgfnrc
the events under consideration, were then preparing —quite indepen-
dently, 1 gathiered—strongly critical attacks on my work with Ted Serios.
(‘The last letter from one in Europe was dated January 20th, It must have

o Acasdemic Fordm, Jowddal af the AmericdAcademy of Pyvchoanalysis, A2(4), 1985,

£



358 Journal of the American Sociery for Psychical Research

been received shortly before the 28th, the day on which most of my frus-
trations peaked.) To top it all, a few days before this, two long-time
friends and colleagues in other parts of the country hiad just concluded one
stage of a fascinating research adventure inowhat looked hke materializa-
tion. | had talked with one on January 24th about the ambiguous results of
the project (how familiar this sounds), and Fhad talked on January 26th
with the other about questions still left hanging. It never occurred to me
that 1 might have been harboring rivalrous feelings in the mater, but |
could hardly dispute this if someone were to ask what other m/;p'lunnliun I
might have for sendingmy [riends, just prior to their having embarked on
their project, an old published note’of mine on possible amino acid ™ ma-
terialization™" in a test tube (Eisenbud, 1975a). Indeed, such feelings could
still have been simmenng in’my unconscious on the night of the 28th
when the coincidences under consideration were brewing. Thus it was that
on this evening, thoroughly frustrated with mysell and disappointed in my
two great loves, psychoanalysis Twarts and all) and parapsychology
(ditto), 1 prepared to address u stack ol five unread issues of Science on
my bedside table for whatever lift and edification 1 might get from *““hard™
science.

Alas, my dreams that night only mirrored my state of confusion. In one,
| was completely dost while driving in a strange city. | inguired of my
whercabouts of an ** American Gothic™” sort of person, whom | suspect
may have represented-the hard, disciplined man of science (and a not alto-
gether approving father figure). In a puzzling non sequitur, this man re<
ferred me to a place that, he said, had plenty of vacancies. | drew from the
shadow of a smirk on his Stern visage that it was an asylum. In another
dream | was vainly searching fof a car'l had parked somewhere but could
no longer remember where. When | asked my elderson if he knew where
the lost'car was, he replied, to my bewilderment. that | was driving it.

Thus it was that, coming upon ““The Gift‘of Love™ the next moming
and recalling my discussion about mice with my wife the/evening before
and the part that the mouse rescue had played in the dream in which it had
higured some three decades earlier, the presumptive relevance of my gen-
erally disenchanted and dispirited state of the day and evening before,
underscored in my dreams of being thoroughly confused as to where | wvas
and where 1 was heading, seemed eminently reasonable. 1 intuitively felt.
moreover, that 1 mysell could-somehow have set things up in order to
capitalize on and exploit the extraordinuriness of the coincidence that re-
sulted, as if this would provide me not only with the Stulf of reafly hard
scignce but also of real parapsychology and real psychoanalysis (and
perhaps of real dream interpretation to boot).” The big guestion would
then be how I might have managed to set the coincidence up to provide
this.

T Ow January 28th, 1 feceived aCletier (dated, curously, the 29th) from Mane Coleman
Nebwin, a paychoamalyiic colleague. recounting the story of a foreign trainee whaomshe had
/
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As to this. | could have become aware of the showing of ““The Gift of
Love'" either normally (perhaps only to do a double take of it on the
moming of the 29th) or through psi. In either case, this can be accepted as
4 giveny because it was already in TV Guide. The guestion remaining
would be how | might have forced a crisis in the mouse populition to
ensure (Hat a few ol their number would be demonstrably on hand for the
denouement of the piece.

Let me state here that itis no trouble at all for me to entertain the ided
that | had somehow pulled the mice out of environmental latency by the
psychic equivalent of whatéver sense or signal would get their population
migrating from ‘one place to another under normal circumstances. Apart
from reports of “*mesmeric’ Cmfluence at a‘distance going back well into
the 18th century, the work of Janet and others in the 19th century on the
carrying out of telepathically commanicated posthypnotic commands
(Janet, 1886/1968a, 1886/1968h), the seminal experiments of Vasiliev
(1963) in Russia, and my own all wo few expeniments with telepathic
influence at a distance (Eisenbud, 1982, 1983). there have /been impres-
Sive experimental reports on what has usually been termed PK (but which
| prefer to regard as telepathic influence) with small @nimals such as mice
and gerbils (1o say nothing of ants and wood lice) (Eisenbud, 1983}/ These
reports leave the door open for-the application of the hypothesis of tele-
pathic influence in the present instance. In addition, it causes me no greal
intellectual perturbation to entertain the pussibility (if useful or required —
or just for the joy of theorizing) that 1 could perhaps actually (i uncon-
sciously) have materializéd thesecreaturel for the big event by anything
from so-called spontancous generation (which is not quite the same as
generation without antecedents)® to‘apportage,

At any rate, it was in terms of such’thoughts, raw-and unanalyzed as
they were. that | immediately began to structure the situation that had
presented itself. T envisioned myself as conceivably, if unconsciously, the
impresario of S seriey of events that would immediately give'me the psy-
chological lift 1 &0 sorely needed. It might also have provided me. .I
thought, with the fantasied means of equaling the adventure in’ materali-
zation that my two' friends had embarked upon.

Unfortunately. I could pot quite make the specter of chance disappedar
when, after ruminating on these coincidences for a few days, | began to

analyzed, whose paper on dream interprétation given (on the date of the letier) before an
Easterty psychoanalytic society was attacked by the invited discussunt on the grounds "lh_.'n
i paper diin’t demonstrate real dream interpretation.” {F:!j;ttmmmlyal.h are as defensive in
respect 1o the Conuption or dilution of their **Wissemschafi®” as are parapsychologists. )

" Contrary to a popular misconception, Pasteur did not demonstrate that spoatancous gen-
critioft was impossible ‘but only that the presence of bucteria might be necessary Yor it
weurrence/ The onthipresericeal these life forms leaves plenty of room for the geperation of
organic-umd possibly evén living mutter in circumstances that might ondinarily be n.'nmldn':jq.i
anomaloussuch £ Sfor example, thiwe attending the wide variety of paranormial matervali-
rattons that hisve been reported.




36l Journal of the American Society for Psychical Research

write the matter up. It was not, as | have emphasized. that chance loomed
Ilurgf: in my own mind— justifiably or/not, I'had a powerful intuitive
feeling that these events had somehow been psi-influenced and engi-
neered, II:mt | could not get rid of the feeling that chance would almost
automatically be given first place as &-hypothesis not only by the com-
pletely uninitiated but also by hard-line parapsychologists (who, to borrow
a phrase from Freud on the methodologists of s¢ience, afe always shining
their lenses but don’t always look through them).

This, then, is'where things stood before my ex-patient laid that specter
—effectually if not by any means logically— by breaking into My ruminia-
tions in such dramatic fashion. With her appearance, two new possibilities
arose: (a) that in addition to the coincidence | had possibly -:ngineurt:d
mysell, 1 had called this ostensible revenant out of thin air by way of
providing an added dimension 16 'the appéarance of the miraculous (and to
quell my many-sided doubts about where things stood and where | was
going); (b) that the patient hersell (who incidentally had remained child-
less) had hored in on the situation and had largely or totally engincered
things (including me) for purposes of her own. ‘

As 1o the first possibility, the data just cited— including, most impor-
tantly for me; my own (on telepathic influence at a distance)— leave a
Clear field ahead (as | view things). As to the second, I feel thar the as-
sumption, made about. the relative needs of my patient and myself in the
carlier instance can safely ‘be reversed here in that it can re;isunubl;,- b
presumed that my needs were now gréater and my motivations more un-
consciously influential than these of the prodigal patient who had returned
to pull my chestnuts out of the fire. {Apart from considerations of motiva-
tion, however, it matters not who was the psychically active agent.)

To complete the account: About'S weeks after‘my patient’s unantici-
pated phone call, I happened to go into an outside garage and storeroom
on-‘our property where I came upon strong circumstantial evidence of re-
cent mouse activity—in fact a prime presumptive source of the recent
visitations of those tiny stars in our drama. Spread Gver séveral squire
yards of concrete floor were large amounts of dark telltale beads, ‘mixed
with bird:seed. The background of this situation was that two years carlier
I had been given a supposedly squirrel-proof bird feeder, along with three
paper bags of different kinds of seed. The bags had been left in the store-
room even after the neighborhood squirrels quickly proved the claims of
the feeder's manufacturer to be completely unwarranted, A number of
months before the current events described hete, | had begun to notice
seed-—but nothing like mouse droppings— on the flaor of the storeroom.
At the time 1 paid little attention to this, beyond thinking that perhups the
bottom of the bags had softened and broken in wet weather. when water
would sometimes find its way onto the floor of the structure! (A nutither of
copiescol one of my books had become waterlogged this way.) The
thought that mice (or possibly squirrels) might have been responsible
never occurred to me.

/
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In any event, this circumstince now has to be reckoned with. It is en-
tirely conceivable that at the time of the second coincidence, | and the
seed had pulled the mice out of their environmental latency: that, in fact, |
had presséd the seed into service as a “‘come on'" whereas it had not
earlier played such a role. An analogous concept might be that of so-called
somatic compliance sometimes invoked in instances of bodily malfunc-
tion in which psychological factors are thought to play a part. Essentially
analogous concepts are.also 1o be found in ecology and evolution, those
twin aspects of nature that leave much yet to be explored (Eisenbud. }976;
Hardy, 1965).

I should state her€ that evien though the feaking bags were not moved or
removed following my discoveryof the depredations just mentioned, there
has, at the time of this writing (April 9, 198%)¢ been fio further evidence of
an active mouse (or conceivably squirrel) papulation in my storeroom after
the mess had once been swept clean.

POSTSCRIPT AS OF ApPriL 22, 1989

My wife has just appeared at the door of my study th-announce that
Sonva had just/deposited her fourth love offering at the foot of our bed,
Thus, after almost three months, ©ur mouse problem has retumned. | was
not totally taken by surprise, however,as | had had occasion earlier in the
day to put something into our outside storefpom and had noticed a few
beads of mouse excrement on the pavement——nothing like the mess of
several weeks earlier that had forced 'me to sweep the place clean, but still
ominous. It occurred to me, in fact, that T might yet turn out to be a very
unlucky sorceror's apprentice. | will say, however, that 1 had been in the
storeroom’ virtually every day for the past’ week or so (mcident to our
spring ¢leaning chores) and that this was the first day since my Herculean
cleansing of the place weeks before that | had noticed the signs of ecology
manifesting itselfin full march on our premises. Whether or not this calls
for a major or'even appreciable revision of my view of the situation is, in
my opinion; moot,

POSTSCRIPT AS OF JUNE 12, 1989

HELP!! By the end of May the fantasy of my becoming a sorceror’s
apprentice had become a horrible ‘reality. Whether or not this was some-
thing I had conjured up, like Prospero, to meet a complex of psychological
needs at oraround the end of January last. | can perhaps never know for
certain. [-do know, however, that by this time our houschold was strug-
gling hopelessly, it would seem, against an explosion of the mouse popu-
lation thatif allowed 1o go unchecked would, as | put it in a 1976 paper on
“*Evolution and Psi'" freferring to the unlikelihood of mice utilizing their
latent psi abilities in_natural, versus laboratory, circumstances), “dwarf
everything else in the biosphere.”” Theofact is that every nook, crevice,

£
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and comer of our dining room, kitchen, pantry, and adjoini -
well as their cupboards, shelves, hn::cs-.[,mn:-;.ly other m;lnmiwrfr:wl:ﬂrf:;::
overrun by mice whose “‘gifts of love." as some iﬁcnrrigimu ;;sv-:h{mnn-
h"!iHiI might have it, had become nightmarish. Indeed, Disniey's celebrated
rendition of the fable of ““The Sorceror's Apprentice™ would not be oo
far from what we were now experiencing, as night after night I would set
out a half dozen humane traps to deal with a situition thit was manifestl
2 ;}&nzi our Snll:;ru;;:hbem efforts, while day after day, ‘with Dukas’s f;cn}j
, sicto this { ] 1 '
n s, le racing through my mind, 1 would have to clean up
One curious (and-hopefully, last) coincidence presented itself with pne
of the first mice that fellovictim to our*humane' traps. When | opened
one trap in the morning 1 found the incumbent ostensibly dead, presum-
ubly uf: sulfocation. Taking it by the tail’1 dropped it into a toilet bowl
where it dida’t stir until flushing began, whereupon it came suddenly to
life and began madly thrashing aboiit to escape being dragged down After
what seemed like an anxious etermity of my thrashing about to mtriéve the
reborn “WEI‘.‘I'IJH'I.‘.H from the swirling maelstrom, | was able to fish it out 1o
phﬁcwc ;hu_l it appeared little the worse for its near-death n:xperiénﬂ.:n: I put
it back in its'eantainer and took it, along with others from the nlight'r.
harvest, to'be ]e‘t out in a more deserving or at any rate. what with ucn.-emi
garbage cans within sight, more nourishing neighborhood some distance
from my home. A distinct tinge of déji vu. despite certain differences
from the original Situation, dogged me évery step of the way. 1
If there is a message or a moral in this story itis that, just as St. Theresa
(and Truman Capote) surmised, answered prayers could be more dan-
gerous than unanswered ones., Perhaps humang are not meant to toy with
powers beyond their control or to tempt ' jealous providence, Perhaps in
the general scheme of things, humans are meant (o remain mere hunﬁnu
and not get (oo uppity about their psi abilities.-Indeed.. it does not &ppeur
unreasoniable to suppose that a by now inherent unconscious fear of this
sort of built-in comeuppance might account for a good deal of/the seém-
ingly ineradicable resistance and opposition to the psi hypothesis fis well
s for the shaman’s and witch doctor’s need to propitiate the gud:. and
great spirits that conftrol all things before invoking their special ]'mw;!rs,

JUNE 21, 1989. FinaAL PostscriFt (|1 TRUST)

We seem finally to be gaining on the Sly One'in one of his many guises
(as it frequently appears in situations of this sort) but. much chastened, 1
wnfc‘t! hesitate to bet on the ultimate outcome. e .

nd so ends our tale. 1 can certainly say with Prospero " e
such stuff as dreams are made of,"" but !]'rmnyrm from cc]:t‘;in :]!Etl 1 :LE :E
( wﬁnﬂh !:"r_ospcm in the same marvelous speech) that **the baseless fuﬁriraf
this vision/The clowd capp’d [highly speculative] towers/the gorgéous

£

Of Mice and Mind 363

|conjectural| palaces . . . shall dissolveland, like this insubstantial pag-
canit [having] faded/Leave not a rack behind.”*® 1 hope that more than a
rack of my musings will be left behind in some minds and that in our
parapsychological inching toward the millenium, we can leave room for
an occasional leap beyond the safe and sane. After all, nething that has
been presented here can be ruled out as a possible model for an unknown
number of life’s évents, which in the hurly-burly of everyday experience
and the profusion of ever handy cover stories for these, have gone andwill
2o to muke up our past, our present, and our future.

2
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