The American Society for Psychical Research .
1941-1985: A Personal View

KARLIS Osis

This article describes the American Societ '
u y for Psychical- Re-
search (ASPR) from the so-called “palace revolution™ in 1941 until

the present. Informa_tion has been drawn from the ASPR’s library

and ‘archives; from Interviews, and from my_own personal notes

anc}f recollections’ of the period following 1962, when 1 joined the
stail.
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THE “PAL'ACE REVOLUTION”

In 1936, as editor, Jocelyn Pierson Kennedy opened the Journal
of .the American Society for Psychical Research to reports by
experimental parapsychologists suchvas Murphy, Rhine, and
Taves. She was an intelligent woman, astute enough to be able to
correct ([Pierson], 11941) the work of the renowned Oxford histo-
rian, E. R. Dodds (1934). And, according to Mauskopf ‘and
McVaugh (1980, p..298), she was one of the leaders of a reyolt that
has become known as'the “*palace revolution.” The revolution took
place because of extreme dissatisfaction with the leadership’of the
Society, which neglected theé:modern experimental approach 10
parapsychology, and instead emphasized seance-room phenomena,
the ‘““Margery” mediumship in particular.” A new experimentally-
minded generation of parapsychologists emerged, having banded
together under the Boston Society for Psychic Research. They
captured public interést and aroused some attention from the aca-
demic community. Although Rhine’s Parapsychology Laboratory at
Duke University was undoubtedly the leading center of the new
experiméntalists, the Boston Society for Psyc!ﬁc Research and the
ASPR-were also affected.

The terms of five ASPR trustees expired in 1941, and all were up
for re-electioniy At the January 28, 1941 election of ASPR officers,
William H. Button. (a lawyer by profession), who had served as
president of the ASPR"since 1932, and three other lqcumbents were
defeated. All four candidates. from the competing slate, won:
George Hyslop, Mrs. Laurence Jacob. Gardner Murphy, and John
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hose terms did not expire resigned
Whitehead. Fnurbé:lslﬁ_fer;dlwa}. Another two trustees resigned later
(*Notice 10 s bcré * 1941b). Jocelyn Pierson (now Mrs. R. L.
(*Notice to Membei>. on were appointed. to the Board on

dia Allis | ,
Kennedy) and LY atrist George Hyslop, son of the ASPR's

1. Psychiatrisl g et
yarii!;nflgll::: Jam}és Hervey Hyslop, became President, and
oun *

the Chairman of ‘the Re_search'Cnmmit-
Gardne:_d M“"_'P:ﬁlrt;;a.m:ccurding to his wife, Lois Mu:pgy (per-
leeial(;:ﬂmnuﬁuﬁicatiﬂn), was strongly concerned that th,e ASER be
son | |

o <dientific organization. Y e
cn&;{ ha ﬁzin?l?:‘ ;f:f;d came many changes. The ASPR’s official
I

- volvement’in., the” Margery mediumship ended: The chief inves-
invo |

" dismissed, and he was not
tigator, BREXes K"Th'owgu%diafgsws were revised, and the al-
replaced. The’ Constitulion ‘an Yy R aarch wan abaorias
most defunct Boston Sociely for Psychic e
! body of the ASPR. A'new editorial committee :
mlg ::: murﬁhly journal was, turned 'nto”a quarterly: the Proceed-
_an, was temporarily suspended. [Laura Dale was hired as a _full-
m <taff member with the title of Editor and Research Assnmal:e.
The Hyslop-Prince Fellowship was established (Hyslop, gdlérfnyé
Kaempflert, Zabriskie, & Kennedy, 1941y.and was awarded to 2
student of Columbia Univer;ny, Ernest Tlateslb :.11;1;:[&? the supe
3 ardner Murphy (" Announcement, ;
m"ll‘]hsfc(;anges conmr'l;te};:l of more t_han just new faces aggl tl:g
termination of the Margery investig_atmn (by that time, gccg:;]r l:ngllh
Thorogood<[persofial, communication], Margery was In | Eﬁ: th
and drinking heavily, 50, that/the research was nearing a c;:: €
anyway—she died on-Novémber 1, 1941 ["Mina St{nson Crandon,
1942]). Rather, the entife outlook of the organization undenri;e&'nl a
metamorphosis. The Button ‘group had been ruqmng‘lhe ASPR 53
that it would appeal to the lay pablic. The Society had organize
sednces for its members, published short essays and anecdp_les on
mediumistic performances, and did not keep up withceurrent r;-
searchs methodology and interests. Murphy, “on the plher hand;
pressed for-a contemporary scientific orientation,with @ strong
emphasis, on ‘the psychology of the paranormal.

lowing rémarks“from his 1939 presidential address:

Any such ideas as those promulgated by Dr. Rhine were not al all
acceptable 10 our psychological friends. They are in the unfortunate
position of living in a house something like 6ne of the prehistoric
dwellings perched on poles in a remote European swamp. They are
N0l pleased 10 be told that a lot of their, foufidations ate rotten—
hence one source of opposition is that they might héaye to hirg other

quariers, possibly at increased rental. (Button, 1939) WA (ot

Button held ,lﬂ'
derogatory antitude toward psychologists, as illustrated in-the fl? g
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These sarcastic remarks were uttered
Rhine were trying hard to regruit
great stature,

In all fairness to Button's administration.
that reports of Rhine's work were published i
Administrative Secretary was allowed to rec

subjects “for, an“experiment of Murphy and Taves. Button ever
went so, far as to allocate a small sum for Taves' work: In 1939, he
received $50 per month plus ¢xpenses for building a testing appa-
ratus. Button and John/O Né&ill (1940). then Chairman of the Rex
search Committee. "wrote a kind, ‘paternalistic introduction to the
Proceedings in ‘which the gxpetiments of Murphy and Taves (1940)

were published. Thus, a new parapsychology/was taking root in the
old ASPR even before Button's administration “Was. ousted.

Overall, the break was notaas drd<tic as is commonly thought.
Out of the four officers of the ‘Board only theo President and
Secretary were new; the Vice-Presidentand Treasurer Gontinued in
their, positions after the 1941 election. The Vice-Presidenty Mark
Richardson, was one of the core members of the Margery, gfoup,
andshe was reelected in 1942 when the new faction Kad a tirmy hold
on. the ‘organization. The Journal, unlike the strictly experimental
Journal of ‘Parapsychology, continued to publish mainly théereti-
cal, often speculative, papers. Reports on mediumistic phenomena
continued, although ‘at a reduced rate, and spontaneous cases were
frequently reported. Due to her upcoming; marriage, in 1941 Joce-
lyn Pierson resigned as Editor of the Jowrnat and was replaced by
Laura Dale. ¢

Nevertheless, a policy change was made pablic. Hyslop (1941)
described the Board's new policy im the Journal’ s, follows:

at a time when Murphy and
pSychologists, including some of

it must be mentioned
n theJournal. and the
ruit ASPR members as

We ‘must again be guided by the originalcpurpose/of the ‘Society, a
purpose which centered about the collection’0f information and/the
investigationof the various phenomena which psychigal research has
traditionally accepted as being within its province. Equédly important
js the/cpublication of @eports which measure up to the tandards
required in any other branch. of science. (Hyslop, 1941, p. 113

There was, however,, something ii-common between the old,
out-voted faction of the ASPR and J. B. Rhine that the Murphy
group did not share: a tremendously high expectation for what the
acceptance of the paranormaband s implications would mean to
humanity. Button's expectancy ‘was based on the seance-room
phenomena and Rhine's on the applivation/of rigorous scientific
methodology to research on ESP and PK’in college students. Mur-
phy's expectations were more modest and were bent ovintegrating

the paranormal with _mainstream psychology and philosophy. Ini-
£
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frustrated in the course of

liﬂ”"ri
' ne ra
Id be inCOTPOIE " - | antance
Cill]w. would win their acceplan
gists

. s thoroughly
.. This hope Wa
cholog) .,
gyents. |
ThE 1940s: REJUVENATION o

S
(

4 relatively few leaders who. were knowrn |

nal level outside of thecfield of parapsy.

.V, ntérnalio oy S kg yenge )
al a ;au;l;:llfﬂlé:;r; the best known arc William James, William
chotogy s

McDougall, @nd Gardner "Murphy. The ASPR has ‘sometimes
C IEail, %

flourished un ic way: Even Gulliver was tied down

AN t thet

these leaders @lyays €9 hv was the leader of the ASPR
el rdner Murphy was hc it :

;::1 u:;ésﬂl:.le 5;“3{%31 %]aness incapacitated him in the mid-1970s.

sunication); who witnessed the begin-
E‘rncstf Thix;e:mtpewr:g;almi?‘f}g‘:f ar as T'was concerned, Murphy was
ning of that €I f‘his was also true when I/jeined the staft‘: Gardner
the Sucplel'}’; the center of the Society.“The ASPR flourished when
Murr_ahlr “:sent declined in the 1950s when he was absorbed in
s v plic  another state, and declined yet again when his poor
other mu; verted his active involvement. Hm_vever, Murphy was
Ei?l;hmil‘er He brought thany valuable professionals to the Society

nteprated them 'into its functioning.
amljnlﬁit: galr;ﬂbingraphical paper, Gardner Murphy (1957) states that

'The ASPR Kas, attracte

in the early 1940s he worked ‘at-the ASPR five or SIX mornings per

,  Such’/extensive participatiom by an intellectual giant
:ﬁzkbf:ﬂ'n:fii Ifad to the rejuveqatinn and growth of the ?rgan!za-l
tion. Out of this period of intensive study came a sarll_eshq ?IT;E;
papers on parapsychology which’Murphy.was 10 publis 1n946
in the~1940s (Murphy, 1943, 1944, 19453_, 194:513, 1945¢c, IM .),has
W@l as the sound remarks in his SPR presidential address ("'k urp :d
19498} This -period also provided Murphy 'fnf-,:lh the bac grnl::_ .
inférmation-which later was to be presented in the lectures w lcd
Murph{ gave 16 the ASPR in the 1950s through the early, 1970s a;ﬁ .
whith also’ were published in JASPR (e.g., Murphy, 1952, 1956,

1959. 1962b, 1963, 1964, 1966, 1967, 1969, 1970, 1971a, 1971b, " 7,

1973). ‘ _
Gardner Murphy was aneminent psychologist with an unusually

wide range of informed inter¢sts. He had a genius for seeing things
in a holistic way. President of the American Psychological Assocl-
ation in 1943-1944, he was at home in expérimental psychology,
pérsenality, social psychology, and research on ch.q;cabmqthm_:ls.
He was able 1o take into consideration the older: prescientific
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thinking of Europe and Asia. to éth *
in the field. Whenever he wal opriics Ddbagy
headquarters, I felt the pres

and deeper than could I. Fy

‘ the latest developments
ked, throtgly the door into the ASPR's

enceiof a gianf who could see further
erything he considered was raised to a

. , and deeply underst ' .
shaped the’ASPR like a gardener who Inveﬂ };ﬁs pE{:[?dlng. He

Gardner‘ Murphy) tried 40 involve productive, contemporary re-
searchers i1l the ASPR andig other ways improve the Societys

status. Ind942, Snch luminaries as Mar |
' =h -y ay Margaret Mead, J. B. Rhine.
and Henry James (son. of ‘William James) were elected to the

logy “Bernard Riess. None of
PRj and, I' was told, they were
which “Hyslop often put on the
as especjally insightfufgxposing
ntal /methods of the, 1940/ The

them were notably active Jin the AS
bored with the nitty-gritty ‘matters
Board agenda. However, Mead W
the’ deficiencies in the experime

following is a quote from the minutes of a. Reséarch Committée
meetng in which Mead criticized the bivaridte design’ which wvas
dominant at the time: “Our approach is in errorsour approach
must be a study of the nature of what occurs in its whole, setting,
not just a search for the paranormal element in an unspegified
context. S_he went on to say, " A study of times and circumstances
of telepathic experience is necessary. Why and when is there a loss
of ability? Anthropological comparisonscare indicated, as well as
the study of motivation. Our testing, procedures are dull. Our
methods are a cultural punishment of psvichic 'ability" (" Minutes of
Research Committee,” 1947). ¢
It is of interest that in the minutes of 201943 Board meeéting it is
noted/that the membership of a certainC. G. Jung from Kustacht,
Switzerland was suspended. No reason was givém, and”it might
have been a triyial matter such as not paying difes. Nevertheless(t
/15 strange’ that, although at that time Rhine was able/to déwvelop a
friendship andxchange of ideas with Jung, a fruitful flation did
not ‘develop/with the ASPR. ¢
As PreSident, George Hyslop sgemed oriented primarily toward
guarding the ‘treasury and Handling the daily administrative and
financial affairs ofahe Soéiety. He was‘an uninspiring person who
had a great interest in"small details. In Jater years, he told me that
his main concern had been’to maintain thé¢’endowment amassed by
his father. He said that he wafched the fund with the eves of a
hawk, guarding it from abuse. Hi& griticé said that he was so
narrowly focused on this goal that his hawk €ves did not see the
real needs of the Society. Hyslop's Scottish thrift entbittered many,
and thrift it certainly was. For example, Laura Dale’s firstfull-time
salary was séy at $100 per month; the Board minutes even con-
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pointed Research Oﬂ'c@?s f tﬁé’d’wmely and conducted a joint

\ 194[}%‘ the ASPR's annual dlﬂburﬁﬂ- .C Elpﬁrimﬂnt with L}'dlﬂ Alllﬂ‘ﬁ‘f hrﬁéuj
4’3 "9 ments WeTE : eap:m The endowment Wﬁﬁ%dﬁcd'ﬂ%ﬁ“""d and il 01!9 t City College of New ank and ‘conducted resea -
W "““‘“‘EI’ I 1 do not haye exact Murmamgn on what pices instead of those of the ASPR. N
! s Yo, Jincreased year after yeat 2 t l(‘/é%rta $¢hmc e §ﬁh}1ued her involy everthelpss, 95’5
the plans of Murphy’s s@gun- bu l'l-!% was ! mlﬁ%r thieR ement with the ASPR as a trus A
?cz‘ @S; Ih'sﬁgd Irp:.;? -:, ive to growth and expan (ﬁlll }cl@r pdél lyl/ ?ﬁ@@?ﬁﬂﬁr 5\@ ¢“ﬂf¢h Committee, and later as the Soélét 1 O/'A, 78
6‘5’ ccording to Hyslop's Pf nti F= o) ’
% szﬂ{gﬂm WC'%, ere readiness 10 sponsor se re F %ﬁ Tajr?u:p L. W)?“d)/ Wﬁ@@ad been trained in parapqychnlcfg@ t U /"é
}ht f' ¥ mp‘ ]@_9} The budget became é@lm éym 3 4// Citv Coll %‘ﬁ“& l D'ﬂ%cg a ofobtamcd a leaching position at Co ® 7 )
ing ‘the, €4 UPJm l%cf[aﬂ year Hyslop held the presidency 'ﬁmée "7 op |Car i it gl uff (1942 )conducted a successful PK 7/ 5
generousSin S 5{ ublication of the Jmﬁ-n Or £ experiment, which :phéa}ed Dale’ ), E1946) replication of th .
total cxpcﬁdg}lr:/gg %ﬁ’lﬂg h9)$p5m However. no m l? S ‘/c a @S@ dice-throwing rcs:ﬁ%h nf@,{ghmegg? lab? and dy r
amounted 10 apl/a,ﬂn inglyolow’ é’éb Jowever, 5o mn her oc; gl SSe, "¢, experimenter-subject  reli sh:ﬁg}' ;1887 30d o lslu y of
what else might sgnf)%& h“‘? O P‘rﬁi"“ nfe erE 4 10 lh: Sm‘}“_ e ) R, Sy Woodruff was a member uf the A % Fo‘f@ﬂfg]a " arL 5;]:1
Ef"““s“"h"‘r-?;‘f,:;.hmi?ﬁzgc ?;;{ |1< " ,OQQ Qs /If}lﬁqn(::mm in parapsychology wanctﬁi r.f§r n%ﬁ I hc ftllI;‘?d o
ely over his / S o, raa
3.:\ real spark, and a hard worker QhﬁASP{R‘.hSIr:EI:;nsT];IarIy Yoy, sy . ? 71947, Laura Dale resigned as cd:tnr uﬂ%ASP[R (;O;{u to
days of the Murphy era, was Lau QS@ /(ﬁ{ : t dp m:' dQIE full time to research (Allison, 1958, pJ/ 43). Alh u?;@
tions of those days reflected a very pos it Ve ude uwgrplz wide ’% ade“head of publications, and under her dlfﬂCllﬂﬁ\%t‘?g}lﬂﬂ [
range of resedrch, such as EXPCﬂmEmH“““ e 4 i 3 5“'} 5%.::3; forum for a much wider variety of parap Io@é/
veys and mdg : U%P\'?asc studies, work WIlg Te lll;T? )' /ﬁfl::o:.iﬁcgl ® Ical a prﬂach‘z'ﬁz‘l}'ian Rhine’s Journal of Parapsychology. Murgﬁiy f/7<9/
the surviva Hé@qarch J. F. Thomas Ei i’l"i‘-»l 'aresearch:r {9 broad horizons wére partly responsible. However, the Jaurna{’ U,
pdpera La ra, Da 13 & ent “%lﬂﬂm and productivily as 1 W 4 shrank in size. Before the “rcvulutm%i.g t had contained close to
in this dﬂy r(ﬁ was&@ as she herself implied, she hada , ol », y 400 pages annually; now it was réd ust under 250. The
“Midas lnu \&5 &. E %/43 Taves, Dale, & M“"Ph?éo A Cq content of the Journal, however, wa d@ch%uygd Short, in-
1943). The 1943 ual /of th ﬁesearch Committee alon 83 Qs 2 L So adequat: reports on mediumisti ,5 scsgugns wﬁre rum;g; gIVINg way
1’0/7/. lists three studies wﬁbimcd E@?en Gﬁl‘l‘ﬂll Chester Grady. : Y /), Orq l@zﬁapers by the best available 4 ﬂgars Ifgpretlﬁaj,,papeﬁoby Mur-
. Ca/ and a’ ‘Philadelphia groups_, m%} W,#/I}:h gra Dale was in- a0 @f@S : V. /ly}me. and G. N. M. Tyrrell: sﬂpgn mnial re Fl
¢ o i Ry ~olved. % % " i 4 / b L a ves, a Schmendl:r spontaneous cases &f‘r@ by
/ Ny SO @c)ﬂ 1941, Ernest Taves had an 61"@::: @b,-the “and collabo- 4 co W;;ccssful sittings with mediumi§ /by Allis Ea?@%clf
d%los ly with Dale and with Joséph "i'ﬂ: yas o 75, SE“Q{@I Pfa(ly))'ﬁ were also published on various afﬁ{:cts of’ Ihg Sufy / yo
%{3 éfulf and was holder of the Qd suri llowship QT"E'E %ylal question. $ p 2
fH‘” @4Allison, 1958, p. 42). Taves pubhsh@ﬂ u@n};ﬂr 5691 o ership %@Amg' d declined during the lat:r years c?f 0 9/7!‘3
J’c/7 udQﬁ cai 4o0d experimental papers in lhe Junrrmb/ but an ex- Button's ad 119‘ sar,;mnnb/é pe}l from 826 in 1935 to 448 in @4@ O/(/
;ﬁaymer(fér he lacked the **Midas touch,” as one can ‘se 5"‘5&"3@ The first fi r/jg;arf I.]@ er "thgp newleadership did not improve this VC/ - ’79
ummp%:ahwa’ U%}Ullh of his ]uml research with Laura Dale Ctﬂ/a\'ﬂ &/7 situation. On] yﬂ [9 /‘dld 4 slow upswmg bcgm Mem- fJ, p
Dale. 19485 Tavés:Dale, & Murphy, 1943). Eventually, he became ” s bership reached the«” ‘.frl? n 9947 and stabilized at approx- g
disappointed “Tost lnlew?l and went on to a career as a psychi CSe Oéxfo imately 800 during the pc? 1953-1962. A membership sur-
29 trist. ey, QU QY vey by Allison (1944) &howc at ﬁm(/n:w experimental slant of
S5 Another successful expenn?gmgr_ Genrude@schmmdler became the Murphy team aroused the int€rgst uf ‘oply a minority of mem-
J/O/ ’4/7@ . interested in pdmpwnhulugy when she atte gummt’:r course bers. The majority were intelligent |§¢P¢f50ﬂﬁ?¢}ml scientists and
é / %n the subject given by Murphy at Harv r @] w Some of phychulug@[pgwhn could understand the need for /ntqd:rn sophisti-

r@ per:, about her now-famous **sheep- g‘u " ie< were pub-

00/7 ; ﬁ@y\sm (Schmeidler, 1943a, ng) l?t/1946 ,qge ggo
[QC S fO/' O @ / 'J/Of /
l z‘/7 i@O’ g R A Opy Of@f 4 4
| /b
ry; 08 ‘0 / A o)
/ Co Lr /7,8 Ry Q 4 /
7 o 00/./7 e, Ses, ’7@,/.0
/@f- 9 o fV@A, C/); Q/;

cated teﬂ@g/:q ©
In 1}3‘,48 etﬁﬁ’@g radically new emerged at the ASPR: the e JQQ
Yo ‘oq v
OF 00" 1 A, T8 / 5 O
Qs. 9 W O, b%
SRR Ay o7 o 7%
0/7[‘ /7[@/. Aj y i @QS Q,
QC[‘ @S[ (/S,q Oy 5 a
Q . A O,
‘he 9, A, TSy |
A Q Pkt / ALY
@S@a %f / f@/)h / QA . CQ/
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- Medical Scctmﬁé (’f - </

ical Section” (“The Doy hology de
!9'*8} A Eﬂ;u cgr agwruach 1o pamPS)’cl@?BY From this group, qc/
clini

became so interested i
Q lhmr wnrk that she assisted him wuh 50%@‘ of the evaluations anl;

Ihe report. Then Dale attempted 4 aeplication of t

db@z Xperiment using students at Hunter College. The <
JXS g&"fﬂ {Qobn and Neisser s s 96)5

ummer stipends to carry out
ot e,pd-epe fitio o:@a;; own premises (Researc

q Iman emerged, al
= /g ;:;ﬂg,ii“ald Jule Elserz?;juga;i; Efmﬁéd,;i‘}él ned ar:d & mi
%ky ) influential ﬁsfufhse zUanlltatlvc ¢§F5" m{malngpﬂrﬂat;: lhei
do mmance 0 a met inica

/7 4'"“!" Svccnnn promulgated d the 4 gﬁﬂn w

4
h Committee, 1953} Yo Z:
o Q%l Nt o ‘and attem pted to integrate ith qua ti@tw Cle@} "
4

h r‘ép(b ation attempts_failed. Yo, &
/7 chi lnCW ories were brought to b;%%?.%:gffu;:;ﬁm &IQ# d: In the 19‘305 K“ it:cﬁ'ﬁéﬁg to participate in wcll-dcs:grfe/@o . S Qr 4
m g sy ht) bas t@lltd himself “*a card-bear det/ /0 perlmen he "ASPR co cted’wjntly with Dale and Ehrcnwald o ’
Ozglscnbng W g londiicive person whose patients pfrbgl @ “”-" v 415 H Ch, but the Midds’ touc dgl fln: 41 e
<t é‘g\C nc?:9 of | E the therapeutic situation. 9)? /O/‘ 9/7, Y Ullman and Dal@sc %@ n'exp Iu l‘b@y :xpenmcnt on dream %t
marka %u ha eraﬁhﬂﬂ %&3 son-Krag, also present '"@?,} 3 '(P@S@ telepathy, which crea fl'“'-' ( '—'US’f us Maimonides
the group. gml n ?@; sgﬂw 0 th9 papers in Devereux, | < S o . 7., project, but the results w us: 6: ough §o merit inde-
cases for disc Ooh, was. a a Ireely cross-fertilization be- /@ A % ¢, ' pendent publication. (They an: d@g owéver, by an and
vl K::gs 55ch(ﬁgﬁlca{ 6%&; and this new breed, which 7e %o, 4 Ls, Kﬂppner 1970, pp. 13-27, and Hm(aﬂ nsppnctt Cmé?iug;:an
toen e elcomed 10 P sycha;ggy%hhﬂuah the majority of B, T 501973, pp. 57-72.)
he warmly “dc . t share Murpﬁ?'/s broad horizon, his metatheoreti- J/c/7/. / ﬁp,{;;m mid-1950s, Gardner Murphy turn:cf the Aaf? l‘g@ns to’
the group £1e 00 s of psi, or his mt@:@sl in gurvival, they did have a ? ntaneuus case investigations, where expcnmc#(m; cﬂé ts, nulﬂoy
cal mmrprelﬂlﬂ}'"lht application of dep‘?h syc¢hology to psi. Later "P@\}nt er, and which he hoped would provide a nch@@/snury{‘@n[
oy mh n Eisenbud relocated lanenV@f Colorado, the m‘?@r-rfpau@a/nn the nature of psi than did the then current%@c -oé//
in the 1930s, & ;@ ical Section declined and even(uadéy ceased. imental rese (Murphy. 1953, 1955). Yy,
activities 0/ of the ASPR's Medical Section was semi-  © In 1955, the Society for Psychical Research organized and e o)
Nf“”h"l ss. the J mp gxpenmenls and the many book and e 985 Parapsychology Fnundalmn sponsored-a conference in Cambridge,
mal Ullm X cpo%glf hre‘?m'ald Eisenbud, and Ullman have Vi % ¥ '4/7@, England on spontaneous case rese { be Cambndge Confer-
journal /@{@hcﬂ@o 5 O /I@d? _parapsychology (see Ullman, Yo 4 ’Cq ence,” 1955). Gardner Murphy pla/ye g;umnﬂog,t role in organiz-
become an Thtegral” pari Mblmg?ﬂ hy which cites books by o Q) /Lé% - So mg the conference, and he and R offi icers attended
1975, for an Overvi g“’ W% B mong 6th rsf@n!:f-‘- then, Ehrenwald QS@ ; J’o,. “(lydia Allison, Laura Dale, and eB Q‘n philo cr”a@ ASPR
< Ch, Ehrenwald and Eis bl d £ (é)m al #nnk@ Ehrenwald, 1978; 00/7, s e, A, Husﬁ:& C. J. Ducasse). As a result‘%%thc &mf re cé'ofa wﬁugms
4 s, and Eisenbud have pu 15‘1'!‘;' Chy Ro, @s[ plan to st uyg{ spontaneous cases was devébp):d afﬂl:léput ct(dn ) /
‘s “%Eisenbud, 1982, 1983)). D, L4 g S "/ "7 at the /ASP Jwith the support of a modest grant from the P Or
iy €Sq @Q,C / Cq 'Of O, /7!‘8 /?@S /7@ cho F“olgnda’mg: Several methods for soliciti ng, caSes wcroq/ y Vo y
9 3 4 V@O, 7 y 7S (/C‘/ SO Sq, /tngm ycn: n@é successful. As Dale, White, aﬂnguﬁ:l;y r; 4
, fof J/'OQ, : ‘98,0 /70' THE 1950s: REGRIENT;\% gl r 3, ) des¢ rltﬁc ‘/C/ @S@ @ch/) O&O OO/(/Q/)fq
/‘
/OSJ,C ‘ ]Rfl?ﬂl{ 1% Gardner Murphy left the Umle{f S’@teg/ n ﬂg:z;ngﬁ : The ool t}ﬂﬂﬁ of qu gﬁﬁnnmr:s/workcd out jointly with our BritishS0,. y o g
bﬁpg}d a/)’,c r 1t India, and in 1952 he relocated in Ka“"’&“ e 7 o cH colleagues ‘played partan préparing us for such studies, but, St ),
ing Dirgg lﬂrﬂ eaearch at the Menninger Foundation O',I;HP 7 /7/ " having found thﬁisj;ms o the tsual methods of appealing for spon- A
Efcn lh£§ unucd to participate in the Society rom a S [RRcoUs Ghas #66a dt Shieh asngdmﬂaal abpeals: Touad Tobits. et
distance. his %wncc &}‘ﬁ strongly felt. Although extenswi :I:';P@ e %, / Inquiries, newspaper a lscn{mls and public opinion U;amUpll:‘cgti
rimentation was going’on at the ASPR, fewer positive re U ch U . were bringing almost no rﬂ@;lg n Bmﬂmdﬂfalm hodm
J‘gc?s gﬁcurrtd ‘e d, where | f[/C/ Séales b dct:rm:lncd ugll:?“ isml}:;me QIE }fu $:-:'£ Maga
, W ade with on
K 4/7& In 19491950, the **Midas touch™ had f:gre upfflégc rvﬁd out an S Ln:':““g‘ r?:u?thclr staff writers came 1o visit G'Min Topeka and
f'é /dg 0 students, S David Kahn and Ulric grr 51) PGSI- conduygte ries of intensive interviews. . . . In a “"boX" published ©
<9 %Vy |nﬂugbuve ESP experiment using 2 cumpﬁmr le E‘ tical in ;nnrﬁt \ﬂﬂbcach of the three ncwspapcr articles which ap- \79(5
"o / l’@; e?ﬁlb} were obtained from 5Iudenw/ln Obasn ’ﬂl skep % %M/
00/7 & /' . VV ¥ Oc, oy, J/O(/ % <9/7 / r J/O,
‘an, Srec.’ Y o e o & e Q. Cy K Yo
C; S Cq o 5 K y S SN iy PR o Yoy 7
i =Sg o R Ny PSR, -/ G, To, SO ‘he Org & Cq Q
N /) v, .J/%/ o Sy Al Opy o, X ‘o Y ’, Se
Yoy, 50, “ap,. S Yo o in VidEe, b Bt M Ry I
Cay, "6 % l o . Q@S@ 4/7@0 f@,of /‘/"9/7[ Cqy he ) 0'/./7 A, ) y0/7/
SOC/ Qx .//79 O >e Vo fC/Z OQO A Ool(/ s S__/'m_ /(P@S@n %f/ f@hh ! op 0‘9/
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phy's absence and

Journal of the American Socie

510 g
i ¢ asked readers to send
; ssive Sundays . . W ¢
e’ mcc:i:nccﬁ to the Amencan Society
counts of expe B . o)

search. (Dale, White,

were received. Dal¢classified the incoming

L1 £
. the “grade A CHSC.S. Mtht}Ugh_lhe maga-
repopts ‘““d fﬂi‘:&ﬁ l;fcagc Dale. shé felt that all the efforts made
hadpetteony nsufficient funding, this work did’ not go
en up until years laterdDale,cWhite((&

About 1,200 replies

smoothly and was'no! writl
Mt';'r\‘?h}:;;:::(z;‘became «fraller and smaller; the Annual-Reports

¢ (b __
mentioned cNUCISMS arid
membership aguvilics:

ing that ps
all;_i :.:n 21:? l::e:;adga letter from a Texas supporter who called them
D ,

‘ - idential reports, the
" o * According @0, the apnual prest Y s
“S“;;bmé':ird was groping fof @ chanige and a new direction for its
; cﬁh efforts. In 1958, Murphy-avas aske'd 1. COMe Mp w'-lh "
;:;MThc rustees were now willing“o consider funding viable

' i ital taken from the Snciet?ffs grm_ving endowment.
%?f:f;:: :;plgf Hyslop's Scottish thrift, which ‘strangled the
3 {ivities~was at an end. . _
ASI:!};S;cliau:-a Dale./the ASPR’s principal wnr:ker. resigned. She
had been ‘nvm'ﬂrkcd and ‘underpaid, dnir]g the job of two people:
editing theJournai and ¢onducting experiments and large surveys
f spontaneotis cases./ She also hadIC th
Enr:E:pondcncc 4fid the  mever-ending stream of visitors to the
library, where her desk was. She moved to Long Island, where
there was more space to raise her prize boxers, and took a position
sas_a technical editor. 2, * :
aS’Rﬂhca White. a creative parapsychologist wl_'nu bhad been-!;.ramed
by Rhine at the Duke Parapsychology’ Laboratory, was I‘III‘GC!_ to
take -Dale’$cplace. White and Dale closely c:nllabnrated aglcoleﬁ
leagues/and friends. A psychologist, Marjorie Newstrand,“was -

hired part-tifie to do joint interviews with While.withwprﬁm;smg.»/}
spantanébas case percipients in an effort to cast light on the psy- ;

chology of thé psi process. White made progress in finalizing the

report of the- ASPR’s case survey (Dale, White, & Murphy, 1962), .
primarily beca(se afterir year at the office she insisted on doing her

writing and editorial work’@vhome where she was free from con-
stant interruptions. She succeeded well as editor, and she con-
ducted several classroom ESP experiments with the.collaboration
of a friend who was a guidance counselor on Lﬂng-,lsland,/(wmte &
Angsiadt, 1961, 1963a, 1963b, 1965). However, Whité found herself

C fr;.'_’

for Psychical Re. ¢/,

discontent concerning the research and <0,

| re¢all J. B. Rhine expressing the upiniaﬁ-, &
vchical resedrch societies were past their “¢,

had to cope with the Society's
@‘3’8@
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The ASPR: 194121985
S5HI

working 70 hours g week for i mh«-h;cm:e W
S d I"s) age

find a more productive means sp earning and decided to

| a_living as well ; f
self to thin parapsychologic: "8 as well as free
She reSigned in 1962 and enrolled iﬂi:ﬂl:cprnbléms in a

Librayy Schaol while also doing rese
under the direction of Gardne hy. White havi .
that ‘the Joiirhal could, be edited from o baae” 1 aOlished

THE 1960s AND, 1970s; DE‘EJ{DES bF'Pﬁﬂﬁnﬁss

From 1962 on, the Jﬂun;a! /A > ..
dards maintained by Laura Dt?:‘. ﬁ{?fyr:;’:ffﬁff;d - hﬁh Stan-
unsolyed, but the ASPR was now ready. for dcti oS, Were il
irst came the engagement of Fraser N i
worked, with Rhine and then had been

chology Foundation. In 1961 and |
ASPR’s/ Research Associate. 2

Nieol, who'had previously
supported by thé Parapsys

, he was employed as the

_ He had pioneered multivar: :
*_ o’/ anate o
odolegy in“parapsychology and loved the history of psych?cze::-

search. However; instead of the ex -
search prqucts, Nic¢ol wanted to rerﬂifit; ‘:1 ::-:it :‘:rr;ﬂ;?tr“h rc-.
The ASPR's publications did not have gz cumulative ind:: F:::SL
access to their contents was difficult to accomplish Nic::-l 52:
out t.u_lpdex the S‘fnciety's publications, Heé/did more ,w;:rk than h

had initially promised, adding short abstracts of’each itefn ‘mdcxedﬂ
Thrs‘was monumental, painstaking work fér which Nicol féund ;;
-.pubhshﬂ!ﬂ lpadvertently. he stepped on’some tues: Dafe Jopp ded
the‘public¢ation of Nicol's work, indicating séme slight crrﬂ’:sfo z:md
there was concern over the ownership of the workyif puEIishn;d A
commiltee ‘was . established to consider the matter. and ﬁnallj*«ihe
ﬁrmec‘l was dr’upped. I"watched this development with cold shiv-/
ers, seeing how easily good, painstaking work done over a p-e’ﬁ’od,
of years could be buried<n the’ ASPR files. |
The ASPR:E_tidc turned /1962 when Gardner Murphy took
over t'he presidency. Oncé’again, fie, was decisively and devotedly
sp_et::dmg‘ much of his time in parapsychology. He began his ad-
ministration with a published statement 10 the Board in which he
expressed his goals for the ASPR? 19."*do solid work in the nurture.
cncouragement, and training of research sciéfitists in the prosecu-
tion of research, and in the establishmeéfitcof an intelligent public
attitude toward-psychical research in this generation and those that
are 1o come™ (Murphy, 1962a, p. 204). Murphy had receiveda large
grant from theé litleson Eg_mily Foundation for his work on creativ-
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« determined to kindle flames in many p “r,, CQ 2
ty and ESC lil; l::e ‘he ASPR. Later that year, he invited me&l%:‘fc/) ;fﬂ::‘hng“permhnﬂhl}' W Gplgﬂ/ﬂwmd B
including his © ker in hiscold, beloved place. T w ‘?f : as the transpersonay 7 Interest in such
B, join the staff as the nﬂ;lr'r::;’r"d ooki uﬂ@(s)of Dlrectnr of R:*S /C/@ issue. Murphy returned to (hes Jﬁggrh of ESP and the survival
' istic, 10 2 €S agaf :
e, en e epUmt, (i, gt s g 10 it b S St e WS 2
W So .“arfh' - ~umstance which I Ialef cha it th% research problems werc; /8965, 1969
- K, S myself, a crct vmde F50pe po ﬂ‘%?ﬂ'lﬂ adv Mﬁ“ d) unattractive to - N VOgue at the time J
7S )Bm now on, this will be an ! 12 an- cumfn*g frofm Ag ch cia us, like the clickity-clack 9
L ey, u?%nnwms this period firsthand dnd very w el have JFund“f GZ}Ing was ﬁs Workshops. il W
[ ‘4 Si@O’ \F;rgc dv e of no longer being adclacwfg‘ n’ m %@cwc?{} proa %mber ON¢ task. Murphy and | /r K
@ Vg IQ:,'F in lh? ‘F?g "d thin of it, immersing fty{c ﬁ@&hal W‘S}#c ¢ ceived W 85"7!“9 %? ﬁ:%';"s and all the replies we ar;: Q &
S off o Q :
7 Q%SF@Q 9/71‘ h@é osh address—3880 thl/ﬁ@&rcnu/ Y, Hey psychﬂlngy "ﬁ’l éé"é}d 9:36 ¢red Murphy grants on e
In m@'agﬂ}sé‘ we ap ¢7-a ry o me now, but | ca np ney Is actually th Cc
mmdcﬂ@l oy ‘? e (ﬁaﬂﬁfﬁw \t;ﬂrkcdrs Hﬂwer;tfr ) M‘:‘mg%fo 9| </ Fortunately, we fare qu;t QM; lh":,g for this” Yoy, e
inadequate ere were Q, Q )
else ﬂhﬂu:i e P ngl{}:@ ¢ y‘:e bin . lh‘i N for the desk of 3:: SOC 7 //7 @S@ S@Q C;;;Tv;:ruals The first check éﬁeﬁ%;} %gidaﬁﬂllh wealthy
good-size poesl dele W llman *Oh, you survived th /@1‘ B, some secretarial hﬂp wil Sl could
Administrative Secretary, Adele We ¢ <, Co hdpe/ at more would be f h ¢h was déne elyl nly of-
~_withca faint smile that could not Yo orthcomingto syst
weekend,” she would {’@9‘ nte- )’“ & X U 5 ong talk with Chester Carl m PO{“‘@
fa (horoGghly disillusioned person. Both rooms A arlson and received
hide the suffering 0 e &2 Es\%l 34"9 one room contained m Yoy, opm dd%‘* help. Carlson later invited me to wsﬂf “t /70 ,
wers lined w8 duﬂf L yc ear ng, equipment to spea{ /C&/ oﬁlg not”afford a plane ticket, I took 4 bus and vl hﬂ ? N
was no lab, no res al_m an was
ﬁtnl l:gt thusiasm on the faces a::»l}’i the P"-“?{e lg, who walked in. ﬁ@%ﬂ ar{d“anlsmwalf:h[?:by bus station. There was sume( /Ewb
Everythi out-of-date and run down, cxccrft/ the excel- the ex nu losc ":5 that fascinated me: their melding afP >/ 0
lent air cgﬁmmné hmd me. Rhea White worked on hér research © gether with the spﬁ}s &;‘;‘e and empirical aspects of psi m_@S@Q YA
project vﬁuslly al , and, at the time, also seemed dispirited \79&5 splintered into small panf ybe it is a large whole that is not to be ¢y
boubjhe ofganiza €u rmerly well-attended ASFR lectures ey, A it! With Murphy, o s We usually "@l do in investigatin |
“ﬂ““ ““ﬁﬂ? dé'{; w-gnly 30 pessons. 2Nt CS / from vast cullu};"al E;rf:f;ﬁg br:a:lhf the ir which arosg
At the time it vas Lﬁl}f}pul{@ﬂ%me’ to,understand (as 1 do now) the 0/ _ Yo, 1™ A "% riential immediacy which slruwcllt b’ %“?ﬁﬁ Eﬂa@ the expe-
o heroism of Dale Ihe%lgtr.‘-’ W ‘kﬂfgfd to keep the Society 95, Ve 7 ), tered states as conducive to m: IPJ] nzcdf/ t al-
bb’.ca going, in spite of the 6byt n‘IISIﬁ ement. The effect “o , & o " throu UVery intensive mednafnz ‘vod i ﬁ%@cd%
¢ 4. of the Scottish thrift was ont m,;vc Y cornerc | took this as a &c, ’ &5, Doreis, Carlson_was the psychic d ey achised &
o O nnmfm help urﬁh i he tide. In ‘s, Carlsor A yelic in the “““sg%fhﬂ ffeﬁhcs P
6. “Eghallenge and was dete /e Carison said he“had been as materiali 70
e , Sr " Ve reftospect, it would have been mscl%i)? n ess EEO/‘@volved 4@]:&9«:5 HW“E had been ki ‘Z“’-' as any Ofhis ph‘?@icgsl 6‘4 /
P “O4and 10 Haye paid more heed to continuityyd us é‘na,blu{gsgbc loshgccp @thy at wnhﬁp ind enough to let 7
Or e 'Oci?f cm%ﬁ [Etendly terms with the old gu G’z‘ 3 downstai ng Toom ~whi Im He made a drawing in ﬂ‘@ /7
- O he 4 d K' Oﬁc ’ i Qd)e was in their upstairs b-edmnm /O/‘
Jf% Murphpo asically gave me carte blanc ¢ 4apd I(p trying to ni: gh ﬂﬂvg,wmﬁ/bf Cqp O
: c? c’?,e neéded. He urged me to immediately start % éfunds /O/‘ ¢ similarities, wh|£h /c[hg " kkepticdl s?;é‘nwn l:' he scored some S0
or opr new’ h program. A second survey on the death pbsé- “op, cording to Chcster on b%{y y explained away. Ac- 1
\almn% phy smgpa and nurses was on my agenda as a carry She said: “| cuul::ln { ﬂ:‘t ISI}cu @T;l;igownitm;s apologizing.
from my wodk at'the, Parups}chnlogy Foundation (Osis, l%l)'%s@ /O(//‘L dachshund dog,” which tumeé out tzl éé&xa?; ;;al%ahr: e hd
o Murphy had backed the cﬁtl)v:r project and showed no less support 97, 4 ]/ drawn to tease her. That did it: Fro‘&sslhcﬁ @J Chester \: oy
S5 4 for it now. We also had sevéral ESP n:s.car@ rojects in mind: ~ U ¢ vinced of the reality of psi. @&f }/7&/ as con-
- “Vrn, . ESPin relation to space and time, and the rejati ESP to states ¢/ Chester Carlson himself be int
4 7 o_of cons e imself became deeply interestedin. parapsy-
e @/ﬁ sj.:c clousness, mood, and attention states, & )9 secmed chology, read th ﬁum and gave financial supponl geveral
Vo W )/O; e /'»;,mﬂ“.':.‘ftd“f;é'““” | was attractéd J,m ﬂlurph I;*f-;::f;‘mrnt:l'n cent €5was an ASPR Board member from 1964 to
‘0,7[( "1y 6, 2 (/3’ . grated rescarch Pmb“'ﬁ‘é“ ‘ﬁ‘glﬂfﬂ"@ O and h‘ﬁﬁu lfﬁc/ed our projects from the beginning of /
Q Q o 4 0 Cq
Of ‘he - R4 S ) 84 : IOSJ/ CO/” Q % = O/é’ (/@[J/ £ ,0/%\9@ ) R /‘@W J/O S0, &
/ / Ch S 0 ~ /
/) . /)/ C[‘ S[ S,q (6 C / Oy Qr /0/ |
Cq 0 s A A ’h / Ch, QC{ SN / S,q Oy
O, /7() Q. O L C&h Opy [S Q(QA 4/7).\ /) Y2 / Vel C/)/.f‘.\
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my career al the ASPR until his
Dorris Carls

; among them. |
f::rsi‘:'it?lgfand alfﬂ the paranormal. So far as Fcan tell, she seemed

to, have swayed an
Carison left aJegacy ©

/

717
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untimely death in 1968. Then f
' ~ 1 of support through 1972 Ly

on continued the same level of support through 1972, ¢

Carlson supported several kinds of ¢auses, parapsychology being ¢

g His wife was basically, centered on the |

d supported hiscinterests in‘these’ dyrections,
f about one million dollars to the,ASPR-—the
in source ofVits endowment. e o
maégr:;u; s help Was,much more than financial: H_,E helped me in" A
Visioning projecis. We, used to brainstorm at hischome befuré/
e as decided.<These long sessions often improved our’ re-
funding was decided. ' - h ! % o
' Hi . and ‘manner were different from-Mur- 9
search designs. His, style ‘ L Iro r- 2y
hv's. but he, 100, was conéerned about metatheoretical Issues i,
P;a p},ychnlﬂg}’- sUch-as the essential nature of ESP, its relation- /= 4,
Ehip to physical and spiritual dimensions, and the survival issue.
He supported our projects désigned to investigate these
metatheoretical issues. Just three days before _h_|s death: we
ffice with another spiritually minded

brainstormed all day in my O :
physicist, Edward Samson. Carlson searched Eastgr_n philosophy
as well as Western thought for insights on the Spiritual and the

aranormal.'© by
y Contact with the Carlsons put me on the spiritual path of med- e \7985

itation. 4t waspersonally very rewarding and I feel made me a
but it also alienated me from some of my

better parapsychologist, ! |
culleagﬁ:es both avithin’and without the ASPR. Dorris had a knac:k/
of getting across to‘me thé qualitauiye side of spiritual and psychic

processes, which was a greal ‘help _fﬂr my work, cspeciall:f w_hen C’0,7[‘

designing and conducting otr experiments/on ESP and meditation. Q
Proper space for research work was necessary- In‘ 1963, we

rented/three rooms on East 73rd “Street,“which p,_rnwdcd ufﬁ-ce

space for three persons and housed ourdirst €xperimental equip-

ment. including a first-generation small computér: As our, work

progréssed, ‘we began searching for a town house. Ino1966, our ’70.’

present headquarters was on the market, but the Board decided” b

against the building. I then arranged for Carlson to see the house, O,

Along witlian architect who was on the Board, we entered the’ 5

building with flashlights: The shades were closed, there was nos Ot

electricity, and dirt and dust were everywhere. Carlson thoroughly Qf%

inspected the house. The debris did not seem to bother him; he saw :

the place with eyes that looked to the future of the ASPR and its

growth potential. Suddenly, he turned toward me and-said, * Karlis,

you néed something like this for your work. I"will double my |

plédge to the building fund.” Because all’the divergent/factions of |

the Board . understood that language, we purchased the building. o

O‘/ i
Q
QS@ ‘9/’@ |

The ASPR:194]-7985
515

The growth of the ASPR, a$’Garison had
way.

Equipping the laboratory with the ap
easy. M){; first bet was on the wr
contained reports about conditi | |
knew 00f course, that the w..rf::ris;l'i'::;:n:e:lrl ghaﬁ.ruc::l?it:ﬂ e g, We
lmndah‘;y'ﬂf sl!‘:u:;?mneuus ESP. Therefore, we av;»:;]
to:condition hallucinations which could s, s '

We did not/get any clear extrachanci -;:;::ha: 1FEhlfk fﬂ;ESP’
essential “for experimerits on psychnphyainlﬂgicalpiayr%;alljes &
well as physical ones. Mdrphy “was especially interested in
psychophysiological, indi¢ators of  ps;. hoping to find d E
states and induce them' through biofé¢dback methods Gfmn: iy
Gulliver was tied down; “We dof't need a po]ygm:ph" wagm: '
consensus of the Research Commitise. Howeéver, Muy has .
couraged me to order one if I could find dutside n;n;me r?n: ‘tcnl.
raised some of the needed funds from friends in T:.uﬁyP I Jl

vania, etc., but I was still $500 short. Murphy tfién got out hﬁ:rzz -
check‘bnnk, and the polygraph was ordered. | was moved 16 t,ear:
by this gesture, and sympathized when he had to face“a storm

Bua!'d session because of it. The polygraph later became ouf et:n}:
terpiece for recording lab data from specially designed equipment
imllt for :ul-uf-tto_dy research. It has been the pride of the ASPR:
ei;hfa;; “2 television crews have filmed the nid Ink wriggles of its

envisioned it, was on Its

Research Projects

Early in the’1960s, with the support of a grant fromi the Ittleson
Family, Founidation’and later the Scaife Foundation. Gardret Mur-
phy’ set out.to explore the similarities between creativé and ESP
processes, funding seéveral researchers under his program., myself
included. He saw'in both‘processes the greater play of the uncomn?
scious when cOnscious  confrol, was - de-emphasized. He favored
Investigating relaxed, dissoCiative states, whereas | proposed that
we explore the highly ardused, ‘intensive states which artists, musi-
cians, and writers use for their peak achievements. Murphy was
intrigued by this idea. I conducted in‘depth interviews with 29
artists, asking questions for about foar hours,each. Their state-
ments were’ carded, cross-indexed, and evaluated- by qualitative
and quantitative’methods. Through her literature research, Marian
Nest‘e‘r assisted by supplying statements by and about well-known
sensitives and meédiums dn, regard to their experiences of psi and
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prescientific meditation literature, seemed to suggest an ease of 7 Q)

| on flow. We again developed a multivariate design to
::“xfsir;:lthc effects of meditation on ESP.scores. It was difficult to
segregate the many factors involved; !JU[' we succjeeded in 1den-
tifving the ingredients active in the meditation experience. Ed Bok-
ert. Mary Lou Carlson, and 1 worked closely together and pub-
lished thisawork both in the ASPR’s Jourhal (Osis, & Bokert, 1971)

ahd in the Journal of Transpersonal Psychology (Osis, Bokert, &

Carléon. 1973). Our work was frequently cited ‘by othérs in the
4 -

f

/
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day-long ASPR forum was held, aifmed at attracting academics in

the New York area. Faculty mlembers and researchers from 34
institutions were in attendance.

Marian _Neslf:r. Eloise Yerger, and Frances
Membership Sec'!‘elaries, part-time positions supported by dona-
tions from“Arthur’ Twitchell and W. P. Bentley, were the driving
wedge of the membership campaign. The position was abandonéd
later;”and EXecutiveé Secretary Laura F. Knipe took over most of
its functions. Rhea White updated and improved our library:

Kish served as

: | ; X
meditation literature, and the psychological scales we developed to </, " 4

ea<ire dimensions of the meditation experience were often used 7, ¢

by other tesearchers. _ <, O o 9hy

In the 19708, we organi * | 3
the aforementioned. survey on deathbed and'near-death experi- ¢/ (o
ences. and we developed methods for experimental and survey P
research on out-of-body experiences (OBEs). The OBE experiment G
was designed to measure psychophysiology, visual perception, anfi
physical indices of the ostensible OB presence. Wf:. chose a posi-
tive approach: to test aspects of the experience which could indi-
cate that something of the personality could act independently of
the physical body.

At the timie, a negative, reductionist approach to the OBE was ©
fashionable, such as (ésting variables such as imaging skills and b ’
peculiarities of dreaming inthe hope of reducing OBEs to a product 1 % B
of these @nd other psychological functions. With the help of many °/ P Oy
staff members and consultants, we ‘developed new procedures and 0/ & Oy 1
equipment to tackKle the problems involved in OBE research. We <5 <
obtained highly pertinent results (Osis, 1978), chiefly with Alex
Tanous and Ingo Swann (Osis & ‘McCormick, 1980; Osis & Mitch- S
ell, 1977). Donna McCormick assisted in mostof these experiments,
and Boneita Perskari and Janet Mitchell‘assisted’in some:, Our re-
search attracted international interest from the¢’media/ On the-other
hand, we received stiff opposition from many of ‘our colleagues.

/ >F //70
Membership 307 : :

Before Gardner Murphy took over the presidency in 1962, our by I
membership had plateaued at around 800. However, under 'Mur-) \) 3
phy's leadership, various efforts were devoted to recruit morecs O, »
desirable members and’ 10 actively involve them in the ASPR. <. / /
Lecture attendance more than tripled by 1965, each lecture av- ~
eraging well over 200 people. Small group activities were instituted.

Our research projects used the talents of otin;members, e.g., 500
members were pretested for our long-diStance ‘experitfients, and
about 200 participated in transcontinental experiments., In 1965, a

z6d. and carried out the Indian portion of - O'é/c i /

@[J/ ]

instituting a new cataloguing system (o provide better access to the
book collection. By 1965, membership ‘reached over the 1.200
mark, and this was doubled by 1968 Maran /Nester launched the
ASPR Newsletter in 19687 /This greatly ifiproved the contact be-
tween the membership and our headqaarters.

An air of excitement and enthusiasm was present and fel by the
members during that era; this atmosphere helped, to baild a new
ASPR, Part of the success can be attributed t6 the strong effort that
was made to bolster the Society's membership activities, ‘as well 4s
to the efforts of the research staff and volunteers. It was aided also
by the changed cultural climate, initiated by the subculture of the
1960s,”which“included interest in ESP and the search for a ‘mew
meaning of life. We at the ASPR had all hoped that an increased
membership would improve the financial status of the ASPR.
However, the expenses for services and administration increased
more than the income from dues. Moréeyer, oaly the activities of

the Research Department were able 1o attract substantial financial
support.

Edvcation

In, 1963/ and 1964, Frederick C. Dommeyer ‘and Rheéa  White
£1963a, 1963b; 1963¢,51964) published a 122-page survey.on “Psy-
chical Research ‘in Colleges and Universities.” In 1970,“Rpbert
McConngll came, up with the potent idea of organizing a campaign
to have courses on parapsychology taught in institutions of higher
learning; to this /end,”he produced ‘a’curriculum guide. Marian
Nester seized this ideaand éstablished an Education Department at
the ASPR. Her intentiofi-was 10 compile, reading lists and other
materials for would-be teachers of parapsychology and their stu-
dents, as well as to provide themiwith adyice about curnculum.

Later, a directory was compiled  entitled Courses and Other
Study Opportunities in Parapsychology. 1t contained information
about collegedevel opportunities for studying parapsychology, for
both credit and nonscredit. The directory was arranged geographi-
cally. For eachstate of/gountry it listed the institutions, the type of

L
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course or program, the instructor(s), and any additional details of

interest. The directory revealed some  surprising information:
About 150 institutions of higher learning hadscourses on parapsy-

chology. * _ B, :
It was not easy to provide students with’ material that was in-

teresting enough to motivate themcin an elective course, while
sim@ltanéously being scientifically sound. Many instructors greatly

appreciated the, information that the ASPRvwas able to suPply.«-).
However, ‘as time progressed, many other organizations and indi- ~ »
Viduals flooded the field with competing publications’and services;/ ,
the ASPR s“previously exclusive role as provider of educatiunalh

information was over, but the department still continued.

Journal

As the 1950s drew to/a close, thé Journal of the American
Society for Psychical Research was at a low ebb as measured by
the amount of qualified publishable material; the annual volumes
were slim, totalling about 180 pages. ‘When Rhea White took over
the Journal in 1959, she was required to split “her time between
research, answering the ASPR mail requests, and editing JASPR.
She managed to turn the tide despite that: The Journal grew to 208
pages by’ 1962. 'When 1.aura Dale returned in 1962, she became

editor on a full-time basis;”which is an understatement, as she ,
usually volunteereéd. an extra 20chours per week to the task. For
Dale, JASPR became a magnificent ©bsession, her life’s work. Her’

dedication was evidenced by thé growth and quality of the Journal.
It increased to over 300 pages annually in 1964, to over 400 pages
in 1966, and to over 500 pages in the pedk-time of the early 1970s.
From then on, JASPR stayed around the 400 figure, which was the
same as in the period prior to the “revolution™ in 1941¢

Dale’s editorship brought with it a shift i JASPR's contents
from ‘@ predominance of theoretical papers 1o, a clear majority of

experimental ones. In the 1940s and 1950s, theoretical and philo- ¢
sophical papérs dominated experimental ones by a rough ratio of~
3:1"/The change in emphasis was gradual, but by the 1970s; JASPR, 9,
completed, the shift to a dominance of experimental and te¢hnical” /
/.0
y A ‘/f
though theoretical and philosophical papers diminished in number, <

reports, as inthe tradition of the Journal of Parapsychology. Ale

book reviews held their ground. Thus, Laura Dale’'s editorship

made a deep impression on the course of parapsychology from 1963
through 198].

In the 1970s, the conservative wing of parapsychology dominated
both 6f the major American journals in the field, JASPR ‘%and the

Journal of Parapsychology. The journals provided a/generous.

Q/" [t/.
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forum for the conservatives, bt

were less frequently publishéd: Thi

why the student interest, which r:a:h:::Ia igmﬂnn:s c;c:h;n:;asups
the 19@5- and 1970s, did not take root, dcvc!bp, and blgssnmn;";lm
p‘rofessmnal careers. There was no forum available for the diacus?
sion of those subjects which excited students (as well as the libcral
wing at" parapsychology). Yet such a forum is essential for the
ma‘lt“lil'mmn and ‘concretization of ideas. | '

Lhisonew conservatism also hampered the A :

which was cngageﬁd i work that appcP:red to be “?:’;ﬂl_a:ltzr:t;:g:
cates of the hard’line in parapsycChology: In the 1960s. Murphy had
intervened and secuted thé publication of 6ur work by evaluating
rejected papers and making soggestions for improvement, which
rendered them worthy of publication:, In the 1970s,-however, the
OBE research was communicated primarily, at conventions [E)sis
1974, 19?5, 1979; Osis & Haraldsson,1976). through brivate send-
outs (Osis & Perskari, 1975), and in one article.in the Journdlof the
Saciety for Psychical Research (Osis & Mitchell; 1977), Only ‘ane

?;spg;'imenta] report was published in JASPR (Osis & McCoérmick

the more liberal-minded authors

THE'YEARS AFTER GARDNER MURPH Y

The years after 1975, which marked the end of Murphy's active
leadership, although he lived until 1979, seem more appropriate for
a discussion of the contemporary ASPR, rather than of the history
of. the Society. I shall, therefofe, touch upod/thesé yvears in a
cursory manner, mainly to accentuate: Murphy’s role/in théChistory
of the ASPR.

In“the light of his advancing years, Gardner. Murphy's stfeéngth
was admirable. ‘Serious health problems set in arotnd 1970, and by
1975 he was séverely incapacitated. In 1971, Murphy SIePPed down
from the ‘presidency in favor of Montague Ullman, his trustéd
friend and colleague. ‘Ullman/greatly respected Murphy. He ¢on-
sulted with him and'maintained his ASPR policies. Thus, the change
in the leadership of the’Society resulted, not in an abrupt discon-
tinuity, but in the gradual décliné ©f Murphy's influence.

Gardner Murphy's absence was/strongly felt. Although the Board
and the staff were the same, a.change nevertheless set in. We lost
Carlson’s support; the purchasing powe¢r,of our endowment de-
creased to half of what it had been{ /and prignties shifted from
research to education and the Journal. Membership also slowly
declined, as didJecture attendance, which dropped from over 200
to about 60. The “énthusiasm which had once been evident and
necessary for growth was nowhere to be seen. What did the ASPR
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lose along with Gardner Murphy? The‘ﬁ::llﬂwing is my own, peri/
sonal interpretation, which of course, 1§ far from infallible.
Gardner Murphy had a mountaintop view of cultural history, but,
at the same time, he had a warm concern for l!*mt which blossomed
in the valley. He was an authority on the h1§1ury of psyr_:hulngy
(Musphy, 1949a), as well as on prescientific philosophy,-which was
evidert in his books, e.g., Asian Psychelogy (Murphy & Mu;phy_
19683 and Wesrern Psychology (Murphy & Murphy,, 1969). Murphy
Had a talent for discerning good, positive achiévements and poten-
tialities, and Aor a‘much wider variety of contexts and areas than
would bé true of most other people. In the book of<Genesis, a

single’line 1§ vepeated againcand again, “*And God saw that:it was Sy

good.” Murphy'¢/sight was not that unconditional: He clearly dis-
cerned inefficient méthods, Views, and research, but he did have an
eagle eye for seeing the good. That included people. And that is
what made our organization’ a unified whole.

Those of us who did not’make the mountaintop, but camped on
its foothills, could not see as far as Murphy did. That which lies in
the valley in front of one may be Seen clearly and look good, but
usually that which is hidden from one's/sight is/construed as illus-
ory or as sheer nonsense.

When the giant on the mountaintop left, the unifying power of
his sight aléé>departed, The Board and staff split sharply into two
factions, éach pérched dipon its own hill and holding fast to the
truth of singular, narrow landscapes. More often than not, Murphy
had been @ble to ¥econcile widely divergent perspectives. Within

the areas of legitimate research, hecbrought together those with /

reductionist views'4i.e., réducing all phenomena to ESP, PK, or
chance), and those who wished to conduct legitimate research into
such problems as survival,"OBEs, and psychic healing. The post-
Murphy differences in the ASPR, weré mot reconciléd, but were
manifested in fights between factions and inbehind-the-scéne poli-
tivs. Although Murphy trusted people and delégated some of-the
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Board's. decision-making power to others, «fter he' was gone the’

power was misused or even revoked, and the numbér of trivial
topics addressed by the Board increased. ¢ F

Of course, Murphy was not always right, nor could he always get
his waydremember my simile of Gulliver tied down?). Sométimes

disputes occurred, ‘and, when they did, he was saddened by them./

But Murphy was successful on enough occasions to lead the ASPR
to a lengthy period of growth.

In the absence of a giant, a new style of leadership and a line of
command needs to be developed, one which subordinates the
views from individual vantage points to . thé Jargéer, prospect
provided by the ASPR’s goals for parapsychology. The ASPR is
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still a viable, funded organization, and it has the potential for
rebirth into another century 6F happy, productive existence.
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