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In a difficult field of research the survival problem is perhaps
the most difficult. Why be concerned with it ? The very complexity
of the problem and the'need for ingénious research is challenging.
But the survival question is important mainly because it asks about
a crucial event in the existence of every human being, death. As
Dr. Herman Feifel says in The thun; af-Death (McGraw-Hill,
1959), a person’s attitude toward death “can serve as an important
i:;;gmizing principle in determining how he conduects himself in

'E.."

Survival research combines two difficulties: scarcity of data and
the problem of interpretation, Ostensible survival phenomena were

parently less rare in earlier times. This is probably not because

ere were more, gifted subjects aviilable then, but because more
efforts were made tofind them. Research that depends on whether
suitable subjects will voluntéer for testing at a laboratory is not
likely to go far.

The newcomer to this area should familiarige himself with these
earlier efforts. He ought to do so, notwith the purpose of reaching
a judgment about the survival hypothesis, or even aboiit the
simpler question whether there is decisive evidence for psiin this
material, but to become aware of the problems of analysis and
interpretition which may confront him in his own’ researclu

A study of survival, of necessity, includes the general field ‘of
psychical research-because the psi abilities of the living play a
central role in the counterhypotheses, At this stage, it is even more
important that the investigator should form a clear picture of the
conventional psi processes than of the survival hypothesis itself.

¢, If he can discover something about the nature and limitations of
the channel of information that connects 4" subject with events
distant in space and time, an important step will have been taken
toward a test of the survival hypothesis, We cannot know whether
% subject is communicating with the decéased if it is equally
El:.mib]l: that. the ‘information was obtained solely by means of

i gwn ESP abilities.
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The research worker of today has some advantages over his
Pmda%n. Developments in statistics, personality testing, and
mﬂmﬁnﬁ for measuring physical and physiological effects
willh J% thedesign of better projects. Recent progress in areds

research and the work with ‘‘consciousness
el o, : t leads, since ostensible commu-

expanding’, drugs may abo |
i with deceased personalitics sometimes occurs indreams,
te, hypothetical aftér-death state might resemble ‘states
artificially induced by drugs! The inyestigator should be guided
by actual rescarch opportunities, ‘not by some image of the “ideal”
o. case which will once and for all .fmu survival. Psi phenomena
S0t and ostensible survival phenomena’in particular are

Vel
Yeg y made to order.

Dg,. ,' QS,O/'[f, after & major research effort, the investigator finds that he

9, Or mot proved anything about survival, but only about living
b’ Cq &qbpﬁ, this is not a defeat; it may lay the foundation for a
1 /decisive attack. Discoveries about the nature of  psi/are
mycd’&ngnut the force or weakness of the counterhypotheses,
Fortunately, ESP and PK often appear to operate in their most
striking form in the same subjects and situations where ostensible
il.'lﬂi:fl phenomena &re found.

Research in this area can therefore, be profitable also for

Cq who are interested/in ESPjand PK rather than
75 . survival issue as such. Thé subjects who claim that they
Yo 4 imes communicate with the deceased alsa often show greater

B abilities than the common run of laboratory subjects; it

f. e \erefore seem that they are more likely to contribute
% “information about ESP. Similarly, whether or,not alleged cases of

s

spontancous PK (“poltergeist,” “haunting”), invalve
arnat k.P icies, they may rf:ul more about the nature of PK
than the faint traces that are produced at the laboratory dice tables,

An effective attack on'ESP and PK can perhaps best be made in
gituations where there is ostensible survival evidence in the samie
way as an effective attack ‘'on the'survival problem largely depends
on ESP and PK research. L b

A meaningful expression/of the survival hypothesis must not
only relate to psi ;Enumcna but;glso ‘to-other natural events. The
o/ establishment of survival, if it ever is established, will not mean
¢ that the sitﬂur: given by physics and the other sciences is false,

but m thiat it is incomplete. This is already recognized and

additions are frequently made. s
Moreover, the survival theory has to be stated in a way that is
self-consistenit, consistent with chological findings, and
consistent with the known facts of nature. Theoretical work as
well as empirical explorations are necessary. Fortunately, among
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those who are active in parapsychology there are many capable
philosophers and scientists, The Psychical’ Research Foundation
has invited some of these to assist ifvthe clarification of the survival
problem and to outline new research projects by participating in
the present symposium. The editorial committee for the symposium
L"I:II'LIE[G'-':I of Professor C. ]J. Ducasse, Dr, Gardner Murphy; and
m

2 Ahmm of allcsymposium Enpen have & ppeared in  Theta
(Numbérs- 4-8), the quarterly bulletin of thl.: Foundation, In
consultation ‘with the.three-symposium editors and the A.8.PR.
editor, a selection of these papers is printed in full in thiv)and
subsequent numbers of the Journal/ Readers are invited to submit
papers on the aympoalum topicoor comments on the published
contributions for possible future “publication in the Jourmal,
Symposium pa should ‘be fifteen hundred words or less and
should state clearly what types of investigations, in the writer's
opinion, would provide data that are’difficult to reconcile with any
hypothesis other than that of the survival after, death of human
personality, or’ some of it. The proposalé/ need not be
restricted to) what’ might be the ideal cvidence for survival, but
can take imn l:nnitderﬂ:mn actual research opportunities or I'Eﬂﬁ':t

the writer's special interests, Eg;:‘pnmum papers and correspond-
ence should. bE sent to "'Whlt t in Survival Research "' at the
address below.

Psychical Research Foundation, Inc.
Box 6116, College Station -
Durham, North Carolina 27708

Body-Mind Theory asa” .
Factor Guiding Survival Research

GaroNer MUuRPHY

The conception of steps to be taken in survival zesearch will
depend upon an evaluation of what has Teally béen achieyed and
what cart ultimately be expected. That-is tn' say, the next steps
will be/definéd partly by our situation and the terrain in which
we niow find oursélyes, and partly by our conception of paths that
may lead from'this terrain to a defined goal.

Oy ;0 Oq
Sy
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Fmthupnmtnfvmw.]munuyntﬁmthnﬂﬂunhthe
hope by Myers, and others a half century or more ago,
of defini  settling the survival issue in & positive sense: has
m::l}/@ﬂ-nlfdﬂlhly The steady growth in the solidity and
wnum%ngfm of the biological approach to human nature, While

e questions open, has certainly not made it easy to

pl' dm;hmg the ‘personality from the living system as'a

-nlmlc lmf pru;ectmg it in time beyond the point of physical

dﬂlhThumunn,Ilhmi: tthat the question comes down to the

ufwhltnpe:unfthﬁp:rmnﬂu}'mn trerhapn,belu

mupeudmt of physical organization as to be likely to continue,

o -lthﬂtfurnwhllt.mtmiﬁ,und&gnmg ﬂ:mgﬁﬂdﬁﬂl!hlﬂgl

have life in any sense of the term. From this viewpoint,
question is to assess, not how strong the case "far $lrvival” is,

OF [bm%%ut aspects of the evidence are felevant.fo what kinds nf

to survival of certain aspects of pﬁlﬂnnllt_r
death; all this is a greatly modified and mich more cautipus
q&agpuﬁ /T,ln: next questions in survival research are thus questions
as to aspects of mdmdulhty which seem to survive, at Teast fora
while.
I think we may &xpressly state that in the case of the best
: -gwlmcc, Tﬁmc of which I l}wcdmgd to review Ii‘_l Challenge
P Research (7), we have (@) clear retention of memories
% expressed in accurate reproduction of events 1}1: the lifetime of the
of 4' iﬁyﬂrhng communicator and not known to dny living person or
%ﬁﬂ! ly interpreted as clairvoyantor retrocognitive contact with
p% (b) continuity of aim or purpose, as'in, the ‘case of some
cross correspondences, notablycwheré there iy plainly
f’ wilblowgm ch contravenes the will toward sheer)drowginess, free
lﬁh;b):m on,, mptrﬁmnl play-acting, etc.; in short, the cases like
those in which the persistence of the living Myers is found again
in the shﬂ'ﬁstenmt}f the'entity which appears to be communicating,
and (c) “personality style,”” or a type of organization or mode ‘of
interpreting the world and living it out which is highly personal
and idiosyncratic and hard to reconstruct through any conception
of automatisms or suggestibility or histrionic poses, no matter how
us. It seems to me that "whut next in survival research "'
t mean “how get evidence g themory or continuity of
€ purpose or preservation of the style 2T would say that in all three,
the study, withopowerful mediums is a major mode of investigation
and, th;réﬁm:, whﬂh:r we like the answer or not, the discovery
of powerful mediums is our most immediate task, It is, of course,
W y agreed that theére are no very powerful mediums to be
und anywhere today, and aléo that there is no very active search
being made for, them: For this reason, I think that “what nextia
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survival research ?" is something which we are failing to define in
such a way as to get ourselves to act..

£
II

From ‘my own outlook, the next step in any such. task as this
is to ‘define /the general philosophic-scientific /situation which
confronts’ our present-day attempts to make a soul or perscnality
independently definable apart the living system ‘which" it
represents; the old-problem of ‘Aristotle as to how active reason
or any other spiritual or intellectual entity can exist except as
“form” intimately related to specific matter. Plato and most of the
Western tradition have soul as'an entity really independent
of the living system and this'is exactly the concept against which
almost ll‘l'l:g modern science and all of modern thought has rebelled.
It seems to be necessary, therefore, to devote a few pages to the
simple question: Are we inexorably tied to a modern momsm of
:nuF and body,cor are there some conceivable ways in which
modern mafi/may rationally think of soul or mind as having a
certain kind of ‘existerice independent of the physical organism ?

It is still philosophically permissible to take one’s choice among
many body-mind theoriés. Indeed, C. D. Broad (1) tells us that
there are at ledst, seventeen ‘workable theories of the body-mind
relationship. In practice, howevér; the issue has become greatly
simplified since the time/of Spinoza's suggestion that mind and
body are simply two aspects of the same living reality. The research
done in the physical sciences, in the biological aciences, and in the
social ‘sciences presents no very Scrious difficulty todsy to the
conception that the living system can bé studied by the methods
of science and that, while the physical ncﬁviﬁﬂmgn on, theére is a
subjective or personal or psychological aspect likewise going on.
As fﬂmm thinks, knowing his own subjective thought, the physician
might ‘be studying the electrical activities in the man’s_brain.
The electrical activities and the other concomitant physiological
activities would simply be aspects of the same reality which is
known subjectively in his thought.

This is not “materialism,” for it does not say that the subjective
is derived from the physical. It can bel/called’ the body-mind
“double-aspect theory." One can, however, quite [egitimately say
that what is known as the physical approach is just another way of
stating the perceptual, that is, the subjective, responses of those
who study the brain. The “real reality,” so‘to speak, is the man’s
thought, and the eléctrical and other physiological activities which
the physician describes’are simply reflections of thought. This is

/

B
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not |, however, in pushing the matter to a philosophical

u as it leads into an infinite regressus; and it still does

‘too belittle the importance of the systematic space<time

ions which we know as physical science. The abstractions

of ics are highly useful in connection with the study of what

we call space, tifme, matter, energy; that is, the physical relationships

which go on as thought itself goes on. My own view ‘is that‘all

body-mind dualisms ultimately result in double-aspect theories and

that all double<aspect thepriés finally give the explanatory advantage

to the subjective ‘or personal experiefice. There is no pu?pme

whatever in denying reality of the brain and the rest of the

¢/, physical machinery of the bady; but they are not wltimate, whereas
B erience which we know in ourselyes is-ultimate.

S5, This point of view is ancient and will be found in most of the
.. 97 l;pluhggggl texts. I have stated here only an over-simplified form
¢, 'of the theory; but I did want to make my initidl position clear.

4. A important contribution of modern physical science is’the
definition of the relations of the organism to its’environment,
stating these relationships in terms of space-time and matter-energy
interactions. Thig makes it convenient to describe the physiological
substrate of mental processes without saying that the substrate is
the “cause.” At the same time, it is ur to say that the
mental or conscious event is the “cause'/ of the physiological

. “osubstrate. Since the physiological phenomena probably have to
9, reach a fairly high level of complexity to give the kind of awareness
o, ~ orconsciousness which is subjectively perceivable and describable,
¢, (&, we'may suppose that organized matter which is not Kighly enough

- e inized to be a substrate for consciousness is & substrate for

/ unconscious or semiconscious or subconscious processes,
<3/7 E &

] 11

In its study of the relations of isms to their environments,
science has, discovered a number of 'modalities by which contact
i8 maintained. For the most part, sensory communication is a
matter of sensitive spots developing on the outer surfaces of the
biving individual or, in some cases, on thé inner surfaces such as
the mucous membranes of nose, throat, or gastrointestinal canal;
and when ,_gtin:rgl;ﬁun gets above a definable thruhq?;d value, thﬁ
15 an eruption of new experience into awareness. This means tha
the phyu?:ioglul 'ﬁ' and the psychological aspect come into
view ‘at.the ‘same time and their reciprocity as aspects can’be
studied. Let us ¢éall this process of response to the environment
“sensory communication.”
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ﬁu'fl'lhu'e nn; also, however, according to’ E;ﬁ generally acceptable
aupnjﬂ:hol , the eru impressions regarding
mﬂ:ﬁu ﬂe]:;;tl. nnmcuﬁ{: thro direcy contact, known as
ce, sometimes through' contact with lnuthtr mind,
knmutaltp:ﬂ:y The processes within our living system are
contact with other processes in other systems, nonliving

and living. In fact, it is mainly these processes which we investigate.
We find it necessary to assume that space as/an abstraction
dmlapedmphymmmtuuﬁdwhmthtmnmumadn
without u any of the forms of physical en about -which
we are relatively well informed. We speak of clairvoyance and
telepathy precisely, when we do notchave anything to say about
the transfer of over space. In ex the same way, contact
is made with temporally displaced eveénts—events already past or
not yet having occurred, No whatever the nature of
time or thn solidity or flexibility ‘or discontinuity of events in the
time series has so far been shown by the findings. Consequently,
the fact of precognition has no implications oné way or the other
re fltlll!ﬂt.., deterministic, or other conceptionsof causality,
or even for the existence of a nemrﬁ‘ume sequence. Sticking to
our empirical findings, we appear to have a transcendence of the
ordinary time dependencies, just as we have a transcendence of the
ordinary space dependencies whenever organisms make the kind of

contacts which we call paranormal

Iy

From this viewpoint, we must ask oursélves under what condi-
tions these ormal contacts are actually made. On various
other oceasions 1 have pleaded that they operate ‘according to the
generally known psychological laws of motivation, sensitivity, and
variation cof threshold, in terms of needs and the principles of
association, 'facilitation, and inhibition which apply wherever
perceptual phenomena are found. In general, as worked out
separately by G. R. Schmeidler (8) in 1947 and by me (5, 6) o
several occasions, the need and habit system of the Innn,g H:I,d.lﬂdlll!
pla a prominent part in the extrasensory functions.

the needs particularly important in’ man, ‘ind in some

higher ‘animals, are those concerned ywith making contact with

tmemhurauftluupmu mmmpfemumury

perception deal with such t entities. Through ESP one

makes contact) There are, in addition, many cases wheré there (s
an intense need to act asff one were y in contact.

>

s

OQ/
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©.,
3 hwg, therefore, some working concepts necessary to explain
wﬂm&\ugh most cultures and thmughfulz the ages Extru;“n’;ﬂry
Mﬂl occur-in connection with illness and death of loved
and the peed to make contact with them both during their
Iﬁ n:hm! and, if possible, after their demise. In primitive religion,
upﬂmtﬂdnutbyﬂndrmhn,g{d] there is contact with the
deceased in the case of ghosts, p ion, and reincarnation
ena insofar as the attitudes and hopes of the members of
cult _groups aim in this direction.” There are, however, widely
¢/, varying cultural expectations and hopes, and‘the nature of the

d upon thr.- direction of the attitudes, wishes, hopes and fears,
ﬁj,n autistic and other well-known perceptual mpunun. There is,
/,0f course, a mixing of normal and ormal processes as there is
always 4/potentiation of one by the other: a normal dream may
have ‘grafted upon it a paranormal element. A normal desire to
find a lost object finds grafted upon it a deceased person or a
supernatural entity which helps in the finding
As shown by Mrs. Henry Sid ck (% 5—‘5. it is possible to
accept the hypothesis of telep t'ge living and, with only
», minor adjustments, telepathy Erm:n t]:u.': deceased. If one asks how
deceased can exist in terms/of a -ming theory such as we
sketched, just two things need to be said: (a) We have not
test idea as to the terms under which the deceased may

e mnmr:{.;f mmna;: and p hd?;d;]}hm ::d ml:-
moﬁmlgue&nn century by century rom the point
of yiew nf psychical” research, we have regarded,the mental;
personzl, or subjective aspects of organic reality as fundamlmml
and the physical aspect as one which is set up for conceptual
convenience and for such conveni¢nce only. Consequently, if there
be such a thing as survival—and this paper is completely neutral
on the issue—it wuuld robably follow that the personal aspect
should be concep c? a8 continuing and the ph}'uﬂl-ulluhr

iological upnct as dmnt m:;g‘:

t is, of course, also pnmhle some other physiological
substrate may be found, as a wave form in ‘music may set one
series of activities, like mru, vibrating and then another set like
the air columns of 9rgin pipes. The basic form or mathematical
aspect of music is not dependent ug‘:n any particular physical
structire; and if the personality is a form or reality embodying a
mnmﬁomhm well get along for a time
without a physical substraté that is yisible to us. And it may ata

. mthwh::hmnm:tumzdemmaﬂthcmfrnmhumm
% animal, supernatural, diabolical, and other entities which
Or
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later time assume another substrate which js physical and familiar
to us—though perhaps taking lurprl.!iﬂg form, The same motives
which led toward im nation in' the case of ‘mediumship may
have led to the establishment of a system, of congruent impersona-
tions among the automatists involved in the cross correspondences.
I hnv%unne accepted, as in the Piddington "Sﬁm Case”
f3. Pp- 243 the fact that a whale orchiestra of subconscious
Activities tnﬁttlmmeuf&munbeutgnmgmmnl

ifferent automatists, there is no reason to be surprised if médium-
mpmnﬂdmumhigoodrmmnngmmgﬁfhtw
beliefs about pmtmﬂm existence solidly established and carried
forward generation by generation.

Vi

So far as | can see, the logic of reinéarnation will follow all the
principles laid down. The first hypothesis will always be that the
members of any cultural group who “believe in post-mortem
existence will continue to experience and report ¢contact—visual,
auditory, etd~-with surviving entities. These entities will become
more and ‘more real to‘the observers and, at times, if there are
mihng resemblanceés between their known ways and the ways of

vuz children, the suggestion will arise sooner or later that the
en are incarnations, of the deceased. The belief will become
self-reinforcing as on thes¢ terms the ghost with which one has
been communicating will now disgppear md the child will continue
to show the attributes which the ghost previously exhibited.
[nsofar as a cult of trans n belief develops, there will
llwifn be plenty of opportunities for individuals that die within
p to be reco in children’ born dater.  The
cﬁﬂd:cn remember events in the lives of their prior sojourns
in this world insofar as they make sufficiently real psychological
contact with the group (and mostly they stick very to the
grnup which shares the belief regarding the deceased, r dmg the
:_? of trmamlgmtmn, and regarding the ntll:b:hty of a gi
child’s resh vehicle for this entity). The child may drtw
further information by clairvoyance or telepathy; he may
also draw such information by retrocognition, an hypothesis
supported by several striking cases of contact with remote past
events. Although not ordinarily a principlé” exploited in para-
psychology, we may, following Whately Carin nn (2), assume a
rich associative which makes possible a*‘psychion ty:ttm"
to- borrow,and ‘blend, mind to mind, fon:nmgh:g v

moreover, such aggregates may invade the fufure an part
edqually well.
£

( 4y led

Symposium: What Next in Survival Research? 155

The resulting theory, therefore; stretches extrasensory perception
inﬂlﬂu:g;uona 1liIIFI:m::I:l lturudytnmn’u,mdlpp:rmﬂ}'thu
kind of stretching is necessary. We hiave been too timid
nzl;cr ihm too'bold in such matters. Several attempts have already
e (such ‘ns. Clnngtun s) to show that a psychon theor
E@g Mg quite far without snapping. From s
a int, Tan 'a cases (10) and other reincanationist
cases strongly stggest that the sensitive mind of a small child,
Zy persons, who! beliéve in reincarnation, latches on
and begins to exploit more and more¢ the possibilities for both
S¢, ~ mormal and paranormaldnformation. At times this may be supple-
1 c/,mmmd b]r rather dramatic casescof "big time” sensitivity. But
these cases, 1 have not fﬂ!md a single one that

in reading
m‘i to mvul'ﬂ: the high order of paranormal Iﬂowtr ‘shown by
,PIPEI' or Mrs. Leonard. Very simply, the theory is that the
fic., L w

associative pattern is followed and the personal of ideas

-concepts within the child are molded as social conditions

and personal needs permit. Social conditions, of course, usually
l.nya‘nrjrhrgepﬂrtmthemsenfthechdd

VII

‘) I hope it is clear that I have tried to provide here a deductive
J’o SO:; well as an inductive approach to the m:nrw:] problem. Side by
‘4 sidé with the dmmveryufnuwwm-kmgmmunm:h as more
@S, powerful mediums, there is the need for fresh philosophical
istication and the development of both dualistic and monistic
tions, of the body-mind relationship which. will’ make
Equxh ¢ the establishment ﬂf rational hyputhm as to what it is'in
man personality that might survive physical death, Considering
the mmplmtjr and stbtlety of the problem, it is rather pitiful to
find modern sciencé and philosophy rehnhmg old ideas; and ivis

in such a way as to permit the planning of new experiments.
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An Experimentalist's Approach to Survival Research
‘ GERTRUDE R. SCHMEIDLER

ol WuaT We Cannot Hore To AcHIEVE

Lnt us consider what can be accomplished by research on
survival after ‘death. Will finding the ideal case, or performing the
crucial le“ that survival occurs ? Or can a carefully
condu investigations prove that survival does not
occur ? C.ln the h-uit research give us a definitive answer?

From two different approaches we come to the same reply to
questions so worded, mf the reply is a flat, unqualified No. One
lppmchbegmamﬂithufnmlur nt that we cannot prove
“by research, any more than by kicking a stone as Dr, Johngon did,
_thatan n:tnm:l world exists (though its existence certainly seems
‘|:I'll,l.ll-ll:|IE]|Jl nor;can we prove that we ourselves” are consciotis
(though we can assert it loudly and often); and we certainly
cannot prove that anyone else is conscious. We cannot even prove
by rﬂﬂn:h, while we ourselves are alive, that we will die. Since
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we cannot prove these, it follows that survival after an (unproven)
death of some (unproven) consciousness is unprovable by research

_The other ap begins where this leaves off; it assumes as
the u:um!nu: of an external world and of uthcr mmnnun
Ig it./But even with these assumptions we cannot “prove"
ndpouuw: law by research. If every stone that is released
R, of the Tﬂww of Pisa falls duwn, this does not prove

thmth: next stonie released will fall down; it merely makes the

9 conclusion so plausible that ‘any reasonable person is likely to
. % secept it—unless perhaps he knows so much about local wind
“ ,gmmthathcmpmd:ﬂthuthnneﬂhghtmmamﬂhe

“warried upward by a Research data can never-prove; they can
Lg fonlja prmﬁde the hnﬁr & consensus. ; 1

OrF
WHAT WE Can HoPE TO ACHIEVE

Research results can lead to a consensus. Therefore the experi-
mnulm. mmtd.lart, comes to research on survival with
hope for mumngful findings but no h fur urmuty with an
attitude different from th:t I-Ir];:m.h philosopher or
theologian and even different his own m!:urll feelings as a
u being who yearns for something stable in which to believe.

experimentalist's most ambitious’ question, before beginning
Wﬁh might be phrased something like this: ‘‘What sort uf
% ., evidence on survival after death Sl make the survival hypothesis
extremely likely—more likely than any counterhypothesis;
’/7 what sort of evidence would make survival seem extremely

F I:-.I’
Answ::m mmu-lﬂy vary. But one with which few would
js hypothesis-t if an_hypothesis leads to mnny preditnﬂnn

which are confirmed; the hypothesis is stron ported. Little
of the research on suryival has so far been of hypnthum-teaung
type; presumably we should do moreof it if we can.

Another answer with which many coneur is construct validity:
if there are several theories, each weakly supported, and if these
theories tie in with each other, then'the resulting pattern is more

C)p:rsumvc than any single part of it would have been.
itive argument to be presented here is that the
I:-uu: ml:thu-:l urm testing is the same route which leads to
gonstruct-validity, Thn can be restated in more specific form: to
find persuasive evidence We should think up complex theories—
lndbnﬂthum me:hha.ahmnhmper because it has tried
to test only some such global theory as “There is survival after
death,” a statement too vague to/point clearly at testable predic-

Q/,/
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tions. A detailed series of interlocking hypotheses would be more
useful even if they were wrong, because tes would show
where their errors lay and thus would (if thete is survival) lead to
better constructs for further tésting. )

An analogy would be the case’of the paleontologist who finds
bene fragments which he thinks repreésent 4 new type of man, but
which’ mightbe only hngul:.ritiu in some known typeOne odd
borie, could. have come from an unusually tall person, another
from & short one, a third from someone with an
mality, and so on/If the paleontologist demonstrates & me fi
balance mqmirtht irregularities, his thesis of a new type has
construct validity.” And ‘once the meaningful pattern has Er:t:p

tulated, he will; if he is right, almost nurtILprtdm: that other

y parts not yet found will vary from familiar ones in specific
ways. A new digging ona nedrby site which yielded other body
arts would then support or fail to support his hypothesis. Before

e stated his complex theory, no hiypothesis-testing could be done.

What a research worker can and should do, then, is to construct
from prior observations as detailed a theory as possible, test each
part, revise it where the test results refute his predictions, enlarge
it as néw data emérge, and repeat the testing. The theory in'a
late revision will either have failed so often that no reasonable
person will espouse it, or else it will have made possible such
varied, and successful predictions, which other theorics
do not make, that there will be a consensus of at least tentative

acceptance,

crine abnor-
meaningful

AN ExamprE of How 10 BEGIN

We start with observations: provocative onés that seem anomalous
froni’one point of view but fit together from another. We obserye,
for examiple, a wide range of both feeling-tone and, content in
purported messages from the dead. Tyfiﬁl in"our society arg
messages that say, in effect, “This is I, I, 1. I am still with you
and I fove you.” But among the Atimelang of Alor, typical
messages say, ‘“You are sick and suffering because you did mot
give me a death feast.”” A young mother pl.ll"purttdli appears to
her sister and puts her babies in the sister’s arms; her mood is
tender, loving. A middle-aged man purportedly appears to a friend
of his divorced wife, demanding that the first wafe intrude into
his"second wife's home; his mood is'peremptory;imperious,

wﬁ' reconeile such differences in both mood and content by

noting that théy correspond to descriptions of the societies, or of
the individuals, when alive. Our Western culture is frequently

£

s

1‘/7@

\)

&, can receive m |
., ‘them in another society even,though the
q cﬁ} the major gn}fchnlugiml needs‘of a
, the needs o

Or.
CQ /

9, pattern and message content, The prediction i8§
L “show more than chance success. (b) To distinguish, in the above
Or

A /rnmdmmuuc communication (isolation; withdrawal, euriosity) and
cpeeds which can be satisfied or partially, satisfied (recognition,
4, affiliation; hostility). The prediction is that the former category
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described as individualistic, with’ extreme needs for recognition
and love. Atimelang men are described as having characteristically
hostile;, demanding attitudes and need for superiority, which s
demionstrated by ceremonial displays of wealth. The young
mother bad been tender and loving; the middle-aged man had been
insefsitive and overbearing. These are the observations with which

Now let us construct a simple, incomplete theory of survival—
fnadequate, but’'a start. ‘We postulate that (a) messages from the
dead can be communicated through a medium; (b) a medium who
frofy the dead in one society can also receive
language is different;
person when alive will also
this person when recently dead, and {d) the content

messages from the dead will refer to'needs shich haye goals

'can be attained through mediumistic messages.

4:We ‘cannot predict very much from this theory, but se can

sdict a little; a few sample tests of such predictions might be:
a) To enlist the .cooperation of a medium l.u.clj of psychologists who
analyzed the need patterns of terminal patients or of the .5::;
to ask the medium for fromcthese individuals after theis
death; to have the psychologists make a blind matching of need
that the match will

experiment, between major needs. which cannet be’ satisfied by

ill be matched with only chance success, but/the latter with
better than ¢hance success; (c) To find a medium who has obtained
messages in our, culture and transport her to a societycwhich
anthropologists describe a5 having different dominant needs; to
make a blind sorting of-a representative sample of her messages
from the other culture and from ours. The prediction is that the
sort will show a difference.

If the predictions are not verified, examination of error patterns

ight lead to a better hypothesis for ‘testing. Even if they are
verified at a satisfactory level of significance, there will probably
be many individual mismatchings or errors of sorting which also
could lead to a better hypothesis. Thus a more complex set of
constructs would surely follow initial work of thi ;

Any critical reader has probably by now developed a better and
more complex ‘theory than the one proposed above, and probably
has also noted with dissatisfaction that even if all the proposed
predictions were confirmed they could not give information about
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the major counterhypotheses to survival: tel

epathy from the living
and clairvoyance. The criticism is justified, and research designed
to test the counterhypotheses should surely take p}'ﬂftﬂmﬂe over
this other plan. But it is «of the experimentalist’s credo that
the systematic gathering of data h’@gﬂfcpaﬂh?ﬂ._fnr-mdmﬂr;
it is likely to %:I.d to an unanticipated expansion of knowledge.
Possibly, for example, initial research on the simple theory just
proposed ‘will show a special cE:lm,;: of purported  discarnate
individtials whose “messages” include evidential material. Further
examination might indicate some unanticipated qull.nfﬂghmhfathgr
had in common when alive. If further tests confirmed this pattern,
a long-term project could use selected communicators as wellas
ial sensitives, so that theolikelihood of obtaining ﬂndmt!ll
messages would increase. The by-products of a theory and its
testing are often more importént than the theory itself was; but
until a theory is constructed and tested, its by-products may not be
found.

Department of Psychology
City College of New York
New York, NOY. 10031

Evidence of Survival from
“Othér-World” Experiences

J. H. M WHITEMAN

Before su ing some ible lines of advance ‘in survival
research, I.wﬁgu?ﬂuljilkgc to m:]tz:;n: general rémarks on the problem
as it presents itself to me. The root of the difficulties scems to lie
in the fact that we are hoping to deduce the survival of something
whose nature we are unable to specify clearly. If it is the personality
which is cléimed to survive, what exactly is a personality apart
from the body ? When have we met a person seeing, feeling, and
thinking without a body ? The situation is as if, knowing nothing
of complex numbers, we aimed to/show :that the equation
#* + x -+ 1 =0 has a solution, although’ we know perfectly well
that it has no solution in the terms with whichwe ordinarily deal.
//For “dn investigation of survival to-be possiblé, we must have
at least a i rough idea of what survival could be an
what it would imply. P we picture @/'dead”, person still
qnpmiﬂul in’ some non-physical world, with a non-physical body
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- Ofame ‘'way, we can

Cq, icture” of survival if we assume certain’genefal, pririciples.
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and able to manifest recognizably through a medium. In that case,
I take it that the intention of the investigation would be to find
gonvincing reasons, supported by evidence, for believing that these
mon-physieal beings and worlds either exist as we have pictured
m, or do not exist.

 we to, be limited in this work, however, to data which are
observable in normal ‘physical states (e.g., trance utterancées) or
which are located in physical space and time and have veridical
reference to physical events (e.g., apparitions)? Returning to the
analogy of complex numbers, this would ‘be like trying to deduce

o. the properties of compléx numbers from the behavior of real
) q;rmg

ers. We can indeed deduce“some properties of complex
numbers if we assume that they obey the same laws s real ones:
€., any solution of a* + x + 1 = (also satisfies #? = 1. In the
' deduce some necessary characteristics of the

us, we actually get a proof of survival if we ‘assume ‘that the
divulging of a coherent system of ostensible memories can occur
‘I::.? when the person (imagined as some non-physical entity) whe
the original experiences is present and actually or potentially
conscious. The di and evaluation of our assumptions is the
concern of the “implicit problem of survival,” as I suggest calling it.
Unfortunately, as with all applications of the hypothetico-deductive
method, the status of the solution’ is only/ that of a “saving of

s, sppearan ces'’ most simply, compreéhensively, etc,, according to the

‘criteria used.
o, The alternative is to explore the field of mon-physical data ‘and

,, to formulate the needed concepts and propositions:in terms of
“ostensive, definitions;, The data could be either 6bservéd by s

diréctly in‘some non-physical state, or reported to us by someone
directly abserving them. I“am concerned here only with such
non-physical ‘data as are reportéd by observers who make it clear
that they exercised at the time a detached and balanced mind;
that they were ablé:to fote détails accurately and to weigh
alternative explanations impartially in the light of the total circum-
stances. Under such conditions re i, in my opinion, no more
risk of a lack of objectivity than in‘a normal physical state, and the
risk can be made vanishingly small by experience and determina-
tion. I emphasize this point to make it clear that écientific investiga-
tion is, for me, perfectly compatible with the direct ‘exploration of
non-physical states. <

The exploration/ aitly needs tools and experimental skills.
Particularly important//in this- connection are two kinds of
out-of-the-body experiences which I have described in my book
(5) as “full” and '“frée” separation, respectively. I know it is

Y

o)\
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sometimes argued that (a) claimed separation to a non-physical

E;:ml:l uulcmmt to '“n:l“:(lh }rueﬁ‘ahm e not verifiable h}lr_

tions, an separa an appearance o

ﬁu&lmmmﬁhmﬂy "pﬂwuﬂﬂ{h#hvmgphﬂma.l
i f evidence bearing on survi

in which case also it provides o,
seems to me, however, to be mu ‘l:lunkmﬁltthu:.t‘a

man blind from birth said to a sighted man, (a) if your evidence
nfmnghnndmmgmdamththumwmchlhlu.mm
irrelevant; and (b) if it has, ﬂ:m it pruﬂdeu nwpmnf of the

existenige of apother sense, The first assertion is of course the
false one, and tl‘iwwhufc»mnﬂli’mtﬂ a “heads I win, tails yoly lose™
ment. =~ /,

ut the llll‘:rtmﬂ/lhli npuiﬁnn is' merely a power of the living
body also fails, in my-opinion, and for three reasons: evidential,
logical, and scientific-methedological. How can we try to convince
a blind man of the existence and taluh:l:t}r of seetng ! Certainly
not by “proof.” He will r:gum: (a) direct tutununy by reliable
plewﬁuch:mtﬂsﬂ,.m this he must try to interpret by the
powers at his command so as to arrive at (b) a definition or concept
nfmngﬂiamhin {‘open” and does not prejudge the issue; and
finally (c) a successively more and more convincing
that seeing (a0 ddined} i#) a_system, rationally coherent in itself
and in its relations to ‘other evidence directly available to him.
So with ion, the chief fact directly testified to is, I suggest,
that it provides for the separated person an experience of trans-
cending physical space and“being “‘reborn” in a world of non-
mmmf e and time without sacrificing any of the fullness of
. To those who mm;thuthu elaim is mistaken, and
that l.herﬂ is no possibility of a rion-physical existence ather than
whuumﬂy:&nmunuhh:lwmgphpmul body, like breathing,

we caf point out that they have prejudged the issue. Survival,in

myﬂmptedacnunfthc term, has been decldred by theni'to be
a: priori umhlu and survival research must forthwith be
abandoned. Admitting, on the other hand, that the evidential claim
mfd be a ﬂllid one, a form of the survival concept in accord with
ificant body of evidence becomes at once admissible. We have
Eﬂl.'lhltﬁd a new ﬁ.-.ld of ience and can proceed with investiga-
tions having this concept in mind, On the survival question, then,
we have to ask whether we are correct.in identifying the non-
]r;u:ll states to which separation takes us/in all’the fullness of
i:l; now provisionally T'anh:di} with' thosé to which a
pmun whn died may be similar " and in‘which be may
consciausly continue. This is the tlphc:t problem of survival. It-is
to be solved by the exhibiting of rational coherence, or incoherence,
in successive stages.

demonstration

Q-
o

U,

. O/tn mncuH.I living peop

"o, /rufﬁrmr;r Any criteria proposed for deciding
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As a pml:.mmary dar:ﬁnnnn, A propose to distinguish three
degrees ‘of . conviction in the possibility of survival. First, to take
an analogy,“if we were to go to a distant country, live a full life
there for a short:while, and then return, we would think it yery

!ubl«n that other people could go there in much the same way,
m’ n@{mmm Thus, if we recognize that the “worlds’™ known, in
peparation are existent in their own right i.nd that we oufselves
can live a full life there, wgwi]]h:llﬁr of conviction
in the Pﬂﬂlhllity of pebplt remaining there (as we did for a time)
and not returning to‘their physicil bodies:

It might be su &awevﬂ, that survival in that country is
wmlble only for short visits-such as we haye made. We should
then feel a second d of convietion in the possibility of (longer)
suryival if it were a uent occurrefice, on our own visits, for us
e there. The identification of some nf these

le a8 ones whn had "gun: b:fuu," and not refurned, would
ide a third d nf conviction. Belief in some kind of nurvwa]
ﬁngm ‘would then follow from the realization that a process

of such universal uFmtual and physiological import is most tinlikely

to be built into a few selected individuals only of the human race,
For those who have had vividly objective experience of separa-
tion, the first degree of conviction is, I ‘believe, usually regarded
as sufficient. Survival research, however, will be principally
concerned, 1 suppose, with the prublmu of ptl'ﬂapal reality and
uestions could

dqu be applied to the study of lppu.rihnm* but I qlhﬂ.k the study
geparatives_experiences will be found to offer r:nnmdcmblc

4/ Idﬂntlgﬂ

6, Let'us begin by asking how we people’in hé phyqlml
world (a) 48 real hvmg persons, and ( } as particularpersons we
know. We might use one or'more of four methods:

. We notice a large number of ingerrelated details of appearance
and behavior, personal ncragies, etc., which give the impres-
sion of an individual life or person.

2. The person is manifested to all our senses, and three-
dlmmuunnft[v" to our quasi-tactaal sense of position; that is, the
person is solidly in the same world. mth us,

3. If our encounter with such u Aiving immgu is
sufficiently wmd;;.nd real, a power a’ empathy is awakened in us,
as if to fusé wi I.hgn by the knowing, in them and us, of a
Presence transcending ‘mere appearances—an I Am or Very Self
or we can ip-aak llmw of love); this enables individuals to be
own sim sly as’two and as one.
4. We can converse’ with' them  intelligently, distinguishing
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between what comes through them ilid(whnl comes through us,
and between the two “stores of me revealed.

There comes quite soon a stage wheﬁ;u it seems to me, the
power and rational objectivity of the iffipressidns réferred to above
in 3 and 4 are such that the reality asthe person simply cannot be
doubted; these impressions provide “the ultimate criterion, of

rﬂlltjr jand we have no other medns of jlidging personl
reality Whlﬂhmldfﬂkﬂ precedence. The same will now hold frue
of meetings with living in out-of-the-body, conditions.
Although there afe. dream- ~figures, thought-forms, and other
illusory appearinces, we have also, if our own state is balanced
and objective,” this ultimate: mum (empathy, conversation) of
verifying personal feality’

Points could be :]Jnti.ttd undm: each head, first for the pe
reality and secondly for the personal 1dn:|1t1t].r of the nllcgucl bun
encountered out of the body 6r as apparitions. [ think it would
work out reasonably well if we allocated"five points under each
head for personal reality, and count a total of ten points as testifying
to “r.nmpleta“ ‘eality; also, six points under each 6f heads | and 4
flgr personal identity and a total of ten as testifying “‘assured”

entity.

Consider, for =m:f1=. e reported conversations and other-
world association of Wiﬂttt with Myers, Gurney, and others
(1), and in particular the u:p-nﬂmm with Gurney discussed in my
book (5, p. 92] Ot the ted scheme, the points might be 3,
3, 4, 4, totaling 14 for personal reality {“mmplete," th:r:fnrc],
and 3, 4, totaling 7/10 for personal identity, The, experience thus
praﬂdu a second degree of conyiction in stirvival, ‘and fn:
toward providing a third degree of mnwcﬁﬁn. Fﬂrthc wel

riencé’ of Mr, F. G., to whom a sister dead for su,ne
appeared “hardly a foot nway" and with a releyant scar visible m:t
hl.':rl‘m:ﬁ Vol. 2, pp. 27-30), the score might be 4; 3, 3,0, makin
n{t;‘m;:ilctc personal reality, and 6, 0, tntahng 6/10° fﬁr pi:mnj
identity,

It must be bornie in mind, of course, that appearances alorie are
not a sufficient tee of identity. Personation is nﬂdtnﬂy
easy in non- hymul states—uide the Gordon Davis case investi-
gated by S. G. Soal (4, p :!P 560-589). Juhlb of people still alive
in the ph]mr.nl world (including ourselvesycan appear convincingly
before us, and conversation can take place bétweer them and us,
In allocating points, this and other facts have to be I]Inwui for.
Thus, under the fourth head we might® award to an Expﬁncnm 5
?oml:u for personal reality, O for
or personal ldcnﬁ‘ﬂy (mn-vtndmll] if this last is cmmdtmd to'be
of ‘interest,

£

personal idefitity (veridical), and 3

ST [

U

~ “when the person concerned has only
Or nmnnuu.nm are reflected in the manper uf “meeting,” the

0 ey ¥

J
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What I have in mind here Gis thé remarkable power, which
Swedenborg Innf ago described, of rudm? -the memory in non-
physical states. In one of the two cases of this which I have on

record, my owninner questioning about the identity of the persomw

mumered was dnswered (in the usual thought-transfer, as if in
wétdllﬁ a dedmuun of the town in which the person had lived,
- details, and finally, by the presentation, as by a change
mnkc,*u ,’of the clear visual image of an old man which
l'.h:- thuu ht- Hﬁw indicated was the appearan
time of ﬁl physical duﬂl It seems to e that survival research
nauI:l pmﬁt r.-nr.iy if more descriptions af 1dnnhﬂunnn experiences
e were collected “and studied.
Fuuth , however, the best type of idnnuﬁﬂhnn ience is

recently died mdl the total

[.‘lﬁtlnn.ll appearance, and the conversation. My only expérience of
ﬂ;,u kind dﬂ;;ght reach 15 points for personal reﬂz,ty and 7/10 for
rsonal identi

The whole uu.l:u::l of memory and personality out of ‘the b-m:ly

seems to me to require thorough investigation before our con

tion of survival can be regarded as sufficiently clear. In I.'rtlu.lli.r
certain questions a in quite a different light if a monadic
theory of personality is envisaged’ The irgsults of Whately

Sg;;umg:mn: well-known experiments (2) on'/the relationship
Or, hetﬁvunMn Leonard and her éontrol, Feda, for example, may be

to survival of personality in the ordinary sense (484 s
-off entity); but they are in conformity with the survi of
a mun:&m life as a constituent able to flow into, guide, possess, 6t
“cblend with 6thers to form a physical personality.

To sumoup, what I ‘am suggesting as the next stép,in survival
research)is an all-out attack on the explicit problem of survival,
entailing the collection, Systematization, and mmmg of E\"Idﬂﬂﬂ!
on (a) whlx mdy be called “other-world geography” or “‘experi<
mental metaphysics,”’ es) y the phenomena of mergence,
blending, etc., of “worlds” and /'bodies”; and (b) experiences of
alleged nnn-phymcnl pcrmrulhu:l tnmuntercd face to face,
especially identification experietiees. T am not aware that any
sustained attempts have yet been made to collect or study experi-
ences of the types I have mentioned. Only in this way, it seems
to me, will “sturvival” cease to be a term loaded with vague
presuppositions. .
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