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Poltergeist Phenomena and 'Interpersonal Relations

W. G. RoLi!

INTRODUCTION

gyl: hological studies can be roughly divided intaawo types,
at aré ‘intended primarily to demonstrate that a cestain
phmummun exists’and those thn.t are intended to explore ‘its
nature. We may refer to-the first as “proof oriented” research and
to the second as “process oriented.” 'll:l'w pult'ﬁm of proof oriented
work is mainly to convince the sk egﬁmz of of psi phe-
nomena by providing elaboridte, methods of ﬂbﬁtl’?ihﬂn which are
designed to exclude all E.xplnnahm othier than the parapsycho-
logical one. Much of the early work in the field was proof oriented
Il'l.l:l we stillfall back on this approach when weé try to prove psi
phenomena to a doubting mmtlﬁn: world. We assume that if the
occurrences can be iqudt to take place under tightly controlled
conditions, the gcientifi¢ community will accept them. This has
not happened and the l,{;:ﬂﬁqp is whathnr additional “proof” of
thl:ruhtyﬁfESPmd K will farce such changes, Ththmary
of science su that the existence of occurrences in nature which
cannot be explained by the mm’ltng theory of the universe are
ignored until a conceptual model is devised sml:;.lch can Accommo-
date both the “new”" facts and the old. T. 8. Kuhn points out
Iltm the theory which is generally acceptéd at a given time in history
“is declared invalid only if an nlt:mﬂ; candidate <is_available to
take its plice. No process yet disclosed By the hls:nnéul study of
menuﬁc development at all resembles the methodological stereo-
falsification by direct comparison with nature” (i p. 77).
vﬁup:ruholnguu are becoming increasingly aware of the need
for theory, which is tantamount to saying that they are becoming
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oriented. The emphasis is not on demonstrating the
existenice, of ESP and PK, but on discovering their relationships
v pfr@ of the matrix in nnturl: where they 6ccur. The guiding

m

~ When

il uﬂnn:hlr: to look'in, places, where, :hcy “are
se of ESP effects, some personis)seem’ 10 produce more than
sthers and plﬂpl}'thﬂlﬂglﬂt! are ‘becoifiing increasingly interested
! :" “m. The same is true with respect to PK. In naﬂ:nlied polter-
Ca::ur RSPK incidents, striking cases of :pparem PK are ft:und
ﬁnmry of certain individuals,

it RSPK occurrences are observed under uﬂ'armal mndmm

who requires certainty is likely to be frustrated By this

. SR
T 'I

mﬁthc percipient
fu![lt?yn of psi and familiar events. A theory i not
ﬁnd or ol'.l but needs continued support from/ qburf-

‘i'apenrﬂmm :re lhen:fnre primarily interestéd in

questions are Eaied :h-ntﬂ; the ‘nature of .Em phenomena,
undant. In the

here has been it/ least one incident which an apparently reliable
iﬁmuﬁ;n unable to account for plausibly except PK.
Ifivis that some of the incidents iere caused fraudulently,

1 do not therefore abandon the investigation. %c RSPK cases that I
’7 Shn studied scem to be the result at leastin of pathological
o ions in the agent or in his mt:i-p;rann /pgliﬁﬂmhl . The

4’ r of fraud that occurred in the Newark case (4) muld be
St in terms of the psychnlupui eettingy: 4 S0y

4 ,In that, study the occurrences fell into two, fﬂ% an’ mly,

the initial events scemed to be paranormal while some
of the later ones Were fndu.r.cd in a dissociated state (see page’75).

48 any paranor that may occur. But the mixture of
normal and paranormalcop rcaéntu a difficulty for the parapsycho-
logical appraisal of thcm: ingidents whu.:h cannot definitely be
classified as cither. On the one hand there is the impulse to reject
anything which is at all open to qur.ﬂmn on/the other hand there
o 18 the fear that one may be throwing the baby’out with the bath
water. In this report, as in the previous one (4), I'have used all
the r Jincidents for my analyses of their relationship to
physical and ps}'chulng%al conditions except those that were known
to be spurious, or those in my opinion were probably so. I

cannot to hayve definitelyidentified and excluded all occur-

is may be anythi ng from a statement to the effect
s mood to a cosmology which,

mea?éh M:f rule has been to accept cases for analysis wheén

tly paranormal phase, and a later phase ere objects
s 'Oli@gniﬂyf probably in a dissociated state. My‘u ,thej

From a psycho int"of view, the normal incidents are asc
valid 1n-g1 mﬁu e

rences that might have been due“to fraud or other extraneous:
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factors. I prefer, however, the risk of /including spurious data to
the risk of overlooking significant afpects’ 6f the psi process. If the
material is contaminated by fraud, chance, ér other extraneous
factors, this will show up in future work throygh failure of repe-
tition and that will be the end ofit, But if the relationships are
real, they could, when confirmed, lead to significant advanees for
“Unreal data of course may contain unreal patterns and these may
recur ‘i another sét of unreal data. Confirmation of exploratory
studies doés not come from additional exploratory studiés, but from
work with improved méthods of observation. Certain RSPK findings
(such as the attenuation effect) conld be tested in a PK laboratory
with existing equipmerit ' whilé tthers (for instance, those pertaining
to the trajectories of movifig objects) require that the laboratory
be brought into the field, for instance, as suggested by C. T. Tart (5).
Such an extension of the research wotild be extremely costly, Before
this step is attempted, the process oriented researcher will want
to know if it is likely to extend his understanding of the nature
of PK. I believe that the indications about the PK process which
are emerfing from RSPK studies are sufficiently challenging to
encourdge this step/s,
The, présent case camie, to my notice a few years ago through
a newspaper article which referred to unexplained disturbances at
the home inca midwestéfn city of a thirty-two-year-old womin,
Mrs. Sonja Bloom, hér sixty-one-year-old mother, Mrs. Hanna
Gerb, and her thirteen-year-old daughtery Louisa.® In addition to
movements and breakages of Wousehold items, usually associated
-with “poltergeist” disturbances, the article said strange “triangular-
shaped” puncture wounds appéared onthe arms and legs of the
two older women. I asked Dr. David L. Blumenthal (D:L.B.), a
clinical psychologist with whom I had collaborated ina prévious
study, to contact the family. It was his impression that the phe-
momena might be genuine, and I decided to make an investigation.
I arrived in the afternoon of March 16th and stayed in the housc
until the morning of the 22nd. Mrs. Bloom told me she had bought
the house four years ago. A downstairs apartment had been rented
out, but was now vacant. Her main source of livelihood was a small
restaurant she had been ‘Operating for about a month. She had
earlier worked in a restaurant owned by a‘Mr, Earanda, who is
now retired. Mr, Earanda told me that/Mrs.” Bloom had been
capable and dependable during the ten/years she wotked for him.
» Mrs: Bloom had been divorced for several years, Her former
husband, Mr. William Bloom, visited the home during some of

o ) } 15 .
S 'm donyri are useéd, throughout except for the named'of the investigators.
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1 L.Mbancm Mrs. Gerb hﬁﬂs’jnin::'?d the household three

m@ en she left her native Germany;, Finally, there was
102 laféw,..jlla 'ihﬁﬁlyﬂr, and two the following Fcﬁfua,gy ¢
occurrenées before miy/arrival and after I left was obtained ¢

§ ttish terrier belonging to Louisa. Peanuts did not
u 9
a' . =, . £ -0) 1/ . D4
from the family, DL.B., ‘and other visitors to the home. In many

7

be aﬂ@q:;d by the events. ,

were one’ hundred and ten incidents in the period Féﬂrch/
Sevenfty-six ‘%w.l;; luﬁa;plttﬂcd movements of objects; fourteen
S of the skin; and twenty-five, strange sounds, Information

e from :

S ~ cases, details are lackinguor it mrupm:mm; ain if the witnesses correctl
g ' remembered the circumstances. The locations of ‘the dilturhlntl;
) n :_t];t home, the directions of ﬂiﬂﬂtﬁfﬂ?- anid. the digtances the

or W}m\rcl:d are shown in Figures ] and:2, "o,

0 e
e /7/.S 0’77 :
| 1 L )y
B ,9@8@ /%,/7 MoveMENTS oF OBjECcTS Wl
| Tﬁ@d}nﬁu’ was situated on a quiet street and diere‘[‘;iim;:‘/ﬁm
reports of in:,vtﬁ.:ﬁg (unusual going on in the downstairs apartment

0 or the neighboring houses. It therefore seemed unlikely that im-=

) personal physical forces such as tremors caused by traffic, earth

% movements, and the like were responsible. The events ceased when

o the family left the house and when éveryone wa§/asleep. The most

e feagonable ordinary theory was that one or more meémbers of the

Ny : perpetrated the events normally. (i "0

~ “On fotir ogcasions during my stay Louisa was vither riot at home
SR L o é . t
“%when the disturbance took place or she was'in a differert room;,
and in five cases Mrs. Bloom was not in the area in question, There
were two incidents which none of the three members of the Family
seemed to have beén.in a position to cause normally. 7/ .
On Suhd@f,'ﬁﬂn;:ﬁ;: 18, at 10:35 p.m. I was seated in the kitchen
- with Mr. James Ford, a business/acquaintance of Mrs. Bloom,
Louisa was in bed in_her mother’s room (since I was using hers)
and Mrs. Gerb was inc bed”in, hercown room. I was watching
Mrs. Bloom, who had just been in her bedroom and was in the
hullw?y* walking toward the kitchen/when there was a sound in
the dircction of Mrs. Gerb’s room-as if Something hit the floor.
o Irushed in but found nothing out of place which could have caused
the_nmu:. Fivesminutes later as | went downstairs with Mr. Ford,
I discoveréd a long-handled bath brush on the fourth step from

Y/

the second landing (Event 49),
There are'three possiblé -normal explanations for this event, The

brush was placed on the steps beforehand and the sound made
later to make it-appear that the incident took place then; the brush:
4 "R ’ 1 /-
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Fig. 1. Plan of the second floor of Mrs. Bloom's home, showing the locations
and chronological order of the disturbances. The arrown indicate the approximate
direetion and distance of motion, when they ‘were known, of objects displaced
from their original position. Arrows drawn with a/solid line refer to, movements
when it stemed impossible, according to visifors to the home, hat Mrs Bloom
could have caiised the incidents; arrows drawn with acbroken line reler to
occurrences when Mrs. Bloom or the place where the disturbance occurred was
not supervised; ond the dotted lines indicate the path of ‘objects"whose original
position was in doubt. Louisa’s room is next to the kitchen, Mrs, Gerb's nextto

the étairs, and M, Bloom's adjacent to M. Gerb's.

* N SCALE .
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Fig. 2. Plan of the first floor of M, Bloom's home (see explanation to Fig. 1)
was placed after the noise was heard; and the brush was thrown
| at the time of the sound.
i With regard to the first theory, Mra, Gerb was the most likely
e, ¢/ culprit since her room was next tothe stairs and since the sound
¢ came from that direction. However, T had ‘been upstairs since
‘ 9:10 p.m. and ovas with Mrs. Gerb for part of the time or was
seated by the open kitchen door from where I could see the door
to her room. [Ofelt certain she could not have opened her door
! and thrown @r placed the brush on the stairs without discovery.
The possibility that shie or either of the two others could have
placed the brush beforehand seemid in any case to be ruled out
O/}/CQ
) ‘
| % R ¢
o
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by the fact that I was the last person to have been on the stairs
before the sound was heard. 1 went down at’'10:15 to make a phone
" - call and found nothing out of Flndt, I was certain I could not have

Omlmd an object of this size | directly in' m mh,. With regard
_ to the second theory, neither Mrs. Gerb nor Lo fsa ft their rooms
S or could have thrown anjrthmg to the stairs wi dmr.&we:y

“duringithe five minutes that clapsed beforé the hﬂgh was found,

.. Mts, Bloom and’Mr. Ford were m my presence during-this period

“dnd néither of them had been on the stairs or iff a position to

throw or p’Eme lnjrthmg there. Concerning the third theory, I was

wntr.:iung Mrs. Bloom s ;hﬁ ‘came toward me in the hall and had

a full view of her ‘when the sound was heard. I was convinesd

she was not makmg an}‘ ~unusitad, movements. At the same time |

had a view toward the entfdfices of the bedrooms of Mrs. Gerb

and Louisa. I did not bélieve that either could have thrown the
brush without my having heard or séen them.

On Wtdnﬂday, March 21, at 1: ﬂﬁﬁ,."h‘l ‘While I was in Mrs. Gerb’s
room investigating a previous incident’ and while she was in bed
and Mrs. Bloom in the kitchen, a small glass vase landed on the
rug close/to my feet with a loud explosive sound {Event 78). I
was facing westat theAime and looked up immediately. Mrs. Bloom
wu sitting 'qi eﬁ‘fr at thé kitchen table luukmg into her mother’s

he_said-that the vasé had been on the table in front of
her Bll'n:t I wis not, watching her, it is possible she could hirve
thrown it without. detection, Howe\'erpl was unable to account
for the sound that coincided with the event. The vase fell on the
rug and was not broken, but/the roise was loud and sharp,
Sresembling a pistol shot. It ‘@ame from thé area‘of lmpnct and |
could discover no trace of explosives or any other, mﬂna whereby
“h’ might have been produced normally..

Inaddition to myself, three persons who wr:m not tiembers of
the household were present when occurrences took /place whmh
‘they ¢ould not explain in terms of fraud by members of the family,
Mr. Henry Cook, a photographer for the local paper) seemed a
reliable person’ whu wished to find an explanation for t].'u: events;
to mid the im'uugﬂunn. he kept my visit from appearing in ‘his
paper. Early Tuesday morning, March 13, he was in the kitchen
with Mrs, Bloom, who wiis seated at the east end of the table

> between it and the door. No one else was in“the house. He had
; dfm:d all the doors to improve his access to and view of possible
bances. In the kitchen closet, he' fioticed that & /milk bottle

~ .on the floor with some nthﬂr objéers, He then went out

to tl-m,hall to make a phone call, all thetime Itmpmg a watchoon

rs. Bloom. He was certain shn did not leave her ‘seat while he

'w m,tl:u: hall. At 2:30 .M. Mr. Cook was seated at the telephofie

/

£
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table and looking into the kitthen where he could see the arm,
.ha.u]d@r.,:nd foot of Mrs. Bloom. Suddenly he heard her scream
and saw hEPat:u't up from the chair. At the sametime he heard and

@m Mrts, Bloom was scated about six feet from ‘the
Iﬁ(ﬂg arid could:not ‘haye reached it without leaving her ‘place.
Since he hﬁﬂfhlmae'lf o ned;he closet door shortly before; it also
dnlnut seem, possible

without detection.’ /-
Mr. Earanda was a’'good” fn;:nd of Mm Bloom and seemed
o in his desire to come to tfm)bnﬁnm of the. problem in her
. whatever the explanation’ might be, When his swife told him
" .that she had seen Mrs. Bloom knock on‘the floor aftér'she had
Iof% apparently in a dissociated state; and when'a priest then
thrﬂw an ashtray, he passed this mﬁs-rmnnun ‘omto me

Q/ geeqa

y, March 13, at 4:00 p.m., when M: Eanmdﬂ.m
m‘&*@; the’ west end of the kitchen tnhle and Mrs. Gerb was
also in that room, Mrs. Bloom and Louisa being elsewhere in the
house, the kitchen famp fell (Event 30). Mr. Eanm:ln checked
the nail and, finding it mhd replaced the lamp. About twenty
minutes Inter while he was sull sedted at the table, it fell again
31). In both cases, Mr. Earanda 'was the person who was
g t to the lamp. He was conyinced that ' Mrs. Gerb could not
"4 I:wu’p duced the incident unknown to him, Since the tmutheri
y ‘lﬁ% not’in the kitchen, it also did not seem' possible

“eould have hhd-nn}'mmg to do with it. I'examined. the nail mﬁ
U, Jamip; 1 could not'pull the lamp down by the cord without d.nm.&gl:nﬁ

the lam ,,nnr*tzﬂuld 1 balance it on the nail so it might later fi

h I C/ S8 ). C
YFulanm my dtpnrmr: f’rum the home, there were nd:futmnnl
incidents when Mr. Earanda reported that he and/or his wife were
with mr:mh-:rn of the fm;ul 1‘:: one arca of the house when a
disturbance unglnatctbdscwhcrc On Saturday, March 24, at 2:37
P.M., he was in the bathroom, his wifé in the hall tngcther with
Mrs. Bloom, who was seated next to the phone, and Mrs, Gerb
in her own room, when a gramo hnm::mrdﬂ:w from Mrs. Bloom’s
~ Toom to the hallway next to the feet 6f Mrs. Earanda (Event 99).
Mauut 3:30 .., when Mr. and Mrs. Earanda, Mrs. Bloom, and
Mrs. Gerbwere all in Mrs. Bloom's room, a ‘toothbrush moved
from the bathraom to:the hall (Event 103), and ten minutes later
while ./Bloom, was 'lying on the floor of her room watched
by Mrs. Earanda, an ﬂlarm n!qck moved from her bedside tablé
to the door (Exent 104). f o/

o,

ﬂ:gu saw the milk huult.: (Event 25) move into his field of vision

Mrs. Bloom could have fastened a string
around the bottle heﬁsu-hmd or mtu,'fered with it in other ways

Q

‘1o

\6/

/)

P/.él
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Mr. Bloom visited the home the following February, staying in
a hotel in town. On Saturday, February 16, at about 8:30 p.Mm., a
light bulb fell to the floor on the stairway while he was with the
two older women in the kitchen (Event 114). Abéut an hour later,
after the books in Mrs. Gerb's room had fallen from the bookcase
several times, Mr. Bloom replacing them cach timie, he brought
them into the kitchen to prevent further inicidents. He stacked the
books, mmﬂm:;ﬁ them to form a straight pile which would not
fall over accidentally. Mr. and Mrs. Bloom then ‘went out of thic
kitchen totalk to Mrs. Gerb and upon returning, found the books
had again moved (Evént 115),They had not fallen togethérias one
might expect had“they tipped over normally, but were “‘strewn
around” on the floor. Louisa was away during both incidents.

For each member. of the family, taken separately, there were
additional events when that person was not in the area in question
according to visitors to the home/ Not counting the ten cases
mentioned before, there were ten when/Louisa was not at home
and six when the witnesses stated that she was not in the room
where the“events took place. This makes a total of twenty-six
disturbanges which Louisa apparently could not have perpetrated
on her own by, thréwing the objects or by using similar forms of
trickery. There were seven events, again not including the ten
previously referred to} when visitors said they were with Mrs. Bloom
in one roofn while something happened elsewhere. Consequently,
there were sevefiteen incidents which Mrs. Bloom apparently could
not have perpetrated on her own. Finally, there were two incidents
when Mrs. Gerb was ‘away according to visitors and five when
she was not in the room in question, making a tetal of seventeen
cases, with the ten already discussed, which %In., Gerb apparently
could not have caused. It is of course possible in this case, as in
most others that deal with occurrences ovtside the laboratory, that
there were concealed instruments in the home/which were operated
by one or more members of the family, perhapsin collaboration
with-outsiders. I examined the house for hidden deviceg, but found
none. The police and other visitors also found no indications that
anyone was Ausing or trying to use such equipment,

Throewing Incidents ' ’

. After the last knocking incident Wedniesday morning (see page
80); the disturbances seemed to terminate.” Howéver, they re-
sumed shortly before midnight Friday withoa series of knocks on
the front door, followed by nine movements and breakagés of
‘objects.Theré¢ was then a pause which lasted uptil carly afternoon
) Elh'én the first of twenty-two additional movements'of objects begiin.

£

£
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Mr. and Mrs. Earanda had been called back during the night
and were also present later. Mr. Earanda’telephoned a Catholic
priest for assistance and it was suggested that the family praycthe

Father O'Shea arrived thencand while he was in the haltway and
Bloofn was lying on her bed, he saw her throw an ashtray
ito the hallwiy, Mr/ Earanda described Mrs. Bloom as being
“almost in a coma” '/ Yep
‘The psychological réports do not guggest that Mrs. Bloom was
csprone to dissociative episodes, However, she wis a good hypnotic
subject (see page 95), and I doonot find it'sdifficult to suppose
Q%l:hﬂ monotonous intoning of the tosary, followéd by what must
’ Jbeen an exhausting evening and day, could_ have brought on
@/trance. In this connection it is interesting that the only unusual
! ience Mrs. Bloom said she had before the t events was
al ucinatory rience in a church where she had gone to pray.
‘hat we ar¢ not dealing with attempts at deceit is supported also
by the lack of concealment. Mrs. Bloom did not hide eithér her
‘knocking on the floof or the throwing of the ashtray. '
Mrs. Gerb was also in an unusual fitental state that day. She

' suffered from diabetes and occasionilly had blackouts and dizzy
Y 5 . However, she had not had I,p{{ﬂuring“i:hg period of the
e 1 ances (except Wednesday‘night, March 14, whén she became

£ di and stumbled at the Earandas’ home as she bentcdown to
£ du-‘g?é[q_ the early morning of Saturday, March 24, she blacked
and fell ina closet, remaining there moré than an hour. When
r. Earanda camé, she was nude and hysterical, erying that “the
dtﬁp afe here" In the evening Mrs. Bloom decided to tike her
to the hospital. However, Mrs. Gerb colla !
room and Mrs.” Bloom, unablé to handle her herself, called the
police for assistance. When a policé’sergeant came, Mrs. Gerb was
still lying on the floor. He went u to talk to Mrs. Bloom;
on returning down the stairs, he saw’Mrs. Gerb throw an ashtray
and upset three pieces of furniture. Probably because he thought
he had uncovered the culprit’also 6fthe previous disturbances,
which had involved several investigations and visits by members
of his department, he arrested her on a charge of digorderly conduct.
After a night in jail Mrs. Gerb was released on bail. On the
understanding she would leave the country, the charges were
i::l?ped' and she retirned to Germany on Saturday, March 31.

solved. *

‘P@S ,
S Cq
@f 5 /.“;1

s$ary in/Mrs. Bloom’s room. They did so. Evidently, this
ﬁf,B]mm“tp enter a dissociated state; she fell to the flsor
¢ was‘lying there, Mrs. Earanda saw her knock on it.

psed in the dewnstairs,

ar/as the'police and néwspapers were concerned, the case was.
: AL e '

At the end‘of ﬂtto!;ftr,c’ dfter repeated requests, Mrs. Bloom:

d )~ )~
L O/)

L
OF
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allowed her mother to return, Mrs, “Bloom said that Mrs. Gerb
scemed like a new person and for the firstfew months, things were
relatively peaceful. Then tensions. began to mount, Mrs. Gerb's
liz spel}::mumed, becoming more and ‘more frequent, and in
March, the following year, she dgain Lﬁrqw - somethings,

/During my stay, Mrs. Gerb at times was upset and cerying

‘because of the events. Especially the pinctures and knockings

7

i§ d her. The night between Wednesday and Thursday, when
18 $

there had been sixtéen series of bangings, she wagquite weak and

C

unsteady on her feet but.seemed fully rational. The ficarest to a
dissociated state I encountéred was when she could not récall ﬂu:;
three punctures she had received on the previous day and thought
that the marks %were from some earlier occasions. But the lapse
of memory occurred on a day (March 17) when there were no
incidents. At all other times she was fully rational, had a good
memory of the disturbances, and showed no sign of dissociation
or other unusual mental states. ~c, 7/,

4

7

PUNCTURES OF THE SKIN

q Q,

Except for the first ‘punctures, which appeared close to Mrs.
Blmrﬁrighf"wgiﬁj (Event 2),the victim was Mrs. Gerb. She would
suddenly séream “nd on@to eight marks, resembling pinpricks,
would be found on her, body. The marks 1 saw were within an
area of two and a half inches, but otherwise seemed to be randomly
distributed. One clusterawas on her throat, another on her right
breast, five on her legs or thighs, and four on f‘:er;1»‘rms, both the
right and the left ones. On sevenoccasions she was alone (in her
room, the bathroom, or on the stairs) and four times with Mrs.
Bloom, Mr. Earanda, and others. ¢ . s

Incidents of this type are rare in RSPK literature. A case which
in some respects resembles the Bloom-Gerb occurrences is reported
by A. R.'G. Owen (2). It took place in Bristol, England, 1761-1762
and wus investigated by a Mr. Henry Durbin, As in thepresent
case, two persons; in this case two sisters, Molly and Dobby Giles,
respectively thirteen and cight years old, were the victims, On one
occasion, ““We saw their arms bitten about twenty times. . . . Their
arms were put out of bed, and. . . . They could not do it themselves,
as we were looking at them the whole timé, We examined the bites
gd){p;gd on them the impression of eighteen or twenity teeth, . . ."”

’.C«l I - yo) ' . H o
| AI:- l,l'lﬂl}t Bloom-Gerb home, one of the yictims, namely Dabby,
was affected miore often than the other. In addition to bites and
moveémentsof objects, some of which were dlsp witnessed (by
£

(
/) £

ey

/
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7 .when attention was drawn to them. How
%uglionu when I was present in the, home, while, Mrs. Gerb
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‘Durbin, the girls sometimes séemed to be pushed or pulled by an
“invisible force, This is reminiscent of Mrs. Gerb's impression that

. %g}gfl davenpart; felt choked. Policeman saw skin pinched
as i 5? fingérs, pin marks came then [on her throat]” (Event 24);
Durbin said that “*] saw' the flesh at the side of her (Molly’s) threat
: in:; whitish as if done with ﬁ,glgeru, though I saw none"
P- 261). ‘Q : “’r'(

fact that both girls were the victims of the bites made Owen

k- /;Iju the possibility of double gﬁ:‘:ﬁt&ﬂﬁﬁf@ﬂ.ﬁ hé found it “slightly

more likely that only one of them was the poltergéist center and

soperdted by externally applied ‘forcé’-on the skin of herself and her

1 " (2, p. 264). Owen considers the stigmatization theory ac-
grding to which the effects are due to snmEmpr::m thnt‘v‘ﬁp?mu
lly in the body of the person. Mainly because of the rapid
in ‘which the poltergeist bites appeared, he suggests that they
‘weré ‘due to'an externally applied force. He concludes that polter-
geist woundings are “real but extremely rare” (2, p. 264). 7/
I question the stigmata (and psychosomatic) theory for the same
reason as Owen. A simpler theory is that the marks were the result
of some minor skin disease, and wére only’thought to be “bites”
mﬁﬂ&;‘ on one of the

W}; received the wounds, bload flowed from two of the four
I ‘saw (Event 41), and on two other occasions (Events 40

“cand 48)/it showed without flowing. |

; Mrs, Gerb said she thought the bites were due to’ & spider or
ntbér animal. However, she neither searched for it norasked others
to do so while 1 was there, When she had been woundeéd on the
breast (Event 48), I found heér’pressing a cross against the ‘punc-
tures, an act'which’/seeméd at variance with the animal theory:
She was in bed anid, shé'said, on the point of falling asleep when
she received the punctures. On some occasions clusters of five or
more punctures appeared simultancously (Events 2, 3, and 4). It
18 difficult to suppose that one op morednsects could produce these
without discovery. It scemed even'less likely that an animal such
as a bat or a mouse could have caused thé wounds without detection.

A third possibility is that they were self-inflicted. After Mrs. Gerb
was wounded on the breast, I examined her bed for foreign objects,
looked on the floor ’underneath the bed, and also checked for
needles and other objects in her hair but found none. Of course,
a pin might have been secretéd other places. |

Whatever the explanation, the ‘punctures occurred within the

she /_%ﬂilggncd“ to a closet door prior to one of the puncture
inci tﬂ;m‘}ﬁ}. Also in both cases choking riences were:
' r. Earanda said, “We heard Mrs. Gerb scream. She
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general context of the RSPK disturbarices. T'wo of the twelve
wounds whose times were known hn]ﬁlpzncd‘mﬂnn about a minute
of two of the seventy-one moveménts spread d¥er the initial two
wecks. Mrs. Gerb said she had neyer fﬂ:twcd 51:»:]1 Wbunds before
the pru:m series of incidents.
Tiy the“éase of some of the punctures; one fnllnw&d annl:her in
short chironological order (Events 23-24 and' 40-41)/ suggesting the
7b;md of fnduagn “effcct found in the case of the movements of
objects.”"Ther¢ ‘ay alsp have been a relationship betwéen the
puncturgs and the knocking incidents. The punctures ceased shortly
after the km:-r.:ka‘ hagnn ‘and theé latter usually came in groups of
two, three, or'more, 48 did the wotinds. Moreover, Mrs. Gerb wis
the main victim of both! The ssunds frequently originated close
to her, frightening and’ up&eﬁing huer, as had the punctures.

).

K~nocking Iﬁcmnﬁfs _
I was outside the house with Mrs. Bloom Sunday evening,
Mnn:h 18, “wh:n M; Ford, who was alone in the kitchen, heard

“a mufiled rn hon the window (Event 45). He looked out but
saw no-one.”T'wo minutes i:tcr. after I had returned upstairs with
Mrs. Blobm, we'heard a series of knocks, apparently from down-

stairs {E\'Eﬂl 46). These were followed shortly afterwards by an-
other series or two, {Evélit» 47). Since éyeryone in the house was
upstairs, the sounds were evidently not odueed by members of the
family. However, I did not mmt{gnte rt]'u:r since I was reluctant
to Jeave the family unattended.The following day twda similar scries
of kfiocks (Events 52 and 53) occurred while ‘was upstairs with
the family, I hurried down, but found'no une *uumﬂ\& or nﬂ,r the
housé; mor in the downstairs room.

Wednesday evening, while T was away fmm the® hnuse, the
knockings resumed. At 7:45, five minutes after I had arrived and
was Wit ‘the, family upstairs, three very loud knocks were heard
downstairs, I rished down, but found no one (Event 64). Twenty-
five minutes ldter, knocking again came from downstairs (Event 65),
and again no one was found. D.L.B. arrived at 9:10 p.m. and twenty
minutes afterwards, knocks were again heard (Event 66), but this
time they seemed to come from upstairs, Mrs. Bloom was with
'B,L B. and me in the kitchen and could not, we convinced,
hﬂd‘pm&ucﬂl them. Mrs. Gerb was in“her r6om and’ Louisa in

other's. Five minutes later, then‘:/i;raa a sérics nfaav:n distinct

?uch %:m 67) with the people in the samé areas as: before,

Bloom could not, we were certsin, have, produced

’ﬁeh%m Thl:]r séemed to;come from the opposite part of the hallway.
75, y; B £
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@ﬂ mﬂmun scemed to be that Mrs. Gp,[h was Fmﬁ%
B L.
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D.L.B. and 1 hurried into the two hedmﬂm.-u We found Louisa
in heromother’s room, on the bed, wripped in a blanket and
m%g" . Gerb was in bed in l:u:r room. Treying to reproduce
the n we found this could be done by knocking on the frnm:-(
of the wa&ﬁﬂng over Mrs. Gerb's bed. We therefore suspected/her
;d/lymni cguaediL D/L.B. consequently remained in Mrs. Gerb's
room er under ﬂﬁsemunn while I returned to the kitclien
with Mrs. A oo, Qszé ‘minutes later, there was a similar series
of knocks (Event 68). At thistime, D.L.B. was watching Mrs. Gerb,
1 was with Mrs. Bloomn the<kitchen, and Louisa was in the
hlihruum Since the soupds seemed to comie from the painting or
ibly from the wall between Mrs. ﬁc;h s an;l Mrs. Bloom's
or somewhere in that’ nqgghﬁarh:o-ad the unlg; normal ex-

cing/them by
ng against the wall undemﬁth the,covérs, though as far as
could see, she was not moving. To" c:aiudiz the possibility
she was making the knocks underneath the covers, D.1,B.
both of her hands in his. Shortly afterwards;, cat 9: 53 P,

- there was a'series of knocks (Event 69) when I was still in the

kitchen with Mrﬂ Bloom, Louisa was in bed in her mother’s foom,
and Mrs. Gerb in bed, her hands being held by D.L.B. D.L.B
was certain she had not produced thém: In this case, he thought
the knocks came from the hallway rather than from the wall next
tu Mrs. Gerb's bed, I felt certain that’ 'ty “did not come from
%e kitchen where Mrs, Bloom ﬂ L'were,’ gut from, the opposite
side of the house. 1 considered thr. possibility, that Louisd, produced
by knocking on Mrs. Bloom's bed. or the | wall Tat.hmd’ it, but

wag inconsistent with D.L.B.'s impression ufkthe direction of
urce of the sounds. The door to Mrs. Bloom’s OO Was
arid the lights Were on then and at the other times that, night
when the suunds were htgr;l Louisa could not, | tha'ag;'st. haye

crossed the room to the north, wall and knocked on it without¢

detection by me sitice part/of the/ area between the wall and bed
could be seen from, t!ie/htchei) The moment the knocks were
heard, I entered the’ ‘hallway, nm;l from there had a full view of
anu, who was lying quietly onher mother’s bed. She could net,
I thought, have left the b-ci:(n,p,d knocked on the west or north
walls or on objects in those areas and rEtlm;:d without detection.

At 10:00 p.M., when the people were/in e rooms, knocks
were again ’ht;l:d (Event 70), but only by Mrs Bloom, Louisa,
and me. DiL. B. was talking to Mrs. Gerb at the time, At 11:00 P.M.,
D.L.B. and I'began @ hypnosis session with Mrs. Bloom in Louisa’s
room. At 11;40 pi., Mrs. Bloom was still under hypnosis

and D. L.I? wis with’ her, aﬂ:u was with Mrs. Gerb in her room,
having helped, her to, the ‘kitchen Jfor some food and then to ﬂ]rl:,.
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bathroom, and as Mrs. Gerb was lying down, the knocking resumed
(Event 71). Louisa seemed to be asleep ii Mrs. Bloom's room.
Again, it was difficult to understand howaany of the three women
could have made the sounds normallyoThere were ewo additional
seriés of knockings (Events 72 and 73) when D.14B, was present,
and three after he had left (Events 74,°75, and 79)and wlhen I
was alone with the family. In all cases except-one (Event 72); whén
. D.L.B. and'] were downstairs at the time the knocking was heard,
cither hie-or I was with Mrs. Bloom. On one occasion he was asking
Mrs./Bloom'whethér thereswould be other disturbancesthat night
when tﬁe»‘kn‘p:kﬁigi was’ heard (Event 73). '

The sounds exhibited marked focusing effects both insofar as
the series of knocks tended to°follow each other and insofar as
they tended to come from thé'same fwo areas, the downstairs room
and Mrs, Gerb's room. : ‘

ANALYSES FOR AGENCY

Studies were made of the times and places of the events in the
hope of revealing their source. Beginning with Sunday, the events
whose times'were known Were distributed as follows over the seven
days of thie, weeks sixteen, eleven, fifteen, twenty, seven, seven, and
thirty-six. This is a significintly ufieyen distribution (y* = 37.75,
6 d.f., P < .0001), The most active day was Saturday and the
least active days, Thursday and Friday. The only occurrences
registered for Thursdays took place in the carly morning, and they
were continuations of Wﬁdﬂdtﬂjﬂnight'lmnm When we examine
this situation in relation to the family’s dttivities, we find_ that on
thé first Thursday, only Mrs. Gerb wag in the house during the
day and that no one was at home on Wednesday and Thursday

nights,

~Counting the events at two-hour intervals during the day, be-
ginning 12:00 midnight-1:59 a.n., they were grouped: twiénty, two,
one, zero; zero, three, four, cighteen, nine, eleven, twenty-twd, and
fourteen, with'one additional incident sometime before noon and six
after. This is also significant (x* = 84.77, 11 d.f., P < .0001).
Most of the events were between two o'clock in the afternoon and
two in the morning. When these figures aré Studied in relation
to the activities of the threc women, most of the, occurrences
ccoincided with their waking hours. There ywas 4/conspicuous re-
duction late at night when they were probably ssleep. The bédtimes

“of the three members of the family were not'the same, Mrs; Bloom

liaﬁa,l]{ Mym} upolater than her mother and daughtéf. In éleven
/hl},l ouisa was probably asleep during the disturbances;and in
* A

£
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ten, Mrs. Gerb. There seem to; have been no incidents when
Mrs. Bloom was asleep, with one possible exception, when she said
she was dozing (Event 26).* If wakefulness is associated with RSPK
,’Mrs. Blgom is more strongly indicated than the two others/
.ggﬁth: dséumption the RSPK agent is likely to be in the area
something happens, I counted the incidents when m?/-:h‘
sér of the family. was at home. Mrs. Bloom was known to
be at home, during one hundred disturbances; Mrs. Gerb ayas
present during ninety-eight; and Louisa, during seventy-one. When
we consider the tiies when the embeérs, of the family were said
to be away, Mrs. Bloomzand Mus. Gerb were, both absent fm: 81X,
9 r c/’nr.l Louisa for twenty-niné E,fgn’tﬂ'];'heﬁgurﬂ suggest that either
or both of the two older women, rather than Louisa, were the
* apgents. As a further aid in determining the role of the three
o members of the family, the average distance was calculated bétween
their 1ocation and the place in the house where a movement

/ Ly

inated. If a person was only stated to be irca givén room or
ut her exact position was not indicated, I have used the center
of thé rpom”as the place she occupied. Since the localization of
sounds and punctures presented difficulties, these have not been
included in the analysis. Figures were obtained by adding the
individual distances een the events and each of the three
women and dividing this figure by, the number of events. In
7 §Mrs. Bloom’s case, there were thirty-five occufrences whose dis-
,  ftances from her were known and the sum of theseiwas 472 feet,
4. Consequently, the average distance’per event is (472/35 =) 13.5
| For/Mrs. Gerb, this figure was (562/39 =) 14.6 feet, and
“for Louisa (467/29 =) 16.1 feet. Thirdly, a study. was made of
4’7@;11!? imity factor for the twenty-three events when all, members
afc \Emﬂ}*’ﬁm‘c at home. Occasionally, two or all three were
reportedly equally ‘close to-an event. Mrs. Bloom was closest 1o
the disturbance in twelve cases, or was among those closest'to it.
For Mrs, Gerb and Louisa, the es were nine and six, respect-
ively. This distribution is/not significant. .
None of the figures’ st that Toouisa was the focal point for
the disturbances, Mrs, Bloom and. her mother were present and
absent for about an equal number’ of incidents. Mrs. Bloom's
average distance from the origin of movements was slightly shorter
than her mother’s and she was slightly’more often closer to them.,
However, the differences are not large and leave room for doubt.
A study of the physical and psychological aspects of the occurrences
may throw more light,on the question of agency.
o U /
* However, there was an incident when she was hypnotized (Event 71) and
snother when she Yas lyingin a c

Y

semiconsciousness on the floor (Event 104).
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PrysicAL Asrgcrs

In two earlier studies (3,4) there Was a reduction in the number
of occurrences with increased disfance from the ostensible agent,
In the present study, there were thirty“five instances where Mrs.
Bloom was present in the home and ‘when Her distance oFapproxi-
mate distance from the origin of movement could be/calculated.

Using-the groupings of 1-5 feet, 6-10 feet, etc., the distribution

» comes out as twelve, seven, four, two, two, four, and foar: A linear
ession analysis shows that the attenuation is significant’ (¢ —
—2.2or =/5-,703:§ df5:P < .05). The thirty-nine figures fér
Mrs. Gerb, sevén, four, nin¢, seven, twelve, zero, and zero did
not show any decrcase, In’other ‘words, the role of agent seems
to fit Mrs. Bloom better’ than her mother. (The twenty-nine oc-
currences whose distances from Louisa were known were dis-
tributed as follows over the sevén distance groupings: six, three,
one, five, twelve, two, and zerol) . /o,

However, the ambiguity in thé'figures-mentioned previously
raises certain questions about agency which I shall return to later.
It should also; be added that there were five movements when
Mrs. Bloom was fiot in the home. If these had been incorporated
in the analysis, the évidence for attenuation would have become

o,

the at’lt:nuai"l:mgfféct]gr_tﬁ&,p: :El,y r.;:p!nined in terms of *
servation and target TFrmi-p' ing' artifacts” (partially because of the
lack of attenuation with espes tu‘Mrn Gp:?h anj::l Louisa) nor in
terms of “motivational artifacts' (only’ éne of the twelve objects
disturbed near Mrs. Bloom is likely to‘have been in the foreground
of her attention). However, the “attenudtion could bé s “fraud
artifact.”” If Mrs. Bloom caused several of the incidents ffandu-
Aentlyys a clustering of occurrences might /have Tesultedcin her
immediate vicinity, since she might have been mare likély to throw
things that Were close at hand than those furthér awayo The
following analyses rest on the assumption that most of the inciderits
were genuine, including those that happened close to Mrs. Bloom.
Dr. John 1. Artley has made a mathematical analysis of the
attenuation effect in relation to four curves, a freehand estimate
of a smoothly, decreasing ciirve which fits the seven observational
points the best, a curve of the inverse functién, an exponential
curve of decay, and a curve of the cardi gf“ftmcﬁuﬂ.-, g
.. The theoretical aspects of the four curves have been’discussed
li'[—)_,th{_r: preyious two papers (3, 4) and Will not‘be repéated. Tn this
scase the function for exponential decay is:’ | '

P Az 9 P N = 13.3¢000sn bl Gy )
/7@ @ / '<I// Y o Vo F Qe . Qo

For reasons similar to/those discussed in the earlier papers (3, ?
ob-
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“The standard deviation for the graphical curve is 1.6, for the inverse
function, 2.0, for the exponential decay furiction, 4.0, and for the
‘cardinal function, 5.7. Since the best fit has the lowest SD, the data
are best accourited for by the inverse function. 5ok
Ta le 1 shows the_relationship of the average length of move-
;ﬂ‘.@&h distance from Ms. Bloom for the thirty-one objects Where'
O e K, el M Ao

~Averace Distance or Movisent v Feer

i Retarion 1o ProxiMiry 10 Mps. Broon

/ E! Q E' S 8 :
7162007/, 21-25.

3 €5 1-5 6-10 11-15 26-30 31-35

) 10901 1230 135@) @), 1042) 54275, 1570
% — Lol £ 2 Llgoni U,

@ ':GI‘hg figures in parentheses refer to the numbeér af fnﬁﬂmum which

/ S
3 e Ao 4
these two' fagtors were known. These figures clearly do not show

N

an attenuation effect. However, they resemble those obtained in

the two previous studies. In one respect, the occurrences follow

%% known energetic rules insofar as there were only few movements

or of heavy objects, such as picces of furniture,
£ Ten disturbances originated in froft of Mrs, Bloom and two
U g Sin back, a significant difference *'=)5.3, Vd.f, Pcg .05). There
0 7 wﬁfng marked favoring of sides, six beginning 4t her left and four
¢ méﬂ right. There was a significant tendency for the, movements
4 Gzﬂ towardMrs. Bloom, twenty-two !’nlfdﬁinf this direction while

smoved away (x* = 4.8, | d.f, P < .05).%

4/7@# ,There was an insignificant tenden (
a tlockwise direction in“relation to her, nineteen following this
trend and eleven moving cotmterclockwise.® TR

In nine cases the-path of movement was a curved one, assuming

<

clockwise, that is, facing the diréction of movement, eight objects
turned to the left and one to the right. This difference is statistically
significant (y* = 5.44, 1 d.f,, P‘“—t;lgflﬁ’)(gt'-f;’_l'tfern was a significant

object was correct. Eig t of thes¢’were counterclockwise and one

¢ As before (3) pbjects that started off toward the ostensible, agent and then
3.

passed . We , with the objects moving toward him; so were objects
which moved inhis difection mdﬂlﬂl?ﬂlﬂdl':'l:}h il
* An object whose tof origin was not known but whose terminating
munpgﬁodmb:mg.dﬂwh: direction in relation to Mrs. Bloom
'T!#‘!' with'/the :wqiﬁ?mu. while another incident where the'
initi m“ww Jthen veering off toward the center of the )
S
/./.
) R
9, Sy 2
;) (/C » @Qf/‘

for the objécts tﬂwmqw in,

that the information regarding:the origin and termination of the
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preference for objects to move in a/northerly over a southerly
d.lrecl:lun, with thirty-four following this Arend and sixteen the
ite (x* = 648, 1 d.f, 2P < 05): Thére was no cast-west
erence {twcmy—thm againsy twcﬂty-fnur)a Qy
. 'In six instances at least the terminating stagé of movement was
observéd. As a rule, there was nothing untsual about this, The
only eéxceptions were a glass and a milk bottle seen, r:ape,rnwty,
I:i anna and Mr, Ford (Events 6 and 25). The g[nﬂs “went bump,
P hﬂunmrﬁ.llkc it was dancing” and then Trolled oOff
Mrs. ‘Bloom's béd:. Themilk bottle ““‘was not actually airbofie—
it more’ hnun@ed,thﬂnmngthmg else.” Occasionally the movement
was upward as in the case of twooglasses that left the kitchen sink
(Events 5 and §). Simildrly, a saucer that moved from the sideboard
and hit the wall above thé pian6c(Event 22), and a pillow that
went from the sofa and struck the venetian blinds (Event 27),
described upward trajectories;,

There were about four times ‘a8 many incidents with dielectric
or probable dielectric objects as with' conductors or probable con-
ductors. The elements most often present in tﬁtd]ﬂurhtd objects
were hjdl;pgﬂm oxygen, and carbon. However, it 15 not possible
to detérmine whether the predominance of these materials and of
dielectric abjects is dueito their greater sensitivity to psi energy
or to & greater, ahul‘lﬂmc: of, au{:h objects in the home.

i Y

JFE;ICH'EIHG m

The tendency for l:r.':rt:m ﬂbjm:u ‘ar, kmda of ﬂlu;m to be
repeatedly disturbed, or for certain’areas in the" Iw,uu to. be re-
peatedly involved in REPK cases has been referred to, mpecuw;l}r.
as “‘object focusing” and “area focusing” (3o,

T'able 2 shows recurrences with single objects ifi:relation to thei
MMm& m Mrs. Bloom. For each object the first'check mark
indicates, ﬂw first disturbance, the m:und check mark the second
disturbancé, etc. Five objects accounted for fifteen dmturhaﬁcga,
of which ten were répetitions. It is possible that there were more
recurrences since some of the ashtray and vase incidents may have
involved the same objects. The kitchen lamp-was featured in the

lungut series of repetitions, Four were bqfoné’ the 1-5 feet range,
- %ﬂ;ng something other than proxifmity as/the cause. The only

repetition that was known to be beyond the/glosé’proximity
m was the second incident with the letter opener. Addtional
s fur object focusing comes from the close succession of

[/7@ thl%e gf thé lamp incidents (Events 28, 30, and?31). "c.,

ry
C >y
Q/)ﬁ e, £
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the 1-5 fuﬂrnm
movementsalso’

impression that some of the o
RSPK property. Most of the toilet’ containers fall into this category
{Evuntu 54, 56, 57, 58, 60, 95, and 96; events that happe

/‘V@Ol
06/‘_[( . C
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Tabile 2
57 = menumlnnmbﬂ&ﬂliﬁrj&
,O/Gm Hmn Distance of Occurrence from Mrs. Bloom | / of &
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30 Ve La
iy ) ] 4
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UPelephone Base| 29 v/ , |
e, 90 v
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Alarm Clock A S
1070 v | S
Chair 8S v
86 » v 1
Towls: S| 15 2 2" koys Vip, 1. 1011020
'c" — 4/ Y
s Béyond 15 ‘ | S0,
] Hhu?ﬂfﬁupmmﬂrhﬂdnﬁn[mmmw&.‘< |
y ‘i’ﬁlgl: ¥ ,lhuwa Iu-cunmg on kinds of ubjecu. _ﬂn ﬁrm
ﬁqﬁeﬂt’ with ¢ach object is entered to keep the figures- d nﬂent
of the pr:‘rfﬂua analysis. If we again ignore episodes |- fﬂet fram A
Mrs. Bloom and’when the distances were unknown, five containers B
with cleansing or grooming materials, three drinking glasses, fotir er,
brushes, and the three E‘mmopiwnc records remain. D
Dmmnnn]ly, episodes with the same kinds of objects took place Pq
in close succession at a dm::c from Mrs. Bloom, reinforcing the Sk

‘were endowed with a special
ned beyond

have been lt:hmz:d} The three drinking glass
ed in short succession [E‘ﬂ:ﬂtl 5,6, and 8),

and thrée brush, mgt:giz:nu followed each other with nnly sounds |, \7920
or Elmn;;xum mttrvemng “(Events 42, 44, and 49).

several m:remuenmwmmteum:plnmm’ .
the home as the first disturbances of objects of that type. ItVis, 2 ey,
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4—r
ﬂnnmjﬁumd 1-5 feet range.
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" Base i T b okl 1
OfF Oy }i) | /{1‘
e Sy, 'f},;
PriTies 1A foer.
m[_ /) l 1/ \/7/!:
ch ﬂrunln sS4 4 1 2 2 1 15K
Furniture: Ac Q,
Serving Table iy
Chair Yo 1 1
Totals: s oxtymgudl Qal 3.l o3
S0, GrandTotak: [ 12 7 4 1. 2744 /3,33 | 66
- / /O/ 3 ¥4 L /Lk)L fide Q
Q T Y]

" 7o | Tor, 9 ay ey
. ) Pq, ’ <
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A QY
‘e therefore possible that the pllrﬁ/*rlther thm the object was the |
important factor.
'%oﬂhlt /ahnwu the distribution of events nv@l‘ the areas of @m
hml;e i) 'i;rr: d events in the [-5 feet category and nli?
' i X
0/% Wy S Tabled {ryged &
PE f | / 19, PR
Copy ' 2 Fudi.mnn:@im i Tir House " S % L X
- " S P . Oy
hgmmﬁm:mm%?wm- :-dn-sr..: Less 'f@/-@Sé'
) I-5 6-10 mg lun 21-25 m* n.:w «} uh 5 & ] 1 . f@C
§ ¥ 3T 'Vf"rtl_ S e ::.‘R‘"- 13 9 I
6 1 2y e 3 2 '
- Sl YOc e 9 T i
1 1 1 Qx % V@ S04 |
i R G .0
I a|d eer| w
L LS G S N ﬂ‘T-U' 2
nd 1-5 feet range. . ’Wh\,\ ', Oy
eventa w"ﬁ{;um FRIA, 4
, 6
itions, the evidence for area fucuuﬁqu strongest with regard
to the kitchen, while there was a’ ’d@&meﬁcg of episodes in the
< hallway and downstairs room. Since the numbét of possible RSPK
) may have been limited to the few uﬁjnm uﬁ the telephone
£ me,v this could account for the relative lack of’ mndm in the
4 As“mentioned before, the bottle ingiderits in the bathroom
d be :ttﬁlgumd cither to focusing on that mémg or on toilet,
,and / _bottles. There ma alwhﬂebﬂnnﬁm.uﬁggn
areas “@ithin rooms. In the kitchen three of the nir ,
mmmunu originated from the sink area and three frofiv or above ]/ A
the tablé; i B%:aﬂﬂ’h’@ room, three of the four objects moved =™
from her du& lmf in Mrs. ]gnurn‘ig room, there were two simule o _Sep,
taneous movements, fmﬁi(th: r&uur . Uy,
"/,/ (/7 '/)7 Or /OSfQ/
Pncﬂm.a&lgm. A@;;,m G
The relations between the three mambt.-.m«m the family, plr-
tl::ulul}r hct‘ww; Mrs, Bloom and her mother, w r-:auu*:med
the hula of the two, carlier studies (3, 4), it scemed that repressed
hostility by thmﬂ’g‘en'i’ftpmd others in thr, home may be a mn-/b@ 195,
tributory ca disturbances. However, the nsnhg Wy ‘lxybf.
twunhﬁhﬂlnﬁm #I%;om er was not entirely £ N
several occasions, Mrs. was pvertly critical of her mntlﬁ‘.l: Qf@ 6,
-\‘, //7[@
(eC‘[. /
Sa Z ‘A
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Mr., and Mrs. Gerb were dwun:l:d ‘and Mrs. Bloom blamed her
mother for the breakup of the ma . The family was Catholic,
but both Mr. Gerb and his daughter hadrh*,f th@ghurch Mrs. Bloom
did not express hostility toward her father, hut related an incident,
wi:ﬁn she was ten years old, whére his behavior to hep had been

exceptionally cruel.

Ml:a Gérb was a diabetic and her illness was a drain on her
daughtér’s finafices and energy. Mrs. Bloom said that her mother's
condition bt‘ér'ught on dizzy spells which were sorietimes’ followed
b}f’hptcrfml outbursts ‘for wh:ch she would have afmmesid. She
took :ﬁtﬂl;;nuun fur the dizziness and sometimes Mrs, Bloom gave
her insulin’ i mjmm

Personality Studrh:

The three members of the family completed the Minnesota
Multiphasic Personality Inventory, (MMPI). Mrs. Gerb did not
know sufficient English to understand the questions, so 1 had to
translate them into German. The profiles were analyzed by Dr. John
Altrocchiy Psychological studies were also made by Dr. David L.
Blumenthal and Di' 2 Theodore H. Barrett.

I asked Dr. Altrocchi to make a guess as to which of the three
women was thecentral figurein the disturbances. He chose Louisa.

Qualifying ‘his remarks with, the observation that she was younger
than usual for the, M‘MPL he uu:l

.+ o it is casy to migmcl.numbeingmvnludmmudmtu with
ﬂymg objects, either consciously or-unconsciously, with the primary

. muu?ut:tnn being reb-eb!:;.m. with the purpose of u her mother
or mother (pro ly her gmn@noﬂ‘m’} while-at thesame time
: gmg heru-.é by getting herself into p-nuﬁ}u. o

My nttn'.‘m]:lt to use the MMPI as a dmgnuam: tool for d}:mﬂu,ng
the agent in poltergeist disorders was a failure in this. casé€) How<
ever, Dr. A]PO i did not find the kind of repressed hl:rnrhiit)r
observed in other cases (3, 4). The MMPI suggested that Louisa’s
rebelliousness was overt rather than repressed.

The MMPI did not reveal much about Mrs. Bloom:

This is one of those profiles with a/Jurge number of very low

/) _scores—an unusual profile which is quite hard to intgrpret. One gttu
61, clear general impression of solid cgo strength, lack of psycho-

, pithology, a reasonably relaxed and’un: mafiner i’ acrather

quiet and introverted woman. In some ‘ways this is the healthiest

St uiﬂiuthrupmﬁ]u.hmuulhuthemuﬂimumtmdmwnm&

‘mwhnwmmhmnu:hnmhu Mrs. Bloom may well be'the

£

<

C

S

SOC fnmbahly toward life in general and pa;ncuht
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least forceful of the three, Cel ;,r shie is a conventional and ¥y
socialized woman, but there wr.ll may be a/flare of mdmduihty and

:::gmd;q in her. There is adequate ego strefigth and rﬁlhmw

absence of pajrc]ultm: complaints. Under stress she would pro :y‘

/ xeact with somatic symptoms. She is likely to be rather cau
,0/ nul: terribly interested in revealing much about herself. She, is ot
to- feel ‘very enthused about the phenomena in which her
falﬁ'{ is involved and would not be llhz‘:n revel in the. qu;h:i‘ry
or to hﬂt ném;rn! mut:ﬂudnnl pan in the happenings. .

There is little here to” thmw1ight o Mrs. Bloom's apparent
mln in the disturbances/The’ miost revealing statement may be that
e could be expected to ru:cg wlﬂi mgmaﬁc ;jrmpmm under stress,
 actually was the case, as ‘we shill see later.

2, Gerb showed a more pathological p;rmnalltjr /With the
mfnunaunn we have about Mrs. Bloom: from the pu;;hnhg:ml
m;mm it is not difficult to see that conflicts-might arise between
‘and her mother. Dr. Altrocchi qualified his remarks with the
ation that the translation of the questions into’ Germian may

have mu'oduﬂ::d changes which may have affected the rﬁphﬂ

This profile :td:ky indicates more psychological disturbance in the
forrm of depression than the other two | rofiles, but much more
striking is the really extreme degrée to ‘which it reveals a need to
present a good front. Mrs, Gﬂ-b'utmcgtnwl tn]:::ﬁthm test and

y

-presentation
volve excessive moral virtue, ﬁ!uf she'is saying/to us’that she never

X % has‘an angry thought, never does a ‘Wwrong ﬂﬁnﬁ:&d always, h:l.uvu

“in a Super-Christian manner. One much of this
- :ulhm!rld’ﬂ:muned She totally denies all animal of hﬂ'ﬂﬂf
r nmiluﬁnm Igﬂjmgthﬂlahehﬂnu"ld"EBchaiJﬂmﬂnhc

/‘ A,

qy)ﬂy dlfﬁﬁ'llft’ to liw: wath. . .

Dr. Barrett, in his summary of Mrs. Bloom's responses to the
Rorschach and Thcmat:c Apperception Test (TAT), found her

. to be in contact (with reality. There are no suggestions of

2 puychutu: mﬁﬁﬁq in‘this rathicr guarded record. Thas t of con-
stricted record is consistent with conversion hysteria of a kind in
which symptomatology is restricted. . 4 The subject is coping with
heightened anxiety and probably ‘wuh I'ne!mgu of inadequacy. She
may feel a desire to regress from th: problems of an ndu!t rale. .
ﬁm:u;] pmbkm mvnlvmg anxiety in heterosexual relations . . . scems
to be i ing with intense feelings of rejection.
She may ngﬁ;lf ftptmvnmﬂ: with a protecting man, a relationship
which she has apparently » been unable to achieve. The subject seems
to see her mother s quite ive, controlling, :nddnmm:hng.f
She dirécts considerable ty-toward her. . . .
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I asked Dr. Gertrude R. E'Ehlnﬂﬂ.qurr examine the Rorschach

A and TAT records. She found hersélf in nﬁe%m:nt with Dr. Barrett

e and added the following, first ibﬁut Mys. Bloom's stories to the
Vo TAT pictures: oy Yo, Sy

//7; £y GC? 9 6 /

. 0
e, '€ 8q "In not a single story does the i (

&rnqﬁmm# figifte act (6
s Pow ha u:fqu
e ﬁmﬁ‘mﬁﬂm B they G o 8 ““.mm

& m\gz}; m\ﬂmn& hupmg, ntlmlptu:l pmuum w;&putﬂ'mc

“3,, In'the single rcputndmtﬁmn ro
!w,bnz:ﬁgor the good gn that will be sup;g%/:d
mchaefh

vity are- ::I;]rnnnl;nﬂhdmanll y consistent.
¥ ¢ e, practical record, but wﬁh
little uvm lr.:finn lrh:l with strong i mdu:ntmnl: of
as the way  with stress.©

repression and denial

It indicates that as a child she was

freer md hvﬂmr thificnow; something of the child’s freedom and
mischief are still in r:uﬁ:m:prmnfhnrpﬂmmirty This is to

be expected in a normal adulé record; seems neither unusually
r:mnﬁg aauum:nfmﬂ:-uurgml;r. ﬁ:gmrddmnutmd:me
nmchﬂdnhly

P-n mmmnh:h:hufmmrdsm;!u&fmﬂmmmd
Lo

them in order of the likelihood of a t,
t}uému]d Wﬁm bly been below the middle of the nﬁ'ﬁ
gﬁnmmf&eﬁ f&;thn vnul:ty or the power that a poltergeist

??uﬁ ugh ﬁm t 1 m mﬁewrd of someone ible”for
polte t two interpretations as
nh:htﬁ One deriv?ﬁ F;ﬁ 1’4n'[:'lS B]nu a mputlr::ﬁ of devilish Iﬁ

¢ to her own mother. Tt is that the m ts a source of power
on which Mrs. Hlmm nﬁwga t?ﬁu 5her=f'isf m of ﬁ:t:l interaction

o here. The other is that the’ Rorschdch .&T m dequate as
] personality instruments. "-'4'11:1 t she is
Vop unl‘l.mgp_-,r. that she represses, that s dl?ﬂﬁ ﬁut m:t‘ m: her (esires
in, normal constructive or destructive myu} bt th:y ‘do not say

O mmagb to give the whole picture. Onik 384 10 5 B8 0s
vﬂlun‘tmthal found AR

“qQp ,(')_
) ol thl‘l level of ¢ conflict between Mrs, Binnm and the grm:lmnrthcr
295 They are very diﬂ':rtnrg in reEIa_.::l to their attitude toward life in
P U general, and sex in e grandmother has always been a
Yo, p € suppressed personality, afraid of both sexuality, at-
o, ", tempting to maintain a socially uoccrlzzh - at all

: af@ Y \Qo us veneer of acceptability t;ﬂ) mﬁt uutbum:n

qmﬁnn followed b}* nhlme

' CO/); 3 is in rebellion against man; vufhtﬁ'” k
ey S; %m very different stufd-:ﬂaﬁlrm hcm;l:f %

e u-:umhuwunmm appeared to take the g
r
/7@”/'0 Sor
O 4
Uy RO | Tl z
SO ) k'//7 C¢
C/@ Q’ =7
. &y . %y “Cq
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target, nﬁthmphgmnmmdiﬂmutmmmnfh!n Bloom’s

personali
Ehw;hm real fear of antagonizing hur ‘mother, n.'lthuugh this
ﬂ]stnmunmtmmcwufhnrmy:x r

rs to b-; a
/ %“ﬁ &ith her. . [h“:] was inhibited in terms of exp
o/ héf;}:htﬁmq D\GE;'.I mother. The phenomena might hnr:m
leﬂ g her. v +
m:mn Mnhlﬁllgd dependency needs, fixated apparen
at an ofal levéls, , . An important conflict in her life lppmu‘iﬁ(bn
with fuhe:rf-“ plr.!.‘ﬁhs is-drawn ¢ontinually to paternal figures and
pene stitor to dnother.,, .

: Thm is no ind of any payche {:duurd:r—nn indication
of fugue or dmmm:!tgsi?w . v"/fqh R

c .

’ During Dr. Blumenthal's ﬁnnhcntcﬁ‘m with Mhﬂk loom, she
“said ‘that when she was faced with pfublcﬁt!,ft]un “affect her
0y stomach and she would get cramps and throw) up. "Toward the
Emi of ‘the interview with Dr. Blumenthal, a® she c'[ﬁcu.ﬂ:lmg
ﬁ;;mhnn at home with Mrs., Gerb, she had 6 gn o l;he rest
to Yomit. Dr. Blumenthal commented: &

ﬁP
C‘Dhmuuamm is a psychophysical reaction she has to her' mothef
and we see hereowhat could be termed an affect equivalent—
i!l::prm‘ a certain amount of emation that she will not let herse
e component of this emot c:prmm itself probably
!m' stomach. The ideatio I%t usq n: ressed. .
5 gh she sees the solution fo h b|¢€r m jon of
€/ ., convincing her mother to behave d1ﬁi§mﬂy, ‘ml)- she does not
£, ‘see her compliance to her mother’s control ﬁwunlﬁmpu being
OS,qimpﬁﬂmj'l From the point of view of the research, i js i m Iﬁ
€0 . ‘to.gpeculate as to whether this dissociation. between the ideation
/7 tnﬁdﬂme compon ent of the' qu;nhﬁ\ﬂ:ln}*
&m ing;lcai phenomena :E& affective energgy
duméﬁt;ﬁél Qﬂwught deflected in a pmpnyuh@lugul
dnﬁg.mn -U

) Rz

P@rcﬁoiamml D&tﬂ m Rg,’ﬂﬂﬂmga ﬂ#&urrmcﬂ

The first mndcm:él
theme for the disturbani .@maﬁj?/qf which seemed to be directed
against her. This is consistent with what we know about the
relations in the home. The confliet ufm;d/ to be expressed par-
ticularly clearly by two of the hone mmdmu_ The first
record to break belonged to Mrs. Gerb and was ed “Mit Mir
zu Hause'l, ( At’ Home with Me, Event 33). It camé from a rack
hnldm y+five records, of whlch +|:.~|-.|13r four belonged to Mrs.

e/same 'mmge ;m:y have ugrmud when a
mmt]ua “anraMuﬁw;; W< out of Mrs. Bloom's room (Event’

H} e Iy# A O/‘A @1. o/

/O(

thrnu

\)'O(

h@mhg& uf Mrs. Gerb's cup, set the

49
>
/‘/% 0

Yo v
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Since Mrs. Bloom was working, Mrs. Gerb was largely respon-
sible for the preparation of meals. On one occasion when I was
present, Mrs. Gerb had done something wrong with the food we
were to have for dinner and Mrs. Bloom showed, her irritation.
Many of the incidents took place in the kitchen, Since this was
also used as the family room, it may have provided the main setting
for the contacts between the two womeén. and“therefore for ‘the
RSPK disturbances. EPPS iy By

Muost of the movements were directed toward the north. This
was the part of the home where the kitchen, stairs, and Mys. Gerb's
room were located. Louisa’s room, the bathroom, and Mrs, Bloom's
room wer¢ on thé opposite, southern side. Since Mrs. Gerb og-
cupied part of the north side of the home and since the kitchen
may have been an area of conflict-hetween her and her daughter,
it fits the interpersonal pattern/that there should have been more
movements in this direction than in the opposite.

Another recurring theme seemed to’involve Mrs, Bloom’s rela-
tion to father-figures. The events began on Mr. Gerb’s birthday
and some ©f the other incidents brought Mr. Earanda into the
picture. After-a yacation in Florida, Mrs. Bloom had brought him
a souvenir ‘bottle with a nude figurine of a woman decorating the
cork. Mr. Eararida fourtd the present inappropriate, and it remained
on thé dresser, in Mrs. Bloom’s room. The figurine broke one
afternoon, probably while Mr. and Mrs. Earanda were in the house
(Event 16), The, second record that broke, “Honeymoon in Italy™
(Event 50), belonged to Mrs, Bleom, and may have been a return
to the theme of her unsettled marital life.

Louisa did not scem to’be a main source of friction for her
mother. Mrs. Bloom was dissatisfied ‘with her schoolwork and had
other criticisms, but these are not unusual, for’ a:parent with a
teen-age daughter. Nevertheless, a few of the‘ingiderits seemied to
be directed toward Louisa. An ornamental glass swan, which she
treasured, broke in the first phase of the disturbances (Event 20).
There were three events in Louisa's room after Mrs. Gerb's
departure while Louisa and Mrs. Bloom were alone. One took
place there while she and Mrs. Bloom were watching TV (Event
111) and two when/they were in the kitchen doing Louisa’s
homework (Events 112 and 113). Louiss was not doing as well
in school as her mother expected and it is’easy to suppose that
the homework situation was tense. LB
/> The disturbances of toilet and drinking utensils may conceivably
‘be éxpressions of Mrs. Bloom's dependencéy needs. However, these
events are general enough to represent a wide range of needs and
‘the j¢’/they convey, if any, may be a ‘quite “different
oney ;S . 4

£

b4

S{e
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In two cases Mrs. Gerb actually séemed to be the target for
the moving objects. A serving table moved toward her as she was
lying/in bed)(Event 82), and a milk bottle, which Mr. Earanda
had placed flat on the counter to (g:jvﬁnt its tipping over acciden-
tally, left its place, ‘grazing Mrs. Gerb before it broke on the floar
(Event 15).;Latér; a saucer in the downstairs room, which he“had
placed Gn_a fruit bowl to prevent its falling down accidentally,
grazed Mrs/Bloomand then hit'the wall (Event 22). It is interesting
that two objects which_had<been”handled by Mr. Earanda to
prevent breakage should be disturbed shortly afterwards and should
actually hit the mother ‘and daughter. The lamp also moved once

* cshortly after Mr. Earanda had hanidled it/(Event:3]).

" In three cases, the direction of movements: may ‘have pointed

toward visitors to the home, Mr. Cook had placéd a mifror on a
O

chéir.in Mrs. Bloom's room so he could watch hér from the kitchen.
This was shattered by an ashtray (Event 26). Erom Mrs. B}mm's

sition, the mirror presumably showed Mr. Cook’s reflection.cln
anather instance, the object moved toward me (Event 78), but since
I was standing in front of Mrs. Gerb's bed, where she was lying,
it is uncertain whether she or 1 was the target. Finally, one of
the records landed atcthe feet of Mrs. Earanda (Event 99) when
she was in the hall with Mrs. Bloom. ‘ )

If Mrs. Gerb was rarcly a targetdpr theé moving objects, she

 was very much the victim as far as the ptncturés were concerned.

‘Whether or not they were paranormal, they seemed to fit the

ychological situation. Mrs. Bloom gaveher mother insulin in-
jections and she told me that Mrs. Gerh was afraid of the needle.
Tn view/of the fact that Mrs. Gerb’s illness; was a strain/on her

U daighter, the inflictions of these harmless, but frightening, pier-

ci iy not have been as meaningless as they scemed. However,
thl;%‘ng::@ that she was the agent for the punctures is not supported |
by the distancé’analysis, Of the ten cases when Mrs. Bloom's
locations weré known, in five Mrs./ Gerb was 1-15 feet from hers
in four, 16-30 feet; and it one, tnly Mr. Earanda was in the home
with her. 1oy el | B )

On the evening of Sunday, March ‘18, the puncture episodes
terminated and the knockings commenged. As had the punctures,
the banging noises began at a distapce from Mrs. Gerb, in the
kitchen and downstairs part of the home, butlater often seemed
to be located in or near the wall by her bed. Though a series of
bangs was/probably not as frightening to Mrs. Gerb as a series

of punctures, their lotidness and frequency seemed to greatly upset /

her. I mentioned ‘Earlier that there were similarities in gitmmmg
between the punctures'and the sounds. They may also have been’
related in Mrs, Bloom's mind. At the end of a hypnosis session
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(sce page 95), when Dr. Blumenthal asked her what the bites
were like, she replied, “sewing needle, dang, dang, dang.”

The fact that Mrs. Bloom on one occlision khocked on the floor
ayhen she seemed to be in a dissociated state miay also indicate
t(l/iﬂt she had a hand, albeit an invisible one; in the other knockings.

A,gen‘ ' Aﬂ;‘m ] e :

Table 5 shows the activities of Mrs. Bloom in‘relatiof to thé

occurrences. If we concéntrate on movements of objéets beyond

ﬁl')‘

1 f',v“ C T.h‘rus
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)/r\ My s

fivel feet, host of the thirteen incidents took pléce while she ‘was

mtmdﬁ?ﬁ:,t.nr walking. In seven, she“syas discussing the
disturbances with me or appeared to be attending to mie; During
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three episodes, she was talking, phoning, or attending to others,
and in two cases she was sitting with Mrs. Gerb or Mrs. Earanda.
Only in one ¢ase was she lying in bed, though probably not asleep,
In short! during mearly all of the disturbances, Mrs. Bloom ywas
inyolved in 4 éocial éituation. The occurrences did not seem related
to her being witlt any one person. The relatively large number
of times she was withome can probably be attributed to the fact.

that as a rule only I recorded her -activities. Ji
g i St NDamab o
] r U ﬂf Pﬁ Eh, : Q 3 (

%, If Mrs. Bloom was the dgent for the Oceurrences, she did not
o seem to be aware of it. The tendéncy for the disturbances to take
place ‘when she was engaged in pusposeful activity apparently
o,unrelated to the event in question suggests that the episodes were
. triggered in her unconscious. O S 16 90n
4 In"an attempt to discover unconscious material that’ might tbe
relévant to the incidents, D.L.B. and I conducted a hypnosis session
with Mrs. Bloom Wednesday evening, March 21. She‘thad no
difficulty in stating that she was upset with her mother, but could
throw no light on thé cause of the events. ‘
There was a curious, but possibly coincidental, connection be-
., tween the bangs and the words "sewing needle, dang, dang, dang.”
i S&’hm she said these words, her mother ‘woke tp and asked help
)5, 16/go to the kitchen and the bathroomu After 1 hadescorted her
A, ick and as she was lying down and; while Mrs./Bloomowas still
@s,@gjﬂpuoﬁzed. there was a series of knn:lt{ETm’t*?l}. ’ 4

#
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If Mrs. ‘Bloont was the agent of all the occurrences, including

the punctures, it was curious that she herself was once a victim

As in the Durbin case (2),/the fact that two ns were afflicted

raises the possibility of doublé ageney. Dr. Schmeidler suggested

that a “poltergeist & deux' situation might have developed, cor-

responding to the old psychiatric_coneept of “folic & deux,” and

proposed the phrase which heads this section. The first few events

& are not inconsistent with a RSPK contest between the two women.

Half an hour after Mrs. Gerb’s cup broke, Mrs,’ Bloom received

five punctiires close to her right hand (the one, we might note,

with which she probably admiléjincr:d t!;t uh;i: to her mother).
Next, Mrs. 'Gerb received -t usters of pricks.

It seems doubtful that %b_,_ﬂnrb was the sole agent, mainly

because of the absence of “atten

2/

astion of occurrences in relation.
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to her locations. On the other hand, her, personality, especially her
use of repression in dealing with'upacceptable emotions, is not
inconsistent with a poltergeist role. ¢
~_The theory that Mrs. Gerb was a secondary agént combines well
with the focusing hypothesis. Aceording to this, certain objects
‘haye become endowed with a special sensitivity to’psi energy so
that they may be disturbed even at great distances from the. agent.
Hoywever, no disturbances were known to oécur. when, the house
was empty. For the five movements when Mrs. Bloom was absent,
her’mother and daughter yere at home (the former Heing closest
to three/of the events, the latter to two). Perhaps these objects,
four of whi¢h weré toilet’containiers, possessed this special serisi-
tivity so that the lowerlevel 6f PK ability possessed by Mrs. Gerb
was sufficient to trigger the incidénts. If she contributed to the
disturbances in this way, this might also account for some of the
events that took place at the extreme distances from Mrs. Bloom.
Three of these occurred in Mrs, Gerb's ropm while she was there,
Dr. Schmeidler suggested there might be-a “field interaction”
between the two women. If we ask how the energy of the two
psi fields|aas supplied, Dr. Blumenthal’s question whether the
“energy component’) of Mrs. Bloom's emotion could have been
“‘deflected in a parapsychological direction” may be relevant. There
is a suggestion that the RSPK disturbances were associated with
extrasomatic releases of energy which otherwise were expended by
organic disorders: Mrs.“Bloom told mé that on Wednesday, March
21, she had vomited ‘in the morning and alsa in the afternoon while
she was in her restaurant. No oceurrences took place on Tuesday,
with the exception of one event at’ 12:45 in the ‘morning, nor on
Wednesday until late afternoon, shortly before Mrs. Bloom left the
restaurant. Mrs. Gerb's fainting spellomay lso in part have been
psychosomatic. She said she had none while she was in Germany,
and she also did not have any after her rettrn in Qctobes and
until tensions in the family again began to mount. There ‘may have
béen an inyerse relation between the psychosomatic symptoms and
the RSPK effects; Mrs. Bloom's vomiting episodes and Mrs. Gerb's
fainting spells subsided during most of the periods covered by the
RSPK disturbances. Perhaps the energy usually expended on psy-
chosomatic complaints was’ diverted to the psi fields.

ConcrLusionN fé
_ | This study is not presented with the intention: nf_‘pfﬁ#iug' any-
thing. Conviction is only likely to result from the recurrence of
similar incidénts under improved methods of obsérvationi-in con-

£
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junction with a plausible explanation. I have outlined the begin-
nings of a theory before (3). The presence’ of recurrent patterns
is not necessarily indicative of paranormality.“For instance, the
attenuation phénomenon could be explained by fraud as well as.
by a reduction of psi energy. The investigator must have

C

incident (Event 49),0the explosive noise produced by the vase
(Event 78),’and some of the knocking sounds (Events 68 and'69),
peting normal ones/Somé of thé events reported by other visitors
reinforced this judgment e fop i Cay
“ ¢y, Assuming that there weré genuing RSPK occurrences and that
o they were sufficiently numerous‘tp indicate valid trends, we may
“compare the characteristics of this’ case with, those found jn the
oy previous two (3, 4). The three cases differ with respect to theage
and sex'of the ostensible agents; the type of RSPK effécts; conscious
ention to objects that would later move; directions of move-
ments toward or away from the agents; the mathematical fifnction
which best described the attenuation; peculiarities of movements,
such as rotating’ objects and changes of speed; the,: Rumﬁhach
and TAT findings (Michael revealed violent and hostile emotions
under a calm exterior, while the tests ofcArnold and Mrs. Bloom
showed much less aggression); and degr “n[:,n:p;mmn (the tw}n
& < boys seemed unaware of their feclings of anger, While Mrs. Bloom's
Yo, %Fmﬁlit}r was not entirely repressed). Lo !
© Some of these differences are probably relatedto differences in
©5, _ thepersonalities of the agents and the interpersonal relations in the

OQ/

Q

tors. For instance, the failure of the exponential functiorito piﬁ’i‘i@;
%’n' good fit in the Bloom-Gerb case might be due to, the doublé

n might result from faulty ‘observation or recording.

cases, their similarities aresstriking. In the analysis of the groupings
of the incidents in time,, the’'day-to<day distributions in all cases
seemed to be determined by Whether the families andfor the
ostensible agents were at hnmmﬂ_:he:lmqr!y distributions were

similar. For the cight-hour periods begirining at 12:00 midnight,
& the figures for the Lessing case (3) are’six, seventeen,® and forty-
four; for the Newark case (4), zero, four, and thirty-eight; :g:l
for the Bloom-Gerb, case, twenty-three, twenty-five, and fifty-six.
In all, the majority of the occurrences were concentrated in the

~/

'
* Incorrectly given as fourteen in/the Newark paper (4, p. 170).

évidence that he'is not dealing with spurious effects. The brush’

caused me to rate the parapsychological interpretation above com<

“homes; Other differences may have resulted-from ‘extrancaus facs,

agency which possibly wi’a‘zreruﬁng in that case. Other ﬁiﬁ:}rélfﬁﬂl,
Whatever the explanations for the differences between the three

latter part of the day. “o, %,
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The three cases show a more or lesésmooth attenuation effect
governing the disturbances in relation to the agent or main agent.
For none of the other members/of the families was there such a
decline. ' 70 )

I all three cases, the movemients in“the 15 feet fange were
shorter‘than for the 6-10 and 11-15 feet groupings; and in all three
there<was a reduction in the 16-20 and 21-25 Féet categeries. In
none_of the cases were many picces of furniture disturbed, and
the distances they moyed generally were shorter than those ob-
served for ‘lighter ‘ehjects: , =

The analyses’ all showed a/significant tendency for the 'move-
ments to originate ift front of the agent; in none was there a favoring
of one side over the “other. "The objects tended to describe a
clockwise motion in“selatioh to the agent, but this was only
significant in the Newark distutbances.

Several of the objects in the Newark and Bloom-Gerb homes
apparently moved in curved paths and in, both the motions also
tended to be counterclockwise. In thé Lessing case there was no
evidence of curved trajectories, but the unscrewing of bottle caps
i8 consistént witlia force operating in a counterclockwise direction.
In all three cases, many more dielectric objects were affected than
conductors; and hydrogen, oxygen, and carbon headed the list of
elements.of which thé disturbed objects were composed. It remains
uncertain whether such o are more sensitive to the presumied
ESPR energy or’ whether, there simply were more of them in the

omes. o C

All the cases showed ‘evidence of fdcusing/of one or more of
the three types and in all there were temporal clusterings of the
events. :' P ~

/ When we turn to the psychologicabapalyses, the most obyious
common feature is hostility in the agent Which could not be ade-
quately expressed in normal ways, the main ‘target for the anger
being anothér member or members of the family.This, taken in
relation to/the fairly normal psychological records of two of’ the
agents,” substantiates a suggestion made by Dr. Altrocchi/in. the
Newark stiidy that the disturbances may be the expression of
pathological interpersonal relations rather than of pathological in-
dividual personalities. Thé selection of ohjects and the directions
in. which they moved secemed to express ‘the, tensions in this
relationship. ju v i

With regard to the activities of the three agents af the time of
the disturbances, Michael and Mrs. Bloom “were often engaged in
zht:'rpouﬁ.t! activities and the same seeméd-to bestrue for, Armold,

ugh-the ddta for him are more scarce. In noné’of thé cases
were there disturbanges when the agents were déep aslegp,

£
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None of the investigations suggested that the agents were con-
scious ©f their roles in the disturbances. Mrs: Bloom and Arnold
were/ hypnotized, but this procedure failed to uncover even un-
conscious knowledge of their involvement.

In summary, there seemed to be a sufficient number of shared

lawful processes.
Some of the patterns must wait for further research and insight

can be viewed, if ‘only partially’and pmvmumlllﬁ, in terms of
familiar physical and pﬁ'ﬂﬁﬂl{ggmlmtemmnnmm e heart of each
% of the three cases was an interpersonal relationship characterized
¢ by frustration and anger which could not be adequately expressed

&g,hin the relationship. As a result, tensions built 'up which were
o, released as psychic energy in the surroundings of the agents. Here
it interacted with physical objects and its energy was converted
* to familiar forms, mainly kinetic and sonic energy. Since the
E&m was, initiated by tensions in the agent’s personality caused
y a thwartéd interpersonal situation, the RSPK disturbancés
reflected these tensions and this relationship in the selection of
objects, the directions in which they moved, and in the areas in
which they were disturbed.
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