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3 _ CRAPTERY

Physical Powers oi Will

adio listeners who tuned in to the British Broadcasting Corporation’s
"Jimmy Young Show’ on November 22, 1973, knew that something special
was in store. Uri Geller, a darkly handsome young nightclub performer from
Israel, was to be Young'’s featured guest on the popular daily program, and
the advance billing for the show promised that he would perform patently
impossible stunts demonstrating the power of his mind over ordinary ob-
jects. But as Geller would report later in an autobiography, even he was
surprised at what happened that day.

“Jimmy began with the usual questions,”” Geller wrote. "He asked
when I had first found out that | was able to bend keys, nails or other metal
objects just by touching them lightly, and when 1 had learned I could start up
a watch or clock that hadn't run for years. I said I had noticed these things
way back in my first years in school, much to the surprise of my classmates,
my teachers, my parents—and also myself.”

The skeptical Young asked Geller to demonstrate his metal-bending
powers. With the host and the studio engineers watching closely, Geller laid
one of Young's house keys on the table between them and covered it with
his flattened palm. Then, inviting the participation of his radio audience,
Geller suggested, “If there are any broken watches in your house, please
concentrate on them and try to make them work. Just take them in your
hand and concentrate on them.”

Scarcely had he finished speaking than Geller raised his hand from the
key and the astonished Young exclaimed, "It's bending right in front of me.
[ can't believe it!"” The radio host was eager to know more of Geller’s reper-
toire, and the young psychic went on to describe other feats of metal bend-
ing, machine repair, and mental telepathy that he could call upon. While
they were talking, the show’s producer rushed into the studio and thrust a
handful of notes at Young. Minutes later the harried producer returned with
more slips of paper, and so it went, with several more interruptions before
the show’s end. When Young paused to glance at some of the notes, he
discovered that frightened, astonished listeners were calling in by the scores
to report strange events that had occurred during Geller's performance.



“All England seemed to be bending,” Geller later
wrote. “‘Knives, forks, spoons, keys, and nails were bending
in homes everywhere, near and far from London. A lady
from Harrow reported that she was stirring soup when sud-
denly the ladle started bending. The gold bracelet of a girl in
Surrey buckled and bent. A police constable said that sever-
al knives and spoons had curled up. A jeweler reported that
half the pieces on a tray of cutlery bent. A watchmaker said
that his tweezers had done the same. There were reports of
watches and clocks starting up that hadn't run for years.”

Soon, Uri Geller's name and his mysterious talents
were being touted on the front pages of newspapers and on
prime-time television all over the world. The public loved
the hoopla, but sober journalists and conservative scientists
watched with a jaundiced eye, presuming that Geller was
just one more magician whose alleged "gift"" would soon be
exposed as artifice. The majority of scientists dismissed the
strange events as the products of delusion, fraud, coinci-
dence, or known sensory abilities. They roundly rejected
any suggestion that Geller’s activities could only be ex-
plained by new mechanisms or processes. Some cited the
so-called law of parsimony, which maintains that known
physical laws and one’'s own reason should always be pre-
ferred over exotic theories whenever the simpler, more ob-
vious answers provide an adequate explanation. But do
they? Some parapsychologists think not. Having observed
Geller in action, they are con-
vinced that that most contro-
versial of paranormal powers,
psychokinesis, is a reality, and a
number of physicists and psycholo-
gists are inclined to agree.
Psychokinesis—or PK,
as it is commonly

known —refers to the alleged ability of the human mind to
influence objects and events without the benefit of physical
contact with them. Literally translated from its Greek roots,
the word psychokinesis means "'motion produced by the
mind"’; in its more popular interpretation, it is nothing less
than “mind over matter.”

PK can supposedly be directed either consciously or
unconsciously, with results that may or may not be obvious
to an observer. Some instances of reported PK, like Geller's
metal bending and clock starting, are played out on what
investigators term a “macro’’ scale, with their seeming re-
sults readily appreciated by the naked eye. According to
current theory, another example of macro-PK at work might
include poltergeists, those unruly racketing spirits that are
believed to erupt in households, causing all manner of nois-
es and hurling objects through the air (pages 37-55). Certain
séance effects, such as table tilting, rappings, and material-
izations have also been interpreted as macro-PK, as have
optical effects, such as luminous “spirit lights,”” and telepor-
tation effects, or the movement of objects into and out of
enclosed spaces without visible aid.

Other forms of alleged psychokinesis may be so subtle
as to be detectable only in the laboratory, however, by ap-
plication of statistics or scientific measuring devices or
both. Termed "micro-PK,” these phenomena include effects
on target systems, such as random

number or event generators and dice-
rolling machines, where results that
should conform to the normal laws of
probability are thought by some to
have been altered significantly by
PK. The ability to
influence air
temperature




and magnetic fields and to produce so-called thoughtographs by psychically
manipulating the chemical particles on photographic film is also considered an

example of micropsychokinesis.

A third, and most intensely personal, form of PK involves the supposed
power of the mind over self. This mental mastery of the human body is said to
manifest itself in such diverse ways as being able to block out pain, levitate the
body, and perform psychic healing, during which positive biochemical changes
allegedly take place without conventional medical treatment.

Those who study the field of
parapsychology generally regard psy-
chokinesis as related to extrasensory
perception, or ESP, the supposed abil-
ity to acquire or transmit information
through means other than known
sensory channels. PK and ESP are
often referred to collectively as psi
phenomena, or simply psi, after the
first letter in the Greek word psyche,
meaning “‘mind or spirit."” As the pro-
fessionals explain it, both ESP and PK
involve some kind of interaction be-

tween the mind and the material
world. ESP, it is said, is a demonstra-
tion of a mental exchange with an-
other person's brain or with the phys-
ical world; PK is a physical influence.
Both forms of psi appear to share a
fine disregard for physical barriers of
any sort—their energies can reported-
ly penetrate locked doors and steel
walls and travel long distances with
no diminution of effect.

But if there is relative agreement
in parapsychological circles as to
what constitutes psi phenomena, there is nothing but controversy and specu-
lation regarding how any alleged mental force might actually be translated into
physical action. Some psi researchers, among them psychologist John Beloff of
the University of Edinburgh, contend that PK simply exists. "Under certain con-
ditions, still to be established,”” Beloff has written, ‘“an idea or intention in the
mind can automatically constrain a physical system to act in such a way as to
express the idea or intention. That this is, in the last resort, [is] an ultimate fact
about the world.” Others believe that PK is a type of reordered cosmic energy,
a life force that can, at times, be channeled through the human mind. Still
others believe that psychokinetic energy is a force within all humankind, just
waiting to be tapped. But those speculations and numerous others leave many
questions unresolved. And the search for answers, first begun hundreds of

When Uri Geller (right) appeared on European radio and television shows in the
early 1970s, claiming to bend metal objects with his mind, hundreds of people in his broadcast
audience reported simultaneous effects in their homes. Among them (above, from left),
Barbara Scheid of West Germany maintained that her fifty-three-piece silver service had twisted;
George Porter of Great Britain allegedly watched several objects curl, including
a spoon he was holding; and Dora Portman, a housewife from Harrow, England, claimed that

her soup ladle suddenly drooped as she stirred a meal.






years ago, is continued yet to-
day—leading to still more specu-
lation, still more questions.

The notion that the mind
might have occult influence over
matter appears to go far back in
human history, though it was
apparently not until the seven-
teenth century that anyone went
on record to say that psychoki-
nesis deserved serious philo-
sophic investigation. Sir Francis
Bacon, perhaps the greatest in-
tellect of the Elizabethan age
and a man singularly devoted to
the idea of inductive reasoning
and the experimental method,
theorized in his 1627 collection
of essays, Sylva Sylvarum: Or a
Natural History, that there may
be an occult force within one’s
being that is capable through
the “binding of thoughts” of in-
fluencing the material world. He
proposed that the existence of
this binding force might be test-
ed “upon things that have the
lightest and easiest motions,"
among them the “shuffling of
cards, or casting of dice.” It was
not until the mid-nineteenth
century, however, that any con-
sistent efforts were made to ex-
plore the truth or falsity behind
alleged psi phenomena.

The advent of Spiritualism
in the mid-1800s spurred an
enormous amount of popular in-
terest in all sorts of psychic mat-

During an attempted levitation
in 1938, British medium Colin
Evans appears to rise from the
floor at a séance in London’s
darkened Conway Hall. Evans
took the photograph himself,
activating the flash camera
with a switch in the white cord
gripped in his left hand.

ters, both in the United States
and Europe. This quasi-religious
movement held as its funda-
mental premise that the dead
survive discarnate in a world be-
yond, as spirits or intelligences
that are able to communicate
with the living through ‘“sensi-
tives,” or “mediums.”” Of partic-
ular interest to both scientists
and savants were the so-called
physical mediums, who report-
edly relayed the messages of
otherworldly spirits to the living
in the form of rappings, table
tiltings, or other séance effects.

Not surprisingly, most
members of the scientific com-
munity were loath to cross the
boundary into psychic research.
Indeed, the majority of them ex-
pressed contempt for—and per-
haps some underlying fear of—
any phenomena that could not
be readily explained by current
science. There were some, how-
ever, who theorized that the
mysterious séance happenings
were not signals from the spirit
world, but psychokinetic phe-
nomena emanating from the
mediums themselves—perhaps
produced by the “'binding of
thoughts,”” a conscious or sub-
conscious act of will.

One of the first to attempt
an in-depth study of such events
was the respected British physi-
cist Michael Faraday. In 1853,



Sitters at a Danish séance in the early
1940s duck as a chair sails over

their heads. Such events were interpret-
ed by early Spiritualists as messages
from the dead; some modern psychical
researchers regard the phenomena

as examples of psychokinesis.

Faraday engaged several '‘successful
table-movers”” in an investigation of the
table-turning effect common at séances.
He created a number of ingenious devices
that he placed on the tabletop during var-
ious experiments; all were designed to re-
veal whether any table movements were
somehow initiated by the object itself or
by the sitters. Faraday came away from
his efforts convinced that, although the
sitters believed themselves to be only
pressing down on the tabletop with their
fingertips, they were actually uncon-
sciously pushing it in the direction they
expected it to rotate.

That same year, a number of European investigators
took up the psi challenge, also restricting their examination
to such physical séance effects as table movements and lev-
itation. Like Faraday, Count Agénor de Gasparin concluded
that the energy evidenced in such maneuvers was neither
spiritual in origin nor drawn from some external source. De
Gasparin, a Frenchman working in Switzerland, proposed
the theory that the energy was the product of a "psychic
fluid” present in the bodies of the séance participants and
that it could be summoned up only as a conscious act of
will. “Without the will we obtain nothing,” he said. "We
might sit there in chain twenty-four hours in succession
without getting the slightest movement.”

De Gasparin’s conclusions were shared in most re-
spects by Marc Thury, a professor of natural history and as-
tronomy at the Academy of Geneva. In an 1855 book detail-
ing his study of telekinetic phenomena, Thury posed the
novel theory that people could also set loose psychic ener-
gies from their unconscious. He cited as a particularly dra-
matic example the case of an eleven-year-old Genevese boy
who had been practicing psychokinesis. Over time, accord-
ing to Thury, the boy’s skills improved, but objects then be-
gan to move in apparent response to unconscious desires
or thoughts. Gradually, he lost all control over his produc-
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tion of psychokinesis. For example, his music lessons were
repeatedly interrupted by the levitation of his piano. Al-
though others attempted to hold the piano down, Thury
stated, it continued to rise.

As some skilled investigators discovered at the time,
many of the purported psychics of the golden age of Spiritu-
alism were nothing more than rank charlatans or stage ma-
gicians pulling the wool over the eyes of a gullible public.
Others, however, demonstrated apparent PK effects that are
difficult to explain even today. One of them was the cele-
brated nineteenth-century sensitive D. D. Home.

or Daniel Dunglas Home (pronounced Hume), ac-
quaintance with the paranormal allegedly came
early. Born in Edinburgh in 1833, Home was sent to
Connecticut as a baby to live with his aunt and un-
cle. During his childhood, he reportedly had several
psychic experiences, the most compelling occurring at the
age of seventeen. Home's emotional bond with his mother
was apparently strong, and one night her spirit supposedly
appeared to him. “Dan, twelve o'clock,” it said, and then
disappeared. Home later learned that his mother had died at
that very hour. Not long afterward, to the distress of the
boy’s aunt and uncle, rapping noises commenced through-
out the house, and furniture began skittering across the



floor. Soon Home was responding with his own raps—com-
municating, he said, with his mother and with other spirits.
Convinced that Home was doing Satan’s work, his aunt and
uncle soon turned him out of the house for their own safety.
But the expulsion evidently proved no hardship. Friends and
neighbors were eager to enjoy the benefits of his ever-
expanding psychic gifts, which the likable medium willingly
provided in exchange for room and board.
ome eventually went on to become the foremost
medium of his time, notable both for the fact that
he never charged fees for his services and for his
ability to produce a remarkable array of psychoki-
netic phenomena. Along with the usual menu of
spirit telegraphs and table tiltings, Home was reported also
to produce human levitations (pages 115-116), spirit materi-
alizations, body elongations, and the playing of the song
’"Home Sweet Home'* on an accordion that was floating
several feet beyond his reach.

But even the scientific community could not ignore
him for long. When Home was performing in England in
1871, the noted physicist and fellow of the Royal Society,
William Crookes, gained his cheerful cooperation in a series
of experiments. In one set of trials, conducted in Crookes’s
laboratory, the scientist assembled an
ingenious weighing apparatus for the ‘
purpose of measuring Home's
'‘power, force, or influence, proceed-
ing from his hand.” The physicist
claimed to have recorded a pressure
that was ""equivalent to a direct pull of
about 5,000 grains,” or slightly less
than three-quarters of a pound.

Try as he might, Crookes was
never able to find an explanation con-
sistent with the known laws of phys-
ics to explain Home's effects. He final-
ly concluded that Home had mastered
a new form of energy, “in some un-
known manner connected to the hu-

man organization which for convenience can be called the
Psychic Force.” Crookes went on to suggest that in witness-
ing Home's force, the observer was inevitably put “in infin-
itesimal and inexplicable contact with a plane of existence
not his own."”

Perhaps even more puzzling than D. D. Home in re-
ported powers of the paranormal was Eusapia Palladino.
Born in southern Italy in 1854 and orphaned at the age of
twelve, Palladino, too, allegedly became the center of spon-
taneous psychokinetic events as a young child. But it was
not until the girl's late teens, when she came under the tu-
telage of a psychic investigator named Damiani, that the full
extent of her alleged powers began to manifest itself.

Precisely what Damiani taught his rustic, uneducated,
and rather indelicately mannered subject may never be
known. But one thing seems clear—if Palladino truly had
psychic gifts, she did not regard them as a precious trust.
Whenever she sensed that she could get away with simple
fraud, she was only too eager to take the easy route. And
when caught cheating, the medium was quick to blame the
nonbelievers in the audience who, she claimed, willed her
to play tricks; in her trancelike state, she explained, she was
incapable of defending herself against such dishonest sug-
gestions. Nevertheless, occasions
abounded when Palladino’s para-
normal effects—by one count she
could call up thirty-nine different phe-
nomena—seemed to defy all reason,
however jaundiced the observer’s
view of her character might be.

In time Palladino came to the at-
tention of Dr. Cesare Lombroso, a
prominent Italian psychiatrist and
criminal anthropologist with an
avowed skepticism toward the para-
normal. Lombroso went to Naples in
1890 to observe the young woman in
action and, to his great surprise, came
away a convert. Based on Lombroso’s
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Spiritualism’s best-known physical
medium, D. D. Home, intrigued the rich and
the royal for more than twenty years
with his mysterious séance effects.
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Astonished sitters recoil as Italian me-
dium Eusapia Palladino apparently
causes a small table to float at an 1892
séance in Naples. Palladino, whose
hands and feet were usually restrained
during such sessions, was thor-

oughly investigated by researchers who
could not explain many of her effects.

favorable report, an international team
of scientists and intellectuals invited
Palladino to display her talents before
them in Milan. The Milan Commission,
as they were known, supervised a series
of seventeen séances in 1892, and al-
though Palladino seems to have had less
than her usual success in the presence of
these hoary heads, she was able to con-
found them with several partial material-
izations. According to the participants,
she somehow had caused disembodied
hands to float around the room and to
touch the observers.

At the completion of their study the
savants of the commission declared, "It is
impossible to count the number of times
that a hand appeared and was touched by
one of us. Suffice it to say that doubt was
no longer possible. It was indeed a living,
human hand which we saw and touched,
while at the same time the bust and arms of
the medium remained visible and her hands
were held by those on either side of her.”
(These manifestations reportedly occurred
even when Palladino’s hands were tied to
the chair in which she sat.) ruled out the theory that spirits were behind the medium’s

It would appear that the only mildly dissenting voice  alleged effects, concluding instead that the phenomena
among the commissioners was that of Charles Richet, pro-  were the the work of Palladino’s “fluidic double.” Taking
fessor of physiology at the Sorbonne, in Paris. “It seems to ~ Count Agénor de Gasparin's concept of "'psychic fluid”’ one
me,” Richet later wrote, “very difficult to attribute the phe-  step further, Ochorowicz proposed that Palladino could
nomena produced to deception, conscious or unconscious,  summon up from this fluid a type of psychic twin that could,
or to a series of deceptions. Nevertheless, conclusive and  under certain circumstances, detach itself from the medium
indisputable proof that there was no fraud on Eusapia’s  and act independently.

part, or illusion on our part, is wanting: we must therefore Colleagues from as far away as London and St. Peters-
renew our efforts to obtain such proof.” burg, Russia, also took up Richet's challenge, and Eusapia
No less an authority than Dr. julien Ochorowicz, direc- Palladino found herself shuttling all over Europe to be ex-

tor of the Institut Général Psychologique in Paris, studied  amined further. But Richet, who would earn the Nobel Prize
Palladino from November 1893 to January 1894. Ochorwicz  for Physiology and Medicine in 1913, was the most thor-
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Under the watchful gaze of psychologist and psychic investigator Julien Ochorc A
Polish-born medium Stanislawa Tomczyk ostensibly causes a pair of scissors to float J”
in 1913. Since the medium’s hands were examined and washed before each séance

Ochorowicz speculated that psychic *‘rays’” emanating from Tomczyk’s fingers guided the object’s move

1 r |




ough of the researchers. In 1894, he invited the peripatetic
medium to join him on the Ile Roubaud, his private island
off the coast of France; there, he reasoned, any possibility of
accomplices or fraudulent devices could be removed. As an
additional precaution, Richet invited two well-known psy-
chical investigators, Frederic W. H. Myers and Sir Oliver
Lodge, early members of the British Society for Psychical
Research. Organized in 1882 by an eminent group of schol-
ars in and around Cambridge University, the society’s man-
date was "‘to investigate that large body of debatable phe-
nomena designated by such terms as mesmeric, psychical
and spiritualistic.”

As table tilting featured prominently in Palladino’s
psychokinetic effects, Richet had a sturdy table specially
made for her. “The legs were pointed so that it would be
difficult to raise it with the foot. . . . We thought . . . it much
too heavy (forty-four pounds), but we tried it the same
evening. As soon as Eusapia touched this heavy table with
the tips of her fingers, it tilted, swaying about, and without
the legs being touched at all, it rose up completely with all
four feet off the ground.”

After a series of séances, Richet and his British col-
leagues pronounced Palladino’s powers genuine, and the
SPR representatives invited her to Cambridge to perform
before a full meeting of their organization. At the gathering,
however, Palladino was caught cheating by one of her
hosts, who had deliberately sought to entrap her, and she
was sent packing in disgrace.

Back on the Continent, though, the more pragmatic
European investigators, who acknowledged that the medi-
um would always take shortcuts if given the chance, de-
nounced the SPR and resumed their own investigations.
One French researcher, M. Arthur Lévy, was thoroughly
persuaded of Palladino’s telekinetic skills after viewing a
particularly unruly séance in which "the sofa came forward
when she looked at it, then recoiled before her breath; all
the instruments were thrown pell-mell upon the table; the
tambourine rose almost to the height of the ceiling; the
cushions took part in the sport, overturning everything on
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the table.” One observer, Lévy noted, "‘was thrown from his
chair. This chair—a heavy dining-room chair of black wal-
nut—rose into the air, came up on the table with a great
clatter, then was pushed off."

efore the séances, Palladino was usually un-
dressed by female attendants and examined for
any hidden implements that would aid in trickery.
By the turn of the century, however, researchers
were also using rather sophisticated electrical de-
vices to evaluate psychic phenomena. And as reputable
physicists at several of Europe’s leading universities contin-
ued to record positive results from investigations of Palla-
dino, the SPR decided to take another look.

In 1908, the organization sent three of its best—and
most skeptical—investigators, including one who was a
practiced conjurer, to meet Palladino in Naples. The British
delegation produced a 263-page report detailing eleven
separate séances and confessed that they had seen 470
events for which they could uncover no earthly explanation.
One of the experts, F. H. Everard Feilding, concluded that
“for the first time | have the absolute conviction that our
observation is not mistaken. I realise as an appreciable fact
of life that from an empty curtain | have seen hands and
heads come forth, and that behind the empty curtain [ have
been seized by living fingers, the existence and position of
the nails of which were perceptible. | have seen this ex-
traordinary woman, sitting outside the curtain, held hand
and foot, visible to myself, by my colleagues, immobile, ex-
cept for the occasional straining of a limb while some entity
within the curtain has over and over pressed my hand in a
position clearly beyond her reach.”

But Palladino’s flush of success paled within a year; on
a subsequent tour of the United States, she was caught
cheating once again, and the effectively discredited medium
all but disappeared from the séance scene. Nevertheless, in
the minds of many investigators, an intriguing question still
remained unanswered: How, they wondered, short of hav-
ing genuine psychokinetic powers, did Palladino manage
to achieve her many extraordinary feats without having




Dr. Alexander’s Cloud-Busfing Show
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Knowing that their very survival can
depend on the capricious ways of the
weather, human beings have long sought
to control the elements. Witches,
shamans, and Druid priests, among
others, have been credited with influenc-
ing the forces of nature—and in the view
of some, such age-old powers continue
into the twentieth century.

In 1956, for example, a sixty-five-year-
old London physician named Rolf
Alexander claimed he could dispel clouds
by focusing upon them “a new kind of
energy by which the human mind can act
at a distance.” Later that year, his alleged
psychokinetic skills were put to a public
test when he arranged a cloud-breaking
demonstration for members of the press.

Skeptical journalists gathered with
Alexander at Holne Tor, Devon, and
watched as he began concentrating on a
target cloud. Recorded in a timed series of
photographs, the cloud disappeared in
about four minutes (/eft). One baffled
reporter later concluded that he found it
“difficult not to believe . . . that Dr. Al-
exander can disintegrate clouds.”

In fact, a review of Alexander’s claims
by Dr. Richard Scorer of London'’s Im-
perial College of Science and Technology
revealed no evidence of cloud-controlling
abilities. Indeed, Alexander conceded that
his powers worked only on cumulus
clouds—their equilibrium was so delicate,
he claimed, that mind energy could
readily neutralize their electrical charges.
But Scorer and others schooled in
meteorology knew that cumulus clouds
normally change, disappear, and re-form
within about fifteen to twenty minutes. In
this case of alleged PK, Scorer concluded,
the credit for cumulus cloud busting
belonged to Mother Nature.

In his 1956 cloud-control display in Devon,
England, Dr. Rolf Alexander concentrates on
the three-cioud group visibie at the center
of the first photograph in the scries at left.
His object was to maintain the position

of the two smaller clouds while dispelling
the third, larger mass. The series of images,
taken at thirty-second intervals, shows

that in about four minutes, the two smali
clouds increased slightly in size, while

the third one disappeared.
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some of Europe’s most skilled investigators detect fraud?

Skeptics, of course, would respond that even the most
well-meaning scientists can be ill-equipped to see through
the wiles of a talented conjurer, particularly if the investiga-
tors are predisposed to believe in the existence of para-
normal phenomena. Fortunately for the world of parapsy-
chology, Eusapia Palladino’s checkered career only whetted
the appetite of psi sleuths, and when Stanislawa Tomczyk's
peculiar talents were discovered, researchers mounted re-
newed efforts to document psychokinetic prowess. The
Polish-born Tomczyk was initially investigated in 1908
by Dr. Ochorowicz. Her association with spectacular
poltergeist-like disturbances had gained her a certain noto-
riety in Warsaw, but these paranormal effects appeared to
occur spontaneously and were beyond her control. What in-
terested Ochorowicz more was that Tomczyk was able to
produce those effects to order only while under hypnosis,
when she seemed to assume the personality of a being she
had named Little Stasia.

ittle Stasia’s special gift was levitating small objects.

Typically, she would place her hands on either side

of an object and about six to eight inches from it;

she would then raise the object and move it freely in

full view of her audience, who sat in a brightly lit
room. Over a period of weeks, Ochorowicz observed a bell
“feverishly shaken,” a compass needle deflected, a "large
pendulum . .. stopped mediumistically; then set going,”
and a host of other small objects rise and float within a bell
jar, all of the effects apparently occurring as a result of Little
Stasia’s willing them to do so.

On one memorable occasion Tomczyk even unsettled
Ochorowicz's spaniel. The dog, the doctor reported, was in
the habit of lying quietly on the floor “near to an armchair
about five yards from the couch, where the greater number
of experiments took place. At the moment when the medi-
um declared that Little Stasia had come and seated herself
in the armchair, the spaniel, who was lying facing the chair,
growled. 1 turned round and saw the dog's gaze fixed on the
armchair. . . . He . . repeated his growl three times. He only




calmed down when the medium declared that Little Stasia-

was no longer there.”

In an effort to isolate the force behind Tomczyk's levi-
tational effects, Ochorowicz positioned himself at an ex-
tremely close range during her feats. He reportedly discov-
ered that something rather like fine threads could be seen
radiating from the medium’s palms and fingers toward the
objects being raised and manipulated. “'I have felt this
thread on my hand, on my face, on my hair,” the investiga-
tor reported. “When the medium separates her hands the
thread gets thinner and disappears; it gives the same sensa-
tion as a spider’s web. If it is cut with scissors its continuity
is immediately restored. It seems to be formed of points; it
can be photographed and it is then seen to be much thinner
than an ordinary thread. It starts from the fingers. Needless
to remark that the hands of the medium were very carefully
examined before every experiment.”

Over the next few years, Tomczyk's psychokinetic
feats were studied by a number of other researchers, in-
cluding the SPR’s Feilding, whom she married in 1919.
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Psi researcher Harry Price (above, left), working
with an assistant in 1927 in his London
laboratory, was a student of the paranormal for
more than forty years. He mounted his first
investigation, involving a case of suspected pol-
tergeist activity, when he was only fifteen.




Tomczyk never became a professional medium, however,
and after her marriage she apparently declined (o contact
Little Stasia again.

Despite the earnest efforts of the SPR and its American
counterpart—the ASPR, founded in 1885—to throw some
light on the mysteries of levitation, table tilting, spirit rap-
pings, and materializations, by the beginning of World War |
most formal scientists had once again turned their backs on
physical mediumship and psychokinesis. The discovery of
numerous frauds among the self-proclaimed sensitives bred
a mistrust difficult to overcome, and many who valued their
reputations were reluctant to court the ridicule that was of-
ten heaped on serious students of PK. Then, in the 1920s,
along came two discoveries that were sufficiently provoca-
tive to revive a lively interest in all quarters.

At the center of all the excitement was a rather flam-
boyant figure named Harry Price, the self-styled founder, di-
rector, and sole proprietor of the National Laboratory of
Psychical Research in London. Price was by all accounts a

kind of puckish gadfly within the field of psychic studies. He
had none of the formal training or academic titles so gener

ously represented at the SPR and was a consummate self

promoter. But Price had certain advantages over his more
learned colleagues—he was a skilled magician, adept at de

tecting fraud, and he was not particularly burdened with
scientific methods of investigation.

It was only by chance that Price, making his daily train
commute between London and his country home near Pul-
borough, met Stella Cranshaw. The two happened to strike
up a conversation about matters psychic, during which
Cranshaw, a rather modest young hospital nurse, told the
investigator that she had been experiencing some very un-
settling phenomena for several years—everything from odd
rapping noises and "'cold breezes” to household objects in-
explicably taking flight. Price, excited by the prospect of a
new research subject, identified himself as a specialist in
the paranormal and invited her to his laboratory for testing;
she reluctantly agreed.

Price was also an inventor and immediately set about

For his 1923 study of Stella Cranshaw

(left), a young woman reportedly given to for-
midable displays of psychokinesis, Harry
Price devised what he called a tele-
kinetoscope, consisting of two bell jars

fixed to metal bases. When a telegraph key
sealed inside the larger jar was depressed—
presumably by psychic means—a light inside
the other jar would signal the investigator.




designing an array of experimental
equipment that he hoped would au-
thenticate the young woman's claims.
He built a special table for the séances;
in addition, he placed thermometers
around the séance room in his labora-
tory, each near a camera so that tem-
perature changes could be recorded
periodically. Most ingenious of all,
however, was his "telekinetoscope,” a
clever device consisting of a telegraph
key that, when depressed, completed
an electrical circuit and caused a red
light to flash. The key was both sur-
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Harry Price (right) and research subject
Rudi Schneider demonstrate specially wired
socks and gloves designed to prevent
fraud during séances. Any break in contact
was signaled on a lighted indicator board.

tivate his telekinetoscope. But she was
usually exhausted by the end of each
session and eventually called a halt to
the proceedings, claiming that the sé-
ances were causing her emotional as
well as physical distress. Evidence un-
covered after Price’s death in 1948 sug-
gests foul play, however: It appears
that the investigator may have paid the
young woman to abet him in an elabo-
rate scheme to promote psychic re-
search and, of course, himself.

Though Cranshaw’s career as a
medium was short-lived, her investiga-

rounded by an impermanent soap-and-
glycerine bubble and covered by a bell jar; according to
Price, only psychic energy directed toward the key could ac-
tivate the device without disturbing the protective glass jar
and breaking the delicate bubble.
uring thirteen séances conducted between March
and October of 1923 —and always in the presence
of several witnesses—Cranshaw went into ever-
deeper trances as she ran through a spectacular
repertoire of psychokinesis. On the third meeting,
for example, Price reported that she managed to levitate the
table so high that some of the observers at the séance were
forced to rise out of their chairs in order to keep their hands
on the tabletop. Then, the researcher continued, two of the
table’s three legs broke away “with a percussion-like
noise” as the fracture occurred. But still more feats were to
come. "Suddenly, and without warning, the tabletop
snapped violently into two parts, and, simultaneously, the
remaining leg and other supports of the table crumpled up,
the whole being reduced to little more than matchwood.
The sitting then concluded.”

Price kept meticulous records of the gatherings and
noted in his journal the temperature fluctuations during
each séance—a drop of more than twenty degrees on one
occasion—and the fact that Cranshaw had managed to ac-
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tor’s apparently careful handling of the
case earned him the measure of prestige and respectability
that he desired. Price, however, did not fare nearly so well
with other subjects, notably the Austrian mediums Willi and
Rudi Schneider.

The two brothers were initially discovered and trained
by the respected German physician and psychical research-
er Baron Albert von Schrenck-Notzing, who attributed to
them remarkable feats of the paranormal. Price and SPR re-
searcher Eric Dingwall were sufficiently intrigued to go see
the brothers for themselves. Willi lived up to the advance
billing, Price reported, displaying “many telekinetic move-
ments.” The British investigators took a variety of precau-
tions against trickery—they arranged to have the young me-
dium physically restrained by two other witnesses and, to
avoid any manipulations with legs or toes, persuaded the
boy to slip into “black tights, which were outlined with lu-
minous bands and buttons.” According to Price, "It was a
wonderful display of phenomena, produced in really excel-
lent red light.”

But Willi's talents were apparently on the wane. Invit-
ed to England to perform before the SPR in 1924, he pro-
duced little in the way of psychokinetic effects and was
roundly criticized by the group. Willi subsequently traded
the psychic circuit for the more conventional life of a den-



tist. Not losing a beat, Price became interested in Willi's
younger brother Rudi, whose psychokinetic gifts reportedly
surpassed those of his older sibling. In 1929 Rudi traveled to
Price’s laboratory for tests that the investigator claimed,
with some justice, represented significant advances in sci-
entific verification techniques. Among many new wrinkles,
Price wired the hands and feet of Rudi and everyone else
seated around the séance table to a display board. A light
would signal if and when anyone moved enough to break
the electrical circuit.

Despite this control, Rudi was seen to produce a vari-
ety of psychokinetic effects, including ectoplasmic masses,
rappings, and table tilting. Lord Charles Hope, a leading
member of the Society for Psychical Research, was among
the startled observers. At the end of this session, Price pre-
sented Rudi with a certificate on behalf of the laboratory,
asserting that “absolutely genuine phenomena have been
produced through his mediumship, under triple control con-
ditions. . . . Not the slightest suspicious action was wit-
nessed by any controller or any sitter.”

The young Austrian next accepted an invitation to visit
Dr. Eugene Osty and his son Marcel at the Institut Métapsy-
chique in Paris. Osty’s system for detecting fraud was even
more ingenious than Price’s. He positioned Rudi at a table
and placed an assortment of objects in front of him. The
doctor then focused an infrared beam in such a way that if
Rudi’s hands moved to touch the objects, the beam would
be interrupted; a camera rigged to the device would then
photograph him in the act of manipulation. What Osty did
not anticipate was that something other than hands might
also interrupt the beam. Over the course of the experiments
and coincident with a series of intentional PK events pro-
voked by Rudi, the beam’s path was repeatedly broken. But
when the resulting photographs were inspected, it was
clear that Rudi’s hands, held tightly by the investigator and
his son, had not moved.

Osty theorized that the mental energy emanating from
Rudi was enough to interrupt the beam, but he wanted to be
sure. He then wired a bell to the infrared apparatus, repeat-
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ed the experiments, and found that Rudi’'s ostensibly psy-
chic emanations were of sufficient power and duration to
ring the bell for more than sixty seconds.

Wishing to record and study the wave patterns of the
beam at the moment it was impeded, the ever-thorough
Osty introduced an oscilloscope to the proceedings. The re-
sulting transcript showed that the oscillations produced on
the infrared beam were consistently double that of Rudi’s
respiratory rate during the periods of alleged PK activity. For
Osty, this was positive evidence of a direct connection be-
tween the PK phenomena and the medium’s corporeal be-
ing. Students of the paranormal on both sides of the Atlan-
tic found Osty’s work admirable in its methods and com-
pelling in its results.

rice must have felt a certain professional jealousy

as the interest generated by Osty’s work eclipsed

that of his own earlier experiments. Price’s goal

was now to take photographs of Rudi's material-

izations, and in the spring of 1932, he called the
young man back to London for more séances. Although
Price obtained some favorable results, the sittings were not
as successful as before—Rudi’s talents seemed to be dimin-
ishing with age. In the fall, though, Lord Charles Hope con-
ducted his own examination of the young man, and while
he discovered that the results were indeed somewhat
weaker than they had been in earlier tests, his findings gen-
erally supported Osty’s.

And then, even as Hope was completing his report,
Price lobbed a bombshell that rocked the psychical commu-
nity. Rudi, he announced, was a fraud. As evidence, he pro-
duced a rather shadowy photograph purporting to show
precisely the tricks the medium used to dupe everyone.

The immediate effect of Price’s disclosure was to sully
Schneider’s reputation and to embarrass those researchers
who had attested to his PK powers, including Price himself.
As for Hope, he huffed that "neither the evidence Mr. Price
adduces nor his method of presentation is such as to make
his charges count for anything against a medium with Ru-
di's record. What does emerge damaged from Mr. Price’s




This controversial photograph, taken at a 1932 séance or-
ganized by Harry Price, allegedly shows medium Rudi Schneider
(seated, center) reaching for an object on a table. The camera
had been set to record any movement by the medium, and while
the resulting image was a double exposure and the action
indistinct, Rudi’s reputation as a medium was forever tarnished.

report is his own reputation as controller, conductor of in-
vestigations and critic.”

Indeed, allegations eventually surfaced that Price had
tampered with the evidence in order to get revenge against
his better-favored competitors, and though Price continued
to study psychokinetic phenomena, his findings were often
regarded somewhat suspiciously. But it was not until well
after his death that the rumors about his deception were
confirmed when the negative in question, which had appar-
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ently been doctored, was found among his personal papers.
In many eyes, this discovery vindicated Rudi Schneider and
restored him to the small ranks of presumably genuine psy-
chokinetic talents.

By the time of Schneider’s downfall, the appearance of
credible new physical mediums had all but ceased. The
Spiritualist movement, which had given birth to the medi-
umistic phenomenon and constituted its golden age, was
itself in decline. The public had become jaded with séances
that were frequently nothing more than amateur theatricals,
and even the most unwavering researchers had begun to
have serious doubts as to whether physical PK had ever
been more than a mass delusion. Was it a coincidence, they



wondered, that as new technology
was making it increasingly possible
to exert controls over the mediums,
the mediums were disappearing?
There were no takers, for example,
when the SPR offered a £250 award
to anyone who could produce PK
under the eye of the society’s infra-
red telescope, which enabled inves-
tigators to observe a medium'’s
movements in the dark. Thus, scien-
tific attention turned almost totally
to matters of extrasensory percep-
tion and related forms of mental psi,
which seemed to yield far more
readily to attempts at replication and
statistical measurement. Conse-
quently, if there were worthy suc-
cessors to the likes of Home, Palla-
dino, Schneider, and the rest, they
went largely unnoticed.

Then, more than three decades
later, @ new crop of PK practitioners
began to emerge. But they were not
mediums; these men and women
did not confine their talents to the

{
o

shadows of the séance room but dis
played them in the unforgiving light
of laboratories all over the world
One of the most important of this
new generation was a Leningrad
housewife named Nina Kulagina.
Kulagina—also known as Nelya Mik-
hailova—first came to the attention
of Leonid L. Vasiliev in the early
1960s, while Vasiliev was testing
volunteers for “’dermo-optic vision,”
the purported ESP ability to sense
specific colors through the finger-
tips. Vasiliev, the Soviet Union’s
leading figure in parapsychology at
the time, reported that when Kula-
gina was concentrating intensely,
small objects on the table would
sometimes move on their own when
she placed her hands over them.
This discovery led to extended stud-
ies of Kulagina’'s presumed psi pow-
ers, which were found to range from
the original “‘eyeless sight” to the
ability to deflect compass needles
and levitate small objects.

Her brain waves monitored through an clectrode-studded headpicece,
Soviet psychic Nina Kulagina focuses on moving an object inside a glass jar
during a 1960s test (above). She also secmed to scoot a playing card

and a cigar holder across the bottom of a sealed plastic box (ccnter

and top).
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Sitters wait at an early 1850s séance conducted by Count Agénor de Gasparin, who studied group-produced PK.
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Since the Spiritualist movement began,
some students of psychokinesis have

considered that such supposedly para-

- normal effects do not always spring

from the spirit world. One of the first to
investigate alternate explanations for PK
was French politician Count Agénor de
Gasparin. After testing sitter groups in
Switzerland, de Gasparin concluded in
1854 that telekinetic effects witnessed at
séances were caused not by spirits but
by those seated at the table. He believed
that by communicating unconsciously,
humans could influence an object with
their collective will.

For some, this theory was confirmed
in the mid-1960s, when members of
Missouri’s Society for Research on Rap-
port and Telekinesis (SORRAT) began
holding weekly séances. The sitters dis-
played a lighthearted attitude, and the
seeming PK effects—rappings and levita-
tions—were often strong.

The animated approach successful for
SORRAT was adopted by a similar Cana-
dian group in 1973, but only after much
trial and error. Eight members of the
Toronto Society for
Psychical Research
had decided to con-
jure up a fictional
spirit to test if group
sightings of ghosts
resulted from a col-

A table tlts
precariously beneath
the hands of sit-

ters gathered to sum-
mon the spirit of

the fictional Philip.

Collective Psycholiinesis

{
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Iris Owen led the "*Philip group”” and co-
wrote a book about the case; her husband,
George, a parapsychologist, consulted.

lective hallucination. The group created
a fictional seventeenth-century English-
man named Philip, who was married but
also in love with a gypsy girl. When his
wife learned of Philip’s infidelity, she ac-
cused the girl of witchcraft and had
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i her put to death. Philip did not inter-
| vene and eventually killed himself in ag-
ony and remorse.

The Toronto group gathered weekly to
discuss Philip and meditate in hopes of
conjuring up his ghost. After a year
without results, the group’s leader, Iris
Owen, suggested a different approach.
She had seen a report by British
researcher Kenneth J. Batcheldor, whose
PK studies showed that a relaxed, jolly
atmosphere encouraged paranormal
phenomena. By lightly engaging the
conscious mind, he claimed, one freed
the unconscious to join the mental ener-
gies of others to produce PK.

Soon after adopting those techniques
the group experienced table levitation
and other PK effects and began to
communicate with Philip through raps;
as Iris Owen and group member
Margaret Sparrow wrote in their 1976
book, Conjuring Up Philip, "it was like
having a ninth person . . . joining in the
conversation.” Yet the sitters never
forgot that Philip was imaginary. “We
clearly understand and have proved that
there is no ‘spirit’
behind the commu-
nications,” Owen
said. "It is the
physical force we
need to know
more about.”




With Vasiliev’'s death in 1966,
other scientists took on Kulagina's
case. Zdenek Rejdak, a Czech psychical
researcher, filmed several controlled
tests conducted with Kulagina in 1968.
Rejdak reported—although the film did
not confirm it—that Kulagina was first

Margaret Geller, here with Uri at
age two, says she first noticed her son’s
metal-twisting talent two years
later, when a spoon bent in his hand.

ing them, as though some residual en-
ergy in the object had to be exhausted.
About the only limitation anyone dis-
covered in Kulagina’s powers was that
she could not move objects that had
been placed in a vacuum.

Not surprisingly, when the pro-

searched ‘and x-rayed for concealed
magnets or other devices that might affect results. Then, in
full light and with several skilled observers seated around a
table, she produced a series of effects using small objects,
provided by Rejdak, that she had neither seen nor touched
before the tests had begun.

One particularly impressive display involved a collec-
tion of wooden matches that were placed before her by the
scientist. “We asked her to make the matches move not on-
ly toward her but also away from her,” Rejdak explained.
“We also asked her to move only one match, specified by
us, from the whole group of matches.” These PK effects,
and many others, Kulagina completed to the observers'’ sat-
isfaction. Rejdak concluded, “It appears therefore that the
exteriorized energy can be directed by the subject’s will.”

Other investigators gradually developed a fuller de-
scription of Kulagina’s supposed psychokinetic powers,
finding that she could equally affect objects of metal, plas-
tic, wood, and fabric; that when working with new materi-
als she could move them away from her with ease, but to-
ward her only with practice; that shielding objects with
paper, acrylic, lead-impregnated glass, or even metal had
no discernible effect on her performance; and that the
greater the distance an object lay from her, the more energy
was apparently required to move it.

Researchers also noted that when objects began to
move, the direction paralleled Kulagina’s own body move-
ments. As she gained psychic control over the objects, how-
ever, they moved more freely in the requested manner. It
was also reported that sparks sometimes emanated from
her hands during PK and that her influence lingered on in
the motion of target objects even after she had ceased will-
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vocative articles and films of Kulagi-
na’s activities began circulating in the West, every psi re-
searcher wanted to witness this marvel firsthand. Beginning
in 1968, many succeeded, though under conditions that
were often complicated by the rigors of the Soviet Union’s
closed society. Although the government barred full-scale
controlled experiments of Kulagina, it permitted informal,
impromptu demonstrations, either at her apartment or at
the visitor's hotel.

All but a handful of the investigators came away con-
vinced that they had witnessed genuine PK. Benson Her-
bert, a British parapsychologist, even claimed to have had
the marks on his skin to prove it. He described having been
gripped on his left forearm by Kulagina: ““For two minutes, |
felt nothing whatever, save only a natural increase of
warmth under her hands. Then, quite abruptly, 1 experi-
enced a new sensation . .. akin to a mild electric shock.”
After about two minutes, he reported, I could not endure
the sensation a moment longer, and disengaged my arm.”
For eight days thereafter, according to Herbert, he had a
burnlike mark where the woman’s hand had rested.

True to form, the critics—particularly in the United
States—have dismissed Kulagina as a charlatan, maintain-
ing that she manages her feats of alleged PK through the
use of gossamer threads and cleverly concealed magnets.
And while it is doubtful that the controversy will ever be
settled to the satisfaction of all, Kulagina's supporters were
considerably cheered in early 1988 when the Moscow
newspaper Pravda reported the outcome of a legal action
brought by Kulagina against a publication that had accused
her of trickery. Two members of the Soviet Academy of Sci-
ences testified on the plaintiff's behalf, swearing that her



powers did not involve deception. The court ruled in Kula-
gina’s favor and ordered the offending journal, Man and
Law, to publish a retraction.

Whatever the truth about Nina Kulagina, the revival of
scientific interest in PK led other alleged masters of mind
control to step forward. Notable among them were two
women, Felicia Parise of the United States and Alla Vino-
gradova of the Soviet Union; both reportedly developed a
gift for PK after viewing films of Kulagina in action and
were said to test successfully under laboratory controls. An-
other American studied in the lab, Ingo Swann, was report-
edly able to influence ambient temperature and alter mag-
netic fields (pages 74-75). But of the new breed of psychics
entering the PK limelight, none to date can match the per-
formance—or the international fame and financial suc-
cess—of the engaging young Israeli named Uri Geller.

When Geller, an individual of apparently wide-ranging tal-
ents and great personal magnetism,
emerged in the early 1970s, he
seemed for a time like a parapsy-
chologist’'s wish come true. In his
first two years of appearances in the
West, Geller is said to have cooper-
ated in more controlled experi-
ments, undergone more sophisticat-
ed electronic monitoring, and
baffled more psychologists and
physicists than any other subject in
the entire history of parapsychology.
He toured virtually every continent,
making appearances on scores of
television, radio, and stage shows,
thereby exposing members of the

Members of the audience of-
fer showman-psychic Uri Geller
their stopped watches and
clocks to restart during his tour
of Israel in the mid-1980s.

general public to possibilities they had scarcely imagined
before. But Geller’s high visibility also had its negative side.
No sooner was everyone talking about the *‘psychic boy
wonder” than a host of critics committed to attacking him
and debunking the “myth of PK" stepped forward to dis-
credit him and pick holes in his claims.

Geller was born December 20, 1946, in the city of Tel
Aviv, in what was then British-administered Palestine. His
parents were Hungarian Jews; his mother was reportedly a
distant cousin of Sigmund Freud, his father the grandson of
an orthodox rabbi.

He was just three years old when paranormal phe-
nomena allegedly began to happen in his presence, and in
his 1975 autobiography, My Story, Geller suggests as a pos-
sible source of his powers "‘a strange energy force . . . a sil-
very mass of light” that he said had visited him one day
when he was playing alone. At the age of four, a soup
spoon ostensibly bent and broke in his hand, and by the




time he was six years old, the boy had developed a reputa-
tion within the family for minor telepathic and precognitive
skills—he supposedly knew before his mother came in the
door the precise scores of her evening card games and how
much money she had won or lost.

Geller spent his adolescence in Nicosia, Cyprus, but
returned to Israel at the age of seventeen to serve in the
armed forces. Trained as a paratrooper, he fought in the
Six-Day War of 1967 and was wounded and subsequently
discharged from the military. Up to this point, says Geller,
he had made a conscious decision to keep his paranormal
gifts pretty much to himself, as they were more likely to be
regarded as mischief than miracle. Now, however, he took a
job as a camp counselor and tried using them to entertain
the children. He so fascinated and impressed his young
charges with shows of telepathy and metal bending that
one youngster, fourteen-year-old Shipi Shtrang, arranged to
have Geller publicly demonstrate his psychic powers in
1969, at the boy's school in Tel Aviv.

One school performance led to many, and soon Geller
was getting a great deal of newspaper publicity as well as
offers from local theatrical agents and nightclubs. The
handsome young mentalist with the intense eyes and win-
ning smile—and no particular career goals—could hardly
believe his good fortune. He left his job with a textile firm,
signed with a professional manager, and became an over-
night celebrity in his own country.

Controversy surrounded Geller from the beginning.
The October 20, 1970, issue of the popular tabloid Haolam
Hazeh ran a cover story under a banner boldly declaring
Geller a cheat and followed up with an article that described
why "all of Israel’'s magicians have assembled for a witch-
hunt,” with Geller as the
prey. Part of the problem
undoubtedly was profes-
sional jealousy; Geller the
Psychic was a hard act to
follow. But stage magicians
also recognize a bit of trick-

ery when they see it, and they may have been reacting to a
particular segment of Geller's act. Allegedly at the insis-
tence of his manager, he had begun to pad his show with a
standard magician's trick: A confederate positioned in the
parking lot outside the auditorium would write down a few
license plate numbers from the cars of arriving customers,
then deliver the innocent parties to selected seats in the
theater. Geller, who had meanwhile memorized the num-
bers, would pick the drivers out of the crowd, seemingly at
random, and call out their license plate numbers, leaving
them and everyone else in the hall dumbfounded. Geller
eventually admitted this instance of fraud but swore that it
was the only time he had resorted to such trickery. He was,
he said, young and foolish then and easily swayed by the
advice of other people.
eanwhile, Geller’s dissatisfaction with his man-
ager was growing week by week, and he wanted
to break the contract. Geller also claims that he
was interested to see how useful his psychic
powers might be to science—and perhaps he ex-
pected that scientific validation would convince the magi-
cians and his other critics to take him seriously. Then, in
August 1971, Geller got all he wished for with the arrival of
Dr. Andrija Puharich, an American physician with impecca-
ble credentials in medical research and a reputation as a
somewhat credulous investigator of paranormal matters.
(Puharich claimed at times to be in touch with “space
beings,” and he had undergone psychic surgery, which its
practitioners claim to perform without benefit of incisions.)
Puharich, who had heard about Geller from an Israeli
colleague working in Boston, ran Geller through enough
tests to convince himself that the young man possessed an
extraordinary gift. The doc-
tor then contacted several
sponsors in the United
States, including former as-
tronaut and psi enthusiast
Edgar D. Mitchell, and ar-
ranged to bring Geller to

For the first of many tests of his alleged psychokinetic powers,
Uri Geller joined psi researchers Russell Targ (above) and Harold
Puthoff at California’s Stanford Research Institute in 1972.
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At a London laboratory in
1974, researcher John Taylor
watches as Uri Geller strokes

a brass strip attached to a

scale. The pressure of Geller’s
fingers reportedly measured
only half an ounce, but the
metal strip showed a marked
upward curve. The scale’s
pointer also seemed affected
by the young Israeli’s

mental handiwork (inset).

California for further study at the Stan-
ford Research Institute (later renamed
SRI International) in Menlo Park, in or-
der to assess his psi abilities.

During an initial visit with Mitch-
ell in August 1972, Geller dazzled a
number of scientists and researchers
with informal displays of PK. During
lunch breaks he bent their spoons and
teleported tiny objects to their table. On
one occasion, Gerald Feinberg, an es-
teemed physicist from Columbia Uni-
versity, witnessed an impressive dem-
onstration. Geller asked a woman
present to take off her gold ring and
hold it in her closed fist; the psychic
then waved his hand over hers. When
the woman uncurled her fingers, ac-
cording to Feinberg, the ring at first
“appeared with a crack in it, as if it had
been cut through with a very sharp in-
strument.” Geller then laid the ring on
the table, Feinberg continued, and
“over the period of a couple of hours,
the ring twisted so that it went gradual-
ly into the shape of an 'S.”

The following November, Geller

went to California to begin formal test- = N

ing with physicists Harold Puthoff and Russell Targ at SRI. Geller's success rate was reportedly high—in the case
The two researchers were most interested in Geller's al-  of the grapes, he even sketched the correct number of
leged telepathic and clairvoyant abilities, and their research ~ grapes in the bunch. He was also asked to guess the upper-
agenda included thirteen different experiments in “informa-  most face of a die, randomly cast inside a steel box, in a

tion transmission.” For most of the testing, Geller was  series of ten double-blind trials. On the eight occasions
locked in a double-walled steel room, shielded visually, ~ when Geller answered, he responded correctly; he chose to
acoustically, and electrically from the outside world. His  pass the two other times, claiming he had received no clear

task was to "'see’’ target pictures selected at random mental impression of the die. Targ and Puthoff concluded
grapes, a firecracker, a rabbit, a church—by scientists in an that the odds for Geller's success based on chance alone
other room and to reproduce the images as precisely as he  were about a million to one

could with paper and pen. The SRI investigators compiled their results in a for-
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mal paper and submitted it to one of the most prestigious
scientific publications in the West, the British journal Na-
ture. After some professional soul-searching, described in a
leading editorial, the journal broke precedent and published
the article in October 1974. While the editors felt there were
shortcomings in the methodology of the experiments, they
expressed the opinion that Targ and Puthoff had dealt with
“phenomena which, while highly implausible to many sci-
entists, would nevertheless seem to be worthy of investiga-
tion even if, in the final analysis, negative findings are re-
vealed.” The journal’s editorial also noted that ““contrary to
very widespread rumour, the paper does not present any
evidence whatsoever for Geller’'s alleged abilities to bend
metal rods by stroking them, influence magnets at a dis-
tance, make watches stop or start by some psychokinetic
force, and so on.”

SRI was not interested in testing Geller's psychokinet-
ic abilities, but other scientists were, and Geller moved on
to work in their laboratories. One of the most interesting
studies was conducted in 1973 and again in 1974 by Eldon

Byrd, a scientist at the Naval Surface Weapons Center in
Silver Spring, Maryland. An avid student of the paranormal,
Byrd was intrigued by tales of Geller's metal bending and
wanted to see how the young Israeli would fare with nitinol,
a remarkable new metal alloy developed by one of the cen-
ter's metallurgists. Nitinol's distinguishing characteristic is
its “memory.” The material can be bent, crumpled, creased,
and twisted beyond recognition—but with exposure to heat,
it returns to its original manufactured shape. Byrd, who un-
dertook his work with Geller on his own, without any gov-
ernment sponsorship, theorized that if the young Israeli tru-
ly interacted with metal in some psychokinetic way, then he
might be able to erase that memory.

Byrd handed Geller a five-inch length of nitinol wire.
His subject looked at it briefly and then asked Byrd to hold
the wire taut at both ends while he stroked it. After about
twenty seconds, Geller said he felt a lump forming in the
wire and stopped rubbing it. When Geller lifted his fin-
gers, Byrd saw a U-shaped kink in the center of the wire. As
the investigator recalled later, ““This particular wire was

“Bend, Bend, Bend”

His gaze is unwavering, focused on the
utensil he holds lightly between the
thumb and index finger of each hand. His
fingers do not move, but the metal seems
to soften, finally giving way as if the
fork’s thin neck can no longer support its

| heavy head. Thus does Uri Geller perform

the alleged psychokinetic effect—shown
here in a dozen frames of film—for

| which he is best known. The result of his
labor may be clear, but what caused the
fork to bend? Was it a physical or mental
force? If mental, as the psychic claims
and his critics stoutly deny, what goes
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through Geller's mind as he concentrates?
These are questions Geller has been

asked countless times since he burst onto

the psychic scene in London in 1973

And he invariably answers that the force

comes from his mind; he feels no heat, no

surge of power, no transference of energy




formed, at the time of manufacture, in a straight configura-
tion, and immersion in boiling water should have caused it
to spring back vigorously to that shape. But when I placed it
in the water, the wire, instead of snapping back with some
force into a straight shape, began to form approximately a
right angle . . . 1lit a match and held it over the kink, but still
the wire did not straighten out.”

Although critics would later insist that Geller might
have found some way to obtain and tamper with a length of
nitinol before his session with the scientist, Byrd could not
discover any logical explanation for the changes that had
occurred in the wire sample. When he had a chance to meet
with Geller again a year after the study, he arranged to re-
peat the experiment.

This time he had added some elegant refinements.
The wire was checked for anomalies at Byrd's laboratory
and was configured to return to a straight shape upon heat-
ing. Byrd cut a length of nitinol wire into four pieces, giving
three to Geller and retaining the other as a control. Two of
the lengths were held by Byrd as Geller stroked them, and

the third was held by Geller; kinks appeared in all three
samples. When Byrd heated the wires to the temperature
that normally would invoke their memory, the kinks re-
mained as before. The deformed pieces were then analyzed
by x-ray crystallography, a scanning electron microscope,
and other precision instruments, but the results offered no
clues as to how Geller had apparently changed the metal
alloy’s physical properties.

Summing up his findings, Byrd asserted, ““I can say
that the possibility of fraud on Geller’s part can be virtually
ruled out. Because of the unusual properties of nitinol, the
scientific controls essential for any investigation are, for the
most part, built into the testing material. Geller would have
had to ‘palm’ a source of high heat or substitute his own
personally manufactured or previously altered pieces of ni-
tinol if deception is to be the explanation for the events that
took place—two highly unlikely possibilities.”

Unlikely, but apparently not impossible, according to
magazine columnist and amateur magician Martin Gard-
ner—a member of the executive council of the militantly

to the object. He simply focuses, he says,
and repeats to himself “bend, bend,
bend

Geller suggested in a 1988 in-

'w that all people may have “some
kind of Kinetic energy that comes from
our minds or brains, something which
an't be measured.” He says he possesses
in abundance of this energy, which is
channeled from his mind to the object he
focuses on. While Geller is a religious

man and views his talent as a special gift
from God, he does not discount the
possibility that he may have tapped into a
type of “extraterrestrial power.”
Whatever the source of his professed
mental energies, Geller maintains they
are stored until such time as he depletes
them with PK efforts. “l use up nearly
all of them every time | bend something,”
he wrote in 1986, “it takes at least half

an hour for me to refill my energy pool.”
Geller admits he sometimes fails to per-
form a PK feat. While such failures are
embarrassing, for him they are also a kind
of vindication. “If | were a professional
magician,” he explains, "I am certain

I would practice to the point where |, like
they, would never fail. As it is, | would
make a pretty miserable excuse for a
professional magician.”

K]



skeptical Committee for the Scientific In-
vestigation of Claims of the Paranormal.
Countering Byrd's assertion that nitinol
was not generally available to the public,
Gardner wrote in the May/June 1977 issue
of The Humanist, a magazine frequently
featuring articles debunking the para-
normal, that the wire was available to
magicians at the time of Byrd's experi-
ments. Gardner, an ardent critic of Geller,
further claimed to

protecting the works could not be pried
open except with a small knife or jewel-
er's tool. He handed the timepiece to
Geller, saying only that it would not run.
Geller examined the watch careful-
ly—he held it to his ear, shook it gently—
but always within Cox’s full view; within
thirty seconds the watch was ticking.
When Cox opened the back of his time-
piece to see what had happened, he found
the regulator arm

have permanently
kinked a section of
nitinol wire himself.
Given his suspected
skills as a conjurer,
Gardner observed,
Geller could easily
enough have worked
his apparent wonders
through trickery.

moved completely to
the “'slow' setting,
which he estimated
as being roughly forty
degrees counter-
clockwise. The foil
was cut in two and
rested at a ninety de-
gree angle from its
original position.

Perhaps so, but

Cox also tested

Geller also received
high marks in 1974
from William Cox, a

Magician James Randi (top) shows how Uri Geller might bend keys
through quick sleight of hand after momentarily distracting observers: He could
insert the tip of one key into the slotted head of another and
exert pressure (above, left) or use a lightweight key or one that is
deeply cut and bend it between his thumbs (above, right).

Geller's celebrated
metal-bending abili-
ties. The research as-

research associate at

sociate had brought

the widely respected Institute for Parapsychology in Dur-
ham, North Carolina, and himself a practiced magician. Cox
arranged a meeting with Geller in New York at which he
presented the psychic with several PK challenges, the most
impressive of which involved Cox’s own seventeen-jewel
pocket watch and Geller's vaunted ability to restart broken
timepieces. In preparation for the test, Cox inserted a piece
of aluminum foil between the spokes of the balance wheel
so that the watch could no longer run; he then placed an-
other piece of foil over the watch’s internal regulator arm
and set the arm to the very limits of the "“fast” position. Cox
satisfied himself that no amount of shaking would dislodge
the foil or start the watch and that the two hinged covers
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with him an ungrooved steel safe-deposit-box key that
measured just over two inches long. Geller laid the key up-
on the surface of a glass coffee table and asked Cox to press
lightly on the key’s broad handle; under Cox's watchful eye,
Geller stroked the key’s other end. In less than a minute,
Cox reported, the key had bent to an angle of about twelve
and one-fourth degrees.

Were this to have been done by normal means, the
investigator declared, it would have taken an upward force
of nearly forty pounds at Geller's end or about one hundred
pounds downward at Cox's, neither of which was possi<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>