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Loftus’ book contains a great deal of useful
information, and is a must-read for anyone interested in
conducting investigations involving eyewitnesses. In
addition to the sorts of information described above, the
book describes the use of hypnosis on memory (it doesn’t
seem to be any more beneficial to recall than relaxation,
and can induce false recollections), special training
programs for identifying faces (they don’t work), and legal
protections against misidentification by eyewitnesses in
the American court system (they are practically
nonexistent—several cases of false imprisonment on the
basis of eyewitness testimony are recounted, along with a
summary of relevant Supreme Court decisions).

Book Review
ESP and Psychokinesis: A Philosophical Examination
by Stephen E. Braude
1979, Temple University Press, 283pp.
Reviewed by Jim Lippard
Stephen Braude regards his book ESP and Psychokinesis
as a sequel to the philosopher C.D. Broad’s work Lectures
on Psychical Research. Like Broad, Braude brings
philosophical analysis to the field of parapsychology.
This analysis finds much of the conceptual framework of
parapsychology to be full of problems.

The book is divided into five sections: on conceptual
foundations, the data of parapsychology, implications of
psi on the philosophy of mind, an analysis of
synchronicity, and an analysis of the meaning of the word
“paranormal.” It is Braude’s conceptual analysis in the
first and last parts which is most successful. In the first,
Braude attempts to come up with definitions of the terms
“telepathic interaction,” “telepathic cognition,”
“clairvoyant interaction,” “clairvoyant cognition,”
“precognitive,” and “psychokinesis” which avoid begging
any questions about whether such things exist or are
reducible to one another. He also comments on what sort
of evidence would count towards the existence of psi and
what counts as experimental replicability. While most of
his remarks are well taken, I think he puts too much
weight on experimenter effects as a means of explaining
away replication failures.

Braude’s section on the data of parapsychology is less
successful. He is clearly an advocate of psi, and it shows
in his writing. While he primarily focuses on some of the
best experimental evidence for psi (e.g., the random event
generation experiments of Helmut Schmidt), he also
makes reference to psychic “superstars” such as Nina
Kulagina and Ted Serios, and to Stanford Research
Institute experiments by the discredited Russell Targ and
Harold Puthoff. On the other hand, Braude is quick to
criticize explanations of parapsychologists for their results
as incoherent when he sees them so, and he cites critical
studies. The summary of the data is a fairly good one for
the time it was written, though various pieces of the
evidence have since been discredited or had doubt cast upon
them (e.g., the Soal-Shackleton experiments and Carl
Sargent’s ganzfeld experiments).
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In the third section, Braude attempts to show that the
philosophical argument he gives against the energy-
transfer theory of telepathy also has negative implications
for some types of mind-brain identity theory (specifically
Donald Davidson’s “anomalous monism”). He further
argues that the entire fields of cognitive psychology and
neuroscience are based on “disguised nonsense.” Needless
to say, I think his argument utterly fails. Both arguments
are based on his claim that physical structures (e.g., brain
states) cannot have uniquely determined meaning in virtue
of their internal structure. While his argument and a
response would be too technical to get into in this review,
those interested should compare Braude’s argument with
some other contemporary philosophy of mind and
cognitive science (e.g. chapter 11 of Goldman (1986),
chapters 2, 6, and 7 of Anderson (1985), and chapters 4
and 5 of Pollock (1989)). Some of the mistakes in
Braude’s argument include his failure to distinguish
between thoughts and pictures (see Anderson (1985)) and
his related assumption that thoughts are completely
ambiguous (see Goldman (1986) and Pollock (1989) for
factors that constrain the possible meanings of thoughts).
(Braude is not, however, alone in his views. Those who
share some of them include Stich (1983 & 1989) and
Dennett (1987).)

In the fourth section of the book, Braude addresses the
theory of synchronicity and finds it incoherent. While I
agree with his conclusion, I think his argument contains
some mistakes imported from his argument in the
previous section.

In the last section, Braude attempts to come up with a
reasonable definition of the word “paranormal” which is
distinct from “abnormal” and “infrequent” without
requiring that the things to which it applies be forever
beyond scientific understanding. I think the definition he
ultimately comes up with is as good as any I’ve seen.

I recommend the book primarily for those interested
in the conceptual analysis of parapsychology. Those
interested in a survey of the best of parapsychology’s data
would be better served by reading a more recent
publication such as Rao & Palmer (1987).
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Upcoming Meetings

January/February 1989

This section contains listings for Phoenix Skeptics and TUSKS meetings.
Phoenix Skeptics meetings are normally held on a Saturday near the end of the month. Meetings start at 12:30 p.m. and
are held at the Jerry’s restaurant at 1750 N. Scottsdale Rd. in Tempe (south of McKellips).

February 25. Normal PS meeting time and place. Speaker will be Conrad Goeringer. The title of the talk will be
“Bimbos for Satan” . See the review of his talk in Tucson in the previous Arizona Skeptic.

March 25. Normal PS meeting time and place. Joseph Laferriére.will talk about Evolution, and most likely some
comments on Creationism. He has had articles published in the Skeptical Inquirer and Creation/Evolution Quarterly.

If you have a suggestion for a meeting topic or a guest speaker for the Phoenix Skeptics, contact Ted Karren at the PS address
or 993-2600. If you have a suggestion for a TUSKS lecture, contact Ken Morse at §81-4910.

January PS Meeting
See “Behaviorism and Consciousness” and “In Response”
for twoviews on thic January public meeiing.
Editor’s Ramblings
Have you been wondering what you could do for the
Phoenix Skeptics? We could use help in covering public
meetings of various organizations, seminars, talks, etc.
When something comes up, we will go through the file
and contact people who might be able to attend. You may
be called to help out on short notice (a day or so at the
worst, we hope) . To get into the HotLine Index, send us
your name, address, phone number, and interests.
Mike Stackpole and I went to see Rev. Peter Popoff

like he is doing even as well as he was last year when he
came to town. About 30 of the faithful showed up.

The Yucca Stalk Incident was particularly amusing. I
hiave some photos which were taken the day before 1t was
torn down by one Peter Petrisko, local artist.

As always, we’d like to see book reviews and other
contributions from our readers. Thanks to Roger Mann
and Erv Theobold, first-time contributors, and the others
who helped fill up this newsletter.

As far as we know, our mention of Victoria Jones in
the last issue did not cause with her departure from KFYT.

Is anyone alive down in Tucson?

Through a deal with Prometheus Books, we can offer
a 10% discount on books in their catalog. Catch me or
Judy Sawyer during a Phoenix Skeptics meeting to order.

in January. Yes, he is still out there, but it doesn’t seem
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