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I have read Dr. Rhine's article with the greatest of intervest.
However, on certain issues in his article, I respectfully disagree.
AL the most receat Assual Conference of the Parapsychology
Fousdation, Imc., beld im Sam Frascisce in August 1975, Dr. thine
and T had the opportunity of exchanging owr vievs regarding
publication policy.

Normally T would not have felt metivated o criticize Dr, ¥hine
on parapsychological matters, but sisce 1 strongly disagree with
him oo certain isswes, I will be gled to clarify =y position.
Finally in order to avoid all potential sisunderstasdings, 1 weuld
1ike to make it clear that 1 have adaired Dr. Rhine for bis
urmatched pioneering work im parapsychology for toc long to easily
rurn critic at this stage. Purther, 1 a= indebted to pr. Rhize in
many vays for the {nspiring and substantial help he has rendered
¢ over the years. I am not sasguise about =y possibilicies of
changing his opinion, But I hope that our exchange of opinioms
will be helpful in illeminating problems which 1 believe are of
the utmost isportamce for our field.

On the strict statistical issve, I agree with Dr. Baine (see pp 135
= 136 in his articie), namely that so far as the test of
significance is comcerned, cue experiment should be coasidered as
ot of amother, and the results do not need to be pooled.
However, Lf one accepts this rule, 1 believe that one should be
consequent, e.g. cae should vefrain from the babit of cosbining
p-values from various, hardly ccmparabdle investigations with the
intention of desonstrating how well the psi hypothesis is

sanifested apsychologists inm their apologetic zest.
Before 1.2&2';» statistical issue it should be nn:::d that
all ladboratory {nvestigations have both an experimestal a
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statistical side. The use of statistics may be more or less
tut eves the most proper use of statistics may lead to .N,;’“’"*
correlations or conclusfons if there are inadequacies I'Q‘.“?“
the resesrch process itself. Ome of these sources of error § 5
ressarch process s related to selective reporting; R e
porting; asother to
soman lisitations with regard to the adilie
Yy to make reliadle
observations or evaloaticns, Dumette (1) says:
"The most commos variant is, of course, the tendency t
pegative results. I omly recestly Became sware of tt,m :.::?
slze of this great graveyard for dead stodies vhen a coll -
::f".“ satl!!:ulu that only a third of his studles ’f:.md
- a8 puc {t. Recently, a
game vas discovered, quite h'y;im.::no‘:: ";h::lg! e il
vrote to 37 authors to ask for the nv-z;u,on vh'i“‘ et
based recent fournal articles. Woline found th e e
replied, 21 reporced their data zo de ol:h-r‘;::p:::::. )” b
::l::d;:t:::!‘:uno{u. Finally, after some -euuiu:t'
el em i e O e sevin B tomn o
in three = errors so great as to thll’ly.w m.gwu el
- the results already reported.” s
t should also be st :
desonstrated that m:ﬁn::“u :0:;“““ s
i be dn o1l e plrped eod o arrive at results found
eemen their expectancies, or with
expectancies of those within the sci 3 il
bty dle D scieatific estadblishment in
beez questioned the o;naul tend PR L Cbwlc ey
"L goass ve all can agree 0::1 seens to be unaffected.
fa amidiag’ éa the “".““m fact that selective reporting
:"m“" Ceit 1s 5 bed t:h‘ :::l:::{. 0‘1:" instance a
or selective re . could be the reason
bfs datel Ts ic ::;‘::.:‘z :::l a research worker manipulate
or :o:l there exist some kind of ::::r:h v::hr el iz
an influesce that § ring field" thar exerts such
n;:.: oceurs? wproper bedavieur on the part of the research
eems rathel
professional ’w:‘:;?:l:: to assume that the editors of
a certain bharafu] {nfl :lrch leaders in general could exert
especially tree in areas of r: Shis comection. This may be
:xm'“"l"t. Fopdinat :«tch vhere we find school-bullders
m;:g: Bas to f{ght extra l;‘tt i= areas where a branch of
Thate s %o deubt:at all in my wing seeer cis o od Fecopaicion.
shaping” effect am edi my mind about the “filtericg" er
journal. 1t seems highly prosapin i, P8 Che cut
Als 2 hly p 1 put of his
Ble vm "schcol of thought® or S e s Y oo A
Prefers and "revargs “.“:hntdml ideas. This implies
& supporting his own
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previcusly published findings and cherisbed bypothases sad tends
to suppress the reporting of findings lesning in the oppesite
direction. Such an editerial policy may oreate & research clisate
and “system of values™ vhich could aceowat te & great extest for
the phenomena described by Dussette, Rosenthal, asd others. I
think that ooe should sote that the very existesce of a certain
peblication policy could influence an suthor’s willisgaess to
schmit & paper for psblication asd his strategy in wricieg it

To me the issue on Bow the publicaticn policy may affect the
content axd cutput of the ressarch procedere is a burning ome.
This is a hMghly relevant issue in mosc branches of sciesce and
1 fail to see any good ressons why parapsychology shosld be
exenpted. Om the contrary, I thizk it is especially relevaac to
parapsyedolegy. As 1 see it, the major risk of selective reporting
{s not primarily a statistical coe, but rather the research clisate
which the underlying policy create (“you are "good' If you cbtais
supporting results; you are ‘so-good" i€ you caly arrive at chance
resulics™).

Soch & pollcy, implicitly or explicitly expressed, is in my view
bound to exert a distorting influesce on its end product, the
results, Purthersore 1 am afraléd that the risk of this distorting
effect is high im a fleld like parapsychology vhere ve bave almost
so positicas and vhere mest people are badly lacking the security
of esployment. The situation is likely to become critical, if §ob
security and “promotica”™ start to Sepend upia the cutiome of coe's
experiments. I am mot primarily thinking bere of the prebability
of the occurrence of deliberate fraud, but rather of a vide vange
of more sebtle vays of “adjusting” and "improving” ose's data te
sect the requirement of being statistically significant at a pre~
determined, but vather arbitrary level. This may favelve for
isstasce, re-stating one's hypotheses, small "ratfonalized”
exclusion of data, pest Boc analysis until somathing torns up.

severtheless, 1 do mot find it ceastructive to discuss the
hescmeton of wareliable experimenters in Terss of “weak™ and
“streog” minds respectively. 1 a= very vell avare that thete aTe
educational aspects to the problem, dut by and large 1 believe
that the most fruitfel way of attacking the prodblem is to malyze
the entire research process asd the motivation dehind it. To aveid
miscaderstandiog 1 want to stress that 1 have never saléd that &
seientist’s reliability cam not be affected by trainiog is & 1t
favourable way, but cae should sotice that the scientist Bimee
{s caly one part of a highly cosplex aad dynamic process, the
scieatific research protess.

have previcssly made soggesticos as Lo how to fsprove 08T
:nuru:ulu of the research process by pin-pointisg its risky
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lisks or sysapses by the use of the "system approach™ (2),

s T carried cut has sad practical isplications ,o‘_'t e

pablicatios policy vhich ve have stated as an {deal for oy be
an Journal of Parapsychology. We are “:r:"

j .
that the feol-proof experiment does not exist = althou
trol of an experiment at auﬁ‘_:‘?‘ can

be doe Lo improve the coa
levels. In shert, we shall try to avoid selecti
yet at the same tise try to refrain from mh‘";:';otun‘ &nd
graveyard for all those stedies which did not "turn el
K fectives say be fulfilled by the editorial rule s
jodgaeats eatirely co our ispressions of the qualf sing our
54 methodology of the plansed study. The ‘“q : £ of dasig
of & samsscript should take place prior to tb?c:“"" rejection
t: evaluation of the results of the study. It nl::, et e
the Sypatheses as well as the member of subject izplies that
erials, ete., sheuld be s, ocmber of
carefully specified be
of data (s made. Asother advant fore the collecti
S age could also de tha o
would be able to cepitalize t the research
riams (s trily sl Pt e el axs 1%
t I have descrided as '1|;d 1
“sptinized automated el 3 Comdition™, (that is
experinent™) in the e M ey control of & psi-
paper referred t ps
experinenter frem @, should relieve ch
- the rather dull dut =
ile leaving his £ y of making registrati
rapport” vith hs smbjects - & peycholo creating a fverahin
T o e et A0 L o 3 ks
uence on '
bject "“‘.".;i::i performance of the ‘nl‘ll:!:::j.]p‘“t .{’“
hh::’ relieved from the "::hn it is reasonable to .”_.rlmnr—
s sur
7e14 20t be 4 disadvantage i stega i s 1
eve that 1 have ing pai phenceena
the caly persen rather good grouad :
possibl vithis cur field vho s to state that I am not
¢ implications feels concerned
e, Joda A, P of different ¢ about
. Palmer's ide ypes of publicati
& independen a of estad on policies.
tly devel lishing a kind of “d "
prodless which 1 oped idea intended to t ata beuk x
Teasons fer mu touched upos hete. The ackle some of the
Just & few """. og Dr. Palmer's ides. N re are several good
1) If the p t;i . Here I will mention
relation to ...,‘I Vi 02 of successful experime
1t nay wel} asful z.... this !houl: bo“. is small in
impression that oducational { =ale MI‘CG
0tul” pat P Py S o
ey from experinen ginser vho carri
a1l as since they very frustrated and shy
where 9 W4y think
aly the “emccesatyrn . Y have that they are by
#fu1" experiment got this idea from journals
s are published at full
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length.

2) On the other band if it should turn cut that a high proportion
of experiments were seccessful this teo has a member of
implications, Hew does ove reconclle such a finding with the motion
that there is am almost non-exixtesmt veproduceability is
parapsychology? If the ratio of successful experiments is bigh,
that would isply that we could commence with & more comstructive
and critical agproach of theory testing, perhaps in accordance with
the famous Popperian scheme:

Pl »IT~EE~P2

vhore "P" stasds for "probles”; "IT" stands for “temtative theory™
and "EE" for (attespted) “ervor elimination™.

1) 1f similar experiments (jointly planned a=d carried cut with
the same high degree of automated control) were carried out at
different research centres and yielded strosgly comtrasting
results (statistically significant between different centres) this
would alse be very important imformation. A systesatic and
pesetrating amalysis of possible causes for those differesces,
subsequently carefully tested, seems to == to be a fruitfol way of
enhancing our kmowledge of critical factors affecticg the outcome
of a psi-experiment. The existence of a "data bank" ceuld e 2
coastructive step in making such compariscas possible.

Dr. Ehice may be right with his belief that becsuse of eshanced
knovliedge aad experience, the proportion of successful expeviments
{s today higher, at his Institute asd elsewhere, than it was durlog
his early years at Duke University. This appreciation of the
situatica may be a correct ome, but the notiea is to the beat of
my knowledge wmproven. A statistical assessment of this insoe will
be further complicated {f a shift in pedblication policy has taken
place since the early Duke days.

There are several other interestinmg statesents asd ideas that Dr.
shine has put forvard in his article which I would like to discess
asd challenge, but for the time beisg 1 will restrict myself to
the points I have already made. Readers vhether they agree or
disagree with the points I have sade here are invited to discuss
their views in this journal.
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